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THIRD  SESSION,  FIFTH  P ARLI AMENT.— 48  VIC. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  16th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK  DEPOSITS. 

Mr.  TROW  (for  Mr.  Charlton)  asked,  What  was  the  amount  of 
the  deposits  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  of  Canada  on  April 
30th,  subject  to  payment  on  demand ;  and  also  the  amount  of 
deposits  subject  to  notice  of  withdrawal,  on  the  same  date  ? 

Mr  CARLING.  The  balance  due  to  depositors  payable  on 
demand,  on  the  30th  of  April,  was  $14,536,747.  No  portion  of  the 
amount  due  to  depositors  is  payable  on  previous  notice. 

WAVS  AND  MEANS— DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  N.  W. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  (June  15),  reporting  a  resolution  granting  to  Her 
Majesty  the  sum  of  $1,700,000,  to  defray  certain  expenses  con¬ 
nected  with  the  disturbances  in  the  North-West  Territories,  be 
read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  stated  that  he  would 
give  some  further  information. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  I  understood 
the  hon.  Minister  to  say  that  he  had  no  information  that  he  could 
give  other  than  he  had  given,  but  that  he  had  received  a 
very  large  package  of  receipts  and  vouchers  for  money  expended 
in  the  North-West,  which  were  then  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Department. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  said  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  give  the  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  House  in  a  short  time,  and  he  stated  it  should  be 
given  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  this  motion  to 
pass,  so  that  I  can  introduce  a  Bill  and  take  another  stage,  I  will 
ask  the  Minister  of  Militia  about  the  information. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Minister  of  Militia  is  unwell 
to-day,  and  is  confined  to  his  house. 

Resolution  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  BOWELL  introduced  Bill  (No.  149)  to  grant  to  her  Majesty 
$1,700,000  required  to  defray  certain  expenses  now  being  incur¬ 
red  in  the  North-West  Territories. 

Bill  read  the  first  time. 

WASHINGTON  TREATY. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  With  the  consent  of  the  House,  I  wish  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  to  a  matter 
referred  to  in  that  very  reliable  paper  called  the  Montreal  Gazette, 
a  paper  that  is  characterised  by  a  great  deal  of  literary  ability  and 
truthfulness.  In  a  letter  to  that  paper  I  find  this  matter  referred 
to,  which  is  of  great  interest,  certainly,  to  the  people  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces.  The  letter  refers  to  the  fact  that  correspondence 
has  been  had  and  an  arrangement  entered  into  between  the 
Cabinet  at  Ottawa  and  the  Government  at  Washington,  in  order 
to  promote  a  settlement  of  the  fishery  question.  The  substance 
of  the  article  is  this,  that  an  arrangement  has  been  arrived  at 
between  the  Cabinet  at  Washington  an  1  the  Cabinet  here,  that 
no  steps  shall  be  taken  to  prevent  American  fishermen  coming 
into  our  fisheries  until  Congress  meets  in  December  next,  in  the 
hope  that  in  the  meantime  such  arrangement  will  be  arrived  at 
to  settle  the  question,  not  merely  for  a  year  or  ten  years,  but  for 
all  time.  Now,  as  this  is  a  very  important  matter,  one  that  is 
creating  a  good  deal  of  interest  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  to 
which,  1  am  sure,  the  Government  is  giving  a  good  deal  of  atten- 
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tion,  and  as  the  fishery  clauses  of  the  Washington  Treaty  will 
expire  in  a  couple  of  weeks,  I  would  like  to  know  what  founda¬ 
tion  there  is,  if  any,  for  this  article. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  very  glad  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  asked  the  question.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  asked  a  similar  question  some  time  ago,  and  I 
told  him  the  subject  had  occupied  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  the  papers  would  be  brought  down  before  the  end 
of  the  Session.  At  this  moment  we  are  applying  to  the  Governor 
General  for  leave  from  the  Colonial  Office  to  lay  certain  papers 
before  the  House,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  consent  will  be  given 
at  once,  unless  the  late  change  there  will  cause  some  little  delay. 
I  fancy,  however,  it  will  not,  and  we  shall  bring  down  very  impor¬ 
tant  documents  to  be  laid  before  the  House  as  soon  as  we  have 
authority  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Does  the  right  hon.  gentleman  feel  himself 
at  liberty  to  declare  whether  the  tendency  of  the  article,  the 
declaration  that  arrangements  are  likely  to  be  come  to  whereby 
our  fisheries  will  be  open  to  Americans  during  tire  present  season, 
is  correct  or  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  say  that  is  correct,  but 
I  do  not  think  it  well  to  be  more  specific  in  my  statement.  It  is 
not  correct,  however,  that  there  is  any  engagement  by  which  the 
waters  will  be  open  to  the  Americans,  but  the  papers  speak  for 
themselves.  I  may  say,  however,  that  the  tendency  of  all  this 
correspondence  is  to  give  strong  hope  that  negotiations  will  take 
place,  not  only  with  regard  to  fisheries,  but  with  regard  to  extended 
reciprocity. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  state  at  once 
whether  this  statement  in  a  Ministerial  organ  is  correct  or  not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  first  place,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  no  organ. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Except  the  Herald . 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  second  place,  I  have  not 
seen  the  article  ;  in  the  third  place,  I  do  not  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  can  at  all  be  forced,  if  they  think  it  inexpedient,  to  make 
statements  prematurely,  and  they  cannot  make  a  full  statement 
now,  or  one  full  enough  to  be  at  all  satisfactory  to  the  House. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  It  is  certain  some  Minister  has  made  the 
statement  to  the  editor  of  the  paper. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  that  is  not  the  case.  Any 
statement  that  has  been  made  has  come  from  Newfoundland, 
which  is  also  interested  in  this  matter.  I  have  no  doubt  as  to 
how  the  statement  referred  to  has  been  made.  Sir  Ambrose 
Shea,  who  is  not  a  member  of  the  Newfoundland  Government,  and 
holds  no  official  position  whatever  under  the  Government,  went 
to  Washington  not  long  ago,  on  behalf  of  the  St.  John  Board  of 
Trade,  on  a  matter  relating  to  Customs,  and  had  some  communi¬ 
cation  with  the  American  Government,  and  some  unofficial  com¬ 
munication  with  the  British  Ambassador,  and  I  presume  these 
rather  imperfect  statements  have  been  made  from  the  informa¬ 
tion  he  gathered  when  at  Washington. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  am  sure  I  need  not  remind  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  this  is  a  very  important  matter.  As  we  are  getting  to  the 
1st  of  July  I  am  quite  sure  he  feels  the  necessity  of  taking  early 
action,  so  as  to  arrive  at  some  conclusion  as  early  in  July  as  pos¬ 
sible.  I  presume  any  arrangements  that  maybe  come  to  to  leave 
our  fisheries  open  to  American  fishermen  will  enable  our  fisher¬ 
men  to  send  fish  to  the  United  States  free  of  duty  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  already  stated  that  we 
merely  wait  for  permission  to  bring  down  communications  which, 
have  taken  place  between  the  Imperial  Government  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  POPE.  In  moving  that  this  House  resolve  itself  into  com¬ 
mittee  on  the  proposed  resolutions  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  it  has  been  customary,  on  the  part  of  my  distinguished  and 
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honorable  predecessor  (Sir  Charles  Tapper)  to  make  a  general 
statement  as  to  the  railway,  giving,  as  nearly  as  he  could,  all  the 
particulars,  all  the  incidents  that  had  transpired,  and  the  pros¬ 
pects  of  the  railway.  I  do  not  intend  to  follow  this  example  by 
going  over  ground  that  has  been  gone  over  before,  and  so  well 
gone  over.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  former 
transactions,  explained  to  this  House  time  and  again,  but  what  1 
propose  to  make  is  a  statement  generally  of  what  has  transpired 
since  the  loan  of  last  year,  and  perhaps  in  some  particulars  I  may 
have  to  refer  to  former  years.  In  the  first  place,  let  me  say  that 
the  company  have  proceeded  with  their  work  during  the  last 
year,  under  the  loan  given  by  this  House,  with  great  vigor  and 
energy,  that  not  one  particle  of  that  energy  we  have  seen  in 
former  years  exhibited  by  the  company  has  been  lessened  or 
decreased  in  the  slightest  degree.  I  do  not  believe  that  you  could 
get  any  other  men  in  this  country  who  would  have  undertaken 
that  work  and  pushed  it  to  the  extent  these  gentlemen  have. 
Consequently,  in  starting,  I  may  say  that  I  think  they  are  entitled 
to  every  consideration  from  this  House  and  from  the  country, 
and  that  we  may  feel  proud  that  we  have  found  Canadians  who 
could  undertake  this  work  and  carry  it  through  almost  to  com¬ 
pletion  as  they  have  done.  When  I  travelled  through  that 
country  last  fall  I  found  that  the  line  was  a  much  better  road  than 
the  contract  they  had  entered  into  demanded,  and  I  found  that 
they  must  have  expended  large  sums  of  money  beyond  what  the 
contract  required.  I  found  that  they  had  constructed  the  road, 
not  only  across  the  prairies,  but  into  that  sea  of  mountains  going 
into  British  Columbia,  which  my  hon.  friend  opposite  has  so 
graphically  described.  When  you  get  into  the  Pocky  vountains 
you  wonder  that  so  few  men  could  have  performed  this  work, 
for  there  100  or  1,000  or  5,000  men  appear  as  nothing.  I  felt 
at  that  time  that  we  owed  a  great  deal  to  these  men,  and  I  feel 
now  that  we  owe  a  great  deal  to  them,  and  that  they  have  done 
the  work  well,  and  have  done  a  great  deal  more  than  they  agreed 
to  do  by  their  contract.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  am  here  to¬ 
day  to  propose  the  resolutions  that  are  now  before  the  House.  It 
is  because  they  have  expended  large  sums  of  money  beyond 

what  the  contract  required  that  I  am  forced  to  ask  the  House _ I 

believe  a  willing  House,  a  House  that  will  appreciate  the  great 
work  that  has  been  done  by  these  men,  a  work  that  could  not 
have  been  done  if  they  had  adhered  strictly  to  the  contract — to 
agree  to  these  resolutions.  These  gentlemen  do  not  ask  for  one 
dollar  to  complete  their  contract.  We  all  believe,  they  believe, 
and  the  chief  engineer  himself  says,  that  the  money  provided  for 
the  completion  of  that  contract  is  amply  sufficient  to  carry  it 
through  and  finish  the  road ;  but  it  was  found  necessary  to  do 
considerably  more  than  that,  in  order  to  make  the  work  one 
which  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  according  to  its 
latest  developments,  and  consequently  they  found  that,  while 
they  could  complete  the  work  in  the  terms  of  the  contract,  they 
could  not  do  that  which  must  be  done  in  a  few  years,  in  order  to 
compete  with  other  transcontinental  railways,  without  the  addi¬ 
tional  expenditure.  Consequently,  they  found  themselves  invol¬ 
ved  in  a  large  expenditure,  and  found  it  necessary  to  make  an 
outlay  which  was  unprovided  for  by  the  loan  of  last  year.  I  think 
that  was  wise.  I  think  I  appeal  to  a  Plouse  which  will  appreciate 
the  wisdom  of  getting  that  road  completed  at  once  in  a  proper 
shape,  rather  than  having  to  go  over  it  a  second  time.  The  only 
ihing  the  company  are  going  to  ask  from  this  House  in  the  shape 
of  money  is  that  they  may  be  assisted  temporarily  to  the  extent 
of  $5,000,000,  with  ample  security  for  repayment,  and  to  be 
allowed  to  cancel  stock  of  $35,000,000  and  issue  bonds,  in  order 
to  pay  the  loan  and  complete  the  road.  This  is  the  sum  and 
substance  of  the  resolutions  as  they  stand.  There  is  no  money 
to  be  given  for  the  completion  of  their  contract — not  one  farthing 
— they  do  not  ask  it.  The  arrangement  is  to  be  made,  if  at  all, 
not  in  the  interest  alone  of  the  company,  but  of  the  country  ; 
that  the  road  shall  be,  in  all  respects,  superior  to  the  contract, 
and  as  good  as  any  of  the  other  transcontinental  railways  between 
the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans,  and  in  every  respect  in  a  position 
to  compete  with  the  other  roads.  The  company  desire  to  get  pos¬ 
session  of  their  property  in  order  that  they  may  use  it  for  the 
equipment  and  completion  of  the  road.  And,  to  put  it  in  first- 
class  position,  they  propose  to  pay  off  the  indebtedness  already 
incurred  with  the  Government ;  to  cancel  $35,000,000  unsold  stock, 
issuing  instead  same  amount  of  first  preference  bonds,  $20,000,000 
of  which  will  be  held  by  the  Government  as  security,  the 
proceeds  of  which,  when  sold,  to  be  appropriated  to  pay  off 
$20,000,000  of  the  loan  of  last  year.  The  other  $15,000,000 
of  bonds  will  be  deposited,  or  the  proceeds  when  sold*  first 
$8,000,000,  as  security  for  a  loan  of  $5,000,000  to  pay  off  their 
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floating  debt,  which  loan  is  to  be  repaid  in  July,  1886 ;  the 
balance  is  for  the  purpose  of  equipping  and  completing  the  road 
in  first  class  style — far  above  the  standard  contracted  for,  and  as 
security  we  take  the  whole  21,000,000  acres.  I  think  no  hon. 
gentleman  will  say  that  the  security  we  take  is  not  ample,  and 
does  not  secure  us  fully.  My  hon.  friend  may  say,  and  probably 
will  say,  that  we  are  releasing  the  security  we  had  before,  but  the 
first  mortgage  bonds  on  that  road  of  $20,000,000  must  be  as  good 
as  the  security  we  had  before.  The  $35,000,000  of  stock  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  was  only  to  be  sold,  as  explained  by 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  last  year,  for  the  purposes  of  the  road  or  for 
the  purpose  of  repaying  the  loan  to  Government.  They  are 
applying  that  now  exactly,  as  was  indicated  by  Sir  Charles  Tup¬ 
per  in  his  speech  last  year,  towards  the  completion  of  the  road, 
and  eventually,  also,  towards  paying  back  the  loan — there  can  be 
no  question  about  that  matter.  There  can  be  no  question  about 
the  point  that  he  made  in  his  speech  last  year  when  he  indicated 
to  the  House,  and  when  the  House  quite  understood  that  what¬ 
ever  use  was  ever  made  of  that  it  never  could  be  used  without 
the  consent  of  the  Government,  and  if  used  at  all,  it  was  either 
to  be  used  in  the  completion  of  the  road  or  in  paying  back  the 
loan.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  proposed  to  use  it  in  both  ways.  The  first 
$20,000,000  is  to  be  kept  towards  paying  off  the  loan  of  last  year. 
No  one  can  doubt  that  these  first  mortgage  bonds  upon  the  road 
for  $35,000,000  only  are  good  security,  and  that  they  are  available 
security.  The  reason  that  they  have  come  to  us  this  year,  and 
the  reason  that  they  came  to  us  last  year  for  a  loan,  was  simply 
because  their  securities,  which  everybody  in  the  country  believed 
were  available,  and  could  be  used  for  the  completion  of  that 
road,  had  turned  out  not  to  be  ayailable ;  there  was  no  market  for 
them ;  the  times  had  gone  against  them,  and  they  are  exactly  in 
that  position  to-day  ;  though  I  believe  that  in  a  short  time  the 
securities  will  become  better  in  the  market,  and  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  company  will  be  able  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  proceeds  of  those  bonds  and  to  pay  back  the  $20,000,000. 
I  have  no  doubt,  also,  they  will  be  able  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
$15,000,000  in  bonds,  in  order  to  pay  us  back  the  temporary  loan, 
which  they  will  have  to  pay  in  July,  1886,  and  also  to  build  the 
road,  as  I  said  before,  and  to  put  it  in  such  a  condition  as  that  it 
will  be  able  to  compete  with  other  roads.  Sir,  I  travelled  over 
that  road  last  year,  as  far  as  they  had  gone,  and  I  found  it 
superior  to  any  thing  that  I  have  travelled  over  on  the 
prairie  yet  —  in  many  instances  much  superior.  There  is 
no  possibility  of  their  being  troubled  with  snow.  The  cuts  are 
wide,  and  the  slopes  are  taken  to  an  extent  of  from  100  to  200 
feet  from  the  railway,  involving  an  enormous  expenditure  on 
that  account.  The  excess  of  expenditure  has  been  brought 
about  from  that  and  various  other  ways.  Of  course,  they  have 
built  iron  bridges  across  the  Saskatchewan  and  across  the  Bow 
River,  and  all  these  things,  which  are  outside  their  contract,  have 
cost  them  a  great  deal  of  money.  Now,  Sir,  it  was  explained  by 
my  hon.  friend  and  my  distinguished  predecessor,  last  year,  that 
certain  contracts  were  entered  into  by  the  Government,  one  north 
of  Lake  Superior  and  one  at  Port  Moody.  At  the  time  he  ex¬ 
plained  to  the  House  he  said  there  were  certain  amounts  that 
must  be  paid  hereafter  upon  these  contracts,  and  there  had  been 
certain  amounts  then  paid — I  forget  exactly  the  amount  he  fixed 
as  having  been  paid  north  of  Lake  Superior,  but  a  considerable 
amount  was  required  to  complete  the  work.  I  am  happy  to  say 
now  to  the  House  that  that  work  has  been  completed,  with  the 
exception  of  about  $60,000  worth.  There  is  a  little  more  filling 
to  be  done  on  that  section,  but  $60,000  is  the  estimated  cost  of 
completing  that  work.  Now,  Sir,  when  he  spoke  of  the  Port 
Moody  section  of  213  miles,  if  I  remember  rightly,  he  explained 
that  there  had  been  $7,000,000  worth  of  work  done  on  that 
section,  and  the  estimated  cost  was  $9,000,000.  That  work  has 
proceeded  favorably,  and  will  undoubtedly  be  completed  within 
the  contract  time,  which  expires  early  in  July,  I  think  the  1st. 
But  there  remains  to  be  done  yet,  stated  in  money,  about 
$350,000 — I  have  not  the  odd  figures  exactly — to  complete  the 
whole  line,  which  we  expect  will  be  by  the  1st  of  J uly,  when  the 
road  will  be  handed  over  to  the  Government.  Sir,  this  is  not  all. 
There  is  a  bad  side  to  the  case,  which  I  must  present  to  you, 
because  I  think,  in  explaining  a  question  of  this  kind,  my  friends, 
as  well  as  my  opponents,  expect  a  clear  and  frank  statement 
which  they  can  rely  upon,  and  they  want  to  know  the  unfavor¬ 
able  as  well  as  the  favorable  side.  Now,  this  is  the  position  in 
which  I  find  myself  in  respect  to  the  section  betwen  Port  Arthur 
and  Winnipeg.  The  estimated  cost  of  that  work  was  $28,000,000  j 
I  find  it  is  going  to  cost  us  about  $29,500,000,  an  excess  over  the 
estimated  cost  of  about  $1,500,000.  This  is  partly  accounted  for 
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in  this  way  :  On  the  portions  which  were  early  built  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  when  he  was 
Premier  of  this  country,  trains  had  been  run  over  that 
road  and  cars  had  been  carrying  supplies  for  the  contracts 
beyond,  without  any  section  men  being  upon  the  road,  and 
had  been  used — I  presume  my  hon.  friends  would  know  the 
time  better  than  I  do-but  I  think  the  road  had  been  used  from 
six  to  eight  years  since  it  had  been  built.  Nothing  had  been 
done  to  keep  it  in  repair,  except  what  those  men  pleased  to 
do  themselves;  consequently,  not  only  the  roadbed  had 
got  very  much  out  of  repair,  but  many  of  the  rails  had  got 
very  much  injured  and  bent,  and  the  sleepers  were  invari¬ 
ably  rotted  away,  because  anyone  that  knows  anything  about 
a  railway  knows  that  the  life  of  a  sleeper  only  lasts  from  six 
to  eight  years,  and  everyone  of  those  sleepers,  without  any 
exception,  had  to  be  taken  out,  and  I  believe  the  last  of 
them  was  taken  out  this  year.  The  wooden  structures, 
the  trestles  on  that  section  were  about  in  the  same  pro¬ 
portion  as  they  are  on  other  sections  of  a  like  character. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  No. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  not  commit  him¬ 
self  without  looking  at  the  figures.  I  assure  him  that  I 
have  looked  at  the  figures,  and  these  wooden  structures  are 
about  in  the  same  proportion  as  on  other  parts  of  the  road 
of  the  same  character. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  No. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  say  that  all  these  structures  have  either 
been  renewed,  or  must  be  renewed  this  year,  because  every¬ 
body  knows  very  well  that  timber  does  not  last  very  long. 
Most  of  this  timber  was  spruce  and  the  ties  could  not  live 
more  than  six  or  eight  years — six  years  would  be  about  the 
life  of  a  spruce  tie,  eight  years,  perhaps,  of  hemlock  or 
taraarac ;  cedar  would  last  longer.  But  those  were  largely 
spruce,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  and  exactly  the  same 
thing  took  place.  Now,  Sir,  in  calculating  $28,000,000, 
account  was  not  taken  of  the  work  that  had  got  to  be  done 
to  repair  the  rails  that  had  been  injured,  to  replace  those 
ties,  and  to  place  this  road  in  the  shape  in  which  it  should 
be.  Not  only  were  the  ties  and  rails  worn  out,  but  the  road 
bed  itself  had  gone  very  much  to  rack,  as  the  bon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  a  road  must  go  to  rack  where  there  is  nobody 
to  keep  it  in  repair.  All  the  materials,  all  the  rails  and 
supplies  that  were  used  upon  that  road  beyond  that  point, 
went  over  this  line  without  thei’e  being  anybody  to  look 
after  it.  I  presume  something  like  $300,000  of  work  had  to 
be  done  on  that  part  of  the  road,  and  it  was  done  at  the  same 
cost  that  work  is  done  elsewhere,  for  similar  kind  of 
work.  Then  there  was  another  thing  that  was  not  taken  into 
account  in  making  this  estimate.  We  believed  that  we  had 
offered  to  Manning,  McDonald  &  Co.  a  fair  price,  but  found 
that  the  arbitrators,  when  it  was  referred  to  arbitration, 
brought  in  a  sum  of  about  $400,000  ;  that  being  the  case, 
you  can  easily  see  how  quite  a  hole  was  made  in  the  one 
and  a  half  million  dollars,  which  is  in  excess  of  the  estimate. 
Taking  all  matters  into  consideration,  1  am  not  disposed  to 
blame  any  engineer,  if  on  a  heavy  piece  of  work,  represent¬ 
ing  millions  and  millions  of  dollars,  there  should  be  a  mil¬ 
lion  either  one  way  or  the  other  different  from  the  estimate. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WEIGHT.  Would  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  permit  me  to  ask  whether  in  what  ho  has  just  stated 
he  referred  to  tne  road  north  of  Lake  Superior  or  was  it 
not  to  the  road  running  for  a  distance  of  400  miles  between 
Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  was  referring  to  the  road  between 
Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg.  Last  year  when  my 
predecessor  laid  his  figures  before  the  House  he  told 
the  House — I  will  not  say  to  a  mile — that  something  like 
800  miles  of  road  yet  remained  to  be  built.  He  explained 
that  that  was  the  heaviest  work  upon  the  whole  line ;  that 
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it  included  the  heavy  work  north  of  Lake  Superior — and  I 
am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  corrected  me  just  now — 
and  to  the  very  heavy  work  through  the  Rocky  Mountains. 
I  have  said  this  distance  was  about  800  miles.  At  this 
moment  I  desire  to  refer  to  those  portions  of  the  road  to 
which  the  loan  applies,  and  which  cover  a  distance  of  800 
miles.  The  section  of  the  road  from  Sudbury  to  Nepigon  is 
487  miles ;  from  the  summit  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  to 
Savona  Perry,  295  miles,  making  a  total  of  782  miles.  The 
line  is  completed  so  as  to  admit  of  the  running  of  regular 
trains  thereon  for  a  distance  ot  568  miles.  The  amount 
expended  on  that  mileage  is  $19,483,369.  The  value  of 
the  work  to  be  done  thereon  is  $918,000.  The  work 
executed  upon  this  part  of  the  road  before  was  $3,000,000  ; 
these  items  making  the  cost  of  these  568  miles  $23,401,000. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Where  is  that  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  On  the  incompleted  782  miles,  part  north 
of  Lake  Superior  and  part  west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Part  of  the  two  sections  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes.  Of  the  line  yet  to  be  completed  so  as 
to  admit  of  the  running  of  regular  trains  there  remains  214 
miles,  the  estimate  for  the  completion  of  which  is  $5,420,510. 
The  value  of  the  work  executed  is  $1,597,810,  making 
$7,018,320  as  the  cost  of  the  work.  I  may  say  that  at  this 
moment  there  are  about  150  miles  to  grade,  about  200  miles 
on  which  to  lay  track,  and  that  work  is  included  in  the 
sum  mentioned.  These  568  miles  have  cost  $23,410,469, 
equal  to  $41,199.77  per  mile. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Ai*e  you  talking  of  the  completed  road? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes,  of  the  568  miles;  214  miles  are  estimated 
to  cost  $7,018,320  or  $32,795.88  per  mile.  The  rolling 
stock  considered  sufficient  for  the  main  line,  is  placed  at 
$286,000,  making  $30,705,789,  less  10  per  cent,  which  is 
kept  back  on  all  work,  $3,070,578,  or  $27,635,211.  On  the 
568  miles  to  complete  the  road  as  estimated,  there  is  a  very 
heavy  section  north  of  Lake  Superior  and  heavy  work  from 
the  summit  of  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass  to  within  six  miles 
of  the  summit  of  the  Selkirk  range.  This  completes  what  I 
have  to  say  on  that  part  of  the  road.  I  think  it  shows  what 
has  been  done  with  the  loan  of  last  year.  If  I  remember 
rightly,  my  friend  and  predecessor  explained  to  the  House 
that  other  companies  and  other  people  had  taken  very  strong 
positions  against  this  road,  and  the  troubles  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  were  due  to  the  action  of  those 
people  and  those  companies.  I  am  not  disposed  to  blame 
other  roads  for  any  action  they  may  take  in  this  mattor.  I 
believe  any  road,  no  matter  where  it  might  be  outside 
of  Canada,  is  quite  justified  in  any  action  it  may  take 
to  protect  itself.  I  quite  understand  that  if  they  find 
their  trade  is  slipping  from  their  grasp,  or  trade  which 
they  otherwise  would  obtain  is  passing  by  them,  they 
will  be  ready  to  do  everything  they  can  to  embarrass  what» 
is  likely  to  prove  a  serious  competitor.  And  I  am  not  in¬ 
clined  to  quarrel  with  them  for  doing  so.  I  had  hoped,  how¬ 
ever,  that  our  own  roads  and  our  own  people  would  have 
taken  a  more  decided  stand  in  favor  of  this  great  national 
undertaking ;  this  great  work  which  in  the  future  must 
become,  and  which  now  is  becoming,  such  an  essential  part 
of  Canada,  that  our  credit  and  every  interest  Canada  has  is 
affected  either  by  pushing  forward  and  completing  tho  road 
or  by  allowing  it  to  stop  where  it  is.  I  had  a  right  to  look, 
and  I  did  look,  to  the  people  of  this  country  and  to  the  press 
to  pursue  a  somewhat  different  course  from  what  has  been 
pursued,  although  I  have  been  challenged  and  we  all  have 
been  challenged  to  produce  a  single  article  or  argument  from 
the  speches  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  or  their 
organs^  in  the  press  in  which  the  road  has  been  tra¬ 
duced.  We  have  been  so  challenged,  but  the  proof 
that  such  has  been  done  is  patent  to  everybody. 
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I  could  go  to  the  Hansard  of  past  years,  I  could  go  to  the 
speeches  made  iu  the  House  by  these  gentlemen,  and  I  could 
find  their  papers  in  this  country  stating  that  any  man  who 
went  west  of  Moose  Jaw  would  find  a  country  unfit  for  civi¬ 
lisation,  and  that  it  could  not  produce  enough  to  pay  for  the 
grease  on  the  railway  wheels.  Ho  you  suppose  the  people 
of  this  country  and  other  countries  have  not  been  cognisant 
of  those  statements  ?  Is  it  possible  that  such  reports  could 
go  through  interested  men  in  this  country — it  would  be 
invidious  to  mention  any  particular  man — but,  can  any  per¬ 
son  suppose  that  when  men  were  playing  into  the  hands  of 
the  enemies  of  the  road  on  the  other  side,  and  doing  their 
utmost  to  injure  the  road,  that  it  would  not  have  an  effect  ? 
I  do  not  blame  them,  but  I  do  blame  the  men  of  this  country 
who  should  have  had  the  interests  of  this  country  at  heart. 
Every  word  they  could  have  said,  every  act  they  could  have 
done,  should  have  been  in  the  interest  of  building  up 
this  great  transcontinental  railway  of  Canada.  Though 
there  may  have  been  some  reason  for  others,  there  was  no 
reason  why  our  own  people  should  have  acted  in  that  way. 
Before  going  into  the  floating  debt  of  the  company,  I  may 
say  that  I  consider  it  of  the  utmost  importance  that  tho 
company  should  find  their  way  as  early  as  possible  to  the 
great  summer  seaport  of  Quebec.  They  feel  it  important 
that  that  connection  should  be  made  as  soon  as  it  prudently 
can  be  made ;  they  hope  to  be  able  to  do  it  before  long,  and 
I  am  glad  that  that  is  their  hope.  I  cannot  join  with  those 
who  think  that  they  should  not  find  their  way  to  secure  the 
trade  of  the  seaports  of  New  England.  I  am  certain  that 
every  man  in  this  House  knows  that  they  must  have  the 
trade  of  the  seaports  of  New  England,  but  from  whatever 
direction  they  get  their  trade,  let  us  do  all  we  can  to  look 
after  our  own  ports.  For  my  own  part,  I  shall  be  glad  in 
the  future  to  give  every  encouragement  I  can  in  that  direc¬ 
tion,  and  therefore  I  hope  that  everything  will  be  done  that 
can  be  done  to  secure  a  road  as  far  east  as  Louisburg,  which 
will  give  the  shortest  line  through  to  Liverpool.  I  am  sorry 
that  circumstances  have  been  such  that  nothing  has  been 
done  for  that  part  of  the  country ;  that  it  has  lain  so  long 
in  abeyance,  but  I  hope  it  will  not  be  very  long  before  hon. 
gentlemen  from  Cape  Breton  will  have  the  advantage  of 
railway  communication,  for  it  is  a  section  of  country  which 
has  never  had  the  advantage  of  a  dollar’s  outlay  on  railways, 
while  the  rest  of  the  country  has  had  very  much,  I  hope 
it  will  not  be  very  long  before  we  will  be  able  to  assist  those 
people  in  getting  to  the  nearest  port  from  which  they  oould 
reach  Great  Britain,  the  port  of  Louisburg. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Could  you  not  put  some  more  bait  on  that 
hook  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
laugh  and  to  sneer,  but  he  knows  when  I  speak,  I  speak 
because  I  feel  it ;  he  knows  that  I  never  put  any  bait  on 
my  own. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  what  I  say. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  House  that  while  we 
propose  to  make  these  changes  which  are  mentioned  in  the 
resolutions  we  believe  that  we  have  a  perfect  security 
in  every  shape.  We  believe  that  the  penalties  these 
gentlemen  would  have  to  pay,  are  so  very  great 
— so  monstrous  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said  about 
the  Franchise  Bill — that  they  never  would  under  any 
circumstances  fail  to  meet  these  obligations.  I  know 
it  is  not  probable,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  pos¬ 
sible,  that  men  in  the  position  in  which  these  men  are 
placed,  with  a  road  in  a  position  in  which  that  road  is 
placed — I  say  I  do  not  believe  that  such  a  thing  as  their 
failing  to  meet  their  obligations  is  possible.  I  think  hon. 
gentlemen  will  agree  with  me  when  they  remember  that  the 
penalty  is  that  they  would  lose  the  whole  road,  the  whole  of 
the  lands,  and  all  of  the  money  they  have  put  into  the  road.  If 
anybody  can  believe  that  men  of  their  experience,  energy 
Mr.  Pope. 
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and  push  would  do  such  a  thing,  all  I  can  say  is  it  passes 
my  comprehension.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  that  in  October, 
1883,  the  Government  became  trustees  for  the  payment  of 
dividends  of  3  per  cent,  per  ten  years  upon  $65,000,000  of 
the  company’s  stock,  and  the  company  deposited  with  the 
Government  sufficient  in  cash  and  security  for  that  purpose. 
In  December,  1883,  the  company  being  financially  embar¬ 
rassed,  applied  to  the  Government  for  relief  in  the  form  of 
a  loan  of  $30,000,000.  This  is  the  loan  we  have  been  treating 
of  to-day,  and  it  is  that  loan  which  I  have  tried  to  explain 
to  this  House.  The  company  were  asked  for  an  explanation 
how  the  sums  already  received  from  the  Government 
were  disposed  of ;  and  they  replied  by  submitting  the 
following  statement  of  receipts  and  expenditures  : — 

Statement  of  Expenditure  and  Receipts  up  to  31s<  December ,  1883. 

First — On  the  main  line — 

Construction  of  line  comprising  112  miles 

completed . $23,078,929 

Equipment  of  main  line,  including  $495,- 

667.88  for  steamers . 8,638,307 

Expenditure  of  portion  of  line  received 

from  Government . 363,606 

Materials  at  different  points  on  the  main 

line . 4,026,604 

Callander  to  Port  Moody  .  $36,096,446 

Extension  to  Montreal  and  Brock- 

ville  . . . . . . . $3,203,051 

Real  estate  for  termini,  shops,  &c.  390,790 

-  3,593,841 

Montreal  to  Savona’s  and  Brockville.  $39,690,287 

Second — Branch  lines — 

Total  expenditure  on  branches  . .  3,827,093 

Third — On  access  to  the  seaboard — Expended 
out  of  company’s  funds  on  connections, 

Ac. — 

Advances  towards  acquiring  access  to  the 


seaboard . . .  3,966,889 

Fourth — on  interest  on  stock,  &c. — 

Interest  on  capital  stock. .  $2,128,000 

Interest  on  bonds  and  expenses  of 

land  grant .  372,880 

Deposited  in  advance  of  dividend  8,710,240 

- 11,211,120 


Total . . .  $58,695,389 


Receipts. 

Amount  received  from  cash  and  land  subsidies, 
stock,  and  sale  of  town  sites,  and  net 
revenue — 

Cash  subsidy . $12,289,212 

Land  grant  bonds. .  9,029,012 

From  sale  of  town  sites .  477,775 

-  21,795,999 

Net  revenue . . . 891,876 

Net  receipts — 

From  stock . . . 26,356,828 

Advance  on  $10,000,000  of  stock...  4,950,000 

-  30,306,828 


$52,994,702 


Balance . .  $5,700,687 


The  company  offered  to  pledge  as  security  for  the  repay¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  loan  ("with  5  per  cent,  interest  per 
annum,  payable  half-yearly)  on  the  1st  day  of  May,  1891 : — 
First,  the  trunk  line  between  Montreal  and  Port 
Moody,  with  all  the  branches,  aggregating  3,327  miles ; 
second,  the  rolling  stock,  machinery,  tools  and  plant ; 
third,  the  company’s  three  fine  iron  steamships;  fourth, 
the  unsold  lands,  amounting  to  21,246,600  acres. 
The  question  of  granting  the  loan  was  submitted  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  the  Session  of  1883-84,  when  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
in  laying  the  case  before  the  House,  explained  that  if  the 
company  were  to  fail  to  fulfil  the  terms  upon  which  it  is 
proposed  to  grant  the  loan,  the  Government  would  be  seized 
of  possession  of  21,246,600  acres  of  land,  3,327  miles  of 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2563 


railway,  and  three  iron  steamships,  and  for  the  following 
sums,  viz. : — 


3,753,400  acres  of  land  (sold)  say  its  value...$  7,606,800 

Advance  on  rails .  339,235 

Cash  subsidy  paid, .  12,289,212 

Loan  of .  22,600,000 

Loan  for  guarantee  dividend  on  stock  pro¬ 
posed... .  . . 7,380,912 

Lien  on  Canada  Central  and  Q.  M.  O.  and  O. 

railways . 6,333,333 

Land  grant  bonds  sold  with  no  sales  of  land 

to  reclaim  them  . .  1,123,500 

Estimated  cost  of  Government  work .  28,000,000 

Balance  of  cash  subsidy . 12,710,788 


Total . $97,183,780 

Or  if  the  land  be  assumed  to  be  worth  $2  per  acre — which 
would  amount,  in  the  aggregate,  to  $42,493,200 — the  cost 
of  3,327  miles  of  railway,  equipped,  and  three  steamships, 
would  be  $54,690,580.  Parliament,  on  the  5th  of  March, 
1884,  47  Vic.,  chap.  1,  granted  the  loan,  to  be  applied  as 
follows : — 

To  pay  off  floating  debt  of  Dec.  31,  1883 . $  7,600,000 


To  complete  the  contract .  16,000,000 

To  complete  the  guarantee  of  3  per  cent,  on 
stock . .  7,380,912 


Total . $29,880,912 

The  work  has  continued  to  be  vigorously  prosecuted,  and  is 
rapidly  drawing  towards  completion  ;  there  remaining  on 
the  30th  April,  1885,  only  150  miles  of  grading,  206  miles  of 
track-laying,  and  640  miles  of  surfacing  to  be  done.  Up  to 
which  date  (30th  April,  1885)  the  following  named  sums 
have  been  paid  to  the  company : — 


Subsidy  under  the  Act  of  1881 . . . $12,289,212 

Subsidy  under  the  Act  of  1884 .  9, 126,205 


Total  cost  subsidypaid . $21,415,417 

Loan  under  the  Act  of  1884 .  20,307,600 


Total  . $41,723,017 


Leaving  a  balance  available  for  completing 

the  contract  of,  on  subsidy  account . $  3,584,683 

On  loan  account .  2,192,400 


Total  available  for  completing  the  contract  5,776,983 
Available  for  paying  dividends  on  stock .  7,390,912 


$13,167,895 

The  Chief  Engineer  expresses  a  strong  conviction  that  the 
balance  above  named  ot  $5,776,983,  is  amply  sufficient  to 
complete  the  contract,  and  he  expresses  his  belief  that  the 
contract  will  be  completed  by  the  summer  of  1886.  The 
company  have  submitted  a  statement  of  expenditure  up  to 
the  31st  December,  1884,  similar  in  form  to  their  state¬ 
ment  of  31st  December,  1883.  And,  in  order  that  the  posi¬ 
tion  may  be  taken  in  at  a  glance,  I  have  placed  the  two 
statements  side  by  side  : 


Less  floating  debt  of  1883. .  7,600,000  . - 

Plus  do  . . .  . .  7,600,000 


61,195,389  92,801,351  41,605,962 

Received  from  cash  and  land  sub¬ 
sidies  and  Government  loans .  21,318,214  55,532,651  34,214,437 


29,877,175  37,268,700  7,391,525 

Less  received  from  bonuses,  net 
earnings,  town  sites,  &c.,  after 
deducting  payment  of  interest, 
exchange,  &c.,  not  included  in 

above  statement .  496,063 


6,895,462 

■^n  order  to  make  the  thing  as  clear  as  we  could,  and  if  pos¬ 
sible,  give  satisfaction  to  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  and 
to  the  people,  we  thought  it  well  to  send  an  accountant  to 
Montreal  that  he  might  examine  the  books  of  the  company, 
and  on  his  own  responsibility  bo  able  to  give  the  figures 
according  to  his  examination.  Now,  I  will  state  what  those 
figures  show : 


Statement  prepared  by  Mr.  Miall  of  the  Expenditure  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  to  date,  showing  the  floating  debt  con¬ 
tracted  in  1884. 

Detail.  Total. 


West  of  Callander,  in¬ 
cluding  branches.. ..Construction. .  $48,382,084 

Improvements .  1,241,780 

Material .  3,687,729 


East  of  Callander . On  main  line . . 

Equipment .  do  do  . 

Interest,  Ac . On  financial  matters  in 

connection  with  main 
line  construction  han¬ 
dling  material,  &c . 


$53,311,593 

4,213,768 

9,168,755 


1,389,474 


Received  from  Gov¬ 
ernment.. . Subsidy . . .  $20,240,317 

Loan. . . .  18,626,600 

Land  proceeds.. .  8,702,086 


$68,083,580 


47,569,003 


Expended  on  main  line  ont  of  company’s 

resources . . . . . 

Expended  out  of  company’s  funds  on  con¬ 
nections . . . 

Dividends  . . . 

Deposit  with  Government  to  guarantee  divi¬ 


dends... . . . . . . .  $8,710,240 

Less  dividends  paid . . .  1,802,863 


$20,514,577 

6,857,224 

6,378,000 

6,907,377 


Expenditnre  made  and  liabilities  incurred  out 
of  other  than  Government  resources . 


$38,657,178 


How  provided  :  — 

Capital  (proceeds  of  stock) . 

Bonuses . . . 

Town  sites . 

Earnings .  $1,626,063 

Less  balance  due .  169,745 


Floating  debt, 


$29,568,123 

232,600 

604,676 


1,456,318 

6,895,462 


$38,657,178 
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On  Main  line  and  branches . . 

Equipment  of  main  line . 

Improvement  on  Government 

lines . . 

Materials  on  hand . 

Expended  out  of  company’s  funds 
on  connections,  &c . . 


Paid  interest  on  capital  stock . 

Sum  now  in  hand  of  Government 

to  pay  nine  years  interest . 

Interest  on  land  grant  bonds  and 
expenses . . . . 


Up  to  31st 
December, 
1883. 

$ 

Up  to  31st 
December, 
1884. 

$ 

During  the 
year  1884. 

$ 

30,499,863 

8,638,307 

353,606 

62,596,842 

9,168,755 

1,241,780 

22,095,979 

630,448 

888,174 

4,025,604 

3,687,729 

337,875 

3,966,889 

6,857,223 

1,890,334 

47,484,269 

2,128,000 

72,562,329 

6,378,000 

25,068,060 

3,260,000 

8,710,240 

14,288,288 

5,678,048 

372,880 

682,734 

209,864 

58,695,389 

92,801,351 

34,106,962 

Now,  it  will  be  intereating  to  the  House  to  know  what 
are  the  items  of  which  this  indebtedness  is  composed : 

Statement  showing  the  services  which  occasioned  the  floating  debt 
contracted  by  the  company  in  1884,  as  shown  by  their  accounts, 
books,  &c. 

Details.  Total. 

Expenditure  not  covered  by  estimates — 

Callander  to  Port  Arthur  construction  $  918,917  26 
Red  River  to' Savona’s  Ferry  do  1,117,040  63 

Rolling  stock .  71,737  77 

- $2,107,695  66 

Port  Arthur  to  Winnipeg  construction .  768,769  67 


$2,866,465  33 

Construction  of  branches  west  of  Cal¬ 
lander  . .  $  705,772  28 

Improvements  on  Pembina  Branch .  130,435  80 


$  836,208  08 
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Less  bonus  on  South-Western  Branch.. 

Lake  steamers . 

Expenditure  west  of  Callander . 

Montreal  to  Callander  (main  line) . 

Branch  east  of  Callander..  . . . . 


Expenditure  on  works,  Montreal  to 

Port  Moody . 

Administering  land  grant . 

Expenses  of  London  office,  handling 

stores,  &c, . . . ... 

Fire  insurance  premium  3  years  in 
advance . 


Less  receipts  on  land  sales . . . 


Interest  and  exchange . 

do  on  land  grant  bonds . 

Deposit  on  guarantee  fund . 

Expended  out  of  company’s  funds  on 
connections,  &c . . . . 


Less  receipts  from  town  sites,  munici¬ 
pal  bonuses,  and  net  earnings . 


200,000  00 


$736,368  83 
72,276  26 


$109,437  69 

230,096  63 

122,763  62 

$462,297  84 
306,669  00 


443,761  19 
100,416  95 
147,136  87 


636,208  08 
145,118  24 


$3,647,791  65 


808,645  09 


$4,466,436  74 


156,728  84' 
$4,613,165  68 

691,315  01 
1,890,334  00 
$7,194,816  49 


I  think,  from  those  figures,  if  I  had  not  convinced  the  hon. 
gentleman  already,  and  heard  him  say  “  hear,  hear,”  in 
recognition  of  what  I  said,  I  still  should  have  been  certain 
that  I  had  convinced  him  that  it  was  a  good  transaction, 
one  that  he  would  like  to  go  into,  and  that  we  ought  to  lay 
our  shoulders  to  the  wheel  to  complete  this  road.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  feels  in  his  heart  of  hearts  that  every  dollar 
of  this  loan  has  been  properly  expended,  that  a  great  deal 
of  work  has  been  done  and  a  great  deal  more  money 
expended  upon  it  than  he  over  expected  would  be  expended 
in  the  next  ten  years.  I  quite  believe  that  it  is  a  pleasure 
to  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  is  shown  by  his  saying  “  hear, 
hear,”  when  I  explained  these  matters  as  frankly  as  I  have. 
I  must  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  much  longer.  I 
am  sure  I  have  tired  you  all  with  these  explanations,  but  I 
wish  for  a  few  moments  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  comparison  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
the  other  transcontinental  railways  in  America.  If  you 
take  the  mileage  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the 
Northern  Pacific,  the  Union  Pacific,  and  the  Southern 
Pacific  Railways,  and  then  take  the  expenditures  upon  them, 
I  think  you  will  find  reason  for  congratulation  so  far  as  tho 
cost  of  our  own  line  is  concerned. 


299,353  00 


Canadian  Northern  Union  Southern 

Pacific.  Pacific.  Pacific.  Pacific. 


$6,895,462  49 

In  caso,  by  any  possibility,  the  company  failed  to  fulfil  the 
terms,  what  would  be  the  position  in  which  the  Government 
of  the  country  would  stand  ?  This  is  the  position :  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  have  the  possession  of  the  following  pro¬ 
perty  : — Land,  21,246,600  acres ;  railway  and  branches,  3,327 
miles ;  steel  steamships,  3.  This  will  cost  us  : 

3, 753,400  acres  land  (sold)  say 

at  $2... . . . . .  $  7,506,800 

Cash  subsidy  paid  . . .  $21,415,417 

do  unearned.........  3,584,583 

-  26,000,000 

Loan  of  1883-4,  paid . . .  $20,307,600 

do  unearned.....  2,192,400 

-  22,500,000 

Proposed  loan  of  1884-85...... . . 6,000,000 

Lien  on  Canada  Central  &  Q.M.O.  and  O. 

Railway. . . . ;. .  5,333,333 

Guarantee  dividend  on  stock  proposed .  7,380,912 

Land  grant  bonds,  sold  with  no  sales  of 

land  to  redeem  them .  .  1,123,500 

Estimated  cost  of  Government  work.. .  29,500,000 

Total . $103,344,545 

Assuming  the  lands  to  be  worth  $2.00  per  acre 
the  following  would  be  the  position ; — 

21,246,600  acres  at  $2.00  per  acre .  . .....  $42, 193,200 


Leaving  the  cost  of  3,327  miles  of  railway 

at  $18,327  per  mile . . . .  $61,151,345 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  cheer 
me.  I  knew  I  should  show  him  a  statement  which  would 
be  very  satisfactory,  and  1  am  glad  to  see  that  he  recog¬ 
nises  it  as  such.  The  following  is  the  statement  of 
amount  of  cash  subsidy  and  loan,  showing  the  amount  of 
each  earned  and  paid  to  the  company  up  to  30th  April 
1885 . 


Cash  subsidy . . . .  $25,000,000 

Loan  to  pay  off  floating  debt . .  7,500,000 

do  complete  contract .  .  15,000,000 

do  do  guarantee  of  3  per  cent .  7,380,912 


Total .  $54,880,912 

p  to  the  30th  April,  1885,  the  following  sums 
have  been  earned  and  paid  to  the  Company  : 


do  pay  dividend.. . . . . 

- - -  41,723,017 


Balance  available . . .  $13,157,896 

Mr.  Pope. 


Mileage— Main  line ...  2,895  1,889  1,922  2,115 

Branches....  432  578  1,128  1,936 


Total .  3,327  2,467  3,050  4,051 


Share  capital .  $65,000,000$109,749,464  $120,144,000  $152,459,709 

Funded  debt .  $35,000,000  $50,122,200  $213,394,664  $85,617,200 

Cash  subsidy  from 

Government .  $25,000,000  .  $61,395,192  . 

Acres  of  land  grant...  26,000,000  43,756,800  33,401,600  56,862,384 


Gross  earnings.... .  $5,750,521  $12,955,971  $45,746,963  $15,375,117 

Net  earnings .  1,191,891  4,994,870  18,742,151  7,739,499 

Working  expenses .  4,558,630  7,961,101  27,004,812  7,635,618 


Maximum  grade  per 

mile .  116  128  116  128 

Minimum  curve .  10°  12°  11°  14° 


Now,  Sir,  I  will  not  detain  the  House  much  longer,  but  I 
think  the  figures  I  have  given  here,  the  comparison  that  I 
have  been  able  to  make  between  the  expenditure  of  this 
road  and  that  of  other  roads,  must  be  very  satisfactory  to 
the  House.  In  most  cases  the  cost  per  mile  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  is  not  more  than  one  half  the  cost  of 
other  Pacific  railroads.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  am 
certain  there  is  no  better  road  than  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  Though  it  has  been  built  with  great  rapidity, 
and  my  hon.  friend  thinks  it  has  been  built  a  little  too  fast, 
I  say  it  has  cost  but  little  more  than  half,  and  in  some 
instances  less  than  half,  what  these  other  roads  have  cost. 
In  view  of  these  facts  I  am  sure  that  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  will  not  complain  ;  I  am  sure  they  have  great  reason 
for  congratulation  that  this  road  has  been  built  in  four 
years,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  or  will  be  built 
in  about  four  years  and  a  half.  Although  we  gave  the  com¬ 
pany  until  1891  to  build  the  road,  they  have  shortened  the 
time  by  five  or  six  years,  and  in  the  spring  of  next  year  we 
shall  be  able  to  travel  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  on 
our  own  line,  when  our  immigrants  will  be  able  to  go  from 
tho  seaports  of  Canada  to  tho  North-West  or  to 
British  Columbia  without  their  being  tampered  with 
by  American  immigration  agents.  In  all  the  experience 
I  have  had  with  immigration  I  never  had  so  much 
difficulty  and  trouble  as  I  have  had  during  the  present  year  in 
getting  our  immigrants  through  the  United  States,  or  even 
to  get  them  into  Manitoba,  where  they  had  to  pass  through 
American  territory.  Even  when  they  have  secured  a 
passage  from  Germany  to  Manitoba  on  through  tickets, 
we  have  had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  keeping  them  from 
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being  enticed  away  by  American  agents*  And  what  is  the 
course  pursued  by  these  agents?  Two  of  them,  perhaps, 
will  come  into  a  car  filled  with  immigrants  and  begin  to  talk 
to  one  another.  One  of  them  says:  “I  was  in  Manitoba 
lately  and  they  are  having  great  trouble  there;  there  is  an 
Indian  war  going  on,  and  the  frosts  and  floods  are  so  dis¬ 
astrous  that  I  could  not  afford  to  stay  there  and  I  moved 
away.”  This  is  the  kind  of  conversation  that  goes  on. 
Only  a  short  time  ago  about  50  families  started  from  Rou- 
mania  to  Manitoba,  what  was  my  experience  with  reference 
to  these  people  ?  I  found  that  these  land  sharks  from  the 
United  States  came  among  them  and  enticed  more  than  half 
of  these  people  to  go  away  to  the  United  States,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  that  I  learned  afterwards  that  some  of  our  own 
people,  some  of  the  German  societies, “co-operated  with  these 
American  agents  to  get  these  families  away.  A  gentleman 
of  great  ability,  a  man  of  world  wide  fame,  Dr.  Meyer,  and 
an  associate  of  his,  arranged  for  the  immigration  of  200 
Swiss  families,  and  50  of  them  sailed  for  Manitoba  a  little 
while  ago.  But  we  did  not  receive  them,  they  did  not  get  to 
Manitoba,  and  I  determined  to  find  out  what  the  reason  was, 
and  I  set  a  man  to  work  for  that  purpose,  because  I  looked 
with  great  favor  upon  what  that  gentleman  and  his  associate 
were  going  to  do  in  the  North-West.  I  regarded  this  little 
band  of  immigrants  as  a  nucleus  for  a  large  Swiss  and  Ger¬ 
man  emigration  in  the  future.  Well,  Sir,  I  sent  a  man  to 
New  York  and  be  found  that  they  had  been  enticed  away 
to  Kentucky.  I  never  in  my  life  have  found  so  much  oppo¬ 
sition  to  our  immigration  on  the  part  of  the  land  and  railway 
societies  and  others  in  the  United  States,  as  I  have  this  and 
last  year.  They  have  not  forgotten  our  Indian  troubles,  and 
they  have  been  careful  to  spread  the  fact  abroad  that  we 
had  an  Indian  war,  and  I  am  afraid  that  my  hon.  friend’s 
constituency  in  Manitoba  is  also  pressing  very  hard  upon 
people  who  reach  Manitoba  not  to  go  any  further  west.  But 
I  say  that  when  we  have  completed  this  road,  when,  next 
spring,  or  perhaps  this  autumn,  we  shall  be  able  to  bring 
immigrants  from  Liverpool  to  Manitoba  for  $25,  we  shall 
be  able  to  take  them  through  our  own  country  and  thus 
prevent  them  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  American 
agents.  But  it  is  hard  to  bring  German  immigrants 
by  Liverpool.  In  Germany  the  law  does  not  allow 
you  to  send  immigration  agents  among  the  people, 
and  you  must  use  the  agents  that  have  got  certifi¬ 
cates,  and  who  have  a  right  to  act,  not  as  immigration 
but  as  steamship  agents.  Well,  Sir,  all  the  steamships  from 
Germany  to  America  are  plying  to  New  York,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  the  steamship  agents  in  Germany  are 
all  endeavoring  to  get  immigration  to  New  York.  I  found 
this  year,  at  all  events,  that  they  had  a  great  advantage 
over  us  from  the  fact  of  our  Indian  war.  They  talk  about 
trials  by  field  and  flood,  and  no  doubt,  a  great  many  of  the 
people,  the  majority  of  the  people,  who  camo  by  New  York 
destined  for  Manitoba  have  not  reached  their  destination. 
By  the  end  of  next  year  this  may  be  put  an  end  to,  so  far 
as  the  English,  Scotch  and  Irish  immigration  is  concerned, 
and  a  good  deal  of  the  Belgian  immigration — we  must  except 
the  Germans — a  large  portion  of  which  comes  via  Liverpool. 
Unless  we  enlist  some  of  the  great  steamship  companies 
having  large  agencies  and  entrust  to  them  the  German  immi¬ 
gration,  we  shall  never,  I  fear,  have  that  immigration  to  the 
extent  we  desire  to  obtain  it.  But  we  shall  obtain  the  old 
country  immigration,  if  we  can  put  our  immigrants  in  the 
North-West.  It  remains  with  us  to  look  forward  with 
confidence  as  we  ought  to  look  forward  with  hope 
and  confidence  to  the  future  of  the  country,  romomber- 
ing  that  it  is  not  only  for  to-day  we  are  legislating.  It 
remains  with  those  of  us  who  have  children  at  homo  to 
work  out  the  future  destinies  of  the  country,  to  show  that 
we  are  men  enough  to  open  up  and  occupy  this  vast 
country  and  see  to  it  that  we  make  the  best  use  of  the 
heritage  we  have  obtained,  so  that  we  may  hand  it  down  to 


our  children  unimpaired,  and  that  we  may  build  up  in  that 
country  a  healthy,  prosperous  British  people,  living  under 
the  British  flag,  under  which  they  wore  born  in  the  older 
Pi'ovinces  and  in  the  old  land.  I  am  sure  you  need  not 
fear  for  the  future  of  the  country.  In  a  few  years  more 
there  will  be  no  need  for  us  to  send  volunteers  there,  if  we 
develop  its  great  natural  resources.  1  am  quite  sure  the 
future  of  the  country  is  clear  ;  that  every  man  will  be 
proud  of  what  has  been  done  towards  its  development ;  that 
every  man  who  has  given  a  vote  for  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  every  man  who  gave  a  vote  to  sustain  it  the 
second  year,  and  every  man  who  supports  the  resolution 
now  submitted  will  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that 
his  children  and  his  children’s  children  will  declare,  those 
were  the  men  for  the  time. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  In  seconding  the  motion  before  the 
Chair  I  wish  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I 
offer  some  remarks  upon  the  wide  question  which  the  reso¬ 
lution  covers.  My  remarks  will  cover  pretty  large  ground, 
no  less  than  the  discussion  which  has  taken  place  since  the 
inauguration  of  this  enterprise.  I  shall  have  to  refer  very 
often  to  discussions  that  have  already  taken  place,  and  for 
this  and  other  reasons  I  shall  have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  and  the  permission  of  hon.  gentlemen  if  I  make 
use,  more  than  is  ordinary,  more  even  than  is  allowed  by 
custom  and  rules  of  the  House,  of  the  notes  which  I 
have  been  obliged  to  take  to  try  and  grasp  the  vast 
subject  and  endeavor  to  do  it  justice.  Within  a 
few  miles  from  Montreal,  in  the  county  represented 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques  Cartier,  we  find  a 
parish  and  a  small  town  with  an  allegorical  name,  a  name 
bestowed  by  a  man  of  true  prophetic  instinct,  the  noble  de 
La  Salle.  He  was  indeed  a  prophet,  that  brave  Cavalier 
de  La  Salle,  when  leaving  Montreal  in  1679,  on  his 
way  to  China,  he  christened  by  the  name  of  Lachine 
the  spot  from  which  he  started  after  having  ascended 
the  foaming  rapids  of  that  name.  The  dream  of  La 
Salle  has  taken  two  hundred  years  to  be  realised,  but 
it  has  been  realised,  and  the  piercing  whistle  of  the 
locomotive  has  awakened  the  silent  wilderness  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains,  which  were  reached  in  1732,  after  a  thousand 
perils.  Another  Canadian,  one  of  the  great  family  that 
founded  the  native  parish  of  my  friend  from  Richelieu,  the 
adventurous  Gaulthier  de  Yarennes,  sent  across  the  mysteri¬ 
ous  continent  by  the  Governor  of  La  Nouvelle  France,  the 
Marquis  of  Beauharnois,  whose  name  has  been  given  to  one 
of  the  finest  counties  of  Lower  Canada.  Singular  and  happy 
coincidence  is  this !  Three  Canadian  names,  which  have 
survived  through  two  long  centuries,  are  embodied 
in  that  grand  idea  that  through  Canadian  territory 
was  to  be  found  the  straightest,  the  shortest,  the 
ea-uest,  route  between  Europe  and  Asia.  This  recalls 
to  my  mind  an  utterance  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  the  fore¬ 
sight  of  which  must  have  struck  all  those  who  read 
it  at  the  time.  Before  the  Royal  Society  of  Geography,  in 
London,  Lord  Canarvon  said,  in  1859  : 

“  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  look  forward  to  the  establishment  of  a 
regular  system  of  transit,  commencing  from  Nova  Scotia  and  the  shores 
of  New  Brunswick,  passing  through  Canada,  touching  upon  the  Red 
River  settlement,  crossing  the  prairies  to  the  Vermillion  Pass,  till  it 
reaches  the  gold-bearing  colony  of  British  Columbia,  creating  fresh 
centres  of  civilization,  and  consolidating  British  interests  and  feelings." 

Before  Lord  Carnarvon,  a  man  of  mark,  Major  Robert 
Carmichael  Smyth,  in  1849,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  pictured, 
in  the  following  glowing  terms,  the  destinies  of  the  British 
nation.  I  quote  from  a  pamphlet  on  the  subject  of  British 
colonial  i  ail  way  communications,  dedicated  to  Haliburton, 
but  really  addressed  to  the  Duke  of  Wellington  : 

“  Did  His  Grace’s  imagination  picture  to  his  mind’s  eye  swarms  of 
human  beings  from  Halifax,  from  New  Brunswick,  from  Quebec,  from 
Montreal,  from  Bytown,  from  Kingston,  from  Toronto,  from  Hamilton, 
from  Red  River  settlement,  rushing  across  the  Rocky  Mountains  of 
Oregon  with  the  produce  of  the  west  in  exchange  for  the  riches  of  the 
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east?  Did  His  Grace  imagine  the  Pacific  Ocean  alive  with  all  descrip¬ 
tion  of  vessels  sailing  and  steaming  from  onr  magnificent  colonies,  New 
Zealand,  Van  Dieman’s  Land,  New  South  Wales,  New  Holland,  from 
Bornea  and  the  west  coast  of  China,  from  the  Sandwich  Islands  and  a 
thousand  other  places,  all  carrying  the  rich  productions  of  the  east,  and 
landing  them  at  the  commencement  of  the  west,  to  be  forwarded  and 
distributed  throughout  our  Northern  American  Provinces,  and  to  be 
delivered  in  thirty  day  at  the  ports  of  Great  Britain  ?  Did  His  Grace 
weigh  and  consider  that  to  the  inventive  genius  of  her  sons  England 
owes  the  foundation  of  her  commercial  greatness  ?  We  will  not  goto 
the  length  of  asserting  that  she  retains  her  proud  pre-eminence  solely 
upon  the  condition  of  Seeping  twenty  years  ahead  of  other  nations  in 
the  practice  of  mechanical  art3  ?  *  *  *  *  Did 

His  Grace,  in  ehort,  look  forward  to  a  grand  national  railway  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  ?  If  not,  let  His  Grace  do  so  now.  Let  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  do  so  1  Let  her  colonial  Ministers  do  so.  No 
country  can  have  all  the  blessings  and  advantages  of  England  and  have 
them  for  nothing  !  Nor  can  she  retain  them  without  great  exertion. 
Her  accumulated  wealth  cannot  be  allowed  to  remain  idle,  nor  will  it. 
But  the  undertaking  proposed  has  a  higher  claim  to  our  attention.  It 
is  the  great  link  required  to  unite  in  one  powerful  chain  the  whole 
English  race.  Let,  then,  our  railway  kings  and  our  iron  kings,  our 
princely  merchants  and  lands  millionaires,  let  stirring  and  active  spirits 
of  the  age,  the  great  reformers  and  the  modern  politicians,  many  of 
whom  are  now  proclaiming  through  the  land  that  economy  alone  can 
save  the  country,  condescend,  for  a  short  time  even,  to  consider  the 
undertaking  proposed.” 

We  can  to-day,  from  this  House,  address  ourselves  to 
England,  and  we  can  tell  her:  What  was  then  asked  of  you, 
the  mother  country,  to  maintain  your  pre-eminence  and  to 
unite  in  one  powerful  chain  your  immense  colonies,  we 
have  done  ourselves,  and  we  have  done  it  alone.  Wo  have 
done  it  through  our  statesmen,  through  the  princes  of 
Canadian  finance.  They  have  asked,  it  is  true,  some 
assistance  from  that  accumulated  wealth  which  your  genius 
had  gathered,  but  even  those  advances  have  been  secured 
by  us  in  an  indisputable  manner.  In  taking  up  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  one  must  bear  in  mind  that 
that  railway  project  was  the  largest  ever  brought  out  in 
the  world  as  a  single  enterprise.  There  may  be  found 
networks  of  railways  more  extensive,  such  as  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Eailway,  composed  of  several  links,  born  of  isolated 
enterprises,  afterwards  amalgamated  ;  and  it  is  not  impos¬ 
sible  that  some  European  Governments  may  have,  in  the 
course  of  time,  added  to  their  systems  of  railways  a  greater 
number  of  miles  on  the  whole  surface  of  their  country. 
Prance,  for  instance,  has  disbursed  at  this  moment  more  than 
$300,000,000  on  9,000  miles  of  railway ;  Austria  has  guaran¬ 
teed  a  sum  of  $150,000,000 on  3,694 miles;  but  in  no  country 
in  the  world  was  there  undertaken,  in  one  stretch,  the  con 
struction  of  3,000  miles  of  railway,  five  or  six  hundred 
miles  of  which  traverses  a  mountainous  region,  presenting 
almost  insuperable  difficulties.  That  vast  conception  which 
raises  our  position  amongst  the  nations  of  the  world,  which 
renders  us  the  equals  of  our  proud  and  powerful  neighbors, 
should  not  bo  belittled  nor  discredited  by  those  most 
interested  in  its  success — the  citizens  of  this  Dominion. 
Unfortunately,  party  spirit  is  such  that  the  desire  to  destroy 
is  stronger  than  patriotism,  hatred  dominates  intelligence, 
and,  in  certain  quarters,  people  have  come  to  this,  that  they 
regret  that  all  the  catastrophies  which  were  predicted  have 
not  happened.  The  Canadian  Pacific  is  the  offspring  of 
two  great  ideas  :  1st.  The  necessity  of  uniting  into  odo 
great  empire  the  British  colonies  of  North  America  as  a 
barrier  against  the  absorbing  power  of  the  neighboring 
republic.  2nd.  The  importance  of  opening  to  the  coming 
millions  of  immigrants  the  vast  area  yet  unexplored,  and 
of  finding  for  the  commerce  of  Europe,  and  of  America 
itself,  the  best,  the  shortest,  the  quickest  route  to  the 
unbounded  wealth  of  Asia.  I  shall  not  dwell  here  upon 
the  wisdom  of  the  policy  that  has  won  for  Confederation 
that  immense  and  fertile  North-West,  and  that  wonderful 
country,  British  Columbia.  No  one  has  any  doubt  to-day  upon 
that  question.  I  only  wish  to  say  that  out  of  such  a  sudden 
development  of  forces,  there  have  grown  sacred  obligations 
which  no  good  citizen  should  think  of  ever  evading.  The 
page  of  our  official  record  upon  which  is  written  the 
attempt  to  repudiate  our  engagements  will  always  remain  a 
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dark  page  in  our  history,  whilst  the  most  striking  fact 
standing  out  in  the  present  period  of  our  national  life,  the 
event  that  has  averted  the  stigma  from  us  and  the  calamity 
from  the  nation,  will  be  the  return  of  the  Conservative  Govern¬ 
ment  at  the  head  of  Canadian  affairs.  I  know  that  to  palliato 
their  own  shortcomings  our  adversaries  have  tried  to  ridicule, 
to  bring  into  contempt,  the  Administration  that  had  pro¬ 
mised  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  within  the 
period  of  ten  years.  Hundreds  of  times  in  this  House,  in 
their  newspapers,  on  the  hustings,  they  have  denounced 
that  promise  as  absurd,  ridiculous,  impossible  of  realisation, 
and  men  for  whom  I  cannot  help  feeling  great  respect,  on 
account  of  their  high  character  and  their  intelligence  have 
allowed  themselves  to  be  so  carried  away  by  the  errors  of 
their  party  as  to  make  the  most  solemn  declarations,  the 
most  gloomy  prophecies,  prophecies,  however,  which  have 
been  completely  and  loudly  contradicted  by  what  has  hap¬ 
pened  since.  Five  years  had  elapsed  since  a  solemn  pledge 
had  been  given  to  British  Columbia  that  the  transcontin¬ 
ental  route  would  be  built  in  ten  years,  when  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  York,  then  Prime  Minister,  declared  as  follows, 
in  this  House : 

“I  have  been  an  advocate  of  the  construction  of  a  railway  across  the 
continent,  but  I  never  believed  that  it  was  within  our  means  to  do  it 
in  anything  like  the  period  of  time  within  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
bound  Parliament  and  the  country.  I  believe  the  bargain  was  an  act 
of  madness,  of  utter  insanity,  and  an  evidence  of  political  incapacity 
that  has  had  no  parallel  in  this  or  in  any  other  country  that  I  am 
aware  of.  After  careful  examination  I  found  that  while  there  was 
comparatively  little  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  pr  ibable  character  of 
the  prairie  country,  nay,  from  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  westward  to  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  it  must  be  a  work  of  Herculean  magnitude  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  exact  character  of  the  country  through  British  Columbia  and 
from  Lake  of  the  Woods,  eastward  to  Lake  Nipissing.” 

Herculean  magnitude  !  The  word  was  well  chosen,  and  I 
call  attention  to  it  when  I  fully  accept  it  as  a  striking  illus¬ 
tration  of  the  immense  success  that  has  crowned  the  broad 
policy  of  the  present  leader  of  the  Administration,  and  the 
intelligent  confidence  of  the  party  supporting  him.  Yes,  in 
1871,  the  project  of  constructing  the  Pacific  was  a  sublime 
audacity.  It  revealed  the  foresight  of  the  men  who  had 
conceived  and  brought  out  that  great  scheme.  But  in  1876 
there  should  have  been  no  room  for  doubt.  The  Premier 
had  then  before  him  extensive  and  precise  information. 
Elaborate  surveys  had  been  made,  if  we  can  judge  by  the 
following  statements  of  their  cost,  as  I  find  them  in  the  Blue 
Books : 

For  the  section  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains: — 


Surveys  up  to  the  30th  June,  1872 .  $194,125  40 

do  do  1873.., .  345,967  52 

do  do  1874 .  199,156  26 

do  do  1875 . 290,873  82 

do  30th  Dec.,  1875 .  246,769  13 


Making  a  total  of . . . $1,276,892  16 


Section  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  : - 

Surveys  up  to  the  30th  June,  1872...., .  $295,302  00 

do  do  1873 .  215,850  00 

do  do  1874 .  111,068  00 

do  do  1875 . 183,656  00 

do  30th  Dec  ,  1875... , .  204,137  00 

Making  a  total  of . $1,010,016  00 


Giving  for  all  these  surveys  an  aggregate  amount  of  $2,286,907.54. 

Shall  I  compare  the  policy,  the  confessions  of  incapacity, 
and  the  failure  of  the  Liberal  party  in  1876,  with  the  action 
of  the  Conservative  party  and  its  results,  after  a  period  of 
nine  years  ?  in  1876,  the  leader  of  the  Government 
announced  to  the  House  that  the  works  on  the  main  line  of 
the  Pacific  had  reached  the  following  points : — East  of  Fort 
William,  22  miles  of  grading;  in  the  direction  of  Lake 
Shenandouan,  13  miles  of  grading ;  and  east  of  Eed  Eiver, 
25  miles  of  grading.  I  say  grading  only ;  not  a  rail  was 
laid,  not  a  piece  of  iron  work,  only  grading.  Three  years 
afterwards,  in  December,  1878,  the  following  was  the  state- 
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ment  of  the  work  done  on  the  main  line From  Fort 
William  to  English  River,  60  miles  with  rails  laid  and  53 
miles  of  grading;  from  Lacrosse  to  Selkirk,  75  miles  with 
rails  laid  ;  from  Keewatin  to  Lacrosse,  36  miles  graded.  In 
five  years  the  Mackenzie  Administration  had  succeeded  in 
completing  135  miles  of  railway  and  89  miles  of  grading, 
and  the  Dominion  had  already  absorbed  $10,203,000  from 
its  treasury  towards  the  great  work  of  the  Pacific.  I  may 
add,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  way  of  comparison,  that  the  present 
Administration  has  secured  the  constructed  and  completed 
3,121  miles  of  the  main  line  and  branches  of  the  Pacific 
within  the  period  of  six  years.  And  to  obtain  that  l’esult 
the  Government  have  not  even  benefited  by  the  costly 
surveys  of  the  preceding  Government,  whose  plans  and 
lines  have  been  set  aside  from  Callander  to  Furt  William  and 
from  Selkirk  to  Port  Moody.  More  than  that,  the  company 
has  been  obliged  to  change  nearly  100  miles  of  the  150 
miles  built  on  the  line  adopted  by  the  last  Government. 

That  undertaking,  to  build  the  railway  in  ten  years, 
characterised  as  madness,  as  an  act  of  insanity,  the  evidence 
of  political  incapacity — that  project,  condemned  as  an  impos¬ 
sibility  for  the  time  fixod  for  its  execution,  which  demanded 
an  effort  of  “  Herculean  magnitude  ”  for  its  location  alone  — 
that  project,  I  say,  has  been  accomplished  within  six  years, 
without  any  extraordinary  effort,  without  danger,  without 
commotion,  without  any  burthen  on  the  people  of  the 
country.  At  the  rate  they  were  going,  the  late  Govern¬ 
ment —  building  150  miles  in  five  years — would  have  taken 
the  greater  part  of  the  next  century  to  cross  the  Rockies 
and  reach  the  Pacific  Ocean.  One  is  led  to  ask  the  ques¬ 
tion,  what  would  have  become  of  the  allegiance  of 
that  magnificent  Province  of  British  Columbia,  to 
which  the  pledge  of  this  Government  with  the 
solemn  sanction  of  the  Imperial  authorities  had 
been  given  in  1875  ?  Stimulated  by  the  marvelous  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  great  Pacific  State,  California,  the  British  Col¬ 
umbians,  who  knew  that  their  country  was  as  well  situated, 
better  gifted  in  certain  respects,  called  by  its  resources  to 
achieve  high  destinies,  and  to  play  on  this  continent  as 
important  a  part  as  California,  the  British  Columbians,  I 
say,  would  not  have  consented  to  stagnate  and  sleep  in  the 
expectation  of  a  railway  ever  promised  and  never  done. 
They  have  the  noble  ambition  of  manly  work,  the  great 
school  of  material  progress  is  within  reach  of  their  hand 
across  the  Straits  of  Fuca.  Having  right  on  their  side,  they 
would  not  have  failed  lo  make  us  pay  heavily  for  our  breach 
of  faith  in  the  treaties  made  with  them.  Fortunately,  and 
thanks  to  the  intervention  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  further  delay 
until  1890  was  granted.  But  it  did  not  appertain  to  the 
late  Government  to  save  the  honor  of  the  country,  since,  on 
different  occasions,  the  then  leader  of  the  Cabinet,  whilst 
accepting  the  obligation  to  complete  the  work  within 
fifteen  years  fixed  for  the  building  of  the  road 
from  Port  Arthur  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  declared  him¬ 
self  unable  to  build  the  section  north  of  Lake  Superior, 
and  I  believe  that  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition  was 
more  emphatic  in  the  expression  of  his  fears.  He  considered 
the  enterprise  such  a  gigantic  one — such  a  fantastic  one,  I 
may  say — that  he  even  then  raised  the  question  of  the  dis¬ 
ruption  of  Confederation.  On  the  15th  of  April,  1880,  he 
expressed  ihe  following  serious  and  sinister  views: 

“I  had  taken  occasion  in  the  fall  of  1874  to  declare  my  individual 
views  on  the  subject  of  the  Pacific  Railway.  I  then  stated  that  I  thought 
the  fulfilment  of  the  agreement  with  British  Columbia  impossible  ;  that 
unless  she  choose  to  be  reasonable  and  to  agree  to  a  relaxation  of  the 
terms,  I  saw  no  hope  of  performing  them  ;  and  that,  if  she  insisted  on 
secession  as  a  consequence  of  the  non-fulfilment  of  the  terms  of  Union,  I 
for  one  was  ready  to  say :  ‘Let  her  go  rather  than  ruin  the  country  in 
the  attempt  to  perform  the  impossible.’  I  have  never  changed  that 
opinion,  and  each  succeeding  year  has  strengthened  my  view  as  to  the 
wisdom  and  soundness  of  such  a  decision.” 

I  do  not  believe  that  any  bolder  words  were  ever  uttered  in 
this  House.  Nothing  but  the  eminent  position  of  the  gen¬ 


tleman  who  uttered  them  could  have  secured  them  from 
condemnation.  An  ordinary  member  would  surely  have 
been  denounced,  if  he  had  ventured  so  far.  It  was  in  1880 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Durham  so  expressed  bis  views; 
it  was  after  he  had  been  willing  to  join  a  Cabinet  by  which 
all  the  Carnarvon  conditions  has  been  accepted,  it  was  after 
he  had  belonged  to  a  Cabinet  whose  chief  hal  said,  on  the 
3 1st  of^March,  ,1876  : 

“  We  have  felt  from  the  first,  that  while  it  was  impossible  to  imple¬ 
ment  to  the  letter,  the  engagements  entered  into  by  our  predecessors,  the 
good  faith  of  the  country  demanded  that  the  Administration  should  do 
everything  that  was  reasonable  and  in  their  power  to  carry  out  the  pledges 
made  to  British  Columbia,  if  not  the  entire  obligation,  at  least  such  parts 
of  it  as  seemed  to  be  within  their  power,  and  most  conducive  to  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  whole  Dominion,  as  well  as  to  satisfy  all  reasonable  men  in 
the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  which  Province  had  fancied  itself 
entitled  to  complain  of  apparent  want  of  good  faith  in  carrying  out 
these  obligations.” 

Not  only  that,  but  one  year  later,  the  Opposition,  to  better 
express  the  new  views  of  their  chief,  proposed  on  the  26lh 
January,  1881,  the  following  amendment,  which  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  their  leader  and  all  his  followers: — 

“  Mr.  BURPEE  (Sunbury)  moved  in  amendment,  seconded  by  Mr.  Rod¬ 
gers,  that  all  the  words  after  ‘  that  ’  to  the  end  of  the  question  be  left 
out,  and  the  words,  ‘The  present  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  in  British  Columbia  is  premature,  and  will  involve  the  country 
in  an  expense  beyond  its  reasonable  capacity,  and  will  result  in  the 
maintenance  of  too  high  a  rate  of  taxation,  while  the  postponement  of 
that  part  of  the  undertaking  till  after  the  completion  of  the  prairie  sec¬ 
tion,  will  enable  it  to  be  constructed  at  much  less  cost  and  within  a 
reasonable  time.” 

And  all  those  accusations  of  folly,  all  those  “  impossible  enter¬ 
prises,”  that  “  probable  dissolution  of  the  Confederation  ”  had 
no  ground  whatever,  no  figures,  no  arguments  of  any  value 
to  support  them.  The  Opposition  were  aware  of  the  engage 
ments  that  bound  the  Dominion  Government,  but  they  had 
so  little  care  for  the  honor  of  the  country  that  they  were 
ready  to  ignore  those  solemn  engagements  for  a  mere 
caprice.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  after  all  those  fears,  all  those 
threats,  I  am  able  at  this  hour,  from  my  place  in  Parlia¬ 
ment,  to  say,  repeating  the  celebrated  words  of  Sir  George 
Cartier :  “  All  aboard  for  the  west !  All  aboard  for  the 
Pacific !  ”  Yes,  all  aboai'd  for  the  Rockies,  for  Columbia 
River,  for  Yale,  for  Port  Moody,  Coal  Harbor  and  Victoria  ! 
By  the  contract  of  1881  with  the  Syndicate  the  road  was 
divided  into  four  sections,  as  follows  : — 

Miles. 

Callander  to  Port  Arthur  (built  by  the  Co.)  .  657 

Port  Arthur  to  Red  River  (  “  by  the  Gov’t.)...  428 

Red  River  to  Savona’s  Ferry(  “  by  the  Co.)  .  ...  1,252 

Savona’s  Ferry  to  Pt.  Moody(  “  by  the  Govt.)...  213 


Total .  2,650 

Add  Pembina  branch . . .  65  . 


2,615 

On  the  1st  of  May,  1885,  we  had  the  following  result  :  — 

Miles. 

Callander  to  Port  Arthur  (built  by  the  Co.) .  657 

Port  Arthur  to  Red  River  (  “  by  the  Gov’t)...  428 

Red  River  to  Savona’s  Ferry(  “  by  the  Co.) .  1,252 

(Less  150  miles  to  be  graded.) 

Savona’s  Ferry  to  Port  Moody . .  213 


Total .  2,550 

Add  Pembina  branch .  65 

2,615 

So  that  out  of  2,615  miles  first  intended  to  be  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  2,470  miles  are  now  built,  if  we  include  56 
mildl  all  graded,  but  not  ironed  towards  Savona’s  Ferry. 
And  here  is  the  exact  amount  to  be  spent  by  the  company 
to  entirely  complete  the  railway  from  one  end  to  the  other  : 


Callander  to  Port  Arthur . $  773,279 

Port  Arthur  to  Red  River .  60,000 

Winnipeg  to  Savona’s  Ferry .  5,004,704 

Total.  $5,836,983 
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Up  to  the  30th  of  April,  1885,  the  following  suras  have  been 
paid  to  the  company  : — 

Subsidy  under  the  Act  of  1881 . .  $12,289,212 

“  “  “  1884  . .  9,126,205 

Loan  of  1884  .  20,307,600 

Total . .  . . . . . .  $41,723,017 


Leaving  a  balance  available  for  completing  the  contract  of : 

On  subsidy  account . . . .  $3,585,583 

“  loan  “  . . . . . .  2,192,400 


Total . . . . .  $5,776,983 

That  is  to  say  only  $60,000  short  of  what  is  required  to 
finish  the  road ;  so  that  we  may  now  say  that  the  road  is 
completed  inasmuch  as  the  means  to  construct  it  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  company.  Going  back  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  late  Government  an  i  their  unwillingness  to  build 
the  section  north  of  Lake  Superior,  I  confess  I  am  unable 
to  understand  the  persistence  of  the  Liberal  Government  in 
opposing  the  construction  of  the  section  north  of  Lake 
Superior,  whilst  they  were  realy  to  spend  $20,000,000  for 
the  portion  of  the  road  betweeu  Lake  Superior  and  Winni¬ 
peg.  During  at  last  five  months  of  the  year  that  section 
to  Winnipeg  would  have  necessarily  been  closed,  and  if 
navigation  was  declared  to  be  our  only  resource,  we  would 
not  have  been  in  a  worse  position  in  having  to  use,  alto¬ 
gether,  the  American  route  to  which  we  were  thus  forced,  and 
in  having  to  pass  through  Pembina  to  reach  Duluth,  at  the 
other  end  of  Lake  Superior.  The  interest  alone  of  the 
$20,000,000  saved  would  have  allowed  the  Government  to  give 
material  assistance  to  its  proposed  navigation  of  Lake  Super¬ 
ior.  A  nd  if  Fort  William  was  not  to  bo  connected  by  rail  with 
Lake  Nipissing,  why  that  persistence  in  building,  at  a  cost  of 
$6,000,000  or  $*7,000, 000, the  section  of  the  Canada  Central  and 
Georgian  Bay  branch  to  reach  at  Lake  Nipissing,  a  terminus 
that  would  not,  in  reality,  be  used  as  such  unless  connected 
with  Fort  William  ?  Was  it  intended  to  receive  the  traffic 
that  the  navigation  of  the  lake  would  bring  there  ?  But, 
then,  a  few  more  miles  of  navigation  south  of  Georgian  Bay 
would  have  brought  that  traffic  to  railways  already  built 
and  nearer  the  ocean  port  of  Montreal.  It  is  a  fact  that 
whereas  from  French  River  to  Montreal,  via  Mattawa,  the 
distance  is  424  miles,  it  is  but  400  miles  from  Midland  to 
Montreal.  The  opposition  of  the  late  Government  to  the 
construction  of  the  section  north  of  Lake  Superior  was  in 
direct  contradiction  to  the  decision  of  Lord  Carnarvon.  The 
reasons  for  that  opposition  are  found  in  the  despatch  of  the 
7th  September,  1874 : 

“  The  fourth  condition  says  the  despatch,  involves  another  precise 
engagement  to  have  the  whole  of  the  railway  communication  finished 
in  1890.  There  are  the  strongest  possible  objections  to  again  adopting 
a  precise  time  for  the  completion  of  the  lines.  The  eastern  portion  of  the 
line,  except  so  far  as  the  mere  letter  of  the  conditions  is  concerned, 
affects  only  the  Provinces  east  of  Manitoba,  and  the  Government  have 
not  been  persuaded  either  of  the  wisdom  or  the  necessity  of  immediately 
constructing  that  portion  of  the  railway  which  traverses  the  country 
from  the  west  end  of  Lake  Superior  to  the  proposed  eastern  terminus  on 
Lake  Nipissing  near  Georgian  Bay,  nor  is  it  conceived  that  the  people 
of  British  Columbia  could,  with  any  show  of  reason  whatever,  insist 
that  this  portion  of  the  work  should  be  completed  within  any  definite 
time,  inasmuch  as  if  the  people  who  are  chiefly  if  not  wholly  affected  by 
this  branch  of  the  undertaking  are  satisfied  it  is  maintained  that  the 
people  of  British  Columbia  would  practically  have  no  right  of  speech  in 
the  matter. 

“  It  is  intended  by  the  Government  that  the  utmost  diligence  shall  be 
manitested  in  obtaining  a  speedy  line  of  communication  by  rail  and  water 
from  Lake  Superior  westward,  completing  the  various  links  of  railway 
as  fast  as  possible,  consistent  with  that  prudent  course  which  a  com¬ 
paratively  poor  and  sparsely  settled  country  shou'd  adopt. 

“  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  an  extremely  difficult  tfl&kto 
obtain  the  sanction  of  the  Canadian  Parliament  to  any  specific  bargain 
as  to  time,  considering  the  consequences  which  have  already  resulted 
from  the  unwise  adoption  of  a  limited  period  in  the  terms  of  Onion  for 
the  completion  of  so  vast  an  undertaking,  the  extent  of  which  must 
necessarily  be  very  imperfectly  understood  by  people  of  a  distance.  The 
committee  advise  that  Lord  Carnarvon  be  informed  that,  while  in  no 
case  could  the  Government  undertake  the  completion  of  the  whole  line 
in  the  time  mentioned,  an  extreme  unwillingness  exists  to  another  limi¬ 
tation  of  time  ;  but  if  it  be  found  absolutely  necessary  to  secure  a  present 
Mr.  Chapleau. 


settlement  of  the  controversy  by  further  concessions,  a  pledge  may  be 
given  that  the  portion  west  of  Lake  Superior  will  be  completed  so  as  to 
afford  connection  by  rail  with  existing  lines  of  railway  through  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  and  by  Canadian  waters  during  the  season  of 
navigation  by  the  year  1890  as  suggested.” 

And  whilst  that  excuse  of  an  excessive  expenditure  was 
put  forward  against  the  building  of  that  important  part  of 
the  main  line,  and  the  importance  of  that  part  has  been 
fully  demoostrated  during  this  unfortunate  revolt  in  the 
North-West,  the  Government  was  authorising  a  large 
expenditure,  which,  if  not  wholly  useless,  was,  at  least, 
unnecessary  for  the  fulfilment  of  our  engagements  under 
the  Carnarvon  award — I  refer  to  the  building  of  the  85 
miles  of  the  Pembina  Branch — $1,600,000.  There  was  also 
the  famous  Foster’s  contract  of  the  Georgian  Bay  Branch, 
on  the  following  conditions :  $850,000  in  money,  $609,000 
by  a  4  per  cent,  guarantee,  and  $3,400,000  in  lands,  say  a 
total  of  $4,859,000.  That  contract  involved  the  necessity 
of  spending  another  $1,500,000  for  the  30  miles  remaining 
between  the  end  of  the  Georgian  Bay  Branch  and  the  ter¬ 
minus  at  Lake  Nipissing.  The  route  between  Winnipeg 
and  Lake  Superior  was  lengthened  by  40  miles  by  not 
making  it  direct  to  Lake  Nepigon,  thus  adding  an  expen¬ 
diture  of  at  least  $16,000,000.  There  was  also  the  subsidy 
to  the  Canada  Central,  $1,400,000.  The  Government  was 
willing  to  spend  $6,000,000  on  the  Nanaimo  line,  on  Van¬ 
couver’s  Island,  a  work  which  could  easily  have  been  delayed. 
So  that  at  the  moment  when  they  declared  the  building  of 
the  section  north  of  Lake  Superior  an  impossibility,  the 
Government  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York,  breaking  in 
that  respect  a  sacred  engagement  on  the  plea  of  too  large 
an  expenditure,  undertook  to  the  amount  of  $16,959,000 
works,  the  postponement  of  which  would  not  have  signified 
and  would  not  have  been  a  violation  of  our  engagements. 
I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  or  the 
utility  of  those  worxs  ;  this  is  not  the  time  to  do  so.  I  only 
want  to  state  that  the  then  Government  was  not  unwilling 
to  spend  a  sum  of  $16,959,000  on  works  which  were  not 
included  in  our  obligations,  and  that  they  refuse!  to  under¬ 
take  the  works  which  the  Imperial  arbitration  had  ordered 
us  to  complete,  I  want  to  state  that  the  Government  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  hesitated,  pleaded,  refused, 
and  then  unwillingly  consented  to  build  1,900  miles  of 
railway  from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Pacific  coast  in  fifteen 
years,  and  as  a  contrast  to  show  the  present  Government 
completing  2,400  miles  of  the  main  line  and  701  miles  of 
branches  in  six  years,  saving  the  good  name  and  the  pledge 
of  the  country,  and  opening,  five  years  sooner,  the  door  to 
that  great  commercial  prosperity  which  must  follow  the 
completion  of  our  great  Canadian  transcontinental  railway. 
I  know  what  answer  our  friends  on  the  other  side  will  give 
us  It  is  invariably  the  same  answer,  and  it  is  an  easy  one, 
avoiding  all  effort  in  the  direction  of  accuracy :  “  You  have 

been  extravagant  with  the  money  of  the  people ;  you  have 
obtained  the  rapid  execution  of  those  immense  works  at  the 
expense  of  the  public  chest.”  Nothing  is  more  unjust,  Mr. 
Speaker,  nothing  is  more  untrue  than  that  assertion  thrown 
in  our  faces  in  the  place  of  an  answer.  Who  has  forgotten 
that  once  the  Mackenzie  Government  offered  to  any  com¬ 
pany  willing  to  build  and  thon  become  the  sole  proprietors 
of  the  2,797  miles  of  the  Canadian  Pacific,  the  following 
terms:  Subsidy  in  money  per  mile,  $10,000;  4  per  cent, 
guarantee  during  25  years  per  mile,  on  $7,400;  land  sub¬ 
sidy,  per  mile,  20,000  acres.  I  say  that  the  guarantee  of  4 
per  cent,  was  on  $7,400  per  mile,  although  the  call  for 
tenders  did  not  mention  the  sum,  but  the  Government  could 
not  give  loss,  having  themselves  chosen  that  proportion  in 
the  Foster  contract.  That  offer  represented  in  round  figures : 
in  cash  subsidy,  $27,970,000  ;  by  the  net  4  per  cent,  guar¬ 
antee,  $20,977,500;  by  55,940,000  acres  of  land  at  $3  an 
acre,  $111,880,000;  or  a  total  of  $160,827,500.  That  assis¬ 
tance  was  a  complete  gift  for  the  building  of  the  road,  and 
we  can  comparo  it  with  similar  items  in  the  subsidy  granted 
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to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kail  way  by  the  present  Government 
which  are  as  follows  : — 

Sections  built  by  the  Government  and 

given  to  the  company . . . .  $29, 500,000 

Cash  subsidy . .....  25,000,000 

25,000,000  acres  of  land,  at  $2  an  acre .  50,000,000 


$104,500,000 

The  surplus  offered  by  the  late  Govern¬ 
ment  being .  56,327,500 

$160,827,500 

I  need  not  add  that  the  class  of  road  we  present  to-day  to 
the  country  is,  to  say  the  least,  not  inferior  to  the  road 
which  the  late  Government  expected  to  get  under 
the  most  favorable  circumstances  by  their  offer,  and 
far  superior  to  that  road  with  regard  to  equip, 
ment,  terminal  facilities,  connections  and  branches. 
And  it  is  far  superior  to  the  expectations  of  the  people,  who 
had  already  been  informed  that  the  estimates  for  the  road, 
as  prepared  by  Mr.  Sandford  Fleming  in  1819,  were 
estimates  for  a  cheap  road,  covering  only  $1,300  per  mile 
for  rolling  stock,  and  not  allowing  more  than  813,000  per 
mile  for  construction  of  the  prairie  sections.  The  present 
company  has  already  a  rolling  stock  of  the  value  of  more 
than  $3,000  per  mile,  and  if  we  grant  them  the  power  of 
raising  the  $15,000,000  additional  contemplated  by  the 
measure  proposed  another  $1  000,000  is  to  be  added  at  once 
to  the  value  of  the  rolling  stock  of  the  company’s  road,  so 
that  instead  of  having  a  road  equipped  to  the  extent  of 
$5,100,000  on  2,550  miles  of  the  main  line  if  we  take  the 
calculations  of  the  hon.  member  for  Durham  at  $2,000  for  a 
mile,  we  shall  have  the  same  length  of  road  2,550  equipped 
to  the  extent  of  over  $9,000,000  not  including  the  branches. 
On  that  single  item  we  have  a  net  gain,  in  favor  of 
travelling  accommodations  and.  accommodations  for  traffic, 
of  $4,000,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  My  hon.  friend  says  “  hear,  hear.” 
I  have  taken  his  own  figures  for  the  estimates  I  am  giving 
the  House.  Those  figures  of  his,  I  may  say,  have  varied 
immensely  since  the  hon.  gentleman  first  began  to  discuss 
this  question  in  the  House.  If  his  political  opinions  had 
varied  to  the  same  extent  he  would,  by  this  time,  be  sitting 
on  this  side  of  the  Hoi^se  and  perhaps  be  a  colleague  of  the 
right  hon.  First  Minister.  His  estimates  have  varied  like 
his  appeals  and  demands  on  the  Government  for  a  different 
construction  of  the  railway,  and  it  is  in  spite  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  the  road  has  been  built  at  all.  I  might  also 
remark  that  the  company  have  largely  exceeded  the  2,191 
miles  to  which  the  contractors  by  the  late  Government 
for  main  line  and  branches  were  limited.  They  have 
added  112  miles  to  their  lino  of  2,550  of  main  line  and  65 
miles  of  branch,  which  is  now  3,321  miles,  not  including  600 
miles  of  leased  lines.  The  terminus  has  been  extended  to 
Montreal  by  the  purchase  of  345  miles  of  road  and  the 
expenditure  of  over  $4,213,153.  Another  sum  of  $4,000,000 
has  been  expended  to  secure  access  to  the  Atlantic  sea¬ 
board.  The  system  of  railways  which  the  company  now 
controls  in  Ontario  has  costover  $5,000,000.  Theij) remains 
comparatively  but  little  to  do  to  reach  Sault  Ste.  Marie  and 
the  American  North-West,  the  Algoma  Branch  having 
already  cost  $2,000,000.  In  one  word,  the  company  has 
expended,  and  wisely  expended,  over  $15,000,000  of  its  own 
resources  to  add  to  the  earning  capacity  of  its  main  line 
and  to  complete  its  vast  and  uninterrupted  system  ol 
transcontinental  transportation.  My  hon.  friends  on  the 
other  side  would  be  the  last  to  find  fault  with  those 
changes,  with  those  improvements.  The  gravest  charge 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  brought  against  the  Government 
in  1830  was  that  we  were  not  building  a  road  sufficiently 
solid  and  complete.  The  present  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
speaking  on  the  15th  of  April,  1880,  said  : 
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“  But  except  by  most  seriously  degrading  the  road,  by  altogether 
lowering  the  style  of  construction,  by  changing  it  from  a  good,  through 
line  to  an  inferior  colonisation  road,  it  will  be  necessary  according  to 
the  estimates  ot  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton,  if  they  be  correct,  to 
expend  a  very  much  larger  sum  than  the  hon.  Minister  calculates  to 
reach  this  result.  On  the  other  hand,  we  must  look  to  the  ultimate 
conversion  of  the  road  into  a  first-class  road,  a  cheap  carrying  road,  for 
the  North-West,  without  which  it  will  be  useless  for  that  long  stretch 
of  country  towards  Battleford  and  beyond,  for  the  grain  will  have  to 
come  down  along  the  Pacific  Railway  a  great  many  miles  before  it 
reaches  Selkirk  or  the  Red  River.  The  House  must  remember  that, 
according  to  the  theory  on  which  the  hon.  Minister  advocates  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  road,  he  is  bound  to  give  reasonable  grades  and  curves  to 
the  prairies  of  the  west  *  *  *  Again,  of  course,  the  through  traffic 
depends  on  the  road  being  first-class,  and  we  must  remember  that  after 
we  have  spent  all  the  hon.  Minister  proposes,  we  shall  have  not  a 
Pacific  but  a  colonisation  road.” 

It  is  true  that  my  hon.  friend  has  travelled  from  one  side 
to  the  other  on  that  point.  One  would  think,  from  his 
utterances  at  the  beginning  of  this  Session,  that  he  is  now 
making  it  a  crime  for  the  company  to  have  given  the 
country  a  first-class  road.  He  seems  to  be  afraid  that  the 
road  is  too  well  built  to  be  able  to  carry  freight  at  cheap 
rates.  He  is  scandalised  at  the  announcement  that  a  first- 
class  road  has  cost  iu  the  prairie  section  as  much  $1.6,000  or 
$11,000  a  mile,  and  he  charitably  insinuates  that  dishonesty 
or  incapacity  must  have  presided  at  the  building  of  that 
work.  In  1880,  the  Minister  of  Kail  ways,  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  gave  instructions  to  the  Chief  Engineer  to  construct 
a  cheap  road.  We  see  in  his  letter  of  the  15th  of  April, 
18e>0,  this  passage : 

“  With  regard  to  the  location  and  character  of  the  railway,  I  am 
aware  that  your  own  preference  has  been  for  a  line  with  light  easy 
gradients.  The  Government  recognises  the  advantages  of  this  feature 
between  Lake  Superior  and  Manitoba,  but  west  of  Red  River  we  attach 
less  importance  to  it  than  to  the  rapid  settlement  of  the  country  and 
the  immediate  accommodation  of  settlers.  The  policy  of  the  Government 
is  to  construct  a  cheap  railway  following  or  rather  in  advance  of  settle¬ 
ment  with  any  workable  gradients  that  can  be  had,  incurring  no  ex¬ 
penditure  beyond  that  absolutely  necessary  to  effect  the  rapid  coloni¬ 
sation  of  the  country.”  <» 

And  in  further  evidence  of  what  I  want  to  demonstrate,  I 
shall  cite  an  extract  of  Mr.  Fleming’s  report  in  answer  to 
the  above  letter : 

“  Ottawa,  15th  April,  1880. 

“  Sir, — I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  estimate  of  expendi¬ 
ture  necessary  to  place  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  operation  from 
Lake  Superior  to  Port  Moody,  West  of  Red  River,  100  miles  have  been 
placed  under  contract,  and  tenders  have  been  received  for  a  second  100 
mile  section.  These  two  sections  are  designed  to  be  constructed  and 
equipped  in  the  most  economical  manner,  dispensing  with  all  outlay 
except  that  necessary  to  render  the  railway  immediately  useful  iu  the 
settlement  of  the  country.  It  is  contended  that  the  line  be  partly  bal¬ 
lasted  to  render  it  available  for  colonisation  purposes,  full  ballasting 
being  deferred  until  the  traffic  demands  high  speed.  It  is  intended  to 
provide  sufficient  rolling  stock  for  immediate  wants,  postponing  full 
equipage  until  the  country  becomes  populated  and  the  business  calls  for 
its  increase. 

“  On  this  basis  and  on  the  other  data  furnished,  the  railway  may  be 
opened  from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Pacific  coast  within  the  following 
estimate : 

Fort  William  to  Selkirk  (406  miles)  with  light  gradients, 
including  a  fair  allowance  of  rolling  stock  and  en¬ 


gineering  during  construction .  . .  $17,000,000 

Selkirk  to  Jasper  Valley  (1,000  miles)  with  light  equipment, 

etc .  . . .  13,000,000 

Jasper  Valley  to  Port  Moody  (550  miles)  with  light  equip¬ 
ments  etc. : — 

Jasper  to  Lake  Kamloops,  335  at  $43,660 .  $15,500,000 

Lake  Kamloops  to  Yale,  125  at  80,000 .  10,000,000 

Yale  to  Port  Moody,  90  at  38,888  .  3,500,000 


$29,000,000 

Add .  1,000,000  30,000,000 


Total  miles,  1,956  . .  $60,000,000 


“  The  above  does  not  include  cost  of  exploration  and  preliminary 
surveys  throughout  all  parts  of  the  country  north  ot  Lake  Nipissing  to 
James’  Bay  in  the  east,  and  from  E  quimault  to  Port  Simp3on  in  the 
west,  between  latitudes  493  and  56°,  not  properly  chargeable  to  cons¬ 
truction,  $3,119,618,  or  the  co^tof  the  Pembina  Branch,  $1,750,000,  or 
with  other  amounts  with  which  the  Pacific  Railway  account  is  charged.” 

Another  report  of  the  Eogineer-in-Chief  to  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  dated  Ottawa.  16th  April,  1880,  says: 
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“In  compliance  with  your  directions,  I  have  the  honor  to  consider  the 
cost  ot  the  eastern  section  of  the  Pacific  Railway  extending  from 
Thunder  Bay,  Lake  Superior,  to  the  eastern  terminus,  Lake  Nipissing. 

“It  is  impossible  to  say  what  labor  and  materials  may  cost  some  years 
hence,  when  the  period  arrives  for  the  eastern  section  to  be  undertaken. 
Taking  the  basis  of  present  prices  and  present  contracts,  and  adhering 
to  the  economic  principles  of  construction  set  forth  in  the  letters  of 
yesterday,  I  feel  warranted  in  stating  that  $20,009,000  may  be  consi¬ 
dered  a  fair  estimate  of  the  cost  of  opening  the  line  from  Port  William 
to  the  eastern  terminus. 

“In  order  that  the  estimates  of  the  cost  of  the  line  from  Fort  William 
to  the  Pacific  and  from  Fort  William  to  the  eastern  terminus  near 
Lake  Nipissing,  be  clearly  understood,  I  deem  it  proper  to  submit  the 
following  explanations: — 

“I  have  in  previous  reports  laid  before  Parliament,  advocated  a  loca¬ 
tion  for  the  railway  with  generally  light  gradients  and  other  favorable 
engineering  features  The  policy  of  the  Government,  as  stated  in  your 
letter,  likewise  the  change  of  line  by  the  abandonment  of  the  old  loca¬ 
tion  west  of  Red  River,  render  it  necessary  on  my  part  to  modify  the 
views  I  have  previously  held.  *  *  * 

“  I  have  likewise  estimated  the  amount  of  rolling  stock  as  limited  to 
the  extent  considered  absolutely  necessary  for  colonisation  purposes, 
and  I  have  not  overlooked  the  fact  that  the  transportation  of  rails  and 
other  materials,  after  our  own  line  from  Lake  Superior  to  Manitoba 
shall  have  been  completed,  will  be  reduced  to  nominal  charges  to  cover 
actual  outlay,  instead  of  the  very  high  rates  we  have  been  compelled  to 
pay  by  the  railways  in  the  United  States. 

“  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  if  present  defined  policy  with  respect 
to  the  gradual  progress  of  the  work  be  modified,  or  if  the  extent  of  the 
work  be  different  from  that  assumed,  or  if  its  general  character  be 
altered,  the  cost  may  be  affected  by  the  change.  The  same  result  may 
be  looked  for  if  a  higher  price  has  to  be  paid  for  materials,  or  for  labor, 
and  if  through  these  or  other  causes  the  contractors  failing  to  perform 
what  they  have  undertaken,  the  work  in  consequence  has  to  be  relet  at 
higher  priees.  Under  these  circunstances  the  cost  of  the  whole  line  may 
be  increased.  *  *  * 

“  The  estimate  submitted  is  based  on  the  data  set  forth,  and  on  that 
data  the  whole  main  line,  from  Port  Moo  y,  on  the  Pacific  coast,  to  the 
eastern  terminus,  in  the  neighborhood  of  Lake  Nipissing,  may  be  cons¬ 
tructed  in  the  manner  and  under  the  circumstances  referred  to,  for  about 
$80,000,000.  But  to  meet  any  of  the  possible  contingencies  to  which  I 
have  referred,  I  beg  leave  to  recommend  that  in  considering  the  subject 
of  capital  required  for  the  undertaking,  a  liberal  percentage  be  added.” 

My  hon.  friend  from  Durham  was  greatly  scandalised  when 
he  read  the  documents  I  have  just  quoted,  and  he  took  the 
first  opportunity  that  presented  itself  to  lecture  the  Govern¬ 
ment  upon  that  point.  He  laid  special  stress  upon  the  fact 
that  the  prairie  section  would  not  be  built  for  $13,000  a 
mile.  All  that  part  of  his  speech  in  the  Session  of  1880  is 
worth  quoting  ;  I  shall  content  myself  by  adding  to  my  last 
quotation,  the  following  : — 

“  It  would  be  very  easy  to  tell,  if  only  it  were  convenient  to  let  us 
know,  what  the  estimated  cost  of  the  equipment  is.  It  is  included  for 
example  in  the  estimate  of  $13,000  a  mile  for  the  prairie  road.  But  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Railways  would  not  tell  us  how  much  he  could  squeeze 
out  for  equipment  in  dollars  from  the  $13,000  a  mile,  and  I  am  not  sur¬ 
prised  because  I  daresay  he  would  have  to  go  into  decimals  to  give  it  to 
us.  When  you  recollect  that  an  adequate  rolling  stock,  according  to 
the  former  estimates,  costs  $2,000  a  mile,  that  the  steel  rails,  plates  and 
fastenings,  cost  many  thousands  more  per  mile,  you  will  find  how  very 
little  remains  of  the  $13,000  a  mile  to  construct  the  railway. 

“At  a  point  seventy  miles  north-west  of  the  longitude  of  Edmonton, 
you  get  to  the  end  of  the  prairie.  *  *  *  I  take,  therefore,  the  longi¬ 
tude  of  Edmonton  which  is  also  the  point  of  divergence,  in  case  a  north¬ 
erly  route  should  hereafter  be  adopted,  as,  for  present  purposes,  the 
point  of  separation  between  the  prairie  and  the  British  Columbia  sec¬ 
tions,  and  my  hon.  friend  from  Lambton,  upon  all  the  information  which 
the  official  documents  and  the  engineer’s  report  give,  added  to  his  own 
knowledge  (assuming  the  continuance  of  the  same  gradients  and  curves 
and  the  same  style  of  construction  and  equipments,  which  were  always 
intended  up  to  the  time  he  resigned)  estimates  that  the  256  miles  from 
Edmonton  to  the  summit  would  cost  $9,400,000,  which,  added  to  Mr. 
Fleming’s  and  Mr.  Smith’s  estimates  ot  over  $36,590,000  for  the  road 
from  the  summit  to  the  Pacific,  would  give  a  total  of  over  $45,000,000, 
as  the  cost  according  to  the  old  estimates. 

“  From  Selkirk  to  Edmonton,  according  to  the  old  grades  and  styles  of 
construction,  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton  estimates  at  $17,650,000, 
*  *  *  I  do  not  think  we  can  decide  that  $13,000,000  will  pay  for  the 
work  according  to  the  present  plan  of  construction.”  *  *  * 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  before  ua  a  moat  extraor¬ 
dinary  fact,  Mr.  Sand  ford  Fleming  having  aaid  in  his 
report:  “Selkirk  to  Jaaper  Valley  (1,000  miles)  with 
equipment  $13,000,000.”  The  hon.  member  for  Durham 
comes  up  and,  fortified  with  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  York,  says :  “  Jaaper  Valley  to  Edmonton  (256 
miles)  $9,000,000  ;  Edmonton  to  Selkirk  (744  miles) 
$  17,000,000—  $26,000,000.”  Exactly  double  the  chief  engin¬ 
eer’s  estimate.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  was  not  afraid  to  put 
Mr.  Cuapleau. 
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his  reputation  at  stake  and  to  declare  from  his  seat,  a  place 
which  allows  its  occupant  to  say  only  what  he  believes  is 
true ;  “  the  section  will  cost  $26,000  a  mile.”  And  if  we  take 
his  estimate  for  Selkirk  to  Edmonton,  alone,  that  is  to  say 
744  miles  at  $17,000,000  it  is  $22,850  a  mile.  And  now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  what  do  we  see  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  getting 
up  in  his  seat  and  saying :  “  My  calculations  of  1880  were  all 
wrong,  the  Minister  of  .Railways  whom  I  was  then  fighting 
was  right ;  I  now  declare  emphatically  that  dishonesty  ©r 
incompetency  alone  can  have  absorbed  $16,000  a  mile  in 
that  prairie  region  which  I  said,  five  years  ago  would  cost 
$22,000  a  mile.”  The  whole  country  must  congratulate 
itself  upon  the  happy  result  we  have  obtained  to-day. 
Surely  there  must  have  been  at  times  a  great  deal  of  uneasi¬ 
ness,  not  to  say  fear  felt,  in  the  community,  if  public  opin¬ 
ion  could  have  been  affected  by  the  declarations  of  my  hon. 
friends  opposite.  It  is  within  the  recollection  of  everyone 
that  the  most  fabulous  statements  were  made  as  to  the  cost 
of  the  railway,  and  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  was 
far  from  reassuring  the  public  mind,  by  his  elaborate  cal¬ 
culations  upon  the  subject.  He  once  informed  us  that  the 
Pacific  would  cost  the  country  no  less  than  $144,500,000  in 
cash.  I  am  not  exaggerating,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  quote  from 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  at  the  sitting  of  this  House  on 
the  15th  April,  1880  : 

“  There  are  550  miles  of  a  very  difficult  road  to  build  from  Jasper 
House  to  Port  Moody.  For  a  Dart  only  of  that  road,  for  the  493  miles 
between  the  divide  and  Port  Moody,  Mr.  Fleming’s  estimate  was  about 
$36,000,000.  The  estimate  of  Mr.  Smith  was  $36,500,000,  and  the  esti¬ 
mate  of  Mr.  Cambie  was,  I  think,  $31,000,000.  But  the  average  estimate 
of  the  Chief  and  Assistant  Engineer  may  be  said  to  be  over  $36,000,000 
for  this  493  miles,  which  would  run  up  the  550 'miles  to  $40,000,000. 
The  Canada  Central  Railway  subsidy  reaches  $1,440,000  ;  the  surveys, 
including  those  location  surveys,  which,  after  all,  come  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people,  whether  called  exploratory  surveys  or  location 
surveys,  amount  to  $4,000,000.  The  road  from  Fort  William  to  Selkirk 
was  estimated  at  $17,000,000  ;  the  Pembina  branch  cost  $1,500,000,  and, 
adding  $100,000  for  tha  Red  River  bridge,  we  reach  a  little  over 
$15,000,000.  From  Selkirk  to  Edmonton,  according  to  the  old  grades 
and  style  ot  construction,  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton  estimates  at 
$17,650,000,  which,  added  to  the  $25,000,000,  makes  a  total  of  over 
$42,500,000  as  the  amount,  including  what  has  been  spent  for  surveys 
which  it  will  have  cost  the  country,  irrespective  of  interest  and  construc¬ 
tion  to  reach  the  point  which  I  suggest  as  the  reasonable  terminus  for 
the  prairie  section  of  the  road.  *  *  * 

“According  to  the  old  system  of  construction,  that  central  section 
would  cost  including  the  other  items,  I  have  mentioned,  altogether  over 
$42,500,000  leaving  out  entirely  both  ends.  What  are  the  ends  to  cost  ? 
$45,000,000  is  as  I  have  stated  the  cost  fron)  Edmonton  to  Burr’s  Inlet 
on  the  west ;  and  from  Fort  William  to  Nipissing  on  the  east,  the  hon. 
member  for  Lambton  estimates  at  a  length  of  about  650  miles  and  a 
cost  of  $32,500,000.  Thus  the  ends  make  up  together  $77,000,000,  the 
centre  past  expenditure  $12,500,000  making  a  total  of  $120,000,000  and 
that  wholly  exclusive  of  the  legitimate  and  necessary  charges  which 
must  be  added  in  all  cases,  the  charge  for  construction.  *  *  * 

“Taking  the  returns  of  ten  day  s  ago,  if  $60,000,000  are  expended  in  the 
next  ten  years,  there  will  be  a  total  of  over  $24,500  000  for  interest, 
calculating  interest  on  future  loans  at  5  per  cent.,  the  lowest  rate,  as  I 
believe,  at  which  the  money  can  be  raised. 

And  even,  during  the  last  Session  what  did  the  hon. 
member  say  : 

“  It  is  quite  true  that  I  submitted  to  the  House,  as  the  result  of  the 
calculations  of  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for  East  Fork  (Mr.  Mackenzie), 
based  upon  the  estimates  of  the  engineers  up  to  that  date,  the  pro¬ 
bable  cost  of  a  first-class  railway,  from  Callander  to  Port  Moody,  at  the 
sum  he  mentions— $120,000,000.  That  is  perfectly  true  ;  I  do  not  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  now  finds  fault  with  that  estimate. 
He  did  find  fault  with  it - 

“  Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  No,  no. 

“  Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  he  said  to-day  that  he  could  not  controvert  my 
argument  about  his  estimate  being  too  low,  because  my  est  mate  was 
true.  I  venture  to  say  that  I  heard  a  great  deal  of  complaint  against 
my  argument  when  I  used  it.  I  was  told  that  it  was  extravagant,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  thought  it  was  too  much  altogether  ;  but  neither 
my  hon.  friend  from  York,  nor  myself,  was  responsible  for  more  than 
this,  that  the  estimates  were  the  fair  results  of  the  estimates  ot  the  engi¬ 
neers  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  and  printed  in  the  Sessional 
Papers.  I  believed  them  to  be  so,  and  that  was  all  we  said.  I  say  thit 
the  estimates  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  last  year  came 
exactly  to  that  figure.  They  were  to  spend  $91,000,000  on  the  road  Irom 
Callander  to  Port  Moody.  The  Government  sections  were  to  cost 
$28,000,000;  and  if  you  add  $28,000,000  to  $91,000,000,  you  get  just 
about  $120,000,000,  as  nearly  as  possible  ;  and  if  you  allow  a  trifle— if 
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the  hon.  gentleman  would  be  bending  enough  to  night  to  allow  a  trifle 
or  so  for  the  S'), 000, 000  for  surveys— you  will  find  that  the  estimate  of 
the  company  last  year  does  accord  with  the  estimates  of  the  engineers 
made  so  long  before.” 

That  road  which  was  to  cost  us  $120,000,000,  not  counting 
the  interest,  we  have  to-day  for  $53,000,000  in  cash  dis¬ 
bursed  by  us,  with  712  miles  of  branch  lines  and  600  miles 
of  leased  lines  in  addition  to  the  road  upon  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Durham  made  his  calculations.  And  instead  of 
being  obliged  to  pay  5  per  cent,  on  the  money  we  want,  we 
have  borrowed  at  4  per  cent,  and  at  3^  per  cent. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  read  a  few 
extracts  and  was  called  to  order  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  now  reading  his  speech. 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  Let  us  see  now  what  this  Govern¬ 
ment  will  show  us,  next  fall,  when  the  road  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  ?  What  has  been  done,  during  these  six  years  of 
power,  for  that  gigantic  work  which  my  hon.  friends  from 
Durham  and  from  East  York  declared  an  impossibility  so 
far  as  execution  was  concerned  and  the  conception  of  which 
they  termed  “  an  act  of  insanity  ?  ”  We  have  before  us  two 
estimates  for  that  work ;  Mr.  Fleming’s  estimate,  $80,000,000; 
Mr.  Blake’s  estimate,  $120,000,000,  or  an  average  of  $100,- 
000,000,  and  this  calculation  is  based  on  the  main  line  alone, 
without  reference  to  the  branch  lines.  Mr.  Fleming’s  esti¬ 
mate  allows  only  $1,300  per  mile  for  rolling  stock,  I  find  that 
proportion  of  rolling  stock  repeated  in  Mr.  Schreiber’s 
estimates  as  published  in  1884,  page  211  of  the  9th  volume 
of  the  Sessional  Papers.  The  $80,0*30,000  estimated  cost  of 
the  building  of  the  road  is  thus  reduced  by  $3,387,800  leav¬ 
ing  a  balance  of  $76,612,200.  Let  us  compare  that  sum 
with  the  actual  cost  of  construction  of  the  road  as  it  stands 


to-day : 

Cash  subsidy  . $25,000,000 

Built  by  the  Government . 29,646,148 

Loan  of  last  year . .  . .  . .  29,880,912 

New  obligations  of  this  year  . . .  15,000,000 

Land  grant  bonds  ..... ...  . . 8,702,086 

Town  sites . 604,675 

Paid  on  stock .  . 29,568,123 

Bonuses......... . 232,600 

Earnings...,. . . . 1,456,318 

Surveys . 3,263,482 


$143,254,344 

Deducting  from  that  sum  : —  - 

1.  Balance  of  the  deposit  to  pay  dividends . $  14,288,287 

2.  Paid  dividends . 5,378,000 

3.  Interests  paid  by  company .  1,389,474 

4.  Equipment .  7,359,930 

5.  Steamers . 697,369 

6.  Advances  to  the  South  Eastern  Railway .  1,595,280 

7.  “  “  St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa  Ry..  227,155 

8.  “  “  Atlantic  and  North-West  Ry..  202,837 

9.  “  “  Manitoba  South-Western  Colo¬ 

nisation  Company .  1,254,678 

10.  “  “  Ontario  and  Quebec  and  to  the 

Credit  Valley  Railways .  1,265,450 

11.  Acquired  lines . 8,981,955 

12.  Branch  lines  .  4,605,172 

13.  Displacing  100  miles  near  Winnipeg .  400,000 

14.  Renewing  inferior  material  building .  255,000 

15.  Indemnity  to  Manning,  Macdonald  &  Co .  395,000 

16.  Shops  and  machinery  near  Montreal .  903,165 

17.  Construction  plant,  outfit  and  tools .  208,291 

18.  Real  estate  at  or  near  Montreal . . .  408,207 

19.  Grounds  and  building  at  Winnipeg .  1,040,701 

(To  be  taken  out  of  the  $15,000,000  now  asked  for.) 

20.  For  cars  and  material .  1,000,000 

21.  Forelevators,  terminal  facilities. .  1,500,000 

22.  For  workshops  on  nine  different  points .  600,000 

23.  To  reach  Coal  Harbor . 760,000 

24.  Snow  sheds  in  mountains . ,450,000 

25.  Lake  Superior . . .  160,000 

26.  Terminal  facilities  at  Quebec .  200,000 

27.  Surveys  . .  3,263,482 


Total . $  69,079,433 


Total  cost — Less  amount  outside  of  main  line . $143,254,344 

Cost  of  main  line .  59,079,433 


$  84,174,911 


The  hon.  member  for  Durham  has  estimated  the  rolling 
stock  at  $2,000  a  mile  in  his  calculation  of  $120,000,000, 
reducing  it  for  construction  to  $114,788,000.  We  have  seen 
that  Fleming’s  estimates  were  $76,612,200,  and  we  find  that 
the  real  amount  expended  for  construction  is  $84,174,911, 
or  not  $9,000,000  more  than  the  quasi  colonisation  road  for 
which  estimates  were  asked  of  Mr.  rleming,  and  $30,000,000, 
or  more  exactly  $  25,000,000,  less  than  the  amount  calculated 
by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  if  we  deduct  from  his 
calculations  the  amount  applied  to  branches.  The  specifi¬ 
cations  of  Mr.  Fleming,  with  light  grading,  heavy  curves 
and  high  grades,  have  been  sot  aside  and  the  demands  of  the 
hon.  member  lor  Durham  for  a  first  class  road  have  been 
complied  with.  If  we  had  not,  in  that  respect,  the  testimony 
of  the  most  competent  railway  men  who  have  inspected  the 
road,  I  would  cite  the  opinion  of  the  Chief  Engineer  of  the 
Government,  in  his  report  as  far  back  as  the  22nd  Septem¬ 
ber,  1883 : 

“  It  affords  me  much  pleasure  to  be  able  to  state  that  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  are  doing  their  work  in  a  manner  which  leaves  nothing 
to  be  desired.  The  road  is  being  most  substantially  built.  The  larger 
streams  are  being  spanned  by  strong  iron  bridges,  resting  upon  abut¬ 
ments  and  piers  of  massive  masonry,  and  the  small  streams  on  the  east¬ 
ern  section  will  be  passed  through  solid  cut  stone  culverts.  On  the 
central  section,  the  streams  are  for  the  most  part  crossed  by  substantially 
built  pile  bridges. 

“  The  work  so  far  as  it  has  been  done,  up  to  the  present  time,  has  been 
performed  most  faithfully  and  in  a  manner  fully  up  to  the  requirements 
of  the  contract.  I  am  enabled  to  speak  with  confidence  upon  this  point, 
having  made  a  personal  inspection  during  the  last  two  months  of  the 
work  from  a  point  east  of  Port  Arthur  (formerly  Prince  Arthur’s  Laud¬ 
ing)  to  Port  Moody.” 

The  statement  I  have  just  given  shows  that  the  company 
has  actually  spent  for  branches  and  for  the  lengthening 
of  the  main  line,  $15,330,823.  Instead  of  blaming  the 
company  for  that  expenditure  and  raising  the  cry  of 
extravagance,  I  say  that  nothing  is  better  calculated 
to  inspire  confidence  in  the  future  of  the  enterprise 
than  the  energy  which  the  company  has  shown  in 
completing  its  railway  system  in  view  of  future  competi¬ 
tion.  It  is  now  admitted  that  intelligently  chosen  branches 
are  the  strongest  elements  of  success  for  a  railway.  I  read 
some  days  ago,  in  an  official  report  to  the  United  States 
Government,  at  a  chapter  concerning  the  Internal  Com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States  for  1884,  p.  37,  the  following 
remarks  : — 

“  The  work  of  constructing  transcontinental  railroads  and  their 
branches,  and  of  equipping  them  and  organising  their  agencies  and 
methods  for  active  participation  in  the  world’s  commerce,  has  been  an 
achievement  unparalleled  in  the  history  of  material  enterprise.  Soon 
after  the  completion  of  the  main  lines  of  the  Union  Pacific  and  Central 
Pacific  Railroads,  those  lines  began  to  secure  a  largA  and  remunerative 
local  traffic,  consequent  upon  the  development  of  the  resources  of  the 
country  through  which  they  ran,  This  was  not  at  first  expected.  The 
growth  of  local  traffic  at  once  suggested  the  construction  of  branch 
roads,  and  this  line  of  policy  has  been  adopted  by  all  the  companies 
owning  and  operating  transcontinental  lines  or  parts  thereof,  and  mainly 
with  the  object  of  thus  promoting  the  financial  interests  of  the  main 
lines.  The  construction  of  such  lines  has  also  proved  an  important 
instrumentality  in  the  development  of  the  resources  of  that  vast  terri¬ 
tory  situated  between  the  Pacific  coast  and  the  Mississippi  and  Missouri 
Rivers,  a  region  which  but  a  few  years  ago  was  unbabited  by  civilised 
men.  The  State  of  Colorado,  in  all  its  material  interests,  is  mainly  a 
-result  of  this  development.  The  States  of  California,  Oregon,  Nebraska, 
and  Kansas  and  Washington  Territory  and  the  Territories  of  Utah,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Idaho  also  owe  their  present  wealth  and  prosperity  mainly  to  the 
contribution  of  the  several  transcontinental  railroads  and  their 
branches.” 

There  are  to-day  seven  different  railways  working  their 
way  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  coast.  Every  ono  of 
them  has  a  large  proportion  of  branch  lines.  With  the 
Union  Pacific  the  number  of  miles  in  operation  is  larger  for 
the  branches  than  for  tho  main  line.  The  following  mileage 
table  of  those  roads  speaks  for  itself : 
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Main 

Line. 

Branches. 

Total. 

Oregon  Railway  and  Trans¬ 
portation  Company . . . 

518 

139 

657 

Northern  Pacific . . . . 

2,054 

495 

2,549 

Union  Pacific . . . 

1,695 

2,815 

4,510 

Central  and  Southern . . 

1,964 

1,047 

3,011 

Denver  and  Rio  Grande . 

897 

420 

1,317 

Atcheson,  Topeka  and  Santa 
Fe . 

1,692 

1,064 

2,756 

Burlington  and  Missouri  River 

682 

795 

1,477 

9,502 

6,775 

16,277 

All  those  lines  show  a  large  earning  capacity,  and  the  local 
traffic  resulting  from  the  branch  lines  constitutes  a  very 
large  element  in  their  success.  On  a  total  of  1,442,800  tons 
carried  by  the  Northern,  only  67,276  tons  were  through 
traffic;  the  balance,  1,375,525  tons,  was  local  traffic.  The 
Union  Pacific  had  $10,427,540  of  local  traffic,  against 
$2,512,507  of  through  traffic.  The  Central  Pacific  carried 
844,793,100  lbs.  of  through  freight  and  3,888,308,510  lbs.  of 
local  freight.  The  Atcheson  and  Topeka  had  only  6  per 
cent,  of  through  traffic,  the  Missouri  Pacific  only  3  per 
cent,,  and  the  Denver  and  Eio  Grande  shows  $500,000  of 
through  traffic,  as  against  $7,361,545  of  its  total  traffic.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Company  has  recognised  these  facts,  and 
has  shown  itself  worthy  of  the  confidence  we  placed  in  it 
by  making  the  fullest  and  the  most  intelligent  preparations, 
in  view  of  the  great  battle  it  will  have  to  fight  to  secure  a 
fair  share  of  the  American  traffic  against  its  formidable 
rivals.  A  railway  man  of  high  experience,  largely  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  Northern  Pacific  Eaiiway,  was  obliged  to 
admit  that  the  general  organisation  of  the  Canadian  com¬ 
pany,  with  regard  to  its  protection  of  the  great  channel  of 
traffic  which  it  will  represent  in  North  America,  was  admir¬ 
able.  Another  remarked  that  the  victory  in  the  struggle  for 
inter-oceanic  trade  must  belong  to  the  company  that 
will  not  have  to  share  with  others  the  most  remunerative 
part  of  its  traffic,  the  through  traffic  to  the  point  of  desti¬ 
nation,  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  Last  year  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Opposition  took  exception  to  estimates  of  the 
company  as  to  the  reduced  cost  of  the  road,  pretending 
that  the  company  proved  thereby  that  every  shilling  neces¬ 
sary  to  build  that  main  road  was  drawn  by  them  from  the 
public  chest.  I  suppose  my  hon.  friends  will  adopt  the 
same  line  of  argument  this  year  but  with  no  more  success,  1 
am  sure,  an  account  of  the  unfairness  of  the  argument. 
If  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  declare 
that  they  are  satisfied  to  get  a  Pacific  line  merely  connect- 
ing  Callander  and  Port  Moody,  we  must  believe  that  the 
future  of  our  commercial  relations  does  not  trouble  their 
dreams  much  and  I  understand  how  it  is  that  they  have,  at 
various  times,  endeavored  to  suppress  the  Lake  Superior 
and  the  British  Columbia  sections,  to  endow  the  country  with 
a  more  local  line  the  only  object  of  which  would  be  to 
develop  the  local  resources  of  the  North-West.  I  under¬ 
stand  now  the  significance  of  what  was  said  to  the  people  of 
British  Columbia  :  “  You  may  go.”  I  see  why  the  efforts 

made  by  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  secure  the  terminus  of 
the  Pacific,  have  been  called  ridiculous.  But  statesmen, 
business  men,  and  men  of  judgment,  or  if  you  prefer  the 
expression,  “  the  enthusiasts  ”  who  have  faith  in  the  future 
of  the  country  and  who  believe  that  the  Pacific  is  a  great 
national  enterprise,  attach  as  much  importance  to  the  con¬ 
nections  as  to  the  road  itself.  Without  branches,  without  a 
considerable  amount  of  rolling  stock,  and  station  accommoda¬ 
tion,  without  elevators  and  important  property  at  the 
terminal  points,  without  the  credit  necessary  to  create 
business  and  traffic,  the  main  line  of  the  Pacific  would  be 
quite  as  useless  as  a  body  deprived  of  its  limbs.  It  is  not 
mere  fancy  or  a  thoughtless  act  on  the  part  of  the  company, 
if  they  have  invested  alongside  of  the  line  proper,  very 
near  the  value  of  a  second  road  in  the  shape  of  lateral 
and  supplementary  enterprises.  They  have  applied  to 
their  case  the  woid  of  Archimedes  :  “  Give  me  a  point  of 
Mr*  Chapleau. 
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resistance  and  I  will  raise  the  world.”  They  had  at  their 
disposal  a  powerful  lever  in  the  shape  of  the  road  extending 
from  Callander  to  Port  Moody  ;  they  wanted,  besides,  a 
fulcrum  to  utilise  their  powerful  means  of  action  ;  each 
dollar  judiciously  spent  to  add  to  the  facilities  necessary  to 
the  traffic  of  the  road  will  return  one  hundred  per  cent.  A 
simple  car  costing  $300  will  bring  to  the  road  an 
additional  traffic  of  $1,500  per  annum.  Good  accommo¬ 
dation  may  have  entailed  an  expenditure  of  a  million,  but 
it  may  be  worth  millions  in  lessening  the  cost  of 
loading  and  unloading  and  in  giving  to  the  road  the 
advantage  over  rival  lines.  Each  branch  line  is  an  artery 
which  brings  to  the  body  life  and  circulation,  because 
everything  brought  by  it  to  the  main  line  is  an  additional 
source  of  profit.  Instead  of  depreciating  the  efforts  made 
by  the  company,  we  ought  to  thank  its  members  for  their 
broad  and  far-sighted  views.  Had  the  directors  been  com¬ 
mon  speculators,  they  could  have  dealt  with  their  enter¬ 
prise  as  with  a  simple  contract ;  they  could  have  endeavored 
to  pocket  as  much  of  those  millions  as  the  circumstances 
would  have  permitted  them  ;  they  could  have  pretended  to 
finish  the  road,  appropriate  to  themselves  our  subsidies  and 
loans  and  then  leave  the  contract.  I  am  gratified  to  be  in  a 
position  to  declare,  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Geo.  Stephen 
and  his  colleagues,  that  the  suspicion  of  such 
an  attempt  has  never  tainted  their  reputation. 
Mr.  Stephen,  during  the  construction  of  this  railway,  has 
proved  himself  to  be  more  than  a  business  man,  more  than 
an  upright  man,  more  than  a  man  of  ability ;  he  has  been 
an  apostle  of  the  progress  of  the  country.  He  has  turned 
the  Pacific  into  a  work  of  love,  and,  with  a  force,  an 
energy  I  admire,  he  has  succeeded  in  infusing  his  convic¬ 
tions  and  his  enthusiasm  through  the  whole  country.  We 
have  seen  him  at  work — this  man  who  owns  many  millions, 
rich  enough  to  dispense  with  labor  and  anxiety,  and  having 
no  need  !o  increase  his  income — we  have  seen  him,  I  say, 
confine  himself  to  unceasing  labor,  and  risk  his  fortune  in 
this  gigantic  undertaking.  This  I  do  not  say  as  a  matter 
of  personal  flattery  to  a  man  whom  I  know  only  in  the 
official  relations  which  I  have  had  with  him ;  but  I  think  it 
is  a  duty  I  owe  to  pay  this  tribute  to  a  gentleman  who  has 
not  only  undertaken  this  work,  but  has  shown  an  enthu¬ 
siasm  in  the  work  and  faith  in  the  progress  and  wealth  and 
resources  of  the  country  that  I  wish  had  been  shared  by 
our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  I  wish  our  hon. 
friends  opposite,  who  are  so  often  admiring  and  citing  the 
great  success  of  American  enterprise,  had  shared  a  little  of 
that  enthusiasm  which  has  been  shown  by  the  president  of 
the  company.  I  wish  the  hon.  member  who  has  been  termed 
here — I  believe  erroneously,  because  in  his  heart  he  is  not 
so — the  champion  of  American  supremacy  on  this  continent, 
I  wish  he  and  other  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  that  good  quality  of  American  citizens — that  is,  never 
to  cry  down  their  own  country,  never  to  say  that  that 
enterprise,  costly  as  it  may  be,  is  not  worthy  of  the  genius 
of  the  nation,  and  shall  not  be  carried  to  success  by  them. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  not  all  these  gentlemen  have  done 
for  this  undertaking.  I  regard  their  work,  their  experience, 
their  intelligence  from  a  higher  standpoint,  by  far,  than 
that  of  their  subscriptions.  If  the  country  had  the  largest 
share  of  money,  the  company  had  the  largest  share  of 
labor.  Men  of  the  highest  ability  have  superintended  the 
execution  of  the  work,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  which 
we  must  admire  the  most,  in  the  result  we  shall  have  before 
our  eyes  ;  the  astonishing  rapidity  with  which  they  have 
achieved  a  task  declared  impossible  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Opposition,  or  the  extreme  economy  with  which  they  have 
been  able  to  accompany  such  diligence.  I  am  not  afraid  to 
proclaim  it ;  the  company  has  done  more  thhn  the  Govern¬ 
ment  towards  the  construction  of  the  Pacific,  aad  it  should 
reap  the  benefit.  Our  own  title  to  credit,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
country,  will  rest  in  the  judicious  choice  we  have  made 
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of  the  men  we  intrusted  with  that  enormous  undertaking. 
Sir,  that  magnificent  railway  establishment  must  bear  its 
fruit.  From  ocean  to  ocean  it  has  the  shortest,  the  most 
compact,  the  best  equipped  line  of  the  continent ;  it  has 
not  and  need  not  have  for  some  years  any  competition  over 
two-tliirds  of  the  continent ;  its  bonded  debt  is  by  far  smaller 
than  that  of  any  of  the  similar  roads  which  are  flourishing. 
With  all  these  requirements  combined  it  must  succeed.  In 
his  speech  of  the  15th  April,  1880,  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  quoted  the  figures  brought  out  by  my  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  East  York,  as  to  the  cost  of 
operating  the  Canadian  Pacific.  The  hon.  gentleman 
accepted  those  figures  as  approximately  correct.  And 
what  were  they  ?  The  amount  of  the  earnings  of  the  road 
weie  fixed  at  $6,150,000  a  year  to  cover  simply  the  work¬ 
ing  expenses  of  the  line.  Well,  I  am  ready  to  accept  those 
figures,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  say  that  the  most  skeptical  of 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  be  convinced  that  the 
future  has  no  disappointment  in  store  for  the  warmest 
believers  in  the  success  of  the  Canadian  Pacific.  When  the 
line  and  its  accessories  are  completed  the  Canadian  Pacific 
will  have  a  mileage  of  over  4,000  miles,  a  large  portion  of 
it  located  in  the  best  sections  of  old  Canada,  and  possessed 
with  the  most  convenient  facilities  for  its  ocean  termini. 
Last  year,  with  a  mileage  of  about  3,000  miles  of  discon¬ 
nected  lines,  its  earnings  reached  $6,084,345.  The  first 
months  of  the  present  year  have  shown  an  increase  of 
$182,741  over  the  same  period  last  year.  Surely  this 
shows  what  the  earning  capacity  of  the  lino  will  be 
after  its  thorough  completion,  organization  and  equipment. 
It  would  be  unfair  to  say  that  the  heavy  extra  expenditure 
has  been  useless  or  unwise.  The  obligation  entered  into 
by  the  company  is  not  limited  to  the  mere  construction  of 
a  road  from  its  two  terminal  points.  It  includes  the 
keeping  of  the  road  in  operation.  And  if  the  company 
takes  so  much  precaution  to  secure  a  profitable  working  of 
the  line  the  country  need  not  complain.  It  owes,  on  the 
contrary,  a  tribute  of  gratitude  to  the  company  for  having 
largely  increased  the  cost  of  the  contract  as  a  guarantee 
that  the  road  is  to  be  operated  in  a  permanent  and  profit¬ 
able  manner.  It  is  gratifying  to  the  country  to  see  that 
the  company  is  confident  that  its  profits  will  be  derived 
from  the  working  of  the  road  rather  than  from  the  mere 
construction  of  it.  The  purpose  of  the  company  is  a  bold 
one  but  it  is  one  commanding  the  praise  of  the  whole 
community.  I  have  demonstrated  that,  leaving  aside  the 
large  difference  in  the  land  grant,  if  the  present  contract 
implies  an  increase  in  the  cash  subsidy  of  $4,000,000  for 
the  construction  of  the  Pacific,  it  has  secured  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  a  value  of  $10,000,000  if  you  deduct  from  the 
$54,254,293,  the  amounts  for  interests  and  dividends,  over 
and  above  bat  the  late  Government  expected  and  had 
exacted  from  its  contractors  in  their  proposed  bargain  with 
them,  and  I  am  in  a  position  to  show  that  amount  should  be 
doubled.  And  without,  putting  a  figure  to  the  actual  value 
of  the  lands  one  cannot  deny  that  the  policy  of  the  present 
Administration  has  secured  the  keeping  of  25,006,000  acres 
of  land  in  the  public  domain.  I  admit  that,  after  this 
Session,  the  $54,600,000  in  money  already  given  to  the 
company  in  cash  and  in  work  done,  will  be  increased  by 
iho  loan  of  $35,000,000.  Put  there  is  not  a  man,  who  has 
carefully  looked  into  the  whole  matter,  who  would  seriously 
pretend  that  the  $35,000,000  are  to  bo  reckoned  as  lost 
money.  1  care  very  little  for  those  irresponsible  prophets 
who  predict  that  the  Government  will  never  make  the 
demand  and  exact  the  payment  of  that  well  secured  loan. 
We  know  what  little  risk  those  evil  foretellers  run  if 
their  predictions  turn  false.  However  that  point  needs 
no  further  reference  as  nobody  knows  what  the 
Government  of  to-moirow  will  be.  But  if  the  country 
does  not  run  a  worse  risk  than  to  be  long  governed 
by  the  Administration  of  the  day,  1  can  solemnly  assert 


that  every  dollar  of  that  $35,000,000  may  bo  considered 
as  a  safe  and  productive  investment,  as  a  sacred 
deposit  not  to  bo  surrendered.  Wo  have  not  exceeded  the 
prudent  limits  of  official  liberality ;  we  have  discerned 
between  a  useful  and  an  excessive  generosity.  To  go 
beyond  what  we  have  done,  would  have  exposed  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  charge  of  extravagance.  To  have  refused  that 
assistance  would  havo  been  courting  a  disaster  for  the 
country.  And  I  feel  I  am  not  mistaken  when  I  say  that 
the  strongest  guarantee  that  these  $35,000,000  shall  be 
considered  and  administered  as  part  of  the  patrimony  of 
the  people,  lies  in  the  deep  sense  of  the  high  responsibility 
which  rests  upon  this  Government  as  it  will  upon  any 
future  Government.  There  exists  to-day  this  undeniable 
fact,  that  3,327.miles  of  first-class  road  and  21,246,600  acres 
of  cultivable  lands  is  a  safe  and  undisputablo  guarantee  for 
a  first  mortgage  loan  of  $45,000,000.  Everybody  knows 
that  the  company  has,  during  the  last  four  years,  realised 
$8,702,086  out  of  its  lands  in  spite  of  the  difficulties  that 
have  been  in  the  way.  Last  year,  the  receipts  of  the  un¬ 
finished  sections  of  the  road  gave  the  following  results  : — 


Receipts. 

Expenditures. 

Surplus. 

Deficit. 

January... 

....$274,645 

$401,915 

$127,270 

February .. 

....  224,638 

363,965 

139,326 

March  ...... 

359,275 

76,700 

April... . 

....  313,966 

318,938 

25,027 

May.  . 

349,739 

74,816 

June......... 

....  550,661 

399,030 

151,631 

July . . 

394,673 

154,694 

August  ... 

....  665,814 

383,983 

181,830 

September. 

....  639,839 

407,628 

232,211 

October... 

....  735,731 

438,082 

297,448 

November. 

....  640,673 

395,160 

245,213 

December.. 

...  521,552 

350,236 

171,315 

$5,760,521 

$4,558,630 

or  a  total  of  nearly  $6,000,000  of  receipts  and  a  net  revenue  of 
$1,191,891.  We  can  easily  makeour  estimates  for  the  future 
when  we  consider  that  the  above  result  has  been  obtained 
when  there  were  not  more  than  2,000  miles  of  railway  in 
good  working  order,  or  a  proportion  of  $3,000  a  mile. 
Have  we  not  before  us  the  experience  of  the  Northern 
Pacific.  That  road  is  less  advantageously  situated  than  our 
own  Pacific,  having  no  outlet  of  its  own  at  Minneapolis  or 
at  Duluth,  and  still  its  traffic  for  the  last  ten  months  ending 
30th  May,  1885,  hardly  a  year  and  a-half  after  its  comple¬ 
tion,  was  as  follows  : — 

Gross  earnings,  for  10  months  ending  30th  May, 

1885  (over  $5,000  permile) .  $10,218,941 

Operating  expenses .  6,518,235 

Total  net  profits  for  10  months . .  $  4,700,706 

The  total  mileage  of  the  Northern  Pacific, 
including  branches  and  leased  lines,  is...  2,546  miles. 

Its  bonded  debt,  at  3let  December  (selling  over  par)  $69,536,221 

Its  preferred  stock.....  .  39,255,565 

Its  common  stock .  49,000,000 

$167,791,786 

Annual  Charges. 

Interest  on  bonds .  $4,050,648 

Rents,  leased  lines .  776,000 

Other  fixed  charges . . . 493,918 

-  6,320,666 


Now,  with  the  new  engagements  contemplated  by  the 
legislation  before  the  House,  the  fiscal  charges  on  the 
whole  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Hailway  are  as  follows  : — 


Bonds,  $20,000,000  at  4  per  cent . $800,000 

do  16,000,000  at  5  per  cent .  750,000 

Interest  on  purchase  of  Q.  M.  O.  &  O .  176,000 

do  do  do  Canada  Central .  68,400 

do  do  do  Land  grant  bonds .  180,000 

Rents  on  leased  lines .  778,000 


On  a  total  of . $2,741,400 


The  $10,000,000  additional  guaranteed  by  the  lands  will 
draw  interest  out  of  the  annual  sales  of  the  lands.  The 


2574 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


company  will  have  nest  year  the  benefit  of  the  earnings  of 
neary  4,000  miles  of  road  in  operation  from  ocean  to  ocean, 
without  paying  any  tribute  to  other  lines  as  is  the  case  with 
tho  Northern  Pacific.  Allowing  only  $3,000  per  mile 
which  is  $2,000  a  mile  less  than  the  Northern  Pacific,  we 
find,  for  the  year,  a  total  of  $12,000,000  of  gross  earnings. 
Deducting  70  per  cent,  for  working  expenses  (the  Northern 
Pacific  has  reduced  their  tariff  nearly  50  per  cent.)  there 
remains  a  sum  of  $3,600,000  for  the  net  earning  of  the  road. 
I  do  not  think  any  one  will  question  the  sufficiency  of  the 
guarantee  of  the  lands  for  our  $10,000,000.  Otherwise  the 
boasted  assistance  given  by  tho  land  grant  would  have  been 
a  delusion  ;  the  attempt  to  belittle  the  value  of  the  lands 
would  become  a  strong  argument  in  favor  of  the  increase  of 
the  cash  subsidy  (the  necessity  of  the  transcontinental 
line  having  been  admitted  by  all  sides  in  Parliament.)  If 
our  lands  are  worth  any  thing  at  all,  they  must  be  worth, 
at  this  moment,  at  least  50  cents  an  acre,  and  this  is  hardly 
the  amount  of  our  advance  to  the  company  as  guaranteed 
by  the  lands.  But  I  am  sure  I  shall  not  be  contradicted 
in  saying  that  the  lands  are  worth  to-day 
$1.50  an  acre  and  will  increase  in  value  in 
the  some  ratio  as  the  capital  of  their  value  would  increase 
at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent,  per  annum,  taking  into  account  a 
very  moderate  current  of  immigration  in  the  North-West 
during  the  next  25  years.  The  results  obtained  by  the 
other  railway  companies  would  warrant  a  higher  figure 
than  tho  one  I  have  given.  I  do  not  think  we  shall  have 
to  wait  for  a  year  to  be  reimbursed  the  $5,000,000  of  the 
temporary  loan,  the  $8,000,000  of  bonds  of  the  company 
will  soon  find  their  place  in  the  market  when  the  returns 
of  the  road  begin  to  show  their  security  as  an  investment. 
We  remain  with  $20,000,000  of  first  mortgage  of  the  com¬ 
pany.  The  total  bonded  debt  is  $35,000,000,  so  that  we 
rank  equally  for  $20,000,000  with  other  bondholders  to  the 
amount  of  $15,000,000  as  the  first  creditors  of  the  company. 
That  total  bonded  debt  of  the  company  is  the  first  lien  on 
the  following  roads : — 


Callander  to  Coal  Harbor.....  . . 2,565 

Winnipeg  to  StODewall.... .  28; 

do  to  Manitou . . 102; 

do  to  St.  Vincent... . .  . . 64; 

do  to  West  Selkirk....... . 22 

do  to  Colville  Landing . 2 

do  to  West  Lynn . . . 15 


Rosenfeld  to  Gretna..... . . . . . . . .  14 

Total . . .  2,864$ 


Making  a  fixed  charge  of  about  $12,237  a  mile.  But  thei 
debt  is,  in  addition,  secured  by  the  lines  from  Callander 
to  Ottawa,  225  miles,  and  from  Carleton  Place  to  Brock- 
ville,  46  miles,  or  a  total  of  2  71  miles.  Considering  that 
the  amount  due  on  these  two  last  lines  is  only  $1,600,000 
or  $5,900  a  mile  the  fixed  charge  on  the  whole  line  remains 
but  little  over  $11,000.  And  when,  added  to  that,  we  calculate 
the  value  of  the  rolling-stock  of  the  company  which  will  be 
not  less  than  $10,000,000;  when  we  consider  their  vast 
property  in  Montreal,  at  Ottawa,  at  Winnipeg  and  all  along 
the  line  up  to  Coal  Harbour,  property,  which  the  natural 
development  of  the  country  increases  in  value  every  day  ; 
when  we  consider  their  immense  and  costly  workshops, 
their  steamers,  we  may  safely  scout  the  idea  that  the 
securities  we  have  retained  are  not  equal  to  the  advances 
we  have  made.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Bail  way,  after  its 
completion,  will  have  earning  capacities  superior  to  any 
transcontinental  route  in  America,  and  inferior  to  none  of 
the  great  railway  systems  of  North  America.  Some  may 
have  larger  traffic  and  a  greater  volume  of  business.  None 
will  be  in  a  better  position,  comparing  its  actual  value  with 
its  liabilities  and  the  possibilities  of  its  traffic.  The  Canadian 
Pacific  will  represent  the  following  values  : 
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Portions  built  by  Government . . . $29,600,000 

Gash  subsidy .  25,000,000 

Loan  of  last  year .  30,000,000 

Amount  raised  by  present  legislation .  15, 000, 000 

Paid  for  stock., . 29,568,123 

Land  grant  bonds . . . .  8, 702, 086 

Bonuses . 236,600 

City  and  town  lots . . .  504,675 

Earnings . 1,456,318 


Less  deposited  and  paid  for  dividends  and 
interests  say .  20,000,000 


Total  amount  spent  on  the  road . .  $120,400,000 


In  other  words  our  margin  of  guarantee  is  350  per  cent — 
and  if  we  go  to  the  extreme  in  any  supposition  of  failure, 
so  as  to  test  in  the  most  rigid  manner  the  value  of  our 
securities  ;  if  we  take  the  absurd  hypothesis  of  the  stoppage 
of  the  road  by  the  withdrawal  of  all  those  interested  in 
the  enterprise,  there  would  still  remain  the  following  assets 
respecting  a  comfnercial  value,  as  follows  : — 


Rolling  stock. .  $10,000,000 

Rails,  &c.,  &c . 10,000,000 

Workshops.. . 1,600,000 

Steamers .  . . . . . . . . .  500,000 

City  properties  . . 1,000,000 

New  station  and  terminal  facilities,  eleva¬ 
tors  and  other  improvement  contemplated 

by  the  present  measure . . . .  ........  2,900,000 

Telegraph  Lines...... . 2,000,000 

Amounts  paid  on  lines  from  Callander  East¬ 
ward.......... . . . . .  . .  15,000,000 

21,000,000  acres  of  land...... .  21,000,000 


Total......  . . . .  $63,900,000 


1  have  made  that  supposition  of  an  impossible  event  to 
demonstrate  the  absurd  pretensions  of  those  who  assert 
that  we  might  be  exposed  to  the  loss  of  the  capital  of  our 
loan ;  and  to  show  at  the  same  time  the  perfect  safety  of 
our  investment.  I  had,  therefore,  good  grounds  for  saying 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  loan  of  last  year  and  the  loan  of  the 
present  year  cannot  be  classed  among  the  subsidies,  that 
we  do  not  lose  a  dollar  of  them  and  that  they  will  not 
oblige  us  to  disburse  a  single  cent  of  interest.  In  return, 
we  shall  find  that  we  have  ensured  the  completion  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific,  five  years  before  the  time  specified,  and 
that  in  so  doing,  we  have  saved  many  millions  to  the 
railway.  The  dividends  alone  to  be  paid  on  the  capital 
during  the  process  of  construction,  represent  a  consider¬ 
able  amount,  as  the  money  furnished  by  private  parties 
must  always  bear  interest,  and  as  a  road  during  that 
process  cannot- give  any  profits,  it  had  been  agreed 
that  the  company  should  pay  a  dividend  of  5  per 
cent,  out  of  their  capital,  during  the  time  of  construc¬ 
tion.  A  reserve  amounting  to  3  per  cent,  has  been  made 
for  that  purpose  ;  but  the  company  would  have  had  to  pajr 

2  per  cent,  on  $65,000,000,  during  a  period  of  five  years,  oi¬ 
ls, 500, 000  which  we  save ;  and  it  may  happen  that  the  rail¬ 
way  may  be  such  a  successful  enterprise  as  to  be  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  pay  dividends  immediately.  We  have,  in  another 
manner,  protected  the  company  against  fruitless  expendi¬ 
ture.  They  had  only  two  modes  of  raising  funds  by  them¬ 
selves,  that  is  :  selling  shares  or  floating  bonds.  The  state 
of  the  money  market  shows  that  the  shares  could  have 
hardly  realised  more  than  50  per  cent.  The  company,  then, 
could  only  have  realised  $17,500,000,  by  losing  a  like  sum; 
so  that  it  has  not  to  be  taken  into  account.  As  regards  tho 
bonds,  it  would  have  been  impossible  for  the  company  to 
place  them  on  the  market  last  year  (on  account  of  the  un¬ 
certainty  which  existed  regarding  the  completion  of  the 
road,  and  also  of  that  terrible  “  unknown ”  which  always 
has  so  much  influence  on  business  men),  at  a  rate  exceeding 
80  per  cent.,  so  that  on  a  sum  of  $45,000,000,  the  company 
would  have  lost  at  once  $9,000,000.  They  would  have  had 
to  pay  5  per  cent,  on  the  whole  amount,  whilst  they  will 
have  to  pay  only  4  per  cent,  on  the  $30,000,000  of  last  year, 
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which  saving  of  $300,000  during  six  years  represents  $1,800,- 
000.  There  is  then,  a  net  gain  of  $17,300,000  to  the  company 
without  our  being  poorer  by  a  dollar.  Instead  of  passing 
into  the  hands  of  European  capitalists,  these  $17,000,000 
will  have  been  employed  for  our  own  benefit,  and  spent 
towards  the  construction  of  the  numerous  branch  lines  and 
other  important  improvements  which  the  company  has 
been  in  a  position  to  undertake,  thanks  to  that  wise  policy. 
All  we  enable  the  Pacific  Eailway  to  save  is  a  ^saving  for 
the  country.  Governments  do  not  exist  to  speculate  ;  their 
object  is  to  manage  the  interests  of  the  people  so  as  to  give 
the  most  fruitful  results.  Eailways  are  more  and  more 
becoming  national  institutions ;  they  take  the  place  of 
former  highways,  and  even  of  navigation.  Although 
a  railway  belongs  to  shareholders  nominally,  it  is 
not  the  less  a  national  property ;  it  ranks  amongst 
its  best  assets ;  and  the  national  wealth  increases 
in  proportion  to  the  wealth  and  power  of  the  railways.  And 
if  the  result  of  the  intervention  of  the  Govern  nent  has 
been  to  leave  in  the  treasury  of  the  Pacific  Eailway  over 
$17,000,000,  the  whole  country  can  boast  of  this  fact.  The 
results  will  be  visible  everywhere :  in  the  improvement  of 
the  roadway,  the  comfort  afforded  to  passengers,  the  ship¬ 
ment  of  freight,  the  greater  facilities  of  intercourse,  and 
the  reduced  rates.  The  working  of  a  railway  in  fact 
depends  upon  its  financial  standing.  It  is  hardly  possible 
for  a  railway  crushed  under  heavy  liabilities  to  show  its 
full  efficiency.  This  is  why  I  am  not  afraid  to  declare  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  will  soon  rank  as  the  first  of  all  trans¬ 
continental  lines  because  not  a  cent  of  its  liabilities  will 
have  been  misapplied.  Take,  for  instance,  the  most  pros¬ 
perous  route  of  our  neighbors,  the  Union  Pacific  Eailways. 
The  length  of  this  route,  to  day,  is  3,050  miles,  and  the  lia¬ 
bilities  are  as  follows : — 


1st  mortgage  bonds  . $138,131,132 

U nited  States  Government  bonds .  75, 263,232 

Paid-up  capital  .  120,144,000 


$333,538,564 

Debt,  per  mile  . . . . $  109,357 

Debt,  per  mile,  besides  subscribed  shares.  70,000 

Debt,  per  mile,  besides  Government  claim.  42,000 


Supposing  the  portion  of  that  debt  due  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  cancelled,  and  putting  aside  the  interests  of  the  share¬ 
holders,  the  Union  and  Central  Pacific  have  still  a  debt  of 
$40,000  per  mile,  while,  under  the  same  circumstances, 
the  Canadian  Pacific  is  responsible  for  nothing  but  $13,000 
per  mile.  If  we  turn  to  the  Northern  Pacific,  the  total 
length  of  which  is  2,549  miles,  we  find  it  encumbered  with 
the  following  amounts  :  — 


Bonds . .  $  50,122,200 

Shares  subscribed  . .  109,749,464 


Total . $159,871,664 

A  debt  per  mile  of . . .  62,800 

Bonds,  per  mile..... . 19,700 

The  Southern  Pacific  which,  with  its  branches  is  4,051 
iles  in  length  has  the  following  debt  :  — 

Bonds,  per  mile . $85,617,200 

Shares,  per  mile  .  152,459,700 


$238,076,900 

Total,  per  mile .  68,785 

Bonds  only,  per  mile  . .  . . .  21,140 

If  we  take  the  total  liabilities  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  on 
3,327  miles,  we  find  them  to  be  as  follows: — 

Bonds  .  $35,000,000 

Bonds  Q.  M  O.  and  O.  and  Canada  Central ...  5,500,000 

Shares  (less  deposit  ot  $15,000,000) .  50,000,000 


Total . $90,100,000 

Total  debt  per  mile  . 27,200 

Total  for  bonds . 12,000 


So  that  we  have  the  following  result : — 


Total  charges. 

Bonds. 

Canadian  Pacific,  per  mile . 

12,000 

Northern  “  “  . 

19,700 

Union  “  “  . 

.  . .  109,357 

70,000 

Southern  “  “  . 

21,140 

Should  the  state  of  things  remain  as  it  is,  we  could  say  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  will  have  a  debt  of  $12,000  only,  per 
mile,  on  a  line  stretching  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific, 
while  the  American  routes  all  terminate  midway,  and  depend 
for  an  outlet  on  other  roads,  absorbing  a  part  of  their  profit. 
But  there  is  another  contingency  in  favor  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific;  if  the  21,240,000  acres  of  land  are  disposed  of  at, 
say,  $1.50  an  acre,  to  have  no  dispute  over  figures,  the  com¬ 
pany,  after  deducting  6,006,600  acres  for  the  $  10,000,000 
duo  to  the  Government,  might  receive  $21,869,851  for  the 
remaining  14,579,934  acres,  or  moro  than  one-half  of  their 
bonds,  which  would  reduce  the  real  debt  of  the  railway  to 
less  than  $6,000  per  mile.  And  why  should  not  the  Pacific 
Company  sell  their  land  within  the  next  ten  years  ?  They 
occupy  the  best  situation,  lying,  as  they  do,  alongside  of  the 
railway  ;  they  are  very  fertile ;  they  suffer  less  from  cold 
weather  and  snow  than  those  of  the  Northern  Pacific.  Let 
us  not  forget  tbat  the  snow  fall  is  only  6  inches  deep  at 
the  foot  of  the  Eocky  Mountains,  and  that  all  along  the 
prairie  section  generally  it  is  only  from  20  to  2  4  inches, 
when  it  is  50  inches  in  Toronto  and  74  at  Montreal.  The 
agriculturists  and  cattle  men  have  the  market  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  which  the  Americans  are  partly  deprived  of,  and 
this  advantage  is  so  striking  that  tho  inhabitants  of 
Montana  are  sending  their  wheat  through  Canada  to 
secure  a  better  price,  while  ranchmen  have  already 
taken  serious  steps  with  a  view  to  sending  their  cattle 
through  the  North-West.  As  the  distance  between 
Coal  ilarbor  and  Montreal  is  but  2,911  miles,  while  between 
Tacoma  and  New  York  it  is  3,457,  it  is  evident  that  wherever 
an  immigrant  settles,  he  will,  on  the  Canadian  route, 
always  be  nearer  the  Pacific  or  Atlantic  shores  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  this  saving  of  540  miles  on  tho  distanco.  Take,  as 
an  example,  two  places  on  the  same  meridian,  say  Swift 
Current,  on  the  Canadian  Pacific,  and  Billings,  on  the  North¬ 
ern  Pacific,  towards  the  109th  degree.  The  distance  from 
Billings  to  Now  York  is  2,359  miles,  while  from  Swift  Cur¬ 
rent  to  Montreal  it  is  but  1,940  miles,  a  difference  of  419 
miles  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  Pacific.  On  the  Northern 
Pacific,  the  station  corresponding  to  Winnipeg  is  Moorhead, 
and  Moorhead  is  1,660  miles  from  New  York,  while  Win¬ 
nipeg  is  only  1,430  miles  from  Montreal.  And  when  the 
Northern  Pacific  can  attend  to  its  immigrants  after  sub¬ 
mitting  to  the  demands  of  several  other  companies  between 
St.  Paul  and  New  York,  having  to  make  a  choice 
between  the  Pennsylvania,  Erie,  New  York  Central  and 
Baltimore  and  Ohio,  from  New  York  to  Chicago,  and 
between  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and  St.  Paul,  Chicago 
and  North-Western  and  Chicago,  Eock  Island  and  Pacific, 
from  Chicago  to  St.  Paul,  the  Canadian  line  has  tho  sole 
control  of  its  rates  and  accommodation,  and  gets  the  whole 
benefit  of  the  receipts  from  the  immigration  traffic  which  it 
will  have  stimulated.  Let  us  add  that  the  fertile  bolt  is 
longer  alongside  of  the  Canadian  than  on  the  American  line. 
Wo  have  839  miles  between  Winnipeg  and  Calgarry,  at  the 
foot  of  the  Eocky  Mountains,  when,  on  the  Northern  Pacific, 
we  have  the  Eocky  Mountains  at  Livingstone,  757  miles 
from  Moorhead,  and  notwithstanding  this  excess  of  fertile 
lands,  Calgarry  is  only  2,269  miles  from  Montreal,  whilo 
Livingstone  is  2,419  miles  from  New  Yoik;  and  moreover  Cal¬ 
garry  is  only  641miles  from  Coal  Ilarbor  on  the  Pacific,  while 
Livingstone  is  1,036  miles  from  Seattle  on  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
But  as  we  are  speaking  of  these  lands,  and  as  the  question 
is  inseparable  from  the  financial  aspect  of  tho  case,  since, 
we  accept  them  as  security,  1  may  remark,  by  the  way 
that  tho  Opposition  cannot  accuse  me  of  exaggeration  if  I 
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definitely  fix  the  value  of  these  lands  at  $1.50  an  acre,  as 
on  several  occasions,  they  have  expressed  their  opinion  on 
this  point,  in  the  desire  to  compel  the  House  to  doclare  the 
Pacific  Railway  lands  were  worth  over  $2  an  acre.  The 
leader  of  the  Opposition  himself  has  taken  much  trouble  to 
prove  that  they  ought  to  be  valued  at  more  than  $2  an 
acre.  Here  is  what  he  said,  on  the  15th  of  December, 
1880  : 

“  Then,  what  about  these  lands  ?  These  lands  are  to  be  within 
twenty-four  miles  of  the  railway.  According  to  the  estimate  of  the 
Government  made  by  them  in  the  recess  before  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament,  and  which  they  published  to  the  world  as  the  terms  of  sale 
of  railway  land  ;  confirmed  by  them  during  the  last  Session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  when  they  brought  it  down  and  declared  it  to  be  a  moderate 
estimate  ;  confirmed  and  re-confirmed  by  them  when  they  asked  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  sanction  their  going  on  on  those  regulations  and  principles, 
and  still  further  confirmed,  in  this  sense,  at  any  rate,  when  they 
announced,  as  they  have  repeatedly  announced,  that  the  prospects  of 
selling  lands  in  the  North-West  are  infinitely  brighter  to-day,  and  that 
land  is  worth  more  to-day  than  it  was  a  year  ago.  According  to  this 
view,  which  we  may  take  as  a  minimum  estimate  established  for  lands 
there  to  be  found  within  twenty-four  mimes  of  the  railway,  it  gives  an 
average  price  of  $4.04  au  acre. 

*  *  *  *  ******* 

“  I  think,  Sir,  it  may  not  be  useless  for  me  to  prove,  by  a  public  docu¬ 
ment,  something  of  the  value  of  such  a  privilege.  I  have  before  me  the 
prospectus  of  the  Manitoba  and  South-Western  Colonization  Railway 
Company,  which  is  placing  on  the  London  market  its  bonds,  and  the 
statement  it  makes  is  : 

1  And  the  statement  is  there  made  that  the  length  of  this  railway  is 
295  miles,  of  which  the  first  section  of  119  miles  is  under  contract,  and  at 
least  50  miles  are  to  be  opened  by  the  1st  of  September,  1881.  It  is  further 
stated  that  the  Governor  General  has  approved  of  a  report  of  the  Privy 
Council  of  Canada,  recommending  a  grant  1o  the  company  at  the 
nominal  rate — mark  you,  the  nominal  rate — of  $1  an  acre,  of  an  area  of 
land  equal  to  840  acres  per  mile,  commencing  at  the  south-west  of  the 
boundary  of  the  Province,  so  that  it  is  outside  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba  that  this  land  lies.  The  prospectus  further  states  that  it  is  estimated 
that  a  j  udicious  realisation  of  the  land  would  produce  to  the  company 
the  sum  of  £2,000,000  sterling,  or  $.0,000,000,  and  that  the  company 
has  refused  offers  made  to  them  for  large  portions  of  that  lands  at  $5  per 
acre.  In  another  part  it  is  stated  that  th.s  line  is  to  be  constructed  for 
£3,000  sterling  or  $15,000  a  mile,  and  the  calculation  is  that  the  for¬ 
tunate  stockholders— and  if  there  are  members  of  Parliament  among 
them,  I  hope  they  will  share  among  us  all — will  have  an  admirable 
commercial  railway  constructed  free  of  cost,  and  probably  four  or  five 
millions  besides  from  the  sale  or  tht-ir  lsnds  ’ 

“  Well,  Sir  you  thus  find  tint  t.  ere  are  lair  is  of  very  ^reat  value  to  be 
had,  outside  of  Manitoba,  beyond  the  range  of  twenty-four  miles  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  can  be  opened  up  and  made  saleable 
at  $4  or  more  per  acre,  by  railways  which  shall  be,  as  this  railway  is 
declared  to  be,  good  paying  commercial  enterprises.” 

The  Opposition,  unreservedly  accepted  these  views  and 
calculations,  and  took  advantage  of  them  to  stamp  as  extra¬ 
vagant  the  conditions  of  the  contract  of  1881  with  the  Syndi¬ 
cate  of  the  Pacific.  And  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron, 
therefore,  on  the  26th  of  January  1881,  proposed : 

“  That  the  contract  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  involves 
a  total  expenditure  by  the  country  in  connexion  with  that  work  of 
about  $60,000,000  exclusive  of  interest,  and  the  cession  of  25,000,000 
of  acres  of  choice  lands,  worth,  at  the  estimate  of  the  Government 
last  year,  at  least  $79,500,000,  making  a  total  consideration  of 
about  $140,000,000,  while  the  railroad  itself  is  estimated  by  Govern¬ 
ment  to  cost  not  more  than  $84,000,000,  and  that  the  consideration  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  given  is  excessive,  and  that  the  contract  is  in  the  highest 
respect  objectionable.” 

I  need  not  pay  that  all  the  hon.  members  forming  Her 
Majesty’s  loyal  Opposition  voted  in  favor  of  this  amendment. 
It  will  be  claimed  to-day  that,  by  this  speech  as  well  as  by 
this  vote,  the  Opposition  meant  nothing  but  to  offset  the  Go¬ 
vernment  valuation  ;  but  such  an  attempt  would  be  childish, 
since  the  opposition  do  not  only  quote  it,  but  adopt  it ;  and 
their  hon.  chief  declares  it,  when  he  says  : 

“  According  to  this  estimate  which  we  will  take  as  the  minimum  value 
of  these  lands,  we  can  fix  their  average  value  at  $4.04  an  acre  *  *  * 

There  are  lands,  then,  of  very  great  value  outside  of  Manitoba.  And 
the  amendment  itself  implies  the  assent  of  the  Opposition  to  this  valua¬ 
tion  when  it  says  ‘  exclusive  of  the  cession  of  25,000,000  acres  of  choice 
lands,  worth  at  least,  $79,000,000.’  ” 

The  added  words  :  at  the  estimate  of  the  Government,  are 
there  only  as  an  argument  to  strengthen  the  agirmation 
that  the  lands  have  a  great  value.  Otherwise,  why  should 
the  Opposition  have  declared  that  sum  excessive,  if  they 
had  not  believed  it  was  real  ?  Why  should  their  hon.  chief 
Mr.  Chapleau. 


have  declared  that  he  was  taking  a  minimum  valuation  if 
he  had  not  believed  this  minimum  well  founded .  It  will 
be  claimed  that  we  have  no  use  for  these  21,000,000  acres  of 
land,  because  we  possess  a  territory  of  300,000  square  miles, 
or  200,000,000  acres.  But  when  we  have  deducted  from 
this  the  lake®,  rivers  and  impracticable  marshes,  we  are  left 
with  only  160,000,000  acres  already,  half  of  which  is  unfit 
for  anything  but  cattle  ranches.  Not  more  than  80,000,000 
will  ever  be  under  cultivation,  and  can  yield  a  profitable 
return,  and  these  figures  soon  lose  their  fantastic  and 
embarrassing  appearance,  when  we  consider  that  13,500 
immigrants,  taking  yearly  320  acres  each,  would  swallow 
up  the  whole  of  these  lands  in  twenty  years.  The  distance 
between  Winnipeg  and  the  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  is 
900  miles.  These  900  miles  give,  consequently,  45  sections 
of  blocks  of  20  miles  on  each  side  of  the  railway,  or  90  sec¬ 
tions  in  all.  In  other  words,  there  are  but  23,000,000  acres 
of  land  lying  alongside  of  the  railway  in  the  prairie  district ; 
this  gives  at  once  quite  a  different  aspect  to  the  land  question, 
and  these  lands  acquire  at  once  a  value  far  superior  to  that  of 
those  lying  elsewhere.  The  Pacific  Company  cannot  receive 
more  than  45  sections,  although  they  have  a  right  to  98 
blocks  of  z  56,000  acres.  They  will  have,  therefore,  to  take 
13,568,000  acres,  either  outside  of  the  prairie  section  or  in 
a  belt  removed  from  the  railway ;  and  if  they  choose  to 
raise  the  price  of  the  land  alongside  of  their  road,  in  order 
to  get  rid  of  those  less  favorably  situated,  they  can  do  so 
now.  It  was  exactly  one  of  the  inconveniences  felt  at  the 
time.  But  as  the  question  was  to  give,  not  an  apparent, 
but  an  efficient  assistance  to  the  company  constructing  the 
railway,  the  lands  had  to  be  given  without  restriction,  or 
else  money  had  to  bo  substituted.  To  impose  obligations 
in  the  disposal  of  the  lands  was  to  make  it  an  impossibility, 
becaused  n  >  moneyed  man  would  have  advanced  funds  on 
a  property  held  conditionally.  The  whole  or  nothing  was 
wanted.  I  cannot  do  better  than  quote  the  8th  and  9th 
resolutions  which  the  Government  caused  to  lo  adopted  on 
the  12th  May,  1879  to  show  how  well  they  understood  the 
inconvenience  of  such  a  system.  Here  they  are  : 

“8  Resolved,  That  the  withdrawal  for  sale  and  settlement  of  the  lands 
for  twenty  mi.es  on  each  side  of  the  located  line  of  the  Pacific  Railway 
has,  in  part,  had  the  effect  of  throwing  settlement  south  and  west  of 
Lake  Manitoba. 

“9.  Resolved,  That  in  the  existing  state  of  things,  it  is  desirable  to 
combine  the  promotion  of  colonisation  with  railway  construction  on 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  west  of  Red  River.” 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  liecess. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  When  the  House  rose  I  was  about  to 
say  that  if  necessity  forced  the  Government,  in  1881,  to 
abandon  this  line  of  conduct,  it  is  because  it  was  not  deemed 
prudent  to  engage  deeper  in  money  disbursements  without 
knowing  exactly  what  were  the  resources  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  the  means  and  disposition  of  the  directors,  and 
their  ability  to  construct  the  railway  ;  but  the  Government 
always  watched  for  an  opportunity  to  resume  a  policy  more 
favorable  to  colonisation,  and  that  is  what  we  are  doing  in 
taking  back  the  control  of  the  sale  of  lands,  and  in  forcing 
their  sale  under  certain  conditions.  The  Opposition  must 
be  unanimous  in  the  approval  of  a  plan  which  they  unanim¬ 
ously  proclaimed  on  the  27th  of  January,  1881,  when  Mr. 
Rinfret  moved,  in  amendment: 

“  That  the  said  resolutions  be  not  now  read  a  second  time,  but,  h  it 
it  be  resolved  that  the  contract  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  contains  provision  for  ceding  to  the  company  25,004,000  of  acres  of 
choice  lands  in  the  North  West,  but  it  does  not,  as  it  should,  embrace 
any  provision  that  such  lands  shall  be  open  to  sale  to  actual  settlers  at 
any  maximum  price  ;  that  the  absence  of  such  provision  will  enable  the 
company  to  lock  up  the  lands  at  their  pleasure  for  a  long  time,  and  so 
be  injurious  to  the  progress  of  the  couutry,  and  add  to  the  labors  and 
difficulties  of  the  earlv  settlers,  and  that  the  said  contract  is,  in  this 
respect,  objectionable.” 
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This  resolution  was  singularly  ill-timed  ;  for,  as  l  have  said, 
to  have  accepted  this  amendment  of  the  Opposition  at  that 
time  would  have  been  to  make  such  grant  of  lands  illusory, 
because  we  would  have  made  it  impossible  for  the  company 
to  negotiate  a  single  land  grant  bond.  But  now  that  the 
condition  of  the  company  is  completely  changed,  and  that 
experience  has  convinced  business  men  that  the  financial 
assistance  derived  from  these  lands  cannot  be  immediate,  we 
have  applied  the  principle  enunciated  by  the  Conservatives 
in  1879,  and  re-affirmed  by  the  Liberals  in  1881 :  that  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  and  necessary  to  reconcile  the  encouragement  given  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  the  development  of  colo¬ 
nisation.  We  do  not  desire  the  company  to  make  a  fortune 
with  these  lands,  by  laying  them  aside  to  sell  them  in  ton  or 
twenty  years;  we  intend  that  they  aid  immediately  in 
the  construction  of  the  railway.  It  is  not  in  our  power  to 
force  capitalists  to  advance  their  money  on  that  security, 
—the  only  alternative  for  us,  who  know  the  value  of  the 
property  offered,  would  be  to  take  their  place.  In  doing 
this,  we  would  not  lose  a  cent ;  we  risk  nothing,  and  we 
would  contribute  to  the  development  of  the  North-West. 
It  is  possible  that  my  expectations  will  not  be  shared  by 
several  members  of  the  other  side  of  this  House,  and,  amongst 
others,  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  has  already 
put  on  record  in  the  Hansard  his  views  upon  the  develop¬ 
ment  on  tho  North-West,  and  as  these  views  have  not  been 
uniform,  and  that  he  may  select  those  opinions  which  will 
best  suit  him,  to  oppose  this  plan,  I  will  anticipate  his 
wishes,  by  recalling  them  for  the  benefit  of  this  House.  On 
opening  the  Hansard ,  at  page  1055,  of  the  year  1880,  I  find, 
on  5th  April,  the  following : — 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  believed  from  the  best  information 
we  can  get  that  20,000  people  went  into  the  North-We3t  last  year. 

‘  ‘  Hon.  Mr.  BLAKE.  There  was  not  more  than  one  tenth  of  that  number. 


for  Durham  desired  that  the  Government  should  stipulate 
that  sales  of  these  lands  should  be  made  only  in  favor  of 
immigrants  who  would  settle  upon  them  at  once.  As 
it  would  have  been  necessary  to  sell  nearly  80,000,000  acres 
of  land  at  81,  to  realise  the  desired  amount,  it  was  conse¬ 
quently  requisite  that  the  North-West  should  receive  not 
less  the  50,000  families  per  annum,  at  the  rate  of  160  acres 
per  head  of  families.  I  will  not  do  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  the  injustice  of  believing  that  he  wished  to  break 
a  solemn  covenant  entered  into  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
or  even  to  evade  tho  law,  which  provided  that  the  work 
should  be  carried  on  as  vigorously  as  possible,  in  order  to 
keep  faith  with  British  Columbia.  He  was,  therefore,  from 
his  point  of  view,  favorable  to  the  construction  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific,  and  if  he  wished  that  actual  settlement  alone 
should  supply  the  source  of  revenue  which  the  country 
would  have  at  its  disposal  for  the  completion  of  that  enter¬ 
prise,  it  was  because  he  was  convinced  that  his  plan  was 
feasible,  and  that  there  would  be  an  annual  influx  into 
the  North-West  of  50,000  families,  paying  cash  for  their 
pre-emption  lots.  Upon  that  particular  occasion,  I  presume, 
he  adopted  the  opinion  expressed  by  him  on  the  5th  March 
1875,  which  is  entirely  at  variance  with  that  I  mentioned  a 
moment  since.  In  1875,  I  should  have  been  of  his  opinion, 
when  he  said  : 

“  You  cannot  hope  to  force  immigation  into  a  country  beyond  a  cer« 
tain  point.  You  should  look  at  the  experience  of  the  western  States,  at 
a  recent  date,  where  the  railways  had  spread  most  rapidly,  and  with 
respect  to  the  State  nearest  our  North-West  Territories,  you  will 
observe  that,  even  with  their  wonderful  progress,  they  have  not  made 
any  such  extraordinary  progress  as  that  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  has  vaguely  pictured  as  that  which  should  take  plaoe 
in  the  North-West.  I  hope,  Sir,  that  we  shall  see  a  degree  of  progress 
and  settlement  greater,  in  this  country,  than  that  which  has  been  shown 
in  the  States  at  any  recent  period.  1  aim  at  surpassing  the  rapidity 
with  which  their  territories  were  established.” 


“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  we  are  to  judge  from  reports,  we 
may  rely  upon  it  that  50,000  will  go  this  year,  but  let  us  put  the  number 
at  25,000  (this  year).  I  would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Lambtonifhe 
does  not  really  believe  that  num - 

“  Hon.  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  will  tell  him  that  I  do  not  believe  so,  nor 
do  1  believe  that  20,000  went  in  last  year.  I  think  a  large  number  will 
go,  but  not  the  number  stated. 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  is  the  first 
person  that  I  have  heard,  say  that  25,000  was  not  altogether  too  small  an 
estimate.  That  number,  of  course,  includes  the  baby  as  well  as  the  adult. 
In  ordinary  cases  the  estimate  is  the  average  family  number,  five.  If  you 
take  four  to  a  family,  we  estimate  that  of  the  25,000  or  24,000  that  go 
there  5,000  will  be  heads  of  families,  occupying  homestead  and  pre-emp¬ 
tion  claims.” 


Subsequent  events  have  proved  that  the  leader  of  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  correct,  and  as  I  have  already  shown  on 
another  point,  that  the  prophecies  of  the  Opposition  with 
reference  to  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  were  particu¬ 
larly  unfortuDato.  I  often  wonder  it  there  is  ovor  a  time 
when  the  Liferaly  party  is  sincero  in  regard  to  this  ques¬ 
tion.  Is  it  when  it  opposes,  not  tho  Government,  but  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  policy  itself?  or  when  it  pretends  to  defend 
the  principle  of  the  construction  of  the  Pacific?  For,  in 
the  same  Session  of  1880,  only  a  month  later,  when  the 
Government  proposed  to  put  aside  100,000,000  acres  of 
land,  and  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  with  the  proceeds  of 
the  sales,  we  find  this  motion  in  the  journal  of  tho  House 
for  the  sitting  of  5lh  May  : 


“  The  Hon.  Mr.  Blake  proposed  that  the  sale3  of  railway  lauds  shal 
be  on  condition  of  actual  settlement.” 

According  to  the  arrangement  accepted  by  the  Mackenzit 
Government,  of  which  tho  present  hon.  leader  of  tho  Oppo 
sition  was  a  member,  Canada  was  committed  to  the  con 
struction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific,  at  any  rate,  from  Pori 
Arthur  to  Port  Moody,  by  1890.  In  the  year  1880,  there 
fore,  there  remained  ten  years  for  tho  completion  of  ih( 
work  ;  and  at  tho  time  that  the  House  was  deciding  tc 
complete  the  work  only  with  tho  proceeds  of  tho  lands,  the 
price  of  which  was  fixed  at  81  per  acre,  the  hon.  memboi 
323 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  not  go  so  far  as  the  hon.  member,  when 
he  takes  the  view  that  50,000  families  would  be  required 
yearly  ;  I  would  content  myself  with  a  small  proportion  of 
those  expectations.  If  it  were  found  that  in  order  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  21,000,000  acres  of  land  in  ton  years,  only  13,000 
families  would  be  needed,  no  ono  could  find  fault  with  our 
calculations.  And’ if  one-half  cf  these  families  should  take 
two  lots  each,  8,025  families  per  annum  would  be  sufficient 
— say,  about  85,000  souls  to  complete  the  sale  of  these  iand^ 
and  to  that  we  may  assuredly  look  forward— in  view  of  the 
figuros  I  have  given  for  past  years.  I  have  alluded  to  the 
sale  of  these  lands  at  $  l  an  acre  ;  my  own  personal  opinion 
would  unhesitatingly  be  in  favor  of  a  regular  sale  at  81.50 
per  acre.  It  is  natural  that  those  lands  should  be  more 
sought  for  than  others,  on  account  of  thoro  boing  situated, 
for  the  most  part,  along  the  lino  of  the  railway.  If 
the  Canadian  Pacific  were  obliged  to  sell  these  lands 
at  a  higher  price,  to  cover  any  considerable  deficit,  as  the 
Americau  lines  have  to  do,  it  would  be  necessary  to  submit 
to  such  a  state  of  things,  but  settlement  would  be  thereby 
retarded.  Such  a  monopoly  is  not  to  be  feared  to-day. 
Tho  Government  takes  back  the  control  it  gave  up.  If  we 
sell  these  lands  at  81-50  per  acre,  without  doing  an  injustice 
to  the  Pacific,  let  us  do  so.  What  is  wanted  is  population. 
The  day  when  thero  are  200,000  more  whites  in  the  Worth- 
West  there  will  be  no  need  to  spend  millions  in  protecting 
ourselves  against  tho  Indians.  Immigration  will  be  the 
safegard  of  the  Territory.  Whon  the  construction  of  the 
Northern  Pacific  was  undertaken  the  engineers  were  accom¬ 
panied  by  regiments  of  the  United  States  army.  Prom  the 
20th  of  July  to  tho  22nd  of  November,  1872,  for  instance, 
Mr.  Hayden,  one  of  the  engineers,  had  to  be  protected  by 
400  soldiers,  who  were  in  constant  conflict  with  the  Indians 
in  tho  Yellowstone  valley.  Iu  1873  it  became  necessary  to 
increase  that  force  to  1,700  men.  In  1876  the  Custer 
massacre  occurred,  on  the  meridian  of  Battleford, 
between  Rosebud  and  Bighorn,  on  the  Northern 
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Pacific.  The  warfare  continued  in  18, 7,  and,  I  may 
even  say,  up  to  the  moment  when  the  railway  intro¬ 
duced  an  active  civilisation.  Who,  now,  minds  the 
Indians  in  Montana  ?  There  is  another  reason  why  I  wish 
for  a  rapid  filling  up  of  our  North-West,  viz,  that  it  will 
give  a  market  of  consumers  for  our  manufactures.  When 
we  consider  what  is  taking  place  among  our  neighbors,  we 
have  a  right  to  count  upon  the  prompt  development  of  our 
North-West  and  upon  tbe  sale  of  our  lands.  In  the  course 
of  the  past  year  the  Union  Pacific  has  placed  4,342,200 
acres,  at  a  price  of  $6,000,000.  There  was  sold,  last  year, 
in  the  Territories  of  the  United  States,  a  total  of  18,300,000 
acres  of  land.  We  have  as  much  of  lands  as  they;  indeed, 
we  have  more,  and  ours  are  more  fertile,  nearer  the  sea¬ 
board  and  less  costly.  The  average  price  of  the  American 
lands  is  $3,40  per  acre.  The  railway  companies  are  60 
much  involved  that  they  cannot  part  with  them  for  less 
than  $3.  Our  highest  aim  is  to  sell  our  land  at  $2  ;  and,  if 
advisable,  to  dispose  of  them  at  $1.50,  the  Canadian 
Pacific  will  not  stand  in  our  way.  The  Pacific  possesses 
this  advantage,  this  immense  advantage,  namely,  that 
having  but  small  interest  to  pay,  the  sale  of  each  acre  will 
give  them  more  benefit.  In  the  United  States  many  com¬ 
panies  have  failed  because  the  interest  has  swallowed  up 
their  capital,  and  because  the  sale  of  lands  barely 
sufficed — or  did  not  suffice— for  the  payment  of  coupons. 
We  might  have  been  less  liberal,  and  possibly,  at  the  same 
time,  have  effected  a  commencement  of  the  iron  band  to 
connect  the  Atlantic  with  the  Pacific,  but  I  question  whether 
we  should  not  thereby  have  taken  precisely  the  moans  of 
destroying  the  value  of  our  subsidy,  by  forcing  the  company 
to  expend,  in  interest,  the  money  which  we  gave  them  to 
build  the  road.  In  going  over  this  array  of  figures,  my 
object  is  not  limited  to  a  mere  calculation.  There  lies  at 
the  bottom  of  these  facts  a  vast  question  of  political 
economy.  My  pretension  is  less  to  solve  than  to  submit  to 
a  class  of  thinking  men  in  this  country  and  outside  of  this 
country  a  problem  which  will  soon  impose  itself  to  the 
general  economy  of  modern  nations,  that  is,  cheap  and,  at 
the  same  time,  rapid  transportation.  It  is  a  common  saying 
that  water  transportation  is  cheaper  than  steam  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  it  is  true.  The  maker  of  the  universe,  in  his  fore¬ 
knowledge  of  the  expansive  power  of  civilisation,  has  made 
us  the  gratuitous  gift  of  the  great  water  highways  in  the 
interior  as  well  as  around  the  continent,  whilst  the  genius 
of  man  has  had  to  build  his  overland  routes  by  dint  of  work 
and  money.  Independently  of  the  cost  of  the  road  itself,  if  you 
compare  the  cost  price  of  a  locomotive  and  of  the  thirty  cars 
composing  a  train  to  the  cost  price  of  a  steamer,  the 
railway  will  have  the  advantage.  A  first-class  steamer,  with 
a  tonnage  of  3,000  tons,  representing,  as  a  motive  power,  nine 
trains  of  thirty  cars,  of  the  capacity  of  eleven  tons  each,  will 
cost  from  $300,000  to  $500,000,  nearer  the  latter  figure  than 
the  first  Nine  locomotives  will  cost  $12,000,  and  270 
freight  cars  about  $125,000  :  lot  us  say,  $200,000  for  both 
engines  and  cars.  The  advantage,  as  I  have  said,  remains 
with  the  railway,  each  ton  of  merchandise  representing  in 
the  steamer  a  capital  of  $166f,  and  only  $66§  in  the  rail¬ 
way.  On  the  other  hand,  the  steamer  will  cost  only  $100 
in  operating  expenses  for  each  day  of  300  miles  voyage, 
whereas  each  train  of  the  railway  will  cost  an  average°of 
$300  for  each  300  miles  run,  or  $2,700  for  the  ten  trains ; 
so  that  each  mile  of  railway  transportation  costs  as  much 
as  three  miles  of  water  transportation.  It  is  evident, 
therefore,  that  the  greatest  economy  must  be  exercised  in 
the  operation  of  a  railway,  and  that  it  is  of  the  highest 
importance  to  bring  to  the  lowest  possible  figure  the  first 
charge  on  the  railway,  that  is,  the  first  bonded  debt  on  the 
road  itself  and  its  equipment.  The  less  the  railway  is 
loaded  with  a  bonded  debt  the  better  its  position  to  com¬ 
pete  with  its  neighbors.  For  instance,  let  us  suppose  a 
uniform  volume  of  traffic  on  the  following  transcontinen- 
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tal  roads  ;  that  traffic,  exclusive  of  the  working  expenses, 
would  have  first  to  pay,  on  account  of  interest  on  the  cost 
of  those  roads : 

On  the  Unioi  Pacific .  $5,467  per  mile. 

“  Northern  Pacific .  3,200  “ 

“  Southern  Pacific . . .  2,939  “ 

“  Canadian  Pacific .  1,400  “ 

In  other  words,  each  of  these  roads  would  have  to  charge, 
per  mile,  on  its  freight  on  1,000  miles  of  road  : 

The  Union  Pacific .  $5.47  per  ton. 

The  Northern  Pacific .  3  24  “ 

The  Southern  Pacific .  2.94  “ 

The  Canadian  Pacific .  1.45  “ 

A  tariff  of  $5.47  per  ton  on  the  Union  Pacific  would  be 
equivalent  to  $1.45  for  the  same  quantity  of  freight  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific.  And  take  1  cent  as  a  basis  of  calculation, 
the  charges  in  respect  to  paymont  of  original  cost  price 
would  be  : 


Union  Pacific....,  . . .  . $1  00 

Northern . . . .  0  57£ 

Southern  . . . .  .  0  53-| 

Canadian  Pacific .  .  0  264 


If  our  great  national  enterprise  has  not  been  the  outspring 
of  a  caprice,  if  it  has  been  built  to  develop  the  great 
resources  of  our  country,  and  to  create  new  industries  and  a 
great  continental  traffic,  wo  know  what  our  duty  is  towards 
that  enterprise.  I  cannot  say  it  too  loudly  or  repeat  it  too 
oftenr  Let  us  bring  to  its  minimum  the  charge  on  construc¬ 
tion,  for  fear  of  hampering  the  first  efforts  of  the  company 
with  the  cares  and  difficulties  of  pressing  financial  wants.  I 
am  sure  this  is  the  only  means  of  obtaining  the  full  measure 
of  the  earning  capacity  of  the  company,  the  only  means  to 
give  it  a  chance  of  creating  now  fields  of  action  for  its  acti¬ 
vity  and  energy.  I  am  aware  that  up  to  the  present  time 
none  of  the  American  transcontinental  lines  have  succeeded 
in  controlling  a  single  ton  of  the  commerce  between  Europe 
and  Asia,  with  the  exception  of  a  special  order  of  silk  worm’s 
eggs  for  France,  and  a  small  lot  of  furs  for  Great  Britain.  I 
know  that  even  the  wheat  of  California  has  not  been 
exported  overland  to  Europe,  and  that  the  16,000  miles 
from  San  Francisco  to  Liverpool,  around  Cape  Horn,  have 
not  frightened  the  exporters  and  driven  them  across  the 
continent  to  New  York  and  Liverpool.  I  have  read  the 
humble  declarations  of  tbe  proud  Yankee,  confessing  his 
inability  to  solve  that  problem,  having  before  his  eyes  the 
fiascos  which  have  met  his  attempts  in  that  direction.  I 
have  seen  the  declarations  of  Mr.  Whittoy,  the  general 
freight  agent  of  the  Central  Pacific,  ridiculing  our 
right  hon.  Premier  in  his  attempts  and  his  hopes 
of  bringing  the  Anglo-Asiatic  trade  through  the 
British  North  American  continent,  and  calling  those 
anticipations  mere  absurdities,  and  doing  so  with  the 
approval  of  the  United  States  Government,  who  are  opening 
their  official  reports  to  those  productions  of  Mr.  Whittley’s 
wisdom.  Well,  Sir,  in  spite  of  the  experiments  that  have 
been  made,  in  spite  of  the  declarations  of  the  railway  sci¬ 
entists  of  the  great  Bepublic,  in  spite  of  the  admiration 
that  I  have  in  the  superior  ability  which  our  neighbors  have 
shown  in  all  their  attempts  in  the  direction  of  commercial 
success,  nothing  that  has  happened  has  yet  shaken  my  firm 
belief  in  the  future  conditions  of  Asiatic  commerce  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  our  country,  to  our  great  transcontinental  route. 
In  all  those  questions  tho  question  of  cost  is  everything ; 
and  I  confess  I  cannot  see  how  the  American  routes  could 
compote  for  that  commerce,  time  and  distance  being  the 
elements  of  cost.  If  we  compare  the  respective  distances, 
wo  find  : 


By  Suez  Canal,  Yokohama  to  Liverpool . , . 

t.  c  »t  f  Yokohama  to  San  Francisco... 

By  wa3-  of  New  I  gau  Praacisco  to  New  York.... 

xorK .  (.  New  York  to  Liverpool . 


Miles. 

11,275 

4,650 

3,320 

3,040 


A  total  of, .  11,010 
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Making  a  difference  in  favor  of  New  York,  over  the  Suez 
route,  of  only  265  miles,  or  a  little  more  than  2  per  cent,  of 
the  whole  distance.  The  distance  of  4,650  miles  is  tho 
average  between  4,500  miles  to  come  to  and  4,800  miles  to 
go  from  San  Francisco,  as  the  course  is  necessarily  differ¬ 
ent.  The  difference  in  favour  of  tho  Canadian  route  is 
shown  by  the  following  comparison  :  — 

Miles. 

By  way  of  Suez  Canal . . . . .  11,275 

f  f  Yokohama  to  Coal  Harbor . . . .  4,180 

Mnntroai  i  Coal  Harbor  to  Montreal . . .  2,911 

Montreal .  j  Montreal  t0  Liverpool .  2i’790 

A  total  of  . . . .  9,881 

Making  a  difference  in  favor  of  Montreal  of .  1,394 

(or  more  than  12  per  cent,  of  the  whole  distance.) 

Let  us  take  an  average  of  240  miles  a  day  for  a  steamer 
making  that  trip.  I  know  the  great  steamers  average  more 
than  that ;  the  Allan  and  Dominion  lines  have  an  average 
of  12  nautical  mfles ;  the  grey  hounds  of  the  sea  (as  they 
are  sometimes  called)  have  a  speed  of  15  to  18  knots. 
But  the  Oriental  trade  is  carried  by  steamers  of  less  value. 
The  fact  that  the  Suez  Canal  is  not  safe  for  steamers  drawing 
more  than  20  feet  or  exceeding  350  feet  in  length,  has  pre¬ 
vented  the  use  of  very  large  steamers  on  that  route.  A 
steamer  takes  45  days  to  go  from  Marseilles  to  Yokohama. 
It  gives  about  9  knots  an  hour  for  the  9,200  miles,  taking 
three  days  for  the  passage  through  Suez  Canal.  For  the 
whole  voyage  from  Yokomaha  to  Liverpool  it  takes  50 
days,  at  about  10  miles  an  hour.  From  Yokohama  to  Liver¬ 
pool  via  the  Canadian  Pacific,  we  have,  taking  the  same 
average  of  steamers  as  those  of  the  Suez  Canal  route  : 

Yokohama  to  Coal  Harbor,  4,180  miles, 

at  10  knots  an  hour .  17£  days 

Coal  Harbor  to  Montreal,  2,911  miles,  at 

30  miles  an  hour .  4  “ 

Montreal  to  Liverpool. .  11J  “ 

33  “ 

For  freight  trains  (20  miles  an  hour)  ex¬ 
tra  time .  2  u 

For  transhipment  of  freight . . .  4  “ 

39  “ 

What  do  we  find  for  the  route  via  New  York  : 

Yokohama  to  San  Francisco,  4,470  miles  19£  days 
San  Francisco  to  New  York,  3,320  “  5  “ 

New  York  to  Liverpool,  3,040  “  12£  “ 

36  “ 

For  freight  trains  (20  miles  an  hour)  ex¬ 
tra  time . 2  “ 

Difference  of  grades,  extra  time  . 2  “ 

For  transhipment  of  freight .  4  “ 

44  “ 


cent  per  mile.  From  Marseilles  to  Yokohama  the  rates  are 
$40  per  ton  or  yg  of  1  cent  per  mile.  From  Liverpool  to 
Yokohama  the  ocean  steamship  company  charges  an  average 
of  J  of  a  cent  per  mile.  Up  to  the  last  few  years,  freight 
rates  for  railways  were  2  cents  per  ton  per  milo.  Since 
then  the  rates  have  gone  down  considerably;  the  Union 
Pacific  charges  hardly  1  cent  per  ton.  Between  New  York 
and  Chicago  tho  rates  will  soon  reach  \  cent  per  ton  per 
mile,  grain  being  now  carried  between  those  two  cities  for 
$48  per  car  load  of  24,000  pounds,  and  I  think  I  am  safe  in 
saying  that  those  reduced  rates  are  not  likely  to  be  increased 
in  the  future,  every  year  adding  to  the  experience  already 
acquired  in  tho  methods  of  operating  railways  at  a  cheap 
rate.  Tho  following  tabular  statement  gives  us  tho  average 
rates  of  all  the  freight  of  the  last  fifteen  years  on  the  rail¬ 
ways  mentioned,  showing  the  gradual  reduction  on  each 
road  :  — 


1868 

1873 

1883 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

New  York  Central  . . . . . 

1-57 

0*91 

Pennsylvania . 

1-41 

0-81 

New  York,  Lake  Erie  &  Western . 

1-45 

0-78 

Boston  and  Albany..... . 

1-95 

1-19 

Lake  Shore  &  Michigan  Southern . 

.  2-33 

1-33 

0-72 

Michigan  Central  . . . 

1-89 

0-83 

Chicago,  Burlington  and  Quincy . 

1-92 

1-42 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  and  St.  Pauli . 

2-50 

1-39 

Illinois  Central.... . . . . . . 

2  -20 

1-43 

Pittsburg,  Fort  Wayne  &  Chicago . 

. 

0-79 

0-79 

Or  an  average,  in  1883  of . . 

1-055 

These  statements  run  up  to  1st  January,  1884.  Since  then 
the  tariff  rates  have  been  continuously  decreasing,  as  is 
shown  by  the  following  return  for  the  year  ending  31st 
December,  1884 - 

Length  Cost  per 

Name  of  Company.  of  Operations.  ton 

Line.  per  mile. 


Cleveland,  Columbus,  Cinci- 
natti  &  Indianapolis  R’y . 391  miles. 


Pennsylvania  and  New  York 
Canal  and  Railway  ••••e?  »•••••  .•••#•  ••• 


Northern  Central  Railway, . 323  miles. 


Chicago,  St.  Louis  and  Pitts¬ 
burg  Railway . 636  miles. 


Rec.  3,600,346 
Exp.  2,766,749 


Cts. 


Profit.  843,597  0'633 

Rec.  2,151,338  ; 

Exp.  1,541,794 

Profit.  609,544  0-86 

Rec.  5,528,876 
Exp.  3,468,394 

Profit.  2,053,483  0'825 

Rec.  4,396,840 
Exp.  3,602,213 


These  figures  will  show  clearly  that  whatever  doubts  might 
be  raised  about  freight  there  can  be  none  with  regard  to 
passsengers,  who  will  not  only  gain  17  days,  but  who  will 
travel  through  a  healthy  and  temperate  zone.  The  dif¬ 
ference  of  passenger  rates  by  steamers  or  by  rail  is  not 
marked.  The  average  rate  is  about  3J  cents  per  mile  for  long 
distances.  From  Quebec  to  Liverpool,  2,630  miles,  it  varies 
from  $80  to  $100,  or  about  3  to  4  cents  a  mile  ;  from  New 
York  to  Liverpool,  3,040  miles,  it  is  betweon  $90  to  $120, 
being  also  3  or  4  cents  a  mile.  From  San  Franscisco  to 
Yokohama,  4,470  miles,  the  fares  are  $250,  or  about  5J- 
cents  a  mile.  From  Liverpool  to  Yokohama,  by  Suez" 
11,275  miles,  the  price  is  £88 — or  $428 — or  3J  cents  per 
milo.  From  Marseilles  to  Yokohama,  9,200’  milos,  the 
Messageries  Maritimes  are  asking  $415,  or  4£  cents  per 
mile.  From  San  Francisco  to  New  York,  the  passenger 
rates  are  3f  cents  per  mile— $126  for  the  trip,  exclu¬ 
sive  of  the  cost  of  meals  and  sleeping  car,  which  adds 
about  f  of  a  cent  per  mile.  But  very  seldom  does 
the  charge  of  railway  companies  exceed  2£  cents  per  mile. 
Freight  rates  are  altogether  different ;  $7  per  ton  of  mer¬ 
chandise  from  Montreal  to  Liverpool  is  equal  to  £  of  1 


Profit.  791,627  0-6 

New  York,  Lake  Erie  and 

Western  Railway . 1,900  miles  Rec.  21,637,435 

Exp.  16,358,077 


Profit.  6,279,358  0'686 


Lake  Shore  and  Michigan . t . . .  0  652 

Michigan  Central.. . . . . . . . .  0  646 

New  York,  Chicago  and  St. 


Louis  (Nickel  Plate) . 523  miles.  Rec.  3,207,591 

Exp.  2,389,234 

Profit.  818,357 

Pennsylvania  Railway  : 

Main  line . . . 1,470  miles 

Philadelphia  and  Erie _  287  “ 

Lines  east  of  Pittsburg  and 

Erie . 2,201  “ 

New  Jersey  and  branches.  443  “ 

These  tariff  rates  have  yielded  profits,  as  shown  by  the  not 
earnings  above  mentioned.  The  fact  that  the  New  York, 
Chicago  and  St.  Louis  Railway  has,  during  tho  past  few 
weeks,  passed  into  tho  hands  of  a  receiver,  is  not  an  argu¬ 
ment  against  the  lowering  of  the  rates,  but  it  morely 
demonstrates  the  necessity  or  not  increasing  the  cost  of 


}Rec.  48,566,917 
Exp.  30,527,016 

Profit.  18,039,901 
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construction  of  a  road,  That  road  is  responsible  for 
$10,000,000,  or  $132,000  per  mile.  The  Pennsylvania 
Eailway  Company  shows,  by  the  following  return,  taken 
from  their  report,  that  their  rates  are  remunerative  : — ■ 
Receipts.  Expenses.  Net  earnings. 


Main  line . 

0-740 

0-441 

0-299 

Philadelphia  and  Erie 

0-576 

0-365 

0-211 

Line  east  of  Pittsburg 

0-804 

0518 

0-286 

New  Jersey,, . 

1-365 

1-081 

0-284 

I  desire  to  dwell  on  a  point  which  may  appear  of  a  purely 
technical  nature,  because  the  transport  by  rail,  at  a  low 
cost,  is  the  great  problem  of  our  time.  Political  economy 
must  necessarily  deal  with  this  question  as  well  as  practical 
economy.  It  is  impossible  for  railways  to  maintain  them¬ 
selves  unless  their  working  expenditure  is  very  low.  A 
good  authority  on  those  matters,  Mr.  Chanute,  consulting 
engineer  of  the  New  Tork,  Lake  Brie  and  Western  Eailway 
Company,  has  given  particular  attention  to  that  point ;  and 
after  laborious  research  and  study  as  to  the  composition  of 
the  various  trains  on  the  New  York  Central,  he  has  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  actual  cost  to  a  company  for 
freight  traffic  on  its  line  is  as  follows:  — 


No.  of 

Distance 

No.  of 

Running 

Cost  per 

Nature  of  Freight. 

tons  per 

run 

cars  in  a 

expenses 

ton 

car. 

in  miles. 

train. 

per  car. 

per  mile. 

cts. 

Cattle . 

10 

440 

30 

16  13 

0-344 

Grain . . 

12 

298 

35 

8  77 

0-245 

Flour,.*....- . . 

11 

448 

35 

13  18 

0-268 

Canned  goods . 

10 

298 

35 

8  77 

0-294 

Pork...., . 

10 

440 

35 

12  95 

0-292 

Wool . . 

5 

440 

35 

12  95 

0-588 

Tobacco . . . . 

11 

440 

35 

12  95 

0-027 

Oil..... . . . 

10 

440 

35 

12  95 

0-292 

Leather . . . 

8 

142 

35 

4  18 

0  003 

Paper . . . 

10 

114 

26 

4  15 

0-004 

Hay  ..- . . . 

10 

73 

26 

2  66 

0-364 

Butter  . . . 

10 

42 

26 

1  53 

0-364 

Cheese.................... 

10 

26 

26 

0  95 

0-369 

Iron .  . 

12 

440 

35 

12  95 

0  245 

Hosiery . . . 

5 

440 

35 

16  16 

0-731 

Boots . . . . 

8* 

440 

35 

18  13 

0-464 

Dry  goods,  carpets... 

9 

440 

35 

17  99 

0-432 

Sugar  and  liquors . 

10 

440 

35 

16  95 

0-383 

Coffee . . 

10 

440 

35 

19  05 

0-433 

Ciockery . . 

10 

440 

35 

19  35 

0-439 

Toys  . 

6 

440 

35 

16  85 

0-636 

We  must  add  to  this,  cost  of  loading  and  unloading  about 
50  cents  per  ton,  altogether,  which,  for  a  distance  of  3,000 
miles,  gives  a  merely  nominal  amount.  But,  in  making 
those  calculations,  we  must  not  forget  that  the  proportion 
of  cost  bears  upon  the  whole  traffic  of  the  railways  men¬ 
tioned,  the  local  traffic  as  well  as  the  through  traffic.  All 
economists,  as  well  as  practical  railway  men,  agree  in 
saying  that  the  local  rates  must  be  calculated  on  a  different 
scale  from  the  through  rates.  In  fact,  the  localities  through 
which  a  railway  line  runs  derive  a  direct  benefit  from  the 
line,  and  must  contribute  towards  its  success  in  a  manner 
proportionate  to  the  value  accruing  to  them  from  it.  The 
through  traffic  must  not  be  charged  with  the  expenditure 
for  tho  administration  and  maintainance  of  the  road  ;  so 
that  the  running  cost  of  that  traffic  must  not  exceed  a  third 
of  the  running  cost  of  the  local  traffic.  Consequently, 
instead  of  saying  that  a  freight  train  costs  $1  per  mile,  it 
ought  not  to  cost,  as  regards  through  traffic,  more  than  50  or 
60  cents  at  most ;  this  being  considered  the  exact  pro¬ 
portion,  the  Canadian  Pacific  will  then  be  enablod  to  carry, 
with  profit,  the  freight  of  the  east  at  a  price  of  \  or  f  of  a 
cent  per  ton  per  mile.  When  I  say  that  J  of  a  cent  per 
ton  per  mile  is  the  possible  rate  which  could  be  fixed  in  tho 
future,  I  know  that  I  shall  meet  with  some  approval  in  this 
House.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Durham  said,  on  the  15th 
December,  1880,  that  it  was  possible  for  a  railway  to  realise 
profits  with  a  rate  of  £  of  a  cent  per  ton  per  mile.  Speaking 
of  the  St.  Paul  and  Manitoba,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  A  reasonable  tariff  should  be  11  cent  per  bushel  per  100  miles,  or  17J 
cents  for  the  1,300  miles.  In  fact,  1  believe  that  the  tariff  from  St.  Paul 
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southward  is  much  lower  than  1J  cent  per  bushel,  and,  as  a  consequence, 
a  much  larger  proportion  than  what  that  tariff  would  amount  to  is 
collected  by  the  St.  Paul  and  Manitoba  Railway.” 

Being  60  pounds  per  bushel,  and  31J  bushels  per  gross  ton, 
1^  cent  per  bushel  would  give  49|  cents  per  ton,  making,  for 
100  miles,  within  an  insignificant  fraction,  exactly  £  of  a 
cent,  per  ton  per  mile.  My  opinion,  as  I  have  said  before, 
is  that  through  traffic  can  be  profitably  carried  for  \  a 
cent,  per  mile.  That  traffic  should  not  be  charged  with  the 
cost  of  administration,  nor  with  office  or  Btation  charges, 
which  should  be  charged  to  local  traffic ;  and  if  the  actual 
wear  and  tear  of  rolling  stock,  the  fuel  and  handling, 
be  taken  into  account,  a  tariff  of  J  of  a  cent,  per  mile 
per  ton  would  leave  a  margin  for  profit,  the  cost  price  of 
haulage  not  exceeding  \  of  a  cent  per  ton  per  mile. 
The  laws  of  commerce  are  now  being  revolutionised.  The 
tendency  to  sacrifice  everything  to  celerity  is  growing  con¬ 
stantly.  Competition  has  necessitated  rapidity.  The  costly 
steamers  have  driven  away  the  sailing  vessels.  The  desire 
to  forestal  one’s  neighbor  in  the  acquirement  of  every  new 
article  is,  to  day,  one  of  the  mainsprings  of  trade  and 
commercial  life.  When  I  said  that  the  transhipment  of 
freight  would  entail  a  disadvantage  against  the  Canadian 
Pacific  route  from  Asiatic  ports,  I  should  have  added  that 
the  cost  through  Suez  Canal  is  increased  by  the  toll  rates 
on  the  canal,  viz. : 

Fr.  Centimes. 

Canal  toll . Per  ton, .  9  60 . $1  90 

Anchorage . . .  “  ......  0  2  . 0  00J 

Towage . . . “  2  0  0  40 

Added  to  that  is  the  disadvantage  of  being  obliged  to  have 
comparatively  small  steamers  for  that  trade.  It  has  been 
established  that  a  steamship  drawing  23  feet  of  water 
touched  bottom  fifty  times  during  the  voyage.  Then  you 
have  the  increased  rates  of  insurance,  in  consequence  of  tho 
dangers  of  the  canal  and  its  approaches ;  that  increased 
expenditure  represents  not  less  than  2  per  cent.  In  one 
word,  the  whole  question  is  reduced  to  this  :  The  difference 
between  the  two  routes,  from  Liverpool  to  Yokohama,  is  the 
difference  which  exists  between  2,911  miles  of  railway 
transportation,  from  Coal  Harbor  to  Montreal,  and  4,305 
miles  of  transportation  by  water,  including  the  passage 
through  the  Suez  CaDal. 

Miles. 

The  distance  run  by  steamer  from  Liverpool  to 


Yokohama  is .  .  11,276 

The  distance  between  Yokohama  to  Coal  Harbor,  and 

from  Montreal  to  Liverpool,  being . . .  6,970 


There  remains .  4,306 


of  the  Suez  route  to  bring  against  the  2,911  miles  of  trans¬ 
continental  railway  remaining  to  complete  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  route.  The  extra  cost  of  transhipment  by 
the  Canadian  routo  is  compensated  for  by  the  canal  tolls  and 
other  charges,  with  the  additional  rates  of  insurance  on  tho 
Suez  route,  so  that  we  remain  with  the  difference  of  cost 
between  2,911  miles  of  rail  and  4,305  miles  of  water  trans¬ 
portation.  I  do  not  hesitate  in  saying  that  the  gain  in  time 
and  the  gradual  reduction  of  railway  tariffs  wiil  inevitably 
turn  the  scales  in  favor  of  our  Canadian  route.  If  I  am 
told  that  a  difference  of  thirteen  days  in  the  voyage 
is  not  important  to  the  merchant,  which  I  deny,  I  say 
that  sailing  vessels  employed  from  Yokohama  to  Coal 
Harbor  would  not  lengthen  tho  time  of  the  voyage  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  Suez  route,  and  would  reduce  the  rates  from 
Liverpool  to  Yokohama  in  the  following  proportion  : — 

From  Liverpool  to  Yokohama  the  rates  are,  on  the  aver¬ 
age,  $38  per  ton,  or  about  J  of  a  cent  per  ton  per  mile. 

From  Yokohama  to  Coal  Harbor,  by  a 
sailing  vessel,  the  freight  would  cost....  $  3.48  per  ton. 

From  Coal  Harbor  to  Montreal  (f  cents  p. 


mile) . .  21.83  “ 

From  Montreal  to  Liverpool  (J  cent  per 

mile) . . .  6.97  “ 

- $32.28 


Leaving,  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  route,  a  difference  of,.,.  $6.10  per  ton, 
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Another  advantage,  and  this  is  perhaps  the  strongest  point 
in  favor  of  my  belief  in  the  future  success  of  our  Canadian 
route  between  Europe  and  Asia,  is  the  fact  the  Asiatic  trade  is 
almost  wholly  in  the  hands  of  British  merchants  and 
capitalists,  who  will  carry  that  trade  through  the  channels 
of  their  own  choice.  In  vain  did  the  Americans  struggle 
against  that  state  of  things;  their  efforts  failed.  It  is 
impossible  to  find  the  confession  of  a  defeat  more  plaiuly 
made  than  in  the  following  extract  from  the  reports  of 
Commerce  and  Navigation  of  the  United  States,  for  1881, 
page  104 : — 

“I  will  answer  your  question,  says  Mr.  Atkkiscra  of  Boston,  to  the 
chief  of  the  Bureau  of  U.  S  Statistics,  in  respect  of  the  export  of  our 
goods  and  ware.  You  will  observe  that  it  is  a  matter  of  necessity,  and 
not  of  choice,  for  Europe  to  purchase  grain,  meat,  oil  and  cotton  in 
greatest  measure  from  this  country,  paying  for  these  supplies,  as  far  as 
possible,  in  such  goods  and  wares,  commonly  called  manufactures,  as  we 
are  accustomed  to  take,  and  passing  to  our  credit  the  remainder  of  the 
sum  due  us  in  cash.  Against  this  cash  we  draw  bills  in  payment  for 
sugar,  tea,  coffee,  hides  and  other  articles,  which  are  furnished  us  by 
nations  which  are  not  yet  ‘manufacturing  nations,’  according  to  the 
common  use  of  that  term.  This  balance  of  cash  due  us  for  grain,  meat, 
cotton,  etc.,  is  transferred  in  London  to  the  credit  of  merchants  in 
China,  Java,  Africa,  South  America  and  other  countries,  whom  we  owe 
for  tea,  coffee,  wools,  hides,  etc.,  and  is  applied  by  them  in  payment  of 
British  manufactures,  viz  ,  cotton  fabrics,  woollen  fabrics,  worsted 
fabrics,  metal  work,  and  other  commodities,  commonly  called  manu¬ 
factures.  That  is  to  say,  Great  Britain  imports  from  the  United 
States  cotton,  meat,  oil  and  grain  in  greater  amount  than  she 
sells  manufactured  goods  to  the  United  States.  We  import  from  China, 
Africa  and  South  America,  tea,  coffee,  sugar,  hides,  etc.,  in  greater 
amount  than  we  sell  manufactured  goods  to  them.  Great  Britain 
works  up  or  converts  our  raw  material  into  manufactured  goods  and 
sends  those  goods  to  China,  Africa  and  South  America,  in  payment  for 
the  raw  material,  or  the  tea,  coffee  and  sugar  we  have  purchased. 

“  Why  should  thi3  three-cornered  traffic  continue.  Why  do  we  not 
convert  our  own  raw  material  into  manufactured  goods  and  exchange 
directly  with  the  non-machine  using  nations,  of  whose  products  we  are 
large  purchasers. 

“  Many  of  the  goods  of  these  several  classes  are  made  in  the  United 
States  of  better  quality,  sometimes  at  a  less  cost  and  sometimes  at  a 
slightly  greater  co3t  than  in  Great  Britain.  Why,  then,  is  not  this  cash, 
which  is  at  our  credit  in  London,  applied  directly  to  the  purchase  of 
American  goods  rather  than  of  British  goods  ? 

“  For  a  long  time  this  question  puzzled  me  :  I  could  not  solve  it,  until 
I  had  studied  the  conditions  of  commerce  in  Great  Britain  on  the  spot. 

“  My  conclusion  was  that  while  quality  and  price  enter  measurably 
into  the  conditions  which  control  that  exchange  of  products  which 
constitutes  commerce,  yet  modern  science  and  modern  instrumentalities 
for  production  have  brought  the  quality  and  price  of  manufactured 
goods— such  as  textiles,  hardware  and  the  like — so  nearly  to  the  same 
standard  that  commerce  is  no  longer  controlled,  in  any  great  measure, 
by  either  quality  or  price  in  respect  to  such  manufactured  goods.  But 
such  differences  in  quality  and  in  price  as  exists,  being  very  small 
elements,  are  more  than  counterbalanced  by  facilities  in  respect  to  trans¬ 
portation,  in  respect  to  banking  or  exchange,  in  the  technical  sense,  and 
more  than  all,  in  respect  to  the  facilities  for  obtaining  credit  on  the  part 
of  the  middlemen  who  work  the  trade — this  last  being  the  greater  factor. 
For  instance,  there  is  no  doubt  that  buyers  in  South  America  would 
greatly  prefer  to  buy  American  cottons  at  their  relative  quality  and 
price  rather  than  British  cottons.  Why  don’t  they  do  so  ? 

“  We  buy  a  great  deal  more  from  South  America  than  we  sell  to  her, 
and  we  pay  cash  in  London  for  the  difference. 

'*  Why  don’tthey  take  goods  in  place  of  cash,  if  they  prefer  the  goods  ? 

“  Why  has  not  a  system  of  steamship  communication  been  established, 
without  any  bounty  or  subsidy,  between  the  United  States  and  South 
America,  as  has  been  done  between  Great  Britain  and  South  America  ? 

“  The  reason  was  far  to  seek ;  but  I  think  I  will  give  you  the  true  one. 

“  All  the  traffic  of  South  America  in  manufactured  goods  and  wares  is 
done  on  a  very  long  credit.  How  is  it  done  ? 

“  The  credit  is  not  granted  by  the  manufacturer  of  the  goris,  but  it  is 
worked  in  this  way  : 

“The  manufacturer  of  cotton  goods,  for  instance,  sells  the  cloth 
‘  in  the  grey  ’  to  a  warehouseman,  bo  called.  The  warehouseman  pays 
him  the  cash  for  it,  substantially,  on  delivery.  This  warehouseman, 
middleman  or  merchant,  causes  these  goods  to  be  bleached,  printed,  or 
otherwise  prepared  for  each  particular  district  or  market  in  South 
America,  packs  them,  according  to  the  exact  section  to  which  they  are 
to  be  sent,  in  small  packages,  suitable  for  a  mule-back  (if  they  are  to  be 
carried  into  the  heart  of  the  Andes),  makes  his  arrangements  to  ship 
them  by  one  of  the  daily  steamers  to  South  America,  then  makes  his 
bill  of  lading,  ear-marked  with  the  designating  marks  and  number  of  the 
packages,  with  the  invoice  attached,  to  a  banker,  and  gets  his  bill  dis¬ 
counted  on  for  four  or  six  months,  with  the  expectation  of  renewal  for 
four  or  six  months  longer,  if  necessary,  and  the  cash  or  proceeds  of  our 
wheat,  cotton  and  oil  which  we  have  remitted  for  our  South  American 
purchases  forms  a  part  of  the  deposit  of  this  very  banker,  on  the  basis 
of  which  he  is  enabled  to  grant  this  credit.  But  thi3  would  not  suffice. 
These  goods  are  carried  to  the  interior  of  South  America,  to  great  fairs, 
to  interior  towns,  and  to  various  points  of  distribution,  and  are  there 


practically  bartered  for  whatever  the  people,  who  have  no  money,  but 
who  have  other  commodities,  desire  to  sell.  These  other  commodities, 
whatever  they  may  be — wool,  hides,  ores,  nitrates,  or  anything  else — 
being  freely  admitted  into  Great  Britain,  for  the  purpose  of  distribution, 
wherever  they  are  needed,  therefore  come  back  to  England  to  be  sold, 
and  out  of  their  sale  the  warehouseman  ultimately  recovers  his  money, 
and  pays  up  his  credit  granted  by  the  banker  in  London.  London  being 
a  great  free  port,  has  become,  of  necessity,  the  money  centre  or  credit 
centre  of  the  world. 

“In  other  words,  commerce  is  now  carried  on  so  small  a  margin,  and 
on  such  a  greater  scale,  that  the  profit  or  loss  depends  on  the  cost  of 
transportation,  the  rate  of  exchange,  and  the  facilities  for  credit.” 

In  examining  the  causes  which  have  prevented  the  traffic  of 
Asia  passing  through  the  United  States,  Mr.  Nimmo,  the 
chief  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  United  States,  says,  in  his 
last  report,  page  57  : 

“  But  a  third,  and  perhaps  the  most  important  condition  restraining  a 
large  and  general  exportation  of  products  of  American  manufacture,  is 
the  fact  that  commercial  enterprise  in  this  country  has  shaped  itself  to 
the  habits  and  requirements  of  our  vastly  larger  and  more  profitable 
internal  commerce,  and  that  our  merchants  have,  from  the  prompting 
of  self-interest,  left,  the  more  complex  and  less  remunerative  field  of 
foreign  commerce  to  be  explored  and  cultivated  by  the  merchants  of 
countries  whose  internal  resources  and  possibilities  are  incomparably 
less  than  are  those  of  the  United  States.” 

In  other  words,  the  Americans,  who  have  a  genius  for 
manufactures  and  railroads,  have  less  aptitude  for  trade  and 
navigation,  and  are  as  much  behind  in  the  latter  as  they  are 
ahead  in  the  former.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  it  is 
not  unreasonable  to  believe  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  will 
become  the  national  route  of  England,  and  be  preferred  to 
the  Suez  Cana),  a  neutral  route,  which,  besides,  is  controlled 
by  a  majority  of  French  shareholders  ;  and  when  the  time 
comes,  as  it  soon  will  come,  when  vessels  of  a  larger  class 
will  be  the  only  ones  to  plough  the  seas,  Englishmen,  forced 
to  adopt  the  Canadian  route,  will  do  it  the  more  easily  that 
they  will  be  induced  to  do  so  by  all  sympathies  of  race,  of 
flag,  and,  if  I  am  allowed  to  use  the  expression  in  its  highest 
sense,  by  national  prejudices,  a  most  potent  motive  among  all 
nations ;  and  gradually  one  will  reach  from  Yokohama  to 
Shanghai,  Manilla,  Yeddo,  Saigoon,  Hankow,  Chefoo, 
Singapore,  etc.,  and  finally  to  all  commercial  centres  in  Asia. 
But  whatever  may  happen  with  reference  to  through  trade, 
it  is  undeniable  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway  will  change 
the  route  of  a  portion  of  our  own  trade.  We  import  about 
40,000,000  pounds  of  rice,  tea  and  coffeo,  without  mention¬ 
ing  large  quantities  of  drugs,  spices,  essential  and  volatile 
oils,  etc.,  the  products  of  Asia.  If  we  consider  that  last 
year,  for  instance,  we  used  the  Union  Pacific  for  our 
importation  of  nearly  4,000,000  pounds  of  tea,  we  can  well 
understand  that  the  Canadian  lino  will  get  the  traffic.  Last 
year  the  United  States  exported  to  China  and  Japan 
45,000,000  yards  of  cotton  cloth,  over  1,000,000  pounds  of 
fish,  30,000,000  gallons  of  lighting  oil,  etc.  What  is  there 
to  prevent  us,  with  the  advantage  of  a  route  shorter  by  444 
miles  of  railroad  and  470  of  navigation,  competing  for 
this  trade  ?  For  instance,  the  freight  rate  on  tea,  from 
Shanghai  to  New  York,  is  $47.50  per  ton.  Tho  distance 
being  5,515  miles  by  sea  and  3,320  miles  by  railway, 
it  may  be  said  that  tho  steamer  recoives  $13.89,  or  J  of 
a  cent,  and  the  railway  $33.71,  or  1  cent  per  ton  per 
mile.  The  Canadian  route  would  make  the  same  profit 
exactly  if  asking  $42.16  for  the  same  goods,  that  is  to  say,  £ 
of  a  cent  for  5,135  miles  of  navigation  and  1  cent  for  2,9 1 1 
miles  of  railway.  Hero  is  the  way,  then,  fora  reduction  on 
tho  freight  rate  of  $5.34  per  ton,  or  of  11  per  cent.  Tho 
Canadian  Pacific  will  soon  havo  tho  control  of  the  Asiatic 
trade,  if  not  for  the  whole  of  Europo  immediately,  at  least, 
immediately  for  North  America.  But  I  will  go  further,  Jfl r. 
Speaker  ;  I  claim  that  the  Americans  will  use  our  route  to 
reach  both  the  Pacific  and  the  Atlantic  shores,  and  they  do 
not  make  a  secret  of  it  themselves.  In  the  official  report  on 
internal  commerce  for  1884,  by  Worthington,  I  find,  on  page 
97,  the  following  significant  passage : 
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“  The  main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  extend  from 
Montreal,  in  the  east,  to  a  port  in  British  Columbia. 

“  This  new  transcontinental  rail  line  will,  by  virtoe  of  the  reciprocity 
of  transportation  facilities  which  exists  with  respect  to  traffic  over  rail¬ 
roads  of  the  United  States  and  of  Canada,  become  essentially  a  part  of 
the  railroads  of  the  United  States.  The  proprietors  and  managers  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  can  also  acquire  the  ownership  and  control  of 
railroads  in  this  country,  if  they  be  inclined  to  do  so,  and  they  possess 
the  energy,  tact  and  financial  ability  requisite  to  the  accomplishment  of 
that  object,  just  as  such  control  of  railroads  in  the  United  States  has 
already  been  aquired  by  the  management  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 
By  this  means,  or  by  means  of  traffic  arrangements  entered  into  with 
railroads  of  this  country,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  like  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  may  be  enabled  to  compete  sharply  with  the  railroads 
of  the  United  States  in  the  conduct  of  our  internal  commerce.” 

It  is  a  singular  fact  that  the  distance  from  Chicago  to  San 
Francisco  is  exactly  the  same  as  that  from  Chioago  to  Coal 
Harbor  vid  Winnipeg,  viz.: 

Miles. 

From  Chicago  to  San  Francisco  via  Omaha . 2,357 

“  Chicago  to  Winnipeg,  miles .  874 

“  Winnipeg  to  Coal  Harbor,  miles . 1,483 

-  2,357 

And  Coal  Harbor  is  nearer  China  and  Japan  by  470  miles. 
As  to  the  trip  towards  the  East,  there  is  not,  it  appears,  the 
least  doubt  in  this  House,  since  the  Opposition  have  already 
recorded  their  opinion.  We  read  in  the  Minutes  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  the  26th  of  January,  1881 : 

“  Mr.  Laurier  then  moved,  in  amendment,  that  the  said  resolutions  be 
not  now  read  a  second  time,  but  that  it  be  Resolved,  That  the  contract 
respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  provides  for  the  construction 
of  between  600  and  700  miles  of  railway  to  the  north  of  Lake  Superior, 
between  Lake  Nipissing  and  the  junction  with  the  road  from  Thunder 
Bay,  through  a  difficult  and  uninhabited  country  and  at  a  vast  expense  ; 
that  a  mere  fraction  of  the  cost  of  this  road  would,  if  applied  as  a  basis 
of  credit,  secure  the  construction  of  those  63  miles  common  to  the 
through  line  and  to  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway,  and  also  of  the 
remainder  of  the  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  within  three  years;  that  the 
line  by  Sault  Ste.  Marie  would  give  Ontario,  Quebec  and  the  East  rail¬ 
way  connection  with  the  North-West  of  nearly  the  same  length  and  of 
better  quality  than  the  proposed  North  Shore  line  ;  that  it  would  also 
give  to  Canada  a  great  trade  from  an  enormous  area  of  the  Western 
States,  extending  from  the  boundary  to  a  point  south  of  St  Paul,  and 
even  now  inhabited  by  about  1,200,000  souls  ;  that  it  would  secure  a 
way  traffic  ;  that  it  would  thus  give,  within  three  years,  and  at  a  frac¬ 
tion  of  the  cost  of  the  other  line,  greater  benefit  than  can  be  secured  by 
that  line  in  ten  years,  which  is  the  period  stipulated  for  its  construction  ; 
that  it  would  bring  both  the  Western  States  and  the  Canadian  North- 
West  into  connection  by  rail  with  the  ocean  steamers  at  Montreal  and 
Quebec  on  a  route  shorter,  by  about  300  miles,  than  the  existing  route 
to  New  York;  that  thi3  advantage,  together  with  the  further  gain  of 
about  250  miles  in  the  ocean  voyage  to  Liverpool,  would  give  this  route 
a  commanding  position,  and  secure  great  benefit  to  the  country  at 
large  ;  that  the  construction  of  the  line  to  the  Sault  or  Goulais  Bay 
would  also  give  a  first-class  rail  and  water  route  vid,  Sault  Ste  Marie 
and  Thunder  Bay,  within  our  own  limits,  by  the  shortest  possible  line, 
for  the  transport  of  emigrants,  goods  and  produce  ;  that  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  line  from  Sturgeon  River  to  or  beyond  Thunder  Bay  to  the 
north  of  Lake  Superior  is,  under  the  circumstances,  premature,  and 
should  not  be  now  undertaken.” 


than  that  of  Montana,  because  British  Columbia  has  advan¬ 
tages  superior  to  those  of  Washington  Territory,  and 
because,  intellectually,  wo  are  not  inferior  to  our  neighbors  ; 
and  with  the  supply  of  labor  which  Great  Britain  is  sending 
us,  as  well  as  with  the  market  which  she  liberally  opens  to 
our  agricultural  products  and  to  our  cattle  industry,  we 
must  inevitably  follow  the  same  ratio  of  development  as 
was  obtained  by  the  construction  ot  the  Northern  Pacific. 
That  ascending  march  in  the  path  of  wealth  and  progress 
which  that  great  American  enterprise  has  opened 
is  too  interesting  not  to  be  examined.  It  is  not 
difficult,  in  our  day,  to  make  a  study  of  the  philoso¬ 
phy  of  railways.  The  results  obtained  in  the  past  clearly 
demonstrate  that  every  dollar  invested  gives  in  return  one 
hundred  dollars.  If  we  study  the  western  part  of  tho 
United  States,  we  see  that  the  two  American  Pacific  rail¬ 
ways,  the  Northern  and  tho  Central,  had  to  cross  tracts 
of  wild  and  waste  lands,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway.  The  regions  more  especially  of  this  char¬ 
acter  were — for  the  Northern  :  Dakota,  Montana  and  Wash¬ 
ington  ;  for  tho  Central :  Wyoming,  Utah  and  Nevada.  Let 
us  follow  the  increase  of  those  territories,  in  population  and 
wealth,  after  the  construction  of  tho  railways  : 


1860. 

Popula¬ 

tion. 

.  4  837 

Wealth. 

$ 

No.  of  Miles 
of 

Railway. 

Washington  .... 

.  11,594 

5,600,000 

Wyoming  ... 

Utah . 

. .  40,273 

6,696,118 

Nevada . 

. . .  6,857 

63,561 

11,186,118 

— - 

1870. 

Dakota . 

6,000,000 

65 

.  20,595 

15,200,000 

Washington  . .. 

13,56O|O0O 

25 

Wyoming . 

7, 0C  0,000 

447 

Utah . . 

16,160,000 

267 

Nevada . 

31,134,000 

593 

197,126 

89,054,000 

1,387 

1880. 

Dakota  .......... 

118,000,000 

1,265 

Montana  . 

40,000,000 

48 

Washington . 

62,000,000 

274 

Wyoming  . 

54,000,000 

472 

Utah  . 

114,000,000 

770 

Nevada  . 

156,000,000 

769 

476,470 

544,000,000 

3,598 

Let  us  take  Brainerd,  for  instance,  one  of  the  stations  on 
this  end  of  tho  Northern  Pacific  Bailway,  and  we  find  the 
following  distances 


Miles. 

From  Brainerd  to  Pacific  Junction  . .  .  91 

Pacific  Junction  to  L'Anse .  158 

L’Anseto  Marquette  . 26 

Marquette  to  Sault  Ste  Marie  .  160 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  to  Callander .  244 

Callander  to  Montreal  . 345 

Total  .  1,014 

From  Brainerd  to  New  York,  vid  St.  Paul  and 

Chicago,  the  distance  is .  1,509 


Hero  is,  for  the  Northern  Pacific,  that  is  to  say,  for  the 
whole  North-West,  from  Portland,  an  outlet  500  miles 
shorter  than  by  any  other  route.  The  distance  between 
Montreal  and  New  York  being  382  miles,  tho  Northern 
Pacific  will,  therefore,  save  113  miles  in  reaching  New  York 
vid  Montreal,  instead  of  passing  through  Chicago.  I 
believe  in  the  future  of  the  North-West,  because  our 
geographical  position  gives  us  the  advantage,  because  the 
climate  of  the  Assiniboine  and  the  Saskatchewan  is  better 
Mr.  Chapleau. 


Those  territories,  which  contain  639,485  miles  in  superficies, 
had,  in  1870,  a  value  of  $89,000,000,  viz.,  $149  a  mile.  Ten 
years  after  the  national  wealth  had  increased  by 
$455,000,000,  and  the  same  area  was  valued  at  $850  a  mile, 
and  an  increased  population  of  279,344  inhabitants  were 
contributing  to  the  development  of  the  national  industries. 
The  North-West  Territory  and  British  Columbia  have  a 
superficial  area  of  895,000  square  miles,  equal  to  tho  terri¬ 


tory  of  the  following  States  : — 

Miles. 

Illinois  .  56,000 

Michigan .  57,030 

Minnesota .  79,205 

Iowa  . 56,000 

Dakota  .  149,100 

Montana .  149,080 

Washington . - .  69,180 

Wyoming .  97,890 

Utah .  84,970 

Nevada . 62,266 


858, 121 

In  1880  these  eight  States  or  Territories  represented  the 
following  totals  ; 
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Population.... . . . .  .................  5,970,000 

Wealth . . . . . $7,847,000,000 

Number  cf  mile3  of  railways . .  ......  23,827 


The  history  of  the  development  of  the  "Western  States  is 
fall  of  interest  and  of  information.  Let  me  give  you  the 
total  increase,  in  the  construction  of  railways,  at  each 
census,  in  the  following  States  and  Teiritories  : — 


Illinois . 

Michigan  .... 
Wisconsin.... 
Minnesota.... 

Iowa . . 

Kansas  . 

Nebraska . 

Missouri . 

California,... 

Oregon . 

Nevada . 

Dakota . 

Arkansas . 

Colorado  .... 

Utah . . 

Washington 
Wyoming... . 
Montana . 


1850. 

1860. 

187  0. 

1880. 

110 

2,790 

4,823 

7,953 

342 

779 

1,638 

3,931 

20 

905 

1,525 

3,130 

1,072 

3,108 

655 

2,683 

5,235 

1,561 

3,439 

1,812 

2.000 

817 

2,000 

4,011 

23 

702 

2,220 

159 

582 

593 

769 

65 

1,265 

256 

896 

157 

1,581 

254 

770 

274 

i  ••tm 

429 

472 

48 

472 


5,969  19,075  41,426 

5,969 

35,457 


Average  in  twenty  year3, 


1,773 


The  foregoing  statements  give  the  following  totals  * 
Average  of  yearly  increase  in  Railways....  1,773  miles. 


do  do  Population..  393,190  inhabitants, 

do  do  Wealth . $528,000,000. 


This  will  prove  that  every  mile  of  railway  has  caused,  in 
twenty  years,  in  those  States  or  Territories,  an  increase  of 
222  inhabitants  and  of  $300,000  to  the  country.  In  the 
course  of  last  year  the  exports  of  agricultural  products 
from  the  ports  of  New  York,  Boston,  Portland,  Phila¬ 
delphia  and  Baltimore,  amounted  to  $536,315,318.  And  it 
has  been  ascertained,  by  the  statistics,  that  95  per  cent,  of 
those  products  came  from  the  States  or  Territories  before 
mentioned.  The  same  causes  always  briDg  identical  results, 
and  we  find  a  proof  of  that  in  making  a  comparison  with 
the  Canadian  .North-West.  Since  1873  the  population  of 
the  North  West  Territory  has  increased  by  250,000,  and 
the  increase  in  the  Customs  and  Excise  is  as  follows ;  — 


1874  . - . . .  . 

1875  . 

Customs. 

Excise. 
$  4,287 
8,176 
19,716 
24,018 
39,022 
53,741 

1876  ....  . . . . . 

....  262,492 

1877...... . . . 

.....  225.314 

1878  . 

1879......  - . . .  . . . . . . 

....  294.591 

1680  . . . . . 

1881  ....  . . . . 

97,678 

156,794 

183,872 

156.2L9 

115.992 

1882 . 

1883  . .. . 

1884  . 

1885  (9  months) . .  .... 

Let  me  now  give  you  the  increase  in  population  and 
wealth  : — 

PoFCLATIOX. 


1860. 

Illinois . - . 1,711,000 

Missouri .  1,182,000 

Wisconsin  .......  . . - . .  775,000 

Michigan . . . 749,000 

Iowa . . . 674,913 

California . . . 379,994 

Minnesota. . 122,000 

Kansas . 107,000 

Oregon . . . 52,000 

Utah . 40,000 

Colorado . 34,200 

Nebraska . 28,000 

Washingtonj.... .  11,594 

Nevada . . . 6,857 

Dakota . . . 4,837 

Idaho  . 

Montana . . . 

Wyoming . . . 


1870. 

2,539,000 

1,221,295 

1,054,000 

1,184,000 

1.194,000 

'560,000 

439,000 

364,000 

90,000 

86,700 

39,864 

122.093 

23,955 

42,490 

14,180 

15,000 

20,595 

9,118 


1880. 

3,077,000 

2,163,308 

1,315,497 

1,636,937 

1,624,615 

864,000 

780,000 

996,000 

174,000 

144.000 

194,327 

452,400 

75,118 

62,266 

135,177 

32,610 

39.159 

20,784 


5,828,395  9,519,790 


Increase  in  population . . . . 

Average  of  yearly  increase  of  population. 


13,692,198 

5,828,395 


7,863,803 
l  393,190 


Wealth. 


Illinois  . . . . 

Missouri . . . 

Wisconsin.. . . . 

Michigan . 

Iowa  . . . 

California . . . 

Minnesota. . 

Kansas . . . . 

Oregon . 

Utah . . . . 

Colorado . 

Nebraska..... . 

Washington . . . . 

Nevada... . . . 

Dakota . 

Idaho . 

Montana  . . . 

Wyoming . 


1860. 

871,860,000 

501,214,000 

273,671,000 

257,163,000 

247,338,000 

207,874,000 

52,294,000 

32,327,000 

28,930,000 

5,596,000 


9,131,000 

5,601,000 


$2,491,949,000 


Increase  of  wealth . 

Average  of  yearly  increase  of  wealth. 


1880. 

$  3,210,000,000 
1,562,000,000 
1,139,000,000 
1,580,009,000 
1,720,000,000 
1,340,000.000 
792,000,000 
760,000,000 
154,000,000 
114,000,000 
240,000,000 
385,000,000 
62,000,000 
156,000,000 
118,000,000 
29,000,000 
40,000,000 
54,000,000 

$13,055/  00,000 
2,491,949,000 

$10,563,051,000 

528,000,000 


The  quantity  of  lands  sold  is  another  proof  of  the  develop, 
ment  of  the  country.  Excepting  the  sales  made  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  P.ailway  Company,  the  Dominion  Govern* 
ment  has  received  the  following  amounts  since  1877  : — 

1877.. . . . .  $  3,799 

1878  . 19,424 

1879  . 23,828 

1880  . - .  120.479 

1881  . 131,124 

1882  . 1,744,456 

1883  . 1,009,019 

1884  .  .  ...  951,636 

1885  . - . ......  400,165 

There  seems  to  have  been  a  diminution  in  the  last  months, 
But  we  must  not  forget  that  the  greatest  amount  of  sales  is 
generally  made  in  the  spring,  and  that  the  North-West 
troubles  have  this  year  stopped  the  influx  of  emigrants  and 
the  business  in  those  regions.  We  must  also  consider  the 
fact  that  immigration,  here  as  well  as  in  the  United  States, 
decreases  at  certain  times.  For  instance,  I  may  give  you  a 
statement  of  the  yearly  immigration  in  the  United  States  : 

1875  . _ . . . ! . ., . .  227,698 

1876  . . .  169,986 

1877  . ~ . .  141,857 

1878  . . - . . .  138,769 

1879. . 177,826 

1880  .  457,257 

1881  .  669,431 

1882  .  788,992 

1883  . 603,322 

1884  . 618,592 

1885  (1st  December— 6  months).... .  143,413 

But  if  there  is  a  momentary  lull  in  our  immigration,  there 
is  still  a  great  number  of  new  settlers  going  to  the  North- 
West,  as  may  be  seen  by  the  following  statement : — 

Sales  from  1st  July,  1884,  to  the  l3t  May,  1885 — 

Homesteads — 1,860,  of  160  acres .  297,600 

“  520,  of  80  “  .  41,600 

-  339,200 

Pre-emptions — 1,016,  of  160  “  .  162,560 

520,  of  80  “  . -  41,600 

- 204,160 


j  Sales . . .  $109.40 

Not  including  153  McLean  town  lots  sold. ..652, 760  acres. 

i  It  has  been  said,  in  this  House  and  in  the  press :  Why  doe3 
|  not  the  Government  exercise  its  right  of  taking  possession 
of  the  road,  if  this  company  cannot  finish  it,  rather  than 
make  a  further  advance  of  funds  ?  A  poorer  policy  could 
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not  have  been  adopted.  We  must  not  forget  that  private 
capital  to  the  extent  of  $29,000,000  is  engaged  in  this 
enterprise,  and  that  investors  would  not  likely  abandon 
their  money,  perhaps,  their  whole  fortune,  on  the  more 
bidding  of  the  Government.  Private  capital  has  the  right 
to  protect  itself;  it  is  its  duty  to  do  so;  and  in  the  present 
case,  as  there  is  still  six  years  in  which  to  deliver  the  road, 
they  would  do  it.  The  Government  has  no  interest  in 
the  ruin  of  individuals.  The  Northern  Pacific  has  been  the 
cause  of  two  catastrophes  of  this  kind,  the  shock  of  which 
has  been  felt  in  every  part  of  the  great  Republic.  The 
failures  of  Jay  Cooke  and  of  Willard  have  each  produced  a 
sharp  financial  crisis,  even  in  such  an  immense  market  as 
New  York,  with  the  enormous  business  transacted  there  for 
the  whole  Union.  If  the  shock  has  been  so  severe  in  the 
States,  I  wonder  what  would  have  become  of  our  moneyed 
community  under  similar  circumstances  ?  I  cannot  imagine 
anything  but  a  mass  of  ruins,  under  which  our  commercial 
institutions  would  have  been  buried  and  our  banks  shaken 
to  their  foundations.  No  Government  would  dare  to  take 
the  property  of  the  company  without  indemnifying  it  for  dis¬ 
bursements  already  made.  Governments  cannot  despoil 
individuals  in  such  a  way  and  take  advantage  of 
their  difficulties  and  helplessness,  to  “grab”  the  fruit 
of  their  labor  aod  savings.  When  the  Government  requires 
money  it  raises  it  through  a  tax  borne  by  all  equally  ;  it 
cannot  seize  the  pocbetbook  of  any  citizen  and  enrich  itself 
at  his  expense.  It  is  true  that  the  law  enacted  last  year 
seems  to  have  established  a  contrary  principle;  but,  in  fact, 
it  had  no  other  object  than  to  secure  tho  control  of  negotia¬ 
tions,  and  to  prevont,  without  our  leave,  the  inconsiderate 
use  of  the  railway  resources.  No  serious  man  would  ven¬ 
ture  to  say  that  in  taking  the  road  the  law  has  provided 
that  the  Government  should  not  indemnify,  at  least  partly, 
the  shareholders  who  have,  in  good  faith,  invested  their 
money  in  that  enterprise.  These  words,  I  know,  will  be 
taken  up  by  the  hon.  loader  of  the  Opposition,  who,  imbued 
with  this  elementary  truth,  said  last  year  :  “  Why 

such  rigor,  why  such  a  terrible  clause,  authorising  you  to 
take  possession  of  tho  railway  without  legal  proceedings  ? 
You  would  not  bring  yourselves  to  take  back  this  railway 
without  indemnifying  the  individuals  who  have  invested 
their  money  in  it?  ’’  Nobody,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  has 
specially  contradicted  the  hon.  member  on  this  point.  We 
needed  this  rigorous  clauso  to  watch  the  construction  of  the 
railway  and  the  operations  of  the  company,  and  to  make 
tho  company  and  the  people  understand  that  in  an  extreme 
case  we  would  go  as  far  as  propriety  would  allow. 
We  never  thought  of  using  it  as  an  excuse  for  spoliation. 
To  take  possession  of  the  road  the  Government,  then,  would 
havo  to  disburse  a  good  portion  of  the  $29,000,000  of  paid 
up  shares,  less  the  deposit  already  in  their  hands  to  secure 
the  payment  of  the  interest.  Since  the  company  requires 
$15,000,000  because  new  necessities  have  arisen,  we  could 
not  have  avoided  this  responsibility,  and  therefore  we 
would  have  had  to  begin  by  adding  something  like 
$30,000,000  to  our  national  debt,  and  this  when  we  had  an 
amount  of  $25,000,000  of  our  bonds  to  redeem  and 
$30,000,000  to  borrow.  Who  can  say  how  much  Canadian 
securities  would  have  fallen  under  the  immense  temptation 
for  stock-jobbing  that  such  an  important  loan  negotiation 
would  have  created  ?  I  do  not  hesitate  to  state  that  the 
result  of  such  an  operation  would  have  been  an  enormous  loss 
to  tho  Treasury.  What  I  say  now  is  not  a  new  argument. 
The  hon.  loader  of  the  Opposition  used  that  argument  before 
me.  It  is  true,  ho  apparently  used  it  in  a  sarcastic  manner, 
but  he  felt,  all  the  same,  that  the  argument  was  a  sound 
one,  when  he  said : 

“  And  in  what  position  would  the  Government  and  Parliament 
be,  if,  at  the  end  of  these  two  years,  default  should  be  made  ?  Are 
you  going  to  sacrifice  the  interests  of  those  shareholders  —  those 
poor  people  who  have  spent  money  on  the  road,  who  have  done  so 
much  good  to  tho  country,  who  have  built  a  road  faster  than  ever  a 
Mr.  ClIAPLEAU. 


road  was  built  before  and  spent  more  money  upon  it  thsn  ever  was 
spent  before  ?  Your  charity  and  confidence  and  sympathy  are  immense  : 
are  you  going  to  foreclose,  hard  hearted  usurers  that  you  are  ?  You, 
who  said  yourselves  that  the  security  was  worth  two  or  three 
times  the  sum  advanced,  are  you  going  to  shut  down  and  turn  these 
people  out  of  house  and  home,  strip  them  of  their  palaces,  take  away 
their  lordly  equipages  ?  Surely  you  will  not  behave  so  badly  !  That 
will  be  the  appeal  which  will  be  made  ;  that  will  be  the  appeal  which 
will  be  listened  to.  The  past  tells  us  what  the  future  will  be.” 

Yes,  Mi'.  Speaker,  we  could  not  take  possession  of  the  road 
under  circumstances  which  would  have  been  so  burthen- 
some  for  us  and  so  unjust  to  the  company.  Naturally,  the 
Opposition  would  seek  to  turn  the  argument  against  me  as 
to  another  part  of  my  remarks,  when  [  demonstrated  that 
this  year’s  legislation  leaves  us  all  our  guarantee.  If 
we  cannot  touch  the  road  now,  how  could  we  do 
so  later?  There  is  this  difference  in  the  two  situa¬ 
tions  :  It  is,  that  the  shareholders,  who  have  willingly 
risked  $19,000,000  in  this  enterprise,  should  have  the  benefit 
of  their  venture.  We  should  not  take  it  away  from  them 
before  they  could  see  the  results  of  their  attempt.  They 
would  have  the  right  to  tell  us:  “  Since  we  have  had  the 
pluck  to  risk  $29,000,000,  give  us  the  chance  to  see  the  end 
of  our  undertaking.  We  are  now  on  the  eve  of  success.  A 
general  crisis  strikes  us,  as  it  has  struck  all  institutions  and 
all  countries;  give  us  time  to  tide  it  over.  You  shall  lose 
nothing,  as  we  are  going  to  borrow  ourselves  what  you 
yourselves  would  have  to  borrow  should  you  take  our  place.” 
The  demand  would  have  been  a  just  and  sensible  one  ;  but 
it  will  have  no  force  when,  once  the  road  completed,  the 
company  shall  have  seen  the  result  of  its  ventures;  when, 
once  the  road  is  under  full  operation,  it  will  have  to  derive 
from  it  the  resources  required  to  meet  its  obligations.  If 
the  road  pays,  nothing  will  remain  to  be  said,  since  we  will 
receive  our  interest ;  if  it  does  not  succeed  as  well  as 
expected,  then  the  Government  will  be  in  the  position  of 
business  men  looking  to  their  own  protection ;  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  $15,000,000  of  bonds  will  soon  be  taken  by 
the  public.  When  the  company  has  placed  itself  in  the 
hands  of  the  public  it  will  not  have  the  same  reasons 
to  call  upon  us  for  assistance ;  the  transaction  wi.l 
have  reached  another  stage,  and  if,  even  theD,  we 
can  protect  ourselves  in  protecting  the  shareholders,  it 
will  become  a  duty  for  U3  to  do  it.  Rut  what  I 
want  to  say  is,  that  it  will  no  longer  bo  our  boundea 
duty  to  incur  any  further  risk,  and  that  we  will  always 
have  such  a  control  of  the  situation  that  wo  can  protect 
ourselves  against  any  disaster,  if  the  company  is  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  ward  off  the  blow.  In  other  words,  it  is  the  duty 
of  a  Government  to  be  patient  in  all  transactions  affecting 
the  financial  position  of  private  persons,  and  to  do  its  best 
to  protect  them  ;  but  when  all  is  said,  when  nothing  is  left 
but  to  choose  who  will  bear  the  loss,  the  Government  or  the 
private  individual,  then  it  is  soon  enough  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  if  its  titles  are  properly  secured,  to  claim  its  due.  We 
do  not  want  to  lose  a  cent  of  our  advances  to  the  Pacific, 
and  we  have  taken  the  proper  means  not  to  lose  them.  I 
am  not  of  those  who  believe  that  the  Government  ought  to 
be  anxious  to  take  possession  of  a  railway,  because  they 
cannot  work  a  railway  with  the  same  advantage  as  privato 
individuals.  However  great  may  be  the  integrity  of  the 
employees,  the  zeal  and  public  spirit  of  the  Ministers,  it 
is  impossible  for  any  Government  to  compete  with 
individuals  when  economy  is  concerned.  They  do  not 
possess  the  same  resources,  and  cannot  give  the  same 
excuses.  A  step,  shabby  or  mean,  sometimes,  that  personal 
interest  would  justify  in  a  company,  would  become  a 
grievance,  or  leave  a  stain,  if  taken  under  the  patronage  of 
the  Government.  The  outside  pressure  weighing  on  a 
Minister  is  irresistible,  sometimes ;  and  how  can 
a  Government  be  free  enough  in  its  action  to 
compete  with  the  marvellous  activity  of  railroad  m(n, 
who  never  back  down  before  any  obstacle.  These  great 
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organisations  are  generally  profitable  only  because  they  sti¬ 
mulate  trade  themselves.  They  have  their  steamers,  their 
warehouses,  their  commercial  firms ;  they  build  up  their  own 
freight,  when  the  public  do  not  give  them  enough  ;  they 
have  to  defend  themselves  against  such  cut-throat  schemes 
as  are  organised  against  them,  or  to  organise  some  such 
themselves.  How  can  you  expect  a  Government  to  become 
a  trader,  ship  owner,  manufacturer,  miller,  stock  jobber, 
bull  or  bear  on  the  money  market,  destroyer,  if  need  be,  and 
an  implacable  rival  of  the  people  under  their  jurisdiction  ? 
It  would  give  rise  to  ceaseless  accusations  of  favoritism  or 
injustice.  Should  their  tariff  be  regulated  by  those  of  other 
companies,  a  cry  of  monopoly  would  follow ;  if  they  re¬ 
duced  them,  it  would  become  a  disloyal  competition. 
Were  they  fixed  permanently,  the  trade  so  delicately  influ¬ 
enced  by  the  Bupply  and  demand,  by  over-production  or 
scarcity,  would  not  really  find  its  proper  level.  At  times 
they  would  be  too  high,  at  others  too  low.  In  a  word,  you 
would  have  destroyed  what  is  the  greatest  strength  of  a 
Dation — the  individual  initiative;  you  would  have  subordin¬ 
ated  the  intelligence  of  the  business  man,  so  quick  and  so 
flexible,  to  the  theories  of  the  political  man  groping  among 
experiments  on  economy,  without  knowing  the  value  of 
audacity  and  a  spirit  of  enterprise,  which,  for  individuals, 
are  worth  dollars  and  cents.  Traffic  would  be  guided 
according  to  local  instead  of  commercial  views ;  no 
force  in  the  world  can  counterbalance  political  laws, 
which  are  the  same  everywhere ;  therefore,  English  ideas 
do  not  favor  the  working  of  a  railway  by  the  Government. 
The  Intercolonial  is  an  exception  imposod  upon  us  by  cir¬ 
cumstances.  But  such  a  state  of  things  cannot  exist  as  far 
as  the  Canadian  Pacific  is  concerned,  this  line  being  neces¬ 
sarily  always  fighting  and  competing  with  others  for  exist¬ 
ence.  At  the  time  of  the  enquiry  made  by  the  English 
Parliament  in  Groat  Britain,  in  1867,  on  the  opportunity  for 
the  acquisition  of  the  railways  by  the  State,  public  opinion 
was  unanimously  against  the  scheme,  and  in  quoting  a  few 
sentences  of  the  report  resuming  the  evidence,  I  establish, 
without  any  doubt,  the  theory  I  am  now  trying  to  develop. 
This  report  is  found  in  the  33th  and  39th  volumes  of  the 
Sessional  Papers  of  the  House  of  Commons  ot  1867.  We 
read: 

“We  have  next  to  consider,  if  the  State  owned  the  railways,  if  it 
would  be  able  to  improve  the  system  of  management.  None  of  the  wit¬ 
nesses  have  recommended  direct  management  by  Government  officers, 
but  in  the  opinion  of  some,  great  advantage  would  be  derived  from  the 
adoption  of  a  plan  of  leasing  the  railways  in  gronps.”  Pan.  xxxv., 
Report  1867,  vol.  38,  p  12. 

“  The  practical  result  of  any  scheme  for  the  national  purchase  and 
leasing  of  railways  would  be  merely  to  substitute  the  leaser  sense  of 
responsibility  of  a  lessee  for  a  limited  period,  administrating  the  pro¬ 
perty  of  others  for  the  heavier  and  more  durable  responsibilities  of  own¬ 
ers  managing  their  own  property.”  Pap.  xxxvi. 

“  In  France,  the  absence,  almost  complete,  up  to  the  present  time,  of 
all  competition  amongst  railways,  discard  that  valuable  equilibrium 
which  is  the  safeguard  of  British  industry.”  Pap.  xxxvii. 

“  The  plan  of  direct  management  by  the  Government  itself  seems  to 
meet  with  condemnation  on  all  sides,  the  chief  objections  raised  being 
the  want  of  a  direct  interest,  the  want  of  thorough  knowledge  or  pecu¬ 
liar  aptitude,  the  habit  of  costly  management,  and  tho  danger  of  abuse 
in  patronage.”  Page  112,  same  Report. 

The  country,  on  different  occasions,  has  expressed  its  opin¬ 
ion,  and  its  decision  has  never  varied.  The  Act  of  1872, 
authorising  the  construction  of  the  railway,  declared  posi¬ 
tively  that  it  should  bo  constructed  by  a  private  company, 
and  in  order  that  no  doubt  should  remain  about  the  unani¬ 
mous  disposition  of  tho  country,  when  the  Mackenzie 
Government  came  into  power,  in  1874,  it  entered  afresh 
in  our  statutes  this  universal  preference  in  favor  of  private 
companies.  And  even  were  tho  weighty  considerations 
which  I  have  just  pointed  out  not  in  existence,  there  still 
remains  another,  and  the  most  important  one,  as  it  affects 
the  relations  of  parties  with  politics.  I  ask  what  a  storm 
would  be  let  loose  in  this  House  if  it  wore  asked  at  this 
moment,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  invest  us  with  the  property  of  tho 


Pacific  Railway  and  the  millions  of  patronage  which  if 
implies.  With  what  terror  would  we  not  see  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  contemplate  the  fact  that  all  the  resources  of  the 
Pacific  would  lay  in  our  hands.  It  would  be  then  that  all 
the  philippics,  all  the  violent  denunciations  of  past  and 
present  days,  would  wake  all  the  echoes  of  this  Chamber, 
and  no  eloquence  would  be  found  expressive  enough  to 
invoke  upon  us  the  wrath  of  electors.  Indeed,  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  we  had  lived  for  the  love  of  power,  we  could  have  armed 
ourselves  with  this  invincible  weapon  ;  but  before  thinking  of 
the  sweets  of  power,  we  must  considor  the  duties  which  de¬ 
volve  upon  it,  and  we  must  not  sow  dissentions  in  the  political 
world.  We  want  a  frank,  open  and  loyal  contest,  free  from, 
the  elements  as  well  as  the  appearances  of  undue  influence. 
Now,  it  is  my  duty  to  again  ask  this  House  to  pardon  mo 
for  having  occupied  its  time  so  long  in  making  the  remarks 
I  thought  it  my  duty  to  make  on  this  important  question. 
It  is  not  very  often  that  I  trespass  upon  the  good  will  and 
patience  of  hon.  members,  and  it  is  on  this  plea  that  I  ask 
to  be  forgiven.  I  have,  I  think,  proved  that  it  was  right 
for  the  Government  to  have  done  what  they  did  last  year; 
I  think  I  have  demonstrated  by  the  facts  I  have  put  before 
this  House  that  it  was  right  for  the  Government  to  come  to 
the  assistance  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  the  manner 
provided  for  in  these  resolutions,  not  by  giving  the  money 
but  by  assisting  their  credit  in  the  money  markets  of  the 
world.  We  have  not  to  deal  with  a  company  who  have 
proved  they  are  a  company  of  jobbers,  of  mere  contractors, 
but  with  a  company  who,  as  the  whole  country  knows, 
have  shown  that  their  intention  is,  not  to  make  money 
out  of  the  contract,  but  out  of  the  returns  to  be  obtained 
from  the  great  railway  they  have  built.  I  hope  that 
we  shall  have  the  support  of  my  hon.  friends  even 
on  the  other  side.  We  anticipate  criticism ;  we  know 
we  shall  have  criticism ;  it  is  right,  perhaps,  that  there 
should  bo  criticism;  it  is  right  that  the  acts  of  the  Govern- 
ment  should  be  scrutinised  ;  but,  in  this  matter,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  acted  honestly,  frankly,  with  the  sole  and  the 
pure  object,  not  of  putting  the  finances  of  the  country  in  a 
more  difficult  position  than  they  were  before,  but  of  insur¬ 
ing  the  credit  of  tho  company  to  whose  existence  and  success 
the  credit  of  the  whole  country  is  so  closely  united.  I  know 
that  fault  will  be  found  with  our  conduct,  but  there  is  one 
hope  which  I  must  express  before  taking  my  seat,  and  I 
shall,  in  this,  fora  moment,  ho  a  lecturer  in  favor  of  American 
institutions,  of  the  American  people,  and  of  tho  sentiment 
which  prevails  in  tho  United  States.  Let  us  unite  at  least 
in  one  sentiment,  and  that  is,  not  to  defame  our  country, 
not  to  decry  our  credit,  not  to  try  to  put  down  our  institu¬ 
tions  or  to  pull  down  those  things  which  we  have  built  up, 
which  are  noble  works,  which  are  grand  works,  which,  in 
tho  future,  will  redound  to  the  credit,  not  only  of  Govern¬ 
ments — because  what  have  Governments  to  do  with 
that? — but  of  tho  whole  country.  I  do  not  object  to 
the  hon.  gentlemen  criticising  our  conduct.  I  would 
not  object  even  to  see  tho  hon.  gentlemen  coming  to 
this  side  of  House  and  taking  the  places  we  occupy 
at  this  moment.  I,  for  one,  would  be  ready  to  give  my 
place  up  to  those  hon.  gentlemen.  Those  who  have  had 
experience  know  that  it  is  not  for  the  pleasure  we  have  in 
being  in  the  Ministry  that  we  desii’e  to  remain  here;  it  is 
certainly  not  worth  as  much  as  the  people  are  led  to  believe ; 
and  I  would  give  my  seat  up  to  my  hon.  friends,  and  my 
colleagues  in  the  Cabinet,  I  am  sure,  would  willingly  give 
up  their  seats,  if  they  could  only  think  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  who  would  take  our  places  would  be  imbued  with  a 
greater  spirit  of  patriotism.  If  we  are  not  to  have  our 
friends  on  the  other  side  coming  to  the  rescue,  not  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment — we  do  not  want  that — but  of  the  credit  of  the 
country,  if  we  are  obliged  to  say  that  they  are  always  trying 
to  defame  the  good  name  of  tho  country,  instead  of  uphold¬ 
ing  its  honor,  they  may  rest  assured  that  they  will  not,  by 
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this  means,  destroy  the  good  name  of  Canada,  they  will  not 
destroy  the  good  name  and  fame  of  the  statesman  who  has 
presided  over  the  destinies  of  the  country  for  the  last  twen¬ 
ty-five  years,  they  will  not  even  destroy  the  Pacific  .Railway, 
the  greatest  of  all  the  enterprises  we  have  undertaken. 
Since  I  first  entered  political  life  I  have  been  accustomed  to 
see  the  persistency  of  my  hon.  friends  on  the  other  side  in 
speaking  of  the  bankruptcy  of  the  nation.  I  heard  it  in 
1854,  when  I  was  not  fourteen  years  old,  on  the  first  occa¬ 
sion,  when  I  heard  two  of  the  greatest  orators  of  our  Province, 
the  great  Morin  and  the  great  Papin  ;  I  then  heard  state¬ 
ments  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  system  had  brought 
the  country  to  ruin  and  bankruptcy.  I  heard  the  same 
thing  years  afterwards,  and  still  I  have  seen  the  country 
growing  more  and  more  prosperous  year  after  year.  I 
heard  the  same  thing  in  1866,  when  the  scheme  of  Con¬ 
federation  was  before  the  country,  when,  from  parish  to 
parish  and  from  county  to  county,  I,  though  a  young  man, 
was  fighting  the  battle  of  Confederation  ;  I  hoard  gentle¬ 
men  Baying  that  Confederation  was  to  be  the  ruin  of  our 
Province,  and  was  to  result  in  the  bankruptcy  of  the  whole 
Dominion ;  that  the  vast  stretch  of  country  embi’acing 
seven  Provinces,  and  extending  from  ocean  to  ocean,  with¬ 
out  any  backbone,  would  result  in  disaster.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  was  a  backbone ;  there  was  the  energy  of 
British  subjects,  the  energy  of  the  men  who  had  made  this 
country ;  and  that  backbone  has  saved  the  country,  in  spite 
of  all  that  defamation,  in  spite  of  all  those  who  have  been 
decrying  our  country.  I  heard  the  same  thing  again  in 
18*70,  and  I  remember,  in  1872,  when  I  was  contesting  one 
of  the  seats  for  this  Parliament,  that  I  heard  one  of  the  best 
champions  of  Liberal  ideas  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  my 
hon.  friend  from  Vercheres  (Mr.  Geoffrion),  saying  that 
the  price  paid  by  the  Government  of  the  day  for  the  North- 
West,  £300,000,  was  a  loss  to  the  country,  and  that 
those  wild  Provinces,  where  the  buffalo  still  roamed,  would 
be  no  profit  to  us.  Since  that,  I  have  seen  millions  upon 
millions  of  capital  invested  in  that  country,  and  thousands 
and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  flocking  to  that  region, 
which  will  become  the  granary  of  British  North  America, 
as  the  north-west  of  the  United  States  became  the  granary 
of  that  country.  I  have  witnessed  the  progress  of  our 
country,  in  spite  of  all  that  has  been  said  to  retard  it.  And, 
after  that,  when  this  great  enterprise  of  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  came  before  the  public,  I  heard  a  repetition  of  the  same 
thing  which  I  had  previously  heard  in  1854,  in  1866*  and 
1867,  and  in  1869  and  1870.  I  heard  it  in  the  beginning  of 
that  scheme,  and  still  we  have  seen  the  result ;  we  have  seen 
the  country  growing  more  and  more,  and  becoming  the 
admiration  of  statesmen  and  men  of  business  in  the  United 
States,  and  creating  a  feeling  of  jealousy  on  that  side  of  the 
line.  But  there  is  one  thing  which  I  have  not  heard,  and 
which  I  should  wish  to  hear  from  my  hon.  friends.  During 
my  trip  through  the  United  States  last  year,  the  campaign 
for  the  Presidency  was  in  progress.  Never  was  there 
a  campaign  in  which  personalities  were  so  freely 
indulged  in  as  that;  personalities  were  at  the  top 
of  all  discussions  that  took  place.  It  was  to  be 
regretted,  and  good  men  regretted  it ;  but  I  found 
what  1  regretted  I  did  not  find  in  my  own  country,  that 
while  every  one  who  spoke  on  the  platform  referred  to  his 
opponent  as  the  worst  and  the  meanest  of  men,  not  one  of 
them  dared  to  cast  the  least  shade  upon  one  of  the  stars  of 
the  flag  of  the  United  States,  but  all  united  in  upholding 
the  credit  of  the  country  and  of  every  State  in  which  the 
campaign  was  conducted.  Sir,  the  calumnies  of  those  who 
want  to  villify  the  Government  and  who  desire  to  destroy 
the  credit  of  the  counti-y,  of  those  who  want  to  destroy  the 
great  work  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  will  be  of  no 
avail.  They  will  be  like  loose  winds,  blowing  smoke  and 
sand,  and  carrying  dark  things  with  them.  Their  dark  ideas 
and  their  dark  thoughts,  everything  that  is  dark  in  their 
Mr.  Chafleau. 
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heart,  and  which  is  blown  and  breathed  against  us  and 
against  this  enterprise,  will  not  do  more  than  those  winds 
which  cannot  destroy  the  monuments  of  the  old  world. 
They  may  give  a  darker  shade  to  the  granite  and  the  marble, 
but  the  solidity  of  the  pyi’amids  and  of  the  great  monuments 
of  Europe  l’emain,  as  the  Pacific  Railway  will  remain,  as 
solid  as  if  these  winds  had  not  passod  over  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  rest  of  the  Cabinet  do 
not  desire  to  continue  the  discussion,  I  will  trouble  the 
House  with  some  reference  to  the  speeches  we  have 
heard,  and  the  pi-oposals  on  the  table.  I  congratulate 
the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  upon  the  events 
of  this  day.  I  congratulate  the  High  Commissioner  upon 
the  events  of  this  day.  Government  bi'ought  him  out 
before,  and  specially  for  the  purpose  of  engineering  the  last 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  aid  measure  through.  He  came 
at  their  call  and  spoke,  although  not  qualified  to  vote.  Ho 
comes  no  more. 

“  Oh,  for  one  blast  of  Roland’s  horn 
On  Fontarabian  echoes  borne  1 
Through  the  dark  Ronces  Valles  pass.” 

As  he  came  not,  it  was  necessary  to  fill  his  place  by  a 
double  pex-formance.  It  was  not  exactly  a  duet. 
I  can  hardly  call  it  a  concerted  piece,  for  there 
were  some  discords  between  sevei-al  of  the  expres¬ 
sions  and  phrases.  There  was  not  that  degree  of  har¬ 
mony  which  I  should  like  to  have  observed  between  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  seconded  the  resolution.  We  have 
had  a  speech,  in  at  least  two  volumes,  with  this  pecu¬ 
liarity  about  it,  that  the  authors  of  the  speech  seemed 
to  reverse  the  proper  order  of  these  volumes,  because 
the  modem  history  came  in  the  first  volume  and  the 
ancient  histoi’y  came  in  the  second.  We  have  had  a 
joint  composition.  One  was  a  speech  composed  of  figures, 
and  the  other  was  composed  of  figures  of  speech.  I  will 
admit  that  there  were  a  good  many  tropes  in  both.  But, 
Sir,  although  I  have,  upon  this  occasion,  to  meet  these  two 
hon.  gentlemen,  who  have  taken  a  course  unprecedented  in 
my  brief  parliamentary  experience,  on  the  occasion  of  a 
Ministerial  proposition,  of  pressing  two  speeches  in  support 
of  their  measure  before  a  voice  from  the  other  side  was 
heard ;  although  I  have  got  to  meet  them  both,  the  same 
spirit  which  induced  them  to  think  it  was  necessary  that 
there  should  be  two  opening  speeches,  may,  I  hope,  serve 
to  sustain  me  in  this  unequal  contest,  as  I  have  been  sus¬ 
tained  in  former  contests  against  the  eminent  statesman 
whose  place  they  have  attempted  to  fill.  This  is  a  great 
day  for  Quebec.  Her  Ministers  have  opened  the  battle. 
Her  Ministei’s  have  commenced  the  war — in  the  absence,  it 
is  true,  of  the  Minister  of  War,  who  may  have  gone  away 
by  the  Grand  Nord ,  for  aught  I  know;  but  they  have  com¬ 
menced  the  wax’.  But  wouid  not  one  of  them  have  done  ? 
Was  it  absolutely  necessary  that  they  should  both  speak. 
Would  no  ono  hon.  gentleman  from  Quebec  have  been 
adequate  to  open  the  Ministerial  proposition  ?  Now,  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  spoke  last  at  some  length,  closed  his  speech 
somewhat  in  the  tone  of  Sir  Chax-lesTuppei’,  and  in  acoui’se 
and  strain  of  exhortation  which  wo  have  heard  not  unfre- 
quently  when  from  that  side  of  the  House,  they 
invite  us  to  discuss  the  question.  They  say 
that  they  invoke  criticism,  that  they  challenge 
it,  that  they  are  not  at  all  afraid  of  it,  that  they 
rather  relish  it.  If  oar  observations  indicate  that  their 
policy  has  been  injurious  to  the  country,  and  that  the  coun¬ 
try  has  been  injured  by  their  policy,  oh,  they  say,  you  are 
deci-ying  the  country,  you  are  injuring  the  country.  Criti¬ 
cise  us  as  much  as  you  like,  but  admit  that  we  have  caused 
the  country  to  pi-osper,  and  that  our  policy  has  been  all  that 
it  should  be.  These  are  the  conditions  under  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  invites  us  to  discharge  our  duty.  Now,  Sir,  we 
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have  just  as  great  a  stake  in  the  prosperity  of  the  land  in 
which  we  live  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Our  for¬ 
tunes  are  as  much  bound  up  in  its  prosperity  as  their  for¬ 
tunes— perhaps  more.  Our  hearts  beat  as  true  to  this 
country  as  theirs  can.  Why  should  they  not?  What 
interest  havo  we  to  decry  our  country  ?  Here  we  live ;  here 
the  most  of  us  were  born ;  here  our  children,  those 
we  love,  abide  ;  hero  it  is  that  wo  hope,  when  the 
day  of  rest  shall  come  to  us,  to  lay  our  bone3 ;  and 
why  in  the  world  should  we  desii-e  to  decry,  or  defame, 
or  depreciate  our  country  ?  But  if  we  see  that  those 
who  are  entrusted  with  the  reins  of  power  have 
abused  their  trust,  if  we  see  that  those  who  havo  had 
control  of  public  affairs  have  mismanaged  those  affairs, 
if  we  find  that  their  policy  has  been  such  as  to  injure 
the  country,  to  interfere  with  its  prosperity  and  lessen  its 
chances  of  progress,  I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  be 
not  true  patriotism  to  point  out  those  defects,  to  signalise 
those  errors,  to  indicate  those  abuses,  in  order  that  they 
may  be  remedied.  Therefore,  Sir,  no  such  language  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  used,  in  which,  under  pretence  of 
patriotism,  he  seeks  to  evade  criticism  of  transactions  which 
cannot  stand  a  searching  criticism — I  say  no  such  language 
as  he  has  used  to-night,  any  more  than  like  language  on 
former  occasions,  shall  deter  us,  at  all  proper  times  and 
seasons,  and  upon  all  proper  occasions,  from  explaining 
clearly  what  we  think  the  condition  of  this  country  is,  and  to 
what  cause  that  condition  is  due.  Now,  Sir,  the  Secretary 
of  State,  in  the  second  volume  of  the  joint  speech,  as 
I  said,  entered  upon  the  ancient  history  of  the  question,  and  he 
pointed  out  that  the  mistakes  of  the  Liberal  party  had 
begun  at  the  beginning,  that  we  were  mistaken  in  objecting 
to  the  original  contract  that  was  made,  and  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  ratify  that  contract  by  the  Parliament  of 
this  country  in  the  years  1871*72.  He  declared  that 
we  did  object,  and  that  we  ought  not  to  have  objected. 
How  did  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  describe  that 
transaction  ?  He  said  it  was  an  audacious  transaction.  It 
was  a  thing  unexampled  in  the  history  of  the  world,  up  to 
that  time,  that  a  contract  and  undertaking  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  so  many  miles  of  railway  at  one  time  should  have 
been  projected.  He  said :  True  it  is  that  France  has  built 
large  numbers  of  miles  of  railways ;  true  it  is  that  Austria 
has  entered  into  large  railway  operations ;  but  not  even 
France,  with  her  40,000,000  of  people,  not  even 
Austria  with  her  power  and  strength  and  population,  ever 
did  that  which  was  proposed  to  bo  done  by  Canada  in  the 
year  1871.  We  objected,  not  that  we  objected  to  a  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  being  built,  not  that  we  did  not  desire  that  a 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  be  built ;  but  we  declared 
then,  what  events  have  verified  most  certainly,  that  it  was 
not  reasonable  or  prudent  to  agree  that  a  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  should  be  built  by  us  within  ten  years,  as  prescribed 
by  the  obligations  of  that  day.  That  was  our  declaration. 
We  declared  that  it  would  take  a  very  long  time  properly  to 
ascertain  the  route,  and  that  it  would  take  a  very  long 
time,  without  imposing  great  burdens  upon  the  couutry,  to 
build  the  road.  And  mark  you,  Sir,  at  that  time  that 
happened  which  has  often  happened  since.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  met  our  declarations  with  promises  of  the  impossible. 
They  declared  to  Parliament,  they  declared  to  the  people 
of  Canada,  that  they  were  about  to  build  that  railway 
without  increasing  the  then  rate  of  taxation,  and  to  build 
it  within  that  time  without  increasing  the  then  rate  of  tax¬ 
ation.  They  boldly  stated  that  that  was  their  policy,  that 
*  that  would  be  accomplished,  and  by  that  means,  by  a  narrow 
majority  of  10,  they  succeeded  in  inducing  the  Parliament 
of  the  country  to  agree  to  their  proposal.  I  have  said  that 
that  was  the  original  statement.  That  was  the  statement 
made  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  itself :  that  the  road  should 
be  built  without  any  increase  of  taxation.  The  Liberal 
party  declared  that  it  was  not  prudent  for  Canada  to  agree 


to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  within  ten  years,  as 
was  then  proposed.  I  want  to  know  how  many  of 
the  business  men  of  Canada,  if  the  question  was 
put  to  them  to-day,  would  not  say  the  Liberal  party 
was  right  in  that  declaration.  The  Liberal  party 
declared  it  was  not  possible  for  Canada  to  build 
the  road  as  proposed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  it  was 
not  possible  to  implement  the  obligation  without  imposing 
heavily  increased  burdens  on  the  country.  I  want  to  know 
how  many  of  the  business  men  of  the  country  would  answer 
that  proposition  in  the  negative,  would  dissent  from  it 
to-day.  How  many  members  of  this  House  would  dissent 
from  it;  would  say  today  that  although  that  promise  has 
not  been  fulfil  led,  although  the  road  has  not  been  built 
within  tho  time,  although  a  longer  time  has  been  taken, 
yet  our  burdens  of  taxation  and  burdens  of  debt  have  not 
been  heavily  increased  in  order  to  secure  the  construction 
of  this  road.  The  Act  of  Parliament  passed  on  14th  June, 
1872,  says: 

“  Whereas  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada  resolved  during  the 
said  now  last  Session  that  the  said  railway  should  be  constructed  and 
worked  as  a  private  enterprise,  and  not  by  the  Dominion  Government, 
and  that  the  public  aid  to  be  given  to  such  undertaking  should  consist 
of  such  liberal  grants  of  land  and  such  subsides  in  money  or  other  aid, 
not  increasing  the  present  rate  of  taxation,  as  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
should  thereafter  determine.” 

That  was  tho  resolution  brought  in  by  the  Government  of 
the  day  ;  that  was  the  resolution  incorporated  in  tho  Act  of 
Parliament,  forming  the  preamble  of  the  original  Act  for 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Has  the 
pledge  been  kept?  Has  the  road  been  built  within  the  time, 
and  has  it  been  built  upon  the  terms?  Have  we  not  had  the 
taxation  enormously  increased  ?  Haw  we  not  had  boasts  from 
those  benches  opposite  that  $20,000,000  have  been  paid  into 
the  coffers  of  the  country  by  means  of  enormously  increased 
taxation,  and  spent  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  ?  Do  we  not  know  that  loan  after  loan  has 
been  brought  down  ;  that  a  loan  was  made  last  year  largely 
for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  a  Loan  Bill 
passed  through  the  other  day,  partly  for  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway ;  and  that  having  raised  the  taxes  to  the  high¬ 
est  point,  and  so  dragged  all  we  could  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  people,  and  having  borrowed  all  we  could  and  given  the 
cash  to  the  company,  we  are  now  told  that,  having  first  taken 
all  tho  taxes  and  given  the  amount  to  tho  company,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  borrowed  all  we  could  and  handed  that  too 
over  to  them — having  come  to  the  end  of  both  those  sour¬ 
ces  of  revenue,  we  are  now  to  give  them  our  notes  for  the  last 
advance.  That  is  the  position  we  occupy  to-night.  Under 
those  circumstances,  I  say  the  prediction  of  the  Liberal  party 
that  the  policy  of  the  Administration  in  1872  would  prove 
not  a  realisable  policy,  not  a  policy  of  which  events 
would  indicate  the  wisdom,  has  been  proved  by  an 
accumulation  of  testimonies  melancholy  in  their 
cogency,  their  force  and  their  influence,  on  the 
future  destinies  of  this  country.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said  that  this  general  policy  of  1872 
was  a  policy  which  has  conquered  the  North-West. 
This  is  the  third  conquest  of  the  North-West  which 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  made.  They  made  a 
conquest  when  they  first  took  hold  of  the  country. — 
a  military  conquest.  Then  it  seems  there  has  been  a 
peaceful  conquest — I  admit  there  is  a  domination  by 
means  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway — and  they  have 
had  another  conquest  since  the  Sossion  opened.  So, 
Sir,  wo  find  they  are  fond  of  conquest.  They  are  a  military 
form  of  Government ;  and  now  we  find,  not  content  with 
tho  conquests  made  under  Wolseloy  and  Middleton,  they 
have  conquered  the  NorthWest  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  through  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  they 
hold  it  in  subjection.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  in  187b', 
at  all  events,  whatever  difficulties  there  had  been  before, 
however  excusable  might  have  been  that  short-sightedness, 
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that  want  of  courage,  that  cravenness  of  spirit,  which 
shrank  from  committing  the  people  of  Canada  with  three 
and  a-half  millions  of  people  to  undertaking  within  ten  years 
to  build  this  work,  a  work  from  which  France  or  Austria 
would  have  shrunk,  as  I  judge  from  the  hon.  gentleman's 
statement,  that  calculating  spirit  which  induced  us 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  impossible  to  realise 
the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  of  building  it  without  an 
increase  of  taxation — whatever  justification  or  palliation 
there  might  have  been  for  those  errors  of  judgment  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  thinks  we  committed  in  1872,  but  of 
which  we  are  not  at  all  ashamed  to-day,  and  which  we  are 
quite  prepared  to  reiterate  to  day,  and  at  all  times,  to  which 
we  point  as  proofs  of  our  prescience  and  judgment,  and  as  in¬ 
dicating  our  superiority  in  those  ingredients  of  statesmanship 
to  hon.  gentlemen’opposite — whatever  palliation  there  might 
have  been  for  errors  of  judgment  and  cravenness  of  spirit  in 
1872,  there  was  none  for  our  course  in  1876,  1877  and  1878. 
In  those  years  there  was  a  confession  of  folly  and  incapacity, 
said  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  member  for  East  York 
(Mi\  Mackenzie),  at  the  very  commencement  of  his  Ad¬ 
ministration,  having  come  back  to  this  House  with  a 
victory  at  the  polls,  upon  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  policy 
which  he  had  submitted  to  the  people,  which  he  had  sub¬ 
mitted  in  his  speeches  and  Address,  and  in  regard  to  which 
he  had  received  the  endorsement  of  the  people,  proposed 
his  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Act.  In  that  Act  he  proposed 
a  re-enactment  of  the  resolution  and  preamble  of  the  former 
Bill,  and  repeated  the  declaration  in  these  terms.  I  tran¬ 
slate  from  the  French  : 

“  Considering  that  by  the  legislation  of  the  present  Session,  with  a  view 
to  fulfil  the  obligations  of  the  Dominion,  the  Customs  taxation  has  been 
raised  to  a  figure  much  higher  than  that  which  existed  at  the  period  of 
the  said  resolution,  and  considering  it  is  fitting  to  take  measures  for  the 
execution  of  the  said  work  as  rapidly  as  it  can'be  accomplished,  without 
further  raising  the  Customs  taxation,  etc.” 

His  proposal  then  was  to  adhere  to  the  view  that  the  rate  of 
taxation  should  not  be  raised,  at  all  events,  beyond  the  figure 
to  which  it  had  been  raised  by  existing  legislation,  and  that 
the  road  should  be  built  after  that  fashion.  An  hon.  member 
near,  reminds  me  that  the  House  was  unanimous  in  sustain¬ 
ing  those  propositions.  Then  we  were  not  wrong  in  1874.  I 
go  further,  namely,  to  the  years  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  spoken.  The  hon.  gentleman  said — I  took  it  down — 
that  there  was  no  room  for  doubt  in  1876  ;  and  then  he  said, 
there  was  a  confession  of  folly  and  incapacity  because  my 
hon.  friend  did  not  grapple  with  the  work  and  did  not  do  a 
groal  deal  more  than  he  did  do,  or  propose  a  great  deal 
more  than  he  did  propose.  Sir,  on  the  7th  April,  1876, 
the  year  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  demonstrated 
our  incapacity  to  grapple  with  this  subject,  a  motion  was 
made  to  annex  to  the  voto  for  the  expenses  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  for  the  year  these  words : 

“  While  granting  this  sum,  this  House  desires  to  record  its  view  that 
the  arrangements  tor  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Should  be  such  as  the  resources  ot  the  country  will  permit,  without 
increasing  the  existing  rates  of  taxation.” 

So  we  find  that  once  again,  after  all  the  negotiations  which 
had  taken  place  with  British  Columbia,  after  the  discus¬ 
sions  about  the  failure  of  the  Carnarvon  terms,  when  the 
question  came  clearly  before  Parliament,  Parliament  was 
called  upon  to  decide  whether  they  would  adhere  to  the 
view  that  the  arrangements,  whatever  they  were,  were  to 
be  limited  by  this  condition,  as  to  taxation,  and  Parliament 
did  adhere  to  that  view.  It  adhered  to  it,  Sir,  not  by  the 
ordinary  party  majority  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York 
(Mr.  Mackenzie) — he  had  149  votes  for  that  proposal. 
There  were  but  ten  who  voted  against  it,  and  amongst  those 
who  voted  for  it,  I  will  read  a  few  names,  for  the  edification 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  this  appears  to  be  not 
merely  ancient  history,  but  history  so  ancient  that  he 
has  but  very  obscurely  learned  it.  Here  are  some 
of  the  names:  Baby,  shortly  afterwards  a  member  of 
Mr.  Brake. 
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the  Government  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  since  elev¬ 
ated  to  the  bench  ;  Costigan,  shortly  afterwards  a  momber 
of  the  Government,  and  who  with  a  slight  interval  of  twenty- 
four  hours,  has  ever  since,  continued  a  member  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  still  graces  the  Cabinet  by  his  presence ; 
Desjardins— a  well  known  and  prominent  supporter  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  Kirkpatrick — now  Speaker  of 
this  House  ;  Langevin — shortly  afterwards  and  still 
a  Minister ;  Masson — shortly  afterwards  a  Minister, 
and  now  Lieutenant-Governor  of  Quebec ;  Mousseau 
—shortly  afterwards  a  Minister,  and  now  a 
judge — they  seem  to  go  up,  these  Ministers  from  Quebec  ; 
Ouimet — a  firm  and  persistent  supporter  of  hon.  gentlemen, 
whether  in  or  out  of  No.  8  ;  Plumb,  an  ardent  supporter  of 
hon.  gentlemen — rejected  by  the  people,  and  elevated  to  the 
Senate ;  Robitaille— formerly  a  momber  of  the  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  upon  their  regaining  power,  resuming  his  seat  as  a 
member  of  the  Administration,  and  who  having  flitted,  as  so 
many  of  these  Lower  Canadian  Ministers  have  done,  became 
Lieutenant-Governor,  and  is  now  a  member  of  the  Senate  ; 
Rouleau — promoted  to  the  Table.  I  will  not  go  further,  but 
I  say,  for  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  colleague,  the 
acting  Minister  of  Railways,  that  he  was  amongst  the  ten 
who  voted  against  the  resolution. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  You  raised  the  taxes  afterwards  ; 
you  did  not  carry  that  out. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  duties  were  raised,  I  think,  to  17^  per 
cent,  before  that. 

M.  LANDERKIN.  Two  years. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  At  least  a  year  before  that  time.  Wo 
made  no  obligation  that  the  duties  should  not  be  raised  for 
any  purpose  ;  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
that  the  arrangements  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
should  be  such  as  that  they  should  not  interfere  with  the 
existing  rates  of  taxation.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  you  will  see 
that  in  the  year  1876  there  was  a  tolerably  unanimous  opi¬ 
nion  in  Parliament,  and,  at  any  rate,  I  hardly  think  that 
the  successor  of  these  many  distinguished  gentlemen  from 
Quebec,  who  comes  late  from  his  Province,  to  fill  the  place 
of  the  worthy  men  who  have  gone  up  higher — I  do  not 
think  that  he  is  very  well  entitled  to  declare  that  the  policy 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York  was  a  policy  of  confessed 
failure  and  incapacity,  in  the  face  of  that  resolution,  assented 
to  by  all  these  gentlemen,  which  was  its  governing  feature. 
He  wanted,  Sir,  honestly  to  abide  by  the  terms  which  hon. 
gontlemen  opposite  had  professsed  to  the  country  they 
would  comply  with,  and  he  was  determined  to  adhere  to 
those  terms,  so  far  as  he  could.  Then  the  Secretary  of 
State,  dealing  with  this  ancient  history  still  further,  and,  as 
it  seemed  to  me,  rather  gleaning  some  of  his  inform¬ 
ation  at  second  hand— in  short,  if  I  must  say  it,  a 
good  deal  of  what  he  gave  us  reminded  me  of  some 
articles  I  formerly  read  in  La  Minerve — gleaning  a  good 
deal  of  this  information  at  second  hand,  criticised  severely 
the  policy  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York  in  building 
the  railway  from  Fort  William  to  Winnipeg,  and  not  pro¬ 
ceeding  at  that  time  with  the  construction  of  the  line  on 
the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior ;  and  he  also  criticised 
our  action  in  not  proceeding  vigorously  in  British  Columbia. 
Why,  Sir,  I  can  point  to  another  resolution  during  the  time 
of  my  hon.  friend’s  Premiership,  moved  by  Mr.  De  Cosmos, 
formerly  a  member  of  this  House,  pressing  for  the  con¬ 
struction  in  British  Columbia,  which  was  opposed,  not 
merely  by  the  voto,  but  by  the  speeches  of  hon.  gontlemen 
opposite,  including  the  present  First  Minister,  who  thought 
that  it  was  premature, that  it  was  unreasonable  pressure, that 
the  circumstances  had  changed,  and  that  construction  was 
not  to  be  hurried  in  that  way.  And  with  reference  to  the  north 
shore  of  Lake  Superior,  1  can  point  to  the  fact  that  when 
these  gentlemen  resumed  office  and  propounded  the  Cana- 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


dian  Pacific  Railway  policy  in  1880,  Sir  Charles  Tapper, 
acting  as  their  spokesman  in  propounding  that  policy,  him¬ 
self  declared  in  favor  of  the  deferment  of  the  line  to  the 
north  shore  of  Lake  Superior.  He  proposed  to  build  into 
the  prairie  and  to  commence  the  construction  in  Brttish 
Columbia,  but  he  proposed  nothing  for  the  north  shore,  of 
Lake  Superior.  On  the  contrary,  he  expressed  the  opinion 
that  we  could  not  undertake  that  construction  at  that  time, 
and  at  that  time  the  work  of  connecting  Port  Arthur  with 
Winnipeg  was  approaching  completion.  Now,  the  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State  passes  very  harsh  criticisms  on  the  con¬ 
duct  of  my  hon.  friend  in  the  matter  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  He  declares  that  he  expended  much  money,  that 
he  expended  it  fruitlessly,  and  that  very  little  had  been 
done.  I  shall  read  you,  Sir,  a  juster  appreciation  of  my  hon. 
friend’s  policy.  I  shall  read  an  appreciation  which,  since 
the  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  have  been  studying  the  litera¬ 
ture  of  this  subject,  I  am  sorry  he  did  not  himself  discover. 
The  eminent  man,  whose  utterances  I  am  about  to  quote, 
said,  in  the  year  1878 : 

“  I  will  briefly  refer  to  the  amount  of  public  money  required  in  order 
to  carry  to  completion  works  already  undertaken,  and  contracts  to 
which  the  country  is  now  pledged.  The  amount  of  money  required  to 
complete  the  road  from  the  shores  of  Lake  Superior,  at  Kaministiquia 
or  Thunder  Bay,  to  Red  River,  is  estimated,  in  round  numbers,  with  a 
fair  equipment,  to  cost  about  $18,000,000.  To  that,  of  course,  the  country 
is  committed.” 

He  then  refers  to  the  subsidy  to  the  Canada  Central,  to 
the  Georgian  Bay  branch,  to  the  Pembina  branch,  aud  the 
telegraph  contracts,  and  so  on,  as  making  up  the  sum  of 
$28,456,000.  Now,  this  eminent  public  man  said  : 

“  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  work  I  have  referred  to  as 
involving  an  expenditure  of  over  $28,000,000  of  public  money  has 
largely  contributed  to  remove  the  difficulties  and  promote  the  progress 
of  the  entire  undertaking.  I  believe,  that  as  we  originally  looked  to 
the  development  of  the  great  North-West  as  the  only  basis  upon  which 
any  Government  or  company  could  undertake  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  we  cannot  but  regard  the  expenditure  of 
$28,000,000  of  public  money  in  permeating  that  difficult,  almost  inac¬ 
cessible  district  of  country,  between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Red  River, 
as  money  expended  in  a  way  that  is  most  likely  to  so  develop,  so 
improve  and  so  people  the  great  fertile  country  of  the  North-West,  as 
to  give  us  a  substantial  basis  upon  which  we  may  hope  to  succeeed  in 
permeating  the  still  more  difficult  and  extensive  region,  from  the  Rocky 
Mountains  down  to  the  shores  of  the  Pacific,  and  although  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  public  money  has  not  been  made  within  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia  I  am  free  to  say  that  that  expenditure,  in  my  judgment,  has 
been  made  in  a  way  much  better  calculated  to  secure  the  actual  realis¬ 
ation  of  this  work  than  if  every  dollar  had  been  expended  in  British 
Columbia,  commencing  at  the  shores  of  the  Pacific,  because  no  expendi¬ 
ture  in  British  Columbia  could  materially  contribute  to  the  opening  up 
of  that  great  North-West  region, upon  the  developmentand  upon  peopling 
of  which  must  necessarily  depend  the  successful  prosecution  of  that 
gigantic  undertaking,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
stated  that  we  have  great  advantages  in  the  construction  of  such  a 
work  as  this.  There  has  been  a  great  advance  made  within  the  past 
five  years  ;  not  only  have  we  accomplished  an  important  work  in  pro¬ 
viding  for  an  early,  rapid  and  easy  communication  to  our  own  country, 
from  the  shores  of  Lake  Superior  to  the  Red  River,  but  we  have  acquired 
informaiion  with  reference  to  the  North-West  Territories  which  is 
invaluable  in  its  character.  High  as  was  our  estimate  a  few  years  ago, 
high  as  was  the  opinion  we  were  warranted  in  entertaining  as  to  the 
capabilities  of  the  great  North-West,  we  were  comparatively  ignorant 
of  the  vast  extent  of  fertile  lands  of  that  country.  The  surveys  which 
have  been  made,  though  attended  with  a  large  amount  of  expenditure, 
are  cheap,  compared  with  that  which  has  really  been  accomplished,  in¬ 
asmuch  as  that  we  can  only  hope  for  the  successful  accomplishment  of 
this  great  work  by  showing  to  the  world  the  value  and  character  of 
that  country.  I  hold  that  the  explorations  that  have  been  made  and 
the  increased  knowledge  that  we  possess  of  its  resources  place  us  in  a 
position  to  appeal  to  capitalists  much  more  confidently  and  successfully 
for  this  great  work  than  would  otherwise  be  the  case.” 

Such,  S:r,  is  the  language  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  speaking 
as  the  spokesman  of  the  Government,  in  introducing  their 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  policy  of  the  year  1879,  with 
reference  to  the  administration  by  my  hon.  friend  of  matters 
connected  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  during  the 
period  of  his  Government.  Such  was  the  juster  apprecia¬ 
tion,  such  was  the  fairer  view,  such  was  the  greater  know¬ 
ledge,  which  that  hon.  gentleman  had  of  what  had  been 
done,  and  of  the  results  of  what  had  been  done,  than  the 
Secretary  of  State,  who  comes  late  into  this  House  and 
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seeks  to  fill  his  shoes,  by  making  speeches  diametrically 
opposite  to  those  which  Sir  Charles  Tapper  made.  Know¬ 
ledge  was  fresher  then  ;  the  Government  had  just  come  into 
power;  they  were  just  chosen,  after  fighting  the  battle  for  five 
years,  which  had  terminated  in  their  success  at  the  polls ; 
and  fresh  as  they  were  from  that  combat,  this  was  the 
measure  of  criticism  of  the  policy  of  my  hon.  friend  which 
the  exponent  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  policy 
of  the  Government  of  the  day  gave  on  that  occasion. 

I  want  no  better  vindication  of  the  Liberal  party  or  of 
my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  East  York,  as  its 
worthy  representative,  than  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
gontleman  who  had  been  his  political  critic  in  Opposition  for 
five  years  made,  when  he,  himself,  had  assumed  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  Administration.  What,  Sir, was  the  work  my  hon. 
friend  was  doing  ?  Nothing  ?  Were  the  survey  moneys  wasted  ? 

I  have  Sir  Charles  Tupper’s  word  for  that.  Was  the  work 
between  Port  Arthur  or  Fort  William  and  Winnipeg  a 
waste  of  money,  unless  the  line  north  of  Lake  Superior  was 
completed  ?  I  have  Sir  Charles  Tupper’s  word  to  the 
contrary,  and  I  have  the  facts,  too.  We  all  know  that  the 
immigration  to  the  great  North-West  takes  place  during 
the  season  of  navigation,  and  that  the  moment  we  com¬ 
pleted  a  road  from  Port  Arthur  to  Winnipeg,  the  season  of 
navigation  gave  us  a  route  for  immigrants  within  our  own 
territory,  from  the  moment  they  touched  the  shores  of  the 
Atlantic  to  the  time  they  were  landed  in  the  North-West.  I 
do  not  know  whether  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not 
exaggerate  the  dangers  to  which  the  guileless  immigrant  is 
exposed  in  travelling  on  foreign  soil  ;  I  express  no  opinion 
on  that;  but  the  step  my  hon.  friend  took  was  such  as  to 
provide  us,  during  the  whole  season  of  navigation,  with  a 
safeguard  against  those  dangers.  What  of  the  grain  of  the 
country  ?  Luring  those  early  years  it  would  not  be  too 
great  in  quantity  for  shipment  to  come  down  by  water  from 
Port  Arthur.  So  that  that  construction  was,  I  believe,  a  wise 
construction,  as  part  of  a  system  largely  taxing  our 
resources,  it  is  true,  but  still  commensurate  with  our 
resources — a  system  which  was  to  develop  the  great  North- 
West  and  give  us  a  means  of  communication  with 
it.  We  felt,  just  as  Sir  Charles  Tupper  says,  in  the  lan¬ 
guage  I  have  quoted,  that  the  North-West  must  inevitably 
be  the  backbone  of  any  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  we  felt 
that  the  development  of  the  North-West  was  the  prime  con¬ 
dition  on  which  the  success  of  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
was  possible ;  and  the  step  my  hon.  friend  was  taking,  though, 
perhaps,  a  bold  step,  in  the  circumstances  of  the  country, 
was  certainly  an  important  step,  as  acknowledged  by  his 
adversaries,  in  that  direction.  Shall  I  go  further  ?  What 
charge  was  made  in  the  contest  of  1878  against  my  hon. 
friend,  in  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway?  Why, 
Sir,  the  charge  that  was  made  was  one  I  road  the  other  day 
in  this  House.  I  read  from  a  pamphlet  of  Sir  David  Mac- 
pherson,  in  which  he  attacked  my  hon.  friend  for  going  too 
fast  and  too  far.  His  soul  quavered  at  the  idea  of  Canada 
having  spent,  from  tho  time  the  project  commenced  up  to 
the  close  of  the  financial  year  1876,  the  heavy  sum  of 
$6,250,000,  but  he  has  not  blenched  since,  when  the  expense 
went  to  $10,000,000  or  $20,000,000  a  year.  He  pointed  out 
that  the  proper  course  should  have  been  to  rely  on  tho 
American  roads,  and  not  to  attempt  to  obtain  even  the  Port 
Arthur  connection  with  the  North-West  by  water  and  rail. 
That  was  his  view,  and  when  I  read  it  the  othor  day,  I  did 
not  tell,  for  a  minute  or  two,  from  whom  I  was  reading ;  and 
from  the  usual  corner  arose  the  derisive  cheers,  because  hon. 
gentlemen  were  sure  it  must  be  some  Grit  who  said  that. 

Mr.  McCALLUM,  You  did  not  read  far  enough. 

Mr  BLAKE.  Well,  tho  hon.  gentleman,  I  dare  say,  will 
finish  it  some  day ;  but  1  think  he  won’t  read  that  pas¬ 
sage.  I  say,  I  heard  the  derisive  cheers  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  because  they  thought  that  was  the  sentiment  of 
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some  Grit,  although  we  know  it  was  the  sentiment  of  an 
annexationist,  who  is  fit  to  enter  a  Tory  Ministry ;  but 
when  I  mentioned  the  name,  hon.  gentlemen  ceased  to 
cheer,  and  I  thought  they  looked  a  little  chop-fallen.  Well, 
this  was  the  criticism  we  met  with ;  and  I  maintain  that 
my  hon.  friend’s  policy  in  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway,  in  the  circumstances  in  which  the  country  stood, 
was  endorsed  by  the  Parliament  and  tho  country.  There 
was  no  issue  on  that  subject,  except  the  issue  raised  by  Sir 
David  Macpherson  and  his  friends,  through  the  circulation  of 
this  pamphlet.  When  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  took  office 
they  did  not  depart  so  much  at  first  from  the  policy  of  my 
hon.  friend.  In  1879  they  proposed  a  policy  of  comparatively 
slow  progress.  They  then  thought  British  assistance  was 
necessary ;  they  thought  we  could  not  do  this  work 
alone,  and  they  decided  to  apply  for  Imperial  assistance. 
They  declared  that  they  would  build  a  colonisation  railway 
through  the  North-West,  and  they  declared  that  they  would 
make  a  commencement  in  British  Columbia,  but  a  com¬ 
mencement  of  a  road  in  both  cases  of  very  inferior  quality 
to  that  which  had  been  before  projected.  To  their  pro¬ 
position  to  build  through  the  prairies,  no  dissent  was 
offered  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  deemed  a  very  good  pro¬ 
position.  Bat,  Sir,  the  eastern  connection  was  at  that  time 
postponed.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  shown  the  danger  of 
getting  out  of  one’s  depth.  He  has  pointed  out,  amongst  the 
evidences  of  incapacity  shown  by  my  hon.  friend  from  East 
York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  that  there  was  100  miles  of  railway 
which  he  had  built  and  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  was  obliged  to  take  up  and  remove.  Now,  I  admit 
frankly  that  there  was  about  100  miles  of  railway  built  by 
the  Government  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  found 
useless  and  removed,  but  it  was  not  built  by  my  hon. 
friend  ;  it  was  built  by  this  Government ;  it  was  built 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  it  was  built  by  Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald’s  Government ;  and  therefore,  if  that  be 
an  evidence  of  incapacity,  let  the  hon.  gentleman  take  it  to 
his  own  heart.  The  hon.  gentleman  then  referred  to  my 
speech  in  1880,  and  he  read  that  portion  of  it  which  alludes 
to  the  view  I  expressed  in  1874,  with  reference  to  these  terms 
of  building  this  railway  within  ten  yeai’S.  It  is  true  that 
I  entertained,  rightly  or  wrongly — I  thought  then,  in 
1880,  rightly,  and  I  think  now,  in  1885,  rightly — 
the  view  that  it  was  not  possible  to  comply  with 
the  terms  of  that  bargain,  and  that  it  would  be  ruinous  to 
this  country  to  do  so.  I  thought  the  country  was  deluded 
into  that  bargain,  under  the  false  pretence  that  it  was  pos¬ 
sible  to  do  it  without  creating  an  increase  in  taxation;  whereas 
it  was  impossible  to  do  it  without  increasing  the  rate  of 
taxation  ;  and  I  was  disinclined  to  ruin  my  country,  and 
British  Columbia,  as  part  of  it,  in  the  attempt  to  perform 
what  I  considered  to  be  impossible.  But  I  was  not  disposed, 
if  British  Columbia,  after  a  frank,  fair  and  loyal  statement 
of  that  opinion,  said :  We  insist  upon  the  bargain  being  car¬ 
ried  out ;  we  will  not  relax  the  terms  ;  we  insist  on  the  letter 
of  the  bond,  and  if  you  say  you  cannot  do  it,  wo  wish  to  be 
released — I  certainly  was  not  disposed  to  hold  British 
Columbia  against  her  will ;  I  was  not  disposed  to  say  :  Yes, 
we  trapped  you  into  a  union  with  Canada  upon  a  bargain  we 
now  find  it  impossible  to  fulfil,  but  we  will  not  let  you  go, 
even  if  you  want  to  ;  wo  will  insist  in  holding  you,  though 
you  wish  to  go.  On  the  contrary,  I  was  disposed  tq  say  to 
British  Columbia :  We  are  willing  to  go  on  and  do  our  best  to 
build  this  road  as  rapidly  as  tho  resources  of  the  country,  of 
which  you  form  a  part,  will  allow;  if  that  will  not  suit  you, 
if  nothing  but  the  letter  of  the  bond  will  satisfy  you, 
and  if  you  wish  to  separate,  we  will  not  hold  you 
against  your  will,  on  the  terms  of  a  bargain  which  we  are 
unable  to  fulfil.  I  said  that,  and  I  do  not  think  it  was 
an  unjust,  a  dishonorable  thing  to  say.  I  think  it  was  a 
fair,  plain  statement  of  what  honesty  and  justioe  demanded 
of  any  man  from  the  old  Provinces  of  Canada  to  say  to 
Mr.  Blake. 
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British  Columbia.  It  was  the  least  one  could  say  to  that 
Province,  to  tell  it  we  would  not  hold  it  a  slave  and  leave 
unperformed  the  terms  of  the  bargain  upon  which  it  entered 
Confederation.  Then  the  hon,  gentleman  says  that  my  hon. 
friend  made  a  proposal  for  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  that  it  was  a  very  expensive  proposal, 
because,  he  said,  my  hon.  friend,  besides  a  subsidy  in  money 
and  a  subsidy  in  land,  proposed  a  guarantee  of  4  per  cent, 
on  a  certain  sum  for  twenty-five  years.  Now,  a  portion  of 
this  statement  is  true,  but  only  a  portion.  It  is  not  all 
founded  on  fact ;  for  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  did 
not  state  a  sum ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  stated  a 
sum,  the  lowest  he  assumed  it  would  be,  and,  therefore,  he 
claims  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  made  that  offer. 
Now,  what  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  did  was  to 
advertise  for  offers  to  build  the  railway,  stating,  such  a  sub¬ 
sidy,  in  cash  and  in  land,  will  be  paid  ;  if  you  want  more, 
state  for  how  much  more  of  this  guarantee  of  4  per  cent, 
will  build  the  road.  My  hon.  friend  did  not  offer  a 
particular  sum  ;  he  did  not  say  he  would  accept  the  tender  ; 
but  he  was  determined  to  endeavor  to  secure  an  offer, 
to  be  submitted  to  Parliament  with  the  advice  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  accordance  with  the  liberal  policy  which  we 
insisted  on  while  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman,  to  make  up  a  large  sum  of  money, 
puts  in  this  middle  and  unknown  term.  He  assumes  to  be 
a  tenderer,  and  he  puts  in  a  tender.  I  hoard  tho  words 
“  bogus  tenderer  ”  applied  a  few  days  ago  to  a  number  of 
very  respectable  gentlemen;  I  will  not  insult  the  hon. 
gentleman  by  saying  that  he  was  a  bogus  tenderer,  but 
certainly  he  comes  late  with  his  tender ;  and  certainly,  if  he 
had  come,  in  187e  or  1877,  and  made  that  offer,  he  would  have 
received  the  response  that  his  proposal  was  too  high.  But 
thero  is  another  difficulty.  The  hon.  gentleman  names  a 
sum,  and  he  declares  that  a  guarantee  of  4  per  cent,  on  that 
sum  per  annum  for  25  years  is  equal  to  the  capital.  He 
declines  the  actuarial  calculation.  He  declines  to  recognise 
the  fact  that  a  portion  of  this  sum  out-runs,  in  25  years,  a 
portion  in  24  years,  a  portion  in  23  years,  and  so  on,  and 
he  actually  multiplies  4  by  25,  and  says  that  is  the 
proposal;  and  that  is  what  he  calls  fair  play  and 
frank  and  loyal  criticism.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman 
pointed  out  that  there  was  a  great  difference  in  another 
point  between  this  suggested  offer  of  my  hon.  friend 
and  the  present  position.  He  said  the  rolling  stock 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  nearly  $9,000,000, 
and  would  be  $10,000,000  very  shortly.  I  do  not  so  under¬ 
stand  it.  The  term  that  is  used  in  most  communications 
that  reach  us  upon  the  subject  of  that  part  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company’s  enterprise,  is  “  equipment/' 
and  I  do  not  understand  the  word  “  equipment,”  as  they  use 
it,  signifies  only  rolling  stock.  I  understand  it  to 
signily  in  part  fixed  equipment,  and  I  base  that  under¬ 
standing  partly  upon  the  report  of  the  company,  which 
appeared  in  yesterday’s  papers,  under  which,  if  I  rightly 
recollect  the  figures,  the  company  declared  their  rolling 
stock  to  be  something  like  $7,300,000,  instead  of  $9,000,000, 
so  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  that  respect,  also,  has  acted 
upon  inaccurate  information.  The  hon.  gentleman 
then  adverted  to  my  speech  in  1880,  and  pointed  out  the 
estimates  that  I  had  laid  before  the  House  of  the  cost  of  a 
first-rate  road,  which  had  been  projected  in  former  yeax*s,  by 
the  engineei’s,  over  the  prairie  country,  and  he  declared 
that  I  had  staked  my  reputation  upon  the  fact  that  the 
cost  of  that  l’oad  would  be  so  much  per  mile,  and  that  this 
was  tho  same  route  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had 
followed. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes ;  the  same  route.  Probably  the  hon, 
gentleman  did  not  mean  to  say  it. 
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Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  say  it.  I  was  very  careful, 
and  my  hon.  friend  knows  why,  because  the  line  was  noton 
the  same  route. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  know  it  was  not,  and  I  want  to  know 
why  the  hon.  gentleman,  if  he  knew  the  line  was  not  the 
same,  ventured  to  attack  me  for  having  given  an  estimate 
that  applied  to  the  present  line.  He  knows  well  that  the 
present  line  is  a  cheaper  line,  that  it  has  greater  natural 
facilities  than  the  line  to  Edmonton.  If  he  will  read  the 
reports  of  the  engineers  carefully,  he  will  find  that  the  river 
crossings  and  the  bridges  are  infinitely  more  expensive  and 
the  country,  is  much  more  broken,  on  the  Edmonton  route 
than  on  the  southern  route. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  That  is  not  the  point.  Tho  hon. 
gentleman  said  I  said  the  same  lino,  and  I  never  said  so. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  so  understood  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  You  could  not  have  so  understood  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  say  I 
could  not  have  so  understood  it.  I  say  I  did  so  understand 
it,  and  I  will  go  further :  I  will  say  that  a  belief  in  tho 
fair  play  of  the  hon.  gentleman  could  have  led  me 
to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  he  meant  it,  because,  if  he 
knew  it  was  a  different  line,  and  if  he  knew  that  the  com¬ 
parison  was  useless,  why  did  he  state  it  ?  What  is  the  use 
of  comparing  a  line  over  one  region  of  country  with  a  line 
over  another  region  of  country,  and  saying  that  tho  par¬ 
ticulars  in  regard  to  one  region  of  country  are  applicable  to 
a  different  region  of  country?  What  I  stated  upon  that 
occasion  I  have  more  than  once  repeated  in  this  House. 
My  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie), 
was  familiar,  from  his  experience  and  knowledge  as  a 
Minister,  with  the  reports  of  the  different  engineers,  given 
from  time  to  time,  as  to  the  cost  of  the  railway  over  the 
then  located  road.  My  hon.  friend  examined  those  reports 
and  those  estimates,  and  from  them  he  brought  out  a  state¬ 
ment  of  what  the  result  of  those  estimates  was.  It  was 
not  my  hon.  frierd’p  estimate  ;  it  was  not  my  estimate  ;  it 
was  the  estimate  of  the  engineers.  What  my  hon.  friend, 
and  what  I,  as  the  utterer  of  his  statement,  though 
I  gave  my  authority,  were  responsible  for,  was  taking 
reasonable  care  that  we  had  oorreotly  interpreted  the 
estimates  of  the  engineers,  because  that  was  what  we  pro- 
osed  to  lay  before  Parliament.  That  statement  has  never 
eon  controverted.  No  hon.  gentleman  has  ever  pointed  to 
the  reports  of  the  engineers  and  shown  that  their  estimates 
would  lead  to  different  conclusions  than  those  which  my 
hon.  friend  produced  and  put  into  my  hands,  and  which,  he 
sitting  beside  me,  I  gave  upon  his  authority  to  that  extent, 
and  to  that  extent  only.  He  made  no  estimate  ;  I  made  no 
estimate ;  but  we  took  the  estimates  of  the  permanent 
officers  of  the  Government  and  laid  before  Parliament  the 
result  of  that  information.  But  we  all  know  that  this  ques¬ 
tion  is  not  to  be  decided  upon  the  estimates  of  that  day,  and, 
in  fact,  these  were  estimates,  not  of  that  day,  but  of  many 
years  earlier.  We  know  that  railway  construction  in  the 
year  1881-82  was  very  much  cheaper  than  it  was  in  the 
previous  years.  We  know  that  railway  construction  in  the 
year  1883  and  in  the  earlier  part — perhaps  the  whole — of 
1884,  was  cheaper  all  around,  steel  rails  and  all,  than  it  has 
ever  been  in  the  history  of  the  country ;  and  are  you  not 
to  consider  these  circumstances  when  you  deal  with  esti¬ 
mates  ?  Are  you  not  to  consider  the  expense,  the  cost  of 
labor,  the  cost  of  materials,  the  cost  of  rails,  when  you  con¬ 
sider  the  question  of  the  estimates  which  are  given  for  a 
road  ?  What  we  had  to  do  with  was  the  cost,  at  the  time 
and  under  the  circumstances  under  which  construction  took 
place.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  1  gave  the 
cost  on  that  occasion  as  8120,000,000,  and  the  road  will  only 
cost — so  he  says — 853,000,000.  Now,  what  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  mean  by  that  statement  ?  What  did  he  mean 


by  putting  in  juxtaposition  the  two  things?  I  gave  the 
estimates  of  the  engineers  for  the  construction  of  the  road 
by  the  Yellow  Head  Pass  in  earlier  years  at  8120,000,000, 
and  no  one  has  ever  disputed  that  that  was  a  correct  state¬ 
ment  of  what  the  estimates  were.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  I  estimated  the  cost  of  the  road,  and  staked  my  reputa¬ 
tion  upon  it,  at  8120,000,000,  aud  nowit  is  costing  the  country 
only  853,000,000.  I  will  come  to  what  it  is  costing  the  country 
presently ;  but,  supposing  it  is  costing  the  country  only 
$53,000,000,  I  want  to  know  what  was  the  meaning  of  his 
putting  those  two  things  in  juxtaposition  ?  Did  1  say  it 
would  cost  the  country  8120,000,000  ?  I  only  stated  what 
the  road  would  cost,  and  if  a  company  is  to  build  it,  paying 
a  part  of  the  cost,  it  is  very  different  from  the  country 
building  it  and  paying  the  whole  cost ;  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  puts  the  two  in  juxtaposition.  'Then,  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers  to  the  value  of  the  railway  lands.  I  will  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  value  of  railway  lands  a  little 
further  on.  But,  if  you  will  permit  me,  Mr.  Speaker, 
l  will  just  touch  it  for  a  moment  now.  I  was 
amazed  to  hear  tho  hon.  gentleman  make  his  statement, 
and  I  had  a  mind,  if  he  had  not  anticipated  me,  to  have 
delivered,  not  in  his  admirable  style,  but  with  such  humble 
approach  to  his  histrionic  powers  as  I  could  make,  that 
lecture  upon  patriotism  which  he  inflicted  upon  this  side  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  we  need  not  be 
afraid  of  the  cultivable  lands  in  the  North-West  not  being 
valuable,  because  there  was  not  so  much  of  them  ;  it  was  a 
great  mistake ;  half  were  rivers,  and  lakes,  and  marshes,  and, 
of  tho  other  half,  as  I  remember,  one-half  were  ranching 
lands,  and  that  left  only  eighty  millions  of  cultivable  lands, 
There  is  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  depreciating 
this  country,  belittling  our  resources,  minimising  our 
assets,  pulling  us  down  to  a  poor,  beggarly  eighty  millions 
of  cultivable  wheat  lands  in  the  North-West,  when  time 
and  time  again  we  have  heard,  in  the  thundering  tones  of 
the  High  Commissioner,  the  statement  of  the  hundreds  of 
millions  of  cultivable  lands  in  the  North-West.  Only 
eighty  millions  !  Only  the  small  trifle  of  eighty  millions, 
which  will  soon  be  taken  up  by — I  forget  how  many  fami¬ 
lies  he  said  would  take  them  up — and  therefore  you  may 
expect  your  land  to  increase  in  value,  because  the  supply 
will  not  exceed  the  demand.  Well,  that  is  a  great  souroe 
of  congratulation.  We  will  get  the  more  for  our  land, 
because  it  will  all  be  taken  up,  because  it  will  soon 
come  to  an  end.  I  have  always  believed,  that  after  all 
said  and  done,  the  main  dependence  for  Canada  in  regard 
to  the  lands  of  the  North-We3t  would  be  to  put  settlers 
upon  them,  who  would  be  prosperous,  and  whose  prosperity 
and  the  Customs  duties  they  would  pay  would  be  the  source 
of  our  wealth;  that  the  main  and  ruling  ingredient  in  our 
policy  in  the  North-West,  tho  ingredient  to  which  all  else 
should  be  subordinated,  should  be  to  keep  the  land  for  the 
settler  and  to  give  every  facility  for  the  settlement.  Bat, 
if  our  estate  is  so  small  a  farm,  so  comparatively  Bmall  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  perhaps  the  prospects  are 
better  of  getting  more  out  of  the  settler  and  making  more 
money  than  we  could  when  we  supposed  we  had  hundreds 
of  millions  of  cultivable  lands,  since  it  appears  that 
after  all  we  have  only  this  trifle  of  eighty  millions. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  this  side  wants 
no  road  east  of  Callander,  but  only  a  local  road. 
Where  will  he  find  that  ?  He  seems  to  think  it  is 
an  absolute  necessity,  first  of  all,  that  the  railway  should  be 
one  railway,  and  secondly,  that,  if  the  railway  is  one  rail¬ 
way,  it  should  be  made  so  by  virtue  of  some  great  expendi¬ 
ture.  Now,  I  have  always  believed  that  arrangements 
could  have  been  made — and  perhaps  they  were,  in  fact, 
made,  for  the  mysteries  of  these  transactions  have  not 
yet  been  revealed  to  us — whereby  existing  railways, 
when  their  availability  and  usefulness  and  value  would 
be  much  enhanced  by  their  being  part  of  a  trunk 
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line,  could  be  made  part  of  the  trunk  line  by  the  pro¬ 
prietors  becoming  stockholders  in  the  great  trunk  lino,  and 
putting  in  their  property  as  part  of  the  stock.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  thinks  it  is  only  by  paying  hard  cash,  which 
the  company  is  to  pay  out  of  its  own  resources,  or  of  some 
resources,  that  this  thing  can  be  accomplished  ;  and  I  dare 
say  this  thing  will  grow.  I  should  not  be  surprised,  since 
we  see  that  the  subsidy  for  the  Short  Line  is  to  bo  nearly 
doubled  this  Session,  that  a  proposal  should  be  made  to  buy 
the  line  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  to  buy  the 
Townships  lines,  to  provide  public  money  to  buy  these  lines, 
which  are  to  be  parts  of, and  greatly  enhanced  in  value  by  the 
construction  of,  a  through  line ;  that  they  are  to  be  enhanced 
in  value  by  the  transaction,  and  then  we  are  to  pay  more 
money  because  of  the  enhancement  of  the  value.  That  seems 
to  me  to  follow,  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  line  of  argument; 
that  seems  to  me  pretty  clear  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  speech.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  :  The  com¬ 
pany  had  given  much  more  than  this  ;  that  they  brought  a 
railway  to  Montreal,  345  miles.  I  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  proceed  to  give  us  the  benefit  of  all 
he  knows  in  that  direction.  How  in  the  world  did  the  hon, 
gentleman  come  to  forget  the  Laurentian  Railway  ?  I 
thought  he  knew  all  about  it.  I  really  did  think  that 
that  was  one  phase  of  the  transaction  with  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  perfectly  familiar.  But  when  he  was  stating 
the  eastern  acquisitions  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
he  did  not  tell  us  one  word  about  the  acquisition  of  the 
Laurentian  Railway,  for  about  $300,000.  At  the  same  time 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  bought  from 
the  G-overnment  of  Quebec,  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  First  Minister,  the  line  from  Ottawa  to  Montreal,  they 
also  effected  the  purchase,  under  an  Act  passed  under  his 
auspices,  of  the  little  Laurentian  Railway,  which  they 
wanted,  to  use  a  vulgar  illustration,  just  as  much  as  a  toad 
wants  a  tail ;  and  it  was  very  handsomely  paid  for  to 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  particular  friends.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  pointed  out  that  there  was  a  new  policy 
adopted  in  1881.  I  have  pointed  out  that  when  the  present 
Government  took  office,  in  1878,  their  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  policy  was,  relatively  speaking,  a  cautious 
policy.  I  could  read  you  large  extracts  from 
speeches,  showing  the  necessity  of  going  slow,  and 
of  caution  in  the  view  of  the  Ministers  at  that  time  ;  but  in 
1881  they  took  the  great  step  and  decided  upon  a  con¬ 
tract  policy,  a  policy  of  rapid  progress  and  of  completion 
of  the  line  by  1891  ;  a  contract  policy  of  enormous  money 
grants,  if  we  include  the  works  the  Government  was  to 
construct  as  cash— ’because,  if  the  Government  did  not  build 
them,  the  company  would  have  to  build  them  ;  therefore  it 
is  the  same  thing  as  cash — ’Of  money  grants  far  in  excess  of 
anything  that  had  ever  been  contemplated  in  connection 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  which  had  been 
talked  of  was  $25,000,000  or  $30,000,000,  but  at  one  fell 
swoop  it  was  proposed  to  give  $25,000,000  in  cash  and 
$28,000,000  in  work,  and  to  pay  the  surveys,  at  least 
$3,500,000.  We  now  find  the  Government  works  have 
cost  $29,500,000,  so  that  you  approach  $33,500,000 
in  money,  or  $58,500,000  altogether.  I  say  they 
then  proposed  that  policy,  and  to  that  is  to  be  added  the 
Canada  Central  Railway  subsidy,  which  had  been 
already  made,  and  which  will  give  you  $60,000,000  as 
their  cash  proposals.  I  say  that  was  an  entire  reversal 
of  all  former  policies,  because  $30,000,000  had  been  talked 
of  as  the  extreme  amount  of  cash  we  were  to  give,  and 
here  was  a  policy  to  give  double  that  amount  of  cash  and 
about  the  same  quantity  of  land,  here  was  a  policy  of  com¬ 
paratively  rapid  progress,  of  completion  by  1891,  of 
great  grants,  pecuniary  and  otherwise,  and  a  policy 
of  great  monopolies.  We  opposed  that  proposition, 
and  we  declared  there  ought  to  be  no  monopolies.  We 
declared  that  the  country  ought  not  to  be  bound  for  twenty 
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years,  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  propose  to  bind  it. 
We  declared  the  future  of  the  country  ought  not  to  be  fet¬ 
tered,  as  they  proposed  to,  and  have,  fettered  it.  We  pointed 
out  that  the  prairie  country  ought  to  be  developed,  and  we 
were  anxious  to  see  it  develop,  but  we  said  that  many  lines 
would  be  required  for  its  proper  development.  We  insisted 
that  the  ends  of  the  road  ought  to  be  proceeded  with  more 
slowly,  that  more  pains  ought  to  be  taken  as  to  the  route, 
that  the  progress  ought  to  be  slower  than  was  proposed, 
that  the  grants  should  be  less,  .and  that  the  distribution  of 
the  grants  should  be  such  as  to  secure  the  completion  of  the 
work  with  those  grants,  instead  of  being  made,  in  the  way 
which  was  proposed,  we  insisted  that  the  early  and  easy  part 
of  the  work  would  bedono  first,  and  that  we  should  be  called 
on  to  fill  up  the  gap  afterwards.  We  insisted  on  these  things. 
We  said  :  There  is  no  finality  here,  because  we  do  not 
know  how  much  the  Government  work  will  cost,  because,  in 
the  mode  in  which  you  are  locating  these  grants,  there  is 
no  security  for  the  road  being  built  by  means  of  the  grants  ; 
you  are  not  reserving  enough  for  the  heavy  work. 
The  Government  promised  finality.  They  declared  that 
the  aids  were  ample,  were  appropriately  divided,  for 
the  thorough  completion  and  adequate  equipment  of 
the  railway,  in  the  first  place,  while  they  declared  that 
we  would  be  entirely  recouped  out  of  the  lands.  They 
declared  there  would  be  no  grievances  whatever  from  the 
monopoly.  They  declared  that  the  railway  company  itself 
would  build  plenty  of  branch  lines.  They  declared  that 
Manitoba  could  not  and  would  not  be  checked,  and  that  the 
proposed  policy,  therefore,  would  not  apply  to  that  Province. 
These  were  their  statements  in  answer  to  our  views.  Now, 
Sir,  as  we  have  been  called  upon  last  year,  and  are  called 
upon  this  year,  to  give  further  important  aids,  to  alter 
seriously  the  position  of  the  country,  with  reference  to  this 
railway,  it  becomes  expedient  to  understand  what  the  declar¬ 
ations  and  promises  were  upon  which  the  original  contract 
was  entered  into,  so  far  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  are  concerned. 
The  First  Minister  declared  that  by  the  contractors  taking 
up  the  enterprise  “they  relieved  the  country  of  immediate 
responsibility  for  building  the  road,  in  a  great  degree.”  But, 
I  will  prove  that  the  contracted  line  has  been  built  with 
our  money,  and  that  wo  have  not  been  relieved  from  the 
responsibility  of  building  the  road  in  any  sensible  measure 
whatever.  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  estimating  the  amount  of 
money  for  which  Canada  would  get  quit  of  its  obligation  to 
build  and  to  work  this  railway,  used  these  words  : 

“For  the  construction  of  the  road  from  Lake  Nipissing  to  Fort 
William,  650  miles,  and  from  Selkirk  to  Kamloops,  1,350  miles — 2,000 
miles  in  all — the  Government  have  agreed  to  pay,  in  addition  to  the 
$28,000,000,  $25,000,000  and  26,000,000  acres  in  land,  making  a  total 
subsidy  in  cash  of  $53,000,000,  and  in  land— estimating  the  25,000,000 
acres  at  the  same  rate  that  I  have  estimated  the  land  under  the  contract 
of  1873  and  under  the  Act  of  1874,  $1  an  acre— of  $25,000,000  ;  or  a 
total  sum  to  be  expended  by  Canada  for  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  of  $78,000,000.” 

That  was  the  declaration  as  to  the  terms  upon  which  we 
were  getting  quit  of  our  liability.  Fifty-three  millions  in 
money  is  all  that  we  were  to  spend,  and  twenty-five  million 
acres  of  land  was  all  we  were  to  give.  What  we  have  in  fact 
spent  and  what  we  are  now  asked  to  give  I  will  investigate 
farther  on.  Then  Sir  Charles  proceeds  to  say : 

“  We  have  reason  to  know  that  all  that  a  command  of  capital  can  do 
they  have  the  advantage  of ;  we  have  reason  to  know  that  all  that  skill 
and  energy  and  a  knowledge  of  precisely  such  work  will  do,  has  been 
secured  in  order  to  make  this  a  successful  contract.” 

Then  he  makes  a  further  unfavorable  statement  of  what 
would  happen  if  the  English  contractors,  even  of  the  great¬ 
est  skill  and  capital,  had  undertaken  the  work.  He  points 
out  that  they  probably  would  have  failed,  and  predicts  that 
horrible  things  would  happen,  many  of  which  seem  to  have 
happened  since.  Then  Sir  Charles  Tupper  says,  again  : 

“  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  throughout  this  intelligent 
country  every  man  breathed  more  freely  when  he  learned  that  the  great, 
enormous  undertaking  of  constructing  and  operating  the  railway  was 
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to  be  lifted  from  the  shoulders  of  the  Government,  and  the  liability  the 
country  were  going  to  incur  was  to  be  brought  within,  not  over,  the 
limit  which,  in  its  present  financial  condition,  it  is  prepared  to  meet ; 
within  such  limits  that  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  land  to  be 
granted  by  Parliament  for  the  construction  of  the  line  would  wipe  out 
all  liabilities  at  no  distant  day.” 

There  was  the  pledge  made  when  we  were  asked  to  make  a 
contract.  Oar  liabilities  were  $53,000,000,  and  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  land  at  no  distant  time  were  to  wipe  out  every 
cent  of  that  money  and  leave  us  free.  Then  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  took  up  the  cudgels,  and  he  is  generally 
rather  cautious  and  precise  in  his  statements.  But  influ¬ 
enced,  I  suppose,  by  that  patriotic  exuberance  of  spirit 
which  his  colleague,  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  sometimes  showed 
signs,  and  with  which,  in  his  closing  remarks,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  also  indicated  he  was  occasionally  afflicted, 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  made  a  very  positive  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  result.  He  said : 

According  to  the  contract  the  amount  of  money  to  be  given  to  the 
Syndicate  is  $25,000,000,  and  the  amonnt  of  land  25,000,000  acres,  worth, 
say,  $1  per  acre.  To  these  two  sums  you  have  to  add  the  cost 
of  the  sections  completed  or  now  under  construction,  as  far  as  Burrard 
Inlet,  amounting  to'  twenty-eight  million  dollars,  so  that  the  whole 
amount  that  will  have  to  be  expended  by  this  country  for  completing 
the  Pacific  Railway  is  $53,000,000,  to  which  you  must  add  the  value  of 
the  land  at  a  dollar  an  acre,  making  altogether  $78,000,000  *  *  * 

Thus,  according  to  our  plan,  we  shall  have  the  whole  Pacific  Railway 
completed  for  $78,000,000,  and  with  the  guarantee  that  the  company 
now  to  be  inaugurated  will  work  the  road  for  all  time  to  come.” 

At  that  time  it  was  not  deemed  unpatriotic  to  insinuate  a 
doubt  that  there  might  be  difficulty  about  working  the  road. 
On  the  contrary,  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  think  it  very 
unpatriotic  that  this  matter  should  be  questioned  now, 
themselves  took  security  in  $5,000,000  that  the  road  would 
be  operated.  On  the  contrary,  they  told  us  that  an  enor¬ 
mous  sum  would  have  to  be  paid  by  the  company  during  the 
earlier  years  to  operate  the  road,  and  if  we  were  paying 
large  and  liberal  subsidies  in  money  and  land,  it  was  to 
recompense  the  company  and  make  them  strong  enough  to 
operate  the  line.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman,  getting  into 
that  patriotic  fervor  to  which  I  have  referred,  said : 

“  Does  he  (Blake)  want  to  drive  a  hard  bargain  with  these  gentlemen  ? 
What  reason  could  there  be  in  attempting  to  cut  them  down  to  a3  small 
a  figure  as  possible,  in  order  to  make  the  company  a  poor  company  ?  It 
is  to  our  interest,  aDd  to  the  interest  of  the  countrr,  that  the  company 
should  be  able  to  construct  the  railway  aud  work  it  afterwards,  so  that 
they  shall  not  come  back  to  us,  year  after  year,  and  ask  us  for  new  terms. 
We  want,  once  for  all,  to  settle  the  whole  question,”  etc. 

Those  were  the  opinions  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
upon  the  question.  Why  should  we  cut  the  company  down  ; 
let  us  deal  with  them  liberally;  let  us  not  make  them  a 
poor  company  ;  let  us  make  them  a  rich  company,  so  strong 
that  they  will  not  come  to  us,  year  after  year;  that  they 
will  not  come  to  us  in  1884,  for  example,  or  in  1885,  or  in 
1886  ;  that  they  will  not  come  to  us,  year  after  year,  and  ask 
for  new  terms.  We  want,  once  for  all,  to  settle  tho  whole 
question.  Has  tho  hon.  gentleman,  once  for  all,  settled  tho 
whole  question  by  the  contract  of  1881?  Have  they  not 
come  back,  year  after  year ;  and  who  will  say  they  will 
come  back  no  more?  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  said  some¬ 
thing  which  1  thought  was  exceedingly  sensible.  I  have 
heard  something  during  the  discussion  to-day  which  was 
entirely  opposed  to  the  views  of  the  bon.  gentleman.  I 
have  heard  it  pointed  out  that  we  ought  to  regard  ourselves 
as  under  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  tho  contractors  for  and 
constructors  of  this  road,  and  should  doal  with  thorn  in  that 
spirit.  What  did  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  say  : 

“  These  men  are  not  going  to  work  that  railway  for  the  mere  pleasure 
of  doing  so.  They  are  not  undertaking  it  for  the  sake  of  patriotism. 
They  are  undertaking  it  to  make  money,  and  they  will  make  money, 
because  they  know  that  a  railway  through  that  beautiful  country, 
settled  with  a  large  and  thriving  population,  must  give  large  returns.” 

That  was  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement — a  plain,  business¬ 
like  statement,  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  how  to 
make.  We  can  see  it  all  nowi  There  is  no  longer  a  hazy 
atmosphere  about  it.  It  was  the  business,  and  not  the  patri- 
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otic  motive ;  it  was  in  order  to  make  money  out  of  the 
undertaking  that  the  promoters  undertook  it;  and  the  hon, 
gentleman  said  he  was  sorry  if  they  did  not  make  money, 
I  hope  they  will  make  money  ;  if  they  do  not,  it  will  not  be 
for  the  fault  of  hesitating  to  come  here.  The  hon.  gentle* 
man  further  said : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Blake)  has  referred  to  the  obligations  and 
liabilities  of  Canada  in  connection  with  the  railway.  He  says  they  are 
undetermined — that  they  have  no  finality.” 

How  much  are  they  nearer  finality  now  ? 

“I  generally  find  the  hon.  gentleman  very  logical,  but  I  fail  to  sea 
his  logic  in  this  case.  *  *  *  I  think  our  liabilities  in  the  matter  are 
a3  well  determined  as  they  could  possibly  be.  Taking  the  land  at  $1 
per  acre,  we  have  a  total  of  $78,000,000  as  the  sum  we  have  to  pay. 
Surely  there  is  sufficient  determinativeness  and  finality  in  that  calcula- 
tion  to  suit  hon.  gentlemen.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  was  losing  his  temper;  ho  ridi¬ 
culed  the  idea  of  there  being  any  want  of  finality  and  de- 
terminativeness  in  the  calculation.  What  has  happened 
since  ?  We  have  altered  the  figures,  We  have  given  them 
$29,500,000,  or  almost  thirty  millions  since.  We  are  to 
give  them  some  more  presently.  The  Secretary  of  State  tells 
us  to-day  that  although,  when  we  gave  them  the  loan,  we 
took  a  mortgage,  and  were  told  we  had  absolute  security 
under  which  we  could  get  the  road  at  figures  appallingly 
small,  dirt  cheap,  if  they  failed  in  fulfilling  their  bargain  ; 
still  the  Secretary  of  State  tells  us  that  was  all  a  form, 
that  we  all  understood  it  so  ;  but  tho  hon.  gentleman  was 
not  here  to  understand  it,  and  he  did  not  hear  the  fervor 
and  earnestness  with  which  any  such  idea  was  repudiated 
by  hon.  gentlemen,  his  colleagues,  or  he  would  not 
have  said  what  he  did  say.  When  that  com 
tingency  was  suggested,  we  wero  told  that  it 
was  a  fair  and  square  bargain ;  that  we  were  asked 
to  advance  money  because  it  was  clear  we  were  going  to 
get  rid  of  paying  so  many  millions  if  the  company  made 
default.  The  Secretary  of  State  says  we  would  have  had  to 
have  bought  up  the  stock.  What  is  the  use,  then,  of  a  mort¬ 
gage,  and  of  being  on  the  top  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  makes 
a  distinction,  but  it  is  entirely  without  a  difference.  He 
says  it  is  an  old  loan ;  that  it  never  was  intended  to  deprive 
those  people  or  their  cottages  ;  that,  in  fact,  our  bark  was 
much  worse  than  our  bite.  Wo  took  a  very  stringent  mort¬ 
gage,  but  we  never  intended  to  enforce  it;  it  would  not  havo 
been  right  to  enforce  it ;  it  would  have  left  a  stain  on  the 
Government  to  enforce  it ;  therefore,  you  are  not  to  beliove 
all  you  hear  from  us.  That  is  the  effect  of  tho  statement. 
For  wo  certainly  were  told  last  year,  when  the  bargaiu  was 
made,  that  the  mortgage  was  a  good  and  valid  mortgage, 
and  was  to  be  enforced.  Tho  Minister  of  Public  Works 
said  in  1881  : 

“  1  have  shown,  moreover,  that  not  only  will  the  railway  be  built  by 
the  Syndicate,  but  worked  for  all  time  to  come  ;  and  that  we  have 
sufficient  guarantees  in  onr  land  to  ensure  both  these  objects.” 

That  is  quite  true,  if  you  make  a  little  addition  to  it — if  you 
pay  the  necessary  further  sum  in  order  to  accomplish  that 
result.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  further  said  : 

11  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  asks  why  so  monstrous  a  contract  as 
thi3  was  brought  down  to  Parliament.  I  tell  him  it  was  to  secure  our 
institutions,  to  increase  our  population,  to  enrich  the  country.” 

Thero  was  the  object — it  was  to  enrich  the  country.  After 
another  pause  he  goes  on : 

“  Hon.  gentlemen  may  or  may  not  see  that  this  is  one  of  those  great 
measures  that  a  party,  even  in  Opposition,  should  not  hesitate  to  support. 
This  is  one  of  those  rare  opportunities  that  public  men  have  to  show 
how  they  can  appreciate  great  measures  and  how  they  can  foresee  the 
future  ot  their  c 'untry.  t  his  is  a  measure  which  we,  at  all  events,  as 
public  men,  as  the  representatives  of  the  people  of  this  country,  consider 
will  be  the  crowning  act  of  our  lives.” 

Well,  Sir,  you  may  eee  that  our  appreciation  of  the  results 
of  the  contract  have  been  somewhat  more  accurate  than 
that  of  hon.  gentlemen.  We  declared  that  the  bargain 
would  not  be  observed  ;  we  declared  that  more  concessions 
would  be  made,  and  those  concessions  have  been  made,  They 
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declared  that  there  wag  ample  security,  ample  funds  ;  that 
they  did  not  want  any'further  applications  for  aid.  They 
wanted  the  matter  settled  then  once  and  for  all  ;  but  these 
suggestions  have  not  beon  borne  out.  Then,  during 
Christmas  vacation,  while  the  great  'debate  was  going  on 
there  was  a  meeting  at  Montreal,  on  the  9th  of  January, 
1881,  at  which  Sir  Charles  Tapper  made  a  speech.  He 
said: 

' 1  We  must  go  on  with  the  work,  and  now  we  are  going  to  build  the 
whole  railway  without  costing  the  people  a  siDgle  dollar.” 


Then  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  who  could  not  attend 
the  meeting,  sent  a  letter,  and  litera  scripta  manet : 

“  By  giving  25.000,000  acres  and  $25,000,000  we  will,  by  our  scheme 
secure  the  building  of  the  railway  and  its  workiDg  for  all  time  to 
come  ” 

And  persuaded  by  the  assurances  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  and  the  eloquence  of  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  the  meet¬ 
ing  came  to  a  resolution  approving  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  on  this  condition  : 

“  While  it  limits  our  outlay  and  responsibility  to  a  fixed  annual  sum.’’ 
That  was  the  ground  which  had  been  pressed  upon  the  meet¬ 
ing,  and  upon  that  ground  these  worthy  citizens  gave  it 
their  support.  There  followed,  very  shortly,  a  period  of 
expansion,  which  we’  know  and  remember  to  our  cost. 
There  came  the  time  of  the  boom,  the  season  of  the  boasts  of 
the  Government — their  boasts  of  progress ;  the  time  at 
which  the  company  announced  to  them  that  they  intended 
to  complete  the  road  in  1886,  and  great  joy  was  uttered  at 
that  announcement.  There  came  the  time  of  inflated  stock, 
the  time  of  the  changed  policy  about  branches,  of  the 
outside  schemes,  the  time  of  the  inflated  estimates  of 
the  results  to  the  country  itself ;  there  came  the  good 
time  for  hon.  gentlemen  of  1882  and  early  1883. 
There  came  the  time,  on  the  4th  May,  1883,  when  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways  read  a  statement  to  the  House,  for  its 
information,  in  making  his  annual  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
report — a  statement  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
declaring  that,  after  a  careful  and  exhaustive  examination, 
they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  country  would 
receive,  within  the  nine-years  ending  in  1 891,  $58,000,000  in 
cash  from  the  lands  of  the  North-West.  This  statement  was 
solemnly  read,  with  grave  face  and  measured  tones,  to  prove 
to  us  that  we  were  going  to  he  recouped  for  our  expenses. 
What  were  our  expenses?  We  had  heard  nothing  at  that 
time  of  the  loan  of  $30,000,000,  it  was  the  original  expendi¬ 
ture  of  $28,000,000  or  thirty-three  and  a  half  millions,  just 
as  you  may  count  it,  in  Government  works  and  subsidies, 
and  $25,000,000  subsidy.  It  was  an  expenditure  practically 
to  be  covered  by  $58,000,000.  They  had  declared,  in  1881, 
that  they  were  going  to  pay  this  out  of  the  lands  of  the 
country,  and  they  brought  proof  to  show  it  by  an  official 
document  from  the  office  of  the  Interior,  running  out  the 
result  with  a  critical,  and,  perhaps,  I  might  say,  an  almost 
suspicious  degree  of  accuracy,  to  afigure  which  neatly  covered 
the  required  amount.  The  Minister  of  Finance,  too,  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  forecast  the  future 
and  gave  us  estimates  for  several  years.  For  the  years 
1882-83  he  estimated  that  we  should  make  out  of  public 
lands  $1,150,000 ;  we  made  $1,009,019.  For  1883-84  he 
predicted  a  surplus  from  consolidated  revenue  of  $3,000,000; 
wo  got  $154,255.  Ho  estimated,  as  the  proceeds  of  tho  lands 
for  1883-84,  two  millions  and  a  quarter  ;  we  got 
$951,636.  He  estimated  a  surplus  from  consolidated  reve¬ 
nue  for  1884-85  of  one  million  dollars.  Eai-ly  in  the 
Session,  when  he  made  his  Budget  Speech,  he 
estimated  $350,000,  apart  from  the  lands,  as  the 
surplus  for  1884-85,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  even 
that  modest  surplus  has  long  since  disappeared,  and  has 
been  replaced  by  appalling  figures  on  the  other  side  of  the 
account.  He  estimated,  as  tho  proceeds  of  tho  lands  for 
1884-85,  one  million  of  dollars ;  in  his  Budget  Speech  for 
Mr.  Blake. 


this  year  he  estimates  half  a  million.  He  estimated  a 
surplus  from  consolidated  revenue,  for  1885-86,  of  one 
million  dollars ;  in  his  Budget  Speech  of  this  year  he  esti¬ 
mated  it  at  nil.  Ho  estimated  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  for 
1885-86  at  one  million  dollars ;  in  bis  Budget  Speech  of  this 
year  he  puts  it  at  $100,000,  and  I  think,  when  the  figures 
come  to  be  revisod,  when  the  Supplementary  Estimates  eomo 
down,  it  will  be  found  that  that  calculation  will  be  largely 
cut  down.  Ho  carried  on  these  estimates  down  to  1891, 
estimating  the  comparatively  neat  round  sum  of  $1,000,000 
from  lands,  and  $1,000,000  surplus  from  consolidated 
revenue  each  yoar,  and  he  proved  that  we  could  pay 
for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  very  handsomely 
in  that  and  other  ways.  Well,  fho  figures  I  havo 
given  you  down  to  18&5-S6,  show  11,000,000  of  an  esti¬ 
mate,  against  the  present  ostimato  of  $4,164,000,  or  there¬ 
abouts,  so  that  there  is  a  large  deficiency  there.  Mean¬ 
while,  while  the  boasts  of  hon.  gentlemen  wero  filling  tho 
land,  while  they  were  boasting  of  the  great  progress  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  of  the  great  progress  of  the 
country,  of  its  wonderful  development,  of  the  great  success 
of  their  schemes,  of  how  everybody  was  going  to  be  made 
rich,  while  they  were  calling  on  everybody  to  put  on  more 
sail,  inviting  prudent  men  to  sink  their  hardly-made  earn¬ 
ings  in  speculation,  doing  all  they  could  to  press  on  that 
inflation  which  we  all  remember — monopoly  and  disallowance 
were  doing  their  work  in  the  North-West,  and  the  pres¬ 
sure  for  tho  main  line  construction  overshadowed  tho 
earlier  and  wiser  plans  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  itself,  to  prosecute  branch  lines  forthwith. 
That  company  brought  forward  a  plan  for  the  prosecution 
of  branch  lines  of  many  hundreds  of  miles  in  length  through¬ 
out  the  country.  They  were  to  be  proceeded  with  soon — 
not  when  the  main  road  was  completed,  as  tho  First  Minis¬ 
ter  said  the  other  day,  but  almost  immediately ;  but  tho 
moment  that  this  project  of  completing  tho  road  from  end 
to  end  in  1886  took  shape,  of  course  it  was  necessary  that 
the  company  should  strain  every  nerve  and  devote  all  its 
onergies  to  the  prosecution  of  a  single  long  line,  to  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  the  branches,  and  the  peopio  were  worse  off  than  if 
these  promises  had  not  bean  made,  worse  off  than  if  those 
lines  had  not  been  projected.  Large  blocks  of  land  had  been 
reserved  as  railway  lands;  large  territories  had  baen  pointed 
out  to  the  country  as  to  be  permeated  by  railways  ; 
settlers  went  on  these  lands;  other  settlers  were  thwarted, 
and  disappointment  and  distress  prevailed  through  a  wide 
extent  of  country,  in  consequence  of  unhappy  alterations  of 
plans.  Then  came  tho  changeof  scene,  inthefallof  1883, when 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  took  the  responsibility,  executively, 
of  agreeing  to  a  thing  in  excess  of  their  powers,  namely,  the 
arrangement  to  make  the  guarantee  for  the  company.  It 
was  an  arrangement  tho  financial  element  in  the  success  of 
which  I  have  never  been  able  to  discern.  Tho  Minister  of 
Railways  declared  that  it  ought  to  have  succeeded,  because 
all  tho  most  eminent  financiers  of  Canada,  New  York  and 
London  had  agreed  it  ought  to  succeed,  and  he  could  not 
make  out  why  it  had  not  succeeded.  Well,  I  never  could 
make  out  how  it  was  expected  to  succeed,  on  the  theory  that 
money’s  worth  was  being  given  to  the  Government  for  the 
guarantee,  and  that  money’s  worth  was  being  extracted  from 
tho  company  to  provide  a  dividend.  How  in  the  world  that 
was  going  to  increase  the  value  of  tho  stock  to  the  holders 
I  have  never  beeD  able  to  see,  and  the  public  seem  to  have 
taken  the  same  view,  because  the  arrangement  has  been  an 
entiio  failure.  But  the  Government  had  committed  them¬ 
selves  to  the  policy  of  agreeing  that  the  company  should 
appropriate  enormous  portions  of  its  capital  to  the  payment 
of  dividends  during  construction  and  for  years  after 
construction;  the  Government  sanctioned  that  policy  and 
agreed  to  invoke  the  aid  of  Parliament,  in  which  they  were 
all-powerful,  to  make  it  lawful  and  to  carry  it  out. 
The  most  injurious  consequences  flowed  from  that  great 
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error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  the  company  and  from 
that  abuse  of  power  and  error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Well,  what  followed?  We  met 
in  the  year  1884,  and  we  were  told  that  a  loan  was  neces¬ 
sary,  and  a  loan  of  $22,500,000  was  proposed,  and  a  pledge 
of  $7,380,000  to  meet  the  arrangements  for  the  guarantee. 
Wo  were  told  at  that  time  that  full  investigation  into  all 
elements  of  the  calculation  was  absolutely  necessary,  and 
that  that  full  investigation  had  been  made.  Hon.  gentlemen 
better  their  course  with  time.  At  that  time  they  sent  down 
two  inspectors,  Mr.  Schreiber  and  Mr.  Miall,  to  the  offices 
of  the  company,  to  inspect  their  books,  to  strike  balances, 
and  to  make  such  a  calculation  as  would  be  proper,  in  tbe 
event  of  a  party  being  about  to  enter  into  partnership  with, 
or  to  advance  a  large  sum  to,  a  respectable  mercantile  firm 
— I  think  that  was  the  language  of  the  late  Minister  of 
Eailways.  Theso  gentlemen  went  down,  and  a  few  days 
before  the  final  decision  of  Council  was  made,  they  sent  in 
their  report ;  I  believe  the  decision  had  actually  been 
made  before  the  report  was  in.  In  point  of  form, 
only,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  investigated  the  matter, 
but  with  reference  to  the  engineering  schemes  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  with  reference  to  the  various  sums  they  proposed  to 
expend  and  the  various  purposes  for  which  they  proposed 
to  expend  them,  there  was  the  full  report  of  the  engineer 
on  the  letter  of  Mr.  Stephen,  in  which  he  went  into  these 
matters,  and  staked  his  professional  reputation  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  estimates  and  the  propriety  of  the  proposed 
expenditures.  Then  the  proposal  was  brought  up  in  Council; 
the  Minister  of  Eailways  brought  up  these  reports  and  laid 
them  before  the  Council ;  the  Council  considered  them,  and 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  to  submit  the  matter  to  Par¬ 
liament,  and  the  Order  in  Council  was  brought  down.  Well, 
what  is  the  action  this  time  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  lays  a 
resolution  on  the  Table,  and  about  four  days  afterwards, 
speaking  from  memory,  Mr.  Miall  makes  the  report.  Hid  that 
inform  the  hon. gentleman’s  mind  ?  He  had  decided  his  policy 
before  Mr.  Miall’s  report  was  made  ;  everybody  knew  that 
he  was  going  to  lend  the  money,  though  not  on  the  basis  of 
Mr.  Stephen’s  letter ;  the  resolutions  were  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  after  the  Government  had  committed  themselves  to 
their  policy,  forsooth,  they  send  down  Mr.  Miall  to  see 
whether  they  were  right  or  not;  and,  strange  to  say,  he  finds 
they  are  quite  right.  Well,  Mr.  Miall  sends  down  condensed 
balances — very  condensed  indeed.  Twice  I  asked  for  the  two 
large  detailed  balances  from  which  Mr.  Miall  constructed 
his  condensed  balances,  and  hon,  gentlemen  have  not 
thought  proper  to  bring  them  down.  They  bring  down  the 
condensed  balances,  from  which  you  cannot  extract  the  true 
state  of  the  question,  and  they  decline  to  give  up  the  detailed 
balances  which  would  enable  us  to  obtain  some  idea,  even 
without  the  books,  as  to  the  state  of  the  expenditure.  Even 
as  to  the  road,  there  are  enormous  expenditures  proposed  ; 
there  is  a  statement  of  a  very  large  expenditure  between 
Callander  and  Port  Arthur;  a  large  expenditure  for 
snow  sheds  ;  $910,000,  or  thereabouts,  at  Coal  Harbor  ;  in 
the  works  at  Montreal,  $  1,500,000,  and  large  sums  elsewhere ; 
and  on  none  of  these  has  there  been  a  single  re¬ 
pot  t.  Neither  the  engineer  nor  the  Minister  has 
reported  on  one  of  them  ;  and  no  evidence  has  been  fur¬ 
nished  to  this  House,  oven  as  to  the  propriety  of  one  of 
these  expenditures,  at  ail.  Even  the  form  of  an  investiga¬ 
tion  has  not  been  gone  through,  still  less  the  substance.  So 
far  from  that,  when  wo  met  hero,  the  Speech  from  tho 
Throne  contained  no  reference  to  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Eail- 
way.  I  called  attention  to  this  at  once,  and  the  Hirst  Min¬ 
ister  said  that  the  Speech  contained  no  reference  to  the 
railway  because  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  invite  this  House  to  legislate  concerning  the  railway 
this  Session.  Another  time  I  enquired  whether  ho  was 
going  to  bring  down  anything.  He  said  it  was  not  the 
present  intention,  and  so  forth.  Then,  had  there  been  any 


negotiations?  There  had  been  no  correspondence — there 
had  been  verbal  conversations,  which  he  did  not  care  to 
mention.  Then  comes  the  letter  of  Mr.  Stephen,  on  the 
18th  of  March  ;  and  then  long  negotiations  with  the  com¬ 
pany,  stretching  from  that  time  till  about  the  end  of  April, 
about  six  weeks ;  and  then,  at  the  end  of  April,  come  down 
those  resolutions.  Well,  Sir,  it  is  clear  that  if  it  was  plain  and 
obvious  and  reasonable,  and  in  tho  public  interest  that  these 
resolutions  should  be  made,  that  the  Government  hesitated 
very  much  indeed  about  bringing  them  down.  It  is  clear 
that  the  company  were  at  their  heels  before  Parliament 
met ;  it  is  clear  that  they  have  been  dogging  them  over 
since;  it  is  clear  that  the  Government  having  failed  to  come 
to  any  agreement  to  bring  down  any  measure  of  relief,  the 
company  put  their  proposition  on  paper  on  tho  18th  of 
March  ;  it  is  clear  that  tho  Government  did  not  think 
that  a  proposition  that  they  could  reasonably  ask 
Parliament  to  assent  to.  And  they  took  six  weeks 
more  before  they  made  up  their  minds  to  bring 
down  any  proposition  at  all.  It  is  very  clear,  therefore, 
that  in  the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  this  was  a 
matter  involving  very  serious  considerations.  We  met  on 
the  29th  of  January,  and  it  was  not  until  the  close  of  the 
normal  period  of  the  Session,  when  we  ought  to  have  been 
proroguing,  that  they  brought  down  a  measure  for  tho  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Eailway,  although  the  subject  had  been  under 
consideration  from  a  time  anterior  to  the  commencement 
of  tho  Session.  Why  this  hesitation  and  difficulty  about 
these  negotiations  ?  Why  this  pressure  on  one  side  and 
this  resistance  on  the  other,  if  ihe  matter  was  so  clear  and 
straight  and  obvious — if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would 
have  been  so  plainly  recreant  to  their  duty  if  they  had 
neglected  to  bring  down  the  measure  at  all  ?  It  is  there¬ 
fore  very  plain  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  felt  that 
they  were  in  a  painful  position — a  position  of  great 
difficulty  and  doubt  as  to  whether  they  should 
bring  down  any  measure  at  all.  But  other  efforts 
were  made  to  get  information.  I,  myself,  a  little 
misdoubted  the  Government’s  power  of  resistance. 
1  knew,  of  course,  it  would  take  a  great  deal  of  pressure, 
after  what  had  happened  in  1881,  and  alter  what 
had  happened  in  1884,  before  they  came  down, 
but  I  always  was  inclined  to  believe  that  the  pressure  would 
be  applied,  and  that  to  it  they  would  ultimately  yield.  I 
felt,  it  therefore,  very  important  to  attempt  to  be  prepared 
and  that  this  House  should  be  prepared,  with  full  informa 
tion  with  reference  to  the  operations  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway,  financially,  and  as  to  the  earnings  and  working 
expenses  of  the  road,  and  as  to  construction,  and  as  to  esti¬ 
mates  from  the  period  of  the  last  loan ;  and  very  early  in 
the  Sossion  I  moved  a  series  of  motions  on  that  subject, 
almost  all  of  them  being  motions  which  were  based  on 
information  given  and  thought  proper  to  be  given  on  the 
occasion  of  the  last  loan,  or  information  given  under 
Addresses  grauted  by  this  House.  The  House  unani¬ 
mously  adopted  these  motions;  and  by  tho  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  of  the  Commons  House  of  Parliament,  it  was 
indicated  to  His  Excellency  that  it  was  in  the  publio 
interest  this  information  ought  to  be  obtained.  This  infor¬ 
mation  should  bo  obtained.  I  shall  not  now,  having  a  large 
area  of  ground  to  travel  over,  go  over  the  several  Addresses 
which,  at  a  very  early  period  of  the  Session,  have  been 
passod,  asking  for  this  information ;  but  I  will  say  this,  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  have  pointed  out  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  that  if  that  company  expected 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  grant  their  application  for  aid 
they  must  comply  with  tho  demands  of  Parliament  for 
information  as  to  the  operations  of  the  company,  and  to  have 
declined  to  bring  forward  measures  for  aid,  unaccompanied 
by  that  information  which  Parliament  unanimously  decided 
it  was  in  the  public  interest  should  be  obtained.  That  infor¬ 
mation  is  a  most  important  element.  As  to  the  working  of 
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the  road,  as  to  what  has  been  done  with  the  public  money 
and  with  the  resources  of  the  country,  as  to  the  results  of 
operations,  as  to  the  expenditure  and  the  fate  of  large  sums 
of  more  or  less  questionable  character  which  were  in  the 
accounts  of  last  year— for  example,  the  $600,000  alleged  to 
be  due  by  the  Northern  American  Contracting  Company  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  and  other  sums — you  find  no 
information  given  at  all,  and  a  few  of  the  less  important 
papers  are  placed  on  the  Table  to-day,  five  minutes  before  this 
debate  commences,  by  the  Minister  of  Eailways.  Almost 
as  a  mockery,  he  says,  I  will  give  the  papers  just  about 
when  I  am  about  to  make  the  motion.  I  have  not  been 
able,  of  course,  to  investigate  these  papers ;  but,  on  glancing 
over  them,  I  find  they  are  not  so  full  as  they  ought  to  be, 
and  are  not  the  papers  of  importance  the  House  desires  to 
possess.  I  ask,  why  should  not  these  papers  have  been  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  company  earlier,  because  they  were  asked 
for  three  or  four  months  ago,  many  of  them  early  in 
February  last,  why  should  they  not  have  been  brought 
down  here  in  time  for  us  to  examine  them  in  such 
a  way  that  we  might  intelligently  proceed  to  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  question.  I  say  that  the  accounts  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  as  they  are  submitted  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  the  public,  are  in  a  shape  so  condensed  and  contain 
figures  that  vary  so  that  it  is  difficult  in  the  slightest  degree 
to  analyse  them.  I  think,  that  when  information  which  would 
throw  some  light  on  this  grant  is  asked  for  by  Parliament, 
the  company,  which  is  demanding  Parliament  for  further 
assistance,  ought  to  comply  with  the  demand  of  Parliament. 
Full  information  is  a  condition  precedent  to  our  acting. 
We  are  not,  to  use  a  vulgar  phrase,  to  go  it  blind  ;  we  ought 
to  get  the  information  before  being  asked  to  vote  the  money. 
The  Acting  Minister  of  Eailways,  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
Session,  also  made  a  speech  on  this  subject.  He  pointed  out 
that  he  had  visited  the  country,  that  ho  had  gone  over  the 
railway,  and  he  spoke  in  terms  of  enthusiasm  of  the  railway 
itself,  and  of  the  Syndicate,  and  of  the  scenery  of  the  Eociry 
Mountains.  I  was  delighted  to  hear  him,  ordinarily  some 
what  unimpassioned,  cool,  and  calculating,  so  exhilarated 
by  that  mountain  air  and  those  glorious  prospects,  that  he 
indulged  in  these  unwonted  expressions  of  joy,  and  in  such 
an  appreciation  of  the  picturesque.  His  railway  journey 
reminded  me  a  little  of  another  railway  journey  that  is 
memorialised  in  verse  by  Mr.  Leland,  and  which  I  wili 
take  the  liberty  of  paraphrasing : 

“John  Henry  vent  to  Shtephen  ; 

He  drafel  fast  und  far. 

He  ridel  shoost  drei  dousand  miles 
All  in  von  rail-roat  car. 

He  knowed  foost  rate  how  far  he  goed — 

He  gounted  all  de  vile, 

Dere  vash  shoost  von  bottle  of  champagne, 

Dat  bopped  at  efery  mile.” 

I  have  no  doubt,  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  case,  it  was 
Appolinaris  water  and  not  champagne,  but  that  would  not 
suit  the  metre,  and  so  I  am  obliged  to  use  the  ordinary 
liquor.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  in  a  railway  car,  as 
several  of  his  colleagues  have  done,  without  seeing  very  much 
of  the  railway,  and  he  declares  that  the  company  has  done 
more  than  they  agreed ;  but  after  all  what  they  have  done 
and  propose  to  do  is  what  is  necessaiy  in  order  to  have  a  good 
road.  If  there  be  one  thing  more  than  another  which,  at 
the  time  of  the  contract,  and  since,  has  been  impressed  upon 
our  mind,  it  is  that  the  road  was  to  be  a  first-class  road.  We 
objected  to  the  standard  of  the  Union  Pacific,  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  put  it  in  the  contract,  because  it  was  a  very  imperfect 
standard.  “  Oh,  well,”  they  said,  “  there  is  no  use  to  talk 
about  that,  because  the  company  is  certain  to  build  a  first- 
class  road  in  every  way  ;  it  is  in  their  own  interest  to  do 
so.”  “  Why  then,”  we  asked,  “  put  in  any  standard  ?  ” 
“We  must,”  they  said,  “  put  in  somo  standard.”  We  urged 
that  they  should  not  put  in  a  low  standard,  and  they 
actually  got  a  letter  from  the  contractors  to  say  that  they 
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consented  to  the  standard  of  the  Union  Pacific,  as  it  was  at 
the  time  of  the  completion  of  the  road  in  or  about  1873,  and 
not  as  it  was  at  an  earlier  period ;  in  fact,  as  it  was  when  they 
had  got  it  up  to  something  like  a  first-class  standard. 
Then,  and  every  year  since,  whenever  the  Pacific  Eailway 
was  touched,  we  were  told  that  the  road  the  company 
agreed  to  build  was  no  mean,  shabby,  colonisation  road,  but 
a  first-class  railway;  that  the  standard  was  a  high  standard, 
and  that  they  were  building  a  road  as  good  or  better  than 
the  standard.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  they  have  done 
more  than  they  agreed  to  do ;  but  what  they  have  done  it 
was  necessary  they  should  do  in  order  to  make  the  road  a 
good  one.  Did  they  not  agree  to  do  all  that  was  necessary 
in  order  to  make  the  road  a  first-class  one  ?  Was  it  not  to  be  a 
first-class  road  ?  If  they  are  indulging  in  fancy  expenditure 
more  than  is  necessary  for  a  good  road,  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  furnish  them  with  the  money.  By  the  agree¬ 
ment  they  are  bound  to  do  all  that  is  necessary  to  have  a 
first-class  road.  That  was  the  interpretation  of  the  contract 
forced  upon  us  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  that  is  what 
we  have  a  right  to  expect.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  we 
owed  a  great  deal  to  the  company.  I  thought,  until  he 
told  us  so,  that  it  was  the  other  way — that  the  company 
owed  $30,000,000  to  us.  But  he  said  we  owed  them  a  great 
deal ;  and  I  suppose  by  these  resolutions  we  are  to  pay 
them  what  we  owe.  His  colleague  joined,  in  a  minor 
strain,  in  the  same  harmonious  cborus.  He  said  we  owed  a 
tribute  to  Mr.  Stephen,  and  he  proceeded  to  pay  Mr. 
Stephen  an  oratorical  tribute.  I  have  no  objection  to  his 
paying  Mr.  Stephen  as  many  oratorical  tributes  as  he 
pleases.  No  doubt  Mr.  Stephen  deserves  them,  and  I  would 
be  the  last  to  say  a  word  reflecting  upon  his  title  to 
the  tribute ;  but  while  the  hon.  gontleman  may  pay  his  mag¬ 
nificent  oratorical  tributes  to  Mr.  Stephen — and  I  am  quite 
willing  to  give  cordial  assent  to  almost  any  tribute  of  that 
kind  he  may  pay — I  am  opposed  to  the  proposition  to  add  to 
the  oratorical  tribute  this  other  kind  of  tribute  mentioned  in 
the  resolution.  That  is  the  sort  of  tribute  people  object  to. 
They  do  not  object  to  speeches  lauding  public  men,  but  they 
do  object  to  the  hon.  gentleman  saying  we  owe  the  president 
a  tribute,  and  moving  a  resolution  declaring  that  we  pay  the 
company  cash.  We  owe  tribute  to  the  president,  therefore 
let  us  vote  the  money.  It  really  becomes  serious.  I  would 
like  to  know  when  we  shall  have  done  paying  tribute  to  the 
company  ir>  the  shape  of  money.  I  did  suppose  we  had  en¬ 
tered  into  a  business  transaction,  in  which  we  had  given  a 
particular  price  for  the  accomplishment  of  a  particular  object, 
and  that. there  was  no  obligation  on  either  side,  except  the 
obligation  on  our  side  to  do  our  part  as  contracted,  and  on 
theirs  to  do  theirs  as  contracted.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  that  they  did  a  great  deal  more  work  than  they  were  re¬ 
quired  to  do,  and  they  did  this  at  this  time, because  they  could 
do  the  work  cheaper  while  the  main  work  was  going  on ;  and 
he  declared,  in  another  part  of  his  speech,  or  his  colleague  did, 
that  the  statements  about  extravagant  expenditure  due  to 
haste  were  entirely  erroneous.  1  can  hardly  think  that 
either  of  these  gentlemen  have  read  the  papers  which  have 
been  laid  upon  tho  Table  on  this  subject.  Will  you  believe 
it,  Sir,  that  these  hon.  gentlemen,  who  declare  that  it  was 
cheaper  to  do  more  work  than  the  company  were  doing  at  the 
time,  while  they  were  pressing  on  construction,  these  hon. 
gentleman  who  declare  that  no  increased  cost  was  produced 
by  speed,  have  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  papers 
with  reference  to  the  work  through  the  Kicking  Horse 
Pass,  which  are  to  tho  following  effect  :  Mr.  Yan  Horne 
declares,  on  behalf  of  the  company,  that  in  the  estimate 
which  the  company  made,  with  reference  to  the  sum  required 
to  complete  the  railway  last  year,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
loan,  he  included  a  sum  for  a  temporary  line  round  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass,  as  well  as  for  a  permanent 
line  at  that  part.  I  will  not  pledge  myself  to  absolute  accu= 
racy,  but  my  recollection  is  that  the  figure  for  the  per* 
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manent  line  was  $960,000,  and  the  estimate  for 
the  temporary  line  a  trifle  over  $100,000.  Mr.  Van  Horne 
declares  that  he  made  that  double  estimate  because  it  had 
been  his  intention  to  build  the  temporary  line  first  and  then 
the  permanent  line  almost  immediately  afterwards,  within 
the  period  prescribed,  by  September,  the  temporary  line  to 
be  built  in  order  to  get  on  with  the  operations  beyond.  He 
then  proposes,  in  this  letter  to  the  Government,  to  get  per¬ 
mission  to  postpone  the  construction,  for  some  years,  of  the 
permanent  line,  for  reasons  to  which  I  will  aliude  a  little 
further  on,  and  he  says :  If  you  will  allow  me  to  do  so,  it 
will  be  a  positive  saving,  because,  by  taking  time  and  by 
using  the  ties  and  rails  in  the  temporary  line,  I  can  build 
the  permanent  line  for  so  much  less  that  it  will  save  actually 
the  amount  of  the  cost  of  the  temporary  line;  the  price  of 
labor  is  so  high,  and  it  costs  us  so  much  more  to  do  the 
work  quickly  within  the  specified  time,  that  we  will  save 
the  whole  cost  of  the  temporary  line  we  aro  going  to  con¬ 
struct  if  you  will  allow  us  to  postpone  the  permanent  line; 
it  will  cost  us  50  per  cent,  more  to  build  that  $960,000  of 
work  within  this  time  we  have  stipulated  for  than  it  will  if 
you  allow  us  some  further  time  to  do  it.  The  report  of  the 
chief  engineer  of  the  Government  is  that  his  opinion  is, 
and  that  he  himself  estimated  for  that  twelve  or  thirteen 
miles  of  permanent  line,  about  $960,000,  and  that  in 
that  estimate  .  he  added  50  per  cent,  to  the  cost, 
in  consequence  of  the  speed  of  construction,  and  that  he 
believed  it  will  cost  no  more  than,  I  think,  some  $630,000 
or  $640,000 — as  I  said,  I  will  not  profess  to  be  accurate  to  a 
few  thousand  dollars — if  time  is  given  for  the  construction 
of  this  permanent  line,  being  less  by  33 J  per  cent,  than  he 
had  estimated,  when  he  added  50  per  cent,  to  the  cost  of  com¬ 
paratively  leisurely  construction  for  expeditious  construc¬ 
tion.  Now,  there  are  the  papers  on  the  Table  of  this  House 
proving  how  much  extra  it  has  cost  to  build  this  line  at  the 
speed  at  which  it  was  built,  and  with  these  papers  and 
the  company’s  statement,  and  the  Government  engineer’s 
statement,  brought  down  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  they 
ask  us  to  vindicate  this  extra  expenditure  as  a  prudent 
expenditure,  because  it  could  be  done  cheaper  now,  while 
they  were  straining  every  nerve,  hiring  every  available 
man,  and  raising  the  price  of  labor,  than  it  could  be  done 
later  on  1  Howare  we  to  take  it?  I  have  the  statement  of 
the  vice-president  of  the  company  and  of  the  Government 
engineer  as  to  its  costing  50  per  cent,  more  in  this  particu¬ 
lar  part  to  build  this  railway  with  speed.  I  have  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  that  it  is  cheaper 
to  do  the  work  in  a  hurry  than  it  is  to  do  it  with  more 
time.  Which  am  I  to  believe  ?  Then  the  hon.  gentleman 
said — and  he  came  there  to  a  very  tender  point — that  we 
had  no  right  to  anticipate  the  necessity  for  these 
works  last  year.  He  said  that  was  the  difficulty,  and  there 
we  get  back  to  the  allegations  of  last  year.  Wo  find  that 
last  year  the  statement  was  made  as  to  the  plan  upon  which 
this  company  was  to  construct  the  road.  We  find  last  year 
that  their  plans  were  made  for  completion.  We  know  that 
they  were  plans  for  a  first-class  road.  We  know  that  they 
were  plans  involving  large  expenditures.  We  know  that 
they  contemplated  the  construction  of  elevators  and  of  great 
works,  and  we  were  told  last  year  that  the  subsidy,  the  aid 
that  we  were  giving  was  ample  to  complete  tho  roal.  The 
contract  is  to  complete  the  road.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  the  contract  will  be  completed  in  September.  1 
deny  it.  I  say  our  contract  will  not  be  complete  in  Sep¬ 
tember.  Our  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  was  to  have  a  completed  road.  They  will  have 
the  iron  down  by  September,  but  they  themselves  say  they 
are  not  going  to  open  the  road  for  business  till  the  spring 
following.  Why  are  they  not  ?  Why  in  the  world  are  you 
not  going  to  open  the  road  and  to  reap  all  the  profits  which 
are  to  accrue  the  moment  the  road  is  opened  ?  What  means 
this  insanity,  of  keeping  a  road  some  thousands  of  miles 
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■  long  closed  to  traffic  some  months  after  it  is  completed  ? 
Open  your  doors,  run  your  trains,  take  your  freight 
trains  across,  from  one  side  of  the  continent  to  the 
other,  and  reap  your  dividends.  Oh,  no,  they  say  ;  we  are 
not  going  to  begin  till  tho  spring  of  1886.  And  why? 
Because  the  road  is  not  going  to  be  completed  till  tho  spring 
of  1886,  because  all  that  is  going  to  be  done  is  to  get  a  pair 
of  rails  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  Of  course,  there 
are  parts  of  the  road,  and  considerable  parts  of  the  road, 
which  are  completed  ;  but  according  to  the  confession  of  tho 
company,  the  entire  road  will  not  bo  completed  till  next 
year.  They  say,  forsooth,  that  the  contract  is  completed. 
They  say  that  all  they  have  agreed  to  do  will  be  completed 
by  September.  I  say  our  contract  was  to  have  a  road  quite 
complete,  a  road  fit  to  carry  traffic,  a  road  in  such  a  con¬ 
dition  that  the  traffic  could  be  carried  over  it,  a  road  to  be 
opened,  and  then,  from  the  time  of  opening,  the  agreement 
as  to  maintenance  went  on.  Thoy  say  :  Wo  will  have  com¬ 
pleted  the  contract  in  September,  but  the  road  will  not  be  so 
far  finished  that  we  can  open  it  up  for  traffic.  No, 
it  will  not  be  completed  ;  else,  I  presume,  they  would 
open  it  for  traffic  ;  but  in  many  respects,  even  if 
it  were  open  for  traffic,  it  would  not  be  complete, 
in  tho  pi’oper  sense  of  the  term.  I  observe  that  an  eminent 
engineer,  who  was  for  many  years  connected  with  this 
road,  and  is  now  a  director  of  it,  Mr.  Sandford  Fleming,  after 
passing  over  a  portion  of  the  road  tho  other  day,  sent  a 
telegram,  in  which  he  stated — I  cannot  remember  the  exact 
words — that  either  a  large  quantity  or  a  considerable  quan¬ 
tity  of  work  remained  to  bo  done,  but  it  was  of  the  simplest 
character.  Well,  we  know  that  a  large  quantity  remains 
to  bo  done  between  Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  because  a 
groat  portion  of  tho  places  that  have  to  be  crossod  aro 
crossed  by  trestles,  not  only  small  rivers,  but  ravines  an  l 
depressions  in  the  ground  of  various  kinds,  are  crossed 
by  trestles.  Of  course,  these  trostles  are  intended  to  be 
filled  up  with  earth,  and  I  presume  the  simple  kind  of  work 
Mr.  Fleming  speaks  of  refers  to  that.  Now,  I  do  not 
care  whether  the  work  is  simple  or  complicated ;  what 
is  important  to  consider  is,  that  there  is  a  large 
quantity  of  work  remaining  to  be  done,  and  that 
is  the  statement  in  this  very  telegram.  The  circumstance 
to  wh:ch  I  have  just  alluded,  and  the  other  circumstance, 
of  the  road  not  being  intended  to  be  opened  for 
business  to  the  Pacific  until  the  spring  of  1886,  are  suf¬ 
ficient  indications  that  we  are  not  getting  a  completed  road. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  are  getting  all  wo  really  bar¬ 
gained  for,  because  the  road  is  completed  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  contract.  But  it  is  not  completed  so  as  to  be  fit 
for  use ;  it  is  not  completed  so  as  to  be  serviceable  for  tho 
purpose  for  which  we  wanted  it ;  for  that  purpose  you  have 
got  to  pay  more  money.  The  statements  which  are  made 
upon  this  subject,  and  also  with  reference  to  the  effect  and 
consequence  of  this  loan,  are  material  in  considering  our 
present  condition.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  : 

“  They  aie  in  a  positioa  to  say  to  the  Government,  we  can  fall  back 
upon  our  contract  ;  we  can  disband  our  force  of  9,000  men  now  opera¬ 
ting  near  Lake  Superior;  we  can  draw  in  our  engine,  and  by  1st  May, 
1891,  we  shall  be  enable,  to  sell  land  enough  to  provide  with  the  net 
revenue  for  operating  all  that  we  require. 

“  VTe  shall  have  the  means  of  completing  our  contract;  but  if  you 
want  that  great  work  completed  by  the  end  of  1885,  we  a9k  you  not  to 
give  us  an  additional  dollar,  but  to  advance  to  us,  as  the  work  proceds, 
the  amount  of  $22,500,000  for  that  purpose.  I  have  told  the  House, 
in  the  first  place,  that  they  do  not  ask  an  additional  dollar  of  subven¬ 
tion  for  the  purpose  of  completing  the  contract  they  have  made  with  the 
Government 

“  I  have  told  the  House  the  company  have  the  strongest  confidence 
in  the  value  of  the  subvention  already  given ;  that  with  the  amount  that 
can  be  obtained  from  the  outside  public  and  that  has  beenobtaiael  from 
the  outside  public,  they  have  the  means  of  completing  their  contract. 
But  while  they  do  not  ask  the  House  to.  give  them  a  single  additional 
dollar,  they  ask  us  to  use  the  credit  of  this  country  which,  thanks  to  the 
management  of  my  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Finance,  never  stood  in  a 
higher  position,  to  obtain  the  means  of  accomplishing  this  great  national 
work  by  the  end  of  1885,  and  that  without  imposing  the  slightest 
shadow  of  a  shade  of  additional  burden  upon  the  Government  or  upon 
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the  country  for  the  repayment  of  every  dollar  by  the  time  the  contract 
was  to  be  completed,  the  1st  May,  1891.” 

Firstof  all,  then,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  declared  that  the  contract 
was  to  be  completed  and  the  road  was  to  be  completed,  and 
now  we  are  told  that  the  contract  is  completed  bat  the  road 
is  not  completed.  Then,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  says  :  “  You  are 
“  to  do  this  without  imposing  the  slightest  shade  of  a  shadow 
“  of  additional  burden  upon  the  Government  or  upon  the 
“  country  for  the  repayment  of  every  dollar  by  the  time  the 
“  contract  is  to  be  completed,  the  1st  of  May,  1891.”  I 
wonder  to  what  date  the  new  loan,  now  under  nego¬ 
tiation  in  London,  is  to  run ;  I  wonder  for  how 
many  years  the  Minister  of  Finance  is  asking  the  public  to 
loan  us  the  $80,000,000  which  we  authorised  him  to  borrow 
the  other  day.  Is  it  a  short  loan,  to  mature  in  1891,  so  that 
he  may  not  be  embarrassed,  as  he  stated  a  while  ago  he 
would  be  embarrassed,  by  the  circumstance  of  getting  so 
much  money  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
by  1891  ?  I  wonder  whether  it  is  a  short  loan  of  that  kind 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  is  now  making,  or  whether  he 
has  abandoned  those  golden  dreams  which,  so  late  as  the 
Budget  Speech,  haunted  him,  of  receiving  from  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  $80,000,000  by  1891,  and  earlier. 
Perhaps  some  hon.  gentleman — perhaps  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms — who  knows  the  date  of  that  loan,  would  relieve  our 
minds,  and  would  tell  us  whether  it  is  a  short  six  years’ loan, 
that  the  Government  may  use  until  they  get  the  $30,000,000 
from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  in  1891.  I  am  afraid 
that  they  have  abandoned  that  hope  ;  I  am  afraid  they  have 
decided  it  will  be  a  good  many  more  years  bofore  they  get 
back  their  money.  I  am  afraid  that  there  now  exists  more 
than  the  slightest  shadow  of  a  shade  of  an  additional 
burden  upon  the  Government  or  upon  the  country,  for  the 
repayment  of  every  dollar  by  the  time  the  contract  was  to 
be  completed,  the  1st  of  May,  1891.  You  know  that 
already,  in  consequence  of  this  loan,  we  deferred  negotia¬ 
tions  for  the  exchange  of  5  per  cent’s,  for  4  per  cent’s,  for 
six  months,  because  tho  Minister,  having  to  provide  a  large 
sum  of  money  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  felt  that 
he  could  not  call  in  the  old  loan.  You  know  that  we  lost 
the  interest,  being  tho  difference  between  5’s  and  4’s  for 
the  half-year,  and  have  been  making  various  other  short 
loans  in  order  to  pay  this  Canadian  Pacific  Railway; 
we  have  been  making  various  other  loans  at  some 
pretty  fair  rates  of  interest  for  them,  too.  The  hon. 
the  First  Minister  sometimes  says  that  a  little  bird  told 
him  something.  Well,  Sir,  a  little  bird  told  me  something, 
it  told  me  that  5J  p9r  cent,  has  been  paid  for  a  portion  of 
this  money  borrowed  for  a  certain  time  from  some  of 
the  banks.  Well,  when  we  are  borrowing  money  from  the 
banks  in  order  to  pay  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and 
when  we  have  goc  to  give  our  Exchequer  bills  for  other 
money ;  when  we  are  told  now,  as  we  are  in  effect  told,  by 
tho  silence  of  the  Ministers,  that  the  expectation  of  getting 
the  loan  in  1891  is  abandoned,  and  that  we  have  to  make  a 
long  loan  instead  of  a  short  loan,  it  is  evident  that  tho 
words  of  Sir  Charles  1  upper,  which  I  have  read,  have 
hardly  been  verified.  Then,  says  Sir  Charles  Tupper  : 

“  I  do  not  rest  these  resolutions  for  a  single  moment  on  the  low 
grounl  of  any  claim  that  these  gentlemen  (the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company)  have.  They  have  no  claim.  They  made  a  contract, 
and  they  received,  by  the  terms  of  that  contract,  a  magnificent  subven- 
tive  for  the  work,  great  as  it  was,  that  they  were  undertaking  to  deal 
with  ;  and  they  have,  no  doubt,  prospective  profits  of  a  large  character 
before  them.  1  do  not  ask,  for  a  moment,  that  these  resolutions  shall 
receive  the  consideration  of  this  House  on  any  such  claim.” 

At  that  time,  also,  it  was  as  a  business  oporation  this  was 
treated,  though  now,  it  seems,  there  is  an  attempt  to  treat 
it  on  some  other  and  so-called  higher  ground.  -Now,  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  declared  that  our  security  was 
actually  improved  by  this  operation — it  was  not  a  loan  un¬ 
impaired;  that  would  not  satisfy  the  Minister;  he  wants 
to  improve  our  position,  and  so  he  improves  it  by  this 
Mr.  Blake, 
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operation.  Why  ?  Because  the  money  had  been  put 
into  tho  work.  But  it  was  contracted  that  the  money 
should  be  put  into  the  work.  That  was  the  security  on 
weich  the  old  loan  was  made.  It  was  upon  the  express 
agreement  that  the  money  should  go  into  the  work.  It  has 
gone  there,  and  the  money  is  going  to  stay  in  the  work. 
To  tell  us  that  our  position  is  improved  by  the  money  going 
into  the  work  seems  to  be  perfectly  absurd.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  thirty-five  millions  of  stock  was  to  go 
into  the  work.  I  deny  it.  The  whole  theory  of  the  arrange¬ 
ment  of  last  year  was  that  the  stock  was  not  saleable.  The 
Government  took  it,  and  said  :  We  take  power  to  sell  it,  if  we 
think  it  rises  to  a  price  at  which  it  should  be  sold,  and  we 
take  power  to  use  the  proceeds  at  our  discretion, 
either  in  payment  of  the  debt  or  for  the  purposes 
of  the  company.  The  company  could  not  have 
disposed  of  the  stock,  because  the  Act  of  Parliament  gavo 
the  Government  the  discretion  to  say  when  it  should  bo 
sold,  and  whether  the  proceeds  should  be  applied  towards 
payment  of  the  debt  or  not.  The  Minister  of  Railways,  who 
was  presiding  over  the  measure,  proclaimed  th&t  it  was  to  be 
so  applied;  that  the  amount  was  to  bo  used  as  a  means  of 
repaying  the  loan.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  what  are 
we  doing?  We  are  making  another  arrangement  in  respect 
of  $35,000,000.  This  now  arrangement,  about  $35,008,000, 
is  an  arrangement  of  an  entirely  different  character.  If  the 
money  had  beentrealised  from  the  stock  and  had  gone  into 
the  work  below  our  security,  and  the  stockholders  had  no 
special  claim,  our  mortgage  would  be  improved  by  tho 
value  produced  by  the  amount  that  went  into  the  work. 
But  if  we  gavo  power  to  the  company  to  place,  say, 
$15,000,000  on  a  par  with  ourselves,  and  that  sum  goes 
into  the  work,  we  occupy  a  different  position.  Let  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  as  a  first  mortgagee  of  a  farm, 
consider  a  mortgage  transaction,  and  see  what  is  the 
situation  supposing  a  second  mortgage  is  put  on  after 
the  first,  for  improvements  on  the  mortgaged  property. 
He  then  would  be  in  a  very  good  position,  because  he 
would  be  able  to  cut  out  the  second  mortgage,  and  his 
property  would  be  made  more  valuable.  But  suppose 
the  mortgagor  came  to  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  his 
first  mortgagee,  and  said  :  Mr.  Pope,  I  want  to  improve  the 
property,  and  for  that  purpose  to  put  a  mortgage  on  it,  which 
will  standin  the  same  position  as  your  mortgage  ;  in  fact,  I 
want  to  have  a  joint  mortgage.  I  think  the  Minister  of 
Railways  would  be  acute  enough  to  see  that  he  would  be 
placed  in  a  different  position  ;  that  his  position,  although  tho 
money  went  into  the  property,  would  not  be  quite  so  good 
as  if  it  had  been  placed  there  under  a  second  mortgage.  So 
with  respect  to  the  stock.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman 
declares  that  this  arrangement  will  give  satisfaction.  He 
makes  a  statement  with  respect  to  the  Government  work, 
and  admits  an  error  in  the  calculation  of  a  million  and  a-half. 
He  excuses  the  error  by  saying  it  is  due  to  the  deterioration, 
tho  wear  and  tear,  that  resulted  during  the  six  or  seven  years 
since  the  road  was  constructed.  Was  that  not  known  last 
winter  ?  Hid  not  the  Government,  which  had  charge  of  the 
road,  know  its  condition  ?  Were  they  not  aware  of  what  was 
necessary  to  put  it  into  proper  order  ?  Is  it  only  this 
Session  that  it  is  known  that  ties  and  rails  wear  out  and 
tho  roadbed  gets  into  a  bad  condition  ?  Last  winter  we 
wore  told  emphatically  that  twenty-eight  millions 
was  tho  cost  of  tho  Government  work,  it  is  strange, 
indeed,  that  they  wore  not  in  a  position,  last  Ses¬ 
sion,  to  say  that  this  largo  sum  would  be  required. 
I  remember  there  were  loud  boasts  made, when  this  Govern¬ 
ment  came  in,  as  to  the  savings  on  this  section.  They  said 
they  had  cut  down  the  amounts  very  low  ;  but  it  has  since 
turned  out  that  they  have  increased  the  expenditure.  The 
hon.  gentlemen  who  have  brought  this  measure  forward 
have  submitted  a  statement  by  Mr.  Stephen,  which  is  the 
foundation  of  the  measure.  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  contained 
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a  proposal  on  his  part  as  to  what  the  Government,  in  hig 
opinion,  ought  to  do  for  the  company,  and  what  the  com¬ 
pany  would  do  if  their  wishes  wero  complied  with.  The 
Government  declined  to  accede  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  proposal. 
1  enquired  whether,  under  the  arrangements  made  for  the 
altered  proposals,  the  company  had  agreed  to  perform 
those  things  which  they  said  in  their  letter  they  would  per¬ 
form,  provided  their  own  proposals  were  acceded  to.  And 
T  could  not  get  a  satisfactory  answer.  [  got  it  yesterday. 
It  came  in  the  report  of  the  company,  at  their  annual 
meeting.  They  think  they  have  been  rather  hardly  used 
hy  the  Government.  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  will  show  the 
House  that  last  Session  the  company  remonstrated  earnestly 
but  ineffectually  against  the  harshness  of  the  Government, 
and  pointed  out  the  bad  results  that  would  flow  from  that 
harshness.  The  company  says  : 

“  The  company,  it  will  be  remembered,  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of 
the  Act,  earnestly,  but  ineffectually,  remonstrated  against  the  severity 
of  the  conditions  on  which  the  loan  was  granted,  especially  pointing 
out,  thp  damaging  effect,  on  the  future  credit  of  the  company  of  the 
stringent  and  apparently  inequitable  character  of  the  remedy  taken  by 
the  Government,  in  the  event  of  default  by  the  company,  and  their 
apprehensions,  in  these  respects  have  been  fully  realised.” 

Yon  will  soo, (hough  we  were  not  told  it  last  year, that  wo  were 
hold  to  be  harsh  creditors.dealing  with  a  reluctant  debtor,and 
that  wo  wero  going  to  injure  the  company  by  the 
pevere  terms  imposed.  They  appear  to  be  very  good 
terms.  The  company,  however,  it  seems,  remonstrated 
against  fhe  Government  lending  them  thirty  millions, 
part  fit  5  and  part  at  4  per  cent.,  and  taking  over  the 
road  if  the  company  fail  to  pay  back  the  money.  We  find 
now  that  the  Government,  on  default  being  made,  would 
not  have  taken  over  the  road.  We  find  that  it  was  all  a 
farce  and  a  deception,  and  that  it  was  useless  to  append 
that  condition  to  the  loan.  I  believe  in  making  a  bargain 
in  plain  terms,  which  will  be  carried  out,  and  that  a  con¬ 
tract  should  express  what  is  really  intended.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  fold  the  House  and  the  country  that 
the  arrangement  with  the  company  meant  one  thing,  while 
they  had  a  personal  understanding  with  the  company  that 
it  should  mean  something  entirely  different,  something  much 
less ;  that,  if  it  became  necessary  to  take  over  the  road,  the 
stockholders  were  to  be  dealt  with  on  reasonable  terms.  Such 
is  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  then,  as 
now,  was  a  member  of  the  Administration.  If  that  be  so, 
it  is  a  most  extraordinary  commentary  on  the  decision  of 
Parliament,  on  the  speeches  made  and  the  representations 
given  to  the  country  at  that  time.  But  we  see  the  fatal 
effect.  Mr.  Stephen  comes  forward  and  says  that  if  the 
Government  grant  the  terms  he  asks  the  company  will  be 
enabled  to  complete  the  whole  railway,  to  build  the  line  to 
Coal  Harbor,  to  construct  the  terminal  works  at  the  various 
points,  to  provide  additional  equipment,  to  build  elevators 
and  to  pay  off  the  floating  debt,  and  so  on  ;  and  then,  after 
this  is  done,  he  says  : 

“  It  would  then  be  in  a  position  to  proceed,  1st,  with  the  much 
wanted  extension  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Railway  ;  2nd,  with 
the  completion  of  the  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  ;  3rd,  to  secure,  in  some 
way,  a  connection  with  the  city  and  harbor  of  Quebec;  4th,  with 
reasonable  aid  from  the  Government,  to  extend  the  Canadian  Pacific 
system  to  the  ocean" ports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces;  5th,  it  would 
also  be  in  a  position  to  aid  indirectly  in  securing  the  early  completion 
of  its  Ontario  division  to  the  Detroit  River,  and  at  the  same  time 
removing  for  ever  all  necessity  for  any  further  application  to  the 
Government  for  assistance'on  the  part  of  the  company.” 

These  seven  things  he  speaks  of,  showing  that  wo  have 
not  removed  that  necessity  by  the  last  Act,  though  wo  were 
told  so,  and  unless  we  grant  this  condition  we  do  not  remove 
that  necessity,  yet  I  find  that  in  the  report  of  the  company, 
as  it  now  stands,  they  say; 

“  This  measure  does  not  afford  means  for  so  complete  and  advan¬ 
tageous  an  arrangement  of  the  company’s  affairs  as  wonld  have  been 
obtainedjunder  the  conditions  suggested  in  the  president’s  letter  of 
the  18th  March  last.” 


They  go  on  to  say : 

“  But  the  company  is  being  pressed  in  several  quarters  for  extensions 
and  additional  facilities  beyond  its  main  line,  some  of  which  it  desires 
to  provide  ;  and  although  the  directors  hope  that  the  measure  proposed 
may  also  enable  them  to  meet  the  more  important  of  these  requirements, 
it  remains  to  be  seen  how  far  the  Government  measure,  in  reducing  so 
largely  the  relief  the  company  requested,  may  not  restrict  i  s  power  of 
providing  for  the  extensions  of  its  connections  which  the  company  and 
the.  public, and,  it  is  believed,  the  Government,  also,  so  desired  to  see  car¬ 
ried  out ;  aDy  may  not  also  interfere  with  the  intention  and  wish  of  the 
company  to  anticipate  the  period  of  the  repayment  of  the  Government 
loan.” 

There  you  see,  Sir,  the  direct  statement,  very  pointed,  that 
it  is  not  expected  to  be  within  their  power  to  carry  out 
these  various  things  which  they  pro  posed  to  carryout,  whioh 
they  pledged  themselves  to  carry  out,  if  the}’-  got  their  own 
terms.  So  we  have  not  now  tho  assurance  that  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  will  be  fulfilled  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  we  have  a  fair  and  frank  statement,  which 
it  does  him  credit  to  have  made,  that  those  terms  are 
inadequate  to  produce  such  results.  In  that  point  of 
view,  I  think  we  have  important  considerations  pre¬ 
sented  to.  us.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  necessary 
for  us  to  know  what  this  arrangement  will  accom¬ 
plish.  Sir,  we  have  been  asked  to  assist  this  company 
once  and  again,  and  now  for  the  third  ti  me — to  make  the  con¬ 
tract  first,  to  assist  secondly,  and  now  to  assist  again.  And 
we  want  to  know  distinctly  what  is  going  to  be  aoco  n- 
plisbed.  Is  this  to  be  the  last  time  of  calling  ?  How  much 
is  tho  deficiency?  What  changes  aro  to  bo  made?  What 
additional  expenses  incurred,  in  order  that  these  things 
shall  really  be  done  ;  else  this  will  not  be  the  last  time 
of  asking,  and  wo  must  expeot  to  be  called  upon 
again?.  The  hon.  gentleman  dealt,  in  this  portion  of  his 
speech,  with  the  question  of  tho  route  of  the  road,  and  he 
gave  us  some  statements  as  to  the  route,  anl  some  com¬ 
parative  statements  with  reference  to  this  road,  and  the 
other  Pacific  roads  which  demand  some  atttention  at  ray 
hands.  I  did  not  intend  to  say  much  upon  that  topic,  nor, 
indeed,  had  I  intended  to  touch  to  any  great  extent  upon 
tho  topics  which  have  occupied  me  up  to  this  time,  but  the 
unusual  course  which  was  pursued,  in  making  two  speeches, 
and  dealing  with  all  phases  of  this  question,  from  the  earliest 
period  to  tho  end,  of  course  rendered  it  necessary  that 
an  answer  should  be  mado  at  the  earliest  practicable  moment, 
and  as  fully  as  it  could  bo  by  one  individual,  with  such 
disadvantages  as  one  individual  labors  under  in  speaking  at 
this  hour  in  the  night,  and  after  the  House  has  been  sitting 
nearly  12  hours.  Bat  those  statements  demand  from  me, 
and  they  shall  receive,  reply.  I  have  not  been  able  to  agree 
to  the  wisdom  of  the  change  in  tho  route  of  tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  I  have  never  been  able  to  see  that  it  was 
dictated  by  a  wise  appreciation  of  all  the  facts,  properly 
collected,  before  tho  decision  was  arrived  at.  I  maintain 
that  the  decision  was  arrived  at  and  acted  on  by  the 
company,  long  before  they  had  found  the  route  through 
the  Kicking  Horse  Pass.  I  maintain  that  they,  having 
determined  to  risk  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass  route,  have 
in  tho  end,  persuaded  tho  Government,  during  the 
absence  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  and  while  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  now  acting  was  acting  as  Minister, 
to  agre  to  a  modification  of  his  former  policy.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  has  just  been  intimated  to  me  that 
the  Government  is  willing  to  oonsent  to  an  adjournment. 

I  am  sorry  to  ask  it,  but  as  I  am  answering  two  speeches 
late  at  night, it  would  bo  a  convenience  to  me,  as  I  have  a 
good  deal  to  say  yet  in  reply  to  them. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN.  It  was  intimated  just  now 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  about  one  half  through  his 
speech,  and  that  he  was  desirous  of  an  adjournment.  Under 
these  circumstances,  perhaps  he  will  move  the  adjournment 
|  of  the  debate. 
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Mr.  BLAKE  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12:20  a.m., 
Wednesday, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  17th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 
Prayers, 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT,  1883. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  the  consideration 
of  the  amendments  mado  by  the  Sonate  to  Bill  (No.  92) 

An  Act  further  to  amend  ‘  The  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
1878,’  and  ‘  The  Liquor  License  Act,  1883,’  be  'made  the 
first  Order  for  Thursday  after  Routine  Proceedings. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RESOLUTIONS. 

The  House  resumed  the  adjourned  debate  on  Mr.  Pope’s 
proposed  motion,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair 
for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider 
certain  proposed  resolutions  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  the  House  adjourned  last  night,  I 
was  adverting  to  the  question  of  the  routo  of  the  railway, 
upon  which  something  requires  to  be  said,  not  merely  in 
consequence  of  the  intrinsic  importance  of  the  question,  but 
also  because  reference  has  been  made  to  it  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposito  in  connection  with  the  other  important  ques¬ 
tion  of  grades,  curves  and  alignment  of  the  road.  I  pointed 
out  that  I  had  not  been  able  to  assent  to  the  views  that  it 
was  a  pi  udent  thing  to  change  the  route  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  The  hon.  gentleman,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  declared— as  I  showed  from  the  language  of  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  last  night,  erroneously— that  the  surveys 
which  had  been  made  under  the  auspices  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  had  been  entirely  use¬ 
less,  I  admit  a  portion  of  theso  was  less  useful  than  it 
would  have  been  had  the  routo  adopted  by  both 
Governments,  that  by  the  Yellow  Head  Pass,  been  fortu¬ 
nately  retained.  It  is  to  be  remembered  that  the  present 
Government,  as  well  as  the  Government  of  my  hon. 
friend,  formally  adopted  that  route  which  these  surveys 
led  them  to  conclude  was  the  proper  route ;  and  it  was  not 
until  after  the  enterprise  had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  that  the  present  Government 
agreed  to  a  change  of  route.  That  change  was  dictated 
by  considerations  which  did  not  give  duo  attention  to  the 
topographical  features  of  the  country  through  which  the 
road  was  to  pass.  I  make  that  statement  without  hesita¬ 
tion,  because  the  public  papers  provo  that  there  had  been 
no  ascertainment  of  a  real  practicable  route  when  the  com¬ 
pany  began  to  press  upon  the  Government  to  accede  to 
their  determination  to  go  south.  I  believe  the  company 
speculated  on  the  possibility  of  a  route  being  found  through 
the  Rockies,  the  Selkirk  and  the  Gold  ranges,  and  that 
they  were  anxious  to  secure  a  southern  route  through 
the  prairies  for  two  reasons.  First,  because  it  was  known 
to  be  an  easier  line,  one  requiring  no  consider¬ 
able  bridges,  requiring  none,  in  fact,  of  importance 
except  one  across  the  Saskatchewan  and  a  much  less 
expensive  one  across  the  Assiniboine,  thus  being  a  better 
Mr.  Blake. 
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railway  country,  in  that  respect,  than  the  other  line,  and 
therefore  affording  cheaper  construction.  Secondly, 
and  perhaps  a  more  important  object  to  them,  because  they 
believed  it  would  enable  them  more  effectually  to  control 
and  dominate  the  traffic  of  the  North-West.  The  nearer 
they  got  the  main  line  to  the  international  boundary,  the 
less  danger  there  would  be  for  them  of  pressure  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  line  south  of  their  line.  These  were  the  points 
of  view  of  the  policy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  which 
led  to  this  conclusion.  They  built  their  line  through  a 
country  which  is  not  equal  to  the  territory  of  the  central 
route.  I  point  to  the  fact  that  the  statement  made 
by  tho  First  Minister  is  before  the  House,  which  shows 
that  not  a  single  homestead  has  been  taken  up  between  the 
3rd  and  4th  meridian  on  the  48  mile  belt,  and  between  the 
4th  and  5th  meridiau  only  23  homesteads  have  been  taken 
up,  thus  giving  a  total  of  23  homesteads  on  more  than  400 
miles  of  railway,  stretching  between  a  point  close  to  Moose 
Jaw  and  a  point  close  to  Calgary.  I  point  to  that  fact  as 
one  of  great  consequence  and  importance.  I  point  also  to 
the  second  fact,  that  between  the  3rd  and  4th  meridian,  the 
company  has  accepted  524,100  acres,  while  in  that  same 
area  between  the  3rd  and  4th  meridians  it  has  assumed  to 
reject  126,720  acres,  or  about  one-fourth  the  area  accepted. 
That  figure  is  also  of  great  consequence.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  serious  dispute  as  to  the  proposition  that  the 
territory  is  in  fact  inferior.  I  observe  that  in  the  speech  of 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  made  in  Winnipeg,  in  September,  1884, 
he  used  these  expressions  on  this  subject : 

“  They  were  anxious  to  impress  the  consideration  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  was  only  the  beginning  of  the  vast  “railway  system,- 
nothing  more  or  less  than  the  main  artery  from  which  mu3t  branch  out 
many  veins,  the  backbone  of  the  body  politic,  the  limbs,  arms,  toes  and 
fingers  yet  to  come. 

“  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  runs  through  a  rich  country  no 
doubt,  but  still  not  the  richest,  the  richest  country  was  far  to  the  north, 
and  to  that  country  branches  must  extend.  Critics  said  that  the  main 
line  ought  to  have  been  taken  farther  north,  but  no  doubt  the  wisest 
course  has  been  followed,  because  the  main  trunk  runs  nearly  as 
straight  as  an  arrow  from  ocean  to  ocean. 

“  The  remaining  work  of  constructing  branches  was  what  ought  be 
called  the  crying  want  of  the  North-West. 

“  They  had  heard  many  remarks  from  many  farmers  to  the  effect  that 
branch  railways  were  wanting  towards  the  south  from  the  main  line  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  so  as  to  make  connection  with  the  rail¬ 
way?  advancing  upwards  from  the  United  States. 

“  The  great  and  pressing  importance  of  these  matters  should  receive 
consideration.” 

Now,  this  gentleman  voiced,  I  .suppose,  the  general  infor¬ 
mation  of  those  whom  he  had  met  in  the  extended  tour 
which  he  and  his  confreres  of  the  British  Association  took 
through  the  North-West,  and  gives  them  as  the  impression 
of  the  people  of  the  country  with  reference  to  the  relative 
quality  of  land  on  each  route,  and  also  as  to  the  necessity 
of  branch  lines  southward  as  well  as  northward.  He  also 
points  to  the  wisdom,  in  his  view,  of  building  a  straight  line, 
but  we  know  that,  in  railway  construction,  it  is  not  always 
the  straightest  that  is  the  shortest  line.  The  question  of 
curves  and  the  question  of  grades  tend  materially  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  practical  shortness  of  a  line  of  railway.  There  is 
also  the  question  of  the  comparative  character  of  the 
climatic  conditions  of  the  two  passes.  In  the  Yellow  Head 
Pass,  as  is  found  by  tho  reports  of  the  engineers  who 
visited  that  region  for  a  long  time,  who  traversed  it  fre¬ 
quently,  and  also  by  the  reports  of  explorers  and  travellers 
for  many  years  through  that  country,  there  are  no  traces  of 
avalanches  or  snowslides.  But,  both  on  the  Rockies  and  on 
the  Selkirks,  and  perhaps  on  the  Gold  Range,  at  the  cross¬ 
ings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  case  is  entirely 
different.  If  you  refer  to  the  papers  laid  on  the  Table,  you 
will  find  that  Mr.  Tice  President  and  General  Manager 
Yan  Horne  applies,  I  think  in  the  month  of  September  last, 
to  be  allowed  to  make  permanent  for  some  years  the  tem¬ 
porary  line  round  a  portion  of  the  main  proposed  line  in 
tho  Kicking  Horse  Pass,  and  the  reason  why  he  proposes  to 
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make  that  line  permanent  for  some  years— a  line  with  gra¬ 
dients  ol  237  feet  to  the  mile  and  with  very  severe  curvature 
— is,  as  he  declares,  that  there  are  several  boulder  slides 
along  the  main  located  line,  and  there  is  one  avalanche  or 
snowslide  moving  from  a  glacier  high  up  in  Mount 
Stephen,  that  the  engineers  have  been  observing 
the  movement  of  these  boulder  slides  and  this  snow- 
slide  for  a  considerable  time  past,  but  that  they  have 
not  been  able  to  decide  what  would  be  the  proper 
route  in  order  to  avoid  the  dangers  and  difficulties  arising 
from  them,  and  that  severa1  years,  I  think,  is  the 
phrase,  but  at  any  rate  a  very  considerable  time  of  observa¬ 
tion  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  establish  the  proper  per¬ 
manent  route  across  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass ;  and  there¬ 
fore,  says  Mr.  Van  Horne,  I  ask  your  approval  of  our  open¬ 
ing  the  road  and  working  it  for  some  years  to  come  with 
the  temporary  line  we  have  built  to  facilitate  construction. 
He  proceeds  to  point  out,  rather  in  contrast  to  the  glowing 
terms  which  we  hear  as  to  the  great  traffic  that  is  to  go  over 
the  road  from  China  and  Japan,  and  to  China  and  Japan, 
that  the  severe  grades  to  which  I  have  referred,  the  grade 
of  287  to  the  mile,  the  severe  combined  grades  and  curves, 
are  of  less  consequence  there  because  the  traffic  will  be  com¬ 
paratively  light  for  some  years  to  come,  and  will  not  compare 
at  all  with  the  traffic  in  the  prairie  country.  So  I  find  a 
complete  proof,  from  the  application  of  the  president  of  the 
company  and  the  assent  of  the  Government  to  that  applica¬ 
tion  thus  formally  made,  agreeing  in  the  force  and  strength  of 
his  reasoning,  and  determining  that  for  some  years  tho 
temporary  line  is  to  be  used,  in  order  that  they  may  see 
what  the  permanent  location  should  be ;  that  there  are 
difficulties  in  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass  which  do  not  exist 
in  the  Yellow  Head.  Then  I  come  to  the  question  of  the 
Selkirks,  close  to  the  Illecillewaet  Creek,  which  descends 
from  a  point  close  to  the  crossing  of  the  Selkirks,  going 
westwards  towards  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  I  find  that,  in 
answer  to  a  question  put  by  me  early  in  the  Session,  the 
Minister  of  Kailways  declared  that  they  had  no  reports  upon 
the  subject  of  snowslides  in  that  region  at  all,  but  that  the 
engineers  had  been  ordered  to  observe.  Later  on,  in  answer 
to  a  question  put  by  mo,  on  information  I  had  received 
from  the  west,  ho  declared  that  the  company  had  made  an 
application  to  change  the  location  they  had  already  made 
at  that  point,  and  to  make  a  new  location,  bocause  the  loca¬ 
tion  which  they  had  adopted  was  an  impracticable  location. 
Why  ?  In  consequence  of  the  snowslides  there.  And  tho 
other  day  I  applied  to  know  whether  the  new  location 
had  been  laid  beforo  the  Government  for  approval,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  it  had  not  yet  been  laid 
before  the  Government  for  approval.  But  in  his 
former  statement  he  had  said  the  proposal  was  to 
adopt  a  location  which  would  lengthen  the  lino  some 
3|  miles.  The  Government,  then,  has  not  yet  got 
a  practicable  location  across  tho  Selkirk  Lange,  the  company 
has  not  yet  got  a  practicable  location  across  the  Selkirk 
Lange,  because  unquestionably,  if  ths  comjtany  was  in  a 
position  to  submit  tho  profiles  and  plans  and  tho  requisite 
information  for  that  practicable  location,  having  long  ago 
informed  the  hon.  gentleman  that  they  could  not  use  the  loca¬ 
tion  which  they  had  adopted  and  which  he  had  approved,  and 
would  be  obliged  to  resort  to  a  new  one  and  havinggiven  some 
general  information  upon  it,  they  would  havo  submitted  the 
new  location  and  tho  evidence.  Bat  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  yet  submitted  any  evidence  upon  the  subject  of  the 
snowslides.  Now,  this  is  a  most  material  and  important 
question. .  You  find,  at  the  two  great  crossings  which  are 
involved  in  the  change  of  route,  if  there  be  not  three,  if  the 
Gold  Hills  be  not  considered  a  third,  the  question  of  boulder 
slides  and  snowslides  or  avalanches  assuming  great  and 
disagreeable  prominence,  and  you  find  us  actually  to-day 
without  information  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  or  in 
the  hands  of  the  House  that  there  is  a  really  safe,  practic-j 
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able  location  across  these  mountains.  The  hon .  gentleman 
has  received,  or  at  any  rate  has  brought  before  the  House, 
no  evidence  as  to  what  the  condition  of  things  has  been  in  re¬ 
ference  to  the  snowslides  on  the  route  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Lailway  in  the  Selkirks  ;  but  I  have  found  some  information 
which  has  been  accessible  to  the  public,  and  I  read  it  to  the 
House  in  order  that  we  may  understand  if  it  is  not  possible 
to  obtain  some  authentic  official  information  upon  a  question 
so  critical  and  important  as  this  is  ;  and  I  beg  the  House  to 
observe  that  by  the  course  which  has  been  taken, in  determin¬ 
ing  the  location  through  tho  North-West  beforo  these 
important,  crucial  questions  of  the  crossings  of  the  Selkirks 
and  the  Lockies  had  been  decided,  by  sufficient  length  of 
time  in  exploration,  by  sufficient  length  of  time  in  observing 
the  climatic  difficulties,  wo  were  plunged  into  that 
particular  route  and  pledged  to  that  particular  crossing.  I 
say  that  was  an  act  of  great  imprudence  for  which  the 
Government  is  responsible.  Long  ago  difficulties  had  been 
stated  by  the  aboriginal  inhabitants  to  exist  in  that  part  of 
the  country.  Of  this  very  place,  in  1865,  Mr.  Moberly,  an 
engineer,  said  : 

“  I  tried  to  induce  the  Indians  to  accompany  me  all  the  way  across 
the  Selkirk  Range.” 

In  another  passage : 

“  All  my  efforts  were  unavailing,  as  they  affirmed  that,  if  we  went  ins 
we  should  be  caught  in  the  snow  and  never  get  out  of  the  mountains,’* 

In  another  passage  : 

“  We  soon  found  ourselves  500  feet  below  the  summit.  The  adjoining 
mountains  are  steep,  and  tracks  of  avalanches  are  frequent.” 

The  Calgary  Herald  of  the  19th  February  last  contains  this 
statement : 

“  Corporal  McDonald  left  the  second  crossing  of  the  Columbia  on 
February  8th,  and  rode  for  30  miles  east  up  the  west  slope  of  the 
Selkirk  Range.  Having  gone  thus  far,  he  found  himself  14  or  15  miles 
from  the  summit,  and  unable  to  proceed  further  unless  on  foot,  and  that 
with  difficulty.  The  reason  Corporal  McDonald  was  unable  to  ride  that 
stretch  of  mountain  road  was  that  from  where  he  had  dismounted, 
straight  up  to  the  summit,  the  pass  was  one  mass  of  avalanches,  and 
snowslides,  and  fallen  glaciers.  The  snowslides  were  solid  packs  of 
ice,  and  were  sometimes  50  feet  in  thickness.  Muir’s  men,  under  the 
direction  of  Foreman  Garner,  were  hard  at  work  cleaning  the  Tote 
road,  which  had  been  a  chief  sufferer  by  the  slides,  un  February  8th, 
the  day  McDonald  left  the  second  crossing,  a  slide  had  occurred  sis 
miles  west  of  the  summit,  at  McKenzie’s  camp,  and  a  man  named  Robert 
Miller  had  been  killed  by  it.  Miller  was  the  cook  of  the  camp.  On  the 
same  day  another  slide  occurred  four  miles  on  the  west  of  the  summit, 
at  Ro3s  McDermott’B  camp.  In  this  slide  three  men  were  buried  alive, 
and  have  not  smce  been  seen.  One  of  these  men  was  known  to  be 
Dulac,  a  Frenchman.  When  the  slide  occurred  the  French¬ 
man  and  two  others  were  known  to  have  been  overwhelmed 
by  it,  and  none  of  the  three  were  subsequently  seen  alive. 
A  third  slide  occurred  at  the  summit  of  the  range  where  Hill’s  store  was. 
There  were  a  number  of  men  in  the  store  at  the  time.  Luckily  only  the 
skirts  of  the  avalanche  swept  the  store,  the  consequence  being  that  only 
the  west  corner  was  buried  and  the  men  succeeded  in  escaping  through  the 
windows  east  of  the  Selkirks.  It  took  McDonald  a  day  and  a  half  to 
reach  the  summit  of  the  Selkirks.  Arrived  there  he  got  a  horse  from  the 
detatchment  stationed  there  and  rode  to  Beaver  Greek,  a  distance  of  '28 
miles  or  30  miles.  The  eastern  slope  of  the  Selkirks  was  free  from  the 
slides,  and  was  a  more  favorite  resort  for  the  workmen  on  the  road 
than  the  western  slope.  In  fact,  the  men  at  work  on  the  west  slope 
were  quitting  work  on  account  of  the  dangers.  They  evidently  had 
the  same  opinion  a3  Mr.  Moberly's  Indian,  “That  if  they  went  in  they 
would  be  caught  in  tho  snow  and  never  get  out  of  the  mountains,  in 
fact  the  road  from  the  summit  of  the  Selkirks  west  beyoud  the  second 
crossing  in  the  Gold  Range,  was  having  a  hard  time  of  it.  In  the  Gold 
Range  the  road  had  been  overflowed  by  a  slide  and  Wright’s  teams 
were  all  blocked  out.” 

Then  I  find  in  tho  Moosomin  Courier,  of  March  12th,  1885, 
this  statement : 

“  Mr.  Bowen  found  the  chief  topic  of  conversation  at  the  Greek  was 
the  abnormal  amount  of  snowslides  obstructing  work .  The  workmen  on 
the  road  seem  panic-stricken,  and  many  of  them  are  refusing  to  work  on 
account  of  the  danger,  others  are  striking  for  higher  wages,  the  demand 
beingtor  $3.50  per  day.  The  slides  seem  to  occur  chiefly  on  the  west 
slope  of  the  Selkirks  and  on  the  east  slope  of  the  Gold  Range.  Some, 
however,  have  taken  place  on  the  east  slope  of  the  Selkirks,  in  one  of 
which  Holt,  the  contractor,  had  $65,000  worth  of  supplies  swept  away 
about  a  fortnight  ago,  Monday  it  was  recovered,  however,  the  loss 
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amounting  finally  to  about  $10,000.  Hill’s  store  at  the  summit  of  the 
Selkirks  was  also  swept  away.  West  of  the  summit  the  road  is  blocked 
with  the  snow,  the  slides  occurring  nearly  every  day.  Wright,  the  con¬ 
tractor,  whose  men  are  working  on  the  east  slope  of  the  Gold  tiange, 
is  now  getting  his  supplies  from  Beaver  Greek,  the  road  to  Kamloops 
being  completely  blocked.  So  far  there  are  six  men  known  to  have 
perished  in  these  slides,  but  there  are  others  whose  names  have  not 
been  ascertained,  who  also  got  buried  in  them.  There  was  a  rumor 
among  the  men  that  the  line  of  route  was  being  slightly  changed  on 
account  of  the  dangers  from  avalanches.  Instead  of  seeking  the  centre 
of  the  passes  the  road  was  being  led  along  the  mountain  side,  the  rock 
being  scooped  out  to  afford  more  shelter  to  the  passing  trains.” 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  the  statement  of  the  newspapers  as  to  the 
condition  of  things.  I  should  have  been  glad  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  given  us  an  authentic  statement  from  the 
reports  of  the  Government’s  and  the  company’s  engi¬ 
neers  and  from  the  contractors,  of  what  th9  state  of 
things  is.  I  think  it  was  his  duty  to  have  done  so.  I 
think  that  Parliament  has  a  right  to  be  informed  as  to  the 
results  of  the  operations,  as  to  what  the  results  has  been 
with  reference  to  the  climatic  difficulties  on  the  route 
which  was  chosen  without  those  pr-ecautions  and  explor¬ 
ations,  which  should  have  been  insisted  on  before  the 
Government  allowed  themselves  to  be  committed  to 
it  at  the  solicitation  of  the  company.  In  the  same  con¬ 
nection  I  may  advert  to  the  circumstances  that  we  now 
find  in  the  papers  on  the  Table  an  estimate  for  a  further 
large  sum  of  money  for  snowsheds,  not  merely  on  the 
north  shore  of  Lake  Superior,  but  the  largest  part  in  the 
Pacific  region.  Now  this  was  either  considered  as  an  essen¬ 
tial  for  this  road  originally  or  it  was  not.  If  it  was  con¬ 
sidered  as  an  essential  originally^and  was  included  in  the 
estimates  of  last  year,  it  is  embraced  in  the  money  that  is 
voted  to  finish  the  road ;  but,  if  it  was  not  considered  a 
necessity  then,  it  has  become  a  necessity  on  account 
of  these  subsequent  developments,  and,  therefore,  you  have 
additional  proof  from  the  company  itself  that  there  have 
been  developments  of  a  serious  character  with  reference  to 
the  climatic  difficulties  in  passing  this  way— how  serious, 
what  the  drawbacks  may  be,  what  the  difficulties  may  be, 
arising  therefrom,  it  is  of  course  impossible  for  me  to  tell. 
I  have  endeavored,  beforo  reading  in  this  House  what  is 
notorious  to  the  public  through  the  medium  of  the  news¬ 
papers,  to  obtain  authentic  information  from  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  and  having  so  endeavored  in  vain,  1  have 
brought  the  subject  once  again  before  the  House  in  tne 
hope  that  we  may  even  yet  obtain  that  information  to  which 
we  are  entitled.  Then  passing  the  climatic  question,  which 
is  a  very  serious  difficulty,  we  come  to  the  question  of 
grades  and  curves.  As  I  have  said,  it  is  not  only  a  question 
of  mileage  with  reference  to  a  railway,  it  is  a  question  of 
gradients  and  a  question  of  curves.  In  the  debate  which 
took  place  last  year,  when  the  hon.  member  for  Eichmond 
and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  undertook  the  duty  of  sustaining, 
after  I  had  spoken,  the  position  of  the  Government,  he,  in  a 
very  elaborate  speech, dealt  with  many  topics, amongst  others 
with  that  of  grades  and  curves  ;  and  ho  stated,  as  you  will 
find  in  the  report  of  the  Debates,  that  the  utmost  care  had 
been  taken  to  give  easy  grades  and  easy  curves  to  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway.  Now,  by  the  Yellow  Head,  the  max¬ 
imum  grade  was  1  in  100,  or  52-80  to  the  mile.  The  stiff 
grades  there  of  52*80  were  all  concentrated  witbin  30  miles, 
and  the  longest  stiff  grade  was  but  3J  miles.  That  is  the 
condition  of  the  Yellow  HeadPass.  By  the  Kicking  Horse 
Pass  there  are  over  52  miles  of  116  feet  or  1 1 1  feet ;  there  are 
over  52  miles  of  that  grade,  more  than  double  the  maximum 
of  the  Tellow  Head  Pass  grade,  and  more  than  three  times  the 
mileage  of  that  grade.  Contrasting  these  things  you  have  got 
in  one  case  16  miles  of  a  grade  of  52-80,  and  you  have  got  in 
the  other  52  miles  of  a  grade  of  116  or  117.  This  is  alto¬ 
gether  apart  from  the  temporary  line,  which  temporary 
line  is  to  be  the  permanent  line  for  several  years  to  come, 
and  to  carry  this  immense  traffic  which  is  expected  to  go 
over  the  line  from  China  to  Europe,  and  back  from 
Mr.  Blake. 
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Eui-ope  to  China.  On  that  line  the  grades  are  to 
the  100,  or  237  to  the  mile.  The  grades  are  so  steep  that 
already  serious  accidents  have  occurred.  In  one  case  a 
construction  train  ran  away  and  a  large  number  of  men 
were  injured,  and  there  are  in  the  course  of  the  grade  two  of 
what  are  called  switch  backs,  arrangements  by  which,  if  you 
find  the  train  is  overpowering  you,  you  can  run  it  off  the  main 
track  and  run  it  up  a  little  hill  so  as  to  stop  it.  That  is  the 
kind  of  track  over  which  the  traffic  on  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  to  be  carried  on  for  some  years  to  come  — 237  feet 
to  the  mile,  protected  by  switch  backs.  Taking  the  119  miles 
west  from  the  summit  of  tho  Rockies,  there  are  only  11^ 
miles  about  as  near  as  I  can  make  out,  of  levels.  Now  with 
reference  to  curves.  On  the  Yellow  Head  line,  on  the  line 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York,  there  was  but  one  curve 
of  8  degrees,  and  there  were  several  of  7  degrees,  and  those 
curves  of  7  degrees  were  on  levels,  or  very  low  grades,  and 
I  need  hardly  tell  the  House  that  that  is  a  very  important 
consideration,  that  the  combination  of  a  steep  grade  and  a 
sharp  curve  intensifies  tho  difficulty,  and  that  therefore  it  is 
customary,  wherever  practicable,  to  compensate  for  the  cur¬ 
vature  by  the  grade.  But,  as  I  say,  on  the  Yellow  Head  Pass, 
the  maximum  curve  was  one  of  8  degrees,  and  there  were 
several  of  7  degrees.  Now,  what  is  the  case  in  the  119 
miles  west  of  the  summit  of  the  located  line  ?  Why, 
Sir,  there  are  no  less  than  103  10-degree  curves,  37 
9-degree  curves,  and  76  8-degree  curves  and  under 
9  degrees,  making  216  curves  of  that  very  severe  char¬ 
acter.  And  this  does  not  include  all,  because  there  are 
several  very  sharp  curves  on  the  line  beyond  the  119 
miles.  The  investigation  which  I  have  made  did  not 
enable  me  to  go  through  the  whole  of  the  line,  and 
therefore  I  took  this  particular  section  of  119  miles,  and 
from  the  imperfect  information  before  us  I  gleaned  such 
facts  as  I  could.  Now,  Sir,  tho  total  number  of  curvos  on 
that  119  miles  is  691.  On  one  mile  there  is  about  2,000 
feet  of  tangent,  as  near  as  I  can  make  out ;  on  another  of 
1,500  feet;  on  several  more  about  2,000  feet.  In  one  place, 
in  about  2,200  feet  of  line,  there  are^five  curves,  thus :  10 
degree  right ;  10  degree  left ;  8  degree  right  ;  8  degree 
left ;  and  6  degree  right.  They  take  as  many  and  as 
sharp  turns  as  this  Administration  does.  In  12  con¬ 
secutive  miles  there  are  123  curves,  18  of  10  degrees, 
9  of  9  degrees,  19  of  8  degrees,  15  of  7  degrees  and 
under  8,  2  of  6  and  under  7,  or  63  curvos  over 
the  minimum  curve  of  tho  Union  Pacific ;  and  these 
are  on  grades  which  average  about  116  feet.  That 
is  the  condition  of  things.  I  say  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  authorised  this  location ;  authorised  a  location  by  way 
of  Kicking  Horse  Pass,  beforo  he  had  before  him  plans  and 
profiles,  showing  that  there  was  a  practicable  road  witbin 
the  conditions  of  the  contract,  by  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass. 
They  had  realised  that  duty  of  theirs  at  an  early  stage.  I  can 
call  your  attention  to  the  Order  in  Council,  and  the  reports 
of  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  showing  that  he  declined,  on  the 
advice  of  the  engineer,  to  recommend  the  location 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  through  tho  prairies 
of  the  North-West,  beyond  a  particular  point  on  those 
prairies,  because  they  were  pointing  towards  Calgary 
and  Kicking  Horse ;  and  because  he  said  beyond  this  point, 
which  is  a  common  point  for  both  routes,  the  route  by  the 
Yellow  Head  and  by  Kicking  Horse,  I  will  not  authorise 
tho  location  until  you  show  me  a  line  within  the  contract 
by  the  Kicking  Horse.  That  was  his  determination,  and 
ho  declined  to  authorise  a  location  beyond  the  common  point 
I  have  mentioned.  I  can  show  subsequent  Orders  in 
Council  passed  under  tho  rule  of  tho  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  in  which,  with  the  former  Order  in  Council 
staring  him  in  the  face,  and  without  information  that 
there  would  be  a  practicable  line  within  the  contract  by 
the  Kicking  Horse,  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  did 
authorise  the  location  of  the  lino  to  a  point  which  was  run- 
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ning  southerly,  and  by  which  in  effect  he  pledged  the 
Government  to  agree  to  the  Calgary  and  Kicking  Horse 
route. 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  contrast  the  Order 
in  Council  and  the  reports  of  Mr.  Schreiber  and  Sir  Charles 
Tapper  with  his  own  Order  in  Council  and  reports,  and  he 
will  be  unabl9  to  say  “no”  without  conflicting  with  those 
reports.  Already  the  route  was  authorised  towards  the 
Kicking  Horse  before  he  had  the  proof  that  a  line  within 
the  conditions  and  terms  on  the  contract  was  practicable  by 
that  route.  They  adopted  that  route  in  excess  of  their 
powers.  They  were  authorised  to  approve  a  location  within 
the  contract,  and,  in  the  earlier  Orders  in  Council  and 
reports  approving  the  section  of  the  location  of  the  line,  the 
grades  and  curves  are  shown  to  be  within  the  standard  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  contract,  and  upon  those  reports  the 
Government  approved  of  those  locations.  But  on  this  occa 
sion  they  have  acted  in  excess  of  their  powers,  because  they 
have  approved  of  grades  and  curves  which  are  in  excess  of 
the  standard  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  The  hon. 
gentleman  declared  the  other  day,  with  a  view  of  escaping 
from  that  statement,  that  the  maximum  grade  on  the  Union 
Pacific  was  116  and  the  minimum  curve  11  degrees.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken  in  that  state¬ 
ment.  Some  years  ago  I  put  the  question  to  his 
predecessor,  or  the  then  Minister  of  .Railways — because 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  yet  Minister  of  .Railways — 
whether  the  maximum  grade  of  the  Union  Pacific  was 
90,  and  he  told  me  across  the  House  that  it  was  90.  But 
in  anticipation  of  some  questions  arising  on  the  subject,  and 
being  aware  that  sometimes  grades  and  curves  which  occur 
not  on  the  line  of  the  Union  Pacific  but  on  somo  branches 
or  extensions,  are  referred  to  as  being  those  of  the  Union 
Pacific,  I  took  occasion  to  get  an  official  statement  from  the 
proper  authorities  of  what  the  grades  and  curves  on  the 
Union  Pacific  were.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Charlton)  wrote  at  my  request  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Railway  at  Washington  a  letter  in  March,  and  this  is  the 
reply  to  that  letter  : 

“  Department  op  the  Interior, 

“Office  of  Commissioner  of  Railroads, 

“  Washington,  D.O.,  March  12th,  1885. 

“  Hon.  John  Charlton,  Ottawa,  Canada. 

“Dear  Sir, — In  reply  to  your  enquiries  about  the  grades,  curvature  and 
Character  of  bridges  upon  the  Union  Pacific  Railway,  I  have  the  honor 
to  make  the  following  statements  : 

“  (a)  As  to  maximum  grades,  number  of  miles  of  same,  &c.  The  max¬ 
imum  grade  is  89  •  76  feet  per  mile,  and  total  length  of  same  is  16  32 
miles;  the  aggregate  length  of  all  lesser  grades  is  833-18  miles;  the 
average  grade  is  24  33  feet  per  mile  ;  length  of  level  is  18818  miles. 

“  ( b )  As  to  the  curves  upon  the  road,  radius  of  each,  &c.  The  total 
curvature  is  22,508-43°,  giving  an  average  per  mile  of  119-37°  or  2-26° 
per  100  feet  chord,  the  shortest  radius  is  942  feet.  There  are  no  means 
in  this  office  for  ascertaining  the  length  of  curves  that  occur  upon 
grades. 

“The  total  length  of  curved  line  is  188-66  miles,  being  about  18  per 
cent,  of  the  whole  length  of  road. 

“(c)  As  to  material,  class  and  character  of  bridges,  &c.  Moie  than 
three-fourths  of  the  whole  length  of  trussed  bridging  is  constructed  of 
iron,  of  excellent  design  and  abundant  strength  ;  all  the  other  bridge 
structures  are  of  wood,  in  excellent  condition,  and  fully  able  to  bear  a 
heavy  traffic. 

“  Yours  very  respectfully, 

“  W.  H.  ARMSTRONG, 

“  Commissioner." 

You  will  find  in  numerous  printed  documents  and  in  official 
reports  to  which  I  have  had  access,  and  I  speak  after  having 
read  them,  confirmatory  statements,  although  there  is  one 
report  dealing  not  with  the  Union  Pacific  proper,  but  with 
some  branches  and  extensions  - - 

Mr.  POPE.  That  was  putting  the  Central  with  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  discussed  both  the  Union  and  the 
Central  when  we  had  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  contract 


before  us ;  and  we  were  told  that  it  was  the  Union  Pacific 
which  was  to  bo  the  standard,  not  the  Central  Pacific.  The 
hon.  gentleman  takes  the  Union  and  the  Central,  and  the 
whole  system  of  those  two  lines,  and  joins  them  together  for 
the  purpose  of  his  argument,  because  he  finds  on  the  Cen¬ 
tral  a  10  or  11  degree  curve  and  117  feet  grade,  and  he  says 
that  is  the  standard  to  which  we  agreed. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  part  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  not  part  of  the  Union  Pacific.  It  was 
not  part  of  the  Union  Pacific  at  the  time  the  Canadian 
Pacific  contract  was  made.  Their  standards  are  different, 
and  it  was  the  standard  of  the  Union  Pacific  and  not  the 
standard  of  the  Central  we  adopted.  Compare  the  grades. 
You  have  a  maximum  grade  on  the  Union  Pacific  of  under 
90,  and  there  are  only  16’32  miles  of  that  maximum  grade. 
On  the  Canadian  Pacific  there  is  a  maximum  grade  on  the 
intended  permanent  line  of  116  or  117,  and  over  52  miles 
of  that.  But  you  have  got  also  on  the  temporary  line,  to 
be  used  for  a  long  time,  a  grade  of  237.  On  the  Union 
Pacific  there  is  a  minimum  curve  of  6  degrees,  and  on  the 
intended  permanent  lino  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
the  curves  are  even  in  excess  of  10  degrees,  for  there  is  one 
of  10-40  on  the  intended  permanent  line.  But  on  the  tem¬ 
porary  line  there  is  a  curve  of  11-30  degrees.  What  is  the 
curvature  of  the  Canadian  lino  ?  On  the  line  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  there  are,  apart  from  the  temporary 
line  and  leaving  out  the  11-30  curve,  142  curves  of  10  degrees 
62  of  9  degrees,  338  of  8  degrees,  114  of  7  degrees,  39  over 
6  degrees,  or  687  curves  in  excess  of  the  minimum  curve  on 
the  standard  line.  What  as  to  the  total  number  of  curves  ? 
There  are  no  less  than  4,258  curves  of  6  degroes  and  under, 
or  no  less  than  4,945  curves  in  all.  The  total  cur¬ 
vature  of  the  line  is  900  miles,  or  35  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
length  of  the  line.  On  the  Union  Pacific  the  total  curvature 
is  only  equal  to  18  per  cent,  of  the  length  of  the  line.  So 
you  have  about  double  the  curve  mileage  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  which  there  is  on  the  standard  line, 
and  no  less  than  206  double  curves,  and  I  suppose 
everybody  knows  what  a  double  curve  means  in  railway 
works.  This  much  was  gleaned  from  answers  to  ques¬ 
tions  put  to  the  Minister,  and  from  imperfect  information 
supplied  by  him.  No  proper  table  of  grades  and 
curves  divided  into  mileage  sections  has  ever  been  laid 
before  this  Houso,  or  has  been  prepared.  When  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  was  engaged  in  the  task  of  finding 
a  location  for  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
he  took  the  proper  and  usual  precautions,  and  you 
will  find  in  the  Blue  Books  tables  of  the  engineers  divided 
into  mileage  sections,  giving  information  in  that  form, 
and  showing  the  grades  and  curves  and  the  alignment  of 
that  line.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  was  bringing  down 
his  statements  with  reference  to  the  comparative  merits  of 
the  lines  to  form  tho  short  lino  from  Montreal  to  Halifax,  he 
brought  down  in  his  Blue  Book  these  tables  of  grades  and 
curves.  He  knew  you  could  not  tell  what  the  line  meant 
without  them,  and  they  are  down  here  on  the  Table  before 
you,  forming  an  element  in  your  decision.  But,  Sir,  the 
Government  has  never  caused  the  company  to  prepare,  it 
has  never  itself  prepared,  it  has  not  now  in  its 
possession — or  had  not  the  other  day,  for  when  1 
asked  the  question  I  was  told  that  the  tables  were 
only  in  course  of  preparation — analogous  tables  with 
reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  has  been 
under  construction  for  four  or  five  years,  so  that  the  essen¬ 
tial,  the  usual  preliminaries,  even  to  a  final  location,  have 
not  beeu  taken.  Although  the  final  location  has  passed, 
although  construction  is  advanced  and  almost  completed, 
although  the  country  has  paid  for  tho  road,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  not  caused  to  be  prepared  those  tables 
of  grades  and  curves  which  were  necessary  to  a  pro¬ 
per  determination  to  themselves,  and  necessary  to  the 
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proper  information  of  the  House  and  the  country. 
But,  Sir,  from  the  general  statements  I  have  been 
able  to  glean,  I  have  brought  before  you  these  results, 
and  I  maintain  that  the  statement  I  have  made  indicates 
a  very  unfortunate  condition  of  things  for  our  great  trans¬ 
continental  highway,  and  a  condition  particularly  unfortu¬ 
nate  with  reference  to  the  change  in  the  route.  The  reason 
why  this  route  was  changed,  was  that  it  was  going  to 
decrease  the  mileage  length  of  the  line  by  a  certain  number 
of  miles — or  rather,  by  an  uncertain  number  ;  I  cannot 
well  make  it  out,  as  it  seems  to  vary  a  good  deal  ;  some¬ 
times  69  or  70 — sometimes  about  100,  I  know  not  what  it 
was  or  what  it  will  be,  but  something  in  that  neighborhood. 
I  say  that  any  such  shortening  as  that  is  far  more  than 
counterbalanced  by  the  climatic  difficulties  to  which  I  have 
referred  and  by  the  steep  grades  and  the  sharp  curves  to 
which  I  have  referred  in  the  statement  I  have  made ;  and  I 
believe  that  my  hon.  friend’s  wisdom  in  the  choice  of  his  route 
has  been  already  demonstrated  by  what  has  already  taken 
place,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  I  believe  it  will  be  more 
demonstrated  hereafter  as  the  road  comes  to  be  worked  and 
the  traffic  upon  it  comes  to  be  heavier.  Now,  Sir,  looking 
at  the  two  speeches  of  the  hon.  gentlemen,  looking  at  the 
glowing  prospects  they  held  out  to  us  as  to  this  line, 
looking  at  the  magnificent  future  which  they  depicted — the 
immediate  future  and  thegrand  prospective  future  of  the  line, 
and  considering  its  strength,  its  power,  its  capacity  for  com¬ 
peting  with  other  lines,  considering  its  unique  advantages, 
considering  its  infinitesimal  debt  compared  with  other  lines, 
I  ask  you  whether  these  speeches  did  not  lead  leather  to  the 
conclusion  that  we  should  apply  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  to  lend  us  some  money  than  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  should  apply  to  us  for  a  loan.  If  such  be 
the  strength  and  the  magnitude  of  its  resources,  which 
have  largely  come  from  us,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  while 
we  are  begging  and  borrowing,  taking  from  the  people 
inside  and  outside,  from  the  banks  in  London  and  the  banks 
in  Canada,  from  the  poor  in  the  country  and  the  rich  in 
the  country,  while  we  have  exhausted  our  cash  and  are 
signing  our  names  for  bills  for  which  we  cannot  find  the 
cash,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  we  should  rather  apply  to 
this  rich  and  powerful  creation  of  ours  for  a  moderate  and 
temporary  assistance  from  the  temporary  embarrassment 
in  which  we  are  placed,  than  that  the  situation  should  be 
reversed.  They  do  seem  to  me  most  extraordinary 
speeches  if  you  look  at  them  as  destined  to  support  the  con¬ 
clusion  to  which  they  were  directed,  that  we  should  lend 
the  company  some  more  money-— no,  we  cannot  do  that 
any  more,  but  that  we  should  lend  them  our  names,  and 
put  ourselves  under  discount  at  the  banks,  endorsed,  no 
doubt,  by  the  company ;  for  after  the  statement  of 
these  hon.  gentlemen  no  doubt  the  endorsement  ol 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  add  much  to 
the  value  of  the  Canadian  Exchequer  bills,  and  probably 
that  is  the  reason  that  they  are  going  to  be  financed  more 
advantageously  by  them  than  if  we  borrowed  the  money 
ourselves  and  paid  it  over  to  the  company.  The  company 
is  so  strong  that  it  can  do  more  with  4  per  cent.  Exchequer 
bills  of  Canada  than  we  could,  and  thus  we  give  them  a 
great  advantage,  and  they  get  this  money  on  better  terms. 
That  seems  a  reasonable  explanation,  otherwise  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  not  raise  the  money  and  hand  over  the  hard 
cash  to  them  instead  of  giving  them  our  names.  Now,  I 
have  always  said,  whenever  I  have  addressed  the  House  on 
this  subject  or  spoken  to  the  public,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  had  received  enormous  advantages.  I  think  so  still, 
and  I  think  they  had  a  great  prospective  future  beforo  them 
if  prudence  and  not  rashness,  good  management  and  not 
mistaken  management,  had  guided  them  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  together.  But  I  have  also  said,  and  I  have  signalised 
the  fact  for  the  last  two  Sessions  at  any  rate,  that  great 
prudence  was  required  in  order  to  avoid  danger  and  disaster, 
Mr,  Blake. 
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and  certainly  to  avoid  the  marring  of  these  fine  prospects. 
I  have  never  believed  that  the  very  early  prospects  of  that 
road  were  such  as  hon.  gentlemen  depicted,  but  I  believed 
that  it  had  a  future,  and  I  believed  that  that  future  was 
bound  up  in  a  concentration  of  effort  to  construct  the  road 
not  with  extreme  speed,  but  with  moderate  speed,  at  as  low 
a  rate  of  cost  as  was  consistent  with  stability  of  execution. 
I  knew  that  a  low  rate  of  cost  was  not  consistent  with 
extreme  speed  of  construction ;  we  all  know  that.  I  knew 
also  that  its  future  was  bound  up  in  a  comparatively  mode¬ 
rate  rate  of  speed,  because  we  wanted  tho  people  to  come 
into  the  country,  that  there  might  be  something  to  feed  tho 
road  with  business  when  it  was  constructed,  and  I  believed 
that  its  prospects  were  therefore  marred  to  a  considerable 
extent  by  the  policy  which  it  and  the  Government  together 
had  equally  adopted  of  late  years.  I  should  not  have 
entered  on  this  subject  at  any  length  except  for  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State.  He  predicted  a 
great  boom  when  the  through  line  should  be  opened  next 
year.  Ho  said  they  were  opening  the  door  of  commercial 
prosperity  for  Canada,  and  he  told  us  that  the  cry  would 
then  be  echoed  :  “  All  aboard  for  the  West.”  Now, 

I  fail  to  see  the  ground  of  this  prediction 
of  a  boom.  The  company  itself  in  its  report  of  the 
other  day,  does  not  say  very  much  about  the  great 
through  traffic,  water-borne  on  each  side  from  China 
and  Japan  to  Europe,  and  vice  versa,  on  which  the  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State  dilated  so  eloquently.  There  are  three 
classes  of  traffic  upon  which  the  road  has  to  depend.  There 
is  the  transcontinental  water-borne  traffic.  Now,  as  to 
that,  the  hon.  gentleman  admitted  that  there  had  been 
none  of  it  heretofore.  There  have  been  a  few  cargoes  of 
silk  worms  carried  from  the  East  to  Europe,  under  special 
circumstances,  on  Pacific  lines,  but  up  to  this  time  the  traffic 
of  the  world,  so  far  as  it  is  composed  of  traffic  between  the 
Orient  and  Europe,  is  water-borne  traffic;  and  thus, 
although  it  cannot  be  done  by  other  lines,  although  he 
says  the  almost  irresistible  Yankee  has  been  obliged 
to  admit  that  he  fails  to  induco  this  traffic  across 
the  continent,  yet  he  declares  and  predicts  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  obtain  it.  Well,  I 
am  sure  we  all  heartily  hope  they  will  obtain  it.  But  I 
think  it  will  be  admitted  by  the  House  that  that  is  a  specu¬ 
lation,  and  I  am  not  very  sure  that  the  learned  prelection 
of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  added  very  new  or  very 
valuable  materials  to  the  prospect  of  determining  that  spe¬ 
culation.  The  hon.  gentleman  declared  that  the  rate  of 
expense  between  land  and  water  transport  was  about  one  to 
three,  that  is  to  say,  one  mile  of  rail  to  about  three  milos  of 
water;  and  he  declared  that  these  proportions  would  be 
diminishing  proportions,  the  land-borne  traffic  more  approxi¬ 
mating  to  tho  water.  I  will  not  enter  into  the  calculations 
with  which  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  assumed  to  support 
that  conclusion  ;  but  I  will  say  this,  that  as  far  as  I  know  the 
most  learned  practical  men  who  deal  with  this  subject 
believe  that  it  is  a  varying  quantity,  from  one  mile  by  land 
to  between  three  and  eight  by  water,  depending  very 
largely  on  tho  size  of  the  vessels  and  the  length  of  the 
voyage.  If  you  have  a  trade  which  you  can  carry  in  very 
large-sized  vessels,  which  are  known  to  be  the  most  econo¬ 
mical,  and  if  you  have  a  very  long  voyage,  the  cost  of 
transport  diminishes  until  the  cost  for  eight  miles  by 
water  is  about  equal  to  that  of  one  mile  by  rail. 
An  experiment  on  this  question,  interesting  in  its 
character,  I  perceive,  is  being  tried  or  is  about 
to  be  tried,  with  reference  to  one  of  the  most  southerly 
Pacific  lines,  under  the  auspices  of  Mr.  C.  P.  Huntingdon, 
who,  taking  tho  traffic  by  land  across  the  most  narrow  part 
of  the  continent  to  a  southern  port,  intends  to  compete  with 
the  all-rail  route  to  New  York  by  putting  the  freight  on  a 
steamer  at  that  port  and  bringing  it  to  New  York; 
and  by  calculations  similar  to  those  we  have  been 
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using,  he  expects  to  compete  with  the  all-rail  routes. 
So  much  with  reference  to  the  relative  cost  of  rail- 
borne  and  water-borne  traffic.  There  is  another  element, 
however.  The  cost  of  rail-borne  through  traffic  itseli 
varies  very  largely,  being  dependent  not  merely  on  climatic 
questions  but  also  on  the  quantity  of  the  local  traffic.  If  you 
have  a  very  large  local  traffic,  which  necessitates  and  makes 
profitable  a  very  largo  equipment,  a  very  large  staff  all  along 
your  line,  and  numbers  of  those  things  which  are  adjuncts 
to  your  total  traffic,  you  can  carry  a  through  traffic  and 
make  money  on  it  at  very  much  lower  rates  than  if  you 
have  not  that  large  local  traffic.  A  large  local  traffic  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  low  rates  for  through  traffic.  So  that  there  are  vary¬ 
ing  factors  in  both  questions  of  great  importance.  The  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  declared  that  it  was  material  to  look  at 
the  capital  account  of  other  railways  as  contrasted  with  that 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  on  the  theory  apparently 
that  the  capital  account  controlled  the  rates.  Sir,  the  capital 
account  does  not  control  the  rates  at  all.  Wherever  there 
is  competition,  it  is  competition  that  controls  the  rates,  and 
the  road  that  can  and  does  carry  cheapest  governs  the  rates 
for  the  rest.  It  is  a  question  whether  the  rest  will  take  the 
traffic  at  the  rate  of  that  road  or  not  have  it  at  all.  As  a 
rule  they  do  take  it  at  that  rate  even  though  they  may 
obtain  no  compensation  or  an  inadequate  compensation  for 
it.  They  charge  no  more  upon  the  traffic  because  of  enor¬ 
mous  capital  accounts.  I  admit  that  there  is  an  aspect  of 
this  case  in  which  the  capital  account  is  of  vital  importance. 
I  admit  that  the  capital  account  is  a  matter  of  great  urgency 
with  reference  to  the  non-competitive  traffic — that  traffic 
which,  either  by  law,  as  is  the  case  in  the  Canadian  Pacific, 
or  in  practice,  which  is  more  or  less  the  case  with  reference 
to  some  traffic  of  all  railroads,  is  monopoly  traffic.  By  law 
a  large  amount  of  the  traffic  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  is  non¬ 
competitive,  because  the  people  of  the  North-West  are  not 
allowed  to  get  competition  by  connections  with  the  south. 
The  Canadian  Pacific  can  fix  its  own  rates,  and  therefore 
with  reference  to  that  traffic,  it  will  have  regard  no  doubt 
to  the  amount  of  its  capital  account,  so  as  to  be  enabled,  if 
possible,  to  pay  fixed  charges  and  dividends  thereon.  Even  it 
there  were  power  to  make  through  connections,  this  would 
largely  remain  a  monopoly  traffic.  It  is  more 
or  less  the  case  with  every  railway,  that  there 
is  a  kind  of  strictly  local  traffic  in  which 
there  is  no  competition,  on  which  the  company  fixes  higher 
rates  because  it  is  master  of  the  situation.  In  the  case  of 
any  company  which  is  master  of  the  situation  either  by 
adventitious  circumstances  or  by  the  law  of  the  land,  its 
capital  account  will  tend  to  regulate  its  rates  ;  but  if  the  com¬ 
pany  is  not  master  of  the  situation^  its  rates  will  be  regulated 
by  those  who  are  masters  of  the  situation,  and  they  are  mas¬ 
ters  of  the  situation  who  can  carry  the  traffic  the  cheapest. 
With  reference  to  the  trade  between  China  and  Japan 
and  America,  and  between  Europe  and  America  on  the  one 
hand,  and  with  reference  to  the  through  transcontinental 
all  land-borne  traffic  on  the  other,  there  are  of  course  other 
considerations.  In  our  country,  even  as  to  some  of  this 
traffic  our  great  interior  seaboard  offers  for  a  great  distance 
means  of  effective  competition.  But  putting  that  to  one 
side,  though  it  is  a  valuable  regulator  of  rates — for  without 
it  tho  rates  would  sometimes  be  very  different  from  what  they 
are  now— and  dealing  with  the  land  competition  alone,  there 
is  a  very  severe  competition,  whether  you  refer  to  the 
Atlantic  or  the  Pacific  with  reference  to  this  great  trans¬ 
continental  traffic.  The  facilities  have  been  greatly 
increased  both  to  the  east  and  the  west  until  at 
present  they  are  fully,  perhaps  more  than,  adequate 
to  the  present  demands  of  trade,  though  we 
hope,  of  course,  that  tho  demands  of  trade  in  a  progi’essivo 
country,  such  as  the  North  American  continent,  will  at  no 
distant  day  overtake  and  tax  to  the  utmost  the  facilities 
provided  for  this  traffic.  The  amount  of  traffic  on  the  trunk 


lines,  having  13  termini  on  the  Atlantic,  including  Boston 
and  New  York,  and  33  western  termini,  for  the  last  few 
years,  exclusive  of  beef,  has  been  as  follows — and  these 
figures  aro  very  noticeable  : 

EAST  BOUND. 

For  1880 . $7,500,000 

“  1881 .  8,250,000 

“  1882 . 5,500,000 

“  1883 .  5,400,000 

“  1884.... . 5,300,000 

That  is  a  little  more  than  two-thirds  in  1884  of  what  it  was 
in  1880.  The  decrease  being  principally  in  grain  and  pro¬ 
visions,  as  this  traffic  varies  largely  according  to  the  crops 
and  to  the  demand  abroad. 

WEST  BOUND. 

For  1880 . $1,920,000 

“  1881. .  >,150,000 

“  1882 .  2,400,000 

“  1883 .  2,120,000 

“  1884...... .  1,920,000 

So  that  in  1884  it  became  about  what  it  was  in  1880.  So,  if 

you  look  to  that  portion  of  the  traffic  across  the  continent 
which  is  carried  by  the  roads  having  their  termini  on  the 
Atlantic,  you  find  facilities  proved  to  exist  by  the  traffic 
carried  in  the  year  1881  and  1882,  far  in  excess  of  the 
facilities  which  were  required  as  proved  by  the  traffic 
carried  in  the  years  1 8 33—8  4 ;  and  you  find  in  truth  that 
railway  construction  has  got  quite  abreast  of,  if  not  tor 
the  moment  somewhat  in  excess  of,  the  demands 
of  the  producer  and  the  consumer.  If  you  take  the  Pacific 
roads— I  will  not  trouble  tho  House  with  the  figures — you 
will  findjthey  show  a  great  increase  in  the  last  two  years  in 
the  number  of  roads.  It  may  be  said,  although  some  of  the 
roads  are  common  links  for  the  transport  of  freight, 
that  there  are  now  somewhere  about  6  Pacific  roads,  the 
result  being  a  very  considerable  increase  of  traffic  on  these 
roads.  It  was  inevitable  from  the  increase  of  these 
roads  that  a  largo  local  traffic  should  be  developed,  but 
although  there  has  been  a  very  considerable  increase 
of  local,  and  even  of  through  traffic,  there  has  yet 
been  an  increase  of  the  power  of  transport  in  excess  of  the 
increase  in  traffic.  The  consequence  is  that  there  is  a  very 
severe  competition  now  for  the  transcontinental  traffic  both 
east  and  west.  The  old  rates  of  freight  can  no  longer  bo 
obtained  for  the  same  classes  of  goods,  and  I  pointed  tho 
other  day  to  an  instance  in  which  goods  water-borne  from 
Europo  are  being  carried  from  Atlantic  ports  to  Victoria, 
B.CJ.,  at  $2.10  per  100  lbs.,  even  of  the  highest  class, 
which  tells  you  what  transcontinental  traffic  means  at 
this  time.  Another  great  difficulty  we  Canadians  are  involved 
in  is  the  need  of  ocean  ports  with  a  very  large  number  of 
seeking  ships.  For  the  purpose  of  that  continental  traffic, 
which  is  to  be  in  part  water-borne,  you  must  always  consi¬ 
der  as  one  line  your  rail  and  your  water  communication. 
You  must  consider  the  question  of  transshipment  and  of 
freight  rates  on  the  ocean  as  well  as  the  charges  on  land  ; 
and  those  of  us  who  pay  attention,  as  wo  must,  to  tho  diffi¬ 
culties  which  are  besetting  the  shipper's  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
at  this  moment,  will  all  recognise,  on  looking  at  tho 
figures  the  importance  of  these  considerations.  If  they  ascer¬ 
tain  the  cost  that  is  involved  in  getting  the  stuff  from  a 
common  point  in  tho  west  to  tho  port  ol  Montreal  and  to  the 
port  of  New  York,  and  if  they  ascertain  the  cost  from  tho 
port  of  Montreal  to  Europe  and  from  Now  York  to  Europe, 
they  will  find  how  very  important  are  the  considerations  of 
port  charges,  shipping  charges,  cost  of  transshipment,  to 
freight.  Now,  the  freight  depends  very  largely  upon  the 
ocean  port  being  an  emporium  of  commerce.  Take  tho  case 
of  the  port  of  New  York,  to  which  immense  numbors  of 
seeking  ships  constantly  go,  which  is  an  ocean  tramp’s  resort. 
Those  ships  go  there  because  that  port  happens  to  have  accu¬ 
mulated  a  very  large  amount  of  the  traffio  of  the  western 
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world,  and  therefore  you  find  it  is  a  low  rate  ocean  port, 
through  the  free  application  of  the  principle  of  competition. 
These  are  considerations  we  have  to  grapple  with, and  we  have 
also  to  grapple  with  our  dependence  for  a  cheap  through  rate 
upon  the  existence  of  a  large  local  traffic  to  which  I  have 
alluded.  All  these  things  point  to  that  to  which  the  hon. 
the  Secretary  of  State  pointed,  and  in  that  part  of  his 
observations  t  entirely  coincide,  that  is  the  great  importance 
to  this  line  of  a  large  local  trade.  The  Pacific  roads  which 
were  for  a  long  time  inclined  rather  to  ignore  that,  recognise  it 
now.  All  roads  recognise  it  more  fully  than  they  did  before ; 
it  behooves  us  to  recognise  it  too.  It  is  a  consideration  upon 
which,  I  think,  much  will  turn.  Now  take  the  thousand  miles 
of  this  road  west  of  Callander  and  the  thousand  miles  east 
of  Port  Moody,  in  round  figures,  and  I  ask  this  House  what 
the  present  development  is  and  what  the  immediate  future 
is  for  the  local  traffic  on  that  2,000  miles  of  the  line.  I  do 
not  need  to  put  the  question,  certainly  do  not  need  to  give 
the  answer.  There  are  capabilities  in  both  ends  of  the  line ; 
there  is  a  future  for  both  ends  of  the  line,  but  built  as  this 
road  has  been,  rushed  through  as  it  has  been,  in  the  insane 
haste  which  has  characterised  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
what  to-day  are  the  prospects  of  a  local  traffic  for  the  1,000 
miles  from  Callander  and  the  1,00J  miles  from  Port  Moody 
east,  say  2,000  out  of  the  2,550  ?  On  this  2,000  miles,  there 
are  a  few  thousand  souls  of  white  population.  Prom 
Callander  to  Port  Moody,  2,500  or  2,600  miles, 
there  is  a  population  of  perhaps  150,000,  perhaps 
200,000  white  men.  Therefore,  when  you  look  to 
those  figures  of  a  couple  of  hundred  thousand 
white  men,  you  find  in  a  moment  the  vast  im¬ 
portance  of  settlement  to  the  future  of  the  country 
and  the  future  of  the  road.  You  cannot  have  a  trade 
without  having  people  to  trade  with ;  you  cannot  have 
traffic  unless  there  be  persons  to  traffic  with  ;  you  cannot 
send  goods  unless  there  be  those  who  will  receive  the 
goods  ;  you  cannot  sell  unless  there  be  people  to  buy.  What 
you  have  at  present  is  about  a  couple  of  hundred  thousand 
souls  for  your  local  traffic.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  com¬ 
pared  the  immediate  prospects  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  with  those  of  the  Northern  Pacific.  The  Northern 
Pacific  has,  over  a  large  section  of  ita  road,  owing  to  the 
adventitious  circumstances  to  which  I  have  referred — and 
which  give  to  all  railway  companies,  more  or  less,  the 
command  of  the  situation,  and  a  practical  monopoly,  to  a 
certain  extent,  within  a  certain  range — the  power  of  exacting 
very  high  and  unreasonable  rates  for  a  very  considerable  part 
of  its  traffic;  and  to  that  circumstance  are  due  the  large  profits, 
compared  with  the  amount  of  tonnage  moved,  which  you  find 
the  Northern  Pacific  realises.  But  the  Northern  Pacific  has 
about  2,000,000  of  people  tributary  more  or  less  to  its  road, 
while,  from  Callander  to  Port  Moody,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  has  about  200,000  people  tributary  to  its  road. 
That  is  the  difference,  and  we  want  to  adjust  that  difference 
by  an  increase  of  population  which  will  be  tributary  to  the 
road,  before  we  can  expect  results  such  as  those  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  pointed.  Thus  the  Canadian 
Pacific  has  a  traffic,  so  far  as  its  local  population  is  con¬ 
cerned,  of  somewhere  about  80  souls  to  the  mile,  while 
Minnesota  has  a  rai  Iway  population  of  about  800  to  the  mile, 
Dakota  about  350,  Montana  350,  and  Illinois  370  to  tho  mile. 
Unless  you  lay  down  the  proposition  that  you  are  going  to 
take  as  much  toll  from  200,000  people  as  the 

Northern  Pacific  can  take  from  2,000,000,  you  cannot 
fairly  compare  at  this  timo  tho  traffic  prospects 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railroad,  as  regards  local  traffic, 
with  those  of  the  Northern  Pacific.  Tho  problem  is,  what 
is  the  price  you  can  exact  for  the  traffic  you  have  to  take  ? 
How  far  have  the  prospects  for  local  traffic  changed  since 
1883?  Have  they  greatly  improved  sinco  then?  I  deny 
it,  and  I  will  proceed  to  prove  it  conclusively  and  incontro- 
yertibly  when  I  com^  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the  land. ) 
Mr.  Blakje» 
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If  that  be  so,  I  refer  once  again  to  the  language  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  delivered  only  two  years  ago,  in  which  he  said  : 

“  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  tariff  which  is  now  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  cannot  pay  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Railway,  and  will  not  pay 
them  for  a  considerable  number  of  years.” 

There  was  the  utterance  of  the  Government  two  years  ago. 
Now  why  ? 

“  It  would  be  impossible,  until  a  large  number  of  people  go  into  that 
country,  to  construct  a  tariff  which  would  pay  them.” 

A  very  sensible  observation,  one  in  which  I  entirely  concur, 
but  which  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seem  almost  to 
repudiate — 

“  Because  the  climatic  difficulties  of  the  country  are  such  that  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  cost  of  hauling  per  ton  per  mile  would 
be  four  or  five  times  as  great  in  the  Nort-West,  in  the  present  sparsely 
settled  condition  of  the  country  and  the  small  amount  of  traffic,  as  it 
would  be  on  the  Grand  Trunk  railway  with  the  enormous  amount  of 
traffic  which  I  am  glad  to  say  it  is  carrying,  and  the  milder  climate  in 
which  it  operates.” 

I  do  not  think  the  climate  of  the  North-West  has  changed 
much  since  Sir  Charles  Tupper  made  that  speech  two  years 
ago.  I  do  not  think  the  settlement  of  the  country  has 
improved  enormously  since  that  time.  1  do  not  think  its 
prospects  of  immediate  settlement  have  very  much 
brightened  within  the  last  few  months.  Therefore  that 
speech  as  to  climatic  difficulties,  as  to  the  tariff  of  the  rail¬ 
way  company,  however  high,  being  not  high  enough  to 
make  the  road  pay,  for  how  long  ?  for  a  considerable  number 
of  years  ;  until  what?  until  that  sparsely  settled  condition  of 
the  country  was  changed  by  a  large  population  being  brought 
in  ;  that  argument,  that  until  then,  you  could  not  construct 
a  tariff  which  would  pay,  why?  because,  if  you  constructed 
a  tariff  which  would  pay  on  the  assumption  that  the  goods 
would  be  carried,  you  would  put  it  so  high  that  you  would 
prevent  the  goods  being  carried ;  you  would  kill  the  goose 
that  laid  the  golden  egg;  and  you  would  interfere  with 
the  settlement  of  the  country.  That  speech  and  argument 
are  true  to-day.  One  must  consider  the  prospects 
of  settlement.  The  prospects  of  settlement,  so  far  from  the 
seaboard,  where  the  farmer’s  produce  has  to  pay  so  large  a 
toll  in  any  case  in  order  to  get  to  the  market,  depend  upon 
low  rates,  and  therefore  you  must  have  low  railway 
rates  if  the  country  is  to  prosper.  Therefore,  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  was  perfectly  correct  when  he  said  we 
cannot  construct  a  tariff  which  would  enable  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  pay  for  some  years  to  come,  that  wo  must 
have  a  large  local  traffic,  the  essential  for  which  is  a  large 
population.  I  hope  the  respectable  authority  to  which  I 
have  referred  will  cause  me  to  be  saved  from  charges  of 
want  of  patriotism  because  I  have  told  a  few  plain  truths. 
I  hope  that  I  shall  escape  under  the  mantle  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  who  was  speaking  as  the  exponent  of  tho  views  of 
the  Government,  who  was  speaking  in  his  Ministerial  posi¬ 
tion  and  upon  his  responsibility  as  a  Minister,  with  his 
present  colleagues,  excepting  the  Secretary  of  State,  sitting 
beside  him ;  I  hope  his  statements  will  not,  now  that  he  is 
in  England,  bo  altogether  repudiated  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  They  cheered  them  then,  they  affirmed  them 
theD,  they  confirmed  them  then,  they  assented  to  them 
then.  Do  they  repudiate  them  now,  and,  if  they  do  not, 
how  do  they  accord  with  the  statements  given  yesterday  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  ?  Real  progress 
required,  then  slower  apparent  progress  than  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  mado.  It  required  more  branch  lines  in  order  to  induce 
more  people.  It  required  a  policy  which  would  satisfy  the 
people  lhat  were  in  the  country.  But,  instead  of  attending 
to  the  settlers  who  were  in,  instead  of  recognising  the  great 
cardinal  fact  that  tho  best  advertisement  you  could  give 
to  tho  world  for  the  North-West  was  so  to  handle  the  men 
who  were  in  the  country  that  they  would  send  back  word 
*  to  the  places  from  which  they  had  come  that  this  was  the 
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land  of  promise,  that  this  was  the  land  of  milk  and  honey, 
and  advise  their  old  neighbors  to  come  out ;  instead  of 
recognising  that  on  the  question  of  surveys,  instead  of  recog¬ 
nising  that  on  the  question  of  land  rates,  instead  of  recog¬ 
nising  that  on  the  question  of  railway  communication,  instead 
of  recognising  that  on  the  question  of  opening  lands  for  settle¬ 
ment,  instead  of  recognising  that  on  the  question  of  tariffs, 
instead  of  recognising  that  on  twenty  other  administrative 
and  legislative  points,  the  contentment  and  facilities  for  the 
settler  were  the  prime  considerations.  Hod.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  were  so  maddened  by  this  notion  of  expansion  that  befell 
them  in  the  years  1881,  1882  and  1883,  that  they  went  to 
work  to  survey  sixty  or  seventy  millions  of  acres  of  land, 
and  had  not  a  surveyor  ready  to  survey  the  old  settlements 
of  the  country,  where  the  settlers  were  pining 
for  surveys.  The  pioneers  of  the  country  were  left  without 
survey  because  the  surveyors  were  surveying  township  after 
township  whore  there  is  not  a  man  to  day,  and  those  who 
were  there  became  discontented,  and  the  worst  results  have 
come  from  that  policy.  And  so  you  find  in  regard  to  the 
land  companies,  the  bubble  and  expansion  policy  as  to  land 
companies  ;  you  find  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
and  the  Government  together  going  into  this  policy,  you  find 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  sustaining  and  sup¬ 
porting  the  North-West  Land  Company,  which  has  done  us 
more  damage  on  the  English  market  than  any  other  company 
of  late  date,  whose  stock  is  now  standing  on  the  English 
market  at  38,  whose  stock  was  largely  bought  by  people  in 
England  on  representations  which  have  been  very  far 
from  being  realised  ;  you  find  influential  men,  political 
men,  men  supporting  and  sitting  behind  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  creating  colonisation  companies,  creating  land 
companies,  getting  timber  limits,  getting  ranches,  getting 
coal  lands,  creating  local  railway  companies  in  order  to  get 
large  land  grants,  you  find  everything  tending  in  tho  direc¬ 
tion  of  expansion  in  the  North-West,  of  undue  and  unhealthy 
speculation,  of  a  boom,  and  you  find  a  feeling  pervading 
the  eastern  parts  of  the  country,  so  far  as  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  are  concerned, 
that  the  North-West  was  a  sort  of  reserve  for  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  parasites  and  hacks,  a  great  domain  that  they 
could  cut  up  and  utilise  to  promote  their  private  fortunes. 
These  vast  promises  of  material  gains  and  immediate  gains 
which  hon.  gentlemen  have  made  have  resulted  in  scattered 
settlements,  in  enormous  expenditure,  in  great  engagements, 
in  widespread  dissatisfaction,  in  an  enormously  exaggerated 
expense  of  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
in  necessarily  increased  rates  of  freight  for  that  railway,  in 
tho  embarrassment  of  the  railway  company,  in  the 
distress  of  Canada  at  large,  and  in  the  ruin  of  a  great 
many  of  her  citizens  who  were  seduced  to  enter  into 
these  transactions  by  the  course  that  hon.  gentlemen  pro¬ 
posed.  With  the  great  aids  that  we  gave  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  with  the  enormous  advantages  which  we 
gave  it,  had  prudence  marked  the  course  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  and  the  course  of  the  company  its  capital  account 
ought  to  have  been  insignificant  to-day,  it  ought  to  have 
been  able  to  transact  business  at  the  lowest  rates  by  far  of 
any  company  at  all  similarly  circumstanced  geographically 
and  climatically,  and  it  ought  to  have  transacted  it  more  pro¬ 
fitably,  because,  its  capital  account  being  so  small,  a  very 
small  margin  of  profit  for  handling  would  have  realised  a 
very  largo  dividend.  But,  at  present,  you  have  an  enormous¬ 
ly  inflated  capital  account,  you  have  a  road  built  so  fast  that 
even  the  centre  is  not  developed  so  as  to  be  able  to  sustaiu 
itself,  so  fast  that  the  ends  must  depend  wholly  on  the  weak 
centre — for  it  is  weak  to-day — for  their  sustenance,  and  thus 
the  great  prospects  which,  had  prudence  reigned  in  the 
management  of  this  business,  would  have  been  assured  to  the 
company,  have  been  marred,  those  bright  skies  have  been 
obscured,  and  we  are  face  to  face  with  a  condition  of 
things  very  different  indeed  from  what  we  might  once 


have  hoped.  I  showed  awhile  ago  that  the  company  did 
not  now,  under  these  resolutions  which  are  before  you, 
promise  to  accomplish  those  other  objects  which  they  had 
declared  they  would  accomplish  if  the  proposals  of  Mr. 
Stephen,  which  are  on  the  Table,  had  been  accepted  by 
the  Government.  What  are  these  other  objects  ?  The 
hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  called  out :  “  All  aboard  for  the 
west.”  I  doubt  extremely  that  ho  is  a  very  good  con¬ 
ductor.  From  what  point  does  the  hon.  gentleman  call 
out :  “  All  aboard  for  the  west  ?  ”  Is  it  from  Que¬ 
bec  that  he  calls  out :  “  All  aboard  for  the  west  ?  ” 
This  good  conductor  sold  the  North  Shore  Railway  to  a  pri¬ 
vate  company  and  his  sale  has  blocked  the  effective  cry  of 
“  all  aboard  for  the  west  ”  ever  since.  It  blocks  it  to-day, 
and  at  what  cost  to  this  country  we  are  to  remove  the 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  railway  train,  on  which  the  hon. 
gentleman,  duly  decorated  is  to  call  out  “  all  aboard  for  the 
west,”  we  do  not  yet  know.  It  is  true  we  have  some  indi¬ 
cations  on  the  Table,  we  had  indications  last  Session.  They 
were  indications  only,  though  they  were  said  to  be  finalities 
We  have  more  indications  to-day,  and  perhaps  to  morrow  we 
shall  have  still  further  indications.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  called  out  in  effect — though 
he  did  not  venture  the  oratorical  flights  in  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  indulged —still  in  substance  he  did  call  out : 
“  AH  aboard  for  the  east  ”  He  is  most  anxious  that  tho  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  should  reach  Quebec.  He,  too,  duly 
decorated,  would  go  a  considerable  distance  to  get  to  Quebec 
I  daresay  he  proposes  to  take  the  first  train  and  call  out  to 
the  passengers  “  All  aboard  for  the  east.”  To  what  east  he 
did  not  say.  He  says  :  “  I  am  most  anxious,  I  do  assure 
you” — and  he  looked  around  in  a  certain  quarter 
which  we  used  to  call  the  nor’-west  corner — “  I  am 
most  anxious,  I  do  assure  you,  to  givo  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  facilities  for  getting  to 
Quebec.  All  in  my  power  I  will  do ;  ”  and  ho 
spoke  with  a  tone  of  such  frantic  earnestness  that  I  almost 
believed  him  for  half  a  moment,  until  he  went  on  to  say, 
after  expressing  his  strong  feelings  on  that  subject,  “  and  I 
think  it  ought  to  go  to  New  England.”  A.nd  there  the 
New  Englander  broke  out;  there  the  shrewd,  calculating 
New  Englander  broke  out.  By  what  line?  I  suppose  by 
the  straight  and  narrow  way.  But  I  cannot  call  it  straight, 
for  I  am  afraid  it  is  very  crooked.  It  is  a  crooked  way, 
like  a  great  many  of  the  ways  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site.  They  are  to  go  by  the  crooked  International  line,  and 
all  the  hon.  gentleman  promises  is  that  the  road  shall  reach 
both  poi  nts.  There  shall  be  a  pair  of  rails  to  the  Atlantic  coast 
in  the  New  England  States,  and  a  pair  of  rails  to  Quebec, 
But  he  knows  very  well  that  it  is  not  a  pair  of  rails  to 
Quebec  that  the  people  of  Quebec  want.  It  is  the  traffic  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  And  he  says  to  them: 
“  Gentlemen  of  Quebec,  I  will  take  care  that  you  get  a  pair 
of  rails  to  Quebec;  but,  gentlemen  of  the  International 
Railway  Company,  I  will  take  care  that  the  traffic  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  shall  go  over  the 
Megantic  line.”  That  was  not  all.  The  hon.  gentleman 
felt  that  the  proposals  on  tho  Table  had  supplied  him  with 
sufficient  argumont  to  dispense  with  some  oratory,  except  as 
to  Quebec.  But  there  were  some  other  ocean  termini  which  he 
seems  to  have  forgotten,  which  were  not  mentioned  in  his  pro¬ 
posals.  Do  we  not  remember  how  the  names  of  the  old  termini 
used  to  be  rollod  out  by  the  Minister  of  Railways  ?  Do  we  not 
remember  now  he  usod  to  call  out :  St.  John,  St.  Andrews, 
Halifax,  Louisburg,  Sydney,  Shippegan  ? — and  I  know  not 
how  many  more.  But  now  I  hear  nothing  about  Sidney 
from  the  Minister.  But  he  says,  turning  towards  my  hon. 
friend  from  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron) — he  says  :  “  I  assure 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  the  dearest  thinar  to  my  heart 
to  secure  at  no  dietant  date  a  connection  with — which  is 
it  ?  ” — ho  was  obliged  to  be  prompted  as  to  the  name,  and 
ho  got  tho  name  “  Louisburg  ” — “  with  Louisburg,” 
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“  Why,”  says  he  “  the  county  of  ” — and  again 
somebody  prompted  him  with  the  name  “  Cape  Bre¬ 
ton  ” — “  I  know,”  says  he,  that  the  county  of  Cape 
Breton  has  no  railways  and  it  ought  to  have  railways.” 
Thus  we  found  the  deep  interest  and  the  intelligent  informa¬ 
tion  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  on  this  subject.  It  reminds 
me  of  the  well  known  story  of  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  who 
also  was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  in  former  days,  when  a 
public  functionary,  one  of  those  busy  permanent 
officers,  came  unto  him  one  day  at  the  time  when  they  were 
engaged  in  struggles  with  North  America  and  in  struggles 
with  France.  He  said  to  him:  “My  Lord,  my  Lord, 
Annapolis  is  in  danger ;  it  must  be  defended.”  “  Good 
heavens !  ”  says  the  Duke,  “  do  you  mean  to  say 
Annapolis  is  in  danger  ?  Certainly  it  must  be 

defended.  Where  is  Annapolis  ?  ”  Another  day, 

in  discussing  a  subject  pertaining  also  to  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  he  was  informed  by  his  permanent  officer  that 
Cape  Breton  was  an  Island.  “  Good  gracious  1  Cape 
Breton  an  Island  ?  Why  this  is  very  interesting.  I  must  go 
and  tell  His  Majesty  that  Cape  Breton  is  an  Island.”  And 
so  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  in  attempting  to  satisfy 
my  hon.  friend  from  Inverness,  baulked  at  the  port  he  was 
to  name,  baulked  at  the  county  he  was  to  name,  and  was 
obliged  to  be  prompted  both  as  to  the  port  and  the  county 
when  he  was  telling  how  near  to  his  heart  was  railway 
connection  with  those  points.  I  do  not  wonder  that  he 
altogether  forgot  Sydney  ;  in  fact  I  do  not  think  he  ever 
knew  of  it.  Well,  Sir,  these,  it  seems,  are  not  to  be  provided 
for  this  Session.  But  this  Session  has  seen  a  good  many 
unexpected  turns.  Few  of  us  expected  to  be  here  at  the 
present  time,  and  how  much  longer  shall  we  be  here  ?  I 
do  not  know,  I  am  sure,  whether  we  may  not  see  a  subsidy 
for  Cape  Breton  yet,  if  my  hon.  friend  from  Inverness 
stands  to  his  guns,  even  this  Session.  I  know  that  I  was 
assured  most  positively  two  years  ago — for  I  have  always 
taken  an  interest  in  this  Capo  Breton  Railway  ;  I  have 
always  felt  that  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  had 
been  hardly  treated  with  respect  to  railway  facilities — 
I  heard  the  Minister  of  Railways  propose  a  moderate 
subsidy  for  the  purpose  of  that  railway.  I  said 
that  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  that  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton 
was  going  to  have  a  railway,  and  the  terms  were  discussed, 
and  I  askod  the  Minister,  being  anxious  to  secure  that  rail¬ 
way,  whether  ho  was  quite  sure  that  he  was  going  to  get 
that  railway  for  Cape  Breton  at  that  price,  and  the  Minister, 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  assured  me  he  was  quite  satisfied,  that 
tho  arrangements  were  made,  that  the  company  was  solvent, 
that  the  conditions  were  settled,  and  that  Cape  Breton 
would  have  a  railway.  My  hon.  friend  from  Inverness  and 
myself,  metaphorically  speaking,  shook  hands  over  it,  and 
some  hon.  members  thanked  me  for  having  said  a  good 
word  for  Cape  Breton.  And  so  it  happened  that  three 
years  ago  we  were  to  have  a  railway  for  Cape  Breton,  and 
now  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  says  the  best  thing  ho 
can  say  to  Cape  Breton  is,  when  he  remembers  the  name, 
that  at  some  time  or  other  in  the  future,  he  proposes  to 
make  some  further  provision  for  a  railway  in  Cape  Breton  ; 
and  that  in  the  face  of  a  direct  statement  made,  I  believe, 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Inverness,  that  if  that  thing  was  not 
done  before  the  federal  elections,  Cape  Breton  would  return 
six  members  hostile  to  the  Administration — and  he  could  not 
say  anything  fairer  than  that.  Now,  Sir,  we  were  promised 
last  Session  that  all  these  objects  should  be  obtained  for  the 
price,  which  was  stated.  The  subject  was  discussed,  the 
short  line  was  discussed,  the  various  connections  with  the 
Atlantic  ports  were  discussed ;  and  we  were  told  the  financial 
proposals  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  made  after 
full  consideration,  were  made  after  full  enquiry,  were  made 
after  having  counted  the  cost,  and  with  the  certainty  that 
the  results  expected  would  be  reaohed  by  that  proposed 
investment,  and  upon  the  faith  of  that  promise  the  House 
Mr.  Blake. 


assented  to  the  policy  and  agreed  to  the  vote.  And  this 
Session  votes  of  $2,200,000  more  are  brought  down  to 
accomplish  the  same  results  which  wo  were  told  would  be 
accomplished  by  the  votes  of  last  Session.  Now  we  are  told 
that  the  Administration  was  out  by  that  amount  of  money, 
that  it  is  a  comparatively  small  amount ;  and  wo  know  not 
at  all,  as  yet,  how  much  farther  we  may  have  to  go  to 
accomplish  this  object.  Sir,  I  maintain  that  it  is  a  disgrace¬ 
ful  thing  to  have  to  say  of  a  Government,  that  they  bring 
forward  proposals  committing  the  country  to  very  largo 
financial  expenditures  upon  such  imcomplete  and  inaccurate 
information  as  to  render  it  utterly  impossible  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  carry  out  those  objects  upon  the  terms 
on  which  we  were  assured  they  could  be  carried  out. 
They  come  down  Session  after  Session  and  say:  We  find  we 
were  mistaken  and  we  want  more  money.  Is  it  on  purpose, 
is  it  by  design  ?  Is  it  intended  to  get  the  people  and  Par¬ 
liament  accustomed  to  these  expenditures  by  degrees  ; 
is  it  intended  that  the  country  shall  get  accus¬ 
tomed  to  the  notion  of  an  expenditure  of  one  or 
two  millions  and  than  the  Government  shall  come  down 
the  following  Session  and  say  they  require  three 
or  four  millions  for  the  work,  and  tho  people  will  be  dis¬ 
appointed  if  the  additional  amount  is  not  given  and  the 
work  carried  to  completion  ?  Is  that  the  reason  ?  Or  is  it 
simply  incompetency  and  incapacity.  What  is  the  reason 
why  ton.  gentlemen  commit  the  country  to  proposals  on 
terms  which  turn  out  afterwards  to  be  totally  incapable  of 
execution  ?  The  information  given  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  and  the  Government  upon  which  to  base 
this  very  large  proposal  now  before  us  is  alto¬ 
gether  scanty  and  inadequate.  I  am  not  going  to 
discuss  at  this  moment  the  information  given  by  Mr. 
Stephen  in  his  letter  and  the  statements  given  from 
the  opposite  benches.  I  say  no  man  can  examine  that  infor¬ 
mation  without  feeling  that  it  requires  more  thorough  inves¬ 
tigation  and  more  full  reports  from  engineers  and  experts 
and  others  before  we  can  come  to  any  reasonable  conclusion 
upon  it.  We  have  before  us  no  evidence  whatever  of  tho 
necessity  or  propriety  or  oven  of  the  character  of  many 
of  the  proposed  expenditures,  or  of  the  necessity  or  pro¬ 
priety  of  many  of  the  expenditures  in  the  past.  It  is  in 
the  absence  of  such  evidence  and  information  as  busi¬ 
ness  men  would  require  that  wo  are  called  upon  to  act. 
How  are  we  called  upon  to  act  ?  We  are  called  upon  to 
act  in  this  way.  Our  interest  is  to  be  reduced  to  4  per 
cent.,  although,  as  I  pointed  out  last  night,  for  the  last  six 
months  we  have  been  paying  5  per  cent,  on  a  loan  which 
might  in  January  last  have  been  reduced  to  4  per  cent., 
and  we  are  paying  it  because  our  Canadian  Pacific 
commitments  rendered  it  inconvenient  for  the  country 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Finance  Minister  to  take 
the  course  of  effecting  the  conversion,  and  we  have  been 
paying  high  rates  of  interest  to  the  banks  in  the  mean¬ 
time  as  well.  This  company  cannot  borrow  money 
anywhere  else  at  4  per  cent. ;  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
can  at  5  per  cent.  I  find  that  last  fall  it  proposed  a  loan 
on  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  system  with  its  own  guarantee 
for  5  per  cent,  at  92£,  and  it  is  said  thero  were  no 
takers  or  very  few  takers.  They  could  not  borrow  at  over  5 
per  cent,  on  what  they  say  is  a  very  profitable  part  of  their 
system,  with  the  guarantee  of  the  whole  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  It  required  a  higher  rate  to  tempt  invest¬ 
ors.  Last  year  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  they 
wished  to  induce  the  House  to  agree  to  the  loan 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  told  us  that  the  country 
should  get  5  per  cent.,  and  that  it  was  a  reasonable  rate  for 
such  a  company  to  pay  and  for  the  country  to  obtain  ; 
that  the  country  was  engaged  in  borrowing  transactions 
and  5  per  cent,  would  be  a  fair  rate.  Having  so  declared, 
they  induced  the  House  to  agree  to  the  loan.  It  was  the 
boast  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  we  were  making 
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a  good  commercial  transaction  because  we  were  getting  5 
per  cent.  Only  one  Session  passes,  and  the  Government 
come  down  and  say :  Let  us  reduce  the  interest  to  4  per  cent., 
which  for  the  five  or  six  years  the  loan  has  to  run  will  amount 
to  a  loss  of  something  like  SI, 350, 000  compared  with  our 
position  last  year.  I  want  to  know  why  ?  Do  you  tell  me  : 
I  am  shabby,  that  it  is  mean  to  ask  5  per  cent,  from  the 
company.  It  is  you  that  are  shabby  and  mean.  It  was 
your  bargain.  No ;  it  was  the  company’s  offer.  The  companj'- 
offered  to  give  5  per  cent,  for  the  money.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  thought  it  was  right,  and  fair,  and  reasonable  to  exact 
that  rate,  and  that  rate  was  given  as  an  inducement  for 
making  the  loan.  They  induced  the  House  to  make  the 
loan,  because  the  rate  was  at  5  per  cent.,  and  now  it  is 
proposed  to  throw  off  1  per  cent,  and  thus  save  the  company 
$  1,350,000.  Were  you  shabby  and  mean  last  Session  ?  If  you 
say  you  were,  let  us  discuss  it.  If  not,  if  it  was  not  a  shabby 
and  mean  act  then  ;  it  was  the  company’s  own  proposal ;  in 
fact,  it  was  that  which  induced  the  House  to  assent  to  the 
loan  then ;  it  is  not  shabby  and  mean  now ;  and  any  such  asser¬ 
tion  would  be  absurd,  particularly  when  we  are  dealing  with 
a  company  so  powerful  and  with  such  brilliant  prospects  as 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  indicated.  Then  the  Govern¬ 
ment  impair  our  security.  As  to  the  $20,000,000  of  our  loan, 
we  are  to  bo  placed  in  partnership  with  the  public  which  is 
to  have  $15,000,000.  I  put  to  one  side  the  temporary  loan  ; 
I  assume  it  may  be  repaid  out  of  the  sale  of  bonds  at  some 
price  or  other,  and  the  whole  $15,000,000  of  bonds  will  then 
get  into  the  hands  of  the  public.  These  being  in  the  hands 
of  the  public,  the  Dominion  will  be  holders  of  $20,000,000 
first  mortgage  bonds  of  the  railway,  the  public  having 
$15,000,000  ranking  equally  with  the  securities  held  by  the 
Dominion.  That  is  nearly  halving  our  security.  While  we 
will  obtain  only  4  per  cent,  for  six  years,  the  public  will  get 
5  per  cent.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  it  does  not  impair 
our  security  to  put  other  $15,000,000  alongside  of  our 
$20,000,000.  Such  a  statement  is  perfectly  absurd.  Reason¬ 
able  men  would  not  make  such  a  statement.  It  is  an 
attempt  to  gull  the  House  and  the  public  to  say  that 
you  do  not  impair  the  security  if  you  place  $15,000,000  on 
equal  terms  with  our  $20,000,000.  We  do  not  go  in  oven 
on  equal  torm=.  While  I  do  not  admit  the  theory  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  we  would  be  bound  as  first 
mortgagees  to  pay  off  the  stockholders  if  there  was  default, 
still  it  follows  from  that  proposition,  and  it  follows  even 
without  that  proposition,  that  if  there  be  default  in  this  new 
arrangement,  Canada  will  have  to  pay  those  $15,01)0,000. 
The  Dominion  cannot  take  over  the  road  without  doing  so. 
It  is  interested  as  a  partner  iu  the  concern.  If  default  is 
made,  is  the  Dominion  going  to  work  the  concern  with  the 
other  bondholders  of  the  company,  they  having  $15,000,000 
in  the  partnership  and  the  Dominion  $20,000,000  ?  No.  if 
there  is  default,  the  Government  are  going  to  pay  the 
$15,000,000  to  the  bondholders  and  take  the  road.  That 
is  the  practical  result.  We  are  making  ourselves  in  effect 
second  mortgagees,  because  we  are  bound  to  pay  off  the 
$15,000,000  if  there  is  default  in  order  to  get  the  road. 
That  is  an  unsatisfactory  state  of  things.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  instead  of  being  partners,  we  are  practically,  I 
say,  second  mortgagees,  considering  our  relation  to  this 
enterprise  in  the  present  and  in  the  future.  It  is  a  bad 
arrangement  anyway.  It  is  a  bad  thing  to  have  a  partner¬ 
ship  between  the  Government  and  the  public  ;  it  is  an  un¬ 
fortunate  arrangement  which  is  sure  to  lead  to  complication. 
As  to  the  price  of  the  securities,  the  public  may  not  take 
them  up  at  par.  They  would  not  take  them  at  par,  if  the 
interest  were  at  4  per  cent,  for  six  years,  as  we  have  done. 
We  have  taken  our  bonds  for  $20,01)0,000  at  par.  It  is  true 
we  have  taken  them  as  securities,  but  we  have  substantially 
taken  them  at  par,  irrespective  of  the  price  that  the  public  is 
offering  for  them.  The  Montreal  Gazette  and  other  organs 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  the  proposal  was  first  sug¬ 


gested,  stated  this  was  an  objection  ;  that  if  the  Govern* 
ment  took  those  securities,  they  should  take  them  at  the 
same  price  they  brought  ia  the  market.  Now,  it  is  said 
we  should  take  them  at  par,  and  no  doubt  we  shall  have  hon, 
gentlemen  saying  that  it  is  all  right.  The  time  for  payment 
is  indefinitely  extended.  Dor  what  time  are  the  bonds  to 
run  ?  I  do  not  know.  The  resolution  does  not  indicate  itj 
The  company  may  issue  mortgage  bonds  for  40  or  50  years. 
If  for  50  years,  our  loan  becomes  a  long  loan.  We 
see  what  we  are  doing,  and  although  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
told  ns  last  year  that  there  was  not  the  slightest  shadow  of 
a  shade  of  doubt  but  that  we  would  get  our  principal  and  5 
per  cent,  interest  by  1891,  we  find  now  that  we  are  throwing 
off  an  extra  1  per  cent,  interest,  reducing  it  to  4  per  cent, 
interest  up  to  1891,  and  giving  the  company  a  practical 
option  of  postponing  the  debt  for  the  wholo  expected  cur» 
rency  of  the  bonds,  which  may  be  50  years.  Then  for  the 
$9,810,000  we  take  the  land  as  security,  and  ia  effect  if  not 
in  form,  release  the  railway,  because  we  take  a  third  charge 
on  the  railway,  after  paying  off  $35,000,000  and  all  the  fixed 
charges,  which  include  the  interest  and  rentals  upon  the 
leased  and  acquired  lines.  And  more  than  that,  this  is  a 
fourth  charge,  because  there  are  several  millions  of  land 
grant  bonds  outstanding,  not  cancelled,  and  $5,000,000  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  as  security  for  the  operation  of 
the  line-outstanding  in  this  sense  that  they  are  our  secu¬ 
rity.  Is  it  intended  to  release  them  impliedly,  and  to  say 
that  there  shall  bo  no  security  for  the  working  of  the  line  ? 
Is  that  term  of  the  contract  to  be  departed  from  ?  It  is  not 
said  so  here,  and  it  surely  is  not  intended  to  do  so  without 
saying  it.  Then  there  are  $5,000,000  of  bonds  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government  for  security,  and  those  bonds  and  the 
portion  in  the  hands  of  the  public  are  charges,  of  course,  over 
our  charge  for  the  $10,000,000.  So  you  have  first  of  all 
the  expenses  of  administering  the  lands  ;  then  you  have  the 
cost  of  the  interest  upon  the  loan,  you  have  outstanding 
land  grant  bonds — those  in  the  hands  of  the  public  ;  then 
you  have  the  security  for  the  operation  of  the  line  of 
$5,000,000  of  land  grant  bonds,  and  lastly  you  have  our 
own  $9,810,000,  or  say,  in  round  numbers,  $10,000,000. 
These  are  the  charges,  and  this  is  the  order  of  the  charges 
upon  the  land  of  the  company.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  my  valuation  of  the  North-West  lands,  as  ho 
called  it,  in  1880-81.  I  pointed  out  what  tbe  Government 
valuation  had  been  in  the  preceding  year.  I  was  not,  there¬ 
fore,  measuring  their  corn  in  my  bushel,  but  in  their  own, 
and  I  think  that  is  a  fair  way.  They  had  valued  the  lands 
at  such  and  such  prices,  and  the  following  Session,  within  a 
few  months,  with  no  variation  of  circumstances  except  one 
of  improvement  having  occurred,  they  brought  up  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  hand  over  the  picked  lands— nolhiDg  which  was 
not  cultivable — lands  fairly  fit  for  settlement — that  was  the 
character  of  tbe  lands  ;  they  were  proposing  to  hand  them 
over  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  I  said  :  Now 
you  are  bringing  forward  this  as  a  bargain. 
You  told  us  the  lands  wore  worth  on  the  average 
so  much  money  last  year.  Are  the  circumstances 
worse  now?  No;  they  told  us  they  were  better.  Theu 
the  lands  must  be  worth  as  much  ?  Yes,  that  could  not  bo 
denied.  Well,  if  you  aro  giving  so  much  lands  to  this  rail¬ 
way,  and  if,  according  to  your  conception,  they  are  worth 
so  much  money,  then  of  course  you  are  giving  them  the 
equivalent  of  so  much  money.  That  was  my  argument. 
But  I  have  never  said  that  the  price  of  the  North-West  lands 
was  a  fixed  figure.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  pointed  out 
that  under  different  circumstances,  in  varying  years,  under 
varying  influences,  the  price  of  the  lands  in  the  North-West, 
as  in  other  new  countries,  would  rise  and  fall,  and  that  we 
have  to  deal  with  tho  facts  as  they  were  presented  to  us  at 
the  time  at  which  we  were  called  upon  to  deal.  I  cannot 
say  what  the  North-West  lands  will  bring  in  the  near  or  the 
distant  future,  but  I  can  refer  to  some  tests  of  the  value  of 
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those  lands  at  the  present  time,  and  that  I  will  venture  to 
do,  I  say  that  their  value  in  the  future  is  speculative ;  on 
the  average,  no  doubt,  in  the  long  run,  the  value  will 
improve,  the  country  will  improve,  but  what  you 
should  deem  them  worth  to-day,  or  in  the  near  future,  is  a 
question  which  passes  my  poor  head  to  answer, although  hoD. 
gentlemen  answer  it  in  various  ways  according  to  the  exi¬ 
gencies  of  the  situation.  I  pointed  out  last  Session  that  they 
could  not  be  relied  on  as  present  sources  of  revenue, 
to  meet  the  interest  on  the  loan,  and  now  after 
the  collapse  which  occurred  during  and  since  last 
Session,  and  after  the  outbreak  of  this  Session,  what  are  we 
to  say  is  their  value  ?  Now,  I  will  give  you  some  tests. 
Take  the  North-West  Land  Company  which  obtained  a 
share  of  the  choicest  lands  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
in  part  along  its  line  of  railway,  and  in  part  the  best 
lands  of  Southern  Manitoba,  which  besidos  obtained  a  half 
interest  in  all  the  town  sites  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way  west  of  a  certain  point— 1  think  it  was  Brandon  — 
which  obtained  these  advantages,  and  which  bought  its 
lands  at  a  price  of  $2.23  net  per  acre  with  the  sites  thrown 
in.  The  stock  is  $7, 500, 000  paid.  That  stock  is 
worth  in  the  market  38  per  cent,  or  $2,850,000. 
Now  how  much  will  you  allow  for  the  town  sites  ?  Will 
you  allow  $650,000  for  them  ?  If  you  do,  there  will  remain 
$2,200,000  for  agricultural  lands,  and  as  there  are  2,200,000 
acres  of  those  land  the  price  will  be  $1  an  acre.  If  you 
allow  only  $400,000  for  the  town  sites  you  increase  the  price 
of  the  lands  to  $1.10  cents  per  acre  as  the  estimate  placed  by 
the  public, of  the  agricultural  lands.  There  is  a  company  whose 
whole  property  consists  of  2,200,000  acres  of  the  best  agricul¬ 
tural  lands  in  the  North-West,  and  half  the  town  sites  on  a 
large  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  The  stock  is 
valued  by  the  public  at  $2,850,000,  and  dividing  that 
between  town  sites  and  agricultural  lands,  and  deduct¬ 
ing  the  value  of  the  town  sites,  the  residue  being 
agricultural  lands  —  that  gives  you  the  public’s 
value  of  those  choice  lands  so  situated.  Well,  then 
take  the  colonisation  companies.  We  do  not  know  of 
course  what  the  Government  measure  is  ;  they  have  pro¬ 
mised  to  bring  one  down  and  they  admit  that  they  are  about 
to  bring  a  proposal  to  relieve  the  coionisation  companies 
whose  bargains  made  with  them  by  the  Government  are 
too  hard  and  cannot  be  performed.  Take  again  the  calculation 
of  the  Government  itself.  On  the  4th  of  May  1883,  they 
brought  down  calculations  that  they  would  realise  $58,000,- 
000  in  cash  for  the  lands  in  the  North-West  by  the  year 
1891.  How  many  millions  will  they  dare  say  they  will 
realise  now  ?  Will  any  man  amongst  them  say  they  will 
realise  $58,000,000  ?  Will  any  man  say  that  they  will  rea¬ 
lise  one  half  of  $58,000,000  ?  If  they  will  not,  will  they  say 
that  circumstances  have  not  changed,  or  that  their  calcula¬ 
tions  have  been  verified?  Take  their  action  in  June,  1883, 
when  they  passed  an  Order  in  Council  declaring  that  in  future 
they  would  give  no  lands  to  railway  companies  in  the  North- 
West  at  a  price  which  would  net  the  Government  less 
then  $1.50  per  acre.  They  were  afraid  that  the  former  price 
gave  too  large  a  margin  of  profit  to  the  railway  companies, 
and  so  all  railway  companies  which  had  not  been  for¬ 
tunate  enough  to  secure  land  at  $1  per  acre,  were  to 
pay  at  least  $1.50.  In  the  year  1884,  the  Minister  of  Eailways 
stated  that  there  were  some  23,000,000  of  acres  applied  for 
by  colonisation  companies,  that  $10,000,000  were  already 
provided  for,  and  that  the  rest  would  be  provided  for  very 
soon,  because  they  would  go  on  selling  an  increased  acreage 
and  enlarging  the  price.  Now,  we  had  this  condition  of 
things,  that  while  in  June,  1883,  the  Government  declared 
that  future  sales  to  railways  should  be  at  a  price  which 
would  net  the  Government  $1.50  per  acre,  the  companies 
making  their  profit  beyond,  in  September,  1884,  they 
decided  upon  the  policy  of  giving  lands  free  to  the  railways, 
and  why  ?  Because  they  found  that  the  railways  could 
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not  sell  the  lands  at  one  dollar  even  and  make  money  on 
them,  and  in  order  to  make  that  money  which  they 
intended  the  railways  should  make,  it  was  necessary 
to  give  them  free.  Does  not  that  show  a  change  of 
situation  as  to  the  lands  of  the  North-West?  Surely 
there  is  but  one  answer  to  that.  When  you  find  the 
Government  declaring  in  June,  1883,  that  it  would  be  suf¬ 
ficiently  profitable  to  the  railway  companies  to  get  lands 
at  $1.50,  and  in  September,  1884,  saying,  we  must  give  them 
free  to  the  railway  companies  in  order  that  they  may  make 
some  profit  on  them,  who  will  deny  that  there  is  a  change — 
I  do  not  know  how  long  it  will  last — with  reference  to  the 
North-West  lands?  And  what  more?  Why,  Mr.  Yan 
Horne,  in  September,  1884,  declared  that  he  was  not  san¬ 
guine,  with  a  gift  of  practically  9,600  acres  a  mile  for  100 
miles  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Eailway,  passing 
through  the  best  part  of  Southern  Manitoba  and  long  settled, 
that  he  would  be  able  to  build  that  line,  although  he  started 
out  with  a  basis  of  credit  of  50  miles  of  completed  line, 
for  which  tbe  company  charges  something  like 
$25,000  a  mile.  That  is  tbe  statement  of  a  gentleman  who 
in  his  other  capacity  as  Vice-President  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  is  certainly  deeply  interested  in  not  depre¬ 
ciating  the  value  of  the  lands  of  the  North-West.  Does  not 
that  show  a  change  ?  Take  the  dealings  of  the  Bell  Farm 
Company  with  the  Government,  by  which  their  agreement 
is  modified  very  materially.  Take  the  fact  that  there  are 
only  23  homesteaders  on  a  400  mile  stretch  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  through  the  prairies.  Taking  all  these  facts, 
I  ask  you,  whether  there  is  any  immediate  prospect  of  realis¬ 
ing  considerable  sums  from  the  sale  of  lands  in  the  North- 
West.  Now,  these  gentlemen  do  not  like  this,  because  they 
told  us  when  they  asked  us  to  assent  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  contract  in  1881,  and  again  when  they  asked  us  to 
assent  to  the  loan  of  1884,  that  they  were  going  shortly  to  pay 
off  the  railway  obligations  which  the  people  of  Canada  were 
incurring  out  ofthe  lands  of  the  North-West;  theytoldus  they 
would  all  bo  recouped  out  of  the  lands  ;  and  having  told  us 
that  they  do  not  like  to  hear  these  statements  which  convict 
them  out  of  their  own  mouths  of  gross  miscalculations. 
How  are  we  to  get  at  tbe  facts  ?  I  have  more  than  once 
pointed  out  bow  inadequate  are  the  accounts  which  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  render  to  the  public — 
how  impossible  it  is  to  find  out  anything  with  regard  to 
their  traffic  returns  from  the  different  sections,  so  that  wo 
may  judge  of  the  prudence  and  the  wisdom  of  those 
acquisitions  and  leases  by  the  test  of  their  result  in  profit. 
Wo  know  now  something  we  did  not  know  a  little  while  ago. 
We  find  among  the  expenditures  made  a  sum  of  over 
$1, 200, 00U  on  these  leased  lines.  We  were  told  they  were 
going  to  help  the  company  on  ;  but  at  a  time  when  the 
company  are  straining  every  nerve  in  order  to  carry  out 
their  contract,  we  find  them  obliged  to  pay  this 
largo  sum  of  money,  we  do  not  know  for 
what — whether  for  working  expenses,  for  rolling  stock, 
or  for  something  else — in  connection  with  the  leased  lines. 
Are  wo  to  have  no  account  or  audit  such  as  iu  the  United 
States  is  provided  for  the  subsidised  lines  of  that  country?  By 
Act  of  Congress  it  is  provided  that  there  shall  be  a  railway 
auditor,  who  shall  have  access  to  all  the  books  and  accounts 
of  railway  companies  which  are  subsidised  by  tbe  public. 
Are  we  to  have  nothing  of  the  kind  ?  Is  that  to  be  refused 
this  year,  as  it  was  refused  last  year  ?  Are  we  to  have  no 
opening  of  Manitoba  to  the  south,  closed  as  it  has  been 
by  virtue  of  the  oxorcise  of  the  power  of  disallow¬ 
ance,  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  and 
to  the  declaration  made  by  the  First  Minister  and 
re-echoed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  when  the  contract  itself  was  made?  Are  we, 
I  say,  to  have  no  oponing  of  Manitoba  to  local  lines  ?  Is 
the  power  of  disallowance  to  bo  continuously  exercised? 
Last  Session,  when  we  were  asked  to  vote  the  loan,  the 
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Minister  of  Railways  told  us  that  they  would  desist  from 
exercising  the  power  of  disallowance  when  the  main  line 
was  opened  over  the  North  Shore,  and  that  it  was  expected 
to  be  opened  this  year.  It  is  open  now  in  a  sense  ;  trains 
have  passed  over  it  with  traffic.  There  are  railway  companies 
waiting  to  know  whether  the  power  of  disallowance 
is  to  be  exercised  or  not ;  they  are  afraid  to  go  on  with  their 
work,  because  they  remember  that  one  company  spent  a 
considerable  sum  of  money  in  grading  their  line,  and  that  it 
was  swept  out  of  existence  by  disallowance ;  and  they  want  to 
know  whether  the  pledge  of  the  First  Minister  and  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways  is  to  be  fulfilled,  and  whether  that  which  I 
regard  as  an  unconstitutional  exercise  of  the  power  of  disal¬ 
lowance  is  to  prevent  any  longer  that  Province  from  building 
railways  as  freely  as  other  Provinces  in  this  Dominion.  Is 
it  to  be  all  give  and  no  get  ?  Is  it  to  be  nothing  on  one  side 
and  all  on  the  other  ?  If  we  had  to  take  over  this  line  after 
all  these  arrangements  are  made,  what  would  we  have  paid 
and  have  to  pay  ?  The  $25,000,000  of  subsidy ;  $11,000,000 
which  have  been  received  by  the  company  from  lands,  land 
grant  bonds,  and  so  forth  ;  $20,000,000  on  our  railway  mort¬ 
gage  ;  $10,000,000  on  our  land  mortgage;  $30,000,000  on  our 
works;  $3,500,000  on  our  surveys;  $15,000,000  for  the 
public  bondholders,  making  a  total  of  $114,500,000;  and 
there  would  be  besides  $14,000,000,  which  is  the  sum  of  the 
proposals  now  on  the  Table  and  those  which  have  been  voted 
by  Parliament  before  for  eastern  and  western  arrangements 
in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but  not 
included  in  the  original  contracted  line.  That  makes 
a  total  of  $128,500,000  in  cash,  besides  the  defaulted 
interest,  which  we  would  not  of  course  get, — $128,500,000 
which,  under  the  present  proposals,  this  conntry  would  have 
to  pay  before  it  could  got  control  of  this  railway.  Now, 
the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  made  a  statement  the  other 
day,  of  the  most  extraordinary  character.  He  summed  up 
the  expenditure  in  case  of  default  at  $104,500,000.  In  ihat 
he  included  the  lands  sold,  calculating  them  at  $2  an  aero, 
a  price  below  what  they  brought  to  the  company,  and  he 
included  the  $5,000,000  for  the  new  loan  ;  but  he  omitted 
the  interest  account,  and  the  $15,000,000  of  bonds,  alto¬ 
gether,  and  in  that  way  made  up  the  $104,500,000.  That  is 
bad  enough  ;  but  he  then  went  to  work  to  deduct,  and  he 
said,  there  are  21,500,000  or  more  acres  of  land,  worth  $2 
an  acre,  which  we  will  get  back,  and  they  are  worth 
$43,350,000.  Deducting  these  the  road  will  cost  us 
$61,150,000  only.  The  land  which  we  gave  over  for 
the  construction  of  the  road  is  not  charged  in  the 
expense  when  he  sums  up  its  cost  to  us,  but  he 
credits  it  when  we  get  the  road  back.  He  puts  it  down 
on  on9  side,  and  not  on  the  other ;  and  that  is  the  principle 
on  which  the  hon.  gentleman  deals  with  tho  railway  com¬ 
pany.  I  wonder  if  that  is  tho  way  he  dealt  with  the 
affairs  of  the  International  line — whether  he  handled  its  con¬ 
tractors  in  that  manner — whether  ho  agreed  that  what  was 
paid  should  not  be  accounted  in  the  payment,  but 
should  be  credited  when  the  road  was  got  back. 
Let  us  simplify  this  transaction.  Instead  of  mixing 
together  acres  and  dollars,  lot  us  talk  only  of  acres  or  only 
of  dollars.  Is  it  fair  or  i*easonable  to  put  in  the  account  of 
expenditure  $104,500,000  and  say  nothing  about  the  twenty 
one  millions  of  acres, and  when  you  go  to  the  account  of  what 
you  will  get  back,  to  say :  I  will  get  back  21,000,000  acres  ? 
If  you  say  you  will  get  it  back,  you  must  acknowledge  that 
you  gave  it  away  in  the  first  instance.  Take  it  in  dollars, 
take  the  21,000,000  acres  as  represented  by  $43,000,000, 
then  is  it  fair  and  reasonable  to  say  :  I  did  not  count  in 
what  I  gave  that  43,000,000,  but  I  am  getting  that  back, 
and  I  will  give  credit  for  it,  and  yet  that  is  what  the 
Minister  has  dono,  and  by  that  sort  of  book-keeping  does  he 
reduce  the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  coun¬ 
try  to  $61,150,000. 


Mr.  ORTON.  The  value  of  the  lands  is  created  by  the 
construction  of  the  road. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Oh  dear,  Oh  dear  !  Is  the  grant  of  land  of 
no  value  ?  I  hope  that  I  will  hear  the  Minister  of  Railways 
give  that  reason,  and  I  will  wait  to  answer  it  until  then. 
Is  it  decent  that  a  deliberate  statement,  a  revised  state¬ 
ment,  a  written  statement,  a  statement  carefully  made 
up  and  calculated,  should  be  laid  before  this  country  by 
this  Administration,  based  upon  such  principles  as  that,  and 
that  they  should  strive  so  to  persuade  tho  people  that  the  road 
will  cost  the  country  only  that  sum  ?  A  very  unhappy  refer¬ 
ence  was  made  by  tho  Secretary  of  State  to  the  aids  to  the 
American  roads  and  to  the  cost  of  those  roads.  No  road  in 
tho  United  States,  not  one  of  the  Pacific  roads,  was  given 
a  money  gift ;  not  a  single  Pacific  road  was  given  a  money 
subsidy.  Two  of  those  roads  were  loaned  bonds  ;  the 
bonds  were  not  given  to  them  ;  it  was  a  loan  of  the  credit 
of  the  country  to  the  Union  Pacific  and  the  Central  Pacific, 
and  it  aggregated  somewhere  about  $60,000,000  of 
bonds,  for  which  a  first  mortgage  was  taken,  which  mort¬ 
gage  was  afterwards  made  a  second  mortgage  to  ease  the 
financial  operations  of  the  company.  So  that  I  say 
no  road  was  given  a  present  of  money.  Our  road 
has  been  given  a  present  of  money  and  of  works, 
which  wore  built  by  the  Government  and  are 
therefore  equivalent  to  money,  according  to  my  calculation, 
amounting  to  something  like  $58,500,000.  As  I  have  said, 
no  American  road  received  any  grant  of  money,  and  only 
two  received  loans  of  money — the  Union  Pacific  and  the 
Central  Pacific.  They  were  built— wo  know  when,  we 
know  how,  we  know  at  what  era  of  railway  building,  in 
what  condition  of  the  country,  and  under  what  circutm 
stances  they  were  built.  Why,  to  read  tho  account  of  the 
construction  of  the  Union  Pacific  and  the  Central  Pacific, 
at  the  time  they  were  constructed,  and  to  compare  it  with 
the  work  of  railway  building  to-day,  or  when  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  was  built,  will  show  you  the  difference  ;  and 
as  to  the  question  of  cost, why  some  of  the  iron  rails,  and  those 
of  a  character  which  were  not  very  good  and  did  not  last 
very  long,  cost  the  Union  Pacific  more  than  $100  a  ton. 
The  iron  rails  on  a  large  portion  of  the  road  cost  alone 
$17,000  a  mile.  They  cost  more  per  mile  than  tho 
entire  construction  of  the  615  miles  west  of  Winnipeg, 
which  cost,  supplied  with  steel  -rails,  $16,800  a  mile, 
against  $17,000  a  mile  for  iron  rails  alone  on  the  Union 
Pacific.  Then  the  stated  combined  mileage  of  the 
Union  Pacific  and  Central  Pacific,  because  in  some  of  the 
statistics  this  system  is  now  combined — their  branches 
and  main  line  together — is  3,554  miles.  Their  land  grants, 
as  I  believe  is  the  case  with  all  the  land  grants  in  all  the 
American  States,  were  of  the  land  as  it  came.  There  was  no 
provision  whatever  for  bad  sections,  whether  rivers,  marshes, 
or  unfertile  lands.  They  took  their  chances  with  tho  coun¬ 
try,  each  taking  one-half,  and  it  was  a  question,  in  fact,  of 
lot.  It  was  good  and  bad.  That  is  an  enormous  difference. 
Again,  they  took  it  only  out  of  the  sections  that  happened 
to  be  unallotted  when  they  were  entitled  to  claim  their 
grant,  and  they  wore  not  entitled  until  every  particular 
section  had  been  constructed  and  accepted.  In  tho  mean¬ 
time  the  United  States  were  entitled  to  sell  or  settle  tho 
lands,  and  whatever  the  United  States  had  sold  and  settled 
came  out  of  the  railway  company’s  grant,  and  tho  railway 
company  did  not  receive  the  money  or  any  allowance. 
Many  millions,  fives  and  tens  of  millions,  were  lost  in  this 
way  from  the  different  land  grants  of  several  of  the  Pacific 
roads.  Since  tho  first  two  roads  wero  built  circum¬ 
stances  have  wholly  changed,  and  since  that  time  not  one 
dollar  of  money  has  been  given  or  lent  by  the  United 
States  to  an  American  Pacific  railway.  All  that  has  been 
done  is  to  give  land  grants,  great  quantities  of 
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which  are  desert,  arid  of  the  great  quantities  which 
are  not  wholly  desert,  but  are  mixed  up,  good,  bad  and 
indifferent,  they  of  course  come  under  the  operation  of  deduc¬ 
tion  to  which  I  have  referred.  The  Central  and  Union 
Pacific  systems  received  about  32,000,000  acres.  The  Atlantic 
and  Pacific,  whcse  intended  mileage  is  2,500,  of  which 
but  a  small  portion  is  constructed,  is  to  have  only  17,000,000 
acres.  The  Southern  Pacific,  929  miles,  has  10,445,000 
acres;  the  Texas  Pacific,  J ,90 1  miles,  12,000,000  acres; 
the  Northern  Pacific,  2,700  miles,  may  get,  but  it  is  dis¬ 
puted,  42,500,000  acres,  of  which  15,000,000  is  all  that 
is  vested,  and  it  is  claimed  the  company  has  forfeited 
its  right  to  the  whole  or  to  a  veiy  great  portion  of  the 
remainder,  and  of  that  which  may  not  be  forfeited,  a  large 
portion  is  hilly  country.  Comparing  these  in  every  aspect 
you  please,  whether  in  the  figures,  in  the  quality  of  the 
land,  or  in  the  cost  of  railway  building,  you  find  no  com¬ 
parison  whatever  between  the  American  lines  and  the 
Canadian  line.  The  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  was  im¬ 
prudent  enough  to  refer  to  the  cost  of  these  roads,  when  he 
compared  them  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  quite 
admit  the  nominal  cost  was  enormous.  They  were  con¬ 
structed  on  the  good  old-fashioned  plan,  the  plan  which  has 
caused  American  railway  investments  to  stink  in  the 
nostrils  of  Europeans,  and  even  of  the  American  investor 
of  late  years.  They  were  constructed  on  the  old  plan  of 
watered  stock,  of  enormous  bond  issues,  of  credits  mohiliers 
and  construction  company  contracts,  of  which  we 
saw  a  specimen  on  this  Table  a  little  while  ago  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  They  were 
constructed  according  to  these  principles,  and  by  these 
principles  was  this  enormous  apparent  capital  account 
createi.  The  apparent  cost  of  the  Union  and  Central 
Pacific  systems  was  $91,150  a  mile  or  $324,000,000.  The 
real  cost  was  estimated  to  be  about  $30,000  a  mile,  as  esti¬ 
mated  when  the  road  was  just  about  completed,  by  the  engi¬ 
neer  of  the  Government.  In  the  year  1881  again  the 
Government  officer  estimated  that  the  road  would  cost,  laid 
with  good  steel  rails,  $25,642  a  mile  or$91,150,000,  instead  of 
$324,000,000.  Between  one-third  and  one-fourth  the  nominal 
cost  of  the  road.  Let  this  be  a  lesson  to  us  how  we  permit  the 
system  of  stock  watering  to  invade  our  subsidised  roads,  how 
v  e  permit  the  system  of  credit  mobiliers  and  construction  com¬ 
panies  to  invade  our  Legislative  halls,  as  well  as  our  com¬ 
panies’  headquarters.  Then  of  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific,  the 
nominal  cost  was  $35,526  per  mile  or  $88,816,000 ;  the  real 
cost  of  that  road,  as  estimated  in  1881  by  the  Government, 
was  $20,000  a  mile  or  $50,000,000.  The  Southern  Pacific, 
nominal  cost  $81,020  a  mile,  or  $75,250,000  ;  the  real  cost, 
estimated  in  1881,  was  $25,000  a  mile  or  $23,225,000.  The 
Texas  Pacific,  $37,416  per  mile  nominal,  or  $71,130,000; 
the  real  cost,  estimated  in  1881,  was  $20,000  a  mile,  or 
$38,020,0)0.  Look  at  what  wa3  fictitious  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other  look  at  what  was  real.  Look 
at  the  nominal  amount,  the  enormous  amount  of  fictitious 
capital  which  has  been  palmed  off  upon  a  credulous 
public  of  investors,  and  under  which  so  far  as  the  law 
of  competition  has  not  admitted  of  relief,  the  public  tri¬ 
butary  to  the  railways  is  obliged  to  stagger,  because,  as  I 
said,  I  entirely  admit  that,  so  far  as  your  road  is  a  mono¬ 
poly  road,  the  capital  account  will  be  regarded  in  consider¬ 
ing  the  tariffs ;  and  therefore  I  am  glad  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  referred  to  these  American  roads  aud  to  their 
system  of  finance,  because  they  furnish  lessons  to  us,  to 
which  I  have  alluded  formerly  in  this  House,  which  were 
mot  heeded  by  the  majority  at  that  time,  and  the  melancholy 
results  of  which  wo  are  now  to  reckon  with.  The  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State  said,  and  I  quite  agree  with  him, 
that  it  was  of  prime  importance  to  keep  down  the  cost  of 
construction  ;  but  it  is  also  of  great  importance  to  keep 
down  the  nominal  cost ;  because  you  already  find  this  com¬ 
pany  rating  its  stock  at  $65,000,000,  as  if  a  dollar  had  been 
Mr.  Blake. 


paid  for  every  dollar  of  that  $65,000,000.  You  find  it  esti¬ 
mating  the  cost  of  the  main  line  at  a  sum  including! the  aggre¬ 
gate  of  that  nominal  stock ;  you  find  it  already  trying  to 
persuade  the  public  that  there  is  value  there  for  all  the  stock 
it  issued  at  a  discount  of  60,  or  whatever  it  may  be  ;  you 
already  find  it  trying  to  pile  up  a  capital  account  under  which 
it  may  ask  this  House  a  little  later  on  to  sanction  tolls  upon 
that  portion  of  the  road  which,  under  the  monopoly  provision 
is  subject  to  and  tributary  to  the  company.  It  was  a  sound 
and  prudent  proposal  of  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
we  should  keep  down  the  cost  of  construction,  and 
it  is  also  a  sound  and  prudent  proposal  which  I  have 
made  that  we  should  keep  down  the  issue  of  fictitious 
capital.  I  turn  now  to  the  nature  and  extent 
of  our  own  Pacific  Railway  aids,  and  one  cannot  but  be 
amazed  and  confounded  at  the  nature  and  extent  of  those 
aids.  What  are  they  ?  There  were  1,909  miles  of  road  to 
be  built  by  this  corporation,  and  2,550  miles  to  equip.  That 
is  what  they  had  to  do.  What  is  done  for  them  ?  The  Govern¬ 
ment  builds  and  hands  over  to  them  641  miles  of  the  main 
line,  besides  the  Pembina  branch,  the  probable  cost  of  which  I 
estimated,  before  the  hon.  acting  Minister  of  Railways  made 
his  statement,  at  $30,000,000.  He  says  now  $29,500,000.  I 
dare  say  we  shall  entirely  agree  by  next  Session,  but  I  will 
leave  it  now  at  $30,000,000,  becauso,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
half  a  million  more  or  less  in  the  figures  I  am  about  to  deal 
with  is  of  very  little  consequence.  The  Government  surveys 
cost  $3,500,000  about,  really,  I  believe,  $3,440,000.  The 
Government  subsidy  in  cash  was  $25,000,000.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  provision  of  lands  and  powers  has  already  realised  to 
the  company  about  $11,000,000  in  cash,  under  the  operation 
of  the  land  grant  bonds  system,  the  sales  of  town  sites,  and 
so  on.  That  makes  a  total  of  cash  or  its  equivalent  of 
$69,500,000,  besides  which  there  are  20,000,000  acres  of 
land,  because  I  throw  off  1,400,000  acres  with  the  $2,060,000 
now  due  for  land  sales,  to  meet  the  outstanding  $3,600,- 
000,  of  land  grant  bonds  in  the  hands  of  the  public. 
Throwing  this  off— the  proceeds  of  laud  sales  yet  to 
be  collected  and  this  fourteen  hundred  thousand  acres 
of  land  to  which  I  refer  gives  you  a  net  20,000,000 
acres  of  free  lands.  So  there  were  $69,500,000  in  cash 
aids,  and  20,000,000  acres  of  land.  If  you  value  that  at  a 
dollar,  you  get  public  aids,  not  loans  but  gifts,  of 
$89,500,000.  If  you  value  that  at  $2,  which  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  and  the  company  in  their  report  of  the  day 
before  yesterday  value  it  at,  you  get  public  aids  of 
$109,500,000.  There  is  the  condition  of  things.  Remember 
these  are  not  loans,  these  are  gifts.  Besides  that,  there 
were  those  monopolies,  those  exemptions  and  those  privi¬ 
leges  to  which  I  have  referred  more  than  once,  which  are 
of  enormous  value  to  the  company  and  are  of  still  greater 
disadvantage  to  the  country.  The  sternness  with  which 
they  are  clung  to  shows  their  value  to  the  company  and 
shows  their  injury  to  the  country.  Throw  them  in  at  what 
you  please,  you  find  the  aids  in  cash  or  its  equivalent  and 
in  land,  according  as  you  value  the  latter  at  $1  or  $2  an 
acre,  amount  to  either  $83,500,000  or  $109,500,000  given  to 
the  company.  Now  add  the  loans  of  1884.  They  amount 
to  $29,810,000.  Then  you  have  gifts,  as  before,  $69,500,000  ; 
loans,  $29,810,000,  or  a  total  of  cash  aids  of  $99,310,000. 
Then  add  the  20,000,000  of  acres  and,  if  you  value  the 
lands  at  $1,  you  have  $119,310,000,  or  if  you  value  them 
at  $2,  it  gives  you  a  total  of  gifts  and  loans,  a  total  of  aids 
of  $139,310,000.  Aud  the  cost  of  the  whole  line,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  company’s  sections,  according  to  their  own 
estimate  was  $83,500,000,  and  the  equipment  $8,000,000, 
making  a  total  of  $91,500,000 ;  and  it  is  to  bo  the  property 
of  the  company,  and  the  company  and  the  Government  both 
declare  that  it  is  going  to  pay  from  the  day  it  is  opened. 
Not  merely  does  the  Government  declare  that  the  whole 
line  is  going  to  pay  from  its  opening,  but  the  First  Minister 
has  declared  in  this  House  that  the  ends  of  that  line  are 
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going  to  be  the  most  profitable  parts  of  the  line,  that  the 
.British  Columbia  end  and  the  North  Shore  of  Lake  Supe¬ 
rior  end  ai’e  going  to  be  more  profitable  than  the  middle. 
We  have  all  agreed  that  the  middle  would  be  profitable  ;  tho 
hon.  gentleman  says  the  two  ends  are  to  be  more  profitable 
still;  so  the  prospects  of  the  company  as  a  paying  road 
are  (5f  the  brightest  description,  and,  as  I  have  shown, 
we  have  given  them  the  means,  and  far  more  than 
the  means,  to  build  that  paying  road.  Well,  then, 
the  hon.  First  Minister  gave  a  reason  for  tho 
faith  that  was  in  him  the  other  day,  for  he  told  us  the  road 
could  carry  freight  at  one-fourth  the  cost  of  other  roads  ; 
and  a  road  that  can  do  that  will  certainly  be  a  highly 
paying  road.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  late  Minister  of 
Railways  said  that  it  would  cost  the  Canadian  Pacific,  for 
some  years,  four  or  five  times  as  much  to  carry  traffic  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  Eailway  which,  in  its  through  traffic,  is  bur¬ 
dened  by  all  the  disadvantages  of  making  connection  with 
other  lines  from  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is 
free  ;  but  the  First  Minister’s  statement  is  that  by  which, 
I  suppose,  the  Government  is  bound;  and  it  contrasts 
curiously  with  the  statement  of  Sir  Chai’les  Tuppor  who 
said  the  road  would  cost  four  or  five  times  as  much  to 
carry  traffic  as  other  roads,  while  the  First  Minister  says 
it  will  cost  only  one-fourth  as  much.  But  if  we  take 
the  statements  of  tho  First  Minister  as  the  real  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  upon  this  question,  it  will  certainly 
be  a  most  profitable  enterprise.  We  build,  and  they  are  to 
own,  they  are  to  enjoy  ;  and,  besides  owning  and  enjoying 
the  railway,  by  virtue  of  the  monopoly  they  are  to  own  and 
enjoy  the  country  as  well.  The  company  themselves  havo 
declared,  in  the  report  the  other  day,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  practically  declared  that  they  are  going  to  make 
a  profit  from  the  opening.  Now,  then,  that  is  the 
position  of  this  company,  and  what  is  our  position 
at  this  moment,  when  we  are  asked  to  impair  our 
securities  and  to  make  this  new  arrangement  ?  I  have 
pointed  out  that  for  the  last  dx  months,  just  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  our  financial  embarrassments  in  connection  with 
the  Pacific,  we  have  been  paying  1  per  cent,  extra  upon 
twenty-five  millions  of  money.  We  borrowed  $25,000,000  ; 
we  have  borrowed  temporarily  $15,800,000  from  the  banks, 
and  we  are  to  make  new  loans,  chiefly  to  pay  off  those  bor¬ 
rowings  and  in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way  Company,  of  $40,000,000,  which  makes  a  total  of 
fresh  obligations  of  $65,000,000.  We  have  a  war  debt  on 
hand  and  we  are  in  danger  of  a  deficit,  despite  the  monstrous 
taxation  from  which  we  are  suffering.  We  have  to  pay  in¬ 
creased  permanent  charges  in  the  North-West,  along  with 
diminishing  receipts  from  that  country,  and  we  have 
demands  from  various  Provinces  which  claim  railway  aid 
and  governmental  aid  of  various  kinds,  at  the  peril  of  discon¬ 
tent,  dissatisfaction,  and  some  people  even  say — threatening 
only,  I  hope — disruption.  We  have  depression  and  difficulty. 
We  have  a  statement  now  made  from  those  benches,  and 
from  the  financial  institutions,  and  from  the  company’s 
reports,  of  unexampled  depression.  We  even  heard  the 
word  “crisis  ”  used  yesterday,  a  word  we  thought  had  dis¬ 
appeared  from  the  dictionary  with  the  incoming  of  a  Con¬ 
servative  Administration.  That  is  the  condition  in  which 
wo  are,  when  we  are  called  upon  to  make  this  new 
arrangement  between  the  Government  and  the  com¬ 
pany,  after  we  were  told  that  the  arrangement  of 
last  year  was  ample,  ample  and  final — that  there 
was  an  end  to  all.  It  behoves  us  to  be  cautious. 
Tho  proposal,  apart  from  the  danger  of  the  old  loan,  increases 
tho  aids  by  $5,000,000,  irrespective  of  the  $1,350,000  for 
interest ;  and  this  increases  the  total  amount  of  the  aids  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  in  this  wise :  assuming  the 
20,000,000  acres  to  bo  unvalued,  the  gifts  are  to  be 
$69,500,000,  loans  $34,810,000,  or  an  aggregate  of 
$104,310,000  of  aids,  besides  the  20,000,000  acres  of  land. 


Assuming  the  land  at  $1  per  acre,  and  gifts  become 
$89,500,000,  loan  $3 1,8 10, 000,  or  a  total  of  aids  of  $124,310,000. 
Assuming  the  land  at  $2  an  acre,  and  you  get  a  total  of 
$144,310,000.  Nor  is  that  the  sum  of  our  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  engagements.  I  alluded  a  little  while  ago  to  our 
present  and  prospective  Pacific  Eailway  engagements  out¬ 
side  the  contract,  which  sum  up  to  about  $14,000,000,  apart 
altogether  from  the  value.  I  know  not  what  value  the  hon. 
member  for  Inverness  attaches  to  them,  or  at  what  rate  he 
would  discount  those  several  promises  tho  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  made  to  him  yesterday ;  but  apart  altogether  from 
that,  there  is  about  $14,000,000.  First  of  all,  in  British 
Columbia,  aid  to  the  Island  Eailway  and  the  dry  dock  ar¬ 
rangement,  both  made  in  compensation  for  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  $1,000,000.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario,  the  Canada 
Central,  $1,440,000;  Gravenhurst  and  Callander,  $1,320,000; 
total,  $2,160,000.  In  Quebec,  New  Brunswick  and  Maine — 
Ottawa  to  Quebec,  $3,350,000  ;  the  Junction.  $200,000  ;  pro¬ 
posed  addition  of  this  year,  $360,000  ;  in  that  connection, 
$3,910,000.  Riviere  du  Loup  or  Riviere  Ouolle  to  Edmund- 
ston,  $240,000;  proposed  addition  of  this  year,  $258,000;  total 
$498,000.  The  Short  Line  proposal,  which,  as  I  understand, 
applies  to  Quebec,  New  Brunswick  and  Maine,  is  this:  value 
of  the  grant  of  $170,000  for  15  years,  $1,890,000  ;  the  pre¬ 
sent  value  added  this  year  by  making  the  grant  $250,000 
for  20  years,  or  $1,510,000,  make  a  total  of  $3,400,000. 
I  will  slip  in  here,  as  Iowa  voice  as  I  can,  for  fear  it  should 
reach  the  ear  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways — the 
Internationa],  $158,000,  making  a  total  of  $3,558,000, 
and  a  grand  total  for  Quebec,  New  Brunswick  and  Maine  of 
$7,966,000.  In  Nova  Scotia,  Canso  to  Louisburg,  $256,000  ; 
Oxford  to  New  Glasgow,  $224,000  ;  Eastern  Extension, 
bought  to  cany  out  that  arrangement,  $1,286,000  ;  Oxford 
and  Sydney,  $30,000  for  15  years  capitalised,  $393,600,  or 
$2,100,000  in  Nova  Scotia ;  making  a  total  of  $13,827,000  as 
the  aggregate  of  the  proposals  of  the  previous  and  the 
present  Session,  outside  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but 
in  connection  with  the  scheme  of  a  grand  trans  continental 
railway.  So  that  you  are  about  to  add  that  sum.  Then,  if 
you  do  not  value  the  lands,  your  total  aids,  including  the 
proposed  loan,  to  the  whole  scheme,  inside  and  outside  the 
contract,  will  be  $118,310,000,  and  20,000,000  acres  of  land. 
If  you  value  tho  land  at  $1,  your  total  aid  will  be  $138,310,000. 
With  the  land  at  $2  an  acre,  the  total  aids  will  be  $158,310,- 
000.  But,  Sir,  let  us  revert  to  the  contracted  line  and  omit 
any  reference  to  these  outside  engagements,  which  yet  belong 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  policy  :thei-e  is  another  way 
of  viewing  the  case.  Apply  tho  moans  which  are  provided 
by  the  country  as  a  basis  of  resources  to  build  1,909  miles  of 
railway,  and  to  equip  2,550  miles  of  railway,  which  was  tho 
company’s  obligation,  the  result  is  as  follows,  on  the  mileage 
basis  of  J  ,909  miles:  cash  subsidy,  $25,000,000;  cash  realised 
from  land  grant  bonds  and  powers  of  that  kind,  $  11,000,000 ; 
summing  up,  $36,000,000,  or  making  cash  gifts  in  this  way 
of  $18,858  per  mile,  available  now,  or  in  September,  when 
the  lme  is  completed.  Government  works  and  surveys, 
$33,500,000,  making  a  gift  at  the  rate  of  $  17,548  per  milo  on 
the  1,909  miles;  thus  making  an  aggregate  of  gifts  in  cash 
or  its  equivalent  of  $36,406  per  mile,  with  20,000,000 
acres  of  land,  or  a  balance  of  10,470  acres  per  mile  by  the 
original  contract.  And  if  you  value  tho  lands  at  $1, 
the  original  gifts  are  equal  to  $46,877  per  mile  ;  or  if  you 
value  them  at  $2,  they  are  equal  to  $57,348  per  milo.  Then, 
if  you  add  tho  loans  of  1 88  4  these  loans  are  equal  to  $15,091 
per  mile  on  tho  1,909  miles  of  contracted  line.  That  makes 
gifts,  cash  and  works  of  $36,406  permilo,  and  a  loan  of  $15,091 
per  mile,  or  a  total  of  cash,  gifts  and  loans  of  $5 1,497  per 
milo,  bosides  the  10,47 1  acres  per  mile ;  if  you  value  tho  land 
at$l  per  acre  it  gives  gifts  $46,877  per  mile  ;  loans  $15,091 
per  mile,  or  a  total  of  $61,968  per  mile.  If  you  value  tho 
lands  at  $2  per  acre  the  amount  of  gifts  is  $57,348  per  mile ; 
loans  $15,091  per  mile,  or  a  total  of  $72,439  per  mile.  Now, 
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if  you  add  the  proposed  loan  of  $5,000,000,  that  makes  the 
total  loans  equal  to  $17,710  per  mile— the  old  loan  and  the 
new  loan  ;  and  that  makes  the  aids  of  cash  gifts  and  loans 
$54,110  per  mile  and  10,471  acres  per  mile.  Valuing  the 
land  at  $1  per  acre  makes  the  amount,  of  the  gifts  and  loans, 
$64,487  per  mile  ;  and  valuing  the  land  at  $2  per  acre  the 
amount  is  $75,058  per  mile  for  the  1,909  miles  which  the 
company  are  to  build.  Now,  of  course,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say,  without  going  into  further  calculations,  that  this  is  too 
much  ;  one  has  to  consider  what  was  to  be  done  in  order  to 
find  out  whether  this  was  too  much  or  too  little.  I  propose 
now  to  proceed  to  enquire  what  was  to  be  done  for  those 
aids.  One  year  ago,  when  the  loan  of  1884  was  asked  for, 
the  official  statement  as  to  the  cost  of  the  contracted  line 
was  as  follows:  expenditure  already  made,  $23,078,950; 
materials  on  hand,  $4,028,604;  total  amount  required  to 
complete  the  contract,  $27,000,000,  from  which  1  deduct, 
for  the  moment,  $1,700,000,  being  the  amount  out 
of  that  estimate  attributed  to  equipment,  because  I  am 
dealing  with  the  construction,  and  have  for  the  moment  no 
reference  to  equipment.  That  is  to  say  that  $25,300,000 
were  required  to  complete  the  road  ;  and  thus  the  total 
cost  of  construction  would  be  $52,407,500.  That  is  a  plain 
and  clear  statement  of  the  case  given  to  the  country  by 
the  Government  and  the  company  last  year,  namoly 
that  $52,407,500  was  to  be  the  cost  of  building  that 
line,  in  accordance  with  the  contract,  apart  from  the 
equipment.  Mr.  Van  Horne,  in  a  paper  on  the  Table, 
says  this  estimated  cost  includes  the  permanent  road 
round  that  part  of  Kicking  Horse  Pass  which  is  now 
arranged  for  by  a  temporary  line ;  that  the  cost  of  both  the 
permanent  and  the  temporary  line  was  estimated  at  about 
$1,360,000,  of  which  $960,000  was  estimated  for  the  perma¬ 
nent  line.  He  has  obtained  permission  to  use  the  temporary 
line  for  some  years  to  come,  and  therefore  the  permanent 
expenditure  will  not  be  incurred.  I  deduct,  therefore,  from 
the  estimate  of  last  year,  $960,000,  since  we  are  not  to  have 
the  permanent  line  built,  and  that  reduces  the  cost  to 
$51,440,000.  But  Mi’.  Van  Horne  also  says  that  $4,000,000 
have  been  saved  in  British  Columbia  since  the  estimate  of  last 
year.  Mr.  Stephen,  however,  in  his  letter  of  18th  March, 
says  that  the  saving  in  British  Columbia  has  been  off  set  by 
extra  expenditure  on  the  North  Shore.  Now, when  you  come 
to  the  brief,  condensed  and  unsatisfactory  statement  placed 
before  us,  unverified  and  unsupported  by  the  statement  of 
any  engineer,  you  find  that  the  extra  expenditure  on  the 
North  Shore  is  stated  by  Mr.  Stephen  at  $2,500,000,  and 
that  only.  I  deduct  that  sum  of  $2,500,000,  unsatisfactory 
though  the  statement  is,  from  the  $4,000,000  which  Mr.  Van 
Horne  said  was  saved  at  the  other  end,  and  I  find  a  net 
saving  of  $1,500,000  in  that  respect,  as  estimated  last  year. 
That  being  deducted  from  $51,440,000  reducos  the  cost  of 
the  line,  by  the  estimates  and  statements  which  are  before 
us,  to  a  trifle  under  $50,000,000.  Now,  as  to  the  cost  of 
equipment.  When  the  loan  was  asked  for?  we  were  told 
that  $1,700,000,  which  was  included  in  the  loan,  was  quite 
adequate,  in  addition  to  the  existing  equipment.  The  exist¬ 
ing  equipment  of  all  lines  and  branches  was  said,  at  that 
time,  to  be  of  the  value  of  $3,638,000 ;  and  the  amount  added, 
which  was  put  into  the  loan  for  equipment,  was  $1,700,000 
and  it  gave,  as  necessary  for  all  the  lines  and  branches, 
according  to  the  estimate,  $10,328,000.  There  is  the 
required  equipment  for  the  main  line  and  branches.  I  will 
make  another  calculation,  by  which  to  ascertain  the  cost  of 
the  equipment.  I  take  Mr.  Stephen’s  own  letter  of  the  18th 
March,  in  which  he  states  the  expenditure  for  equipment 
up  to  31st  December,  at  $9,168,755  ;  and  that  there  will  be 
required  $1,000,000,  making  a  total  of  $10,168,750 
for  the  main  line  and  branches.  That  is  on  aver¬ 
age  within  a  fraction  of  the  result  of  the  former  calculation. 
I  take  the  larger  of  the  two  figures,  so  as  to  err  on  the 
safe  side,  and  taking  $10,338,000  as  the  cost  of  equip* 
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ment  of  all  lines  and  branches,  and  observing  that 
there  are  2,550  miles  from  Callander  to  Port  Moody, 
$8,000,000  would  be  the  proper  proportion  for  equipment. 
This  accords,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  with  the  figures  given  on 
the  last  occasion.  I  have  thus  arrived  at  the  cost  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  contracted  line  and  the  cost  of  equipmentfor 
the  Government  and  contracted  lines:  $50,000,000  for  the 
one,  $8,000,000  for  the  other,  total  $58,000,000.  That  is  the 
result  of  the  information  which  was  given  in  January, 1884, 
as  modified  by  the  information  wo  have  since  received. 
I  ask,  next,  having  arrived  at  what  the  cost  of  the  work  for 
the  company  to  do  was — a  work  which  they  say  is  to  be 
completed  a  few  weeks  from  this  hour — what  are  the  cash 
resources  available  to  meet  that  work  ?  They  are  easily 
ascertained.  There  are,  subsidies,  $25,000,000  ;  the  loan  of 
$22,500,000,  the  land  grant  bonds,  which  realized,  in  1883, 
$9,200,000,  and  in  1884  the  company  received  more  than 
$1,000,000  more  of  land  grant  bonds,  which  have  always 
been  saleable  at  something  approaching  to  par,  from  97  to 
par.  I  putin  $1,000,000  for  that.  Then  there  are  bonuses 
and  town  site  sales  $800,000.  These  three  figures 
give  you  $11,000,000  of  cash  resources  actually  avail¬ 
able  to  the  company,  in  addition  to  the  subsidy  and  the 
loan.  Then  1  come  to  another  point,  and  that  is  the  net 
profits  of  working.  The  company  state  the  profits  from  all 
the  lines  to  be  $1,626,000.  There  I  am  in  the  region  of 
conjecture,  because  we  have  not  got  a  statement  of  what 
the  net  profits  were  from  workiug  the  leased  and  acquired 
lines,  and  therefore  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  declare  what 
proportion  of  profit  is  due  to  the  main  line,  the  line  from 
Callander  to  Port  Moody.  But  my  belief  is,  that  I  overstate 
the  case  when  I  assume  $66,000  to  bo  the  amount  of  net 
profit  derivable  from  the  acquired  and  leased  lines,  in  excess 
of  the  fixed  charges  to  the  company,  and  charges  for  interest 
on  purchase  money  which  the  company  have  already  paid. 
If  you  take  the  purchase  money  paid  for  the  Canada  Central 
and  for  the  Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Occidental  Railway, 
and  the  Laurentian  Railway,  and  other  lines,  and  cal¬ 
culate  the  interest  on  the  purchase  money;  and  if 
you  take  the  interest  on  the  unpaid  purchase  money  of 
the  Canada  Central,  and  Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Occidental, 
and  the  interest  on  hypothecated  bonds  and  for  stock, 
for  the  other  line,  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  proper,  if  you 
take  the  charges  on  the  Credit  Valley  arrangement,  the  rent 
of  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce,  and  deduct  them  from 
what  are  called  the  net  earnings,  which  are  the  gross  earn¬ 
ing,  less  the  actual  expenses,  I  think  you  will  find  it  very 
probable  that  I  erred  in  assuming  that  $1,626,000  were  the 
earnings  in  excess  of  those  sums.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  sum  is  the  result  of  the  earnings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  after  deducting  those  charges.  It  ought  to  be, 
because  if  those  charges  are  not  deducted,  then  the  main 
line  has  been  charged  with  the  cost  of  buying  and  leasing 
lines  and  branches.  I  did  assume  that  those  charges  were 
deducted  and  that  the  result  of  $1,626,000  was  after  the 
deduction  of  those  charges.  Assuming  that,  and  assuming 
that  $66,000  would  be  the  surplus  upon  the  leased  and 
acquired  lines,  after  their  bearing  the  cost  of  their  acquisi¬ 
tion,  I  take  $1,560,000  as  the  net  earnings  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  main  line  from  Callander  to  Port  Moody, 
and  I  add  that  to  the  resources  I  have  already  stated,  whftffi 
give3  $60,060,000  cash  resources— or,  say  sixty  millions. 
Now,  I  have  shown  you  the  cost  of  construction,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  to  be  $58,000,000,  and  I  have  shown  you  the  cash 
resources  provided  altogether  outside  of  the  company, 
provided,  in  fact,  by  tho  public,  to  be  $60,000,000,  or 
$2,000,000  more  than  the  whole  cost  of  construction  and 
equipment,  and  that  without  touching  the  company’s  origi¬ 
nal  stock.  Now,  that  stock  was  to  be  touched  ;  it  was 
part  of  the  contract  that  the  company  should  subscribe 
that  stock  and  pay  it  up  in  full ;  it  was  part  of  the  contract 
that  that  should  be  done ;  that  the  money  should  go  into 
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the  fulfilment  of  the  contract.  They  did  subscribe  it,  and 
they  did  pay  it  up  and  put  it  in  the  contract,  and  there¬ 
fore  that  $5,000,000  is  to  be  added,  which  gives  you  the 
total  available  assets  of  the  company — of  which  the  company 
provided  only  $5,000,000  — $65,000,000,  to  meet  the  expenses 
due  under  the  contract  of  $58,000,000,  or  a  surplus  of 
$7,000,000.  Then,  Sir,  you  may  make  certain  deductions 
and  additions,  and  I  am  about  to  state  those  for  which 
there  is  more  or  less  plausibility.  You  may  eay  now  :  You 
have  charged  us  with  the  whole  amount  which  has  been 
realised  for  land  grant  bonds,  but  we  had  to  pay  interest  on 
them,  and  that  should  be  deducted.  I  admit  the  fair¬ 
ness  of  the  statement,  but  I  do  not  admit  the  fairness  of 
the  whole  deduction,  because,  if  they  deducted  $582, COO  for 
interest  on  land  grant  bonds,  while  the  money  received  from 
them  was  deposited  with  the  Government,  of  course  the 
interest  they  receive  on  the  money  goes  against  the 
interest  they  pay  for  the  money,  and  so,  deducting  the 
$192,000  which  they  received  in  that  way,  we  have  a  net 
charge  of  $390,000  for  interest  on  the  land  grant  bonds.  They 
have  also  paid  interest  on  the  Government  5  per  cent,  loan, 
whioh  was  one  of  the  assets,  and  I  have  credited  that  interest 
to  the  amount  of  $265,000  to  date.  That  gives  a  total  interest 
of  $655,000,  which  is  a  fair  deduction  from  the  surplus  of 
$7,000,000.  Then,  do  you  dispute  my  deduction  of  $960,000 
for  the  permanent  line?  I  do  not  see  upon  what  ground  you 
can  dispute  it,  but  if  you  do,  let  us  throw  it  off.  Do  you 
dispute  my  deduction  for  savings  of  one  and  a  half  million  ? 
I  do  not  see  upon  what  grounds  you  can  dispute  it,  but 
throw  it  off.  Then,  you  still  have  $3,1 15,000  against  the  sur¬ 
plus  of  about  $7,0i. 0,000,  you  still  find  about  $4,000,000 
remaining.  If  you  even  ask  me  to  include  what  the  com- 
pmy  says  is  a  betterment  to  the  Government  lines,  it  is 
only  some  $1,200,000,  and  still  there  is  left  a  balance 
of  $2,700,000,  out  of  these  resources  all  provided  by 
the  public,  excepting  the  original  $5,000,000  provided 
by  the  company.  Now,  I  invite  your  consideration  to 
those  figures,  and  I  invito  those  who  challenge  them  to  show 
in  what  respect  they  are  substantially  inaccurate,  and  if 
accurate,  how  it  is  that  ample  provision  in  cash  has  not 
been  made  for  every  dollar  which  was  required  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  to  complete  this  contract,  upon  the  contract  itself. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  entirely  omitted,  up  to  this  moment,  enor¬ 
mous  additional  resources  of  the  company.  There  is  the 
Government  4  per  cent,  loan  on  securities.  These  securities 
were  available ;  they  were  securities  which  might  be  used 
in  order  to  get  cash  or  credit ;  they  were  used  in  order  to 
get  credit,  in  order  to  get  the  Government  deposit  of 
$7,380,000,  and  therefore  there  is  that  available  asset  cre¬ 
ated  by  this  work  of  $7,380,000,  and  in  respect  of  which  the 
company  obtained  from  the  Government  a  loan  to  that 
amount.  Then,  as  to  unsold  lands  :  after  settling  for  the  land 
rant  bonds,  as  I  explained  a  little  while  ago,  there  remains  a 
alance  of  twenty  millions  on  that  account,  and  that,  also,  was 
an  additional  asset.  Then  the  Government  works  and  sur¬ 
veys  were  an  additional  asset  of  thirty-three  and  a  half  mil¬ 
lions.  And  the  company  actually  realised,  in  cash,  for  the 
sixty  millions  of  stock  which  they  issued  and  sold,  subse¬ 
quently,  under  the  new  scheme  of  finance,  to  which  I  will 
presently  allude,  $24,493,000,  or,  say  twenty-four  and  a-half 
millions.  So,  outside  altogether  of  the  line  of  assets  which  I 
have  given  to  you  before,  I  show  you  enormous  additional 
assets  and  resources  which  were  available  towards 
the  completion  of  this  contract.  And  you  cannot  overlook 
the  consideration  of  those  assets  when  you  come  to  con¬ 
sider  the  proposal  to  grant  additional  aid  and  to  impair 
the  existing  securities  to  Canada  for  the  aid  already  given. 
Now,  Sir,  so  far  I  have  been  dealing  with  the  figures  as  of 
tho  1st  September  next,  when  it  is  said  this  contract  will 
be  completed,  and  the  loan  and  tbe  subsidy  will  be  actually 
realised  to  the  last  dollar.  That  is  tho  proper  date  to  handle. 
Wo  are  now  within  a  few  weeks  of  the  1st  of  September, 


and  all  of  our  calculations  may  be  fairly  directed  towards 
the  condition  of  things  on  that  day,  and  on  that  day,  there* 
fore,  you  find  the  results  such  as  I  have  indicated.  But  I 
will  turn  back,  and  I  will  deal  with  the  figures  which  were 
given — deal  with  the  figures  of  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  as  of  the 
31st  of  December,  1884,  and  I  will  enquire  what  were  the 
expenditures  and  what  were  the  assets  up  to  that  time  There 
were,  in  the  shape  of  assets,  cash  receipts  on  account  of  sub¬ 
sidy,  up  to31st  December,  $19,773,027  ;  loan  up  to  that  date, 
$17,970,720  ;  land  grant  bonds,  etc  ,  of  which  I  have  explain* 
ed«the  details,  $11,000,000;  working  profits,  $1,560,000; 
original  paid  up  stock,  $5,000,000  ;  making  an  aggregate  of 
$55,640,000  received  up  to  the  31st  of  December  last. 
Now,  I  cannot  make  out  in  the  same  satisfactory  manner 
the  expenditure  on  the  contracted  line  up  to  that  time, 
because  the  statements  of  Mr.  Miall  and  Mr.  Stephen  are 
short,  obscure,  vague,  condensed,  and  give  no  reasonable 
practical  information  upon  which  one  can  make  it  out.  But 
I  give  you  my  deductions  from  figures  the  accuracy  of 
which  I  do  not  admit,  which  I  am  unable  to  reconcile  with 
the  statements  made  in  January  last  and  the  statements 
made  since ;  but  such  as  they  are,  assuming  them  to  be  cor¬ 
rect,  these  are  the  figures.  Mr.  Stephen  says  the  expenditure 
on  the  main  line  and  branches  up  to  the  31st  of  December 
was  $52,595,842,  and  for  the  material  on  hand  $3,687,729  ; 
making  a  total  of  $56,2^3,571.  From  that  I  deduct, 
according  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  own  figures,  the  company’s 
expenditures  on  the  acquisition  of  lines  east  of  Callander, 
$4,213,758;  their  expenditure  on  branches — the  Algoma 
branch,  $2,269,798,  and  on  the  western  branches  of  176  miles, 
$2,335,374,  or  a  total  for  branohes  of  $4,605,172;  those 
deductions  aggregating  $8,818,930,  which,  deducted  from  the 
principal  sum,  leaves,  according  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  statement 
— which  is  inexplicable  to  me  —  $17,464,671  as  the  expendi* 
ture  on  the  construction  of  the  contracted  line  up  to  the  31st 
of  December  last.  My  opinion  is  that  that  may  include  a 
large  sum  for  interest  or  dividends  ;  I  think  that  is  tho 
negro  in  the  fence  corner.  But  I  only  conjecture  it.  Then, 
as  to  tho  equipment  up  to  tho  31st  of  December,  Mr. 
Stephen’s  statement  is  that  it  is  $9,168,750  for  all  lines. 
Deduct  for  the  lino  east  of  Callander  and  the  branches, 
say  670  miles,  their  proportion,  $1,890,000,  leaving  the 
expenditure  for  equipment  on  the  2,55 J  miles  $7,178,750. 
That  gives  me  an  aggregate  of  $54,641,000  for  construction 
and  equipment  on  the  contract,  as  against  the  receipts  to 
that  date  of  $55,643,000,  leaving  an  apparent  surplus  of 
$1,000,000.  But  that  surplus  is  properly  subject  to  the 
deduction  of  $655,000  on  interest  account,  so  far  as  I  can 
judge.  I  do  not  know,  of  course,  whether  this  $47,464,671 
may  not  include  some  interest.  If  it  does,  then  the  deduc¬ 
tion  I  suggest  should  not  be  made  ;  but,  if  it  does  not  include 
the  interest  I  have  referred  to,  then  that  deduction  should 
be  made;  and  that  would  still  leave  a  surplus.  And,  even 
if  you  add  the  improvements  on  Government  sections 
to  tho  amount  of  $1,240,000,  you  only  get  a  deficit  of 
under  $1,000,000,  after  paying  up  to  the  handle  for  every¬ 
thing  that  was  expended  on  the  contract  up  to  the  31st 
of  December.  The  assets  which  produced  that  result  being 
entirely  public  assets,  except  the  $5,000,000  of  the  original 
stock  of  the  company,  that  deficit  of  under  $1,000,000  is, 
at  any  rate,  not  embarrassing,  because  a  floating  debt  of 
$3,000,000  or  $4,000,000  is  customary  in  such  operations  ; 
they  said  it  only  became  abnormal  when  it  reached 
$7,000,000  or  $8,000,000.  All  they  i*equired  to  do  was  to 
carry  this  $1,000,000  as  a  floating  debt,  and  of  course  the 
drawback  which  was  kept  on  the  Government  subsidy,  and 
which  obviously  rendered  plain  the  cause  of  tho  narrow 
circumstances,  would  pay  for  that,  practically,  under  the 
contract.  So  that  on  31st  December  there  was  no  ground 
for  embarrassment,  irrespective  altogether  of  those  other 
enormous  resources  to  which  I  have  referred.  I  have 
pointed  out  that  these  enormous  resources  had  netted  on  the 
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new  stock  of  sixty  millions,  $24,493,000  ;  the  Government 
4  per  cent,  loan  was  $7,380,000 ;  and  their  credit  enabled 
them  to  owe  $6,895,000,  of  which  you  can  strike  off 
$1,000,000  as  due  on  the  contracted  line,  which  would 
leave  owing  on  other  accounts  than  the  contracted  line 
$5,900,000  ;  so  that  their  other  resources  had  actually  pro¬ 
duced,  up  to  the  same  date,  the  31st  December,  applicable 
to  other  purposes  than  the  contracted  line,  an  aggregate  of 
$37,780,000.  Now,  the  next  question  to  which  I  address 
myself  is  what  has  become  of  this  $37,780,000 ;  because 
I  have  shown  you  enough  assets  to  accomplish '  all 
they  were  bound  to  under  the  contract,  without  having 
reference  to  that  sum  at  all.  They  obtained  it  and  the 
20,000,000  acres  of  land  besides.  Well,  what  became  of  it  ? 
The  explanations  of  that  are  not  absolutely  clear;  but 
they  are  sufficiently  clear  for  our  purpose,  dealing,  as  we  are, 
with  sums  so  enormous,  that  an  inaccuracy  of  even  half  a 
million  or  so  is  of  little  consequence.  I  divide  this  $37,780,000 
into  two  grand  heads ;  the  first  of  these  is  outside  expendi¬ 
ture  in  one  way  or  another,  and  I  will  give  you  the  items 
which  I  find  in  the  company’s  various  statements : 

Main  line  and  branches  east  of  Callander...  $4,658,622 


Algoma  branch .  . .  2,269,798 

Western  branches . . .  2,335,374 

Steamers . 697,369 

Real  estate  at  Montreal . . .  408,207 

South-Western  Railway . 1,595,280 

St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa  Railway .  227,155 

Atlantic  and  North-Western  Railway .  202,837 

Manitoba  and  South-Western  Railway .  1,254,678 

Ontario  leased  lines .  1,265,450 

Proportion  of  equipment  for  these  Outside 

lines . 1,890,000 

Interest  on  financial  matters,  &c.,  &c.,  &c.  1,389,484 


Total .  $18,195,264 


The  sum  of  $1,389,484  is  stated  by  Mr.  Miall  to  be  interest 
on  financial  matters  and  other  charges,  some  of  which  I 
have  very  probably  included  in  my  estimate  of  interest 
already  charged  against  the  other  receipts,  and  therefore 
should  not  now  be  included  ;  but  still  I  include  it  all,  for  I 
have  not  the  details,  though  the  Government  have  them  ; 
and  all  thoso  sums  give  me  the  aggregate  of  $18,195,264 
spent  by  the  company  on  outside  matters  out  of  the 
$37,780,000.  Well,  that  leaves  the  larger  half  to  be  yet 
accounted  for.  I  have  found  for  you  where  $18,200,000  have 
gone;  I  have  to  find  for  you  where  $19,600,000  have  gone. 
And  that  comes  under  the  second  grand  head  of  the  two 
grand  heads  of  expenditure  by  this  company  of  its  resources 
—dividends,  dividends,  dividends.  The  statement  of  Mr. 
Stephen  on  the  subject  of  dividends  is  not,  accord¬ 
ing  to  my  judgment,  absolutely  accurate,  but  I  will 
use  it,  in  the  first  instance,  so  as  to  state  the 
amount  from  bis  own  lips.  He  states  that  there  were 
paid  by  funds  provided  by  the  company,  partly  paid  by 
the  company  itself  and  partly  by  the  Government,  out  of 
the  funds  provided  by  the  company,  $5,378,000  in  divi¬ 
dends  up  to  the  31st  December  last;  and  that  the  sum 
remaining  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  for  future  divi¬ 
dends  was,  on  the  31st  December  last,  $14,288,000,  making 
an  aggregate  for  dividends  of  $19,666,288.  My  task  was  to 
account  for  $  19,600,000.  I  have  got  you  the  $19,600,000, 
and  I  think  I  have  practically  squared  the  account.  I 
think  I  have  practically  shown  you  where  this  $38,800,000 
has  gone — that  the  smaller  half  of  it  has  gone  in  outside  enter¬ 
prises  and  that  the  larger  half  of  it  has  gone  in  dividends, 
past,  present  and  to  come.  This  shows  where  the  money 
has  gone  and  to  what  the  trouble  is  due.  There  were 
extravagant  expenditures,  according  to  my  belief ;  my 
belief  is  that  this  road  cost  more  than  it  need  have  cost. 
There  was  haste  and  waste.  There  is  proof  in  Mr.  Schreiber’s 
statement  and  Mr.  Van  Horne’s  also,  to  which  I  referred 
yesterday,  of  the  necessary  cost  involved  in  the  speed  ;  there 
was  inordinate  expense  on  outside  objects,  on  the  Lauren tian 
Railway  line,  on  the  South-Eastern  line,  the  St.  Lawrence 
Mr,  Blake. 
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and  Ottawa  Company,  the  North  American  Con¬ 
tracting  Company,  the  North-West  Lands  Company,  the 
leased  lines  and  other  objects.  There  were  on  these 
various  heads,  grounds  for  saying  that  more  money  had  been 
expended  than  ought  wisely  to  have  been  expended.  With 
reference  to  the  whole  of  this  outside  expenditure  ques¬ 
tions  arise,  various  questions,  differing  questions,  questions 
which  may  make  some  of  the  expenditure  prudent,  and 
some  of  it  very  rash — but  granting  all,  wiping  out  all  the 
extravagance  and  assuming  there  was  no  extravagance ; 
wiping  out  all  the  imprudence  and  assuming  that  there  was 
no  imprudence ;  saying  that  it  was  right  and  wise  for  the 
company,  assisted  and  egged  on  by  the  Government,  to 
spend  the  sum  of  over  $18,000,000  on  outside  enterprises, 
while  they  were,  or  ought  to  have  been,  straining  every 
nerve  to  build  the  contracted  line — admitting  all  that,  for 
the  moment,  yet  with  the  resources  they  had  and  have  in 
hand  there  was  a  margin  up  to  the  31st  December 
last  of  $20,000,000  to  keep  them  out  of  embar¬ 
rassment  :  $10,000,000  is  absorbed  in  repayments 

to  subscribers.  Now,  let  ns  examine  this  question  of  re¬ 
payment  to  subscribers,  this  question  of  dividends.  The 
law  allows  a  railway  company  during  construction  to  pay 
not  exceeding  6  per  cent.,  if  they  please,  on  the  amount 
actually  paid  up  in  cash,  in  hard  cash,  on  the  stock 
that  has  been  subscribed  for  construction.  That  is 
all  which  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  has  provided 
that  railway  companies  should  be  allowed  to  pay. 
No  watered  stock  payments,  no  payments  on  anything 
that  was  not  solid  cash,  but  you  might,  if  you 
pleased,  having  got  in  hard  cash,  which  had  gone  into 
the  works,  say  $1,000,000,  pay  the  subscribers  of  that 
amount  6  per  cent,  a  year  on  that  or  $60,000.  That,  in  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament,  was  the  sound  rule  established. 
Let  us  consider  this  company.  Did  it  occupy  an  excep¬ 
tional  position  ?  It  did.  What  was  the  exceptional  char¬ 
acter  and  position  of  this  company  ?  It  was  this,  that  it 
was  subsidised  by  the  Government  on  the  understanding 
that  it  was  not  going  to  make  an  early  dividend,  but  that  it 
was  to  be  recouped  out  of  the  sale  of  the  lands  for  its  actual 
losses  in  the  early  working  of  the  road.  The  proposal  was, 
not  that  we  should  furnish  money  to  the  compauy  to  give 
subscribers  who  had  stock  6,  10,  12  or  20  per  cent,  on  their 
money,  but  that  we,  were  to  give  the  company,  in  addition 
to  cash,  land,  the  ultimate  result  of  which  would  repay 
them  for  the  loss  of  interest  or  dividends  in  the  early 
working  of  the  road.  That  was  the  position  of  the 
company,  a  position  against  the  paying  of  dividends 
oat  of  capital  instead  of  in  favor  of  it;  a  position  in  which 
the  impropriety  of  paying  dividends  out  of  capital  was 
recognised,  and  in  which  the  source  of  recoupment  for 
losses  was  to  be  the  great  resources  the  Government  were 
giving  the  company.  Now,  the  stock  was  fixed  at  $5,000,000, 
to  be  all  paid  up,  in  actual  cash,  within  a  short  delay,  with 
the  power  of  increasing  it  to  $25,000,000 ;  but  I  need  not 
tay  that  when  the  $5,000,000  was  paid  up  in  full  in  cash  it 
would  be  impossible  to  put  out  the  other  $20,000,000  at  a  dis¬ 
count,  or  on  any  other  basis  than  par,  without  creating  an 
entire  revolution  in  the  scheme  of  finances  of  the  company. 
The  principle  recognised  by  Parliament  was  that  every 
dollar  of  the  stock  first  subscribed  should  be  paid  up  in  cash ; 
$5,000,000  was  paid  up  in  cash,  and  if  the  company  were  to 
issue  the  rest  at  50,  the  subscribers  at  50  would  get  the  stock 
at  half  the  price  of  those  who  had  subscribed  the  first 
$5,000,000.  No  one  thought  of  more  capital  being 
issued,  at  any  rate,  beyond  the  $20,000,00  addi¬ 
tional  ;  $25,000,000  was  the  extreme  capital  talked 

of.  We  were  anxious  the  capital  should  be  kept  dowD, 
because  the  great  object  was  that  there  should  be  a  small 
dividend  to  be  paid,  since  the  burden  on  the  commerce  of 
the  country  was  to  be  measured,  first  of  all,  by  the  cost  of 
carriage,  and  secondly  by  the  dividend ;  and  it  was  vital  to 
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us  that  the  dividend-bearing  capital  should  be  kept  down  to 
the  lowest  possible  figure,  so  that  the  burden  on  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  country  might  be  kept  down  to  the  lowest 
possible  figure.  That  being  the  principle,  and  theso  being 
the  expectations  of  Parliament,  I  now  address  myself  to  the 
question :  What  has  actually  been  done  ?  I  leave  out  of 
consideration,  for  the  moment,  the  original  $5,000,000, 
because  that  was  contemplated,  that  was  arranged, 
that  was  subscribed,  that  was  paid  in  full,  that  went  into 
the  fund;  but,  besides  that,  the  company  has  issued 
$60,000,000  more,  and  in  connection  with  its  stock 
operations  it  has  raised  $7,380,000  from  the  Government. 
Now,  I  want  to  know,  having  stated  the  millions  of  stock 
that  it  has  issued,  $60,000,000  of  new  stock  and  $7,380,000 
raised  from  Government  in  connection  with  stock  opera¬ 
tions:  what  has  that  produced?  The  original  stock  of 
$5,000,000  would  have  reaped  its  whole  profit  out  of  the 
working  earnings  ;  $1,000,000  would  have  paid  a  fair  and 
reasonable  dividend  during  construction  on  the  $5,000,000 
of  capital,  and  that  would  have  been  paid  out  of  the  work¬ 
ing  earnings  of  the  road ;  but  that  abominable  system  of 
stock  watering  to  which  I  have  referred,  which,  I  have 
pointed  out,  in  two  years  resulted,  in  the  United  States,  in 
the  increase  by  two  thousand  millions  of  interest  and  divi¬ 
dend-bearing  stocks  and  bonds,  or  presumably  interest  and 
dividend-bearing  stocks  and  bonds,  while  the  betterments 
represented  by  that  two  thousand  millions  only  cost  one 
thousand  and  fifty  millions,  or,  practically,  $2  of  obliga¬ 
tions  for  every  $1  of  real  value  was  to  be  introduced. 
That  abominable  system  which  has  destroyed  the  credit  of 
the  American  railways,  which  has  rendered  it  impossible 
for  the  ordinary  mind,  with  ordinary  acquaintance  with 
things,  to  judge  of  the  real  value  of  an  enterprise  at  all, 
which  even  induces  an  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  to  talk 
of  the  cost  of  a  railway  system  as  $323,000,000  when  it  has 
cost  only  a  trifle  compared  with  that  amount;  that 
system  which  renders  everything  vague  and  speculative, 
which  gives  every  opportunity  to  the  dishonest  man  to 
deceive  and  gull  the  simple  investor,  was  to  be  carried  out. 
The  principle  of  an  honest  paid  up  stock  was  to  be  given 
up,  and  the  first  thing  that  was  done  was  to  commence  the 
creation  of  this  load  of  fictitious  capital.  They  issued  to 
the  original  proprietors  of  $5,000,000  of  paid  up  stock 
$20,000,000  more,  realising  only  $5,000,000  in  cash,  or  25  per 
cent,  of  the  nominal  value.  They  got  $5,000,000  in  cash,  and 
they  issued  $20,000,000  in  stock.  Having  done  that,  they 
sold  $30,000,000  more  at  prices  which  netted  the  company 
only  $15,281,754,  or  under  51  percent,  of  the  nominal  value. 
They  then  proceeded  to  borrow  on,  and  ultimately  to  sell, 
$10,000,000  more,  selling  at  a  price  which  netted  the  com¬ 
pany  $4,211,294,  or  42  per  cent,  of  the  nominal  value.  They 
thus  pi’oduced  from  the  $60,000,000  of  nominal  capital 
$24,493,000  in  cash,  or,  on  the  whole  average,  under  41  per 
cent,  of  the  nominal  value.  And,  if  you  choose  to  throw  in 
the  honest  $5,000,000,  and  to  put  it  together  with  these 
tainted  matters,  you  find  that  an  issue  of  $65,000,000 
nominal  realised  $29,493,000,  or  45J  per  cent,  of  the  nominal 
value.  And  if  you  choose  to  average  the  holdings  of  the 
original  proprietors,  the  $5,000,000  honest  and  the  $20,000,- 
000  at  25,  their  special  holdings  cost  them  40  per  cent,  of 
the  nominal  value.  Now,  remember,  if  you  please,  when 
you  hear  talk  of  a  ruinous  price  for  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  stock,  when  you  hear  talk  of  risks,  when  you 
hear  talk  of  difficulties,  when  you  hear  talk  of  embarrass¬ 
ments,  that  the  whole  of  this  stock,  the  first  five  millions 
paid  up  and  all,  was  issued  by  the  company  at  prices  which 
realised  only  45^  of  the  nominal  value.  Remember  that  the 
original  proprietors  put  their  estimate  of  value  upon  their 
whole  holding  by  taking  the  $20,000,000  at  25,  thus  averag¬ 
ing  for  their  holding  40,  and  remember  that  the  stock  has 
fluctuated  from  37  and  38  for  a  little  while,  up  to  64  and 
65.  Now,  what  is  50  on  a  stock,  the  real  value  of  which,  as 
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represented  by  the  money  given  for  it,  is  40  ?  Why,  of 
course,  when  you  pay  50  for  a  stock  of  which  the  real  value 
is  40,  it  is  an  advance  of  10,  it  is  a  premium  of  25  per 
cent;  if  you  pay  60,  it  is  an  advance  of  50  per  cent.;  and, 
if  you  pay  80,  the  price  to  which  Mr.  Stephen  said  he 
expected  the  stock  to  advance,  it  is  an  advance  of  100  per 
cent,  on  the  40  which  was  paid,  and  at  which  he  could  have 
sold,  if  his  expectations  had  been  realised.  The  original 
proprietors,  if  the  glorious  visions  in  which  they 
indulged,  and  which  they  expected  the  House  to  help 
them  to  realise,  had  been  realised,  having  paid  $10,000,000 
for  $25,000,000  of  stock,  would  have  realised  80,  and  thus 
taken  $10,000,000  clean  profit,  apart  altogether  from  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  interest  or  dividend.  I  am  going  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  interest  and  dividend  presently,  by  itself,  because 
it  is  too  large  a  question  to  mix  up  with  capital.  But  1  am 
dealing  now  with  the  new  finance.  The  $60,000,000 
of  the  new  finance  netted  $24,500,000.  The  Government 
loan  in  connection  with  the  stock  was  $7,380,000,  or  a  total 
of  $31,880,000.  I  enquire,  now,  what  has  become  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  new  scheme  of  finance  ?  What  has  become  of 
that  $31,880,000?  There  is  what  the  company  realised  by 
the  issue  of  stock  and  by  a  mortgage,  in  connection  with  its 
stock  operations,  of  its  assets,  irrespective  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands,  the  grant  of  the  public  moneys,  and  the  grant 
of  the  public  loan.  Now,  Mr.  Stephen  states  that  the  com  - 
panv  itself  paid,  not  out  of  the  Government  moneys,  not  by 
virtue  of  the  moneys  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  at  all,  but  itself  paid,  in  dividends,  up  to  the  31st 
December,  1884,  the  sum  of  $3,428,000.  The  company  itself 
paid,  on  the  17th  February,  1885,  a  further  dividend  of 
$650,000,  or  1  per  cent.  To  these  sums  which  the  company 
itself  paid,  not  through  the  medium  of  the  Government,  I 
add  the  company’s  depositwith  the  Government  and  the  com¬ 
pany’s  loan  from  and  deposit  with  the  Government  to  meet 
dividends,  which  amounted  to  $15,942,645  ;  and  I  add  also  the 
interest  which  was  paid  and  allowed  on  that  item  up  to 
17th  February,  1885.  That  interest  amounted  to  $318,852.96 
for  one  half-year,  $305,729.56  for  the  second  half-year,  and 
$292,344.56  for  the  third  half-year,  making  an  aggregate 
of  $916,927,  which  was  produced  by  the  means  of  the 
deposit  of  $15,942,645.  These  sums  make  a  grand  aggregate 
of  $20,937,572,  or,  in  round  numbers,  twenty-one  millions  of 
dollars  already  devoted  by  this  company  to  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  dividends.  Now,  what  is  the  short  result  ? 
They  raise  by  the  new  finance  on  stock  twenty-four 
millions  and  a-half  of  money,  and  they  have  devoted  by  the 
new  finance  to  dividends  twenty-one  millions  of  money, 
making  $3,500,000  to  go  on  the  work,  and  $21,000,000  to  go 
into  their  own  pockets.  What  is  the  amount  they  actually 
paid  on  dividends  up  to  the  17th  February  last  ?  On  the 
first  $5,000,000  of  cash  stock  they  have  paid  about  $  1,000,000 ; 
on  the  $20,000,000,  which  represents  $5,000,000  cash,  they 
have  paid  $2,610,000  ;  on  the  $30,000,000,  representing 
$15,281,000,  they  have  paid  $2,640,000,  and  on  the 
$10,000,000,  representing  $4,212,000,  they  have  paid 
$750,000,  or  a  total  of  $7,000,000  already  paid  in  cash 
to  its  shareholders  by  this  embarrassed  company,  which 
has  to  come  to  us  for  help  in  its  urgent  need.  And 
having  paid  $7,000,000  in  cash  they  have  deposited 
with  the  Government  now,  at  interest  at  4  per  cent., 
$  13,934,572A2,  which  with  interest,  at  4  per  cent.,  would  sum 
up  to  about  $14,100,000  at  this  moment  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  the  finance.  A  portion  of 
that  $15,942,645  was  paid  in  by  the  company  itself,  how  was 
it  raised  ?  It  was  raised  by  the  sale  of  this  stock  at  a  price 
which  makes  the  dividends  on  that  stock  between  12  and  13 
per  cent.,  and  it  was  deposited  with  the  Government  at  4  per 
cent,  interest  to  secure  the  dividends  at  12^  per  cent, 
interest  on  that  very  stock  and  the  other  stock.  They 
sell  the  stock,  agreeing  to  give  it  at  a  price  which  is  to 
net  12£  per  cent.,  and  they  take  the  money  and  put 
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it  into  the  hands  of  the  Government  at  4  per  cent,  and 
they  say:  Keep  this  to  secure  the  12^-  per  cent,  dividends 
— I  ask  you  what  is  to  be  expected  from  finance  like  that  ? 
Now,  Sir,  the  original  proprietors  who  took  the  additional 
$20,000,000,  have  on  their  $5,000,000  of  cash,  for  which 
they  received  $20,000,000  of  stock,  already  received  52 
per  cent,  on  their  capital  investment.  They  got  for 
part  of  the  time  24  per  cent,  per  annum  on  their 
investment,  and  for  the  rest  20  per  cent.  They  promised 
themselves  a  continuation  of  this  same  dividend  until  the 
completion  of  the  road,  and  honorable  men,  fulfilling  their 
promise,  they  kept  it,  Sir,  in  the  dire  distress  of  the  company 
in  last  September,  they  kept  it  in  the  still  more  dire  dis¬ 
tress  of  the  company  on  the  17th  of  February  last. 
What  mattered  it  that  the  contractors  were  unpaid  ? 
What  mattered  it  that  the  section  men  on  the  line,  the 
employes,  were  unpaid  ?  What  mattered  it  that  their  credit 
was  being  destroyed  ?  What  mattered  it  that  they  were 
embarrassed  in  every  way?  Their  promises  to  them¬ 
selves  must  be  observed.  They  took  out  the  money  and  they 
put  that  money  into  the  extra  dividend  producing  these 
enormous  profits,  and  left  the  contractors  and  section  men, 
honest  debts  and  everything  else,  unpaid,  and  destroyed  the 
credit  of  the  company.  We  could  not  collect  our  interest 
in  May.  We  gave  them  time  to  pay  it  in  May,  because 
we  did  not  want  to  interfere  with  their  use  of  the  money  in 
the  prosecution  of  the  work  ;  but  they  took  care  to  pay 
their  dividends,  although  they  would  not  pay  us  our  interest. 
There  is  one  thing  that  must  be  done :  the  dividend  must  be 
paid,  no  matter  who  is  left  out.  Having  got  this  24  per 
cent,  for  part  of  the  time,  and  this  20  per  cent  for  the  rest 
of  the  time,  they  have  secured  themselves,  by  this  arrange¬ 
ment,  12  per  cent,  for  eight  and  a-half  years  to  come  upon 
this  investment.  Blow  high,  blow  low,  do  ill  or  do  well, 
give  up  the  road,  if  you  like,  to-morrow,  still  there  will  be 
12  per  cent,  up  to  the  end  of  eight  and  a-half  years. 
By  the  end  of  ten  years,  for  which  this  arrangement  is 
made,  they  will  have  taken  on  that  $5,000,000 
the  sum  of  $7,810,000,  apart  altogether  from  the  futui-e 
earnings  of  the  road,  on  which  the  company  declared,  just 
the  other  day,  they  expected  to  make  a  profit  in  the  first 
year ;  so  that,  leaving  the  earnings  out,  it  will  repay  them 
their  whole  $5,000,000,  with  10J  per  cent,  interest,  until 
repaid.  They  are  absolutely  secure  to  get  back  every 
shilling  of  that  $5,000,000  and  10J  per  cent,  interest  on  it 
under  this  farrangement,  and  to  own  besides  in  respect  of 
that  investment  twenty  sixty -fifths  or  nearly  one-third  of 
the  whole  enterprise,  land  and  all.  But  they  say  you  ought 
to  average  their  investment ;  that  it  is  very  unfair  to  deal 
separately  with  the  second  $5,000,000.  I  deny  that,  but  I 
shall  go  into  the  account  on  the  average  investment,  too. 
Now,  taking  the  average  on  the  $10,000,000  cash  they  put 
in,  $5,000,000  of  honest  cash,  $5,000,000  for  which  they  get 
twenty  millions.  They  have  got  $3,610,000  in  dividends 
already,  and  they  get,  in  eight  years  and  a-half,  $6,875,000 
more,  or  $10,485,000  of  dividends,  apart  altogether  from 
the  road  and  the  land  and  the  future  earnings  of  the  road, 
on  $10,000,000  capital. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Why  don’t  you  buy  some  of  the  stock  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
interest  in  the  company  is. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  none,  but  you  say  it  is  a  good 
investment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  law  forbids  any  member  of  Par¬ 
liament  to  be  an  owner  of  stock  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  Now,  Sir,  these  are  figures  in  respect  to  which  I 
challenge  contradiction.  If  you  put  to  one  side  the  question 
of  a  return  of  the  capital,  and  assume  that  the  capital  will 
be  represented  by  twenty-five  sixty-fifths  or  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  its  lands,  at  the 
Mr.  Blake. 
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end  of  ten  years  then  their  dividends  have  been  in  the  earlier 
stages  from  15  to  12J  per  cent,  on  their  whole  ten  millions, 
and  they  are  to  have  7J  per  cent,  for  the  rest  of  the  term, 
after  the  completion  of  the  road,  with  the  chance  of  divi¬ 
dends  from  earnings  to  be  added.  So  that  they  will  have 
more  than  one-third  of  the  enterprise,  with  dividends  already 
secured,  varying  from  15  to  7J  per  cent.,  during  the  ten  years 
after  its  inception.  Now,  as  to  the  other  stock.  That  stock 
realised  $19,500,000  cash  for  $40,000,000  of  stock,  and  it  has 
obtained,  and  will  obtain,  in  secured  dividends,  $14,390,000, 
an  enormous  interest;  and,  besides  that,  forty  sixty-fifths, 
or  nearly  to  two-thirds  of  the  whole  enterprise.  Now,  Sir, 
take  the  average  date  of  the  payments  of  the  $29,500,000. 
I  have  averaged  the  dates  of  the  payments  at  which  those  men 
put  in  their  money,  and  I  find  the  average  date  of  the  whole, 
including  the  original  $5,000,000,  was  the  16th  January, 
1883,  and  by  the  17th  February,  1885,  or  in  two  years  and 
one  month,  they  had  received  $7,000,000,  or  11J  per  cent, 
per  annum  profit  on  the  whole  $29,500,000.  And  the  future 
secured  dividends,  allowing  the  September  1  percent.,  which 
they  have  promised  themselves — and  I  have  shown  the  despe¬ 
rate  fidelity  with  which  they  have  adhered  to  those  promises 
of  the  past — will  give  for  the  future  8  per  cent,  per  annum 
of  profit,  apart  from  earnings,  up  to  1st  September,  1885. 
In  all,  if  you  include  the  September,  1885,  and  February, 
1886,  extra  dividends,  there  will  have  been  paid  and  provided 
for  dividends  $24,875,000  ;  or  a  sum  equal  to  the  whole 
amount  realised  from  stock  by  the  new  finance.  They  will 
have  paid  $24,500,000,  and  there  will  have  been  paid  and 
provided  for  dividends,  even  including  only  the  September 
payment,  just  about  $  24,500,000.  So  far  from  these  resources 
of  the  company  being  invested  in  inside  or  outside  operations, 
the  net  result  of  the  transaction  has  been  to  invest  money 
with  one  hand  for  the  purpose  of  taking  it  out  with  the 
other.  In  substance  the  proceeds  of  the  stock  are  divided 
among  the  stockholders ;  we  are  to  raise  money  to  build  the 
road ;  and  the  country  is  to  pay  tolls  for  all  time  to  meet 
the  stock  so  divided.  The  company  are  seeking  to  secure 
$15,000,000  of  additional  capital  to  use,  although  they  have 
$14,100,000  available  in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  The 
Government  are  asking  the  permission  of  the  country  to 
reduce  interest  on  the  public  debt  and  to  create  an  interest 
charge  on  the  new  capital,  while  the  company  are  saying 
that  whatever  happens  we  must  take  care  of  ourselves  and 
the  Government  must  take  care  of  us,  and  we  must  lay  by 
a  nest-egg  for  ourselves.  I  maintain  that  the  proper  place 
for  the  company’s  money  is  the  company’s  road.  I  maintain 
that  we  have  no  right  to  connive  at  transactions  like  this,  to 
approve  or  to  endorse  them.  We  never  contemplated  such 
an  act  as  this,  that  millions  upon  millions  would  be  emitted, 
representing  a  nominal  capital  of  $60,000,000  and  an  actual 
capital  of  $24,500,000,  and  then  that  we  should  be  called  upon 
to  lend  about  $29,500,000  and  then  be  asked  for  $5,000,000 
more,  and  to  impair  our  security  and  lower  our  rate  of 
interest,  in  order  that  those  gentlemen  may  run  no  risk  at 
all,  but  ensure  to  themselves  large  interest  in  the  mean¬ 
while  and  a  magnificent  enterprise  subsequently.  They 
say  it  will  pay  a  dividend  from  the  start.  It  is  just  about 
to  start.  Let  them  take  their  dividend  out  of  the  earnings, 
and  use  their  money  to  complete  the  road  which  is  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  earnings.  Do  not  let  them  do  like  the  man  of  old, 
put  their  money  in  a  napkin  and  bury  it  in  the  ground  ; 
but  let  them  put  it  where  it  will  do  the  most  good  for 
the  country,  put  it  where  it  is  destined  to  go,  put  it  where 
it  belongs.  For  what  purpose  was  the  stock  issued — the 
stock  of  $60,000,000  ?  To  make  dividends  for  the  stock¬ 
holders?  Was  it  not  that  the  money  might  be  got  to  build 
the  road  ?  Use  the  money  then  to  build  the  road.  The  com¬ 
pany  have  already  taken  $7,000,000  out  of  the  nominal  capital 
and  put  it  in  their  pockets.  Let  the  company  take  the 
$14,000,000  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  and  put  it  into 
the  road.  That  money  will  pay  olf  the  floating  debt;  it 
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will  give  the  required  new  money ;  it  will  keep  our 
securities  just  as  they  are,  and  it  will  prevent  the  necessity 
of  reducing  our  rate  of  interest.  If  the  shareholders  want 
$14,000,000  more  let  them  ask  us  for  that  money  of  theirs 
which  the  Government  now  holds.  My  view  is  that 
the  company  ought  to  apply  to  Parliament  for  what  Parlia¬ 
ment  would,  no  doubt, willingly  give  them ;  that  these  share¬ 
holders  should  say :  Gentlemen,  we  find  that  we  miscalcu¬ 
lated,  that  we  took  too  much  of  our  money  as  profits  on  our 
stock.  We  find  that  we  want  some  of  that  money  for 
the  object  to  which  it  should  be  devoted,  namely,  to  put  it 
into  the  road  which  we  were  to  build,  and  from  the  earn¬ 
ings  of  which  we  were  to  receive  dividends ;  will 
you  please  hand  it  back  to  us,  this  $14,000,000,  so  that  we 
may  put  it  into  the  road,  that  it  may  go  to  its  proper 
destination  and  earn  its  appropriate  dividend.  Let  the 
shareholders  make  that  statement  to  us,  and  we  will  wil¬ 
lingly  comply  with  their  request.  We  will  say:  That  is 
where  the  money  should  always  have  gone,  certainly  where 
it  ought  to  go  now.  I  believe  no  ground  whatever  has  been 
made  out  for  granting  the  application  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  .Railway  Company  or  the  proposal  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  which  is  calculated  to  impose  for  all  time  to  come  a 
further  charge  of  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  on  the  com¬ 
merce  and  trade  of  this  country,  to  exaggerate  to 
that  extent  the  rates  and  tolls  required  to  make  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  remunerative ;  and  all  this 
is  to  be  done  because  the  stockholders  in  this  enter¬ 
prise,  having  realised  from  $60,000,000  of  stock 
$24,500,000,  have  chosen  to  appropriate  $24,500,000  to  pay 
dividends  upon  their  stock.  I  say  they  ought  to  be  told : 
Gentlemen,  you  can  have  the  $14,000,000  when  you  desire 
to  obtain  it.  Assemble  in  general  meeting,  and  if  you  want 
that  money,  come  and  ask  us  for  it,  and  it  will  be  handed 
over;  it  is  your  money,  deposited  as  a  fund  for  you;  but 
while  it  is  there,  it  is  nothing  less  than  impudent  for  you  to 
come  to  us  and  ask  us  for  more  money,  ask  us  to  impair  our 
security,  and  ask  us  to  allow  you  to  make  further  permanent 
charges  on  the  road,  simply  in  order  that  your  dividends 
may  be  assured  beyond  peradventure.  Holding  these 
views,  I  oppose  and  I  protest  against  the  passage  of  these 
resolutions. 

Mr.  IYES.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat  has  succeeded,  after  the  years  that  have 
elapsed  since  1878,  in  getting  up  what  might  be  called  a 
rather  hearty  cheer. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  occasion  called  for  it. 

Mr.  IVES.  Yes,  the  occasion  called  for  it,  because  it  is 
the  first  time  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  ever  announced 
a  policy  upon  any  subject,  and  having  announced  a  policy 
on  this  subject,  the  occasion  called  for  a  cheer,  which  the 
hon.  gentlemen  gave  him.  I  congratulate  those  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  upon  having  got  up  a  hearty  cheer,  and  it  was  a 
proper  return  for  seven  weeks  of  arduous  labor  on  the  part 
of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  of  eight  hours  labored 
speaking  in  this  House. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  IVES.  You  are  showing  your  natural  tendency  by 
grunts,  but  you  will  not  disturb  me.  There  was  a  time,  a 
few  weeks  ago, when  Conservative  papers  intimated  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  was  not  exactly  in  accord  with 
those  of  his  followers  in  this  House  who  were  obstructing 
the  business  of  the  country, week  after  week,  in  the  discussion 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  ;  and  it  was  said,  as  a  reason  why  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  was  not  in  the  House,  that  he  was  not 
in  accord  with  the  course  which  hon.  gentlemen  were 
taking.  But  after  the  evidences  of  labor  which  he  has  now 
given  us,  I  think  he  deserves  to  be  acquitted  of  that  charge. 
I  think  it  is  a  quite  satisfactory  explanation  that  during  the 


last  seven  weeks  he  has  been  preparing  this  long  array  of 
figures,  which  we  have  heard  a  dozen  different  times  before, 
and  which  are  served  up  to  us  in  as  many  different  forms 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  speeches.  As  it  is  nearly 
six  o’clock,  I  propose,  for  the  few  moments  remaining  before 
that  time,  to  deal  with  one  of  the  matters  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to,  for  the  purpose  of  inspiring  a  joke, 
occasionally,  in  the  somewhat  dry  details  of  his  speech. 
The  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  a  number  of  matters 
beside  the  question,  for  the  purpose  of  amusing 
us,  but  he  only  made  one  really  successful  hit  and 
that  was  the  reference  to  the  Secretary  of  State  crying  “  All 
a  board  for  the  West.”  He  asked  at  what  point  would  the  hon. 
the  Secretary  of  State  embark ;  would  he  embark  at  Montreal 
or  at  Quebec  ?  He  also  referred  to  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  as  the  conductor  of  that  train,  and  he  said  the  only 
difference  between  him,  as  conductor,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State,  was  that  he  would  say,  from  Montreal :  “All  aboard 
for  the  East,”  and  sotto  voce — so  low,  in  fact,  that  I  could 
hardly  hear  him — he  made  a  subsequent  reference  to  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
short  line  subsidy  from  Montreal  to  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  what  sort  of  conductor  he 
would  make  for  this  train  ?  Where  would  he  get  aboard  ? 
Would  he  get  on  board  at  Callander  or  in  the  prairie  region  ? 
If  he  only  built  the  prairie  section  of  the  road,  as  he  has 
always  advocated,  I  fancy  he  would  have  to  use  some  of  the 
water  stretches  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr, 
Mackenzie)  to  get  there,  and  then  taking  his  prairie  road, 
he  could  not  go  to  British  Columbia.  He  could  not  get  on 
board  at  Port  Moody,  at  Calgary,  or  even  at  Montreal  or 
Quebec. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  He  would  get  on  at  the  Fort  Francis 
locks. 

Mr.  IVES.  If  he  were  there  he  would  have  a  fine  place 
to  start  from,  as  he  would  spend  the  night  in  the  Neebing 
Hotel.  I  quite  understood  why  the  hon.  gentleman 
spoke  sotto  voce  about  going  away  from  Montreal,  because 
I  observe  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
order  that  he  may  avoid  wounding  the  feelings  of  some  of 
his  own  supporters,  to  speak  very  delicately  on  that  tender 
subject  of  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces ;  so  delicately,  in  fact,  that  although 
so  many  days  have  elapsed  since  the  resolutions  were 
brought  down,  the  Gbbe  newspaper  has  not  had  a  word  to 
say  with  regard  to  building  a  railway  from  Montreal  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  It  was  necessary  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  speak  low,  more  particularly  on  account  of  his  hon. 
friend  on  his  left  (Mr.  Laurier),  who  certainly  must  be 
pleased  with  the  prospect  of  extending  the  railway  from 
Montreal  to  his  own  constituency  at  the  port  of  Quebec. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

,  Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  rise  to  ask  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  bring  up  a  matter  by  way  of  privilege — to  make 
an  explanation  personal  to  myself.  In  the  Montreal  Wit¬ 
ness  of  the  16th  of  June  there  occurs  the  following  article, 
under  the  heading  of  “  Tampering  with  the  Hansard 

“  After  recess,  Mr.  Blake,  on  a  question  of  privilege,  pointed  out  an 
interpolation  which  had  been  inserted  in  the  revised  or  permanent  form 
of  the  Hansard ,  in  a  way  which  leaves  little  doubt  that  some  one  has 
been  tampering  with  the  official  debates.  The  alteration  is  made  in  the 
debate  in  the  Hansard  of  8th  June,  in  which  Mr.  Macmaster  made  his 
unfortunate  statement  that  the  Highlanders  of  150  years  ago  were  practi¬ 
cally  savages.  In  the  first  draft  of  the  Hansard ,  which  appeared  on  the 
day  following  the  debate,  there  is  no  break  in  Mr.  Macmaster’s  remarks, 
but  in  the  permanent  edition  of  the  Hansard ,  after  members  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  their  speeches,  there  appears,  just  at  this 
point,  an  interruption  by  Mr.  Blake,  to  the  effect  that  the  ancient  High- 
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landers  stole  cattle.  The  rule  with  regard  to  correcting  the  Hansard  is 
that  a  member  may  make  any  necessary  corrections  in  his  own  speech, 
but  no  member  is  allowed  to  insert  remarks  and  attribute  them  to 
another  member,  as  was  here  done.  Besides,  no  such  words  were  ever 
uttered  by  Mr.  Blake,  and  one - ” 

I  suppose  it  should  be  “  no  one  ” 


in  my  remarks  to  the  stealing  of  cattle.  I  assumed  that  the 
information  I  received  was  correct,  and  that  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Opposition  had  made  that  statement.  I  never  had  tho 
slightest  doubt  at  all  until  I  saw  his  statement  yesterday 
morning  in  Montreal,  that  he  denied  it.  Assuming  that  ho 
had  made  that  statement,  I  proceeded  with  this  remark : 


“  had  any  reasonable  pretext  for  makiDg  the  alterations. 

“  Mr.  Bowell,  Minister  of  Customs,  substantiated  Mr.  Blake’s  denial  of 
having  used  the  obnoxious  words,  but  said  they  were  certainly  used  by 
some  one  in  the  House,  It  appears  the  interpolation  was  inserted  in  a 
correction  of  Mr.  Macmaster’s  speech,  handed  in  by  himself,  and  with¬ 
out  the  knowledge  of  the  Hansard  management,  and  it  appears,  fur¬ 
ther,  that  Mr.  Macmaster  has  caused  a  large  edition  of  his  speech  thus 
corrected  to  be  issued  for  circulation  amongst  his  constituents  in  Glen¬ 
garry.  Mr.  Macmaster  was  not  in  his  place  in  the  House  yesterday  to 
make  any  explanation  of  the  affair,  which,  in  the  meantime,  looks 
decidedly  colorable.” 

T  understand  that  an  editorial  article  appeared  in  the 
Toronto  Globe  to  the  same  effect.  I  was  not  in  the  House 
when  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  referred  to  this  question, 
a  few  days  ago,  and  this  is  the  first  opportunity  I  have  had 
of  bringing  it  to  the  attention  of  the  House.  Now,  the 
charges  contained  in  this  article  are  substantially  these  : 
First,  that  I  attributed  my  own  words  to  another;  secondly, 
that  I  inserted  those  words  in  the  official  report  of  the 
debate  without  the  knowledge  of  the  Hansard  manage¬ 
ment,  and  thirdly  that  I  had  ordered  a  large  issue  of 
the  Hansard ,  containing  the  corrected  or  revised  edi¬ 
tion  of  my  speech,  with  a  view  of  sending  an  erroneous 
copy  to  my  constituents.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  whole 
of  this  article,  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  me,  is  either 
directly  or  indirectly  false.  It  is  necessary  for  me 
to  explain  the  circumstances  under  which  the  occurrence 
took  place.  I  was  speaking  in  the  franchise  debate  on  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  to  the  Indians.  I  was  pointing 
out  the  progress  the  world  had  made  since  1642.  An  hon. 
member  of  the  House  cited  the  condition  of  the  Indians  at 
that  period,  and  argued  against  the  admission  of  the  Indians 
to  the  franchise,  upon  the  ground,  to  some  extent,  if  not 
entirely,  of  the  uncivilised  condition  of  the  Indians  in  1642. 
I  was  pointing  out  the  progress  that  had  been  made  through¬ 
out  the  world  since  that  date,  and  the  inapplicability  of  an 
argument  of  that  kind;  I  was  referring  to  the  progress  of 
my  own  countrymen,  the  Highlanders  of  Scotland,  in  com¬ 
paratively  recent  years.  At  that  stage  the  hon,  leader  of 
the  Opposition  made  an  interruption ;  and  the  statement  I 
now  make  with  regard  to  that  is  in  accordance  with  the 
statement  he  himself  made  to  the  House.  I  did  not  hear 
distinctly  the  words  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  interruption ;  I 
was  anxious  to  hear  them,  and  I  at  once  said  :  “  I  beg  your 
pardon.”  ‘The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  answer ; 
he  seemed  to  have  turned  to  engage  in  a  conversation  or  to 
exchange  a  smile  with  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
(Sir  Eichard  Cartwright).  I  then  turned  about,  being 
anxious  to  ascertain  what  words  he  had  used,  and  said : 
“  What  did  he  say  ?”  When  an  hon.  member  answered  : 
“  Ho  said  they  stole  cattle.”  The  hon.  gentleman  now 
smiles. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  smiling  in  the  slightest  degree 
with  the  view  of  casting  any  doubt  on  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that.  I  am  stating 
the  matter  exactly  as  it  occurred — — 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  no  doubt  whatever. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  And  I  hope  to  satisfy  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  am  incapable  of  committing  the  act  I  am  here 
charged  with  in  the  press. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  charge  the  hon.  gentleman  with 
making  a  false  statement. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  The  answer  was :  “  He  stated  they  stole 
cattle.”  There  had  been  previously  no  reference  whatever 
Mr.  Macmaster. 


“  I  have  no  doubt  my  noble  ancestors  stole  cattle  and  proved  their 
prowess  in  war  by  going  down  to  the  southern  country  ;  and  no  doubt 
they  crossed  the  Channel  to  where  my  hon.  friend’s  ancestors  were.” 

Thus  plainly  showing,  from  the  words  of  the  original  copy 
of  Hansard ,  that  I  supposed  I  was  replying  in  good  faith  to 
a  remark  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition. 
On  the  following  day,  Mr.  Boyce,  the  revisor  of  the  Hansard 
debates,  came  to  me  and  delivered,  as  he  is  in  the  habit  of 
doing,  in  the  case  of  other  hon.  gentlemen,  the  first  print  of  my 
speech.  It  was  in  the  afternoon,  I  think,  of  Thursday  last. 
1  was  to  leave  town  on  the  following  morning.  A  few  hours 
afterwards  he  came  to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  thought  I  would 
be  able  to  have  the  revise  of  my  speech  by  that  even¬ 
ing.  I  told  him  I  would  endeavor  to  do  so,  although  I  was 
very  much  hurried.  I  had  in  the  meantime  read  my  speech 
through,  and  when  I  came  to  the  passage  about  which  this 
controversy  has  arisen,  I  saw  that  the  remark  which  I  sup¬ 
posed  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  made  was 
entirely  omitted  from  the  first  print  of  Hansard ;  and  hence 
it  would  appear  that  the  words : 

“  I  have  no  doubt  my  noble  ancestors  stole  cattle,  and  proved 
their  prowess  in  war,  by  going  down  to  the  Southern  country,  and  no 
doubt  they  crossed  the  Channel,  to  where  my  hon.  friend’s  ancestors 
were  ” - - 

were  volunteered  by  me,  whereas,  in  fact,  they  were  uttered 
by  me  on  the  supposition  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
made  the  remark  :  “  They  stole  cattle.”  Mr.  Boyce  came  to 
my  desk  where  I  am  now  standing,  and  my  friend,  the  hon. 
member  for  Ottawa  city  (Mr.  Mackintosh),  was  also  present ; 
and  I  pointed  out  to  Mr.  Boyce,  in  presence  of  my  hon. 
friend,  that  there  was  an  omission  in  the  first  print  of  the 
Debates — that  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not 
inserted,  and  that  without  that  statement  my  remark  was 
perfectly  meaningless,  and  did  not  indicate  to  what  hon. 
gentleman’s  ancestors  I  referred ;  and  I  said  that  in  order 
to  have  a  true  record  and  to  show  my  meaning  and  the 
reason  I  used  these  words,  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  should  be  inserted  in  the  report. 
He  said  :  “  Very  well,  Mr.  Macmaster  ;  if  it  is  correct,  insert 
it.”  I  said  :  “  I  shall  do  so,  and  I  assure  you  it  is  correct.” 
I  inserted  it  myself,  and  if  there  be  any  blame  in  connection 
with  it,  the  Hansard  reviser,  Mr.  Boyce,  is  entirely  free 
from  blame,  and  so  is  everybody  else,  except  myself,  if  blame 
there  is.  I  asked  Mr.  Boyce  if  it  would  be  necessary  for  him 
to  call  the  attention  of  any  one  else  in  connection  with  the 
Hansard  staff  to  it,  and  he  said :  “  No  ;  if  it  is  correct 
it  is  not  necessary.”  I  inserted  the  words,  delivered  to 
Mr.  Boyce  the  copy  of  Hansard  so  revised,  just  as  I  always 
did  on  former  occasions,  and  he  took  it,  I  presume,  to  the 
Hansard  office  ;  and  the  copy  so  revised  was  printed  with 
the  statement  I  have  indicated  attributed  to  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  A  copy  of  it  was  forwarded  to  me  in 
Montreal,  where  I  received  it.  Yesterday  morning  I  read 
in  the  morning  papers  that  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  had  stood  up  in  his  place  in  this  House  and  had  said 
that  these  words  were  not  uttered  by  him.  He  did  not 
accuse  me,  it  is  true,  of  wrongfully  inserting  them.  He 
made  another  remark,  that  was  not  germane  to  the  matter, 
that  the  only  responsibility  he  attached  to  my  noble 
ancestors  was  that  they  had  produced  me.  I  do  not  think 
that  remark  was  essential  to  the  correction  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  intended  to  make,  because  I  trust,  before  I  die,  if 
my  life  is  spared,  that  I  may  not  be  entirely  unworthy 
of  my  noble  ancestors ;  and  I  am  very  certain  that 
I  have  nothing  to  be  ashamed  of  in  the  record  of 
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my  ancestors.  I  do  not  make  these  remarks,  as 
hon.  gentlemen  will  see,  in  any  acrimonious  spirit, 
and  I  would  not  interject  into  the  statement  I  am  now 
making  the  slightest  circumstance  that  might  tend  to 
encumber  it  or  give  anyone  reason  to  suppose  that  I  make 
any  attack  on  the  hon.  gentleman  for  using  those  words, 
or  do  anything  to  divert  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
the  public  from  the  plain,  honest  statement  I  am  now 
making.  Immediately  I  saw  yesterday  morning  in  the 
public  press  the  statement  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  made,  I  telegraphed  to  my  trusted  personal  friends  in 
this  House,  the  hom.  member  for  Ottawa  City  (Mr.  Mackin¬ 
tosh)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Essex  (Mr.  Patterson)  call¬ 
ing  their  attention  to  the  statement  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  made,  and  requested  them  at  once  to  proceed 
to  the  Hansard  office  and  see  that  the  necessary  correc¬ 
tion  was  made  in  the  official  reports  of  the  debates. 
That  was  all  that  I  could  have  done,  under  the  circumstances. 
The  hon  gentleman  will  perceive  that  the  charge  of  alter¬ 
ing  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  is  entirely 
unfounded.  The  only  thing  I  did  was  to  attribute  to 
him  a  remark  which  I  supposed  in  perfect  good  faith 
he  had  made.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  also  perceive  that 
the  second  charge  made  in  this  article  against  me,  that  this 
change  was  made  in  Hansard  wthout  the  knowledge  of  the 
Hansard  management,  is  entirely  false,  because  I  made  the 
statement  clearly  and  distinctly  to  the  reviser  of  Hansard 
of  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  it.  There  remains, 
therefore,  only  the  explanation  with  regard  to  my  ordering 
copies  of  Hansard  to  be  distributed  among  my  constitu¬ 
ents.  I  found,  whether  it  be  that  I  spoke  very  quickly  on 
the  occasion,  or  that  my  sentences  were  long,  or  whether 
it  be  that  I  am  difficult  to  report,  or  through  not  having 
obtruded  myself  very  frequently  on  the  House,  the  Hansard 
men  are  unfamiliar  with  my  style  of  delivery,  or  whether 
there  may  be  other  imperfections  in  my  style  of  rapid  deli¬ 
very,  I  know  not — that  there  were  many  errors  in  the  first 
printed  copies  of  my  speech,  and  I  desired  a  correct  copy,  to 
go  to  my  constitutents.  I  desired  it,  in  the  first  place,  be¬ 
cause  I  wished  the  plain,  honest  truth  to  be  put  before  them, 
and,  in  the  second  place,  because  I  had  precise  information 
that  certain  gentlemen,  in  sympathy  with  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite — I  will  not  say  any  member  of  this  House, 
because,  I  do  not  know  the  fact  with  regard  to  that — had 
intended,  and  were  actually  taking  steps  to  have  printed 
and  circulated  in  my  constituency  many  more  than  a 
thousand  copies  of  the  first  print  of  my  speech,  in  order  to 
convey  to  my  constituents  an  erroneous  impression  of  what 
I  had  said.  I,  therefore,  thought  it  was  due  to  myself  and 
my  constituents  that  a  true  version  of  what  I  had  said 
should  go  to  them,  and  I  therefore  ordered  copies  of  the 
correct  version  of  what  I  had  said.  But  I  never  dreamed 
or  contemplated  for  a  moment,  when  I  was  ordering  the 
copies,  that  there  was  any  improper  statement  attributed  to 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  or  to  any  other  hon,  gentleman 
in  this  House;  and  when  I  found  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  distinctly — and  when  he  makes  a  statement  I  believe 
him — that  there  was  an  eri’or  in  the  revised  copy,  I  took 
all  the  steps  I  could,  by  wire  and  through  the  double 
medium  of  two  gentlemen  who  I  knew  would  spare  no 
effort  to  serve  me  in  the  right  way,  to  have  the  correction 
made,  and  I  am  now  able  to  say  that  through  the  diligence 
of  my  hon.  friends  not  a  single  copy  of  the  speech  of  which 
the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  made  complaint 
has  been  distributed  among  my  constituents.  I  believe  one 
or  two  copies  were  sent,  out  for  examination,  but  not  one 
single  copy,  either  of  that  or  of  the  speech  as  it  is  now 
properly  corrected,  with  the  amendment  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  suggested,  has  been  sent  to  my  constituents.  If  there 
is  a  mistake  on  my  part,  an  unwitting  mistake,  in  attributing 
a  remark  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  which  he  did  not 
make,  I  trust,  by  the  course  I  have  taken — and  I  have  taken, 


I  think,  every  step  I  could  to  repair  the  mistake — that  he 
will  be  able  to  say  to  this  House,  as  I  think  he  ought,  in 
justice  to  a  public  man,  occupying  the  humble  position  I  do 
in  this  House  and  the  country,  that  upon  the  full  and,  I  trust 
clear  and  explicit,  or,  whether  clear  and  explicit,  the  truth¬ 
ful  statement  I  have  made,  that  there  was  no  intentional 
wrong-doing  on  my  part,  and  not  for  a  moment  the  slightest 
intention  to  do  him  an  injustice  or  to  save  myself  from  any 
consequence  that  might  result  from  the  remarks  I  had 
made. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  misinter¬ 
preted  my  smile.  I  repeat  the  statement  which  I  made, 
that  I  had  not  the  slightest  idea  of  indicating,  by  a  smile, 
any  degree  of  incredulity  whatever  as  to  the  perfect  accu¬ 
racy  of  the  statement  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made.  I 
accept  his  statement  as  the  statement  of  a  gentleman,  lite¬ 
rally  and  absolutely  accurate.  I  did  not  charge  the  hon. 
gentleman  ;  I  would  not  have  charged  him,  in  his  absence, 
with  having  done  a  fraudulent  or  improper  thing  in  that 
sense  at  all.  I  felt  it  essential  to  state,  at  the  earliest 
moment—and  it  is  fortunate  I  did  so,  from  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said — simply  the  facts  as  they  were — and  I 
was  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  was  absent,  the  facts  that  I  had 
not  used  the  language  which  was  attributed  to  me  in  the  re¬ 
port,  and  that  it  had  not  been  submitted  to  me  for  correction 
in  any  way.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  now  stated  how  he 
derived  the  information  upon  which  he  took  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  inserting  that  interpolation.  ||I  am  sorry  I  did  not 
notice,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that  the  hon.  gnntloman 
indicated  that  he  had  not  caught  my  remark.  I  learn 
now,  for  the  first  time,  that  he  did  indicate  that,  or  I  would 
have  repeated  my  remark  at  the  time. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  It  is  so  indicated  by  Hansard  itself. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  not  indicated  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said:  “  I  beg  your  pardon.”  Iam  sorry  I  did  not 
happen  to  hear  his  “  I  beg  your  pardon,”  and  when  he 
answered,  as  I  supposed,  the  observation  I  had  made,  I 
could  not  be  supposed  to  discern  that  he  was  answering 
some  remark  I  had  not  made.  I  supposed  he  was  making 
a  jocose  answer  to  my  jocose  observation.  I  was  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  congratulate  the  hon.  gentleman  on  the  progress  of 
development  since  that  period,  150  years  ago,  when  he  said 
his  ancestors  were  savages.  He  had  pointed  out:  “the 
Indian  will  advance  by  the  progress  of  development  ” 
go  on  and  progress ;  and  I  said  :  “  The  progress  of 
development.”  I  thought  he  was  a  striking  instance  of  the 
progress  of  development,  a  proof  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
theory.  That  was  the  whole  of  my  remark,  and  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  answered,  I  was  not  paying  much  attention 
to  the  response.  I  did  not  think  it  very  appropriate,  but 
it  did  not  lead  me  to  the  idea  that  he  had  misunderstood 
what  I  had  said.  I  may  express  the  regret  which,  I  think, 
the  hon.  gentleman  shares,  that  when  the  interpolation  was 
inserted  no  suggestion  should  have  been  made,  either  by 
the  official  reporters  or  by  anybody  else,  to  enquire  of 
myself  whether  the  words  attributed  to  me  were  correct; 
but  I  assume,  with  the  utmost  confidence,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  absolutely  believed  the  statement  which  was 
made  to  him  by  his  friend,  that  he  was  quite  convinced, 
from  the  statement  he  had  heard  from  his  friend,  and  that 
he  took  the  responsibility  which  he  and  I  regret  he  took, 
entirely  innocent  of  the  siighest  desire  or  design  of  imputing 
to  me  words  I  did  not  utter  or  which  he  thought  I  did  not 
ulter. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  was  not  familiar  with  the  way  in 
which  the  Hansard  reporters-  submit  these  corrections,  or 
whether  it  was  customary  to  submit  amendments  of  that 
kind  to  hon.  gentlemen.  I  see  that  some  of  my  own  inter¬ 
ruptions  during  the  debate  were  not  entered,  interruptions 
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made  during  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mr.  Charlton). 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  I  YES.  Until  the  House  met  this  afternoon,  and  you 
had  taken  the  Chair,  Sir,  I  had  not  expected  to  take  part  in 
this  debate  at  this  stage,  and  I  can  only  express  my  regret 
that  the  gentleman  whom  I  expected  to  have  seen  taking 
part  in  the  debate  at  this  stage,  and  who  is,  I  regret  to  say, 
obliged  to  be  absent,  is  not  here  to  perform  the  task  much 
more  ably  than  I  can  expect  to  perform  it.  I  regret  it  all  the 
more  because  I  was  not  able  to  be  present  during  the  debate 
of  yesterday,  and  did  not  have  the  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
hon.  gentleman  during  that  part  of  his  speech  which  was 
delivered  yesterday,  and  I  shall  therefore  be  obliged  to  con¬ 
fine  myself,  in  whatever  notice  I  take  of  his  remarks,  to 
that  portion  of  his  speech  which  was  delivered  this  after¬ 
noon.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  first  part  of  his  speech 
delivered  this  afternoon,  I  presume,  in  order  to 
show  that  the  anticipations  of  the  railway  company, 
of  being  able  to  pay  their  fixed  charges, 
are  not  likely  to  be  realised,  stated  that  the  company, 
unfortunately,  had  selected  the  wrong  route,  that  it  would 
have  been  very  much  better,  for  a  variety  of  reasons  which 
he  gave,  if  they  had  adopted  the  route  through  the  Yellow 
Head  Pass,  which  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  had  approved  of  before  his  retirement  from 
office,  and  that,  as  several  of  the  results  of  this  change  of 
route  from  the  Yellow  Head  Pass  to  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass, 
the  land  through  which  the  road  passed  was  much  inferior 
in  quality  to  what  it  was  further  north,  the  grades  and 
curves  were  much  less  favorable,  and  he  then  gave  us  a 
most  harrowing  account  of  snow  slides  and  avalanches  that 
had  occurred,  and  are  likely  again,  at  any  moment,  to  occur 
along  the  route  of  the  existing  line.  I  am  sure  the  first 
travellers — and  they  must  be  the  most  courageous  of  our 
population — who  undertake  to  travel  through  upon  the 
first  train  that  goes  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  will  have  occasion 
to  tremble,  and  probably  will  not  enjoy  their  ride, 
more  particularly  if  they  read  the  somewhat  lengthened 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  order  to  appreciate 
his  opinion  of  the  danger  which  i-esults  from  snow  slides 
and  avalanches  in  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass.  He  then  told 
us  that  it  could  not  be  expected  that  this  railway  company 
could  obtain  anything  at  all  worth  considering,  in  tbe  way 
of  China  and  Japan  trade,  that  is  to  say,  through  trade  from 
Asia  to  Europe.  He  told  us  they  could  not  expect  it, 
because,  up  to  the  present  moment,  the  trade  which  had  been 
done  by  the  American  railways,  of  that  character,  had  been 
very  small  indeed.  Next,  he  told  us  that  the  company  must 
expect  a  very  small  local  business  throughout  the  extent  of 
their  line,  because  the  population  at  the  present  time  is  not 
over  200,000,  and  it  was  not  worth  our  while  to  compare 
the  prospects  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  with  the  prospects  of 
the  Northern  Pacific,  because  the  population  more  or  less 
tributary  to  the  Northern  Pacific  amounted,  not  to  200,000, 
but  to  about  two  millions  of  people.  The  hon.  gentleman 
than  proceeded  to  minimise  the  earnings  of  the  road,  and 
in  order  to  minimise  the  earnings  of  the  road,  he  laid  down, 
what  I  think  railway  men,  with  all  due  deference  to  him, 
would  declare  to  be  something  entirely  new  in  the  matter 
of  net  earnings. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  IYES.  Ho  objects  to  the  company’s  taking  from  the 
gross  earnings  the  operating  expenses,  and  calling  that  net 
earnings. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  l  did  not. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  beg  pardon  ;  I  so  understood  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman.  1  understood  him  to  object  to  that,  and  to  say  that 
from  that  result  should  be  deducted  the  fixed  charges,  the 
Mr.  Maomaster. 


rentals  and  the  interest  payable  on  the  purchase  of  the 
Canada  Central  and  the  Quebec,  Montreal  and  Occidental 
Railway. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  I  pointed  out  was,  that  if  I  was 
endeavoring  to  ascertain  what  the  net  earnings  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  proper,  the  contracted  line,  were 
it  would  be  essential  not  to  charge  those  net  earnings  with 
a  portion  of  the  interest,  expenses  and  fixed  charges  con¬ 
nected  with  the  acquired  and  leased  lines.  I  do  not  at  all 
object  to  the  usual  mode  of  ascertaining  the  net  earnings  of 
a  railway,  which  is  to  take  the  working  expenses  and  the 
gross  earnings,  and  then  deduct  the  working  expenses  from 
the  gross  earnings,  to  show  the  net  earnings,  but  I  said  that 
the  earnings  of  the  main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  ought  not  to  be  charged  with  the  fixed  charges  of  the 
leased  lines  and  the  acquired  lines. 

Mr.  IYES.  I  certainly  misunderstood  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  I  understood  him  to  mention  $60,000  as  what  he  con¬ 
sidered  the  proper  net  earnings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  to  be,  rather  than  what  they  returned. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  Not  at  all.  I  estimated  $1,560,000. 

Mr.  IYES.  Then  he  refers  to  the  excessive  cost,  by  reason 
of  its  rapid  construction,  and  goes  on  lo  say  that  the  grades 
are  much  greater  and  the  curves  much  worse  than  those  on 
the  Union  Pacific,  which  he  insists,  without  the  Central 
Pacific,  which  is  part  of  the  Union  Pacific,  is  the  standard 
fixed  by  the  contract.  He  then  proceeds  to  tell  us 
that  the  price  of  land  is  very  much  less  in  the  market 
than  it  was  ;  that  it  can  hardly  be  expected  that  any  more 
revenue  can  be  derived  from  the  sales  of  land  very 
soon.  I  fail  to  understand  why  it  was  necessary  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  on  this  occasion,  quoad  the  purpose  of  his 
argument  and  the  conclusion  to  which  he  finally  arrived, 
to  repeat  the  line  of  argument  which  he  has  almost  invaria¬ 
bly  used  whenever  he  has  addressed  the  House  upon  this 
particular  subject.  It  was  necessary  for  the  company,  and 
it  was  necessary  for  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railway,  in  laying 
his  statement  before  the  House  and  suggesting  the  changes 
which  he  does  suggest  by  these  resolutions,  to  induce  the 
House  and  the  county,  if  possible,  to  believe  that  the 
prospects  of  the  road  were  such  that  the  company  would  be 
able  to  repay  to  the  country  the  loan  as  it  would  stand  after 
the  proposed  arrangement  is  effected ;  but  how  it  could 
serve  the  purposes  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  how  it  could 
strengthen  his  position  or  his  argument,  or  could  assist  him 
to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  at  which  he  finally  arrived,  in 
the  peroration  of  his  speech,  I  have  not  been  able  yet  to 
understand ;  and  it  is  to  be  all  the  more  regretted  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  found  it  necessary  to  take  this  line  of  argu¬ 
ment,  because  I  am  afraid  that  its  tendency  will  be  to 
defeat,  so  far  as  it  has  any  effect  at  all,  the  purpose  which 
the  Government  have  in  view  in  asking  the  House  to 
approve  of  the  resolutions  now  before  the  Chair.  What  is 
the  purpose  of  the  Government  ?  Tbe  proposition  is  to  so 
change  the  arrangements  now  existing  under  the  Loan  Act 
of  last  Session  as  to  enable  tho  company  to  use  $15,000,000 
of  bonds,  first  $7,000,000  and  afterwards  $8,000,000,  and 
to  sell  them  in  the  markets  of  tho  world,  in  order  to  obtain 
money  with  which  to  repay  the  temporary  loan  of 
$5,000,000  and  to  complete  this  great  undertaking. 
But,  Sir,  certainly  the  tendency  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
arguments  in  this  part  of  his  speech  would  be  to  persuade 
the  investing  public  not  to  invest  in  these  bonds,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  to  treat  them  as  they  did  the  $35,000,000  stock, 
when  it  was  in  the  market  for  sale.  The  hon.  gentleman  says : 
You  have  taken  the  wrong  route  ;  you  have  got  bad  land, 
whereas  you  might  havo  good  land  ;  you  have  got  heavy 
grades  and  sharp  curves,  and,  on  account  of  the  operating 
expenses,  your  road  cannot  be  successful.  You  have  snow 
slides,  which  will  endanger  the  lives  of  your  passengers,  and 
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may  sweep  away  your  track.  You  cannot  expect  to  receive 
any  advantage  from  the  trade  with  China  and  Japan.  You 
cannot  expect  any  great  local  traffic  from  200,000  people 

_ although  I  admit,  as  he  must  have  admitted,  that  the 

amount  of  produce  awaiting  transhipment  in  that  country 
now  is  considerable,  and  would  go  a  long  way  towards 
furnishing  traffic  for  the  railway.  He  says  :  You  cannot 
expect  very  much  from  that  small  population,  when  the 
Northern  Pacific,  with  a  tributary  population  of  2,000,000, 
has  yet  hardly  attained  a  sound  financial  position.  He  fur¬ 
ther  minimises,  as  I  understood  him,  the  earnings  of  the 
z’oad,  and  pointedly  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  lands  are  practically  unsaleable.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  pai’ticular  object  in  decrying  this 
land,  it  is  unfortunate  that  he  should  have  done  so,  as  the 
tendency  is  to  defeat  the  object  the  Government  had  in  view 
in  introducing  the  resolutions,  and  to  defeat  the  successful 
floating  of  the  scheme  which  the  company  have  asked  the 
Government  to  sanction.  Now,  if  a  wrong  route  was  taken, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  it  may  not  be  too  late  to  make 
a  change.  He  did  not  propose  to  make  a  change.  The 
grades  and  curves  may  be  amended  and,  as  I  shall  show, 
they  have  been  amended  in  the  case  of  another  railway. 
Hoes  he  propose  that  the  grades  and  curves  should  be 
ameliorated  ?  Not  at  all.  Hoes  he  propose  any  change  in 
location  which  shall  avoid  the  risk  of  snow  slides  ?  Not  at 
all.  Hoes  he  propose  to  take  any  steps  to  increase  the 
possible  trade  that  may  be  derived  from  China  and  Japan  ? 
Not  at  all.  Hoes  he  propose  to  assist  in  securing  a  large 
number  of  emigrants  ?  Not  that  I  heard.  Nor  does  he 
propose,  by  anything  I  heard  him  say,  to  assist  in  enhancing 
the  value  of  the  land  which  the  company  has  to  sell.  Cui 
bono  then  this  old  and  much  abused  reference  to  the  disad¬ 
vantages  under  which  it  is  said  this  company  labor  ?  It 
certainly  did  no  good  for  the  purposes  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument;  it  was  outside  the  general  scope  of  his 
argument,  and  so  far  as  it  has  any  effect,  it  will  be  disastrous 
upon  the  financial  standing  of  the  company.  But,  Sir,  what 
is  the  fact  with  regard  to  this  matter  ?  Was  the  wrong  route 
taken  ?  Itwould  be  admitted  at  once  that  at  least  100  miles  in 
distance  was  saved  by  the  route  adopted,  over  the  route  by 
the  Yellow  Head  Pass.  That  of  itself  is  a  very  important 
matter.  As  to  the  land,  the  hon.  gentleman  would  admit,  I 
presume,  that  considering  the  climate  the  farther  south 
the  road  goes,  everything  else  being  equal,  the  more  valuable 
would  be  the  land  ;  and  we  have  the  testimony  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  that,  far  from  the 
land  on  the  route  of  the  existing  railway  being  poor,  it  is 
good  land;  and  I  had  supposed  for  the  past  few  months  that 
that  testimony  had  settled  the  pretensions  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  with  respect  to  the  land  along  this  railway. 
Then  I  have  already  mentioned  that  small  as  the  population 
in  ihe  North-West  is,  the  quantity  of  grain  raised  there  last 
year,  and  which  has  been  and  is  being  shipped,  is  very 
considerable,  and  is  so  great  that  it  goes  far  towards  furnish¬ 
ing  business  to  the  railway,  and  certainly  gives  promise,  at 
an  early  day,  of  a  traffic  so  large  as  to  make  the  railway 
profitable.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  that  the 
Northern  Pacific  has  a  tributary  population  of  2,000,000, 
and  I  noticed  that  he  included  in  that  population  the  State 
of  Minnesota.  Now,  Sir,  I  beg  to  inform  you  that 

the  State  of  Minnesota  is  not  in  any  appreciable 
degree  tributary  to  the  business  of  the  Northern 
Pacific.  The  State  of  Minnesota  furnishes  business 
to  the  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and  Manitoba  Bailway,  and  to 
those  several  lines  of  railway  which,  starting  from  Chicago, 
centre  in  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and  other  cities  of  Minne¬ 
sota.  But  with  respect  of  the  line  to  Duluth,  the  Northern 
Pacific,  does  not  derive  any  considerable  part  of  its  business 
from  the  State  of  Minnesota.  These  remarks  would  apply 
with  almost  equal  force  to  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
State  of  Hakota.  After  you  go  west  of  Hakota  the  popula¬ 


tion  is  very  sparse,  nearly  as  sparse  as  the  population  of  our 
own  North-West,  and  it  is  a  population  which,  man  for  man, 
furnishes  less  railway  traffic  than  the  population  of  our  own 
North-West.  Then  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  say  that  so  large  an  extent  of  country  as  to  contain 
2,000,000  of  a  population  is  tributary  to  the  Northern  Paci¬ 
fic.  Why,  Sir,  in  the  same  sense  in  which  this  large  extent 
of  country  which  he  mentioned  is  tributary  to  the  Northorn 
Pacific,  the  Saskatchewan  country,  the  country  about  Edmon¬ 
ton,  Prince  Albert  and  Battleford,  and  the  southern  portion 
of  Manitoba,  would  be  equally  tributary  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  It  is  tributary  in  the  sense  that  branches 
leading  from  those  more  distant  portions  of  the  country 
will  eventually  bring  the  traffic  to  the  main  line  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Six1,  with  reference  to  the  earn¬ 
ings  of  the  road,  it  is  only  necessary  to  refer  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  last  full  year  of  the  operations  of  the  company,  as  estab¬ 
lished  by  their  own  books,  and  as  set  forth  in  Mr.  Miall’s  state¬ 
ment, the  net  earnings  wei*e  $1,19 1,891.  Then  there  is  the  point 
of  rapid  construction  having  involved  excessive  cost,  which 
is  a  favorite  point  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  that  is  one 
of  the  reasons  he  always  gives  why  it  has  taken  so  much 
money  to  construct  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Upon 
that  point  I,  for  a  moment,  propose  to  take  issue.  I  will 
admit  that  under  ordinary  cii’cumstances  excessive  haste 
means  excessive  cost,  but  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
that  railway  has  been  constructed,  considering  the  remark¬ 
ably  cheap  rails  that  have  been  used,  the  saving  of  interest 
that  has  been  effected,  and  the  saving  in  engineering  and 
other  expenses,  I  believe  these  savings  will  amount  to  more 
than  the  increased  cost  from  the  increased  wages  that  have 
to  be  paid,  as  a  rule,  where  large  numbers  of  men  are 
required  on  short  notice.  Then,  with  reference  to  the 
matter  of  grades  and  curves,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
the  Union  Pacific  is  to  be  the  standard.  Well,  that  was 
never  my  undei’standing,  except  in  the  sense  that  the 
Centx-al  Pacific  formed  part  of  the  Union  Pacific.  Why, 
Sir,  there  is  no  such  road  as  the  Central  Pacific  except  as  a 
portion  of  the  consolidated  road.  The  whole  road  is 
known  as  the  Union  Pacific,  and  is  so  understood 
among  the  people  of  all  the  western  towns  and  cities. 
If  you  were  to  say  to  a  man  :  By  what  route  are  you  going 
to  San  Francisco?  ho  would  tell  you,  by  the  Union  Pacific; 
not  by  the  Central  Pacific  and  Union  Pacific,  or  by  the 
Northern  Pacific  and  the  Southern  Pacific.  What  would  bo 
the  sense  of  taking  for  our  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  the 
standard  of  a  line  which  does  not  pass  through  a  mountain¬ 
ous  country  at  all,  which  does  not  pass  through  a  country 
in  any  respect  analogous  to  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
characterised  as  a  sea  of  mountains. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  By  the  Yellow  Head  Pass. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  there  are  no  mountains 
within  sight  of  any  portion  of  the  Union  Pacific  line;  but  I 
mean  to  say  that,  comparatively  speaking,  as  compared 
with  the  sea  of  mountains  which  the  hon.  gentleman  delights 
to  refer  to,  as  compared  with  British  Columbia,  whether  by 
the  Yellow  Head  Pass  or  the  Kicking  Horse  Pass,  the  Union 
Pacific — what  was  formerly  known  as  the  Union  Pacific — is 
a  comparatively  level  and  easy  road.  The  Central  Pacific, 
however,  passes  over  a  difficult  country,  and  has  a  maxi¬ 
mum  grade  of  116  feet  to  the  mile  and  a  maximum 
curve  of  11  degrees.  I  am  sorry  for  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
authority  that  he  read  to-day  from  Washington,  on 
account  of  the  trouble  which  he  and  the  member  for 
North  Norfolk  took  to  obtain  it,  that  a  change  should 
have  boen  made  in  the  grades  of  the  Union  Pacific 
since  the  contract  was  entered  into  between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  All 
railway  men  know,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  can  get  the 
information  without  going  so  far  as  Washington,  that 
months  since  the  Union  Pacific  was  selected  by  theGovorn- 
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ment  as  the  standard,  a  very  considerable  change  was  made, 
which  reduced  its  maximum  grade,  which  was  formerly  116 
foet,  to  about  90  feet,  or  a  trifle  less.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
in  order  to  give  us  one  of  those  breathing  spells,  to  which 
I  referred  before  the  adjournment,  asked — and  it  certainly 
was  very  amusing — if  tbe  statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  a  correct  one,  why  the  company  applied  to  the 
Government  for  a  loan,  and  said  he  could  more  readily 
understand  the  matter  if  the  Government  were  applying  to 
the  company  for  a  loan.  I  will  retort  on  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  ask  what  objection  there  can  be,  after  the  dismal 
picture  he  has  drawn  with  respect  to  the  line,  the  land,  the 
earnings,  the  grades,  the  curves  and  the  prospects  of  busi¬ 
ness  of  this  road.  Certainly,  after  his  dismal  picture,  there 
is  as  much  propriety  in  asking  him  if  there  is  any  more 
objection  to  the  road  asking  further  assistance  ?  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  in  the  second  part  of  his  speech,  referred  to  the 
proposed  new  arrangement,  the  resolutions  before  the  Chair, 
and  said,  as  near  as  I  could  understand  him,  that  he  was 
opposed  to  them  because  of  certain  objections.  He  said 
there  was  a  reduction  in  the  rate  of  interest  from  5  to  4  per 
cent.,  which  he  complained  of;  and  he  said  the  arrangement 
would  impair  the  security  which  we  now  hold.  So  far  as 
this  change  from  5  to  4  per  cent,  is  concerned,  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself  will  admit,  I  presume,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  can  afford  to  make  the  reduction  without  any,  or,  at 
most,  a  very  trifling  loss  to  the  country.  There  is  this 
much  further  to  be  said.  This  company  comes  to  the 
country  and  says:  We  must  have  some  modification  of  the 
terms  established  by  the  arrangement  of  last  Session.  We 
want  such  a  change  as  will,  in  part,  release  the  main  line  of 
our  road,  so  that  we  can  put  a  bond  upon  it,  that  a  portion 
of  that  bond  may  be  disposed  of  to  the  public.  The  object 
which  we  have  in  view  in  seeking  to  adopt  these  resolutions 
is  to  place  the  company  in  a  position  to  obtain  from  the 
public  the  additional  capital  necessary  to  complete  the 
undertaking  in  all  its  entirety  and  completeness,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  plans  and  desires.  If  we  can,  without  a 
loss  to  the  country,  reduce  the  fixed  charges,  so  as  to  enable 
the  company  to  show  that  their  earnings  now  are,  or  are 
soon  likely  to  be,  sufficient  to  meet  their  fixed  charges,  then 
we  are  in  a  position  to  give  a  value  to  the  bond,  and  the 
company  will  be  enabled  to  go  into  the  market  and  secure 
the  sale  of  that  bond,  which  could  not  be  done  if  we  insisted  on 
the  rigorous  terms  and  the  rate  per  cent,  of  interest  that  would 
augument  the  fixed  charges  beyond  what  the  company  could 
show  they  could  pay  by  their  earnings.  If  we  have  in  view  the 
special  object,  without  loss  to  the  country,  of  changing  the 
arrangement  of  last  Session,  so  as  to  enable  the  company 
to  obtain  from  the  public  the  additional  capital  which  all 
admit  is  necessary,  then  I  say  let  us  frame  our  present 
arrangement  so  as  not  to  defeat  the  object  we  have  in  view ; 
let  us,  if  we  can,  do  it  without  loss  to  the  country,  as  we 
certainly  can  in  this  particular  instance,  and  assist  in  con¬ 
vincing  the  public  that  the  fixed  charges  of  the  road  will 
not  be  beyond  what  may  be  considered  to  be  the  net  earn¬ 
ings  from  its  operation.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
this  proposition  would  impair  our  security.  What  is  our 
security  under  the  Act  of  last  Session  ?  Our  security  is  a 
statutory  lien  or  mortgage.  How  could  you  dispose  of  it  ? 
You  cannot  sell  it,  or  even  foreclose  it,  until  1891.  Suppose 
the  railway  company  were  not  to  move  another  shovel  full 
of  earth,  I  would  ask  members  of  the  Opposition  to  state 
what  course  the  Government  could  take  in  order  to  enforce 
the  loan  of  last  Session. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Take  possession . 

Mr.  IVES.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  be  too  good  a 
lawyer  to  suppose  that  by  our  own  act,  by  our  own  will  and 
volition,  without  legal  proceedings  or  taking  steps  to  show 
we  have  a  right,  we  could  take  possession,  and  take  the  road 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  contractors,  until  1891,  which  is  the 
Mr.  Ives. 
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time  by  which  the  contract  has  to  be  completed.  I  do  not 
see  very  well  how  we  could  take  the  road  out  of  their  hands. 
That  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  security,  which,  he  says,  is 
going  to  be  impaired.  What  do  we  get  instead  of  it  ?  A 
marketable  bond,  something  we  can  dispose  of  for  what  it  is 
worth. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  IVES.  If  you  please,  yes  ;  and  I  trust  it  is  worth 
more  than  par.  I  do  not  think  that  would  please  you.  We 
get  something  which  is  marketable,  something  which  can 
bo  disposed  of  and  realised  upon.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
during  the  debate  of  last  Session,  when  it  was  proposed  to 
make  the  loan,  argued,  and  it  was  what  had  most  effect  with 
the  people,  that  while  this  was  made  as  a  loan  it  would 
eventually  amount  to  a  gift.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 
“  You  will  do  with  this  company  precisely  what  you  have 
done  with  the  Grand  Trunk  ;  you  will  waive  the  claim  of 
the  country  in  favor  of  somebody  else’s  claim,  and  move  it 
down  in  the  scale  of  values,  until  it  will  be  valueless,  and  it 
will  thus  become  a  gift.”  That  was  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  benches.  That  cannot 
come,  under  the  arrangement  now  proposed.  Under  the  ar¬ 
rangement  now  proposed,  that  marketable  commodity  can  be 
disposed  of.  The  public  may  be  asked  to  take  this  twenty 
millions,  as  well  as  the  fifteen  millions  which  is  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  company,  and  instead  of  this  arrangement 
impairing  the  security,  I  undertake  to  say  that  it  makes  a 
better  security,  that  at  least  it  is  as  safe  a  security,  and  it  puts 
it  in  a  position  where  it  may  be  realised  on  or  disposed  of. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  are  taking  in  partners  to 
the  extent  of  fifteen  millions,  and  that  in  case  of  default  by 
the  company  we  would  be  obliged  to  buy  up  this  fifteen 
millions  dollars  worth  of  bonds,  and  that  that  will  be  a 
needless  expenditure.  I  cannot  concur  in  that  view.  If 
there  is  a  default  there  may  be  a  foreclosure  by  a  holder 
of  any  of  these  bonds ;  there  may  be  a  sale  of  the  railway, 
but  the  Government  will  only  have  to  take  caro  of  them¬ 
selves,  and  will  have  no  obligation  to  take  care  of  the  pur¬ 
chasers  of  those  $15,000,0j0  of  bonds.  More  than  that ;  in 
the  case  of  default  we  would  have  embarked  and  interested  in 
this  enterprise  capitalists  to  the  extent  of  fifteen  millions, 
who  would  be  interested  in  preventing  default,  in  assisting 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  carry  out  their  obli¬ 
gations,  and  who,  in  case  of  default,  would  certainly  not 
be  a  disadvantage  to  the  Government  of  the  country. 
Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  21,000,000  acres  of 
land  would  be  insufficient  security  for  the  ten  millions  of 
last  years’  loan,  for  which  we  do  not  take  bonds,  consider¬ 
ing  the  present  depreciated  value  of  land,  because,  he  says, 
the  five  millions  of  land  grant  bonds  which  the  Government 
holds  as  security  for  the  operation  of  the  road,  together 
with  the  $1,123,500  of  land  grant  bonds  which  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  public,  will  stand  before  our  claim  of  ten 
millions  of  dollars.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  those 
amounts  do  not  stand  before  it  now  to  the  same  extent  as 
they  will  afterwards  ?  Certainly  they  do  ;  and  it  does  not 
change  the  position  at  all  in  that  respect.  Even  at  80  cents 
per  acre,  which  is  a  less  amount  than  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
dared  to  mention  even  sotto  voce,  the  land  would  be  sufficient 
to  redeem  the  whole  three  amounts  he  stated.  In  the  third 
part  of  his  speech  the  hon.  gentleman  attempted  to  show  what 
the  road  will  cost  the  country,  in  case  of  default,  under  the 
present  arrangement.  Of  course,  Sir,  it  is  impossible  for 
me,  without  seeing  his  voluminous  statements  pre¬ 
sented  in  Hansard ,  to  attempt  a  criticism  of  the  tables 
and  figures  which  he  gave  in  the  course  of  his  speech  this 
afternoon.  It  was  impossible  for  me  to  take  down  those 
figures,  or  to  grasp  them  during  their  delivery,  and  it 
will  only  be  possible  for  some  other  gentleman  who 
will  look  over  those  figures  to  attempt  to  answer 
them.  One  thing,  however,  struck  me,  in  connection 
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with  what  the  road  will  cost  the  country  in  case  of  default. 
Ho  reckons,  amongst  the  items  of  cost  to  the  country,  not 
his  valuation  or  anyone  else’s  valuation  of  the  land  which 
has  been  sold,«nd  which  we  are  necessarily  deprived  of,  but 
$11,000,000,  which  he  says  they  have  derived  from  the 
lands.  Now,  I  could  understand  that  as  being  fair  if  he 
were  figuring  what  the  road  will  cost  the  company  ;  but 
when  he  is  figuring  what  the  road  will  cost  the  country,  I 
should  say  that  it  would  bo  more  proper  for  him,  seeing 
that  he  was  very  critical  with  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  in  his  statement,  to  give  us  an  estimate  of  the 
value  of  the  lands  sold  rather  than  to  charge  in  that  state¬ 
ment  the  gross  amount,  making  no  allowance  for  admin¬ 
istering  the  lands — the  gross  amount  of  what  was  received 
from  the  sale  of  these  lands,  namely,  $11,000,000.  Then,  the 
hon.  gentleman  makes  oven  a  more  questionable  entry  than 
that  in  his  statement.  Ho  charges  $15,000,000  in  that 
statement  as  the  cost  of  tho  road  in  case  of  default — the 
amount  of  the  bonds  which  are  to  he  given  to  the  company  to 
float.  Now,  that  is  on  the  assumption,  as  he  stated,  that 
the  country  will  be  obliged  to  buy  these  bonds  and  pay  for 
them,  an  assumption  with  which  I  certainly  do  not  agree. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  find  any  fault  with  tho  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  as  to  the  cost  of  the 
road  to  the  country,  in  case  of  default,  if  there  should  be 
default.  He  only  found  fault  with  the  credit  entry  of  tho 
21,000,000  acres  of  land  at  $3  an  acre.  Now,  what  is  this 
statement  of  cost  which  the  hon.  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  gave,  and  which,  as  I  take  it,  the  loader  of  the 
Opposition  admits  to  be  practically  correct.  That  state¬ 
ment  certainly  includes  everything  which  can  possibly  be 
charged  as  tho  cost  of  the  railway,  in  case  the  worst  comes 
to  the  worst,  and  there  should  bo  default.  At  tho  risk  of 
seeming  prolix,  I  shall  give  you  this  statement,  which  is  not 
a  very  lengthy  one.  We  have  3,153,400  acres  of  land  sold 
at  the  value  of  $2  an  acre,  amounting  to  $7,506,800  ;  cash 
subsidy  paid  and  to  be  paid,  $25,000,000  ;  the  loan  of  the 
last  Session  paid  and  to  be  paid,  supposing  it  is  all  paid, 
$25,500,000  ;  proposed  loan  of  this  Session,  $5,000,000  ; 
debt  on  the  Canada  Central,  $5,333,333,  and  guaranteed 
dividend,  $7,383,912  ;  land  grant  bonds  sold,  with  no  sales 
of  land  to  redeem  them,  $1,123,500 ;  and  cost  of  Government 
work,  $29,500,000  ;  making  a  total  of  everything  that  can 
be  fairly  included  in  connection  with  tho  cost  of  this  rail¬ 
way,  $103,344,545,  an  amount  that  is  within  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  estimate  in  his  former  speeches  of  what  would 
be  the  cost  of  this  railway.  The  hon.  gentleman,  as  I  said 
before,  made  a  large  number  of  statements  as  to  tho 
cost  of  the  road,  as  to  tho  amount  the  company  had 
received,  and  as  to  the  disposition  they  had  made  of  it ; 
but  I  do  not  gather,  from  all  his  speeches,  that  he  thought 
any  of  the  money  had  been  stolen  by  the  company  or  any. 
body  else.  On  the  contrary,  his  explanation  of  the  money 
which  he  claimed  had  not  gone  into  the  main  line  was  that 
it  had  been  invested  in  outside  enterprises  and  appropriated 
in  paying  dividends.  I  would  ask  you,  Sir,  to  note  especially 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  as  to  the  effect  of  a  large  local 
traffic  upon  a  road  with  regard  to  through  business.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  truly  said  that  if  we  can  give  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  a  large  local  traffic  we  will  mako  it 
possible  for  that  railway  to  carry  through  business  at  a 
low  rate,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  if  it  has  not  a 
large  local  traffic,  the  charges  upon  through  busi¬ 
ness  must  necessarily  be  large  and  excessive.  Well, 
Sir,  tho  company  took  that  same  view  of  the  matter. 
How  would  you  obtaiu  local  business  if  you  did  not  find  it 
within  the  reach  of  your  main  line  ?  Manifestly,  by  build¬ 
ing  branches,  by  extending  your  connections,  by  reaching 
out  in  different  directions  to  tap  business  centres.  Well, 
Sir,  that  the  company  have  done.  You  certainly  would  not 
object  to  the  extension  from  Callander  to  Montreal.  What 
position  would  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  bo  in  if,  on 
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reaching  Callander,  it  were  obliged  to  hand  over  all  its 
traffic  to  some  independent  company,  to  charge  what  they 
saw  fit  from  Callander  to  Montreal?  Why,  Sir,  if  the  people 
of  the  city  of  Quebec  complain,  and  justly  complain,  of  tho 
charges  made  at  the  present  time  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway,  between  Montreal  and  Quebec,  how  much  more 
would  they,  as  well  as  the  people  of  all  this  part  of  tho 
Dominion,  including  tho  people  of  the  great  Province  of 
Ontario,  complain  if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  on  reach¬ 
ing  Callander  were  entirely  dependent,  in  distributing  its 
traffic  at  that  point,  on  what  other  and  independent  lines  of 
railway  saw  fit  to  charge?  Then,  Sir,  you  cannot  objact  to 
the  extension  from  Ottawa  to  Brockville,  which  gives  you 
connection  with  the  American  line  of  railway  at  Morris¬ 
town,  N.Y. ;  you  cannot  object  to  the  extension  from  Ottawa 
to  Prescott,  which  gives  you  connection  with  the  Rome  and 
Watertown  road,  at  Ogdensburg ;  you  cannot  object  to  tho 
Algoma  branch,  which,  in  my  opinion,  when  completed, 
together  with  the  road  from  St.  Paul  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  will 
furnish  a  much  larger  volume  of  traffic  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  than  will  be  given  by  any  other  branch  of  that 
line.  I  look  forward  to  tho  day  as  being  not  very  distant 
when  a  very  large  portion  of  that  traffic  which  now  centres 
in  Chicago  will  noc  go  by  Chicago  at  all,  but  by  tho  pro¬ 
posed  new  line  from  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis  to  Sault  Ste. 
Mario,  and  over  our  own  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  system. 
Then,  tho  Manitoba  South  Western  Railway,  in  which  a  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  money  has  been  placed,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  himself  declared  the  other  night,  was  an  enterprise  that 
should  be  completed,  and  completed  without  delay;  and,  so 
far  as  I  was  able  to  understand,  his  objection  was  that 
construction  had  not  been  proceeded  with  more  rapidly. 
So  that,  with  regard  to  investments  made  by  this  company 
in  outside  enterprises,  when  we  come  to  consider  these 
enterprises  it  must  bo  admitted  that  they  are  as  important  to 
the  goneral  scheme  as  the  construction  of  the  main  line  itself. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  fourth  part  of  his  speech, 
complained  that  the  company  have  paid  dividends,  and  he 
kept  this  sweetest  morsel  of  his  speech,  in  his  opinion, 
apparently,  to  the  very  last;  he  kept  tho  best  of  the  wine, 
in  his  estimation,  until  the  last  of  the  feast;  and  he  drew  a 
very  eloquent  and  harrowing  picture  of  the  wrongs  which 
have  been  suffered  by  the  navvies  and  the  section  men  of 
this  railway,  who  have  been  going  without  their  pay  while 
these  bloated  stockholders  have  been  drawing  their  divi¬ 
dends.  The  hon,  gentleman,  I  presume,  was  quite  ldght, 
from  a  political  point  of  view,  in  giving  great  prominence 
to  that  part  of  his  speech;  and  if  his  statement,  which  was 
certainly  very  plausible  and  very  forcible,  was  tho  only 
statement  that  could  be  made,  it  would  be  very  effective, 
and  taking  in  the  country.  But  what  are  the  circumstances 
of  the  present  case,  and  what  has  led  to  tho  state  of  things 
ho  mentions  ?  The  circumstances  are  these  :  Canada,  in 
1881,  had  a  great  deal  more  knowledge  of  this  enterprise,  and 
of  what  it  would  cost  than  it  had  had  in  previous  years ;  but 
wo  did  not  know  half  as  much  about  it  as  we  know  to-day. 
The  Government  have  been  learning,  tho  country  have  boon 
learning,  and  tho  Opposition  have  been  learning,  ever  since 
the  contract  has  been  let  to  tho  Pacific  Railway  Syndi¬ 
cate™ — - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  I  YES.  Yes,  you  have  a  good  deal  to  learn  yet. 
When  this  scheme  was  first  set  on  foot,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  truly  said,  it  was  proposed  that  tho  capital  stock 
should  bo  $5,000,000,  and  it  was  understood  that  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  composod  the  syndicate,  and  who  afterwards  be¬ 
came  stockhoklers  in  the  company,  should,  either  them¬ 
selves  or  by  others,  pay  into  the  Treasury  that  sum.  It  was 
expected  at  that  time — so  little  did  we  know  what  this 
enterprise  would  really  cost,  and  so  little  did  we  know  of 
its  great  magnitude  and  tho  necessity  of  branches,  oxten- 
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Bions  and  connections — that  the  $5,000,000  put  into  the  road 
by  the  original  company,  with  the  $25,000,000  of  subsidy, 
and  what  would  be  received  from  the  sale  of  lands,  would 
be  sufficient  to  complete  the  undertaking.  1  take  it  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  not  dispute  that  position. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Oh,  no;  we  agreed  to  increase  that  stock 
to  $25,000,000. 

Mr.  IVES.  If  necessary ;  but  I  am  speaking  of  the 
original  idea  of  the  Government,  who  took  the  responsibility 
of  the  measure,  and  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  took  the 
responsibility  of  criticising  it.  It  must  be  admitted  that 
there  was  not  much  attention  paid  at  that  time  to  such 
matters  as  building  elevators  or  providing  for  the  extension 
from  Callander  to  Montreal ;  no  provision  was  made  for 
that  at  all.  Well,  Sir,  if  it  was  thought  that  $5,000,000 
would  be  sufficient,  what  was  it  expected  that  the  company, 
as  a  company,  would  do  ?  Their  original  undertaking  was 
to  risk  $5,000,000  of  their  own  money  in  the  enterprise  for 
$5,000,000  of  stock  ;  that  is  all  they  ever  undertook  to  risk. 
The  hon.  gentleman  himself  admitted,  after  some  two  hours  of 
most  elaborate  figuring,  that  tho  company  had  invested  in 
equipment  and  construction  of  the  main  line — indoponden1 
of  the  branches,  independent  of  the  extension  from  Callander, 
and  independent  of  all  outside  investments  and  of  all  pro¬ 
vision  for  dividends — tho  sum  of  $6,800,000.  Then,  Sir,  if 
the  company  only  undertook  to  put  $5,000,000  into  the 
main  line  and  equipment,  while  they  have  put  in  $6,800,000, 
what  point  is  there  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  saying  that  the 
company  have  failed  to  risk  their  money,  but,  on  tho  con¬ 
trary,  are  only  making  provision  for  themselves  ?  In  other 
words,  ho  would  lead  us  and  the  country  to  supposo  that 
the  object  of  theso  gentlemen  was  to  invest  their  money  at  a 
high  rate  of  interest.  What  were  tho  circumstances  that 
led  to  the  change  of  the  original  plan  ?  The  company 
very  soon  found  that  they  could  not  stop  at  Callander.  The 
hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  years  before, 
saw  that  this  lino  must  be  extended  south  of  Callander,  and 
he  subsidised  the  Canada  Central  Railway  to  make  the  exten¬ 
sion  ;  but  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  soon 
after  that  arrangement  was  made,  forosaw  that  provision 
must  bo  made  for  the  extension  from  Callander. 
They  foresaw  that  they  must  get  access  to  theseaboard  in  one, 
two  or  three  or  more  directions.  They  foresaw  that  branches 
must  be  built  to  Algoma,  and  in  Manitoba  itself.  There 
wore  no  funds  to  do  this.  It  was  understood  that  $5,000,000 
would  be  required  to  build  and  to  equip  the  main  line,  and 
it  was  found  that  amount  would  be  required.  They  ran 
into  debt ;  they  must  have  these  connections,  these  exten- 
tions.  What  did  they  do  ?  They  came  to  the  Government 
and  asked  for  power  to  increase  the  capital  stock,  and  the 
capital  stock  was  increased  to  $100,000,000.  Now,  what 
three  courses  were  open  to  the  company  at  this  stage  ? 
They  must  have  money  ;  they  must  have  these  connections 
and  extensions.  The  three  courses  open  to  them  were 
these:  The  company  might  apply  to  the  Government  for 
an  increased  subsidy ;  that  would  not  have  suited  the  hon. 
gentlemen.  They  might  have  applied  for  power  to  issue 
bonds,  but  if  they  had  taken  power  to  bond  the  road,  some 
new  arrangements  would  have  to  be  made,  with  reference  to 
the  stock  they  themselves  had  taken.  That  stock  would 
have  to  be  converted  into  bonds  if  the  road  was  permitted 
to  be  bonded. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why? 

Mr.  IYES.  These  men  were  not  making  a  present  to 
the  country  of  $5,000,000  for  the  honor  of  being  connected 
with  this  contract.  They  proposed,  UDdfir  this  first 
arrangement,  to  be  the  owners  of  the  road,  subject  to  what 
it  owod.  Nobody  understood  anything  else.  It  was  sup¬ 
posed  they  would  be  the  owners  of  the  road,  subject  to  what 
it  owed,  free  from  bonds;  and  if  the  second  course  were 
Mr.  Ives. 
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adopted,  of  putting  bonds  on  the  road,  manifestly  some 
arrangement  would  have  to  be  made  with  reference  to  their 
purchase  at  par  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  company.  That 
course  was,  in  many  respects,  more  objectionable  than  the 
course  of  increasing  the  capital  stock.  But  the  increase  of 
the  capital  stock  meant  the  sale  of  that  stock  below  par, 
and  its  sale  below  par,  when  the  original  members 
of  the  syndicate  had  paid  par  for  their  $5,000,000  of  stock, 
would  have  been  manifestly  unjust  to  the  members  of  th  e 
syndicate,  the  original  promoters  of  the  company.  Therefore, 
although  they  took  $5,000,000  stock  at  par,  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  tells  us  they  took  the  other  $20,000,000  at  25  cents  on 
the  dollar.  Supposing  his  statement  to  be  correct,  and  I  am 
not  prepared  to  dispute  or  admit  it,  they  paid,  according  to  his 
statement,  for  $25,000,000  of  stock  $10,000,000,  or  40  cents 
in  the  dollar,  which  is  more  than  its  market  price  to-day,  or 
at  any  time  within  the  last  three  or  four  months  ;  so,  there 
was  not  so  very  groat  advantage  obtained  by  the  original 
members  of  tho  sydicate  in  the  purchase  of  this  $25,000,000 
of  stock  at  40  cents  in  the  dollar.  But  that  course  was 
taken.  It  was  taken  with  the  consent  of  the  country,  without 
objection  from  anybody,  as  the  most  feasible  plan  of  meeting 
the  necessity  of  increased  capital,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
extensions  and  connections,  which  it  was  at  that  time  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  for  the  success  of  the  undertaking  to 
make ;  $30,000,000  of  stock  was  disposed  of  to  outsiders, 
I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say,  at  an  average  of 
51  cents  in  the  dollar.  Then  it  was  found  that  the  balance 
could  not  bo  sold.  There  remained  $15,000,000  unsold, 
which  tho  company  depended  upon  for  raising  tho  money  to 
complete  tho  undertaking  ;  and  owing  to  tho  course  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposito,  about  which  I  will  have  more  to  say 
lator  on,  it  became  impossible  for  the  company  to  dispose  of 
this  stock,  and  they  were  obliged  to  come  to  the  Government 
for  a  new  arrangement.  Now,  what  was  that  new  arrange¬ 
ment  ?  It  was  this :  The  company  represented  that  if  the  pub¬ 
lic  could  be  assured  that  at  least  3  per  cent,  would  be  paid 
1  annually  for  ten  years,  as  a  dividend  on  that  stock,  the 
stock  would  become  marketable.  I  admit  I  should  my¬ 
self  have  considered  such  would  have  been  the  case, 
but  I  remember  very  well  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
said,  with  reference  to  that  matter,  last  Session, 
when  this  same  subject  was  being  discussed.  What  course 
did  he  take  last  Session  ?  Did  he  move  against  the  course 
of  the  Government  in  permitting  this  arrangement  to  be 
made  ?  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  Did  he  over  move  a  vote 
of  censure  on  the  Government  with  reference  to  that 
i  arrangement  ?  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  What  was  the 
'  complaint  made  last  Session,  with  reference  to  this  matter  ? 
Was  it  that  it  was  placing  all  that  the  stockholders  had 
!  given  for  the  stock  in  the  hands  of  tho  Government  to 
secure  repayment  to  themselves  ?  No  ;  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  objections,  last  Session,  were  that  it  was  perfectly  use¬ 
less  as  a  financial  scheme,  that  any  fool  would  have  seen 
it  was  useless,  that  the  merest  tyro  in  finance  would  see  that 
taking  the  resourcees  of  the  company  out  of  one  pocket  and 
putting  them  into  another  could  not  possibly  enhance  the 
value  of  the  stock.  That  was  what  he  said.  If  this  money 
was  taken  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  company  on  tho  one  side, 
and  put  into  its  pocket  on  the  other,  it  was  as  valuablo  on 
the  one  side  of  the  leg  as  on  the  other,  and  the  objection  the 
hon.  gentleman  raises  to  it  is  entirely  a  new  objection.  But 
i  tho  Government  consented  to  that  arrangement.  They  con¬ 
sented  to  receive  a  sufficient  sum  of  money  to  guarantee  3 
!  per  cent,  dividend  for  ten  years  ;  an  Act  of  Parliament  was 
passed,  ratifying  that  arrangement,  and  under  that  arrange¬ 
ment  stock  has  since  been  sold— -$40,000,000  being  held  in 
Europe,  $10,000,000  in  the  United  States,  $15,000,000  in  Can¬ 
ada.  But  still  the  arrangement  did  not  succeed,  owing  to  the 
same  causes  which  prevented  the  sale  of  the  $45,000,000  of 
stock.  This  stock,  with  a  guarantee  of  3  per  cent.,  which 
tho  hon.  gentleman  would  lead  us  to  supposo  was  a  bonanza, 
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was  not  marketable,  and  the  company,  instead,  found  them¬ 
selves  in  the  position  of  having  stripped  themselves  of  all 
their  available  cash  capital,  which  they  had  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  which  had  not  enhanced  tho 
stock  one  dollar.  Under  those  circumstances,  they  were 
obliged  to  ccme  to  the  Government  again,  and  say  :  “  Under 
tho  circumstances  of  the  company,  under  the  course  which 
hon.  gentlemen  of  the  Opposition  have  adopted,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  us  and  our  undertaking,  your  guarantee  is  useless  to 
us,  and  we  must  stop,  or  you  must  make  us  a  loan.”  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  loan  of  last  Session  was  made. 
The  company’s  available  cash  had  been  deposited  with  the 
Government.  It  was  placed  there,  not  for  the  purposes  of 
speculation,  not  to  enable  these  gontlemon  to  draw  a  large 
rate  of  interest,  but  because  it  was  supposed  that  it 
would  render  it  possible  to  sell  the  remaining  block 
of  stock,  and  that  the  company  would  thereby  obtain 
the  funds  necessary  for  tho  completion  of  the  under¬ 
taking,  and  the  Government  of  the  country  would  have, 
in  this  way,  avoided  the  necessity  of  making  the  loan 
which  they  afterwards  made.  But  tho  hon.  gontleman  says 
that  only  applies  to  3  per  cent,  dividend  on  your  stock  ; 
what  about  the  other  3  per  cent ,  which  was  paid  for  three 
several  half  years  ?  Why  was  that  paid  ?  I  can  only  say 
that  under  the  original  prospectus  issued  by  tho  original 
promoters  of  tho  company  when  they  soli  th9  830,000,000 
of  stock,  they  promised  that  during  tho  construction  of  the 
railway  6  per  cent,  would  be  paid  on  the  stock.  That  was 
published  in  tho  prospectus,  and  the  promoters  of  the  enter¬ 
prise  could  not,  during  the  construction,  l’efuse  to  pay  it,  with¬ 
out  being  guilty  of  a  breach  of  good  faith.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  said  that  the  torms  made  at  that  timoworo  illegal, 
that  it  was  paying  a  higher  rate  of  dividend  than  the  law 
admitted;  but  I  have  reason  to  know  that  when  the  direc¬ 
tors  asked  for  subscriptions  to  that  stock  they  expectod  that 
the  stock,  with  the  guarantee,  with  the  promise  of  6  per  cent., 
would  bring  an  average  of  75  or  80  cents  on  tho  dollar.  If 
it  had,  the  financing  of  tho  company  would  have  been  easy. 
It  was  under  these  circumstances  that  these  dividends  have 
been  paid.  The  3  per  cent,  paid  by  the  company  was  paid 
under  a  promise  put  out  in  their  prospectus.  They  have 
kept  that  promise,  and  continued  to  pay  it  until  the  cur¬ 
rent  half  year,  when  I  noticed  that  the  directors  havo  asked 
the  stockholders  to  forego  that  dividend.  Tho  other  was 
paid  under  Act  of  Parliament,  under  a  solemn  ari’angoment 
made  between  the  country  and  tho  company,  and  tho  people 
who  took  stock,  and  it  cannot  bo  avoided.  And  tho  hon. 
gentleman’s  policy,  for  which  he  was  so  loudly  cheorod,  is 
repudiation  and  spoliation.  After  seven  or  eight  weeks’  study 
and  after  eight  hours’  speakiDg,  the  hon.  gentleman  arrives 
at  a  conclusion,  and  he  says :  I  cannot  support  this  pro¬ 
position,  but  if  you  will  aBk  the  gentlemen  who  hold  tho 
810,000,000  of  stock  in  Europe,  and  tho  gentlemen  who 
hold  the  810,000,000  of  stock  in  the  United  States,  to  con¬ 
sent  to  the  Government  handing  over  to  the  company  the 
money  thus  deposited  to  secure  the  dividend,  and  will  ask 
them  to  pay  back  the  moneys  that  they  havo  already 
received  as  dividends - - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  IYE3. — I  will  approve  of  that  proposition. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  No  ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  IVES.  And  in  the  face  of  tho  House  of  Commons, 
in  tho  face  of  this  country,  upon  a  solemn  occasion  of  this 
kind,  when  an  enterprise  in  which  this  country  has  invested 
millions  of  dollars  comes  before  us,  and  says  it  needs  our 
assistance,  when  we  are  solemnly  proposing  to  assist  it, 
that  is  the  policy  which  tho  hon.  gentleman  proposes  as  an 
alternative  for  tho  resolutions  before  the  Chair.  Ho  says 
these  gentlemen,  under  Act  of  Parliament,  promising  a  3 
per  cent,  dividend  by  the  Government  of  this  country,  took 


this  stock  and  paid  for  it,  in  faith  that  the  Government  of 
Canada  would  implement  its  promise  ;  but  the  Government 
of  Canada  has  got  hai’d  up,  says  he  ;  the  company  have  got 
hard  up,  says  he  ;  they  want  more  money,  and  you,  widows 
and  orphans,  and  others  who  have  purchased  this  stock  in 
the  expectation  of  receiving  that  3  por  cent,  interest,  should 
come  here  and  lay  your  money  that  you  have  already 
received  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  IVES.  You  should  consent  to  tho  repeal  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  IVES.  You  should  change  all  you  looked  to  when 
you  purchased  this  stock,  and  should  thus  help  us  out  of  the 
difficulty. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  IVES.  If  tho  hon.  gentleman  had  confined  himself  to 
an  expression  of  regret  that  the  Government  had  made  the 
arrangement,  and  of  regret  that  ho  had  not  objected  to  it,  and 
of  regret  that  he  had  not  proposed  some  resolution  condemn¬ 
ing  it,  when  it  would  have  been  useful  to  have  done  it,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  said  :  I  am  sorry  that  you  will  not  con¬ 
sent,  at  this  late  day,  to  give  up  your  rights  under  Act  of 
Parliament,  I  could  have  understood  it;  but,  when  this  com¬ 
pany,  upon  which  we  all  look  for  tho  success  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  North-West,  come3  before  us  for  assistance,  all 
he  has  to  suggest,  all  he  has  to  offer,  all  ho  has  to  declare  as 
a  policy,  is  that  if  the  stockholders  will  return  their  divi¬ 
dends  and  consent  to  no  longer  claim  the  3  per  cent,  interest 
promised  them  by  Act  of  Parliament,  he  will  support  that, 
and  ho  gravely  suggests  that,  until  such  time  comes  round, 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  should  take  no  action  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  at  all.  I  can  only  repeat  the  congratulation  which  I 
offered  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  behind  that  hon.  gon¬ 
tleman  for  having  very  loudly  cheered  him  when  he  resumed 
his  soat,  because  that  approaches  moto  nearly  to  a 
pronunciation  of  a  policy  upon  some  question  that 
interests  the  people  than  any  statement  that  they  havo 
had  the  opportunity  before  of  hearing  from  him.  As  I  havo 
said,  it  may  bo  regrettable  that  this  arrangement  did  not 
succeod,  that  it  did  not  answer  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended,  that  it  did  not  afford  tho  capital  which  was  necos- 
sary.  It  may  be  regretted  that  it  was  afterwards  necessary 
for  the  company  to  apply  for  tho  loan  of  last  Session,  but 
these  facts  exist,  and  we  have  to  moot  them  as  facts,  and  it 
seems  to  me  perfectly  childish  that  we  should  act  in  tho 
hope  that  people  who  have  purchased  thoir  stock  upon  the 
fact  that  the  Government  of  Canada,  sanctioned  by  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  Canada,  had  entered  into  an  arrangement,  would 
give  up  their  rights  and  return  the  money  thoy  havo 
received  as  dividends. 

The  hon.  gontleman  made  one  remark  to-day  which  I 
hoartily  approve  ofi  He  said  ho  was  willing  to  bo 
measured  by  tho  measure  with  which  ho  measured 
others.  I  think,  perhaps,  it  would  be  worth  tho  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  to  refer  to  a  most 
remarkable  extract  from  a  most  remarkable  speech  deliv¬ 
ered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  upon  an  important  occasion. 
The  speech  which  the  hon.  gentleman  made  on  the 
occasion  I  refer  to  was  made  beforo  he  had  been  long 
in  public  life.  I  think  it  was  mado  during  the 
first  Session  that  ho  had  tho  honor  of  a  seat  in  this 
House.  It  was  mado  beforo  he  had  become  spoiled,  I 
will  suppose,  by  struggling  and  assisting  others  to  struggle 
for  power.  It  was  mado  at  a  time  when  he  was  moro  accus¬ 
tomed  to  the  practice  of  the  legal  profession,  and  when  his 
opinions  were  certainly  more  judicial  than,  I  am  afraid,  they 
havo  been  on  tho  occasion  of  tho  present  debate.  On  tho 
1st  April,  1871,  tho  hon.  gentleman  mado  a  very  important 
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and  a  very  able  speech  in  this  House,  upon  the  resolution 
for  admitting  British  Columbia  into  the  Union  and  con¬ 
structing  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  and  at  that  time, 
when  he  was  more  judge  than  politician,  when  his  mind 
was  judicial,  when  he  had  not  become  contaminated  with 
the  struggle  for  power  or  demoralised  by  it,  he  made  a 
declaration  as  to  the  obligation  which  rested  upon  Canada 
and  upon  the  statesmen  and  people  of  Canada  by  the 
arrangement  with  British  Columbia.  He  said  : 

“The  man  who  would  vote  for  this  proposition  with  the  secret  inten¬ 
tion,  not  to  sink  the  last  dollar,  if  necessary,  to  fulfil  the  obligations  thus 
contracted,  was  a  dishonest  man.  If  the  obligation  be  now  incurred, 
then  we  will  be  bound  by  the  highest  sense  of  honor  to  fulfil  it  at  what¬ 
ever  sacrifice.  If  we  were  not  prepared  to  do  that,  then  we  were  not 
worthy  to  have  national  existence,  and  national  existence  would  be  not 
worth  having.  This  was  not  a  mere  measure  for  the  construction  of  a 
railway,  which  conld  be  repealed  at  any  time  if  necessary,  but,  if  once 
passed,  is  irrevocable.’  ’ 

I  had  not  the  honor  of  a  scat  in  Parliament  at  that  time, 
but  I  well  remember  reading  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech 
and  the  principles  laid  down  in  the  extract  I  have  read,  and 
thinking  then,  as  I  do  now,  that  they  correctly  and  fairly 
stated  the  obligation  which  rested  upon  the  Government 
and  the  people  of  Canada,  under  the  arrangement  which  was 
made  with  British  Columbia  to  construct  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  I  believe  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
right  when  he  said  that  the  man  who  voted  for  that  propo¬ 
sition,  with  the  secret  intention  not  to  sink  the  last  dollar, 
if  necessary,  to  fulfil  tho  obligation  thus  contracted,  was  a 
dishonest  man,  and  that  if  the  obligation  was  once  incurred, 
as  it  was  incurred,  then  the  country  would  be  bound  by  the 
highest  sense  of  honor  to  fulfil  it.  Well,  Sir,  the  Bill  was 
passed,  the  obligation  was  incurred  and  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  its  public  men  on  both  sides,  whether  they  voted 
for  or  against  it,  were  bound  to  fulfil  that  obligation  which 
the  hon.  gentlemen  then  described.  And  moreover,  as  he 
very  truly  and  ably  said,  tho  obligation  was  irrevocable,  and 
was  binding  upon  all  political  parties.  Sir,  with  reference 
to  a  great  national  obligation  of  this  kind,  an  obliga¬ 
tion  which  is  not  merely  a  measure  to  build  a 
railway,  as  the  hon,  gentleman  says,  the  respective 
duties  of  the  Government  and  the  Opposition  in  one 
respect  are  percisely  the  same.  The  Administration,  it  is 
true,  has  to  take  tho  responsibility  of  proposing  the  ways 
and  means  by  which  to  fulfil  the  great  national  obliga¬ 
tion,  but  the  leader  and  tho  members  of  the  Opposition  are 
bound,  by  the  same  obligation,  to  givo  assistance  to  those 
ways  and  means,  unless  they  can  show  sufficient  and 
tangible  reasons  to  the  contrary.  They  are  certainly 
bound  not  to  offer  factious  opposition,  I  look  upon  tho 
obligation  the  hon.  gentleman  described  in  much  the  same 
light  that  I  would  look  upon  the  obligation  of  the  Opposition 
and  their  leader  in  the  case  of  an  invasion  of  the  country 
by  a  foreign  enemy,  or  in  the  case  of  a  war  like  that  in 
our  North-West.  If  I  am  right,  if  the  obligation  and 
duties  of  tho  hou.  gentleman  who  leads  this  Opposition, 
with  respect  to  this  railway,  are  analogous  to  his  duties  in  the 
case  of  an  invasion  of  Canada  by  a  foreign  enemy,  what 
would  be  said  of  the  political  party  or  of  its  leader,  that  had 
advised  a  surrender  to  tho  enemy,  that  discouraged  enlist¬ 
ment,  that  had  extolled  the  bravery  of  tho 
enemy,  that  had  magnified  the  strength  of  the  enemy, 
that  had  encouraged  him  by  reports  that  we  were  starving, 
poor  and  without  recources,  unable  to  pay  our  debts,  much 
less  any  future  loan  ;  who  refused  to  assist,  and,  in  every 
case,  opposed  everything  tho  Government  proposed  ?  Sir,  I 
undertake  to  say  that  in  the  case  of  an  invasion  by  a  foreign 
enemy  the  leader  of  an  Opposition  who  would  advise  sur¬ 
render,  and  who  would  givo  aid  in  every  possible  way  to 
the  enemy,  would  be  called  unpatriotic,  and  could  not  be 
said  to  be  assisting  in  the  fulfilment  of  an  obligation  to 
which  the  country  was  bound  by  the  highest  sense  of  honor. 
Sir,  J  undertake  to  say  that  the  hon.  member  has  advised  a 
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surrender  to  the  enemy.  He  advised  a  surrender  to  the 
enemy  in  the  matter  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  by 
endeavoring,  with  all  his  power,  with  all  his  influence  and 
eloquence,  in  the  House,  on  the  platform,  in  the  press  and 
in  the  country,  to  prevent  the  construction  of  anything 
that  could  be  called  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  under¬ 
take  to  say,  and  the  experience  of  tho  last  few  months  has 
proved  it,  that  a  railway  which  began  in  Chicago  and  ended 
at  Calgary  would  not  bo  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I 
undertake  to  say  that  the  scheme  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  still  owns — though  somewhat  timidly,  more  timidly 
this  Session  than  over  before — which  he  still  calls  his 
policy,  and  which  was  to  build  tho  prairie  sec¬ 
tion,  leaving  the  ends  unbuilt — I  say  that  scheme 
was  not  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  By  advising  that 
course,  I  contend  ho  advised  a  surrender  to  the  enemy.  He 
has  not  only  done  all  he  could  to  prevent  tho  fulfilment  of 
an  obligation  to  which,  in  his  own  language,  he  was  bound 
by  the  highest  sense  of  honor,  but  fie  has  discouraged  enlist¬ 
ment— to  continue  the  analogy.  And  how  ?  By  depreciat¬ 
ing  the  value  of  the  lands  ia  the  North-  West  and  along  the 
line  of  railway,  by  saying  that  it  is  bad  land,  and  that  you 
could  have  got  bettor  land  by  going  somewhere  else,  by 
depreciating  the  country  generally,  and  tho  character  of 
the  railway,  by  exaggerating  tho  cost,  by  minimising  the 
business  to  bo  done,  by  exaggerating  tho  operating  expenses, 
by  discouraging  immigration,  by  encouraging  emigration, 
by  understating  the  amount  of  immigration  and  overstating 
the  exodus — in  all  these  particulars  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
discouraged  enlistment.  And,  Sir,  he  has  extolled  the 
bravery  of  tho  enemy,  he  has  magnified  his  strength,  by 
praising  the  United  States,  by  praising  their  lands,  their 
climate,  their  land  regulations,  their  railway  facilities,  their 
trade  policy,  their  land  policy — in  every  possible  way 
giving  the  impression  to  intending  immigrants  that  tho 
States  of  tho  Union  wore  preferable  to  our  own  North- 
West.  He  has  encouraged  the  enemy  further,  by  declaring 
that  Canada  is  poor,  that  our  people  are  discontented,  that 
they  are  leaving  the  country ;  that  taxation  is  enormous 
and  burdensome;  that  our  debt  is  enormous;  that  we  are 
unable  to  borrow  further;  that  our  credit  will  be  ruined, 
and  that  the  obligations  we  were  assuming  were  far  beyond 
our  capacity.  Sir,  I  undertake  to  say,  on  my  responsibility 
as  a  member  of  this  Houso,  that  so  lar  as  I  have  boon  able 
to  gather  from  his  speeches  on  this  subject,  ho  has,  in  every 
possible  way,  hindered,  and  in  no  way  assisted,  the  fulfil¬ 
ment  of  an  obligation  which  he,  in  common  with  all  other 
Canadians,  was  bound  by  the  highest  sense  of  honor  to  fulfil. 
Sir,  it  may  be  said  that  a  parliamentary  Opposition  may,  in 
timo  of  war,  fairly  criticise  tho  methods  of  defence  adopted 
by  tho  Administration ;  and  that  the  leader  of  an  Opposition 
has  a  right  to  criticise  the  means  taken  by  the  Administra¬ 
tion  to  fulfil  a  national  obligation  to  complete  a  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  I  admit  that ;  but  it  seems  strange  to  me 
that  the  Government  of  the  right  hon.  Premier,  if  it  were 
as  bad  and  incompetent  as  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks,  should 
by  any  chance  have  been  always  wrong.  And  yet,  unless  the 
leader  of  the  Government  has  been  always  wrong  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  enterprise,  then  tho  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
sometimes  been  guilty  of  factious  opposition,  because,  Sir, 
without  any  exception  that  I  havo  been  able  to  discover,  he 
has  always  opposed  everything  that  has  been  proposed  with 
reference  to  this  railway,  its  construction  or  completion. 
He  opposod  the  construction  of  a  railway  altogether;  he 
has  opposed  it  by  depreciating  the  valuo  of  the  land ;  by 
depreciating  the  valuo  of  tho  country;  by  exaggerating  tho 
cost  of  tho  road;  by  minimising  tho  business  that  would  bo 
done;  by  exaggerating  tho  operating  expenses  ;  by  discour¬ 
aging  immigration  and  by  encouraging  emigration ;  by 
praising  Dakota,  Texas  and  Kansas,  and  by  exaggerating 
the  depression  in  trade.  These  are  not  honest  crticisms  of 
the  means  taken  by  the  Administration ;  but  these  are  per- 
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sistent  efforts  to  ensure  failure.  Sir,  let  me  review  the  course 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  with  reference  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  to  secure  the  construction  of  a  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  In  1880,  if  I  mistake  not,  the  Minister  of 
Railways  introduced  a  resolution  setting  aside  100,000,000 
acres  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  fund  to  construct 
a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  What  was  the  course  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  when  that  proposition  came  before  tho 
House?  Sir,  was  tho  land  worth  $2  an  acre  then?  was 
it  worth  $3  an  acre  then?  was  it  worth  $4  an  acre 
then?  Ho,  Sir;  it  was  absolutely  valueless  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Not  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  his  former  leader,  in  my  hear¬ 
ing  stated  that  you  could  just  as  well  expect  to  build  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  one  acre  of  the  North- West 
as  you  could  with  100,000,000  of  acres.  That  statement 
was  made  in  my  hearing  and  in  the  hearing  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  it  was  not  rebuked  by  him.  His  cue  then 
was  to  depreciate  the  value  of  the  land.  That  was  in  1880. 
In  1881,  just  one  year  afterwards,  the  Government  came 
down  with  a  proposition  to  take  25,000,000  of  acres  of 
those  100,000,000,  which  were  set  apart  in  18S0,  and 
$25,000,000,  and  give  them  to  this  company,  which  under¬ 
took  to  build  the  railway-mark  you,  a  work,  the  cost  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  had  estimated  as  high  as 
$120,000,000.  What  did  the  hon.  gentleman  then  do?  Was 
the  land  worthless  then  ?  It  had  grown  in  value  with 
extreme  rapidity  during  that  short  year,  from  1880  to  1881. 
He  gave  full  play  to  his  imagination,  and  it  seemed  as  if  he 
could  not  imagine  a  sum  large  enough  to  represent  tho 
value  of  25,000,000  of  acres  of  land,  added  to  the  enormous 
advantages  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
according  to  his  view,  received  under  that  contract.  The 
hon.  gentleman  then  opposed  the  Government,  not  because 
the  land  was  worthless  as  an  asset  for  constructing  a  rail¬ 
way,  but  because  they  were  giving  too  much,  an 
unnecessary  quantity,  towards  the  construction  of 
that  road.  That  was  tho  course  of  tho  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  in  1881.  What  was  his  course  next?  The 
moment  the  contract  had  been  signed,  soaled  and  delivered, 
the  moment  the  company  went  on  the  markets  of  the  world 
to  raise  money  on  the  land,  and  offer  their  capital  stock  for 
sale,  there  was  another  change.  There  was  a  relapse  to  thefccl- 
ings  of  1880.  The  land  then  became  very  greatly  depreci¬ 
ated  in  value.  The  enormous  advantages  which  the  company 
had  formerly  possessed  under  the  contract  began  to  fade 
away.  The  operating  expenses  began  to  look  very  formid¬ 
able.  It  began  to  be  ascertained  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  operate  the  road  for  anything  like  the  gross  earnings  for 
years  to  come,  and  everything  possible  was  said  that  could 
dissuade  tho  public  from  purchasing  the  lands  and  investing 
in  the  stock  of  the  company.  That  relapse  was  an  unfor¬ 
tunate  one  for  the  hon.  gentleman’s  sake,  for  the  credit  of 
assisting  in  any  possible  way  in  the  performance  of 
an  obligation  to  which  ho  says  he,  in  common 
with  all  other  Canadians,  is  bound  by  tho  highest 
sense  of  honor.  The  policy  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  too  retrogressive,  indefinite  and  halting  for  a  live 
and  enterprising  young  country,  stimulated  by  and  com¬ 
peting  with  tho  push  and  energy  of  our  great  neighbors  to 
tho  south.  The  intelligent  and  progressive  portion  have 
decided  that  life  is  too  short  to  wait  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  decide  upon  a  policy,  and  they  have  constantly 
preferred  to  entrust  the  destinies  of  their  country  to  those 
who  believe  in  its  resources  and  its  capabilities,  and  who 
have  the  courage  of  their  convictions.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
shines  as  a  Liberal  when,  in  a  prepared  and  set  oration, 
redundant  with  long-drawn-out  and  well-rounded  sentences, 
he  deals  with  questions  outside  of  living  issues  ;  but  he  is  a 
veritable  Bourbon  when  the  progress  and  advancement  of 
the  country  is  proposed  by  the  measures  of  his  political 
opponents.  His  theatrical  Liberalism  and  Bourbonism  is 


well  described  by  language  long  ago  used  of  another  dis¬ 
tinguished  lawyer — Thurlow  : 

“  He  saw  nothing  clear  but  the  obstacles  to  any  course  ;  was  fertile 
only  of  doubts  and  expedients  to  escape  deciding,  aud  appeared  never 
prompt  to  set,  but  ever  ready  to  oppose  whoever  had.  anything  to 
recommend.” 

Nothing  in  the  history  of  this  country  or  of  any  country 
ever  showed  in  a  stronger  light  the  evils  of  political  parti¬ 
sanship  and  the  evils  of  struggles  for  office  than  the  history 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  connection  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  with  it.  If  it  had  not  been  for  poli¬ 
tical  partisanship,  if  it  had  not  been  for  factious  opposition 
in  this  House,  in  the  press  and  in  the  country,  if  we,  as  Can¬ 
adians,  had  worked  shoulder  to  shoulder,  as  patriots  should 
do,  in  the  performance  of  a  national  obligation,  we  should 
have  been  spared  the  necessity  of  the  loan  of  last  Session, 
and  of  the  application  which  is  before  us  for  an  additional 
loan.  As  has  been  very  well  said,  in  matters  of  this  kind, 
in  which  the  interests  of  tho  country  are  bound  up,  we 
should  take  a  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  tho  friends  of  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norlolk  (Mr.  Charlton).  If  wo  could 
forget  party  and  think  only  of  country  when  it  came  to 
questions  of  railway  construction,  of  immigration  and  of  the 
settlement  and  development  of  the  country,  it  would  not 
have  been  necessary  for  this  application  to  be  made  or  for 
the  application  which  was  made  last  Session.  But,  fortu¬ 
nately,  the  Government  have  been  strong  in  the  House  and 
in  the  country.  Fortunately,  they  have  not  only  been 
strong,  but  they  have  been  courageous.  They  have  realised 
that  the  people  have  decided  that  this  road  shall  be  built 
and  completed,  and  that  the  country  shall  be  settled  and 
developed,  and  their  policy  has  been  a  settled  and  consistent 
one  from  first  to  last,  and  I  trust,  before  the  fall  of  the 
Administration,  they  will  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  a  com¬ 
pleted  enterprise.  I  remember  last  Session  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  taunted  the  Government  with  being  partners,  sleeping 
partners,  he  said,  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Company.  He 
never  said  a  truer  thing. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  IVES.  You  are  entitled  to  all  tho  pleasure  you  can 
get  out  of  that  statement.  The  Dominion  of  Canada  is  a 
partner  with  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  this  respect: 
they  are  jointly  interested  in  tho  settlement  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  North-West;  they  are  jointly  interested  in  the 
flow  of  immigration  and  the  development  of  the  wealth  of 
the  country.  In  that  sense,  in  that  most  important  sense, 
the  people  of  the  country  at  large  are  partners  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  and  I  am  very  sorry  to  say  they  have 
received  no  assistance  from  members  of  the  Opposition. 
Fortunately,  in  this  discussion  there  are  some  objections 
upon  which  the  hon.  gentleman  formerly  consumed 
a  great  deal  of  time,  but  which  are  no  longer  hoard. 
We  hear  nothing  now  about  the  people  of  tho  North-West 
being  ground  under  the  heel  of  a  soulless  monopoly. 
The  experience  of  the  peoplo  of  Manitoba  in  tho  dis¬ 
posal  of  their  wheat  last  fall,  when  tho  poor,  down-tro  Iden, 
ground-down  people  of  Minnesota  were  obliged  fo  haul  thoir 
wheat  over  the  international  boundary  and  pay  a  duty  on 
it,  in  order  to  bring  it  over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
that  put  an  end  to  the  well-rounded  phrases  which  tho  hon. 
gentleman  on  several  occasions  was  wont  to  indulge  in,  that 
the  people  of  Canada  were  being  ground  down  under  tho 
heel  of  a  soulless  monopoly.  The  hon.  gentleman  used  to 
doubt  whether  the  road  would  bo  completed  in  its  entirety. 
He  believed  that  the  prairie  section  only  would  be  built ; 
but  we  hear  no  more  of  that.  He  used  to  toll  us  that  if  the 
road  was  completed,  it  never  would  be  completed  in  the 
time  fixed  by  the  contract,  and  it  would  be  depreciated  in 
character.  We  hear  no  more  about  the  railway  having 
depreciated  below  the  character  fixed  in  the  contract. 
Everybody  admits,  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  does  not  dare 
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to  deny,  that  in  the  construction  of  the  railway  the  com¬ 
pany  have  built  a  road  of  a  character  far  above  the  charac¬ 
ter  fixed  by  the  contract.  Sir,  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  yesterday  gave  a  table  showing  the  capital 
stock  and  other  particulars  with  respect  to  the 
Northern  Pacific,  the  Union  Pacific  and  the  South¬ 
ern  Pacific  Eailways.  I  have  drawn  some  import¬ 
ant  facts  from  that  tabular  statement,  which  I  take  to 
be  accurate,  important  as  bearing  upon  the  charge  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  railway  has  cost  too  much  money.  Sir, 
the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  only  52  per  cent, 
per  mile  of  the  cost  of  the  Northern  Pacific,  21  per  cent,  of 
the  cost  per  mile  of  the  Union  Pacific,  and  69  per  cent,  of 
the  cost  per  mile  of  the  Southern  Pacific.  As  to  the  bearing 
of  theso  facts  upon  the  charge  that  the  stock  was  sold  too 
cheaply — and  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  it  yielded  46  J 
per  cent. — just  compare  it  in  that  respect  with  these  other 
Pacific  roads,  and  you  wlil  find  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Southern  Pacific,  if  you  call  the  land  grant  $2  per  acre, 
which  appears  to  be  the  favorite  price  to-night,  and  add  the 
land  grant  to  the  funded  debt,  and  subtract  the  total  from 
the  total  cost  of  the  road  and  rolling  stock,  only  $10,000,0u0 
remains  as  derived  from  share  capital,  or  6  cents  on  the 
dollar.  In  the  case  of  the  Union  Pacific,  the  funded  debt 
added  to  the  cash  subsidy  paid  by  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  makes  an  amount  forty-two  and  a-half  millions  larger 
than  the  total  cost  of  the  road — and  that  reminds  me  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  to-day  that  none  of  these  roads 
received  a  cash  subsidy  ;  but  they  received  what  amounted 
to  that ;  they  received  a  guarantee  of  bonds  which  the 
United  States  Government  long  since  paid. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  owe  the  money. 

Mr.  IVES.  So  does  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  owe  us 
the  money,  but  you  are  not  satisfied.  I  say  it  makes  that 
amount  larger  by  $42,500,000  than  the  total  cost  of  the 
road  and  rolling  stock,  and  if  you  add  the  land  grant  at  $2, 
there  would  bo  $109,000,000  over  and  above  the  total  cost 
of  the  road  and  rolling  stock.  The  share  capital  was  all 
water,  and  besides  there  was  a  steal  of  many  millions  of 
dollars. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  A  big  steal  for  a  big  country. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  want  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk,  who, 
on  othor  occasions,  has  found  our  southern  neighbors  to  bo 
perfect  in  wind,  limb,  and  every  particular,  to  note  that  in 
this  case,  at  least,  they  made  a  big  steal.  By  the  same  pro¬ 
cess  of  reckoning,  I  find  that  the  Northern  Pacific  share 
capital  yielded  thirty  cents  on  the  dollar,  so  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific,  which  yielded  forty-six  and  one-half  cents  on 
the  dollar,  stands  out  in  favorable  comparison  with  these 
other  Pacific  roads. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Another  big  steal. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  challenge  tho  hon.  gentloman  to-night,  or 
at  any  other  time  to  suit  his  convenience,  to  show  where 
even  one  single  dollar  has  been  stolen  or  misappropriated 
out  of  tho  furtds  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron) .  What  did  they  do  with  it  ? 

Mr.  IVES.  Your  leader  told  you  to-night.  He  said  that 
$19,000,000  had  been  invested  in  outside  enterprises,  and 
$19,000,000  laid  up  to  pay  dividends. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Which  they  steal. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  stolon,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Part  of  it  is  stolen. 

Mr.  IVES.  You  will  have  your  chance  to  doal  with  that 
by-and-bye.  This  statement  shows  what  are  tho  compara¬ 
tive  chances  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  earn 
dividends  upon  its  share  capital.  The  share  capital  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  only  59  per  cent,  of  that  of  the 
Mr.  Ives. 


Northern  Pacific,  54  per  cent,  of  that  of  tho  Union 
Pacific  and  31  per  cent,  of  that  of  the  Southern  Pacific. 
The  funded  debt  is  69  per  cent,  of  that  of  the  North¬ 
ern  Pacific,  10  per  cent,  of  that  of  the  Union  Pacific 
and  40  per  cent,  of  that  of  the  Southern  Pacific.  I  say, 
Sir,  that  under  these  circumstances  the  outlook  for 
this  company  is  of  the  brightest  character.  Taking  the 
leased  lines  with  the  branch  lines,  when,  by  connections  at 
Detroit  River,  it  is  enabled  to  compete  with  other  trunk 
lines  for  the  transport  of  the  product  and  imports  of  the 
western  States;  when,  through  connections  at  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  the  products  of  the  north-western  States 
are  transported  over  the  eastern  section  of  the  trunk  line 
to  the  seaboard  ;  when,  through  the  settlement  of  our  fertile 
prairies,  there  is  a  large  movement  of  cereals  from  our  own 
great  west ;  when  the  surplus  stock  of  the  numerous  herds 
grazing  upon  the  foothills  of  the  mountains  is  transported 
eastward;  when  there  exists  that  immense  local  traffic 
necessitated  by  the  settlement  of  the  country  traversed 
by  tho  railway;  and  when,  at  its  ocean  termini, 
lines  of  steamers  are  feeding  it  with  the  wealth  and 
products  of  Asia  and  Europe — who  will  say  that  it  will  not 
be  as  valuable  railway  property  as  can  be  found  upon  this 
continent.  The  company  has  already  revolutionised  railway 
travel  in  Eastern  Canada  ;  it  has  stirred  up  the  dry  bones 
of  antiquated  management  and  given  us  the  comforts  and 
improvements  of  modern  times.  Through  its  stimulus, 
there  is  being  provided  at  Montreal  the  necessary  terminal 
facilities  for  the  economic  and  expiditious  shipment  of 
grain — something  which  tho  Grand  Trunk  has  never 
accomplished,  and  owing  to  the  lack  of  which,  this  trade 
has  seriously  declined,  and  been  diverted  from  tho  St. 
Lawrence  route.  We  are  thus  assisting  a  road  controlled 
by  Canadians,  operated  in  the  interest  of  Canada,  and  for 
its  material  development  and  prosperity,  a  road  that  will 
prosper  as  we  prosper  and  develop.  True,  the  cost  has 
been  largo,  and  the  obligations  we  have  incurred  are 
heavy.  But  it  is  a  consolation  to  reflect  that  our 
nationality  has  not  been  founded  in  bloodshed,  nor  our 
debt  created  by  the  ravages  and  destruction  of  war. 
It  has  been  founded  in  peace,  and  the  debt  occasioned  by 
the  construction  of  national  public  works,  which  have 
excited  the  admiration  of  both  continents  and  placed  us  in 
the  van  of  nascent  powers.  In  tho  years  to  come,  when 
over  the  mj  riad  fields  of  waving  wheat  the  autumnal  glow 
throws  a  golden  splendor ;  when,  from  town,  hamlet  and 
farm-house  resounds  the  din  and  hum  of  a  contented  and 
peaceful  people,  where  now  is  a  noiseless  and  uninhabited 
solitude,  then  shall  the  people  of  older  Canada  reap  the 
meed  of  their  public  spirit  and  enterprise,  and  then  shall 
be  related,  not  the  deeds  of  war,  through  which  national 
debts  have  arisen,  but  how  each  man,  from  the  bronzed 
fisherman  who  braves  the  dangers  of  the  Atlantic  gale  for 
food  for  wife  and  children,  to  tho  farmer  by  the  great  lakes, 
who  fells  the  tree  and  tills  the  soil — each  contributed  his 
share  to  provide  happy  homes  for  his  children  and  the 
expatriated  of  other  climes,  upon  those  boundless  pi'airies, 
and  to  set  hard  and  fast  the  lines  of  a  great  nationality. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  1  have  listened  with  very 
great  attention  to  the  speeches  of  tho  two  members  of  the 
Government,  and  the  speech  of  ono  prospective  member  of 
the  Government.  Wo  had  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways 
and  tho  able  speech  of  tho  Secretary  of  State  yesterday,  and 
to-night  we  had  the  address  of  the  hon.  member  for  Rich¬ 
mond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives),  who  commenced  before  dinner 
by  promising  to  tell  us  a  story,  by  way  of  introduction. 
The  hon.  gentleman  called  it  a  joke.  I  did  not  hear  the 
joke.  The  only  joke  I  heard  was  the  hon.  gentleman 
venturing  to  answer  the  ablo  speech  of  tho  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  and  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
advocacy  of  the  resolutions  before  tho  House,  granting  the 
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Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  $5,000,000  and  a  change  in  the 
security,  and  the  expectation  of  a  grant  to  the  International 
line  of  $250,000  a  year  for  20  years  to  come,  were 
the  huge  jokes  of  the  Session,  but  these  were  no 
jokes  for  the  people  of  this  country.  Now,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  to-night  as  he  has  done  on  former  occasions.  A 
good  part  of  his  speech  was  devoted  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  and  he  adopted  the  old  role 
of  charging  my  hon.  friend  with  depreciating  the  Great 
North-West,  and  thereby,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said, 
interfering  with  and  hampering  the  financial  operations  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  Company.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  told  us  that  my  hon.  friend  minimised  the  earnings  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway.  Where  did  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  get  that  valuable  information  ?  He  did  not  get  it  from 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  and  I 
challenge  him  now  to  state  where  he  got  it  ?  When  the 
hon.  gentleman  made  that  statement  in  the  early  part  of 
his  speech,  my  hon.  friend  called  him  to  task  for  it,  and  he 
partially  apologised.  I  excused  the  hon.  gentleman,  because 
it  was  part  of  his  peroration,  and  could  not  well»be  left  out, 
in  the  way  the  hon.  gentleman,  following  the  illustrious 
example  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  delivered  the  closing 
part  of  his  speech.  He  charged  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  with  exaggerating  the  cost  of  constructing  the 
railway.  Why,  Sir,  no  man  in  Parliament  or  out  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  can  exaggerate  the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Kailway  ;  it  is  not  possible  to  do  so.  He  charged  the  hon. 
membor  for  West  Durham  with,  by  his  actions  and  his 
speeches,  discouraging  immigration  into  that  country ; 
he  charged  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  with 
minimising  the  ordinary  advantage  of  settlement  in 
the  North-West  and  lauding  to  the  skies  the  policy 
adopted  by  our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  line,  and  with 
praising  Dakota  and  Kansas.  I  challenge  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  again  on  that  subject.  It  is  very  well  for  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  time  and  again,  in  the  House  and  out  of  the  House,  to 
make  these  vague  and  general  charges  ;  but  let  the  hon. 
gentleman  come  down  to  particulars ;  let  him  state  the 
occasion  when  and  the  place  where  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham,  or  any  other  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  said  or  did  anything  that  would  tend  to  depreciate 
the  character  of  the  soil  or  climate  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories.  1  know  that  has  been  done ;  but  it  has  not  been 
done  by  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  challenged 
the  hon.  First  Minister  the  other  night  on  that  subject ;  but 
the  challenge  has  not  been  accepted  yet,  although  I  observe 
that  the  Mail  newspaper  of  yesterday  says  that  the 
challenge  will  be  accepted,  and  will  be  answered.  I  say 
again  that  if  the  character  of  the  North-West  has  been 
aspersed  it  has  not  been  done  by  the  Liberal  party,  but 
by  the  Tory  party.  1  do  not  know  the  politics  of  the 
Sherbrooke  Gazette,  but  I  read  the  following  extract  from 
it: 

“  Aa  Mr.  Riley  has  gone  to  the  sunny  South,  you  may  not  hear  that 
the  inhabitants  of  the  North-West  are  having  the  severest  winter  known 
to  the  oldest  settler.  Sixty  degrees  below  zero  is  nothing  here  this 
winter.  Stock  are  having  a  bard  time,  especially  pilgrim  cattle.  I  fear 
Senator  Cochrane’s  thirty-seven  thousand  head  at  Hillhurst,  on  the 
Belly  River,  will  look  small  in  numbers  next  spring.” 

Who  do  you  think  signs  that  letter  ?  It  is  signed  by  Mr. 
G.  C.  Ives.  I  do  not  know  him,  but  I  am  told  ho  is  a  strong 
friend  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kichmond  and  Wolfe 
(Mr.  Ives).  He  publishes,  in  a  Conservative  paper, 
scattered  abroad  throughout  the  country,  what  would  do 
more  injury  to  the  reputation  and  credit  of  that  country 
than  all  the  Liberal  members  of  Parliament  have  said  for 
the  last  ten  years.  We  have  unbounded  confidence  in  the 
future  progress  and  prosperity  of  the  North-West  Territo- 
r.es;  and  wo  believe  that  that  progress  and  prosperity  will 
commence  just  as  soon  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  cease  to 
occupy  the  Treasury  benches.  Bo  much  do  we  believo  in 


the  progress  and  prosperity  of  that  country,  that  any  of  us 
who  have  a  dollar  to  invest  invests  it  there.  Do  the  Tory 
members  of  this  House  invest  their  money  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  ?  Do  thoy  invest  it  under  the  British 
flag  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  No,  Sir  ;  they  invest  it  in 
Dakota  and  Kansas.  It  was  not  very  long  ago  that  I 
received  a  circular  which  was  sent  to  mo,  in  which  Conser¬ 
vative  members  of  this  House  laud  in  the  highest  possible 
language  the  soil  and^climate  of  Dakota  and  Kansas  for 
stock-raising  purposes.  It  was  the  circular  of  a  company 
in  which  several  hon.  gentlemen,  members  of  this  House 
and  members  of  the  Senate,  were  large  stockholders. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name,  namej 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  No ;  do  not  ask  me.  It  is 
stated  in  the  circular  that  they  had  36,978  head  of  cattle, 
valued  at  $932,712 ;  that  the  assets  of  the  company  were 
$1,105,220  ;  that  they  had  under  fence  40,000  acres  of  land  ; 
that  they  had  under  lease  284,000  acres  of  land,  at  2  cents 
an  acre,  and  that  they  paid  a  dividend  of  20  per  cent.  This 
circular  was  scattered  all  over  this  country.  And  who  do 
you  think  the  manager  of  that  company  was  ?  Why,  my 
hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives). 

Mr.  IYES.  It  was  only  less  profitable  than  your  enter’ 
prise  in  southern  Manitoba. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron) i  Yet  this  man  posos  as  a 
patriot,  who  never  does  anything,  except  in  the  interest  of 
the  country,  who  charges  hon.  members,  in  season  and  out 
of  season,  with  saying  everything  they  possibly  can  to  depre¬ 
ciate  this  country  at  homo  and  abroad.  Yet  ho  has  not  the  con¬ 
fidence  of  his  expressed  convictions  in  the  North-West ;  ho 
won’t  invest  $1  in  the  North-West  Territories,  but  he  invests 
a  fortune  in  stock-raising  in  the  State  of  Kansas.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  his  thousand  herds  roving  over  the  valleys 
and  hills  of  Kansas,  and  yet  he  lectures  U3  in  this  House 
because  occasionally,  in  the  course  of  our  duty,  we  undertake 
to  point  out  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  by  their  wicked 
and  criminal  policy,  have  done  more  to  retard  the  pro¬ 
gress  of  that  country  for  the  last  10  years  than  25  years  of 
the  best  Government  Canada  evor  had  could  undo.  The 
hon.  gentleman  went  further;  he  blamed  my  hon.  friend 
from  West  Durham  for  speaking  of  this  railway  as  being 
subject  to  snow  slides  and  avalanches,  as  having  heavy 
grades  and  sharp  curves.  Well,  who  did  that?  Was  it  my 
hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  ?  No,  Sir;  it  was  this  Tory 
Government,  who,  in  thoir  Blue  Books,  have  published  it 
abroad  to  tho  country,  as  the  First  Minister,  in  his  Blue  Books, 
has  told  the  world  that  north  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  along  tho  lino  of  that  railway  they  can¬ 
not  grow  wheat,  on  account  of  tho  July  and  August  frosts. 
He  complains  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake)  for  blaming  the  Government  for  having  changed  the 
routo  of  the  railway,  and  he  blames  my  hon.  friend  for  not 
insisting  on  the  construction  of  a  new  railway.  He  says  it 
is  a  simple  matter  that  we  can  have  a  new  railway.  No, 
Sir  ;  one  Pacific  Railway  is  enough  for  us,  especially  under 
the  Administration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  do  not 
want  any  more  Canadian  Pacific  Railways,  while  tho  hon. 
gentleman’s  friends  have  seats  on  the  Treasury  benches. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  Wo  would  have  none  if  you  wore  here- 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
the  security  wo  propose  to  take  is  not  a  security  which  we 
shall  hold  in  common  with  tho  holders  ol  $15,000,000  of 
bonds.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  pledge  his  reputation 
as  a  lawyer  on  that  point ;  bo  was  caroful  not  to  do  that.  As 
I  understood  it,  this  company  by  theso  resolutions  get  the 
powor  of  issuing  $35,000,000  of  first  mortgage  bonds,  secured 
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by  a  first  mortgage  upon  their  estate,  $20,000,000  of  which 
are  to  be  handed  to  the  Government  and  $15,000,000  to  the 
company.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  in  case  of  default 
in  paying  the  Government  bonds  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
in  the  Government  taking  possession  of  the  road  ;  that  the 
holders  of  the  $15,000,000  bonds  cannot  interfere  with  the 
Government  in  taking  possession  of  the  road.  The 
holders  of  these  bonds  are  not  precisely  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Government  of  the  country,  but  the  First 
Minister  knows  that  the  Government  cannot  take  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  road  without  paying  the  $15,000,000  of  bonds 
which  are  hold  by  outside  parties.  The  hon,  gentleman 
further  says :  Why,  you  cannot  complain  of  the  expenditure 
of  this  company  ;  you  cannot  object  ;  you  ought  not  to 
object  to  the  expenditure  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
from  Callander  to  Brockville  and  to  Montreal  ;  you  cannot 
object  to  the  construction  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
of  the  Manitoba  and  South-Western  Eailway  ;  you  cannot 
object  to  the  acquisition  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
of  other  lines  leading  to  the  seaboard.  We  do  not,  we 
never  did  object  to  that,  but  we  do  object  to  the  enormous 
subventions  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  company  by  the 
Government  of  this  country  for  the  construction  of  the  main 
line  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  being  misappro¬ 
priated  and  applied  for  the  purpose  of  the  acquisition 
and  leasing  of  other  lines.  It  is  the  business  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to  find  the  means  for  exten¬ 
sions  whcro  thoy  will;  our  business  was  to  find  the 
funds  for  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  The  hon. 
member  for  Eichmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  charges  my 
hon.  friend  with  not  having  complained  during  the  last 
Session  that  this  company  had  deposited  with  the 
Government  $20,000,000  to  secure  dividends  to  themselves 
upon  their  own  stock,  and  ho  thinks  my  hon.  friend,  now, 
is  not  in  a  position  to  complain  of  this  application  of 
money  because  he  did  not  complain  of  it  last  year.  Last 
year  the  company  obtained  from  Parliament  $30,000,000  of 
money.  It  was  not  our  business  to  complain.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  were  not  then  asking  for  this  $5,000,000.  I  do  not  know 
that  Parliament  wa3  then  aware  that  the  company  had 
$20,000,000  of  money  deposited  with  the  Government  to 
secure  these  dividends.  I  do  not  believe  we  were  aware  of  all 
the  facts  ;  but  even  if  we  were,  that  is  not  any  reason  why 
we  should  not  now  point  out  that  the  money  the  company 
has  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  ought  to  be  applied 
towards  building  this  road,  and  therefore,  in  the  interests  of 
the  people  and  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  the  company  ought 
to  take  this  money,  part  of  the  capital  of  the  company 
deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  to  pay  these 
dividends,  and  devote  that  money  to  the  building  of  this  road. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  this  is  a  solemn,  a  grave,  a  serious 
matter ;  that  thirteen  years  ago  we  entered  into  a  solemn  con¬ 
tract  with  British  Columbia  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  ;  that  wo  are  under  obligations,  as  honorable 
mon  and  a  free  and  independent  Parliament,  to  build 
this  road.  Wo  have  taken  every  stop  required  by  the 
terms  of  union  to  implement  to  the  letter  every  term, 
of  that  conti’act.  We  have  given  this  contract  to  a  company 
to  construct  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  we  were  assured 
by  the  First  Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
and  their  colleagues,  when  this  contract  was  ratified  by 
the  Parliament  of  Canada,  that  we  were  giving  it  to 
men  of  undoubted  ability  and  of  unlimited  means,  who 
would  complete  the  work  by  the  1st  May,  1891,  from 
Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  That  day  has  not  yet 
arrived.  We  were  assured  last  Session,  by  the  ex- 
Minister  of  Railways  (Sir  Charles  Tupper)  that,  on  the  sub¬ 
vention  granted  in  1880  by  Parliament  to  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway  Company,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  would 
be  constructed,  beyond  peradventure,  from  Callander  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean  by  the  1st  May,  1891,  and  it  was  only  with 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


the  view  of  hastening  the  completion  of  the  road  that  he 
ventured  to  ask  this  Parliament  in  1884  to  loan  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  the  sum  of  $30,000,000.  We  are  as  anxious  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  to  implement  this  contract, but  he  must 
recollect  that  those  are  not  the  only  terms  upon  which 
Canada  agreed  with  British  Columbia  to  construct  the  rail¬ 
way.  One  of  the  terms  was,  and  this  was  declared  by  Parlia¬ 
ment  over  and  over  again,  that  by  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  the  burden  of  taxation  should  not 
be  increased,  and  throughout  the  whole  of  our  legislation, 
with  respect  to  the  construction  of  the  railway,  that  was 
always  considered  as  a  fundamental  consideration.  The  hon. 
gentleman  told  us  a  good  many  things  in  connection  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  but  he  failed  to  tell  us  a  good 
many  other  things  in  this  connection  that  would  have 
been  of  interest  to  this  side  of  the  House,  and  to 
the  people  of  Canada.  My  hon.  friend  from  West  Dur¬ 
ham,  in  his  statement  to  the  House,  gave  the  figures 
to  show  that  this  company  obtained  from  the  people 
of  this  country  in  cash  and  other  assets  the  sum  of 
$119,000,004,  apart  from  the  unsold  land,  to  build  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  which  was  only  to  cost,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  estimates  of  the  Government  engineer 
$53,000,000,  apart  from  the  Government  woiks.  It  would 
be  interesting  to  know  exactly  what  became  of  tho  differ¬ 
ence  bet weon  the  $119,000,000  and  the  $53,000,000.  The 
president  of  the  company,  on  tho  13th  June  last,  while 
addressing  the  shareholders  in  Montreal,  declared  that  the 
assets  of  this  company,  when  the  road  would  be  completed 
and  available  for  any  purpose,  would  amount  to  the  sum  of 
$177,000,000.  without  any  charge  against  that  sum,  except 
the  $65,000,000  of  stock.  If  this  company  has  unencum¬ 
bered  assets  valued  at  $177,000,000,  I  would  like  the  hon. 
member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  to  tell  us  why  it  is  now 
knocking  at  the  doors  of  Parliament,  asking  for  a  loan  of 
$5,000,000  and  a  change  in  the  securities.  The  papers  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Parliament  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
Company  show  that  on  the  1st  of  January  last  this  com¬ 
pany  had  in  hand  over  $7,000,000  of  the  money  placed  by 
tho  people  of  Canada  at  their  disposal,  more  than  they 
expended  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway.  The  hon.  gontleman  did  not  tell  us  what 
became  of  this  $7,000,000,  or  why  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  does  not  appropriate  that  sum  towards  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  this  road.  It  was  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham,  and  it  is  capable  of  proof,  from  the  docu¬ 
ments  submitted  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company 
to  Parliament,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company 
has  now  in  hand,  of  tho  moneys  placed  at  their  disposal  by 
the  people  of  Canada,  after  having  charged  every  dollar  that 
they  have  expended  on  the  construction  of  the  main  line,  the 
amount  of  $7,000,000,  excluding  tho  proceeds  of  salos  of 
stock.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  did  not  toll  us  what  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  proposed  to  do  with  this  sum 
of  money,  or  why  they  do  not,  out  of  this  sum  of  money  thus 
under  their  control,  appropriate  $5,000,000  to  complete  the 
railway.  Further,  it  is  capable  of  proof,  the  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Parliament  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Com¬ 
pany  prove  it,  and  the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend  from  West 
Durham  cannot  be  contradicted,  that  out  of  the  moneys  that 
ought  to  have  gone  to  the  completion  of'  this  railway  the 
shareholders  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  have 
drawn  out  of  the  capital  of  the  company  $7,000,000  by  way 
of  dividends,  some  of  those  dividends  ranging  from  12  to  24 
per  cent.  This  company,  now  begging  at  the  door  of  Par¬ 
liament  for  an  additional  grant  ot  $5,000,000,  ought  to  pay 
back  to  tho  treasury  of  this  company  enough,  at  all  events, 
to  complete  this  road  out  of  the  $7,000,000  they  have 
improperly  extracted  from  the  capital  to  pay  these  extrava¬ 
gant  dividends.  But  my  hon.  friend  from  Eichmond  and 
Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  says  how  unfair  and  unjust  this  would  be, 
becauso  a  large  portion  of  this  money  has  passed  into  the 
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hands  of  the  widows  and  orphans  of  England  and  Canada, 
and  it  would  not  be  right  or  fair,  after  these  people  had 
taken  their  stock  upon  the  faith  of  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
to  refund  this  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
to  enable  the  company  complete  their  road.  Well,  that  is  a 
matter  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and 
the  Government  and  the  holders  of  this  stock.  It  is  no 
concern  of  the  people  of  this  country.  That  money 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  this  Government  as  pare  of 
the  capital  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
and  the  Government  had  no  right  to  permit  these  men 
to  draw  extortionate  dividends  upon  that  capital,  until, 
at  all  events,  the  final  completion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  We  know, 
further,  that  according  to  the  letter  of  the  president  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  transmitted  to  this  Government 
during  the  sitting  of  this  Parliament,  bearing  date  18th 
March,  1885,  that  this  company  had,  on  the  1st  January, 
1885,  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  §14,288,288  to  pay 
additional  dividends  upon  their  stock.  The  proposition  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  is  to  appropriate  a  portion 
of  that  money  to  the  completion  of  this  road.  They  report 
to  the  Parliament  of  Canada  that  $5,000,000  will  complete 
and  equip  this  road  ;  they  say  they  have  $14,288,000  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  to  pay  dividends  to  themselves.  If 
this  is  so,  why  not  appropi’iate  this  money,  says  my  hon. 
friend,  to  the  completion  of  this  road  ?  That  proposition  is 
wholly  unanswerable ;  there  has  been  no  attempt  to  answer 
it  by  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe,  and  it 
cannot  be  answered  successfully.  It  is  no  answer 
to  say  that  many  of  these  stockholders  are  in  England. 
We  know  that  in  Canada  there  are  enough  stockholder? 
to  obtain  from  the  Government  upon  their  own 
stock  enough  to  complete  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  So  much  for  the 
obsorvaations  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and  Wolfe. 
I  have  only  this  further  to  say  in  respect  to  them.  The 
hon.  gentleman  discussed  a  great  many  things,  but  he  did 
not  discuss  the  real  question.  He  gave  no  reasons,  that  I 
am  aware  of,  why  the  Parliament  of  Canada  should  come  to 
the  assistance  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  on  this  the 
third  time  of  their  demands.  The  hon.  member,  when  dis¬ 
cussing  the  proposition  of  1884,  stated  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  West  Durham,  whose  objections  were  strong  and 
powerful  then  as  they  have  been  to-night,  had  not  pointed 
out  any  alternative  proposition.  He  said:  Tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  say  that  they  cannot  build  this 
road  without  disposing  of  and  realising  on  their  assosts,  and 
to  do  that  now  would  be  practically  to  sacrifice  all  their  valu¬ 
able  assests ;  they  say  they  cannot  complete  the  road  unless 
you  lend  them  $30,000,000,  and  if  you  are  not  willing  to 
give  this  money,  submit  some  alternative  proposition,  and, 
if  it  is  reasonable,  it  will  receive  my  assent.  Well,  my 
hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  has  to-night  submitted  an 
alternative  proposition.  He  has  said:  Instead  of  saddling 
this  country  with  an  additional  $5,000,000  to  bo  loaned  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  let  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  take  out  of  tho  hands  of  the  Government, 
the  monies  deposited  there  to  secure  them  enormous,  outra¬ 
geous,  extortionate  dividends,  the  $5,000,000  required, 
and  apply  that  towards  the  completion  of  this  rail¬ 
way.  Wnat  will  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and 
Wolfe  do?  Will  he  accept  the  alternative  proposition? 
Verily,  no.  He  will  vote  with  the  Government,  and  if  my 
hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  had  submitted  even  a  more 
plausible  and  reasonable  proposition  than  that — and  he 
could  not  well  do  it — my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and 
Wolfe,  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House,  who  are  the 
unswerving  supporters  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  would 
not  adopt  any  alternative  proposition.  Wo  had  a  speech 
from  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Railways,  and  a 
speech  from  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State.  The  Sec- 
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retary  of  State  occupied  five  hours  in  the  delivery  of  his 
speech.  He  discussed  everything  beneath  the  sun,  except 
the  proposition  before  the  House.  He  steered  clear  of  that. 
He  told  us  something  of  the  French  Canadian  voyageurs,  of 
their  indomitable  energy  and  wonderful  perseverance  in 
exploring  the  great  North-West ;  he  quoted  a  little  poetry 
and  read  a  good  deal  of  prose — he  gave  us  what  the  First 
Minister  would  call  a  microscopical  history  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  from  Adam  down ;  he  gave  us  a  sketch  of 
the  Union  Pacific  Railway,  the  Central  Pacific  Railway,  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railway,  and  all  their  branches,  their  bond¬ 
ed  and  other  debts,  and  their  exact  financial  position.  The 
hon.  gentleman  approached  dangerously  near  the  resolution 
before  the  House,  but  he  kept  prudently  clear  of  it  in  the 
five  hours  speech  that  he  delivered  to  the  House,  and  he 
assigned  no  reason  whatever  why  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
should  give  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway— because  I 
look  upon  it  as  giving  this  sum— an  additional  $5,000,000, 
and  change,  in  the  most  material  parts,  the  security  the 
country  holds.  The  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  gave 
us  a  plain  and  business-like  statement  of  the  position  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  from  his  own  standpoint,  but  ho 
had  to  admit  the  fact  that  on  the  30th  of  April  last  the  com¬ 
pany  had  in  its  hands  the  sum  of  $5, 776, 983  with  which  to 
complete  this  railway.  If  the  company  had  this  sum  in 
their  hands  then,  why  are  they  here  asking  for  five  millions 
more  ?  The  Minister  told  us,  further,  that  they  had  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  the  sum  of  $7,390,312  that  might 
be  used  for  the  same  purpose,  or  in  all,  the  sum  of  $  13,167,295 
which  they  then  had  at  their  disposal  for  the  purpose  of  com¬ 
pleting  this  railway.  Sir,  I  ask  again  if  they  had  that  sum 
of  money  in  their  hands  for  the  purpose  of  completing  this 
railway  why  are  they  asking  this  Parliament  to  grant  an 
additional  sum  of  five  millions  and  a  change  in  the  security  ? 
Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  the  whole  course  of  the  Government  in 
relation  to  this  railway  is  of  the  most  extraordinary  charac¬ 
ter,  and  it  is  worth  while  spending  a  few  minutes  in  briefly 
reviewing  the  dealings  of  the  Government  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company — not  for  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years,  but  since  tho  1st  of  January, 
1881,  when  the  contract  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  was  ratified  by  this  Parliament,  and  pointing 
out  tho  shuffling  and  vascillating  conduct  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  their  unreliable  and  untruthful  assurances  given 
to  the  Parliament  of  this  country  when  this  contract 
was  l’atified  ;  the  misrepresentations  that  were  made  by  tho 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  the  false  pretences  under 
which  that  contract  was  ratified  by  the  Parliament  of 
Canada,  and  the  consistent  attitude  tho  Liberal  party  have 
occupied  for  the  last  ten  years,  with  respect  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Sir,  the  propositions 
of  the  then  Minister  of  Railways,  for  the  construction  of  a 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  under  the  contract,  were  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Parliament  on  the  13th  December,  1880,  on  that 
day,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  moved  that  on  tho  following  Tues¬ 
day  the  House  should  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  tho 
Whole,  to  consider  the  following  resolution  : — 

‘ 1  That  it  is  expedient  to  grant  and  appropriate  $25,000,000,  according 
to  the  terms  of  the  contract  relating  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
transmitted  to  this  House  by  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General,  by 
his  Message,  dated  the  10th  December,  1880. 

“2  That  it  is  expedient  to  grant  and  appropriate  5,000,000  acres  of 
land  in  the  North-West  Territory,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  contract 
so  transmitted  as  aforesaid.” 

The  propositions  then  submitted  by  tho  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  to  Parliament  were  of  the  gravest  possible  conse¬ 
quence  to  the  people  of  this  country.  They  involved  a  grant 
of  25,000,009  acres  of  land  to  this  company;  they  involved 
the  grant  of  $25,000,000  in  money ;  they  involved  tho  grant 
of  such  portions  of  tbe  railway  as  the  Government  of  this 
country  had  constructed  or  had  undertaken  to  construct 
under  the  terms  of  that  contract;  they  involved,  as  we 
pointed  out,  a  large  increase  in  the  national  debt  of  this 
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country,  and  they  involved,  as  we  contended,  a  direct  viola¬ 
tion  ot  the  terms  upon  which  British  Columbia  became  a 
part  of  this  Confederation,  and  about  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  has  spoken  so  much. 
Those  terms  were  that  the  railway  should  be  commenced 
within  two  years  after  the  compact  between  British  Colum¬ 
bia  and  Canada  was  assented  to;  that  the  road  should  be 
completed  within  ten  years  thereafter,  that  the  burdens 
of  tho  people  of  this  country  should  not  be  increased ;  that 
the  rate  of  taxation  then  existing  should  not  be  increased 
for  the  purpose  of  tho  construction  of  this  railway,  I 
say,  further,  Sir,  that  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  contract  was  submitted  to  Parliament  were  of  the  most 
suspicious  character.  We  know  that  the  First  Minister 
of  this  Dominion  and  some  of  his  colleagues  went  to  Eng¬ 
land,  in  the  year  1880,  with  the  view  of  enlisting  the 
support  of  the  capitalists  of  England  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  assurances  were 
given  to  us  from  time  to  time  in  the  Conservative  press  that 
the  mission  of  the  First  Minister  had  been  successful,  that, 
In  fact,  he  had  accomplished  the  crowning  achievement  of 
his  life  and  had  been  able  to  obtain  the  assistance  of  capita¬ 
lists  in  England,  France  and  Germany,  in  the  construction 
of  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  the  people  of  this 
country  would  not  have  to  spend  a  single  dollar  for  that 
purpose.  W©  had  the  most  solemn  assurances  from  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  this  contract  was  signed,  sealed 
and  delivered  in  England  before  the  First  Minister  left  the 
shores  of  England  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  succeeded 
in  obtaining  the  assistance  of  English,  German  and  French 
capitalists  in  the  construction  of  the  road,  that  the 
construction  of  it  had  passed  from  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  the  control  of  monied  men,  men  whom  we 
were  told  were  men  of  immense  resources,  of  unlimited 
means,  and  that  the  people  of  this  country  would  not  be 
called  upon  to  pay  a  single  dollar  for  the  construction  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman, 
on  his  arrival  in  Canada  from  England,  was  feasted  in 
many  parts  of  the  country,  and  among  other  places  in  the 
city  of  Montreal ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  completing  my 
review  of  the  conduct  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  this  railway,  I  shall  read  to  you  a  few  remarks  made 
by  tho  First  Minister  on  the  27th  of  September,  1880,  in  the 
city  of  Montreal,  about  the  success  of  his  mission  : 

“  I  have  great  pleasure  in  telling  you,  gentlemen — though  I  cannot 
go  into  the  matter  lully,  because  I  am  merely  the  agent  of  the  Governor 
in  Council,  sent  to  Great  Britain  along  with  two  of  my  colleagues,  and 
must  submit  the  arrangements  we  have  made  for  the  approval  or  rejec¬ 
tion  of  the  Parliament  of  the  country — that  we  have  made  a  good 
arrangement  with  a  number  of  capitalists,  not  alone  in  England,  but  in 
Germany,  France,  the  United  States  and  Manitoba  ;  we  have  made  a 
combination  of  forces  which  will  not  only  be  quite  sufficient  to  build  the 
road,  but  will  have  additional  influence  to  turn  the  great  current  of 
German  emigration  from  the  United  States  to  Canada.  We  have 
received  security— satisfactory  security — for  the  proper  construction 
and  running  of  the  road  for  ten  years  after  its  completion,  which  will  be 
twenty  years  hence.  We  have  made  an  arrangement,  not  that  the  road 
shall  be  built  through  a  fertile  district  and  left  untouched  in  the  wilder 
parts,  but  that  it  shall  be  constructed, whether  through  a  wild  or  a  fertile 
district.  We  have  made  an  arrangement  by  which  the  land  will  be  put 
upon  the  market  and  sold  at  once,  by  which  means  there  will  be  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  systematic  emigration  to  the-North-West.  We  have  secured 
the  running  of  it  for  ten  years  after  it  is  built,  and  when  I  tell  you 
that  when  the  road  is  finished  it  will  not  cost  the  country  a  bit  qiore 
than  the  arrangements  would  that  I  made  with  Sir  Hugh  Allan  in 
1873,  you  will,  I  am  certain,  rejoice  with  me.  *  *  *  We  have 
made  an  arrangement  by  which  the  road  is  to  be  built ;  we  have  caused 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  a  settler  to  emigrate  to  Canada,  and  the  road 
will  be  built  without  eosting  one  cent  to  the  people  of  Canada.  *  * 

We  have  made  the  arrangement  ‘  a  contract  firm.’  The  contract  will 
be  carried  out,  the  railway  will  go,  on  whether  Parliament  meets  in 
November  or  February.  The  railway  will  go  on  all  the  same,  and  we 
will  trust  to  Parliament  and  the  country  to  sustain  us  in  our  course.  The 
contractors  are  men  of  means,  millionaires,  capable  of  building  a  dozen 
railways.  They  are  quite  willing  to  take  the  risk  of  going  on  at  once, 
and  they  will  do  so.” 

At  that  very  time,  when  the  First  Minister  was 
deceiving  and  misleading  the  people  of  Canada  by  these 
boastful  utterances,  the  hon.  gentleman  had  accom- 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron), 
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plished  nothing.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  no  contract. 
The  hon.  gentleman  had  not  a  scrap  of  paper  binding  any¬ 
body  jn  Canada,  England,  France,  Germany  or  elsewhere,  to 
construct  a  single  foot  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
The  contract  subsequently  submitted  to  Parliament  bears 
date  21st  October,  a  month  after  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
delivered  that  boasting  speech  to  his  admirers  in  Montreal. 
The  contract  itself,  when  submitted  to  Parliament,  was  of 
the  most  extraordinary  nature.  It  involvod  such  extraor¬ 
dinary  concessions,  grants  in  money  and  in  land,  such 
extravagant  privileges,  such  extensive  franchises,  such 
extensive  exemptions,  such  great  monopolies,  that  the 
representatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament,  even  the  friends 
of  tho  hon.  gentleman,  were  surprised  and  astounded  at  the 
magnitude  of  these  subventions.  What  were  the  subven¬ 
tions  ?  I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  a  short  historical  sketch,  which  I  propose  to  give, 
of  the  connection  between  this  Government  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  the  terms  upon  which  this 
Government  purposed  to  give  the  contract  to  the  company. 
By  the  terms  of  this  contract  the  syndicate  agreed  to 
construct  such  portions  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
extending  from  Callander  to  the  Pacicific  Ocean,  as  the 
Government. of  Canada  had  not  constructed  or  agreed  to 
construct,  by  1st  May,  1891,  The  Government  of  this 
country  agree  to  hand  over  to  this  company,  completed : 
1.  The  Lake  Superior  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way;  2.  The  road  from  Kamloops  to  Tale;  3.  The  road 
from  Yale  to  Port  Moody;  4.  Suitable  station  buildings  and 
water  service  on  the  portions  so  constructed  by  Government 
or  to  be  constructed;  5.  The  road  from  Emerson  to  Winni¬ 
peg;  6.  25,000.000  acres  of  land;  7.  $25,000,000  in  cash; 
8.  All  land  required  for  the  road  bed,  stations,  station 
grounds,  workshops,  dock  ground  and  water  frontage  at  the 
termini  on  navigable  rivers,  buildings,  yards,  and  other 
appurtenances  required  for  the  convenient  and  effectual 
working  of  the  railway ;  9.  Government  agreed  to  admit  free 
of  duty  all  steel  rails,  fish-plates  and  other  fastenings,  spikes, 
bolts  and  nuts,  wire,  timber  and  all  material  for  bridges  to 
be  used  in  construction  of  the  railway  and  telegraph  line ;  10. 
Also,  all  telegraph  apparatus;  11.  Government  agreed  to 
convey  to  the  company,  at  cost  price,  and  without  interest, 
all  rails  and  fastenings  bought  by  it  since  1879;  12.  The 
Government  agreed  to  extinguish  the  Indian  title  to  the 
lands  so  to  be  conveyed  to  tho  company  ;  13.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  gave  the  company  the  right  of  locating  the  line  of 
railway  as  the  company  might  see  fit;  14.  Government 
gave  the  company  the  unlimited  right,  the  monopoly,  of 
constructing  branch  lines;  15.  And  the  monopoly  of  con 
structing  all  lines  south  of  the  Canada  Pacific  Railway  ; 
16.  The  Government  gave  the  company  the  right 
to  prevent  the  construction  of  any  line  to  within 
15  mile3  of  international  boundary ;  17.  Government  agreed 
to  the  exemption  of  railway  stations,  station  grounds,  woi’k- 
shops,  buildings,  yards,  and  other  property,  rolling  stock 
appurtenances  and  capital  stock  of  the  company,  from  tax¬ 
ation  for  all  timo ;  18.  The  Government  agreed  to  exemp¬ 
tion  of  lands  from  taxation  until  sold  or  occupied. 
Those  conditions,  concessions,  grants,  privileges,  monopo¬ 
lies,  were  so  different  from  what  the  First  Minister  led  the 
people  to  believe  they  were  in  his  speech  delivered  on  27th 
December,  1880,  in  Montreal,  that  tho  people  were  astoun¬ 
ded  at  the  nature  of  the  propositions.  The  hon.  gentleman 
submitted  the  proposals  to  Parliament  on  10th  December, 
1880,  and  on  the  following  Monday  the  Minister  of  Railways 
moved  the  House  into  committee  to  consider  the  resolu¬ 
tions.  Up  to  that  time  no  information  had  been  given  to 
the  people  or  Parliament  as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
concessions  made  and  the  grants  given  under  the  contract. 
No  information  was  given  as  to  the  steps  taken  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  call  for  tenders  and  invite  competition  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railway.  No  information  was  given  as  to  the 
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circumstances  that  led  up  to  the  signing  of  the  contract 
between  the  Government  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company.  Information  was  asked  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  by  other  members,  on  this  subject, 
information  was  persistently  and  consistently  refused.  In 
order  that  the  people  might  be  informed  upon  the  subject, 
that  members  of  this  House  might  be  able  to  discuss  the 
propositions  intelligently,  fairly  and  understandingly,  in 
order  that  they  might  know  something  of  these  extraordinary 
subventions,  and  as  to  whether  the  terms  by  which  British 
Columbia  became  part  and  parcel  of  the  Dominion  had  been 
violated  and  as  to  whether  the  contract,  necessarily  involv¬ 
ing  an  increased  rate  of  taxation,  information  was  asked 
for  and  refused.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  moved  a 
resolution,  in  order  to  obtain  time  and  to  secure  that  full 
and  ample  consideration  which  the  question  demanded.  He 
moved : 

“  That  in  view  of  the  magnitude  and  gravity  of  the  proposition,  this 
House  resolve  itself  into  committee,  on  Monday,  6th  January,  1881.” 

That  amendment,  which  was  a  reasonable  proposition,  was 
voted  down  by  the  majority.  Even  two  weeks  were  refused 
the  Opposition  in  Parliament  to  consider  the  obligations  to 
which  the  Government  of  Canada,  in  their  mad  folly,  were 
committing  the  people  of  Canada.  The  discussion  proceeded 
and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  other  hon.  members 
on  this  side  clearly  pointed  out  the  enormous  subventions, 
grants  and  concessions  proposed  to  be  given  under  the 
resolutions.  We  pointed  out  that  in  the  work  completed  and 
to  be  completed,  in  the  land  grant,  estimating  the  land,  to 
be  worth  $2  per  acre,  and  in  other  subventions,  the 
Government  were  placing  at  the  disposal  of  the  company  a 
sum  equal  to  $111,800,000.  We  pointed  out  further  that 
the  Government  were  giving  the  company  enormous  conces¬ 
sions,  franchises  and  monopolies  which  were  worth  no  less 
than  $40,000,000.  We  pointed  out  that  in  money,  lands,  rail¬ 
ways  completed  and  to  be  completed,  concessions,  fran¬ 
chise  exemptions  and  monopolies,  the  company  received 
no  less  than  $161,800,000.  We  pointed  out,  in  addition, 
that  we  gavo  the  company  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
finally  completed,  for  all  time  to  come.  We  pointed  out 
that  this  road,  which,  UDder  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  was  to  cost  this  country  this  enormous  sum  of 
money,  would  not  cost  for  construction,  according  to  the 
estimates  of  the  Government  engineers,  made  in  1880,  more 
than  $84,000,000.  Wo  pointed  out  in  the  strongest  possible 
language  to  Parliament  that  those  concessions,  grants  and 
subventions  should  not  have  been  given  ;  that  the  people 
of  this  country  should  have  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing 
upon  the  terms  of  this  contract.  Sir,  the  Liberal  party 
were  not  satisfied  with  mere  protests  in  Parliament.  We 
adopted  the  most  solemn  and  formal  way  known  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  recording  our  opinions  upon  this  question.  Every 
vulnerable  point  of  the  contract  was  challenged  by  amend¬ 
ments  submitted  by  gentlemen  on  this  side  ;  our  protests 
were  crystalised  into  amendments  against  the  obnoxious  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  contract,  and  the  votes  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people  in  Parliament  were  challenged  on  this 
question.  Our  protests  were  unheeded ;  our  warnings  were 
in  vain.  The  First  Minister,  by  the  majority  he  had  in 
Parliament,  succeeded  in  forcing  those  resolutions 
through  the  House,  and  this  country,  in  1881, 
became  saddled  with  these  gigantic  obligations,  which, 
I  fear  will  rest  upon  it  for  many  years  to  come.  We 
pointed  out  that  an  undertaking  of  this  kind,  involving 
such  gigantic  obligations  and  enormous  concessions,  should 
not  have  been  entered  upon  by  the  Government  in  a  private 
contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  that  tenders 
ought  to  have  been  called  for  and  competition  invited,  and 
that  it  was  unwise  and  unsound  policy  for  the  Parliament 
of  Canada  to  ratify  a  contract  without  calling  for  tenders 
and  allowing  fair  and  reasonable  competition.  How 
were  wo  answered  ?  We  were  assured  by  the  First 


Minister  and  by  the  then  Minister  of  Railways  that 
this  was  an  admirable  contract ;  that  the  Government  had 
succeeded  in  removing  the  responsibility  for  the  construction 
of  the  road  from  the  shoulders  of  the  people  to  the  shoulders 
of  the  company,  and  that  for  the  construction  of  this  rail- 
way  the  people  of  Canada  would  not  be  required  to  pay 
another  dollar.  The  Ministers  of  Railways,  who  was  in 
charge  of  the  resolutions  in  1880,  as  he  was  in  charge  of  the 
resolutions  of  1884.  The  Minister  of  Railways,  who  was 
always  daring,  bold  and  defiant,  declared,  in  his  place  in 
Parliament,  with  reference  to  this  contract  : 

“  Hon.  gentlemen  do  not  like  the  company,  but  one  would  suppose 
that  their  ideas  had  undergone  a  revolution  on  that  subject.  The  gen- 
tlemen  who  have  undertaken  this  work  stand  before  the  people  of  this 
country  to-day  in  the  strongest  position  that  it  is  possible  for  gentlemen 
to  occupy  in  relation  to  a  great  enterprise  such  as  this  is.  The  Cana¬ 
dians  engaged  in  the  enterprise  are  men  who  are  second  to  none  in 
respect  to  commercial  standing  and  capacity,  and  by  their  success  in 
carrying  out  other  great  railway  enterprises  they  have  aiforded  us  the 
best  possible  guarantee  for  the  manner  in  which  they  will  fulfil  their 
engagements  with  the  Government  and  Parliament  of  Canada.” 

He  proceeded : 

“  I  say  that  this  company  embraces  capitalists,  both  your  own  and 
other  countries,  who  are  men  of  the  highest  charter,  men  whose  names 
are  the  best  guarantees  that  could  be  offered  the  people  of  Canada,  that 
any  enterprise  they  may  undertake  will  be  successful.” 

Sir,  unfortunately  for  this  country,  the  assurances  of  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite,  in  1880,  when  Parliament  proposed  to 
ratify  this  contract,  have  been  scattered  to  the  winds,  and 
to-night  we  have  not  a  particle  of  reliable  security  upon 
which  this  country  can  fall  back  for  the  completion  and 
running  of  the  road  for  the  ten  years  for  which  the  hon, 
gentleman  declared  he  had  a  money  security.  Sir,  we 
protested  further  against  the  vague,  uncertain  and  indefinite 
terms  of  the  contract.  We  knew  we  were  pledging 
the  credit  of  this  country  to  an  enormous  extent, 
that  we  were  placing  in  the  hands  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  an  enormous  amount  of  money  and  assets 
for  the  completion  of  this  road,  and  we  pointed  out  to  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  that  we  had  no  security,  that  tho  end 
had  then  been  reached.  The  element  of  finality  wa3  want¬ 
ing,  ar.d  we  had  no  security,  but  that  we  might  bo  called 
upon  to  pay  additional  sums  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  for  the  construction  of  this  road.  How  were 
we  answered  on  that  occasion  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ? 
By  providing  that  ample  security  which  tho  First  Minister 
declarod  he  had  obtained,  when  addressing  his  friends  in 
Montreal  on  the  27th  of  December,  1880  ?  No,  Sir  ;  the  only 
guarantee  we  had  was  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways,  in  the  following  language: — 

“  We  will  not,  only  have  the  proud  satisfaction  of  seeing  Canada 
assume  an  advanced  and  triumphant  position,  but  that  she  will  be 
relieved  from  the  expenditure  of  a  single  dollar  in  connection  with  the 
construction  or  operation  of  this  rail «  ay.” 

Now,  in  tho  face  of  tho  declarations  of  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  and  the  First  Minister,  three  years  afterwards  we  had 
this  same  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  whose  mem¬ 
bers,  we  were  told,  wore  men  of  unlimited  means,  men  of 
great  fortunes,  men  whose  character  and  standing  were  such 
that  they  would  carry  out  tho  contract — we  had  these  men 
knocking  at  the  doors  of  Parliament,  asking  Parliament 
to  aid  them  to  the  tune  of  $30,000,000.  And  what 
have  wo  now  ?  We  have  those  same  wonderful  moneyed 
men,  men  of  such  great  ability  in  the  completion  of  such 
enterprises  as  these,  men  of  such  unlimited  means,  knocking 
for  the  third  timo  at  the  door  of  Parliament,  asking  for 
additional  aid,  aud  tho  abandonment  of  tho  security  wo 
took  in  1884  for  tho  repayment  of  the  loan  of  that  year. 
Sir,  in  1880,  when  we  protested  against  the  ratification  of 
this  contract,  the  First  Minister  aud  his  colleague,  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways,  assured  his  followers  that  they  had  ample 
security,  that  the  road  would  be  constructed  from  end  to 
end,  without  costing  the  people  of  this  country  ono  dollar. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  followers  believed  him,  and  they 
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cheered  him  lustily.  In  1884  we  had  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  coming  to  Parliament  and  practically  admitting  that 
the  calculations  made  in  1880  were  not  reliable.  We 
had  him  coming  to  Parliament  and  practically  admitting 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  wa3  then  in  fiuaucial 
difficulties ;  that  they  were  practically  on  the  eve 
of  bankruptcy,  and  that  the  work  would  stop 
unless  the  public  purse  came  to  their  relief.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  received  the  same  assurances  and 
they  ratified  the  resolutions  of  1884,  amid  uprorious 
cheers  ;  and  now,  in  1885,  just  twelve  short  months 
after  we  had  the  solemn  assurances  of  the  hon.  First 
Minister,  of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  and  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives),  that  the  loan  of  1884 
was  more  than  ample  to  complete  the  railway  from  end  to 
end  and  thoroughly  equip  it,  this  same  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  come  knocking  at  the  doors  of  this  Par¬ 
liament  and  boldly  demands,  as  a  matter  of  right,  that  they 
shall  get  $5,000,000  additional,  and  that  the  security  we 
obtained  for  the  repayment  of  the  loan  of  1884  shall  be 
materially  changed ;  and  I  have  no  doubt,  from,  what  I  see  to¬ 
night  and  from  what  I  heard  this  afternoon,  that  these  resolu¬ 
tions  will  be  affirmed  amid  the  cheers  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  We  further  pointed  out,  in  1880,  that 
in  money  grants,  in  completed  and  to  be  completed  works, 
in  land  at  the  Government  valuation,  and  in  franchises 
exemptions  and  monopolies,  this  company  got  $181,800,000, 
although  this  road  was  only  estimated  to  cost  the  contractors 
$84,000,000  ;  and,  therefore,  the  country  was  asked  to  pay 
for  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  a  sum 
enormously  in  excess  of  the  real  cost.  Sir,  those  objections 
were  of  the  first  possible  importance  ;  they  impressed  them¬ 
selves  on  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  they  required  to  be  met 
and  answered,  and  they  were  met  and  answered  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite ;  but  ho  n  ?  In  order  to  strengthen  the 
wavering  faith  of  the  supporters  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  benches,  in  order  to  give  them  courage  to  vote  for 
the  resolutions  then  submitted  to  Parliament,  assurances  had 
to  be  giveD.  The  assurance  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  was 
given.  But  they  had  not  faith  in  that.  His  reputation 
as  a  stretcher  of  facts,  especially  in  connection  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  was  too  well  known.  Other 
solemn  assurances  had  to  be  given.  They  were  given  ;  the 
hon.  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  who  is  known,  if  not  in 
reality,  at  all  events  in  appearance,  to  be  the  honestest  man 
on  the  Treasury  benches,  took  the  stand  and  stated : 

“  We  want  a  good  and  great  railway,  and  also  to  put  it  on  a  proper 
footing,  so  as  to  prevent  its  owners  coming  back  to  us  and  saying,  ‘  you 
starve  us  to  death,  and  we  want  more  money.’ 

“  Mr.  CASGRAIN.  We  have  the  guarantee. 

“  Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  We  have  the  guarantee,  no  doubt;  but 
perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  prefer  to  have  them  come  to  ask  for 
better  terms.  I  am  dot  of  that  opinion,  nor  is  the  Government.” 

Again,  he  says : 

“  I  have  shown,  moreover,  that  not  only  will  the  railway  be  built  by 
the  syndicate,  but  worked  for  all  time  to  come,  and  that  we  have  suffici¬ 
ent  guarantees  in  our  hands  to  insure  both  these  objects.” 

.Now,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  when  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  benches  gave  those  assurances  they  misled  and 
deceived  their  followers ;  because  it  turned  out,  in  1884,  that 
there  was  no  such  security.  It  turns  out  to-night  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches  are  entirely 
at  the  mercy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and 
are  bound,  whether  the  country’s  interest  requires 
it  or  not,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  shall 
get  exactly  what  they  require.  Sir,  the  Opposition 
were  thoroughly  impressed,  in  1880,  with  the  reckless¬ 
ness  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  knew  perfectly 
well  that  they  would  stick  at  nothing  to  gain  a  point; 
we  knew  that  they  would  not  hesitate  to  violate  an  Act  of 
Parliament  and  the  solemn  declaration  of  Parliament, 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


that  the  burdens  of  the  people  of  this  country  should 
not  bo  increased  by  the  construction  of  this  railway ;  we 
knew  that  they  proposed  to  create  and  when  created  to 
utilize  this  great  corporation,  and  so  we  protested  that  no 
contract  should  be  made  and  no  obligation  entered  into  by 
the  Govei’nment  or  Parliament  of  Canada,  that  would  be  a 
violation  of  the  terms  on  which  British  Columbia  became 
part  of  this  country,  namely,  that  the  national  debt  and  the 
rate  rate  of  taxation  should  not  be  increased.  How  were 
we  answered  ?  We  were  answered  as  follows,  by  tho  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Railways : 

“  We  would  relieve  Canada  of  all  additional  responsibility  in  the  fur¬ 
ther  construction  of  the  railway.  And  just  when  we  are  lifting  from  our 
shoulders  to  the  shoulders  of  a  private  company  all  responsibility,  I  ask 
this  House,  in  candor,  to  tell  me  whether  they  do  not  think  that,  as  far 
as  we  could,  we  ought  to  post  those  gentlemen  in  as  favorable  a  position 
for  the  construction  of  the  road  as  we  occupied  ourselves  ” 

Did  the  hon.  gentleman  succeed?  No,  Sir;  what  was  the 
result  of  the  course  he  took  ?  The  result  was  an  application 
within  three  years  for  an  additional  grant  of  $30,000,000, 
and  an  application  this  year  for  $5,000,000  more.  We 
pointed  out,  further,  that  the  mountain  sections  of  this  rail¬ 
way  should  not  be  constructed  until  the  prairie  sections  were 
completed;  we  knew  that  to  do  so  would  press  heavily  on 
the  people  of  this  country  and  would  not  be  in  tho 
interest  of  the  country;  but  we  protested  in  vain.  What 
are  the  consequences  to-day?  There  is  no  intelligent 
man  in  Manitoba  or  the  North-West  Territories 
but  will  admit  that  it  was  a  huge  mistake  to  construct 
the  mountain  sections  before  the  prairies  sections  and  branch 
lines,  extending  both  north  and  south  of  the  line,  were  con¬ 
structed,  thus  securing  the  filling  up  of  the  prairies  of  the 
North-West  with  an  active  and  thriving  people.  I  say  it 
was  a  huge  mistake,  to  encourage  such  settlements  along 
the  line  of  railway  surrounded  by  a  fierce,  untamed  and 
uncivilised  barbarians.  In  1880  we  protested  against 
giving  this  company  the  monopoly  of  constructing  all  rail¬ 
ways  south  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  We  were  told 
by  the  First  Minister  that  our  fears  on  that  subject  were 
groundless— that  we  could  not  check  Manitoba.  What  has 
been  the  result  ?  The  result  of  that  monopoly  has  been  to 
create  dissatisfaction  and  discontent  from  one  end  of  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West  Territories  to  the  other.  The  exist¬ 
ence  of  that  monopoly  is  one  of  the  grievances  that  have 
been  presented  to  the  Government  by  the  people  of 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories.  The  result  has 
also  been  to  check  the  tide  of  immigration  that  would  other¬ 
wise  have  flowed  into  that  country,  to  stunt  the 
growth  and  to  check  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
It  is  utterly  useless  for  us  to  spend  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars  to  encourage  immigrants  to  leave  their  homes  in  the 
old  country,  to  sottlo  in  the  North-West,  when  we  cannot 
give  them  railway  facilities  after  they  reach  there.  The 
Premier  of  Manitoba,  discussing  the  policy  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  declared  : 

“At  present  we  are  on  the  verge  of  a  crisis  from  which  we  must  emerge 
in  a  better  or  a  worse  condition.  Not,  however,  until  the  masses,  were 
made  aware  of  their  condition,  would  they  stand  up  and  maintain 
their  rights?  The  time  has  come  when  Manitoba  must  be  placed  on  a 
level  with  the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  Not  oae  new  arrival 
had  been  in  the  Province  three  months  before  he,  who  before  was  loud 
in  its  denuoc'ations,  was  equally  loud  in  demanding  its  right.  The  eyes 
of  the  farmers  had  been  opened  and  they  were  alarmed  at  the  prospect. 
These  matters  should  strictly  engross  the  attention,  not  only  of  the 
Provincial  but  of  tho  Dominion  Parliament.” 

Such  are  some  of  tho  circumstances  under  which  the  contract 
of'  1880  was  ratified.  Some  of  the  protests  made.  Some  of 
the  answer’s  given  and  some  of  the  consequences  that  follow¬ 
ed.  I  have  drawn  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  under  which  the  contract  of  1880  was  ratified  ; 
I  have  shown  that  the  assent  of  Parliament  was  obtained 
by  promises,  pledges  and  assurances  from  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  every  one  of  which  has  proved  to  bo  baseless.  I 
have  shown  that  tho  grants,  tho  privileges,  tho  monopolies 


1885 


C0MM0K8  DEBATES 


2637 


and  the  exemptions  were  simply  enormous,  more  than 
double  what  was  sufficient  to  construct  the  railway.  I  say 
again  that  the  resources  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Canada  Pacific  Railway  by  the  people  were  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  cost  of  construction  of  the  Canada  Pacific 
Railway.  Let  me  point  out  for  a  moment  what  the  cost  of 
construction  was,  and  what  these  resources  really  wore 
I  know  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  has  given  his 
own  figures  on  this  subject ;  I  know  that  he  has  dealt  with 
the  question,  and  nobody  is  able  to  deal  with  it  more  ably, 
but  1  have  also  investigated  the  documents  submitted  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Parliament,  and  have  made  up 
calculations,  the  aggregate  results  of  which  are  substantially 
those  which  my  hon.  friend  arrived  at,  and  practically  the 
same  as  the  statement  made  by  the  president  of  the  com¬ 
pany  to  the  shareholders,  in  Montreal,  on  the  13th  June 
last.  I  propose  to  submit  a  brief  statement  of  the  cost  of 
the  railway  and  the  resources  this  country  has  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  company.  The  cost  of  the  Government  sec¬ 
tions,  that  is,  such  parts  of  the  main  line  as  were  to  be  con¬ 
structed  by  the  Government,  amount  to  the  sum  of  $33,500,- 
000.  This  includes,  of  course,  the  cost  of  survey.  I  am 
aware  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  protested,  during  last 
Session,  against  this  item  being  added  to  the  cost  of  the 
Government  section,  but  you  cannot  build  a  road  without 
having  first  surveys  made,  and  their  cost  is  an  addition  to 
the  cost  of  the  road.  The  costs  of  rhe  sections  con¬ 
structed  and  to  be  constructed  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  is  estimated  to  be  $51,500,000,  the 
cost  of  equipment  is  $3,000,000,  or  a  total  in  these 
throe  items  of  $93,000,000  to  construct  and  equip  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean.  Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  the  resources  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  company  to  build  and  equip  this 
road.  We  gave  the  company,  in  lines  constructed  and  to 
be  constructed  by  the  Government,  including  surveys, 
$33,500,000,  $25,000,000  cash  subsidy,  25,000,000  acres  of 
the  choicest  land  in  the  whole  North-West,  estimating 
these  lands  at  $2  an  acre  that  would  be  $50,000,000, 
I  observe  that  in  the  report  brought  down  last  year  by  the 
company  the  land  sales  averaged  $2.36*.  The  president  of  the 
company  says  that  the  lands  sold  this  year  averaged  $3-0 If 
per  acre.  Putting  the  price,  however,  at  only  $2  an  acre, 
would  give,  for  the  25,000,000  acres,  $50,000,000.  Then 
there  was  the  loan  of  1884,  $29,810,000,  and  tho  loan 
obtained  by  the  company  on  the  security  of  transport  and 
postal  service  and  other  effects,  $7,380,000,  making  a  total 
of  $  146,490,000  of  resources.  These  were  the  total  resources 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  company  to  complete  the 
road  that  really  cost  $93,000,000,  but  that  was  esti¬ 
mated,  in  1884,  to  cost  only  $84,000,000.  This  would 
leave  a  balance  in  the  hands  of  the  company,  after  paying 
for  the  completion  of  the  road,  in  money  and  land  grants, 
$53,490,000,  and,  in  addition,  the  company  would  have  the 
road  in  perpetuity.  But  this  is  not  all ;  these  are  the  sums 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  company  in  cash  and  other 
aids.  I  have  shown  that  after  the  road  was  completed  and 
paid  for  by  the  people  of  Canada  and  handed  over 
in  perpetuity  to  this  company,  there  would  be  still  a  balance 
of  $53,490,000  to  divide  among  the  shareholders.  In 
addition  to  this,  the  company  had  and  has  at  its  disposal, 
from  various  other  sources,  large  sums  of  money,  which 
ought  to  have  been  used  in  the  construction  of  the  road. 
First,  under  the  old  contract,  the  syndicate  was  bound  to 
take  stook  to  the  extent  of  $5,000,000  at  par.  It  did  so,  and 
that  placed  at  its  disposal  to  complete  the  road  $5,000,000 
more.  Second,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
placed  in  the  market  $60,000,000  of  the  stock  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  $20,000,000  of  which  was  sold  to  the  members  of  the 
old  syndicate  at  25  cents  on  the  dollar,  yielding  $5,000,000 
more;  and  $30,000,000  of  this  stock  were  sold  at  51  cents 
on  the  dollar,  the  larger  portion  of  it  being  sold  to  the  old 


syndicate.  That  yielded  $15,281,764;  $10,000,000  were 
sold  at  42  cents  on  the  dollar,  most  of  it  to  tho  members  of 
the  old  syndicate.  That  yielded  $4,211,294.  Mr.  Stephen, 
the  president  of  the  company,  in  his  letter  of  the  18th 
March,  » 885,  states  that  the  net  earnings  of  the  company, 
up  to  1885,  amounted  to  $1,626,063,  or  a  total  of  $31,1 19,111, 
being  all  assets  outside  of  the  cash  and  effects  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  company  by  the  Government  of 
Canada;  or,  in  other  words,  the  sum  of  $177,609,111  which 
this  company  had  at  its  disposal  to  construct,  build 
and  equip  a  road  that  will  cost  only  $93,000,000.  This  will 
leave  in  the  hands  of  the  company  $84,609,111  more  than 
sufficient  to  build  the  road  ;  and  in  addition  to  all  this, 
this  company  own  the  road  so  completed  and  equippod  for 
all  time  to  come.  Mr.  Stephen,  in  his  address  to  the  share¬ 
holders  in  Montreal,  arrived  at  precisely  the  same  result 
by  different  calculations  and  a  different  mode  of  reasoning. 
He  says  the  assets  of  the  company,  wheu  the  road  is  equipped 
and  completed,  will  amounttothe  sum  of  $230,960,585,  less 
the  sum  of  $53,892,245,  which  is  the  debt  properly  char¬ 
geable  against  the  road.  In  other  words,  according  to  Mr, 
Stephen’s  calculation,  the  corapanyjwill  have,  in  assets,  when 
the  road  is  completed,  $177,068,340.  No  wonder  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  in  1884,  when  submitting  his  proposition  that 
year,  declared  that  the  people  of  Canada  bad  given  this 
company  a  magnificent  subvention,  and  that  this  company 
had  no  claims  on  tho  liberality  of  Parliament  or  the 
generosity  of  tho  people;  and  no  wonder  Mr.  Stephen,  in 
his  address  to  the  shareholders,  on  tho  13th  June  last,  could 
with  pride  point  to  the  wonderfully  profitable  speculation 
which  the  members  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  were  engaged  in,  when  they  would  have  at  their  dis¬ 
posal,  on  the  completion  of  the  road,  assets  valued  at 
$177,068,340.  I  have  shown  you,  out  of  the  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Parliament  by  the  company,  and  from  tho 
address  delivered  by  the  president  to  the  shareholders, 
that  this  company  has  in  cash  and  assets  $177,609,000  after 
paying  for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  the  road, 
it  may  be  said,  however,  that  a  large  portion  of  those  assets 
were  not  in  cash  or  wore  unrealised.  That  is  true ;  but  I 
ask  what  have  the  people  of  this  country  to  do  with  that  ? 
Parliament  ratified  the  contract  with  this  railway  company, 
giving  them  these  aids,  and  the  railway  company  undertook 
to  provide  the  funds  necessary  for  the  completion  of  tho 
road,  outside  the  money  we  granted.  It  may  be  also  said  that 
the  company  could  not  construct  tho  road  out  of  unrealised 
assets,  That  is  also  true;  but  again  I  ask  what  have  tho 
people  of  Canada  to  do  with  that  ?  The  president  says  these 
assets  are  worth  their  face  value,  and  it  cannot  be  contended 
that  the  company  are  unable,  with  assets  worth  $177,000,000, 
to  raise  the  paltry  sum  of  $5,000,000.  Further  :  the  people 
of  this  country  paid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  in  hard  cash,  more  than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  paid  in  hard  cash  to  complete  such  portions  of  the 
road  as  they  were  bound  to  complete  between  Callander  and 
the  Pacific  Ocean.  I  prove  this  out  of  the  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  company  and  from  the  address  delivered  by 
the  president  to  his  constituents  at  the  meeting  in  Montreal, 
on  the  13th  of  this  month,  and  this  also  is  apart  from 
the  $29,493,000  realised  by  the  company  from  their  stock 
manipulations.  In  the  Session  of  1884  the  company  submit¬ 
ted  to  Parliament  statements  showing  what  they  had  ex¬ 
pended  and  what  would  be  necessary  to  complete  the  road. 
The  company  had  expended  in  construction,  $23,078,950;  thoy 
had  expendod,  in  roiling  stock,  materials  and  othor  works, 
$10,871,050;  the  estimate  of  the  cost  to  complete  the  road  was 
$27,000,000  ;  or,  in  other  words,  the  company  hai  expended, 
or  were  to  expend,  on  the  construction  of  the  main  line, 
$60,950,000,  and  these  are  the  figures  given  bv  the  company 
themselves  to  Parliament.  Mr.  Yan  Homo,  the  engineer 
of  the  company,  stated  subsequently  that  they  would 
require  four  millions  less  than  the  estimate,  because  it  was 
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found,  owing  to  the  easy  nature  of  the  works  to  be  con¬ 
structed,  that  they  could  be  constructed  for  this  amount 
less.  TheD,  all  the  company  expended  and  required  to 
expend  to  complete  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was 
$56,950,000,  Let  us  see,  from  the  documents  which  have 
been  submitted  to  Parliament,  how  much  the  Canadian 
Pacifio  Railway  received  in  hard  cash  out  of  the  funds  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  people  of  this  country.  They  admit  having 
received,  or  that  they  will  receive  by  September  of  this 
year,  $25,000,000  subsidy.  The  land  sales  and  the  land  grant 
bonds  and  bonuses  make  $10,900,000.  There  is  the  loan 
of  1884,  $29,810,000.  This  makes  in  all  $65,710,000.  I  take 
no  account  in  this  of  the  loan  of  over  $7,000,000  on  the 
security  of  the  postal  and  transport  service.  According  to 
Mr.  Yan  Horne,  they  expended  and  required  to  expend  only 
$56,950,000.  In  other  words,  the  company  received,  includ¬ 
ing  the  loan  of  1884,  in  hard  cash  from  Canada, 
$8,760,000  more  than  they  paid  and  required  to  pay  to 
complete  the  whole  line  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean.  This  was  the  condition  of  the  account  on 
the  1st  January,  1884.  Let  us  see  the  condition  of 
the  account  in  1885.  We  get  that  from  the  document 
submitted  to  Parliament,  and  from  Mr.  Stephen’s  let¬ 
ter  of  the  18th  March,  1885.  Mr.  Stephen  says,  in 
that  letter,  that  on  the  main  line  and  branches  they  had 
spent  $52,595,000.  He  does  not  condescend  to  particulars ; 
he  does  not  say  how  much  was  spent  on  the  main  line  and 
how  much  on  the  branches ;  but,  in  1884,  he  said  that 
$23,078,950  had  been  expended  on  the  main  line,  and, 
according  to  his  estimate  and  the  estimate  of  his  engineer, 
it  required  $27,000,000  more  to  complete  the  main  line,  and 
for  rollingstock  $8,000,000;  or,  in  other  words,  they  spent  and 
required  the  expenditure,  to  complete  the  main  line  and  the 
equipment,  of  $58,078,950,  Hew  much  did  they  receive  up 
to  the  1st  January,  1883,  according  to  their  own  documents 
submitted  to  Parliament?  They  received  in  cash  subsidy 
$25,000,000;  loan  of  1884— and  again  I  do  not  take  any 
notice  of  the  loan  of  $7,000,000  —  129,810,000;  cash  for  land 
grant  bonds,  sales  of  land  and  bonuses,  $10,900,000,  making 
an  aggregate  of  $65,710,900;  and  they  paid  out  $58,078,950, 
leaving  a  balance  in  cash,  over  and  above  what  they  paid 
out,  of  $7,631,050.  That  is  quite  clear,  because  Mr.  Stephen, 
on  the  13th  June,  says  : 

“  la  considering  the  financial  position  of  the  company  it  may  be  '  well 
to  remind  the  shareholders  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  present  year- 
there  remained  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  an  unexpended  cash 
bdance  of  $8,633,032,  available  for  the  work  under  contract  with  the 
Government.  This  sum,  as  has  already  been  officially  stated,  in  suffi¬ 
cient  to  complete  the  work  remaining  to  be  done,  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  contract.” 

Here  are  the  statements  made  by  Mr.  StepheD,  that  they 
had  cash  on  hand  of  over  $8,000,000,  and  that  that  was  more 
than  sufficient  to  complete  the  works  that  remained  to  be 
done.  Yet  this  company,  with  these  statements  submitted 
to  Parliament  and  before  the  country,  have  the  assurance 
to  ask  for  a  loan  of  $5,000,000  and  a  total  change  in  the 
character  of  the  security,  and  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
are  found  advocating  their  claims.  I  have  thus  shown 
the  enormous  sums  which  have  been  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  this  company  by  the  people  to  complete  this  road ;  I  have 
shown  that  they  have  received  from  the  people  of 
Canada  in  cash  and  aids  $53,490,000  more  than  they  re¬ 
quired  to  complete  and  equip  their  main  line ;  I  have 
shown  that  they  received  in  cash,  in  assets,  and  sales  of 
their  own  stock,  $84,609,111  more  than  sufficient  to  com¬ 
plete  and  equip  this  road ;  I  have  shown  that  Canada  paid, 
up  to  the  1st  January,  1885,  in  cash,  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  $7,631,050  more  than  they  paid  out  on 
the  construction  of  the  main  line,  and  this  apart  from 
their  stock-jobbing  transaction.  If  you  add  to  this  $7,631,050 
the  cash  proceds  of  the  sales  of  stock,  amounting  to 
$29,493,048,  you  havo  the  aggregate  of  $37,124,043  in  cash 
received  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  up  to  the  1st 
Janauary,  1885,  more  than  they  expented  or  were  to 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron),, 
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expend  in  the  completion  of  the  road.  In  addition  to  all 
this,  Canada  was  generous  enough  to  hand  over  to  this 
company  this  road,  with  all  its  rights,  powers,  monopolies 
and  franchises,  for  all  time  to  come.  It  is  worth  considering 
for  a  moment,  from  my  standpoint,  how  this  enormous  sur¬ 
plus  at  the  disposal  of  this  company,  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  this  company  by  the  people  of  this  country,  was  expended. 
The  document  submitted  to  this  Parliament,  the  address  of 
the  president  of  the  railway  company  to  the  shareholders, 
on  the  13th  June,  showed  beyond  doubt  that  the  company 
spent  a  sum  of  over  $38,000,000  on  transactions  out¬ 
side  the  construction  of  the  main  line.  They  spent,  accord¬ 
ing  to  their  own  showing,  on  the  line  and  branches  east  of 
Callander,  $4,213,758;  Algoma  and  western  branches,  a 
sum  which  I  figure  at  $4,733,798  ;  on  financial  transactions 
of  their  own,  $1,389,474;  on  the  equipment  of  branch 
lines,  $1,877,000  ;  upon  the  improvement  of  Govern¬ 
ment  section,  $1,241,790 ;  advances  to  secure  access  to  the 
sea  board,  $5,858,473  ;  on  dividends  upon  their  own  stock, 
obtained  by  themselves  at  the  lowest  prices,  $5,378,000  ; 
and  according  to  the  president’s  letter  they  had  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  on  1st  January,  1885,  to  pay  addi¬ 
tional  dividends,  $14,288,088.  Now,  according  to  this  letter 
of  the  18th  March,  to  which  I  referred  a  moment  ago,  the 
company  spent  $35,131,813  in  transactions  outside  the 
main  line,  up  to  the  1st  of  January  1884.  ‘So  the  result  of 
these  calculations  is  that  this  company  has  exhausted,  in 
transactions  outside  the  contract,  and  with  which  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  nothing  to  do,  a  sum  of  $7,631,050,  the  amount 
which  tho  company  received  in  cash  from  the  people  of 
Canada  in  excess  of  what  they  paid  on  construction  of  the 
main  line,  and  the  sum  of  $29,493,048,  which  the 
company  received  on  stock  transactions,  and  an 
additional  sum  of  $1,855,000,  or,  in  all,  tho  sum  of 
$38,979,000,  which  this  company  has  spent  on  transactions 
outside  the  main  line.  This,  I  say,  accounts,  to  some 
extent,  for  the  extraordinary  condition  in  which  this  com¬ 
pany  now  says  it  is  placed.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  worth  while  to 
pause  for  a  moment  and  ask  ourselves  two  or  three  serious 
questions.  Why  should  the  people  of  this  country  be 
charged  with  $  1,241,780  for  keeping  in  repair  tho  road  which 
the  Government  of  Canada  handed  over  to  the  company  well 
constructed  and  in  good  repair?  Why  should  this  fund, 
which  the  people  of  Canada  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  construct  the  main 
line  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  be  charged 
with  $4,233,758  for  the  main  line  and  branches  east  of 
Callander;  or  with  $4,733,798  for  the  Algoma  branch 
and  the  western  section;  or  with  $3,875,223  to  obtain 
access  to  the  seaboard  and  for  leased  lines  ?  These  trans¬ 
actions  are  private  transactions,  outside  the  contract,  and 
entered  into  by  this  company  upon  their  own  responsi¬ 
bility,  and  with  which  the  people  of  this  country  have  no 
concern.  Why  should  this  fund  be  charged  with 
$5,578,000  for  extortionate  dividends  and  with  the  sum 
of  $14,288,288,  a  sum  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
of  this  country  to  pay  the  members  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  extortionate  dividends  upon  the  stock 
obtained  by  them,  some  of  it  at  25  cents  on  the  dollar  and 
some  of  it  at  42  cents  on  the  dollar?  As  well  might 
you  charge  this  fund  and  this  country  with  a  $4,000 
piano,  or  with  a  $2,000,000  mansion,  built  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  Sir,  I  am  satisfied  although  we  have  not  yet 
got  to  the  bottom  of  the  financial  transactions  of  this  com¬ 
pany.  Still  the  statements  submitted  to  this  Parliament 
exhibit  a  most  scandalous  disposal  of  the  moneys  placed 
by  tho  people  of  this  country  at  the  disposal  of  this  com¬ 
pany  for  the  construction  of  this  railway.  After  wasting 
and  squandering,  a  large  portion  of  the  money  placed  at 
their  disposal  for  tho  construction  of  this  railway ;  after 
having  watered  their  stock  and  divided  it  up  among  them¬ 
selves,  after  having  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
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a  sum  equal  to  $20,000,000,  to  pay  themselves  extortionate 
dividends,  and  after  having  drawn  from  the  Government 
those  extortionate  dividends,  they  have  the  assurance,  the 
unparalled  impudence,  to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  us  for 
additional  aid  and  a  change  in  tho*security.  Sir,  I  do  not 
propose  to  discuss  the  stock  transactions  of  this  company  ; 
that  has  boon  done  by  the  hoD.  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  ;  1  propose  simply  to  give  you  one  or  two  speci¬ 
mens  of  the  dealings  of  this  company  with  their  own  stock. 
The  company  emitted  $30,000,000  of  their  own  stock  at  51 
cents  upon  the  dollar.  Upon  this  stock  the  holders  obtain¬ 
ed  a  dividend  of  6  per  cent,  on  the  face  value  of  the 
stock,  or  nearly  12  per  cent,  upon  the  real  value.  The 
company  issued  $10,000,000  of  this  stock  at  42  cents  on  the 
dollar.  A  large  portion  of  this  emission  passed  under  the 
control  of  members  of  the  old  syndicate,  some  of  whom  still 
survive  as  the  corporators  of  the  present  company.  Upon 
this  stock  so  emitted  they  drew  dividends  at  the  rate  of  6 
per  cent,  upon  its  face  value,  which  would  be  equal  to  14| 
per  cent,  upon  the  real  value,  or  the  sum  which  these  cor¬ 
porators  paid  for  their  own  stock.  Another  issue  was  made 
of $20,000,000  of  stock,  at  25  cents  on  the  dollar.  Every 
dollar  of  that  emission  was  taken  up  by  and  passed  under  the 
control  of  the  members  of  the  old  syndicate  who,  I  say 
again,  are  the  corporators  in  this  company — passed  under 
the  control  of  George  Stephen,  president  of  the  company,  D. 
McIntyre,  J.  S.  Kennedy,  J.  J.  Hill,  Donald  A.  Smith,  Mor¬ 
ton,  Rose  &  Co. ;  and  upon  this  stock  they  drew  and 
will  draw  for  ten  years  dividends  equal  to  24  per  cent, 
upon  the  actual  value  of  the  stock ;  and  yet  these  people 
have  the  boldness  to  come  to  this  Parliament  and  ask 
us  for  an  additional  amount  of  $5,000,000  and  a  change 
in  the  security  taken  by  this  Parliament  in  1884.  Sir, 
I  do  not  know  what  this  Parliament  will  do;  I  know 
what  this  Pai'liament  ought  to  do,  and  tnat  is,  to  refuse 
the  application  made  by  these  gentlemen.  Now,  I  want 
to  say  a  word  or  two  with  respect  to  the  advance 
made  in  1884,  and  the  conditions  upon  which  it  was  made. 
It  is  known  that  in  1884  the  Government  undertook  to 
guarantee  a  dividend  of  3  per  cent,  upon  the  stock  of  this 
company  ;  the  company  asked  for  a  guarantee  of  the  3  per 
cent,  upon  $100,000,000,  and  the  Government  undertook  to 
guarantee  a  dividend  of  3  per  cent,  on  $65,000,000  of  stock 
only.  When  Parliament  met,  in  1884,  I  am  satisfied  the 
members  upon  both  sides  of  the  House  were  startled  at  the 
propositions  and  at  the  resolutions  that  were  submitted  by 
the  then  Minister  of  Hallways,  in  which  it  was  asked  that 
this  Parliament  should  give  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  what  was,  in  substance,  a  loan  of  $30,000,000. 
Well,  Sir,  we  were  aware,  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  Minister 
of  Railways  that  this  company  had  no  claims  upon  the 
generosity  of  this  Parliament ;  that  this  money,  if  voted 
at  all,  would  be  voted  for  the  purpose  of  hastening  the 
completion  of  the  railway.  It  was  admitted  to  us  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  then,  that  the  subvention  made  in 
1880  was  more  than  sufficient  to  construct  the  road,  and  yet 
ho  submitted  certain  further  propositions.  W  hat  were 
these  propositions  ?  That  the  time  for  the  payment  of  the 
$2,853,912,  due  by  the  company  to  the  Government  on  the 
1st  of  February,  1884,  should  be  extended  to  the  7th  Novem¬ 
ber,  1888;  that  the  sum  of  $4,527,000,  which  was  to  fall 
due  on  the  7th  November,  1888,  should,  with  the  previous 
sura,  making  together  $7,380,912,  be  paid  on  the  7th  Novem¬ 
ber,  1888;  that,  in  addition,  the  Government  should  loan 
the  company  $22,500,000,  payable  on  the  1st  May,  1891. 
The  Minister  of  Railways  justified  these  propositions ;  ho 
was  good  enough  to  submit  to  Parliament,  in  lump  sums, 
the  cash  received  by  the  company  from  the  country  for  the 
construction  of- the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  condition 
in  which  the  railway  then  was,  the  condition  in  which  the 
works  then  were,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  proceeded  to 
declare ; 


“  I  will  stake,  Sir,  my  standing  in  this  House  on  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  I  have  presented  ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  can  show  that 
I  have  not  given  a  fair,  frank  and  unvarnished  statement  of  the  figures 
and  facts  as  they  stand  out  in  the  public  records  of  the  country  and  the 
documents  before  the  House,  then  I  will  admit  that  I  have  no  claim  to 
the  confidence  of  the  House  in  regard  to  the  statement  1  am  making  on 
this  question.  I  have  said  there  is  only  one  point  which  is  a  question  of 
estimate  at  all.  There  are  two  points.  The  one  is  the  estimate  that 
the  work  with  the  supplies  on  hand  can  be  completed  for  $^7, 000,000. 
Well,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  the  chief  engineer  of  the  Department  has 
gone  carefully  into  that  question,  and,  as  the  House  is  aware,  has  com¬ 
mitted  himself  to  the  statement  that  he  believes  the  figures  of  the  com¬ 
pany  may  be  accepted  as  accurate.” 

Hero  we  have  the  assurauco  of  the  Minister  of  Railways 
that  the  work  would  be  finally  completed,  according  to  the 
estimates  of  the  engineer,  for  $27,000,000.  The  hon. 
gentleman  staked  his  character  and  reputation  for  veracity 
on  the  accuracy  of  his  figures.  We  had  not  much  faith  in 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  accuracy  in  dealing  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  What  is  the  result  ?  The  result  is  that 
inside  of  twelve  months  the  Minister  of  Railways’  calcula. 
tions  are  shown  to  be  erroneous,  and  the  company  is  here 
asking  for  additional  aid ;  and  I  suppose,  if  the  company 
receives  at  the  hands  of  Parliament  the  treatment  which 
the  company  usually  receives,  it  will  obtain  that  aid.  Tbo 
Minister  of  Railways  upon  that  occasion  stated,  in  order  to 
justify  the  application  then  being  made  to  Parliament,  and 
to  induce  his  followers  to  vote  for  the  ratification  of  tho 
proposition,  that  the  conditions  upon  which  British  Columbia 
became  part  and  parcel  of  the  Union  would  in  no  way  bo 
violated  by  the  ratification  of  the  resolutions  of  1884.  The 
the  hon.  gentleman  declared: 

“  But  while  they  do  uot  ask  the  House  to  give  them  a  single  addi¬ 
tional  dollar,  they  ask  us  to  use  the  credit  of  this  country— which, 
thanks  to  the  management  of  my  colleague,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance, 
never  stood  in  a  higher  position — to  obtain  the  means  of  accomplishing 
this  great  national  work  by  the  end  of  1885  ;  and  that  without  imposing 
the  slightest  shadow  of  a  shade  of  additional  burthen  upon  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  upon  the  country,  giving  security  for  the  repayment  of  every 
dollar  by  the  time  the  contract  was  to  be  completed,  the  1st  May,  1891.” 

The  hou.  member  for  Cardwell,  who  is  a  staunch  supporter 
of  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  benches,  added  his  testi¬ 
mony  to  that  of  tho  Minister  of  Railways.  He  declared  : 

“  If  we  receive  but  $1,250,000  a  year  from  the  sale  of  lands — and 
remember  that  every  dollar  received  from  the  sale  of  lands  goes  into  the 
hands  of  trustees,  for  the  payment  of  the  interest  and  principle  of  the 
loan  we  are  now  advancing,  wa  have  the  interest  upon  this  $22,500,000 
paid  to  us,  and  the  loan  is  not  a  charge  upon  the  people  of  this  country 
at  all.’  ’ 

Here  we  have  a  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  confirmed  by  the  hon.  member,  for  Cardwell  that  it  is  a 
possible  thing  to  create  a  debt  of  $30,000,000  without 
adding  to  the  debt  of  the  country,  that  it  is  possible  to  pay 
the  interest  thereon  without  adding  to  the  burdens  of  tho 
people.  We  pointed  out  the  folly,  the  unmitigated  none- 
eense  of  that  statement,  that  it  was  possible  to  create  a  debt 
of  $30,000,000  and  not  have  the  debt,  and  to  pay  interest 
on  those  $30,000,000  and  yet  not  pay  interest.  We  proved, 
by  the  course  hoD.  gentlemen  were  then  taking,  that  they 
were  misleading  the  people  and  misleading  this  House,  and 
inducing  hon.  members  to  ratify  the  proposition  on  tho 
faith  of  the  representations  made.  Our  protests  were  vain, 
and  our  warnings  fell  upon  deaf  ears.  What  are  the  conse¬ 
quences  to-day  ?  Tho  consequences  are  gx-aveaud  serious — 
the  consequences  of  encouraging  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  in  extravagance,  in  mismanagement,  in 
squandering  the  money  placed  at  their  disposal,  to  construct 
the  main  line  expended  in  constructing  linos  outside  of 
their  main  line,  in  a  system  of  stock  watering  and  stock 
jobbing  in  their  own  stock,  unparalleled  in  the  history 
of  the  construction  of  any  railway  on  this  continent  or 
of  any  railway  in  the  world.  Tbo  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  and  tho  Minister  of  Railways  told  us  last  Ses¬ 
sion  that  $27,000,000  would  finally  complete  this  rail¬ 
way.  We  were  told  by  the  Minister  of  Railways 
that  the  subventions  of  1880  were  more  than  suf- 
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ficiont  to  construct  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  end  to  end,  but  in  the  condition  of  the  money  market  it 
would  not  bo  proper  to  compel  them  to  realise  on  their  assets. 
We  were  asssured,  in  1884,  t  hat  the  loan  of  $30,000,000  would 
be  $3,000,000  more  than  were  required  to  finally  complete 
the  railway  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific.  What  have  we 
to  day  ?  The  president  of  the  company,  in  his  letter  of  18th 
March,  inst.,  declares  that  the  company  find  themselves 
compelled  to  ask  for  other  and  better  financial  arrangements, 
otherwise  the  work  will  stop.  It  is  admitted  that  the  com¬ 
pany  is  in  financial  difficulties ;  it  is  admitted  that  the 
company  is  unable  to  pay  the  contractors,  and  that 
the  laborers  are  on  strike.  They  are  in  financial  diffi¬ 
culty,  and  the  president  of  the  company  admits  it.  What 
a  humiliating  and  degrading  position  do  the  hon.  members 
on  the  Treasury  benches  occupy  to-night,  in  the  face  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  the  people  after  the  assurances  given  in  1880  and 
repeated  in  1884,  that  the  grants  subventions  and  loans  were 
more  than  sufficient  to  complete  the  railway,  when  they  are 
now  obliged  to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  for  an  additional 
loan  of  $5,000,000  more  and  enter  into  what  are  new  terms 
of  arrangement.  The  Minister  of  Railways,  in  1884,  de¬ 
clared  : 

“  I  say  that  they  had  such  confidence  in  this  work  that  they 
imperrilled  their  own  capital ;  and  if  we  had  not  had  the  good  fortune 
to  make  thi3  contract  with  men  of  great  wealth,  great  resources,  great 
energy  and  enterprise,  and  great  experience,  we  would  have  had  a  most 
disastrous  eollapse  in  connection  with  this  work  ;  and  none  of  the  pro¬ 
gress  and  advancement  and  development  which  has  taken  place  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  rapid  prosecution  of  this  enterprise  would  have 
existed  to-day.  I  do  not  rest  these  resolutions  for  a  single  moment  on 
the  low  ground  of  any  claim  that  these  gentlemen  have.  They  have  no 
claim.  They  male  a  contract,  and  they  received,  by  the  terms  of  that 
contract,  a  magnificent  subvention  for  the  work,  great  as  it  tvas,  that 
they  were  undertaking  to  deal  with  ;  and  they  have,  no  doubt,  prospec¬ 
tive  profits  of  a  large  character  before  them.  I  do  not  ask  for  a  moment 
that  these  resolutions  shall  receive  the  consideration  of  the  House  on 
any  such  claim.” 

These  were  represented  to  be  men  of  great  wealth,  great 
resources,  great  energy,  great  enterprise  ;  they  were  mon 
of  enormous  and  unlimited  means ;  men  whose  fortunes 
were  reckoned  by  millions  ;  men  who  had  no  claims  on  the 
liberality  of  Parliament,  or  the  generosity  of  the  people  of 
this  country;  men  who  would  not,  and  could  not  come  back 
to  Parliament  to  ask  for  additional  assistance  ;  and  that  is 
just  what  these  men  did  in  1884,  what  they  have  done  in 
1885,  and  what  I  am  sure  they  will  do  in  1883,  if  this  Par¬ 
liament  were  foolish  enough  to  give  them  what  they  want 
now.  The  hon.  gentleman  then  proceeded: 

“  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  property  which,  if  realised  at  its 
fair  value,  is  abundant  to  complete  their  contract,  without  any  as¬ 
sistance  from  any  source.  Having  an  enterprise  on  hand  that  has 
established  itself  beyond  controversy  as  an  enterprise  based  on  a  sound 
commercial  foundation,  they  are  in  a  position  to  say  that  with  anything 
like  a  fair  realisation  of  the  value  of  the  property  they  possess,  they  do 
not  require  assistance  from  any  person.  1  have  told  the  House,  in  the 
first  place,  that  they  do  not  ask  an  additional  dollar  of  subvention  for 
the  purpose  of  completing  the  contract  they  have  made  with  the 
Government.” 

Yet,  Sir,  these  men  who  have  spent  a  large  portion  of  the 
subvention  of  1880  and  the  loan  of  1884  in  transactions 
outside  of  the  contract,  are  here  for  the  third  time  asking 
this  Parliament  to  give  them  $5,000,000  of  money,  and  to 
change  the  security  of  1884.  Take  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  of 
1884,  and  you  will  find  that  the  sum  of  $35,000,000  was  spent 
in  transactions  outside  of  the  contract — transactions  of  a 
questionable  character — and  having  done  so,  they  came  to 
Parliament  for  $30,000,000  more.  If  you  take  the  letter  of 
the  18th  March,  1885,  you  will  find  admission  made  by  the 
President  of  this  company,  that  largo  sums  of  the  money 
of  this  country,  which  was  placod  in  their  hands,  had 
been  wasted  and  squandered  in  speculation  outside  the 
terms  of  this  contract.  I  say,  with  these  facts  staring  us 
in  the  face — and  I  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
successfully  contradict  one  of  these  statement — it  would  be 
&  scandalous  thing  for  any  Parliament  to  sanction  the 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron), 


proposition  which  is  now  before  us.  If  the  security  is  good 
for  any  thing,  and  we  wore  assured  that  it  was  valuable, 
this  Parliament  ought  not  to  give  an  additionnal  sum  of 
$5,000,000,  and  it  ought  not  to  touch  this  security.  We  find, 
further,  that  while  dieoussing  the  resolutions  of  1884,  res¬ 
pecting  the  loan  thon  to  be  made,  the  Minister  of  Railways 
made  the  following  statement :  — 

“  Then,  Sir,  as  to  the  $22,500,000,  it  is  not  proposed  to  pay  the  com¬ 
pany  one  dollar  of  it,  except  as  the  work  proceeds,  and  in  instalments 
proportionate  to  the  value  of  the  work  remaining  to  be  done  ;  so  that, 
when  the  $22, 500,000  is  exhausted,  together  with  the  $12,710,788  of  cash 
subsidy  remaining  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  the  Government 
shall  have  the  certainly  of  the  work  being  completed  from  end  to  end.” 


Sir,  to-day,  experience  has  taught  us  that  we  ought  to  have 
had  some  other  guarantee  than  the  personalassurance  of  the 
Minister  of  Railways  as  to  the  standing  and  financial  posi¬ 
tion  of  these  men.  He  proceeded  : 


“  We  have  reason  to  know  that  all  that  a  command  of  capital  can  do 
they  have  the  advantage  of,  and  we  have  reason  to  know  that  all  that 
skill  and  energy,  and  a  knowledge  of  precisely  such  work  will  do,  has 
been  secured,  in  order  to  make  this  a  successful  contract,  and  I  wouid 
ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  what  more  is  desirable  or  necessary  7” 


The  First  Minister  confirmed  the  statement  of  the  Minister 
of  Railways.  He  found  it  necessary  to  strengthen  the  faith 
of  hon.  gentlemen  supporting  him,  and  he  declared  as 
follows :  — 


“  It  makes  no  difference  if  the  security  is  good  ;  if  the  capital  is  in 
the  hands  of  gentlemen  of  honor  and  means,  it  is  of  no  consequence 
where  the  money  is  expended  ”  *  * 

I  believe  the  men  who  signed  the  first  contract  are  men  of  honor  and 
great  wealth,  who  cannot  afford  to  lose  their  character,  prestige  and 
credit  in  the  markets  of  the  world  by  breaking  a  contract.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  on  that  occa¬ 
sion,  spoke  as  follows  :  — 

“  The  assurance  we  have  from  the  chief  engineer  of  the  company,  and 
the  assurance  we  had  to-night  from  the  Minister,  that  there  is  to  be  pro¬ 
per  supervision  in  the  expenditure  of  this  money,  in  such  a  way  that 
it  shall  only  be  spent  having  regard  to  the  completion  of  the  rail¬ 
way  within  the  amount  voted,  affords  to  us  the  most  perfect  guarantee 
that  can  be  afforded  in  any  business  transaction  that  the  railway  will  be 
completed  within  the  time,  and  for  no  further  sum  of  money  than  is 
here  proposed  to  be  voted.” 

No  assurance  could  be  stronger,  no  statements  clearer,  than 
those  I  have  just  read,  that  the  road  would  be  finally  com¬ 
pleted  on  the  subventions  which  were  previously  made  and 
the  loans  which  were  then  given.  The  Minister  of  R  tilways 
who  pressed  on  the  attention  of  Parliament  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  those  resolutions,  in  1884,  is  not  here  to  answer  for 
misleading  the  House.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  is 
hero,  and  I  am  curious  to  know  what  stand  he  will 
take  on  this  occasion.  Will  ho  do  as  he  always  has  done  — 
eat  his  own  words,  and  support  the  Government,  or  will  he 
act  the  statesman  and  the  patriot,  vote  against  this  loan  and 
abandonment  of  the  security — we  shall  see.  We  pointed 
out,  in  1880  and  1884,  that  in  addition  to  the  company 
obtaining  a  monopoly  in  the  construction  of  railways  in 
the  North-West  Territories,  north  of  this  road— a  monopoly 
which  was  injurious  to  the  progress  and  prosperity  of  the 
country — they  had  obtained  the  monopoly  south  of  the 
Canada  Pacific  Railway,  that  neither  the  Government  nor 
the  people  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  were  in  a  position  to 
construct  railways  south  of  the  line.  The  Province  of 
Manitoba  incorporated  companies  to  construct  railways 
south  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  those  charters 
were  disallowed,  because  the  Canadaian  Pacific  Railway 
insisted  upon  that  disallowance,  considering  those  char¬ 
ters  a  violation  of  the  terms  of  the  contract.  We  protested 
against  that  in  vain,  year  after  year,  and  Session  after  Session, 
but  ultimately  we  succeeded,  and  the  Minister  of  Railways 
last  Session  announced  that  the  Government  proposed  to 
insist  on  the  company  abandoning  the  monopoly  clause  in 
tho  contract.  He  said  : 

“lam  glad  to  be  able  to  state  to  the  House  that  although,  true  to  that 
policy,  the  Government  refused  to  give  assent  to  the  construction  of  lines 
within  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  to  connect  with  American  railways  to 
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the  south,  such  is  the  evidence  presented  by  the  operation  of  the  line,  so 
far  as  it  has  gone,  such  is  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  RailwayjCompany  itself,  in  regard  to  the  ability  of  a  through  line 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  take  care  of  itself,  and  by  the  inhe¬ 
rent  power  of  its-own  advantages  to  maintain  its  position,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  competition  to  which  it  may  be  subjected  we  are  now  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  review  and  to  reconsider  the  policy  of  the  late  Government,  and 
the  policy  of  the  present  Government,  as  to  the  continued  necessity  for 
any  long  period  of  protecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  against 
competition  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  state  to  the  House  that  such  is  the  confidence  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  in  the  power  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  pro¬ 
tect  itself,  than  when  the  line  is  constructed  north  of  Lake  Superior  the 
Government  feel  fit  will  not  be  incumbent  upon  them  to  preserve  the 
position  they  have  hitherto  felt  bound  to  preserve,  that  of  refusing  to 
consent  to  the  construction  of  lines  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba, 
connecting  it  with  American  railways  to  the  south.” 

Now,  we  will  see  what  the  Government  will  do.  By  these 
resolutions  the  Government  do  not  propose  to  abolish  the 
monopoly  clause  in  the  charter  of  1880,  or  to  grant  relief 
to  the  struggling  settlers  in  the  outlying  districts  of  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West.  They  propose  that  the  railway 
company  shall  have  $5,000,000  more,  and  that  the  security 
shall  be  seriously  impaired,  but  the  monopoly  remains 
untouched.  Now,  I  say  that  time,  the  great  solver  of 
all  problems,  has  solved  the  problems  of  1880  and 
1884.  It  is  conclusively  shown  that  the  policy  pursued  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  was  a  wrong  policy.  It  is  shown 
that  every  assurance,  every  promise,  every  pledge  on  the 
faith  of  which  this  Parliament  was  induced  to  ratify  the 
resolutions  of  1880  and  of  1884,  have  all  been  shattered. 
It  is  shown  that  the  protests  made  and  the  warnings  given 
by  the  Opposition  in  1880  and  1881  have  been  more  than 
justified  by  subsequent  events.  Time  has  shown  that  the 
line  pursued  by  the  Opposition,  from  beginning  to  end 
of  the  dismissions  of  1880  and  1884,  in  relation  to  the  cons¬ 
truction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  policy  of 
the  Government  with  respect  thereto,  •  has  been  amply 
justified  by  subsequent  events.  To-day,  Sir,  the  company 
and  the  Government  occupy  the  most  humiliating  position 
that  the  Government  of  this  or  any  other  country  can 
occupy.  By  coming  to  Parliament  and  asking  for  additional 
aid  they  admit  that  the  assurances,  representations  and 
promises  made  in  1880  and  1884  have  all  been  foundationless 
and  false.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  consider  the  loan  that 
this  Government  are  now  asking  Parliament  to  grant  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  I  have  shown,  out  of 
the  mouth  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  the  supporters 
of  the  Government,  that  the  subventions  of  1880  were  amply 
sufficient  to  complete  the  road  from  end  to  end,  without 
touching  a  single  dollar  of  the  land  grant  or  the  proceeds  of 
the  sales  of  such ;  I  have  shown  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  company,  and  from  documents  submitted  to  Par¬ 
liament,  that  the  moneys  placed  at  the  disposal  of  this  com¬ 
pany  by  way  of  loan,  in  1884,  were  more  than  sufficient  to 
finally  complete  and  equip  the  road  from  end  to  end, 
without  touching  a  single  dollar  of  the  unrealised  assets  at 
that  time,  and  without  taking  into  account  the  money 
realised  for  the  stock-jobbing  transactions  of  the  members 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  in  their  own 
stock.  Now,  why  is  this  company  here  now  begging 
from  Parliament  an  additional  $5,000,000  ?  They  are  here 
because,  as  I  say,  they  have  wasted  and  squandered  and 
misappropriated  the  enormous  subventions  placed  at  their 
disposal  by  the  people  of  this  country,  in  transactions  out¬ 
side  of  the  construction  of  the  main  line  from  Callander  to 
the  Pacific  Ocean.  What  do  they  want  ?  They  want 
$5,000,000  and  a  radical  change  of  tho  security  wo  took  in 
1884  to  secure  the  repayment  of  our  loan.  That  security 
appeared  to  be  ample  ;  we  were  assured  by  tho  Minister  of 
Railways  and  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White), 
that  it  was  ample  ;  on  its  face  it  appeared  to  be  ample.  It 
is  worth  pausing  here  for  a  moment  to  consider  the  nature 
of  that  security  for  the  repayment  of  the  $30,000,000. 
We  took  security  on  the  entire  property  of 
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the  company,  real  as  well  as  personal,  owned  or  there¬ 
after  to  be  acquired  and  owned  by  the  company, 
including  the  main  line  of  railway,  the  extensions 
thereof,  their  branch  lines  of  railway,  and  the  whole  of  their 
equipment,  rolling  stock  and  plant,  and  all  their  steamers 
and  vessels  ;  also,  the  land  grant  of  the  company  earned, 
and  to  be  thereafter  earned,  saving  the  rights  of  existing 
mortgagees  on  the  extension  of  the  line  of  railway  from 
Callander  to  Brockville  and  Montreal,  and  subject  to  the 
mortgage  on  the  land  grant.  The  Government  also  held 
security  on  all  the  moneys  earned  by  the  company  for 
postal  service  and  for  transport  service.  The  Government 
also  held  a  lien  on  $35,000,000  of  the  stock  of  the  company, 
then  deposited  with  the  Government.  Under  section  6,  sub¬ 
section  2,  of  the  Act  of  1884,  the  Government  had  the 
power,  in  case  of  default  in  payment  of  the  principal  or 
interest  for  twelve  months,  to  take  possession  of  the  road  ; 
in  fact,  the  whole  of  the  property  should  then  become  ipso 
facto  the  property  of  Canada,  without  any  foreclosure 
at  all.  Now,  the  proposition  contained  in  these  resolu¬ 
tions  is  to  add  another  $5,000,000  to  the  magnificent; 
subventions,  grants,  exemptions,  franchises,  monopolies 
and  loans  already  granted  to  this  company,  and  to 
change  the  nature  of  the  security  in  material  parts  to  the 
advantage  of  tho  company,  the  injury  of  the  coun¬ 
try  and  thus  putting  in  peril  the  repayment  of 
the  loan  1884.  Let  us  see  what  these  changes  are. 
By  these  resolutions  we  are  asked  to  abandon  absolu¬ 
tely  the  security  we  now  hold  from  the  company,  created 
by  the  Act  of  1884,  to  secure  the  repayment  by  the  com¬ 
pany  to  the  Government  of  the  $30,000,000  ;  such  security 
covered  all  the  property,  real  and  personal,  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company.  The  Government,  by  these 
resolutions,  agree  to  reduce  the  rate  of  interest  payable  on 
the  loan  of  $30,000,000  made  to  the  company  last  year, 
from  5  per  cent,  to  4  per  cent.  The  Government,  by  these 
resolutions  agree  to  abandon  the  first  lien  or  charge  held 
by  the  Government  on  all  the  property,  real  and  personal,  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  as  a  security  for 
the  payment  of  the  loan  of  1884.  The  Government,  by 
these  resolutions,  permit  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  to  issue  $35,000,000  of  first  mortgage  bonds,  secured  by 
first  mortgage  on  all  the  real  and  personal  property  of  the 
company,  and  to  give  such  mortgage  the  priority  now  held  by 
the  mortgage  to  the  Government,  securing  the  payment 
of  the  loan  of  last  year  to  the  Government.  The 
Government  propose,  by  these  resolutions,  to  take  from  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  $20,000,000  of  these 
bonds  at  par,  in  full  payment  of  such  portion  of  the  loan  of 
1884,  and  secured  by  a  first  mortgage  on  the  real  and  per¬ 
sonal  property  of  the  company.  The  Government  propose, 
by  these  resolutions,  that  $9,880,912,  the  residue  of  the  loan 
of  1884,  made  by  the  Government  to  the  company,  shall  be 
secured  by  a  second  mortgage  on  the  land  grant,  thus  also 
releasing  the  security  held  by  the  Government  on  the  other 
real  and  personal  property  of  the  company  for  this  loan. 
The  Government  thus  propose  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  $15,000,000  of  these 
first  mortgage  bonds.  These  are  the  proposed  changes. 
Now,  let  us  consider  for  a  moment  what  are  the  effects  of 
the  proposed  changes  with  respect  to  the  security  now  held 
by  the  country  for  the  repayment  of  the  loan  of  1884.  We 
reduced  the  rate  of  interest  from  5  to  4  per  cent.  As  to 
$20,000,000  of  the  loan  of  1884,  we  take  a  second  mortgage 
on  the  real  and  personal  property  of  tho  company,  except 
on  the  Algoma  branch.  It  is  only  a  second  mortgage,  not¬ 
withstanding  what  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and 
Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  says,  because  before  we  can  take  possession 
of  tho  road,  in  case  of  default,  we  must  pay  $15,000,000 
of  first  mortgage  bonds  held  by  others  than  the  Government. 
Under  tho  agreement  of  1884  the  Government  had  a  first 
lien,  and  on  default  for  12  months,  at  once  became  ipso  facto 
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owners  of  all  the  property,  real  and  personal,  of  the  company. 
As  to  $9, 880, 912  of  the  loan  of  1884, we  now  hold  a  first  mort¬ 
gage  on  all  the  property  ot  the  company.  The  Government 
propose,  by  these  resolutions,  to  abandon  the  whole  of  that 
security,  and  to  take  a  second  mortgage  on  the  land  'grant 
only  for  that  sum.  By  these  resolutions,  it  is  proposed  not 
only  that  we  abandon  our  first  lien  on  the  road  and 
branches,  and  all  the  other  real  and  personal  property  of 
the  company  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  loan  of 
$30,000,000,  but  that  we  agree  to  take,  in  lieu  thereof,  a 
second  mortgage  on  the  road  and  branches,  and  on  the  real 
and  personal  property  of  the  company,  except  the  land 
grant,  to  secure  $20,000,000,  and  we  add  $5,000,000  to  the 
loan.  Not  only  do  we  do  this,  but  we  are,  in  addition,  asked 
to  take  these  mortgage  bonds  to  the  extent  of  $20,000,000 
at  par.  They  may  not  be  worth  50  cents  on  the  dollar ; 
but  we  take  them  at  pax*,  all  the  same ;  the  loss 
may  be  very  great,  but  we  cannot  estimate  it, 
as  we  do  not  know  the  value  of  these  bonds. 
The  important  question  that  now  stares  us  in  the  face  is, 
what  should  Parliament  do  under  these  circumstances  ? 
This  company,  having  wasted  and  squandered  a  large 
portion  of  the  assets  placed  at  their  disposal  by  the  people, 
in  transactions  outside  of  the  contract  to  build  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway  from  end  to  end,  should  we  come  to  their 
assistance  and  give  them  the  additional  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
and  chango  the  nature  of  the  security  ?  Whether  we  can  do 
so  or  not  is  scarcely  open  to  discussion  just  now.  This 
company  have  taken  the  precaution  to  pay  the  interest  due 
on  the  mortgage  out  of  the  capital  placed  at  their  disposal 
by  the  Government,  so  that  we  cannot  take  possession  of 
the  l-oad  just  now.  But  should  we  advance  this  $5,000,000 
and  change  this  secui’ity?  I  say  no.  The  company  has 
ample  means  to  build  the  railway  on  the  subventions  of 
1880  and  the  loan  granted  by  this  Parliament  in  1884, 
without  even  touching  one  single  dollar  of  the  proceeds  of 
their  stock-jobbery  or  the  20,000,000  acres  of  land  that 
still  remain  in  their  hands.  The  president,  in  his  letter  of 
18th  March,  says  that  the  company  found  itself  compelled  to 
seek  some  new  arrangement  of  its  financial  affairs  to  enable 
it  to  procure  the  necessary  capital  to  finish  the  road.  Mi'. 
Stephen  said  what  is  not  the  facts,  and  what  is 
not  supported  by  the  figui’es  submitted  by  himself.  In 
his  letter  he  points  out  that  on  the  31st  December,  1884, 
the  company  paid  Mi’.  Stephen  and  others  the  sum  of 
$5,378,000  as  dividends  out  of  the  capital  of  the  company, 
which  ought  to  have  been  expended  in  the  construction  of 
tho  road.  These  stockholders,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind,  are 
substantially  the  members  of  the  original  syndicate,  who 
agreed  to  construct  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway 
on  the  subvention  of  1880.  I  say,  let  these  men  pay  back 
to  this  company  the  $5,378,000  which  they  never  ought 
to  have  taken  out  of  the  capital  of  the  company,  but  which 
ought  to  have  been  expended  on  the  construction  of  the 
road,  and  they  will  have  more  than  is  sufficient  to  complete 
the  road,  according  to  their  own  estimate.  Mr.  Stephen, 
in  the  same  letter,  says  there  was,  on  the  1st  January,  1885, 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  $14,288,000  to  pay  addi¬ 
tional  dividends.  The  money  is  there.  What  is  it  there 
for  ?  Why  was  it  not  utilised  by  the  company  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  completing  the  railway,  instead  of  coming  to  this 
Parliament  and  asking  Parliament  to  lend  them  an 
additional  sum.  Let  them  be  contended  with  moderate 
dividends,  with  reasonable  dividends,  with  no  dividends 
at  all,  until  the  road  is  finally  completed,  if  necessary, 
and  they  will  have  more  than  sufficient  <o  finish  the 
road,  according  to  tho  estimate  of  the  company. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bichmond  and  Wolfe  said 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  use  this  money  which  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  because  this  stock  is 
in  the  hands  of  widows  and  orphans  in  England. 
I  say  a  large  portion  is  in  the  hands  of  the  original 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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corporators.  Let  them  pay  back  to  the  company,  at  least, 
the  money  they  have  illegally  and  improperly  drawn  by 
way  of  dividends,  or  let  them  apply  a  portion  of  the  sums  pro¬ 
vided  by  themselves  to  pay  dividends  to  themselves, out  of  the 
moneys  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  towards  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  road.  Ought  we,  therefore,  in  this  state  of  facts, 
yield  to  the  company’s  demand  ?  Ought  we  to  sanction  and 
affirm  these  resolutions,  in  the  face  of  these  facts  ?  I  say  that 
in  the  face  of  these  facts  Parliament  ought  not  to  vote 
these  additional  millions.  I  do  not  know  what  this 
Parliament  will  do  ;  I  know  what  it  ought  to  do.  I 
know  what  the  people  of  this  country  would  do  if 
the  question  were  submitted  to  them.  They  would  refuse 
to  ratify  these  resolutions.  Surely  this  Parliament  will  not 
be  so  unwise,  will  not  be  so  weak,  as  to  make  this  addi¬ 
tional  grant.  No  language  can  be  strong  enough  to 
characterise  the  whole  course  and  conduct  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  the  matter.  There  is  not  a 
particle  of  security  provided  by  these  resolutions  for 
the  final  completion  of  the  road,  even  with  this  additional 
grant  of  $5,000,000.  There  is  no  securitygiven  to  the  people 
that  even  with  this  additional  advance  the  road  will  be 
completed  and  in  running  order  by  the  1st  September,  1886, 
or  at  any  other  time.  We  are  asked  to  ratify  this  contract  in 
the  face  of  the  fact  that  no  security  is  offered  for  the  final 
completion  of  the  road.  That  is  a  thing  this  Government 
ought  not  to  do  and  this  Parliament  ought  not  to  sanction. 
The  name  of  any  Parliament  that  would  sanction  the 
ratification  of  these  resolutions,  in  the  face  of  the  facts  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  to  Parliament ;  in 
the  face  of  the  admission  made  by  the  president  of  the 
company,  that  the  assets  of  the  company  are  worth 
$177,000,000  ;  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  these  men  have 
drawn  out  of  its  capital  over  $5,000,000  to  pay  dividends, 
and  that  they  have  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  over 
$14,000,000  to  pay  future  dividends ;  in  the  face  of  the  fact 
that  the  president  of  the  company,  on  the  13th  June, 
admitted  that  on  the  30th  April  over  $8,000,000  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  sufficient  to  com¬ 
plete  the  road,  I  say  the  name  of  any  Parliament, 
in  the  face  of  these  facts,  that  would  ratify  these  reso¬ 
lutions,  will  stink  in  the  nostrils,  of  every  honest 
man,  and  the  names  of  its  members  will  go  down  to 
future  generations  as  political  time-servers  and  slaves,  who 
for  the  third  time,  at  the  bidding  of  an  unscrupulous  and 
corrupt  Government,  sold  this  country  to  this  corporation. 
I  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  these  resolu¬ 
tions,  I  say  to  this  Parliament,  I  say  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  that  if  this  company  desires  to 
stand  well  in  the  confidence  of  the  people,  if  it 
desires  to  deserve  that  confidence,  and  the  sympathy  and  the 
support  of  the  people — if  this  company  desires  to  escape  the 
well-founded  suspicion,  if  not  something  more  than  suspi¬ 
cion,  of  the  misappropriation  and  misapplication  of  the  funds 
placed  at  its  disposal  by  a  generous  people  to  construct  this 
railway,  to  transactions  entirely  outside  of  the  original 
contract ;  if  this  company  desires  to  escape  the  conviction,  in 
the  minds  of  many  of  the  people  of  this  country,  that  it  has 
not  only  misapplied  and  misappropriated  this  money,  but 
has  used  it  for  wholly  illegitimate  and  illegal  purposes,  this 
company  must  give,  what  it  has  refused  to  give,  a  full 
and  frank  disclosure  of  its  financial  transactions, 
and  must  submit  to  an  audit  of  its  accounts 

by  a  capable,  a  competent,  a  reliable  accountant;  it 
must  cease  its  stock-watering  and  stock-jobbing  transac¬ 
tions,  that  have  reflected  no  credit  upon  the  company  and 
great  discredit  upon  the  Government  of  this  country  ;  this 
company  must  abandon  its  unjust  and  unfair  monopolies, 
monopolies  that  have  proved  so  injurious  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  people  of  Manitoba  and 
the  North-West  Territoriss ;  this  company  must  not 
expect  to  control  every  railway  in  the  Dominion 
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of  Canada,  and  to  grasp  every  pound  of  freight  on  this 
continent ;  this  company  must  let  live  as  well  as  live  ; 
this  company  must  conduct  and  manage  its  business  upon 
prudent  business  principles  ;  this  company  must,  cease 
knocking,  year  after  year,  at  the  door  of  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  asking  for  more,  more;  this  company  must  open 
wide  the  gates  of  legitimate  railway  competition 
in  the  North-West  Territories  and  Manitoba;  this 
company  must  not  throw  obstructions  in  the  way  of  the  pro¬ 
gress,  prosperity  and  development  of  the  North-West,  by 
insisting  upon  this  Government  checking,  vetoing  and  dis¬ 
allowing  all  legislation  for  the  opening  up  of  that  vast 
region  to  the  west  of  us  ;  this  company  must  keep  itself 
clear — what  I  fancy  it  has  not  hitherto  done — of  politi¬ 
cal  entanglements  and  political  alliances  of  a  ques¬ 
tionable  character;  the  original  proprietors  of  this  com¬ 
pany  must  refund  to  this  company  the  millions  they  have 
illegally  and  improperly  extracted  from  the  capital  of  this 
company,  which  ought  to  have  gone  to  build  the  railway, 
but  which  they  have  applied  in  the  payment  of  illegal  and 
extortionate  dividends,  or  else  this  company  must  authorise 
this  Government  to  appropriate  at  least  a  portion  of  the 
fourteen  million  dollars  in  their  hands  on  the  1st  January 
last,  for  the  purpose  of  completing  this  road,  instead 
of  retaining  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  paying  these  extortionate  dividends.  Believing  that 
to  be  the  true  principle,  the  honest  principle,  and  the 
principle  upon  which  the  Government  ought  to  act,  and 
this  Parliament  ought  to  act,  and  the  people  of  this  country 
would  act,  I  beg  to  move  the  following  amendment : 

That  all  after  the  word  “  that  ”  be  left  out,  and  the  following  inserted 
“  Canada,  in  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
gave  the  company  vast  aids,  which  were  declared  to  be  ample  and  final ; 
Canada,  in  1884,  gave  the  company  great  additional  aids,  which  were 
again  declared  to  be  ample  and  final ;  the  shareholders  of  the  company 
have  already  divided  among  themselves  about  $7,000,000  in  dividends, 
and  have  on  deposit  with  the  Government  about  $14,000,000  more,  to 
provide  future  dividends  for  themselves  for  over  eight  years  to  come, 
while  they  affirm  that  the  railway  will  be  profitable  from  the  day  of  its 
opening ;  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  shareholders,  if  they  desire 
more  money  for  their  operations,  should  propose  to  utilise  their  deposit 
for  future  dividends  instead  of  asking  Canada  to  impair  its  existing 
securities  to  make  large  further  advances,  and  to  allow  the  enterprise  t« 
be  charged  with  $15,000,000  additional  capital,  the  interest  upon  which 
must  be  borne  by  the  trade  of  this  country.” 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  have  a  few  remarks  to  make  on 
this  subject,  and  I  therefore  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  adjourned  very  early 
last  night,  in  consequence  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
desiring  not  to  proceed  any  further,  and  I  think  we  had 
better  go  on  to-night. 

Mr.  TROW.  1  think  it  is  very  unreasonable  to  compel 
members  who  are  tired  to  go  on  to-night.  I  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  think  that  this  is  a  reasonable  motion. 
The  amount  of  speaking  to-day  has  been  more  than  usual. 
Only  one  member  on  the  Government  side  has  spoken,  and 
to  require  our  side  to  go  on  with  this  motion,  with  the 
expectation  of  reaching  a  division  to-night,  is  unreasonable. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  more  the  subject 
is  discussed  before  we  reach  committee  the  more  brief  the 
discussion  will  be  in  committee.  The  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  was  made  with  a 
view  to  record  the  opinions  of  the  House..  I  am  sure  that 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side,  who  followed  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  are  anxious  to  record  their  votes  upon  this 
motion,  and  I  dare  say  the  First  Minister  and  his  followers 
will  have  no  objection  to  recording  their  votes  also.  It  does 
seem  to  me  unreasonable  that  we  should  be  forced  to  a  divi¬ 
sion  at  this  hour.  We  must  remember  that  the  Government, 
in  1880,  proposed  to  give  a  large  subsidy  to  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway,  which  was  to  be  once  for  all.  In  a  short  time 


we  were  asked  for  a  further  sum,  and  now  there  is  another 
application  to  Parliament  for  still  further  aid.  The  motion 
that  is  now  put  in  your  hands  announces  that  there  are 
fourteen  millions  of  money  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
at  the  disposal  of  this  company.  That  is  a  very  important 
statement,  and  we  have  had  no  statement  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  followed  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
defence  of  the  proposition  of  the  Government.  How  is  it 
that  a  company,  having  fourteen  millions  of  money  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  of  which  the  Government  are 
simply  trustees,  comes  here  and  asks  that  we  shall  contri¬ 
bute  something  more  to  the  support  of  this  corporation. 

Mr.  HESSONi  I  think  it  is  most  unreasonable  that  the 
business  of  the  House  should  be  delayed  in  this  manner.  I 
submit  that,  after  the  eloquent  and  lenghthy  speech  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  very  little  more  can  be  said  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  question  has  also  been  ably 
discussed  on  the  side  of  the  Government.  The  Secretary  of 
State  gave  us  a  very  able  and  eloquent  speech,  and  the  Act¬ 
ing  Minister  of  Railways  also  gave  full  information  to  the 
House  as  to  the  position  of  the  company.  The  House  knows 
perfectly  well  how  the  matter  stands  now. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  asking  too  much  of  hon.  members  at 
this  hour  of  the  night  to  speak  upon  this  important  ques¬ 
tion,  especially  after  the  light  that  has  been  thrown  upon 
it  by  the  discussion  of  to-day,  a  light  that  I  think  was  new 
to  many  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  And  we 
ought  also  to  hear  from  the  Premier  himself  on  the  ques¬ 
tion.  No  matter  who  may  propose  these  resolutions,  we 
know  that  this  is  peculiarly  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s 
own  scheme.  He  must  have  important  opinions  about  it, 
and  important  information  to  lay  before  the  House,  and  wo 
cannot  suppose  that  he  will  so  far  forget  his  duty  to  the 
House  as  to  allow  this  matter  to  go  into  committee  without 
giving  us  that  information.  A  number  of  us  wish  to  discuss 
the  matter,  and  an  adjournment  should  be  now  taken. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  will  point  out  to  the 
First  Minister  that  he  could  hardly  expect  that  a  discussion 
of  this  character  should  be  closed  with  four  speeches,  two 
by  Ministers  who  are  in  charge  of  the  measure.  This 
measure  is  one  of  the  most  important,  as  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  must  admit,  we  have  had,  and  must  evoke  a  good 
deal  of  discussion  from  this  side  of  the  House.  Moreover, 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  remember  that,  with  the  exception 
of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  had  an  opportunity, 
but  only  very  recently,  of  perusing  various  documents  for 
which  he  had  asked,  we  were  left  in  considerable  ignoiance 
by  the  direct  action  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  colleagues 
of  a  good  many  points  we  ought  to  have  known.  In  fact, 
the  chief  information  I  have  had  on  the  subject  has  been 
derived  from  the  report  only  published  two  days  ago  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  contained  a  good  many 
startling  statements,  and  the  country  at  large  will  expect 
that  the  measure  should  not  be  hurried  through.  I 
regret,  perhaps,  as  much  as  the  hon.  gentleman  does, 
that  the  circumstances  of  this  Sossion  have  been  such  that 
an  immense  amount  of  time  has  been  consumed  in 
matters  which  appear  to  me  far  less  pressing  and  important 
than  the  discussion  of  the  vital  alteration  of  the  terms  on 
which  the  loan  was  made  twelve  months  ago.  If  I  thought 
there  was  any  possibility  of  closing  this  discussion  to-night 
and  not  renewing  it  at  length  on  other  stages,  I  should  say 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  some  reason  for  the  course  ho 
is  pursuing  ;  bat  he  knows,  and  we  all  know,  that  in  these 
money  Bills  numerous  stages  have  to  be  taken,  and  it  will 
bo  better  that  we  should  discuss  it  more  fully  first  rathor 
than  at  the  three  or  four  separate  stages  which  this  moasuro 
will  have  to  take. 

I  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  there  must  be  and  will  be  a  discussion  on  the  para- 


2644 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


graphs  of  the  resolution.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  under¬ 
take  that  we  will  get  into  committee  in  another  day,  I  will 
agree  to  the  adjournment. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  certainly  do  not 
think  hon.  gentlemen  desire  to  obstruct  the  measure ;  they 
only  desire  a  reasonable  discussion.  There  is  one  question 
which  ought  to  be  pretty  thoroughly  understood,  and  that 
is,  that  the  whole  time  might  be  occupied  by  a  couple  of 
long  speeches  on  the  hon.  gentleman’s  side,  and  that  would 
render  it  very  difficult  for  me  to  answer  for  hon.  members 
on  this  side.  If  anything  of  that  kind  were  likely  to  occur, 
it  would  be  only  reasonable  to  have  speeches  turn  about. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  I  agree  to  that. 
To-morrow  is  to  be  devoted  to  another  subject.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  agree  that  we  get  into  committee  on  Friday, 
we  can  adjourn.  I  do  not  understand  that  we  will  get  out 
of  committee  on  Friday. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  1  think  there  ought  to 
be  no  difficulty  in  getting  into  committee  some  time  on 
Friday  night. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Or  Saturday  morning. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
sees  that  there  is  but  a  small  number  here  just  now,  but  I 
think  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  getting  into  committee 
on  Friday  night,  some  time  or  other. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Very  well  ;  on  that 
understanding  we  will  adjourn. 

Motion  to  adjourn  negatived. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:10  a.m., 
Thursday. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  18th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMENDMENTS. 

Mr.  JAMIESON  moved  that  the  House  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  amendments  made  by  the  Senate  to  Bill 
(No.  92)  further  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
1818,  and  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883, 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  3rd  amendment, 

“  Page  2,  line  7,  after  (5)  insert  : 

“Section  99  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  is  hereby  amended, 
by  inserting  after  the  word  ‘  intoxicating,’  in  the  15th  line  thereof,  the 
following  words  :  ‘Provided,  however,  that  duly  licensed  medical  prac¬ 
titioners  may  dispense  alcoholic  liquors  for  exclusively  medicinal  pur¬ 
poses  and  not  otherwise.’ 

“  Provided,  also,  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  held  to  interfere 
with  the  purchase  or  sale  by  legally  qualified  physicians,  chemists  or 
druggists,  of  the  following  articles,  that  is  to  say  : — 

“  l.  The  officinal  preparations  of  the  authorised  pharmacopoaas  when 
made  of  full  medicinal  strength,  and  sold  only  for  medicinal  purposes. 

“  2.  Physician’s  prescriptions  containing  spirituous  liquors,  if  sold  in 
quantities  of  not  more  than  eight  ounces  at  any  one  time. 

“  3.  Any  patent  medicine,  unless  such  patent  medicine  is  known  to 
the  vendor  to  be  capable  of  being  used  as  a  beverage,  the  sale  of  which  is 
a  violation  of  ‘  The  Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878.’ 

“  4.  Eau  de  Cologne,  bay  rum  or  other  articles  of  perfumery,  lotions, 
extracts,  varnishes,  tinctures  or  other  pharmaceutical  preparations  con¬ 
taining  alcohol,  but  not  intended  for  U3e  as  beverages. 

“6.  Alcohol  or  methylated  spirits,  for  pharmaceutical,  chemical  or 
mechanical  uses.” 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  As  to  the  first  clause  of  the  amendment, 
that  is,  the  clause  permitting  doctors  to  dispense  liquors  for 
exclusively  medicinal  purposes,  I  move  that  it  be  disagreed 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 
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to  for  the  following  reasons :  Because  it  has  already  been 
rejected  by  this  House,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a 
violation  of  the  principle  of  the  Act,  which  precludes  a  medi¬ 
cal  man  having  an  interest  in  the  sale  from  giving  a  certifi¬ 
cate,  and  does  not  oblige  a  medical  man  to  keep  a  register 
of  sales  and  make  a  return,  which  provisions  are  deemed 
necessary  safeguards.  As  to  so  much  of  the  second  clause 
of  the  amendment  as  is  numbered  1,  2,  3  and  4 :  Beoause  it 
is  unnecessary,  inasmuch  as  the  Act  does  not  prohibit 
such  sale.  As  to  the  second  part  of  the  said  second  clause, 
numbered  5 :  Because  it  contravenes  the  principle  of  the 
Act,  which  provides  that  the  sale  of  alcohol  and  spirits  for 
the  purposes  mentioned  shall  be  made  only  on  the  certificate 
of  two  justices  of  the  peace,  accompanied  by  the  affirmation 
of  the  applicant  and  registration  of  the  sale,  which  are  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  safeguards  against  any  abuse  of  the  law. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  1  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  motion  is  correct  in  form.  It  begins  by  pro¬ 
fessing  to  set  out  that  this  House  has  already  rejected  this 
particular  proposal  for  reasons  so-andso.  This  House  has 
given  no  reasons  for  having  rejected-  it.  This  House  has 
simply  voted  against  it,  and  one  re  son  may  have  influ¬ 
enced  one  hon.  member  and  another  reason  have  influenced 
another  hon.  member  ;  and  this  House  has  not,  by  any 
proceeding  on  its  records,  given  any  reason,  up  to  the  pre¬ 
sent  time,  for  rejecting  that  proposal  which  the  Senate 
thought  fit  to  put  in  the  form  of  a  clause.  The  House 
simply  voted  against  it.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
not  put  authoritatively  as  reasons  for  the  action  of  the 
House  what  certainly  have  not  been  put  so  by  the  House 
itself. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  It  will  be  recollected  that  an  amend¬ 
ment  of  this  kind  was  made  at  the  time  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  it  was  afterwards  moved  to 
rc-c.omm.it  the  Bill  on  the  third  reading.  So  far  as  the 
reasons  are  concerned,  if  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr. 
Cameron)  does  not  think  that  branch  of  the  reasons  is 
correct,  he  can  easily  strike  it  out,  and  we  can  go  upon  the 
remainder  of  the  reasons,  which  I  think  are  quite  suffici¬ 
ent — that  is,  that  it  does  not  oblige  medical  men  to  keep  a 
register  and  make  a  return,  which  are  deemed  necessary 
safeguards.  This  whole  question  has  been  discussed  in  this 
House  already,  and  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into 
any  lengthy  argument  in  support  of  the  reasons  we  have 
given  here  for  not  concurring  in  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate.  I  have  a  strong  opinion,  however,  that  when  this 
House  rejects  an  amendment  of  that  kind  it  should  be  con¬ 
clusive,  and  that  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature  should 
not,  in  defiance  of  the  opinion  of  this  House,  insert 
such  a  clause  as  is  put  into  the  Bill.  The  amendment  is 
objectionable  on  various  grounds.  We  believe  it  is  open  to 
a  great  deal  of  abuse  in  counties  in  which  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  is  now  in  force,  and  will  be  in  force 
after  it  is  adopted  by  the  people.  There  is  no  safeguard 
whatever  in  this  case,  because  a  medical  man  dispen¬ 
sing  liquor  himself  is  not  required  to  keep  a  register 
and  make  a  return.  Under  the  law  as  it  stands  at  present, 
if  a  medical  man  gives  a  prescription  to  a  chemist  it  is  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  vendor  of  the  liquor  shall  keep  a  register  of 
the  sale  and  make  a  return  annually  to  an  officer  of  the 
Government.  No  return  of  that  kind  is  required  by  the 
amendment,  and  in  my  judgment  it  would  be  an  unfortu¬ 
nate  thing  to  open  a  door  of  this  kind.  If  the  medical  man 
was  an  honorable  practitioner,  I  grant  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  this  amendment ;  but,  unfortunately,  in  the 
medical  profession,  as  in  other  professions,  men  are  to  be 
found  who  are  not  honorable,  and  who,  perhaps,  for  a  fee, 
will  abuse  any  power  which  may  be  given  to  them  by  law, 
such  as  the  power  of  dispensing  liquors.  I  had  better  refer 
also  to  a  part  of  the  amendment  in  regard  to  druggists, 
more  especially  to  clause  5.  However,  before  proceeding 
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to  discuss  that,  I  may  make  a  few  remaks  in  regard  to 
those  parts  of  the  amendment  numbered  consecu¬ 
tively  from  1  to  4.  There  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
in  respect  to  the  rights  of  druggists  to  sell.  That  so 
far  as  my  judgment  goes,  and  the  judgment  of  those  with 
whom  I  have  consulted  on  this  question,  we  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  prohibit  ion  of  the  sale,  such 
as  is  indicated  here,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  and  hence  this  provision  is  entirely 
unnecessary.  But  I  think,  even  if  there  is  a  doubt,  instead 
of  opening  a  wide  door  like  this,  it  would  be  advisable  to 
wait  until  the  difficulties  arise,  and  then,  if  necessary  they 
can  be  remedied  by  legislation  in  this  House.  So  far  as 
the  5th  clause  of  the  amendment  is  concerned,  I  object  to 
it  in  toto  as  berng  very  objectionable  in  its  character.  At 
the  present  time,  under  the  provisions  of  the  law,  if  a  person 
wants  alcohol  or  spirits  of  any  kind  for  chemical  or  manu¬ 
facturing  purposes,  he  requires  to  procure  a  certificate 
from  two  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  endorse  that  certificate 
by  his  own  affirmation,  and  the  vendor  of  liquor 
requires  to  keep  a  register  of  the  sale.  How,  under 
this  amendment,  all  these  safeguards  are  done  away  with, 
and  it  will  readily  occur  to  hon.  members  of  this  House, 
how  frequently  a  provision  of  this  kind  would  be  abused.  A 
man  requiring  liquor  for  any  purpose,  would  go  into  a  drug 
store  and  say :  Here,  I  require  liquor  for  pharmaceutical, 
chemical,  or  mechanical  purposes,  and  he  would  not  be 
required  to  make  any  affirmation.  All  that  is  necessary  is 
his  own  statement  of  the  facts,  upon  which  the  druggist  is 
bound  to  sell  him  the  liquor,  and  he  is  not  required  to  keep 
any  register  of  the  sale.  Practically,  there  would  be,  to  a 
certain  extent  at  least,  free  trade  in  liquor  through  the 
medium  of  all  drug  stores  in  the  country,  and  also  through 
the  medium  of  the  medical  men  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
understand  why  medical  men  require  to  be  included  in  this 
provision  as  well  as  in  a  separate  provision.  This  amend¬ 
ment  is  intended  to  apply  to  legally  qualified  physicians, 
chemists  and  druggists.  The  case  of  the  physician  has 
already  been  provided  for  by  another  amendment,  if  that 
amendment  is  agreed  to  by  this  House,  though  I  hope  it  will 
not  be. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  think,  Sir,  as  a  question  of  convenience, 
and  in  the  interests  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion,  he  had 
better  adopt  a  different  procedure.  This  amendment 
which  we  have  under  consideration,  and  with  which  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  disagree,  contains  three  distinct  provisions,  and  he 
proposes  in  one  motion  to  disagree,  first  with  the  first,  then 
with  the  second,  and  then  with  the  third,  and  for  different 
reasons.  Now,  different  reasons  and  different  considera¬ 
tions  are  applicable  to  each,  and  the  result  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  proposal  will  be  to  unite  in  opposition  to  his 
motion,  all  those  who  desire  any  one  of  the  limbs  of  the 
amendment  to  succeed,  and  who  fail  to  agree  to  any  one  of 
his  reasons.  Therefore,  it  is  better  to  take  each  distinct  limb 
of  the  amendmcnl  by  itself  and  to  move  disagreement  for 
proper  reasons.  There  is  another  reason.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  motion  is  complex,  and  we  have  a  rule  on  that 
subject  that  complicated  motions  may  be  divided.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  himself  should 
divide  them,  but  if  he  does  not  think  that  is  expedient,  I 
invite  you  under  the  general  practice  with  reference  to 
complicated  questions,  to  consider  whether  the  parts  should 
not  be  put  separately. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  So  far  as  the  consideration  of  the 
question  is  concerned,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
and  if  it  can  be  done,  I  would  agree  to  the  proposition  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  found  a  difficulty,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  embodied  here  as  one  amendment,  and  I  supposed 
that  under  the  rules  of  the  House,  they  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  together.  I  would  therefore  move  that  the  first 
clause  be  considered  separately. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  better  withdraw  his  amendment,  as  suggested 
by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  introduce 
them  separately.  The  point  taken  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Victoria  is  a  good  one.  He  says  there  is  no  ground 
stated,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  said  in  his  remarks  that  the 
Senate  ought  not  to  have  acted  in  defiance  of  the  well 
expressed  opinions  of  this  House.  Well,  that  is  an  uncon¬ 
stitutional  doctrine.  The  Senate  are  not  supposed  to  know 
what  passes  in  this  House,  and  it  would  be  a  violation  of 
Parliamentary  principle  for  them  to  take  notice  of  what 
takes  place  in  this  House  unless  by  ascertaining  from  our 
journals  what  we  have  done.  If  the  Senate  were  to  treat 
the  subject  stating  that  they  knew  what  was  doing  in  here, 
they  would  be  committing  a  constitutional  impropriety. 

Motion  (Mr.  Jamieson)  withdrawn. 

Mr.  JAMIESON  moved,  that  Proviso  1  of  the  third 
amendment  be  disagreed  to  for  the  following  reason  : — 

“  Because  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  principle  of  the  Act,  which 
precludes  a  medical  man  having  an  interest  in  the  sale,  from  giving  a 
Certificate,  and  does  not  oblige  medical  men  to  keep  a  register  of  sales, 
and  make  a  Return,  which  are  deemed  necessary  safeguards.” 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  think  when  this  question  was  before 
the  House  before,  it  was  unfairly  lost,  because  a  great  many 
members  of  this  House  were  called  away  on  account  of  the 
troubles  in  the  North-West.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the  argu¬ 
ment,  as  presented  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Lanark 
(Mr.  Jamieson)  is  that  physicians  would  have  an  interest  in 
the  sale  of  liquor,  and  also  that  no  register  of  such  sales 
will  be  kept.  Alcohol  and  the  different  spirits  will  be  kept 
by  physicians  like  every  other  drug.  1  do  not  see  why 
physicians  who  are  educated  and  skilled  in  these  things, 
should  be  required  to  keep  a  register  of  the  sales  of  alcohol 
or  spirits  in  any  form,  while  they  are  permitted  to 
deal  out  strichnine,  arsenic,  and  other  violent  poisons. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  it  is  absurd,  and  it  is  only  the 
overstrained  ideas  of  intemperance  on  the  part  of  some 
people  who  cannot  see  anything  right  in  views  differing 
from  their  own,  that  would  induce  men  who  are  sensible  in 
other  things,  to  try  to  enforce  restrictions  of  this  kind  upon 
an  honorable  profession.  They  say  it  would  lead  to  a  free 
trade  in  alcohol.  Well,  that  has  not  been  so  in  the  past, 
when  the  restrictions  were  no  greater  than  they  will  be 
to-day.  There  has  been  no  inducement  for  physicians  to 
make  bars  of  their  drug  stores,  and  I  am  sure  that  if  there 
is  a  man  in  the  profession  who  will  sell  liquor  for 
five  or  ten  cents  a  glass;  if  there  is  a  man  in  the 
profession  who  would  do  so  low  and  mean  a  thing,  who 
would  so  far  forget  the  amenities  of  his  profession, 
he  would  be  mean  and  low  enough  to  sell  a  prescription  for 
that  five  or  ten  cents  worth  of  liquor  and  let  a  man  go  to  a 
drug  store  and  get  it,  because  there  is  no  restriction  on  his 
prescriptions.  But,  forsooth,  if  he  found  it  necessary  to 
administer  a  dram  or  an  ounce  or  two  of  brandy  the  same 
as  any  other  medicine,  that  is  a  crime.  It  need  only  bo 
looked  at  for  a  moment  to  see  what  puerile  suggestion  the 
Temperance  Alliance  are  seeking  to  force  on  the  public  at 
large.  Supposing  such  an  indecent  trado  should  be  carried 
on  by  any  physician,  there  could  be  no  possibility  of  restrain¬ 
ing  it  even  by  the  means  proposed ;  the  same  deed  could 
be  done  under  another  form;  and  why  should  we,  as  an 
honorable  profession,  be  branded  in  this  way,  and  bo  pre¬ 
vented  from  prescribing  one  drug  and  not  another  ?  If  a 
physician  should  be  brought  up  by  some  miserable  creature 
before  the  court  and  convicted  under  this  proposition,  there 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  on  an  appeal  to  a  higher  court 
the  judgment  would  be  set  aside,  on  the  ground  that  this 
Parliament,  by  a  law  of  this  kind,  has  no  right  to  say  what 
a  physician  shall  or  shall  not  use  as  a  medicine  in  the  prac- 
tice  of  his  profession.  But  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  gives  his  case  away.  He  says  that 
if  all  physioians  were  honorable  men,  it  would  make  no  dif- 


2646 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


ference.  I  believe  they  all  are ;  but  it  is  possible  there  are 
a  very  few  in  our  profession  who  would  do  this  wrong,  and 
should  the  whole  profession  be  branded  as  rascals  and  scamps 
because  a  few  might  so  far  forget  themselves  as  to  take  this 
unworthy  advantage  of  their  position  ?  The  amendment 
made  by  the  Senate  is  very  clear.  It  says : 

“  Provided,  however,  that  duly  licensed  medical  practitioners  may  dis¬ 
pense  alcoholic  liquors  exclusively  for  medicinal  purposes,  and  not  other¬ 
wise.” 

Now,  if  that  is  not  enough  to  protect  the  interest  of  tem¬ 
perance,  I  think  words  and  law  will  fail  to  restrict  an  evil 
disposition  on  the  part  of  anybody.  It  is  impossible  to 
prevent  every  person  in  the  community  from  transgressing 
the  best  laws  we  have.  The  intention  of  the  Bill  is  that  it 
shall  not  restrict  physicians  in  the  prescription  of  alcohol 
as  a  proper  medicine,  and  why  impose  a  fine  on  them  for 
dispensing  the  same  ?  The  next  step  taken  to  brand  the 
profession  still  more  is  to  allow  priests  and  other  clergymen 
to  give  prescriptions  of  these  medicines.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  it  is  opening  a  wide  door.  There  are  very  few 
physicians  in  the  profession  who  would  take  improper 
advantage  of  this  provision,  and  the  few  will  not  open  a 
wide  door,  and  if  these  restrictions  are  imposed  on  respect¬ 
able  men,  the  law  will  only  be  systematically  broken  by 
men  who  are  merely  striving  to  accomplish  their  legitimate 
ends.  Therefore,  this  provision  throws  no  safeguard  around 
the  cause  of  temperance,  which  we  all  desire  to  advance, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  say  that  it  is  only  just  to  the 
people,  for  whom  we  have  to  do  as  physicians,  and  to  the 
physicians  themselves,  not  to  impose  on  them  any  further 
restrictions  than  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  provides  for. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  is  a 
very  proper  and  wise  one ;  and  notwithstanding  the  very 
unfavorable  opinion  the  hon.  member  has  of  the  profession 
to  which  I  belong,  I  cannot  help  looking  upon  his  motion 
and  his  remarks  as  only  a  wanton  insult  to  that  profession, 
one  of  the  learned  professions  of  our  country  ;  and  I  think 
neither  the  temperance  men  nor  this  House  are  in  posses¬ 
sion  of  such  facts  as  to  warrant  them  in  placing  an  embargo 
on  the  medical  profession  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 
We  all  know  that  medical  men  are  frequently  called  on  in 
an  emergency,  and  that  stimulants  in  some  form  or  other 
are  constantly  prescribed  by  them ;  and  I  think  it  is  nothing 
more  than  proper  that  they  should  be  allowed  to  use  their 
own  judgment  in  the  cases  they  are  called  upon  to  deal 
with.  I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  see  how  this  can  possibly 
open  the  door  to  the  indiscriminate  use  of  alcohol  for  other 
than  medicinal  purposes.  If  any  medical  man  in  this 
country  were  known  to  prescribe  in  order  to  sell 
liquor,  he  would  soon  be  discarded  by  the  profes¬ 
sion  and  would  not  long  continue  to  hold  a  license 
to  practice ;  and  when  this  amendment  simply  provides  that 
duly  licensed  medical  practitioners  may  dispense  alcoholio 
liquors  exclusively  for  medical  purposes  and  not  otherwise, 
I  do  not  see  anything  unreasonable  in  it.  I  do  hope  this 
House  will  not  try  to  place  such  a  restriction  upon  the  pro¬ 
fession.  Then,  with  regard  to  keeping  a  register,  why 
should  a  medical  man  be  required  to  keep  a  register  of  the 
number  of  doses  ho  administers  of  alcohol  any  more  than  of 
opium  or  morphia  ?  Every  medical  man  who  has  had  a 
practice  in  a  city  knows  that  opium  and  morphia,  and 
various  other  drugs  of  the  same  kind,  are  becoming  daily 
more  and  more  used  to  the  great  injury  of  the  public ;  yet 
medical  men  are  not  obliged  to  keep  a  register  of  the 
various  doses  of  these  drugs  which  they  administer  to  their 
patients,  and  I  think  it  is  very  unreasonable  to  ask  them  to 
do  so  in  the  case  of  alcohol. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken, 
both  of  whom  I  believe  are  physicians,  should  not  be  too 
quick  to  take  offence  where  no  offence  I  am  sure  was 

intended.  No  one  ever  thought  of  wantonly  insulting  the 
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medical  profession  ;  this  is  in  the  main  a  noble  and  splendid 
profession,  composed  of  honorable  men  ;  but  we  should  be 
going  too  far,  if  we  subscribed  to  the  opinion  that  it  con¬ 
tains  no  black  sheep.  The  fact  has  come  out  during  the 
administration  of  this  law,  that  there  are  physicians  who 
have  made  it  a  striot  purpose  openly  stated  to  defy  the  law, 
and  to  have  its  provisions  broken  under  the  guise  of 
their  medical  position ;  and  the  framers  of  the  Act 
believed  that  if  physicians  were  allowed  to  sell  as  they 
pleased,  without  making  any  certificates  of  returns, 
it  would  be  opening  a  very  wide  door  indeed. 
It  would  make  the  enforcement  of  the  law  very  difficult, 
and  give  our  enemies  one  more  and  stronger  point  than  all, 
in  the  strong  reasons  they  urge  against  an  Act  of  this  kind 
— that  it  will  be  violated  and  that  it  cannot  be  enforced.  It 
will  be  observed  that  under  this  amendment,  all  medical 
practitioners  duly  licensed  may  dispense  alcoholic  liquors. 
There  is  no  limit.  We  had  provided  in  this  measure  a 
penalty  against  doctors  who  would  give  certificates  under 
false  pretences,  but  that  has  been  stricken  out  by  the 
Senate,  so  that  there  is  now  no  way  in  which  they  can  be 
made  liable  to  penalties.  1  acknowledge  it  is  very 
hard  in  some  cases  that  a  physician,  who  is  far  away 
from  a  place  where  liquor  can  be  obtained,  cannot 
keep  liquor  and  dispense  it  himself;  but  we  have  to 
make  an  average,  and  it  is  a  question  for  the  House  to  decide 
whether  they  will  open  the  door  wider  for  abuse,  or  shut  it, 
as  closely  as  possible,  even  though  in  some  unusual  cases  it 
may  work  hardship.  There  is,  however,  the  practical  expe¬ 
rience  since  the  law  has  been  in  force,  that  in  the  many 
counties  in  which  it  has  been  in  force,  not  a  single  case  of 
hardship  has  been  shown  to  have  occurred  under  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Act.  That  goes  far  to  show  that  in  practical 
experience,  the  hardship  is  not  so  great  as  one  might  other¬ 
wise  think  it  would  be. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  that  to  refuse  concurrence  in  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  is  in  no  sense  an  insult  cast  upon 
the  medical  profession.  The  question  raised  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  was  fully  discussed  when  the  Bill  was  before  the  House 
and  an  adverse  vote  given  on  it,  and  I  am  a  little  surprised 
to  hear  the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  now  alluding  to 
things  which  were  then,  I  think,  effectually  disposed  of. 
The  hon.  member  for  Dundas  (Mr.  Hickey),  a  few  minutes 
ago,  seemed  to  consider  that  in  passing  the  amendment  now 
before  us,  the  temperance  people  were  casting  a  reflection 
on  the  medical  practitioners,  since  we  allow  clergymen  to 
give  certificates  permitting  druggists  to  sell  liquor  for 
medicinal  purposes.  If  the  Senate  amendments  were  one 
that  proposed  to  allow  physicians  to  give  certificates  to 
other  persons  for  the  sale  of  liquor,  there  might  bo  some 
force  in  that  argument,  but  as  it  is  to  allow  medical  men 
themselves  to  sell  liquor,  without  a  certificate  from  any 
other  medical  man  or  from  anybody,  the  question  is  a  very 
different  one  from  that  of  giving  the  privilege  to  clergy¬ 
men  of  granting  certificates  authorising  others  to  sell  liquor. 
Under  the  Act,  as  originally  conceived  medical  men  were 
allowed  to  give  certificates  to  their  own  patients  that  the 
liquor  was  required  for  medicinal  purposes.  Those  patients 
then  had  to  go  to  a  druggist  or  other  authorised  vendor  and 
obtain  the  liquor,  and  it  was  specially  provided  that  the 
medical  men  who  gave  the  certificates  should  not  have  an 
interest  in  the  sale.  But  under  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate,  no  certificate  is  required  ;  the  man  who  prescribes 
the  liquor  may  sell  it,  and  you  can  understand  at  once  that 
he  will  have  an  interest  in  the  sale,  and  will  therefore  be 
more  apt  to  prescribe  liquor  for  his  patients.  The  hon. 
member  for  Dundas  says  that  medical  men,  who  aim  allowed 
to  sell  poison,  ought  to  be  allowed  to  sell  what  he  says  is 
not  poison.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  question  as  to 
how  much  of  a  poison  alcohol  is,  but  it  is  a  very  different 
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thing  to  allow  a  medical  man  to  sell  poison,  which  every¬ 
body  knows  to  be  dangerous,  and  which  the  medical  man 
has  to  label  as  poison  when  he  sells  it,  and  to  allow 
him  to  sell  liquor,  which  a  great  many  people,  includ¬ 
ing  probably  the  medical  man  himself,  do  not  consider 
to  be  poison.  Everyone  knows  that  the  selling  of 
poison  is  hedged  around  by  a  great  many  safeguards. 
People  are  not  liable  to  take  willingly  what  they 
believe  to  be  poison,  but  unfortunately  many  people 
are  tempted  to  take  liquor  for  the  mere  pleasure  of  drinking 
it,  and  it  is  to  prevent  medical  men  selling  liquor  lor 
drinking  purposes  that  we  object  to  this  amendment  of  the 
Senate.  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  reflection  on  the  medical 
profession,  as  a  profession,  but  I  regret  to  say  I  know 
instances  of  medical  men  who  cannot  fairly  be  called  the 
honorable  men, to  whom  the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  and  the 
hon,  member  for  Wellington  have  alluded,  but  who  would 
not  hesitate  to  sell  liquor.  It  happens  that  in  my  own 
county,  where  a  prohibitory  law  has  been  long  in  force, 
one  of  the  first  men  fined  under  the  law  for  selling  liquor 
illegally  was  a  medical  man.  About  a  year  ago  in  my 
county,  a  medical  man  was  prosecuted  for  selling  liquor, 
the  proof  was  conclusive  that  he  had  sold  it  for  drinking 
purposes,  but  in  consequence  of  a  legal  quibble  he  was  not 
convicted.  Prom  my  experience  and  from  what  I  have 
heard  from  other  parts  of  the  country  where  a  prohibitory 
liquor  law  has  been  in  force,  I  consider  it  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary  for  ihe  proper  enforcement  of  the  law  that  medical  men 
should  not  be  allowed  to  sell  liquor  as  much  as  they  choose. 
True,  the  Senate  amendment  says  only  for  medicinal  pur¬ 
poses  ;  but  when  we  hear  members  of  the  profession  say 
they  will  do  all  they  can  to  prevent  the  Scott  Act  being 
enforced,  we  can  understand  they  will  prostitute  their  posi¬ 
tion  and  sell  liquor,  which  is  not  for  medicinal  purposes, 
assuming  it  to  be  for  medical  purposes.  Medical  men  are 
not  supposed  to  be  traders  and  merchants,  and  if  they  desire 
to  have  liquor  given  their  patients,  it  is  much  better  in  the 
interests  of  their  own  profession  as  well  as  of  morality  and 
good  government,  that  they  should  not  sell  liquor  themselves, 
but  allow  the  ordinary  dealer  to  sell  it.  In  the  Scott  Act, 
it  is  specially  provided  that  only  one  person  in  a  country 
municipality,  two  in  towns,  and  one  to  every  4,000  people 
in  a  city,  should  be  allowed  to  sell  liquor,  but  under  this 
amendment  we  will  have  an  unlimited  sale  of  liquor.  That 
is  a  contravention  of  one  of  the  principles  of  the  Scott  Act, 
which  is  that  the  sale  of  liquor  for  medicinal  purposes  should 
be  restricted  to  a  few  in  the  community.  For  these  reasons, 
I  protest  against  the  adoption  of  the  Senate  amendments. 

Mr.  McCEANEY.  I  can  coiroborate  all  that  has  been 
said  by  the  hon.  member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  as  well 
as  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher).  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  (Mr.  Hickey)  that 
the  medical  profession  is  as  honorable  a  profession  as  we 
have.  In  fact,  if  all  the  members  in  the  medical  profession 
were  as  honorable  as  those  who  have  seats  in  this  House, 
there  would  be  no  danger  in  passing  this  amendment,  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  the  medical  profession,  as  far  as  I 
know,  are  like  other  men.  There  are  good  and  bad  among 
them.  I  think  that  I  can  speak  somewhat  feelingly  on  this 
question.  We  have  a  very  large  number  of  very  honorable 
medical  men  in  the  constituency  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent.  We  have  some  men  who  have  declared  that  they 
would  do  all  they  possibly  could  to  destroy  the  efficiency  of 
the  Scott  Act.  The  House  will  recollect  the  return  brought 
down  last  year  showing  the  number  of  certificates  given  by 
physicians  for  liquor,  and  it  will  be  recollected  that  one  of 
these  physicians  granted  some  1,700  certific  ates  in  about  eight 
months,  or  about  eight  per  day.  This  physician  was  a  man 
who  had  very  little  practice  compared  with  what  others  had, 
and  it  would  be  very  dangerous  to  grant  this  privilege  to  such 
physicians  as  these,  who  would  practically  have  power  to 
dispense  liquor  to  his  patients  whenever  they  came  to  him 


and  insisted  upon  having  it.  This  is  not  an  isolated  case.  I 
know  of  several  cases  of  the  same  kind,  and  I  think  this 
is  a  very  dangerous  amendment,  and  I  trust  this  House 
will  not  agree  to  it.  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  this  amend¬ 
ment,  as  I  believe  it  to  be  one  of  the  most  dangerous  amend¬ 
ments  which  have  been  incorporated  in  the  Act. 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  do  not  attach  as  much  importance  to 
this  amendment  as  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  upon 
it,  both  for  and  against,  seem  to  attach  to  it.  However,  I 
have  striven  to  discover  some  disability  that  would  attaoh  to 
medical  men  if  this  amendment  were  not  carried,  and  I  can 
imagine  no  position  in  which  I  could  be  placed  as  a  medical 
man  in  which  I  could  suffer  at  all  as  to  the  dispensing  of 
liquors  if  the  amendment  were  not  carried.  I  do  not  think 
the  medical  profession  require  or  ask  that  such  an  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  made.  I  believe  it  would  be  placing  the 
medical  profession  in  a  worse  position  than  we  stand  at 
present.  We  do  not  wish  to  be  made  an  exceptional  class 
as  to  the  handling  of  intoxicating  liquors.  We  do  not  wish 
to  have  patients  coming  to  us  at  all  times  of  the  night  and 
all  times  of  the  day,  writing  their  own  prescriptions  for 
us  to  dispense.  I  think  if  a  vote  of  the  medical  pro¬ 
fession  of  the  country  were  taken,  they  wonld  say  that  no 
disability  attaches  to  the  profession  from  the  law  as  it  now 
exists.  The  law  is  not  intended  to  interfere  with 
the  legitimate  dispensation  of  any  drug  or  medicine 
that  a  medical  man  sees  fit  to  administer  or  dispense,  and  I 
would  have  no  fear  of  any  interference  of  the  law,  so  far  as 
my  practice  of  medicine  is  carried  out,  or  will  be  carried 
out  in  the  future,  nor  need  any  medical  man  have  any  fear, 
who  uses  alcohol  in  the  strictly  professional  sense.  I 
know  there  are  black  sheep  in  every  flock,  and  Ihere  seems 
to  be  a  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  some  hon.  gentlemen  that 
there  are  somo  black  sheep  in  the  medical  profession.  If 
that  be  the  case,  let  a  safeguard  be  thrown  around  the  pro¬ 
fession,  as  it  is  around  other  professions.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  insult  has  been  thrown  upon  the  profession  in  this 
matter,  and  I  do  not  ask  for  myself  or  for  the  members  of 
the  profession  in  the  section  of  the  country  in  which  I  live, 
that  this  amendment  shall  be  concurred  in. 

House  divided  on  motion  of  Mr.  Jameison  to  disagree 
with  proviso  1  of  amendment  3. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allen, 

Fisher, 

McDougall  (C.  Breton), 

Allison, 

Forbes, 

McIntyre, 

Armstrong, 

Foster, 

Mclsaac, 

Auger, 

Gillmor, 

McLelan, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Gordon, 

McMullen, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Guillet, 

McNeill, 

Barnard, 

Gunn, 

Mills, 

Bernier, 

Hackett, 

Harley, 

Mulock, 

Blake, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bourassa, 

Hilliard, 

Platt, 

Bowell, 

Burpee, 

Holton, 

Ray, 

Innes, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Irvine, 

Sommerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Jameison, 

Sommerville  (Bruce), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Jenkins, 

Springer, 

Cartwright, 

Kaulbach, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Casey, 

King, 

Taylor, 

Catudal, 

Kinney, 

Temple, 

Cimon, 

Kirk, 

Trow, 

Cochrane, 

Langelier, 

Vail, 

Colby, 

Laurier, 

Wallace  (York), 

Davies, 

Lister, 

Watson, 

Dundas, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

White  (Hastings), 

Fairbank, 

Mackenzie, 

Wilson, 

Ferguson(Leeds&Gren  )McCraney, 

Nats  : 
Messieurs 

Wright. — 75. 

Abbott, 

Dodd, 

Mitchell, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Dupont, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Farrow, 

Beaty, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Orton, 

Bell, 

Fortin, 

Paint, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Gaudet, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Gault, 

Gigault, 

Pinsonneault, 

Blopdeau, 

Pruyn, 
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Boss6, 

Burnham, 

Burns, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Casgrain, 

Chapleau, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 


Girouard, 

Grandbois, 

Guay, 

Guilbault, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


De8aulniers(Maski’nge)McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Desaulniers  (St.  M’ rice), McCarthy, 

Desjardins,  McGreevy, 

Dickinson,  Massue, 


Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton) 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Rykert, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Tupper, 

Valin, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Wells, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Wood  (  Brock ville), 
Wood  (WeBim’land)-84. 


Motion  negatived. 

Mr.  HICKEY  moved  that  the  amendment  be  now  con¬ 
curred  in. 


Mr.  JAMIESON  moved,  that  so  much  of  Proviso  2  of  the 
third  amendment,  as  is  numbered  1,2,  3  and  4,  be  disagreed 
to  for  the  following  reason  : — 

“  Because  the  same  is  unnecessary,  inasmuch  as  the  Act  does  not 
prohibit  such  sales.” 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (Oxford).  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  one  fact  as  a  reason  why  the  motion  should  not  prevail, 
and  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  necessary.  The  College  of 
Pharmacy  has  taken  a  high  legal  opinion  upon  this  matter, 
and  that  opinion  is,  that  druggists  are  liable  to  prosecution 
under  the  Act  as  it  now  stands,  and  they  ask  for  these 
amendments  to  protect  themselves.  I  think  the  amend¬ 
ments  are  in  the  interests  of  the  people,  and  will  not  lessen 
the  prohibitive  character  of  the  Scott  Act.  This  legal 
opinion  having  been  given,  and  the  amendments  having 
been  inserted  by  the  Senate  in  accordance  with  the  wish  of 
the  College  of  Pharmacy,  and  not  opposed  by  strong  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  Scott  Act,  I  think  they  should  be  allowed. 
The  members  of  that  college  are  very  respectable  citizens, 
and  I  am  sure  they  have  no  intention  of  destroying  in  any 
way  the  effect  of  the  Scott  Act  by  these  amendments. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  So  far  as  some  of  these  amendments 
are  concerned,  I  do  not  suppose  there  will  be  any  objection 
to  them.  Of  course,  my  impression  is,  and  it  is  the  opinion 
of  others  with  whom  I  have  conversed  upon  this  question, 
that  the  Scott  Act  does  not  prohibit  chemists  and  druggists 
from  dispensing  many,  or  in  fact  all,  of  the  preparations 
which  are  enumerated  here.  The  most  objectionable  one — 
and  if  it  were  eliminated  I  would  have  no  objection  to  the 
rest — is  the  fifth  one,  alcohol. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  is  not  now  before  us  ;  we  have 
not  reached  the  fifth. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  Then  only  one  question  arises  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  matter.  Under  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  a  chemist  or  druggist  requires  to  hold  a  license  before 
he  can  dispense  intoxicating  liquors  of  any  kind,  even  under 
the  certificate  of  a  medical  man.  I  do  not  quite  understand 
the  effect  of  this  amendment.  A  druggist,  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  became  law,  would  be  able  to  dispense  liquors  under 
the  certificate  of  a  medical  man  without  holding  any 
license. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  entirely  disagree  with  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson),  because,  if 
you  accept  the  plain  wording  of  the  Act,  no  other  interpre¬ 
tation  can  be  given  of  the  provision  than  that  druggists 
will  be  prevented  from  selling.  The  Act  says  that  from 
the  day  the  Act  comes  into  force  no  person  shall  be  allowed 
to  sell  alcoholic  liquors,  etc.,  or  any  mixture  containing 
alcohol,  capable  of  being  used  as  a  beverage— except  for 
medicinal  purposes.  It  does  not  make  any  exception  when, 
for  medicinal  purposes,  it  says  they  shall  only  be  sold  by 
druggists  or  other  vendors  who  may  be  specially  licensed  by 
Mr.  Platt, 


the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council.  It  may  be  that  in  a  large 
village  or  small  town  there  are  two  or  three  druggists  and  as 
many  medical  men.  Each  medical  man  sends  his  prescrip¬ 
tions  to  his  own  druggist.  But  one  druggist  only  will  be 
fortunate  enough  to  secure  a  license,  and  the  other  drug¬ 
gists  will  be  unable  to  dispense  or  sell  any  alcoholic  liquor, 
even  under  the  prescription  of  a  medical  man,  however 
small  the  quantity.  This  is  the  opinion  given  by  a  very 
respectable  legal  firm  in  Toronto — as  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland) — at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Elliott  and  other  druggists  of  Toronto,  some  druggists 
of  the  city  of  London,  Hamilton  and  other  places.  The  pro¬ 
fessional  opinion  given  by  that  legal  firm  was  this :  That  it 
was  impossible  for  any  druggist  to  dispense  or  sell 
liquor  not  only  for  medicinal  purposes  but  for  preparations 
contained  in  the  pharmaeopcea,  without  violating  the  law. 
As  I  understand  the  wording  of  the  Temperance  Act,  it  is 
this  :  That  all  classes  of  alcoholic  liquors  that  may  be  used 
as  beverages  are  prohibited.  There  is  no  denying  the  fact 
that  the  ordinary  tinctures  can  be  used  as  beverages.  There¬ 
fore,  they  are  included  within  the  law,  and  any  person  dis¬ 
pensing  or  selling  them  violates  the  law.  With  respect  to 
bay  rum,  which  is  a  preparation  in  the  pharmacopcea,  it  may 
be  used  as  a  beverage.  So  the  selling  of  that  article  will  be 
a  violation  of  the  law.  To  sell  tinctures  and  many  of 
the  medicinal  wines  will  bo  a  violation  of  the  law.  When 
we  have  the  high  authority  I  have  mentioned,  that  the  sale 
of  these  articles  will  be  a  violation  of  the  law,  I  think  the 
House  ought  to  concede  the  necessity  of  the  amendment,  so 
as  to  prevent  a  very  large  class  of  the  community  from 
violating  the  law.  If  the  law  is  framed  so  that  an  ordinary 
business  cannot  be  carriod  on  without  violating  it,  it  would 
only  make  the  vendors  disregard  the  law,  and  druggists 
would  dispense  them  whether  they  violated  the  law  or  not, 
when  they  believed  such  articles  were  essential  to  the 
health  of  the  people. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  is  no  question  as  to  the  violation  of 
the  principle  of  the  Scott  Act  in  the  point  under  discussion. 
This  matter  was  very  fully  discussed  when  the  Bill  was 
before  the  House  in  the  first  instance,  and  I  understood 
there  was  a  general  consensus  of  opinion  among  legal  gen- 
tlemon  that  the  Scott  Act  as  it  stands  allows  the  sale  of  such 
preparations  as  are  mentioned  in  the  amendment.  There 
seemed  to  be  no  question,  then,  as  to  the  liberty  given  to 
druggists  to  sell  medicinal  preparations  and  dispense  per- 
scriptions  containing  alcohol.  For  that  reason  I  suppose 
no  action  was  taken  in  the  House.  Bat  attention  has  since 
been  called  to  a  very  high  legal  opinion  given  on  the  other 
side  of  the  question  to  the  effect  that  the  Scott  Act  does 
not  protect  the  druggists  in  making  prescriptions  or  selling 
medicinal  preparations  containing  alcohol.  As  this 
is  a  purely  legal  question  concerning  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Act,  I  do  not  intend  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  of  my  own,  but  I  will  merely  say  that  in  the 
meantime,  unless  and  until  we  have  an  equally  strong  and 
influential  legal  opinion  to  the  opposite  effect,  X  should  feel 
bound  to  follow  the  legal  opinion  already  given  as  that  of 
gentlemen  who  are  paid  for  giving  it  and  who  have  given  it 
their  full  attention.  For  that  reason  I  intend  to  support 
the  retention  of  the  Senate  amendment.  That  is  my  posi¬ 
tion  at  present;  but,  of  course,  if  the  House  is  satisfied  that 
the  Scott  Act  does  afford  sufficient  protection  to  those 
tradesmen,  I  think  it  would  be  introducing  needless  surplus¬ 
age  to  retain  this  amendment.  We  have  not  yet  heard  from 
the  legal  authorities  of  the  House  on  the  subject.  If  they  say 
it  is  absolutely  unnecessary,  I  am  willing  to  vote  to  strike 
it  out;  if  they  say  there  is  the  least  doubt,  and  that  it  is 
necessary  to  protect  the  druggists,  I  shall  agree  with  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  reason  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  offered  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  for  disagree- 
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ing  with  this  amendment,  is  somewhat  unfortunate.  It  has 
been  statod  that  there  is  a  doubt  as  to  the  real  meaning  of 
the  Temperance  Act,  and  that  this  amendment  is  proposed 
in  order  to  remove  that  doubt.  The  hon.  gentleman  now 
proposes  a  motion  to  disagree  with  the  amendment  on 
the  ground  that  it  is  unnecessary.  He  does  not  say 
that  ho  objects  to  the  provisions  of  the  amendment  but 
simply  that  they  are  unnecessary,  that  the  Act  as  it  stands 
means  what  tho  amendment  proposes.  Well,  of  course,  it 
is,  as  a  rule,  a  very  futile  procedure  to  make  an  amendment 
in  order  that  the  Act  shall  continue  to  mean  that  which  it 
already  means,  but  if  there  have  been  well  grounded  doubts 
as  to  the  interpretation  of  the  Act,  and  if  that  interpreta¬ 
tion  be  obscure,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  a  very  strong 
reason  to  disagree  simply  because  the  amendment  is 
unnecessary.  Now,  I  do  not  rtate  with  any  degree  of 
positiveness — for  I  have  but  just  looked  at  this  amendment 
— but  I  do  throw  out  for  the  consideration  of  the  House 
the  suggestion  that  there  is  a  great  deal  more  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  than  the  hon.  member  for  North  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamie¬ 
son)  appears  to  think,  and  that  wo  have  a  much  graver 
question  before  us  than  that  which  ho  has  raised  in  the 
speech  he  has  made.  As  I  understand  it,uGder  the  Temperance 
Act,  as  it  now  stands,  prescriptions  of  alcoholic  liquor  can 
be  filled  only  upon  a  special  form  of  prescription  and  by  the 
specially  licensed  druggists.  Now,  the  question  has  been 
suggested,  as  the  only  question  arising  on  this  amendment, 
is  the  doubt  whether  prescriptions  of  the  character  of  com¬ 
pounds,  but  not  really  capable  of  being  used  as  beverages, 
are  safely  to  bo  supplied  by  the  ordinary  licensed  drug¬ 
gists,  not  specially  licensed  nor  under  a  special  prescription. 
1  confess  it  to  be  my  opinion  that  under  the  Temperance 
Act,  as  it  stands  now,  a  proscription  that  is  really  a  medical 
prescription,  although  it  may  contain  alcoholic  liquor,  is 
prevented  from  being  filled  by  the  ordinary  druggist.  It 
must,  however,  be  a  medical  prescription  in  this  sense : 
that  it  is  not  alcoholic  liquor,  and  that  it  is  not  capable  of 
being  used  as  a  beverage.  If  the  prescription  be,  for 
instance,  of  brandy,  or  rum,  or  whiskey,  8  ounces 
of  it,  with  a  little  taste  of  something  put  in  in 
infinitessimal  quantities,  which  will  perhaps  enhance  the 
agreeability  of  the  dose  of  8  ounces  of  alcoholic  liquor,  then 
that  is  capable  of  being  used  as  a  beverage,  and  I  fancy  tho 
prescription  is  to  be  filled  only  under  the  special  safeguards 
of  the  Act,  But  now  I  find  this  amendment,  and  1  would 
suggest  that  in  certain  of  its  clauses  it  goes  so  far  as  to  open 
the  door  to  prescriptions  really  of  alcoholic  liquor  by  all 
licensed  druggists,  although  those  prescriptions  be  not  pre¬ 
scriptions  containing  the  special  certificate,  and  although 
druggists  be  not  specially  licensed  druggists  under  the 
Temperance  Act ;  because  the  2nd  clause  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  says : 

“Physicians’  prescriptions  containing  spirituous  liquors,  if  sold  in 
quantities  of  not  more  than  8  ounces  at  any  one  time.” 

Now,  under  that,  I  maintain  that  the  physician  may 
prescribe  8  ounces  of  brandy,  or  whiskey,  or  rum,  and  that 
it  may  be  sold  without  a  special  certificate,  and  the 
prescription  may  be  filled  by  any  ordinarily  licensed  drug¬ 
gist.  Then  you  get  no  registration  of  such  prescriptions, 
you  get  none  of  the  safeguards  which  wore  provided  by  the 
Temperance  Act.  Therefore,  it  appears  to  mo,  at  this 
moment,  that  the  effect  of  this  amendment  is  very  much 
wider  than  the  hon.  member  for  North  Lanark  seems  to 
have  supposed,  and  that  in  effect  it  opens  the  door  to  an 
unregulated  sale,  by  all  the  druggists  in  the  country,  of 
prescriptions  of  alcoholic  liquor  not  exceeding  8  ounces, 
without  special  certificate,  without  requiring  a  certificate, 
and  without  thoso  prescriptions  which,  under  the  Temper¬ 
ance  Act,  surround  the  sale  of  alcoholic  liquors.  If  that 
view  be  correct  it  is  clear  we  have  now  a  much  more  im¬ 
portant  question  before  us  than  tho  hon.  member  supposed, 
and  that  the  reason  for  disagreeing  with  this  amendment 
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ought  to  be  of  a  different  character  from  that  which  is  in 
your  hands,  namely,  that  it  is  unnecessary,  because  in  tho 
opinion  of  some  it  may  be  unnecessary,  and  in  the  opinion 
of  others  it  may  be  very  harmful  indeed. 

Mr  ORTON.  I  have  not  heard  a  legal  opinion  expressed 
upon  the  subject,  but  I  do  know  that  wholesale  druggists 
consider  the  Act  as  it  is  now  interferes  very  seriously  with 
their  business — not  only  with  that  of  the  retail  druggists 
but  with  that  of  the  wholesale  druggists.  Mr.  Elliott,  of 
Toronto,  told  me  that  the  Act  under  the  present  shape  pre¬ 
vents  him  from  carrying  on  his  ordinary  business  as  a 
wholesale  druggist,  and  that  it  interferes  with  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  the  ordinary  preparations  required  in  his  busi¬ 
ness.  I  merely  state  what  I  said  to  be  the  opinion  obtained 
by  the  Pharmaceutical  Society,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the 
question  was  considered  carefully  by  them.  For  that  rea¬ 
son,  and  as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moves  to  disagree  has 
given  only  one  reason  for  dissenting  from  the  amendment, 
namely  that  the  Act  already  gives  the  power,  I  think 
this  House  can  do  no  harm  by  removing  any  doubt  upon 
tho  question. 

Mr.  SCRI VER.  In  justice  to  my  hon  friend  from  Lanark 
(Mr.  Jamieson),  I  wish  to  state  that  he  did  not  state  that 
the  only  reason  for  dissenting  from  the  amendment  was  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  it.  I  heard  him  distinctly  raise 
the  point  suggested  by  the  hon.  tho  loader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  namely,  that  it  would  greatly  increase  the  powers  of 
selling  on  the  part  of  unlicensed  druggists,  whereas,  in  tho 
Act  as  it  now  stands,  the  sale  is  confined  to  one  particular 
druggist  in  each  municipality,  or  to  druggists  representing 
a  certain  number  of  inhabitants  in  cities  and  towns.  He 
held  that  if  the  amendment  is  passed,  there  would  be  no 
restriction  in  this  respect,  and  that  all  properly  licensed 
druggists  would  be  permitted  to  sell  under  such  restrictions 
as  are  given  in  the  Act. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Certainly  there  are  much  stronger  objec¬ 
tions  to  this  amendment  than  thoso  which  have  been  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  member  for  Lanark,  if  tho  opinions 
which  have  been  given  by  the  hon.  momber  for  Durham 
are  correct.  It  practically  allows  any  and  every  druggist 
and  chemist  in  the  Scott  Act  county  to  sell  liquor  without 
keeping  a  register  and  without  requiring  a  certificate  from 
a  medical  practitioner  or  a  clergyman.  I  confess  that  in 
reading  over  tho  amendments  of  the  Senate  1  did  not  so 
understand  it.  I  supposed  it  only  meant  physicians’  pre¬ 
scriptions  containing  alcohol,  but  not  thoso  made  entirely 
of  alcohol ;  but  I  do  not  profess  to  be  able  to  say  whether 
that  is  the  case  or  not.  I  should  suppose  that  if  it  meant 
simply  physicians’  prescriptions  of  alcohol  it  would  have 
stated  so  specifically,  but  that  if  it  said  “  containing  alcohol  ” 
it  would  moan  that  the  compound  contained  something  else 
besides.  If  it  does  not  mean  pure  alcohol,  there  is  no 
great  objection  to  the  amendment,  and  if  it  does  the 
objection  is  absolutely  necessary.  If  the  House  does  not 
wish  to  impair  the  whole  working  of  the  Scot  Act  in 
those  counties  where  it  is  adopted,  or  in  which  it  may  here¬ 
after  be  adopted,  they  should  reject  the  amendment.  I  was 
not  at  first  myself  disposed  to  think  that  there  was  any 
particular  objection  to  this  amendment  of  the  Senate,  but 
now  I  must  concur  in  the  motion  to  reject  it,  for  if  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  is  the  correct 
legal  opinion,  there  is  no  question  but  this  clause,  if  passed, 
will  practically  annihilate  tho  good  working  of  tho  Scott 
Act  iu  thoso  counties  in  which  it  is  adopted,  and  if  this 
House  wishes  to  take  upon  itself  the  responsibility  of  doing 
that,  then  they  should  concur  in  the  amendment.  But  I 
protest  vigorously  against  its  passage,  if  it  is  possible  that 
the  amendment  may  be  construed  to  have  that  effect;  and 
I  think  that  it  is  my  duty  and  the  duty  of  evory  one  who 
has  at  heart  the  practical  and  efficient  working  of  the  Scott 
Act,  to  reject  the  amendment. 


2650 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  amendment  from  the  Senate,  is 
very  wide,  and  it  is  liable  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  However,  the  House  must 
remember  that  we  have  already  decided  that  the  duly  licen¬ 
sed  medical  practitioners  may  dispense  alcoholic  liquors  for 
exclusively  medicinal  purposes,  and  if  they  can  then  cer¬ 
tainly  druggists  can  prepare  the  physicians’  prescriptions 
to  the  same  effect.  It  does  not  make  any  alteration ;  it 
only  gives  the  druggist  the  right  to  make  up  the  prescrip¬ 
tions  which  the  physician  prepares,  and  which  we  have 
already  decided  to-day  they  would  have  a  right  to  do. 
With  respect  to  the  restrictions  of  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  thero  is  no  doubt  that  a  druggist  even  for  medicinal 
purposes,  cannot  sell  any  intoxicating  liquors  without  a 
special  license  from  the  Lieutenant  Governor.  The  only 
question  is  whether  he  is  confined  to  the  sale  of  the  liquor 
itself,  or  whether  the  druggist  can  make  up  a  prescription, 
one  of  the  component  parts  of  which  is  alcohol.  Well,  I 
think  there  is  more  than  a  doubt  upon  that,  but  I  speak 
with  hesitation,  as  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  thinks  that  on  the  whole  it  will  not  interfere  with  the 
prescriptions  which  are  made  up  legitimately  by  a  medical 
man,  although  such  prescriptions  contain  alcohol.  I  think 
there  is  more  than  a  doubt  upon  that  point.  I  think  if  the 
article  sold  contains  alcohol,  although  it  may  be  mixed  with 
other  ingredients,  yet  the  statute  may  apply. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Act  as  it  stands  at  present,  says  that 
certain  druggists  and  vendors  shall  be  licensed,  and  those 
shall  be  the  only  persons  duly  authorised  to  fill  prescrip¬ 
tions.  They  have  to  keep  a  register  of  those  certificates 
and  have  to  make  a  return  of  them.  Now,  by  the  amend¬ 
ment  already  passed,  you  have  allowed  physicians  to  dis¬ 
pense  all  prescriptions  they  chose  to  give.  That  certainly 
lakes  away  all  these  cases  of  hardship  spoken  of  by  our 
friends  the  physicians,  who  were  in  favor  of  that  clause. 
Now,  in  addition,  if  this  passes,  you  are  going  to  allow 
every  chemist  and  druggist  to  sell  physicians’  prescriptions 
without  license,  to  keep  no  register,  to  make  no  return,  and 
it  will  certainly  take  away  all  the  safeguards  of  the  Act, 
and  leave  a  widely  opened  door  to  continual  abuses. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  We  are  certainly  under  groat 
disadvantage  in  discussing  this  question,  inasmuch  as  we 
have  not  before  us  the  amendments  passed  in  the  Senate. 
We  have  only  been  supplied  with  the  Bill  as  passed 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  the  Senate,  not  the  Bill 
after  its  third  reading,  and  in  this  particular  case,  it 
is  very  awkward  to  be  obliged  to  talk  on  a  subject 
like  this  when  we  have  not  really  had  an  opportunity  of 
looking  at  the  precise  words  of  the  amendment  made  by  the 
Senate.  Why  we  should  be  called  upon  to  disagree  from 
amendments  we  have  never  seen,  I  really  do  not  understand. 
I  think  we  ought  to  have  some  means  by  which  we  could 
got  possession  of  the  exact  words  of  the  amendment, 
especially  such  an  amendment  as  this,  before  we  are  called 
upon  to  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
on  that  point,  but  if  he  will  look  at  tho  Senate’s  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  26th  of  May  he  will  find  that 
they  are  all  set  out  at  length.  With  reference  to 
this  particular  question,  I  cannot  say  that  I  see  any  diffi¬ 
culty  in  disposing  of  it.  The  reason  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lanark  proposes  to  give  for  dissenting  to  this  amendment 
is  that  it  is  not  necessary.  The  hon.  member  for  Oxford 
has  stated,  I  presume  from  his  own  knowledge,  that  a  high 
legal  authority  has  pronounced  that  it  is  necessary.  In  that 
state  of  affairs,  surely  we  are  not  going  wrong  in  simply 
voting  to  remove  a  doubt ;  because  that  is  all  we  are  doing. 
If  these  particular  articles  are  not  covered  by  the  Scott  Act, 
as  my  hon.  friend  from  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  says,  there 
is  no  harm  in  saying  they  are  not.  If  there  is  a  doubt 
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about  it,  and  it  is  not  intended  they  should  be  covered, 
the  doubt  would  be  removed.  That  being  the  only  reason 
he  gives  for  his  motion  to  reject  tho  Senate  amendment,  it 
seems  to  me  it  is  wholly  without  foundation. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  So  far  as  I  was  concerned,  I  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  cover  a  quire  of  paper  with  reasons  ; 
and,  moreover,  in  looking  into  this  matter,  I  was  not  very 
sure  as  to  the  meaning  or  the  extent  of  the  second  para¬ 
graph.  I  had  my  doubts  with  reference  to  it,  and  I  sug¬ 
gested  these  doubts,  I  think,  when  I  spoke  a  few  moments 
ago.  Now,  I  agreo  with  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr. 
Fostor)  and  some  others,  who  say  that  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment  in  tho  present  shape,  and  with  the  light  we 
have  now  thrown  upon  it,  would  be  a  very  serious  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  enforcing  the  Canada  Temperance  Act.  Are 
we  prepared  to  allow  every  chemist  and  druggist  through¬ 
out  the  country,  in  counties  where  that  Act  has  been 
adopted,  to  dispense  alcoholic  liquors  to  the  extent  of  8 
ounces  ?  I  think  it  would  be  a  most  unwise  thing  to  do, 
and  as  one  who  has  a  strong  opinion  of  the  efficiency  of 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  if  properly  worked,  I  most 
decidedly  object  to  it.  So  far  as  any  legal  opinion  is  con¬ 
cerned,  I  hold  it  is  not  binding  on  this  House.  We,  as  the 
representatives  of  the  people  and  the  guardians  of  the 
rights  of  the  people,  have  to  exercise  our  own  judgment  on 
all  questions  of  this  kind,  and  I  trust  that  in  dealing  with 
this  question  the  members  of  tbis  House  will  act  inde¬ 
pendently,  and  not  be  governed  by  any  legal  opinion  which 
may  be  given. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  think  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of 
1878  was  not  intended  by  its  promoters  or  supporters  to 
operate  against  the  legitimate  use  of  alcoholic  spirits.  It 
was  only  intended  to  meet  the  ordinary  sale  of  liquors  in 
bar  rooms.  But  now  it  is  desired  by  these  people  to  inter¬ 
fere,  not  only  with  tho  legitimate  use,  but  the  skilful  use, 
of  these  things.  We  allow  druggists  to  handle  morphia  and 
other  poisons  of  various  kinds,  but  because  it  is  liquor, 
which  these  people  wish  to  keep  out  of  bars,  they  seek  to 
annihilate  this  trade  as  well.  The  Act  asks  to  restrain 
and  prevent  the  general  sale  of  liquor,  but  when  these 
gentlemen  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  legitimate  sale  of 
alcohol  as  a  drug  I  think  sensible  men  cannot  sympathise 
with  them. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  just  rise  to  say  that  several  counties 
in  the  Dominion  are  making  very  large  sacrifices  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  tho  Scott  Act  a  fair  trial,  because  they 
will  virtually  lose  all  the  license  money  which  they  have 
been  accustomed  to  receive  for  the  privilege  of  selling  liquor. 
If  the  Act  is  going  to  be  so  amended  as  to  allow  druggists 
and  doctors  to  sell  liquors,  the  efficiency  of  the  whole  Act  is 
going  to  be  virtually  destroyed.  The  people  are  deeply 
interested  in  this  matter,  and  if  we  are  going  to  give  the 
Scott  Act  a  fair  trial,  we  should  allow  them  to  have  their 
own  way ;  but  if  wo  are  going  to  allow  druggists  and  doc¬ 
tors  to  sell  indiscriminately,  without  any  restriction,  we  are 
going  to  produce  a  demoralising  state  of  things  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  liquor  traffic  that  is  going  to  have  a  serious 
effect.  After  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  I  think  it  quite  clear  that,  if  this  clause  is 
allowed  to  pass  in  its  present  form,  it  will  enable  druggists 
to  deal  out  liquor  without  any  restriction  whatever.  If  we 
are  going  to  do  that,  we  had  bettor  annul  the  Act  alto¬ 
gether,  and  leave  things  as  they  are. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  suppose  that  as  this  amend 
ment  is  printed  in  the  Minutes  of  the  Senate,  we  may  refer 
to  what  took  place  there. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  another  place. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  remarkable  circumstance 
is  that  this  particular  sub-section  was  actually  accepted  by 
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those  supposed  to  be  tlfe  friends  of  the  Canada  Tomperanco 
Act  in  another  place.  There  are  five  sub-sections  ;  the  first 
relates  to  preparations  authorised  by  the  ordinary  pharma- 
copcea,  the  second  to  physicians’  prescriptions,  the  third  to 
patent  medicinos  except  such  as  are  known  to  the 
vendor  to  bo  capable  of  being  used  as  beverages,  the  fourth 
to  eau  de  Cologne,  bay  rum  and  articles  of  that  kind,  and 
the  fifth  to  alcohol  or  methylate  spirits  for  pharmaceutical, 
chemical  or  mechanical  uses.  The  only  objection  made  by  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Scott,  whose  name  has  been  attached  to  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  as  its  original  promoter,  was  to  the  third 
and  fourth  of  these  sub-sections,  but  he  made  no  objection 
to  the  one  relating  to  physicians’  prescriptions.  It  appears 
to  me,  looking  at  what  occurs  in  cities  and  large  towns, 
that  it  would  be  exceedingly  inconvenient  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  were  not  inserted.  It  is  well  known  that  there  med¬ 
ical  men  do  not'make  up  thoir  own  prescriptions,  generally 
speaking,  but  send  them  to  the  druggists  whom  they  favor. 
There  has  been  a  suggestion — I  think  an  improper  one — 
that  there  has  been  a  kind  of  partnership  between  the  med¬ 
ical  man  and  the  chemist;  but  the  ground  on  which  they 
put  this  practice  is  this,  that  as  they  are  responsible  for 
the  medicine  they  prescribe,  they  should  have  some  choice 
in  the  way  in  which  it  is  put  up,  and  they  therefore  hold 
themselves  responsible  for  the  character  of  the  chemist  to 
whom  they  entrust  the  dispensing  of  their  prescription.  A 
medical  man  will  generally  advise  his  patient  to  go  to  a 
particular  druggist  to  have  his  prescription  made  up.  In  a 
large  city  a  druggist  might  be  appointed  who  is  not  in  the 
confidence  of  the  medical  faculty ;  and  surely  it  would  be 
inconvenient  if  a  medical  man  were  compelled  to  send 
his  prescriptions  to  a  druggist  in  whom  ho  had  no  confi¬ 
dence,  or  else  adopt  the  plan  of  making  up  his  own  prescrip¬ 
tions,  which  he  had  abandoned  long  years  ago.  I  fancy 
that  must  be  the  reason  why  this  particular  sub-section  was 
accepted,  and  in  fact  it  was  accepted  in  another  place  with¬ 
out  any  division  at  all.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MoCBANEY.  It  is  quite  clear,  from  the  position 
taken  by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the  hon. 
the  loader  of  the  Government,  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
more  in  the  amendment  than  at  first  appears.  It  appears 
quite  clear  that  any  druggist  can  sell  up  to  the  amount  of  8 
ounces  of  liquor.  Now,  we  have  passed  a  clause  giving  to 
physicians  the  right  to  prescribe  up  to  8  ounces,  and  I  think 
it  is  a  very  dangerous  clause.  While  I  agree  there  are  many 
honorable  physicians,  I  know  there  are  a  great  many  who 
are  not  so  honorable;  and  what  is  there  to  hinder  a  hotel 
keeper  taking  a  physician  who  would  be  dishonorable 
enough  into  his  hotel  and  having  him  prescribe  and  dispense 
liquor  ?  Or  what  is  there  to  prevent  a  hotel  keeper  engag¬ 
ing  a  licensed  druggist  in  his  hotel  and  having  him  pre¬ 
scribe  liquor,  and  sell  it?  Or  what  is  to  prevent  an 
unscrupulous  physician  from  turning  his  drug  shop  into  a 
common  dram  shop  and  dispensing  liquor  up  to  8  ounces, 
to  all  who  require  it  ?  Or  what  is  to  prevent  a  dishonorable 
druggist  from  doing  the  same  under  this  clause  while  ho  is 
exempt  entirely  from  paying  any  license  ?  The  Parliament 
of  1878  gave  the  country  the  Scott  Act,  and  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  Parliament  to  make  that  Scott  Act  workable. 
It  is  unfair  to  the  people  who  have  spent  much  time  and 
money  in  order  to  carry  out  this  principle  of  prohibition 
to  put  them  off  in  this  way,  by  inserting  an  amendment 
which  will  tend  to  destroy  the  efficiency  of  the  Act. 

House  divided  on  motion  of' Mr.  Jamieson  to  disagree  with 
proviso  2  of  3rd  amendment. 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Allen,  Foster,  McIntyre, 

Allison,  Gillmor,  Mclsaac, 

Armstrong,  Gordon,  McLelan, 

Anger,  Quillet,  McMullen, 


Bain  (Wentworth), 

Gunn, 

Mulock, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Hackett, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Barnard, 

Harley, 

Ray, 

Bourassa, 

Hilliard, 

Scriver, 

Shakespeare, 

Bowell, 

Holton, 

Burpee, 

Innes, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Irvine, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Jamieson, 

Springer, 

Oimon, 

Kaulbach, 

Taylor, 

Cochrane, 

King, 

Trow, 

Colby, 

Kinney, 

Wallace  (York), 

Dundas, 

Kirk, 

Watson, 

Ferguson(Leeds&Gren), Macdonald  (King’s), 

White  (Hastings), 

Fisher, 

McCraney, 

Nats  : 
Messieurs 

Wright. — 64. 

Abbott, 

Dugas, 

McDougall  (C.  Breton), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Dupont, 

McGreevy, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Fairbank, 

McNeill, 

Beaty, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Massue, 

Bell, 

Mills, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Fortin, 

Gagne, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Bernier, 

Gaudet, 

Montplaisir, 

Billy, 

Gault, 

Gigault, 

Orton, 

Blake, 

Paint, 

Blondeau, 

Girouard, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Burnham, 

Grandbois, 

Pinsonueault, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Guay, 

Platt, 

Pope, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Guilbault, 

Haggart, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Pruyn, 

Carling, 

Hall, 

Riopel, 

Caron, 

Cartwright, 

Hesson,  c 

Hickey, 

, Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Casey, 

Homer, 

Ross, 

Royal, 

Casgrain, 

Hurteau, 

Catudal, 

Jenkins, 

Rykert, 

Chapleau, 

Kilvert, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Oostigan, 

Kranz, 

Coughlin, 

Labrosse, 

Stairs, 

Coursol, 

Landerkin, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Curran, 

Taschereau, 

Cuthbert, 

Langelier, 

Tass6, 

Daly, 

Langevin, 

Tupper, 

Daoust, 

Lesage, 

Vail, 

Davies, 

Lister, 

Valin, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Vanasse, 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge),  Mackenzie, 

Wells 

White  (Cardwell), 

Desaulniers(St.  M’rice), Mackintosh, 

Desjardins, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Wilson, 

Dickinson, 

McOallum, 

McCarthy, 

Wood  (Brockville), 

Dodd, 

Wood  (  Westm’lnd)-108. 

Motion  negatived. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  could  not  assent  to  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson),  being  of  opinion 
that  the  second  proviso  is  not  the  law  as  it  stands.  It  is 
tolerably  clear  with  reference  to  the  prescription  of  8  ounces, 
that  the  proviso  cannot  be  carried  out  under  the  existing 
law  and  therefore  it  is  an  enlargement  of  the  Act.  I  there¬ 
fore  could  not  support  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  on  the 
ground  that  the  amendments  are  unnecessary  because  the 
powers  given  in  them  can  be  exercised  under  the  law  as  it 
is.  1  am,  however,  opposed  to  the  second  sub-section  or 
proviso  and  cannot  record  my  vote  in  favor  of  its  passing. 
As  to  the  other  ones,  although  there  is  some  doubt  as  to 
their  being  susceptible  of  passing,  yet  upon  the  whole  I 
have  decided  to  give  my  individual  support  to  the  other  3 
provisoes  which  were  under  discussion  on  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Lanark.  There  remains  5  to  be  dealt  with 
under  different  circumstances  to  all  those  3.  It 
seems  to  me  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  is  quite  cor¬ 
rect  that  they  are  practically  unnecessary,  although  I 
felt  some  little  difficulty  about  them,  and  on  the  whole  I 
think  the  argument  is  in  favor  of  passing  them  in  view  of 
the  doubt.  As  to  the  second  sub-section,  I  think — and  this 
view,  I  believe,  is  concurred  in  by  the  First  Minister — that 
this  is  a  very  wide  clause,  being,  in  fact,  quite  a  new  propo¬ 
sition  which  was  not  in  the  Act.  The  First  Minister  pointed 
out  that  the  House  had  just  agreed  to  an  unregulated  sale 
by  physicians  themselves  of  alcoholic  prescriptions.  That 
is  true,  but  it  is  carrying  the  case  a  good  deal  further  to 
provide  for  the  unregulated  sale  by  druggists,  on  prescrip¬ 
tions.  At  any  rate  those  who  voted  against  the  unregulated 


2652 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


June  18, 


Bale  by  physicians  will  feel  it  necessary  to  vote  against  the 
unregulated  sale  by  druggists. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  wish  to  say,  in  view  of  the  course  I  am 
going  to  take,  that  I  have  voted  against  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Lanark  for  the  same  reasons  as 
those  given  by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
that  I  intend  to  vote  against  this  amendment  for  the  same 
reason.  There  is  in  my  mind  a  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
Scott  Act  exempts  druggists  from  the  penalties  of  the  law, 
because  we  have  a  legal  opinion  one  way  and  a  legal  opinion 
the  other  way.  My  hon.  friend  from  North  Lanark  says  we 
should  not  regard  legal  opinions  but  use  our  own  judgment. 
We  must  use  our  own  judgment  in  making  or  amending 
laws,  but  one  thing  on  which  we  form  our  judgment  must 
be  the  interpretation  of  the  laws  as  they  at  ^present  stand. 
When  we  are  asked  to  amend  a  law,  we  must  know  how 
that  law  stands,  and  must  take  the  best  legal  opinions,  if 
there  have  been  no  judicial  decisions.  In  this  case,  the  legal 
opinions  show  that  there  is  a  doubt,  to  say  the  least,  as  to 
the  position  of  the  druggist  under  the  Scott  Act.  1  am 
quite  willing  to  support  as  much  of  the  Senate  amendment 
as  is  intended  to  remove  that  doubt,  without  going  any  fur- 
ther,  but  I  must  refuse  to  accept  sub-section  2  of  that 
amondnent  which  seems,  on  the  excellent  authority  of  the 
leaders  of  both  sides,  to  go  a  great  deal  further.  If  that 
Bub-section  is  removed  or  changed,  I  will  support  the  rest  of 
the  amendment,  but  until  it  is  so  struck  out  or  amended,  I 
shall  feel  it  necessary  to  vote  against  the  amendment  as  a 
whole.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
charge  of  this  Bill  will  be  able  to  express  their  views  on  the 
subject  byway  of  some  amendment  or  resolution  to  meet 
the  case. 

Mr.  ORTON  moved  concurrence  in  the  amendment  from 
the  Senate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  order  to  be  logical,  I 
think  we  must  vote  in  favor  of  the  second  paragraph  now 
before  the  House,  that  is  to  say  that  nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  interfere  with  physicians’  prescriptions  containing 
spirituous  liquors,  if  sold  in  quantities  of  not  more  than  8 
ounces  at  any  one  time.  We  have  already  voted  that  duly 
licensed  medical  practitioners  may  dispense  alcoholic 
liquors  for  medicinal  purposes.  If  the  medical  man  him¬ 
self  can  dispense  alcoholic  liquors  for  medicinal  purposes, 
I  see  no  reason  why  he  may  not  give  a  presceiption  for  the 
druggist  to  make  up.  If  he  had  the  drugs  and  appliances 
himself  he  would  make  the  prescription  up  himself,  and  I 
think  this  is  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  first  vote  on 
this  question.  We  know  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  cities 
the  medical  men  do  not  keep  dispensaries  and  do  not  make 
up  their  own  medicines,  and  therefore,  if  this  were  objected 
to,  the  result  would  be  that,  in  the  country  parts,  where 
medical  men  do  make  up  their  own  prescriptions  and  have 
the  alcohol  in  thoir  dispensaries,  they  would  be  able  to 
make  up  the  prescriptions,  but,  in  a  town  or  city,  they 
could  not  do  so.  The  medical  man  would  have  to  keep 
the  alcohol  on  hand  in  his  own  dispensary  in  order  to  avoid 
the  provisions  of  the  Act.  I  must  support  the  second 
paragraph. 

Mr.  MILLS.  As  I  understand  the  second  section,  the 
prescription  might  be  pure  alcohol ;  it  need  not  contain  any 
other  ingredient,  as  it  would  if  prescribed  by  a  physician  ; 
and  to  authorise  the  sale  by  an  ordinary  druggist  would  be 
scarcely  consistent  with  the  other  provisions  of  the  Act 
already  agreed  to  by  this  House.  It  was  provided  in  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  that,  if  alcohol  is  to  be  used  as  a 
medicine,  it  must  be  sold  by  a  party  who  has  no  interest  in 
the  physician’s  prescription,  and  thero  must  be  a  registra¬ 
tion  as  well.  There  is  no  provision  for  registration  here  ; 
there  is  no  provision  that  it  shall  not  be  pure  alcohol.  What 
wo  are  doing  here  is  to  render  the  Act  wholly  inoperative. 

Mr.  Blake. 


We  ought  either  to  repeal  the  law  altogether,  or  to  give  it 
a  fair  trial  where  the  majority  of  the  electors  have  adopted 
it ;  but  this  Houso,  by  these  amendments,  is  doing  every¬ 
thing  in  its  power  to  make  it  impossible  that  the  law  can 
be  fairly  carried  out. 

Mr.  JAMIESON  then  moved,  that  the  second  paragraph 
of  proviso  2  of  the  said  third  amendment  be  disagreed  to  lor 
the  following  reason  : — 

Because  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  Surely  that  amendment  is 
not  in  order.  My  hon.  friend,  first  of  all,  moved  that  the 
amendment  to  four  paragraphs  be  not  assented  to  Then, 
that  having  boen  voted  down,  he  moved  that  one  of  those 
amendments  be  not  assented  to.  Surely  we  are  not  called 
upon  to  vote  a  second  time  on  the  same  thiDg.  The  whole 
includes  the  part. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  two  reasons  against  the  views 
of  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  whole  may  include  the  part, 
but  some  parts  of  the  whole  may  be  unobjectionable,  and 
others  may  be  objectionable.  In  tho  first  place,  while  some 
of  us  wore  opposed  to  the  passing  of  the  clause,  others 
were  opposed  also  to  the  reason  which  was  proposed  to  bo 
given.  This  is  a  very  different  reason  to  that  proposed 
formerly. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  Then  tho  motion  should 
have  been  by  way  of  amendment - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  not  at  all. - - 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria) — lo  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson). 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  it  is  a  fresh  motion. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (Oxford).  I  wish  to  say  one  word 
in  explanation  of  my  position  on  this  amendment.  The 
House  has  adopted  the  amendment  to  allow  physicians  to 
dispense  liquors  in  limited  quantities,  and  if  we  leave  this 
clause  in  this  amendment  allowing  druggists  to  fill  prescrip¬ 
tions  of  8  ounces  in  Scott  Act  counties,  many  doctors,  if 
they  cannot  give  these  prescriptions  to  druggists,  will  be 
compelled  to  keep  the  liquor  and  dispense  it  for  themselvos. 
This  clause  in  this  amendment,  1  think,  is  a  considerable 
improvement  to  the  amendment  already  adopted  by  the 
House,  and  for  that  reason  I  shall  have  to  vote  against  the 
amendment  of  the  member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson). 

House  divided  on  motion  of  Mr.  Jamieson  as  above. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allen, 

Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren.lMcLelan, 

Allison, 

Fisher, 

McMullen, 

Armstrong, 

Forbes, 

McNeill, 

Auger, 

Foster, 

Mills, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Gillmor, 

Mu  lock, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Gordon, 

Paint, 

Barnard, 

Guillet, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bernier, 

Gunn, 

Ray, 

Blake, 

Hackett, 

Scriver, 

Bourassa, 

Harley, 

Shakespeare, 

Bowell, 

Hilliard, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Bryson, 

Holton, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Burpee, 

Innes, 

Springer, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Irvine, 

Taylor, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Jamieson, 

Temple, 

Cartwright(dir  Rich ’d),  King, 

Trow, 

Casey, 

Kinney, 

Vail, 

Catudal, 

Kirk, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Cimon, 

Laurier, 

Wallace  (Kork), 

Cochrane, 

Lister, 

Watson, 

Colby, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Wells, 

Davies, 

Mackenzie, 

White  (Hastings), 

Dickinson, 

McOraney, 

White  (Renfrew), 

Dundas, 

McIntyre, 

Wilson, 

Fairbank, 

Mclsaac, 

Wright. — ft). 

1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


2653 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Mr.  FISHEE.  I  wish  to  move  an  amendment  to  the  3rd 
amendment  from  the  Senate,  by  adding  the  following 


.Abbott, 

Bain  (boulanges), 
Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Burnham, 

Burns, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Cameron  (Victoria), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Casgrain, 

Chapleau, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

De  St.  Georges, 


Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Gagne, 

Gaudet, 

Gault, 

Gigault, 

Girouard, 

Grandbois, 

Guay, 

Guilbault, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Jenkins, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landerkin, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langelier, 


Desaulniers  (Mask’nge),Langevin, 

Desaulniers  (St.M’rice),Lesage, 

Desjardins,  Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Dodd,  Mackintosh, 

Dugas,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 


McCall  um, 

McCarthy, 

MoDougali  (C.  Breton), 
McGreevy, 

Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Orton, 

Patterson  (Essex), 
Pinsonneault, 

Platt, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Rykert, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Tupper, 

Valin, 

Vanasse, 

White  (Cardwell), 
Wood  ( Brock ville), 
Wood  (Westm’land)-90. 


Motion  negatived. 

Mr.  JAMIESON-  then  moved,  that  that  part  of  the  said 
clause  2  numbered  5  of  proviso  2  of  tho  said  third  amend¬ 
ment  be  disagreed  to  for  the  following  reason  : — 


Because  it  contravenes  the  principle  of  the  Act,  which  provides  that 
the  sale  of  alcohol  and  spirits  for  the  purposes  mentioned  shall  be  made 
pn’y  on  the  certificate  of  two  justices  of  the  peacs  accompanied  by  the 
affirmation  of  the  applicant  and  the  registration  of  the  sale,  which  are 
considered  necessary  safeguards  against  an  abuse  of  the  law. 

He  said  :  I  have  a  few  words  to  say  upon  this  motion  before 
it  is  put  to  the  House.  At  the  outset  I  beg  to  say  that  if 
this  House  wants  free  trade  in  liquor  they  had  bettor  adopt 
this  5th  section.  That  is  my  judgment  of  what  is  proposed 
in  this  5th  paragraph.  Under  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
if  liquor  is  required,  alcohol  or  methylated  spirits, 
which  mean  pretty  much  the  same  thing,  if  they  are 
required  for  manufacturing  or  mechanical  purposes,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  any  art  or  trade,  a  person  can  get  them  by 
procuring  a  certificate  under  the  hand  of  two  justices  of  the 
peace  accompanied  by  his  own  affirmation,  and  the  sale 
must  be  registered  and  a  proper  return  made.  Now,  I  con¬ 
tend  that  these  are  necessary  safeguards  to  the  effectual 
working  of  the  law.  What  is  proposed  by  this  amendment? 
Why,  the  proposition  here  is  to  allow  any  druggist,  any  che¬ 
mist,  and  any  physician,  in  the  event  of  any  party  wanting 
liquor  for  any  purpose  whatever,  to  sell  it  to  him  without 
his  producing  a  certificate,  or  without  a  register  being  kept, 
and  without  any  check  whatever  being  placed  on  the  sale 
of  it.  Under  this  paragraph  all  the  purchaser  requires  to 
say  in  going  into  a  drug  store  is  that  he  requires  liquor  for 
any  one  of  those  purposes.  I  ask  you  whether  this  House 
is  prepared  to  adopt  a  principle  of  that  kind.  I  trust  tho 
good  sense  of  this  House  will  not  allow  ary  provision  of 
this  kind  to  prevail  in  counties  and  cities  where  the  people 
have  adopted  the  Act  in  good  faith  believing  that  it  wonld 
prohibit  the  sale  of  liquor  for  beverage  purposes ;  because 
there  is  no  doubt  this  will  permit  the  unrestrained  sale  of 
liquors  in  all  counties  where  the  Scott  Act  has  been 
adopted.  I  have  most  serious  objection  to  it,  and  I  trust  the 
House  will  see  it  in  a  proper  light.  It  is  simply  an  attempt 
to  destroy  the  effectiveness  of  tho  Canada  Temperance  Act 
and  to  render  the  efforts  of  the  people  to  enforce  that  Act, 
completely  abortive. 

Sir.  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  agree  to  a  considerable 
extent  with  my  hon.  friend.  I  think  this  5th  clause  is 
opening  a  very  wide  door,  and  I  shall  vote  with  him  that 
it  be  not  concurred  in. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


words  :  — 

Provided  also  that  all  such  physicians,  chemists  and  druggists,  sel¬ 
ling  alcoholic  or  spirituous  liquors  under  the  provision  of  said  amend¬ 
ment,  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  regulations  and  restrictions  that 
govern  vendors  licensed  by  the  4th  sub-section  of  the  99th  section  of  the 
Act. 

Mr.  ORTON.  The  adoption  of  this  proposition  will  sub¬ 
ject  medical  men  to  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  There  are 
hardly  any  prescriptions  for  eight  or  four  ounces  but  what 
contain  spirits  either  as  tinctures  or  some  other  shape. 
Nearly  all  the  medical  prescriptions  are  mado  up  in  that 
form.  There  will  therefore  have  to  be  kept  a  record  of 
every  prescription,  and  that  will  cause  unnecessary  trouble. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Undor  the  Scott  Act  as  originally  passed, 
thoso  who  were  licensed  to  sell  for  medicinal  purposes  wore 
obliged  to  receive  certificates  from  ^medical  men  that  the 
liquor  was  really  for  medicinal  purposes  ;  and  they  wore  also 
obliged  to  file  that  certificate  and  keep  a  record,  and  make 
a  return  to  the  Department  of  Inland  Revenue  once  a  year 
of  all  such  sales.  If  either  druggists  or  chemists  are  allowed 
to  sell  only  under  such  regulations,  physicians  should  bo  made 
subject  to  the  same  regulations  as  licensed  druggists  under 
the  Scott  Act.  It  seems  to  be  very  unfair  that  under  a 
license  given  to  one  man  he  is  hedged  round  by  regulations, 
while  all  other  druggists  and  chemists  and  physicians  will 
be  allowed  to  sell  without  those  restrictions, 

Mr.  HICKEY.  This  is  an  attempt  to  make  a  farce  of  the 
action  which  this  House  has  already  taken.  The  idea  of  an 
hon.  member  making  a  motion  that  a  physician  who  has 
already  been  authorised  under  this  Bill  to  dispense  certifi¬ 
cates  should  be  called  upon  to  obtain  a  certificate  from  an¬ 
other  physician.  That  is  what  tho  amendment  amounts  to. 
The  amendment  is  beyond  my  comprehension,  and  it  looks 
to  mo  to  be  absurd. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  meaning  of  this  roso- 
lution  is  this  :  That  no  physician,  chomist  or  druggist  shall 
sell  alcoholic  or  spirituous  liquors  unless  he  obtains  tho  cer¬ 
tificate  of  another  medical  man. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  so.  One  of  tho  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  is  this : 

“  Provided  also  that  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  for  exclusively  medi¬ 
cinal  purposes,  or  for  bona  fide  use  in  some  art,  trade  or  manufacture, 
shall  be  lawful  only  by  such  druggists  and  other  vendors  as  may  bo 
thereto  specially  licensed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  eaeh  Pro¬ 
vince,  the  number  not  to  exceed  one  in  each  township  or  parish,  nor  two 
in  each  town,  and  in  cities  not  exceeding  one  for  every  4,000  inhabi¬ 
tants  ;  such  sale,  when  for  medicinal  purposes,  to  be  in  quantities  of  not 
less  than  one  pint,  to  be  removed  from  the  premises,  and  to  be  made 
only  on  the  certificate  of  a  medical  man  having  no  interest  in  the  sale 
by  the  druggist  or  vendor,  affirming  that  such  liquor  has  been  prescribed 
for  the  person  named  therein.” 

This  resolution  destroys  tho  whole  effect  of  the  resolutions 
we  have  carried  already.  It  is  a  direct  contradiction  of 
what  we  have  already  voted  in  favor  of. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  There  may,  of  course,  be  something, 
and  perhaps  a  gool  deal,  in  what  tho  leader  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  has  said,  but  such  was  not  tho  intention  of  the 
resolution.  I  think,  with  tho  hon.  member  for  Brome  (Mr. 
Fisher),  that  there  should  be  some  record  kept  of  the  sales 
which  are  mado  under  tho  amendment  wo  have  adopted 
to  day.  I  really  see  no  reason  why  persons,  who  under  tho 
amendments  which  the  Senate  have  made  to  tho  Act 
should  be  placed  in  a  better  position  than  tho  parties 
who  are  appointed  to  sell  undor  the  original  Act. 
I  have  no  doubt  this  amendment  can  be  changed  in  such  a 
way  as  to  avoid  the  difficulty  suggested  by  the  leader  of  tho 
Government,  and  I  think  if  an  opportunity  is  given  for  a 
few  moments’  consultation  we  might  bo  able  to  frame  such 
an  amendment  as  would  commend  itself  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  to  the  House.  I  think  tho  spirit  of  tho  araond- 
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ment  is  correct.  We  ought  to  adopt  something  in  the 
direction  of  that  amendment,  if  not  in  its  very  language. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  It  simply  amounts  to  this  :  That  in 
any  county  where  the  Scott  Act  has  been  carried  it  is  pos¬ 
sible,  nay  more  it  is  probable,  that  there  will  be  a  certain 
number  of  vendors  of  liquor  who  neither  have  licenses  nor 
are  required  to  keep  a  record.  That  will  be  the  practical 
effect  of  the  matter  as  it  stands  just  now.  It  is  asking  very 
little  after  the  House  has  seen  fit  to  pass  the  amendments 
that  a  record  shall  be  kept.  Those  medical  men  who  do 
not  propose  to  abuse  the  law  can  have  no  objections  to  the 
proposal,  and  there  should  be  some  check  on  those  medical 
men  who  might  seek  to  abuse  the  privilege. 

Mr.  FISHER.  In  drawing  up  the  amendment  I  had  not 
the  intention  of  accomplishing  what  the  leader  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  intimates  this  amendment  would  accomplish.  All 
I  desire  is  that  all  physicians,  druggists  and  chemists  who 
might  sell  under  the  provisions  of  the  amendment  should  be 
made  subject  to  the  same  regulations  as  those  who  are 
licensed  under  the  original  provisions  of  the  Canada  Tem¬ 
perance  Act.  I  believe  the  leader  of  the  Government  is 
correct,  and  that  by  the  wording  of  the  amendment  a 
physician  selling  would  bo  forced  to  get  a  certificate  from 
another  physician.  I  think,  however,  an  addition  might  be 
made  to  the  amendment  by  which  physicians  themselves 
selling  would  not  be  obliged  to  obtain  such  a  certificate. 
But  I  think  it  is  very  desirable  that  they  should  bo  made 
subject  to  all  the  other  restrictions  and  regulations  contained 
in  sub-section  4  of  section  99  of  the  Act.  it  is  also  especially 
desirable  that  chemists  aud  druggists  should  still  have  to 
obtain  a  certificate  and  should  have  to  keep  a  record  of 
their  sales  and  to  make  a  return  to  the  Department  of 
Inland  Revenue.  If  such  an  amendment  as  I  speak  of, 
excepting  physicians  who  sell  from  requiring  the  certificate 
of  another  medical  practitioner, should  be  added  to  the  amend¬ 
ment,  I  think  it  would  meet  the  views  of  the  leader  of  the 
Government  and  would  still  accomplish  what  I  desire  by  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  If  you  refer  to  the  Votes  and  Pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  13th  April,  you  will  find  the  following 
motion  by  the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  fMr.  Hickey)  : — 

“  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  interfere  with  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  medical  men  in  the  use  of  alcoholic  liquors,  when  required 
and  kept  for  professional  purposes.” 

I  think  that  the  House  is  committed  to  that  proposition, 
and  that  we  cannot  go  back  upon  it  now. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  That  was  struck  out. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  think  it  is  impossible  to  obtain  the 
result  which  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  by  this  motion. 
He  says  that  his  object  is  to  keep  track  of  the  quantity 
sold.  Well,  that  is  one  of  the  objects  of  the  Scott  Act,  I 
admit,  but  the  result  of  this  would  be  that  if  there  were 
one  ounce  of  spirits,  or  a  small  quantity,  in  a  prescription, 
he  would  have  to  keep  a  record  of  it.  In  fact,  he  would 
have  to  make  a  separate  prescription  for  the  spirits,  apart 
from  the  other  ingredients,  which  would  be  wholly  imprac¬ 
ticable  to  physician  and  druggist.  Besides,  as  I  understand 
it,  the  great  object  of  the  Scott  Act  is  not  to  show  how 
much  is  sold,  but  to  restrain  the  selling  for  beverage  pur¬ 
poses.  1  think  the  motion  should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  would  rather  it  were  voted  upon. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Withdraw,  withdraw. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Perhaps  the  hon.  member  foi  Hunting¬ 
don  (Mr.  Scriver)  would  move  his  amendment. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  I  do  not  propose  to  move  it  as  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Jamieson* 


Mr.  SCRIYER.  I  wish  to  move  the  following  amendment 
to  the  3rd  amendment  from  the  Senate : — 

Provided  always  that  such  physicians,  druggists  and  chemists  selling 
alcohol  or  spirituous  liquors,  shall  keep  a  register  of  all  such  sales,  indi¬ 
cating  the  names  of  the  purchasers  and  the  quantity  sold,  and  shall 
make  an  annual  return  of  such  sales  on  the  31st  of  December  in  every 
year,  to  the  Collector  of  Inland  Revenue  within  whose  revenue  division 
such  physician,  druggist,  or  chemist  resides. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  see  any  great 
objection  to  this  amendment  if  it  were  not  that  it  would 
cause  an  infinite  degree  of  discomfort  and  trouble  to  the 
medical  profession,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  well  considered  by 
the  medical  men.  Wo  will  suppose  a  doctor  in  practice 
gives  200  or  300  proscriptions  in  a  year,  and  perhaps  more 
—some  of  them  giving  them  by  the  thousand.  Well,  for 
every  one  of  the  prescriptions  in  which  there  is  a  table¬ 
spoonful  of  spirits  there  must  be  a  record  of  the  quantity, 
however  small  it  is,  and  a  return  made  to  the  Department 
of  Inland  Revenue. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  amendment  only  refers  to  this 
section,  which  provides  that  they  may  dispense  alcoholic 
liquors  for  exclusively  medicinal  puposes,  and  chemists  and 
druggists  are  mentioned  in  the  same  connection. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  prescription  of  alcoholic  liquors  was 
limited  by  the  Canada  Temperance  Act.  There  were  cer¬ 
tain  precautions,  and  now  the  House  this  afternoon  has 
agreed  to  an  amendment  which  gives  enlarged  power  to 
physicians  to  prescribe  and  to  fill  the  prescriptions  them¬ 
selves,  and  when  they  are  doing  that  under  a  new  clause, 
we  propose  to  introduce  some  regulations  enabling  the 
peoplo  to  learn  how  much  is  done  under  this  new  power, 
and  not  with  reference  to  the  old  powers. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  do  not  wish  to  put  any  blocks  in  the 
way  of  putting  the  Act  clear  and  right  to  the  people,  but  I 
cannot  see  how  a  druggist  selling  liquor  on  a  physician’s 
prescription,  could  keep  track  of  it  at  all.  The  right  hon. 
Premier  correctly  stated  the  case.  If  one  drachm  of  alcohol 
were  in  a  prescription  containing  other  ingredients  - ■ 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  That  is  what  the  clause  says. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  says  spirituous  liquors. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  If  it  is  not  a  prescription,  of  course  I 
have  nothing  to  say.  If  it  is  pure  alcohol,  the  druggist 
might  be  compelled  to  keep  a  record ;  but  it  would  be 
impossible  for  a  physician  to  do  it,  especially  a  country 
physician,  and  he  would  be  made  to  systematically  break 
the  law  every  day. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  The  question  is  whether 
this  amendment  is  largo  enough  to  include  the  case  of  a 
physician  or  druggist  selling  alcohol  or  spirituous  liquor 
mixed  with  some  other  ingredients.  If  it  is  intended  only 
to  apply  to  prescriptions  of  pure  alcohol  or  spirituous 
liquors  qua  such,  and  not  as  ingredients  of  other  medicines, 
it  would  be  reasonable  enough,  perhaps,  that  a  record  should 
be  kept.  But  if  these  words  are  so  large  as  to  include  pre¬ 
scriptions  of  alcohol  or  spirituous  liquors  used  as  the  com¬ 
ponent  parts  of  other  medicines,  it  would  be  a  very  onerous 
duty  to  throw  on  the  physician  or  druggist  to  compel  him 
to  keep  a  record  of  that. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  From  a  medical  standpoint  I 
do  not  see  any  objection  to  this  requirement,  if  it  is  only 
intended  to  apply  to  the  caso  where  a  medical  man  becomes 
a  retailer  of  liquor.  If  he  wishes  to  take  that  position  and 
to  benefit  by  the  profits  of  that  sale,  he  should  take  the 
responsibility  of  keeping  a  record.  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  but 
I  sometimes  try  to  view  things  from  a  practical,  common 
sense  standpoint ;  and  as  far  as  this  House  is  concerned,  I 
think  it  cannot  determine  whether  I  prescribe  alcohol  or 
buttermilk  to  my  patients  ;  it  cannot  force  me  to  keep  any 
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record ;  but  if  I  go  into  the  market  as  a  retailer  of  whiskey, 
you  have  a  right  to  make  me  keep  a  record. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  think  these  amendments  are  intonded 
more  for  the  convenience  of  the  public  than  for  physicians 
or  druggists,  and  I  think  it  would  bo  rather  a  hardship  to 
force  them  to  keep  a  record  of  the  very  small  quantities  of 
alcoholic  liquor  they  prescribe  or  sell.  If  a  physician  pre- 
cribes  for  a  patient,  he  may  wish  to  prescribe  at  the  same 
time  brandy  or  other  alcoholic  liquor,  and  if  he  does,  he  has 
to  write  a  separate  proscription  for  the  stimulant, 
and  the  patient,  in  ordor  to  obtain  the  liquor,  is  obliged 
perhaps  to  go  to  a  different  part  of  the  town  from 
where  the  druggist  lives  who  makes  up  the  medicine. 
If  a  druggist  is  allowed  to  mako  up  a  prescription 
of  half  a  pint  of  brandy  or  wine,  which  is  of  great 
convenience  to  the  patient,  I  do  not  think  he  should  be 
called  on  to  keep  a  record  of  this.  In  the  first  place  it  is  a 
small  matter;  and  in  tho  next  place  the  object  can  bo 
attained  without  the  record,  because  every  druggist  keeps  a 
copy  of  the  prescription  sent  to  him,  and  if  the  Act  were  so 
amended  as  to  compel  the  druggist  to  show  tho  copy  of  tho 
prescription,  the  same  object  would  be  attained  without 
putting  him  to  extra  trouble. 

Mr.  F1SHEK.  I  think  these  amendments  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  has  alluded,  are 
intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  at  large,  and  not 
artieularly  for  the  benefit  of  druggists  or  chemists  to  whose 
usiness  they  apply.  It  is  because  in  places  where  prohibi¬ 
tion  has  been  adopted,  some  restrictions  have  been  placed 
by  the  original  Act  upon  the  traffic  in  iutoxicating  liquors 
in  the  hands  of  druggists  and  chemists  that  this  sub-section 
4  of  section  99  of  the  original  Act  was  inserted  ;  and  whon 
wo  are  now  very  much  enlarging  the  powers  of  these  drug¬ 
gists  and  chemists,  inasmuch  as  we  are  giving  all  of  them 
the  privileges  which  by  the  original  Act  were  only  given  to 
a  few,  I  think  it  is  fair  and  right,  and  the  only  measure  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  original  Act,  to  hedge  them  around  with 
the  aame  restrictions  which  we  apply  to  the 
licensed  druggists.  My  hon.  friend  opposito  was  mis¬ 
taken  in  supposing  that  this  amendment  applied  to 
medical  compounds  containing  liquor.  As  I  understand 
tho  amendment,  it  has  only  tho  same  scopo  as  sub-section  4 
of  section  99  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act. ;  it  only 
applies  to  intoxicating  liquors,  and  not  in  any  sense  to  med¬ 
ical  compounds  containing  alcohol ;  it  is  only  when  those 
compounds  might  be  used  for  drinking  purposes  as  bever¬ 
ages,  that  this  amendment  applies  to  them  ;  and  then  and 
only  then  1  think  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  some  such 
restrictions  as  this  amendment  provides  should  bo  imposed 
upon  the  sale  by  chemists  and  druggists.  As  the  hon. 
member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Ferguson)  very  justly  and  aptly 
remarked,  if  chemists  and  druggists  choose  to  descend  to 
the  retail  sale  of  liquors,  it  is  just  and  right  that  tho  same 
restrictions  should  be  imposed  on  thorn  as  are  imposed  on 
hotel  keepers  or  other  vendors.  Whon  they  sell  liquor 
made  up  in  prescriptions  with  other  drugs,  neither  this 
amendment  nor  the  Scott  Act  interferes  with  their  sale; 
but  if  medical  practitioners  choose  to  engage  in  the  retail 
scle  of  liquor,  it  is  proper  and  consistent  with  the  Scott 
Act,  to  restrict  the  sale. 

Mr  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  Add  tho  words  “  as  a 
beverage  ”  and  we  will  not  object  to  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONADD.  I  merely  wish  to  state 
that  pex’sonally  I  saw  no  objection  to  this  provision  ;  but  I 
pointed  out  that  I  thought  it  would  be  a  groat  incon¬ 
venience  to  the  medical  men.  However,  the  hon.  member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Ferguson)  who  is  a  medical  man,  sees  no 
objection  to  it,  and  I  have  none. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  and  3rd  amendment  from  the 
Senate,  as  amended,  concurred  in  on  a  division. 


Oa  the  6th  amendment, 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  move  that  the  6th  amendment  be 
disagreed  to  for  the  following  reasons : 

Because  abuses  have  arisen  in  counties  in  which  the  Act  has  been 
adopted,  owing  to  the  absence  of  a  penal  clause  of  this  kind  and  a  pro¬ 
vision  is  necessary  in  order  to  the  proper  and  effective  enforcement  of 
the  Act. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
be  kind  enough  to  state  what  tho  clauso  is,  as  it  passed  tho 
Commons,  and  what  tho  amendment  is  of  that  clauso  ? 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  The  clause  as  amondod  by  this  House 
is  as  follows  :  Section  99,  sub-soction  4,  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  by  adding  to  it,  amongst  other  amendments,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  words : 

“And  any  medical  man  who  gives  such  a  certificate  for  any  other 
than  strictly  medicinal  purposes  shall,  for  the  first  offence,  be  liable,  on 
summary  conviction  before  any  one  or  more  justices  of  the  peace  under 
the  Act  thirty-two  and  thirty- three  Victoria,  chapter  tbirty-one,  to  a 
penalty  of  twenty  dollars,  and  for  a  second  or  any  subsequent  offence 
shall  be  liable,  on  summary  conviction,  to  a  penalty  of  forty  dollars.” 

This  clause,  which  we  call  tho  penal  clause,  has  been  struck 
out  by  the  Senate,  and  I  have  just  moved  that  we  disagree 
to  that  amendment  for  the  reasons  given  in  the  motion. 
This  question  was  fully  discussed  when  the  Bill  was  before 
the  House,  and  at  that  time  it  was  the  deliberate  judgment 
of  the  House  that  a  clauso  of  that  kind  is  necessaiy.  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  repeat  the  ai’guments  used  in  favor 
of  the  clause.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  have  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  Canada  Temperanco  Act,  more  especially  ia 
Halton,  have  found  that  it  was  absolutely  necessaiy  that  an 
amendment  of  this  kind  should  be  made  to  tho  original  Act. 
This  clauso  is  not  intended  for  honest,  but  for  dishonest, 
medical  practitioners.  In  fact,  I  know  that  many  respecta- 
ble  rhedical  men  are  in  favor  of  this  clause,  on  the  ground 
that  it  is  a  protection  to  them.  Where  a  penal  clause  of 
this  kind  is  hanging  over  tho  head  of  a  man  who  is  required 
to  do  a  certain  thing,  he  is  not  so  liable  to  bo  importuned, 
at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night,  to  give  certificates  when 
they  are  not  absolutely  necessary.  It  is  only  proposed  to 
punish  a  medical  man  when  he  gives  a  certificate  colorably. 
No  honest  man  would  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mi\  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  do  not  recollect  lhat  that 
clause  was  exhaustively  discussed  in  this  House.  My  recol¬ 
lection  is  that  it  was  at  a  late  period  of  tho  night,  after  tho 
whole  House  was  tired  out  with  the  prolonged  discussion 
on  other  points,  that  tho  clause  was  passed  through  on  divi¬ 
sion,  and  I  believe  the  great  majority  of  the  House  did  not 
thoroughly  appreciate  what  they  were  doing  whon  they 
passed  it.  There  was  so  much  confusion,  so  many  contra¬ 
dictory  amendments  moved,  that  by  the  time  this  clauso  was 
proposed,  the  great  majority  of  the  House  had  got  into  such 
a  muddle  as  to  what  was  proposed  and  carried,  that  they 
did  not  thoroughly  understand  its  import.  I  am  afraid  from 
tho  laughter  that  greets  my  remarks  that  it  may  be  sup¬ 
posed  to  insinuate  that  tho  strong  temperance  advocates  in 
this  House  had,  during  the  prolonged  sitting,  been  indulging 
in  non  temperance  stimulants  to  such  an  oxtont,  that  they 
had  bocome  a  little  befogged.  I  mean  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  never  meant  to  insinuate  directly  or  indirectly  that  any 
gentleman  who  voted  for  rigid  prohibition  over  exceeded 
or  indulged  in  tho  improper  use  of  stimulants.  I  have  hoard 
it  said  that  such  was  the  case,  but  for  my  part  I  made  no 
such  imputation  and  I  had  no  such  thought.  But  to  come 
seriously  to  this  question,  I  think  we  ought  to  well  recon¬ 
sider  the  matter  now  that  the  Senate  in  their  wisdom  havo 
thought  fit  to  strike  out  this  clause.  I  think  it  behoves  us 
now,  before  dinner,  if  you  like,  instead  of  after  dinner,  now 
at  an  early  hour  of  the  day,  when  we  can  enter  upon  this 
discussion  in  a  fair  and  impartial  way,  and  when  everyone 
here  knows  what  has  been  going  on  and  what  has  been 
moved,  to  consider  what  we  are  doing.  What  are  we  doing 
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if  we  refuso  to  agree  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate?  We 
are  saying  that  the  learned  profession  of  physicians  is  to  bo 
put  on  a  par  with  every  tavern  keeper  and  with  every  bar¬ 
room  loafer  who  violates  the  Scott  Act.  All  aro  placed  in 
the  same  category,  to  be  dragged  bofore  the  police  magis¬ 
trate  and  fined  a  paltry  contemptible  $20  for  the  first  offence 
and  $40  for  the  second  for  violating  their  solemn  duty  as 
members  of  an  honorable  profession,  for  violating  the 
law  deliberately  and  knowingly.  Surely  it  is  not  intondod 
to  pass  such  an  insult  upon  a  profession  so  deserving  of 
public  confidence,  so  deserving  of  the  respect  and  confidence 
of  the  House,  instead  of  its  contempt,  as  the  medical  profes¬ 
sion.  That  will  be  the  result  of  striking  out  the  amend¬ 
ment.  My  hon.  friend  says:  Wo  do  not  intend  this  to 
apply  to  the  respectable  members  of  the  profession.  What 
does  that  mean  ?  It  means  that  the  members  of  the  pro¬ 
fession  who  are  not  rospectable  and  are  not  to  bo  trusted 
are  so  numerous  that  they  require  the  paltry  terror  of  a 
$20  or  $40  fine,  or  commitment  to  gaol  for  ten  or  twenty 
days  if  it  is  not  paid,  to  deter  them  from  a  dishonorable 
breach  of  their  duty  as  medical  men.  Surely  such  measures 
are  not  requisite  to  sustain  the  temperance  cause.  Surely, 
if  that  cause  requires  to  be  bolstered  up  by  an  attack  of  that 
kind  on  the  medical  profession  and  by  a  measure  so  objec¬ 
tionable  as  that,  there  must  be  something  rotten  in  it,  there 
must  be  something  of  an  improper  character,  and  Parlia¬ 
ment  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  strike  out  the  amendment  made 
by  the  Senate  in  the  interest  of  the  public  and  of  the  medi¬ 
cal  profession,  and  I  think  properly  made. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  certainly  cannot  agreo 
with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  spoken.  Wo  have  given 
very  considerable  powers  to  medical  men,  we  have  enlarged 
their  powers  under  tho  Canada  Temperance  Act  in  otder 
that  they  may  moro  freely  exerciso  their  profession  foT  tho 
public  good,  but,  as  we  have  given  them  very  largo  powers 
compared  with  those  given  to  them  in  the  original  Act,  I 
think  it  is  quite  right  that  we  should  see  that  there  shall  be 
no  abuse  of  those  powers.  We  know  that,  while  it  is  a 
most  respectable  profession,  yet  there  are  black  sheep  in  it, 
and,  if  a  medical  man  to  whom  those  powers  are  given  for 
medicinal  purposes,  should  use  alcohol  to  a  considerable 
extent  and  basely  betray  the  provisions  of  tho  law,  ho 
should  bo  signally  punished,  f  think  the  clause  is  a  very 
good  one,  becauso  there  ought  to  be  some  punishment  pro¬ 
vided  for  those  who  deliberately  break  the  law. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  ask  the  First  Minister  why  ho  imposes 
a  penalty  upon  physicians,  when  two  magistrates  or  a 
ministor  can  give  a  certificate  and  no  provision  is  made  for 
punishing  anyone  but  a  physician  ?  All  I  want  is  that  tho 
magistrate  should  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as  the 
physician. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  think  the  committeo  are  under  a  mis¬ 
apprehension  as  to  the  character  of  this  penalty.  It  does 
not  refer  to  any  new  powers  conferred  upon  physicians,  but 
only  to  the  old  powers  conferred  upon  them  under  the  Scott 
Act ;  and  I  am  sure  that  anyone  who  comes  from  a  Scott 
Act  county  knows  that  it  is  essential  to  the  carrying  out  of 
tho  law  to  provide  these  penalties.  Nine-tenths  of  the  pro¬ 
fession  do  not  give  these  certificates  wrongly,  but  there  is 
a  small  residuum  who  require  to  bo  looked  after. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  were  discussing  tho  propriety  of 
restoring  an  amendment  providing  for  tho  punishment  of  a 
certain  class  of  persons  who  violated  tho  terms  of  the  Tem¬ 
perance  Act  respecting  the  sale  of  intoxicants  upon  medical 
or  other  certificates.  The  clause  as  it  stood  in  the  Dill  was 
inserted  when  none  but  a  certain  class  of  persons  were  to  be 
Mr.  Cameron  (Victoria), 


authorised  to  sell.  Then  there  was  a  proposition  by  the  koD. 
member  for  Drummond  and  Arthabaska  (Mr.  Bourbeau)  to 
include  clergymen  in  the  number  of  those  authorised  to  give 
certificates,  and  retaining  the  penal  clause.  Now  I  think  it 
is  right  and  proper  that  the  penal  clause  should  be  restored. 
I  wholly  dissent  from  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senate  in  this  particular.  I  dissent,  also,  from  the  views 
expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria  (Mr. 
Cameron)  who  stated  that  physicians  were  a  highly  res¬ 
pectable  class  of  the  community,  and  that  it  was  an  insult 
to  them  to  insert  such  a  penal  clause  in  the  law.  Well,  Sir, 
I  think  the  days  for  class  legislation  of  that  sort  have  gone 
by.  Before  the  law  all  classes  of  the  community  ought  to 
stand  upon  a  footing  of  equality.  We  do  not  know 
anything  about  one  class  enjoying  alone  the  title 
of  being  a  respectable  class,  and  free  from  the  penalty 
imposed  upon  others.  What  we  propose  to  doal  with  is 
that  particular  class  of  persons  who  violates  its  provisions.  If 
a  medical  man  disi-egards  the  law  and  violates  its  terms  and 
sells  contrary  to  its  provisions,  there  is  no  reason  why  he 
should  not  be  subject  to  punishment  in  precisely  the  same 
way  as  any  other  man  ;  no  should  be  dealt  with  in  exactly 
tho  same  way.  Now  it  seems  to  me  that  we  ought  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  medical  men  or  others,  if  thoy  give  certificates  im¬ 
properly  and  contrary  to  the  intent  of  this  Act, should  be  pun¬ 
ished.  We  should  not  designate  medical  men  for  we  have 
given  up  the  notion  that  there  are  no  others  but  medical  men 
grant  the  certificates  ;  but  every  person,  no  matter  what 
his  profession,  who  has  the  power  of  granting  a  certificate 
and  who  violates  the  law,  ought  to  be  punished.  I  think 
thero  is  no  obstacle  to  our  amending  a  defect  in  the  section 
as  it  originally  stood  and  as  the  Bill  loft  this  House.  The 
section,  whon  it  was  first  introduced,  was  right  and  proper 
as  it  now  is,  but  whon  this  House  extended  tho  class  who 
aro  authorised  to  grant  certificates,  it  ought  to  have 
altered  the  phraseology  of  this  particular  section,  and  I 
think  that  ought  to  be  done  now. 

Mr.  HICKEY;  I  quite  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the 
member  for  Bothwell,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  the  penalty 
clause,  as  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Lanark, 
being  made  to  apply  to  medical  men  ;  but,  I  think,  in  justice 
to  modical  men,  that  others  who  are  qualified  or  authorised 
under  this  Act  to  grant  certificates,  ought  to  be  liable  to  tho 
same  penalties  that  physicians  are.  I  therefore  move  that 
the  clause  be  further  amended  by  adding  after  the  words, 
“  medical  men,”  the  words,  “  or  other  person  authorised  to 
grant  certificates  under  this  Act.” 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  will  not  be  in  order  until  this  House  resolves  to  restore 
the  clause  which  has  been  struck  out  by  the  Senate.  This 
clause  has  been  struck  out  by  tho  Senate.  The  motion  now 
before  the  Houso  is  to  restore  that  clauso  and  disagree  to 
the  amendment  made  by  the  Senate.  As  soon  as  the  House 
resolves  to  restore  that  clause,  then  this  amendment  will  bo 
in  order  so  as  to  amend  the  words  so  restored.  Until  the 
clause  is  restorod  it  cannot  be  amended. 

Motion  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to  6th  amendment,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  now  beg  leave  to  move  tho  amendment 
I  have  just  read. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
we  can  carry  that  amendment,  for  the  reason  that  if  we  can, 
it  seems  to  mo  that  wo  can  amend  the  Bill  in  another  par¬ 
ticular  as  it  went  from  this  Houso.  The  clause  which  has 
just  been  restored  was  put  in  by  this  House  and  went  up  to 
the  Senate.  It  rofers  to  the  persons  who  are  proposed  to 
bo  included  in  tho  class  who  may  issue  certificates.  The 
power  given  to  issue  certificates  was  given  in  this  House 
and  not  in  the  Senate  at  all.  This  House  at  that  time  made 
no  amendment  whatever,  and  did  not  require  that  theso 
persons  should  be  subject  to  this  penal  clause.  We  are 
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therefore  amending  the  Act  as  we  passed  it ;  and  what  I 
would  like  to  know  is  whether  we  can  do  it  now  simply 
from  the  accident  that  we  restored  the  clause  that  was 
taken  out,  and,  if  we  can,  it  seems  to  mo  we  can  amend 
it  in  another  particular.  The  reason  I  ask  is  that  I  am 
anxious  that  it  should  be  amended  in  another  particular,  in 
order  to  restore  words  which  were  inserted  in  this  House 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  but  by  some  mistake  were  not 
in  the  amendments  that  were  concurred  in  by  the  House 
afterwards. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  House  has  just  disagreed  to  the 
amendment  to  the  Senate  who  had  expunged  words  which 
this  House  had  left  in  the  Bill.  The  result  of  disagreeing 
with  that  amendment  has  been  that  the  Bill  now  stands  as 
it  left  this  House.  Well,  then,  is  the  amendment  which  is 
now  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  (Mr.  Hickey) 
a  consequential  or  relevant  amendment  to  anything  the 
Senate  has  done  ?  I  think  not,  Sir.  As  long  as  the  Senate 
had  stricken  out  our  amendment  altogether,  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Dundas,  of  course,  could  not 
be  relevant  to  anything  they  had  done,  because  they  had 
expunged  the  whole  thing.  What  we  have  now  done  is  to 
wipe  out  their  alteration,  and  we  have  left  the  clause  as  it 
was  in  our  House.  Then,  is  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  consequent  to.  or  relevant  upon,  anything  the  Senate 
has  done  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  it  is.  I  think  this  amendment 
is  consequential  to  or  relevant  upon  the  amendment  adopted 
by  the  Senate.  These  amendments  proposed  are  for  the 
purpose  of  making  the  clause  adopted  by  us,  and  sent  by 
this  House  to  the  Senate,  acceptable  to  that  House.  In  this 
view  I  am  supported  by  the  decision  of  Speaker  Brand,  who 
decides  that : 

“  If  the  House  decides  to  disagree  with  an  amendment  by  the  Lords 
to  strike  out  words,  the  effect  being  to  restore  the  words  struck  out  by 
the  Lords,  the  words  of  the  clause  kept  alive  by  the  disagreement  of  the 
Lords’  amendment,  will  then  be  open  to  amendment.” 

So  this  amendment  is  in  order. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  tho  8th  amendment, 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  move  that  this  amendment  be  con¬ 
curred  in. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is 
simply  to  apply  the  search  clauses  of  the  Canada  Tem- 

erance  Act,  1878,  to  the  Temperance  Act,  1864. 

think  the  amendment  is  a  proper  one.  This  was 
certainly  an  oversight  at  the  time  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  was  passed.  Anyone  looking  over  the  clauses  of  the 
Act  will  come  to  the  same  conclusion.  There  are  a  few 
counties  in  Canada  where  the  Temperance  Act  of  1864  is  at 
present  in  force,  and'I  think  it  is  only  right  that  in  those 
counties  and  places  they  should  have  proper  facilities  for 
enforcing  the  law.  This  amendment  is  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  them  those  facilities. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  confess  I  have  tried  to 
understand  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but 
probably  owing  to  the  density  of  my  intelligence,  I  have 
been  quite  unable  to  do  so.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
give  us  in  Saxon  English  what  is  proposed  to  be  done,  we 
might  understand  it.  What  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1864  are 
proposed  to  be  brought  into  force  by  tho  Act  of  1885  ;  what 
are  the  particular  provisions  intended  to  be  brought  into 
force?  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean?  I  do  not 
understand  his  explanation,  and  no  member  in  this  House, 
except  ardent  temperance  advocates  will  understand  it.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Brome  understand  it ;  but  I  think,  if  you  except  those  three 
hon.  members,  no  one  else  understand  it. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  member  for  Victoria  should 
accept  it  as  coming  from  the  Senate  in  whose  wisdom  he  has 
already  expressed  great  confidence. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  We  want  to  give  an 
intelligent  vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  am  sorry  I  have  not  been  able  to 
reach  the  comprehension  of  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria. 
I  am  afraid  that  perhaps  he  is  in  tho  condition  in  which  ho 
described  the  House  to  be  in  when  a  certain  amendment 
under  discussion  this  afternoon  was  passed.  However, 
when  I  stated  a  few  minutes  ago  that  the  object  of  this 
amendment  was  to  incorporate  into  the  Temperance  Act  of 
1864  what  are  known  as  the  search  clauses  of  tho  Canada 
Temperance  Act  of  1878  ;  that  ought  to  be  quite  clear  to 
any  hon.  member. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  What  are  the  clauses. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  There  are  a  few  counties  in  the  Domi¬ 
nion  where  the  Temperance  Act  of  1864,  popularly  known 
as  the  Dunkin  Act,  is  still  in  force. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  Why  could  you  not  have 
said  so  at  first. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  did  say  so.  Probably  I  was  mis¬ 
understood  because  I  used  the  legal  name  of  the  Act,  instead 
of  the  popular  name.  I  referred  to  the  Temperance  Act  of 
1864,  popularly  known  as  the  Dunkin  Act.  That  Act  is  in 
force  in  a  few  counties  of  the  Dominion,  and  the  object  of 
this  amendment  is  to  give  the  advantage  to  the  counties  in 
which  that  Act  is  in  force  of  what  aro  known  as  the  search 
clauses  of  tho  Scott  Act  or  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878. 
The  Senate  in  its  wisdom  thought  proper  to  make  this 
amendment.  I  think  it  is  a  wise  amendment.  I  wish  all 
the  amendments  were  of  this  character. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  10th  amendment, 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  move  that  this  amendment  be  disa¬ 
greed  to,  for  the  following  reason  : 

Because  forms  are  necessary  for  the  efficient  enforcement  of  the  Act. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  do  not  think  any  explanation  is 
necessary.  The  effect  of  the  Senate  amendment  is  to  strike 
off  the  schedule  of  forms  which  was  passed  by  this  House. 
It  was  the  judgment  of  this  House  that  those  forms  would 
be  necessary  in  order  to  the  efficient  enforcement  of  the  law. 
Now,  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  a  schedule  of  forms 
should  not  bo  appended  to  an  Act  of  this  kind.  It  is  well 
known  that  magistrates,  as  a  rule,  are  not  skilled  in  tho 
law,  and  it  is  a  very  great  aid  to  them  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  law  to  be  able  to  fall  back  on  statutory  forms. 
Moreover,  we  have  a  precedent,  because  the  Liquor  License 
Act  of  1883,  which  was  passed  by  this  House,  contains  a 
set  of  forms,  and  nearly  all  the  license  laws  of  which  I  am 
aware,  have  similarly  attached  to  them  such  schedules  of 
forms. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  11th  amendment, 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  11th 
amendment  be  disagreed  to  for  the  following  reasons ; — 

Because  it  is  a  violation  of  the  fundamental  principle  of  the  Act 
which,  where  adopted,  prohibits  the  sale  of  all  intoxicating  liquors  for 
beverage  purposes  ;  and  because  the  Act  has  already  been  adopted  in 
good  faith  by  the  electors  of  sixty-one  counties  and  cities  of  the 
Dominion,  believing  that  under  the  express  provision  of  the  law  it 
would  continue  in  force  unimpaired  for  three  years,  and  would  then  only 
be  repealed  by  the  same  authority  which  adopted  it ;  and  the  passing 
of  the  amendment  would  be  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  Par¬ 
liament  with  the  electors  of  those  counties  and  cities  ;  and  further, 
because  the  amendment  is  in  direct  opposition  to  the  wishes  of  a  large 
proportion  of  the  electors  of  the  Dominion,  as  manifested  by  the  peti¬ 
tions  presented  to  Parliament. 
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In  dealing  with  aD  important  amendment  of  this  nature  I 
think  the  House  will  indulge  me  for  a  few  moments  while 
I  express  my  views  in  reference  to  the  character  of  the 
amendment.  It  canDOt  be  concealed  from  this  House  that 
the  amendment  which  has  been  made  by  the  Senate  and 
which  is  now  under  consideration  is  a  very  important  one ; 
neither  can  we  conceal  from  our  minds,  as  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people,  the  fact  that  the  people  of  this  Dominion 
to-day,  or  a  large  proportion  of  them,  at  least,  have  their 
eyes  turned  towards  this  House,  watching  anxiously  and 
earnestly  for  our  action  upon  this  question.  In  my  judg¬ 
ment,  should  this  amendment  become  the  law  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  it  would  be  perhaps  more  far-reaching  in  its  effect 
than  any  law  we  have  passed  in  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament.  Years  ago,  in  the  history  of  this  country, 
the  people,  by  petition  and  otherwise,  knocked  at  the  door 
of  Parliament  and  asked,  and  almost  demanded,  that  the 
prohibition  of  the  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage 
purposes  should  be  granted  by  Parliament.  After  repeated 
attempts  a  halfway  measure  was  granted  in  the  Temper¬ 
ance  Act  of  1864.  No  doubt  it  was  a  step  in  the  right  direc¬ 
tion.  No  doubt  the  temperance  people  at  that  time  regarded 
it  as  a  boon.  However,  when  the  Act  came  to  be 
adopted  by  the  people,  it  was  ascertained  that  there  were 
serious  defects  in  the  law,  which  rendered  the  enforcement 
of  it  very  difficult.  But  few  counties  in  the  Dominion 
availed  themselves  of  that  law.  In  some  counties  where 
the  Act  was  adopted  it  was  not  enforced,  and  was  after¬ 
wards  repealed  by  a  voto  of  the  people.  The  temperance 
men  of  this  country  camo  to  the  conclusion  that  another 
step  in  advance  should  be  taken.  In  Iff!  a  convention  was 
held  in  the  city  of  Montreal,  composed  of  representative 
men  and  prohibitionists  from  all  sections  of  the  Dominion. 
I  had  the  honor  of  being  present  at  that  convention, 
and  I  can  truthfully  say  it  was  a  representative  body  of 
men.  This  question  of  the  evils  flowing  from  the  traffic  in 
intoxicating  liquors  was  fully  discussed  by  that  convention, 
and  finally,  as  the  deliverance  of  the  convention,  certain  reso¬ 
lutions  were  proposed  to  ask  the  Parliament  of  this 
Dominion  to  submit  to  the  people  the  question  of  the  prohi¬ 
bition  of  the  liquor  traffic,  by  means  of  what  is  commonly 
called  a  plebiscite.  It  was  thought  that  would  bo  the  better 
way,  in  order  to  dispose  of  the  question  once  and  for  all.  I 
believe  that  was  the  proper  course  to  take,  and,  for  one,  I 
regret  that  the  demand  of  that  prohibitory  convention  was 
not  acceded  to  by  the  Government  of  the  day.  Had  it  been 
acceded  to,  it  is  probable  that  this  question  would  have 
been  settled  ere  this  by  the  people  of  the  Dominion.  It  was, 
however,  urged  that  that  would  be  an  unconstitutional 
means  of  ascertaining  the  opinion  of  the  people,  that  in  no 
colony  of  the  British  Crown  had  such  a  course  hitherto 
been  adopted.  Well,  we  are  often  adopting  lines  of 
action  that  have  not  been  adopted  in  past  times; 
and,  in  my  judgment,  it  was  a  mistake  at  that  time  not  to 
settle  the  question  in  the  way  proposed  by  that  convention. 
However,  when  the  Government  of  the  day  refused  to 
accede  to  the  proposition  made  by  that  convention,  they  pro¬ 
posed  that  a  more  stringent  prohibitory  local  option  law 
should  be  passed  by  Parliament.  The  temperance  people 
of  the  Dominion  concurred  in  that  view  ;  and  as  a  result, 
in  1878  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  became  the  law  of  this 
country.  Now,  as  I  understand  it,  the  object  of  that  law  was 
two-fold.  In  the  first  place,  the  object  was,  that  if  in  certain 
defined  localities  the  majority  of  the  people  were  in  favor 
of  the  prohibition  of  the  liquor  traffic  for  beverage  pur¬ 
poses,  by  a  certain  process  provided  by  that  Act,  they 
could,  by  their  votes,  prohibit  the  sale  for  a  period  of 
three  years.  In  addition  to  that,  I  believe  the  object 
of  that  law  was  that  there  should  be  some  machinery 
upon  the  Statute  Book  of  this  country  by  which,  in  some 
proper  and  legitimate  way,  the  sense  of  the  people  of  this 
Dominion  could  be  had  on  this  great  question.  Now,  Sir, 
Mr.  Jamieson. 
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what  has  been  the  result  of  that  law  ?  If  the  House  will 
indulge  me  for  a  few  minutes,  I  will  give  them  a  few  figures, 
showing  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  received  by  the 
people  of  this  Dominion.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario,  con¬ 
taining  38  counties  and  unions  of  counties,  and  10  cities, 
24  counties  and  2  cities  have  already  adopted  the  law.  In 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  containing  18  counties  and  1 
city,  12  counties  have  already  adopted  the  law.  In  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick,  containing  14  counties  and 
2  cities,  9  counties  and  1  city  have  already  adopted  the 
law.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec,  containing  56  counties 
and  4  cities,  5  counties  have  already  adopted  the  law.  In 
the  Province  of  Manitoba,  containing  5  counties 
and  1  city,  2  counties  have  adopted  the  law. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  How  many  in  British  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  None  in  British  Columbia,  from  the 
simple  fact  that  the  law  in  its  present  shape  is  not  appli¬ 
cable  to  that  Province.  Now,  there  have  been  seventy-fivo 
contests  in  all,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Canada  Temper¬ 
ance  Act  of  1878,  including  repeal  votes;  in  thirteen  cases 
the  verdict  of  the  people  was  against  the  adoption  of  the 
Act,  and  in  sixty-two  cases  in  favor  of  the  adoption  of  the 
Act.  At  the  present  time  the  Canada  Temperance  has  been 
adopted  in  sixty-one  counties  and  cities  in  this  Dominion  ; 
and,  what  is  perhaps  more  remarkable  still,  in  not 
a  single  instance  has  the  Act  been  repealed  by  any 
county  or  city  in  which  it  has  been  adopted.  I  do 
not  think  that  in  the  history  of  any  country  or  of 
any  political  party  has  such  a  victory  boon  scored 
in  favor  of  any  principle  or  any  movement, 
whether  political  or  moral.  At  the  present  time,  contests 
are  in  progress  in  21  counties  and  cities  of  the  Dominion  ; 
and  to  day,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  the  poll  is  being  held 
in  three  counties,  with  what  result  I  am  not  advised  at  the 
present  moment,  but  I  have  no  doubt  the  result  in  those 
counties  will  be  similar  to  the  result  in  the  great  majority 
of  the  other  counties  in  which  a  poll  has  been  taken  on  the 
question.  Now,  Sir,  we  come  to  the  question,  what  has 
given  rise  to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House?  It  will  not 
bo  contended  that  in  all  cases  an  Act  when  passed  by  the 
House,  is  likely  to  be  a  perfect  piece  of  legislation.  A  law 
has  to  be  in  operation  for  some  time  before  the  defects, 
which  are  necessarily  incident  to  all  laws,  can  be  discov¬ 
ered.  In  the  operation  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
certain  defects  have  become  apparent  and  certain 
machinery  has  become  necessary  for  the  more  efficient 
enforcement  of  that  law ;  and  i  ask  this  House  whether 
it  is  not  a  reasonable  proposition  that  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  having  given  to  the  people  this  law, 
were  bound  to  make  it  as  efficient  as  possible.  With  the 
view  of  doing  so,  I,  at  the  instance  of  the  legislative  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Dominion  Alliance,  had  the  honor  of  introduc¬ 
ing  into  this  House  the  Bill  now  under  discussion.  I  may 
say,  further,  that  owing  to  an  unfortunate  oversight  at  the 
time  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883  was  passed  by  this 
House,  it  has  been  found,  or  at  least  it  was  decided  by  the 
Supremo  Court  of  New  Brunswick,  that  the  penal  and 
enforcing  clauses  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  were 
repealed  by  the  145th  section  of  that  Act.  On  that  ground 
alone,  those  in  favor  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  were 
justified  in  coming  before  this  House  and  asking  for  such 
amendments  as  would  put  an  end  to  any  trouble  arising 
under  it  in  consequence  of  the  decision  of  the  court  of 
New  Brunswick.  I  ask,  then,  Parliament  having  passed 
this  law,  and  it  having  become  necessary  to  amend  it  in 
some  respects,  and  the  amending  Bill  having  been  brought 
before  Parliament — whether  it  was  just  or  fair  on  the 
part  of  another  branch  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
to  tack  on  to  that  amending  Bill  a  provision,  the 
effect  of  which  is  absolutely  to  destroy  the  Canada  Tempe¬ 
rance  Act  of  1878.  I  do  not  wish  to  speak  in  disre- 
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spectful  terms  of  any  branch  of  the  Legislature  of  this 
Dominion;  I  should  be  sorry  to  do  so;  but,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  I  believe  the  branch  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  which  made  that  amendment  is  out  of  sympathy  with 
the  people  of  this  Dominion.  The  object  of  this  law  is  to 
promote  temperance,  we  are  told.  Take  up  the  preamblo  of 
of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  and  we  are  told  there  that 
it  is  desirable  to  promote  temperance  in  the  Dominion.  If 
these  amendments  become  law,  I,  for  one,  will  ask  Parlia 
ment  either  to  repeal  the  Act,  or,  at  all  events,  to  give  it  a 
new  preamble,  and  not  make  a  farce  of  the  whole  matter ; 
for  I  contend  that  the  amendment  which  is  proposed,  and 
which  is  now  under  discussion,  is  not  calculated  to  promote 
temperance,  but  is  calculated  to  give  the  people  of  this 
Dominion,  under  the  present  circumstances  of  the  law 
free  wine  and  beer.  I  ask  whether  the  people’ 
of  this  Dominion,  who  have  in  so  many  counties 
and  by  such  overwhelming  majorities  adopted  this 
law,  should  be  treated  in  this  way  by  Parliament? 

I  say  that  to  treat  them  in  such  a  manner  is  unfair  and 
unmanly.  I  would  like  to  know  what  authority  will  grant 
licenses  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provision  of 
this  amendment,  Can  the  Parliament  of  Canada  do  so  ? 
That  is  a  problematical  question.  There  is  confusion  in 
reference  to  the  liquor  laws  of  the  Provinces  and  of  this 
Dominion,  and  to  pass  the  amendment  in  question  will 
make  confusion  worse  confounded.  In  my  judgment,  this 
House  has  no  power,  in  the  event  of  the  amendment 
becoming  law,  to  pass  a  Bill  to  grant  licenses.  In  view  of 
the  recent  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  I  contend  this 
Parliament  has  no  power  to  pass  a  law  granting  licenses 
for  the  sale  of  wine  and  beer  under  this  amendment.  If 
this  Parliament  has  no  power — and  I  do  not  think,  under 
the  present  circumstances,  it  will  assume  the  power — I 
ask  is  there  any  provincial  law  under  which  licenses 
can  be  granted.  In  my  opinion  there  is  none  such,  and 
the  simple  effect  of  the  amendment  will  be  to  give  the 
people  of  the  Dominion  free  trade  in  wine  and  beer,  and  to 
destroy  most  effectually  and  for  ever  the  provisions  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878.  That  is  the  issue  which 
is  presented  hero  to-night  in  the  amendment  now  under 
our  consideration.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
should  this  amendment  become  law  by  the  joint  action  of 
this  House  and  the  Senate,  I,  for  one,  instead  of  attempting 
to  have  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  enforced,  instead  of 
aiding  to  bring  about  its  adoption  in  any  county,  will  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  to  ask  Parliament  to  repeal  the  law, 
because  I  believe  the  passage  of  this  amendment  will  be 
nothing  more  or  less  than  a  repeal  of  the  law.  It  will  be 
actually  worse  than  a  repeal  of  the  law,  because  it  will  leave 
it  a  dead  letter  upon  the  statute  book ;  and,  above  all  things, 
Parliament  ought  to  be  careful  not  to  pass  laws  that  will  bo 
inoperative  or  to  amend  them  so  as  to  render  them  inopera¬ 
tive.  Now,  I  hold  that  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  should 
have  fair  play;  I  believe  that  I  am  but  voicing,  when  I  say 
so,  the  sentiments  of  the  large  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
Dominion.  In  the  contests  which  have  already  taken  place 
for  the  adoption  of  that  law,  the  majorities  in  favor  of  it 
have  been  wonderfully  large,  aggregating  a  majority  of  over 
46,000  of  the  electors.  Can  we,  as  a  Parliament,  professing 
to  represent  the  popular  sentiment  of  the  country,  go  back 
on  such  a  record  as  that  ?  Can  we  take  away  from  the 
people,  or  render  less  effective,  a  law  which  has 
been  received  with  so  much  favor  by  the  people  ? 
I  trust  this  Parliament  will  pause  before  they  take 
that  step,  the  consequence  of  which  may  be  very  serious 
to  the  people,  and,  1  have  no  doubt,  to  many  gentlemen 
sitting  in  this  House  and  voting  on  this  question.  There 
is  another  view  to  be  taken  of  this.  No  doubt  it  was 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  enact  laws  for  the  good  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  people,  but  Parliament  has  also  the  power  to 
enact  laws  and  give  to  the  people  the  privilege,  the  oppor¬ 


tunity,  of  saying,  in  some  solemn,  binding  manner,  whether 
such  laws  will  be  adopted  by  them.  This  is  the  principle 
of  local  option,  and  it  is  a  principle  which  is  embodied 
in  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878.  Now  the 
electors  of  a  large  number  of  counties  in  this  Dominion 
have  adopted  the  law.  Is  it  proposed  that  the  law 
shall  be  repealed ;  that  it  shall  be  abrogated  by  the  same 
authority  that  enacted  it  ?  Not  at  all.  Here,  in  my 
judgmont,  is  a  compact  entered  into  between  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  and  the  people.  The  Parliament  of  Canada 
said  to  the  people.  Here  is  a  law  which,  in  your  option,  you 
may  put  into  force  in  your  municipalities  for  a  period 
of  three  years,  and  that  law  cannot  be  repealed,  once 
adopted,  except  at  the  end  of  that  three  year  period,  and 
then  it  must  bo  repealed  by  the  same  authority  by  which  it 
was  enacted,  namely,  the  sovereign  people.  What  is  pro¬ 
posed  by  this  amendment  ?  It  is  proposed  that,  after 
having  granted  that  privilege  to  the  people,  after  hav¬ 
ing  induced  the  people  to  act  on  that  privilege  and  put 
into  operation  the  law — the  Senate,  in  their  wisdom, 
propose  to  say  that  the  people,  after  having  solemnly 
ratified  this  law,  shall  not  receive  what  they  believed  they 
were  receiving  at  the  time  they  solemnly  cast  their  votes 
in  its  favor.  The  proposition  is  a  monstrous  one.  It  is 
well  known  to  every  lawyer  that  it  is  a  principle  of  consti¬ 
tutional  law  that  no  law  can  be  repealed  or  abrogated 
except  by  the  same  authority,  or  at  least  as  high 
an  authority,  as  that  by  which  it  was  enacted.  But 
that  principle  is  being  cast  to  the  winds  in  the 
amendment  before  us.  I  do  not  know  how  it  may  be  in 
the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion ;  but  speaking 
for  my  own  Province,  I  know  that  where  the  municipal 
council  submit  a  by-law  to  the  people  for  ratification,  and  the 
people  havo  ratified  it,  the  council  are  prohibited  from 
interfering  with  it  in  any  shape  or  form  until  the  time  pre¬ 
scribed  for  its  duration  has  elapsed.  Here,  however,  in  a 
much  more  important  matter,  after  the  people  have  sanc¬ 
tioned  the  law  by  their  vote  and  gone  to  a  groat  deal  of 
trouble  in  the  different  municipalities  of  the  Dominion,  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  the  law  in  force,  it  is  now  proposed 
by  tho  action  of  the  Senate,  in  which  they  ask  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  this  House,  to  deprive  the  people  of  their  right.  I 
trust  Parliament  will  never  do  so,  but  will  have  respect  for 
tho  higher  parliament,  tho  sovereign  people  of  tho  Dominion, 
and  not  attempt  to  take  away  from  tho  people  one  of  their 
most  cherished  rights,  granted  to  them  by  the  law  which  is 
now  under  our  consideration.  Perhaps  it  will  be  said  that  a 
large  number  of  petitions  have  been  presented  to  this  House 
and  to  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  amendment.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  a  great  many  petitions  have  been  presented  with 
that  object  in  view,  but  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  a  very  large  number  of  petitions,  a  two-fold  greater 
number  of  petitions,  containing  at  least  double  the  number 
of  signatures,  have  been  presented  to  this  House  since  the 
commencement  of  the  Session  against  any  interference  with 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  which  would  make  it  loss  res¬ 
trictive  than  it  is  at  the  present  time.  I  cannot  say  that  I 
lay  very  great  stress  on  petitions  got  up  in  that  promis¬ 
cuous  way,  but,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Canada  Tem¬ 
perance  Act,  petitions  are  gotten  up  in  such  away  that  thoy 
can  be  relied  upon.  In  that  case,  the  petition  mu3t  be 
signed  by  an  elector  and  by  nobody  else  ;  the  elector  must 
have  affixed  his  own  signature  to  the  petition  ;  that  signa¬ 
ture  must  be  attested  by  a  subscribing  witness  ;  that  sub¬ 
scribing  witness  must  make  a  declaration  in  reference  to 
the  signature  which  he  attests.  And  what  are  the  facts  ? 
In  twenty-one  counties  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  tho  sign¬ 
atures  to  the  petitions  now  filed  in  the  Department 
of  State  foot  up  to  the  number  of  66,000,  and,  in  addition 
to  that,  the  votes  of  tho  people,  in  counties  in  which 
the  Act  has  been  submitted  for  their  ratification,  have  been 
largely  in  favor  of  the  principles  contained  in  tho  Canada 
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Temperance  Act.  Let  us  look  a  liitle  further.  It  perhaps 
may  be  said  by  some  of  the  gentlemen  who  are  about  to 
address  the  House  on  this  question,  that  this  House  will  not 
be  asked  to  concur  in  the  amendment  made  by  the  Senate 
pure  and  simple  :  that  this  House  will  simply  be  asked  to 
apply  the  amendment  to  counties  in  which,  the  Canada  Tem¬ 
perance  Act  has  not  already  been  adopted.  The  effect  of 
that  would  be,  at  the  present  time,  to  put  an  end  to  this  agita¬ 
tion,  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  there  would  not  be  found  a  cor¬ 
poral’s  guard  of  men  in  any  county  who  would  be  foolish 
enough  to  attempt  to  adopt  the  law  if  the  amendment  now 
under  consideration  were  inserted  in  the  Act,  and  I  say  it 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  Parliament.  Take 
the  action  of  Parliament  in  the  past ;  take  the  action  of  this 
House  at  the  last  Session,  when,  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  wo  pledged  ourselves  to  give  the  people  prohibi¬ 
tion,  when  we  were  able  to  convince  Parliament  that 
public  sentiment  was  in  favor  of  that  principle.  What 
would  be  the  effect  of  this  amendment  ?  It  would  be 
to  take  away  from  the  people  the  only  means  they 
have  of  ascertaining  public  sentiment  upon  this  ques¬ 
tion,  and  I  say  such  a  proceeding  would  be  unfair.  The 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  a  few  years  ago,  was  sneered  at, 
was  looked  upon  as  an  innocent  measure,  that  would  never 
accomplish  anything  in  the  direction  of  prohibition  or  of 
promoting  the  temperance  sentiment ;  but,  now  that  it  has 
been  received  with  favor  by  the  people,  we  have  a  proposi¬ 
tion  submitted  to  Parliament,  and  sanctioned  by  one  branch 
of  our  Legislature,  with  the  view  of  strangling  that  Act  and 
putting  an  end  to  all  agitation,  putting  an  end  to  every 
effort  on  the  part  of  temperance  men  in  this  Dominion  to 
prohibit  the  traffic  in  intoxication  liquors.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  shall  discuss  this  question  at  any  greater  length.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  other  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  will 
consider  it  of  sufficient  moment  and  importance  to  give 
their  advice  to  the  House  upon  it.  I  must  say  that  the 
matter  has  assumed  a  very  serious  aspect,  and  that  there  is 
an  attempt  by  this  amendment  to  deprive  the  people  of  a 
cherished  principle,  that  is,  the  principle  of  local  option,  as 
applied  to  the  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors,  and  I  trust 
the  members  of  this  House  will  consider  well  the  situation 
before,  by  their  votes  here  to-night,  they  say  to  the 
large  majority  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion  that  they 
shall  no  longer  have  the  benefit  of  a  law  which  has  been  so 
beneficial  in  the  counties  in  which  it  has  been  adopted,  in 
putting  an  end  to  to  the  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors  for 
beverage  purposes.  I  leave  this  question  with  the  House. 
As  the  member  having  charge  of  this  Bill,  I  deemed  it  my 
duty  to  discuss  the  question  at  greater  length  than,  perhaps, 
I  should  otherwise  have  done  ;  but  I  know  that,  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  considering  the  gravity  of 
the  situation,  considering  the  importance  of  the  question 
now  before  the  House,  I  shall  be  pardoned  for  the  time  I 
have  occupied  in  discussing  the  question. 

Mr.  SMALL.  I  beg  to  move,  in  amendment : 

That  all  after  “  that  ”  be  struck  out,  and  the  following  be  added  to 
the  said  amendment In  counties  or  cities  hereafter  adopting  the  said 

Act. 

The  effect  of  that  is  that  the  amendment  made  by  the  Senate 
to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  shall  not  apply  to  counties 
which  have  already  adopted  the  Scott  Act.  The  amend¬ 
ments  made  by  the  Senate  have  been  considered  retroactive, 
and  the  amendment  I  now  propose  is  to  the  effect  that  they 
shall  apply  only  to  counties  in  future  adopting  the  Scott 
Act. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  it  possible  that  we  ai’o  to  have  a  piece 
of  legislation  like  this  brought  down  to  the  House  ;  that  we 
are  called  on  to  vote  upon  it ;  that  by  adopting  it  we  shall 
essentially  alter  the  character  of  an  Act,  the  passage  of 
Mr.  Jamieson. 
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which  we  have  been  years  in  obtaining  from  Parliament, 
which  has  remained  on  the  Statute  Book  for  seven  years, 
and  in  that  timo  is  supposed  to  have  taken  a  settled 
position,  and  against  which  we  have  scarcely  had  the  first 
scintilla  of  popular  opinion,  asking  this  Parliament  to  take 
that  law  off  the  Statute  Book?  Is  it  possible  that  a  measure 
so  important  as  this  is  brought  down  to  the  House,  and  that 
hon.  gentlemen  are  asked  to  vote  upon  it,  with  no  further  rea¬ 
son  being  given  for  this  fundamental  change  than  a  simple 
statement  that  this  does  so-and-so,  and  thereby  partially  takes 
away  from  what  the  Senate  amendment  proposed  ?  Are  there 
any  reasons  why  this  legislation  should  provail  ?  If  there 
aro,  let  us  have  them.  But  let  not  hon.  gentlemen  bring  a 
measure  like  this  down  to  the  House,  claiming,  as  they  did, 
and  do,  that  the  weight  of  intelligence  is  upon  thoir  side  of 
the  question,  claiming  that  while  we  may  be  strong- 
headed,  while  we  may  be  fanatical  and  given  to  enthusiasm, 
they  have  the  cool  reasoning  power.  If  they  have  the  cool 
reasoning  power,  let  them  exercise  it  now,  and  give  this 
House  some  substantial  reasons  why  we  should  make  such 
a  fundamental  change. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  confess  I  am  somewhat 
surprised  if  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B,  (Mr.  Foster) 
means  the  few  remarks  he  has  just  made  to  be  in  opposition 
to  the  amendment  made  by  my  hon.  friend  on  my  right 
(Mr.  Small). 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  much  more  behind. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Well,  I  suppose,  then,  his  speech  is  not 
addressed  to  the  amendment  but  to  the  original  motion.  I 
take  it  that  his  speech  should  be  addressed  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Small), 
which  we  aro  now  considering,  and  whether  the  Senate 
amendment — which,  I  have  no  doubt,  is  retroactive  in  its  ope¬ 
ration,  and  applies  to  all  counties  in  which  the  Act  has  as 
yet  been  passed — should  be  made  to  apply  to  them  or  should 
bo  restricted  to  the  counties  in  which  the  Act  has  not  yet 
been  adopted.  If  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  and  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  think  it  is  better 
that  the  Senate  amendment  in  reference  to  beer  and  light 
wines  should  apply  to  all  counties,  whether  they  have  yet 
adopted  the  Scott  Act  or  not,  then  I  suppose  they  will  vote 
against  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  think  it  is  better  that  tho  Senate  amendment,  if 
ultimately  adopted,  should  apply  only  to  counties  in  which 
the  Scott  Act  has  not  yet  been  adopted,  then  I  presume  they 
will  vote  for  my  hon.  friend’s  amendment.  I  do  not 
understand  the  observation  of  my  hon.  friend  from  King’s. 
He  said  he  has  more,  that  he  holds  back.  Well,  if  he 
wants  to  express  any  opinion  on  this  question,  he  ought  to 
have  expressed  it  on  the  amendment.  If  he  means  to  oppose 
the  adoption  of  the  Senate  amendment  in  toto,  he  should 
have  addressed  his  remarks  to  that,  and  not  tho  amendment 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto.  For  my  part,  it  is  no 
secret,  1  have  before  now  expressed  in  this  House  my  opin¬ 
ions  against  the  constitutional  propriety  of  Scott  Act  legis¬ 
lation  in  toto.  I  think  my  opinions  on  this  subject  are 
sufficiently  well  known ;  but  I  confess  that  a  good  deal  is  to 
be  said  in  favor  of  tho  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Toronto,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  considerable  surprise  to  me 
that  the  advocates  of  total  prohibition  in  this  House  should 
oppose  that  amendment.  They  choose  thereby  to  place 
themselves  in  tho  position  of  saying  that  they  would  rather 
the  Senate  amendments  to  the  Scott  Act  should  apply  to  all 
counties,  whether  they  have  carried  the  Act  or  not,  than  to 
have  it  applied  only  to  those  counties  in  which  the  Act  has 
not  yet  been  carried.  That  is  the  effect  of  their  voting  against 
the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto.  Tho  motion 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Lanark  is,  that  the  Senate 
amendment  be  rejected.  My  hon.  friend  from  Toronto  pro¬ 
poses  a  middle  course,  and  he  says:  I  am  prepared  to  allow 
the  Senate  amendments  to  apply  only  to  those  counties 
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■which  have  not  yet  adopted  the  Scott  Act,  instead  of  apply¬ 
ing  it  to  all  counties.  My  hon.  friends  who  support  prohi¬ 
bition  in  this  House  oppose  that ;  so  they  would  rather 
have  the  amendment  applied  to  the  whole  Dominion  than 
have  it  applied  only  to  those  counties  in  which  the  Scott 
Act  has  not  yet  been  adopted.  I  should  like  to  understand 
what  their  position  is.  Before  sitting  down,  I  wish  to  say 
one  word  about  a  remark  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
North  Lanark.  It  was  hardly  a  remark  that  ought  to  have 
come  from  a  personal  friend — to  say  nothing  of  a  political 
friend.  If  he  meant  it  in  earnest,  it  was,  I  need  hardly  say, 
wholly  unfounded — I  mean  his  remark  that  probably  my 
observations  were  attributable  to  the  fact  that  I  was  under 
the  same  influence  that  had  misled  the  House  in  their 
former  action,  as  I  ventured  to  point  out  before  dinner.  I 
say  if  he  meant  it  in  earnest,  I  need  hardly  say  it  was 
unfounded  ;  if  he  meant  it  as  a  joke,  I  think  it  was  imper¬ 
tinent. 

Mr.  JAMIESON;  I  certainly  meant  it  only  as  a  joke. 

Mr.  CAMEEON.  I  have  already  expressed  my  opinion 
of  it  as  a  joke,  and  I  must  leave  my  hon.  friend  to  apply 
the  remark  I  have  made  to  his  observation  ;  because  this 
kind  of  personal  jokes  approach  very  near,  if  they  do  not 
quite  reach,  what  is  generally  described  as  impertinence 
from  one  gentleman  to  another.  I  regretted  to  hear  the  obser¬ 
vation  of  my  hon.  friend,  because,  I  need  hardly  say, that  I  do 
not  think  I  am  open  to  an  insinuation  of  that  kind,  either  in 
earnest  or  as  a  joke.  I  think  that  I  am  as  well  prepared  to 
discuss  this  subject  in  a  sober  and  serious  manner  as  my 
hon.  friend— in  fact,  I  think  1  am  a  great  deal  better  pre¬ 
pared.  I  think  there  are  several  kinds  of  intoxication. 
There  is  an  intoxication  arising  from  a  too  free  U3e  of 
spirituous  or  vinous  liquor  ;  I  think  there  is  intoxication 
arising  from  success,  and  I  am  afraid  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  his  friends  who  think  with  him,  are 
laboring,  to  some  extent,  under  that  kind  of  intoxica¬ 
tion.  When  the  Bill  was  before  this  House,  on  a  former 
occasion,  they  met  with  what  they  considered  great  suc¬ 
cess.  They  carried  things  right  and  left,  and  as  they 
chose.  We,  poor  unfortunate  members,  who  honestly  and 
conscientiously  thought  they  were  going  too  far,  were 
howled  down.  We  were  not  allowed  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  even  the  proposition  placed  before  the  House. 
I  know  several  members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
some  on  the  other  side,  who  wished  to  propose  amendments, 
who  abandoned  the  idea  of  doing  so,  because  they  felt  that 
the  House,  under  the  influence  of  the  hon.  member  and  his 
associates,  were  intoxicated  with  the  success  of  the  prohibi¬ 
tion  cause.  And,  so  intoxicated  were  they  that  they  would 
not  listen  to  reason.  There  is,  also,  another  kind  of  intoxi¬ 
cation.  There  is  intoxication  arising  from  credulity  and 
bigotry,  which  misleads  and  misguides  men’s  judgments 
so  that  they  cannot  form  a  candid  and  impartial  opinion 
upon  the  subject  under  discussion.  That  kind  of  intoxica¬ 
tion,  I  think,  has  affected  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his 
associates.  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  remark  I  made  just  now 
is  quite  justified,  that  there  are  various  kinds  of  intoxica¬ 
tion,  and  that  kind  of  intoxication  under  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  associates  labor  is  far  more  prejudicial 
to  a  proper  discussion  and  fair  judgment  upon  any  question 
of  this  kind  even  than  the  intoxication  arising  from  the 
undue  use  of  spirituous  or  vinous  liquors.  I  think,  also, 
perhaps  it  might  bo  said  that  some  of  the  most  enthusiastic 
supporters  of  the  prohibition  cause  occasionnally  labor 
under  the  other  kind  of  intoxication.  I  do  not  allude  to 
any  hon;  gentleman  in  this  House  ;  I  allude  to 
the  well-known  fact  that  some  of  the  most  noted  prohibi¬ 
tion  stump  speakers  occupy  their  leisure  time  in  indulging 
in  bouts  of  beastly  intoxication  from  spirituous  liquors. 
That  is  what  I  allude  to.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  any 
hon.  member  who  votes  conscientiously  for  prohibitory 


measures  is  ever  under  any  influence  of  that  kind ;  but 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  some  of  the  most  vehement  and 
loudly-spoken  advocates  of  temperance  by  no  means  prac¬ 
tice  that  noble  virtue. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  believe - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Spoken. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  not  spoken. 

Mr.  SPEAKER,  Did  the  hon.  gentleman  speak  to  the 
amendment? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  spoken  once;  I  have  not  yet 
spoken  to  the  original  amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER,  The  question  is  now  on  the  amendment 
moved  by  Mr.  Small.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
spoken  to  that. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
(Mr.  Foster)  has  not  been  able  to  continue  and  address  the 
House  upon  this  occasion  ;  but  I  cannot  allow  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  CameroD)  to  pass 
unchallenged.  That  hon.  member  has  taken  upon  himself 
to  accuse  the  hon.  member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  of 
impertinence,  and  in  making  that  accusation  against  him 
he  has  founded  it  upon  an  allusion  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Lanark  to  the  state  in  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Victoria  happened  to  be  when  he  made  a  few  remarks  a 
little  while  ago.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria, 
having  taken  that  ground,  can  be  fairly  accused  of  imperti¬ 
nence,  not  to  one  individual  member,  but  to  the  whole 
House,  individually  and  collectively,  in  consequence  of  tho 
words  uttered  before  dinner,  when  he  declared  that  the 
House  did  not  know  what  it  did  when  it  passed  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Act.  If  that  reasoning  is  to  apply  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Lanark,  they  must  react  on  the  hon.  member 
for  Victoria.  That  hon.  member  has  been  guilty  of  imper¬ 
tinence — not  that  I  would  have  alluded  to  it,  except 
for  his  attack  on  the  hon.  member  for  Lanark  — 
but  he  has  gone  a  little  too  far  in  accusing 
that  hon.  gentleman,  and  other  people  in  the  country, 
who  are  advocates  of  temperance,  with  being  intoxicated 
with  their  success.  It  is  true  that  on  many  occasions  tho 
temperance  people  have  beon  blessed  with  success  attending 
their  efforts.  But,  unfortunately,  I  regret  to  say  this  after¬ 
noon,  if  wo  have  been  in  the  past  at  all  inclined  to  be 
intoxicated,  to-day  it  has  been  taken  from  us,  because  our 
efforts  this  afternoon  in  this  House  did  not  meet  with  that 
success  which  I  should  have  been  glad  to  have  seen  them 
meet  with.  I  regret  to  say  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  House  this  afternoon,  the  temperance  cause  in 
this  country  has  received  a  severe  blow,  from  which  it  will 
take  some  time,  until  the  next  general  elections,  to  recover. 
But  I  believe  the  proposition  which  is  now  before  the  House 
would,  were  it  to  be  passed,  be  even  a  much  greater  blow 
than  we  received  this  afternoon.  The  proposition  before  us 
is  that  for  the  future  the  Scott  Act,  where  adopted,  will  not 
apply  or  interfere  with  the  sale  of  wine  or  beer.  This  is, 
as  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  said,  a  few  minutes  ago,  a 
very  important  question,  and  I  regret  that  such  an  impor¬ 
tant  question  should  have  come  up  in  the  manner  in  which 
it  has  come  up  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  I  regret  it 
should  have  come  up  towards  the  close  of  a  very  long 
Session,  and  at  a  time  when  hon.  members  are  wearied 
with  their  labors,  when  hon.  members  have  not  really 
time  to  give  to  its  consideration.  I  call  it  a  very  import¬ 
ant  question,  because  I  believe  that  by  the  acceptance  of  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House  the  practical  good  effects 
of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  will  be  entirely  destroyed. 
The  hon.  member  lor  Lanark  (Mr,  Jamieson)  has  given  us 
a  short,  and,  I  think,  effective  account  of  the  history  of 
temperance  legislation  in  this  country.  And  now  we  are 
called  upon  to  take  a  retrograde  step,  because  we  are  to 
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consider  the  term  “  intoxicating  liquors  ”  very  much  more 
limited  in  its  nature  than  that  term  has  ever  yet  been  con¬ 
sidered  to  be.  If  light  wines  and  beer  are  no  longer  to  be 
considered  intoxicating  liquors  under  the  terms  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  I  ask  this  House  to  consider  to  what  it  is  to 
lead.  I  am  not  going  now  to  discuss  the  question  at  length,  as 
to  whether  greater  evils  of  intemperance  are  likely  to  arise 
in  consequence  of  indulgence  in  light  wines  and  beer  than 
in  consequence  of  indulgence  in  whiskey  and  other  strong 
drinks.  I  believe,  however,  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
will  be,  not  to  induce  greater  consumption  of  light  wine  and 
beer,  but  that  it  will  also  practically  continue  the  use  of 
whiskey  and  other  strong  drinks  in  such  counties  as  might 
adopt  the  Scott  Act  with  this  amendment  tacked  on  to  it. 
Were  the  amendment  carried  and  the  temperance  people 
were  to  secure  the  adoption  of  the  Scott  Act,  then,  in  those 
counties,  with  light  wine  and  beer  allowed  to  be  sold,  while 
whiskey  and  other  strong  liquors  are  forbidden,  those  strong 
liquors  would  go  into  the  light  wines  and  beer,  and  be  sold 
in  great  quantities  as  wine.  I  do  not  believe  pure  beer 
and  pure  light  wine  will  be  sold.  I  believe  that  a  small 
quantity  of  beer  and  light  wine  will  be  sold  with 
a  very  great  quantity  of  whiskey  added  thereto,  so 
that  the  intoxicating  effects  of  the  beverage  will  be 
just  as  bad  as  the  alcoholic  effects  of  pure  whiskey. 
In  fact,  Sir,  I  might  go  further,  and  say  that  the  effect  of 
that  beverage  would  be  worse  than  the  effect  of  pure  whis¬ 
key,  because,  I  regret  to  say,  that  I  believe  it  to  be  the  case, 
that  light  wines  and  beer,  as  produced  in  this  country,  are 
more  likely  to  be  adulterated  by  all  sorts  of  poisonous  trash 
than  is  the  whiskey  of  this  country.  Whiskey  is  probably 
the  cheapest  and  most  easily  procured  intoxicating  beverage 
in  this  country,  and  tho  result  is,  that  persons  desiring  to 
become  intoxicated,  or  to  uso  stimulants,  are  more  liklely 
to  take  whiskey  than  any  of  tho  various  concoctions 
sold  under  the  names  of  .light  wines  and  beers.  And, 
Sir,  whiskey  is  so  cheap  in  this  country  that  there  is  not 
the  temptation  to  adulterate  it  that  there  is  to  adulterate 
light  wines,  at  all  events,  even  if  I  do  not,  in  that  respect, 
include  beer.  We  find  that  in  this  country  light  wines  are 
not  made  to  any  great  extent,  and  those  sold  are  almost 
invariably  adulterated.  It  is  scarcely  possible  for  the 
people  of  this  country  to  obtain,  excopt  by  paying  a  very 
high  price  for  it,  pure  light  wines,  such  as  claret  or  Sauterne. 
The  result  is,  that  if  this  amendment  were  passed,  the  people 
in  the  counties  that  adopted  the  Scott  Act  so  amended, would 
be  tempted  and  almost  forced,  if  they  did  not  wish  to  evade 
tho  law,  to  buy  an  adulterated  article ;  and  I  believe  that 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  connected  with  the  use  of  intoxi¬ 
cating  liquors  is  tho  ovil  arising  from  the  adulteration  of 
those  liquors.  Were  wine,  whiskey  and  beer  to  be  sold 
pure,  as  they  are  made,  when  rightly  made,  I  believe  the 
evils  of  intemperance  would  be  greatly  reduced.  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  that  the  extent  of  those  evils  would  not  still  be 
very  great,  but  that  they  would  be  greatly  reduced ;  and  it 
is  because  I  believe  this  amendment  points  in  tho  direction 
of  encouraging  the  adulteration  of  pure  drink,  whatever  it 
may  be,  that  I  am  most  earnestly  inclined  to  oppose  it.  I 
am  inclined  to  oppose  it,  furthermore,  because  1  believe,  as 
I  have  long  believed,  that  even  the  uso  of  wine  and  beer 
when  pure,  when  not  so  strong  and  bad  in  their  alcoholic 
effects,  would  still  bo  worse  than  tho  prohibition  of  the  sale 
of  those  liquors.  But  I  consider,  even  putting  that  aside, 
that  the  argument  which  I  have  brought  before  this  House 
is  a  very  strong  one  against  tho  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment.  It  is  true,  Sir,  that  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Toronto  takes  away  a  great  objection  that  1 
had,  and  that  no  doubt  others  had,  to  tho  amendment 
passed  by  the  Senate,  which  was  retroactive  in  its  effects. 
As  representing  a  Scott  Act  county,  with  others  representing 
such  counties,  we  could  not  for  an  instant  accept  the  original 
proposstion  from  tho  Senate,  knowing  that  the  counties, 
Mr.  Fisher. 


which  have,  with  their  eyes  open,  knowingly  and  designedly 
adopted  the  Scott  Act,  believing  it  to  be  an  Act  involving 
entire  prohibition,  would  not  for  an  instant  consent  to 
allow  the  proposition  that  the  sale  of  light  wines  and  beers, 
should  be  permitted  in  those  counties.  But  I  consider  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  is  unfair  to  a 
very  large  body  of  people  in  this  country.  I  allude  to  the 
large  body  who  have  already  petitioned  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Governor  in  Council  to  allow  tho  Scott  Act  to 
be  submitted  in  their  counties.  The  hon.  member  for 
Lanark  has  just  stated  that  there  are  to-day  twenty-one 
counties  in  which  steps  have  been  taken  for  the  submission 
of  the  Scott  Act.  Now,  those  people  have  taken  those  steps 
with  the  full  expectation  and  intention  of  getting  a  chance 
to  vote  on  tho  Scott  Act,  as  it  stood  before  it  was  amended 
by  tho  Senate,  and  thoso  people,  representing,  I  think,  the 
majority  of  the  electors  in  twenty-one  counties  and  cities  of 
this  Dominion,  would  be  very  unfairly  treated  were  this 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Toi’onto  accepted. 
Speaking,  as  I  can  speak,  of  the  sentiments  of  a  large  number 
of  the  temperance  people  of  this  country,  and  speaking  of 
the  sentiments  of  those  counties  which  have  brought  about 
that  petition,  I  believe  they  would  probably  not  act  upon 
them  at  all,  and  the  consequence  would  be  that  they  would 
have  been  put  to  a  very  large  amount  of  trouble 
and  expense,  all  to  no  purpose.  I  think  it  would  be  fair  to 
consider  the  breach  of  faith  to  those  people.  But,  Sir,  I 
think  there  is  another  objection  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Toronto,  and  that,  Sir,  is,  what  I  can,  perhaps, 
fairly  call  a  breach  of  faith  to  the  temporance  people  of  this 
country.  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  during  the  last  year 
the  temperance  people  have  made  a  strong,  vigorous  and 
very  successful  campaign  throughout  the  country,  for  the 
adoption  of  the  Scott  Act.  That  campaign  was  largely  duo 
to  tho  initiation  of  the  Dominion  Alliance,  which  holds  its 
annual  meetings  in  tho  winter  time,  in  Ottawa,  and  that 
Alliance,  and  the  people  who  support  it,  Having  been  success¬ 
ful  in  their  campaign  last  year,  aro  now  entering  upon 
another  campaign,  similar  to  the  one  of  last  year.  They 
desire  by  these  means  to  submit  the  Scott  Act  in  various 
parts  of  the  country,  and  to  bring  to  bear  that  pressure  on 
tbe  House  of  Commons,  that  influence  on  the  Houso  of 
Commons,  which  is  a  legitimate  influence,  to  bring  about 
total  prohibition  in  this  country.  Every  hon,  gentleman 
within  theso  walls  recollects  very  well  that  last  year  wo 
passed  hero  a  prohibitory  resolution,  by  which,  when  this 
Parliament  becomes  fully  convinced  that  the  temperance 
people  of  this  country  were  in  the  majority,  and  that  this 
country  was  prepared  to  enforce  a  prohibitory  law,  this  Par* 
liament  would  pass  such  a  law.  By  what  means  can  this  Par¬ 
liament  be  shown  that  the  people  of  this  country  are  in  favor 
of  a  prohibitory  law,  except  by  the  submission  and  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  Scott  Act.  In  tho  various  counties  of  the 
Dominion,  at  tho  time  when  the  discussion  took  place  in 
this  House,  the  Scott  Act  was  pointed  to  as  a  way  by  which 
the  people  who  desired  prohibition  could  get  prohibition, 
and  the  result  wa^  that  the  Dominion  Alliance  answered 
that  challenge  and  passed  tho  Scott  Act  in  very  many  of 
the  counties  of  Canada.  Tho  result  has  been,  I  think, 
pretty  fair  proof  to  the  Parliament  of  this  country  that  the 
people  aro  in  favor  of  prohibition.  But  that  proof  is  not  con¬ 
clusive,  and  if  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Toronto  is  passed,  I  see  no  way  by  which  that  proof  can  be 
made  conclusive.  It  is  possible,  and  I  think  probably  it  is 
the  fact,  that  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto,  and  his 
friends  supporting  him  on  this  question,  do  not  wish 
to  see  that  proof  made  conclusive.  I  think,  probably, 
thoso  supporting  the  amendment  wish  to  prevent,  and 
think  that  by  this  means  they  can  prevent,  this  proof  to 
the  House  that  tho  people  of  Canada  desire  prohibition.  I 
think,  perhaps,  that  if  their  motion  were  allowed  to  pass, 
they  might  so  prevent  it,  but  I  believe  that  even  that  will 
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not  accomplish  the  object,  because  I  believe  the  temperance 
people  of  this  country  will  find  another  way  by  which  they 
can  prove  to  this  House,  or  if  not  this  House,  to  a  succeed¬ 
ing  House,  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  that  they  do  desire 
a  total  prohibitory  law.  I  do  not  belie vo  for  an  instant, 
Sir,  that  I  have  exhausted  all  the  arguments  which  would 
show  the  evil  effects  of  the  law  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Toronto  wishes  to  pass  through  this  House.  But  there  are 
other  gentlemen  in  this  House  who  can  bring  forward  these 
arguments  and  proofs,  and  I  will  merely  add  that  I  am 
quite  convinced  that  this  amendment,  if  passed,  wiil  put  an 
end  entirely  and  wholly  to  the  Scott  Act  agitation  now 
going  on  in  this  country,  that  it  will  prevent  future  Scott 
Act  agitation,  and  will  inflict  a  blow  on  the  temperance 
progress  of  the  country  which  it  would  be  difficult  indeed 
for  the  temperance  people  of  the  country  to  recover  from. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Toronto  (Mr. 
Small)  implies  at  all  an  undertaking  on  the  part  of  those  who 
vote  for  it  that  they  will  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  as  amended  by  that  amendment.  The  underlying 
principle  of  the  Scott  Act,  as  it  is  popularly  called,  is  that 
the  people  themselves  shall  decide  whether  they  desire,  or 
do  not  desire,  prohibition  ;  and  the  ground  on  which  the 
Senate  amendment  is  proposed  to  bo  modified  by  tho  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Toronto,  as  I  understand 
it,  is,  that  in  a  number  of  counties  of  this  Dominion  the 
Scott  Act  has  already  been  adopted  by  large  majorities,  and 
it  would  be  excedingly  unfair,  in  tho  face  of  an  expression 
of  opinion  of  that  kind,  to  impose  on  those  counties  a  condi¬ 
tion  different  from  that  which  they  believed  would  exist 
when  they  adopted  their  by-laws.  Without,  for  myself,  intim¬ 
ating  that  I  will  vote  for  the  Senate  amendment, by  voting  for 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto,  I  intend 
to  cast  my  vote  for  that  amendment.  I  do  so  simply  be¬ 
cause  it  affirms  the  principle  that  the  people  having  in 
several  counties  decided  in  favor  of  the  Scott  Act,  it  is  not 
fair  for  this  Parliament  to  interfere  and  create  a  condition 
of  things  different  from  what  existed  when  they  adopted 
that  Act.  I  should  deeply  regret  if  anything  was  done  by 
this  Parliament  to  interfere  in  the  slightest  degree  with  the 
people  in  tho  future,  in  doing  as  they  have  been  doing  in 
the  past,  with  possibly  som.9  modification,  enabling  them  to 
express  their  opinions  in  any  of  the  counties,  either  as  to 
the  license  laws,  as  to  a  modified  system  of  prohibition,  or 
as  to  whether  they  desire  that  no  intoxicating  liquor  shall 
be  sold  at  all.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  simply  explaining 
my  own  position,  that  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment,  with¬ 
out  stating  that  I  shall  vote  for  the  Senate  amendment,  as 
amended  by  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Toronto. 

Mr.  COLBY)  Listening  to  the  amendment  of  tho  hon. 
member  for  East  Toronto  (Mr.  Small)  and  to  the  remarks 
which  have  fallen  from  my  hon.  friend  at  my  right  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell),  I  think  it  may  be  accepted  now  as  being 
the  unanimous  sentiment  of  the  House  that  retroactive 
legislation,  which  would  affect  those  constituencies  which 
have  already  enacted  the  Seott  Act,  would  not  receive 
sympathy  or  support  in  any  quarter  of  this  House.  I  think 
I  may  say  that,  judging  from  the  amendment  now  before 
the  House,  from  the  known  views  of  tho  gentlemen  who 
have  supported  that  amendment,  and  from  the  resolution 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member  opposite  that  I  agree 
not  only  with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat,  but  with  all  the  members  of  this  House,  in  going  that 
length.  But  I  must  go  a  step  further  than  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has  gone.  I  must  say, 
I  could  not  support  these  amendments — as  high  a  respect 
as  I  have  for  the  hon.  body  that  passed  them — -as  applica¬ 
ble  to  the  Scott  Act  in  any  form  whatevei-.  I  think 
this  is  a  question  which  very  nearly  concerns  the  honor  and 


the  dignity  of  this  House.  We  passed  the  Scott  Act  with 
unanimity ;  we  adopted  the  sentiments  embodied  in  the 
preamble  and  the  various  sections  of  that  Act  as  the  unani¬ 
mous  will  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  Up  to  the  present 
time,  on  every  occasion  when  any  proposition  affecting  the 
Scott  Act  has  been  made,  this  House  has,  with  unanimity, 
done  everything  in  its  power  to  improve  the  working  of 
that  Act,  according  to  the  views  of  thoso  most  interested  in 
its  well-working.  A  year,  ago,  as  tho  hon.  member  for 
Bromo  (Mr.  Fisher)  has  said,  this  House  placed  itsolf  on 
record  as  affirming  that  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  total 
prohibition  was  the  true  remedy  for  the  evil  which  all 
admit  to  exist.  Strengthened  by  that  resolution,  the  friends 
of  prohibition  have  exerted  themselves  with  extraordinary 
vigor  during  the  past  year  in  order  to  show  that  the  senti¬ 
ment  of  prohibition  was  largely  participated  in  by  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  country ;  and  every  expression,  up  to  this  time, 
is  confirmatory  of  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  in  enacting 
the  Seott  Act,  and  in  adopting  the  resolution  of  last 
Session.  Why  is  it  that  now,  at  this  stage,  after  this 
expression  of  opinion  from  the  people  at  tho  polls,  when  27 
counties  out  of  33  which  have  voted  on  the  Scott  Act  have 
decided  favorably  to  that  Act — why  is  it  that  now,  for  the 
first  time  since  the  Scott  Act  was  passed,  propositions  sub¬ 
versive  of  its  principles  are  received  with  favor?  Are 
we  to  stand  before  the  country  as  having  been  disin¬ 
genuous  when  we  passed  that  law — in  having  been  dis¬ 
ingenuous  when  wo  adopted  the  resolution  of  last  session  ? 
Are  we  to  stand  before  the  country  as  a  Parliament  ready 
to  trifle  with  a  great  moral  question,  which  exercises  the 
thoughts  and  tho  hoarts  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion, 
from  one  ond  to  the  other?  Are  we  to  reverse  our  former 
expressions  by>  a  side  wind  ?  Have  wo  not  the  courage  of 
our  convictions  ?  Has  anything  occured  since  our  past 
actions  that  would  justify  us  in  receiving  with  favor  pro¬ 
positions  not  made  in  sympathy  with  this  Act,  not  made  or 
supported  by  persons  in  sympathy  with  the  Act,  but  mado 
by  opponents  of  the  Act,  and  advocated  on  the  ground  of 
hostility  to  it  ?  Do  we  do  this  on  account  of  any  new  light  wo 
have  received  since  the  last  session  of  Parliament?  Are  we 
going  to  change  about  in  that  way  ?  Thon,  assuredly,  we 
ignore  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  so  far  as  they  have  given 
evidence  of  it.  Now,  I  do  not  believe  we  can  consistently  do 
so.  I  do  not  believe  we  should  allow  a  measure  to  bo  foisted 
on  this  country  that  will,  in  the  sentiment  of  thofe  who 
most  favor  tho  Act,  bo  subversive  of  it.  I  have  tho  highest 
respect  and  regard  for  many  gentlemen  who  advocate  a  dif¬ 
ferent  method  of  treating  this  great  evil ;  I  have  the  highest 
regard  for  those  who  believe  that  a  stringent  license  law  is 
the  best  remedy ;  I  know  there  are  good  temperance 
men  in  this  House  and  the  country,  who  do  not  believe 
in  the  Scott  Act — who  believe  that  a  stringent  license  Act 
well  enforced  is  the  proper  way  of  meeting  the  evil,  and  I 
respect  tho  sentiments  of  thoso  poople.  I  behove,  also,  that 
there  are  gentlemon  who  believe  in  tho  doctrino,  which 
is  somewhat  new  in  this  country,  that  the  truo  remedy 
is  not  in  total  or  local  prohibition,  but  in  the 
permissivo  use  of  light  wines  and  similar  beverages 
usod  in  other  countries.  I  do  not  believe  all  thoso 
who  advocate  that  doctrine  do  it  with  tho  view  of 
subverting  tho  principles  of  temperance  in  this  country  ;  I 
know  that  a  good  many  good  temperance  men,  who  have 
given  thought  to  the  subject,  believe  that  the  true  remedy 
is  not  prohibition  on  one  side,  nor  in  the  licensing  of  liquor 
on  the  other,  but  in  that  other  course,  by  which  light  wines, 
beers  and  ciders  may  be  used.  I  respect  their  opinions  as 
sincere ;  I  feel  bound  to  acknowledge  that  they  are  honest 
when  they  express  them  ;  I  am  disposed  to  give  them  every 
opportunity,  individually,  of  having  those  opinions  tested  ; 
and  if  any  gentleman  will  propose  in  this  House  that  they 
shall  have  the  same  opportunity  of  testing  their  experiment 
that  the  prohibition  party  have,  “I  will  concur  in  that. 
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I  will  concur  in  a  proposition  to  the  effect,  that  if,  at  any¬ 
time,  one-fourth  of  the  electors  of  any  municipality, 
other  than  Scott  Act  municipalities,  represent,  in  the 
manner  provided  in* the  Scott  Act,  that  they  desire  an 
Act  which  will  contain  this  clause,  and  this  alone,  the 
permission  to  sell  ale  and  light  wines,  I  have  no  objection 
to  that  experiment  being  tried.  Then  you  would  have 
the  two  side  by  side ;  but  do  not  make  a  mongrel  thing  of 
it ;  do  not  graft  this  clause  on  to  a  prohibitory  law,  and  say, 
afterwards,  the  law  is  a  failure.  Do  not  spoil  both  experi¬ 
ments  ;  do  not  spoil  the  experiment  that  is  being  tried  by 
those  who  are  in  favor  of  prohibition,  by  bringing  in  some¬ 
thing  which  is  incongruous  with  that  idea.  If  a  certain 
number  of  counties  want  a  prohibitory  Act,  let  it  be 
enforced  in  those  counties;  if  other  counties  want  to 
carry  out  the  sentiments  and  opinions  of  those  who  believe 
that  the  use  of  wine  and  beer  is  the  true  remedy,  let  that 
experiment  be  tried  in  those  counties.  You  will  then  have 
both  experiments  tried  side  by  side,  and  the  public  will  be 
able  to  judge  as  to  the  value  of  each.  The  members  of 
this  House,  one  and  all,  profess  to  desire,  in  the  best 
possible  way,  to  lessen  or  prevent  certain  evils  which  are 
universally  admitted  to  be  evils  ;  and  I  believe  that  all 
reasonable  experiments  in  that  direction  should  have  a 
fair  trial,  so  that  after  they  have  been  tested  for  a 
period  of  years  the  intelligent  public  will  be  able  to 
recognise  which  is  the  best.  If  I  believed,  as  many 
do,  that  the  Scott  Act,  if  enforced,  would  show  its 
own  defects  and  satisfy  the  people  of  its  own  worth¬ 
lessness,  I  would  want  to  have  the  experiment  so 
tried  that  I  would  be  able  to  say  :  Here,  you  have  the  Act ; 
here,  you  have  your  own  method  of  enforcing  the  Act,  and 
here  is  the  failure  that  results  from  it.  But,  just  so  long  as 
you  tamper  with  it,  just  so  long  as  you  graft  on  it  features 
which  the  supporters  of  the  Act  do  not  approve  of,  just  so 
surely  will  they  not  be  satisfied  with  any  adverse  experi¬ 
ment,  but  will  account  for  its  failure  by  other  causes.  If  you 
had  let  us  alone,  they  will  say,  if  you  had  not  tampered 
with  the  Act,  it  would  have  been  a  success ;  now  it  is  not  a 
success,  through  your  interference.  The  advocates  of  the 
Scott  Act  are  sufficiently  handicapped  already  in  their 
efforts.  They  have  against  them  the  thousands  who  oppose 
it  from  motives  of  self-interest ;  they  have  against  them  all 
those  who  believe  that  prohibitory  Acts  are  restraints  on  the 
freedom  of  the  subject ;  they  have  against  them  all 
those  who  believe  the  true  remedy  is  a  thorough  license 
Act.  They  are  handicapped  furlher  by  the  evident  fact 
that  their  experiments  cannot  have  a  fair  trial,  through  any 
system  of  local  option,  since,  while  in  one  county  the  Scott 
Act  may  be  in  full  force,  in  an  adjacent  county  the  Act  may 
not  be  in  operation,  rendering  violations  of  the  Act  less 
difficult.  Holding  these  views,  respecting  the  convictions 
of  those  who  believe  honestly  that  the  true  remedy  lies,  not 
in  prohibition,  but  in  other  methods,  I  think  they  ought 
also  to  respect  the  convictions  of  those  whose  sentiments 
are  embodied  in  the  Statute  Book,  endorsed  by  the  action  of 
this  House,  and  who  now  desire  to  work  out  that  problem 
which  Parliament  some  time  ago  gave  them  an  opportunity 
of  working  out.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  feel  bound 
to  oppose  any  proposition  to  graft  this  clause,  in  any  shape 
or  form  whatever,  on  this  Act,  believing  it  will  spoil 
both  experiments,  believing  that  neither  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  fair  play,  the  two  things  being  incom¬ 
patible.  I  would  bo  willing  to  see  both  experiments 
worked  out  separately  and  fairly,  so  that  the  people 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  judging  which  was  the  best ; 
but  I  am  opposed  to  any  proposition  to  combine  these  two 
incompatible  things  together  in  the  one  Act;  and  I  may  say, 
I  for  one,  cannot  very  well  afford  to  disregard  the  expression 
of  public  opinion  which  has  been  had  during  the  past  year. 
In  my  own  county  there  were  as  many  votes  of  the  electors 
passed  upon  the  Scott  Act — less  46 — as  at  the  last  parlia- 
Mr.  Colby. 
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mentaiy  election,  and  the  Scott  Act  was  supported  by  as 
large  a  majority  as  that  which  sent  me  to  this  House. 

I  certainly  cannot,  under  these  circumstances,  disregard 
the  wishes  of  my  people  ;  and  if  I  were  not  prepared  to 
carry  out  the  clearly-expressed  wishes  of  my  constituents  in 
this  particular, I  would  feel  it  my  duty  to  resign  my  position 
as  their  representative,  and  allow  them  to  send  some  one 
here  whose  sentiments,  actions,  votes  and  speeches  in 
Parliament  would  be  more  in  accordance  with  their 
expressed  views  and  wishes. 

Mr.  SORIVER.  I  do  not  understand  the  effect  of  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  from  East  Toronto  (Mr.  Small) 
to  be  what  my  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  explained  it  to 
be.  I  do  not  understand  its  effect  to  be  simply  limiting 
the  amendments  passed  in  the  Senate  to  counties  in  which 
the  Scott  Act  had  not  been  passed.  I  think  there  is  some¬ 
thing  in  addition.  I  think  the  motion  says  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  shall  be  approved  of. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  That  is  taken  out. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  molion,  as  originally  put  in  my 
hands,  is,  that  all  the  words  after  “  that,”  of  the  said  motion, 
be  struck  out,  and  the  following  words  added  :  “  In  counties 
and  cities  hereafter  adopting  the  said  Act,  and  that  the  said 
amendment  be  agreed  to  with  the  amendment  hereinbefore 
set  out.”  Bat  these  last  words  I  must  strike  out,  because 
they  bind  the  House  to  a  future  motion,  and  the  motion 
stands,  that  all  the  words  after  “  that  ”  be  struck  out,  and  the 
following  words  be  added :  “  In  counties  or  cities  hereafter 
adopting  tho  said  Act." 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  Then  I  seo  no  reason  why  the  House 
should  not  accept  the  amendment.  If  I  understand  the 
motion  rightly,  it  would  not  have  any  effect  on  the  action 
of  the  House,  with  regard  to  tho  amendments  made  by  the 
Senate,  but  simply  limit  them,  if  they  should  be  approved 
by  the  House,  to  counties  in  which  the  Scott  Act  may  here¬ 
after  be  adopted. 

Mr.  MILLS.  As  I  understand  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Toronto  (Mr.  Small),  it  practically  limits 
the  operation  of  the  Scott  Act  to  counties  in  which  it  may 
hereafter  be  submitted  to  the  people.  In  all  these  counties 
it  is  provided  total  prohibition,shall  be  destroyed ;  you  may 
prohibit  the  use  of  spirituous  liquors  other  than  light  wines 
and  ale  and  beer,  but  theso  you  have  no  power  of  prohibit¬ 
ing.  That  is  the  effect  of  the  amendment  put  into  the 
Speaker’s  hands.  It  is  perfectly  dear  that  it  is  a  repeal  of 
the  Scott  Act,  so  far  as  the  light  wines  and  the  ale  and  beer 
are  concerned,  in  all  cases  where  that  Act  may  in  future  be 
submitted  to  the  people.  I  am  opposed  to  any  such  limita¬ 
tion.  I  believe  that,  if  the  people  choose  to  adopt  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  prohibition  in  any  counties  where  the  principle  has 
1  not  yet  been  adopted,  they  should  be  as  free  as  they  have 
hitherto  been  under  the  Scott  Act.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  submitted  to  the  House  a  proposition  to  say  that  those 
who  did  not  wish  to  go  so  far  as  to  adopt  the  principle  of 
total  prohibition,  but  believed  they  would  promote  Temper¬ 
ance  better  by  allowing  the  use  of  light  wines,  ale  and  beer, 
might  have  tho  three  alternatives  of  total  prohibition,  light 
wines  and  ale,  and  a  strict  license  system,  that  would  be 
very  different ;  but  that  is  not  the  proposition.  The  pro¬ 
position  now  in  your  hands  is  to  permit  the  present  Temper¬ 
ance  Act  to  operate  in  all  those  counties  where  it  has 
been  adopted,  but  to  provide  that  in  all  other  counties  that 
power  shall  not  in  future  exist ;  the  people  shall  only  have 
liberty  to  prohibit  the  use  of  ardent  spirits. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  In  attempting  to  reply  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  spoke  a  few  moments  ago,  (Mr.  Colby)  I  feel  that 
the  task  I  am  undertaking,  in  giving  expression,  in  a  few 
words,  to  my  ideas  upon  this  very  important  subject,  is  far 
more  difficult  than  it  would  be  under  ordinary  circum- 
j  stances  in  following  one  of  the  usual  prohibition  orators 
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who  speak  upon  this  subject.  It  strikes  mo  very  forcibly, 
judging  from  the  admirable  tone  of  the  eloquent  speech 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  delivered  here  to-night,  that  he 
seems  to  have  fully  conceived  the  idea  of  the  great  theolo¬ 
gian  and  philosopher,  who  said  that  in  all  essentials  there 
should  be  unity,  in  matters  doubtful,  liberty,  and  in  all 
things  charity.  Certainly  he  has  taken,  so  far  as  his 
expressions  go  to-night,  a  most  charitable  view  of  the 
situation.  He  has  Giot  mixed  up,  as  most  people  do,  on 
occasions  of  this  kind  and  on  prohibition  platforms,  hatred 
and  holiness;  he  has  not  sought  to  impute  sinister  motives 
to  those  who  disagree  with  him,  and  I  must  say  that  his 
address  this  evening  was  one  of  those  most  likely  to  carry 
conviction,  because  he  has  studiously  avoided  that  grievous 
error  into  which  the  advocates  of  prohibition  in  this  country 
have  fallen  of  late,  that  of  holding  up  to  contempt  even  the 
highest  body  in  the  land,  because  they  venture  to  differ  with 
them,  of  hounding  down  those  who  may  happen  not  to  enter¬ 
tain  the  same  ideas  as  themselves,  and  refusing  all  liberty 
of  thought,  and  exercising,  instead  of  the  charity  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  extended  to  all,  downright  and  unqualified 
coercion.  I  desire,  on  this  occasion,  to  say,  in  opening 
these  remarks,  that,  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I 
do  wish,  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart,  that  every  man, 
woman  and  child  in  this  land,  whose  health  would  permit, 
should  be  a  total  abstainer  from  intoxicating  liquors.  1, 
myself,  am  a  member  of  the  oldest  temperance  organisation 
in  the  city  of  Montreal — the  parent  society  of  all  the  Catholic 
total  abstinence  organisations  in  that  great  city,  and  have 
been  for  some  years  past.  I  have  followed  anxiously  the 
progress  of  that  body  and  of  the  sister  societies,  and  I  have 
sought  to  find  out  for  myself  what  the  true  principles  were 
upon  which  those  with  whom  I  have  been  associated  endea¬ 
vored  to  act,  I  think  there  is  a  wide  difference,  a  marked 
difference, between  temperance  and  prohibition,  and  I  believe 
that  I  am  justified  in  the  course  which  I  am  adopting  here 
to-night,  in  giving  expression  to  these  few  words  in  favor 
of  the  amendment,  because  those  organisations  to  which 
I  have  referred,  and  which  have  been  in  the  field  of 
temperance  for  so  many  years,  acting  consistently, 
acting  generously,  acting  nobly  and  religiously,  have 
laid  down  what  they  conceive  to  be  the  true  platform 
upon  which  this  question  •  should  be  agitated;  they 
have  promulgated,  in  a  document  which  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Local  Legislature  only  in  the  last  Session,  their 
programme  as  to  what  should  be  done  in  reference  to  the 
temperance  question.  They  have  asserted  that  the  way 
to  deal  with  this  question  is  not  by  prohibition,  but  is  by  a 
strict  licensing  system,  which  will  restrict  these  licenses  to 
persons  whose  character  would  entitle  them  to  carry  on  a 
legitimate  business,  and  in  whose  conduct  the  State  might 
repose  confidence  ;  and  in  the  seoond  place,  they  have  laid 
down  as  a  rule  that  there  should  be,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  the  country,  a  strict  law,  faithfully  and 
rigorously  carried  out,  to  analyse  those  liquids  which  are 
handed  over  the  counters  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
to  see  that  they  contain  nothing  that  is  injurious  to  the 
human  system.  These  are  the  two  rules  they  have 
adopted,  and  I  feel  that,  in  following  out  the  precepts  indi¬ 
cated  therein,  I  am  following  a  true  course.  But  we  have 
boon  asked  to-night,  in  a  very  empathic  manner,  by  one  of 
the  most  powerful  and  polished  orators  of  the  temperance 
cause,  one  who,  I  am  happy  to  say,  generally  avoids  those 
extravagances  of  language  which  characterise  others 
who  are  high  up  in  authority  in  the  camp  to  which 
he  belongs,  we  have  been  asked  by  the  member  for 
King’s  (Mr.  Foster),  what  are  the  reasons  ;  are  there  any  ; 
why  is  this  attempt  made;  has  any  agitation  taken  place  ; 
have  we  any  expression  of  opinion  ?  Are  there  any  reasons, 
moral  or  material,  any  reasons  of  any  kind  whatsoever,  that 
would  induce  this  House  to  adopt  the  amendment  that  has 
just  been  proposed  ?  Well,  I  think  there  are  reasons  ;  I 
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think  there^are  powerful  reasons ;  I  think  there  are  great 
moral  reasons ;  and  I  think  we  have  seen  arrayed,  on  behalf 
of  this  amendment,  or  something  in  its  nature,  gentlemen 
occupying  eminent  positions  in  the  ecclesiastical  world,  not 
exclusively  gentlemen  belonging  to  one  denomination,  but 
gentlemen  of  different  denominations,  who  have 
spoken,  and  spoken  out  vigorously,  and  honestly,  and 
frankly,  and  have  not  hesitated,  whatever  might  be 
the  consequence,  to  give  expression  to  their  views  upon 
this  question,  which  is  being  so  violently  agitated. 
Why,  Sir,  I  think  I  can  afford  to  stand  in  company  with 
such  a  distinguished  man  as  Archbishop  Lynch,  of  Toronto, 
who,  only  a  short  time  ago,  addressed  such  a  strong  and 
vigorous  letter  to  the  public  press  of  this  country  on  this 
very  question.  And,  Sir,  let  me  point  out — and  I  promise 
not  to  weary  the  House  long,  because  I  thoroughly  under¬ 
stand  that  at  this  late  stage  of  the  Session  short  speeches 
are  far  more  palatable  than  long  ones — allow  me  simply  to 
point  out  one  or  two  of  the  passages  of  that  letter.  He  tells 
us  that  prohibition  is  not  a  sound  doctrine ;  he  tells  us  that 
it  cannot  prevail,  and  he  says,  to  use  his  own  language  : 

“  It  is  difficult  to  enforce  a  moral  virtue  on  unwilling  people.  They 
will  always  claim  the  right  to  do  as  they  please,  provided  they  do  not 
injure  their  neighbors.  The  church  has  encouraged  voluntary  temper¬ 
ance  by  means  of  associations  ;  and  the  Pope  has  even  granted  indul¬ 
gence  to  these  temperance  societies.” 

And  so  forth.  And  he  goes  on  to  say  that  he  himself,  as 
well  as  his  clergy,  have  endeavored  to  exercise  all  their 
influence  to  suppress  intemperance,  and  that  he  has  no 
reason,  and  neither  have  they,  to  be  discouraged  at  their 
results.  But  he  goes  still  farther,  and  he  lays  down  a  doc¬ 
trine  by  which  I  have  always  been  guided  in  voting  against 
prohibition  in  this  House.  I  have  felt  that  this  doctrine  of 
prohibition  is  an  anti-christian  doctrine,  and  I  have  the 
high  authority  of  the  Archbishop  for  saying  so,  and  that 
is  quite  good  enough  authority  for  me.  He  tells  us : 

“It  has  been  asserted  that  the  use  of  wine  is  prohibited  in  the  bible. 
This  is  not  the  case.  Our  Divine  Redeemer  instituted  one  of  his  greatest 
sacraments  in  bread  and  wine.’  ’ 

And  so  forth.  Having  referred  to  this  distinguished  autho¬ 
rity,  I  may  now  refer  to  the  remarkable  discourse  that  was 
made  only  a  few  days  ago  by  the  Rev.  Principal  Grant,  of 
Queen’s  College,  Kingston.  Amongst  other  things,  he  said  : 

“  There  were  various  currents  of  opinion  on  this  subject,  and  they 
should  endeavor  to  embrace  such  opinions  as  were  reasonable  and  mod¬ 
erate,  instead  of  forcing  them  to  adopt  extreme  opinions.  There  was 
only  one  opinion  amongst  them  with  regard  to  the  sin  of  intemperance, 
but  some  of  them  might  think  that  too  much  was  made  relatively  of  the 
one  sin,  and  that  there  were  even  greater  evils  in  the  land.” 

I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  reverend  Principal  in  that 
respect;  I  thoroughly  agree  that  this  one  sin  of  intemper¬ 
ance  does  not  overshadow  the  whole  decalogue,  and  that  it 
is  rather  too  cheap  a  certificate  of  all  the  virtues  merely 
to  be  a  supporter  of  the  Scott  Act.  He  says : 

“Men  who  wished  moderate  measures  were  just  as  strong  in  their 
advocacy  of  temperance,  and  hatred  of  intemperance,  as  the  more 
extreme  of  them.  There  was  only  one  opinion  with  regard  to  the  end 
to  be  obtained,  which  was  to  get  a  sober  community,  but  they  might 
differ  as  to  the  means  that  were  best  calculated  to  attain  that  end.  Was 
moral  terrorism  to  be  exercised  upon  men  who  were  not  such  extremists 
as  others.  Those  who  attempted  to  terrorise  over  others,  who  did  not 
go  as  far  as  they,  were  the  greatest  enemies  of  the  good  end  desired — 
for  they  were  driving  out  of  the  ranks  those  who  would  feign  co-operate 
with  them  for  the  suppression  of  the  great  evil  of  intemperance.” 

And,  Sir,  can  we  find  more  striking  proof  of  the  truth  of 
the  assertion  of  that  distinguished  gentleman  than  the 
utterances  of  public  orators  and  the  writings  of  the  press 
on  behalf  of  this  Scott  Act,  in  the  means  they  have  adopted 
to  drag  down  to  the  lowest  point  possible  the  Senate  of 
this  Dominion,  who  speak  of  those  men  as  unworthy  of 
any  respect,  and  to  use  towards  them  the  grossest  epithets. 
But  that,  after  all,  I  believe,  is  nothing  but  the  ordinary 
language  of  those  who  have  spoken  upon  this  subject  with 
reference  to  those  who  are  opposed  to  them.  1  can  men- 
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tion  still  others — speaking  on  the  moral  point  alone — who 
are  equally  strong  men,  whose  opinions  are  worthy  of  the 
greatest  respect  from  this  House,  or  from  any  other  body 
in  the  Dominion.  It  is  not  merely  one  section  of  the  com¬ 
munity,  as  I  said,  who  have  pronounced  in  favor  of  the 
proposition  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto ;  but  we  find 
that  the  professors  of  Trinity  College  ;  that  the  professors 
of  St.  Michael’s  College ;  that  a  large  majority  of  the 
physicians  of  Hamilton ;  that  a  large  number  of  the 
physicians  of  Toronto — I  think,  3*7 — that  the  mayor  of 
Toronto,  and  36  aldermen  of  that  city,  and  a  large  number  of 
other  persons  in  exalted  positions,  whose  opinions  are  worthy 
of  respect,  entertain  the  views  that  are  set  forth  in  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Small). 
[  shall  not  say  one  word  about  the  petitions  that  have 
poured  in  here.  We  all  understand  the  value  of  petitions, 
but  certainly  we  have  seen  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House, 
from  various  sections  of  the  Dominion,  a  sufficient  number 
of  petitions  to  convince  us  that  in  this  country  there  is  a 
very  strong  feeling  in  the  direction  of  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Toronto.  But,  Sir,  there  is  something 
more  than  the  names  of  the  prominent  men  and  the  influen¬ 
tial  bodies  to  which  I  have  adverted.  There  is  something 
more,  and  it  is  this  :  That  this  law  is  practical  confiscation  ; 
it  is  practically  robbing  men  of  their  property  ;  it  is  prac¬ 
tically  taking  from  men  their  means  of  subsistence  ;  it  is 
depreciating,  without  any  compensation,  property  that  they 
have  honestly  acquired.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believe 
that  the  brewers  and  distillers  of  this  country  are  a  set  of 
rascals  and  scoundrels,  who  deserve  to  be  denounced.  I 
cannot  agree  with  those  who  speak  of  men  like  the 
Dow’s,  the  Scott’s,  the  Molson’s,  the  O’Keefe’s,  and  hosts 
of  others  through  this  country,  men  who  stand  high 
in  the  social  circle,  men  who  contribute  largely  to 
public  charities,  men  who  have  done  their  duty  nobly  by 
their  country  in  various  ways,  men  who  have  carried  on  a 
legitimate  and  legalised  business — I  say  I  cannot  agree 
with  those  who  denounce  those  men  on  account  of  the  traffic 
in  which  they  engaged.  Sir,  let  me  ask  if  there  is  still 
another  ground  upon  which  we  can  base  our  argument ;  are 
there  not  other  reasons  which  can  be  urged  ?  Apart  from 
moral  reasons  altogether,  I  say  we  have  good  material 
reasons  why  this  amendment  should  carry.  If  we  desire 
to  promote  temperance  in  its  true  sense,  if  we  desire  to  see 
the  country  progress  in  sobriety — although  to-day  it  appears, 
from  statistics,  that  Canada  is  as  sober  a  country  as  there  is 
in  the  world,  that  there  is  no  reason  why  a  feeling  of 
terror  should  creep  over  us,  on  account  of  the  intemperance 
of  our  people — I  say  if  we  desire  to  promote  true  temper¬ 
ance  we  should  look  at  the  experience  of  other  countries.  We 
find  that  in  almost  every  one  of  them  there  is  a  larger  percent¬ 
age  of  alcohol  used  than  there  is  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
Beginning  with  the  United  Kingdom,  we  find  that  the  people 
consume  1'92  gallons  of  wine,  beer  and  spirits  per  head  ; 
in  France,  2-65  per  cent  ;  Germany,  P60  per  cent. ;  Holland, 
2-05;  Belgium,  2-07;  Denmark,  2’60 ;  United  States,  1-31 
Canada,  only  75  per  cent,  of  1  gallon.  Yet  how  is  it  that  in 
France  there  is  little  drunkenness  among  the  people?  Simply 
because  they  use  the  wine  of  the  country,  and  are  not  addicted, 
outside  of  the  cities,  to  the  use  of  ardent  spirits.  There  we 
have  a  sober  people,  a  people  who  are  not  addicted  to  the 
habit  of  drunkenness,  and  we  have  a  country  where  the  idea 
of  introducing  prohibition  would  be  laughed  at  from  one  end 
of  the  land  to  the  other.  The  form  of  our  alcohol  is  far  more 
injurious,  and  I  am  satisfied  that,  in  a  moral  sense,  and  in  that 
particular  we  would  be  making  a  great  step  forward  by 
adopting  the  amendment  now  before  the  House.  Let  me 
ask,  how  are  we  going  to  deal  with  those  people  whose 
businesses  are  going  to  be  destroyed  ?  Have  they  no  stake 
in  the  country  ?  Let  me  give  you  a  few  statistics.  The 
number  of  licensed  hotels  in  Ontario  is  nearly  4,000 ;  in  the 
whole  Dominion  about  6,000.  The  assessed  value  of  those 
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in  Ontario,  in  1883,  was  from  $12,000,000  to  $15,000,000. 
The  number  of  brewers  in  Ontaiio  and  Quebec  is  104,  and 
the  capital  employed,  as  estimated  by  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department,  is  $4,112,888 ;  value  of  buildings,  $2,397,470  ; 
of  plant,  $1,331,227.  The  capital  invested  in  dis¬ 
tilleries  is  $4,000,000.  We  have  all  this  capital  invested  ; 
wo  have  all  these  men,  not  only  having  their  own  capital 
employed  and  their  industry  threatened,  but  we  have  those 
who  are  engaged  in  those  industries,  those  who  earn  their 
bread  in  those  establishments,  thousands  and  thousands  of 
them  employed  directly  and  indirectly,  and  we  would 
deprive  them,  without  one  cent  of  compensation,  of  their 
occupation,  and  deprive  their  employers  of  what  is  justly 
their  own — depreciate  their  property  in  value  and  beggar 
them  by  the  operation  of  this  Act.  But  we  have  still  more. 
We  have  heard  here  to-night  that  there  was  some  amount 
of  sympathy  with  those  who  favor  wine  and  beer,  but  apart 
from  the  brewers,  there  is  an  immense  amount  of  money 
invested  in  the  vineyards  of  the  Dominion,  and  you  will 
find,  apart  from  the  brewers  and  distillers,  there  are 
coopers,  hop-growers,  barley-growers  and  various  other 
branches  of  business,  that  are  directly  and  indirectly  affected 
by  this  legislation.  But  there  are  still  other  arguments.  I 
spoke  a  few  moments  ago  from  the  purely  moral  point 
of  view.  In  regard  to  the  material  aspect,  we  have  the 
opinions  of  those  whose  opinions  are  worthy  of  respect. 
We  have  had  laid  upon  this  Table  petitions  from 
bankers,  from  loan  societies,  trom  various  monetary 
institutions,  all  showing  the  great  depreciation  in  value 
that  would  take  place  in  the  country  under  this  system ; 
and  I  think,  with  all  those  facts  staring  us  in  the  face, 
we  cannot  have  much  hesitation  as  to  how  we  should 
vote  upon  this  occasion.  But  I  ask  this  question :  Is 
it  likely  that  this  particular  movement  will  be  a  success, 
without  having  behind  it  the  great  moral  force  of  the  actual 
total  abstainers  ?  I  say  you  cannot  make  a  people  sober 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  Surely  you  cannot  expect  that  a 
greater  good,  a  more  effective  temperance  movement  and 
more  permanent  results  can  arise  from  this  Act  than 
from  the  great  temperance  movement  that  took  place  in 
Ireland  some  years  ago — the  greatest  movement  ever  known 
in  the  world.  I  refer  to  the  movement  of  the  celebrated 
Father  Matthew.  One  or  two  lines  from  an  authority  who 
has  written  on  this  subject.  I  refer  to  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan, 
one  of  the  ablest  men  in  Ireland,  who  died  only  a  short 
time  ago,  a  distinguished  member  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  of  Great  Britain,  a  man  who  stood  high  for  his  abili¬ 
ties  and  eloquence  ;  and  I  may  say  he  was  one  of  the  fore¬ 
most  champions  of  temperance,  as  we  understand  it — that  is, 
by  moral  suasion,  the  effect  of  temperance  societies  and  of 
religious  conviction.  In  writing  upon  this  great  movement 
led  by  Father  Matthew,  what  does  he  say  ?  Speaking  of 
the  two  great  leaders  of  that  day,  O’Connell  and  Matthews, 
he  said  : 

“  In  widely  different  characters,  however,  these  two  men  won 
eminence  and  praise.  One  was  a  political  leader,  the  other  was  a 
moral  reformer.  The  one  commanded  the  allegiance  of  a  party  in 
the  State  ;  the  other  received  the  homage  of  all.  There  is  scarcely  a 
country  in  the  civilised  world  in  which  the  memory  of  Father  Matthew 
is  not  revered.  Wherever  good  men  are  laboring  for  the  elevation  of 
humanity,  the  story  of  his  career  is  an  incentive  to  brave  endeavor ; 
and  how  far  his  work  has  perished  with  or  survived  him  is  a  question 
which  excites  solicitude.” 

Speaking  on  the  same  subject,  at  another  passage  he  says  : 

“  I  have  said  that  the  astonishing  success  of  the  Temperance  move¬ 
ment,  from  1838  to  1845,  was  largely  the  product  of  enthusiasm,  and  was 
certain  to  be  followed  by  a  reaction.  Even  if  no  unusual  misfortune 
had  befallen,  some  such  retrocession  would,  I  am  confident,  have  been 
suffered,  but  nothing  that  would  have  seriously  impaired  the  reformation 
which  Father  Matthew  had  wrought.” 

So  spoke  that  eminent  historian  and  distinguished  temper¬ 
ance  advocate  of  the  work  of  the  temperance  apostle,  which 
was  aided,  not  only  by  his  own  eloquence  and  ability,  but 
by  the  religious  enthusiasm  that  accompanied  the  work. 
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Yet  he  says  reaction  was  sure  to  follow.  Under  the  Scott 
Act  there  will  be  something  more  than  reaction.  It  is  certain 
some  day  to  be  repealed,  but  not  until  the  law  itself  has 
fallen  into  contempt  and  that  the  country  has  suffered  deeply 
both  in  its  moral  and  material  interests.  I  say,  in  this  case, 
just  as  in  the  case  of  every  other  movement  of  this  kind,  it 
is  better  to  adhere  to  the  good  old  idea,  leaving  the  morals 
of  the  people  to  the  clergy  who  have  charge  of  them.  They 
are  the  men  who  have  most  influence,  who  strike  most 
deeply  into  the  hearts  of  the  people,  and  instead  of 
seeking  to  supply  their  place  by  legislation,  let  us 
honestly  and  sincerely  labor  in  the  direction  which  is 
indicated  in  the  admirable  letter  with  which  I  opened  my 
speech,  from  His  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Toronto,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  by  working  on  these  lines  men  who  are 
honest  and  sincere,  men  who  desire  to  see  their  fellow- 
countrymen  and  women  abstaining  from  intoxicating 
liquors  altogether,  will  have  far  more  influence,  will  have 
far  greater  weight,  their  words  will  go  further,  their 
example  far  more  effective ;  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
just  as  in  this  work  the  author  pays  the  highest  tribute 
to  the  brewers  and  distillers  of  Ireland,  during  the 
time  of  the  Matthew  movement,  and  pays  the  highest  tribute 
to  their  magnanimity  on  every  occasion,  when  they  were 
appealed  to  on  behalf  of  works  of  charity  and  benevolence, 
so  I  say  that  the  men  engaged  in  the  trade  in  this  country 
will  not  regret  the  temperance  movement  which  will  go  on 
— not  a  movement  of  confiscation,  not  a  movement  under 
which,  by  law,  a  certain  section  of  the  community  cajole 
some  and  terrorise  others,  by  which  they  close  the  mouths 
of  one  section  of  the  community  and  intimidate  another 
from  acting ;  but  I  say  these  men  will  hail  with  general 
satisfaction  a  genuine  temperance  movement,  a  movement 
which  will  have  a  lasting  effect,  because  it  will  be  based  on 
the  principles  of  true  Christianity,  will  find  its  way  deep 
into  the  hearts  of  the  people,  and  will  have  a  lasting  and 
permanent  effect,  which  no  legislation  like  the  Scott  Act 
can  ever  give. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  rise  to  discuss  the  question  of  the 
Scott  Act  in  the  abstract,  or  the  propriety  of  using  alcoholic 
liquor,  but  I  shall  simply  confine  myself,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  the  question  directly  before  us,  which  is,  in  the  first  place, 
whether  we  should  accept  the  Senate  amendment  as  it  was 
adopted  in  that  House,  or,  in  the  second  place,  whether  we 
should  accept  it  with  the  change  proposed  by  the  motion  now 
in  your  hands.  I  think  the  amendment  as  it  was  made  by 
the  Senate  is  so  evidently  against  the  sense  of  the  House  that 
it  is  hardly  worth  while  discussing  it*  It  would  be  so  emin¬ 
ently  a  breach  of  faith  to  those  counties  where  the  Scott  Act 
has  been  adopted,  with  the  intention  of  securing  total 
prohibition,  to  change  the  Act,  after  they  had  adopted  it, 
and  allow  the  sale  of  some  intoxicating  drinks,  that  the 
House  appears  to  have  rejected  that  idea  altogether, 
for  I  understand  that  the  amendment  now  in  your 
hands  proceeds  from  those  who  are,  in  the  main,  favorable 
to  the  general  line  of  the  Senate  amendments,  and  it  will 
bo  accepted  by  them,  I  suppose,  as  the  shape  in  which  they 
would  wish  the  matter  to  be  submitted  to  this  House.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  whether  the  Scott  Act,  when  sub¬ 
mitted  in  future,  shall  not  apply  to  ale  and  light  wines,  I 
have  simply  to  say  that  I  consider  the  Scott  Act  still  an 
experiment.  In  1878  this  House  unanimously  agreed  to 
give  the  people  of  any  county  in  this  Dominion  the  right 
to  try  this  experiment.  They  have  been  trying  it  here 
and  there  ever  since,  and,  of  late,  to  a  greater  extent  than 
formerly,  and  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  ask  for  certain 
amendments,  not  to  the  enacting  clauses  of  the  Bill,  but  to 
its  machinery,  in  order  that  the  experiment  might  continue 
to  be  tried — I  do  not  say  necessarily  with  success,  but 
with  fair  play.  The  Bill  which  is  now  sought  to  be 
amended  was  brought  before  this  House,  and  it  appeared  to 


be  the  opinion  of  the  great  majority  that  we  should  confine 
ourselves  to  doing  what  was  asked  for  by  the  Bill,  and  so 
amending  the  machinery  of  the  Act  that  it  would  be  com¬ 
pletely  workable.  That  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of 
the  House,  because  nearly  every  amendment  looking 
to  changes  in  the  enacting  clauses  of  the  Bill  was 
rejected  by  the  large  majority  of  this  House.  That 
was  the  general  impression  as  to  the  feeling  of  the 
House  on  that  subject,  and  the  amendment  which  has 
since  been  proposed  in  the  Senate  was  not,  so  far  as  I  can 
remember,  proposed  here  at  all.  It  was  not  supposed  that 
it  would  have  the  slightest  chance  of  being  accepted,  after 
the  opinion  which  the  House  had  expressed  on  several  other 
divisions.  I  think,  under  these  circumstances,  and  looking 
at  the  state  of  public  opinion  in  the  country,  looking  at  the 
numerous  and  very  recent  victories  of  the  Scott  Act  in  the 
different  counties,  I  take  it  still  to  be  the  view  of  the  majo¬ 
rity  in  this  House  and  the  country  that  the  Scott  Act 
experiment  should  be  still  further  continued,  that  the  people 
of  Canada  should  have  it  in  their  power  to  adopt  the  Scott 
Act,  in  the  shape  of  a  really  prohibitive  Act,  as  it  is  at  pre¬ 
sent.  1  am  not  discussing  whether  the  people  should  adopt 
it  or  not,  but  I  say  that  they  should  continue  to  have  the 
right,  as  they  have  had  for  some  years  back,  of  adopting 
that  local  prohibition,  if  they  see  fit.  And  I  think  it  is 
equally  clear  that  the  sense  of  the  country  generally,  and  I 
believe  the  sense  of  the  majority  of  this  House,  is  to  the 
effect  that  the  proposed  changes  in  the  law  would  not  only 
allow  wine  and  ale  to  be  sold,  but  would  break  down  almost 
entirely  the  prohibitory  character  of  the  Bilk  I  do  not 
know  how  fully  such  an  experiment  has  been  tried  elsewhere, 
but  it  does  seem  to  me  that  if  you  allow  bars  to  be  kept  open 
for  the  sale  of  ale  and  wine  you  will,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
enormously  enhance  the  dfficulty  of  preventing  the  sale  of 
whiskey  and  other  distilled  liquors  in  the  same  bars,  perhaps 
out  of  the  same  packages  and  in  the  same  glasses,  as  those 
used  for  the  sale  of  light  wines.  In  the  case  of  wines,  it  is 
easy  to  fortify  them  with  spirits  to  such  an  extent  as  to  make 
them  a  great  deal  more  exhilirating  than  they  are  in  their 
natural  condition,  and  no  doubt  wines  so  fortified  would  be 
very  strong,  if  wine  was  allowed  to  be  sold.  I  think,  then, 
Sir,  that  the  proposed  change  would  virtually  do  away  with 
the  object  of  the  Scott  Act.  The  object  of  the  Scott  Act  is 
to  prohibit  the  sale  of  alcoholic  liquors,  and  if  you  permit  the 
sale  of  such  liquors  under  the  Scott  Act,  I  do  not  see  much 
use  in  allowing  the  people  to  try  the  experiment  at  all,  or  to 
pass  a  so-called  prohibitory  Act,  which  is  not  prohibitory. 
I  think,  if  |you  make  these  changes  in  the  Bill,  it  would  be 
much  better  to  wipe  it  off  the  Statute  Book  altogether,  and 
not  go  through  the  farce  of  pretending  to  try  local  prohi¬ 
bition  when  we  are  really  trying  only  what  is,  at  the  best, 
partial  prohibition,  and  what  will  be,  in  the  majority  of  cases, 
no  prohibition  at  all;  for  I  am  quite  certain  that  if  bars  are 
open  for  the  sale  of  these  light  drinks  something  harder,  as 
the  phrase  goes,  will  be  sold  along  with  the  light  drinks. 
The  hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran),  who 
spoke  just  before  me,  said  that  the  Scott  Act  was  a  confis¬ 
cation  of  property.  That  question  has  been  discussed  a 
good  deal  already,  and  may  be  discussed  again,  but  I  do  not 
believe  this  is  the  time  to  discuss  it.  We  are  not  discussing 
whether  there  should  be  a  Scott  Act  or  not ;  we  are  discus¬ 
sing  whether  it  should  be  modified  in  certain  respects.  The 
House  is  clearly  in  the  mood  to  retain  that  Act  in  some 
shape ;  it  is  therefore  quite  out  of  place  to  discuss  whether  it 
involves  the  confiscation  of  property  or  not.  If  it  does,  and 
if  the  House  and  the  country  can  be  made  to  see  that  it  is 
unjust  to  any  body,  then  compensation  can  be  demanded  and 
undoubtedly  could  be  had ;  but  this  is  not  the  place  or  the  time 
to  raise  that  question,  and  it  is  not,  I  think,  in  accordance 
with  the  propriety  of  debate,  to  attempt  to  arouse  feeling 
against  those  who  take  the  temperance  view  of  the  question 
by  pointing  to  alleged  injustices  in  the  Act  itself,  which  are 
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not  involved  in  the  question  now  before  as.  The  same  may  be 
said  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks  as  to  the  respectability 
of  brewers  and  distillers,  and  the  unchristian  nature  of  the 
Act  altogether,  and  of  the  high  authorities  he  quoted  against 
it.  These  are  all  debatable  subjects,  but  they  do  not  concern 
the  case  before  us  at  present.  The  opinions  of  archbishops 
and  other  high  dignitaries  must  be  received  with  respect,  of 
course,  even  by  those  who  do  not  feel  those  opinions  to  be 
obligatory  on  their  consciences ;  but  I  do  not  see  that  they 
have  any  bearing  on  the  present  question,  whether  we 
should  accept  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  or  not.  These 
are  arguments  directed  against  the  question  of  prohibitory 
or  permissive  legislation  of  any  kind,  and  do  not  concern  the 
immediate  question  we  have  to  consider.  My  hon.  friend, 
also  speaking  of  the  amount  of  capital  invested  in  the 
liquor  traffic  generally,  referred  to  a  very  large  amount  as 
being  invested  in  Canadian  vineyards.  I  know  that  the 
amount  is  very  considerable  ;  I  know  that  pretty  extensive 
vineyards  exist  in  my  own  part  of  the  country,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  very  far  out  in  quoting  these  figures,  because, 
as  it  happens,  native  wine  is  exempted  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Scott  Act  altogether,  which  does  not  prevent  the  owners 
of  these  vineyards  from  deriving  a  full  profit  from  them.  Sir, 
to  learn  the  opinion  of  the  people  on  this  question  we  need 
not  go  further  back  than  this  very  day.  I  have  been 
informed  that  the  Act  has  been  adopted  in  Middlesex  and  in 
Lincoln  by  large  majorities,  while  in  Perth  the  result 
appears  to  have  been  unfavorable  to  the  Act,  though  there 
are  a  number  of  places  to  hear  from ;  but  when  we  find  that 
out  of  three  counties  in  which  the  Act  is  submitted  on  a 
given  day  it  has  been  adopted  in  two,  I  think  we  are  bound 
to  conclude  that  the  opinion-  of  the  country,  as  shown  in  the 
only  way  in  which  it  can  be  shown,  is  still  in  favor  of  trying 
the  experiment.  The  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby) 
dropped  one  or  two  suggestions  which  I  think  are  worthy  of 
attention,  and  which  should,  perhaps,  be  put  into  practical 
shape  before  this  question  is  settled,  if  it  be  considered 
necessary  to  put  them  into  practical  shape  this  Session. 
He  suggested  that  tbe  people  might  have  the  option  of 
voting  on  the  Scott  Act  as  it  stands  as  against  the  Scott  Act 
with  beer  and  wine  in  it.  I  do  not  see  so  very  much  objec¬ 
tion  to  that,  although  I  do  not  believe  the  adoption  of  a 
partially  prohibitory  Act  would  have  much  meaning;  but 
if  there  be  a  county  which  is  not  willing  to  adopt  prohibi¬ 
tion  pure  and  simple,  but  is  willing  to  adopt  prohibition  of 
distill© i  liquors,  I  think  that  experiment  might  be  tried.  I 
think,  however,  that  this  should  only  be  done  in  counties 
where  the  Scott  Act  has  been  submitted  and  has  failed  to 
carry,  or  in  counties  where  there  was  not  a  sufficient  num¬ 
ber  of  petitioners  to  obtain  a  submission  of  the  Act  itself. 
There  may  be  places  where  a  modified  Act  is  the  only 
one  which  would  suit  the  people,  but  I  think  it  would 
be  wrong,  in  the  interest  of  the  experiment  we  are 
trying,  and  in  the  interest  of  public  morality,  if  we 
prevented  those  counties  which  prefer  the  Scott  Act  as  it 
is  from  having  that  kind  of  an  Act,  in  order  to  suit  counties 
which  prefer  modified  prohibition.  Several  schemes  have 
been  canvassed  in  my  hearing  for  the  submission  of  those 
alternatives  to  the  people ;  there  may  be  a  chance, 
later  on,  of  discussing  some  scheme  of  that  sort;  but 
what  I  wish  to  point  out  is,  that  if  there  is  any 
injury  done  by  making  the  Scott  Act,  at  all  times 
and  in  all  places,  a  wholly  prohibitory  measure,  the  way  to 
remove  that  injury  in  not  by  providing  that  the  Scott  Act, 
always  and  in  every  place,  shall  be  merely  a  partially 
prohibitory  measure,  but  by  providing  that  the  people  shall 
have  an  opportunity  of  trying  two  or  three  alternatives  at 
different  times,  until  they  find  one  which  will  meet  their 
peculiar  views.  With  these  views,  I  cannot  help  voting  both 
against  the  amendment  in  your  hands  and  against  the 
amendment  which  has  come  down  from  the  Senate,  either 
Mr.  Casey. 
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in  its  present  shape,  or  amended,  as  it  will  be,  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  passes. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  rise,  not  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  speech.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
statistics  which  came  under  my  notice  four  or  five  weeks 
ago.  In  the  Cincinatti  Enquirer  of  the  28th  of  March  last, 
I  find  a  condensed  report  of  a  commission  which  was 
appointed  by  the  Swiss  Government,  upon  the  causes  of  the 
spread  of  intemperance  into  that  country ;  and  as  I  believe 
the  figures  and  statements  contained  in  that  report  have  a 
great  bearing  upon  the  question  under  consideration,  I  will 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to  trouble  it  with  a  few 
extracts.  The  article  is  headed  :  “Drink  in  all  Countries,” 
and  is  taken  from  the  London  Times  : 

“  The  consumption  of  alcoholic  drinks  in  Switzerland,  especially  in  the 
objectionable  form  of  ardent  spirits,  and  that  of  the  still  more  pernicious 
absinthe,  has  so  portentously  increased  during  the  last  ten  years,  and 
the  evils  resulting  therefrom  are  so  great  and  manifold,  that  a  short 
time  ago  the  Federal  Council  resolved  to  undertake  a  searching  inquiry 
into  the  whole  subject,  with  a  view  as  well  to  setting  the  facts  in  their 
true  light  as  to  the  suggestion  of  such  corrective  measures  as  the  neces¬ 
sities  of  the  case  may  appear  to  demand  and  legislation  be  able  to 
compass.  The  work,  as  all  who  consult  the  message  of  the  Federal 
Council  on  the  subject  will  agree,  has  been  well  and  thoroughly  done. 
The  message  is  supplemented  by  a  report  from  Dr.  Schuler,  Federal 
Factory  Inspector,  and  accompanied  by  a  bulky  volume,  in  which  are 
set  forth  the  laws  and  experiences  of  several  foreign  States  on  the  drink 
question,  prepared  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Statistics.  All  these  pro¬ 
ductions  are  published  in  the  two  principal  languages  of  the  Confeder¬ 
ation.  The  message  and  Dr.  Schuler’s  report  are  admirable  examples 
of  compression.  They  contain,  within  a  small  compass,  not  alone  pretty 
nearly  everything  that  behooves  Swiss  legislators  to  know,  but  much 
that  must  needs  prove  highly  useful  to  all  who  are  interested  in  the 
condition  of  the  people  and  the  great  question  of  drink.-’ 

Then  tbe  article  goes  on  to  say,  that  between  1851  and 
1855 : 

“  The  imports  of  spirits  are  increasing  much  faster  than  the 
imports  of  wine.  Between  1851  and  1855  they  were  36,588  quintals ; 
according  to  the  latest  returns  they  are  now  130,000  quintals.  Here, 
again,  we  have  to  note  the  significant  increase  that  took  place  after  the 
war.  This  increase  has  been  going  steadily  on  ever  since.” 

On  the  other  hand,  when  the  importation  of  spirits  was 
increased,  the  production  of  the  native  wines  in  Switzerland 
decreased  : 

“  The  vineyards  of  Zurich,  Scnallhausen  and  Aargau,  which  gave 
nearly  500,000  hectolitres  in  1874,  and  upwards  of  800,000  in  1875,  gave 
only  314,000  in  1881  and  113,000  in  1882,  and  the  annual  average  falling 
off  in  the  Confederation  at  large  is  estimated  at  from  a-fourth  to  a-ihird, 
as  compared  with  1874,  1875,  1876,  and  previous  years.  Cider,  which 
was  once  produced  more  largely  than  wine,  ha3  suffered  even  a  greater 
diminution.” 

Then,  in  this  report  is  a  table  carefully  compiled  from  the 
latest  returns,  showing  the  consumption  per  head  in  divers 
countries,  of  spirits,  wines  and  beer,  and  in  this  statement 
Canada  stands  as  the  most  sober  country  in  the  world  : — 

Spirits  50  Deg, 


of  Alcoholic 

Wine. 

Beer. 

Strength. 

Liters. 

Liters. 

Liters. 

Canada  . . . . 

0-29 

8-51 

Norway  . 

1-00 

15-30 

United  States . . . 

2-64 

31-30 

Great  Britain  and  Ireland . 

2-09 

143.92 

Austria-Hungary . 

5  76 

22-40 

28-42 

France  . 

119-20 

21-10 

Russia  . 

Unknown. 

4-65 

Sweden  . . . 

0-36 

11-00 

German  Zollverein.... . . 

6-00 

65.00 

Belgium . 

3-70 

169  20 

Switzerland . . . . 

9-40 

55  00 

37-50 

Netherlands . . 

2  57 

27-00 

Denmark  . . 

1-00 

33-33 

This  table  is  followed  by  a  condensed  report  of  the  liquor¬ 
drinking  habits  of  the  people  in  different  countries  : — 

“  France  is  thus,  of  all  nations,  the  largest  consumer  of  alcoholic 
drink  ;  next  come  Belgium  and  Switzerland,  almost  neck  and  neck  ; 
Denmark  makes  a  good  fourth  ,  while  England  ranks  only  fifth  and 
Germany  sixth.  If  the  facts  on  which  these  conclusions  are  based  had 
any  less  trustworthy  warrant  than  that  of  the  Swiss  Government  and 
its  excellent  statistical  bureau,  their  accuracy  might  be  open  to  doubt, 
so  widespread  is  the  belief  that  an  abundance  of  light  and  low-priced 
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wines  necessarily  promotes  moderation,  and  that  we  English  are 
heavier  drinkers  than  our  continental  neighbors.  But  these  wines, 
though  light,  are  dearer  than  they  used  to  be,  and  contain  more  than 
twice  as  much  alcohol  as  beer,  and  Frenchmen  take  wines  almost  as 
freely  as  Englishmen  take  malt  liquor.  Everybody  in  France,  even 
women  and  children, drink  some  wine,  and  for  a  man  in  fair  health,  two 
liters  a  day  are  not  considered  too  much.  Frenchmen,  moreover,  are 
very  fond  of  black  coffee,  and  a  half  cup  of  black  coffee  is  almost  invar¬ 
iably  accompanied  by  a  ‘  petit  verre  de  cognac.’  The  consumption  of 
spirits  in  the  shape  of  cognac,  absinthe  and  vermouth  must  be  very 
great,  and  has,  doubtless,  as  in  Switzerland,  been  increased  by  the  rela¬ 
tive  scarcity  and  high  price  of  wine.  Then  there  are  no  total  abstainers 
in  France,  and  though  there  is  more  drinking  than  in  Eugland,  there  is 
probably  less  drunkenness.  An  English  workman  takes  his  ‘drop  too 
much  ’  on  the  Saturday  and  Sunday,  and  redresses  the  balance  by  tak¬ 
ing  next  to  nothing  on  other  days.  A  French  workman  makes  no  differ¬ 
ence  between  one  day  and  another  ;  he  may  never  get  drunk,  yet  at  the 
end  of  the  week  he  has  probably  swallowed  twice  as  much  alcohol  as 
his  English  confrere.” 

I  call  especially  the  attention  of  the  advocates  of  prohibition 
to  the  following  statistics  : — 

“  A  singular  and  suggestive  fact  brought  out  in  the  message  is  that, 
contrary  to  the  generally  received  theory,  there  seems  to  be  no  direct 
connection  between  drunkenness  and  facilities  for  drinking.  Two  maps 
are  given  side  by  side,  one  colored,  so  as  to  show  the  proportion  of 
deaths  from  alcoholism  in  every  canton  of  the  Confederation  ;  the  other 
shaded,  so  as  to  show  the  number  of  taverns  per  1,000  inhabitants  in  the 
same  district.  The  canton  in  which  there  are  most  deaths — 101  per 
1,000  of  the  total  number  number  certified — is  Solothurn,  and  in  Solo- 
thurn  there  are  eight  public  houses  per  1,000  inhabitants.  In  Thurgau, 
on  the  other  hand,  with  twelve  public  houses  per  1,000,  the  proportion 
of  deaths  from  alcoholism  is  only  -9  per  1,000.  Graubunden,  with  ten 
public  houses  per  1,000,  has  2-7  deaths  per  1,000 ;  while  Berne,  with  8'3 
deaths  per  1,000,  has  no  more  than  four  taverns  per  1,000.  In  Ticino  it 
is  just  the  reverse — ten  taverns  and  a  death  rate  of  1'3.  The  same  in 
Canton  Schwyz,  twelve  public  houses  and  2'9  deaths.  The  only  canton 
in  which  the  number  of  public  houses  seem3  to  have  any  relation  to 
intemperance  is  Neuchatel,  where  they  are  nine  per  1,000,  and  the 
deaths  10-2  per  1,000.” 

My  attention  was  also  called,  the  other  day,  to  a  little  para¬ 
graph  which  appeared  in  Frank  Leslie's  Illustrated  Paper  of 
isOth  May,  which  said  : 

“  The  assembling  of  600  brewers  is  the  rare  sight  that  New  fork  has 
just  witnessed.  They  represented  3,000  breweries,  which  manufacture 
16,000,000  kegs  of  beer  every  year  and  employ  500,000  men — one 
thirtieth  of  all  the  able-bodied  workmen  in  the  United  States  !  No  beer 
was  served  to  the  convention,  though  it  was  held  in  a  beer  garden,  and 
the  brewers  all  sat  around  drinking  cold  water!  Then,  stranger  yet, 
there  was  a  1  temperance  address,’  in  which  the  orator  bewailed  the 
evils  of  intemperance  after  the  best  style  of  Gough,  and  urged  that 
temperance  be  promoted  by  encouraging  the  use  of  malt  liquors  and 
by  controlling,  and,  if  necessary,  prohibiting  the  sale  of  distilled 
liquors.  To  effsct  this  end,  he  called  for  the  abolition  of  taxes  on  beer 
and  the  increase  of  taxes  on  whisky  and  other  spirituous  liquors, 
‘  which  are  the  curse  of  the  world.’  The  view  taken  is  by  no  means 
new,  but  it  assumes  a  novel  aspect,  by  being  put  forth  seriously,  and  no 
doubt  sincerely,  by  brewers,  who  appear  in  the  role  of  reformers.  The 
question  raised  is  not  to  be  lightly  laughed  down  or  safely  ignored.  It 
will  make  itself  heard  and  demand  consideration.  Neal  Dow’s  recent 
statement,  that  ardent  spirits  were  causing  more  distress  in  Maine  than 
ever  before,  coupkd  with  the  admitted  failure  of  prohibition  in  Kansas 
and  Iowa,  makes  it  imperative  that  the  problem  of  drunkenness  be 
re-examined.” 

I  submit  these  statements  and  figures  to  the  serious  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  members  of  this  House,  who,  I  have  no  doubt, 
are  ali  interested  in  the  promotion  of  the  cause  of  temper¬ 
ance.  My  own  opinion  is,  that  the  amendment  which  has 
been  proposed,  to  permit  the  use  of  light  wines  and  beer,  is 
the  best  one — not  only  the  best  one,  but  the  only  one — for 
promoting  the  cause  of  temperance.  When  I  waB  in  Europe 
last  year,  not  spending  a  very  long  time,  but  long  enough 
to  notice  whether  there  was  any  drunkenness  or  not,  when 
I  travelled  through  France  and  Italy,  I  was  greatly 
astonished  that  I  did  not  find  a  single  man  under  the 
influence  of  liquor,  although  light  wines  were  distri¬ 
buted  at  all  the  railway  stations,  hotels  and  restau¬ 
rants,  and  were  taken  by  everyone — men,  women,  and 
children — the  same  as  water  in  this  country.  From 
the  statements  which  I  have  read  and  from  the  experi¬ 
ence  of  the  past,  I  believe  that  the  system  of  permitting  and 
encouraging  the  use  of  light  wines  and  beer  will  be  the  best 
mode  of  promoting  the  cause  of  temperance.  I  must  admit, 
however,  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the  argument 


of  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby).  Many 
people  believe  that  this  moderate  mode,  between  the 
licensed  tavern,  where  all  sorts  of  liquors  are  to  be 
found,  and  prohibition,  is  not  the  right  one.  I  must  admit 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  my  hon.  friend’s 
argument,  when  he  says :  Let  the  two  plans  be  tried  ;  let  the 
people  judge  for  themselves,  in  regard  to  this  matter  ;  and  I 
hope  that  some  hon.  members  who  have  paid  more  attention 
to  this  subject  than  I  have,  will,  before  this  discussion  is 
over,  bring  in  an  amendment  to  meet  this  difficulty,  so  that 
the  people  will  have  the  option  of  trying  the  Scott  Act  with 
a  prohibitory  clause,  or  of  trying  the  Scott  Act  with  light 
wines  and  ale.  Finally,  if  any  measure  of  that  kind  is  to  be 
adopted,  I  hope  the  Government,  in  order  to  give  more 
effect  to  it,  will  do  something  towards  promoting  the  cause 
of  temperance  in  the  sense  in  which  I  understand  it,  and  in 
the  sense  in  which  it  is  understood  by  so  many.  I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  remove  all  duties  upon  light 
wines  and  beer,  eo  as  to  make  them  a  cheap  drink,  that  will 
be  accessible  to  the  mass  of  the  people  of  this  country.  My 
firm  conviction  is,  that  if  you  have  prohibition  as  far  as 
ardent  spirits  are  concerned — prohibit  strong  drinks  ii  you 
like  ;  I  have  no  objection  to  that,  if  we  have  cheap  light  wines 
and  beer  instead,  with  no  duty— that  would  be  not  only  the 
best  mode,  but  the  only  mode  of  promoting  the  cause  of 
temperance. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  With  the  theory  of  those  who  honestly 
believe  in  the  doctrine  that  it  may  lie  better  to  indicate,  by 
legislation,  to  the  community,  what  they  should  drink, 
rather  than  prohibit  their  drinking  altogether,  those  who 
maintain  that  the  moderate  use  of  pure  wines  and  light  ales 
is  not  injurious,  those  who  maintain  that  for  certain  com¬ 
munities  that  settle  in  this  country — I  refer  more  par¬ 
ticularly  to  the  Germans — an  absolute  prohibitory  law  is 
severe,  with  those  who  maintain,  and  honestly  maintain 
those  ideas,  I  certainly  have  no  quarrel,  and  it  is  a  matter 
of  no  importance  to  this  House  whatever  as  to  what  my 
individual  opinions  upon  these  points  are.  But,  if  any 
scheme  of  this  kind  was  at  any  time  seriously  proposed  for 
our  consideration,  it  would  be  necessary,  I  think,  for  those 
who  proposed  it,  to  indicate  somewhat  clearly  how  those 
pure  articles  are  to  be  obtained.  We  are  well  aware  that 
the  use  of  the  compounds  of  almost  everything,  and  that 
wine  adultered  in  almost  every  manner,  is  not  carrying  out 
the  idea  that  those  hon.  gentlemen  have.  Representing, 
as  I  do,  a  county  which  has,  by  an  overwhelming  majority, 
adoptiig  the  Scott  Act,  I  may  be  asked,  as  this  amendment 
cannot  affect  my  county,  why  I  should  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House.  It  is  not  clear  that  the  amendment  does  not 
affect  those  constituencies  which  have  adopted  the  Scott 
Act.  I  believe  it  is  always  a  sound  principle  in  military 
matters  to  guard  well  your  frontier.  If  the  counties  which 
have  adopted  the  Scott  Act  are  to  be  surrounded  by  counties 
in  which  it  is  prohibited,  the  chance  of  success  is  very  ma¬ 
terially  reduced.  The  amendment  is  not  to  allow  any  county 
which  has  not  yet  adopted  the  Scott  Act  to  exclude  these 
lighter  drinks;  and  that  is  an  undermining  principle,  with 
regard  to  those  counties  which  have  adopted  the  Scott  Act 
already.  It  does  not  propose  directly  to  cut  down  the 
Scott  Act,  but  it  proposes  to  girdle  it  so  that  it  will 
naturally  die.  Again,  the  proposition  would  tend  largely 
to  prevent  the  adoption  of  the  Scott  Act  with  this  amend¬ 
ment  added.  There  are  many,  as  you  are  well  aware,  zoal- 
ous  temperance  men,  who  have  no  sympathy  whatever  with 
the  movement  in  favor  of  light  wine  and  ale.  They  believe, 
and  honestly  believe,  that  it  is  only  the  door  to  more  intoxi¬ 
cating  drinks,  and  that  its  tendency  is  not  good.  That 
class  of  men  would  not  move  in  the  direction  of  the  Scott 
Act  with  this  amendment.  They  would  unite  with  those 
who  are  entirely  opposed  to  the  Scott  Act ;  they 
would  unite  and  conquor.  The  amendment,  to  my 
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mind,  simply  means  that  this  House  shall  assert  that  the 
Scott  Act  is  wrong,  and  that  it  must  be  allowed  to  go  no 
farther— in  fact,  that  it  is  of  the  nature  of  an  infection ;  that 
we  must  deal  with  it  as  we  do  with  infected  cattle,  and 
segregate  it.  I  do  not  believe  this  House  is  prepared  to  do 
that.  The  proposition,  as  it  comes  from  the  Senate,  involves 
an  amount  of  trifling  with  the  people  which  Ido  not  for  a 
moment  believe  this  House  will  entertain.  To  my  mind 
the  proposition  is  monstrous.  Having  granted  seven  years 
ago  this  local  option  to  counties,  many  of  them  have  taken 
hold  of  it  vigorously,  and  have  adopted  it,  and  now  the 
opponents  of  the  Scot  Act,  finding  that  they  could  not  success¬ 
ful  ly  defeat  it  in  an  open  fight — because  great  exertions  have 
been  made  to  defeat  it,  and  great  sums  of  money  have  been 
spent  in  the  trial  counties — finding  that  they  cannot  oppose 
it  in  a  fair  and  legitimate  way,  they  now  attempt  to  under¬ 
mine  it  by  means  of  this  amendment,  which  I  think,  is  entire¬ 
ly  opposed  to  the  sense  of  fair  play  which  should  prevail  in 
this  House.  I  believe  it  is  contrary  to  the  sentiments  of  a 
majority  of  the  men  of  this  country,  and  of  95  per  cent  of 
the  women  of  this  country. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  House, 
but  I  must  say  that  I  am  decidedly  opposed  to  the  amend¬ 
ment.  It  pro  tanto  endorses  the  amendment  of  the  Senate, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  the  object  of  it  is  to  render  the  Senate 
amendment  a  little  more  palatable  to  some  members  of  the 
House.  Now,  Sir,  I  trust  that  all  who  are  opposed  to  the 
Senate  amendment,  permitting  beer  and  light  wines  to  be 
sold  in  the  Scott  Act  counties,  will  vote  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Small). 


House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr. 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Small. 

Abbott, 

Dugas, 

McDougall  (C.  Breton), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Dupont, 

Massue, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
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Homer, 
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Daly, 
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McCarthy, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Wells, 
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Burpee, 
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Somerville  (Brant), 

Somerville  (Bruce), 
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Hilliard, 

Sproule, 
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Oasgrain, 

Jamieson, 

Trow, 

Mr.  Falrbank. 
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Charlton, 
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Cochrane, 
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Watson, 
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Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Fairbank, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Wright. — 86. 

Farrow, 

McCraney, 

Amendment  negatived. 


On  the  main  motion, 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Having  been  so  unfortunate  as  not  to  be 
able  to  present  my  argument  at  a  time  when  it  might  have 
been  more  appropriate,  I  seize  the  present  opportunity  to 
say  a  few  words  on  this  question.  I  took  occasion,  when 
up  before  to  ask  any  hon.  gentlemen  who  were  in  favor  of 
this  amendment  and  the  principle  it  involved  to  give  their 
reasons  why  this  legislation  should  pass.  In  reply  to  that, 
several  hon.  gentlemen  have  spoken,  amongst  them  my 
hon.  friend  from  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron),  my  hon.  friend 
from  Montreal  (Mr.  Curran),  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Jacquos  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard)  ;  and  these  hon.  gentlemen 
have  certainly  not  been  wanting  in  mental  ability  nor  in 
experience  in  parliamentary  debate  to  present  the  best 
side  of  the  case  that  it  was  possible  to  present.  I  respect¬ 
fully  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  arguments  which 
have  been  presented  by  these  hon.  gentlemen,  in  order  to 
induce  the  House  to  pass  this  legislation.  And  first  I  will 
deal  for  a  moment  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria.  The 
first  argument  he  gave  why  the  wine  and  beer  clause  should 
be  introduced  into  the  Scott  Act  was  this  :  that  he  had  an 
opinion ;  he  had  expressed  it  before  and  he  adhered  to  it  yet, 
that  this  Act  was  unconstitutional,  and  I  suppose  the  thought 
that  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  Act  would  immediately  dis¬ 
appear  when  the  wine  and  beer  clause  was  added  to  it. 
The  second  argument  that  he  advanced  in  favor  of  the  wine 
and  beer  clause  was  this :  He  said  to  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson),  “  if  you  do  not  vote  for  one  of 
these,  you  will  vote  for  the  other,  I  suppose.”  His  third  argu¬ 
ment  was  that  the  member  for  Lanark  had  either  made  a  joke 
or  had  spoken  in  earnest, and  if  he  had  done  the  former  of  these 
two  things  it  was  an  impertinence.  He  then  proposed  this 
statement :  That  hon.  gentlemen  of  his  way  of  thinking 
were  just  as  able  soberly  to  discuss  this  question  as  the  hon. 
gentlemen  of  our  way  of  thinking.  Then  he  undertook 
what  he  called  his  sober  argument,  I  suppose;  he  launched 
out  into  a  description  of  the  different  kinds  of  intoxication. 
He  declared  there  were  at  least  three  kinds- — there  might 
be  four.  One  was  the  intoxication  of  spirituous  liquors, 
and  of  that  he  said  but  little.  Another  was  the  intoxication 
of  enthusiasm,  which  he  blamed  upon  gentlemen  who  are 
opposed  to  his  amendment.  The  third  was  the  intoxication 
of  prejudice  and  bigotry,  which  he  tried  to  show  belonged 
to  those  who  advocated  the  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
and  no  others.  The  fourth  was  a  kind  of  intoxication 
which  he  insinuated  was  indulged  in  by  gentlemen  who 
stood  upon  temperance  platforms,  although  he  disclaimed 
an  intention  of  imputing  it  to  any  members  in  this  House. 

I  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  fact  that 
those  were  the  sole  arguments  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Victoria  advanced  as  a  reason  why  we  should  introduce 
this  legislation  and  destroy  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
that  far.  It  is  not  because  the  hon.  gentleman  lacks  abil¬ 
ity  ;  he  is  an  able  man.  It  is  not  because  he  is  unaccus¬ 
tomed  to  debate ;  he  is  a  lawyer  of  a  great  many  years’ 
standing,  and  therefore  he  cannot  be  accused  of  lack  of 
skill  in  presenting  his  ideas.  I  cannot  account  for  it  in  any 
way  other  than  this:  he  had  no  case,  and  he  beat  about  the 
bush  for  a  little  while,  to  allow  him  to  retire  under  cover  of 
the  noise.  I  next  come  to  speak  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran).  He  proceeded  to  give  his 
reasons  why  the  wine  and  beer  clause  should  be  introduced. 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2671 


But  that  hon.  gentleman  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag  entirely. 
He  did  not  bring  forward  one  single  argument  why  wine 
and  beer  should  be  introduced,  but  he  proceeded  to  make  an 
anti-prohibitory  speech  from  first  to  last,  and  that  is  just 
exactly  what,  in  my  opinion,  this  movement  means.  It  is  not 
simply  that  you  may  get  a  better  proposition  before  the 
public,  that  you  may  get  a  better  modus  operandi  in  the 
counties  and  cities  ;  it  is  to  place  something  in 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  which,  if  it  had  been 
inserted  as  the  Senate  put  it,  would  have  destroyed  it  in 
every  county  and  city  where  it  has  been  carried,  and  if  the 
amendment  were  adopted  it  would  have  immediately 
stopped  all  agitation  for  the  further  adoption  of  the  Act. 
These  are  arguments  against  prohibition  entirely.  Let  us 
examine  them  for  a  moment.  The  hon.  member  went  on 
to  say  that  a  temperance  advocate  united  hatred  and 
holiness.  Very  well.  If  that  is  his  opinion,  I  am  willing 
he  should  enjoy  it.  It  is  not,  however,  any  argument  why 
wine  and  beer  should  be  placed  in  this  Act.  He  said  that 
temperance  and  prohibition  are  widely  different.  I  grant 
that  in  part,  I  hold  that  every  honest  prohibitionist  is  a 
temperance  man,  and  that  a  man  maybe  a  good  temperance 
man,  so  far  as  it  goes,  although  it  does  not  go  the  length  of 
temperance  legislation,  and  still  be  opposed  to  prohibition. 
But  that  is  not  an  argument  why  wine  and  beer  should  be 
put  into  the  Act.  He  goes  on,  and  gives  reasons  why  this 
legislation  should  be  made.  What  are  they  ?  The  first 
reason  is  that  Archbishop  Lynch  says  prohibition  is  bad  ; 
that  Principal  Grant  says  prohibition  is  bad  ;  that  the  pro¬ 
fessors  of  Trinity  College,  the  professors  of  St.  Michael’s 
College,  and  thirty-seven  physicians  in  Toronto,  all  say  it  is 
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Act.  I  give  as  much  respect  to  Archbishop  Lynch  as 
to  every  other  high  dignitary,  every  other  able  man  ;  but  I 
decline  to  bow  and  give  up  my  private  opinion,  the  result 
of  my  observation  and  experience,  to  Archbishop  Lynch  or 
any  other  man  in  this  Dominion.  Archbishop  Lynch  has 
said  that  prohibition  is  not  sound.  I  give  him,  with  all  due 
courtesy,  the  freedom  and  right  to  his  opinion ;  I  honor  him 
for  stating  it ;  but  that  does  not  make  me,  one  way  or 
the  other,  in  conjunction  with  that  opinion.  Archbishop 
Lynch  says  you  cannot  force  moral  virtue  on  an  unwilling- 
people.  I  believe  that,  and  I  stand  on  that  statement 
with  Archbishop  Lynch  and  the  member  for  Montreal. 
But  when  you  protest  or  try  to  protest  against  the 
opening  of  a  saloon  opposite  your  own  home,  you 
are  not  trying  to  force  virtue  upon  an  unwilling  people, 
but  you  are  trying  to  take  away  an  immoral  vice 
from  over  against  your  own  door;  and  there  is  a  wide  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  two.  The  hon.  member  for  Mont¬ 
real  (Mr.  Curran)  says  that  Principal  Grant  does  not  believe 
in  the  Scott  Act.  Principal  Grant  is  a  clever  man,  an 
experienced  man,  in  several  directions,  a  man  for  whom  I  have 
tho  highest  respect ;  but  he  is  only  one  man,  and  l  do  not  care 
what  he  believes  with  respect  to  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  or  the  principles  of  prohibition  ;  I  propose  to  have  my 
own  opinions.  I  will  take  his  opinions  and  weigh  them, 
and  give  them  all  proper  attention,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
will  not  sink  my  entity.  Principal  Grant  is  but  one.  One 
of  what  ?  One  of  an  immense  Christian  assembly  in  this 
Dominion,  which  has  its  great  body  of  ministers  and  a 
great  body  of  adherents,  and  that  general  body  met  in  its 
representative  capacity  the  other  day  in  Montreal,  and  after 
it  had  gone  over  its  temperance  report  it  made  this  em¬ 
phatic  assertion  : 

u  This  Assembly  records  its  emphatic  protest  against  the  recent  action 
of  the  Senate  of  Canada  in  passing  amendments  to  the  Canada  Temper¬ 
ance  Act,  calculated  to  destroy  its  usefulness;  and  that  in  the  face  of 
the  popular  will  previously  expressed  in  the  manner  provided  by  con¬ 
stitutional  Government ;  and  hereby  expresses  the  earnest  hope  that  the 
House  of  Commons  will  reject  said  amendments,  and  consent  to  no 


change  of  the  Act,  except  in  the  direction  of  strengthening  its  prohibi¬ 
tory  character  and  increasing  the  means  of  enforcing  it  ” 

The  newspaper,  which  may  be  relied  upon  as  regards  its 
reports,  was  no  doubt  correct  in  making  this  statement : 

“  Rev.  Mr.  Macdonnell,  of  Toronto,  and  Rev. Robert  Campbell,  having 
spoken  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  a  vote  on  Principal  Grant’s  amend¬ 
ment  was  called  for,  and  on  its  being  put  to  the  vote  was  lost  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  amid  loud  applause.  The  recommendations  of 
the  committee  were  then  carried  en  bloc,  several  members  of  the 
Assembly  dissenting.  The  Assembly  then  adjourned  at  11:30  o’clock.” 

There  is  the  opinion  of  the  Presbyterian  Assembly  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  of  which  great,  learned  and  earnest 
Christian  body  Principal  Grant  is  one  member,  one  hon¬ 
ored  member,  but  only  one ;  and  that  great  body,  coming 
up  with  its  wealth  of  experience  and  observation  from 
every  part  of  the  Dominion,  from  counties  which  have  had 
the  Scott  Act  in  operation  for  several  years,  that  body  with 
overwhelming  force  and  earnestness  gave  an  emphatic  nay 
to  Principal  Grant’s  contention,  and  made  its  appeal  to 
this  House  of  Commons,  which  I  believo  must  give  it  as 
much  consideration  as  it  would  to  Principal  Grant’s  asser¬ 
tion  or  the  opinion  of  Archbishop  Lynch.  Grant  that  the 
professors  of  Trinity  College  are  opposed  to  the  Act.  lean 
bring  you  professors  from  other  colleges,  who  stand  equally 
as  high,  who  are  in  favor  of  prohibition.  Grant  that 
thirty-seven  physicians  of  Toronto  are  against  it.  I  can 
bring  you  thousands  of  physicians  who  are  strongly 
against  the  use  of  alcohol,  even  in  moderate  quantities 
as  a  beverage,  and  who  believe  that  the  dram  shops  should 
be  taken  away  by  legislative  enactment.  The  member  for 
Montreal  (Mr.  Curran)  gives  another  reason  why  the  amend¬ 
ment  should  pass.  He  says  the  Scott  Act  means  confiscation. 
The  hon.  gentleman  wants  beer  and  wine  allowed  and  the 
breweries  exempted  from  the  Act.  Why  ?  Because  of  the 
confiscation  of  property.  Are  there  no  others  who  have 
property  in  like  businesses.  Why  are  tho  distillers,  who 
have  millions  of  capital  invested,  not  to  be  excepted  ?  Yet 
my  hon.  friend  makes  such  a  talk  about  the  confiscation  of 
the  property  of  brewers.  He  is  willing  to  sweep  away  the 
distilleries  and  give  them  no  chance  of  obtaining  any  busi¬ 
ness  in  the  country ;  yet  he  is  opposed  to  the  Scott  Act 
because  it  implies  confiscation.  He  believes  all  that  would 
be  cured  if  wine  and  beer  were  allowed  to  be  sold. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  fourth  reason  is  that  you 
you  cannot  make  men  sober  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
Sir,  I  say  that  no  prohibitory  law  proposes  to  do  that,  but  if 
there  is  anything  proved  in  the  experience  and  observation 
of  men  now  living  in  any  country  of  the  world,  it  is  that 
facilities  for  drunkenness,  anddrunkenuess  itself  go  hand  in 
hand,  and  it  is  quite  possible  for  legislation  to  increase  the 
one  as  it  is  possible  for  legislation  to  decrease  the  other. 
That  is  all  that  legislation  proposes  to  do.  He  spoke  of 
Father  Matthew,  the  eminent  apostle  of  temperance,  and  of 
that  bright  era  in  the  history  of  Ireland  when  that  great 
apostle  of  temperance  drew,  by  his  strong,  magnetic  quali¬ 
ties,  and  his  earnest,  eloquent  powers  of  persuasion — drew 
the  Irish  people  to  him  on  their  knees,  and  pinned  on  the 
breasts  of  millions  of  them,  the  medal  with  his  name  upon 
it,  and  which  there  are  Irishmen  who  yet  wear,  and  wear 
proudly  as  a  memento  of  Father  Matthew.  But  where  is 
Ireland  to-day  ?  Where  was  Ireland  then,  within 
ten  years  after  his  magnetic  influence  was  over  ? 
Ireland  has  not  the  same  bright  record  for  sobriety 
it  had  then.  Father  Matthew,  before  he  diod,  placed  on 
record  his  unalterable  opinion  that  he  believed  in  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  prohibition,  and  if  he  had  that  at  the  back  of  his 
great  moral  suasion,  if  the  work  ofkeeping  the  whiskey  out 
of  Ireland  had  gone  hand  in  hand  with  the  work  of  getting 
the  people  to  give  up  using  it,  his  great  reform  would  have 
been  better,  more  effective,  more  permanent.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says :  Leave  the  morals  of  the  people  to  the 
clergy,  and  stop  making  laws.  That  proposition  will  carry 
him  to  the  abrogation  of  nearly  every  law  we  have  on  tho 
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Statute  Book.  If  it  is  right  that  we  should  not  have  a  law 
on  the  Statute  Book,  prohibiting  the  liquor  traffic,  it  is 
equally  right  that  we  should  not  have  laws  passed  against 
the  various  vices  which  become  crimes  when  they  are  car¬ 
ried  out  to  the  detriment  of  society.  I  give  the  clergy  the 
highest  place  ;  I  honor  them  for  their  work  and  for  their 
office,  but  I  say  the  morals  of  the  country  are  not  to  be  left 
to  the  clergy  alone ;  I  say  that  in  the  homes  of  the  country, 
is  the  strongest  and  best  moral  teaching  that  the  future 
citizenship  of  any  country  can  get ;  where  the  home  influ¬ 
ence  is  sweetened  and  purified,  where  the  father  and  mother 
reflect  their  virtues  on  their  children,  and  instil  into  the 
young  hearts  principles  which  will  never  leave  them.  But 
I  say  that  these  homes,  too  many  of  them  in  this  country, 
have  over  against  them  the  dram  shop,  which  takes  away 
the  purity  and  sweetness  of  home,  which  reduces  its  educa¬ 
tive  influence  to  a  minimum  for  good;  nay,  makes  it,  in 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  cases,  an  educative  influence 
for  worse  instead  of  better.  Next  we  had  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard),  who  gave  us  a  most 
astounding  argument  in  favor  of  beer  and  wine  being  intro¬ 
duced  into  this  country.  He  read  from  the  Cincinatti 
Inquirer  an  extract  from  the  London  Times,  which  stated 
that  the  Swiss  Government  had  formed  a  Commission.  And 
what  did  it  form  a  Commission  for?  To  inquire  into 
drunkenness,  into  drinking,  and  the  drinking  system  of 
Switzerland  and  what  made  it  do  that  ?  Because  the 
evils  of  drink  were  becoming  intolerable,  because  there  was 
a  great  increase  in  the  consumption  of  liquors,  strong  as 
well  as  light,  and  particularly  in  absinthe,  strongest  and 
most  dangerous  of  all,  and  this  was  going  on  so  rapidly  that  a 
Government  Commission  was  appointed.  He  read  to  us 
that  wine  was  decreasing  as  to  its  consumption  and  import, 
that  spirits  had  increased,  and  that  cider  has  suffered  a  still 
further  diminution  than  wine.  What  does  this  prove  but 
that  in  the  native  home  of  light  wines,  where  light  wines 
are  produced  in  the  country,  spirits  and  strong  drinks  have 
invaded  the  country  and  are  driving  wine  and  the 
lighter  drinks  out,  and  are  increasing  in  greater  pro¬ 
portions.  But  if  in  that  country,  where  wines  are 
native  to  it,  a  country  which  has  been  the  home  of  the  vine 
for  centuries,  strong  drinks  and  spirits  can  come  in  and 
drive  them  out  in  an  increasing  ratio,  how  can  wo  expect  to 
engraft  in  a  country,  where  spirits  have  had  a  dominant 
influence  for  years,  facilities  for  light  wines  and  beer  which 
will  cause  them  to  overcome  these  rougher  drinks  ?  If 
that  is  an  argument  that  we  should  undertake  here  legisla¬ 
tion  which  has  failed  in  Switzerland,  I  fail  to  see  the  point 
of  it.  He  then  read  an  extract  from  some  paper — I  do  not 
know  what  paper  it  was — a  wonderful  argument  in  favor  of 
his  proposition.  The  brewers  held  a  convention  in  New 
York ;  the  men  who  make  the  beer  which  they  wish  to 
force  upon  the  people  willy-nilly,  in  sixty  or  seventy  coun¬ 
ties  and  cities  of  this  country ;  the  brewers  who  make  the 
beer  and  who  know  what  it  is,  who  have  their  living  from 
it,  who  crack  up  its  good  qualities-— and  when  they  met  in 
convention,  what  did  they  drink  ?  Their  own  beer  ?  No, 
Sir,  not  their  beer  but  sparkling  water,  the  cup  which  cheers 
and  does  not  inebriate.  They  knew  too  well  the  quality  of 
their  own  beer,  and  they  drank  water,  and  that  forsooth 
is  a  reason  why  we  should  have  a  wine  and  beer 
clause  introduced  into  this  Act.  I  like  to  see 
physicians  willing  to  take  a  dose  of  their  own  medicine. 
But  I  think  the  fact  that  the  brewers,  at  their  New  York 
convention,  instead  of  drinking  beer,  drank  water,  is  an  ar¬ 
gument,  not  that  we  should  have  less  prohibition  in  this 
country,  but  that  we  should  have  more.  They  had  a  tem¬ 
perance  oration  there,  after  the  style  of  Gough — almost,  not 
quite;  and  the  difference  between  the  “almost”  and  the 
“  not  quite  ”  was  in  this  :  that  while  Gough  does  not  crack 
up  the  splendors  and  beauties  of  wine  and  beer,  this  orator 
was  here  for  the  purpose  of  cracking  up  the  wares  of  a  con_ 
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vention  which  would  not  drink  its  own  product.  Now,  my 
hon.  friend  wishes  at  last  that  the  duties  should  be  taken  off 
wine  and  beer.  This  is  entering  the  wedge.  To  day  emascu¬ 
late  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  and  force  on  those  counties 
beer  and  light  wine,  and  then  take  off  the  duties  on  beer 
and  wine,  and  its  friends  will  be  perfectly  satisfied 
until  something  else  is  wanted.  I  say  the  proposition 
sent  us  by  the  Senate  is  a  proposition  which  is  so  tyran¬ 
nical  in  its  nature,  which  is  so  opposed  to  the  principles 
of  free  representative  government,  which  is  such  a  relic  of 
that  Toryism  which  I  had  supposed  was  long  since  buried 
in  the  grave,  never  to  arise  again — it  is  the  manifestation  of 
such  a  spirit  as  the  people  of  this  country  will  not  submit 
to  for  a  long  time,  whether  this  House  of  Commons— as  I 
do  not  believe  it  will— carries  out  the  proposition  of  the 
Senate  or  not.  Sir,  I  have  but  a  few  words  to  add,  and 
they  are  these :  I  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen 
to  the  difference  in  legislation  by  the  men  who  advocated 
prohibition  and  these  men  who  are  advocating  the  insertion 
of  the  wine  and  beer  clause.  The  men  who  ask  for  prohibi¬ 
tion  sustained  the  agitation  for  ten  or  twelve  years,  until 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  was  obtained.  They  did  not 
come  in  by  any  side  window.  They  agitated  it  before  the 
country ;  from  every  pulpit  almost,  from  every  platform, 
they  put  forth  their  views;  they  leavened  t*he  public  senti¬ 
ment;  they  brought  petitions  before  this  Parliament; 
they  asked  for  an  investigation,  They  said  to  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  :  If  you  do  not  believe  us,  investigate  the  workings 
of  prohibition  and  we  will  abide  by  the  result. 
This  Parliament  investigated  it ;  they  appointed  their  own 
commission ;  that  commission  reported ;  and  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  this  commission  the  Senate  passed  a  prohibi¬ 
tory  resolution,  and  this  House  also  passed  a  similar  resolu¬ 
tion  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  That  was  the  mode  of 
procedure  that  the  friends  of  prohibition  took  to  obtain  what 
they  have  now  in  the  Canada  Temperance  Act.  Contrast 
that  with  what  has  been  done  in  this  case.  A  proposition 
that  has  never  touched  the  heart  of  the  country,  that  has 
never  been  discussed  on  the  platforms  of  the  country,  is,  in 
the  dying  days  of  the  Session,  in  a  hidden  way,  sprung  upon 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  put  throught  it,  and 
brought  down  to  this  House;  aud  when  it  is  brought  down 
here  there  is  not  a  gentleman  who  will  get  up  and  give  a 
fair  and  square  reason  why  this  beer  and  wine  provision 
should  be  introduced  into  the  Act.  I  give  a  challenge  to 
gentlemen  of  that  way  of  thinking,  that  they  cannot 
prove  that  it  is  the  genius  of  beer  and  wine  to  drive  out 
drunkenness  or  the  use  of  stronger  liquor.  In  Switzerland, 
in  France,  in  Germany,  in  England — in  all  those  countries, 
for  the  last  twenty-five  years,  there  has  been  an  increas¬ 
ing  ratio  in  the  consumption  of  spirits,  although  these 
are  the  native  countries  of  wine  and  beer.  My  hon.  friend 
says  he  has  travelled  through  Italy  and  other  countries 
in  Europe,  and  did  not  see  a  drunken  man,  and  he  therefore 
inferred  that  there  was  no  drunkenness,  I  remember  a  few 
years  ago  George  Jacob  Holyoake  passed  through  Canada 
and  the  United  States,  and  at  a  farewell  dinner  given  to  him 
in  New  York,  when  congratulating  the  gentlemen  who  had 
assembled  to  do  him  honor  on  the  country  and  its  charac¬ 
teristics,  he  said  that  he  had  travelled  through  the  United 
States,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  and  had  not  met  a  drunken 
man,  and  he  therefore  thought  there  was  no  drunkenness  in 
the  country.  It  is  possible  in  well  regulated  countries  for 
the  casual  traveller,  who  goes  from  the  railroad  to  his  hotel, 
and  upon  the  public  streets,  to  pass  through  and  see  little 
evidences  of  their  hidden  and  secret  vices ;  but  it  is  a  fact 
that  there  is  drunkenness  in  all  these  countries,  that  it  is  on 
the  increase,  with  the  evil  results  that  are  becoming  more  and 
more  apparent,  and  that  strong  drinks  in  the  very  homes  of 
wine  and  beer  are  driving  out  the  consumption  of  these,  and 
are  themselves  increasing  in  consumption.  Suppose  this 
amendment  is  made  to  the  (Janada  Temperance  Act,  I  want 
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to  ask  hon.  members  of  this  House  four  or  five  questions. 
Will  there  be  any  restraining  hand  upon  these  beer  and  wine 
shops  in  the  counties  where  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  is  in  force  ?  Here  are  the  statutes  of  Ontario, 
and  they  expressly  declare  that  no  licenses  for  the 
retailing  of  alcoholic  liquors  of  any  kind  shall  be  granted 
by  the  Provincial  Government  of  Ontario,  in  any  of  the 
counties  where  the  Scott  Act  has  passed  ;  that  Assembly 
has  adjourned  and  will  not  meet  for  another  year  ;  there¬ 
fore,  you  pass  this  amendment,  and  in  every  one  of  the 
counties  of  Ontario  where  the  Scott  Act  is  in  force  there 
will  be  the  free  use  and  the  free  sale  of  wine  and  beer.  This 
Parliament  has  not  power  to  regulate  that  sale,  and  there 
can  be  no  licenses  issued  for  its  sale.  When  this  difficulty 
was  brought  to  the  mind  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  of  the 
Government,  in  another  place,  the  only  way  he  could  get 
around  it  was  by  promising  that  if  that  was  correct  he 
would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  for  that  contingency. 
Further,  I  want  to  ask  who  will  see  that  only  12  per  cent, 
of  alcohol  is  in  the  wine  and  beer  that  is  sold  ?  Are  you 
going  to  have  an  analyst  at  the  door  of  every  beer  and  wine 
shop,  at  every  hour  of  the  day  that  the  sale  is  going  on  ? 
Is  there  any  machinery  in  this  country  by  which,  when 
you  open  your  beer  shop,  you  can  make  it  even  approxi¬ 
mately  certain,  or  have  the  least  idea  of  certainty,  what  per¬ 
centage  of  alcohol  there  is  in  the  wine  and  beer  sold  in  that 
shop  ?  Is  there  any  one  who  will  see  that  they 
are  pure  ?  There  is  no  person  who  will  do  it. 
Is  there  any  one  who  will  see  that  spirits  are  not  sold  ?  If 
you  open  up  these  places  you  will  do  what  was  done  in 
England  years  ago,  when  the  experiment  was  thoroughly 
tried  of  removing  the  intoxication  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  by  giving  them  beer  shops,  and  two-guinea  licenses 
were  issued — when  honest  and  good  men,  in  the  belief  that 
it  would  do  away  with  drunkenness,  introduced  that  mea¬ 
sure  and  carried  it  through,  and  a  few  years  afterwards 
publicly  recanted  their  opinion,  and  a  commission  of  the 
House  declared,  that  it  had  been  a  failure  in  reference  to 
the  object  aimed  at,  in  its  being  placed  on  the  Statute  Book. 
Sir,  I  have  to  put  one  or  two  other  considerations.  One  of 
them  has  been  alluded  to  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Stanstead 
in  the  manly  and  able  speech  he  made  here  to-night;  it  is 
this  :  Last  year,  by  a  majority  of  122  to  40,  what  did  this 
House  of  Commons  say  ?  It  said  that  whenever  the  people 
show  that  they  are  ready  for  prohibition  we  will  grant  them 
a  prohibitory  law.  Did  we  mean  that,  or  were  we  simply 
pulling  the  wool  over  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  Canada  ? 
We  meant  it,  certainly ;  we  cannot  take  any  other  position  ; 
we  do  not  wish  to  take  any  other  position ;  and  now 
we  are  asked  to  go  back  on  that  declaration. 
When  the  people  show  by  their  majorities  in  favor 
of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  that  they  want 
prohibition,  shall  we  go  back  on  that  profession,  tear  it  to 
shreds  and  say  to  the  people:  Even  when  you  have 
declared  that  you  want  prohibition,  we  shall  step  in  and 
say  :  Whether  you  want  it  or  not,  we  will  not  let  you  have 
prohibition?  Hon.  members  have  talked  of  petitions. 
They  have  brought  in  petitions  in  favor  of  this  wine  and 
beer  clause,  the  genuiness  of  which  I  am  not  going  to 
impugn  for  a  single  moment ;  I  take  it  that  they  are 
genuine  and  have  been  fairly  obtained ;  but  we  have 
brought  into  this  House  equally  good  petitions,  as  fairly 
and  genuinely  obtained,  having  nearly  twice  as  many 
signatures  as  those  petitions  brought  in  by  the  other  side. 
We  have  had  petitions  from  the  Niagara  Conference  of  the 
Methodist  Church,  representing  23,000  members;  from  the 
West  End  Christian  Temperance  Society  of  Toronto, 
numbering  500  members;  from  the  Yarmouth  Temper¬ 
ance  Convention,  numbering  300  members;  from  the 
Grand  Division  Sons  of  Temperance  of  Nova  Scotia, 
representing  17,000  members ;  from  the  Manitoba  Branch 
of  the  Dominion  Alliance,  and  from  the  Synod  of  Montreal 
335 


and  Ottawa  of  the  Presbyterian  Church — 2  petitions, 
representing  41,800  members ;  we  have  had  every  Metho¬ 
dist  Conference  that  has  assembled  within  the  month  of 
June;  we  have  the  great  Presbyterian  Assembly,  which  is 
now  in  session  in  Montreal;  and  we  have  the  Church 
Diocesan  Synod  of  Montreal,  making  declarations  in  the 
same  way.  These  things  ought  to  appeal  to  us ;  they  ought 
to  say  to  us  :  Preserve  the  compact  you  have  entered  into 
with  us  ;  give  us  the  chance  of  expressing  our  opinion  on 
this  matter;  and  if  there  be  any  gentlemen  present  who 
wishes  to  give  the  counties  of  this  country  a  chance  to  try 
an  Act  which  will  prohibit  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
of  a  distilled  kind,  I  see  no  objection  to  their  doing  that ;  but 
I  ask  them  to  put  it  in  a  separate  Act,  and  give  the  people 
an  opportunity  to  have  their  choice  of  prohibition,  as  the 
Scott  Act  would  give  it  to  them,  or  as  the  beer  Act  would 
give  it  to  them.  For  prohibitory  legislation  is,  in  Canada,  an 
experiment ;  and  we  can  only  find  out  whether  it  is  good  or 
not  by  results,  and  we  can  only  get  a  fair  average  of 
results  when  wo  give  an  Act  which  is  good  in  its  provisions, 
and  has  machinery  for  its  own  enforcement. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Victoria).  My  hon.  friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  at  last  delivered  himself  of  that  oration  in 
which  he  was  cut  short  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening, 
and  cut  short  by  his  own  free  will,  because  he  chose  to  take 
his  seat  after  saying  a  few  words.  It  is  an  oration  I  have 
no  doubt  he  has  often  delivered  before.  There  is  a  ring 
about  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  delivered  that 
sounds  amazingly  like  a  platform  utterance  or  a  set  speech. 
In  fact,  his  political  opponents  and  mine  have  accused  him 
of  being  what  I  may  call  a  professional  temperance  orator, 
speaking  for  pay,  and  I  should  judge,  from  the  fluency  with 
which  he  has  addressed  the  House, that  he  is  well  accustomed, 
at  any  rate,  to  deliver  orations  of  that  kind.  He,  however, 
in  reference  to  my  observations  this  evening,  has  with  more 
ingenuity  than  candor  misstated  what  I  have  said  com¬ 
pletely,  and  misrepresented  the  point  of  view  from  which  I 
addressed  the  House.  I  did  not  profess  to  enter  for  one 
moment  into  the  discussion  of  the  general  scope  of  the 
Senate’s  amendment.  What  was  before  the  House,  when  I 
spoke,  as  my  hon.  friend  well  knows,  was  simply  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Toronto  (Mr.  Small), 
and  I  merely  pointed  out  to  tbe  House  that  the 
object  of  it  was  to  prevent  that  amendment  being 
retroactive,  and  simply  to  give  it  operation  in  the 
future,  and  I  added  some  observations  of  a  personal  char¬ 
acter,  in  reply  to  observations  which  I  hold  were  uncalled 
for  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lanark  (Mr. 
Jamieson).  I  did  not  profess  to  enter  into  a  general  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  subject,  of  the  merits  or  the  demerits  of  the 
Senate  amendment;  but  because  I  did  not  do  so,  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  has  perverted  my  position, 
by  saying  I  did  not  because  I  had  no  other  arguments  than 
those  I  advanced  to  bring  forward.  I  brought  forward  no 
arguments  on  the  subject ;  I  did  not  profess  to  go  into  a 
general  discussion  of  the  subject  at  all,  and  I  do  not  profess 
to  do  so  now,  because  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  and  useless. 
I  rise  only  for  the  purpose  of  moving  an  amendment  which 
will  have  the  effect  of  removing  some  of  the  objections 
which  he  has  pointed  out,  and  one  or  two  of  the  objections 
which  are  referred  to  in  the  reasons  the  hon.  member 
for  Lanark  gave  by  his  motion  for  the  rejection  of 
this  amendment.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  says 
we  want  to  thrust  upon  those  counties  in  which 
the  people  have  expressed  their  will  in  favor  of  the 
Scott  Act  this  amendment,  whether  they  like  it  or  not; 
and  that  is  given  as  one  of  the  objections  to  the  Senate 
amendment.  I  do  not  think  it  is  proper  that  in  those  coun¬ 
ties  which  have  voted  upon  the  Scott  Act,  as  it  stood,  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  should  be  altered  in  such  material 
respect,  without  an  opportunity  being  given  the  people 
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of  expressing  their  opinion  as  to  whether  that  alteration 
should  take  place  or  not ;  and  I  propose  to  move  that  in  all 
the  counties  in  which  the  Scott  Act  has  been  adopted  the 
vote  of  the  people  may  be  taken  to  decide  whether  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  shall  apply  to  those  counties  or 
not.  I  believe  some  hon.  gentleman  has  it  in  contempla¬ 
tion  to  move  a  still  larger  amendment,  an  amendment  to 
provide  that  also  in  counties  in  which  it  may  hereafter  be 
voted  upon,  the  same  question  may  be  put  to  the  electoi’s. 
But  in  the  meantime,  the  amendment  1  propose  is  intended 
to  remove  the  objection  that  we  are  altering  the  Scott  Act 
in  respect  to  counties  in  which  that  Act  has  been  adopted. 
I  beg  to  move : 

That  all  the  words  after  “that”  be  left  out,  and  the  following 
words  inserted  instead  thereof :  “  Provided,  always,  that  in  all  counties 
or  cities  in  which  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  may  have  been 
heretofore  adopted,  and  after  the  same  has  been  in  operation  for  one 
year,  the  question  shall  be  submitted  to  a  vote  of  the  duly  qualified 
electors,  under  a  proclamation  to  be  issued  by  the  Governor  in  Council, 
whether  this  amendment  to  the  said  Act  shall  apply  and  be  in  force  in 
any  such  county  or  city,  and  the  vote  upon  the  said  question  shall  he 
taken  in  the  manner  by  the  said  Act  provided  ;  and  the  form  of  ballot 
in  such  voting  shall  be  according  to  schedule  A  to  this  Act,  and  all  the 
provisions  of  the  said  Act,  as  to  the  proceedings  in  reference  to  voting 
thereunder,  the  qualification  of  voters,  the  powers  to  be  exercised  and 
the  offences  that  may  be  committed,  and  the  penalties  that  may  be 
incurred  in  the  course  of,  and  iD  connection  with,  such  proceedings, 
shall  apply  to  a  voting  under  this  Act ;  and  if  a  majority  of  the  electors 
voting  on  the  said  question,  to  be  ascertained  as  provided  by  the  said 
Act,  shall  be  in  favor  of  applying  and  bringing  the  said  amendment  into 
force  in  said  county  or  city,  the  same  shall  be  in  force  therein  from  and 
after  the  passing  of  an  Order  in  Council  published  in  the  Canada  Gazette 
declaring  the  same. 

That  amendment  will  cure  some  of  the  objections,  at  any 
rate,  which  my  hon.  friends  have  urged.  As  I  said,  I  do 
not  purpose  on  this  special  amendment  to  go  into  a  general 
discussion  of  the  question  as  to  whether  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  is  a  proper  one.  Much  might  be  said  about  that  ques¬ 
tion.  I  believe  I  could,  with  advantage,  if  it  were  necessary 
or  proper  to  go  into  the  subject  at  much  length,  occupy  a 
very  considerable  portion  of  the  time  of  the  House  in 
answering  my  hon.  friend,  but  I  do  not  think  it  desirable  or 
necessary  to  do  so.  The  subject  has  been  discussed  over  and 
over  agai  a  elswhere  ad  nauseam,  and  I  have  no  wish  to 
make  a  speech  for  sensation  sake,  or  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  speech.  1  have  no  desire  to  ingratiate  myself 
with  any  class  of  the  community  or  to  say  one  word  more 
than  my  duty  as  a  legislator  requires  me  to  say.  All  I  can 
say  is,  that  ample  and  many  arguments  can  be  advanced  in 
favor  of  the  Senate  amendment.  Personally,  I  have  always 
taken  the  position  that  the  Scott  Act  is  not  an  Act  that 
ought  to  be  passed  at  all ;  and,  personaly,  I  would  vote  in 
favor  of  the  Senate  amendment  as  being  a  modification  of 
what  I  consider  to  be  an  improper  Act,  an  Act  which,  if 
I  could  not  cause  it  to  be  repealed  in  toto,  I  would  wish  to 
see  repealed  in  part.  It  is  idle  to  attempt  to  say 
for  a  moment  there  are  no  reasons  why  ale  and  light 
wines  should  not  be  prohibited  when  the  use  of  spirituous 
liquors  is  prohibited.  No  doubt  the  evils  of  intemper¬ 
ance  arise  almost  wholly  from  the  use  of  spirituous  liquors, 
and  by  allowing  the  use  of  beer  and  light  wines  you  tend 
to  diminish  those  evils  and  mitigate  the  intemperance  that 
exists  in  the  country,  although  it  is  undoubted  that  there  is 
much  less  intemperance  than  there  was  some  years  ago 
And  the  decrease  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  attributable  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Scott  Act,  or  the  efforts  made  in  that 
direction,  but  to  the  improved  state  of  feeling  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  the  improved  morals  of  the  people,  so  that  it  is  now 
considered  a  disgrace  to  indulge  in  liquor  to  excess,  and  to 
be  seen  in  a  state  of  drunkenness,  while  years  ago  that  gen¬ 
eral  feeling  did  not  exist  and  public  opinion  was  not  as  it  is 
now  on  that  point.  There  are  other  reasons  for  theimprov- 
ment  of  public  morals,  as  regards  tho  temperance  question. 
No  doubt  much  of  it  is  duo  to  tho  application  of  the  License 
Act,  which  has  been  in  force  some  years.  The  more  we 
improve  that  Act  the  more  effectually  will  we  restrain, 
Mr.  Cameron  (Victoria). 


in  a  proper,  constitutional  way,  the  excessive  use  of  spirituous 
liquor.  As  to  this  particular  amendment,  I  touch  briefly  in 
that  way  on  the  reasons  in  its  favor.  There  is  one  other 
reason  in  favor  of  that  amendment  and  that  is  this : 
It  is  the  ruinous  and,  in  my  opinion,  most  improper  sacrifice 
of  property  and  injury  to  the  interests  of  a  large  class  of 
the  community,  people  who  have  invested  money  on  the 
faith  of  existing  legislation,  which  the  introduction  of  the 
Scott  Act  has  worked.  My  hon.  friend  reproaches  my  hon. 
friend  from  Montreal  for  advocating  this  ameudment  and 
leaving  the  distillers  out  in  the  cold.  We  need  not  discuss  the 
case  of  the  distillers  now,  because  it  is  not  before  the  House, 
but  can  it  be  doubted  that  the  men  who  have  invested 
large  sums  of  money  in  the  brewing  business,  which,  at  the 
time,  was  a  legitimate  and  proper  investment,  and  whose 
property  is  rendered  valueless  by  this  legislation,  in  fact, 
is  confiscated,  have  a  grievance,  and  that  that  is  a  reason  why 
this  ought  not  to  be  passed  ?  I  believe  that  every  mem¬ 
ber  in  this  House  knows  many  honest  and  upright  men 
in  his  own  constituency  whose  property  is  sacrificed 
and  who  will  bo  ruined  by  the  introduction  of  the  Scott 
Act  into  their  counties,  and  yet  these  extremists  say  that 
this  is  honest  and  proper  legislation,  and  that  tiiese  men  are 
not  entitled  to  any  compensation.  At  this  late  hour,  how¬ 
ever,  I  only  touch  upon  these  questions.  It  is  useless  now 
to  go  into  them.  It  is  not  pertinent  to  the  particular  amend¬ 
ment  I  have  moved.  I  only  say  that  my  hon.  friend  and 
those  who  think  with  him  must  not  suppose  that  their  utter¬ 
ances  are  the  expressions  of  the  will  of  the  people.  Because 
they  have  succeeded  in  a  certain  number  of  counties  in  car¬ 
rying  the  Scott  Act  that  is  no  proof  that  they  are  express¬ 
ing  the  will  of  the  people  or  of  the  majority  of  the  people, 
I  defy  them  to  point  to  a  single  county  in  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  .Dominion  of  Canada  in  which  the  Scott  Act 
has  been  carried  by  a  majority  of  the  people  entitled  to 
vote. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Middlesex  went  by  3,000  to-day, 
That  is  an  absolute  majority  of  all  the  votes. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  do  not  know  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  that  county,  or  when  the  vote  was  taken. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  To-day. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria)i  Well,  that  is  news  to  me, 
and  very  probably,  if  the  circumstances  were  investigated, 
a  perfectly  satisfactory  explanation  could  be  given.  I  admit 
that  the  opponents  of  the  Act  have  been  apathetic ;  they 
have  not  exerted  themselves  to  oppose  it  as  strongly  as  they 
should.  However,  in  reference  to  that  county,  and  any 
other  county  in  which  it  has  been  carried,  my  amendment 
would  only  place  them  in  a  proper  position,  and  would  pre¬ 
vent  any  alteration  of  the  Act,  making  the  law  different  to 
what  it  was  when  they  voted,  and  only  coming  into  force 
after  they  had  an  opportunity  of  voting  upon  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Just  for  the  information  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron),  who  seems  to 
know  less  about  the  affairs  of  the  day  than  he  does  about 
the  state  of  my  private  accounts  and  my  private  diary,  I 
will  read  the  following  telegram 

“  Middlesex  majority  3,753.  More  places  to  hear  from.  Regard  this  as 
an  emphatic  protest  against  Senate  alterations  to  Scott  Act.” 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  do  not  intend  to  speak  more  than  five 
minutes,  and  I  hope  I  shall  have  the  same  toleration  as 
others.  After  the  member  for  Montreal  (Mr.  Curran)  had 
spoken,  1  felt  that  ho  ought  to  have  been  answered,  but  as 
the  House  desired  to  take  a  vote  at  once,  I  did  not  attempt 
to  answer  him.  Since  that,  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B. 
(Mr.  Foster)  has  given  a  better  answer  than  1  could;  but 
there  is  one_aspect  of  the  case  which  I  wish  to  look  at  for  a 
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moment.  There  was  one  sentiment  the  member  for  Mon¬ 
treal  uttered  in  reference  to  the  good  qualities  of  our  people, 
their  religious  and  temperance  sentiments,  which  I  endorse, 
and  I  have  always  great  pleasuro  in  listening  to  any  hon. 
gentleman  who  speaks  well  of  this  country.  I  am  pained 
sometimes  to  hear  cne  hon.  gentleman  accuse  another,  or 
one  portion  of  this  Dominion  accuse  another  portion,  of 
being  unpatriotic  or  disloyal.  I  am,  I  think,  a  loyal  man, 
I  may  say  an  Irish  Canadian,  proud  of  the  land  of  my 
adoption.  I  never  like  to  hear  anybody  run  down  our 
institutions  and  our  people,  and  when  I  hear  hon.  gentlemen 
speaking  of  the  greatness  of  our  territory,  the  length  of  our 
rivers,  the  miles  of  railway  we  have  constructed,  and  even 
the  height  of  our  mountains,  1  f9el  proud  ;  and  when  I  hear 
statements  in  reference  to  the  temperance  and  religious 
sentiments  of  our  people  I  feel  still  more  ptoud.  When  I 
hear  people  speak  of  our  educational  institutions  and  our 
schools  of  learning  and  our  institutions  of  trade,  I  feel 
rather  proud;  but  there  are  other  institutions  which  we  do 
not  feel  so  proud  of.  We  have  the  gaols  and  the  lunatic 
asylums  and  the  penitentiaries,  and  they  are  filled  with 
inmates,  and  if  we  enquire  as  to  the  prolific  source  which 
supplies  those  inmates,  We  find  one  fruitful  source  whereby 
those  places  are  supplied  with  inmates;  and  when  we  think 
it  our  duty  to  stop  the  supply,  we  wish  the  same  right 
to  judge  for  ourselves  that  we  accord  to  others. 
We  only  ask  for  a  spirit  of  fair  play,  a  spirit  of  tolerance. 
We  do  not  wish  to  enforce  our  views  upon  othei's,  nor  do  we 
wish  others  to  enforce  their  views  upon  us.  I  say  that  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
they  are  not  the  worst  people  of  the  country  either,  believe 
that  the  most  prolific  source  of  crime,  of  poverty  and  of 
degradation,  is  the  drinking  and  gambling  saloons  in  our 
country — is  the  liquor  traffic,  in  one  word.  These  people 
have  spent  their  money  to  build  educational  institutions, 
they  have  spent  their  money  to  send  missionaries  to  teach 
people  better,  to  teach  people  habits  of  temperance.  They 
have  been  led  by  the  clergymen  of  this  country,  by  the 
praying  fathers  and  the  praying  mothers,  to  persuade  men 
and  women  to  be  better,  and  they  believe  that  the  only 
means  that  yet  remains  to  be  tried  is  to  close  up  the  rum 
saloon.  They  believe  that  when  they  cannot  persuade  the  rum 
seller  to  close  his  saloon,  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  should 
come  to  their  assistance,  and  compel  him  to  close  it.  A  few 
years  ago  there  were  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  peti¬ 
tions  from  half  a  million  of  the  Canadian  people,  praying 
that  Parliament  would  step  in  and  close  up  the  liquor  traf¬ 
fic.  In  addition  to  these  petitions  we  had  the  Provincial 
Legislature  of  Ontario,  and  also  the  Provincial  Government 
of  New  Brunswick,  petitioning  Parliament  to  legislate 
against  the  liquor  traffic,  and  in  answer  to  these  petitions 
this  Parliament  gave  the  country  what  is  known  as  the 
Scott  Act.  And  I  am  very  much  mistaken— =and  if  I  am 
mistaken,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  set  me  right;  but  I 
believe  the  First  Minister  boasted  that  he  supported  that 
Act,  although  he  was  then  sitting  in  the  cold  shades  of 
Opposition.  That  Act  was  passed  in  the  Upper  Chamber, 
composed  of  a  majority  of  Conservatives,  and  when  it  came 
down  to  this  House  and  became  law,  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
boasted  that  he  voted  for  it.  On  more  than  one  occasion  since, 
when  it  was  found  that  the  law  was  inoperative  in  some 
respects,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  declared  to  those  who 
approached  him  on  the  subject  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Par¬ 
liament  and  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  make  the  law 
workable.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  he  promised  the  same  thing 
this  year.  But  to  his  shame  and  his  discredit — humble  a 
man  as  I  am,  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying 
that  it  is  a  discredit  to  the  people  of  this  country  that 
that  hon.  gentleman  should  stand  up  in  the  House  this  year 
and  vote  against  a  proposition  to  give  precedence  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Bill  amending  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act.  He  has  voted  against  it  to-night  again.  I  ask  him 


what  reason  ho  has  to  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country, 
by  any  act  of  theirs,  have  changed  their  minds  upon  that 
point  ?  On  every  occasion  when  the  people  of  this  country 
have  been  appealed  to,  have  they  not  declared  in  favor  of 
the  Act  ?  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  any  reason  to  give  for 
assisting  the  passage  of  these  Senate  amendments,  which  vir¬ 
tually  destroy  the  Act  ?  For  with  this  amendment  the  Scott 
Act  is  valueless.  The  spirit  and  the  principle  of  the  Act 
are  destroyed,  and  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  led  his 
hosts  in  the  attempt  to  destroy  it.  But  there  is  more  than 
that.  I  have  always  taken  a  great  pride  in  thinking  that 
Parliament  placed  that  law  upon  the  Statute  Book.  It  was 
a  great  credit  to  the  people  and  the  Parliament  of  that  day. 
When  the  Finance  Minister  was  in  England,  a  few  years 
ago,  and  addressing  a  temperance  meeting,  he  referred  to 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  as  an  Act  of  which  the  Canadian 
people  ought  to  be  proud.  Well,  Sir,  who  placed  that  Act 
upon  the  Statute  Book  of  which  the  Canadian  pooplo  ought 
to  be  proud  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  must  ask  tho  hon.  gonti.oman  to  keop 
to  the  amendment  ? 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  regret  very  much  if  I  am  out  of  order. 
But  I  say,  Sir,  that  I  feel  proud  when  I  reflect  that  the  hoc. 
gentleman  who  led  the  Government  of  that  day,  who  is  now 
bowed  down  with  years,  and  perhaps  with  sorrow,  at  the 
treatment  inflicted  upon  him  by  a  base  and  ungrateful 
people - 

Mr,  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  confine  him¬ 
self  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  am  confining  myself  to  the  amendment ; 
I  am  confining  myself  to  the  law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  order 
unless  he  confines  himself  to  the  amendment  before  the 
House.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  made  by  the 
Senate  respecting  beer  and  light  wines,  and  the  amendment 
thereto  of  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria.  It  is  not  the  gen¬ 
eral  Act  at  all ;  it  is  not  the  general  principle  of  the  Act 
that  is  under  discussion. 

Mr,  IRVINE.  Very  well;  I  will  abide  by  your  decision, 
I  have  less  ground  to  work  upon,  of  course,  Sir. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  Very  coarse. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  is  very  eoarse,  I 
can  say  the  same  of  the  assemblage.  Tho  assemblage 
is  certainly  coarse  enough.  Well,  Sir,  I  cannot  say  that 
I  care  very  much  upon  this  point  as  to  whether  beer  and 
light  wines  are  to  bo  excepted  or  not  from  the  Canada  Tem- 
peiance  Act,  and  for  this  reason,  that  we  have  practically 
destroyed  the  law  already  by  the  amendment  we  have 
passed  to-night.  There  will  be  no  scarcity  of  alcohol  in 
beer  and  light  wines.  It  will  not  make  much  difference  now 
whether  we  tack  on  beer  and  light  wines  or  not.  It  will  not 
make  the  Act  any  worse  than  it  is  now  that  tho  druggists  and 
physicians  of  this  country  have  liberty  to  sell;  this  amend¬ 
ment  will  not  make  much  difference.  So  far  as  I  am  person¬ 
ally  concerned,  I  care  but  very  little  whether  it  passes 
this  House  or  not.  Then,  Sir,  there  is  another  thing  that 
I  want  to  say — and  I  may  as  well  be  hung  for  stealing  a 
sheep  as  for  stealing  a  lamb — I  do  not  think  it  is  a  very 
edifying  spectacle  to  see  a  Government  in  tho  place  of  tho 
old  Government,  with  seven  members  of  it  voting  to  destroy 
the  law.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  to  the  credit  of  the  pooplo 
of  this  country  that  a  bar  should  be  in  this  House  without  a 
license. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria)  negativod 

Motion  (Mr.  Jamieson)  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  JAMIESON  moved  that  the  said  amendment  be  dis¬ 
agreed  to  for  the  following  reason  : — 

Because  the  House  has  reinstated  the  clause  providing  schedules. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12:55, 
Friday. 

HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Friday,  19th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

ADJOURNMENT  TO  SATURDAY. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  that  when  this  House 
adjourns  this  day  it  stand  adjourned  until  Saturday  at  1:30 
p.  m,,  and  that  Government  measures  shall  take  precedence 
next  after  routine. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
the  fact  that  on  the  11th  June  certain  papers  which  had 
been  very  long  promised  were  presented,  with  reference  to 
North-West  affairs.  Most  of  those  papers  had  been  pre¬ 
pared  on  the  21st  of  April,  and  although  the  copying  was 
said  to  be  an  obstacle,  they  were  all  re-copied  in  the  space  of 
24  hours  after  they  got  into  the  possession  of  the  copyists 
of  the  House.  I  enquired  the  following  day,  or  within  two 
days,  as  to  whether  these  completed  the  information  on 
the  subject  which  the  Government  proposed  to  lay  before 
the  House  this  Session ;  and  the  First  Minister  said  no, 
there  were  other  papers  to  be  presented,  and  there 
were  also  other  papers  coming  down  from  the  North-West, 
that  would  be  presented  from  day  to  day.  We  are  now 
arrived  at  the  19th  June,  and  no  further  papers  have  been 
presented.  It  is  quite  obvious  that  all  the  papers  of  events 
which  have  occurred  prior  to  the  rising  ought  long  before 
this  to  have  been  presented ;  as  to  the  papers  that  are 
coming  down  from  the  North-West  from  day  to  day — of 
course,  I  do  not  complain  of  the  non-presentation  of  papers 
which  have  not  yet  reached  the  Government ;  but  cer¬ 
tainly  all  the  papers  prior  to  March  and  April  ought,  long 
before  now,  to  have  been  presented.  I  therefore  press  vory 
earnestly  on  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  they  having 
declared  they  would  present  the  papers  in  time  for  us  to 
exercise  our  judgment  on  this  subject  this  Session,  it  being 
now  far  advanced,  that  they  ought  no  longer  to  delay  in 
bringing  those  papers  down.  I  may  say  that  the  papers 
which  are  brought  down  contain  in  themselves  the  evidence 
— and  I  have  also  been  furnished  with  similar  evidence 
from  other  quarters— -that  very  great  gaps  exist,  and  that 
the  most  important  papers  have  not  been  presented.  While 
I  am  on  my  feet  I  may  call  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
formally,  to  the  fact  that  the  30th  June  is  approaching,  and 
the  condition  of  Supply  is  of  such  a  character  as  it  seems  to 
me  will  load  to  great  public  inconvenience  unless  the  ancient 
and  customary  rule  of  Parliament,  which  has  been  departed 
from  already  in  a  most  extraordinary  manner  this  Session, 
of  going  frequently  into  Supply,  be  at  once  resumed. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  would  like  to  remind  the  First 
Minister  that  some  weeks  ago  certain  returns  with  regard 
to  timber  licenses  were  promised,  and  the  only  return  which 
has  yet  been  brought  down  is  a  return  of  the  applications. 

Mr.  Irvine. 


The  returns  of  the  licenses  granted,  which  have  been  asked 
for,  have  not  yet  been  brought  down,  although  they  might 
have  been  laid  on  the  Table  before  this  time. 

VENTILATION  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  as  I  suppose 
he  has  more  to  do  with  it  than  anybody  else,  to  the  fact 
that  frequently,  within  the  last  few  days,  the  condition  of 
the  atmosphere  of  this  House  has  been  very  unwholesome 
for  all  of  us,  and  especially  for  himself,  who  is  so  much  in 
his  place  here.  Of  course,  I  know  it  is  very  difficult,  in  a 
building  so  constructed  as  this,  which  is  practically  nothing 
better  than  a  well,  to  ensure  ventilation,  but  it  has  been 
exceedingly  defective  within  the  last  few  days,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  might  contrive  some  means  of  getting  venti¬ 
lation  better  than  that  afforded  through  the  half  dozen 
panes  in  our  windows,  which  are  all  that  can  be  opened.  I 
think  it  would  be  highly  desirable  if  at  least  the  superior 
windows  in  this  House  were  made  so  that  they  could  be 
opened.  I  may  say  that  from  my  own  recollection  of  the 
Session  of  1866 — which  was  the  only  Session  we  ever  spent 
here  in  hot  months — serious  results  to  the  health  of  many 
members,  and  especially  those  who  are  most  attentive  in 
their  attendance  here,  will  result,  if  the  condition  of  the 
atmosphere  cannot  be  improved. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Huron,  I  may  say  that  I  agree  with  him  that 
the  atmosphere  is  not  always  very  good  in  this  House, 
especially  during  this  hot  weather.  I  am  sorry  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  atmosphere.  The  heat  must  be 
borne,  no  doubt,  though  we  are  doing  all  we  can  to  bring 
fresh  air  into  the  building.  If  it  is  to  be  customary  for 
Parliament  to  sit  five  or  six,  or  seven  months  of  the  year, 
of  course  we  wili  have  to  improve  the  ventilation  of  the 
building,  not  only  in  winter  but  in  sammer,  I  have  called 
the  attention  of  the  chief  architect  to  tho  state  of  the  atmos¬ 
phere  here,  to  see  whether  we  could  not,  by  these  windows 
opposite  me,  obtain  an  additional  supply  of  fresh  air,  and  I 
thinK  he  will  be  able  to  report  to-morrow  how  the  case 
stands. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  would  suggest  that  an  opening  or 
two  in  the  ceiling  would  enable  the  foul  air  to  escape  that 
rises  to  the  top,  and  would  undoubtedly  very  much  improve 
the  ventilation. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  would  allow  tho  gas 
to  escape. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RESOLUTIONS. 

House  resumed  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  hope,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair, 
for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consi¬ 
der  certain  proposed  resolutions  respecting  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company ;  and  the  motion  of  Mr.  Cameron 
(Huron)  in  amendment  thereto. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  conscious  that  it 
is  almost  an  act  of  presumption  on  my  part  or  on  the  part 
of  any  member  of  the  Opposition  to  continue  the  discussion 
of  this  question  after  the  speech  made  by  the  leader  of  tho 
Opposition,  which  was  as  able,  exhaustive,  indictment  of  the 
Government  as  to  its  policy,  which  was  comprehensive  and 
conclusive,  and  which  leaves  very  little  to  be  said,  and  who¬ 
ever  follows  that  hon.  gentleman  must  necessarily  speak 
uuder  most  unfavorable  circumstances.  The  utmost  I  may 
hope  to  be  able  to  do, in  the  brief  time  I  shall  detain  the  House, 
will  be  possibly  to  present  a  few  facts  that  may  have  escaped 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  present,  from  a 
different  standpoint  and  possibly  in  a  different  light,  some  of 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2677 


|L885. 


the  facts  he  has  presented,  and  reiterate,  as  it  is  necessary 
to  do,  some  of  the  more  important  statements  presented  by 
that  hon.  gentleman  to  this  House. 

I  shall  first  review  or  attempt  to  review  a  few  of  the 
statements  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  preceded 
mei  n  this  debate.  The  Acting  Minister  of  Eailways,  in 
introducing  this  resolution,  sought  to  create  a  favorable 
impression  by  making  a  comparison  between  the  cost  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  and  the  various  American 
Pacific  Eailways.  But  such  a  comparison  is  not  a  fair  one, 
because  the  cost  of  the  American  Pacific  lines  is  the  nom¬ 
inal  cost,  is  not  tho  actual  cost,  and  a  largo  amount  of 
ficticious  capital  is  represented  in  the  capital  account  of 
those  railways.  We  have  first  the  Union  Pacific  ;  and  any¬ 
one  acquainted  with  the  history  of  the  construction  of  that 
railway  must  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  nominal  cost  is 
a  very  large  sum  in  excess  of  the  actual  cost  of  the  road. 
Those  of  us  who  are  familiar  with  the  operations  of  the 
Credit  Mobilier,  the  company  that  was  the  construction 
company ;  that  made  a  contract  with  itself  as  the  railway 
company,  and  took  from  the  pockets  of  itself,  the  railway 
company,  vast  sums  of  money,  and  put  it  in  its  own  pocket, 
as  the  construction  company;  the  company  which  paid 
dividends  on  its  stock,  in  some  instances  it  is  reported 
at  the  rate  of  40  per  cent,  per  month;  the  company 
by  which  the  cost  of  the  road  was  increased  to  three 
times  the  amount  of  the  actual  cost — I  say  it  is  unfair 
to  institute  a  comparison  between  a  road  such  as 
the  Union  Pacific,  constructed  under  those  circumstances, 
and  the  capital  account  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway. 
The  cost  of  constructing  railways  at  that  time  was 
necessarily  greater  than  at  the  present  time.  This  road,  the 
Union  Pacific,  was  constructed  while  the  finances  of  the 
United  States  were  in  an  inflated  condition  ;  currency  was 
inflated  and  everything  had  a  nominal  price  much  above 
its  value  in  gold.  We  have  also  the  Central  Pacific,  another 
portion  of  the  trunk  line,  built  by  a  company  which,  by  its 
manipulations  of  the  affairs  it  has  had  in  charge,  has  placed 
itself  in  a  position  where  to-day,  starting  with  an  actual  paid 
up  capital  of  $12,500  that  company  has  an  inventory  of  clear 
profit  of  $187,000,000,  this  immense  sum  of  money  having 
been  made  by  manipulations  such  as  are  best  known  to 
railway  men,  and  representing  as  the  portion  of  invested 
capital,  the  watered  stock  of  the  company.  Then,  with  res¬ 
pect  to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentlemen,  that  the 
subsidy  and  land  grant  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
were  smaller  than  were  given  to  those  American  roads,  I 
have  to  state  that  such  is  incorrect.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  Company,  with  its  subsidy  of  25,000,000  of  acres 
ot  selected  land  within  the  fertile  belt,  and  not  extending  to 
the  ends  of  the  railway  and  taking  in  mountain  and  desert, 
with  its  land  grant  amounting  to  about  12,500  acres 
per  mile  of  selected  lands,  has  a  better,  larger,  more 
favorable  land  subsidy  than  any  of  the  American  Pacific 
Eailways,  with  the  possible  exception  of  the  Northern 
Pacific.  The  land  grant  is  much  more  favorable  than  that 
of  the  Union  Pucific,  or  the  Central  Pacific,  or  the  Southern 
Pacific,  and  probably  better  than  the  land  grant  of  the  Nor¬ 
thern  Pacific,  which  includes  the  sage  plains  of  Montana 
and  districts  of  the  Eocky  Mountains,  and  comparatively 
barren  land  extending  along  probably  one  half  of  the  road. 
With  respect  to  the  subsidy  in  cash :  No  American  railway 
received  any  bonus  in  cash.  The  United  States  Government 
did  subsidise  the  Union  Pacific  and  Central  Pacific,  in  order 
to  aid  in  the  construction  of  these  roads  at  the  time  that  the 
United  States  was  in  dire  extremity,  and  required,  as  the 
price  of  the  retention  of  tho  Pacific  States,  railway  commu¬ 
nication  with  those  States — I  say  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  United  States  Government  loaned 
to  this  railway  a  certain  amount  of  money  per 
mile,  and  for  that  loan  the  Government  took  a 
first  mortgage.  Afterwards,  the  necessities  of  these 


railways  led  the  Government  to  substitute  a  second  for 
a  first  mortgage,  but  it  still  retained  its  security  on  these 
roads,  and  to-day  they  are  actually  redeeming  that  debt, 
paying  the  interest  and  paying  instalments  on  the  principle. 
The  security  of  a  second  mortgage  is  ample  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  the  result  is,  therefore,  that  it  was  not  a  bonus 
but  a  loan,  which  will  be  repaid.  So  that  the  comparison  in 
this  respect  between  these  roads  and  our  own  does  not  hold 
good,  because  in  our  case  it  is  a  gift  and  in  theirs  it  is  a 
loan.  Sir,  speaking  of  the  American  railway  system  in  this 
connection,  and  instituting  comparisons  between  the  costs 
of  those  roads  and  the  cost  of  any  road  honestly  built  will 
be  misleading,  in  the  case  of  almost  any  railway  corpora¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States.  I  believe  there  is  but  one  of  the 
great  seaboard  trunk  lines  of  the  United  States  which 
has  an  honestly-built  railway,  which  is  honestly  managed, 
and  whose  statement  of  affairs  represents  truthfully  the 
actual  condition  of  the  road.  I  refer  to  the  Baltimore  and 
Ohio,  which,  with  its  trunk  line  and  extensions,  has  1,646 
miles  of  road,  with  a  capital  stock  of  $14,792,000 — a  capital 
stock  which  has  not  been  increased  since  the  organisation 
of  the  road,  a  capital  stock  which  was  paid  up  at  100  cents 
on  the  dollar,  a  road  which,  under  the  management  of  Mr. 
Garrett  and  his  successors,  has  been  extended  until 
it  had  paid,  in  1883,  net  dividends  to  the  amount  of 
$8,705,000,  and  had  a  rest  or  surplus  account  amounting  to 
$45,763,000 ;  a  road  which  has  gone  on  paying 
10  per  cent,  dividends  on  stocks,  and  using 
its  surplus  revenues  to  increase  its  business  and  extend  its 
road — a  road  whose  stock  never  has  been  on  the  market, 
which  could  not  be  bought  to-day  for  400  cents  on  dollar — 
that  is  a  road  well  and  honestly  managed,  and  one  which 
defies  competition  with  the  trunk  lines,  because  it  has  no 
watered  stock  on  which  to  pay  dividends.  I  believe  that, 
with  that  one  exception,  none  of  the  great  railway  corpora¬ 
tions  I  have  indicated  is  in  a  position  to  institute  a  fair 
comparison  between  its  capital  stock  and  that  of  any 
honestly-constructed  road. 

So  much  for  the  comparisons  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Eail¬ 
ways.  Next,  we  had  an  eloquent  essay  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  I  am  most  happy  to  return  the  compliment 
which  he  was  good  enough  to  bestow  on  me,  on  the  occasion 
when  he  congratulated  me  on  having  given  an  essay  to  this 
House  on  the  subject  of  Sabbath  observance.  His  essay  was 
an  elegant  production,  and  I  would  not  venture  to  compare 
mine  with  his.  It  smelt  of  midnight  oil  and  ink,  and 
nothing  more  elegant  or  polished  has  been  delivered  in  this 
House,  for  its  language  was  choice,  and  every  period  was 
properly  turned.  The  only  objection  I  had  to  it  was  that 
he  saw  fit  to  introduce  in  it  a  vast  amount  of  irrelevant 
matter,  information  which  might  be  valuable  enough  in  its 
place,  but  information  which  had  no  practical  connection, 
that  I  could  see,  with  the  question  under  discussion.  I  was 
much  pleased  with  one  feature  of  that  essay.  The  hon. 
gentleman  was  kind  enough  to  take  us  into — what  shall  I 
call  it — an  imagination  hall.  He  was  kind  enough  to  invite 
us  to  go  in  the  spirit  to  the  contemplation  of  the  scenes  of 
other  days.  He  brought  us  back  to  the  early  history  of 
Canada,  and  he  pictured  the  condition  of  things  when  tho 
Chevalier  de  la  Salle,  with  the  iron  determination  which 
characterised  him,  was  pushing  his  journeys  into  tho 
interior  wildernesses  of  this  continent.  He  spoke  of  the 
times  which  were  made  memorable  by  the  deeds  of  such 
men  as  Frontenac,  Champlain  and  Montcalm - 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  speak  of  thorn. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  did  not  say  you  did  ;  I  said  you 
brought  us  back  into  the  period  made  memorable  by  the 
achievements  of  these  men,  and  I  could  almost  hear,  in 
imagination,  the  roar  of  the  rapids  of  Lachine  awakening 
the  echoes  of  the  wilderness.  1  could  almost  imagine  that 
I  was  there,  and  saw  these  tribes  of  savages,  the  Ottawas, 
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the  Algonquins,  the  Chippewas  and  the  Hurons,  with  their 
loads  of  fur,  assembled  at  Montreal  from  the  depths  of  the 
northwestern  wilderness ;  and  I  was  only  recalled  from  tho 
imaginative  scene  which,  with  his  power  of  word-painting, 
he  pictured  so  vividly,  by  the  cry  of  “  All  aboard  for  Winni¬ 
peg,  Fort  Moody,  Yokohama,  and  Shanghai  and  I  could 
almost  imagine  I  saw  the  hon.  gentleman  with  a  gold  band 
around  his  cap  and  a  lantern  on  his  arm  about  to  start  his 
train  for  the  west.  The  hon.  gentleman  came  down  from 
the  region  of  fancy,  and  one  of  the  first  things  that  he  pro¬ 
fessed  to  be  unable  to  understand — for  evidently  there  are 
some  things  in  natui’e,  as  well  as  in  politics,  which  he  does 
not  understand — was  why  the  Liberals  were  unwilling  to 
build  the  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  north  of 
Lake  Superior,  and  why  they  were  shut  up  to  a 
scheme  which  would  cut  them  off  in  winter  from 
access  to  the  North-West.  Well,  Sir,  that  question 
has  often  been  debated,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is 
worth  devoting  much  time  to  it  to-day ;  but  perhaps  it 
might  he  as  well  to  explain  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  from  a 
Liberal  standpoint,  why  the  Liberals  were  in  favor,  as  a 
temporary  measure,  of  building  a  road  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
to  connect  with  an  American  line  south  of  Lake  Superior, 
and  there  to  connect  with  lines  in  the  North-West  at  the 
boundary.  The  Liberals  thought  that  by  saving  the 
expense  of  some  $20,000,000  and  securing,  practically,  the 
same  results  that  would  follow  from  the  construction  of  a 
line  north  of  Lake  Superior,  temporarily,  that  it  would  be 
wise  to  adopt  this  course ;  they  believed  that,  as  a  tempor¬ 
ary  measure,  the  construction  of  a  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
connecting  with  an  American  line,  running  to  the  boundary 
between  Minnesota  and  Manitoba,  would  answer  practically 
all  the  purposes  of  a  line  to  the  north  of  Lake  Superior  ; 
and,  foreseeing  the  strain  upon  the  finances  of  the  country, 
which  we  are  now  feeling  so  severely — foreseeing  that  we 
were  about  to  plunge  ourselves  into  financial  difficul¬ 
ties,  by  proceeding  with  this  mad  scheme  of  building 
a  line  north  of  Lake  Superior,  they  thought  it  was 
worth  while  to  save  the  expenditure  of  $20,000,000  if 
they  could  reach  the  same  practical  results  that  would  be 
secured  by  the  expenditure  of  that  money.  Then,  Sir, 
the  hon.  gentleman  descanted  on  the  advantages  of  branch 
linos.  He  informed  us  that  all  the  American  Pacific  lines 
had  branch  roads  striking  out  in  various  directions,  devel¬ 
oping  the  country,  serving  as  feeders  to  the  trunk  lines, 
bringing  a  vast  amount  of  business  to  them,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  kind  enough  to  inform  us — and  I  am  glad 
he  did  so,  because  it  rests  on  his  authority — of  the  small 
percentage  of  the  through  business  that  these  American 
lines  possessed.  He  informed  us  that  the  Atcheson,  Topeka 
and  Santa  Fe  and  its  connections,  does  a  through  business 
amounting  to  only  6  per  cent,  of  its  gross  business,  and  that 
the  through  business  of  other  lines  was  very  small.  That 
argument  is  one  we  have  often  presented  against  pushing 
the  road  through  vast  stretches  of  wilderness  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  a  through  trade, which  he  says  amounts 
to  a  mere  bagatelle,  in  the  case  of  these  American  roads. 
Well,  Sir,  these  roads  all  have  branches,  and  it  is  a  wise 
policy  for  roads  of  this  kind  to  have  branch  lines.  Tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  far  as  tho  portion  in  the 
prairie  section  is  concerned,  needs  numerous  branch  lines, 
leading  off  in  various  directions,  but  T  would  ask  tho  hon. 
gentleman  how  much  money  has  that  company  ex¬ 
pended  for  the  construction  of  branches  in  the  North- 
West.  Of  the  sum  of  $40,000,000  diverted  from  the 
original  purposes  of  building  the  main  lino  from 
Callander  to  the  Pacific,  how  much  has  been  used  in  the 
construction  of  branches  in  the  North-West.  Only  enough, 
Sir,  enough  to  build  134  miles,  at  an  expenso  of  some 
$2,000,000,  out  of  a  total  of  $40,000,000  and  more,  which 
were  diverted  by  that  company  from  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  organised.  The  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  in  the 
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course  of  his  speech,  informed  us  that  he  had  fallen  in  with 
one  of  the  American  railway  potentates,  in  a  journey  to 
California — no  doubt  a  kindred  spirit ;  and  in  conversation 
with  that  railway  potentate  he  was  informed  that  in  the 
war  for  the  control  of  transcontinental  ti’ade,  the  victory 
would  belong  to  the  company  that  could  protect  its  local 
traffic  from  intrusion.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  sound.  It  is  a  very 
great 'thing  for  a  railway  company  to  be  able  to  control  its 
local  business  and  protect  it  from  intrusion  ;  and  in  that 
respect  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  does  occupy  a  vantage  ground,  for,  by 
virtue  of  its  monopoly  clause,  it  is  able  to  protect  its  local 
business  from  intrusion  in  the  North-West.  But  why  is  it 
necessary  that  a  railway  company  should  have  control  of  its 
local  business  in  order  to  compete  successfully  for  transcon¬ 
tinental  trade  ?  It  is  because  the  profits  of  the  company 
are  derived  from  the  local  business,  because  the  wars  of  rates 
between  trunk  lines  from  one  terminus  to  another  often 
result  in  loss,  and  these  companies  must  have  control  of 
their  local  business  and  derive  from  that  the  profit  necessary 
to  enable  them  to  bear  the  losses  incurred  by  the  through 
competition.  There  is  an  admission  on  the  part  of  that 
railway  magnate  that  the  through  business  we  are  aiming 
for  has  to  be  done  at  such  rates  that  the  company  must 
have  a  source  of  profit  to  fall  back  upon  in  order  to  enable 
it  to  sustain  the  losses  incurred  in  retaining  that  through 
business  from  its  competitors.  The  hon.  gentleman  then 
alluded  to  the  member  who  advocates  American  supremacy, 
and  wishes  he  could  approve  of  a  scheme  characterised 
by  American  energy  and  push.  It  was  a  general  allusion  ; 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  whether  he  referred  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  who  is  accused  or  taking 
a  term  or  two  in  an  American  university,  or  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Lambton  (Mr.  Fairbank),  who,  I  believe, 
had  the  misfortune  to  be  born  among  the  Adirondacs  of 
New  York,  or  whether  he  alluded  to  myself.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  tell  us  to  whom  he  alluded  in  that 
general  statement. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  see  for 
himself ;  he  may  see  whom  it  suits. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Well,  I  will  challenge  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  to  find  in  our  debates  one  word  uttered  by  me  since  I 
entered  Parliament  in  August,  18'72,  that  will  bear  out  that 
assertion.  I  give  the  hon.  gentleman  that  challenge,  and  I 
leave  the  matter  there  until  he  has  shown  some  ground  for 
such  a  statement.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  exhort 
the  party  on  this  side  in  very  fervid  tones.  He  said  :  Do 
not  try  to  pull  down ;  we  are  grieved  to  see  you  always 
defame  the  good  name  of  tho  country ;  strive  to  elevate  and 
unite  and  strengthen.  Well,  that  is  the  very  thing  we 
have  been  doing  for  years.  We  have  often  fainted  by  the 
way  ;  the  task  has  often  seemed  difficult,  well  nigh  an 
impossible  one ;  but  we  have  been  striving  to  elevate  by 
condemning  that  which  drags  this  country  down  ;  we  have 
been  striving  to  unite  by  deploring  the  policy  which  was 
separating  the  Provinces  of  this  Dominion  and  sowing  the 
seeds  of  future  discord;  we  have  been  striving  to 
strengthenby  urging  the  adoption  of  a  policy  more  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  needs  and  resources  of  the  country  ;  we 
have  labored  to  elevate,  to  unite  and  to  strengthen,  and  in 
every  effort  we  have  made  in  this  direction  we  have  been 
opposed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Then  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  tells  us  that  he  was  in  the  United  States  during  an  elec¬ 
tion,  and  ho  saw  there  a  model  of  what  the  conduct  of  public 
men  and  the  people  should  be.  This  gentleman  who  accuses 
members  of  this  House  with  advocating  American  supremacy 
saw  there  a  model  for  us  to  imitate — saw  there  perfect 
political  institutions - 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Well,  I  infer  that.  Ho  saw  there 
that  nothing  was  said  to  belittle  the  country,  but 
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everything  was  said  in  glorification  of  it.  True,  there 
might  have  been  some  personalities;  one  of  the  candidates 
for  the  presidency  might  have  been  accused  of  a  base 
act  and  of  great  immorality ;  but  nothing  was  said 
against  the  country.  I  ask  him  if  he  did  not  hear  every 
act  of  the  Government  keenly  criticised ;  did  he  not  hear 
any  Democratic  orator  accuse  the  United  States  Government 
of  corruption  of  the  funds,  of  failure  to  deal  with  the  Mor¬ 
mon  question,  of  allowing  the  navy  to  decay,  of  allowing 
the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States  to  become  almost 
obliterated.  In  no  country  on  the  face  of  the  earth  will 
you  hear  keener  criticism  of  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
and  of  its  management  of  public  affairs  than  in  the  United 
States;  never  in  this  country  have  we  had  the  conduct  of 
parties  more  keenly  criticised  than  in  the  daily  criticisms 
in  that  country.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  came  to  his 
peroration  ;  and  he  said  that  notwithstanding  the 
prophecies  of  evil  he  had  heard,  he  had  lived  to  see  this 
country  progress,  to  see  the  North-West  settled,  to 
see  Canada  become  great.  Yes,  Sir,  and  we  grieve  to  say 
he  had  lived  to  see  some  other  things  ;  he  had  lived  to  see 
1,000,000  Canadians  leave  this  country ;  he  had  lived  to  see 
the  settlement  of  the  North-West  retarded  in  consequence 
of  a  policy  inimical  to  that  country ;  he  had  lived  to  see 
Canada  attaining  development,  great  it  is  true,  but  much 
less  than  it  should  and  would  have  attained  under  a  proper 
administration  of  affairs;  and  he  had  lived  to  see  piled  upon 
this  country  a  debt  of  $250,000,000,  a  large  portion  of  which 
has  been  incurred  for  purposes  that  confer  no  benefit  on  the 
country. 

So  much  for  the  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State.  And  now,  a  few  words  in  reference  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr. 
Ives).  That  hon.  gentleman  gave  us  some  information 
which  was  not  correct.  He  told  us  that  the  state¬ 
ment  that  the  Union  Pacific  road  and  the  Central  Pacific 
road  were  separate  corporations  was  incorrect — that  there 
was  no  such  road  as  the  G  entral  Pacific  except  as  a  portion  of 
the  Union  Pacific.  Well,  Sir,  here  is  Poor’s  Manual  for 
1884.  We  have  seventeen  of  these  manuals,  and  since  the 
year  1869  the  Union  and  the  Central  Pacific  have  been 
given  by  this  authority  as  separate  corporations  under 
separate  and  distinct  management.  They  connect  with  each 
other,  it  is  true;  they  are  sometimes  hostile  to  each  other; 
the  Central  Pacific  at  present  diverts  all  the  traffic  it  can  to 
its  southern  route,  and  that  is  against  the  Union  Pacific 
and  works  against  the  interests  of  the  Union  Pacific.  There 
are  no  two  corporations  in  America  more  distinct,  or  that 
have  been  more  distinct,  than  these  two.  Possibly  the  hon. 
gentleman  may  have  been  misled  by  the  fact  that  the  Union 
Pacific  has  a  branch  300  miles  long,  called  the  Central  Pacific 
branch.  Then  he  told  us  the  Uuion  Pacific  does  not  pass 
through  mountains,  that  it  is  a  level  and  easy  road.  The 
authorities  of  the  United  States  must  have  been  very  much 
misinformed.  The  authorities  of  the  United  States  assumed 
that  517  miles  west  of  Omaha,  at  Cheyenne,  the  Union  Pacific 
commenced  ascending  the  mountains,  and  upon  that  assump¬ 
tion  they  granted  the  company  $48,000  per  mile  for  150  miles, 
three  times  the  subsidy  granted  for  the  level  portion,  and 
beyond  that,  for  the  balance  of  the  road,  they  assumed  it  was 
sufficiently  mountainous  to  entitle  tho  company  to  $32,0C0  a 
mile,  twice  the  subsidy  of  the  level  portion.  The  Union 
Pacific  passes  over  the  Rocky  Mountains,  over  the 
Wasutch  range  of  mountains,  and  enters  the  basin  of  the  [ 
Groat  Salt  Luke.  Then,  the  Cen  ral  Pacific  continues  on  ■ 
its  course  through  the  Humbolt  Valley,  and  across  tho  Siera 
Nevada  Mountains,  tbero  are  three  ranges  of  mountains  on  ' 
the  lines  of  the  Union  and  tho  Central  Pacific,  two  of 
which  the  Union  Pacific  crosses.  With  regard  to  the 
standard,  judging  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Stephen,  the  stan-  [ 
dard  of  the  Union  Pacific  in  1873  was  to  be  tho  standard  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  The  standard  of  the  Union  J 


j  Pacific,  according  to  Poor’s  Manual,  in  1872-73,  was  80  feet 
j  to  tho  mile,  whether  corrector  not  I  will  not  venture  to  say. 
My  impression  is  that  the  maximum  standard  of  the  Union 
Pacific,  116  feet  to  the  mile  when  first  opened,  was  reduced  to 
90  feet  to  the  mile,  which  was  the  maximum  grade  in  1873. 
So  much  for  tho  question  of  the  Union  Pacific  passing 
through  the  mountains  and  the  standard.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  informs  us  wo  cannot  object  to  the  Brockville 
connection  and  the  Montreal  extension.  We  do  object  to  that. 
We  hold  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  no  neces¬ 
sity  to  extend  their  line;  we  hold  there  was  no  necessity 
for  them  to  invest  money  east  of  Callander.  Their  business 
was  first  to  complete  the  main  line  and  open  the  necessary 
branches  in  the  North-West,  before  investing  money  east 
of  what  was  fixed  as  the  eastern  terminus.  The  hon. 
gentleman  told  us  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  branch 
will  tap  Chicago  trade.  That  is  the  assertion  we  have 
always  made.  Wo  have  always  asserted  that  if  the  proposal 
had  been  carried  out  to  build  he  road  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
connecting  with  the  lines  passing  south  of  Lake  Superior,  we 
would  not  only  have  afforded  all  the  facilities  necessary  for  an 
outlet  for  the  North-West,  but  would  have  secured  control  of 
a  large  proportion  of  the  traffic  of  the  American  North-West. 
We  would  have  given  to  St.  Paul  a  route  to  an  ocean  port  430 
miles  shorter  than  the  route  it  has  now.  The  hon. gentleman’s 
assertion  fortifies  the  position  that  was  taken  by  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  in  1881,  when  we  pointed  out  that  that  route  should  be 
adopted  as  a  temporary  expedient  for  the  purpose  of  saving 
$20,000,000,  the  cost  of  building  the  section  north  of  Lako 
Superior  ;  and  in  addition  to  the  saving  of  money,  the  rea¬ 
son  was  urged  that  it  would  make  tributary  to  Canadian 
roads  the  trade  of  the  vast  connections  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  IVES.  They  would  have  tapped  our  trade  and  tho 
trade  of  the  North-West  as  well. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Not  more  than  at  present,  for  they 
have  lines  at  present  reaching  to  Emerson  and  various 
points  on  the  border.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  required  two  or  three  connections  with 
the  seaboard.  What  necessity  existed  for  those  connections, 
when  they  had  not  even  located  the  line  they  were  to  con¬ 
struct  north  of  Lake  Superior,  when  they  had  no  cars  and 
no  trade  ?  The  necessity  would  not  become  apparent  until 
the  road  was  built  and  had  trade,  and  then  an  outlet  would  be 
furnished  by  other  roads  only  too  willing  to  make  connections 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  the  company  paid  for  $20,000,000  of  stock  40  conts 
on  the  dollar,  and  that  that  is  more  than  its  present  value, 
and  that  no  objection  was  made.  But  objection  was  made. 
The  watering  of  the  stock  at  this  great  discount  was  objected 
to  from  the  very  commencement,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  increase  the  capital  account,  the  dividend  paying 
account  of  the  road,  enormously  and  improperly.  The 
company,  he  says,  needed  this  money  for  extensions 
and  so  forth.  Well,  about  the  only  extension  to  which 
they  have  applied  this  money,  is  the  extension  of  their 
dividend  account.  The  greater  part  of  it,  instead  of  being 
invested  in  extensions  and  in  construction  account,  has  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  to  secure  a  serios  of 
dividends  covering  a  period  of  ten  years.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  informs  us  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
asked  that  the  money  in  reserve  for  dividends  bo  takon  by 
the  Government,  and  the  money  paid  on  dividends  also. 
The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  made  no  proposal 
that  the  money  already  paid  on  dividends  should  be  taken, 
under  any  circumstances,  and  the  proposal  he  made  with 
reference  to  the  amount  of  money  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  as  security  fjr  dividends,  was  that  tho  company 
should  consent  to  use  their  own  money  to  relieve  their  own 
difficulties  instead  of  a-king  tho  country  to  lend  them  money, 
while  they  were  paying  this  amount  into  the  hands  of  the 
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Government  for  another  purpose.  Then,  and  it  is  the  last 
allusion  I  shall  make  to  the  speech  of  ihe  hon.  member  for 
Richmond  and  Wolfe,  he  says  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk,  who  always  justifies  the  Yankees,  should  talk  of 
their  stock  watering.  I  have  taken  notice  of  that  to-day,  and 
I  took  notice  of  it  one  year  ago,  on  the  discussion  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  resolutions,  perhaps  in  language 
rather  severe ;  and  I  have  always  pointed  out,  in  connection 
with  American  railway  monopolies,  the  fact  that  their  rail¬ 
way  management  has  been  in  the  last  degree  dishonest  and 
in  the  interest  of  speculators  rather  than  the  public. 

I  now  proceed  to  the  discussion  of  a  few  points  in  reference 
to  this  measure  before  the  House,  which  are  not  directly  in 
the  line  of  the  criticisms  1  have  been  making  on  the  speeches 
of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe.  We  will 
look  at  this  question  from  two  standpoints.  First,  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  interest  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  Like  all  corporations,  it  is  in  their  interest  to  take 
what  they  can  get,  and  to  keep  what  they  can,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  they  have  gone  far  beyond  what  may  bo 
called  a  proper  attempt  to  look  to  their  own  interests.  They 
made,  in  the  first  place,  the  best  bargain  they  could  with 
the  Government,  and  they  made  an  exceedingly  good  one. 
Since  then  they  have  looked  sharply  after  their  interests, 
and  in  every  case  their  interests  have  been  properly  attended 
to  ;  and  so  far  as  the  operations  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  are  concerned,  they  are  perhaps  lees  repre¬ 
hensible  than  the  operation  of  nine-tenths  of  the  rail¬ 
way  corporations  of  the  United  States.  I  am  not 
dealing  with  that  question  from  that  standpoint  particu¬ 
larly.  They  are  looking  after  their  own  interests,  and 
are  abundantly  capable  of  doing  so.  Another  stand¬ 
point  is  that  of  the  people’s  interest,  and  by  the  people’s 
interest  I  mean  all  the  varied  interests  of  the  great  Donr- 
nion,  all  the  business  interest  and  social  interests — the  inte¬ 
rests  of  all  the  people.  The  hon.  gentlemen  ocoupving  the 
Government  benches  are  the  custodians  of  the  interests  of 
the  people.  They  are  managing  this  Government.  This 
Government  is  instituted,  as  all  civil  governments  are,  for  the 
protection  of  the  people,  for  maintaining  law  and  order,  for 
guaranteeing  the  liberty  and  rights  of  the  people,  and  it  has 
been  and  is  to-day  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  look  after 
the  interests  of  the  people.  If  we  look  at  this  matter  from 
that  standpoint,  I  hold  the  Government  have  failed  in  their 
duty,  I  hold  they  have  not  looked  after  the  interests  of  the 
people  as  they  should.  The  interests  of  the  people  have  been 
sacrificed,  whether  wittingly  or  unwittingly  it  is  not  for  me 
to  say,  by  the  Government  of  the  day  in  their  dealings  with 
this  company.  That  being  the  case,  the  duty  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  these  premises  has  not  been  performed.  The  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  syndicate  has  looked  after  its  interests, 
the  Government  has  failed  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the 
people,  and  the  failure  of  the  Government  to  perform  its 
duty  and  the  extent  of  their  failure  I  shall  proceed  to  show. 
But  before  doing  that,  it  is  perhaps  quite  pertinent  to  the 
discussion  to  ask  whether  this  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  is  a  solvent  corporation,  whether  it  will  prove 
a  remunerative  investment.  That  is  a  matter  of 
interest  to  us  all.  There  are  two  questions  to 
be  answered  before  this  can  properly  be  decided.  The  first 
is  :  Is  the  North-West  a  good  country  ?  Very  much 
depends  upon  the  answer.  If  the  North-West  is  not  a 
good  country,  of  course  a  railway  there  is  not  likely  to 
prove  a  remunerative  investment.  If  it  is  a  good  countiy, 
as  I  believe  it  is,  then  the  business  will  be  developed  in 
such  a  way  as  to  sustain  a  railway  there.  The  next  ques¬ 
tion  to  be  answered  is:  Will  the  management  of  the  road 
be  prudent  ?  That  is  a  question  I  am  not  capable  of  answer¬ 
ing.  I  should  hope  that  the  management  will  be  prudent. 
Judging  from  the  astuteness  of  these  gentlemen  in  looking 
after  their  own  interests,  they  certainly  possess  the  ability 
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to  have  a  good  management  of  that  road.  I  answer  these 
questions,  then,  by  saying  that,  if  the  country  is  a  good  one 
and  the  management  is  to  be  a  prudent  management,  then 
the  company  is  solvent,  and  it  will  prove  a  remunerative 
investment.  If  we  look  at  the  road  and  its  sources  of  busi¬ 
ness,  I  think  we  shall  be  satisfied  that  it  has  a  fair  future 
before  it.  I  see  in  the  report  of  the  company  issued 
yesterday  that,  in  their  summary  of  business,  they  give 
various  items  of  the  business  of  their  road  during 
the  past  year.  They  have  transported  nearly  1,000,000 
barrels  of  flour,  6,500,000  bushels  of  wheat,  244,000,000  feet 
of  lumber,  367,000  tons  of  manufactured  goods,  and  375,000 
tons  of  other  articles.  This  road  penetrates  what  we  are  led 
to  believe  is  the  best  wheat  belt  of  this  continent.  In  that 
case  that  amount  of  6,500,000  bushels  will  be  indefinitely 
increased.  It  penetrates  a  great  lumber  section  on  the 
east,  and  a  great  lumber  section  on  the  west  in  British 
Columbia,  and  it  must  be  expected  that  the  lumber  will  be 
carried  from  the  east  to  the  prairies  and  to  the  eastern 
Provinces,  and  that  it  will  be  carried  from  British  Columbia 
to  the  prairies  of  the  fertile  belt.  Then,  when  our  diffi¬ 
culties  in  the  North-West  are  at  an  end,  when  our  Indian 
troubles  are  settled  and  the  various  difficulties  that  the 
country  now  labors  under  are  arranged,  we  must  neces¬ 
sarily  have  a  large  immigration  into  the  North-West.  The 
very  country  that  is  a  rival  to  it  to-day — Dakota  and  the 
newer  Territories  of  the  United  States — are  being  filled  up, 
and  soon  will  be  filled  up,  and  the  immigration  that  is  now 
passing  to  those  Territories  must  pass  over  them  and  come 
into  our  North-West ;  so  that,  whatever  may  be  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  we  are  to  have  an  immigration  into  that 
section,  an  immigration  which  may  be  accelerated  by  the 
adoption  of  a  liberal  policy.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  think  we 
may  assume  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  not  a 
bankrupt  concern,  and  has  no  need  to  appear  here  as  a 
mendicant,  but  that,  if  properly  managed,  it  will  be  a  remu¬ 
nerative  investment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  “  Hear, 
hear.”  I  say  that,  in  all  probability,  as  I  have  always 
asserted,  it  will  be  a  speculation  which  will  exceed  in  the 
magnitude  of  its  returns  any  railway  speculation  which  has 
ever  been  entered  into. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  one  question  ?  If  he  has  a  rich  neighbor  and  a  poor 
neighbor,  which  would  he  rather  lend  money  to  ?  To  the 
rich  man  ?  If  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  to  be  a  very 
rich  company,  why  should  we  not  lend  them  the  money  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  I  had  a  rich  neighbor  who  had  a 
surplus  of  $14,288,  and  he  applied  for  a  loan  of  $5,000  to 
carry  out  a  certain  work,  and  it  was  not  convenient  for  me 
to  loan  it,  I  would  say  that  I  would  rather  he  should  draw 
on  that  amount  of  $14,288. 

Having  made  these  admissions,  which  I  freely  do, 
with  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  1  ask 
why  is  the  road  in  difficulties  ?  There  are  four  palp¬ 
able  reasons  for  the  condition  which  that  road  is  in  at 
present,  and  tho  first  of  those  is  that  the  road  has  been 
pushed  too  rapidly,  rapidity  of  construction,  pushing  the 
road  through  the  wilderness  far  in  advance  of  settlement  and 
of  that  business  which  a  railway  must  have  in  order  to  make 
it  remunerative.  If  the  population  that  is  scattered  along 
a  line  of  1,000  miles  of  railway  has  sufficient  room  along 
200  miles  of  railway,  then,  if  the  business  that  1,000  miles 
does  could  have  been  concentrated  upon  200  miles,  it  could 
have  been  done  at  one-fifth  the  expense,  and  for  that  reason 
the  construction  of  the  road  so  rapidly  through  a  great 
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stretch  of  wilderness  has  not  only  led  to  an  increased  cost 
in  its  construction,  but  has  deprived  the  company  of  the 
business  which  should  have  grown  up  as  the  road 
progressed  and  should  have  been  tributary  to  it  as  it  pro¬ 
gressed  towards  the  west.  That  is  one  reason  why  the 
road  is  in  difficulties.  Another  reason  is  the  investments 
made  by  this  company  which  were  not  warranted  by  its 
resources  and  were  not  contemplated  by  the  conditions  of 
its  contract  with  this  Government.  That  road  was  subsidised 
for  a  specific  purpose,  for  the  purpose  of  building  a  line  of 
railway  from  Callander  to  the  waters  of  the  Pacific,  with  as 
many  branches  as  the  company  might  be  able  to  build, 
but  no  condition  was  made  as  to  branches.  The  specific 
condition  of  that  contract  was  the  construction  of  a  main 
line  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific.  The  resources  were 
provided  for  this  work,  and  to  a  great  extent  they 
have  been  diverted  from  that  purpose,  and  the  company  has 
made  investments  of  those  resources  for  purposes  not  con¬ 
templated  by  the  original  contract.  That  is  the  second  of 
the  four  reasons  for  the  difficulties  in  which  the  road  is 
involved.  The  thii'd  reason  is  that  the  company  issued 
$25,000,000  of  Btock  under  the  conditions  of  its  contract, 
and  the  Government,  without  consulting  Parliament,  per¬ 
mitted  the  company  to  increase  that  stock  to  $100,000,000, 
and  permitted  the  issue  of  $40,000,000  at  prices  ranging 
from  51cts.down  to  42cts.  on  the  dollar,  and  the  Government 
held  the  balance  of  that  stock  in  order  to  enable  the  com¬ 
pany  to  manipulate  the  rest  of  it  in  any  way  it  chose.  In 
consequence  of  this  watering  of  the  stock,  public  confidence 
was  shaken  in  the  concern,  because,  as  I  will  show  in  a 
moment,  the  people  of  this  country  and  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  and  of  the  United  States  were  just  awak¬ 
ening  to  the  mode  of  manipulation  in  vogue  among 
railway  men  with  the  purpose  of  increasing  their  share 
capital  and  their  bonded  capital  beyond  the  amount  actually 
invested  in  the  road.  Then,  to  cap  the  climax  and  to 
increase  the  difficulties  und^r  which  the  company  labored  at 
this  particular  juncture,  it  confessed  its  want  of 
confidence  in  itself,  confessed  its  inability  to  earn  dividends 
for  years  to  come,  by  taking  a  large  sum  of  money  out  of 
its  capital,  out  of  the  money  derived  from  the  sale  of  its 
stock  at  these  ruinous  prices  and  by  placing  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  to  secure  dividends  upon  its  capital  for  ten 
years  to  come.  This,  above  all  other  things,  shook  the  con¬ 
fidence  of  the  public  in  this  concern,  and  that  measure, 
taken,  in  the  belief  of  the  company,  for  the  purpose  of 
placing  its  finances  on  a  secure  basis,  destroyed  all  confidence 
in  it,  and  the  result  was  that  it  was  unable  to  sell  any  stock 
at  all.  These  are  the  four  reasons  for  the  difficulties  in 
which  the  company  is  involved.  But  there  were  other  rea¬ 
sons  over  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
had  no  control  whatever.  I  have  referred  to  one, 
that  general  distrust  which  existed  in  the  public  mind 
with  regard  to  railway  securities,  and  I  will 
take  the  liberty,  in  connection  with  that  matter,  to  read  a 
page  from  a  standard  authority  on  railway  matters — Poor’s 
Manual — with  reference  to  the  extent  to  which  railway 
stock-watering  had  been  carried  on,  and,  when  this  discov¬ 
ery  was  made,  the  effect  upon  the  public  mind  as  to  the 
value  of  railway  securities.  Mr.  Poor,  after  giving  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  number  of  miles  of  railway  in  the  New 
England  States,  the  Middle  States,  the  Southern  States,  the 
Western  States,  and  the  Pacific  group,  and  the  cost  of  the 
roads  in  each  group,  proceeds  to  say: 

“  The  preceding  statement  is  an  abridgement  of  the  much  more 
extended  one,  embracing  in  detail  all  the  railroads  of  the  country.  It 
shows  that  since  1880,  a  period  of  three  years,  there  have  been  opened 
in  the  United  States  28,405  miles  of  railroad,  and  that  6,091  miles  were 
opened  the  past  year  up  to  the  close  of  the  fiscal  years  ol  the  several 
companies. 

“  The  increases  of  share  capital  and  indebtedness  of  all  the  companies 
for  the  three  years  ending  December  31st,  1883,  was  $2,093,433,064, 
the  cost  of  the  new  mileage  as  represented  by  share  capital  and  debt 
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being  about  $70,000  per  mile.  The  increase  in  the  three  years  of  the 
funded  debts  of  all  the  companies  was  $924,165,410  ;  of  their  floating 
debts,  $169,880,406  ;  of  the  two  $1,094,045,846.  It  is  not  probable  that 
the  cost  of  the  mileage  constructed  in  the  three  yea^s  equalled  the  funded 
and  floating  debts  by  at  least  the  sum  of  $200,000,000.  The  cost  of  the 
mileage  constructed  certainly  did  not  exceed  $30,000  to  ths  mile.  The 
whole  increase  of  the  share  capital,  $999,387,208,  and  a  portion  of  the 
funded  debt,  was  in  excess  of  the  cost  of  construction.” 

Ha  goes  on  to  say,  and  this  is  worthy  the  attention  of  every 
member  in  this  House  : 

“  It  is  in  this  immense  increase  of  fictitious  capital  that  is  to  be  found 
the  cause  of  the  general  distrust  which  prevails,  and  the  enormous 
decline  in  the  price  of  railroad  securities.  From  1879  to  near  the  close 
of  1883,  a  most  singular  delusion  rested  upon  the  public  as  to  their  value, 
and  this  delusion  was  taken  advantage  of  on  a  vast  scale  by  able  and 
unscrupulous  adventurers.  Whatever  wa3  manufactured  and  put  afloat 
was  seised  with  avidity  by  au  eager  and  uninformed  public.  The  delu¬ 
sion  was  increased  and  prolonged  by  payments  on  a  very  large  scale  of 
interest  and  dividends  from  caiptal.  In  this  delusion  the  most  loud 
mouthed  and  unscrupulous  promoters  usually  had  the  greatest  success. 
The  delusion  culminated  about  the  time  of  the  opening  of  the  Northern 
Pacific,  in  connection  with  which  visionary  schemes  of  immense  magni¬ 
tude  had  been  put  upon  the  market.  Their  worthlessness  and  the  rapid 
decline  of  their  securities,  exerted  a  powerful  influence  over  the  public 
mind,  which  continues  unchecked  to  the  time  of  writing  this.  The  dis¬ 
trust  extends  alike  to  good  and  bad,  so  that  prices  at  the  present  time 
have  as  little  reference  to  values  as  they  had  at  the  beginning  of  1883. 
The  distrust  will  probably  continue  until  time  shall  show  what  securities 
are  really  well  based.  One  cause  of  the  great  decline  ia  the  shares  of 
lines  which  were  dividend-paying,  is  the  competition  resulting  from  the 
construction  of  rival  lines.  The  result  of  this  competition  is  particularly 
shown  in  the  two  great  Pacific  roads,  the  Uuionand  Central,  both  of 
which,  for  many  years  have  regularly  paid  dividends,  but  both  of  which 
have  now  been  compelled  to  forego  them.  A  few  years  ago  there  was, 
in  public  estimation,  no  more  inviting  field  for  railroad  enterprises  than 
the  State  of  Colorado.  A  vast  system  of  railroads,  covering  the  whole 
State,  was  constructed  with  very  great  rapidity,  involving  a  nominal 
expenditure  of  nearly  $100,000,900,  almost  the  whole  of  which  is  unpro¬ 
ductive.” 

And  further  down  he  says  : 

“  If  it  be  assumed  that  the  cost  in  money  of  all  the  roads  in  operation 
in  the  United  States  in  1883  did  not  exceed,  as  it  certainly  did  not,  the 
amount  of  their  funded  and  floating  debts,  $3,787,410,728,  the  actual 
investment  was  a  most  profitable  one.  The  net  earnings  for  the  year 
were  $336,911,884,  a  sum  equalling  about  9  per  cent,  on  that  cost.  If 
the  fictitious  capital  could  be  eliminated  from  their  accounts,  their  suc¬ 
cess,  as  investments,  would  have  no  parallel.  If  to  net  income  be  added 
the  advantages  that  flow  from  them,  the  result  would  be  a  matter  of 
especial  wonder.” 

Here,  then,  is  the  reason  why  railway  securities  have 
declined,  why  they  are  unsaleable  in  England,  in  the  United 
States,  in  Canada.  It  is  the  loss  of  confidence  in  the  roads, 
it  is  the  lack  of  ability  on  the  part  of  the  public  to  discern 
between  the  good  and  the  bad,  and  for  that  reason  distrust 
extends  to  ah,  and  that  state  of  things  affected  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  That  state  of  things,  with  other  difficul¬ 
ties,  placed  them  in  an  embarrassed  position,  for  which  they 
were  not  to  blame  except  to  the  extent  that  they  them¬ 
selves  had  engaged  in  the  same  class  of  manipulation — • 
stock  watering.  According  to  Poor’s  Manual,  in  1833, 
there  were  121,000  miles  of  railway  in  the  United  States, 
with  a  share  capital  of  $3,708,000,000,  and  a  funded  and 
floating  debt  of  $3,787,000,000.  According  to  that  manual 
the  actual  cash  cost  was  within  the  amount  of  the  funded 
and  floated  debt,  was  but  51  per  cent,  of  the  share  capital 
and  funded  and  floating  debt  of  these  companies.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  that  manual  49  per  cent,  of  the  entire  nominal  cost 
of  the  railways  in  the  United  States  was  water  and  steal¬ 
ings  ;  according  to  that  manual,  for  the  period  from  1880 
to  1883,  28,000  miles  of  road  were  built  with  a  share 
capital  of  $999,000,000,  and  with  a  dobt  of  $1,094,- 
000,000,  and  the  actual  cost  of  these  roads  was  $200,- 
000,000  less  than  their  funded  and  floating  debt, 
and  the  whole  share  capital  of  $999,000,000,  with 
$200,000,000  of  the  funded  and  floating  debt  comprised  the 
stealings  of  the  manipulators  who  had  organised  to  build 
these  roads.  So  it  will  be  seen  that,  bad  as  matters  were 
before,  these  matters  were  growing  worse.  During  this 
period  the  roads,  which  had  nominally  cost  $70,000  a  mile, 
had  actually  cost  but  $30,000  a  mile ;  and  tho  manipulators 
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of  these  roads  had  about  $40,000,  out  of  over  $10,000  of  the 
nominal  investment,  to  put  into  their  own  pockets.  For 
this  reason  mistrust  was  cast  upon  railway  securities,  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  shared  in  the  disaster  that 
fell  upon  all  enterprises  of  this  kind.  With  regard  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  stock  operations,  the  company 
itself  has  not  been  innocent.  It  is  the  very  fact  that  the 
company  was  not  innocent  that  visited  upon  its  head  the 
consequences  of  these  developments  that  were  made  with 
reference  to  American  railway  securities.  What  were  these 
developments  with  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  ? 
They  placed  upon  the  market,  after  the  first  $5,000,000  was 
taken  up,  $20,000,000  that  was  sold  at  25  cents  on  the 
dollar.  They  then  placed  on  the  market  $30,000,000  of 
stock  which  was  sold  at  51  cents,  and  they  afterwards  sold 
$10,000,000  at  42  cents.  Now,  Sir,  when  this  company 
deposited  this  dividend  guai’antee  with  the  hon,  gentlemen 
opposite,  they  provided  for  the  payment  of  3  per  cent;  divi¬ 
dend  for  the  nest  ten  years.  That  amounts  to  3  per  cent, 
on  the  first  $5,000,000  sold  at  par,  and  it  amounts  to 
12  per  cent,  per  annum  on  the  next  $20,000,000  sold 
at  25  cents  on  the  dollar  ;  it  amounts  to  6  per  cent.,  within  a 
fraction,  of  the  $30,000,000  sold  at  51  cents  on  the  dollar ;  it 
amounts  to  1  per  cent,  per  annum  on  the  $10,000,000  sold  at 
42  cents  on  the  dollar;  or  it  yields  an  investment  on  the 
whole  $65,000,000,  on  the  actual  money  invested  in  that 
share  capital,  of  6'87  per  cent.,  within  a  fraction  of  1  per 
cent,  per  annum  is  to  bo  yielded  upon  the  actual  money 
invested  in  this  road  from  that  dividend  security  deposited 
with  the  Government  to  pay  a  nominal  interest  of  3  per 
cent  on  $65,000,000. 

Now,  Sir,  I  proceed  to  show  that  the  first  endowment 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Baiiway  was  ample  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  contemplated  in  this  contract  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  when  that  company  applied  for  a  loan  in  1884  of 
$22,500,000,  and  an  extension  of  time  on  the  sum  of  $1,500,000. 
According  to  the  showing  of  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter,  published 
on  15th  January,  1884,  the  company  had  spent  on  the  main 
lice  up  to  that  time  $23,563,564,  less  $484,614  paid  to  the 
Government  to  release  its  security  deposited  for  $1,000,000 
included  in  the  construction  account;  or  a  net  sum  of 
$23,018,950  expended  on  the  main  line.  The  amount 
expended  for  equipment  was  $8,638,306,  $691,369  of  this 
comprising  the  cost  of  three  steamers;  and  I  charge  one- 
fourth  of  the  cost  of  that  equipment  to  the  account  of  its 
leased  lines  and  branches  upon  the  basis  of  mileage,  making 
a  further  deduction  of  $1,984,134.  These  amounts  make 
the  construction  account,  including  equipment  of  the  main 
line  on  the  date  of  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter,  $29,033,153.  That 
was  the  expenditure  made  by  the  company  on  the  contract 
with  the  Government.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  other 
enterprises  entered  into  by  those  gentlemen,  whether  they 
were  imprudent  or  reckless  speculations  or  not,  they  were  not 
covered  by  the  contract,  and  the  Government  and  the  coun¬ 
try  did  not  furnish  millions  of  money  to  this  company  to 
do  with  it  what  they  pleased.  What  have  they  received 
from  the  Government  towards  this  expenditure  of 
$29,000,000  odd  made  on  the  main  line  ?  Tney  received  a 
subsidy  in  money  of  $12,289,211.  They  sold  land  grant 
bonds  and  from  the  amount  sold  they  obtained  $8,816,000 
covered  by  land  sales.  From  town  sites  and  bonuses  they 
obtained  $130,000  more;  or  a  total  of  $21,895,711,  against 
an  expenditure  on  the  main  line  and  equipment  of 
$29,036,000  ;  or  thoy  had  received  from  the  people  within 
87,137,442  of  the  total  amount  they  expended  ;  and  the 
company  received  other*  sums  of  money.  They  received 
from  tho  sale  of  $55,000,000  of  stock  $25,281,754, 
thoy  received  from  the  pledge  of  $10,000,000  $4,950,000, 
and,  according  to  the  company’s  own  statement,  the  net 
earnings  to  January  15th,  nine  months,  were  $978,000  ;  the 
sale  of  land  grant  bonds  of  $10,000,000,  not  covered  in  the 
land  sales,  amounted  to  $1,123,500;  ora  total  from  these 
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sources  of  $32,333,254.  They  received  directly  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  from  all  other  sources  in  cash  $25,195,812  more 
than  they  had  expended  on  the  main  line  with  its 
equipment.  And  at  that  very  moment,  under  those  con¬ 
ditions,  with  receipts  $25,000,000  in  excess  of  the  expen¬ 
diture,  they  came  here  to  ask  for  a  further  loan.  They 
had  other  resources  besides  these.  They  had  earned  in 
addition  to  this  10,000,000  acres  of  land  valued  at 
$2  per  acre  amounting  to  $20,000,000  if  you  deduct 
from  that  $1,223,000  to  provide  for  land  bonds  issued 
and  not  covered  by  land  sales.  The  total  assets,  cash 
and  land,  at  the  time  they  applied  for  this  loan 
amounted  to  $44,072,312  in  excess  of  the  sum  they  had 
expended  on  the  main  line.  At  that  time,  according  to 
their  own  statement,  the  estimated  cost  of  completing  the 
road  was  $27,000,000  and  the  general  manager  stated  that 
that  amount  would  be  reduced  by  several  millions,  $4,000,- 
000  I  think.  At  this  time,  in  addition  to  the  estimated 
cost  of  completing  the  road  of  $27,000,000,  there  was  a 
further  sum  of  $2,000,000  required  to  complete  its  equip¬ 
ment  ;  and  the  company  would  have  had  $25,000,000  of 
cash  resources  in  prospect  if  it  had  confined  its  operations 
to  the  main  line  ;  and  with  its  cash  resources  and  land,  in 
all  amounting  to  $37,905,802,  the  company  would  have 
been  able  to  have  completed  the  road  for  $29,000,000.  And 
yet  the  company  was  an  applicant  for  a  loan.  They  were 
to  receive  further  aid.  They  were  to  receive,  when  the  road 
was  completed,  $12,710,000  of  subsidy.  That  was  in  addition 
to  $25,195,802.  If  you  deduct  $29,000,000,  the  cost  of  com¬ 
pletion  and  equipment,  the  company  with  proper  manage¬ 
ment  would  have  had  the  main  line  completed  and  equipped 
for  $8,905,802  less  than  the  company  received  from  bonds, 
sales  of  land,  town  sites  and  other  items.  There  should  be 
added  21,246,000  acres  of  land  at  $2,  amounting  to  $42,492,- 
000,  less  unprovided  land  bonds  $1,123,500.  Thus, 
the  total  resources  in  ea»h  and  land,  in  excess  of  the  cost  of 
the  main  line,  counting  the  $10,000,000  of  stock  pledged  at 
$4,950,000,  and  not  counting  tho  issue  of  835,000,000  addi¬ 
tional  stock,  would  bo  $41,368,500.  In  addition  to  this  the 
company  would  have  power  to  issue  preferential  stock  to 
the  extent  of  $26,000,000,  power  to  borrow  $26,000,000  ;  or 
further  resources  to  the  extent  of  $52,000,000  in  excess  of 
the  $46,000,000  which  the  company  should  have  had  when 
the  main  line  was  completed. 

What  does  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  of  the  15th  of  January, 
1884,  show  that  the  company  had  expended  on 
contracts  outside  the  contract  with  the  Government  ? 
That  letter  shows  that  the  company  had  expended 
on  branch  lines  $3,827,000;  Callander  to  Brockville 
and  Montreal,  $3,203,000 ;  equipment  outside  of  main 
line,  as  estimated,  $2,682,000 ;  interest  on  capital  stock, 
$2,128,000  ;  lines  to  the  sea  board,  &c.,  $3,482,000  ; 
acquiring  a  terminus  at  Montreal,  345  miles  east 
of  its  proper  terminus,  $390,000  ;  paid  to  the 
Government  for  dividends,  $8,710,000— making  in 
all  $24,422,000  expended  outside  of  the  contract.  In 
addition,  they  had  created  a  preferential  charge  to  secure 
ten  years’  d.vidends  on  $8,250,000  securities.  This  involved 
a  further  sum  of  $7,380,912,  which,  added  to  $24,422,000, 
makes  $31,802,912  spent  by  tho  company  outside  of  the 
contract  entered  into  by  the  Government  with  the  com¬ 
pany.  This  state  of  things  was  enough  to  embarrass  any 
company ;  this  state  of  things  was  enough  to  create  diffi¬ 
culties  in  any  corporation;  this  reaching  out  prematurely 
for  fruits  not  yet  ripe  was  the  cause  of  the  company’s 
embarrassment.  The  company  should  have  been  content 
with  completing  its  main  line,  with  constructing  the  neces¬ 
sary  branches  in  tho  North-West,  and,  finding  that  tho  con¬ 
struction  of  this  great  work  would  give  the  backing  it 
required,  it  could  then  have  reached  out  for  the  acquisition 
of  those  lines — the  line  to  Montreal  and  in  various  other 
directions,  and  its  approach  to  the  sea  through  the  United 
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States.  It  should  have  been  content  to  have  refrained 
from  entering  upon  those  vast  projects  until  the 
main  line  had  been  completed,  instead  of  prema¬ 
turely  undertaking  the  construction  of  vast  works 
which  they  were  not  in  a  condition  to  assume,  and 
when  its  finances  were  not  in  a  proper  condition  to 
accomplish  such  a  work.  It  was  perfectly  feasible  that 
this  should  have  been  done  by  the  company,  if  it 
had  not  attempted  to  perform  the  task  prematurely.  The 
Central  Pacific  Eailway  Company  after  starting  on  a  capital 
of  $12,500,  with  its  Government  subsidies,  and  its  land 
grant  credit,  first  built  the  line  from  Promontory  Point  to 
Sacramento.  It  did  not  attempt  to  acquire  branch  lines 
and  western  extension  until  it  built  the  main  line.  With 
the  main  line  built  as  a  basis  of  credit,  it  reached  out  to 
San  Francisco,  and  after  accomplishing  that  it  built  its 
extensions  to  Southern  California,  then  it  constructed  the 
Southern  Pacific,  and  step  by  step,  starting  with  that 
meagre  amount  of  capital,  it  has  placed  itself  in  a  position 
where  its  assets  are  $187,000,000,  and  it  had  nothing  like 
the  vantage  ground  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  has. 
But,  it  conducted  its  business  prudently;  it  did  not 
attempt  to  seize  on  all  advantages  it  saw,  in  view  at  once, 
but  it  waited  and  took  one  step  after  another  as  its 
resources  would  warrant.  The  fault  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  Company  is  not  that  they  could  not 
secure  all  that  they  saw  in  view,  but  they  wanted 
to  get  it  immediately,  they  wanted  to  secure  their  connec¬ 
tions  before  they  made  the  main  line.  The  calculations 
made  by  the  company  in  1883,  I  have  no  doubt  could  have 
been  carried  out  successfully,  with  all  the  enterprises  that 
the  company  has  undertaken,  if  they  had  been  attempted 
two  years  earlier.  I  have  no  doubt  that  any  time  between 
1879  and  1882,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  could  have 
floated  the  whole  of  its  $100,000,000  of  stock,  and  could 
have  carried  out  all  the  enterprises  it  has  engaged  in 
triumphantly.  But  when  the  crash  came  and  railway  securi¬ 
ties  were  unsaleable,  the  company  found  itself  loaded  up 
with  too  many  enterprises,  and  its  difficulties  were  not  in 
consequence  of  the  lack  of  a  proper  amount  of  subvention 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  the  main  line,  but  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  its  outside  speculation. 

We  have  here  the  annual  report  to  the  shareholders  of  this 
company,  made  at  the  meeting  of  the  13th  of  June,  which 
was  received  yesterday,  and  if  we  are  to  credit  this  report, 
and  the  statements  made  in  it  with  regal’d  to  liabilities  and 
assets  of  this  company,  it  certainly  is  very  far  from  being 
in  the  position  of  a  company  in  a  state  of  insolvency.  This 
report  claims  that  the  railway  company  on  the  31st 
of  December  last  was  the  possessor  of  assets  con¬ 
sisting  of  railway  line,  steamships,  telegraph  lines, 
dividends  reserved,  etc.,  to  the  extent  of  $216,711,000; 
that  its  liabilities,  consisting  of  capital  stock,  bonded  debt, 
land  bonds,  Government  loan,  and  floating  debt,  amounted 
to  $106,914,000  ;  and  that  its  net  assets  on  that  date  were 
$109,797,000.  In  the  same  report,  casting  the  horoscope  of 
the  future,  the  company  estimate  the  prospective  condition 
of  the  road,  on  the  1st  of  June,  1886,  as  follows :  Assets 
consisting  of  railway  system,  3,371  miles,  besides  leased 
lines,  steamships,  telegraphs,  land  at  $2  an  aero,  dividend 
reserved,  outside  assets,  cash  balances,  etc,  $230,960,000 ; 
liabilities,  capital  stock,  mortgage  bonds,  Government  loans, 
land  grant  bonds,  &c ,  $118,89^,000.  The  net  prospective 
assets  of  the  company  on  the  1st  of  June,  1886,  $1 16,068,000. 
Now,  how  much  of  those  net  assets  have  boen  furnished  by 
the  people  of  Canada  ?  In  this  statement  of  the  company, 
the  estimated  value  of  Government  roads  is  put  at 
$35,000,000,  which  will  warrant  us  in  stating  that  they  are 
worth.  $33,500,000,  the  cost  of  surveys  included ;  and  in 
summing  up  the  assets,  or  the  portion  of  them  given  to 
them  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  we  have  first  the  cost 
of  713  miles  of  railway,  $33,500,000  ;  next  we  have  the  cash 


subsidy,  $25,000,000;  then  25,000,000  acres  of  land,  valued 
by  themselves  at  $2  an  acre,  making  $50,000,000,  or  a  total  of 
$108,500,000,  or  of  that  professed  surplus  of  $112,000,000,  the 
sum  of  $108,500,000  was  given  by  the  company  to  the  people 
of  Canada,  or  a  balance  remaining  of  $3,500,000  after  what 
was  furnished  by  the  people  of  Canada  as  a  free  gift.  The 
proceeds  of  the  lands  may  be  exceeded  largely,  because  the 
company  profess  to  have  sold  those  lands  during  last  year, 
at  an  average  of  more  than  $3  an  acre,  and  if  you  take 
that  basis,  and  add  $1  an  acre  to  the  value  of  the  lands,  we 
have  subsidy  paid  by  the  people  of  Canada  amounting  to 
$133,500,000,  instead  of  $108,500,000. 

Now,  Sir,  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  main  line* 
account  at  the  present  time.  I  pointed  out  what,  accord¬ 
ing  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter,  was  the  condition  of  the 
main  line  account  last  year,  when  the  loan  was  applied 
for.  I  have  pointed  out  how  large  a  proportion  of  the 
resources  of  the  company,  according  to  his  own  state¬ 
ment,  had  been  diverted  from  the  original  purpose  for 
which  those  resources  were  granted  by  the  people  of 
Canada.  Now  let  us  have  a  summary  of  the  main  line 
account  according  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  of  January  15th, 
1885.  There  was  expended  according  to  this  statement  on 
January  1st,  1884,  $23,078,000 ;  estimated  cost  of 

completion  $27,000,000;  proportion  of  equipment  due 
to  main  line  $5,954,000 ;  additional  equipment  neces¬ 
sary,  in  round  numbers,  $2,000,000  ;  cost  of  the 
road  built  and  thoroughly  equipped,  $58,000,000 ; 
furnished  by  the  Government  $108,508,000,  or  in  other 
words,  the  Government  furnished  to  the  company  more 
than  was  necessary  to  build  the  main  line  from  Callander  to 
the  Pacific,  and  to  equip  the  same,  by  $50,500,000. 

And  now,  Sir,  for  the  diversion  of  the  resources  of  this  com¬ 
pany  up  to  the  recent  time,  according  to  the  latest  statement. 
According  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Stephen,  of  18th  March,  1885, 
and  this  report  of  13th  June,  1885,  the  acquired  lines  have 
cost  the  company  $8,981,000;  the  branch  lines  $4,605,000  ; 
steamers  $697,000 ;  Montreal  real  estate  $408,000 ;  to  leased 
lines  and  access  to  the  seaboard,  $5,857,000,  of  which 
$1,312,000  is  chargeable  to  advances  made  to  American  lines ; 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  to  secure  nine  years’  divi¬ 
dend  $14,288,000  ;  dividends  paid  previously  to  that, 
$5,378,000 — less  net  earnings  according  to  their  statement, 
$1,191,000,  leaving  a  balance  of  dividends,  $4,187,000  ;  pay¬ 
ment  on  capital  stock  as  per  letter  of  15th  January,  1834, 
$2,128,000,  less  net  earnings  as  per  same  letter,  $978,000  ; 
net  balance  of  capital  stock  $1,150,000;  equipment  of  line 
east  of  Callander,  of  branches,  and  leased  lines,  including 
share  of  machine  shops  on  the  basis  of  mileage  $2,920,000  ; 
total  diversion  of  resources  of  the  company  from  the 
original  purpose  that  company  was  created  for  $43,093,000, 

I  have  given  the  proportion  of  the  value  of  workshops  and 
other  property,  chargeable  to  diverted  resources,  according 
to  the  mileage  of  the  branch  lines  and  leased  lines,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  main  line,  at  one-third.  Now, we  should  include 
in  this  portion  other  large  sums,  for  general  equipment,  for 
maintaining  the  staff,  for  tools,  etc.,  as  money  diverted 
from  the  original  purposes  for  which  the  company  was 
chartei’ed.  Now,  I  wish  to  draw  your  attention  to  a  point 
of  very  great  importance  in  connection  with  this  divei’sion 
of  capital.  If  the  company  were  to  divert  capital  at  all 
from  their  contract  for  the  construction  of  the  main  line 
from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  that  diversion  should 
certainly  have  been  for  the  construction  of  branch  lines  in 
the  North-West.  That  company  was  chartered  for  the 
purpose  of  affording  access  to  the  North-West  and  con¬ 
nection  with  British  Columbia  ;  it  was  not  chartered  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  rival  lines  in  Ontario  or  for  extend¬ 
ing  its  lines  to  the  seaboard.  Those  roads  were  in  existence 
already  ;  the  Grand  Trunk  was  serving  the  west  ;  the 
St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa  and  the  Canada  Central  woro 
performing  their  respective  functions.  It  was  not  necessary 
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for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Company  to  own  these  roads.  I 
repeat  that  we  could  forgivo  the  company  if  a  very 
large  portion  of  this  $43,000,000  which  was  diverted 
from  the  original  purposes  of  their  contract,  had 
been  expended  for  the  construction  of  branch  lines  where 
they  were  needed  in  the  valleys  of  the  Saskatchewan,  the 
Assiniboine  and  the  Red  River  ;  but  how  much  was  ex¬ 
pended  for  this  purpose  ?  Of  that  $43,000,000,  the  com¬ 
pany  have  probably  used  $2,000,000  for  the  construction  of 
134^  miles  of  branch  lines  in  the  North  West,  while 
$41,000,000  was  devoted  to  other  purposes  never  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  contract.  Of  course,  Sir,  the  company  could 
wait  for  the  development  of  the  North-West ;  that  was 
their  preserve  ;  they  could  bide  their  time  ;  they  were  not 
compelled  to  consult  the  wishes  and  interests  of  the  people 
of  that  country,  so  far  as  they  might  conflict  with  their  own 
interests ;  the  Government  had  taken  abundant  care  that 
that  preserve  should  not  be  interfered  with.  The  company 
had,  as  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  said,  absolute  control 
of  their  local  business  ;  they  had  a  monopoly  clause  in 
their  contract,  and  if  they  did  not  choose  to  build  lines  of 
railway  in  the  North-West,  other  people  could  not  do  so 
without  the  consent  of  their  friends  the  members  of  the 
Government.  But  it  was  different  in  the  east ;  there  was 
an  empire  to  grasp,  and  they  thought  it  best  to  grasp  it 
soon.  They  acquired  345  miles  of  railway,  reaching  from 
Callander  to  Montreal,  the  road  from  Carleton  Place  to  Brock- 
ville,  the  road  from  Carleton  to  Perth,  and  the  St. 
Lawrence  and  Ottawa  ;  they  secured  the  construction  of 
a  road  from  Perth  to  Toronto  ;  they  acquired  the  line  from 
Toronto  to  St.  Thomas,  and  the  line  from  Toronto  to  Owen 
Sound  ;  they  made  provision  to  secure  an  outlet  to  the  sea¬ 
board  through  American  territory  ;  they  expended  millions 
for  these  purposes,  because  they  wished  to  grasp  an  empire, 
because  they  wished  to  establish  themselves  as  the  great 
monopoly  railway  corporation  of  Canada.  It  was  a  far 
seeing  scheme  ;  and  but  for  untoward  circumstances,  they 
would  have  carried  it  out  triumphantly ;  they  would  have 
sold  their  $100,000,000  of  stock  but  for  the  breakdown  of 
railway  securities  in  the  financial  world.  Under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  we  have  a  right  to  criticise  severely  perhaps  not 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  but  the  Grovern- 
ment  that  permitted  these  things,  that  paid  out  this  money 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  being  used,  that  permitted 
the  issue  of  this  stock,  knowing  the  prices  at  which  it  was 
being  sold,  that  allowed  this  company  to  hold  in  its  hands 
a  reserve  of  $45,000,000  to  be  subscribed  for  as  they  might 
think  proper,  and  that  permitted  the  investment  of  these 
large  sums  in  schemes  not  involved  in  their  contract,  know¬ 
ing  by  the  development  and  signs  we  had,  that  these 
schemes  were  embarrassing  the  company  and  placing  them 
in  a  position  where,  to  carry  out  their  original  contract, 
they  would  be  obliged  to  appeal  to  the  Government 
for  additional  aid.  We  have  a  right  to  criticise 
and  to  condemn  the  Government  for  permiting  these 
things  oh  the  part  of  the  company,  although  we  may 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  affairs  of  the  company  itself. 
Now,  the  ultimate  solvency  of  the  company  seems  to  be  a 
matter  that  admits  of  no  doubt.  I  see  by  its  report,  the 
company  estimates  its  fixed  charges  at  $3,000,000  for 
the  future,  4  per  cent,  on  the  Government  loan,  5  per 
cant,  on  $15,000,000  of  first  mortgage  bonds;  the  interest 
on  the  sum  owed  to  the  Government  of  Quebec ;  the  interest 
on  the  Canada  Central  bonds,  &c.,  and  the  interest  on 
$9,800,000  of  the  Government  loan,  making  up  that  sum. 
These  are  the  fixed  charges  of  the  company  ;  and  with  its 
unrealised  assets  in  lands  at  $2  per  acre  of  $42,799,000, 
and  with  tho  fact  that  on  the  31st  of  December  last 
it  had  in  tho  hands  of  the  Government  the  sum  of 
$14,288,000,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  this  com¬ 
pany  is  in  su “h  dcsparato  straits  ;  it  docs  not  really 
seem  to  me  that  there  is  any  necessity  for  ifs  calling  upon 
Mr.  Charlton, 
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the  Government  of  this  country  for  an  additiona  1$5,000,000, 
when  its  credit  is  already  so  badly  strained ;  it  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  it  should  requrne  to  ask  for  a  change  in 
the  security  on  which  the  Government  loan  is  based. 
According  to  their  own  statement,  they  have  available 
assets  in  cash  of  $14,288,000  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  placed  there  to  secure  dividends  on  their  capital 
stock.  Now,  I  will  tell  you  what  I  think  they  had  better  do. 
The  position  reminds  me  of  a  story  of  an  insolvent  who  had 
failed  several  times.  A  friend  who  had  not  seen  him  for  a 
long  while,  called  to  see  him,  and  after  conversing  with 
him  a  while,  he  said,  “  I  suppose  you  have  heard  of  my 
misfortune.”  “  No,”  said  his  friend,  “  what  is  the  matter  ?  ” 
“  Well,”  he  said,  “  I  have  failed  again.”  “  That  is  too 
bad,”  said  his  friend  ;  “  What  do  you  propose  to  do  ?  ” 
“  Well,”  he  said,  “  I  have  made  a  proposition  to  my  cre¬ 
ditors  ;  I  propose  to  pay  them  25  cents  on  the  dollar.” 
“  Well,  Smith,”  said  his  friend,  “you  know  that  when  men 
fail  they  are  very  apt  to  over-estimate  their  resources  ;  I 
have  known  a  great  many  cases  of  compromises  at  a  certain 
number  of  cents  on  the  dollar,  that  men  have  failed  to  meet. 
Now,  you  want  to  be  careful  not  offer  more  than  you  can 
possibly  pay  ;  you  want  to  think  this  thing  over,  before 
you  offer  to  pay  25  cents  on  the  dollar.”  “  Well,”  he  said, 
“  I  have  thought  it  over,  and  if  the  assests  come  short,  I  will 
pay  the  balance  out  of  my  own  pocket.”  That  is  what  this 
company  had  better  do  ;  they  had  better  pay  out  of  their  own 
pockets  this  money  they  are  now  asking  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  think  they  had  better  do  that.  It  would  relieve  the 
country  of  a  great  deal  of  difficulty,  it  would  be  greatly  in  the 
interests  of  tho  First  Minister,  it  would  relieve  him  from 
difficulty ;  and  if  the  company  is  at  all  generous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  who  have  seen  them  through  so  many  difficulties, 
they  had  better  put  their  hand  in  their  own  pockets  and  pay 
this  money,  as  they  have  it  in  hand.  Now,  this  is  merely 
a  matter  of  advice  on  my  part. 

Of  course  we  do  not  deal  with  this  company;  in  one 
sense  Parliament  does  not  deal  with  it.  It  is  the 
Government  that  deals  with  the  company,  and  we  have 
to  deal  with  the  Government,  and  that  is  what  we  are 
attempting  to  do.  I  am  not  arraigning  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  although  I  have  set  forth  very  fully,  I 
think,  their  mistakes ;  although  I  have  shown  that  they 
have  not  proceeded  in  a  business  like  way,  but  have  involved 
themselves  in  difficulties,  when  their  resources  were  ample 
for  the  purposes  of  the  contract  they  made  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  But  these  very  mistakes  made  by  the  company 
are  largely  due  to  the  faults  of  the  Government,  and  the 
Government,  throughout  all  this  transaction,  from  its  very 
inception  down  to  the  present,  has  deserved  the 
condemnation  of  the  House  and  the  country.  It  is 
to  the  Government  that  we  direct  our  attention.  The 
very  first  step  they  took  was  an  unfortunate  step ;  the 
subvention  granted  to  the  company  was  too  large.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  proceeded  to  make  this  contract  in  an  improper 
manner.  They  should  have  taken  the  public  into  their  confi¬ 
dence  ;  they  should  have  asked  the  capitalists  of  the  world 
for  proposals ;  they  should  not  have  made  a  contract  in 
secret.  They  should  have  published  to  the  world  for  months 
their  intention  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  by 
contract,  and  they  should  have  invited  the  capitalists  of  the 
world  to  tender  for  the  construction  of  that  great  road.  The 
law  required  it,  common  sense  required  it;  but  in  place  of 
complying  with  the  requirements  of  the  law,  in  place  of 
complying  with  the  dictates  of  common  sense,  they  pro¬ 
ceeded  to  make  a  contract  in  secret,  and  for  the  doing  of 
that  they  are  worthy  of  condemnation  and  have  been  from 
that  day  worthy  of  the  condemnation  of  the  people.  If 
their  political  existence  be  dependent  upon  that,  and  that 
alone,  that  fact  would  furnish  sufficient  reason  for  withdraw¬ 
ing  lrom  tho  Government  the  confidence  of  Parliament 
and  the  peoplo.  Then,  whon  a  better  offer  was  made  as 
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soon  as  the  terms  of  the  contract  became  known — as  soon 
as  its  conditions  became  known,  conditions  which  could 
scarcely  be  credited  by  their  supporters,  when  this  offer 
was  made  public  and  a  better  offer  received,  it  was  their 
duty  to  retrace  their  false  step ;  and  not  having  done 
that,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  refuse  to 
sanction  the  contract  made  in  these  circumstances. 
And  when  the  contract  was  consummated,  bad  as  it  was,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  keep  that  company 
within  proper  limits,  to  insist  that  that  company  should 
use  the  land  and  the  money  subvention  granted  to  them 
for  the  purposes  for  which  they  were  granted,  to  see  that 
the  money  was  judiciously  expended  in  securing  the  very 
thing  that  the  country  needed  and  that  the  company  was 
chartered  to  do.  Talk  about  eastern  connections  and 
extensions  of  the  line  and  the  necessities  resting  upon 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  expend  a  portion  of  its 
subvention  in  the  extension  of  the  main  line  from  Callander 
east.  Why,  that  was  unnecessary.  Favorable  connections 
could  have  been  made  at  Callander  wherever  the  road  was 
completed  to  that  point,  as  other  railways  would  have  been 
only  too  glad  to  extend  their  roads  to  that  point  for  the 
purpose  of  sharing  in  the  traffic  created  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  Not  one  of  the  American  Pacific  lines 
constructed  has  found  it  necessary  to  seek  seaboard  con¬ 
nections.  The  Union  Pacific  and  the  Central  Pacific,  the 
latter  terminating  in  the  valley  of  the  Sacramento,  over 
100  miles  from  San  Francisco,  the  former  at  Omaha,  on  the 
Missouri,  1,500  miles  from  the  sea  coast,  did  not  deem 
it  necessary  to  extend  their  lines  to  the  Atlantic ; 
for  before  the  Union  Pacific  was  completed  three  lines 
were  pointing  towards  Omaha  to  make  connections  with 
it — the  Chicago  and  Rock  Island  Railway,  the  Chicago, 
Burlington  and  Quincy  road,  and  the  Chicago  and  North- 
West  line,  all  three  converging  upon  Omaha,  and  making 
connection  with  the  Union  Pacific,  and  creating  competition 
from  Omaha  to  the  seaboard.  The  same  was  the  case 
with  the  Northern  Pacific.  The  Northern  Pacific  reaches 
Duluth  and  St.  Paul’s,  and  it  was  unnecessary,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  that  company,  to  extend  its  line  further,  as  it  has 
ample  connections  with  the  Chicago  and  St.  Paul’s  route, 
the  Chicago  and  Rock  Island  Railway,  and  the  Chicago  and 
North-Western  The  same  with  the  Southern  Pacific.  It  does 
not  find  it  necessary  to  waste  its  resources  in  extending  its 
trunk  line  to  the  sea  coast,  for  numerous  roads  are  glad  to 
make  connections  with  it.  So  it  would  have  been  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  was  entirely  unnecessary 
for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  build  one  mile  east  of 
Callander,  for  ample  facilities  would  have  been  furnished 
by  the  Canada  Central  and  other  companies  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  forward  all  its  traffic,  and  consolidation  could 
have  been  effected,  without  the  expenditure  of  one  dollar 
of  capital,  with  the  lines  reaching  towards  it  for  the  express 
purpose  of  doing  the  business  that  it  created.  Now  the 
Government  knew,  for  I  will  not  charge  them  with  that 
degree  of  stupidity  that  would  be  inferred  if  I  claimed  they 
did  not  know,  that  to  undertake  other  works  on  the  part 
of  this  company  would  weaken  its  resources,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  have  held  the  company  to  the  construction 
of  the  main  line  at  first  with  the  branches  in  the  west.  In 
failing  to  do  so,  the  Government  have  failed  to  perform 
their  duty  to  the  people.  In  permitting  that  company 
to  divert  $43,000,000  from  the  construction  of  the  main 
line,  at  least  $10,000,000  of  which  have  been  diverted 
to  purposes  east  of  Callander  and  not  on  the  main 
line,  the  Government  has  done  that  which,  in  the 
interests  of  the  people,  whether  of  the  company  or  not,  it 
should  not  have  done.  Tho  Government,  in  its  whole  course 
throughout  this  matter,  has  aided  directly  tho  creation  of  a 
great  railway  monopoly,  the  very  thing  we  do  not  want. 
It  was  not  in  the  interests  of  the  people  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  should  control  lines  east  of  Callander  at  all, 


that  they  should  control  a  railway  system  from  ocean  to 
oceian.  It  would  have  been  better  to  divide  that  up  among 
different  companies,  so  that  competition  could  bo  secured  ; 
and  the  Government,  in  permitting  the  company  to  acquire 
all  these  leased  lines  and  branch  lines  in  the  east,  in 
allowing  it  to  monopolise  these  dilferent  lines,  have 
played  into  the  hands  of  the  company,  and  have  betrayed 
the  interests  of  the  people.  The  Government  furnished 
the  credit,  the  country  furnished  the  money  for  the 
carrying  out  of  these  gigantic  schemes,  for  carrying  out 
this  rivalry  in  railway  lines,  this  cutting  up  the  business  of 
lines  already  established,  this  rivalry  in  steamship  lines, 
this  cutting  up  the  business  of  steamship  lines  already 
established.  The  Government  have  acted  the  part  of  a 
partner  with  tho  company,  from  the  beginning  to  tho  end, 
in  all  these  transactions.  They  have  upheld  the  company 
in  all  these  transactions,  acting  as  a  partner  and  furnishing 
the  money.  Why,  now,  should  tho  Government  strain  its 
credit  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  this  company  a  loan  at 
4  per  cent.,  when  the  company  can  borrow  nowhere  else 
at  less  than  5  or  6  percent.?  Why  should  tho  Govern- - 
ment  furnish  the  company  at  the  very  price  the  Govern 
ment  have  to  pay  for  it  and  assume  all  the  risk  without  receiv¬ 
ing  any  of  the  emoluments  or  having  any  margin  ? 

Another  thing  the  Government  is  chargeable  with  in  this 
matter  is  the  incidental  difficulties  incurred  in  connection 
with  this  scheme.  The  Government  has  been  obliged  to  pur¬ 
chase  support  for  the  measures  it  has  offered  to  this  House  in 
connection  with  relief  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company.  Last  year,  we  had  the  caucuses  in  No.  8,  we  had 
the  credit  of  this  country  pledged  to  the  extent  of  $9,000,- 
000  to  subsidise  railway  lines  to  the  oast.  We  have  the 
same  trouble  on  a  smaller  scale  repeated  this  Session.  Wo 
nave  that  dangerous  precedent  set  of  the  subsidising  of 
railway  lines  which  will  place  the  Government  of  Canada 
at  all  times  in  a  position  of  danger,  the  danger  being  that 
whenever  they  are  in  a  tight  place,  the  promoters  of  certain 
railway  schemes  will  take  them  by  the  threat  and  say  : 
Come  down  with  your  aid  or  we  will  withdraw  our  sup¬ 
port  ;  a  most  dangerous  precedent,  a  most  dangerous 
course  for  the  Government  to  pursue,  one  of  the  incidental 
punishments  which  are  to  be  inflicted  upon  the  country  for 
the  sins  of  the  Government  in  connection  with  this  scheme. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  to  the  Government  at  this  late 
day  what  was  pointed  out  to  them  in  1881  ;  1  would  like  to 
point  out  to  them  a  scheme  by  which  a  very  large  portion 
of  this  outlay  might  have  been  saved,  and  at  the  same  time 
railway  facilities  might  have  been  afforded  to  the 
west  fully  as  good  as  those  which  they  have  ob¬ 
tained  by  this  scheme.  Tn  1881,  when  tho  syndicate 
contract  was  under  discussion,  I  pointed  out  to 
the  Government  what,  if  the  policy  that  was 
then  being  pursued,  tjje  policy  that  the  Mackenzie  Govern¬ 
ment  had  adopted,  the  policy  of  building  a  line  from  Lake 
Superior  into  the  west  and  extending  that  lino  as  the  wants 
of  the  country  required,  would  probably  be  the  result  of 
the  continuance  of  that  policy;  and  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  it  to  day,  when  we  have  so 
much  added  experience  with  regard  to  this  matter,  as  to 
what  would  probably  have  been  the  outcome  of  the  continu¬ 
ance  of  that  policy.  We  will  suppose  that  the  line  from 
Port  Arthur  to  the  Red  River  has  cost  $16,500,000 ;  we 
will  suppose  that  tho  Government  had  continued  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  line  and  had  completed  it  to  the  base  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains  at  an  expense  of  $12,000,000,  the  esti¬ 
mate  was  $  10,000,000  ;  we  will  suppose  that,  during  the 
construction  of  the  main  trunk  line  from  Pert  Arthur  to  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  the  Government  had  constructed  500 
miles  of  branches,  at  $  10,000  a  mile,  making  $5,000,000; 
and  we  will  suppose  that  they  had  equipped  the  whole  of 
this  railway  at  a  cost  of  $6,500,000.  What  would  have  been 
the  result  ?  The  Government  would  have  had  the  line  from 


2686 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


Port  Arthur  to  the  base  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  1,413 
miles  in  length,  and  500  miles  of  branches,  and  the 
whole  of  this  system,  with  an  equipment  at  a  cost  of 
$0,500,000,  would  have  cost  $40,000,000,  and  the  North-West 
would  have  been  placed  in  a  better  position,  so  far  as  rail¬ 
way  facilities  are  concerned,  than  it  is  to-day,  because  it 
would  have  had  about  400  miles  more  of  branch  railways 
than  it  has  to-day.  That  being  the  position,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  have  expended  $  10,000,000  less  than  it  has 
already  given  as  a  gift ;  it  would  have  had  this  road  for 
$10,000,000  less  than  the  money  which  has  been  actually 
given  out  of  hand  ;  and,  when  this  road  had  been  com¬ 
pleted — and  it  was  not  necessary  to  built  it  faster  than  the 
country  developed — does  any  man  in  this  House  suppose 
that  that  would  not  have  been  a  bonus  large  enough  to  have 
secured  the  completion  of  the  line  in  its  eastern  and  western 
sections  ?  It  would  have  been  more  than  sufficient  for  that 
purpose,  and  the  grand  result  would  have  been  that  wo 
would  have  saved  by  this  scheme  $15,000,000  in  money  and 
25,000,000  acres  of  land,  if  we  had  continued  to  build  that 
road  to  the  Rocky  Mountains,  had  built  500  miles  of 
branches  in  addition,  had  expended  $10,000,000  for  that 
purpose,  and  had  taken  that  system  when  it  was  doing  a 
paying  business,  ard  offered  it  as  a  bonus  for  the 
constiuction  of  the  balance  of  the  road.  The  cost  of 
the  portion  we  have  given  to  the  company,  without 
surveys,  is  $30,000,000,  and  wo  have  given  a 
subsidy  in  cash  of  $25,000,000,  making  $55,000,000, 
so  that  the  saving  would  have  been  $15,000,000,  and  the 
entire  land  grant.  In  addition  to  that,  we  would  have 
saved  the  necessity  of  making  the  loan  of  $30,000,000  in  1834, 
and  the  necessity  of  making  the  loan  to- fay  of  $5,000,000  ; 
we  should  not  have  had  the  necessity  of  sending  a  sick 
Minister  and  his  Deputy  to  England  in  consequence  of  the 
pressing  financial  difficulties  of  the  country  to  raise  a  loan, 
when  he  ought  to  have  been  here  attending  to  the  Estimates 
that  we  are  waiting  to  have  him  come  back  to  attend  to 
We  were  proceeding  in  that  direction.  It  was  the  natural 
result  of  the  policy  which  had  been  pursued  for  years,  a 
policy  which  it  is  most  unfortunate  that  we  did  not  con¬ 
tinue,  a  policy  the  advantages  of  which  were  pointed  out  to 
the  Government  when  the  syndicate  contract  was  made,  a 
policy  the  pursuance  of  which  would  have  saved  us,  I 
repeat,  $15,000,000  in  money  and  the  entire  land  grant. 

I  have  detained  the  House  longer  than  I  anticipated,  and  I 
must  draw  to  a  close  ;  but  this  is  a  subject  of  great  importance, 
and  I  trust  I  shall  not  be  charged  with  wasting  time  or  with 
introducing  the  discussion  of  irrelevant  matters.  Feol- 
ing  its  importance,  I  have  entered  somewhat  fully  into 
some  of  these  calculations,  perhaps  more  fully  than  I  am 
justified  in  doing.  I  repeat  what  I  have  said  with  relation 
to  this  matter,  that  the  syndicate,  in  its  manage¬ 
ment  of  its  affairs  with  the  Government,  has  shown 
ability,  that  it  has  shown  astuteness,  that  it  has  promoted 
its  own  interests  ably,  and  that  its  chief  purpose,  which  is 
the  chief  purpose  of  all  corporations,  to  make  money  for  its 
members,  has  been  carried  out  most  effectually.  It  has 
moreover  shown  energy.  It  is  useless  to  deny  that  great 
energy  has  been  displayed  by  that  company  in  the  opening 
and  in  the  prosecution  of  its  work ;  but,  above  all  things,  it 
has  shown  its  astuteness,  its  ability,  its  comprehensive  abi¬ 
lity,  in  the  management  of  this  Government.  It  has  taken 
this  Government  and  moulded  it  like  clay  in  the  hands  of  the 
potter,  and  it  has  moulded  it  to  a  vessel  of  dishonor.  It  has 
taken  this  Government  and  used  it  for  its  own  purposes  and 
has  taken  from  it  millions  upon  millions  more  than  it  would 
have  required  if  the  Government  had  held  it  to  the  terras  of 
its  contract.  It  has,  in  short,  done  with  the  Government 
what  it  pleased,  and  has  made  the  Government  of  this  coun¬ 
try  an  appendage  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  syndi¬ 
cate.  But,  whatever  the  company  has  done,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  failed  in  its  duty,  bccauso  its  first  and  primary 
Mr.  Charlton. 


June  19, 


duty  was  to  the  people.  It  has  failed  in  that  duty  and  has 
betrayed  the  interests  of  the  people.  It  is  open  to  the  charge 
of  having  sold  its  client.  I  do  not  charge  that  it  has,  but  it 
is  open  to  the  charge.  One  of  the  most  prominent  sup¬ 
porters  of  fhe  Government,  when  the  syndidate  contract 
was  under  discussion,  declared  that  he  could  only  account 
for  the  contract  which  has  been  entered  into  on  the  suppo¬ 
sition  that  the  Government  was  drunk,  or  mad,  or  bought. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  There  is  no  question  of  order  ;  that 
was  the  statement.  I  do  not  profess  to  explain  how  it  was 
that  that  hon.  gentleman  finally  swallowed  the  thing  himself, 
but  that  was  a  declaration  warranted  by  the  conditions  of 
that  contract  and  by  the  conduct  of  the  Government,  first 
in  making  the  contract  in  secret,  and  subsequently  in  refus¬ 
ing  to  retrace  its  steps  when  it  found  that  it  could  save 
$3,000,000  of  the  people’s  money  and  3,000,000  acres  of 
land  by  accepting  an  offer  from  another  company.  If  the 
Government  has  acted  honestly  in  this  matter,  as  I  presume 
it  has,  it  has  shown  incapacity  unequalled  and  almost 
incomprehensi  ble. 

I  wish  to  refer  to  the  dividend  paying  basis  that 
is  about  to  be  established  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  syndicate,  a  dividend  paying  basis  which  the 
Government  is  consenting  to,  and  has  taken  no 
steps  to  prevent.  We  know  that  the  nominal 
capital  of  that  company  is  $65,000,000,  Tho  cost 
of  the  stock  is  $.’9,493,000.  Now,  the  fixed 
chargee-,  we  are  told,  of  iho  company  are  about  $3,006,000 
a  year.  The  compa  y  estimates  its  net  earnings  for  the 
year  commencing  1st  June,  1886,  at  $3,600,000,  and  it 
states  that  '.he  net  earnings  have  been  :  for  1883,  $561,000; 
1884,  $1,191,000  ;  the  first  four  months  of  1885,  $604,000  ; 
and  in  the  same  proportion  for  the  whole  year  of  1885  the 
earnings  will  bo  $  ’,113,000.  But  tho  company  estimates  its 
net  earnings  will  increase,  and  that  at  the  end  of  the  year 
they  will  be  found  to  be  $2,400,000.  This  shows  a  gain  from 
1834  to  1885  of  107  per  cent.,  from  1385  to  1886  50  per 
cent.,  and  a  corresponding  gain  between  1886  and  1887 
would  make  the  net  earnings  $5,400,000,  or  $4,400,000 
more  than  the  fixed  charges.  If  the  company  can  reach 
that  position  at  this  early  stage  in  its  history,  it  is  certainly 
not  in  a  position  to  demand  more  aid  from  this  couutry.  If 
it  can  reach  the  position  that  its  own  estimates  warrant,  all 
it  will  have  to  do  is  to  take  this  fund  deposited  with  the 
Government  as  security  for  dividends  and  use  that,  instead 
of  paying  dividends  out  of  its  surplus  earnings.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  basis  it  is  establishing  for  dividend 
payments.  If  we  take  this  balance  sheet  contained  in  the 
report  of  the  13th  June,  we  find  Jit  estimates  its  main  line 
to  cost  $88,000,000  although  it  will  cost,  probably,  only 
$50,000,000  ;  rolling  stock,  $7,350,000  ;  steamers,  $697,000 ; 
shops  and  machinery,  $903,000  ;  construction  plant,  &c., 
$208,000,  or  $97,167,000  chargeable  to  the  main  line.  Real 
estate  at  Montreal,  $408,000  ;  Government  lines,  $35,000,00, 
making  a  total  of  $132,575,000.  Acquired  lines,  $3,981,000  ; 
branch  lines,  $4,605,000  ;  or  a  grand  total  of  $146,161,000 
as  a  basis  for  paying  dividends  at  the  present  moment.  In 
this  balance  sheet  they  estimate  that  the  value  of  their 
property  on  the  1st  of  June,  1886,  will  be  2,658  miles  of 
railway  and  appurtenances — $128, 850, <  00  ;  713  miles  of 
Government  road,  $35,000,000,  or  a  sum  of  $163,850,000  as 
the  capital  of  this  company  upon  which  it  will  be  entitled 
to  a  dividend  of  10  per  cent,  before  the  Government  can 
meddle  with  it.  Deduct  from  that  its  fixed  charges  of 
$3,006,000  and  the  company  will  be  entitled  to  divide  divi¬ 
dends  of  $13,385,000.  This  will  pay  very  well  on  a  nominal 
capital  of  $65,000,000  for  it  will -be  a  dividend  of  20^  per 
cent.  But  on  tho  acutal  cash  value  or  cost  of  that  nominal 
capital  of  $65,000,1  00,  on  the  $29,495,000,  it  is  a  cash  divi¬ 
dend  of45q\  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  there  is  nothing  to 
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prevent  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway  Company  paying  a 
dividend  upon  the  actual  cost  of  its  stock  of  43j\  per  cent, 
per  annum  if  it  can  earn  the  money.  Now  can  this  limit  be 
reached?  If  the  company’s  estimates  of  their  future  are 
correct  it  can  bo  reached.  Recollect,  Sir,  they  will  have 
3,994  miles  of  line,  of  which  695  miles  will  be  leased  linos. 
Now,  if  we  take,  for  purposes  of  comparison  with  regard  to 
dividend  earnings,  the  Central  Pacific  and  the  Union  Pacific, 
what  do  we  find?  We  find  that,  in  1883,  the  Union  Pacific, 
1,834  miles  of  railway,  earned  as  a  net  dividend  $10,648,000  ; 
tnat  tbe  Central  Pacific,  with  1,215  miles  of  railway,  earned 
88,094,000 ;  that  these  two  roads,  with  3,049  miles  of  rail¬ 
way  and  branches,  earned  818,743,000  of  net  dividends. 
Now,  if  this  was  done  with  3,000  miles  of  road,  then  I  hold 
that  4,000  miles  of  road,  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  when  tho  country  is  developed,  is  quite  likely  to 
earn  85,000,000  less  than  these  two  roads  earn.  If  wo  take 
their  calculation  as  correct,  we  may  assume  that  that  com¬ 
pany  will  be  ultimately  in  a  position  to  pay  45  por  cent, 
dividend  on  the  actual  cash  cost  of  its  stock. 

Now,  if  that  is  tho  case,  I  think  we  may  say  that  the 
company  is  solvent,  that  it  is  able  to  put  its  hands  into  its 
own  pocket,  where  the  money  is,  instead  of  asking  us  to 
furnish  it;  that  it  is  able  to  take  its  own  814,288,000  laid 
by  as  a  nest  egg  to  pay  dividends  with,  instead  of  requiring 
us  to  re-arrange  the  terms  of  our  security,  and  to  furnish 
85,000,000  additional.  What  is  this  dividend  deposit  ?  It 
is  money,  cash,  the  proceeds,  really,  of  the  sale  of  stock.  It 
is  a  part  of  the  capital  of  this  company.  Tho  truth  is,  that 
this  company  has  taken  more  than  one-half  of  the  cash 
capital  of  the  actual  cost  of  its  capital  stock,  and  storod  that 
away  as  a  reserve  — not  to  complete  the  road,  not  to  create 
property,  to  earn  dividends,  but  stored  that  away  for  tho 
puiposo  of  paying  dividends  out  of  capital.  What  is  the 
proper  use  of  that?  Why,  the  proper  use  of  ibat  money 
was  to  build  the  railway  with.  The  proper  use  of  that 
money,  tbe  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  that  865,000,000  of  stock, 
was  to  build  the  road  with.  It  was  not  a  proper  use  of  that 
money  to  call  on  the  people  to  complete  the  road,  and  allow 
the  stockholders  to  put  tho  money  away  and  pay  dividends 
upon  their  stock  with  it.  Who  put  that  money  into  the 
hands  of  the  Government?  Tbe  stockholders.  Did  tho 
Government  know  where  it  came  from  ?  They  did.  Did  they 
know  for  what  purpose  it  was  put  there  ?  They  did.  Did 
they  know  what  was  tho  proper  use  to  make  of  that  money  ? 
They  did.  Are  they  not,  then,  participators  in  this  act,  this 
fraud  upon  tho  people  of  Canada  ?  They  are.  Now,  will 
they  ask  these  friends  of  theirs  to  take  this  money  they 
hold  as  a  nest  egg  to  pay  dividends  with,  and  to  pay  these 
sums  their  friends  ask  them  to  pay  ?  Those  same  parties 
who  put  the  money  there  can  take  it  out.  I  daro  say  they 
will  do  it  if  the  Government  asks  them  to.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  investors  usually  wait  for  dividends  until  they  get 
the  road  built ;  they  usually  wait  till  they  have  earned  some 
money  to  pay  dividends.  It  is  not  customary  for  a  railway 
company  to  take  its  capital  and  put  it  away  in  some  secure 
place,  to  be  doled  out  to  them  in  small  sums  of  3  per  cent,  on 
the  nominal  amount  to  pay  dividends  with.  That  is  an 
unusual  proceeding  among  railway  corporations,  even 
among  the  worst  of  them.  The  trick  that  is  performed  with 
this  money  is  a  very  curious  one  indeed.  It  pays  a  dividend 
upon  itself,  and  it  leaves  a  void  that  is  to  be  filled  up  in  some 
way.  It  leaves  a  void  that  the  poople  are  to  fill  up,  to  such 
an  extent  that  after  you  use  two-thirds  of  this  money  in 
paying  dividends  upon  itself,  the  void  filled  up  by  tho  peo¬ 
ple  is  to  go  on  and  pay  45  per  cent,  on  that  whole  sum  that 
the  company  paid  out  in  the  shape  of  dividends,  instead  of 
using  its  capital.  Now,  paying  interest  from  capital  is 
always  unsound  and  always  wrong.  Whether  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  a  corporation  or  in  the  business  of  a  private  indivi¬ 
dual,  the  payment  of  dividends  from  capital  is  an  unsound 
and  improper  proceeding.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  you  were  embark- 
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ing  in  business  and  investing  820,000,  and  paying  interest 
amounting  to  $1,400  por  annum  out  of  capital,  in  about  four¬ 
teen  years  your  $20,000  would  be  gone,  and  you  would  have 
no  more  reserve  to  pay  dividends  with  ;  and  unless  you  had 
some  good  friend  like  the  Canadian  Government  to  supple¬ 
ment  tho  amount  and  put  you  in  a  shape  to  continue  draw¬ 
ing  dividends  at  their  expense,  you  would  be  in  a  tight 
place.  And  so  with  the  railway  company.  Such  action 
would  bring  any  railway  company  to  grief. 

In  summing  up,  and  taking  a  view  of  the  whole  situation, 
I  say  that,  taking  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  matter  from 
the  commencement,  the  Government  may  be  charged  with 
four  groat  sins,  and  small  sins  without  number,  and  of  which 
I  shall  not  attempt  to  furnish  the  category.  They  may  be 
charged  with  making  a  secret  contract  in  violation  of  the 
law,  a  contract  which  they  might  have  known,  and  did  know 
before  it  was  ratified,  was  not  in  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  Canada.  They  may  be  charged  with  violating  the  law  by 
having  refused  to  ask  for  tenders.  They  may  be  charged 
with  having  refused  a  better  offer.  They  may  be  charged 
with  having  inserted  in  the  contract  special  clauses  exempt¬ 
ing  the  company  from  taxation  and  taxes  on  their  materials 
imported,  which  has  enabled  tbe  company  to  impoi  t  material 
and  steel  rails  from  the  United  States  to  tho  detriment  of 
tho  Canadian  manufacturers.  We  find  this  company,  with 
its  huge  subventions  from  tho  Government,  which  should 
have  been  a  Canadian  company,  it  being  a  company  exist¬ 
ing  upon  Canadian  funds,  is  a  company  officorod  by  men 
who  are  lai'goly  Americans,  with  an  American  general 
superintendent,  an  American  general  manager,  American 
bosses,  American  contractors,  a  great  proportion  of  tho 
engineers  Americans,  a  company  which  seems,  other  things 
being  equal,  to  prefer  to  discharge  a  Canadian  and  put  an 
American  in  his  place. 

The  Government  is  chargeable  with  tho  sin,  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  management  of  its  affairs  with  this  company, 
of  having  driven  this  country  into  desporate  financial 
straits,  driven  this  country  into  those  straits  for  the  purpose 
of  furnishing  money  for  tho  extravagant  and  mad  specula¬ 
tion  into  which  thoso  gentlemen  have  plunged.  And  we 
propose  now,  as  a  last  act,  to  do  what  no  business  man 
would  do,  to  impair  the  security  we  have  and  to  oxchango 
good  security  for  poorer  security,  to  add  $5,000,000  to  the 
present  loan,  and  we  propose  to  do  that  in  face  of  the  fact 
that  tho  company  making  this  application,  asking  for  this 
rearrangement  of  securities  and  this  additional  loan,  is  a 
company  with  $14,500,000  of  its  own  money  which  it  can 
use.  Tho  people  of  Canada  will  condomn  this  act  of  the 
Government,  and  insist  that  the  company  shall  use  its  own 
money  for  tho  purpose  of  extricating  itself  from  its  own 
difficulties  before  it  calls  on  the  peoplo  of  Canada  to  furnish 
money  for  that  purpose. 

In  the  past  20  years  tho  keen  observer  of  public  events 
will  have  noticed  many  remarkable  things  in  connection 
with  the  railway  development  and  tho  railway  history  of 
America.  Anyone  who  has  followed  tho  events  of  tho  last 
20  years  will  have  noticed  the  operations  of  the  Credit 
Mobilier  in  connection  with  the  Union  Pacific  Railway.  He 
will  have  noticed,  on  looking  ovor  the  field  in  the  United 
States,  that  the  enormous  sum  of  $3,700,000,000  in  that  time 
have  been  abstracted  by  railway  monopolies,  equivalent  to 
over  $70  per  head  f>r  every  man,  woman  and  child  in  the 
United  States.  He  will  sco  that  Vanderbilt  has  secured  of 
this  amount  $100,000,000,  that  Jay  Gould  has  secured 
$80,000,000,  and  he  will  be  able  to  run  all  tho  way  down  to 
the  small  fry,  who  havo  taken  $1,000,000  apiece.  He  will 
see  all  these  things;  but  this  is  the  first  instance  in  railway 
history  of  a  Government  being  chained  to  the  chariot 
wheels  of  a  triumphant  and  unscrupulous  corporation,  and 
robbing  tho  peoplo  of  money  for  its  masters  to  spond.  Tho 
people  of  Canada  have  a  right  to  demand  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  shall  answer  why  they  have  not  called  upon  the  com- 
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pany  to  expend  its  own  money,  why  this  country  has  been 
asked  to  furnish  $5,000,000  and  to  impair  the  value  of  their 
securities,  when  the  company  has  $14,288,000  laid  away,  to 
bo  paid  to  itself  from  timo  to  time  as  dividends.  I  shall 
support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron. 

Mr.  MoCARTHY.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  argu¬ 
ments  of  the  hon.  member  who  has  just  taken  his  scat,  or 
to  travol  vory  much  outside  of  the  record,  which  appears  to 
me  as  quite  sufficient  to  engage  the  attention  of  any  hon. 
member  who  desires  to  address  tho  House.  The  building 
of  the  road,  the  original  contract,  the  various  matters  which 
have  been  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
addressed  us  from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  have  all  been 
discussed  before,  and  some  of  them  have  been  passed  upon 
by  tho  people.  The  original  contract  was  made  in  the 
Session  of  1880-81.  All  the  charges  which  can  be  formu¬ 
lated  against  that  contract  were  argued,  and  argued  with 
great  ability,  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Public  meetings 
were  held  shortly  afterwards,  and  wo  had  tho  general  elec¬ 
tion,  in  1882,  with  a  result  which  I  need  not  state  and  which 
we  all  know,  that  the  Government  that  made  that  contract 
was  returned  here  with  a  majority  as  large  as  it  had  in  the 
preceding  Parliament.  It  would  be  absurd,  therefore,  to 
follow  the  load  the  hon.  gentleman  has  offered,  as  to  the 
propriety  of  making  that  contract.  It  would  be  absurd  to 
follow  into  many  matters  which  have  been  discussed  since 
1882,  and  last  year  especially,  when  the  loan  was  made,  and 
the  Act  was  passed  by  which  that  loan  was  secured.  At 
present  wo  have  to  deal  with  this  matter :  that  tho  company 
have  come  down  and  have  announced  that  they  require  more 
assistance ;  that  their  calculations  have  failed  ;  that  in  order 
to  carry  out  the  work  thoy  havo  undertaken  they  will  need 
from  us,  or  need  to  obtain  elsowhero,  more  money  than  was 
anticipated.  And  tho  Government  of  this  country — they 
have  had  the  alternative  presented  to  them  of  saying  that 
we  will  close  the  security  we  hold  upon  you,  we  will  go  into 
possession  of  your  road,  we  will  exact  the  terms  of  our 
mortgage;  or  they  have  had  tho  option,  which  they  have 
adopted,  of  giving  to  this  company  power  to  raise  other 
$15,000,000,  by  which  it  is  hoped  and  believed  tho  company 
will  bo  able  to  carry  to  a  conclusion  the  groat  work  ot  the 
Canadian  Pacilic  Railway,  with  its  brauehos  and  connec¬ 
tions,  and  with  those  branches  and  connections,  together 
with  the  main  line,  fully  and  completely  equipped.  Well,  I 
noed  not  discuss,  Sir,  which  of  these  alternatives  would  have 
been  tho  proper  one  to  adopt,  because  on  deliberation  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  in  a  resolution  which  was  no  doubt 
well  considered,  have  placed  before  us  their  alternative 
scheme.  That  scheme  relieves  members  of  this  House  from 
addressing  it  on  the  subject  of  other  matters  outside  tho 
proposition  of  tho  Government  and  tho  one  presented  by  tho 
Opposition.  On  the  part  of  the  Government,  holding  as  wo 
do  a  lion  upon  all  this  property,  it  is  proposed  to  divide  our 
secuiity.  They  proposo  a  limit  as  to  one  portion  of  the 
loan  ;  thoy  propose  to  say  that  it  shall  be  on  the  railway 
itself,  and  as  to  the  other  they  are  willing  to  trust  to  the 
security  of  tho  lands.  And  so  far  as  the  railway  is  con¬ 
cerned  and  its  various  branches  and  connections,  thoy  are 
willing  that,  in  addition  to  the  security  which  we  hold  upon 
it  to  the  extent  of  our  loan,  that  they  should  invite  others  to 
come  in  and  participate  with  us,  and,  in  point  of  fact,  to 
become  sharers  with  us  in  the  security,  provided  they 
advance  tho  other  $15,000,000.  Now,  that  is  tho  proposi¬ 
tion,  and  it  is  one  which  I  think  the  House  and  the  country 
will  accept  in  preference  to  the  one  proposed  by  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  which  is  as  follows :  — 

“  Canada,  in  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  gave  the  company  vast  aids,  which  were  declared  to  be  ample  and 
final ;  Canada,  in  1884,  gave  the  company  great  additional  aids,  which 
were  again  declared  to  be  ample  and  final ;  the  shareholders  of  the  com- 
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piny  have  already  divided  among  themselves  about  $7,000,000  in  divi¬ 
dends,  and  have  on  deposit  with  the  Government  about  $14,000,000 
more,  to  provide  future  dividends  for  themselves  for  over  eight  years  to 
come,  while  they  affirm  that  the  railway  will  be  profitable  from  the  day 
of  its  opening  ;  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  shareholders,  if  they 
desire  more  money  for  th°ir  operations,  shou'd  propose  to  utilise  their 
deposit  for  future  dividends  instead  of  asking  Canada  to  impair  its 
existing  securities  to  make  laree  further  advances,  and  to  allow  the 
enterprise  to  be  charged  with  $15,000,000  additional  capital,  the  interest 
upon  which  must  be  borne  by  the  trade  of  this  country.  ” 

I  shall  confine  myself,  in  the  fow  observations  I  propose 
offering,  to  theso  two  different  propositions.  It  is,  Sir,  I 
admit,  but  proper  and  fair  and  right,  when  the  company  has 
como  again  to  tho  Government  to  ask  for  assistance,  that 
we  should  scrutinise  and  see  that  the  money  that  they  have 
already  received — the  vast  and  great  sums,  as  no  doubt  they 
have  been,  which  the  country  has  given  to  the  road — havo 
been  properly,  fairly  and  reasonably  exponded.  And  it 
would  be  a  good  ground  for  refusing  further  relief,  further 
extension,  if  we  became  satisfied,  from  the  papers  which 
have  been  laid  before  us  and  the  enquiries  which  havo  been 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  that  those  moneys  have 
not  been  ptoperly  and  fairly  allocated.  I  will  deal  very 
briefly  with  that  part  of  the  subject.  I  find,  Sir,  that  upon 
what  is  called  the  main  line,  what  may  be  termed,  to  uso 
tho  language  of  the  leader  of  tho  Opposition,  the  contract 
line,  there  has  been  an  expenditure,  according  to  the  return 
made  to  us  by  Mr.  Miall,— and,  of  course,  I  am  speaking  of 
the  expenditure  up  to  the  end  of  the  year — of  over 
$53,000,000.  East  of  that  main  line,  on  what  is  known  as  the 
Canada  Central,  tho  Occidental  Road  to  Montreal,  which  is 
no  doubt  a  part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  system, 
there  has  been  an  expenditure  in  acquisition  and  in  keeping 
the  road  in  repair  and  renewal  of  $-1,213, 758,  while  to  the 
east  and  west  I  suppose,  mostly,  however,  to  the  east,  there 
has  been  an  expenditure  in  tho  acquisition  of  branches  and 
connections  of  $5,857,221.  Equipment  on  the  main  line, 
and  I  suppose  that  also  covers  equipment  on  the  branch 
lines — it  is  needless,  in  the  view  1  take,  to  divide  them— ■ 
$9,168,755.  Now,  these  are  the  sums  which  we  find  have 
been  expended,  and  tho  cost,  according  to  the  enquiry  which 
was  made,  and  which  satisfied  tho  officer  sent  on  behalf  of 
tho  Government,  that  that  sum  of  money  had  been  actually 
expended  in  tho  construction  of  the  road.  To  aid  in  that 
thoy  have  received  from  tho  Government  $20,249,317  oa 
the  subsidy,  and  they  have  received  on  the  loan  tho  sum  of 
$18,626,600.  Then^in  addition  to  that,  they  havo  realised 
by  the  sale  of  land  grant  bonds  $8,702,080.  Altogether  in 
round  numbers  from  public  sources,  $20,000,000  on  account 
of  subsidy,  and  $18,000,000  from  the  loan  made  last  Session, 
and  $8,750,000  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  or 
altogether  $47,569,000.  If  we  take  the  money  that  they 
have  expendod,  and  which  I  have  stated  to  you,  except  the 
one  sum  of  interest,  you  find  they  have  expended  $68,083,580, 
to  which  has  to  be  added  the  $5,057,000  which  I  spoke  of  a 
moment  ago  as  being  laid  out  in  the  acquisition  of  branch 
lines  and  connections-al  together, somethingover  $35,075,887. 
in  excess  of  the  moneys  thoy  have  received  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Now,  if  these  expenditures  have  been  wisely 
made,  if  thoy  have  been  made  with  duo  I’ogard  to  tho  interest 
of  a  groat  transcontinental  line,  although  wo  may  criticise 
them,  we  have  no  right  to  refuse  further  assistance,  because 
those  expenditures  have  not  exactly  been  made  as  wo 
expected  when  tho  contract  was  first  given.  Speaking  for 
myself,  I  supposed  that  tho  company  would  havo  confined 
their  building  operations  to  what  is  callod  the  main  line, 
that  they  would  have  done,  as  tho  hon.  gentleman  who 
last  addressed  us  said  they  ought  to  havo  done,  expended  the 
money  in  building  tho  road  from  Callander,  westward.  The 
company,  however,  preferred  tho  other  courso,  and  I  believe 
their  course  was  tho  better  one.  Thoy  preferred  not  to  end 
the  lino  at  Callander,  not  to  build  a  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  terminating  in  the  wilderness,  but  to  acquire  at  the 
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earliest  possible  moment,  the  means  by  which  the  seaboard 
could  be  reached,  and  at  an  early  day,  and  I  believe  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  great  majority  of  the  members  of 
this  House,  they  acquired  the  Canada  Central,  and  ultima¬ 
tely  that  part  of  the  Quebec  railway  terminating  in  Mont¬ 
real.  And  but  for  unforseen  circumstances,  they  would  long 
since  have  reached  the  city  of  Quebec,  Now,  it  is  possible 
for  us  to  say  that  that  was  not  a  wise  expenditure.  It  is 
possible  to  say  that  the  expenditures  in  acquiring  these  other 
feeders,  which  help  so  much  to  insure  the  success  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  were  not  proper  and  wise  expen¬ 
ditures.  The  choice  to  make,  as  it  appears,  was  this  :  If 
this  great  trunk  line  is  built  without  feeders  or  assistance, 
it  must  be  operated  for  several  years  at  a  very  great  loss  ; 
and  we  have  only  to  refer  to  the  report  made  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  during  the  period  my  hon.  friend  from  Bast  York 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  was  leading  the  Administration,  to  show 
that  it  was  then  assumed  that  the  road  must  be  operated  at 
a  great  loss,  and  that  loss  would  have  to  be  charged  to  the 
capital  account.  The  company  said  :  We  will  connect  the 
line  to  reach  the  seaboard,  so  that  the  moment  the  road 
is  opened  up  it  will  be  operated  on  a  paying  basis  ;  and 
I  venture  to  say  that  between  these  courses,  the  one  adopted 
by  the  company  has  been  the  more  prudent  one.  I  am 
quite  willing,  and  I  believe  the  people  of  this  country  are 
quite  willing  to  assume  that  was  a  wise  and  prudent  ex¬ 
penditure.  It  is  useless,  then,  to  separate  the  money 
expended  east  of  Callander  or  west  of  Callander,  or  in  con¬ 
nections  here  or  there.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  those 
expenditures  should  be  endorsed  in  every  respect ;  but 
taken  as  a  whole,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  course  taken 
by  the  company  was  the  best  in  the  interest  of  the 
company  itself ;  it  was  taken  by  wise  and  prudent 
men  anxious  to  make  this  company  a  success.  But  it 
is  said — and  this  is  the  gravamen  of  the  charge  which  I  prin¬ 
cipally  rise  to  answer — that  may  be  so ;  but  that  the  money 
has  come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people,  and  these  specu¬ 
lators,  while  spending  the  public  money,  while  nominally 
complying  with  the  terms  of  the  contract,  while  nominally 
paying  in  $5,000,000,  while  raising  their  capital,  first  to 
$25,000,000,  and  afterwards  to  $100,000,000,  have  taken 
good  care  that  what  they  gave  to  the  company  with  one 
hand  they  took  back  from  the  company  with  the  other.  It 
has  been  said,  and  almost  demonstrated — because  figures 
can  be  made  to  show  almost  anything,  as  they  are  used,  as 
some  are  inserted  and  some  omitted — that  the  $24,500,000 
odd,  which  the  company  haf  subscribed  over  and  above  the 
original  $5,000,000,  had  been  actually  taken  back  by  the 
company  and  kept  to  secure  high  dividends.  That  was  a 
grave  charge  to  make,  and  if  true,  it  should  cause  this  House 
to  pause  betore  granting  aid  to  a  company  which  had  dealt 
in  this  manner;  and  if  the  further  charge  was  proved,  that 
they  had  $14,000,000  on  hand,  it  would  certainly  bo  the 
height  of  absurdity  for  a  company  in  that  position  to  come 
to  the  people  of  Canada  and  say  :  Notwithstanding  all  the 
aid  you  have  given  us,  notwithstanding  the  loan  of  last 
year,  and  notwithstanding  that  we  have  $11,000,000  to 
our  credit,  we  want  you  to  lend  us  $5,000,000 
now,  and  permit  us  to  borrow  on  equal  terms  with  you 
another  $10,000,000,  while  in  the  meantime  we  retain  iu 
our  own  hands  $14,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  securing  our 
future  dividends.  Let  us  look  at  the  figures  and  see  how 
far  this  charge  is  correct,  and  what  the  proper  answer  is 
to  make  to  it,  if  answer  there  be.  In  the  first  place,  the 
amount  advanced  for  the  acquisition  of  stock  has  been 
correctly  stated  by  the  officers  of  the  company,  and  is  not 
at  all  in  controversy  by  any  one.  It  is  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  $29,500,000.  That  money  is  represented,  it  is  quito 
true,  in  the  sum  of  $05,0 jO, 000  of  stock,  as  paid-up  capital  ; 
and  that  is  a  matter  I  propose  to  deal  with  later  on.  Well, 
what  has  become  of  that  $29,500,000?  According  to  tho 
representations  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  $24,- 
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000,000  of  that  amount  has  been  actually  swallowed  up  in 
dividends,  past,  present,  and  to  come.  Is  that  really 
so?  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  that  is 
not  an  accurate  statement,  to  say  the  least  of  it.  The 
dividends  which  have  been  paid  up  to  the  31st  of 
December,  as  shown  by  the  returns,  amount  to  tho 
sum — a  very  considerable  sum,  I  admit — of  $5,378,- 
000.  The  money  intended  to  secure  dividends  for  the 
future  is  properly  stated  at  $14,288,288.  But,  Sir,  here  is 
just  where  the  main  point  comes  in.  That  $14,000,000  did 
not  come  out  of  the  money  of  the  company —the  money  that 
had  been  provided  by  the  company —or,  all  of  it  did  not.  Of 
that  sum,  there  was  tho  sum  of  $7,380,912  advanced  by  tho 
Government,  which  forms  a  part  of  the  debt  of  tho  com¬ 
pany,  which  is  a  charge  upon  the  undertaking,  and  which  is 
to  that  extent  a  burden  on  the  stockholders  interest  in 
the  road.  If  it  is  to  be  taken  on  one  side  of  the  account,  it 
must  be  taken  on  the  other.  If  yon  treat  it  as  capital,  you 
will  add  it  to  the  $29,500,000  ;  if  you  do  not  treat  it  as 
capital,  but  just  as  it  is,  then  it  is  an  indebtedness  of  the 
road  to  the  Government  at  present,  charged  on  the  security 
of  the  undertaking,  which  diminishes  the  value  of  the  stock 
and  the  property  of  the  road  to  the  stockholders.  The  result 
is  that  of  that  $14,000,000,  the  company  really  advanced  out 
of  their  own  funds  the  sum  of  $6,907,376,  making  a  total  of 
$12,285,376  appropriated  to  the  payment  of  dividends 
already  earned  or  to  be  earned  during  the  next 
eight  or  nine  years.  To  make  this  statement 
perfectly  clear  and  completo,  I  add  $650,000  paid  as  a  sup¬ 
plementary  dividend  on  the  1st  of  February  last,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  l£  per  cent,  paid  by  the  Government  out  of 
the  moneys  deposited  in  their  hands,  and  out  of 
which  they  agreed  to  pay  3  per  cent,  per  annum. 
But  from  this  statement  there  is  in  fairness  to  be 
deducted  the  net  earnings  of  the  company  during  the 
period,  which  no  person  will  say  are  not  fairly  applicable 
to  the  payment  of  dividends.  These  net  earnings  during 
the  period  amounted  to  $1,626,064.  So  that  out  of  the 
$29,568,123,  there  have  been  appropriated  in  the  way  I 
have  stated  to  dividends— not,  as  was  stated  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  or,  as  proved  by  figures  which  were  cer¬ 
tainly  delusive,  24  per  cent.-— amounting  to  $1 1,309,312.  The 
other  $18,000,000,  the  balance  ot  the  $29,500,000,  has  gone 
into  the  road,  every  dollar  of  it,  and  in  addition  to 
that  tho  company  have  borrowed,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  year  had  a  floating  debt  of  nearly  $7,000,000  more, 
Now  this  transaction  is  an  extraordinary  one.  I  do  not  at 
all  pretend  to  say  it  is  not  an  unusual  and  an  extraordinary 
one,  but  there  can  bo  no  object  in  oxaggoration.  Let  us 
know  the  facts  just  as  they  are,  let  us  deaL  with  those  facta 
as  they  are,  for  there  is  no  object  in  misrepresenting  or 
distorting  them.  If  this  company  had  deliberately  and  for 
the  purpose  of  seeming  to  themselves  tho  payment  of  this 
dividend  for  a  given  term  of  yoars,  if  they  had  stored  that 
money  away  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  as  they  did, 
there  would  be  no  language  too  strong  for  their  condemn¬ 
ation.  But  I  do  not  thmk  any  person  has  asserted  that 
when  Mr.  Stephens,  in  1883,  upon  tlm  advice,  as  I  have 
understood,  of  the  most  able  financial  men,  not  merely  in 
this  country  but  in  Now  York  and  elsewhere,  resorted,  in 
order  to  float  the  stock,  to  this  plan  of  putting  money  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  I  do  not  think  there  is  an 
hon.  member  in  this  Houso  who  will  say  he  did  not  do  it 
in  the  most  complete  good  faith.  Whether  it  was  a  wise 
scheme  or  not  is  another  question,  but  that  ho  did  it  honestly 
and  with  the  desire  of  floating  the  securities,  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  scheme  which  he  had  undertaken  and  build  the  road 
without  coming  back  to  Parliament,  1  think  is  beyond  all 
question  and  doubt.  How  was  it  done  ?  The  stock  had 
been  floated,  as  the  House  will  remember,  at  that  time,  to 
tbe  amount  of  $55,000,000.  $25,000,000  had  been  taken 

by  the  original  promotors,  tho  other  $30,000,000  had  boon 
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floated  by  a  syndicate  in  New- York  at  $10,000,000  at  a 
time,  and  at  prices  varying  a  trifle  over — I  do  not  re¬ 
member  the  exact  figures — 50  per  cent.  Well,  the  stock 
was  selling  at  these  dates  at  prices  something  over  the 
amount  at  which  the  syndicate  had  undertaken  to  float  it ; 
and  it  is  not  unknown  to  us  all  that  in  a  large  operation  of 
that  kind,  the  stock,  taken  by  the  syndicate  in  vast  quan¬ 
tities  must  be  taken  at  a  sum  which  will  allow  some  margin 
to  the  gentlemen  who  are  speculating  or  endeavoring  to 
float  it,  and  that  it  is  not  taken  at  the  actual  prices  at  which 
it  can  be  sold  at  retail  in  the  market.  But  the  stock  began 
rapidly  to  decline.  The  impossibilities  of  floating  another 
dollar  of  it  became  apparent.  It  was  down  to  50J  somewhere 
about  the  day  that  Mr.  Stephen  approached  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  this  scheme.  It  had  been  put  upon  the  market  by 
these  gentlemen  as  is  shown  in  one  of  the  returns  here,  some 
at  50,  some  52£  and  another  lot,  I  think,  at  51.  Bat  it  could 
be  acquired  in  open  market  in  any  quantity,  no  matter  how 
small,  for  somewhere  about  50J.  Now  what  was  to  be  done? 
Let  us  understand  the  scheme  of  finance  which  the  company 
had  started  with.  They  had  paid  their  $5,000,000  according 
to  their  contract.  I  do  cot  know  whether  it  was  anticipated 
at  that  time  that  that  $5,000,000,  with  the  Government 
assistance,  would  be  sufficient  for  the  work ;  but  if  that  was 
the  anticipation,  the  company  were  soon  disturbed  from  any 
such  pleasing  delusion,  and  they  had  then  to  do  one  of  two 
things.  They  could  not,  and  no  person  acquainted  with 
financial  matters  will  suppose  it  was  possible,  to  sell  the 
stock  at  par.  There  is  not  any  financial  man  who  will  pre¬ 
tend  to  say,  upon  his  standing,  that  the  balance  of  the  stock 
to  raise  this  money  could  have  been  floated  at  anything  like 
par.  Then  they  might  have  done  what  is  usually  done  and 
what  later  was  proposed.  They  might  have  bonded  the 
road  and  placed  their  bonds  at  the  bead  of  their  stock,  and 
sold  them  for  what  they  could  realise.  Now,  after  what  we 
know,  seeing  that  with  all  these  great  advantages  of  which 
we  hear  so  much,  and  of  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
never  tired  of  telling  us,  we  find  the  stock  was  down  the 
other  day  to  35  or  30  per  cent.,  is  it  possible  to  suppose 
that,  if  they  had  bonded  the  road,  they  could  have 
bonded  it  on  any  terms  better  than  those  on  which  they 
afterwards  floated  the  stock  ?  And  there  wouid  have  been 
this  difference :  If  they  had  bonded  the  road,  they  would 
have  been  virtually  wiping  themselves  out  and  allowiug 
the  bondholders  to  step  in  and  become  the  contractors  of 
the  Government  instead  of  those  who  originally  undertook 
to  build  the  road.  Their  argument  was  this :  We  cannot 
float  the  stock  in  this  way,  tbat  is  perfectly  certain,  at  par; 
we  cannot  bond  our  road  and  sell  our  bonds  for  anything 
like  the  par  value.  If  we  do  bond  it,  we  run  the  risk,  at  an 
early  day,  of  having  ourselves  wiped  out,  because  the  bonds 
will  be  in  default.  The  other  scheme  is  this.  Wo  will 
place  no  bonds  on  the  road,  but  keep  it  as  a  stock  transac¬ 
tion  and  sell  the  stock  on  the  best  terms  we  can,  and  the  new 
stock  holders  and  we  will  stand  on  an  equal  footing  I  do 
not  know  there  is  very  much  fault  to  be  found  with  that  ; 
I  do  not  know  that  it  made  any  very  great  difference  in  the 
matter  of  finance  ;  I  do  not  know  whether  there  was  very 
much  choice  except  the  one  that  they  desired,  to  keop  con¬ 
trol  of  the  enterprise  in  which  they  had  so  great  an  inter¬ 
est.  They  floated  of  their  stock  $30,000,000  for  about  half 
its  par  value,  realising  $15,150,000,  and  they  were  done; 
but  the  road  was  not  built.  Something  else  had  to 
be  tried.  What  was  the  scheme  tbat  was  formed  ? 

They  said :  Wo  will  make  this  stock,  $45,000,000 

of  which  we  have  yet  to  dispose  of,  such 

a  security  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty 

in  disposing  of  it  for  a  fair  sum,  and  we  will  deposit  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  in  order  to  do  that,  enough  to 
guarantee  a  minimum  dividend  of  three  per  cent,  for  the 
next  ten  years.  That  will  enable  us  to  go  into  the' 
market  and  float  our  stock,  and  what  will  be  tho  result  ? 

Mr.  MoCabtht. 


Here  they  were  holding  $55,000,000  of  stock.  They  desired 
to  bring  in  as  partners  with  them,  as  stock  holders  upon  an 
equal  footing,  in  the  building  of  tho  road,  the.  holders  of 
$45,000,000  more  of  stock,  and  they  said  :  We  will  hypothe¬ 
cate,  in  order  that  you,  coming  in  and  representing  $45,000,- 
000  of  stock  will  have  a  certainty  for  a  limited  period,  at 
all  events,  of  a  reasonable  dividend,  the  whole  concern,  our 
own  as  well  as  yours,  which  will  guarantee  to  you,  during 
that  period,  a  minimum  dividend  of  three  per  cent.  But 
although  for  10  years  you  are  guaranteed  this  dividend  you 
as  business  men,  understand  perfectly  well  that  when  the> 
10  years  will  be  up,  you  will  find  that  sum  which  has  gone 
to  pay  your  dividends  ahead  of  you ;  you  will  find 
it  a  charge  upon  your  concern ;  you  will  find  it  a 
sum  that  you  will  have  to  meet  out  of  the  future 
earnings,  if  there  are  any;  in  point  of  fact,  you 
have  merely  anticipated  the  earnings  of  the  road 
for  the  first  10  years  and  trusted  to  luck  for  tho 
period  that  will  come  afterwards.  That  was  the  plan,  and 
it  did  not  succeed.  And  why  ?  Because  people  saw  very 
clearly  that  that  was  after  all  really  paying  themselves  out 
of  their  own  money,  paying  themselves  dividends  out  of 
their  own  capital,  and  that,  at  the  end  of  10  years,  they 
would  be  met  with  the  difficulties  which  ordinary  stock¬ 
holders  would  have  to  meet  in  tho  inception  of  a  transac¬ 
tion,  as  to  whether  there  will  be  sufficient  not  merely  to 
pay  dividends  in  the  future,  but  to  recoup  to  the  capital 
what  had  been  in  the  meantime  drawn  upon  in  order  to 
make  tho  security  available.  Well,  it  failed,  and  the  result 
was  the  application  to  the  Government  made  immediately 
afterwards  for  tho  loau  which  was  granted  by  the  Act  of  last 
Session.  But  how  was  the  transaction  carried  out  ?  I  may 
as  well  mention  it  here,  although  I  will  have  to  refer  to  it 
later.  It  was  carried  out  by  a  solemn  agreement  made  be¬ 
tween  the  Government  of  the  one  part,  the  bank  of  Mon¬ 
treal  on  the  second  part,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
on  the  third  part,  in  which  the  Government  undertook  to 
pay  the  bank  enough  to  put  the  bank  in  funds  to  pay  this  3 
per  oent.  during  these  10  years  to  all  the  stock-holders ; 
by  which  the  credit  of  the  bank,  the  highest  financial  insti¬ 
tution  of  the  country,  became  pledged  to  see  that  that  was 
done  and  that  the  very  highest  possible  security  was  there¬ 
fore  accorded  to  the  stock-holders  who  might  embark  in  the 
enterprise.  I  mention  tbat  now,  though  it  is  not  very  per¬ 
tinent  to  my  present  line,  but  I  will  come  to  it  by-and-bye, 
when  it  becomes  a  most  important  matter  in  the  considera¬ 
tion  presented  to  us  in  the  resolution  moved  on  the  opposite 
side.  Let  me  for  a  moment  deal  with  the  figures  which  I 
find  presented  to  the  House  as  bringing  about  the  other 
result.  As  I  understand  the  argument  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition — I  have  since  read  it  andlthiDk  I  correotly 
understand  it,  I  listened  to  it  with  much  attention,  and  it 
was  of  course  put  before  us  in  a  very  striking  manner,  and 
was  calculated  to  arouse  and  did  undoubtedly  engage  tho 
attention  of  us  all — the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  those 
$14,000,000  as  having  come  out  of  the  capital  of  tho  com¬ 
pany,  whereas,  as  I  have  demonstrated,  something  less 
than  $7,000,000  was  the  amount.  It  is  true  that  there  are 
$14,000,000  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  but,  if  you  are 
to  charge  this  $14,000,000  as  against  the  capital,  so  as  to 
reduce  the  balance  of  that  capital,  you  must,  as  a  fair 
book-keeper,  add  to  the  $29,500,000  the  $7,000,000. 
You  cannot  charge  it  on  one  side  of  the  account 
without  taking  it  into  consideration  on  the  other,  and,  if 
you  do  that,  then  the  result  is  just  what  I  have  indicated. 
It  is  said  that  this  system  of  watering  stocks  is  abominable. 
It  is  stated  that  tho  result  will  be,  to  us  or  to  those  whom 
we  represent,  an  increase  in  their  burdens  for  all  time  to 
come.  It  is  stated  that  these  results  have  followed  from 
like  causes  on  the  othor  side.  I  do  see  that  thore  is  much 
analogy  in  watering  the  stock  of  a  company  which  has  been 
already  established,  which,  as  has  been  stated  correctly  is 
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frequently  done  on  the  other  side  of  the  line,  to  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  the  value  of  this  kind  of  securities,  and  this  particu¬ 
lar  case.  In  this  case  there  is  no  misunderstanding,  All 
the  facts  are  before  us  as  clear  as  daylight.  What  the  pro¬ 
per  construction  of  law  is,  may  be  a  matter  of  doubt.  The 
facts,  however,  are  perfectly  well-known  to  us  all,  and  those 
facts  are  that  that  $65,000,000  of  capital  is  in  reality  repre¬ 
sented  by  only  $29,500,000.  Then,  in  the  settling  of  the 
rates  which  this  railway  company  is  to  be  permitted  to 
earn,  if  the  question  of  capital  comes  into  account  at  all, — and 
of  course  it  must  come  into  account  at  some  stage  or  other 
— the  Administration  of  the  day,  whoever  they  may  be, 
when  that  time  arrives,  will  be  negligent  in  their  duty,  will 
fail  in  their  duty,  if  they  calculate  that  the  company  are  to 
realise  profits  on  that  $65,000,000,  when,  as  the  whole 
country  knows,  that  only  represents  $29,500,000. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Why  does  the  company  pay  the  divi¬ 
dends  on  the  full  face  value  of  the  stock  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  misunder¬ 
stands  me.  I  have  passed  from  that  question  of  dividends 
and  am  now  speaking  about  the  earnings  they  would  be 
entitled  to  get,  not  on  the  $65,000,000,  but,  as  we  know,  on 
the  $29,500,000.  How  are  the  rates  fixed  ?  They  are 
fixed,  as  we  know,  by  by-law.  No  toll  can  be  levied  until 
the  by-law  is  in  force,  and  the  by-law  does  not  come  in 
force  until  the  Governor  General  sanctions  it.  The  rates 
are  fixed  from  time  to  time,  as  we  were  promised  they 
would  be,  because  we  know  that  a  rate  which  may  be  fair 
to  day,  with  a  small  traffic,  would  be  unreasonable  and 
excessive  in  a  few  years  when  the  traffic  increases  ;  and  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government — nay,  I  trust  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  a  railway  commissioner  before  that  day 
comes — to  see  that  these  rates  are  fixed  upon  a  fair  scale, 
not  in  regard  to  the  watered  stock  or  the  watered  capital 
of  which  we  hear  so  much,  but  in  regard  to  the  money 
which  has  gone  into  the  building  of  the  line,  and 
which  has  been  $29,500,009  and  not  $65,000,000.  It 
may  be  that,  byand-bye,  some  other  administration — 
possibly  the  hon.  gentlemen  or  their  successors 
in  a  direct  line — may  at  a  distant  day  occupy  seats  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  but,  if  so,  I  trust  they  will  so  regard  the 
true  meaning  of  the  Statute,  tho  true  meaning  of  the  law 
and  the  intention  of  Parliament,  that  the  dividends  will  be 
regulated,  not  upon  what  is  presented  as  the  nominal  sum, 
but  upon  the  real  actual  sum  which  has  been  raised  and 
paid  into  the  coffers  of  the  company  by  the  various  share¬ 
holders.  That  is  a  matter  which,  of  course,  it  is  important 
for  us  to  consider  with  reference  to  this  proposition,  but 
after  all,  we  find  ourselves  in  this  position  :  We  find  that 
we  have  to  assist  the  company.  I  take  it  that  the  resolu¬ 
tion  proposed  on  the  other  side  is  an  admission  of  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr,  McCARTHY.  They  do  not  propose,  of  course,  that  it 
shall  be  done  in  this  manner. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  will  deal  with  that  presently,  but  I 
am  glad  to  hear  Iho  hon.  gentleman  saying  “Hear,  hear.’’ 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  Bay  “  Hear,  hoar,”  to  that  dissontingly 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  You  admit  that  wo  ought  to  assist 
tho  company,  though  you  do  not  agree  as  to  the  mode  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  I  dissent. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  won,  we  will  say  that  you  dissent 
sub  modo. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  dissent  in  all  ways. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  It  is  not  proposed — 


Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  opposed. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  said  proposed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  It  is  not  proposed  that  we  should 
foreclose  our  security. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Secretary  of  State  said  so. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  had  not  the  pleasure  of  hearing  the 
Secretary  of  State,  but  I  am  speaking  from  my  own  know¬ 
ledge  of  this  transaction.  That  was  not  proposed  ;  it  is  not 
proposed  here  and  it  is  not  proposed  on  the  other  side. 
What  is  proposed  to  be  done  ?  We  say  you  want  $15,009,000 
more  ;  is  it  reasonable  that  you  should  have  it  ?  What  do 
you  require  it  for  ?  You  have  a  floating  debt  of  $7,000,000.  If 
we  took  over  the  road,  these  section  men  of  whom  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  spoke  in  such  feeling  terms  the 
other  day,  will  not  be  allowed  to  go  without  their  wages.  We 
know  that  the  honor  and  good  name  of  this  country  would 
require  that,  if  we  took  over  this  road,  we  should  take  over 
the  honestdebts,  and  should  provide  for  the  pay  of  the  laborer 
whose  labor  has  helped  to  build  the  road.  That  $7,000,000 
is  a  proper  expenditure.  Then  there  is  $5,000,000  more, 
as  shown  either  in  the  report  or  in  Mr.  Stephen’s  observa¬ 
tions,  which  are  required  for  the  better  and  more  complete 
equipment  of  the  road.  Amidst  all  that  we  have  heard  of  the 
history  of  railways  in  the  United  States,  ending  at  Omaha 
and  elsewhere,  wo  have  heard  no  objection  to  our  Pacific 
railway  being  equipped  in  a  manner  second  to  none  on  the 
continent.  This  $5,000,000,  added  to  the  $7,000,000,  makes 
$12,000,000.  You  want  a  little  more  to  come  and  go  upon. 
We  think,  therefore,  that  it  is  not  unreasonable  that  you 
should  be  permitted  to  borrow  $15,000,000  more  or  to  float 
bonds  to  that  extent,  and  we  hope  you  will  get  as  much  as 
you  can.  In  that  case,  were  are  they  to  get  the  money  ? 
I  suppose  they  will  obtain  it  if  this  scheme  does  not  wholly 
collapse,  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  will  for  once  be  patriotic,  if 
they  will  not  decry  the  securities  the  road  has  to  offer,  if 
they  will  confine  their  remarks  to  a  criticism  of  the  man¬ 
ner  and  the  means,  and  will  not  run  down  the  country  and 
ruin  the  l’oad  and  enable  those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
road  — and  the  history  of  this  railway  shows  that  there  are 
opponents  on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic — to  take  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  their 
hands  in  order  to  prove  that,  because  of  the  curves  and 
gradients  and  double  curves,  and  'the  difficulties 
of  the  snow-slides,  and  all  the  rest,  this  road  must 
be  a  failuro  and  no  one  should  lend  the  money. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  only  merge  the  partisan  and 
remember  that  Canada  has  some  interest  in  this  transaction, 
he  will  see  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  the  railway 
company  floating  this  security  and  obtaining  this  $5,000,000 
we  are  loaning  to  them  as  a  temporary  loan.  But  what  is 
the  alternative  he  has  offered  us  ?  Why,  if  it  had  not  been 
in  the  very  phraseology  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
although  it  had  been  faintly  hinted  at  by  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  his  address,  I  would  have  thought  that  my  hon.  friend 
was  incapable  of  asking  this  House  or  this  country  to  accept 
such  a  proposition  as  that.  What  does  it  say  ?  It  is  pro- 
tended  on  the  face  of  this  resolution  that  there  aro 
$14,000,000  belonging  to  this  company  in  the  hands  of  tho 
Government  but  controlled  by  the  company ;  that  they  have 
only  to  come  to  us  and  say:  We  want  money  to  go  on  with, 
the  construction  of  our  road  and  to  pay  our  floating  debt, 
and  we  ask  you  to  release  that  $14,000,000  that  we  have, 
and  wo  will  pay  our  $7,000,0C0  of  floating  debt,  we  will  pay 
the  $5,000,000  we  want  for  tho  equipment  of  tho  road,  and 
we  will  require  no  more  assistance.  Was  that  an  honest 
statement  to  present  to  this  House,  or  to  the  people  of 
this  country  ?  Is  it  possible — will  any  gentleman  who. 
has  any  reputation  as  a  member  of  the  profession  to. 
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which  I  have  the  honor  to  belong,  rise  in  his  place 
here  or  anywhere  else,  and  pretend  that  such  a  thing  could 
possibly  be  done  by  the  company  in  any  shape  or  form  ? 
This  money  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  and 
the  contract  was  made  with  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  and  the 
shares  were  sold  upon  the  faith  of  it,  as  we  know  ten  mil¬ 
lions  of  it  were,  and  we  do  not  know  how  many  shares 
changed  hands  between  that  time  and  this,  how  many  peo¬ 
ple  ai’e  interested  in  these  shares,  who  have  invested  their 
money  upon  the  good  faith  of  Canada,  with  3  per  cent,  in 
hand  to  pay  them  for  the  next  ten  years  to  come.  Why,  it 
was  a  proposal  of  repudiation,  and  in  which  the  Bank  of 
Montreal,  the  great  financial  institution  of  Canada,  was 
also  to  be  dragged  down  and  disgraced.  Sir,  it  is  utterly 
impossible.  A  man  who  holds  a  share  in  that  concern  has 
a  right  to  his  dividend  of  3  per  cent.,  has  an  individual  right 
and  interest  to  that  which  not  everyone  of  the  other  share¬ 
holders,  if  they  were  all  united,  could  deprive  him  of.  It  is 
his  individual  property.  It  is  not  a  matter  which  can  be 
decided  or  dealt  with  by  the  stock-holders  in  meeting 
assembled,  or  by  any  number  of  stock-holders,  but  it  is  the 
individual  pi’operty  of  men  who  have  acquired  that  stock, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  and  on  which  they  have  the 
Government  guarantee,  backed  up  by  the  bank  of  Montreal, 
and  they  cannot  be  deprived  of  it  by  any  person  or  by  any 
means  less  than  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which  would  be 
spoliation  and  depriving  people  of  their  private  rights. 
Now,  that  is  the  alternative  offered  to  us.  Can  we  hesitate 
which  we  will  accept  ?  We  may  have  been  wise  or  unwise  in 
undertaking  the  building  of  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
but  the  most  that  can  be  said  of  us  is,  that  we,  a  young 
country,  are  undertaking  to  build  a  great  public  work 
which  in  the  whole  history  of  nations  has  never  been 
equalled  by  a  country  of  resources  so  limited.  But  it 
cannot  be  said  of  Canada  that  its  fair  fame  has  yet  been 
stained,  as  is  proposed  to  be  done  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  backed  up  by  all  his  followers,  and  formally 
proposed  here  as  the  policy  of  a  great  party.  Sir,  one 
word  more  as  to  this  dividend  and  I  am  done.  I  have  stated 
and  indicated  that  to  some  extent  this  was  an  unusual 
transaction.  I  have  stated  the  justification  of  the  railway 
company,  but,  whether  that  justification  is  a  good  one  or  a 
bad  one,  at  all  events  it  was  an  honest  one.  But  I  would 
ask  these  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  so  cai’eful  of  the  interests 
of  this  country,  who  care  little  for  its  fair  fame  but  are 
anxious  for  its  dollars,  I  would  ask  them  for  one  moment  to 
say :  Did  they  expect  that  the  men  who  are  building  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  were  to  do  it  as  an  act  of  grace 
to  the  people  of  Canada  ?  Did  they  expect  that  these  men 
were  to  be  remunerated  and  were  to  have  a  reasonable  profit 
upon  the  investment  which  they  made  ?  Why,  we  know 
the  law  sanctions  the  payment,  during  construction,  of  a 
dividend  not  exceeding  6  per  cent ;  we  know  that  on  the 
Statute  Book  that  i3  deemed  to  be  a  reasonable  dividend. 
My  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  stated  that,  looking  at 
th.s  contract,  looking  at  all  that  had  taken  place,  that  that 
dividend  would  not  be  exacted.  The  contract  has  adopted 
the  general  provisions  of  the  Railway  Act,  but  he  says  that 
that  particular  clause  is  not  applicable  to  this  company.  If 
my  memory  does  not  fail  me  there  never  was  a  suggestion 
made  that  during  the  period  of  construction  they  could  not 
get  a  reasonable  and  proper  dividend.  Now  let  us  see 
what  these  dividends  are  going  to  be.  I  have  shown  you  that 
thero  is  $  11,000,000  of  the  company’s  capital  paid  or  hypothe¬ 
cated  for  that  purpose.  I  have  to  add  to  that  that  they 
have  borrowed  and  the  company  is  mortgaged  for  another 
some  of  over  $7,000,000  which  was  advanced  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  a  certain  period.  When  that  period  has  expired, 
when  the  10  years  are  up,  instead  of  that  coming  into 
their  hands,  as  the  hon.  member  represented,  free  and  clear, ; 
that  great  road,  with  all  its  prospects  and  great  future, 1 
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will  be  burdened  to  the  extent  of  that  sum  of  over 
$7,000,000  that  it  has  not  in  point  of  fact  received,  but 
that  is  due  to  them  in  the  ordinary  course.  And  what 
would  they  have  earned  during  the  same  period  ?  What 
would  have  been  the  amount  during  the  same  period.  My 
hon.  friend  who  last  addressed  the  House  has  made  a  calcu¬ 
lation.  He  tells  us  that  taking  the  stock  of  the  original 
conli’actors,  the  $5,000,000  first  deposited,  and  the  $5,000,- 
000  afterward  paid,  and  the  whole  stock  transactions 
together,  spread  over  a  period  of  years,  it  yields  an  interest 
of  something  less  than  7  per  cent.  I  accept  the  state¬ 
ment.  And,  Sir,  is  7  per  cent,  such  an  unusual  profit  ? 
Is  it  so  unusual  a  profit  that  we  are  all  to  stand  aghast  hero 
at  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  In  addition  to  that  are  the  net  earn¬ 
ings  of  the  road. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  The  net  earnings  of  the  road,  but  the 
first  thing  the  net  earnings  of  the  road  have  to  do  will  be 
to  pay  back  this  money  which  is  a  burden  on  the  road,  the 
seven  millions  which  have  been  anticipated.  The  company 
in  their  last  statement  havo  announced  that  from  this  time 
out  the  last  dividend  of  5  per  cent  has  been  paid,  and  the 
stock-holders  must  be  satisfied  with  the  3  percent,  dividend 
which  is  provided  for  them  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Well,  we  know,  if  we  know  anything  about  rail¬ 
ways,  what  will  happen  ;  we  know  that  will  happen  which 
has  happened  with  other  lines,  and  I  think  we  may  say  it 
has  already  happened  to  some  extent.  A  road  is  built,  the 
Government  engineer  and  the  Governor  in  Council  permit 
trains  to  run  upon  it ;  to  that  extent  it  is  open.  But  by  no 
means  is  the  capital  account  closed.  There  are  the  sidings, 
the  transportation  facilities  and  other  matters  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  for,  which  are  not  needed  in  the  first  five  or  six  years 
of  the  x’oad.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  has  told  us  that  it  is  undoubtedly  good 
security,  that  this  is  a  paying  road,  that  there 
are  millions  in  it,  that  there  is  more  in  it 
than  there  has  been  in  anything  of  the  kind 
ever  known.  We  accept  that.  We  are  glad  to  know  that 
not  merely  the  $15,000,000,  and  this  $5,000,000  we  are 
about  to  advance  temporarily,  will  come  back,  but  we  are 
also  glad  to  know  that  the  balance  of  the  whole  sum 
advanced  last  year  will  be  restored  to  us,  and  restored  with 
interest,  and  if  it  is  restored  to  us  with  interest,  if  the 
people  of  this  country  do  not  pay  more  than  $25,000,000  of 
monoy  and  25,000,000  acres  of  land,  which  was  valueless 
until  this  road  pierced  the  prairie,  and  which  is  estimated- 
by  some  at  $1  and  by  others  at  $2  per  acre  and  which  has 
been  sold  in  some  places  at  an  average  of  over  $3  per  acre 
— the  people  will  be  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  result  of 
the  contract.  Taking  it  all  in  all  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
the  scheme  which  is  proposed  is  a  fair  one.  Although  the 
financial  transaction  of  1883  was  an  unusual  one,  it  was  an 
honest  one.  If  it  has  damaged  any  person  it  has  damaged 
the  company,  because  it  is  a  charge  on  the  undertaking, 
and  the  company  and  the  share-holders  are  one  in  that,  and 
the  interest  not  coming  up  to  quite  7  per  cent,  is  not  so 
extravagant  as  will  alarm  the  people.  I  think  I  have  said 
enough  to  induce  this  House  on  the  simple  question  of 
repudiation,  and  bearing  in  mind  that  the  good  faith  of 
Canada  has  been  for  the  first  timo  deliberately  proposed  to 
be  bargained  away  for  a  money  consideration,  to  reject  with 
indignation  the  proposal  made  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  DAYIBS.  I  regret  very  much  that  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  have  lent  the  weight  of  his  distinguished  name 
and  reputation  to  the  charge  which  has  been  made  against 
the  proposition  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  scrupled  to 
use  language  which,  coming  from  his  lips,  is  somewhat 
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extraordinary.  He  has  not  scrupled  to  char’ge  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  made  a  proposition  which  to  my  mind 
seems  a  very  simple  one  and  one  very  easily  under¬ 
stood,  with  desiring  to  repudiate  the  solemn  contract 
made  by  this  country  and  to  be  guilty  of  the  crime  of 
spoliation  of  widows  and  orphans.  He  has  been  cheered 
by  hon.  gentlemen  behind  him,  and  I  am  willing  to 
credit  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  cheered  him  with  having 
cheered  in  utter  ignorance  of  the  meaning  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion.  I  cannot  express  the  same  opinion  with  respect  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  made  the  statement.  I  believe  that 
hon.  gentleman  did  understand  the  meaning  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  I  very  much  regret  that  he  should  have  lent  the 
weight  of  his  acute  intellect  to  an  attempt  to  mislead  this 
House,  to  draw  the  wool  over  the  eyes  of  hon.  members,  as 
it  were,  and  to  try  and  lead  the  country  to  believe 
that  there  has  been  a  proposition  submitted  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  of  spoliation  and  repudiation,  invol¬ 
ving  the  dishonor  of  the  country  of  which  we  are  all  so 
proud.  In  dealing  with  a  few  of  the  arguments  presented 
by  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  will  call  attention  to  his 
opening  statement.  The  hon.  gentleman  asked  the  House  to 
recollect  that  if  the  money  which  has  been  received  had  been 
expended  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  we 
had  no  cause  to  complain.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to 
say  that  the  company,  preferring  not  to  confine  their  oper¬ 
ations  to  the  contract,  but  to  enter  upon  projects  of  their 
own,  went  outside  of  the  contract  with  the  Government. 
That  they  entered  into  large  speculations  in  other  parts 
of  the  country,  and  some  of  them  for  different  objects, 
and  it  was  useless  to  confine  the  discussion  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  contract  entered  into  between  this 
country  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company ; 
and  that  he  did  not  propose  to  address  his  argument 
cn  that  line  at  all,  but  to  discuss  this  question  as 
between  all  the  contracts,  all  the  undertakings  which  the 
company  have  entered  into,  and  if  he  could  show  the  House 
and  the  country  that  in  any  operation  the  company  got 
into  deep  water,  and  are  in  debt,  whether  with  the  object  of 
carrying  out  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  or  of  putting 
millions  into  their  own  individual  pockets — if  he  could  show 
they  have  lost  money  and  are  in  need  of  money,  then  he 
had  proved  the  proposition  that  it  is  right  for  the  country 
to  come  to  their  assistance.  That  is  the  statement  with 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  started,  and  it  is  on  that  line 
that  all  his  argument  has  proceeded.  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  that  fact,  because  we  have  to  watch  his 
specious  arguments,  in  order  to  see  if  they  have 
any  application  whatever  to  the  contract,  which 
alone  we  have  a  right  to  discuss,  and  which  alone 
we  have  a  right  to  imply  that  the  company  intended 
to  carry  out.  I  find  it  very  difficult  to  discuss  this 
question  calmly  and  coolly  with  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
for  this  reason :  that  the  ground  they  take  one  day  is  changed 
the  next.  I  remember  when  we  discussed  this  question  last 
year,  or  a  question  akin  to  this  one,  one  involving  the 
advance  of  a  large  number  of  millions  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  when  they  found  the  country  stood  aghast  at 
the  proposition  they  then  made,  were  quick  to  come  to  the 
front  and  say  it  must  be  remembered  that  our  proposition 
was  to  be  discussed  simply  upon  the  basis  of  the  contract  we 
have  entered  into  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  and  on  no  other  basis.  I  find  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  laid  it  down  in  black  and  white.  He 
said  we  must  not  go  outside  of  the  contract.  Here  are  his 
words : 

“  It  should  never  be  forgotten  that  the  contract  between  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  and  the  people  of  Canada  is  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  railway  west  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Every¬ 
thing  they  do  east  of  that  is  done  simply  as  an  ordinary  business  corpo¬ 
ration,  and  Parliament  has,  in  fact,  little  or  nothing  to  do  with  it.” 

Mr,  Dayies, 


Now,  when  it  suits  the  purpose  of  the  spokesman  of  the 
Government,  he  comes  forward  and  says  that  we  have 
everything  to  do  with  the  operations  of  the  company  east 
of  Callander.  I  shall  have  very  little  to  say,  he  says,  with 
the  operations  west  of  Callander;  but  I  will  confine  my 
argument  to  the  operations  they  have  entered  upon  east  of 
Callander,  in  which  they  have  sunk  money,  which  they  now 
ask  the  country  to  come  forward  and  supply.  The  hon. 
gentleman  remarked,  and  I  think  he  remarked  very  fairly 
and  honestly,  that  when  the  contract  was  entered  into 
betweon  the  company  and  the  Dominion  it  was  understood 
by  both  parties  that  for  many  years  the  running  of  the  road 
would  be  a  losing  operation.  He  said  it  was  so  stated  by 
the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  He  might 
have  gone  further,  and  remarked  that  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  member  for  East  York  had  been  endorsed  by  the  late 
Minister  of  Railways  and  by  leading  members  on  his  own 
side,  and  by  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  country.  But  does 
the  hon.  gentlemen  forget,  or  can  any  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  read  the  debates  of  that  day  forget  the  fact,  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  states  to-day,  that  the  running  of  the  road 
would  be  a  losing  operation  for  some  years  to  come,  and 
that  that  very  fact  was  made  the  reason  for  granting  to  the 
company  subventions  largely  in  excess  of  what  otherwise 
would  have  been  granted,  magnificent  subventions,  exceeding 
those  ever  granted  to  any  railway  corporation  in  the 
world,  and  that  it  was  necessary  to  put  the  company  in 
that  position,  so  that  they  should  not  be  absolutely  ruined 
in  operating  the  road  during  its  early  history. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  DAYIEs.  I  therefore  say  that  the  great  subventions, 
the  large  grants  of  land,  tho  grants  of  millions  of  money, 
the  monopolies,  hateful  in  themselves  and  adverse  to  tho 
interests  of  the  people,  and  which,  m  the  future,  will  bo  a 
curse  to  the  land,  were  attempted  to  be  justified  by  the  fact 
that  this  company  were  said  to  be  entering  into  a  contract 
tho  carrying  out  of  which  would  involve  them  in  much  loss. 
I  am  not  surprised  at  the  jeering  allusions  with  which  my 
references  to  monopolies  have  been  received  by  a  certain 
class  on  the  other  side,  and  by  the  Acting  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  himself.  Monopolios  which  are  odious  to  the  people  are 
not  odious  to  railway  corporators.  Monopolies  which  are 
hateful  and  injurious  to  the  people  are  not  hateful  or 
injurious  to  those  whose  interests  are  not  with  the  people,  but 
opposed  to  the  people  ;  and  therefore  I  am  not  surprised 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  jeer  and  sneer  at  any 
allusion  to  the  monopolies  which  were  given  to  that  com¬ 
pany,  and  which  his  distinguished  predecessor  promised 
this  House,  only  twelve  months  ago,  were  to  be  suri’ondered 
by  that  company — a  promise  which  he,  a  few  weeks  ago, 
took  care  to  repudiate. 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  “  No,”  says  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  intend 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  that  matter  a  liltlo 
further  on,  and  I  leave  it  now,  while  I  refer  to  two  or  thi'eo 
other  remarks' which  were  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy).  Tho  hon.  gentleman  stated  that 
the  remarkable  speech  made  by  tho  loader  of  tho  Opposition 
in  this  House  contained  statements  so  serious  in  their 
character  that  unless  they  were  rofuted  thero  could  bo  but 
one  conclusion  remaining  in  tho  minds  of  tho  House  and  tho 
country.  The  hon,  gentleman  essayed  the  task  of  exposing 
the  misrepresentations,  as  he  terms  them,  of  my  hon.  friond. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  scruple  to  say  that  his  task  was 
to  show  the  House  and  the  country  that  the  statements  mado 
by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  regarding  that  road,  tho 
building  of  that  road,  the  location  of  that  road,  the  grades 
and  curves  of  that  road,  tho  money  expended  on  that 
road,  tho  manner  in  which  the  road  was  financed  by 
its  corporators,  were  incorrect  in  themselves.  I  leave 
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it  to  the  House  to  say;  I  leave  it  to  the  country, 
after  it  has  read  my  hon.  friends  speech ;  I  leave  it  to  the 
gentlemen,  who  are  about  to  invest  in  stock,  and  whom 
he  feared  would  be  frightened  from  their  investment  after 
reading  the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  ;  I  leave 
it  to  them  to  say  whether  my  hon.  friend,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  one  statement,  has  even  made  an  attempt  to  answer 
any  one  of  the  serious  and  grave  charges  made  by  the  leade 
of  the  Opposition.  I  say,  deliberately,  at  the  outset,  that 
the  learned  and  able  man  put  forward  by  the  Government 
of  this  country  to  answer  the  serious  charges  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  never  attempted,  never  dared  to  refer  to 
one  of  those  charges,  excepting  the  one  with  reference  to 
the  depositing  of  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
interest  to  the  stockholders.  I  want  that  emphasised  and 
remembered ;  I  want  the  country  to  remember  that  the 
charges  made  by  the  leader  of  tho  Opposition  in  that  remark¬ 
ably  able  and  brilliant  speech, which,  up  to  this  moment,  has 
not  been  answered,  which  he  rose  to  answer,  was  not 
attempted  to  be  answered  by  him,  except  with  reference  to 
one  particular  charge  to  which  I  shall  refer.  Now,  my  hon. 
friend  stated  that  if  the  charge  made,  that  they  had  repaid 
themselves  the  capital  which  they  invested  in  that  company, 
was  true,  it  was  a  very  serious  charge,  so  serious  as,  in  his 
opinion,  to  destroy  all  confidence  in  the  company.  The  hon. 
gentleman  stated  that  the  total  receipts  from  capical  stock 
were  $29,000,000.  Ho  went  on  to  say  that  tho  $14,000,000 
deposited  to  secure  dividends,  and  the  $5,000,000  already  paid 
out  of  previous  deposits,  were  not  paid  out  of  the  proceeds 
of  stock,  but  out  of  something  else.  That  was  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  statement;  it  was  that,  or  nothing  at  all. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  That  was  the  very  language  he  used.  Sir, 
I  want  to  ask  that  hon.  gentleman  what  money  were  they 
paid  out  of?  You  say  that  money  came  from  another 
source.  Did  it  come  from  a  source  provided  by  tho  com¬ 
pany?  That  is  the  point.  Was  the  money  which  was 
deposited  by  the  company  in  the  hands  of  its  trustees  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  interest  on  their  stock  the  company’s 
own  money  ?  If  it  was  their  own  money,  it  matters  not  10 
cents  whether  it  came  from  the  sales  of  stock  or  from  other 
sources  provided  by  them.  The  proposition  is  this,  that  they 
have  taken  money  capital  of  their  own,  raised  by  them, 
either  from  the  sale  of  stock  or  other  some  source,  and  have 
placed  that  money  in  the  hands  of  a  trustee  on  trust,  and 
repaid  it  out  to  themselves  and  others  as  stockholders, 
year  by  year,  in  the  form  of  dividends,  and  they  have 
takon  care  that  in  the  repayment  out  of  that  money 
in  the  form  of  dividends,  they  themselves,  the  origina¬ 
tors  of  the  company,  the  corporators  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  shall  be  repaid  at  the  rate  of  24  per  cent,  on  the 
$5,000,000  they  have  invested.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  the  pro¬ 
position.  The  money  is  theirs.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  we  propose  a  policy  of  repudiation,  a  policy  of 
spoliation.  I  deny  it.  We  do  not  propose  to  touch 
the  money,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  it.  There 
never  was  a  proposition  from  this  side  to  lay  violent  legis¬ 
lative  or  other  hands  on  the  money.  Tho  money  is  there 
on  trust,  and  we  propose  that  it  shall  remain  there.  We  do 
not  propose,  we  do  not  suggest,  that  it  shall  be  touched,  but 
we  say  this  :  We  say,  if  you  gentlemen,  the  shareholders  of 
this  company,  are  in  want  of  money,  if  you  come  to  us  and 
ask  us  to  give  you  this  money  which  you  have  deposited 
with  us  to  pay  your  interest,  then  wo  are  willing  to  yield  to 
you,  and  to  pay  this  money  out.  Sir,  what  is  the  proposi¬ 
tion  ?  I  do  not  know  that  I  would  have  spent  any  time 
upon  this  subject  if  the  learned  gentleman,  who  has  a 
character  in  this  country  for  honor  and  probity,  the  reputa¬ 
tion  of  having  an  acute  intellect — had  not  waxed  wrotn  and 
strong  in  his  denunciation  of  this  side  for  doing  what  he 
must  know  they  never  proposod  to  do.  What  is  the 
Mr,  Davies, 
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proposition  moved  by  the  hon.  member  from  West  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron)  : 

“  Canada,  in  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  gave  the  company  vast  aids,  which  were  declared  to  be  ample 
and  final.” 

Is  that  true  ?  Was  it  not  only  said,  when  the  aid  were  first 
proposed,  that  they  were  ample  and  final,  but  was  it  not 
heard  from  every  gentlemen  on  that  side  who  spoke  last 
year,  that  when  the  supplemental  aid  was  given  it  was  to 
be  ample  and  final  beyond  all  question  ? 

“  Canada,  in  1884,  gave  the  company  fresh  additional  aids,  which 
were  again  declared  to  be  ample  and  final.” 

That  is  true.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  deny  it. 

“  The  shareholders  of  the  company  have  already  divided  among  them¬ 
selves  about  seven  millions  in  dividends,  and  have  on  deposit  with  the 
Government  about  fourteen  millions  more  to  provide  future  dividends 
for  themselves  for  over  eight  years  to  come,  while  they  affirm  that  the 
railway  wrll  be  profitable  from  the  day  of  its  opening.’  ’ 

Is  that  proposition  true  ?  Is  it  true  that  at  tho  present 
moment,  in  the  coffers  of  this  Government,  held  by  them 
as  trustees  for  the  shareholders,  those  shareholders  have  on 
deposit  to  their  credit  $14,000,000  of  money,  and  that  the 
Government  are  bound  to  dispose  of  that  year  by  year  in 
the  payment  of  dividends?  Is  that  true?  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  deny  it  ?  He  does  not ;  he  admits  it.  The  money 
is  there  for  the  purpose  of  being  repaid  in  the  form  of  divi¬ 
dends.  It  was  capital  money  put  there  for  that  purpose, which 
they  should  have  applied  in  the  prosecution  of  the  work. 
They  had  other  objects  in  view,  I  acknowledge — objects 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  sought  to  justify ;  but  the  facts 
are,  that  it  was  capital,  that  it  is  the  capital,  that  it  is  lying 
there  now,  that  it  is  upon  these  trusts  I  have  mentioned 
that  the  Government  are  bound  to  pay  it  out,  if  it  is  ever 
paid,  to  these  men.  Ah,  says  the  hon.  gentleman,  the 
securities  of  the  president  and  the  other  corporators,  for 
the  payment  of  interest  upon  the  money  they  have  invested, 
are  known.  They  are  secured,  come  weal  or  come  woe.  The 
railway  may  fail;  the  North-West  may  fill  up  with  immi¬ 
grants,  or  it  may  not ;  riots  and  rebellions  may  come ; 
Canada  may  become  crippled  in  her  resources ;  she  may 
become  almost  bankrupt ;  but  one  thing  we  have  secured 
beyond  peradventure,  that  for  the  next  five  or  six  years  we 
shall  get  24  per  cent,  on  five  millions  of  money.  With  these 
facts  staring  us  in  the  face,  what  does  tho  proposition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  declare  ?  I 
want  to  ask  calmly  and  coolly  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  whether  he  has 
given  a  fair  explanation  of  this  resolution  : 

“  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  shareholders - ” 

Shall  be  spoiled  of  their  money  ?  Canada  shall  repudiate 
her  obligation,  if  it  be  an  obligation,  for  the  payment  of 
dividends  ?  No : 

1 1  The  shareholders,  if  they  desire  more  money  for  their  operations, 
should  propose  to  utilise  their  deposits  for  future  dividends  instead  of 
asking  Canada  to  impair  its  existing  securities  to  make  large  further 
advances.” 

How  can  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  face  of  that  resolution, 
so  plain  and  distinct,  justify  his  serious  charge.  We  do  not 
propose  any  repudiation,  any  spoliation  of  the  widow  or 
orphan,  or  even  of  the  millionaire.  Wo  propose  that  those 
gentlemen,  having  got  into  deep  water  in  their  financial 
and  railway  operations,  shall  not  get  $15,000,000  more 
money  to  carry  on  their  financial  operations  in  the  future; 
but  having  that  $15,000,000  in  their  own  hands,  ready  to  be 
paid  by  us  at  any  time  they  ask  for  it,  we  say :  If  your 
desire  more  money  take  this  $15,000,000  ;  we  will  hand  it 
over  to  you  whenever  you  want  it ;  but  do  not  come 
upon  tho  tax-burdened  people  of  Canada,  whose  backs 
already  bear  sufficient  burdens,  and  ask  them  to  take  the 
$15,000,000  in  their  coffers  and  dispense  it  to  you  at 
the  rate  of  24  per  cent,  upon  $5,000,000  of  the  capital  you 
invested  in  the  enterprise,  as  well  as  to  put  their  hands 
in  their  pockets  and  give  you  $5,000,000  more  as  a  loan, 
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Sir,  a  more  impudent  proposition  was  never  made  to  any 
Government.  Only  a  Government  who  felt  themselves 
absolutely  secure  from  the  people,  because  they  have  a 
majority  that  will  vote  anything  they  ask,  would  allow 
such  a  proposition  to  be  submitted  to  them.  Common 
sense,  common  justice,  every  consideration  that  shou'd 
weigh  with  these  gentlemen,  who  have  the  fortunes  of 
Canada  in  their  charge,  should  induce  them,  at  the  time 
this  syndicate  came  to  ask  for  more  money,  to  reply :  Of 
course,  gentlemen  of  the  syndicate,  you  can  have  the 
money  ;  we  have  lots  of  it;  there  are  $15,000,000  lying  to 
your  credit  there  in  the  bank;  call  your  shareholders 
together;  let  them  express  their  desire  to  have  $10,010,000, 
or  even  the  whole  of  this  money,  and  you  can  get  it  with¬ 
out  any  hesitation  on  our  part,  and  use  it  to  implement  the 
contract  which  you  have  entered  into  with  the  people  of 
Canada,  and  which  you  say  you  are  unable  to  carry  out 
without  more  money.  Now,  I  think  I  have  answered  the 
hon.  gentleman  upon  the  only  serious  point  on  which  he 
challenged  the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  on  to  say :  You  must 
remember  that  large  numbers  of  these  shareholders  have 
boon  induced  to  take  the  stock  because  of  this  deposit 
being  made.  Does  anybody  deny  it  ?  Nobody  is  seeking 
to  take  that  money  from  them ;  the  Opposition  are  not 
asking  that ;  they  are  only  saying  that  if  these  men,  who 
have  invested  their  money  on  the  faith  of  that  deposit  being 
made,  now  see  that  it  is  necessary  in  their  own  interest  to 
withdraw  the  money,  in  order  that  they  may  do  better  with 
it,  let  them  come  forward  and  express  their  desire. 
It  is  not  for  the  injury  of  the  widow  and  orphan.  Oh,  how 
these  hon.  gentlemen’s  hearts  bleed  for  the  widow  and 
orphan.  I  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  millionaires  in  this 
country  and  in  the  old  country;  if  I  have  heard  it  once  I 
have  heard  it  fifty  times  ad  nauseam ,  that  this  company  is 
composed,  not  of  widows  and  orphans,  but  of  rich  men, 
millionaires,  any  one  of  whom  could  build  the  railway 
without  the  assistance  of  the  Government;  and  now,  when 
it  suits  their  purpose,  the  millionaire  is  dropped  and  the 
widow  and  the  orphan  come  to  the  surface.  Who  are  they  ? 
Let  us  hear  their  names.  The  president  of  the  company 
is  not  a  widow,  nor  an  orphan  either.  We  were  told,  only 
two  days  ago,  I  think,  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
that  he  is  a  man  possessed  of  untold  millions.  What  about 
the  other  gentlemen  who  compose  the  syndicate  ?  Have 
wo  not  been  told — has  it  not  been  thundered  in  our  ears, 
Session  after  Session — that  they  are  millionaires,  and  that  in 
that  fact  we  have  the  best  guarantee  that  they  will  carry 
the  railway  to  completion,  and  that  we  shall  secure  the  run¬ 
ning  of  it  afterwards  ?  But  it  turns  out  now  that  they  have 
all  been  transformed  into  widows  and  orphans.  But,  says 
my  hon.  friend,  nobody  can  deny  that  Mr.  Stephen,  when 
he  took  the  $15,000,000  from  the  capital  and  deposited  it 
with  the  Government,  for  the  purpose  of  guaranteeing  the 
dividends  on  the  stock,  did  it  in  good  faith.  Perhaps  he 
did  ;  but  I  will  take  his  own  statement  in  the  month  of  May, 
last,  and  according  to  that  statement,  whatever  may  have 
been  his  good  faith,  his  object  was  to  boom  the  stock  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  40  per  cent,,  the  average 
price  at  which  it  was  issued  to  him  and  the  rest  of  the  syndi¬ 
cate,  up  to  80,  which  he  hoped  it  would  reach,  and  thereby 
put  into  the  pockets  of  himself  and  his  coadjutors  $10,000,000 
of  cash.  Sir,  we  have  the  statement  here,  not  made  hap¬ 
hazard,  in  the  heat  of  debate,  but  the  written  statement, 
over  the  signature  of  George  Stephen  himself,  that  his 
object  in  doing  that  was  to  send  the  stock  of  the 
company  up ;  and  neither  he  nor  any  other  financial  man 
could  understand  why  that  stock  did  not  go  up  to  80,  and 
why  he  did  not  pocket  his  $10,o00,000.  I  doubt  very  much 
if  the  scheme  he  had  in  view  had  succeeded — if  the  stock 
had  boomed  up  to  80  and  had  then  been  disposed  of — 
whether  you  would  have  had  the  same  gentleman  applying 


for  aid  to-day.  Recollect,  there  is  no  personal  responsi 
bility  on  the  part  of  these  gentlemen.  If  they  could  have 
lealised  $10,000,000  profit  on  $10,000,000  invested,  shrewd 
financial  men  as  they  are,  they  would  have  pocketed  their 
$20,000,000  and  walked  out  of  the  undertaking,  and  said  : 
Let  you,  people  of  Canada,  finish  the  contract  as  you  please. 
No  matter  what  his  good  faith  was,  look  to  his  object,  and 
I  say  it  was  personal  gain  for  himself  and  those  associated 
with  him.  There  is  nothing  wrong  in  his  desire  to  make 
money  ;  he  has  a  right  to  make  it  in  every  honest  and 
legitimate  way  ;  but  when  his  schemes  “  gang  all  aglee,” 
when  they  go  to  rack  and  ruin,  when  he  cannot  raise  the 
money  to  carry  out  his  contract,  and  will  not  put  his  hand 
into  his  own  pocket  in  order  to  get  it,  it  is  pretty  hard  lines 
that  he  will  leave  the  $15,000,000  in  the  Bank  of  Montreal 
to  his  oredit,  and  ask  the  people  of  Canada  to  supply  him 
with  an  additional  advance  of  $5,000,000  or  $6,000,000, 
But,  says  my  hon.  friend,  he  had  no  personal  object  in  view. 
He  was  going  to  put  a  large  amount  of  other  stock  on  the 
market,  which  had  not  already  been  taken  up,  and  his 
object  was  to  secure  the  dividends  to  his  new  shareholders.  I 
like  my  hon.  friend’s  ingenuousness  ;  it  was  refreshing  in 
the  extreme.  Everything  that  was  done  was  done  for  the 
benefit  of  the  new  shareholders,  for  whom  this  little  bait 
was  set  to  induce  them  to  take  stock  in  the  company.  It 
was  not  at  all  for  the  benefit  of  the  gentlemen  who  put  in 
the  first  $5,000,000  and  the  second  the  $5,000,000,  in  order  to 
hold  $25,000,000  of  stock.  Oh,  no.  What  is  the  fact  ?  Did 
Mr.  Stephen  deposit  money  in  the  hands  of  the  trustees 
simply  to  secure  to  the  new  stockholders  the  payment 
of  their  dividends  ?  I  say  that  is  not  true.  He  deposited 
the  capital  of  the  company  for  the  purpose  of  diverting  it  to 
the  payment  of  interest  on  his  stock,  which  he  held  himself 
— to  the  $5,000,000  he  and  his  associates  have  put  in 
and  the  other  $5,000,000  for  which  he  and  they  took 
$20,000,000  of  stock  out  of  the  company  ;  and  it  was 
not  simply  or  solely,  not  even  largely,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  to  these  new  stockholders  the  payment  of  their 
dividends,  but  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  sure  nest  egg, 
an  investment  which  cannot  be  touched  or  impaired,  an 
investment  which  will  bring  him  24  percent,  interest  on  a 
part  of  the  money  he  and  his  friends  invested,  and  6  per 
cent,  on  the  balance,  for  the  next  eight  and  a  half  years, 
the  unexpired  portion  of  the  ton  years.  I  was  astonished 
that  my  hon.  lriend  should  have  adopted  the  role  which  has 
been  adopted  for  the  last  few  years  by  one  or  two  of  the  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  the  front  benches  opposite ;  I  was  astonished  that 
he  should  have  added  b  imself  to  those  who  clai  m  the  monopoly 
of  honesty  and  patriotism.  The  hon.  gentleman  lectured  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  because,  forsooth,  he  was  devoid 
of  patriotism,  because  he  had  no  love  for  his  country, 
because,  in  his  career,  heretofore,  he  had  shown  nothing  but 
a  desire  to  injure  the  country  and  the  people.  But  I  will 
place  the  record  of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  against  the  record  of  the  hon.  member  from  Simcoe 
(Mr.  McCarthy),  or  any  gentleman  on  that  side  they  can 
produce,  and  1  will  ask  the  people  of  the  country  who  has 
shown  the  most  self-abnegation  ?  Who  has  shown  the  most 
patriotism?  Who,  at  all  times,  has  been  most  ready  to 
sacrifice  himself  and  his  material  interests  on  behalf  of  his 
country?  My  hon.  friend  asked  him  to  become  patriotic 
— and  do  what  ?  Patriotism,  in  his  eyes,  consists  in  the 
suppression  of  the  truth.  My  hon.  friend  asked  him  :  Do 
not  tell  these  awful  stories  about  the  curves,  these  dreadful 
stories  about  the  gradients,  do  not  tell  the  fact  that  the  com¬ 
pany  have  not  yet  got  a  line  located  through  the  Kicking 
Horse  Pass  and  over  the  Selkirk  hills,  because,  if  you  do, 
you  may  prevent  the  syndicate  soiling  their  stock  in 
the  English  money  market.  I  want  to  ask  my  hon.  friend 
a  solemn  question.  Was  one,  or  were  all  of  th.  tacts  stated  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  the  connection  to  which  I  have 
referred,  untrue.  Sir,  wo  have  had  those  statements  made 
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now  for  two  or  three  days.  We  know  that,  if  true,  they  are 
most  damaging,  if  not  ruinous,  to  our  great  transcontinental 
railway,  to  the  great  enterprise  that  we  are  now  being  called 
on  to  vote  more  millions  of  the  people’s  money  to  sustain. 
If  they  are  not  true,  patriotism  calls  upon  my  bon.  friend  to 
deny  them.  Ho  was  prompted  ;  he  had  his  brief  from  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  I  have  no  doubt  he  had  his 
instructions  and  information.  I  do  not  say  this  in  an 
insulting  way  at  all.  He  had,  when  he  took  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  replying  to  statements  carefully  weighed  and 
accurately  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  he  could  deny  them  or  not ;  and  if  my  bon. 
friend,  with  his  heart  bursting  with  patriotism,  over¬ 
whelmed  with  love  of  country,  not  having  any  selfish 
interests  to  serve,  but  simply  and  solely  desiring  to  advance 
the  interests  of  the  country  to  which  he  belongs,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  give  a  push  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway; 
if  the  hon.  gentleman,  standing  in  that  position,  and  deter¬ 
mined  and  desirous,  and  justly  so,  to  deny  any  serious  mis¬ 
statement  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  was  not 
able,  after  a  consultation  with  the  solicitor  of  the  company 
and  with  its  vice-president,  after  consultation  with  ail 
those  who  manage  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway — if  he 
was  not  able  to  deny  any  one  of  those  serious  statements,  I 
say  that  this  House  has  arrived  at  a  more  serious  state 
of  the  debate  than  it  has  arrived  at  heretofore.  I  must  say 
that  when  those  statements  were  made  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  I  stood  aghast  at  them.  I  hoped  my  hon.  leader 
had  been  in  some  way  or  other  misled  in  his  estimates  of 
the  grades  and  the  curves,  and  the  total  repudiation  of  the 
standard  which  the  company  had  adopted  a  few  years  ago  ; 
and  when  I  saw  my  hon.  friend  opposite  calmly  and  cooly 
rise  in  his  place  and  make  the  promises  he  made  in  opening, 
of  what  he  was  going  to  do,  I  hoped  that  some  of  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  were  going  to  be 
denied. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  hon.  .gentleman, 
as  he  has  repeated  this  several  times,  that  I  thought  I  had 
made  it  perfectly  clear,  when  I  opened,  that  I  did  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  discuss  any  except  the  one  matter  which  I  deemed 
pertinent  to  the  subject  in  hand. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  took  down  the  hon.  gentleman’s  lan¬ 
guage,  and  I  heard  him  say :  “  If  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 

tion  can,  only  for  once,  become  patriotic,  and  sink  his  desire 
to  injure  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  cease  making 
these  statements  about  curves  and  grades,  Twill  then  respect 
him  more  than  I  do."  I  want  to  press  that  home.  Are 
those  statements  true  or  untrue  ?  If  they  are  true,  it  is  the 
highest  patriotism  to  declare  them,  and  I  say  the  man  who 
has  the  industry  to  find  them  out,  in  the  first  place, 
and  the  ability  and  moral  courage  to  present  them  after¬ 
wards,  is  the  man  who  has  true  patriotism.  It  is  neither 
honest  or  patriotic  to  suppress  the  truth.  I  say,  to  go 
home  to  the  monied  men  of  England  with  a  statement  in 
your  hand  which  is  a  suppression  of  the  truth  is  tanta¬ 
mount  to  telling  a  lie;  and  I  say  that  the  man  who  is 
patriotic,  is  honest,  because  he  desires  to  place  his  country 
in  a  true  light.  I  am  sick  and  tired  of  those  men  who  are 
never  satisfied  except  when  they  are  indulging  in  wild 
exaggeration  as  to  the  present  condition  and  future  pros¬ 
pects  of  Canada.  Our  present  condition  is  good  enough 
and  our  future  prospects  are  good  enough,  if  fairly  told,  to 
justify  us  in  claiming  a  share  of  the  emigration  of  the  old 
world,  and  in  asking  the  monied  people  of  th8  world  to 
place  a  share  of  their  investment  in  Canada,  without  telling 
a  lie ;  and  I  say,  if  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  obtain  money 
from  our  English  friends,  to  tell  a  lie,  the  sooner  Canada’s 
name  is  blotted  out  from  tho  list  of  nations  the  better  for 
her.  Dishonesty  and  patriotism  never  have  been  asso¬ 
ciated,  heretofore.  They  are  inconsistent  the  one  with  the 
other.  The  true  patriot  must  be  an  honest  man,  and  he 
Mr.  Davies. 


who  tells  the  truth,  not  only  to  the  foreigners  but  to  his 
own  people,  is  a  patriotic  as  well  as  an  honest  man. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  When  tho  House  rose  I  was  endeavoring 
to  reply  to  the  arguments  advanced  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy),  as  to  the  impropriety  or  injustice 
of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron).  I  contended  then,  as  I  contend  now,  that  we 
have  knocking  at  the  doors  of  this  Dominion  the  share¬ 
holders  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  We 
have  them  coming  here  in  their  corporate  capacity,  asking 
Parliament  to  advance  them,  in  addition  to  the  moneys  we 
gave  them  last  year,  further  sums  of  money,  and  to 
rearrange  and  readjust  the  securities  we  then  took  upozt 
their  property,  so  that  they  may  be  able  to  go  into  the 
money  markets  and  place  first  mortgage  bonds  on  those 
markets,  and  raise  thereby  $15,000,000  extra;  and  I  said  it 
was  perfectly  just  and  proper  that  we  should  reply  to  these 
shareholders,  so  knocking  at  our  doors,  that  we  had  no 
money  of  our  own  to  give  them,  but  that  we  had  a  large 
sum  of  money  belonging  to  themselves,  which  we  held  in 
trust,  and  which  we  were  perfectly  willing,  at  any  time 
when  their  work  required  it,  to  hand  over  to  them.  I 
shall  deal  no  further  with  that  branch  of  the  case, 
because  it  seems  to  me  that  the  proposition  is  a  just 
one,  and  the  contention  of  my  hon.  friend  was  not 
tenablo.  I  wish  to  refer  shortly  to  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives), 
when  he  replied  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  That 
hon.  gentleman,  with  a  modesty  which  was  becoming 
to  him,  said  at  once  that  he  would  not  attempt  to  reply  to 
the  great  mass  of  figures  which  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  It  could  not 
have  been  expected  that  he  would.  He  acknow¬ 
ledged  the  terrible  force  of  the  argument  contained  in 
the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend.  He  acknowledged  tha‘, 
unless  it  could  be  replied  to,  it  was  irresistible,  Lut  he 
expressed  the  hope — nay,  he  went  so  far  as  to  exprezs 
the  almost  certain  belief — that  some  gentleman  w  io 
was  to  follow  him  would  completely  answer  this  financial 
argument  and  refute  the  conclusions  drawn  from  the  pre¬ 
sentation  of  tho  figures  which  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  presented.  When  he  referred  to  the  enthusia  ztio 
reception  which  the  conclusion  of  that  hon.  gentleman’s 
remarks  met  with  on  this  side  of  the  House,  he  said  he  was 
not  surprised  at  it,  because,  for  the  first  time  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  announced  a  policy, 
and  it  was  something  so  very  novel  and  so  very  strange 
that  he  was  not  surprised  at  his  followers  cheering  him.  I 
am  not  going  into  the  general  political  history  of  the  country  ; 
I  am  not  going  to  refer  to  the  numerous  prominent  points 
or  disputes  between  the  parties,  wherein  a  policy  has  been 
formulated  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  a  clear,  a  distinct 
and  a  definite  policy ;  I  am  going  to  confine  myself  to  the 
special  question  now  before  the  Souse — the  construction  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway— and  I  am  going  to  ask  the 
House  whether  there  is  any  truth  whatever  in  the  charge. 
I  will  recall  the  attention  of  hon.  members  to  the  facts  as 
they  are  to  be  found  in  Hansard ,  in  the  year  1880,  when  the 
proposition  of  the  present  Government  to  construct  this  road 
by  means  of  this  syndicate  was  first  presented.  It  is  within 
the  knowledge  of  everybody  who  heard  or  who  read  the 
debate  that  the  proposition  was  denounced  by  this  side  of 
House,  and  notably  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  ;  but  he 
did  not  stop  at  mere  denunciation.  It  is  known,  it  must 
be  known  to  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe,  it  is 
known  to  tho  country,  that  at  that  time  the  hon.  gentleman 
not  only  denounced  tho  proposition  then  presented  as  unfair 
and  unjust  to  the  people  of  this  country,  but  he  presented  a 
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proposition  of  Ms  own,  a  policy  of  his  own,  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  that  road,  a  policy  worthy  of  a  statesman,  a  policy 
which,  I  venture  to  assert,  if  it  had  been  adopted  when  it 
was  proposed  by  him,  this  country  would  not  be  in  the  dif¬ 
ficulty  and  trouble  it  is  now,  and  we  would  not  be  paying 
out  the  millions  and  millions  of  money  we  are  asked  to  pay 
year  by  year  in  support  of  this  syndicate.  That  policy  was — 
instead  of  entering,  upon  the  mad,  the  insane  attempt 
to  construct  a  Pacific  Railway  from  ocean  to  ocean  in  the 
manner  it  has  been  attempted  as  fast  as  money  can  be 
obtained,  by  borrowing  on  the  credit  of  this  country ;  instead 
of  rushing  it  into  the  Rocky  Mountains  and  into  a  pass  not 
previously  surveyed,  changing  it  from  one  place  to  another, 
before  it  is  even  ascertained  that  the  latter  route  is  passable 
at  all ;  instead  of  rushing  it  through  with  an  unprecedented 
haste,  and  boasting  of  that  haste,  when  the  result  of  it  is  in¬ 
jury  instead  of  good — that  proposed  policy  was  that  this  road 
should  be  built  as  Parliament  originally  pledged  itself  to  build 
it,  as  quickly  as  the  resources  of  the  country  permitted,  with¬ 
out  unduly  over  burdening  the  tax  payer  ;  that  it  should  be 
pushed  through  the  prairie  with  energy  ;  that  it  should  be 
pushed  through  so  as  to  be  kept  ahead  of  settlement  and 
ahead  of  immigration  ;  that  it  should  be  pushed  through  so 
that,  when  people  flocked  into  that  great  country  and 
settled  it,  branch  lines  might  bo  built  north  and  south  ;  that 
it  should  be  pushed  through  so  that,  when  that  country 
filled  up,  and  we  had  a  population  there  numbering  millions, 
and  the  population  of  this  Dominion,  instead  of  numbering 
three  or  four  millions,  numbered  six  or  seven,  then  we 
would  be  in  a  position,  having  our  surveys  completed,  having 
a  better  knowledge  of  that  country,  having  a  better  develop¬ 
ment  of  that  country,  having  more  money  at  our  command 
and  greater  credit  in  the  markets  of  the  world, to  push  through 
the  hitherto  inaccessible  mountains,  the  Rocky  Mountains 
and  the  mountains  beyond  them.  What  is  the  result 
of  the  policy  which  has  been  adopted  ?  It  is  that  hundreds 
of  miles  of  railway  exist  to-day,  with  hardly  a  settlor  upon 
them,  and  that  the  line  has  been  pushed  with  such  haste 
that,  while  it  created  a  boom  for  a  time,  the  pendulum 
swung,  and  swung  with  such  a  crash  that  it  left  hundreds 
of  our  best  men  in  financial  ruin,  and  spread  disaster  and 
dismay  throughout  the  North-West;  and  that,  instead  of 
that  country  progressing  as  we  expected  it  would, 
such  has  been  the  mismanagement  and  the  reckless 
haste  and  the  extravagance  which  has  marked  the  course 
of  the  company,  and  of  the  Government,  in  regard  to 
it,  that  we  find  them  unable  to  complete  the  contract,  aud 
that  year  after  year  they  are  coming  back  and  asking  for 
more  money.  No  policy  ?  What  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
will  dare  to  get  up  and  say  that  the  policy  of  prudence  and 
economy,  the  statesmanlike  policy  proposed  in  1880  by  my 
hon.  friend,  was  not  a  policy  to  make  that  country  prosper¬ 
ous,  a  policy  which  to-day  would  meet  tho  approval  of  the 
best  men  in  Canada  ?  They  dare  not  say  so.  They  laughed 
at  it  then,  and  they  laughed  at  it  the  next  year,  when  my 
hon.  friend  said  that  the  company  were  rushing  much  too 
fast,  when  he  told  them  what  the  results  were  going 
to  be,  when  he  told  them,  with  a  prescience 
which  they  should  commend  instead  of  decrying,  that 
tho  results  would  bo  ruin  and  disaster,  and  that  if  they 
rushed  it  through  the  Rocky  Mountains  without  proper 
surveys,  without  knowing  the  grades  and  curves,  they 
would  be  sure  to  meet  with  results  such  as  he  depicted  in 
his  speech  the  other  day,  which  remains  unanswered.  Yet, 
in  the  face  of  this,  we  have  the  hon.  gentleman  saying  that, 
for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  this  party,  a  policy  has 
been  announced.  That  is  the  usual  course.  One  makes  a 
ridiculous  statement,  another  takes  it  up,  and  then,  parrot-like, 
it  is  repeated  through  the  press  and  by  the  claqueurs  through¬ 
out  the  country,  and  on  every  platform,  until  the  people 
almost  believe  it  is  true.  I  say  that  from  the  first  an  honest, 
prudent,  statesman  like  railway  policy  has  been  propounded 
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on  this  side  of  the  House,  which,  if  adopted,  would  have 
made  this  a  happy  day  for  the  people  of  Canada.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  as  usual,  of  course  had  to  havo  his  little  shy  or 
fling  at  the  want  of  patriotism.  Those  hon.  gentlemen 
cannot  get  through  any  speech  without  shouting  want 
of  patriotism.  As  I  made  some  remarks  upon  that 
subjeev  before  dinner,  I  will  not  x’epeat  them  now; 
but  tho  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  say,  and  he  evidently 
thought  his  argument  a  very  strong  one,  that  we  were  not 
free,  as  a  Parliament,  to  refuse  this  money ;  that  we  had 
entered  into  a  compact  with  British  Columbia  to  build  that 
line  in  a  certain  time  and  in  a  certain  way;  and  with  the 
grandiloquence  becoming  a  man  of  his  position  and  expecta¬ 
tions,  he  declared  that  every  man  who  had  voted  in  favor  of 
that  compact  was  bound  to  spend  the  country’s  last  dollar 
to  carry  out  this  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  undertaking, 
irrespective  of  the  prudence  or  the  propriety  of  granting  this 
five  millions;  irrespective  of  the  justice  of  the  propositions 
made  to  us,  we  wore  bound  to  spend  every  dollar  we  could 
beg,  borrow  or — I  was  going  to  say  steal — in  order  to  carry 
this  out.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  puts  me  in  mind  of  Arte- 
mus  Ward,  who,  during  the  late  rebellion  in  the  United 
States,  announced  that  he  was  prepared  to  sacrifice  all  his 
wife’s  relations  to  maintain  the  honor  of  the  stars  and 
stripes.  So  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  while  declaring 
that  he  is  ready  to  sacrifice  the  last  dollar  of  the  finances 
of  this  country,  and  every  dollar  we  can  lay  hands  upon, 
has  taken  care  to  remove  some  of  his  own  dollars  into 
the  State  of  Texas,  where  they  shall  not  be  appropri¬ 
ated  for  the  purposes  of  completing  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  Wonderful  patriotism !  I  wonder  if  he  thinks  it 
is  worthy  of  imitation.  But,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
know  that  this  proposed  loan,  which  wo  are  now  discuss¬ 
ing,  has  nothing  to  do  with  carrying  out  the  compact  with 
British  Columbia.  That  is  not  the  proposition  before  us. 
1  have  heard  it  stated,  time  and  again,  and  I  have  not  heard 
it  denied — it  comes  from  the  other  side  of  the  House — that 
the  company  are  perfectly  able  to  carry  out  their  contract. 
Did  we  not  hear  it  asserted  and  re-asserted  last  year  by 
every  leading  light  on  the  other  side,  that  tho  money 
then  voted  to  them  was  not  needed  to  enable  them  to 
carry  out  the  contract  ?  It  is  to  enable  them  to  do 
something  wonderful,  that  never  was  known  before  — 
I  hardly  know  what  it  is  myself.  But  they  pledged 
themselves  two  years  ago  that,  with  these  resources  at 
their  command,  they  could  finish  this  contract  by  1883, 
and  thoy  now  want  more  money.  They  do  not  want  to 
carry  out  the  compact  with  British  Columbia.  They  previ¬ 
ously  stated  that  the  company  could  finish  tho  construction  of 
this  road  by  1886  without  money.  What  do  they  want  money 
now  for  ?  They  want  money  because  they  have  taken  the 
money  which  they  bound  themselves  to  use  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  contracted  line  and  have  appropriated  it  to 
their  financial  operations  in  other  outside  objects,  with 
which  the  people  of  this  country  have  nothing  to  do,  and 
which  it  would  have  been  better  for  the  company  if  they  had 
left  entirely  alone.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  com¬ 
plain  that  while  we  heard  a  great  deal  last  year  against 
monopolies,  against  the  manner  in  which  tho  contract  was 
being  carried  out,  this  year,  he  said,  we  heard  nothing  from 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  against  the  monopoly 
clauses,  we  heard  nothing  from  him  against  tho  character 
of  the  work.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond 
and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  was  evidently  in  the  position  of  a 
man  who  had  prepared  his  speech  beforehand.  He  thought 
he  knew  what  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  going  to 
say,  and  he  made  his  speech  ready  to  answer  it,  and  it  was 
such  a  good  speech,  that  although  it  was  not  an  answer,  be 
could  not  resist  the  temptation  to  deliver  it.  If  he  had 
been  in  his  place  and  had  listened  to  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition,  or  if  ho  reads  tho  Hansard  now,  ho  will  find  that 
page  after  page  is  taken  in  proving,  to  a  demonstration, 
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by  evidence  taken  from  their  own  papers,  mark  you,  not 
from  newspaper  reports,  not  from  outside  reports,  but  from 
the  official  papers  made  by  these  gentlemen  themselves,  and 
filed  by  these  gentlemen  themselves,  in  the  office  of  the 
Minister  of  Eailways,  and  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House, 
that  the  contract  running  through  the  Eocky  Mountains, 
over  the  Selkirk  Eange,  is  not  up  to  the  standard, 
is  not  nearly  up  to  the  standard  ;  it  is  not  pre¬ 
tended  to  come  within  a  mile  of  the  standard ;  that 
both  as  regards  grades  and  curves,  and  as  regards 
other  points  in  the  standard  which  was  selected, 
namoly,  the  Union  Pacific  road,  this  road  does  not  pretend 
to  come  up  to  it.  He  would  find,  fuithex’,  that  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  denounced  the  monopolies  in  the  most 
scathing  terms,  not  only  as  berng  unjust  in  themselves— 
nay,  he  went  further— as  being  unconstitutional ;  he 
denounced  the  monopolies  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
Government  continued  them  in  Manitoba.  But  he  went 
further,  and  he  denounced,  as  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part 
of  this  Government  with  the  people  of  Manitoba,  their 
refusal  to  carry  out  the  promises  made  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  last  year,  when  he  applied  for  the  loan  of 
thirty  millions,  and  stated  that  if  we  gave  that 
loan  the  Government  would  see  their  way  clear  to 
relieve  the  people  of  Manitoba  from  this  monopoly. 
So,  Sir,  I  maintain  that  the  very  points  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  complained  had  been  ignored  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  were  the  points  that  received  very  great 
attention  at  his  hands. 

How,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  process  of  re-arranging  securities 
and  of  advancing  more  money  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  Company  is  becoming  an  annual  treat.  In  1880, 
when  the  contract  was  entered  into,  it  was  contended  that  the 
people  should  accept  it,  because,  in  the  first  place,  the  men 
who  composed  the  syndicate  were  men  of  great  financial 
ability,  were  millionaires,  were  men  possessing  unbounded 
■wealth,  were  men  whose  possession  of  wealth  gave  a  guar¬ 
antee  to  the  country  that  the  contract  they  entered  into 
would  be  carried  out  faithfully  ;  and  secondly,  that  by 
letting  the  contract  in  this  way  we  would  be  relieved 
from  all  the  uncertainty  and  doubts  which  surrounded  the 
construction  of  the  road  by  ourselves  ;  that  we  knew  exactly 
what  we  were  going  to  spend.  We  were  asked  to  give  them 
a  princely  subvention ;  we  were  asked  not  to  withhold  our 
hands,  but  to  deal  fairly,  even  lavishly,  with  these  men, 
because  in  doing  so  we  would  have  the  best  guarantee  in 
the  world  that  they  would  carry  out  their  contract,  and 
the  company  would  not  come  back  knocking  at  our  doors 
for  more  help.  We  were  to  have  an  absolute  guarantee, 
and  to  be  relieved  from  all  uncertainty.  The  House 
supported  the  proposition  made  by  the  First  Minister,  and 
these  gentlemen  got  this  contract.  Last  year,  when  we  met 
here,  the  first  thing  we  were  called  upon  to  do  was  to  discuss 
this  marvellous  financial  operation  which  they  had 
entered  into  with  the  Government  in  the  previous  Novem¬ 
ber,  1883,  a  scheme  by  which,  by  depositing  a  large  amount 
of  capital  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  they  hoped  to 
float  their  bonds,  to  boom  their  bonds,  up  to  a  figure  in  the 
market  which  would  enable  some  of  them  to  realise  large  for¬ 
tunes.  They  hoped  to  realise  such  enormous  sums  of  money 
by  this  financial  operation  that  not  only  would  they  enrich 
themselves,  but  they  were  to  have  a  large  surplus  with 
which  to  carry  on  all  the  operations  connected  with  the  con¬ 
tracted  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  and  the  other 
outside  enterprises  in  which  they  had  engaged.  We  dis¬ 
cussed  that  proposition,  and  we  were  told  by  the  then  Min¬ 
ister  of  Eailways  that  that  scheme  had  met  with  a  great 
disaster.  It  had  proved  disastrous  in  every  sense.  Instead 
of  booming  the  stock,  the  public  had  lost  confidence 
in  it ;  the  stock  had  gone  down,  and  they  were 
obliged  to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  us  for  a  loan  ot 
thirty  millions  more.  Well,  Sir,  that  proposition  scattered 
Mr.  Davies, 


to  the  winds  every  argument  they  had  used  when  they  pro¬ 
posed  this  scheme  first  to  tho  House.  The  finality  part  of  the 
scheme  was  gone.  And,  Sir,  when  he  made  that  statement, 
and  was  obliged  to  tell  us  the  condition  in  which  that  road 
then  was,  the  manner  in  which  those  gentlemen  had  carried 
on  their  operations  up  to  that  date,  it  was  evident  that  the 
operations  had  been  carried  on  with  an  absence  of  all  pru¬ 
dence  and  foresight,  and  we  were  again  launched  upon  a  wide 
sea  of  uncertainty  and  doubt.  We  were  asked  then  to  give  the 
thirty  millions,  and  we  were  told  that  this  would  end  the 
difficulty.  We  were  asked  in  the  first  place,  to  give  up  the 
million  dollars  ot  money  they  had  deposited  as  a  guarantee 
for  the  completion  of  the  contract.  We  gave  that  up.  We 
were  asked  afterwards  to  alter  themodeof  payment,  so  that 
they  might  have  a  more  favorable  mode  of  receiving  their 
money  than  they  had  before;  and  we  were  asked,  thirdly,  to 
give  them  thirty  millions  of  money.  So  the  security  which 
we  had  previously  supposed  we  derived  from  the  fixity  of 
our  obligations  was  gone.  We  replied,  that  in  the  absence 
of  more  reliable  information,  in  view  of  the  impossibility  of 
reconciling  the  discrepancies  existing  between  the  different 
statements  of  this  company,  which  they  have  put  forward 
from  time  to  time,  we  ought  to  decline  to  give  this  money. 
We  had  no  guarantee  that  if  we  would  give  the  money  it 
would  be  final ;  and  we  had  not  sufficient  information  before 
us  to  justify  reasonable  and  prudent  men  in  giving 
the  money.  What  information  had  we  ?  The  president  of 
the  road  had  made  two  or  three  authoritative  statements  as 
to  the  cost  of  the  road.  In  December,  1882,  he  had  pub¬ 
lished  a  statement,  in  which  he  was  asking  the  capitalists 
of  the  world  to  take  stock  in  the  road,  and  he  estimated  the 
cost  at  $99,000,000.  In  May,  1883,  he  published  a  manifesto 
to  the  shareholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway,  and  he 
repeated  the  same  statements  and  mado  the  same  estimate. 
He  pointed  out  that  the  subsidy  was  $25,000,090,  land  grant 
bonds  $20,000,000,  and  the  proceeds  of  $90,000,000  of  stock  to 
realise  $54,000,000,  which  items  would  cover  the  $99,000,000 
which  he  had  given  as  an  estimate  to  tho  world ;  and  a  sum 
for  which,  after  long  consideration  and  consultation  with 
his  engineers  and  sub-engineers,  he  had  come  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  the  road  could  be  built.  When  the  company  came 
down  to  this  House,  instead  of  keeping  to  that  statement, 
instead  of  continuing  to  abide  by  the  calculations  the  presi¬ 
dent  had  made  in  that  regal’d,  they  say  :  No  ;  if  you  will 
give  us  $30,000,000  it  would  be  sufficient  with  which  to 
build  the  road,  being  $22,000,000  less  than  the  sum  the  presi¬ 
dent  told  the  public  the  company  could  build  the  road  for,  only 
six  months  before.  The  first  estimate  the  company  submitted 
was  for  $99,000,000,  as  I  have  said.  The  last  one,  submitted 
last  year,  was  $85,000,000,  being  a  difference  of  $14,000,000. 
When  we  come  to  examine  the  estimate  of  1885  we  find  it 
is  composed  in  part  of  three  items  that  do  not  appear  in  the 
first  estimate :  $5,000,009  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  for  the  payment  of  future  dividends  ;  $3,500,000 
to  secure  an  extension  to  the  seaboard ;  $500,000  which  had 
been  paid  for  Credit  Valley  bonds,  making  $9,000,000,  not 
included  in  the  previous  estimate  of  $99,000,000.  And  those 
$9,000,000  added  to  $13,000,000  makes  a  difference  on  the 
face  of  the  estimate  of  $22,000,000,  that  is,  a  difference  in  the 
estimate  submitted  in  1882,  and  repeated  in  May,  1883,  and 
the  one  submitted  for  tho  loan  in  1884.  We  said  that  unless 
we  had  something  clearer  and  more  definite  it  was  not  pro¬ 
per  for  the  people  and  their  representatives  to  vote  the 
money  asked.  The  House  voted  the  money.  What  was 
said  when  the  discrepancies  wore  pointed  out,  when  we 
showed  there  was  a  decided  possibility  that,  as  the  company 
was  going  into  large  outside  speculations,  they  would  come 
back  at  a  future  time  and  demand  additional  money.  We 
pointed  out  that  in  tho  case  of  the  Grand  Trunk  similar 
subventions  had  been  given,  and  time  after  time  thoy 
had  come  back  for  aid.  We  pointed  out  that  the 
circumstances  of  the  two  cases  were  parallel,  and  there  was  a 
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danger  that  before  long  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  would  again  be  knocking  at  our  door?  What  reply 
did  we  receive  from  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  ?  They 
laughed  our  fears  to  scorn.  They  told  us  that  although  we 
might  assume  the  role  of  prophets  there  was  nothing  in  our 
prophecies — no  ground  or  data  to  go  on ;  and  they  did  so, 
although  we  had  pointed  out  the  discrepancies  in  the  figures, 
that  the  case  was  parallel  with  that  of  the  Grand  Trunk, 
and  that  we  were  voting  money  in  the  dark  ;  although  we 
showed  that  the  lino  had  not  been  properly  surveyed,  and 
that,  as  regards  the  new  line  proposed  to  run  through  the 
Kicking  Horse  Pass,  the  company  did  not  yet  know  what  it 
would  cost.  I  remember,  when  I  had  the  temerity  to 
express  my  fear  that  the  country  would  be  called  upon  at  a 
future  day  to  pay  more  money,  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
(Hr.  Foster)  was  very  facetious  on  the  point.  Ho  repre¬ 
sented  how  utterly  absurd  it  was;  he  know  more  of  the 
future ;  he  had  considered  the  whole  question  and  deter¬ 
mined  that  this  application  would  be  final.  He  could  afford 
to  laugh  to  scorn  the  fears  of  those  who,  having  examined 
the  question,  thought  it  very  probable  that  the  company 
would  be  back  again  asking  for  more.  I  will  read  a  few 
remarks  from  the  hon .  gentleman’s  speech,  as  he  referred 
to  me  at  that  time.  Referring  to  me,  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  delights  in  representing  this  amount  as  a  drain 
upon  the  Treasury,  and  not  having  the  fear  of  many  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  in  his  eyes,  he  indulges  in  precise  prophecies.  Sir, 
the  preciseness  of  Vennor’s  prophecies  amounts  to  nothing  beside  his  ; 
Wiggins’  snow  storm  fame  has  no  business  to  light  a  candle  beside  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  comparing  the  preciseness,  the  earnestness  and 
the  certainty  with  which  they  respectively  predict.  And  he  is  equally 
precise  as  to  the  time  ;  he  does  not  leave  himself  much  of  a  margin.  He 
does  not  say,  at  some  future  time,  or  in  a  number  of  years,  but  in  two 
years.  In  two  years  he  says  the  company  will  be — where  ?  They  will  be 
here  ;  they  will  not  be  importuning  the  Government  somewnere  else, 
but  before  this  House,  this  Parliament,  and  for  what  ?  Asking  them  for 
a  sum  of  money.” 

“  And  with  what  delightful  precision  the  hon.  gentleman  states  that 
sum  of  money  ;  it  will  be  exactly  twenty-two  and  a-half  millions,  not  a 
dollar  le3s  or  a  dollar  more.  Now,  Sir,  letme  hold  up  before  the  eyes  of 
the  gentlemen  present  this  prophecy.  Let  me  ask  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen’s,  especially,  to  jot  it  down  in  his  note  book,  for  fear  he  may 
forget,  and  if  he  and  I  live  just  two  years  from  this  day  of  February, 
1884,  we  will  meet  some  place,  and  compare  notes  with  reference  to 
this  prophecy.  If  I  am  not  greatly  mistaken,  if  I  had  a  reputation  to 
lose,  I  would  not  care  to  risk  it  iu  such  a  reckless  way  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  risked  his  reputation  to-day.” 

He  was  sure  on  the  point.  He  needed  no  more  guarantees 
because  he  had  the  assurance  of  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  of  Mr.  Stephen,  president  of  the  company,  that 
$30,000,000  would  place  the  matter  beyond  all  doubt.  Then 
he  had  the  assurance  of  the  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White),  who  said  it  was  an  absolute  certainty.  With  such 
a  magnificent  trio  as  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell,  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  and  Mr.  Stephen,  the  idea  of  a  member  of 
the  Opposition  daring  to  insinuate  the  possibility  of  another 
application  was  monstrous;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  had  his 
joke  for  a  little  time.  We  are  here  now.  I  have  got  my 
note  book.  But  we  are  a  little  in  advance  of  the  time.  The 
gentlemen  are  knocking  at  the  door  of  this  House 
again,  before  the  two  years  are  up.  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
friends  could  not  wait  for  the  two  years  to  pass  without 
making  another  grab  at  the  Treasury.  Equally  is  the  hon. 
gentleman  ready  to  vote  more  money  and  proclaim  that 
they  will  not  come  again.  He  will  be  perfectly  certain,  as 
ho  was  before,  that  this  arrangement  will  carry  them 
through.  Has  he  not  the  assurance  of  a  greater  man  than 
Sir  Charles  Tupper — the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  and 
then  there  is  the  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr. 
Ives)  to  back  him  up.  There  is  no  need  to  examine  figures, 
to  look  at  the  returns,  in  order  to  see  that  the  company  have 
not  to  this  day  got  their  line  located  through  the  Kicking 
Horse  .Pass.  Thero  is  no  need  to  tell  him  that  the  company 
nave  thrown  up  a  location  through  the  Rocky  Mountains 
which  was  fixed  and  practicable,  and  where  the  grades  and 


curves  were  within  the  standard,  in  order  to  go  on  a  wild 
goose  chase  in  search  of  a  location  through  the  unsurveyed 
Kicking  Horse  Pass.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  every¬ 
thing.  I  am  told,  with  a  preciseness,  with  an  assurance  which 
no  other  gentleman  can  rival,  that  they  will  never  be  here 
any  more.  All  you  have  to  do  is  to  vote  this  money  ;  and  if 
they  ever  come  again,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  equal  to 
the  occasion.  I  hope  now,  that  hereafter,  when  a  fear  is 
expressed,  which  is  not  a  mere  prophecy,  but  is  based  on 
ascertained  facts,  he  will  devote  himself  to  answering  those 
facts,  and  not  laughing  at  the  prophecy,  which  is  the  result 
of  them.  How,  Sir,  I  said  that  we  had  the  assurance  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  that  there  was  to  be  no  doubt 
about  this.  Other  men  might  have  doubts,  but  he  had 
fathomed  and  probed  the  thing  to  the  bottom.  Ho  would 
not  allow  that  there  was  any  doubt. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Louder. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  guess  you  can  hear.  At  present  I  am 
interested  in  letting  tho  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  hear, 
and  I  notice  by  the  smile  on  his  face  that  he  does  hoar. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell),  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  always  admire  his  speaking;  he  speaks 
very  fluently,  and  he  generally  manages  to  master  his  facts 
before  he  speaks.  But  he  is  a  dangerous  man,  because,  if  it 
happens,  as  it  often  does,  that  his  conclusions  do  not  agree 
with  the  facts,  then  it  is  so  much  tho  worse  for  the  facts. 
What  did  hs  say  on  that  occasion  last  year : 

“What  we  know  is  this,  that  we  have  the  statement  of  the  chief 
engineer  of  the  Department  of  Railways  as  to  what  the  cost  will  be  of 
the  completion  of  this  railway.  What  we  know,  further,  is  this,  that 
the  money  which  is  to  be  paid  for  it,  the  money  which  we  are  voting,  is 
to  be  paidy»ro  rata  as  the  work  proceeds,  having  regard  to  the  amount 
required  for  the  absolute  completion  of  the  road  ” - 

Mark  you,  there  was  no  risk  about  it.  It  was  not  to  be  paid 
in  a  lump  sum,  but  as  the  work  proceeded,  so  that  there 
would  be  no  hazard.  Everything  was  to  be  arranged  to  be 
paid  pro  rata  as  the  work  proceeded  ;  we  had,  in  the  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  engineer,  a  guarantee  of  absolute  certainty  that 
for  this  money  the  road  would  be  completed. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  So  it  will. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Why,  then,  do  they  ask  us  to  give  them 
$5,000,000  more  for  nothing,  and  ask  us  so  to  rearrange 
the  security  that  they  can  go  to  the  money  market  and  get 
$15,000,000  more,  we  becoming  second  instead  of  first 
mortgagees. 

“  and  that  therefore,  we  have,  in  these  arrangements — first,  in  the 
report  of  the  chief  engineer,  which  confirms  the  reports  of  the  engineers 
of  the  company  itself,  and  next  in  the  fact  that  the  money  is  only  to  be 
paid  out  as  the  work  proceeds — a  sufficient  guarantee  that  at  any  rate 
the  money  will  complete  the  railway  as  is  proposed.  But  we  have 
further  than  that.  I  believe  that  the  difficulties  which  the  company 
have  had  up  to  this  time  iu  selling  their  stock  upon  the  open  market 
have  been  due  very  largely  to  the  determination  on  the  part  of  rival 
companies  to  prevent  the  completion  of  this  railway.  The  moment  you 
prove  to  these  rival  companies,  and  to  all  interested  in  these  rival 
companies,  that  this  railway  is  going  to  be  built,  the  moment  you 
prove  to  them  that  the  company  have  been  able  to  make  arrangements 
by  which  they  are  practically  independent  of  the  stock  market  alto¬ 
gether  in  the  completion  of  the  railway  ” - 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell);  Hear  hear. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  They  were  to  bo  practically  independent 
of  the  stock  market  altogether,  but  now  they  want  to  put 
$15,000,000  moro  on  the  market : 

“  that  motive,  at  least,  is  gone  for  the  depreciation  of  the  stock,  and 
that  being  the  case,  the  investing  public  will  have  the  opportunity, 
quietly,  without  influences  of  that  kind  surrounding  them,  of  investi¬ 
gating  the  character  of  this  enterprise,  its  commercial  value,  the  proba¬ 
bility  of  its  paying  dividends  upon  the  stock  it  has  issued,  how  it  stands 
in  relation  to  other  transcontinental  railways  of  this  continent ;  and  I 
believe  that,  before  the  two  years  are  up  within  which  this  road  is  to  be 
built,  the  stock  will  he  at  such  a  rate  that  it  will  be  a  question  for  the 
Government  whether  they  will  allow  the  $35,000,000  to  be  sold  on  con¬ 
dition  of  the  $22,500, 000  being  repaid  to  the  Government.  But,  inde¬ 
pendent  of  that,  the  assurance  we  have  from  the  chief  eugineer  of  the 
company,  and  the  assurance  we  have  had  to-night  from  the  hon. 
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Minister,  that,  there  is  to  be  proper  supervision  in  the  expenditure  of 
'this  money,  in  such  a  way  that  it  shall  only  be  spent  having:  regard  to 
the  completion  of  the  railway  within  the  amount  voted,  affords  to  us 
the  most  perfect  guarantee  that  can  be  afforded  in  any  basiness  transac¬ 
tions,  that  the  railway  will  be  completed  within  that  time,  and  for  no 
further  sum  of  money  than  is  here  proposed  to  be  voted.” 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  We  had  an 
hon.  gentleman  laughing  and  sneering  at  the  prophecy,  at 
the  fear  expressed  that  they  might  come  here  for  more 
money,  hut  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  expressed  his 
absolute  certainty,  his  firm  conviction,  that  by  no  possibi¬ 
lity  could  they  come  here  again  ;  that  they  had  enough 
money  and  they  would  have  the  road  finished  within  the 
time,  and  for  that  amount  and  no  more.  Sir,  where 
are  we  to-day  ?  Where  is  the  hon.  gentleman  to-day  ? 
The  same  hon.  gentleman,  with  the  same  silvery  tongue 
that  persuaded  the  House  to  vote  $30,000,000  more, 
is  here  to-day  asking  that  we  should  give  up  the  security 
we  took  at  that  time,  and  advance  $5,000,000  more ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt,  I  fear  very  much,  that  the  same  influence 
which  secured  the  majority  before  will  secure  the  majority 
again.  Sir,  I  believe  the  country  are  beginning  to  be 
awake  on  this  question.  I  believe  that  these  annually 
recurring  demands,  enforced  as  they  may  be  with  all  the 
eloquence  and  power  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  are  beginning 
to  be  seen  through  by  the  country,  and  that  the  country 
are  row  arousing  themselves  to  the  fact  that  no  reliance  is 
to  bo  placed  on  the  statements  made  by  these  gentlemen,  on 
which  they  obtained  the  money  before,  and  that  as  no 
reliance  could  be  placed  on  them  then  the  presumption  is  that 
no  reliance  can  be  placed  on  their  statements  now.  They 
are  in  no  better  position  now  than  they  were  then  ;  they 
had  not  located  the  line  then,  and  they  have  not  located  it 
now  ;  there  is  the  same  doubt  and  uncertainty,  and  we  are 
in  a  worse  position,  because  we  know  now  what  we  only 
feared  then,  that  the  grades  and  curves  are  such  asjto  make 
it  almost  impossible  for  this  railroad  to  compete  with  the 
roads  to  the  south. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  are  the  grades  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  will  como  to  them  in  a  moment.  I 
intend  to  read  them.  I  had  almost  persuaded  myself  not  to 
read  them,  but  as  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  know,  I  will 
quote  them  again,  from  the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  said,  a  moment  ago,  that  I  knew 
everything. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  you  don’t,  I  am  much  surprised, 
because  you  always  pretend  to  know  everything.  Now, 
Sir,  I  am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  my  hon.  friend,  and  he 
had  better  lot  me  get  through  with  my  argument.  I  want 
to  submit  to  the  House  that  there  were  three  grounds  upon 
which  the  loan  was  carried  last  year.  First,  there  was  the 
finality  clause.  It  was  to  be  absolutely  final,  and  there  were 
to  be  no  demands  afterwards.  In  the  second  place,  the  loan 
was  to  be  absolutely  secured — secured  beyond  peradventure ; 
and  third,  that  loan,  if  granted,  was  to  secure  the  abolition 
of  the  railway  monopoly  in  Manitoba.  In  what  position  do 
wo  stand  to-day,  with  reference  to  those  three  grounds  ? 
Their  presence  hero  to-day  shows  that  the  loan  is  not  final ; 
their  presence  here,  asking  that  the  security  be  given  up, 
and  your  consent  to  their  request,  shows  that  your  security, 
which  you  said  then  was  absolutely  good,  is  now  to  be  made 
insecure.  You  propose  to  become  partners  with  the  public 
for  $15,000,000  of  the  $30,000,000. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Mixed. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  No  ;  there  is  no  mixing  about  it,  but  you 
aie  go’ng  to  mix  the  security.  You  submitted  that  the 
arrangement  last  year  made  the  security  beyond  a  doubt, 
and  you  propose  tc-day  to  alter  that  security,  so  as  to  take 
in  $15, 000, (.00  of  the  bondholders  as  co-mortgagees  with 
Mr.  Davies. 
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yourselves,  and  thus  become  second  mortgagees  to  that 
extent.  Then,  Sir,  as  to  the  third  promise,  it  was  more 
than  a  promise.  I  contend  that  it  was  a  compact.  I  con¬ 
tend  that  the  official  statement  made  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
in  submitting  that  proposition  to  the  House  last  year,  with 
reference  to  the  abolition  of  the  railway  monopoly  in  Mani¬ 
toba,  amounted  to  a  compact.  He  said,  in  distinct  terms, 
that  if  the  House  would  vote  that  $30,000,000,  such  was  his 
confidence  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  in 
their  ability  to  carry  out  the  road,  such  was  his  confidence 
in  the  success  of  their  undertaking,  such  was  the  absolute 
certainty  they  had  that  their  undertaking  would  be  a  great 
success,  and  that  they  would  be  able  to  compete  with  other 
lines,  that  we  would  be  able  to  do  away  with  this  monopoly 
and  throw  the  country  open  for  the  building  of  other  roads 
to  compete  with  them.  Where  are  you  to-day  ?  A  month 
has  not  passed  by  since  we  heard,  in  the  Railway  Committee 
Room,  that  pledge  which  was  given  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
repudiated  by  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  who  told  us 
there  that  the  Government  had  changed  their  policy. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Hear,  hear: 

Mr.  DAYIES,  Tho  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  may  laugh 
as  long  as  he  likes.  I  challenge  him  to  deny  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  do  deny  it, 

Mr,  DAVIES.  Every  member  who  was  in  that  com¬ 
mittee  room  heard  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  say  that 
he  did  not  propose  that  that  pledge  should  be  carried  out, 
heard  him  say  that  the  monopoly  clause  would  not  be  inter¬ 
fered  with  for  some  time  to  come,  and  that  he  could  not  give 
any  guarantee  that  it  would  be  interfered  with  until  the  road 
became  a  thoroughly  paying  road.  Therefore,  I  say 
that  the  pledge  given  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has  been 
violated,  that  the  grounds  on  which  you  justified  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  the  $30,000,000  last  year  are  now  proved  to  bo  worth¬ 
less,  that  your  security  is  being  tampered  with,  your  con¬ 
tract  is  being  broken,  and  the  company  are  here  asking  that 
a  new  loan  may  be  given.  What  is  the  arrangement  asked 
to  be  made  to-day  ?  We  are  asked  to  reduce  the  rate  of 
interest  from  5  to  4  per  cent.,  to  begin  with.  We  are  asked 
to  share  the  security  with  the  public,  so  that  while  we  shall 
have  first  mortgage  bonds  for  $20,000,000,  $15,000,000  of 
the  same  kind  of  stock  will  be  held  by  the  outside  public. 
Every  one  knows  that  if  you  come  to  foreclose  your 
mortgage  you  will  have  to  buy  up  and  pay  for 
every  dollar  of  that  $15,000,000  of  outstanding  stock. 
The  Government  will  have  to  pay  that  $15,000,000, 
and  you  might  as  well  pledge  your  credit  for  it  fairly  and 
squarely  at  once  as  to  do  it  in  this  roundabout  way. 
More  than  that  ;  we  had  the  guarantee  given  us  last 
year  that  the  money  then  granted  would  be  repaid  in  a  short 
time.  Remember,  a  number  of  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  who  thought  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  would  not  be  able  to  pay  the  money  back,  were 
told  there  was  not  a  doubt  of  it.  What  position  do  we  stand 
in  to-day?  Are  we  assured  that  the  money  payable  in  1886 
or  that  payable  in  1891  shall  be  paid  at  those  dates?  No, 
Sir ;  the  payment  has  been  postponed  indefinitely ;  there 
is  no  time  fixed ;  the  bonds  may  be  issued  for  fifty  years, 
and  even  the  bald  promise  of  payment  in  any  definite 
time  that  was  made  last  year  is  taken  away  from  you  ; 
you  are  lending  37our  money  indefinitely,  without  any  fixity 
of  time,  aud  you  are  at  the  same  time  sharing  your 
security  with  the  outside  public.  I  want  to  know  how  this 
transaction  can  be  defended.  The  hon.  member  for  Rich¬ 
mond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  said  he  had  no  doubt  others 
would  come  forward  and  challenge  aud  refute  the  accuracy 
of  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion.  I  will  wait,  and  the  country  will  wait,  with  great 
interest,  to  hear — not  a  fine,  eloquent  speech,  not  a  grand 
display  of  declamation,  not  a  lot  of  nonsense  about  patriot- 
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ism — but  an  answer  to  the  statement  of  tacts  prepared  with 
great  care  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  as  to 
the  accuracy  of  which  he  pledged  himself  he  had  no  serious 
doubt.  He  said  he  had  gone  carefully  over  them;  and  I 
suppose  he  has  mastered  the  papers  in  a  way  that  no  other 
hon.  member  of  this  House  has  done.  The  papers  are  there. 
The  Minister  of  Eailways  knows  that  the  statements  are 
true;  and  the  country  are  bound  to  believe  that  they  are 
true,  unless  some  hon.  gentleman  can  rise  in  his  place  and 
refute  them.  If  default  takes  place  in  the  payment  of  this 
money,  if  we  are  obliged  to  take  over  this  road,  what  posi¬ 
tion  shall  we  be  in  ? 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  Have  the  road. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  And  what  shall  wo  have  paid  for  it  ? 
Anything  like  the  sum  hon.  members  were  last  year  so 
fond  of  declaring  we  should  have  to  pay  for  it  ?  Look  at 
the  figures.  First  of  all,  the  country  will  have  to  pay  the 
cash  subsidy  of  $25,000,000 ;  the  cash  received  by  the  com¬ 
pany  from  the  sale  of  lands  we  gave  them,  $11,000,000  ; 
the  money  we  lent  them,  secured  by  railway  mortgage, 
$20,000,000  ;  the  money  we  lent  them,  secured  by  land 
mortgage,  $10,000,000  ;  the  cost  of  the  portion  of  the  road 
constructed  by  the  Government,  $30,000,000 ;  the  cash  paid 
for  surveys,  $3,500,000  ;  and  the  money  we  shall  have  to 
pay  the  bondholders,  $15,000,000  ;  and  you  will  have  to 
pay,  outside  of  the  remaining  lands  at  all,  more  than 
$114,000,000  in  cash  before  you  can  get  possession  of  that 
road  ;  $114,000,000, 1  suppose,  will  be  laughed  at  as  a  flea 
bite  ;  but  that  is  going  to  strain  the  resources  of  this  coun¬ 
try  to  the  utmost,  taxed,  as  they  are,  by  the  extravagance 
and  the  mismanagement  of  the  present  Administration  ;  I 
question  very  much  if  it  is  not  going  to  overtax  them,  and 
if,  in  the  near  future,  you  will  not  find  that  you  have 
paid  ten  times  too  dear  for  your  whistle.  What  is  the 
character  of  the  road,  so  far  as  the  Rocky  Mountain  section 
is  concerned  ?  The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr. 
Foster)  asked  me  if  I  would  read  something  as  to  its  char¬ 
acter.  I  will  do  so,  but  before  I  read  a  very  short  extract 
from  the  statement  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  com¬ 
piled,  not  from  his  own  private  information  or  on  his  own 
responsibility,  but  from  official  returns,  let  me  give  you  a 
statement  made  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
themselves,  and  we  shall  see  if  the  official  declarations  they 
make  are  consistent  with  the  official  documents  filed.  In 
the  report  of  the  company,  which  was  only  published  yes¬ 
terday  or  the  day  before,  we  have  this  statement  : 

“  The  directors,  therefore,  can  confidently  assure  the  shareholders 
that  by  the  early  spring  of  next  year  the  through  line  from  Montreal  to 
the  Pacific  Ocean  (a  distance  of  2,895  miles)  will  be  finished  and  in  per¬ 
fect  condition,  thoroughly  equipped,  possessing  every  requisite  facility 
for  doing  its  work  economically  and  efficiently,  and  at  least  equal  to  the 
best  of  its  competitors  in  all  respects,  particularly  as  to  the  curves  and 
gradients,  permanent  way  and  rolling  stock,  the  quality  and  character 
of  the  railway  being  far  above  the  standard  fixed  in  the  contract  with 
the  Government.” 

Well,  Sir,  is  that  correct  or  not?  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see 
that  they  pledged  themselves,  in  this  statement  which  they 
sent  forth  to  tho  public,  that,  particularly  as  to  curves  and 
gradients,  etc.,  the  railway  is  far  above  the  standard;  they 
are  not  satisfied  with  its  being  up  to  the  standard,  but  they 
claim  that  it  is  far  above  the  standard  fixed  in  the  contract. 
What  was  the  standard  fixed  in  the  contract?  I  hope  that 
this  House  will  not  have  the  statement  repeated  again,  which 
was  made  hero  the  other  day,  that  the  standard  up  to  which 
they  were  to  build  their  road  was  not  the  Union  Pacific,  but 
a  branch  or  portion  of  that  road,  called  the  Contral  Pacific. 
When  we  turn  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper’s  statements,  based 
upon  the  company’s  own  written  guarantee,  we  find  that  not 
only  last  year,  but  the  year  before,  ho  declared  that  the 
standard  was  to  be  tho  Union  Pacific;  and,  for  tho  first  time, 
wo  find  now  an  attempt  made  to  shield  this  company  from 
keeping  up  to  tho  standard  of  the  Union  Pacific,  by  the  state¬ 
ment  that  they  kept  up  to  tho  standard  of  another  line, 


called  the  Contral  Pacific,  the  curves  and  gradients 
of  which  are  not  up  to  those  of  the  Union  Pacific. 
Lot  me  road  what  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  said. 
It  was  in  reference  to  an  interpolation  of  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways,  who  said  that  the  Central  Pacific  was 
part  of  the  Union  Pacific  : 

“Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  not  part  of  the  Union  Pacific.  It  was  not  part  of 
the  Union  Pacific  at  the  time  the  Canadian  Pacific  contract  was  made. 
Their  standards  are  different,  and  it  was  the  standard  of  the  Union 
Pacific  and  not  the  standard  of  the  Central  we  adopted.  Compare  the 
grades.  You  have  a  maximum  grade  on  the  Union  Pacific  of  only  90, 
and  there  are  only  16-32  miles  of  that  maximum  grade.  On  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  there  is  a  maximum  grade,  on  the  intended  permanent  line, 
of  116  or  117,  and  over  52  miles  of  that.  On  the  Union  Pacific  there  is  a 
maximum  curve  of  6  degrees,  and  on  the  intended  permanent  line  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  the  curves  are  even  in  excess  of  10  degrees, 
for  there  is  one  10-40  on  the  intended  permanent  line.  But  you  have 
got  also,  on  the  temporary  line,  to  be  used  for  a  long  time,  a  maximum 
grade  of  237  as  against  a  maximum  grade  of  90,  or  under  90,  on  the 
standard  line.  What  is  the  curvature?  On  the  line  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  there  is,  apart  from  the  temporary  line,  and  leaving  out 
the  11-30  curve,  142  curves  of  10  degrees,  69  of  9  degrees,  338  of  8  degrees, 
114  of  7  degrees,  39  over  6  degrees,  or  687  curve  sin  excess  of  the 
maximum  curve  on  the  standard  line.  What  as  to  the  number  of 
curves?  There  are  no  less  that  4,258  curves  at  10  degrees,  or  no  less 
than  4,945  curves.  The  total  curvature  of  the  line  is  900  miles,  or  35 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  length  of  the  line.” 

Is  the  hon.  gentleman  satisfied  ?  I  have  given  him  tho 
curves,  the  figures  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  extracted 
from  the  reports.  Will  he  deny  their  accuracy  ?  Will  ho 
dare  to  assert,  after  this,  that  the  standard  has  been  kept  up 
in  the  matter  of  grades  and  curves?  Will  he  dare  to  assert 
that  they  have  gone  far  beyond  tho  standard  in  the  contract 
which  they  promised  to  keep  up  ?  They  have  gone  beyond 
it,  but  in  the  wrong  direction.  They  have  fallen  off  and 
given  us  a  line  which  iB  impracticable  as  a  transcontinental 
line.  Those  curves  and  grades,  I  am  assured  by  those  who 
know,  will  make  the  line  impossible  as  a  transcontinental 
line.  Yet  to-day  you  are  asked  to  rearrange  the  securities, 
to  give  up  your  security,  to  reduce  your  interest  and 
advance  $5,000,000  more,  in  order  to  do  what  ?  In  order  to 
enable  this  company  to  do  what  they  have  asserted,  not  once 
but  twenty  times,  they  had  sufficient  money  and  resources 
to  do  without  additional  aid.  A  serious  charge  against  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is,  that  when  they  mado  their 
contract  they  found  a  line  surveyed  and  located,  they  found 
a  practicable  line,  with  curves  and  grades  within  the 
contract,  which  they  could  have  adopted.  They  chose, 
however,  to  deflect  their  line  away  to  the  south,  to  run  the 
risk  of  running  their  line  through  a  pass  in  the  mountains 
which  had  nevor  been  surveyed,  to  run  a  risk  no 
sane  man  would  run.  They  ask  you  to  take  all  the 
risk,  because  they  ask  you  to  give  the  money  to  carry  their 
enterprise  out ;  and  doing  this,  they  are  reprehensible  in  the 
highest  degree,  and  instead  of  being  fondled  and  petted  and 
advanced  money  by  this  Parliament,  year  after  year,  at  tho 
expense  of  the  people,  they  should  be  told  that  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  intends  to  keep  them  up  to  the  contract,  to  exact  from 
them  something  like  a  compliance  with  the  contract  they 
made,  and  their  repeated  pr-omises  to  carry  it  out.  I  will 
not  weary  tho  House  with  any  more  figures  upon  this 
point.  I  had  intended  to  do  so  ;  I  had  prepared  some  sche¬ 
dules  ;  but  until  those  which  have  already  been  given  by  my 
hon.  friends  have  been  answered,  it  is  only  wearisomo  to 
have  them  repeated,  either  in  the  same  or  a  different  form. 
They  lead  to  the  same  conclusion,  and  until  they  are  repu¬ 
diated  or  challenged,  their  accuracy  must  bo  accepted  by 
this  side  and  the  other  side,  too,  if  they  want  to  act  honestly. 
I  will  not  occupy  tho  attention  of  the  House  any  longer.  I 
think  I  have  satisfied  the  House  that  the  argument  of  the 
member  for  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  is  untenable.  I  think 
I  have  shown  that  we  have  no  guarantee,  if  we  make  this 
new  arrangement,  that  it  will  be  final.  I  think  I  have  shown 
that  the  company  have  no  line  located  which  they  can  carry 
through  the  mountains ;  I  think  I  have  shown  that  they 
have  mado  statements  in  their  reports  on  most  important 


2702 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


points  which  are  not  strictly  accurate  ;  and  I  believe  I  may 
fairly  challenge  the  House  that,  at  this  period,  and  after  the 
statements  that  have  been  made  on  this  side,  we  might 
have  a  cessation  of  the  claim  to  a  monopoly  of  patriotism, 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  constantly  put  forth. 
The  Liberal  party  stands  here  as  representatives  of 
at  least  one-half  of  Canada,  as  men  who  have  as  much 
at  stake  in  the  country  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
and  whose  patriotism  is  as  great  as  theirs.  When  they 
charge  the  Liberal  party  with  being  unpatriotic,  they  are 
making  a  most  unpatriotic  statement,  because,  in  charging 
the  Liberal  party  with  being  unpatriotic,  they  charge  more 
than  half  the  people  with  being  unpatriotic.  It  must  be 
remembered  that,  although  the  numbers  on  the  opposite 
side  are  very  much  larger  than  on  this,  the  numbers  we 
represent  are  not  in  the  same  proportion.  We  claim  to 
represent,  and  we  do  represent,  at  least  one-half  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  ;  and  I  think  I  may  be  pardoned,  from  a  party  point  of 
view,  when  I  say  that  we  represent  fairly  the  better  half. 
But  whether  that  is  so  or  not,  I  contend  this  House  is  tired, 
and  this  country  is  tired,  of  the  constant  claim  these  gentle¬ 
men  put  forward  to  a  monopoly  of  patriotism.  Of  patriotism 
in  its  highest  sense  they  seem  to  know  little.  They  con¬ 
found  their  party  with  their  country,  and  as  allegiance  to 
the  former  generally  brings  large  spoils  in  its  train,  they 
flatter  themselves  when  the  spoils  are  the  largest  the  pat¬ 
riotism  is  the  deepest.  Experience  has  shown  that  with 
them,  at  any  rate,  the  plant  only  flourishes  in  times  of 
party  prosperity,  and  that  its  depth  can  at  any  time  be 
guaged  by  the  amount  of  the  spoils  they  are  allowed  to 
appropriate  for  themselves  and  their  friends. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  listened,  as  I  am  sure  all  must 
have  listened,  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  and  a  great  deal 
of  amusement  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat.  If  I  may  venture  upon  a  little  mil  l  and  not  ill-natured 
criticism  of  my  hon.  friend,  I  might  say  that  he,  in  my 
opinion,  in  a  very  susceptible  gentleman,  and  when  I  say 
that  I  do  not  say  anything  to  his  discredit,  for  that  is  not 
at  all  an  ucamiable  quality  in  any  man.  I  might  go  a 
little  further,  and  say  he  is  somewhat  excitable  in  tomper- 
ment,  and  even  in  that  I  do  not  blame  him  ;  and  when  his 
susceptibility  comes  to  be  played  upon  by  the  exciting 
plaudits  which  he  received  from  his  friends  who  are  about 
him,  he  runs  a  very  great  risk  of  becoming  somewhat  reck¬ 
less  in  his  statements,  and  as  the  more  reckless  the  statement, 
generally,  the  greater  amount  of  applause  it  receives  on 
that  side  the  applause  acts  upon  and  heightens  the  reckless¬ 
ness,  which  reacts  upon  and  heightens  the  excitability, 
and  the  effect  is  to  make  his  speaking,  pictur¬ 
esque  indeed,  but  not  as  effective  as  it  might  be. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  does  himself  an  injustice.  Being 
a  lawyer,  I  suppose,  he  begins,  as  sometimes  lawyers  are 
apt  to  do,  by  depreciating  the  qualities  of  the  opposing 
counsel.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  an  injustice  to  himself 
at  the  very  beginning  of  his  speech,  in  trying  to  make  it 
appear  that  the  principal  part  of  his  auditors,  those  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  were  a  very  ignorant  set  of  people.  Now, 
no  man  of  intelligence,  no  man  of  great  breadth  of  mind 
and  great  scope  of  intellect,  wishes  to  speak  to  an  ignorant 
audience,  to  an  audience  the  ignorance  of  which  is  so  gross 
that  it  cannot  by  any  means  serve  as  a  draw  to  the  powers 
within  him ;  and  I  almost  came  to  the  conclusion,  when  I 
hear  my  hon.  friend  beginning  in  that  way,  that  he  feels  a 
little  misgiving  in  himself,  as  if  he  had  not  the  mental  power 
or  the  facts  at  his  command  that  he  ought  to  have,  and  there¬ 
fore  he  feels  ho  is  in  a  better  position  if  his  audience  are 
imagined  in  a  similar  situation.  Then  he  goes  on,  in  true 
lawyer-like  style,  to  depreciate  the  good  faith  and  the  honest 
purpose  of  the  person  whose  arguments  he  is  attacking  ;  so 
ho  says,  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy), 
that  he  was  put  up  to  speak  by  the  Government.  That 
Mu-.  Davies, 
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immediately  minimises  the  effect  of  my  hon.  friend’s 
remarks,  for  no  one  should  be  put  up  to  speak  ; 
not  even  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr. 
Davies)  should  be  put  up  to  reply,  and  that,  of  course, 
takes  away,  in  the  eyes  of  his  friends,  from  the  force  and 
reliability  of  the  arguments  to  be  replied  to.  Not  only  that, 
however ;  but  he  goes  further,  and  says  my  hon.  friend  is 
been  put  up  and  has  a  brief  placed  into  his  hands  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  itself.  That  is  still 
worse,  to  have  a  brief  in  Parliament,  to  have  a  brief  at  the 
hands  of  a  company,  and  at  the  hands  of  a  company  which 
is  asking  for  a  certain  loan.  If  he  could  once  put  that  in¬ 
sinuation  out,  as  far  as  it  went,  it  would  carry  this  with  it, 
that  the  arguments  coming  from  a  gentleman  in  that 
position  were  arguments  which  deserved  no  reply  and 
should  have  no  weight  at  all.  Then  he  goes  on  to 
talk  of  the  press,  which  does  not  agree  with  him,  as 
being  parrot-like,  and  of  all  who  repeat  any  ideas 
which  swell  up  from  this  great  fountain  of  ideas  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  Canada,  on  our  side  of  the  House,  at  least,  as 
claqueurs;  and  then  the  hon.  gentleman  has  everything 
fixed  to  his  own  liking ;  his  audience  is  an  ignorant  one, 
his  opponent  is  just  put  up  as  a  sort  of  spokesman  for  some 
person,  and  whatever  is  said  against  him  in  the  press 
opposed  to  him  is  a  parrot-like  repetition,  and  whatever  is 
said  outside  by  others  is  merely  the  echo  of  the  claqueurs  ; ' 
so  the  hon.  gentleman,  having  fortified  himself  so  far,  thinks 
himself  justified  in  making  the  most  extravagant  statements 
I  have  ever  hoard  any  man  make.  Ho  is  very  cross,  too,  in 
his  very  mild  and  gentle  manner,  because  every  person 
who  speaks  on  this  side  does  not  make  a  line-for-line,  word- 
lb  r- word  answer  to  the  speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  rather  suspect  my  friend  of  a 
little  sinster  motive  in  this.  There  has  been  so  much  of 
what  some  gentlemen  have  called  obstruction  this  year, 
and  it  is  said  in  some  of  the  papers  that  it  is  going  to  bo 
carried  on  a  little  further,  that  I  almost  suspect  that  the 
taunts  of  my  hon.  friend  are  intended  to  goad  all  on  this 
side  to  attempt  an  eight-hour  answer  to  the  eight-hour 
speech  of  the  member  for  Durham,  to  the  end  and  purpose 
that  this  Session  shall  be  indefinitely  prolonged.  I  almost 
fear  that  that  is  his  motive.  But  life  is  short,  and  you  must 
give  us  the  poor  satisfaction  of  speaking  for  a  moderate 
length  of  time,  and  allow  four  or  five  of  us,  in  point  of  time, 
at  least,  to  take  the  task  of  answering  the  elaborate  and 
lengthened  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham. 
My  hon.  friend,  after  his  susceptibility  had  been  excited 
and  his  reckless  mood  had  come  full  upon  him,  gave  utter¬ 
ance  to  a  number  of  statements,  some  few  of  which  I  will 
very  briefly  review.  He  spoke,  in  the  first  place,  of  this 
demand  for  a  loan  of  $5,000,000  as  for  money  which  had 
been  recklessly  sunk  in  the  building  of  the  road  to  the  east 
of  Callander.  Now,  that  is  not  quite  true,  for  this 
$5,000,000,  so  far  as  we  can  judge,  from  the  state¬ 
ment  put  before  us,  is  money  which  has  already 
been  expended  by  the  company  in  providing  the  equipment 
which  is  necessary  for  the  operation  of  this  great  road,  and 
I  have  as  yet  heard  nothing  said  against  the  quality  and 
kind  of  that  equipment,  so  that  this  $5,000,000  has  not  been 
sunk  in  the  construction  of  the  road  east  of  Callander ;  it  is 
money  which  has  been  placed  in  the  equipment  of  the  road, 
without  which  the  road  could  not  be  operated,  which  equip¬ 
ment,  if  we  can  judge  from  what  we  have  seen  and  heard  of 
it,  is  an  ample  and  good  equipment  for  the  purposes  of  the 
road,  so  far  as  it  goes.  My  hon.  friend  then  spoke  of  the 
railway  monopoly,  and  grew  eloquent,  and  denominated  it  a 
curse  to  this  land  for  all  future  years.  Now,  this  railway 
monopoly  which  is  so  much  talked  about  ought  to  be  some¬ 
what  analysed  by  my  hon.  friend  before  he  characterises  it 
by  such  strong  statements.  It  cannot  be  such  a  great  mono- 
j  poly  in  the  matter  of  prices,  for  I  think  the  leader  of  the 
:  Opposition  stated  hero  that  tho  Northorn  Pacific  road  itself, 
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owing  to  circumstances  peculiar  somewhat  to  it,  charged 
more  unreasonable  rates  by  far,  and  was  in  a  position  to  do  so, 
than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  itself.  It  cannot  be  such 
a  terrible  and  'fatal  monopoly,  as  far  as  rates  are  concerned, 
if  it  bears  that  good  comparison  with  the  road  built  nearly 
contemporaneously  with  itsolf,  and  an  equally  good  compa¬ 
rison  relatively  with  older  and  longer  constructed  roads 
than  itself.  The  Farmers’  Union,  which  could  not  be  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  very  much  affected  in  favor  of  the  railway 
company,  has  borne  testimony,  over  and  over  again,  to  the 
fairness  of  its  rates  and  to  the  great  benefit  which  has  come 
to  the  country  in  the  treatment  this  company  has  given  it 
in  the  matter  of  rates.  It  cannot  be  proved  to  be  a  mono¬ 
poly  in  the  sense  of  grinding  upon  the  people,  in  the 
way  of  the  rates  which  it  fixed  and  the  tariff  it  placed  upon 
the  movement  of  passengers  and  freights.  Of  course,  it  is 
a  monoply  in  one  sense  of  the  word,  because  it  is  the  only 
line  which  runs  through  a  large  section  of  the  country,  but 
it  will  have  to  bo  first  proved  that  it  does  not  give  fair 
treatment,  in  the  way  of  fair  rates  and  tariffs,  to  the  country 
through  which  it  passes,  before  you  can  show  that  that 
monopoly  is  a  dangerous  one.  My  hon.  friend  then  said 
that  some  of  the  original  investors  in  this  guarantee  fund 
were  getting  24  per  cent.,  were  being  paid  that  upon  the 
original  investment.  Now,  if  he  takes  a  certain  small 
portion  and  carries  out  the  investigation  upon  it  alone,  he 
may  find  sufficient  to  justify  a  statement  something  like  that, 
but  he  has  not  put  the  w'holo  truth  before  the  country, 
and  he  ought,  in  fairness — that  hon.  gentleman  who 
said  he  would  not  even  tell  a  lie  to  get  money 
from  England — to  put  the  whole  truth  with  reference  to 
this  matter  before  the  House  and  before  the  country. 
The  impression  I  took  from  bis  speech  is  that  these  bloated 
monopolists  had  prepared  for  themselves  a  24  per  cent, 
interest  on  their  capital,  and  were  then  coming  to  this 
heavily-burdened  country  for  moro  aid.  Sir,  that  is  not  the 
whole  truth.  I  have  had  placed  in  my  hands  a  statement  of 
the  accountant  of  that  road,  which  I  believe  will  be  found 
to  be  correct,  and  I  will  read  it  to  the  House,  so  that  the 
whole  truth  may  be  known  with  referenee  to  the  interest 
on  those  investments : 

Interest  on  first  $10,000,000,  to  17th,  Fe¬ 


bruary  1883,  say  two  years,  average,,.  per  cent. 
From  17th  August,  1883,  to  17th  August, 

1885,  these  shareholders  received  5  per 
cent  on  $25,000,000,  say  for  two  years, 

average  . . .  12i  << 

From  17th  August,  1885,  to  17th  February, 

1893,  inclusive,  say  8  years,  these  share¬ 
holders  will  receive'  3  per  cent  on 
$25,000,000,  say,  per  annum .  7£  “ 

A  vrr°ge  of 'he  whole  period .  8^  “ 

A  voiage  of  the  whole  stock,  say..;.  7  “ 

After  August,  1883,  guarantee  ceases. 


Sir,  this  is  the  truthful  statement,  and  when  you  place  that 
before  the  country,  an  investment  of  money  running  over 
that  period,  and  all  the  reasons  involved,  with  the  guarantee 
to  stop  at  that  time,  with,  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  to  bo  believed,  little  prospect  for  net  earnings  above  the 
fixed  charges,  I  say  no  fair  minded  jury  of  our  people 
would  hold  that  that  is  an  excessive  rate  as  an  investment 
upon  money  which  they  have  put  into  the  enterprise.  The 
average  that  the  whole  number  of  shareholders  receive  out 
of  this  guarantee  fund  until  the  time  it  ceases  is  somewhere, 
as  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  stated, 
in  the  region  of  7  per  cent.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  that  wo  were  so  liable  to  change  on  this  side  of  the  | 
House  that  it  was  impossible  to  argue  with  us.  Ho  said  1 
that  in  the  early  inception  of  the  work  we  argued  that  large 
subventions  were  necessary,  because  there  would  probably 
be  a  period  of  years  of  indefinite  duration  during  which  the 
receipts  from  the  road  would  bo  very  small.  Now,  he  says 
we  contend  that  the  running  expenses,  taken  in  connection 


with  the  receipts,  will  give  a  good  net  earning,  and  so  there 
is  a  prospect  for  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  our  loan. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  if  there  has  been  any  good  reason 
why  large  subventions  were  necessary  for  this  railway, 
in  order  to  get  a  company  to  take  hold  of  it,  those 
reasons  have  been  supplied  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
From  1870  up  t  o  1880  it  was  constantly  held  by  them  that 
even  though  you  built  this  railway  through  from  Callander 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean  it  must  be  run  at  an  enormous  expense, 
amounting  up,  as  had  been  calculated  by  prominent  gentle¬ 
men  on  that  side  of  the  House,  to  $8,000,000  a  year;  while 
others  stated  that  it  must  be  run  at  a  loss  for  an  indefinite 
period.  Those  statements  being  spread  throughout  the 
country,  created  the  impression  that  before  a  company 
could  take  hold  of  that  road  enormous  subventions  must  be 
given  it,  in  order  to  guarantee  it  against  alleged  loss ;  so 
that  if  large  subventions  had  to  be  given  in  1880  it  was  a 
direct  consequence  of  the  multiplied  arguments  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite.  Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  disclaims 
the  idea  that  they  have  an  intention  of  repudiation  upon 
that  side.  He  says  :  No,  we  do  not  intend  to  repudiate  ;  we 
simply  say  to  you  that  you  have  $14,000,000  of  your  own 
money,  and  we  want  you  to  use  it  before  coming  back  and 
asking  us  for  more.  Now,  I  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
taken  the  time  to  explain  to  this  House  just  what  that 
resolution  means.  Does  it  mean  anything?  If  it  means 
anything,  what  else  does  it  mean  but  practical 
repudiation  ?  When  Mr.  Stephen  comes  here  and 
places  the  case  of  the  company  before  this  House,  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  to  him:  There  is  your  $14,000,000  ; 
it  is  your  own  money  ;  use  it ;  and  not  until  it  is  used  up 
do  you  come  here  asking  for  more.  Now,  is  that  the 
money  of  Mr.  Stephen  and  the  directors  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  ?  Is  it  money  that  they  can  take  hold  of 
and  do  as  they  please  with  it  ?  Or  is  it  capital  placed 
there  for  the  benefit  of  every  individual  shareholder, 
whether  he  be  in  Canada,  the  United  States,  in  Europe  or 
in  Asia  ?  I  want  to  ask  that  hon.  gentleman  to  give  us  a 
practical  way  by  which  we  can  get  the  consent  of  everyone 
of  those  shareholders  to  the  conversion  of  that  sum  of  money 
in  the  way  he  indicates.  I  say  that,  though  not  a  lawyer, 
1  believe  that  we  cannot  find  a  practical  way.  Ho  simply 
says :  Do  thus  and  so  ;  knowing,  at  the  time,  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  impossible.  Not  until  you  can  get  the 
unanimous  consent  of  the  shareholders  who  have  subscribed 
can  you  have  that  conversion  made,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
seemed  to  assert  that  this  resolutisn  aims  at.  But  what 
does  that  amount  to  after  all  ?  We,  as  a  Parliament,  have 
given  our  faith,  have  passed  a  solemn  Act,  by  which  we 
state  that  we  hold  in  trust  sufficient  to  pay  3  per  cent,  to 
all  who  invest  in  these  stocks.  That  goes  forth  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Men  see  that.  They  read  it  over,  and  they  say  this 
Dominion  is  solvent;  this  Dominion  has  pledged  that  guar¬ 
antee,  and  on  the  strength  of  that  pledge  we  will  make  the 
investment.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal  is  to  with¬ 
draw  that  guarantee ;  it  is  to  deal  unfairly  by 
the  shareholders,  who  have  subscribed  on  the 
faith  of  that  guarantee,  and  who  look  to  it  as 
providing  them  for  a  certainty  with  3  per  cent,  until  the 
time  expires.  Grant  that  no  other  money  must  be  asked 
for  until  this  is  exhausted.  The  company  needs  now 
for  its  equipment  and  its  floating  debt  somewhere  in 
the  vicinity  of  twelve  millions  in  a  short  time,  and  that 
would  almost  totally  exhaust  the  guarantee  fund.  So 
that  after  a  single  year  had  passed,  instead  of  having  a 
guarantee  of  3  per  cent,  upon  their  investment  for  eight  years 
and  a- half,  they  would  have  the  cessation  of  that  guarantee, 
and  they  would  lose  what  they  supposed  had  been  a  perman¬ 
ent  investment  for  that  time.  But,  Sir,  it  is  an  impossible 
thing  to  do  ;  it  is  impracticable.  You  cannot  get  the  share¬ 
holders,  widely  scattered  over  this  country,  even  if  they 
were  willing,  to  submit  to  that  scheme. 
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Mr.  DAVIES.  I  would  ask  the  kon.  gontleman  whether 
the  compact  was  made  between  the  Government  and  the 
individual  shareholders,  or  between  the  Government  and  a 
corporate  body  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  person  who,  with  his  money  in  his 
hands,  looked  about  for  investments,  simply  read  this,  and 
upon  that  he  made  his  investment.  The  Government  of 
this  country  had  fourteen  or  fifteen  million  dollars  in  its 
possession,  and  had  guaranteed  to  pay  into  the  trustees’ 
hands,  the  Rank  of  Montreal,  every  half  year,  a  sufficient 
amount  of  money,  so  long  as  that  guarantee  lasted,  to  pay  the 
3  per  cent,  upon  the  sum  which  was  invested.  The  element 
of  faith  ought  to  be  maintained  in  that  transaction,  and  in 
such  a  way  it  would  be  neither  for  the  credit  of  the  country 
nor  for  the  future  good  of  the  company  which  may  run  the 
road,  that  it  should  be  interfered  with.  The  hon.  gentleman 
then  declared  that  the  request  of  this  company  for  $5,003,000 
as  a  short  loan  for  one  year  was  one  of  the  most  impudent 
applications  that  had  ever  been  made  to  any  Parliament ; 
and  it  must  be  made  to  a  Government  which  had  lost  all 
wholesome  fear  of  the  people  to  be  entertained  at  all.  So 
far  as  that  is  concerned,  it  is  a  simple  matter  of  business 
arrangement — a  loan  upon  certain  securities.  Taking  into 
account  the  nature  of  the  company’s  transactions,  the  road 
which  it  has  in  charge  and  the  vast  national  interests 
which  centre  around  it,  it  is  on  a  different  basis  as  regards 
the  Government,  and  is  entitled  to  greater  consideration  than 
would  a  smaller  business  arrangement.  The  company  comes 
to  this  House  and  says :  We  have  undoubted  security  to  offer 
you ;  we  want  a  short  loan  of  $5,000,000,  until  we  can  con¬ 
vert  our  bonds,  which  are  being  arranged  for,  into  money ; 
wo  will  pay  you  interest,  and  return  you  the  principal  at 
the  end  of  one  year.  If  it  is  impudent  for  one  man  to  go  to 
another  and  propose  to  borrow  money  on  approved  security, 
then  it  is  impudent  for  the  company  to  ask  the  House  for 
an  advance  of  money  on  good  security  and  payment  of  inte¬ 
rest,  If  not,  this  cannot  come  under  the  denomination  of 
an  impudent  transaction.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  the  most 
unbounded  faith  in  his  leader,  and  I  commend  him  for  that. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  has  also  an  almost  obtrusive  way  of 
expressing  his  admiration  of  his  leader’s  wonderful  bril¬ 
liancy  and  power,  whenever  he  gets  upon  his  feet.  Seldom 
does  he  rise  to  address  the  House  that  he  does  not  shower  on 
his  leader,  if  he  happens  to  be  in  the  House,  and  sitting  just 
infront  of  him,  a  great  many  high  flown  and  often  well  de¬ 
served  compliments,  until  I  almost  imagine  that  it  excites  the 
jealousy  of  some  hon.  gentlemen  near  him,  lest  he  may  have 
an  ulterior  end  in  view,  and  hope  that,  when  the  day  of 
reconstruction  comes,  he  may,  by  a  judicious  use  of  judicious 
compliments,  stand  a  chance  of  promotion  to  the  Cabinets 
which  are  to  be. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Wo  do  not  do  that  over  here. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  his  leader  was 
worth  half  a  dozen  members  on  this  side,  in  point  of 
patriotism, 

Mr.  CASEY.  Three  dozen. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  says 
three  dozen,  and  the  House  has  always  unlimited  respect  for 
his  opinion.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  stated  that 
his  leader  is  worth  a  dozen  men  on  this  side,  and  that  he  is 
most  self-sacrificing  in  his  labor,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  I  think  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  does  an 
immense  amount  of  very  hard  and  earnest  work.  I  believe 
he  deserves  credit  from  both  sides  of  the  House  for  that 
ability  which  he  possesses  and  that  industry  which  he  dis¬ 
plays.  I  am  willing,  as  one  on  this  side,  to  pay  that  com¬ 
pliment  to  him,  which  is  as  hearty  as  I  think  it  is  well 
deserved.  But  I  imagine  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  has  to  exorcise  a  good  deal  of  self- sacrifice  in  other 
ways.  He  ha  I  to  exorcise  a  good  deal  of  self-sacrifice, 
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hot  long  ago,  in  being  obliged  to  remain  two 
months  while  a  very  long  and  dreary  discussion  was 
taking  place  on  the  Franchise  Bill;  and  no  doubt  his 
patience  was  tested  when  thus  called  upon  to  learn  a  lesson 
of  resignation  to  evil,  which,  though  he  would  like  to  have 
cured,  yet  he  did  not  seem,  at  the  time,  to  have  the  power 
to  cure.  But  I  was  amused  at  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies),  who  said  that  when  the  member  for  West 
Durham  was  making  his  eight  hours’  speech,  and  bringing 
forward  those  awful  facts,  dragging  them  out  of  the  limbo 
of  past  years,  where  they  had  lain,  after  having  been 
brought  out  and  stored  away  again  and  again,  that  he  sat 
there  and  hoped  that  his  leader  was  wrong  in  the  statements 
he  was  making.  I  can  imagine  the  hon.  gentleman  sitting  in 
alternate  hope  and  fear,  hoping,  when  his  better  nature  got 
the  upper  hand,  that  the  statements  were  wrong,  for  the 
sake  of  the  country,  and  fearing,  sometimes,  when  his 
other  nature  gained  the  ascendency,  that  these  hopes 
might  prove  to  be  false,  and  that  he  would  not  lose 
a  very  splendid  and  efficient  instrument  with  which  to 
triumph  over  his  opponents.  But  there  was  this  fact  to 
be  noticed  :  Although  he  stood  up  to-day  and  stated  that 
he  hoped  that  those  statements  were  not  true,  I  looked 
straight  at  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  I  did  not  see  one  sign 
of  the  deep  grief  that  was  gnawing  out  his  heart.  I  did  not 
hear  any  tremor  in  the  tones  of  his  voice,  or  any  sign  of 
melancholy  in  the  eye  which  generally  denotes  heart-felt 
grief;  and  I  almost  think  the  hon.  gentleman  would  be 
glad  if  those  statements  should  prove  true,  so  that  ho 
might  have  a  weapon  with  which  to  belabor  his  politi¬ 
cal  adversaries.  Passing  over  some  other  remarks  made 
by  that  hon.  gentleman,  I  may  remark  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  stated,  as  he  came  to  an  honest  moment  in  his 
speech,  that  he  would  not  tell  a  lie — under  certain  condi¬ 
tions— not  even  to  get  money  from  England.  I  though  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  have  had  more  consideration  for 
a  very  able  and  earnest  member  of  his  party,  who 
sat  not  very  far  from  him,  and  who  is  said  to  have 
gone  to  England,  once  upon  a  time,  and  to  have  made 
certain  statements  which  he  wrote  on  the  silver  side  of 
the  shield,  in  order  to  obtain  a  loan  of  money,  and  when  he 
came  back  he  stated,  and  has  stated  often,  propositions 
quite  different  from  the  statements  he  made  in  order 
to  obtain  a  loan  in  England.  Now,  I  come  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  prophecy  business.  It  is  amusing  to  see  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  his  quest  for  real  eggs,  and  to  notice  that  he 
finds,  in  almost  every  respect  and  on  every  occasion,  nothing 
in  the  nest — a  mere  mare’s  nest.  He  has  rather  spoken 
against  my  power  of  prophecy,  and  has  stated  his  own 
powers,  and  has  declared  that  he  made  certain  prophetic 
declarations  last  year,  after  he  had  carefully  looked  in'.o 
and  investigated  the  matter.  What  was  the  prophecy  ? 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  be  called  a  prophet  no  one 
will  more  gladly  grant  him  those  powers  than  myself :  but 
if  not,  I  shall  feel  it  a  public  duty  to  expose  his  claims  to 
prophecy  if  they  have  not  a  good  foundation.  What  foun¬ 
dation  have  they  ?  He  went  over  the  same  statement  last 
year  as  he  went  over  to-night.  Ho  made  two  calculations. 
He  put  $77,000,000  in  one  estimate  and  $99,000,000  in  the 
other,  and  then  he  said  : 

“  There  is  a  discrepancy  of  $22,000,000.  I  can  never  satisfy  my  mind 
that  there  can  be  any  finality  in  this  measure,  with  that  discrepancy 
existing.  I  have  no  doubt,  iu  my  own  mind,  that  I  may  be  wrong,  but  I 
form  my  conclusions  from  what  1  have  stated  to  the  House,  and  it  seems 
to  me  the  argument  is  a  good  one — I  have  not  the  shadow  ofa  doubt - ■” 

At  first  the  hon.  gentleman  had  no  doubt.  Then  he  gets  a 
little  stronger,  owing  to  his  susceptible  and  excitable  tem¬ 
perament,  and  he  states  there  is  not  a  shadow  of  doubt : 

“  that  before  two  years  roll  over  the  heads  of  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  an  application  will  be  made  here  to  advance  that  $22,000,000 
additional. 

That  is  the  hon.-  gentleman’s  prophecy,  that  before  two 
years  were  passed  $22,000,000  will  be  asked  for  at  the 
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hands  of  this  Parliament,  and  will  be  asked  for — for  what 
purpose  ?  For  the  purpose  of  the  construction  of  the  road. 
He  makes  the  declaration  that  before  two  years  roll  round 
$22,000,000  will  be  asked  for  by  the  company  for  construction 
purposes.  Well,  before  the  two  years  have  passed  away 
the  hon.  gentleman  hastens  ahead  of  time  to  reap  the 
results  of  his  prophetic  declaration.  Better  wait,  my  good 
friend,  until  the  two  years  roll  round  ;  it  will  be  time 
enough  then.  At  present,  there  is  not  even  a  beginning  of 
the  dawn  of  the  fulfilment  of  that  policy.  In  the  first  place, 
the  money  granted  last  year  for  construction  purposes  is 
sufficient  for  construction  purposes.  We  have  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  company,  of  the  Minister  of  Bail  ways;  we  have 
the  statements  of  the  Department ;  we  have  the  calculations 
to  show  that  there  is  sufficient  of  the  money  granted 
last  year  for  construction  purposes,  every  dollar  of  which 
is  to  go  into  construction  purposes  ;  and  what  the  company 
asks  for  this  year  is  not  for  construction  purposes,  but 
simply  for  the  equipment  of  the  road.  Now,  then,  if  the  right 
to  be  considered  a  true  prophet,  if  the  proof  of  that  reputation 
can  be  established  by  a  representation  like  that — by  his 
foretelling,  in  his  prophecy,  $22,000,000  for  construction 
purposes,  when  not  a  dollar  has  been  asked  for  construction 
purposes — if  that  can  be  a  foundation  sufficient  upon  which 
to  claim  a  prophetic  reputation,  then  any  of  us  can  be  a 
prophet.  In  the  first  place,  I  suppose  there  is  no  difference 
between  $5,000,000  and  $22,000,000,  and  there  is  no  diffe¬ 
rence  between  $22,000,000  for  construction  purposes  and 
$5,000,000  for  the  equipment  of  the  road.  It  is  only  a  small 
matter,  that;  it  would  not  interfere  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  claims  to  be  considered  a  prophet.  Now,  in  speaking 
with  reference  to  that,  I  stated  that  we  would  meet  in  two 
years  after  that  time,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  would  see 
whether  it  happened  or  not.  It  is  not  begun  to  happen,  and 
next  year  we  will  be  able  to  compare  notes,  but  before  that 
time  [  beg  him  not  to  leave  the  category  of  ordinary,  fallible 
mortals  and  enshrine  himself  among  the  prophets.  What 
was  the  policy  of  the  parties  in  the  matter  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  ?  I  do  not  intend  to  go 
back  into  a  long-past  history.  I  do  not  intend  to  take  up 
this  matter  from  the  year  1870,  and  follow  it  to  the  present 
time.  That  has  been  done  over  and  over  again  ;  and,  Sir, 
we  have  had  the  same  matters  brought  before  us,  year 
aftor  year,  and  in  the  same  year  the  same  matters  gone 
over  again,  and  again,  and  again,  with  reference  to 
these  things.  I  merely  wish  to  put  the  broad  points  of 
difference  between  the  policy  of  the  two  parties  since  the 
year  1880.  I  say  that  in  tho  year  1870,  in  those  first  years, 
it  was  impossible  to  have  done,  with  reference  to  a  railway 
policy  or  railway  construction,  what  it  was  possible  to  do 
after  1880,  because  the  conditions  of  the  country  were  not 
known,  the  surveys  had  not  been  approximately  completed, 
tho  roMjurces  of  the  country  were  not  even  dreamed  of,  and 
it  was  impossible  to  have  that  faith  or  confidence,  that 
intelligent  power  of  direction  which  could  be  obtained 
under  the  conditions  of  past  years.  But  in  1880  the  surveys 
had  boen  fairly  well  completed,  the  resources  of  the 
country  had  been  pretty  thoroughly  studied,  and  that 
faith  and  confidence  and  intelligent  direction  in  these 
matters  might  well  have  assumed  to  shape  themselves 
into  a  policy.  What,  then,  was  the  policy  of  tho 
leader  of  tho  Opposition,  and  I  suppose  of  my  hon.  friend 
who  took  his  seat  a  little  time  ago  ?  The  first 
point  was  this  :  that  it  was  a  policy  of  indefinite  postpone¬ 
ment  of  the  building  of  the  far  west  section  of  this  trans¬ 
continental  railway.  That  was  the  policy  of  the  hon.  gentlo- 
man,  as  enunciated  over  and  over  again,  and  enunciated 
particularly  in  his  famous  railway  speech  in  this  House  in 
1880.  He  proceeded  to  consider  the  western  section  as 
extending  from  the  longitude  of  Edmonton  to  the  Pacific 
coast,  and  he  proposed  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the 
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building  of  that  road.  Here  are  his  statements,  with 
reference  to  it : 

“  It  is  because,  in  our  opinion,  it  is  desirable  that  a  postponement  of  the 
western  section  of  the  Pacific  Railway  should  take  place,  that  I  propose 
to  place  my  amendment  in  your  hands. 

That  amendment  was  this : 

“  That  the  public  interests  require  that  the  work  of  constructing  the 
Pacific  Railway  in  British  Columbia  should  be  postponed - ” 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Is  the  word  “  indefinite  ”  there  ? 

Mr.  FOSTEB.  Now,  my  hon.  friend  was  away  ahead  of 
time  in  his  prophecy,  so  I  hope  he  will  have  patience  this 
time,  and  I  will  come  to  that.  That  proves  that  his  policy 
was  a  policy  for  the  postponement  of  building  the  western 
section;  My  hon.  friend  asks  where  the  indefinite  part 
comes  in.  If  he  will  listen,  I  will  prove  it  to  him.  The 
hon.  gentleman  made  many  calculations  as  to  what  would 
be  the  cost  of  that  road.  The  lowest  of  these  calculations 
was  the  sum  of  $45,000,000,  as  the  sum  necessary  for  the 
construction  of  that  road;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  laid 
down  the  platform  that  it  should  not  be  built  until  a  suffi¬ 
cient  fund  for  the  building  of  it  had  been  gained  out  of  tho 
sale  of  lands  in  the  North-West.  And  when  you  come  to 
read  over  what  he  says  about  the  sales  of  the  lands  in  the 
North-West,  you  will  find  that  the  postponement,  if  tho 
theory  was  to  be  carried  out,  must  be  an  indefinite  postpone¬ 
ment,  for  he  proposed  to  put  on  the  sales  jot  land  in  the 
.North-West  these  charges — the  chai’ge  of  all  expenses 
connected  with  the  survey  of  the  lands  and  the  sale  of 
them : 

“Indeed,  he  says,  I  may  go  further,  and  say  that  the  cost  of  payments 
for  Indians,  of  over  $550,000  a  year,  and  for  the  Mounted  police  force 
about  $300,000  a  year,  in  all  $850,000  a  year,  and  other  local  charges, 
are  prior  charges  on  the  price  of  the  land.” 

He  states  elsewhere  that  not  until  these  lands  are  sold,  and 
there  are  purchasers  of  them,  and  a  fund  is  raised  for  the 
building  of  the  road,  did  he  propose  to  build  tho  western 
section.  We  had  before  the  postponement  idea,  and  this 
added  to  it  makes  the  policy  one  of  indefinite  postponement. 
Well,  the  other  feature  of  his  policy  was  that  of  the  pro¬ 
longed  postponement  of  the  building  of  the  eastern  section 
of  the  road.  The  eastern  section  might  be  built  at  some 
future  time,  and  the  period  was  an  indefinite  period.  In 
speaking  about  that,  he  states  that  the  eastern  section  may 
be  begun  in  1891,  and  it  is  possible  it  may  be  finished  in 
1897,  and  he  says  to  his  Quebec  friends  :  I  hope  you  may 
all  live  to  see  it  completed  at  that  distant  date.  He  looked 
upon  these  two  things  as  essential  parts  of  his  policy ;  but 
he  believed  in  another  thing,  and  that  was  the  building, 
as  my  hon.  friend  has  said  to-night,  of  the  prairie  and 
central  sections — the  building  of  tho  road  from  Lake  Superior 
to  Winnipeg,  and  from  Winnipeg  out  into  tho  prairie. 
Gradually  go  as  far  as  the  longitude  of  Edmonton,  and  there 
stop,  until  a  purchase  fund  was  obtained  from  the  sale  of 
lands  sufficient  to  build  westward  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
There  was  another  feature  in  this  railway  policy,  and  it  was 
this  :  Connection  of  the  central  and  prairie  railroad  system 
of  the  North-West  with  the  United  States  system  of  rail¬ 
ways,  not  at  one  point  only,  but  at  all  available  points. 
That  must  be  true,  because  lie  and  the  gentlemen  associated 
with  him  have  been  continually  talking,  since  the  charter 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company  was  granted, 
against  the  terrible  wrong  inflicted  on  the  North-West,  in 
having  the  monopoly  clause  in  it,  and  tbe  disallowance 
power  exercised  by  this  Government.  Therefore  we  must 
infer,  if  he  and  those  thinking  with  him  are  earnest  and 
honest  in  their  position  towards  disallowance,  that  if  they 
had  been  in  power  there  would  have  been  no  disallowance, 
and  this  central  and  prairie  railroad  system  of  the  North- 
West  would  have  connected  with  the  United  States  railroad 
system  at  all  convenient  points.  Another  feature  ofthe  hon. 
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gentleman’s  policy  was  to  subordinate  tbe  trade  of  the  eastern 
portion  of  Canada  to  the  trade  of  the  United  States,  so  far  as 
the  North-West  is  concerned.  Hon.  gentlemen  inveigh  against 
the  national  policy,  which  they  say  bears  upon  the  people  of 
the  North-West  specially  hard  ;  their  natural  market  is  just 
to  the  south  of  them ;  and  here  you  raise  a  barrier  between 
them  and  that  natural  market.  What  is  the  supposition 
we  must  draw  from  that  ?  That  if  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
in  power  we  should  have  no  such  barrier,  but  that  there 
would  be  as  free  trade  between  the  North-West  and  the 
great  centres  of  population  of  the  western  States  as  there 
is  between  the  North-West  and  eastern  Canada.  The 
result  of  that  would  bo  to  have  thrown  the  trade  and  the 
thoughts  and  sympathies  of  the  North-West  with  the 
trade  and  thoughts  and  sympathies  of  the  United  States  of 
America  ;  and  it  would  have  cut  off  from  Eastern  Canada, 
by  the  very  nearness  of  the  competition,  the  increasingly 
profitable  trade  that  is  growing  up  between  the  eastern 
Provinces  of  Canada  and  our  great  North-West,  which  they 
have  bought  and  upon  which  they  have  expended  so  much 
monoy.  Another  feature  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  policy 
was  a  generally  expressed  distrust  of  the  resources  and 
capabilities  of  Canada  for  the  completion  of  this  road.  In 
this  speech  he  states,  over  and  over  again,  that  it  will  beggar 
tho  country.  That  everything  we  can  borrow  or  beg  will 
be  absorbed  ;  that  the  resources  of  the  country  are  not 
sufficient  for  the  undertaking  ;  that  it  will  tax  the  country 
so  greatly  as  to  bring  it  to  ruin  ;  so  that  he  had  not 
that  firm  faith  in  tbe  resources  and  capabilities 
of  Canada  for  completing  this  great  transcontinen¬ 
tal  railroad  which  should  have  been  held  by  a  states¬ 
man  believing  in  the  future  of  that  great  country. 
These  were  the  lines  of  the  railway  policy  of  my  hon. 
friend  opposite.  Let  us  contrast  them  with  the  lines  of  the 
railway  policy  of  the  present  Administration,  which  meant, 
in  the  first  place,  the  speedy  union  of  all  the  Provinces. 
They  said :  As  speedily  as  the  country’s  resources  will  per¬ 
mit  we  will  build  the  railway  through  all  the  Provinces 
and  join  British  Columbia;  we  will  build  around  Lake 
Superior  and  join  that  part  of  the  country  with  Eastern 
Canada  ;  and  so  we  shall  have  an  all-Canadian  route,  a  bond 
of  union  between  the  Provinces,  which  will  carry  our  trade 
and  be  the  chief  factor  in  the  development  of  the  country. 
This,  together  with  the  preservation  of  Canadian  trade  for  the 
Canadians,  a  hopeful  appreciation  of  the  credit  and  resources 
of  Canada  for  the  building  of  this  railway,  and  its  successful 
accomplishment,  were  the  broad  features  of  the  policy  of 
tho  present  Government.  I  am  willing  to  let  those  two 
policies  go  to  tho  country  in  their  broad  features  and  in  the 
results  which  flow  from  them,  and  let  the  country,  in  the 
present  and  the  future,  decide  between  them.  The  hon. 
gentleman  in  his  speech  the  other  day  made  considerable 
sport  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  for  calling  “  All  aboard  for 
the  West.”  Well,  if  tho  policy  of  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
prevailed,  no  man  in  the  city  of  Montreal  or  in  the  city  of 
Quobec  could  have  called  out,  all  aboard  for  the  West  and 
the  Pacific  Ocoan  over  a  railroad  of  our  own,  in  territory  of 
our  own,  for  many  and  many  a  year  to  come,  and  perhaps 
never ;  but  just  because,  not  his  policy  but  an  opposite 
policy  is  carried  out,  we  are  enabled,  in  all  truth  and  reality, 
if  not  to-day,  yet  within  a  very  short  period  of  time,  to 
stand  in  the  city  of  Montreal  and  hear  the  conductors  cry 
out,  all  aboard  for  tho  west  and  tho  Pacific  Ocean,  on  a  rail¬ 
road  which  runs  through  Canadian  territory,  and  which  has 
been  built  by  the  pluck  and  indomitable  energy  and  enter¬ 
prise  of  the  Canadian  people. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Not  by  a  short  line. 

Mr.  POSTER.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  is  anxious 
to  get  ahead  of  time.  He  wants  to  know  what  about  the 
short  line.  1  will  yet  say  a  word  on  that,  to  accommodate  my 
hon.  friend.  But  while  I  speak  of  these  two  lines  of  policy, 
Mr.  Foster. 


I  want  to  read  a  short  extract,  to  show  you  how  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  hon.  gentlemen  associated 
with  him,  have  gone  down  from  that  high  ideal  which 
animated  the  fathers  of  Confederation  on  the  Liberal  side, 
when  Confederation  was  young,  in  the  year  1870  or  1872.  The 
Globe ,  over  which  George  Brown  presided,  and  which  was 
tho  organ  par  excellence  of  the  Liberal  party  of  that  time, 
took  a  view  in  direct  opposition  to  the  policy  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  and  in  direct  accord  with  the  policy  which 
has  been  carried  out  by  tho  Government.  It  says  : 

“  Apart  from  all  other  considerations,  the  very  fact  that  the  line 
under  consideration  is  through  American  territory  would  be  a  fatal 
objection  to  its  being  made  the  Grand  Trunk  line  for  the  Canadian 
North-West.  Those  who  had  the  command  of  it  would  in  a  very  few 
years  command  the  country.  All  the  intercourse,  both  social  and  com¬ 
mercial,  of  the  people  of  the  North-West  region,  would  be  directly  with 
and  through  a  foreign  people,  and  what  might  at  any  moment  become  a 
hostile  country.  By  a  mere  stroke  of  his  pen  the  foreign  ruler  might 
lay  an  embargo  upon  the  whole  intercourse  of  that  part  of  Canada  with 
what  lies  to  the  east.  The  bonding  system,  as  we  have  lately  had 
hinted  at,  in  connection  with  a  region  nearer  hand,  might  stop  caprici¬ 
ously,  and  on  very  short  notice;  the  tide  of  immigration  might  be 
turned  away  from  our  border,  to  a  certain  extent,  at  any  rate,  while 
everything  would  conduce  to  make  the  absorption  of  the  whole  terri¬ 
tory  by  the  States  a  mere  question  of  time,  and  of  time  very  shortest  at 
the  longest.  The  connection  of  all  that  region  with  the  more  eastern 
parts  of  the  Dominion  would  be  merely  nominal,  and  when  the  pear 
would  be  ripe  it  would  naturally  'fall,  as  from  the  first  had  been 
desired,  into  the  lap  of  our  very  astute  and  enterprising  cousins  over 
the  way.  *  *  *  Instead  of  the  fact  that  the  Northern  Pacific  is  under 
construction  being  an  argument  for  allowing  the  Canadian  project  to 
lie  m  the  meanwhile  in  abeyance,  it  affords  the  strongest  reason  possible 
for  its  being  pushed  through  without  delay.  Politically,  it  is  a  manifest 
and  pressing  necessity,  while  commercially  it  is  as  evidently  of  the  very 
highest  importance  for  Canada.  In  this  way  alone  can  this  country 
have  any  chance  for  her  fair  share  in  the  lucrative  trade  of  the  North- 
West  which  will  assuredly  spring  up,  and  in  the  varied  traffic  with  the 
Pacific  world,  which,  to  a  great  extent,  will  pass  through  Canadian 
territory,  if  once  what  will  be  the  shortest  and  easiest  route  from  ocean 
to  ocean  is  in  working  order.” 

These  were  the  sentiments  of  the  organ  of  the  Liberal  party 
at  that  time,  and  they  are  in  accord  with  the  railroad  policy 
as  it  has  been  worked  out  by  the  present  Government.  It 
has  been  stated  that  the  extensions  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  eastward  from  Callander  ought  not  to  have  been 
undertaken,  and  that  they  have  been  burdensome  rather 
than  otherwise.  I  am  one  of  those  who  consider  that  one 
of  the  best  points  in  this  whole  matter  has  been  the  fact  of 
the  extension  of  that  great  system  of  developement  from 
Callander  eastward,  through  its  branch  lines,  its  acquired 
lines,  and  the  lines  which  it  has  leased.  For  the  same 
expenditure  of  money,  $54,000,000  in  cash,  and  railway 
worth  cash  of  $25,000,000,  we  have  not  only  got  a  com¬ 
plete  line  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  but  have 
that  line  extended  from  Callander  to  Montreal  and  Brock- 
ville.  Wo  have  345  miles  from  Callander  to  Montreal,  432 
miles  of  branch  lines  in  Ontario,  and  695  miles  of  leased 
lines — in  all,  nearly  4,000  miles  of  lino  which  are  under  the 
control  of  the  company,  and  which  go  to  make  up 
a  vast  system  of  development  which  this  country 
will  feel  in  after  times  in  the  way  of  its  growth 
and  progress.  And,  to-day,  we  see  this  system  creeping 
down  towards  Quebec  for  its  summer  port  and  down 
towards  the  Maritime  Provinces  ports  of  St.  John  and  Hali¬ 
fax,  and,  it  may  be.  Cape  Breton  ports.  We  see  this  idea  gra¬ 
dually  approaching  its  completion  ;  an  idea  which,  I  feel, 
would  never  have  approached  its  completion  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  building  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
the  working  out  of  tho  idea  which  is  embodied  in  that 
scheme.  So  I  say,  I  hope  that  within  a  very  few  years, 
working  on  in  the  expansion  of  this  idea,  we  shall  not  only 
be  able  to  say  “  All  aboard  for  the  West,”  but  for  the  East  as 
well,  and  reach  the  great  cities  which  lie  on  the  Atlantic 
seaboard,  and  have  a  system  of  railway  extension  from  ocean 
to  ocean,  under  one  continuous  management.  One  of  the 
strongest  advantages  in  getting  the  eastern  branch  lines 
extension  is  that,  while  they  pay  a  revenue,  as  they  do, 
according  to  the  report  put  before  us,  they  also  serve  to 
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attract  and  to  control  the  traffic  which  must  be  had  for  the 
successful  operation  of  the  road  and  the  development  of  the 
country.  Having  thus  contrasted  briefly  the  two  broad  lines 
of  policy  on  this  matter,  as  between  the  two  parties,  I  have 
a  few  more  words  to  state,  and  with  reference  to  the 
matter  in  hand.  It  did  not  seem  to  me,  at  first,  to  be  neces¬ 
sary,  in  order  that  we  might  discuss  and  come  to  a  conclu¬ 
sion  upon  a  question  before  us,  to  take  up  the  whole  history  of 
the  railway  management  as  it  has  been  taken  up.  It  would 
seem  to  me  that  after  certain  issues  had  been  settled  they 
might  remain  settled,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  necessary  to 
spend  days  and  nights  in  going  over  questions  which 
cannot  be  unsettled,  in  referring  to  policies  which  cannot  be 
changed,  and  in  discussing  roads  and  lines,  selected  and 
built,  which  cannot  now  be  altered.  When  those  things  are 
once  settled  they  might  be  allowed  to  remain  settled,  and 
we  ought  to  address  ourselves  simply  to  the  investigation 
and  conclusion  of  the  question  directly  before  us.  That 
question  is  simply  this  :  Whether,  after  the  policy 
has  been  settled,  the  line  surveyed  and  the  road  built, 
after  the  country  has  approved  of  that,  and  of  the 
subventions  necessary  for  that,  after  a  loan  has  been 
granted  for  a  number  of  years,  as  settled  by  Parlia¬ 
ment  a  year  ago — whether,  when  the  simple  question 
comes  up  for  the  rearrangement  of  the  security  and  an 
additional  loan  of  $5,000,000,  we  might  not  let  the  past  be 
and  devote  our  energies  to  the  settlement  of  that  question 
alone.  The  mere  going  over  battles  already  fought  and 
decided  will  not  hurt  or  help  anything.  The  question 
to  consider  is  whether  we  shall  or  not  make  this 
loan  and  re  arrange  the  securities  as  set  down  in  the 
resolution.  It  has  been  proved  that  it  is  necessary 
the  company  shall  have  money  for  equipment,  that 
they  will  require  a  certain  time  to  convert  the  bonds  placed 
in  their  hands  into  cash,  and  the  question  is,  whether  we 
can,  profitably  to  the  company  and  the  country,  give  the 
company  a  short  loan  of  $5,000,000  for  a  year,  on  undoubted 
security.  If  the  security  is  sufficient,  as  I  believe  it  is,  I 
am  in  favor  of  making  the  loan.  If  the  loan  of  last  year 
was  well  secured  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  additional 
loan  of  this  year  is  still  better  secured.  Last  year  we  gave 
a  loan  of  $30,000,000  in  all,  and  we  took  security  in  roads 
and  equipment  and  lands  to  the  value,  in  round  numbers, 
of  $90,000,000.  To-day  we  add  $5,000,000  additional  of 
lands,  and  we  get  the  security  enhanced  by  at  least 
$25,000,000  in  hard  cash  put  into  the  construction  of  the  lino. 
While  our  loan  appreciates  $5,000,000,  the  security  has  appre¬ 
ciated  $25,000,000.  If  that  is  not  a  sufficient  appreciation 
of  the  security  in  comparrison  with  the  appreciation 
of  the  amount  of  the  loan,  then  we  cannot  come  to  any  con¬ 
clusion  based  upon  fact.  Having  satisfied  my  mind,  last 
year,  that  the  security  then  given  was  sufficient  for  the  loan 
then  given,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  approving  of  an  additional 
loan  of  $5,000,000  for  a  year,  seeing  that  the  security  has 
been  greatly  enhanced.  We  have,  as  security  for  the  additional 
$5,000,000  added  to  last  year’s  loan,  a  main  line,  or  will  have, 
when  the  amount  unexpended  and  remaining  for  construction 
is  expended,  with  $56,097,723  of  actual  cash  placed  in  it  as 
tho  cost  of  construction.  We  will  have  the  extension  from 
Montreal  to  Brockviile,  $9,357,091 ;  branch  lines,  $4,607,172  ; 
steamers,  $697,369 ;  real  estate,  $408,207 ;  equipment, 
$8,471,386;  making  a  total  of  $79,816,948,  deducting  from 
which  charges  on  the  Quebec  road  and  the  Canada  Central, 
$5,323,333,  leaves  $74,493,615  net  railway  security  on 
which  we  have  a  first  lien  for  tho  loan  made.  Then,  the 
lands  have  depreciated  but  little  in  quantity,  being  now 
21,399,737  acres,  which,  calculated  at  $2  an  acre,  gives 
$42,799,474,  and  subtracting  from  that  tho  outstanding  land 
grant  bonds,  leaves  a  balance  of  $41,189,760.  Adding  this 
to  the  railway  security,  we  have  a  total  of  $115,683,375 
in  railway  constructed  at  cost  and  lands  valued  at  $2 
per  acre.  I  believe  that  security  is  amply  sufficient. 


Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  taken  exception  to  tho 
terms  of  the  security.  Let  us  see  whal  they  are : 
$20,000,009  of  that  loan  is  secured  by  $20,000,000  of  bonds, 
and  that  $20,000,000  of  bonds  is  tho  first  mortgage  on  tho 
road,  tho  branches,  the  steamers  and  the  equipment,  and  is 
the  second  lien  on  the  lands  after  the  first  lien  has  expired, 
for  the  $10,000,000  of  indebtedness,  and  this  is  worth,  in 
cost,  $74,493,615.  Surely,  for  $20,000,000  of  loan  a  security 
of  $74,493,615,  is  an  amply  sufficient  security.  For  the 
other  loan  of  $9,880,912  wo  havo  the  21,399,737  acres  of  land, 
which  givo  us  a  value,  taking  out  the  land  grant  bonds  out¬ 
standing,  of  $41,189,760.  Surely,  that  amount  of  land,  at  $2 
an  acre  — a  sufficiently  small  valuation — is  a  security  amply 
sufficient  for  the  $10,000,000.  Then  we  have  tho  added 
$5,000,000  of  loan,  for  which  we  hold  $8,000,000  of  bonds, 
which,  along  with  the  $20,000,000  of  bonds,  are  the  first 
moi'tgage  upon  the  railway  security  of  $74,493,615.  Now, 
we  must  argue  upon  one  of  two  basos  Either  this  is  a 
bona  fide  loan,  and  will  be  repaid  to  us,  and  in  that  case  tho 
country  loses  nothing,  getting  the  same  percentage  which 
it  pays  and  getting  the  road  at  the  original  subvention  of 
$54,000,000  and  25,000,000  acres  of  land,  or  it  will  not  bo 
paid,  and  we  shall  have  to  go  to  the  securities  ;  and, 
looking  at  them  as  I  have  stated  them,  I  think 
they  are  amply  sufficient,  and  there  is  no  risk, 
and  there  is  no  burden  put  upon  the  country  if  there  is  no 
risk,  for  the  interest  paid  to  us  by  the  company  is  almost 
exactly  the  same  as  that  which  would  be  paid  by  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  tho  money  loaned.  Just  a  moment,  to  show 
that  this  security  is  still  further  enhanced  than  I  have 
stated  it.  The  lands  to-day  are  certainly  not  a  whit  less 
valuable  than  they  were  a  year  ago.  It  must  be  in  the 
very  nature  of  things  that,  with  the  railway  being  built 
there,  with  certain  lands  being  sold  and  settled  up,  the 
remaining  quantities  of  land  must  be  appreciating  in  value, 
and  cannot  be  becoming  worth  less  than  they  were  in  the 
past.  The  road  has  been  bettered  by  the  increase  of 
$25,000,000  applied  in  construction  alone,  and  by  equip¬ 
ment  to  an  appreciable  degree;  but,  more  than  that,  the 
current  of  traffic  which  is  necessary  to  the  sustenance  of  a 
road  has  begun  to  be  set  in  the  direction  of  this  road,  and 
that  is  one  of  the  most  important  features.  Build  a  rail¬ 
road  wherever  you  please,  through  the  most  thickly 
settled  portions  of  country,  where  other  roads  run  side  by 
side  with  it,  and  before  that  railroad  can  come  to  its  beat, 
you  have  to  get  the  ingenuity  and  the  energy  of  the  manage¬ 
ment  directed  towards  attracting  traffic  to  the  road ;  and, 
during  the  year  past,  the  management  of  this  road, 
with  its  loased  lines  and  branches,  have  been  devot¬ 
ing  their  energy  to  that  with  remarkable  success,  and 
the  current  of  traffic  is  setting  in  favor  of  this  road,  and  the 
commercial  public  are  beginning  to  know  that  there  is  such 
a  road,  and  that  it  has  advantages  of  which  they  may  have 
the  use.  Then  there  is  greater  confidence  in  the  public 
with  reference  to  this  road.  The  enterprise  commenced 
under  a  load  of  disability,  with  one-half  of  the  people  of  this 
country  having  no  great  faith  in  its  fulfilment;  it  com¬ 
menced  without  any  great  confidence  in  the  commercial 
world  outside  of  Canada,  and  it  has  had,  not  only  in  the. 
money  markets  but  in  the  commercial  world,  and  amongst, 
people  generally,  to  battle  its  way  up  to  something  like, 
confidence  and  security ;  and  it  has  made  ir\  the  past 
year  a  large  stride  in  this  direction.  The  security  is 
becoming  more  undoubted,  men  are  beginning  to  feel  that 
it  is  not  a  road  which  is  to  be  thrown  u,p  as  soon  as  tho  con¬ 
struction  money  is  exhausted,  but  is  there  for  groat  pur¬ 
poses,  and  has  a  future  before  it  which  warrants  the  confi¬ 
dence  they  are  placing  in  it ;  and  the  fairness  of  troatrrjent 
tho  good  running,  and  the  equipment  of  tho  roa^’j  have 
drawn  to  it  a  groat  deal  of  sympathy  as  well  as  a  great  deal  of 
traffic  during  the  past  year.  There  havo  also,  been  added 
considerations  of  national  and  tImperial  importance.  The. 
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disturbance  in  the  North-West,  unfortunate  as  it  has  been  in 
many  respects,  has  not  been  without  some  lines  lighter 
than  the  darker  shades  of  the  picture  which  we  have  looked 
upon,  and  one  of  these  is  the  effect  which  it  has  had  in 
raising  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  into  national  import¬ 
ance  as  a  line  along  which  the  sentiment  of  this  country 
may  run  and  the  power  of  this  country  may  be  exerted  when¬ 
ever  it  is  necessary  to  exert  it  at  any  point.  Alongside  of 
that,  the  road  has  taken,  within  the  last  year,  even  within 
the  last  two  months,  a  large  place  in  the  estimation  of  the 
people  and  the  Government  in  the  old  country  as  to  the 
Imperial  importance  which  attaches  to  it.  They  see  that 
this  road,  stretching  from  ocean  to  ocean,  communicating 
on  shorter  lines  of  latitude,  and  having  the  shortest  route 
across  the  continent,  is  of  Imperial  importance  in  case  of 
complications  which  no  statesman  can  foresee,  and  no  man 
can  say  will  not  sometime  happen.  And  then  there  is  an 
increased  amount  of  traffic  on  this  road.  In  1883,  deduct¬ 
ing  the  expenses  from  the  earnings  of  the  road,  and  so 
leaving  the  net  earnings,  we  find  that  they  amounted  to 
$561,143;  in  1884  the  net  earnings  were  $1,191,890,  or 
more  than  100  per  cent,  of  increase  in  the  earnings.  But, 
when  you  compare  the  four  months  of  1885  with  the 
four  corresponding  months  of  1884,  you  find  this  differ¬ 
ence  more  plainly  set  forth.  The  month  of  January, 
1885,  showed  an  increase  over  the  same  month  in  1884  of 
$211,975  ;  the  month  of  February  an  increase  of  $206,472  ; 
March,  $204,227  ;  April,  $309,237  ;  so  that  the  four  months 
of  the  year  1885  show  an  increase  in  net  earnings  over  the 
corresponding  four  months  of  1884  of  nearly  a  million 
dollars,  and  those  who  have  the  management  of  the  road 
and  who  should  know  more  about  its  traffic  prospects  than 
others,  estimate  that  the  net  receipts  for  1885  will  be 
$2,400,000,  and  for  1886  $3,600,000.  That  is  a  calculation 
based  upon  the  last  two  years  and  four  months,  and  I  set 
that  against  the  cry  that  there  is  not  sufficient  trade  to 
carry  on  this  road  which  we  are  building,  and  that  its 
operating  expenses  will  not  be  paid.  The  Northern  Pacific, 
which  runs  nearest  on  the  American  side  to  our  line,  has 
increased  in  its  net  earnings  very  largely,  and  the  line  to 
the  north  of  it  possesses  advantages  which  in  some  respects 
are  not  possessed  by  the  Northern  Pacific.  As  to  the 
climatic  and  other  difficulties,  the  report  laid  upon  the 
Table  shows  that  the  operation  of  the  road  during  the  last 
year  has  been  freer  from  climatic  difficulties,  from  snows 
and  frosts,  than  other  roads  in  Canada,  and  that  there  is  no  fear 
that  this  will  operate  injuriously  to  the  carrying  on  the  road 
and  the  transportation  of  its  traffic.  So  that  we  have 
this  one  road,  controlling  its  own  traffic  from  the  Atlantic 
to  the  Pacific,  with  its  large  network  of  leased  lines  and 
branches,  with  its  immense  line  of  immigration  to  take  into 
that  great  country,  and  with  its  immense  yield  of  cereals 
and  other  products  which  will  be  taken  from  it;  and,  taking 
all  these  things  into  consideration,  it  is  a  fair  conclusion  that 
its  earnings  will  be  fairly  able  to  maintain  the  fixed  charges, 
including  those  placed  upon  it  within  the  last  year.  There 
is  a  fair  probability  that  the  traffic  will  be  sufficient  to  pay 
what  is  necessary  to  carry  on  the  road  and  to  pay  these 
fixed  charges.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  before  me 
said  something  with  reference  to  a  promise  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Railways  last  year,  to  take  off  the 
disallowance  clauses,  and  he  found  fault  because  they  had 
not  been  taken  off.  I  think  it  but  fair  to  read  what  wub 
really  stated  by  the  Minister  of  Railways  on  that  occasion, 
and  which  will  scarcely  bear  out  the  construction  put  upon 
it  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  said: 

“  But  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  state  to  the  House  that,  although  true  to 
that  policy,  the  Government  refused  to  give  assent  to  the  construction 
of  lines  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba  to  connect  with  American 
railways  to  the  south,  such  is  the  evidence  presented  by  the  operation 
of  the  line  so  far  as  it  has  gone,  such  is  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  in  regard  to  the  ability  of  a  through 
line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  take  care  of  itself,  and  by  the 
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inherent  power  of  its  own  advantages  to  maintain  its  position,  notwith¬ 
standing  any  competition  to  which  it  may  be  subjected — although  we 
have  no  power,  under  the  contract,  to  touch  any  portion  of  the  country 
in  the  North-West  Territories,  we  are  now  in  a  position  to  review  and 
to  re-consider  the  policy  of  the  late  Government,  and  the  policy  of  the 
present  Government,  as  to  the  continued  necessity  for  any  longer  period 
of  protecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  against  competition.” 

It  was  bis  statement  that  this  year,  either  at  its  commence¬ 
ment  or  now,  or  during  any  of  these  years,  which  was  to 
take  place,  but  the  statement  bears  a  different  interpretation 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  has  put  upon  it.  It  goes  on  to 
say: 

“  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  state  to  the  Hosue  that  such  is  the  confi¬ 
dence  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  in  the  power  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  protect  itself,  that  when  the  line  is  con¬ 
structed  north  of  Lake  Superior  the  Government  feel  it  will  not  be 
incumbent  upon  themselves  to  preserve  the  position  they  have  hitherto 
felt  bound  to  preserve,  that  of  refusing  the  consent  to  the  construction 
of  lines  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  connecting  with  American 
railways  to  the  south.” 

The  statement  is  that  the  Government  will  be  in  a  position 
to  review  the  necessity  of  any  longer  continuance  of  that 
policy  which  had  been  taken  with  reference  to  the  railway. 
Sir,  I  am  in  favor  of  granting  a  short  loan  for  one  year  upon 
the  conditions  laid  down  in  the  resolution,  for  the  reasons  I 
have  given,  believing  that  the  security  is  undoubted,  and 
that  it  will  be  for  the  benefit  as  well  of  the  country  as  of  the 
company  that  the  short  loan  be  made. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  that 
any  additional  argument  should  be  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House  in  opposition  to  this  proposition,  from  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  presented  the  whole 
case  so  conclusively  that  no  hon.  member  opposite  has  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  answering  a  single  point  that  he  made.  The 
speeches  of  hon.  gentleman  opposite  remind  me  of  a  man 
shooting  with  a  pop-gun  at  Gibraltar.  Feeble  efforts  have 
been  made  to  reply  to  the  masterly  speech  of  the  leader  of 
ihe  Opposition,  but  not  a  single  point  that  he  dealt  with, 
not  a  single  conclusion  that  he  submit' od,  has  been  success¬ 
fully  assailed.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  tried  by  some 
side  issue  to  get  round  the  solid  facts  he  has  presented,  and 
they  find  it  impossible.  Now,  I  contend  that  from  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  this  road  to  the  present  time  there  has  been 
a  continuous  repetition  of  blunders.  In  the  first  place,  it 
was  exceedingly  imprudent  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  enter  into  a  contract  to  build  that  road  in  ten 
years.  They  committed  the  country  to  the  expenditure 
of  a  large  amount  of  money  without  the  slightest  evi¬ 
dence  as  to  ihe  probable  cost  of  the  work.  That 
was  the  first  unfortunate  blunder.  Then  there  was  an 
effort  to  form  a  company,  of  which  Sir  Hugh  Allan  was  to 
be  the  head,  and  that  ended  in  political  disgrace.  That  was 
the  second  unfortunate  blunder.  The  third  blunder  they 
made  was  when  they  made  the  contract  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  now  existing,  and  gave  them  such 
enormous  powers.  I  think  it  is  quite  evident,  from  the  course 
of  that  company,  that  they  went  into  the  arrangement  with 
a  determination  not  to  lose  one  dollar  in  the  transaction,  and 
I  think  that  has  been  clearly  shown  by  the  arguments  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  It  has  been  shown  that  the 
whole  question  has  been  made  the  basis  of  a  railway  specu¬ 
lation,  and  that  an  amount  of  money  has  been  extracted  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  his  country  altogether  in 
excess  of  what  was  necessary.  If  the  Government  had 
stuck  to  the  first  arrangement  made  with  that  company 
we  would  not  be  in  tho  unfortunate  position  we  are 
in  to-day.  It  appears  to  me  there  have  been  favors 
granted  by  the  company  to  the  Government,  and  the 
Government  in  return  are  asked  to  grant  favors  to  the 
company.  They  appear  to  be  linked  together  in  the 
relation  as  exists  between  man  and  wife.  The  life  of  the 
one  depends  largely  on  the  life  of  the  other.  They  have 
got  so  closely  intimate  that  one  cannot  do  without  the  other. 
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The  Government  of  the  day  have  been  granting  favors  to 
the  company,  and  the  company  will  be  expected  to  grant 
fovors  to  the  Government.  In  the  first  place,  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  canned  out  the  arrangement  in  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  money  was  to  be  paid,  which  was  that 
the  company  would  be  entitled  to  receive  a  proportionate 
share  for  every  20  miles  completed,  we  would  not  be  in  the 
unfortunate  position  we  are  to-day,  Now,  that  was  a  whole¬ 
some  course  for  the  Government  to  adopt,  and  they  ought 
to  have  held  the  company  to  the  arrangement.  It  would 
have  protected  them  against  the  necessity  of  advancing 
more  money  upon  different  occasions  ;  because,  under  that 
arrangement,  they  would  only  have  advanced  money  when 
the  company  were  justly  entitled  to  it,  after  each  20  miles 
bad  been  constructed,  and  the  balance  of  the  first  grant  of 
$25,000,000  would  yet  be  in  the  Treasury,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  the  construction  of  the  line.  But  they  broke  a  way 
from  that  arrangement  and  they  advanced  money  on  progress 
estimates.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  stated  last  year  that  they 
found  it  necessary  to  do  that.  He  said  it  was  so  hard  to 
make  an  accurate  calculation  of  the  exact  cost  of  each  20 
miles  that  it  was  necessary  to  take  the  other  course,  and  to 
advance  the  money  to  them  on  progress  estimates.  Well, 
Sir,  anyone  who  knows  anything  about  the  construction  of 
railways  is  aware  that  to  advance  money  on  progress  esti¬ 
mates  is  a  dangerous  course  for  any  Government  to  pursue. 
I  know  it  is  done  in  some  cases,  but  is  a  very  risky  proce¬ 
dure  ;  for  it  very  much  depends  upon  the  way  the  engineer 
makes  his  monthly  estimate  of  the  work  done,  and  if  he  hap¬ 
pens  to  make  errors,  or  is  disposed  to  favor  the  contractor, 
you  may  find  yourselves  in  the  position  of  advancing  far 
more  money  than  the  actual  value  of  the  work  performed. 
The  estimates  returned  to  the  Government  of  work  done 
have  no  doubt  been  far  in  excess  of  the  actual  work  performed, 
and  the  resources  of  the  Government  have  been  drawn  upon 
in  excess  of  the  amount  to  which  the  company  were  entitled, 
and  the  Government  have  found  themselves  in  the  position  of 
having  less  money  than  required  to  complete  the  work  as  a 
result  of  the  change  of  policy.  Under  the  system  followed 
by  the  Ontario  Government,  no  railway  company  can 
draw  anything  until  20-mile  sections  are  ‘completed  and 
in  running  operation.  I  suppose  this  proposition  with 
respect  to  20  miles,  applied  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
[Railway,  was  copied  from  the  Ontario  Government.  In 
fact,  I  notice  that  many  of  the  actions  of  Mr.  Mowat’s 
Government  are  followed  hero.  It  is  unfortunate  that 
the  arrangement  made  between  the  Government  and 
the  company  has  been  broken.  Last  year  the  company 
came  to  Parliament  and  asked  for  $22,500,000.  There  was, 
however,  a  distinct  understanding  entered  into  by  the 
Government  with  the  company  that  for  $25,000,000 
in  ca-'h  and  25,000,000  acres  of  land,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  constructing  certain  portions  of  the  railway,  the 
company  would  build  the  road,  and  no  other  demand 
would  be  made  on  the  country.  We  are  told  that 
the  company  were  subjected  to  such  enormous  opposition 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  and  Northern  Pacific  in  the  money 
markets  of  the  world  that  they  were  driven  to  despe¬ 
ration,  that  they  could  not  sell  their  bonds  or  borrow  money. 
Nothing  of  that  kind  was  anticipated  when  the  company 
was  formed.  The  people  were  told  that  the  princely 
financiers  of  the  Dominion  had  undertaken  to  build  the 
road.  The  offor  of  another  syndicate  was  rejected  because 
it  was  feared  they  had  not  sufficient  financial  backing  to 
carry  out  the  undertaking.  The  Government  threw  away 
millions  in  order  to  got  hold  of  this  particular  company  to 
do  the  work.  We  were  told  the  country  did  not  want  to 
pay  a  second  time,  and  wo  will  let  the  contract  to  this  com- 
pany,  in  order  to  have  the  work  completed.  That  was  all 
a  delusion,  because  the  company  have  since  made  additional 
demands.  Nothing  that  was  put  forward  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  and  Northern  Pacific  so  seriously  injured  the  com¬ 


pany  as  did  the  connection  that  existed  between  the  cons¬ 
truction  company  and  the  railway  company  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  construction  company 
was  composed  of  several  members  of  the  syndicate, 
and  there  might  have  been  some  other  people  in  it.  It  drew 
a  very  large  amount  of  money.  We  have  the  fact  that 
the  construction  company  drew  $600,000  more  than  they 
were  entitled  to,  and  there  is  no  evidence  that  that  company 
has  returned  the  money  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
They  Were  one  and  the  same  company.  No  doubt,  when 
that  fact  was  pointed  out  to  investors  in  London,  they  would 
hesitate  before  purchasing  their  securities.  Mr.  Stephen, 
as  president  of  the  railway  company,  let  certain  work  to 
Mr.  Stephen  as  president  of  the  construction  company.  He 
drew  payment  as  president  of  the  construction  company, 
and  they  thus  kept  the  profits  to  themselves.  Those  trans¬ 
actions  did  more  to  depress  and  discredit  the  company  than 
any  acts  of  rival  companies.  It  was  understood  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  were  to  build  a  line 
from  Callander  to  Port  Moody,  and  their  efforts  were  to  be 
directed  to  that  work ;  but  we  find  them  speculating  all 
through  the  country,  and  making  an  effort  to  grasp  other 
lines.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  were  driven  into  opposing  them.  That  company  had 
built  the  pioneer  line,  and  rendered  very  desirable  and  admir¬ 
able  service.  Look  at  the  position  of  the  railways  in  this 
city.  The  lines  to  Prescott  and  Brockville  are  controlled 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  tho  only  exit  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  is  by  the  Canada  Atlantic.  The  public  money 
has  gone  into  those  speculations.  The  company  have  been 
guilty  of  the  most  outlandish  extravagance.  I  have  it  from 
a  man  who  travelled  on  foot  from  Callander  to  Algoma  Mills, 
that  on  that  section  of  80  or  90  miles  there  are  over 
$500,000  worth  of  supplies  actually  going  to  waste.  That 
road  is  useless,  and  $2,000,000  have  been  sunk  in  it.  That 
is  evidence  of  haste  and  lack  of  knowledge  on  the  part  of 
the  company.  These  men,  who  made  a  successful  specula¬ 
tion  in  Dakgta,  seem  to  think  they  are  fit  to  build  a  rail¬ 
way  round  the  world.  As  a  rule,  wholesale  merchants 
are  very  good  men  to  go  out  and  advocate  a  by-law  for 
the  granting  of  a  bonus,  but  when  they  come  to  the  practical 
carrying  out  of  railway  construction  they  utterly  fail. 
And,  Sir,  we  have  been  educating  a  lot  of  men  in  this  coun¬ 
try  at  the  expense  of  the  country,  to  understand  railway 
building,  £?nd  it  is  evident  that  they  knew  nothing  about 
it  when  they  started,  and  in  place  of  taking  into  their 
employ  a  number  of  our  men  fit  for  the  position,  thoy  went 
across  the  line  and  brought  over  a  number  of  Americans  ; 
and  I  believe  that  half  the  money  earned  on  the  road  went 
into  the  pockets  of  these  Americans.  The  policy  of  hon. 
gentlemen,  as  they  professed,  was  to  keep  Canada  for  tho 
Canadians,  that  Canadian  money  should  go  into  the  pockets 
of  Canadian  people  ;  but  in  this  case  Canadian  money  has 
gone  out  of  the  country  altogether.  With  regard  to  the 
tolls  to  be  charged  on  the  road  when  it  is  constructed,  it  is 
understood  that  the  Government,  after  the  actual  cost  of 
construction  is  summed  up,  aDd  after  the  company  has 
received  10  per  cent,  of  their  cost,  will  have  tho  right  to 
interfere  in  tho  way  of  saying  what  shall  be  tho  tolls  that 
shall  be  collected.  It  is  difficult  to  see  how  the  Government 
will  ever  arrive  at  an  idea  of  what  the  actual  cost  of 
construction  is*  unless  the  figures  of  the  company 
are  nearor  tho  facts  as  to  the  cost  of  construction 
than  those  they  have  submitted  in  their  annual 
statements,  which  have  been  shown  to  be  grossly 
wrong.  I  think  the  Government  will  have  hard  work  in 
coming  to  a  correct  conclusion  on  that  point.  The  com¬ 
pany  will  consider  themselves  entitled  to  add  to  tho  cost  of 
the  road  every  item,  directly  or  indii’ectly,  and  the  cost 
will  increase  continually  as  the  earnings  increase,  and  thus 
prevent  the  Government  from  interfering  to  limit  their 
rates.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  said  that  no  person 


2710 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


could  complain  of  the  present  rates.  I  have  do  doubt  that 
at  present  they  are  reasonable,  more  particularly  when  they 
are  trying  to  cultivate  the  good  feelings  of  the  people  and 
of  this  House,  in  order  to  get  this  money,  and  that  they 
might  expect,  if  their  rates  were  not  reasonable,  they  might 
meet  with  a  refusal.  But,  Sir,  I  venture  to  predict  that  as 
soon  as  they  have  extracted  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people 
all  the  money  that  they  expect  to  get,  their  rates  will  go 
up  to  the  highest  notch  that  the  law  will  permit.  The  hon. 
member  for  King’s  made  some  comparisons  with  regard  to 
the  securities  we  are  getting,  but  his  figures  compare  very 
ridiculously  with  some  he  gave  us  last  year.  Last  year  he 
told  us  that  they  offered  a  security  worth  $141,247,953,  and 
now  he  says  that  all  the  security,  with  the  lands  and  every¬ 
thing  else,  is  only  $115,000,000,  or,  with  all  their  vast 
assets,  $28,000,000  less  than  their  assets  of  the  last  year. 
That,  however,  is  on  a  par  with  all  the  rest  of  his  calcula¬ 
tion.  These  hon.  gentlemen  have  tried  to  go  back  on  the 
calculations  in  the  speeches  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side,  but  if  they  look  into  their  own  calculations  they 
will  find  that  they  are  more  ridiculous  than  any  made  on 
this  side.  I  wish  to  refer  now  to  the  Government  engineer’s 
report,  with  regard  to  the  actual  value  of  the  work  and  its 
cost.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Government  engineer  is  a 
thoroughly  capable  man,  although  I  doubt  very  much  if  he 
does  not  take  the  calculations  on  which  the  monthly  pay¬ 
ments  are  made  from  his  subordinates.  On  this  point  I  may 
say  that  a  contractor  informed  me  that  last  summer,  when 
they  made  the  monthly  estimate  with  regard  to  the  amount 
of  money  the  company  would  be  entitled  to,  they  were  told 
that  they  would  have  to  go  back  again,  because  they  could 
not  draw  within  a  million  of  the  amount,  and  they  actually 
went  over  the  entire  work  a  second  time,  and  increased  the 
sum  to  about  the  amount  required.  This  shows  plainly  how 
easy  it  is  to  increase  or  lessen  the  monthly  estimates  made 
by  the  engineers,  and  how  unreliable  these  estimates  are, 
unless  they  are  carefully  made.  With  regard  to  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Government  engineer,  he  saysHin  his  report  of 
1st  October  last  i 

"  At  the  time  I  made  my  estimate,  during  last  winter,  of  the  amount 
Which  would  probably  be  required  to  complete  the  contract,  and  of  the 
earliest  date  at  which  railway  communication  could  be  effected  between 
Montreal  and  Port  Moody,  the  information  at  my  disposal  was  neither 
so  full  or  so  complete  as  I  could  have  desired.  I  have,  therefore,  all  the 
greater  pleasure  in  being  able  to  state  that  the  knowledge  acquired 
during  my  official  tour  has  convinced  me  that  the  funds  at  the  com¬ 
pany’s  command  are  fully  adequate  to  the  completion  of  the  contract, 
and  also,  that  connection  from  ocean  to  ocean  will  be  effected  by  the 
autumn  of  next  year,  if  the  prosecution  of  the  work  proceeds  with  the 
same  vigor  as  hitherto.” 

He  says  that  he  believes  the  company  have  ample  means 
at  their  disposal  to  complete  the  work  ;  and  after  the  very 
short  period,  from  the  1st  of  October  last  down  to  the  pre¬ 
sent  time,  something  over  six  months,  we  are  asked  to 
make  an  additional  loan  of  $5,000,000.  Now,  I  care  not  what 
security  is  offered  ;  before  making  that  loan  of  money  belong¬ 
ing  to  the  people  of  this  country,  we  should  have  had  laid  on 
the  Table  of  this  House  an  estimate  from  the  Government  en¬ 
gineer,  showing  the  true  position  of  affairs  as  they  now  stand, 
where  that  money  is  going,  and  what  is  going  to  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  it.*  We  have  not  a  single  vestige  of  information 
of  that  kind  ;  we  have  nothing  to  show  that  the  engineer 
has  been  over  the  road,  or  that  the  report  he  made  last 
October  was  incorrect,  or  that  he  has  had  any  reason  to 
change  his  views  from  what  they  wore  then.  But  the  com¬ 
pany  simply  come  to  us,  without  any  certificate  from  the 
engineer,  and  say,  we  want  $5,000,000  more.  They  want 
it  for  a  year,  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  says. 
I  wish  we  were  certain  that  they  wanted  it  for  no  longer  ; 
but  I  am  afraid  it  will  meet  with  the  same  fate  as  other 
loans  which  have  been  given  to  the  railway  companies  of 
this  country,  and  perhaps  become  worthless  to  the  people 
of  this  Dominion.  In  connection  with  this  amount  which 
Mr.  McMullen. 
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has  been  set  aside  for  the  purpose  of  securing  dividends  on 
the  bonds  held  by  the  stockholders,  we  find  that  $3,000,000  of 
a  postal  subsidy  has  also  been  set  aside,  which  will  reduce 
the  earnings  ot  the  line  that  would  otherwise  form  part  of  the 
receipts  of  the  company.  Even  if  that  road  should  come  into 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  they  will  have  to  pay  over  to 
the  bondholders  the  amount  of  money  earned  by  the  postal 
service,  in  order  to  provide  for  the  dividends  on  these  bonds. 
The  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  also  referred  to 
a  prediction  that  had  been  made  by  an  hon.  gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  that  before  two  years  the  company 
would  be  asking  for  $22,000,000  more.  Well,  we  are  not 
aware  what  they  first  asked  ;  we  do  not  know  but  that  they 
asked  the  Government  for  $20,000,000  when  they  first 
waited  upon  them  ;  possibly  it  may  have  been  $10,000,000  ; 
but  they  have  figured  it  down  definitely  to  $5,000,000. 
Now,  I  caunot  understand,  if  the  stockholders  have  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  line,  and  in  their  investment,  as  one  likely  to 
be  profitable,  why  they  cannot  place  bonds  in  the  hands  of 
the  manufacturers  of  rolling  stock  for  the  purpose  of 
equipping  their  line.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr. 
Foster)  tells  us  that  they  have  money  enough  to  construct 
the  line,  and  that  now  they  want  rolling  stock.  If  rolling 
stook  is  all  that  is  wanted,  and  if  they  are  able  to 
make  as  excellent  a  showing  as  the  president  says 
in  his  last  letter,  we  must  certainly  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  must  be  idiots  or  fools,  or  the 
public  would  not  believe  him,  and  would  not  take  bonds  for 
rolling  stock,  if  he  offered  them,  instead  of  asking  the 
people  of  this  country  to  con tri bute  their  money  for  that 
purpose.  But  the  secret  of  the  whole  thing  is  this  :  The 
earnings  of  the  road  will  regulate  the  value  of  the  security, 
just  in  proportion  as  that  road  earns  a  certain  percentage 
on  its  actual  cost  above  the  necessary  expenses  for  operat¬ 
ing  the  line.  In  that  proportion  must  you  measure  the 
security  which  this  country  will  hold  for  the  money  it  is 
advancing.  Suppose  we  had  constructed  the  Intercolonial 
Eailway  in  the  same  way  in  which  we  are  constructing  this 
road ;  suppose  a  syndicate  had  been  formed,  and  this  coun¬ 
try  had  given  that  syndicate  $20,000,000  or  $25,000,000 
to  enable  them  to  build  that  road  ;  and  suppose  the  country 
were  asked  by  the  same  syndicate  to  advance  $15,000,000 
more  and  to  take  bonds  on  the  road,  and  the  country  had 
agreed  to  do  that.  What  would  be  the  value  of  those  bonds 
to-day  ?  The  Intercolonial  Eailway  has  not  shown  aprofit  in  a 
single  year ;  it  just  about  pays  running  expenses,  and  if  every 
item  were  charged  in  the  proper  way,  it  would  not  do  that ; 
but  year  after  year  the  Government  have  added  to  the 
capital  account,  until  it  is  now  something  like  $43,000,000, 
against  $38,000,000,  which  it  was  in  the  time  of  the  Mac¬ 
kenzie  Government,  and  I  say  that  to  day  it  is  not  paying 
running  expenses.  If  we  held  a  mortgage  on  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Eailway  for  $15,000,000,  what  would  its  value 
be  ?  It  would  not  be  worth  a  cent  on  the  dollar,  because 
the  only  security  is  the  net  earnings  over  running  expenses, 
and  the  railway  is  not  earning  running  expenses  to¬ 
day.  Now,  I  say  that  our  mortgage  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  will  just  have  to  be  measured  in  the  same  way; 
just  in  proportion  as  the  earnings  exceed  the  actual 
annual  cost  of  running  the  railway,  just  in  that  proportion 
will  it  be  a  valuable  security,  and  in  no  other  proportion. 
The  Grand  Trunk  Eailway  was  running  some  eight  or  ten 
years  before  it  earned  anything  above  running  expenses. 
If  the  Canadian  Pacific  runs  for  eight  or  ten  years  without 
paying  anything  beyond  running  expenses,  what  will  bo 
the  position  of  this  country?  It  will  hold  a  mortgage  on  a 
property  that  is  not  more  than  self-sustaining.  No  man 
would  pretend  to  say  that  that  is  a  good  security.  I  would 
rather  to-day,  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  say  that  the 
$10,000,000  of  the  money  granted  last  year  should  be  made 
an  absolute  present  to  the  company;  the  country  would 
be  in  better  condition  to-day,  because  our  experience  of  all 
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the  railroads  in  this  country  shows  that  once  the  Dominion 
has  invested  money  in  them,  it  never  gets  back  a  dollar. 
That  is  the  case  with  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Great  West¬ 
ern.  I  admit  that  these  lines  are  a  great  advantage  to  the 
country,  and  I  admit  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  is  going  to 
be  of  great  advantage ;  I  think  we  are  going  to  have  a  great 
country  opened  up,  and  a  great  future  before  us ;  but  at 
the  same  time  we  must  not  blind  ourselves  to  the  fact, when 
we  are  talking  about  $100,000,000  as  a  security  for  the  pal¬ 
try  sum  of  $20,000,000,  that  that  is  putting  the  matter  in  a 
wrong  light,  because  the  only  basis  on  which  we  can  value 
the  security  is  the  amount  the  railway  will  earn  beyond 
running  expenses.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  tried  to  show  this  House  that  the 
stockholders  were  not  in  a  position  to  deal  with  this  money; 
he  said  the  stock  had  been  issued  to  the  public  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  a  guarantee  of  3  per  cent,  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  for  the  next  ten  years  to  come, 
on  the  strength  of  that  deposit  With  the  Government  that  the 
public  had  accepted  that  stock,  and  in  order  to  get  that 
money  released  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  the  sanction  of 
every  stockholder.  I  am  not  going  to  challenge  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  is  a  man  of  very  high  legal  mind, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  challenge  him,  but  I  will  make  a  pro¬ 
position.  We  know,  according  to  the  last  showing  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  there  is  $15,000,000  of  stock 
held  by  the  company  themselves  in  Montreal.  We  say  to  the 
company  :  H  you  cannot  reach  all  the  stockholders,  we 
want  you  to  endorse  on  the  back  of  the  stock  you  hold  that 
you  cancel  this  right  to  your  share  of  the  deposite.  If  you  do 
that  we  will  give  up  $3,500,000  of  the  money  now  deposited 
with  the  Government.  The  directors  themselves  hold  that 
stock.  It  is  but  fair  to  ask  those  directors  :  If,  as  you  say,  you 
have  every  confidence  in  the  road,  show  us  your  confidence, 
by  bringing  your  bonds  here  and  endorsing  on  the  back  that 
you  forego  your  right  to  ask  the  guarantee  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  release  them  from  $3,500,000  of  that  guarantee  of 
$15,000,000,  and  then  you  will  be  entitled  to  get  $1,500,000  of 
the  loan  of  $5,000,000.  That  is  a  fair  proposition,  if  they  say 
the  road  is  what  they  claim  it  to  be.  The  hon.  member  for 
Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  made  some  reference  to  the  fact 
that  the  statute  provided  for  the  payment  of  6  per  cent, 
on  the  stock  during  construction.  I  believe  that  is  the 
law.  I  believe,  however,  that  the  company  have  violated 
the  law.  The  law,  if  closely  looked  into,  will  bear  no  other 
interpretation  than  this,  that  the  company  are  entitled  to 
only  6  per  cent,  on  the  money  actually  expended  in  con¬ 
struction.  But  they  have  paid  this  6  per  cent,  on  the  face 
value  of  the  stock,  and  that  is  how  the  directors  have 
extracted  a  very  large  amount  out  of  the  funds  of  the  com¬ 
pany.  I  say  that  is  a  fraud  upon  the  country.  In  looking 
over  the  report  of  the  engineer,  last  October,  we  find  that 
he  reports  that  on  the  Lake  Superior  section  there  were  90 
miles  on  which  no  work  was  done;  that  there  were  180  miles, 
graded  and  half  completed,  and  438  miles  to  ballast.  That 
was  the  work  remaining  to  be  done  on  the  Lake  Superior 
section.  We  find  that  on  the  Rocky  Mountain  section  there 
were  34  miles  cleared  and  graded,  almost  completed,  100 
miles  on  which  no  work  was  done,  20  miles  on  which  work 
was  just  commenced,  and  55  miles  of  grading  partly  done. 
That  was  the  entire  work  to  be  done  on  the  1st  October  last, 
and  the  company  said  they  had  ample  money  to  com¬ 
plete  that.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  trying  to  escape 
from  the  statement,  proved  to  be  inaccurate,  that 
the  money  is  wanted  for  the  construction  of  the  line, 
and  they  now  put  forward  the  plea  that  it  is  wanted 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rolling  stock.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  necessary  that  I  should  discuss  this  question  in  detail, 
from  the  simple  fact  that  the  statements  made  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  have  not  been  successfully  con¬ 
fronted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposition.  Until  hon.  gentle¬ 


men  opposite  can  successfully  assail  the  position  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  has  taken  and  the  statement  he 
has  made,  it  is  unjust  to  the  people  to  vote  the  very  largo 
amount  of  money  the  company  are  asking.  Wo  should 
carefully  husband  the  resources  of  the  country.  As  has 
been  shown  during  the  Budget  debate,  the  amount  of  taxa¬ 
tion  per  capita  is  increasing  very  rapidly,  and  we  should 
hesitate  before  increasing  it,  by  adding  to  our  burdens  sums 
of  this  kind,  year  after  year.  At  the  inception  of  this 
scheme  it  was  declared  that  the  people  would  never  be 
asked  to  pay  one  dollar  towards  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  but  notwithstanding  that,  it  has 
been  successfully  proven  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
that  some  $25,000,000  of  tho  people’s,  money  has  actually 
gone  into  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  year  after  year  the  amount  is  increasing.  I  say  that  is 
not  right.  I  say  that  the  Government  of  the  day,  if  they 
are  prepared  to  hold  to  the  policy  of  yielding  to  the 
demands  of  the  company,  should  manfully  endeavor  to  point 
out  where  the  statements  of  tho  leader  of  the  Opposition 
are  incorrect;  but  in  place  of  doing  this  they  urge 
their  supporters  to  make  speeches  in  their  behalf,  which, 
as  far  as  argument  is  concerned,  are  as  effective  as  would 
be  a  pop-gun  firing  against  Gibraltar.  They  have  not 
successfully  assailed  one  single  point  the  leader  of  tho 
Opposition  has  made.  There  has  been  an  enormous  amount 
of  blundering  in  connection  with  this  whole  affair.  It  has 
been  a  continuous  repetition  of  blunders,  not  only  with 
regard  to  the  building  of  tho  road  and  tho  transactions  of 
the  company,  but  with  regard  to  the  disposal  of  the  land. 
It  is  unfortunate  that  the  Government  should  have  per¬ 
mitted  an  onormous  amount  of  land  to  fall  into  the  hands  of 
speculators  and,  in  that  way,  retard  the  settlement  of  tho 
country.  Instead  of  giving  the  land  to  the  actual  settlers 
they  allowed  a  number  of  companies  to  be  formed ;  they 
allowed  advantages  to  be  taken  in  securing  large  tracts  of 
land  ;  and  when  settlers  came  here,  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
up  homes  in  the  North-West,  they  found  that  instead  of 
what  was  represented  in  the  agricultural  pamphlets  issued 
in  the  old  country — and  particularly  in  one  we  had  under 
consideration  here,  and  in  which  there  are  photographs  of 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown — instead  of  tho  glowing  accounts 
of  free  grants  and  the  advantages  given  settlers  in  taking 
up  homesteads  being  verified,  they  were  confronted  with  a 
different  state  of  things.  I  believe  a  large  amount  of 
money  expended  on  immigration  has  been  lost,  owing 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government.  When  a  settler  finds 
out  he  is  deceived  he  send  letters  home  to  his  friends ; 
he  informs  his  friends,  who  possibly  intended  to  come  there, 
of  the  unfortunate  dissappointment  he  met  with  and  the  fact 
that  lands  cannot  be  got  as  easily  as  they  were  led  to  sup¬ 
pose,  and  the  result  of  that  will  do  more  to  scare  emigrants 
from  coming  to  this  country  than  the  spending  of  thousands 
of  dollars  on  immigration  on  the  other  side.  Serious 
mistakes  have  been  made  in  that  way,  and  had  it  not 
been  for  the  policy  the  Government  adopted  in  regard  to 
the  handling  of  the  lands,  we  would  have  had  far  more  set¬ 
tlers  than  we  have  now.  They  should  certainly  have  con¬ 
trolled  the  price  of  the  lands  that  they  gave  to  the  company, 
instead  of  allowing  the  company  to  make  their  own  terms 
and  exact  prices  in  excess  of  what  they  led  people  to  believe 
they  would  get  lands  for.  I  shall  not  detain  the  House,  but 
hon.  gentlemen  should  present  some  arguments  in  opposition 
to  those  of  our  leader.  I  demand  that  they  shall  get  up  and 
present  those  arguments  ;  I  demand  that  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  shall  give  reasons  against  the  arguments  which  have 
been  presented,  and  until  they  do,  it  is  a  fallacy  to  ask 
members  of  this  House  to  vote  $5,000,000,  which  they  have 
no  right  to  be  asked  to  vote  until  the  figures  submitted  by 
the  hon.  Mr.  Blake  are  shown  to  be  incorrect.  I  have  care¬ 
fully  examined  all  those  figures,  and  I  think  they  are  correct 
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to  the  letter,  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  can  honestly 
challenge  their  criticism,  and  if  they  are  criticised  they 
will  be  found  to  be  unassailable  in  any  point  whatever. 

Mr.  ROSS.  In  rising  to  speak  upon  these  resolutions,  I 
do  not  do  so  with  the  object  of  defending  the  policy  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  North-West  country 
and  the  policy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  but 
I  wish  to  point  out  some  misstatements  and  some  misappre¬ 
hensions  as  to  the  true  position  of  affairs  in  the  North-West, 
and  also  to  point  out  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  future  of 
that  great  country,  the  future  prospects  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  hence  the  futuro  of  Canada.  When  the 
charter  was  granted  to  the  present  company,  and  was 
ratified  in  this  Parliament,  we  in  the  North-West  never 
imagined  that  the  line  was  to  be  built  north  of  Lake  Superior, 
nor  were  we,  in  Manitoba,  very  anxious  that  it  should 
be  built,  because  we  thought  it  was  not  so  important  that 
that  part  of  the  line  should  be  constructed ;  but  recent  events 
have  shown  us,  and  we  are  now  convinced,  that  that  line  is 
not  only  important,  but  is — in  a  political  sense — the  most 
important  part  of  the  line  in  the  whole  chain  of  the  Pacific 
Railway,  because  it  is  a  link  that  cannot  otherwise  be 
bridged  on  important  occasions.  We  thought,  too,  that  the 
road  would  now  be  constructed  very  rapidly  by  the  com¬ 
pany.  In  the  past  we  had  seen  the  action  of  both  Govern¬ 
ments,  and  considered  that  while  they  were  pledged  to  push 
the  road  on,  they  had  not  built  as  rapidly  as  we  wished,  and 
we  congratulated  ourselves  on  the  especially  rapid  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  road  by  this  company  when  they  commenced 
work  ;  but,  unfortunately  for  ourselves,  in  Winnipeg,  and  in 
the  vicinityof  Winnipeg,  we  did  not  anticipate  the  dire 
results  that  would  follow  from  this  rapid  construction.  But 
the  road  has  been  built  west  of  Winnipeg  to  the  mountains, 
and  now  we  believe  that  it  is  all-important  that  it  should 
be  constructed  across  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and  completed 
from  ocean  to  ocean.  Recent  events  have  further  shown 
that  the  rapid  construction  of  the  road  has  been  of  immense 
service  to  that  country  and  the  wholo  Dominion.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  statement  has  been  made,  which  I  read  in  the  Globe 
of  2nd  April: — 

“  The  events  of  the  past  few  days  in  the  North-West  prove  unhappily 
too  well  how  great  was  the  folly  of  hastening  the  construction  of  the 
railroad,  and  lhus  causing  the  people  to  form  scatteied  setilements 
along  its  whole  length.  If  to-day  the  settlements  extended  only  a  few 
hundred  miles  from  Winnipeg,  there  would  probably  be  no  rebellion  ; 
or  if  there  were,  it  would  not  be  so  formidable.” 

I  simply  say  that  the  rapid  construction  has  had  as  much 
to  do  with  the  war  in  the  Soudan  as  it  has  had  to  do  with 
the  rebellion  in  the  North-West, and  that  the  settlements  on 
the  Saskatachewan  were  formed  some  years  before  a 
mile  of  railway  was  built  west  of  Winnipeg.  Some  of  my 
own  constituents,  when  I  was  a  member  in  the  Local  House, 
left  my  constituency  and,  contrary  to  my  advice,  went  to 
settle  upon  the  North  Saskatchewan,  and  these  settlements 
were  formed,  not  because  of  the  rapid  construction  of  the 
railway,  because  the  line  had  been  built  away  to  the  south, 
and  a  thin  line  of  settlement  had  been  formed  there,' 
several  hundreds  of  miles  south  of  this  district  in  which 
the  rebellion  took  place.  If  this  rapid  construction 
had  not  taken  place,  how  would  the  volunteers  have 
got  off-  from  Fort  Qu’Appelle  to  Fish  Creek;  how 
would  they  have  been  able  to  go  to  Swift  Current,  in 
order  to  reach  Battleford,  and  to  Calgary  in  order  to  get 
to  Edmonton  to  the  relief  of  the  various  settlements?  The 
settlers  on  she  North  Saskatchewan  would  have  been  unas¬ 
sisted,  as,  in  order  to  reach  them,  the  volunteers  would  have 
had  to  march  across  the  prairies  from  Winnipeg,  or  to  wait 
for  the  ice  to  be  removed  from  Lake  Winnipeg,  which 
would  mean  about  five  or  six  weeks’  longer  delay. 
The  rapid  construction,  while  it  has  brought  financial 
ruin  jto  many  of  us  in  Winnipeg,  has  been  of  immense 
service  to  the*  North-West  in  tho  light  of  recent  events. 

Mr.  McMullen. 


It  is  unfortunate  that  this  company  has  to  come  here 
and  ask  for  more  money,  but  they  are  here,  and  now, 
shall  we  say  that  we  will  not  grant  it  ?  Some  gentlemen 
say  that  the  Government  should  take  over  this  road, 
but  I  think  it  would  be  one  of  the  most  disasterous  things 
for  Canada  if  that  were  to  take  place.  The  red  tapeism 
and  the  patronage  which  would  result  from  such  a  measure 
would  destroy  the  successful  operation  of  any  road  with 
such  a  length  as  this.  Another  question  is,  how  have  the 
company  conducted  their  affairs  since  they  obtained  the 
loan  of  last  Session  ?  Have  they  managed  the  road  in  the 
interest  of  the  settler  of  the  North-West,  in  such  a  way  as 
to  entitle  them  to  the  consideration  of  this  House  and  of  the 
country?  I  think  they  have.  Notwithstanding  their  mono¬ 
poly  clause,  their  freight  charges  are  so  low  to  the  settlers 
that  I  think  they  do  merit  the  consideration  of  this  House 
and  of  the  country.  In  1868,  when  the  railways  easterly 
from  Chicago  had  been  in  construction  for  years,  the 
charges  for  wheat  to  New  York,  by  the  all-rail  route,  were 
42‘60  cents  a  bushel,  while  the  charges,  to-day,  from  Winni¬ 
peg  to  Montreal,  are  only  25  cents  a  bushel,  showing  the 
relative  positions  of  an  Illonois  farmer  then  and  a  Mantoba 
farmer  now.  The  Farmers’  Union,  through  their  officers, 
have  expressed  time  and  again  that  the  company  have  dealt 
fairly  with  the  settlers  in  the  North-West.  That  being  the 
case,  the  question  arises  :  Will  this  railway  ever  pay,  and,  if 
it  will  pay,  have  we  got  security  for  the  loan  ?  The  ques¬ 
tion  whether  it  will  pay  or  not  depends  entirely  upon  the 
character  of  the  country  through  which  the  road  runs,  and 
its  speed  of  development.  Let  us  look  at  the  United  Slates 
and  see  what  was  done  there.  Between  1852  and  1856,  tho 
four  great  trunk  lines  from  New  York  to  Chicago  wero  com¬ 
pleted,  and  afterwards  connections  made  from  Chicago  to 
Louisville,  Cincinnatti  and  St.  Louis.  In  1856,  when 
the  connection  was  made  with  Chicago  to  New  York, 
the  total  exports  of  breadstuff's  from  tho  United 
States  were  only  $73,664,431,  while  in  1880  tlmy  were 
$430,526,483.  In  1866  the  total  exports  of  wheat  from  the 
United  States  only  amounted  to  10,827,731  bushels,  only 
four  years  before  the  first  Riel  rebellion  in  the  North-West. 
But  in  1883  the  amount  of  those  exports  has  risen  to 
147,098,885  bushels.  This  was  largely  due  to  the  develop¬ 
ment,  by  railway  construction,  of  their  Great  West.  More 
important  still  is  the  increase  in  the  internal  commerce  of 
that  country,  and  especially  of  the  eight  wheat-growing 
States.  Let  us  take  five  of  the  eight  wheat-growing  States, 
California,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri  and  Dakota,  and  see 
what  railway  development  has  done  for  them.  In  1866 
they  had,  unitedly,  only  465  miles  of  railway.  In  1884  they 
had  19,105  miles,  and  what  wero  the  results  ?  They  had  last 
year  181,500,000  bushels  of  grain,  or  33,801,315  bushels  over 
the  total  exports  of  the  whole  country  in  1883.  That  is  what 
has  been  done  by  rapid  railway  developments  in  tho  United 
States,  and  hence  the  rapid  development  of  the  western 
prairies.  Out  of  tho  total  amount  of  exports,  in  1883,  com¬ 
ing  into  the  ports  of  Boston,  New  York,  Baltimore  and 
Philadelphia,  for  foreign  shipment,  95  per  cent,  of  the  grain, 
95  per  cent  of  the  beef,  93  per  cent,  of  the  pork,  85  per  cent, 
of  the  live  animals,  came  entirely  from  the  western  and 
north-western  States  of  tho  Union.  All  this  was  done  since 
the  rapid  railway  construction  in  those  western  States. 
Can  we  expect  to  receive  similar  results  from  our  own 
North-West?  Look  at  our  soil.  That  soil  is  not  only 
equal  to  tho  best  in  tho  Unitod  States,  but  it  is  superior  ia 
extent  to  that  of  any  part  of  the  American  continent,  there 
being  more  good  land  found  in  one  solid  block.  Last  year 
I  made  some  remarks  on  this  point,  and  in  answer  to  that 
some  statements  wore  made  that  were  not  exactly  true.  I 
will  read  a  few  remai’ks  I  male  last  year  about  tho  soil  of 
the  North-West.  I  said  : 

“  There  is  no  line  of  railway  in  America  of  the  same  length  as  this 
900  miles,  from  Winnipeg  west, which  passes  through  such  uniform  good 
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land  as  that  through  which  this  line  passes.  For  any  300  miles  west  of 
Moose  Jaw  there  is  better  soil  to  be  found  than  along  any  300  miles 
over  any  line  of  railway  in  Canada.  The  soil,  Sir,  is  excellent.  But 
here  comes  the  question  about  the  dryness  of  the  climate.  I  examined 
the  grass  in  the  North-West  country,  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that, 
where  such  grass  as  that  can  be  grown,  though  it  does  not  compare 
with  the  grass  in  the  east  part  of  that  vast  plain,  there  is  moisture 
enough  in  the  soil  to  produce  any  quantities  of  crops  we  wish.  People 
in  travelling  across  that  country  came  to  the  conclusion  that,  because 
the  grass  is  short  the  country  mu9t  be  poor.  It  does  not  follow-  The 
grass  which  grows  in  the  North-West  plains  is  peculiar,  and  it  does  not 
follow  that  because  the  grass  is  short  and  apparently  withered,  the  soil 
is  poor.  When  people  travelling  over  that  country  in  August  or  Sep¬ 
tember,  or  even  in  July,  see  the  grass  brown  and  colored,  they  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  country  is  withered  np  and  good  for  nothing, 
whereas  the  grass  is  hay,  with  its  roots  attached  to  the  soil,  undergoing 
a  curing  process.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  challen¬ 
ged  my  statements.  He  said  : 


“  I  must  differ  a  little  from  some  hon.  gentlemen  as  to  the  character 
of  the  land  west  of  Moose  Jaw.  From  all  I  have  learned  I  believe 
those  lands  are  of  very  little  consequence  for  the  purpose  of  cultivation. 
I  have  not  been  over  that  section  myself  west  of  Moose  Jaw,  but  from 
all  I  can  learn— and  I  think  I  have  as  good  sources  of  information  as  any 
other  hon.  gentleman — that  country  is  almost  a  barren  wilderness.  I  had 
information  long  before  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  built  in  that 
western  country,  and  that  information  was  that  from  about  12  miles 
west  of  Moose  Jaw  for  many  miles  west  it  wa3  a  barren  country.” 


The  hon.  member  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow)  also 
spoke : 

“  I  do  think  without  egotism  I  know  as  much  about  that  country  as 
any  hon.  member  in  this  House.  After  leaving  Regina  and  more  particu¬ 
larly  Moose  Jaw,  the  country  is  not  adapted  for  successful  settlement. 
It  may,  in  course  of  time,  but  it  is  my  impression  that  it  is  barren.  It  is 
denuded  of  its  timber.  As  to  the  member  for  Lisgar,  his  vocation  in 
life  did  not  lead  him  to  travel  much  through  the  country.  He  was  prin¬ 
cipally  in  the  city  of  Winnipeg.  He  may  speak  of  the  city  and  its  sur¬ 
roundings,  but  he  does  not  know  as  much  about  that  country  as  the 
member  for  Marquette.” 


Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  compare  what  I  know  about  the 
country  with  the  knowledge  of  the  hon .  member  for  Marquette 
(Mr.  Watson)  or  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth  (Mr. 
Trow).  But  I  am  satisfied  to  leave  to  time  and  its  develop¬ 
ments  the  fulfilment  of  all  I  said  about  that  country  in 
comparison  with  any  remarks  made  by  both  hon.  members. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  two  evidences  this  year  for  the  truth  of 
last  years  statements  about  the  country.  The  one  was 
given  by  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  county  (Mr.  Wright), 
who  last  year  thought  that  if  we  said  anything  in  favor  of 
the  North-West  we  wore  veritable  Baror;  Munchausons,  that 
we  spoke  in  such  flowery  terms  that  there  could  ho  no  such 
country  in  existence  as  wo  described.  That  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  to  the  North-West  country  and  has  seen  it  for  him¬ 
self.  He  went  up  a  doubting  Thomas,  and  he  comes  hack 
no  longer  a  doubter  but  one  of  the  greatest  enthusiasts  with 
regard  to  our  vast  prairies.  I  have  another  authority,  one 
of  the  highest,  if  not  the  highest  in  the  country,  tho  bon. 
member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  a  man  whose  hon¬ 
esty  of  purpose  and  clearness  of  judgmoit  are  believed  in 
and  accepted  by  every  man  in  this  country.  Ho  has  gone  up 
to  the  North-West.  He  was  not  biased  in  favor  of  that  road 
south  because  it  folio wod  another  routo  than  tho  one  he 
had  chosen.  Ho  went  into  that  country  and  examined  it 
carefully.  Some  gentlomeu  who  go  up  to  the  North- 
West  have  various  ways  of  examining  tho  country.  Some  go 
in  a  Pullman  car,  and  while  having  good  wine  and  enjoying 
themselves,  they  find  that  everything  is  all  right.  Other 
gentlemen  form  their  opinions  from  what  they  learn  at  a 
dinner  table,  or  in  a  club  room;  while  others  derivo  their 
opinion  from  their  own  superior  iunor  consciousness.  Some 
gentlemen  go  there  with  their  theories  of  tho  country 
already  formed,  and  if  the  facts  do  not  bear  out  tho  theory 
and  exactly  coincide  with  it,  so  much  tho  worse  for  tho  facts. 
Some  men  go  to  that  country  who  are  strong  political  parti¬ 
sans,  and  who  endeavor  to  make  the  country  boar  some 
rolation  to  their  politics  and  still  more  strougly  confirm 
them  in  their  political  opinion.  If  they  find  four  facts,  three 
of  which  do  not  hear  out  thoir  political  opinions,  they 
reject  tho  three  facts  and  keop  the  one  that  does,  Tho 
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hon,  gentleman  from  East  York  did  not  adopt  any  of  the 
courses.  He  went  over  the  line  of  railway  and  examined 
it  carefully  and  took  information  from  all  the  farmers  that 
ho  came  in  contact  with.  Here  is  his  testimony,  as  given 
by  a  reporter  of  the  Globe.  And  I  would  say  further,  with 
regard  to  that  published  interview,  that  I  consider  his 
statement  a  true  representation  of  tho  North-West  and 
matters  there,  and  I  only  wish  the  people  of  Canada  would 
|  read  and  digest  it  more  fully.  I  have  read  it  over  and  over 
again,  and  iD  my  opinion  it  is  the  ablest  and  truest  repre¬ 
sentation  of  that  country  that  has  ever  appeared  in  print 
from  any  of  our  public  men.  Ho  was  asked  : 

“  Did  you  observe  particularly  the  capabilities  for  farming  farther 
east,  between  Calgary  and  Manitoba?” 

To  which  he  replied  : 

|  11 1  arranged  to  visit  7  out  of  10  excellent  farms.  I  observed  through¬ 

out  the  whole  length  of  the  road  that  there  was  scarcely  any  poor  soil 
to  be  seen.  In  quarters  between  Medicine  Hat  and  Moose  Jaw  there 
was  an  appearance  of  dryness  in  the  general  aspect  of  the  prairie  visible, 
which  was  not  apparent  where  the  land  was  ploughed.  There  is  a  sort 
of  crispness  in  the  grass  in  some  places  that  would  seem  to  indicate  a 
prevailing  dryness.  *  *  *  What  is  known  as  buifalo  grass,  where  it 
has  a  dry  appearance,  still  continues  to  preserve  its  nutritious  qualities 
and  cures  as  well  standing  as  if  cut.  Generally  speaking,  the  soil  ia 
deep  and  good.  As  to  climate,  I  am  convinced  that  sowing  early  and 
properly  taking  care  of  the  land  will  almost  invariably  ensure  a  good 
early  crop.” 

On  being  asked  his  opinion  on  immigration  be  replied  : 

“  Immigration  has  been  stopped  largely  from  Ontario  by  reports  of 
complaints  coming  from  the  west,  and  also,  I  fear,  by  the  action  of  some 
portion  of  the  Ontario  press  in  dwelling  too  persistently  upon  unfavorable 
aspects,  though,  no  doubt,  largely  based  upon  former  official  reports.  I 
found  a  general  impression  to  this  effect  prevailing  among  intelligent 
men  in  the  North-West,  the  general  effect  of  which  was  prejudical  tp 
the  best  interest  of  the  settlement.” 

After  his  evidence,  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth 
should  throw  aside  his  native  modesty  and  become  egotisti¬ 
cal.  We  have  another  test,  and  a  still  higher  one  in  proof 
of  my  statements  of  last  year,  in  the  ten  experimental  farms 
started  west  of  Moose  Jaw  for  tho  production  of  grain.  On 
the  whole  tho  average  yield  was  21^  bushels  of  wheat  to  the 
acre;  oats  44-|  to  the  acre;  barley,  23 J;  peas  12^.  How 
many  counties  in  Ontario  can  show  batter  results;  and  yet 
the  above  results  were  from  first  sowing  on  the  sod,  not 
even  broken  in  the  proper  season,  viz ,  Jane,  but  late  in 
September  and  first  week  in  October.  With  such  a  magni¬ 
ficent  soil  and  such  produce  raised  ia  a  portion  of  tho  coun¬ 
try  which  has  been  described  in  the  past  as  a  barren  desert, 
and  in  the  Globe  of  13th  June,  1881,  described  as  beingsuch 
that  400  miles  of  this  part  of  tho  line  can  never  earn  enough 
to  pay  for  locomotive  tallow,  unloss  “  alkali  ”  should  become 
of  great  commercial  valuo,  what  may  we  not  hope  from  other 
portions  of  the  country,  and  what  may  not  the  future  of 
the  country  turn  out  to  be.  With  respect  to  climate: 
Though  we  may  not  have  tho  variety  of  climate  they  possess 
in  the  United  States,  yet  we  havo  a  climate  which  produces 
a  vigorous,  hardy,  intelligent  and  enterprising  race,  samples 
of  which,  and  in  endurance  and  bravery,  have  been  furnished 
in  tho  half-breeds  on  the  Saskatchewan  and  the  90th  Batta¬ 
lion  of  Winnipeg.  With  respect  to  tho  capacity  of  the  soil 
for  wheat  growing,  the  following  describes  fully  tho  capa¬ 
bilities  of  soil  and  climate  for  growing  No.  1  hard  wheat:  — 

“  The  qualities  of  climate  which  bear  on  wheat  raising  in  the  Norih- 
West,  and  contribute  more  regularly,  uniformly  and  efficiently  to  the 
growth  of  the  crop  than  any  found  in  more  southerly  climes,  are  :  more 
daily  sunshine — the  days,  by  reason  of  the  higher  latitude,  being  longer, 
— cool  nights,  which  always  favor  the  cereal  crop3  ;  deep  frosts,  which 
gradually  melt  and  supply  moisture  to  the  growing  plant ;  less  intense 
heat  during  the  maturing  months,  fewer  injurious  caprices  of  weather 
at  the  critical  period  cf  growth,  and  natural  climatic  conditions,  which 
render  possible  the  production  of  hard  spring  wheat— a  cheap  crop,  by 
reason  of  its  being  a  quick  crop  of  only  about  100  days  from  seeding  to 
maturity.” 

This  No.  1  hard  wheat  cannot  be  produced  except  in  the 
North-West  and  in  northern  Dakota  and  in  northern  Min¬ 
nesota.  South  of  latitude  46,  efforts  havo  boon  made  time 
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and  again  to  grow  this  wheat.  Northern  seed  has  been 
brought  south,  but  it  has  always  failed  and  turned  into 
soft  wheat.  Another  advantage  which  our  North-West  pos¬ 
sesses  in  common  with  Dakota  and  Minnesota,  is  that  it  is 
not  subject  to  tornadoes  and  cyclones,  which  prevail  further 
south.  In  Kansas  they  have  had  two  or  three  annually  for 
the  last  20  years,  and  they  are  also  subject  to  them  in 
Illinois.  Missouri,  Iowa,  Indiana  and  Ohio,  while  in  the 
North-West  we  have  not  been  subject  to  them.  Our  grazing 
lands  are  also  going  to  prove  most  valuable  in  future  years. 
Experience  is  showing  that  these  lands  are  going  to  be  of 
large  dimensions,  especially  in  southern  Assiniboia,  which 
has  not  been  looked  upon  as  a  grazing  country,  owing  to 
the  roughness  of  its  surface  ;  but  owing  to  this  very  char¬ 
acter  and  its  climate  it  is  going  to  prove  among  Ibo  most 
important  grazing  lands  in  the  North-West.  The  future  of 
our  country  entirely  depends,  kowevor,  upon  the  outlook  of 
the  wheat  crop  of  the  world.  Is  there  any  other  coud try 
where  wheat  can  be  raised  cheaper  and  of  better  quality 
than  in  the  North-West  ?  If  the  answer  be  in  the  affirmative, 
then  the  future  of  the  North-West  is  not  assured,  the  future 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  certainly  not  assured,  and 
the  future  of  Canada  is  undoubtedly  not  assured.  In  look¬ 
ing  at  the  wheat  crop  of  the  world  I  find  the  number  of 
bushels  required  for  Europe  1,375,000,000,  and  the  produc¬ 
tion  1,100.000,000  bushels,  and  the  number  required  for 
England  alone  is  210,000,000;  the  average  number  of 
bushels  England  has  grown  annually  is  60,000,000,  so  there 
is  a  shortage  of  150,000,000  of  bushels.  Last  year  this  defi¬ 
ciency  was  supplied  principally  by  the  United  States,  Russia, 
India,  Germany,  Australia,  Canada,  Chili,  Egypt  and 
Turkey,  and  in  the  order  mentioned  according  to  amounts 
furnished.  Our  only  two  rivals  are  the  United  States  and 
India.  The  former  furnished  England  last  year  with 
75,833,720  bushels,  India  with  20,988,864  bushels.  In 
looking  at  the*  wheat  crop  of  the  United  States,  the 
first  State  of  the  Union  as  regards  wheat  is  California. 
Last  year  she  grew  about  45,500,000  bushels  ;  but  this  year 
her  wheat  crop  will  not  exceed  from  18,000,000  to  25,000,000 
bushels.  The  farmers  of  California  are  abandoning  wheat 
growing  and  are  entering  more  into  fruit,  because  they  are 
enabled  to  make  $100  per  acre  from  fruit  instead  of  $10 
per  acre  from  wheat,  and  the  fruit  crop  is  a  much  surer 
crop  than  is  wheat.  In  the  future,  therefore,  California 
will  drop  out  entirely  as  a  wheat  competitor,  and  grow  prin¬ 
cipally  fruit  and  the  vine.  Kansas  last  year  raised 
43,500,000  bushels  ;  this  year  15,500,000  bushels,  and  the 
prices  received  last  year  by  Kansas  fa.rmers  were 
from  19  cents  to  50  cents  per  bushel.  In  all  the 
whoat  growing  States  where  winter  wheat  was  sown 
the  wheat  crop  is  almost  an  entire  failure,  and  the  esti¬ 
mated  shortage  of  the  whoat  crop  of  the  United  States 
is  150,000,000  bushels.  Only  two  States  may  bo  considered 
as  our  competitors,  northern  Minnesota  and  northern 
Dakota.  Do  they  possess  superior  advantages  to  our  North- 
West,  or  are  our  advantages  equal  to  theirs.  In  the  matter 
of  climate  and  in  soil  and  in  other  respects  they  are  very 
much  equal.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  our  farmers 
deserting  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  and  going  into 
Dakota.  I  find  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  the  other 
day  said  : 

“  But  hou.  gentlemen  opposite,  by  their  sympathy,  aid  and  assistance 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  hampered  the  Winnipeg  and 
South-Western  Railway  that  the  latter  was  never  able  to  extend  their 
line  beyond  58  miles  of  Winnipeg.  What  has  been  the  result  of  this 
policy?  it  is  apparent  to  every  body  in  the  country  that  of  the  large 
number  of  immigrants  settled  in  Manitoba,  50  per  cent.,  I  venture  to 
say,  have  left  the  country.  Why  have  they  left  tne  country  ? 

“Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  No;  they  have  not. 

“  Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  no.  I  make  no  statement 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  prove,  and  I  am 
prepared  to  prove  it  out  of  the  mouth  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
especially  the  organ  published  in  the  city  of  Winnipeg.” 

Mr.  Ross. 


He  referred  to  the  paper  in  Winnipeg  supporting  the 
Government.  I  do  not  care  whether  be  brings  up  all  the 
papers  supporting  the  Government  and  all  his  friends — I 
know  the  statement  is  not  true.  I  have  looked  up  the 
report  of  Mr.  Nimmo,  a  report  showing,  according  to 
nationality  and  Province,  the  number  of  immigrants  for 
ten  years  going  into  the  United  States,  up  to  30th  June, 
1884.  I  find  by  that  report  that  the  number  of  persons  who 
went  from  Manitoba  into  the  whole  of  the  United  States  in 
that  period  was:  Males,  2,726  ;  females,  2,041;  total  4,767. 
During  the  same  time  I  am  satisfied  that  more  than  this 
number  came  and  settled  in  the  North-Wost  from  the 
United  States.  That  is  not  10  per  cent,  nor  5  per  cent,  of 
the  people  who  have  gone  into  our  country.  No  doubt, 
some  have  left  it  and  come  back  to  Ontario.  To  satisfy 
myself  still  further  on  this  point,  ]  sent  a  telegram  to  the 
chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  at  Washington.  I  wanted 
to  get  the  numbers  for  the  last  four  years,  because  I  knew 
that  the  numbers  during  those  years  of  the  people  who  had 
left  Manitoba  were  larger  than  in  the  previous  years,  and 
contained  nearly  the  whole  amount.  In  reply,  I  got  this 
answer  :  “  Immigration  from  Manitoba  for  following  years : 
1881,1,163;  1882,  1,388 ;  1883,1,143;  1884,924.”  Thoseare 
the  figures  furnished  by  the  Washington  authorities  of  the 
number  of  people  who  left  Manitoba  and  went  into  the 
United  States  during  those  four  years.  This  number  is  not 
anything  like  50  per  cent.  The  hon.  member  thus  shows 
his  gratitude  to  that  country  by  furnishing  its  enemies  with 
such  a  weapon  to  fight  it.  Here  is  another  telegram.  It 
is  from  Mr.  J.  H.  Mactavisk,  dated  Juno  18th,  1885,  and  is 
as  follows 

“  Grope  ou  experimental  farms  looking  excellent,  considerably  ahead 
of  last  year,  same  date.  Prospects  for  good  crops  throughout,  from 
Winnipeg  to  Calgary,  never  so  good  as  at  present.  Confidence  of  settlers 
in  Regina  and  Moose  Jaw  thoroughly  restored.  Farmers  and  business 
men  generally  throughout  North-West  very  hopeful.” 

I  am  very  sorry  that  any  people  had  to  leave  the  North- 
West,  and  that  any  went  into  Dakota;  but  I  strongly  object 
to  this  exaggeration  of  the  facts  to  the  injury  of  the 
country.  There  was  one  mistake  which  was  committed, 
and  it  was  continued  for  a  year’s  season  of  immigration,  and 
that  was  the  reserves  south  of  the  railway  belt,  and  their 
not  being  open  for  settlement.  Some  settlers  have,  no  doubt, 
gone  into  Dakota  on  account  of  such ‘statements  as  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron,  published  all 
over — that  Dakota  offers  superior  advantages  to  our  North- 
West,  and  th9  people  went  directly  from  Canada  to  Dakota, 
on  account  of  a  misapprehension  of  facts,  and  never  went  to 
the  North-West  at  all.  There  has  never,  however,  been  any 
moment  when  sufficient  land  for  settlement  could  not  be  got 
in  the  country — not  south  of  the  railway  belt  during  one 
year  and  a  few  months-— but  north  and  north-west  of 
Winnipeg  there  have  always  been  lands  enough  for  settlers. 
In  my  opinion,  in  seven  years  from  to-day  the  great  volume 
of  immigration  to  the  North-West  is  going  to  be  from  the 
United  States.  I  am  satisfied  as  to  that.  The  wheat  lands 
of  the  United  States  are  being  rapidly  taken  up,  and  those 
in  the  future  who  want  to  go  into  grain-growing  will 
enter  our  North-West,  and  they  in  the  adjoining  Republic 
are  beginning  to  appreciate  our  country,  as  they  will  do 
more  fully  at  no  distant  date.  Our  great  source  of  immi¬ 
gration,  1  repeat,  will  be  the  United  States,  in  seven  years. 
Seventy-five  per  cent,  of  the  wheat  lands  of  the  continent 
lio  north  of  latitude  49.  I  am  backed  in  this  opinion  by  the 
United  States  consul  in  Winnipeg,  than  whom  there  is  no 
higher  authority  on  the  American  continent.  The  United 
States  has  reached  tho  limit  of  its  wheat  production  and  its 
non-wheat  producing  class  is  increasing,  hence  year  by 
year  its  wheat  export  is  going  to  diminish  and  become  less 
and  less  our  competitor  in  the  English  wheat  market.  The 
other  day  a  statement  was  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  which  I  regretted,  because 
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that  hon.  gentleman  has  always  shown  a  fair  knowledge  of 
the  land  laws  of  the  United  States  and  Canada.  The  state¬ 
ment  he  made  is  not  according  to  the  actual  facts.  It  was  as 
follows  : — 

“  The  difficulty  with  the  North-West  is  not  the  criticisms  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition,  not  that  ihe  Opposition  has  decried  that  country,  but  the  policy 
f  f  the  Government  with  regard  to  the  land  regulations,  the  holding 
lands  at  «,  higher  rate  than  they  were  held  in  the  United  States,  the 
placing  of  inducements  for  immigrants  to  go  there  on  a  lower  scale  than 
in  the  United  States.  While  the  United  States  offered  him  a  homestead 
wherever  he  could  fiad  public  land,  the  homestead  grants  in  the  North- 
West  were  restricted  to  only  a  portion  of  the  public  domain,  while  the 
whole  public  domain  of  the  United  States  was  open  to  the  settler.” 

Now,  what  are  the  facts  ?  In  the  railway  belts  of  the  United 
States  every  alternate  section  is  held  for  homesteads  and  pre¬ 
emptions,  just  as  with  us  ;  and  the  price  of  pre-emptions  is 
the  same,  namely,  $2.50  per  acre.  Outside  the  railway 
belts  there  is  this  difference  and  this  much  to  back  up  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  :  Outside  of  the 
railway  belts  all  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States  can 
be  taken  for  homesteads  or  pre-emptions,  but  inside  the 
railway  belts  they  are  the  same  as  with  us.  Now,  what  is 
the  railway  belt  of  the  Northern  Pacific  ?  Going  through 
Dakota,  it  is  50  miles  on  each  side,  or  a  belt  100  miles  wide. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  There  are  very  few. 

Mr.  ROSS.  In  the  railway  lands  they  are  just  the  same 
as  with  us.  Inside  the  railway  belt — the  alternate  sections 
can  be  taken  as  homesteads  or  preemptions,  and  the 
other  sections  are  railway  sections.  Outside  the  rail¬ 
way  belt  every  section  can  be  taken,  but  in  our  country 
the  Government  have  reserved  every  odd-numbered  section 
for  railway  purposes,  to  bo  given  for  future  railways,  but 
every  alternate  section  is  public  domain. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  My  assertion  was  absolutely  correct : 
that  all  the  public  lands  in  the  United  States  are  open  for 
homestead  settlement,  while  in  Canada  they  are  not.  Out¬ 
side  the  railway  grants,  in  the  townships  where  there  are 
no  railway  lands,  the  homesteads  are  laid  off  only  in  certain 
sections,  in  some  townships,  but  not  in  all. 

Mr.  ROSS.  But  all  sections  taken  for  homesteads 
and  pre-emptions  belong  to  the  public  domain,  and  if 
the  settler  goes  to  Dakota,  does  he  want  to  go  50  miles 
away  from  the  railway  ?  He  wants  to  get  wit-hin  market¬ 
able  distance  of  the  railway,  and  50  miles  is  too  far  for  that 
purpose.  That  is  the  distance  on  the  Northern  Pacific,  and 
on  the  St.  Paul  and  Manitoba  it  is  20  miles  on  each  side, 
which  is  too  far  for  the  farmer  to  reach  a  market.  Then 
he  goos  on  further : 

J*  Then,  lands  were  granted  to  colonisation  companies  at  half  the 
price  of  those  same  lands  to  the  settler ;  they  were  sold  on  credit  instead 
of  cash,  and  this  was  another  cause  for  discontent.” 

N^w,  the  pre-emption  with  us  is  also  a  sale  on  credit.  In 
fact,  a  man  can  take  a  pre-emtion  and  a  homestead,  and  not 
pay  for  the  pre-emption  insido  of  four  years,  and  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  a  case  of  a  man  in  tho  North-West  losing  his 
pre-emption,  simply  because  ho  does  not  pay  for  it  in  time. 
As  to  the  colonisation  companies,  I  do  not  defend  them  ;  I 
do  not  think  they  have  done  any  good  to  the  North-West, 
but  I  think  too  much  has  been  made  of  them.  All  tho  odd- 
numbered  sections  held  by  colonisation  companies  in  the 
North-West  amount  to  little  more  than  1,000,000  of  acres. 
They  are  simply  as  pin  points  on  an  olophant’s  hide  ;  they 
amount  to  a  very  little  in  the  whole  extent  of  that  country, 
and  even  in  tho  lands  granted  to  colonisation  companies  the 
alternate  sections  are  open  for  homestead  and  pre  emptions, 
as  well  as  any  other  lands  in  the  North-West,  and  each 
company  must  settle  two  settlers  on  every  section,  odd  and 
even,  before  getting  title.  Ho  goes  on  to  say  : 

“If  the  settler  had  a  choice  between  Dakota,  on  the  one  side,  and 
Manitoba  and  the. North- West  on  the  other,  he  found,  on  one  side,  that 
there  was  competition  in  railway  rates  to  bring  in  supplies  and  take  out 
the  produce  of  his  farm.  ” 


Now,  with  regard  to  that,  while  on  our  side  to  the  farmer 
shipping  his  grain  there  is  a  monopoly  in  name,  on  the 
other  side  there  is  a  monopoly  in  reality,  because  the  two 
roads  on  the  other  side,  the  Northern  Pacific  and  tho  St. 
Paul  and  Manitoba,  have  only  two  points  in  North  Minnesota 
or  Dakota  where  they  come  in  competition,  those  points 
being  Fargo  and  Giyndon.  The  companies  have  arranged 
what  shall  be  their  respective  fields  in  that  country,  and 
they  do  not  come  in  competition  at  any  other  points.  The 
St.  Paul  and  Manitoba  has  one  part  of  the  State  or  Territory 
to  itself,  and  the  Northern  Pacific  has  another  part  to  itself. 
That  is  the  competition  which  exists  there,  and  does  not 
bear  out  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member.  With  regard 
to  that  point  still  further,  I  will  read  the  following  report 
from  Robert  A.  Lynn,  secretary  of  the  Farmers’  Alliance 
of  Walsh  county,  Dakota,  sent  to  tho  Chicago  Board  of 
Trade : 

“  At  a  meeting  of  the  Acton  district  Farmers’  Alliance,  No.  138, 
Walsh  county,  Dakota,  held  April  13,  1885,  a  resolution  was  passed  in¬ 
structing  the  secretary  to  communicate  with  you,  with  a  view  of  testing 
the  feasibility  of  shipping  wheat  from  points  on  the  Red  River  via  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Port  Arthur,  and  thence  by  the  lakes  to 
Chicago,  and  to  this  end  I  would  call  attention  to  the  following  facts: — 

“  The  expense  of  extra  hauling  andiCustom  dues  by  the  proposed  route 
would  be  more  than  compensated  for  by  the  cheapness  of  freight  oa  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  the  slight  cost  of  shipping  by  water, 
leaving  a  favorable  margin  of  profit  when  compared  with  all-rail  routes. 

“  The  superior  quality  of  the  Red  River  wheat  is  well  known,  and  in 
order  to  sustain  this  reputation  it  is  necessary  that  it  should  reach  the 
east,  without  filtration  through  the  Minneapolis  market. 

“  The  idea  suggested  above  has  been  operated  to  some  extent  last 
season  by  the  Canadian  wheat  buyers,  who  erected  a  bonded  warehouse 
at  Emerson,  Manitoba,  and  bought  wheat  for  export  along  the  Red 
River  at  and  near  the  international  boundary  line.  All  that  is  needed 
is  an  extension  of  the  system,  which  would  meet  with  the  hearty  co-* 
operation  of  the  Red  River  farmers.” 

Hero  are  the  farmers  of  northern  Dakota,  where  they  have 
the  competition  which  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  speaks 
of  as  existing  to  the  south — they  are  going  to  ship  their 
whoat  round  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  mono¬ 
poly  road,  and  then  bring  it  to  Chicago,  cheaper  than  they 
can  get  it  there  now.  Last  winter  the  farmers  of  Dakota 
were  actually  bringing  their  wheat  across  the  line,  paying 
duty  on  it,  selling  it  to  Canadian  buyers,  and  then  making 
money  by  so  doing.  Now,  I  wish  to  repeat  again,  as  I 
did  last  year,  a  comparison  between  tho  land  laws  of  tho 
United  States  and  our  own,  because  thoro  is  still  a  misap¬ 
prehension  on  that  subject : 

“  The  laws  of  the  United  States  provide  that  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  or  persons  who  have  declared  their  intention  to  become  such, 
who  are  heats  of  families,  or  over  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  can  obtain 
lands  as  follows  :  ” 

Now,  it  appears  that  a  man  in  tho  United  States  must  be 
twenty-one  years  of  age  before  he  can  take  up  his  home¬ 
stead  or  pre-emption.  With  us,  he  can  take  it  up  when  ho 
is  eighteen,  and  by  the  time  he  is  twenty-one  years  of  age 
he  has  secured  a  homestead  and  pre-emption  ;  he  has  320 
acres  of  land,  paying  all  round  $1.25  per  acre  for  the  wholo 
320  acres,  by  the  time  he  can  begin  to  take  up  land  in  tho 
United  States.  Now,  as  to  pre-emptions  : 

“  Heads  of  families,  widows  or  single  persons  (male  or  female)  over 
the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  citizens  of  the  United  Slates,  or  who  have 
declared  their  intention  to  become  such,  under  the  naturalisation  laws, 
may  enter  upon  any  ‘offered’  or  ‘  unoffered’ lands,  or  any  unsur¬ 
veyed  lands  t>  which  the  Indian  title  has  been  extinguished,  and  pur¬ 
chase,  not  exceeding  160  acres,  under  pre-emotion  laws.  A  fee  of  $ 3  is 
required  within  thirty  days  after  making  settlement,  and  within  one  year 
actual  residence  and  cultivation  of  the  tract  must  be  shown,  whereupon 
the  pre-emptor  is  entitled  to  purchase  the  same  at  $1.25  psr  acre,  if  outside 
of  railroa  t  land  limits,  and  at  $2.60  per  acre  if  within  railroad  land 
limits.  At  any  time  before  the  expiration  of  time  allowed  for  proof  and 
payment,  the  settler  may  convert  his  pre-emption  claim  into  a  hsme- 
stead.  No  person  who  abandons  his  residence  upon  land  of  his  own  to 
reside  upon  public  lands  in  the  same  States  or  Territory,  or  who  owas 
320  acres  of  land  in  the  same  State  or  Territory,  is  entitled  to  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  the  pre-emption  laws.” 

Now,  under  this,  a  man  cannot  take  up  a  pre-emption  and  a 
homestead  at  the  same  time,  because  ho  has  to  live  a  certain 
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time  on  each,  and  he  cannot  live  on  both,  at  the  same  time,  1 
and  he  must  not  be  an  owner  of  lands  in  the  same  State  or 
Territory  to  the  extent  of  320  acres,  in  taking  up  a  pre-emp¬ 
tion.  Such  a  thiDg  as  is  known  to  us  as  a  pre-emption  in  our 
North-West  is  unknown  in  the  United  States.  What  is 
termed  a  pre-emption  in  the  United  States  is  similar  to  our 
homestead,  with  one  year’s  right  of  purchase-— purchase 
after  living  on  it  for  one  year.  Eesidence  on  a  pre-emption 
in  the  United  States  must  be  commenced  at  once  after 
entry.  Now,  take  the  homestead  : 

“  Adj  person  who  is  the  head  of  a  family,  or  who  has  arrived  at  the 
age  of  twenty-one  years,  and  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  has 
filed  his  declaration  of  intention  to  become  such,  is  entitled  to  enter 
one-quarter  section,  or  less  quantity  of  unappropriated  public  land, 
under  the  homestead  laws.  The  applicant  must  make  affidavit  that  he 
is  entitled  to  the  privileges  ot  the  Homestead  Act,  and  that  the  entry  is 
made  for  his  exclusive  use  and  benefit,  and  for  actual  settlement  and 
cultivation.  Within  six  months  the  homesteader  must  take  up  his  resi¬ 
dence  upon  the  land,  and  reside  thereupon,  and  cultivate  the  same  for 
five  years  continuously.” 

With  us,  a  settler  must  cultivate  only  three  years,  whereas 
in  the  United  States  he  must  live  continuously  on  his 
homestead  for  five  years.  In  our  country  he  need  not  live 
on  it  at  all,  and  only  within  a  radius  of  two  miles  from  it. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  must  con¬ 
fine  himself  to  the  railway  resolutions. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  call  my  hon. 
friend  to  order  simply  because  he  is  giving  good  informa¬ 
tion  to  this  House — information  that  should  go  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  ROSS.  Can  I  speak  of  the  future  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  land  resolutions  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question. 

Mr.  ROSS.  I  think  the  advantages  of  our  land  laws  are 
a  very  important  feature  in  connection  with  the  settlement 
of  the  North-West. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  it  is  too  remote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  the  House 
must  yield  to  your  decision  ;  but  the  same  question  has 
been  discussed  at  considerable  length  by  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side,  without  their  being  called  to  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  remember  any  hon.  member 
discussing  the  land  regulations,  and  even  if  they  did,  and  I 
allowed  it  to  pass,  I  was  wrong. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Just  the  other  night,  when  a 
matter  under  discussion  had  taken  a  very  wide  range,  and  I 
was  closely  following  the  remarks  made  by  others,  to  which 
no  exception  had  been  taken,  an  hon.  member  rose  and  called 
me  to  order,  when  I  had  a  strict  ruling  from  you,  and  I  had 
to  submit  to  your  ruling. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think,  when  any  hon.  member  calls 
my  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  member  is  transgressing  the 
rules,  it  is  my  duty  to  call  him  to  order,  aud  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  confine  himself  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  ROSS.  I  would  beg  to  ask  the  Speaker  if  I  can 
speak  of  the  future  outlook  of  India  as  compared  with  the 
North-West. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  ROSS.  In  1869,  England  had  under  wheat  4,000,000 
acres;  in  1883,  270,000.  In  France  there  was  a  like  short¬ 
age  of  acreage.  The  worlds’  crop  is  about  2,065,000,000 
bushels,  and  in  time  we  in  the  North-West  can  grow  one- 
half  of  this.  While  elsewhere  the  demand  is  increasing  and 
supply  diminishing,  with  us  the  supply  is  increasing  much 
moie  rapidly,  and  we  have  the  future  wheat  fields  of  the 
world.  With  regard  to  the  carrying  trade  of  this  country 
Mr,  Ross. 
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in  connection  with  the  North-West,  it  is  to  be  done  almost 
wholly  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  a  similar  work 
south  is  being  done  by  a  number  of  railways,  and  not  one 
only.  Even  if  the  Hudson  Bay  railway  is  built,  and 
proves  a  success,  which  I  hope  it  will,  there  will 
ha  more  than  enough  trade  supplied  by  the  future 
wheat  fields  of  the  North-West  for  both  roads ;  and  if 
other  roads  are  built,  there  will  be  enough  for  them, 
because  the  carrying  trade  of  the  North-West  is  going  to  be 
immense,  but  its  full  extent  will  depend  entirely  on  the  rail¬ 
way  development  of  that  country.  It  has  been  stated  that, 
in  the  western  part  of  the  North-West,  we  cannot  grow 
wheat,  because  the  distance  from  the  markets  and  from  the 
seaboard  is  so  great  that  it  cannot  be  shipped  successfully  ; 
and  that  if  we  cannot  grow  wheat  west  of  Moose  Jaw  or  even 
Qu’Appelle,  and  carry  it  to  the  seaboard  at  such  rates  as  to 
enable  the  farmers  to  live,  then  the  value  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  and  the  future  of  the  North-West  will  be  very 
greatly  affected.  But  there  is  a  prospect  that  wheat  can  be 
grown  there.  In  looking  at  the  United  States,  we  see  that 
of  all  the  grain  receipts  at  Portland,  New  York, Boston, Phila¬ 
delphia,  Baltimore  and  New  Orleans,  183,689,576  bushels, 
or  three-fourths  of  the  total  quantity,  has  been  shipped  by 
all-rail  44,946,146  by  lake  and  canal,  16,058,892  by  Missis¬ 
sippi  river ;  even  during  the  summer  season  only  one-third 
of  grain  shipments  from  Minneapolis  go  via  Duluth,  balance 
goes  by  all-rail,  and  four  years  ago  an  attempt  was  made  to 
ship  wheat  from  St.  Pauls,  by  Mississippi  river,  and  only 
30,000  bushels  shipped,  and  effort  was  never  repeated  ;  thus 
showing  that  the  all-rail  routes  of  the  United  States 
are  able  to  compete  successfully,  even  where  there  is 
so  much  water  carriage  as  is  furnished  by  the  Mississippi 
running  through  that  whole  region.  And  if  that  can  be  done 
in  the  United  States,  why  cannot  it  be  done  in  Canada  ? 
I  believe  it  can,  that  farming  is  going  to  pay  in  the  cen¬ 
tre  of  the  North-West,  and  that  there  will  therefore  be 
plenty  of  traffic  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  that 
country.  But  there  is  ouo  feature  that  is  often  lost  sight  of, 
which  is  going  to  be  of  great  importance  to  the  future 
development  of  the  North-West  and  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  that  is,  the  inter -provincial  trade  of  Canada.  The 
internal  commerce  of  the  United  States  is  of  great  magni¬ 
tude.  In  Canada  it  is  not  yet  a  great  question,  and  it  is 
only  in  embryo  here  to-day.  There  are  however,  in  Canada 
varied  and  distinct  natural  resources  and  our  products  and 
manufactures  will  be  interchanged  to  advantage.  The 
completion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  give 
a  new  impetus  to  our  internal  intercourse,  will  stimulate 
the  development  of  our  latent  resources,  which  we  possess 
in  so  groat  a  variety,  and  increase  the  home  and  foreign 
trade  of  our  people.  What  is  it  that  keeps  men  and  women 
at  work  on  the  spindlos  and  in  tho  factories  of  the  New 
England  States  but  the  demand  of  the  farmers  of  the  great 
west  ?  What  makes  the  railways  in  Massachusetts  pay  so 
well  to-day  but  the  internal  commerce,  and  so  with  the 
other  railways  in  the  various  States.  So  it  will  be  in 
Canada ;  we,  in  the  North-West,  will  send  the  products  of  our 
soil  to  tho  Eastern  Provinces  and  the  people  of  the  East  will 
be  sending  their  manufactures  to  the  North-West;  and  this  is 
going  to  be  an  important  matter,  not  only  for  the  commerce 
of  Canada,  but  for  the  development  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  because  no  other  railway  can  be  so  constructed  in 
Canada  as  to  carry  the  produce  from  one  end  ofthe  country 
to  the  other.  Whatever  is  going  to  develop  tho  North- 
West  will  develop  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  all 
the  other  railroads  in  the  country  to  tho  East.  The  people 
of  British  Columbia  will  be  able  to  send  their  timber  across 
the  Rocky  Mountains  to  the  prairies  of  the  North-West,  and 
the  people  of  the  North-West  will  send  to  the  people  of 
British  Columbia  their  wheat  and  flour.  To-day  the  people 
of  British  Columbia  import  annually  448  car  loads  of  wheat 
and  flour  from  tho  United  States;  when  the  Pacific  Railway 
is  completed  this  amount  of  flour  will  be  sent  there 
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from  the  North-West.  Last  year  the  people  of  British 
Columbia  shipped  577  car  loads  of  salmon,  some  to  the  South 
and  some  to  England ;  but  when  tho  Pacific  Railway  is 
built,  that  fish  can  also  be  sent  over  to  the  eastern  part  of 
Canada  and  England.  The  shipments  on  the  Northern 
Pacific  for  British  Columbia  alone  are  three  car  loads  of  mer¬ 
chandise  per  day  on  an  average  from  the  merchants  of  On¬ 
tario  and  Quebec  to  the  merchants  of  British  Columbia. 
Here  is  a  traffic  that  will  be  diverted  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  the  moment  it  is  completed.  British  Columbia  will 
also  supply  the  farmer  of  the  North-West  with  fruit  which 
he  cannot  successfully  grow.  The  development  of  the 
minerals  of  British  Columbia  certain  to  follow  railway  com¬ 
pletion,  will  be  of  immense  value  to  Canada  and  a  large 
source  of  revenue  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
traffic.  The  internal  commerce  of  the  United.  States  is 
estimated  to  be  $1,000,000,000,  or  seven  times  its  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  In  1876  10,000,000  tons  of  goods  were  sent  over  the 
New  York  Cenlral,Pennsylvania  Railway  and  New  York  and 
Lake  Erie  and  Western  Railway,  roads  between  the  west  and 
New  York,  which  had  increased,  in  1883,  to  46,000,000  tons. 
If  our  internal  commerce  bears  the  same  proportion  to  our 
foreign  trade,  the  traffic  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is 
going  to  be  immense,  and  larger  than  most  people,  or  even 
any  of  our  people  i  magine  to  day.  We  are  also  going  to  have 
a  great  through  trade  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  On 
the  Central  Pacific  Railway,  while  the  local  trade  increased 
between  1880  and  1883  from  15,780,000  to  16,442,000,  the 
through  trade  had  doubled  in  the  same  length  of  time,  and 
in  1883  was  one-third  of  their  total  receipts.  These  are  the 
results,  and  they  show  that  through  traffic  is  increasing 
very  rapidly  on  the  Central  Pacific,  tho  earnings  per  mile 
on  main  line  of  which  was  $10,804  for  1883.  Tho  state¬ 
ment  was  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  that  “from 
Callander  to  Port  Moody,  2,500  or  2,600  miles,  there  is  a 
population  of  150,000,  perhaps  2,000,000,  white  men.  There¬ 
fore,  when  you  look  to  those  figures  of  a  couple  of  hundred 
thousand  white  men,  not  all  of  whom  have  white  souls  ” — I 
do  not  know  what  he  meant  by  that ;  whether  it  is  a  reflec¬ 
tion  on  the  people  of  the  North-West  or  not  I  cannot  say, 
but  if  so  I  resent  it — “  But  the  Northern  Pacific,”  he  con¬ 
tinued,  has  about  2,000,000  of  people  tributary,  more  or 
less,  to  its  road,  while  from  Callander  to  Port  Moody  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  about  200,000  people  tribu¬ 
tary  to  its  road.”  What  are  the  facts  ?  Take  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  which  is  one  of  tho  largest  States  touched  by  the 
Northern  Pacific  line,  and  has  over  one-half  of  the  whole 
population  along  the  road.  The  hon.  gentleman  might  as 
well  connect  Ontario  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
because  the  road  runs  to  Callander,  as  to  connect  Minnesota 
with  the  Northern  Pacific.  Why,  in  the  State  of  Minnesota, 
out  of  a  mileage  of  4,442  miles,  only  one-eleventh  is  owned 
by  the  Northern  Pacific;  the  rest  of  its  mileage  is  owned  by 
other  roads.  I  am  satisfied  that  State  does  not  even  give  a 
twelfth  of  its  traffic  to  that  company.  Take  Dakota;  the 
Northern  Pacific  owns  only  one-sixth  of  the  total  mileage  of 
lhat  State;  and  lam  satisfied  it  does  not  get  more  than  one- 
sixth  of  the  carrying  trade  of  that  State.  In  Idaho,  the 
Northern  Pacific  has  one-ninth  only  of  the  mileage.  It  has 
the  whole  of  Montana.  In  Oregon  and  Washington  only 
one-third  of  the  imports  are  carried  by  rail,  and  only  one- 
tenth  of  its  exports,  the  balance  being  carried  by  sail  and 
steamers  so  that  out  of  the  total  trade  only  one-fourth  is 
carried  by  rail,  and  even  that  is  divided  between  two  roads, 
1  ho  Northern  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Oregon  Short  Lino 
Railway.  The  total  population,  therefore,  that  feels 
t tie  .Northern  Pacific,  is  but  374,095  souls,  and  even  that  is  a 
large  estimate  for  the  number  that  directly  feeds  the  Nor¬ 
thern  Pacific;  while  on  our  road  the  population  is  200,000, 
and  there  is,  besides,  no  other  road  running  through  our  ter 
rilory,  over  which  the  people  can  get  their  supplies  or  send 
out  their  produce.  Our  road  is  a  monopoly, ^while  the  Nor¬ 


thern  Pacific  has  many  roads  to  compete  with  for  the  carry¬ 
ing  trade  of  tho  country.  So  that  the  hon.  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  based  his  argument  on  false  premises. 
With  regard  to  through  traffic,  tho  trade  with  China  and 
Japan  and  the  Pacific  Coast,  principally  San  Francisco, 
for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1884,  was  $18,756,846. 
Via  San  Francisco,  last  year,  there  were  shipped  3,080  car¬ 
loads  of  flour  to  China  and  Japan,  and  about  1,200  car  loads 
of  tea  shipped  east  by  rail.  It  is  only  of  late  years  that  China 
and  Japan  have  commence  to  use  our  wheat  flour,  and  there  is 
no  doubt  their  consumption  of  it  will  increase  largely,  and 
it  is  also  undoubted  that  their  future  supply  they  will  have 
to  get  another  from  tho  North-West,  because  California  is 
fast  becoming  a  fruit-growiDg  country  as  I  have  already 
stated.  This  will  therefore  give  a  large  carrying  trade  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  furnish  another  outlet  to 
the  people  of  our  North-West  for  their  grain.  With  regard 
to  the  traffic  east  :  The  people  of  Eastern  Canada  alone  re¬ 
quired  670  car  loads  of  rice  and  794  car  loads  of  tea  for  last 
year, , which  in  the  past  were  brought  from  Groat  Britain  and 
Irom  the  United  States.  In  future,  nearly  all  of  it  will  come 
over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  is  bound  to  largely 
come  this  way  from  China  and  Japan,  because  we  have  all  the 
facilities  and  advantages  in  connection  with  our  road  by 
which  we  can  secure  the  carrying  trade  from  China  and 
Japan.  The  shortest  winter  route  from  San  Francisco  to 
Yokohama  is  5,250  miles ;  from  Yokohama  back  to  San 
Francisco  it  is  4,716  miles;  and  the  summer  route  to  and 
from  Yokohama  from  San  Francisco  is  4,428  miles.  From 
Port  Moody  to  Yokohama  the  distance  is  4,200  miles  ;  from 
Port  Moody  to  Montreal  the  distance  is  2,895  miles;  from 
Montreal  to  Liverpool  it  is  3,043  miles.  Thus,  from  Yoko¬ 
hama  to  Liverpool  via  Port  Moody  the  distance  is  10,133 
miles.  From  New  York  to  Liverpool  it  is  3,431  miles  ;  from 
New  York  to4San  Francisco,  3,331  miles  ;  and  from  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  and  Yokohama,  the  average  of  tho  three  routes  between 
those  two  points  is  4,650  miles.  The  total  mileage,  therefore, 
from  Yokohama  to  Liverpool  via  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  10,138  miles;  while  via  San  Francisco  it  is 
11,41  L  miles,  making  a  difference  in  favor  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  route  of  1,273  miles.  The  figures  I  have 
given  are  from  the  office  of  the  Pacific  Mail  Steamship  Navi¬ 
gation  Company.  Even  from  New  York,  via  tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  Port  Moody,  and  thence  to  Yokohama, 
the  distance  is  623  miles  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  route.  The  exports  China  to  England,  1883,  were 
$50,488,655;  imports  from  England,  $21,124,270;  exports, 
Japan  to  England,  $3,315,460;  imports,  $11,382,865; 
total,  $86,511,200  and  part  of  this  trade  wo  can  secure. 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  stated  it  is  no  advantage 
to  have  through  traffic,  that  it  is  no  advantage  to  have 
a  number  of  cars  passing  our  doors.  I  hold  it  is  a 
great  advantage  to  have  as  many  cars  as  we  can  get  to 
pass  over  the  road.  They  ask:  What  advantage  is  it 
to  have  a  man  go  over  our  road  from  England  to  Australia 
or  to  India  ?  But  there  are  always  advantages  to  be  derived 
from  men  of  means  going  over  our  road  and  seeing  our 
country.  What  is  the  tendency  of  such  travel  ?  Many  of 
those  travellers  will  bo  men  of  means,  inclined  to  make 
investments,  or  who  may  have  frionds  in  the  old  country 
with  capital  to  invest ;  and  I  may  say  that  a  very  large 
amount  of  the  foreign  capital  that  has  been  invested  in 
the  United  States  has  been  invested  in  tho  beginning, 
simply  owing  to  the  fact  that  poople  who  were  travelling 
for  pleasure  or  health  over  the  American  railways,  visiting 
Colorado  and  other  States,  and  seeing  what  the  country 
was  like,  began  to  put  their  money  in  it,  or  induced  friends 
to  do  so.  This  was  the  beginning  of  some  of  tho  invest¬ 
ments  of  the  very  large  amount  of  foreign  capital  that  is 
invested  in  the  United  States,  and  the  same  result  will,  no 
doubt,  follow  in  our  country,  under  similar  circumstances, 
and  we  should,  by  every  means  possible,  invite  foreign 
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capital  to  develop  our  country,  and  it  certainly  cannot 
be  done  by  hiding  it  or  decrying  it.  It  may  be 
asked  :  If  the  North-West,  which  is  to  supply  in  the 
future  the  greater  part  of  the  carrying  trade  for  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway,  is  as  represented,  bow  comes  it 
to  be  in  its  present  unfortunate  condition  ?  The  following 
are  the  chiof  reasons  :  Over-trading  and  over-speculation 
amoDgst  ourselves,  producing  dissatisfaction,  discontent¬ 
ment  and  disappointed  hopes ;  the  prostitution  of  farmers’ 
meetings,  led  by  demagogues,  to  the  basest  of  political  pur¬ 
poses,  that  of  villifyiDg  their  country  ;  visitation  by  Provi¬ 
dence,  in  the  shape  of  early  frost  and  followed  next  season 
by  a  wet  harvest ;  low  prices  for  wheat  in  the  markets  of 
the  world ;  mistakes  made  both  by  Government  and  Oppo¬ 
sition  as  to  the  true  character  of  the  country  and  its  require¬ 
ments.  Both  political  parties  are  to  blame  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  obtain  their  information  about  that  country. 
Only  such  information  is  sought  for  which  comes 
filtered  through  partisan  channels.  It  would  seem  that, 
political  refugees  and  partisan  parisites  have  more  influence 
in  moulding  the  views  of  the  two  parties  about  the  North- 
West  than  men  with  sound  judgment  and  non-partisans,  who 
know  the  country  from  years  of  actual  experience,  what 
its  true  position  is,  and  what  is  required  for  it.  The  people 
of  the  North-West  object  to  having  their  country  being  used 
as  a  foot-ball  by  the  two  parties,  with  the  Treasury  benches 
as  the  goal.  The  country  has,  therefore,  been  kept  back 
and  immense  injury  has  been  done  to  it,  but  its  progress 
cannot  entirely  be  retarded.  There  were  two  important 
factors  which  made  the  adjoining  Bepublic  advance  so 
rapidly  during  the  past  eighteen  years.  They  were,  first,  the 
sinking  of  the  question  of  States’  rights  from  its  prominence, 
and  the  consequent  obliteration  of  Dixie’s  line  by  their 
civil  war.  Then  the  immediate  following  of  this  by  the 
people  unitedly  pushing  forward  railway  construction 
through  their  great  west,  and  thus  securing  its  speedy 
development.  Our  country  is  too  much  divided  and  hedged 
in  by  sectional  feelings.  In  fact,  there  is  a  Dixie  line  around 
each  Province,  and  even  we,  in  this  House,  are  making 
these  lines  broader  and  deeper  by  the  class  of  motions  and 
amendments  proposed.  While  believing  fully  in  provincial 
rights,  yet  1  considor  it  to  be  the  duty  of  this  House,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  crush  out  all  sectional  feelings,  and  oblite¬ 
rate  our  various  provincial  lines,  and  to  endeavor  in  every 
way  to  make  our  people  united,  by  animating  them  with 
one  common  sentiment  of  Canadian  unity  and  a  great 
future  destiny,  and  hence  drive  away  some  of  our  extreme 
pessimism.  Our  press  is  thoroughly  sectional  and  pro¬ 
vincial,  and  we  have  no  papers  that  have  yet  been  able  to 
write  for  the  whole  Canadian  people.  Take  the  two  leading 
papers  in  Canada,  and  along  each  column  of  thoir  various 
editorials  the  water  lines  read :  Ontario,  Ontario.  While 
wo  do  not  seem  to  be  able  to  rise  to  our  duty  in  this  respect, 
our  volunteers  are  unfortunately  doing  it  for  us  in  tho  west. 
The  men  of  Nova  Scotia,  Quebec,  Ontario  and  Manitoba, 
are  offering  up  their  lives  with  patriotic  devotion  for  their 
country,  and,  to  maintain  the  integrity  of  Confederation,  ai’e 
cementing,  with  their  blood,  the  various  component  parts  of 
Canada ;  and  while  returning  to  their  homes  to  do  the  work  of 
immigration  agents  for  our  fertile  prairies,  they  are  also  going 
to  perform  a  higher  and  nobler  duty.  For  in  their  baptism 
of  tire,  they  have  risen  from  the  battle  field  politically  born 
again,  animated  with  a  stronger  love  and  a  new  faith,  that  of 
their  country  and  its  future.  I  hey  will  then  go  forth  into  the 
bonighted  parts  of  Canada  and  with  zeal  and  a  worthy  cause 
endeavor  to  instil  into  others  the  teachings  of  their  new  birth. 
May  this  present  unfortunate  trouble  in  the  North-West 
perform  for  us  what  tho  civil  war  did  for  tho  United  States. 
If  we  vigorously  and  unitedly  take  up  the  building  of  rail¬ 
ways  over  our  extensive  prairios  and  develop  our  vast 
heritage  there,  then  we  may  expect  somewhat  similar  results. 
The  first  step  in  this  work  is  the  completion  of  the  Canadian 
,Mr,  Boss, 


Pacific  Railway,  uniting  our  people  by  an  iron  band  and 
developing  our  resources,  which  are  so  vast  and  varied. 
When  the  history  of  this  country  comes  to  be  written  and 
the  part  the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  has  acted  in  it, 
nothing  will  be  placed  higher  to  his  credit  than  the  part  he 
took  in  Confederation  and  the  construction  and  completion 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  At  the  same  time  credit 
is  duo  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  York  for  carrying  on 
the  work  of  construction  undertaken  by  the  right  hon.  the 
present  First  Minister.  Believing  in  this  road  as  a 
political  and  national  necessity,  also  a  commercial  necessity 
for  our  people,  and  also  knowing  the  country  along  the  lino 
of  railway  from  Montreal  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  having 
unbounded  confidence  in  its  future  successful  development, 
and  in  the  great  part  that  the  western  country  is  to  play  in 
the  material  progress  of  our  country,  and  from  opportunities 
of  observing  and  comparing  our  western  country  with 
countries  to  the  south  along  all  the  similar  lines  of  railway, 
and  after  seeing  what  has  been  done  there  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  those  countries  by  railways,  and  what  the  countries 
in  return  are  doing  for  the  carrying  trade  of  the  railways, 
I  have  much  pleasure  in  supporting  these  resolutions  to 
secure  the  speedy  completion  of  our  national  highway. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  am  sure  the  House  must  have  listened 
with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  to  the  speech  of  an  indepen¬ 
dent  member,  who  took  a  clear  and  impartial  view  of  the 
whole  subject,  and  has  thrown  a  great  deal  of  light  on  tho 
question  as  it  affects  the  territories  of  the  North-West.  I  con¬ 
gratulate  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar  on  his  very  able  speech. 
On  an  occasion  like  this,  when  we  are  near  the  completion  of 
the  greatest  work  in  which  this  country  has  ever  been 
engaged,  I  think  a  little  latitude  may  be  allowed,  and  indeed 
it  has  been  taken  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  I  think  it  is 
not  out  of  place  to  have  a  little  retrospect,  and  to  see  what 
the  condition  of  that  country  formerly  was.  The  hon. 
the  Secretary  of  State,  in  his  very  eloquent  and  able 
speech,  referred  to  the  voyages  of  the  French  many  years 
ago,  but  he  might  have  gone  a  little  further  back.  As  early 
as  1666  we  have  clear  evidence  that  the  French  had,  pene¬ 
trated  to  Lake  Winnipeg  and  had  gone,  a  few  years  later, 
from  Lake  Winnipeg  to  Hudson’s  Bay.  In  a  few  years 
more  they  had  explored  the  country,  both  by  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  and  by  tho  Saskatchewan  to  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  Following  the  French  there  came  another 
race,  the  Scotch  Highlandors  who,  after  the  cession  of 
Quebec,  came  to  this  country,  driven  from  their  own  land 
by  political  trouble,  aud  they  engaged  in  the  fur  trade  of  tho 
North-West.  They  were  men  accustomed  to  lead  an  active 
life  at  home,  men  accustomed  to  wars  and  battle  and  strife, 
men  of  high  position,  many  of  them,  in  the  old  country  ; 
and  in  the  wilds  of  the  North-West  they  found  they  could 
still  be  chiefs,  which  they  could  not  always  be  at  homo. 
They  ascended  the  Saskatchewan  to  the  Rocky  Mountains  ; 
descended  the  Mackenzie  to  the  Artie  seas;  and  crossed 
the  Rocky  Mountains  to  tho  Pacific  Ocean.  It  was  on 
the  discovery  of  these  men  that  Great  Britain  was  able  to 
make  good  her  claims  to  British  Columbia.  It  may  literally 
be  said  that  the  flag  of  Great  Britain  was  carried  to  th'e 
Pacific  Ocean  and  to  tho  Artie  seas  to  the  sound  of  the  bag¬ 
pipes  and  the  pibroch  of  the  Highlanders.  They  were  the 
explorers,  and  it  was  they  who  established  that  great  traffic 
in  tho  North-West  long  carried  on  by  the  company  known 
as  the  North-West  Company.  They  had  large  vessels  on 
the  Pacific  Ocean  carrying  tho  furs  of  tho  northern  part  of 
tho  continent  to  China,  evon  in  those  early  days.  Then 
we  have  settlers  coming  into  the  North-West.  We 
have  the  Bari  of  Selkirk  endeavoring  to  establish  a 
colony  known  as  tho  Rod  River  Settlement,  now 
a  part  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  That  settlement,  after  a 
time,  became  firmly  established,  but  in  the  first  instance 
they  had  many  difficulties  to  contend  with;  they  had 
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rebellions  among  the  natives,  which  drove  the  people  from 
ihe  settlement,  some  to  Lake  Winnipeg,  and  some  to  take 
shelter  in  Canada ;  so  the  rebellion  which  we  have  heard 
about  of  late  is  not  the  first  that  occurred,  and  the 
beautiful  lamb-like  peoplo  who  were  driven  to  rebellion 
by  the  bad  management  of  the  Government  and  all  that, 
were  accustomed  to  such  things  long  ago.  In  1816  they 
had  another  rebellion,  when  the  Governor  and  many  of  his 
people  were  killed  at  the  Frog  Plains.  Afterwards  peace  pre¬ 
vailed  for  a  long  time;  but  from  1840  to  1845  the  people  of 
the  settlement  became  very  unruly  and  troops  had  to  be 
sent  up  by  the  Imperial  Government.  In  1846  Colonel 
Crofton  brought  out  a  wing  of  the  6th  Regiment  of  Foot, 
by  way  of  Hudsons  Bay,  and  they  were  stationed  in  Manitoba 
for  several  years.  It  was  the  English  half-breeds  who  were 
the  rebels  on  that  occasion,  and  not  the  French.  The 
English  were  then  very  uncontrollable,  and  the  French 
half-breeds,  who  have  been  subsequently  in  rebellion,  were 
peaceable  and  loyal. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  want  to  be  unreasonable  ;  but  we 
are  not  discussing  the  North  West  trouble. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  No;  the  North-West  troubles  will  come 
up  at  a  later  period. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  said  I  thought  that,  as  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  had  made  allusion  to  the 
past,  I  might  also  be  allowed  to  allude  to  it.  The  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  referred  at  great  length  to  every¬ 
thing  connected  with  the  North-West,  to  the  rebellion,  to 
land  grant3  and  many  things  besides. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  make 
it  very  short,  so  that  we  can  get  to  concurrence. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  shall  make  it  exceedingly  short.  I 
am  not  much  in  the  habit  of  occupying  the  time  of  this 
House,  and  certinly  I  do  not  mean  to  treat  the  hon.  gentlo- 
men  on  the  Opposition  benches  with  the  least  discourtesy. 
Now,  Sir’,  in  1846  Colonel  Crofton  came  there  with  a 
regiment  from  England,  and  they  remained  for  some  years. 
In  1857  the  Canadian  Rifles  were  sent  out  from  this 
country,  on  account  of  a  then  threatened  rebellion  in 
the  North-West.  In  that  year  the  Canadian  Government 
sent  out  an  expedition  to  explore  the  country  to  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  After  that  the  country  was  for  a  long  time 
neglected,  but  since  1869,  when  the  first  Riel  rebellion 
occurred,  it  has  become  better  known.  In  1871  the 
explorations  for  this  great  railway  commenced,  and 
were  carried  on  for  eight  years  at  an  expense  of 
no  less  than  $5,000,000,  without  any  results.  The  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company  had  great  difficulties  to 
contend  with  in  going  over  the  plains  and  through  the 
Rocky  Mountains.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  and 
several  other  members  read  from  a  description  of  the 
country  in  the  Selkirk  range,  to  show  that  the  line  was 
being  carried  through  an  impracticable  country,  which  was 
dangerous  from  snow  slides.  A  work  was  quoted  from, 
written  by  the  former  engineer — I  suppose  it  is  ho— of  the 
road,  from  which  I  will  read  : 

11  Mountains  of  great  height,  in  groups,  tower  above  it  (a  bold,  rocky 
blufl)  to  the  right  ani  left.  Some  of  them  have  crater-3haped  peaks 
filled  with  snow 

We  cross  the  path  of  a  great  snow  elide,  an  avalanche  divided  into 
two  forks,  one  about  fifty  yards  wide  and  the  other  about  one  hundred 
and  fifty  yards  wide.  Thousands  of  trees,  two  or  three  feet  in  diameter, 
have  been  broken  into  shreds  by  it,  and  roots,  trunks  and  branches  have 
been  swept  away,  and,  with  a  multitude  of  boulders  of  all  dimensions, 
hurled  into  the  lake  to  form  a  promonitory,  of  which  three  or  four  hun¬ 
dred  feet  Eitill  remain.  To  the  south,  beyond  the  lake,  the  eye  rests 
upon  a  mighty  mountain,  streaked  with  snow-filled  crevices.1’ 


He  speaks  of  thousands  of  trees  of  2  or  3  feet  in  diameter 
that  have  been  broken  up  by  avalanches.  How,  thousands 
of  such  trees  are  to  grow  in  a  little  place  50  yards  across, 
it  would  be  difficult  to  say.  It  takes  a  tree  from  300  to  500 
years  to  grow  from  2  to  3  feet  in  diameter ;  consequently,  it 
is  quite  evident  that  there  could  not  have  been  an  avalanche 
there  within  many  years,  and  the  traveller  will  run  but 
little  risk  in  going  over  that  line  at  any  particular  time, 
if  avalaochos  only  occur  once  in  every  500  years.  In  the 
prosecution  of  this  great  work  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
said  that  the  president  of  the  company  imbued  the  men 
engaged  on  the  road  with  the  same  spirit  he  had  himself. 
There  can  bo  no  doubt  that  the  enterprise  has  been  carried 
on  with  extraordinary  energy,  from  the  president  down¬ 
wards.  Some  of  the  officers  in  charge  of  particular  sections 
have  certa  nly  distinguished  themselves.  I  may  refer  to  one 
section,  which  I  know  particularly  well,  and  that 
is  the  north  coast  of  Lake  Superior.  They  had 
there  many  very  able  engineers,  and  they  had  a 
most  able  man  over  them,  a  Mr.  Ross.  They  tunnelled 
through  mountains  and  built  many  fine  btidges.  Wo 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  temporary  trestle  work 
there.  Well,  Sir,  in  building  a  railway  it  is  necessary,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  put  up  temporary  trestles,  in  order 
that  the  cars  may  pass  over  them  in  connection  with  the 
work  beyond.  Sometimes  they  are  made  sufficiently  strong 
to  last  for  a  considerable  period.  At  all  events,  on -the  north 
shore  of  Lake  Superior  these  temporary  trestles  are  being 
rapidly  replaced  with  substantial  works.  They  have  bridges 
there  across  the  Pic  River,  across  the  Nipigon  River,  and 
across  many  of  the  other  streams,  which  are  magnificent 
stone  structures;  and  I  believe  similar  stone  structures 
are,  in  time,  to  span  all  the  other  streams.  The 
whole  section  between  Callander  and  Port  Arthur  was 
under  the  charge  of  two  gentlemen,  Mr.  Harry  Abbott  and 
Mr.  John  Ross,  and  they  certainly  have  both  distinguished 
themselves  in  carrying  out  that  immense  work  in  one  of 
the  roughest  parts  of  the  whole  continent ;  in  fact,  I  believe, 
the  section  immediately  north  of  Lake  Superior  will  bo 
found  to  have  been  more  rough  and  difficult  than  the 
passage  through  the  Rocky  Mountains.  I  observe  that 
the  company  have  issued  a  statement  of  their  affairs, 
and  in  it  tho  president  has  expressed  himself  in  these 
terms,  with  respect  to  a  matter  which  has  been  of  very 
great  importance  to  the  country.  He  says : 

“In  the  recent  unhappy  disturbances  in  the  North-West  the  company 
ha3  been  fortunate  in  being  able  to  assist  in  the  transport  of  troops  and 
material  to  the  field  of  action,  and  although,  of  necessity,  some  discom¬ 
fort  was  experienced  bv  the  volunteers,  in  their  passage  north  of  Lake 
Superior,  the  speed  with  which  that  transport  was  effected  contributed 
in  no  small  degree  to  the  suppression  of  the  outbreak.  This  circum¬ 
stance  has  drawn  attention,  both  here  and  in  Europe,  to  the  probability 
that  the  railway  may,  upon  its  completion  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  bear  a 
still  more  important  part  in  the  defence  of  the  Empire,  and  that  its  use¬ 
fulness  in  that  respect  will  form  an  important  adjunct  to  its  value  as  a 
peaceful  instrument  in  the  consolidation  and  development  of  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  Dominion.” 

The  president  of  the  railway  has  expressed  himself  with 
respect  to  that  matter  with  great  modesty.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  have  ren¬ 
dered  a  most  important  service  to  this  Dominion  in  passing 
through  the  volunteers  with  the  rapidity  they  did.  If 
that  road  had  not  been  available,  what  might  not  the  conse¬ 
quences  have  been  ?  I  remember — for  I  had  a  good  deal  to 
do  with  sending  forward  troops  on  a  former  occasion — that 
when  tho  first  rebellion  took  place.  Tho  Sault  St.  Marie  Canal 
was  shut  against  us,  and  roads  had  to  be  built  round  the  x-apids 
on  the  Canadian  side  over  which  military  stores  were  carried, 
and  placed  on  board  of  steamers  on  Lake  Superior.  That 
occasioned  a  great  deal  of  delay.  When  the  American 
officials  saw  that  we  got  the  stores  throu0h  and  were  quite 
independent  of  tho  canal  they  turned  x’ound  and  said  : 
“  Wo  will  open  the  canal  and  you  need  not  send  tho  troops 
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over  the  portage— we  are  perfectly  willing  that  you  should 
send  troops  and  stores  through  the  canal.”  That  permis¬ 
sion  came  a  little  too  late,  and  the  excuse  given  was  that 
the  delay  had  been  occasioned  by  the  State  authorities  and 
not  by  the  Federal  Government.  I  give  it  as  my  opinion 
that  if  wo  had  possessed  no  way  of  sending  forward  troops 
to  our  North-West  Territory,  which  we  would  not  have  had 
but  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  we  would  on  the  last 
occasion  as  on  the  first  iiave  been  denied  the  right  of 
sending  them  through  the  United  States.  This  would 
not  have  been  due  to  any  hostility  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  or  American  authorities,  for  I  believe  they 
have  the  most  friendly  feelings  towards  Canada,  but  because 
pressure  would  have  been  brought  to  bear  upon  them 
by  certain  classes,  who  are  very  numerous  in  the  United 
States,  and  who  would  have  said  that  the  Government 
were  seeking  to  aid  the  Canadian  Government  in  crush¬ 
ing  patriots  who  had  risen  to  defend  their  rights.  The 
Government  might  have  hesitated,  under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  however  willing  it  might  have  been  otherwise,  to 
grant  permission  to  send  forward  troops  through  American 
territory.  Suppose  that  had  been  the  case,  what  would  the 
result  have  been  ?  Two  months  would  have  elapsed  before  the 
volunteers  would  have  got  forward,  namely,  from  26th 
March,  when  we  first  heard  of  the  rebellion  to  26th  May, 
for  it  would  have  been  impossible  to  have  got  a  man  into 
the  territory  in  the  meantime.  As  is  evident  from  the 
extent  of  the  dissatisfaction  among  the  half-breeds  and 
the  influence  they  possess  ovor  the  Indians,  the  result 
would  have  been  that  many  of  the  Indian  tribes  near  the 
Rocky  Mountains  would  have  been  in  arms,  many 
of  the  half-breods  would  have  been  in  arms  also,  and 
We  should  have  had  to  moot  them  far  oast  of  Qu’Appelle, 
probably  on  the  borders  of  Winnipeg.  All  that  was  obviated 
by  the  speed  with  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  pushed  on  the  work,  and  by  the  energy  and  expe¬ 
dition  they  displayed  in  sending  forward  troops ;  and  this 
country  owes  the  company  a  debt  of  gratitude  for 
saving  us  from  a  possible  outlay  of  more  value  than 
this  grant  at  present  applied  for.  The  Sault  St.  Marie 
line  I  hope  will  ultimately  be  carried  out.  It  is  a  very 
important  line,  although  the  hon.  member  for  West  Welling¬ 
ton  (Mr.  McMullen)  describes  it  as  being  in  a  very 
deplorable  condition  ;  but  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  said  it  should  be  car¬ 
ried  out.  For  my  part  I  think  the  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  lino  should  be  carried  out,  so  that  it  may 
connect  with  the  American  lines,  and  when  it  does  so  it  will 
draw  a  good  deal  of  traffic  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
It  will  do  more  than  that.  It  will  bo  the  means  of  deve¬ 
loping  a  very  important  country  along  the  north  coast  of 
Lake  Huron.  We  have  good  land  there,  as  good  as  in  the 
North-West,  and  we  have  a  climate  on  the  shores  of  Lake 
Huron  and  Manitoulin  Islands  superior  to  the  climate  in  the 
North-West,  and  along  that  shore  we  now  raise  largo  quan¬ 
tities  of  wheat.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  settlement  is  fast 
flowing  in.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  said 
that  the  road  was  built  with  insane  haste.  I  do  not 
think  so,  Sir.  I  think  that  rapidity  of  construction 
in  a  work  of  that  kind  leads  to  economy  of  construction, 
and  that  the  work  has  been  more  economically  conducted 
than  if  it  had  been  spread  over  a  long  series  of  years.  We 
have  beard  a  great  deal  about  traffic  and  curves,  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing,  but  I  believe  the  curves  are  as  few  and  as 
easy  as  the  character  of  the  country  admitted,  and  that  the 
grades,  oven  in  the  Rocky  Mountains,  will  eventually  bo, 
when  the  road  is  completed,  such  as  to  enable  an  immense 
traffic  goiDg  over  it.  I  think  a  great  deal  too  much  has 
been  said  about  the  existing  population  and  their  wants. 
It  is  not  the  existing  population  which  should  be  taken  into 
account  in  considering  the  location  of  a  great  railway  like 
this.  This  line  is  being  built  for  future  as  well  as  for  present 
Mr.  Dawson. 
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generations,  and  I  think  the  future  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration,  and  that  the  position  of  the  millions  who  are 
to  occupy  that  country  hereafter  is  quite  as  much  a  matter 
of  consideration  as  the  position  of  those  who  occupy  it  now. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  commenced  his  speech 
by  referring  to  the  admirable  speech  made  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposion,  and  he  said  very  truly  that  gentleman  had 
gone  so  completely  over  the  ground  in  every  possi¬ 
ble  way  that  he  had  left  very  little  for  any  per¬ 
son  else  to  say.  I  sympathised  with  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  as  he  went  on  with  his  speech  ;  I  saw  that  he  was  a 
little  constrained.  As  a  usual  thing,  he  speaks  very 
fluently,  and  his  perorations  rise  to  a  strain  of  great  elo¬ 
quence;  but  to-night  I  think  he  was  embarrassed  by  find¬ 
ing  that  everything  that  could  be  said  was  said  before. 
The  hoD.  member  for  West  Wellington  appeared  to  be  in 
the  same  position.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
took  a  great  deal  of  delight  in  referring  to  some  early  frosts 
which  had  occurred.  He  accused  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  decrying  the  country,  by  publishing  reports  in 
which  the  statement  was  made  that  frosts  had  occurred  in 
that  country.  These  were  reports  sent  in  by  local  officials  ; 
and  the  delight  the  hon.  gentleman  manifested  in  pointing  to 
them,  under  the  guise  of  accusing  the  First  Minister,  only 
showed  his  desire  to  run  down  the  country.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s,  P.  B.  I.,  was  exceedingly  eloquent,  and  ex¬ 
ceedingly  loud ;  but,  I  think,  after  all  the  great  demonstra¬ 
tions  he  made,  he  was  really  jubilant  that  the  railway  was 
going  on,  and  I  cannot  really  think  that  he  was  serious  in 
his  denur  (Nations  of  it.  Bat,  supposing  he  were,  I  say  that 
no  great  enterprise  was  ever  carried  out  without  some  1  ttle 
things  occurring  to  cavil  at,  and  I  think  there  have  been 
fewer  of  them  in  this  case  than  in  the  case  of  most  other 
great  enterprises. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  have  no  desire  to  speak  at 
any  length,  because  I  suppose  there  was  an  understanding 
arrived  at  last  night  that  we  should  go  into  committee 
to-night,  and  it  is  not  pleasant  to  speak  under  circumstances 
of  that  kind.  The  question  before  the  Chair  has  been 
widely  departed  from.  You  have  been  kind  enough  to 
allow  members  to  take  a  very  wide  range,  unless  your  atten¬ 
tion  was  called  to  the  rules  of  order,  and  we  havo  had  dis¬ 
sertations  on  the  greatness  of  the  country,  and  sentiments 
uttered  which  we  could  all  wish  to  be  absolutely  true,  and 
to  which  we  should  find  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  in  listen¬ 
ing  at  another  time.  We  are  considering  a  matter  of  busi¬ 
ness,  as  I  understand.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  have  not 
been  able  to  agree  to  the  resolutions  submitted  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  with  reference  to  a  change  in  our  relations  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  they  havo  placed  in  your 
hands  another  proposition,  and  these  are  really  the  two  sub¬ 
jects  for  our  consideration  at  the  present  time.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary,  I  grant,  in  order  to  a  proper  appreciation  of  the 
subject,  and  also  to  guide  us  somewhat  in  the  decision 
we  should  arrive  at  on  this  question,  that  we  should 
have  some  little  regard  to  the  history  of  the  previous 
transactions  of  this  company  with  the  Government.  And, 
Sir,  I  must  say,  at  the  outset,  that  looking  at  the 
application  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  a 
re  arrangement  of  the  terms  at  this  Session  of  Parliament, 
it  does  look  to  me  to  be  a  thing  so  extraordinary,  a  thing 
which  ought  to  havo  been  so  entirely  unlooked  for,  if  not 
uncalled  for,  that  you  cannot  be  surprised  if  members 
should  enquire  why  it  is  that  this  company  are  coming,  year 
alter  year,  to  make  fresh  demands  at  the  bands  of  thefParlia- 
ment  of  Canada.  If  we  had  in  our  original  bargain  with 
them,  made  what  might  be  termed  a  hard  bargain,  if  they 
had  been  placed  at  a  disadvantage,  if  we  had  imposed  on 
them  terms  unfavorable  to  them  and  favorable  to  us, 
thon  Sir,  we  could  with  more  equanimity  regard  this 
annual  application  for  further  grants  and  allowances.  But, 
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Sir,  when  we  remember  the  facts,  that  instead  of  driving 
hard  bargains  with  them  we  were  so  liberal  in  the  terms 
which  were  given  to  them,  that  the  Ministry  who  made  the 
bai’gain  coaid  only  defend  the  extravagance  of  their 
terms  by  stating  that  there  was  a  danger  that  the 
road  would  not  pay  working  expenses  for  some  years, 
and  that  it  was  through  having  regard  to  that  fact  that  they 
were  led  to  give  them,  what  they  have  themselves  admitted 
to  be  unduly  favorable  terms  for  the  amount  of  work  they 
undertook  to  do.  That  being  the  nature  of  the  original 
contract  made  with  the  company,  it  is  but  natural 
that  there  should  be  a  feeling  of  something  more  than 
wondor  that  that  company  should,  in  the  short  space  of 
three  or  four  years,  after  they  had  entered  upon  the  work, 
come  to  us,  as  they  did  last  year,  and  ask  for  a  loan  of 
822,500,000,  and  for  a  postponement  of  a  payment  of  a  little 
over  $7,500,000  that  they  have  agreed  to  pay  in  as  part  of 
the  sum  that  was  to  secure  to  them  their  interest  for  some 
years ;  and  to  find  them  now,  barely  twelve  months  after 
we  were  told,  for  the  second  time,  that  the  arrangement  was 
a  final  one,  coming  here  and  asking  that  the  whole 
terms  should  bo  re-opened.  It  is  something  that 
seemed  to  me  would  have  justified  a  little  longer 
discussion — would  have  justified  hon.  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  anticipating  the  proposition  of  the 
First  Minister,  that  at  this  early  stage  the  House  should 
go  into  committee  on  these  resolutions;  for,  although  there 
will  be  an  opportunity  of  discussing  them  in  committee, 
owing  to  our  being  confined  to  one  clause,  the  discussion  is 
not  as  free  and  easy  as  it  can  be  on  the  motion  for  you  to 
leave  the  Chair.  The  other  night,  when  I  was  answering 
arguments  that  had  been  offered  by  some  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  proposition  to  aid  branch  lines  of  the  Canadian  Pa¬ 
cific  Hailway  in  the  North-West,  and  was  called  to  order 
by  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  I  said  that  there  had 
been  a  mistake,  to  my  mind,  in  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  towards  this  company,  from  the  very  first — that  I 
never  understood  thoroughly  the  relations  between  the 
Government  and  the  company — that  I  never  had  been  able 
to  comprehend  how  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  had  got 
such  a  firm  grip  and  hold  on  the  Government  of  this  coun¬ 
try  as  to  be  able  to  compel  from  them  almost  any  terms 
they  saw  fit  to  demand.  That  there  is  a  mistery  about  it 
is  very  easily  explained,  because  the  original  contract  was 
so  contrary  to  the  announced  policy  of  the  Government 
that  we  cannot  but  be  filled  with  wonder  that  they  should 
have  allowed  that  company  to  wring  from  them  the  terms  of 
that  contract.  I  have  pointed  out  more  than  once  to 
this  House  that  the  Government,  when  they  made  that 
original  contract  with  the  company,  departed  from  the 
declared  policy  that  they  announced  to  Parliament,  and 
that  Parliament  had  sanctioned,  for  the  construction  of  this 
road,  and  that  they  did  it  without  the  authority  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  in  defiance  of  the  expressed  statements  of  the 
Ministers  themselves,  that  they  were  about  to  build  this 
road  as  a  Government  work,  and  not  through  the  agency  of 
a  company.  I  have  pointed  out,  as  the  official  records  bear 
testimony,  that  we  had  a  statement  in  March,  1880,  from 
the  then  Minister  of  Railways,  in  which  he  laid  down  a 
plan  for  ahe  construction  of  this  work  as  a  Government 
work.  He  stated,  in  that  speech,  that  when  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  introduced  his  railway 
policy  in  187-1,  proposing  to  construct  this  work  as  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  work:,  he  hal  felt  a  degree  of  alarm  in  connection 
with  it.  “  But,”  said  he,  “  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  my 
views  have  been  entirely  changed  in  that  matter — that 
there  is  not  a  man  in  Canada  who  does  not  see  that  the 
whole  position  of  things  has  been  altered  since  then.” 
Ho  had,  ho  said,  opposed  the  road  being  constructed 
as  a  Government  work  in  1874,  when  the  hon.  member 
tor  EastYork  proposed  that  it  should  be  done  in  that  way, 
but  he  now  thought  it  was  an  eminently  proper  thing  to  do. 


Wo  had  also  the  First  Minister,  within  two  or  three  days  of 
the  day  the  Minister  of  Rail  ways  expressed  these  sentiments, 
declaring  that  when  his  Government  assumed  office,  after 
the  fall  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  they  found  that 
they  had  commenced  some  of  the  most  difficult  portions  of 
the  work  as  a  Government  work  ;  “  and  having  found,”  he 
said,  “  that  the  Government  had  undertaken  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  work  north  of  Lake  Superior,  we  determined  to 
go  on  with  it  as  a  Government  work,  because  the  Govern¬ 
ment  having  constructed  the  most  difficult  portions,  wo 
thought  wo  should  go  on  and  construct  the  easy  portions.” 
That  was  the  policy  of  the  Government,  as  declared  by  the 
First  Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Railways  in  this  House 
in  1880,  and  Parliament  assented  to  that  proposition,  and 
told  the  Govornmont  to  go  on  and  construct  tho  road  as  a 
Government  work.  Within  only  eight  months  after  that 
time,  without  the  will  of  Parliament  being  expressed,  with¬ 
out  any  intimation  being  given  by  Parliament  of  a  desire 
to  depart  from  that  aiTangement,  the  Government  entered 
into  a  contract  with  this  company  to  construct  this  work. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  That’s  old. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes  ;  it  is  old,  and  old  as  it 
is,  from  that  day  to  this  no  Minister  has  got  up  in  his  place 
and  given  reasons  why  they  dared  to  depart  from  what 
they  laid  down  as  their  policy  in  1880.  They  did  not  do  it 
when  the  Government  contract  was  under  consideration  ; 
nor  have  they  done  it  on  any  accasion  since.  The  hon. 
gentleman  opposite,  who  says  it  is  old,  and  who  has  voted, 
I  suppose,  for  the  Government,  in  all  their  different  dealings 
and  their  immense  grants  and  gifts  to  this  corporation,  will 
perhaps  be  able  to  say  what  induced  him  to  support  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  departing  from  their  expressed  plan  of  building 
this  road,  and  giving  the  work  to  a  syndicate.  Will  he  say 
it  is  because  they  secured  the  construction  of  the  road  at  a 
less  cost  to  Canada  through  the  intervention  of  a  company  ? 
Will  he  affirm  that?  If  he  does,  we  have  simply  to  enter 
into  a  calculation  as  to  what  the  cost  of  this  road  will  be  as 
a  Government  work.  Are  we  in  the  dark  with  reference  to 
that  ?  Not  the  slightest.  In  March,  1880,  the  Minister 
of  Railways  gave  us  the  figures  of  the  cost  of  the  portions 
of  the  road  this  company  contracted  to  build  for  us,  for 
they  did  not  contract  to  build  the  whole  road  ;  they 
simply  contracted  to  buld  portions  which,  when  com¬ 
pleted,  taken  with  other  portions  the  Government  were  to 
complete,  were  to  bo  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
They  were  to  build  1,000  miles  from  Selkirk  to  Jasper, 
335  miles  from  Jasper  to  Kamloops,  and  600  miles  from 
Thunder  Bay  to  Lake  Nipissing.  Have  we  any  estimate  of 
the  cost  of  tho  work,  if  the  Government  were  t)  do  it  as  a 
Government  work  ?  Yes ;  Sir  Charles  Tapper  gave  it  to  us. 
His  estimate  was  $13,000,000  for  tho  1,000  miles  from  Sel¬ 
kirk  to  Jasper,  $15,500,000  for  the  3 35  miles  from  Jasper  to 
Kamloops,  and  $20,000,000  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Lake 
Nipissing.  Theso  were  the  figures  he  gave  us,  and  which 
he  took  from  Mr.  Sandford  Flemiog,  the  chief  engineer.  He 
said  ho  thought  the  600  miles  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Lake 
Nipissing  should  be  built  for  $18,000,000,  but  that  Mr. 
Fleming,  whose  ability  was  only  exceeded  by  bis  caution, 
asked  him  to  put  it  at  $20,000,000.  What  was  the  sum  total 
of  the  cost  of  tho  portion  of  1  he  road  constructed  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway?  $48,500,000  wore  the  figures 
given  to  Parliament  in  1380  and  acceptod  by  Parliament, 
and  on  these  figures  Parliament  said  to  the  Government :  Go 
on  and  construct  your  road  as  fast  as  you  desire ;  and  the  idea 
of  the  Government  then  was,  not  to  construct  the  road  at 
once.  Sir  Charles  Tuppor  said  it  was  not  tho  intention  of 
the  Government  to  construct  the  section  north  of  Lake 
Superior  at  once,  but  that  circumstances  would  demand  it 
in  the  course  of  time,  and  that  then  it  would  be  con¬ 
structed.  What  did  we  give  the  company  in  the  original 
contract  to  build  that  $48,500,000  worth  of  work  ?  We 


2722 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


June  19, 


gave  them  25,000,000  acres  of  land  and  $25,000,000  cash, 
and  then  we  were  to  spend  $16,000,000  in  building  the  413 
miles  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Selkirk,  to  be  given  them,  when 
completed,  as  a  free  gift,  and  the  125  miles  from  Yale  to 
Kamloops,  to  cost  $8,000,000  or  $9,000,000,  and  the  90 
miles  from  Yale  to  Port  Moody,  costing  millions  more,  all 
to  be  handed  over,  completed  and  equipped,  as  free  gifts. 
All  these  were  given  them,  the  25,000,000  acres  and  the 
$25,000,000  cash,  and  the  $35,000,000  required  to  complete 
the  works  that  were  to  be  constructed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  given  to  them  on  completion — all  these 
were  given  them  to  do  what  the  Minister  of 
Kailways  said  would  cost  about  $48,500,000.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  we  gave  them  the  Pembina  branch  which*  cost 
$1,750,000,  and  was  running  and  paying  dividends  at  the 
time ;  and  we  gave  them  a  monopoly  of  the  trade  cf  the 
country  for  20  years,  exemption  from  taxation  on  their 
lands  as  long  as  the  lands  remained  in  their  possession, 
exemption  from  duties  on  material  used  for  the  construction 
of  the  road.  Yet,  after  giving  them  all  that,  and  when  the 
Ministers  of  that  day  and  their  supporters  were  unable  to 
defend  the  bargain,  but  forced  that  proposition  through  the 
House,  after  sitting  day,  after  day  as  they  did,  and  when  the 
excuse  they  attempted  to  offer  was  :  We  know  the  bargain 
is  a  very  good  bargain,  but  we  want  to  give  them  a  good 
bargain,  so  that  we  will  not  have  them  coming  to  us  again, 
so  that  we  will  have  finality  in  this.  The  Parliament  of 
Canada  assented  to  this,  and  having  assented  to  it,  under 
these  conditions  and  for  that  purpose,  it  was  perfectly 
natural  that  when  this  company,  having  received  this 
immense  amount  over  what  was  anticipated  by  the  Govern- 
ment  would  be  the  actual  cost  of  construction  and  equipment 
of  the  road,  when  this  company  comes  back  and  asks  for 
millions  more  of  money  by  loans,  and  the  money  was  given 
to  them  by  Parliament,  Parliament  had  the  right  to  enquire 
into  the  circumstances,  and  Parliament  would  have  acted 
rightly  had  it  refused  them  any  further  assistance.  But 
Parliament  yielded  to  their  request.  A  loan  of  $22,500,000 
was  given  to  them,  and  the  payment  of  $7,500,000,  which 
they  were  to  pay,  was  deferred.  A  debt  of  $30,000,000  was 
therefore  incurred  by  the  company  last  year,  for  which  they 
gave  us  secui’ity  upon  the  road  and  the  quipment  and  the 
branch  lines,  and  on  their  steamers  and  other  property ;  and 
now  we  have  the  other  proposition  before  us,  barely  twelve 
months  later,  after  having  been  told  last  year  that  certainly 
then  there  was  finality,  we  have  the  proposition  to  lend  the 
company  more  money  ;  and,  besides  that,  instead  of  their 
offering  to  increase,  they  ask  us  to  reduce  the  security  we 
hold.  That  is  the  proposition  before  us,  and  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  are  apparently  prepared  to  accede  to  this 
demand  ;  they  are  prepared  to  tell  us  that  it  becomes  us,  as 
patriots,  to  grant  this  company  what  they  ask.  Will  those 
hon.  gentlemen  tell  us  when  we  are  to  reach  finality?  Will 
they  tell  us  whether  this  company  will  be  back  next  year  ? 
There  is  an  alternative  proposition,  which  is  a  very  simple 
one  and  a  very  good  one.  I  will  read  it  again,  because  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  admit  that  if  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  were  correct,  which  he  made  with 
reference  to  the  amount  of  money  the  company  had  raised 
by  way  of  dividends,  the  question  was  a  very  serious  one. 
What  is  the  proposition  ? 

That  all  after  the  word  “that”  be  left  out,  and  the  following  be 
inserted : — “  Canada,  in  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
gave  the  company  vast  aids  which  were  declared  to  be  ample  and 

final.” 

Who  will  deny  that  statement. 

“  Canada,  in  1884,  gave  the  company  fresh  additional  aids,  which 
were  again  declared  to  be  ample  and  final.” 

Who  denies  that  ? 

“The  shareholders  of  the  company  have  already  divided  among 
themselves  about  seven  millions  in  dividends,  and  have  on  deposit  with 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


the  Government  about  fourteen  millions  more,  to  provide  future 
dividends  for  themselves  for  over  eight  years  to  come,  while  they  affirm 
that  the  railway  will  be  profitable  from  the  day  of  its  opening. 

“  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  shareholders,  if  they  desire  more 
money  for  their  operations,  should  propose  to  utilise  their  deposit  for 
future  dividends,  instead  of  asking  Canada  to  impair  its  existing 
securities— to  make  large  further  advances,  and  to  allow  the  enterprise 
to  be  charged  with  fifteen  millions  additional  capital,  the  interest  on 
which  must  be  borne  by  the  trade  of  this  country.” 

Is  not  that  a  reasonable  proposition  ?  It  is  not  a  proposi¬ 
tion  to  say  that  you  will  not  give  such  aid  as  you  may  give 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company.  It  is  a  proposi¬ 
tion  that  ought  to  commend  itself  to  business  men,  and 
which,  I  think,  will  commend  itself  to  the  business  men  of 
the  country ;  and  the  only  exception  which  has  been  taken 
todit  has  been — what  ?  They  say  that  it  bears  upon  its  face 
repudiation,  and  it  seemed  to  be  an  idea  that  some  ono  had 
devised,  or  some  number  of  heads  had  come  together  and 
had  devised,  that  it  was  to  be  the  cry,  there  is  nothing  in 
it.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  must  be  conscious  that  there 
is  nothing  in  it ;  but  there  must  be  something  said  ;  the 
proposition  is  such  an  obviously  fair  one,  one  that  will 
commend  itself  to  every  man  of  any  intelligence  in  the 
country,  that  there  must  be  something  said.  Parliament, 
as  conducted  under  this  Government,  at  this  time,  Parlia¬ 
ment  conducted  in  secret  caucus,  has  determined  that  this 
loan  shall  be  granted,  and  therefore  it  is  said  that  the 
taint  of  the  repudiation  is  upon  the  amendment.  H  you 
adopt  the  resolution,  where  is  the  taint  of  repudiation,  in 
saying  that  if  the  shai’eholders  desire  more  money  to  carry  on 
their  operations  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  use  the  amount 
they  have  deposited  to  meet  future  dividends.  That  is  all. 
There  is  no  compulsion  whatever.  We  have  no  power  to 
compel  them  to  do  this,  but  the  resolution  asks  us  to  express 
the  opinion  that  it  would  be  a  right  and  proper  thing,  and  not 
such  an  impudent  thing,  if  they  would  propose  to  do  that, 
as  it  is  to  come  and  ask  us  them  to  lend  them  more  money 
and  to  reduce  our  security,  instead  of  their  giving  us  more 
security.  Oh,  but,  the  hon.  gentleman  this  afternoon  said, 
the  shareholders  would  have  to  be  consenting  parties.  Well, 
the  resolution  proposes  that.  Is  there  anything  impossible 
in  getting  the  consent  of  the  shareholders  ?  Is  there  any 
difficulty  in  that  ?  We  do  not  propose  to  compel  them  to  do 
anything,  but  it  is  the  shareholders  who  are  asking  this 
Parliament  to  impair  their  own  securities  and  lend  them 
more  money,  but  we  say  it  would  bo  more  proper  for  you,  if 
you  require  more  money,  to  propose  to  utilise  the  money 
you  have  placed  in  our  hands  to  secure  future  good  dividends 
for  themselves.  That  is  all  the  resolution  proposes,  and  if 
there  is  any  difficulty  in  getting  your  consent  to  that,  there 
must  be  a  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  proposals  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  How  will  this  $35,000,000  of  mortgage  bonds  be 
issued  ?  Will  that  be  with  the  consent  of  the  shareholders  ? 
Are  these  things  to  be  done  outside  of  the  shareholders 
altogether?  Are  the  shareholders  not  to  be  consenting 
parties  at  all  ?  Bo  not  the  resolutions  provide  : 

“  That  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  under  the  authority 
of  its  shareholders,  as  provided  by  the  28th  section  of  its  charter,  may 
issue  and  deliver  to  the  Government  first  mortgage  bonds  to  tha  extent 
of  $35,000,000,  bearing  5  per  cent,  interest?  ” 

That  is  the  proposition  of  the  Government,  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  may  issue  these  mortgage 
bonds  under  the  provisions  ol  its  charter,  and  the  28th  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  charter  provides  that  this  shall  be  done  under 
the  authority  of  a  special  general  meeting  of  the  share¬ 
holders  called  for  the  purposo.  As  I  read  the  contract, 
there  must  be  a  special  general  meeting  of  the 
shareholders,  called  for  a  special  purpose,  the-  issuing 
of  the  bonds  which  you  are  proposing  that  they  may  issue, 
before  that  can  be  done ;  and  yet  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
see  so  much  difficulty  in  the  way  of  a  simple  resolution  to 
utilise  the  money  they  have  deposited  with  the  Government 
to  meet  future  dividends.  They  say ;  How  are  you  going 
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to  get  the  assent  of  the  shareholders  ?  How  are  you  going 
to  get  them  to  sign  your  mortgage  bonds  ?  Your  share¬ 
holders  have  to  sanction  them  in  a  special  general  meeting. 
No  one  proposes  to  say  they  shall  utilise  this  money.  The 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
simply  proposes  that  we  should  say  to  the  shareholders : 
We  think  it  would  be  more  seemly  if  you  proposed  to  utilise 
the  moneys  in  our  hands  to  accomplish  what  you  desire, 
instead  of  coming  with  a  proposition  to  issue  first  mortgage 
bonds  in  the  way  you  suggest.  All  the  talk  that  is 
thrust  in  about  patriotism,  all  that  is  thrust  in  with 
reference  to  our  magnificent  country  in  the  west,  is 
beside  the  question,  The  country  to  the  west  is  a 
grand  country — there  is  no  doubt  about  that ;  and  this 
company  had  enough  assistance  given  to  them  to  build  and 
finish  their  railway  out  of  the  public  money  of  Canada.  A 
mystery  seems  to  hang  over  this  transaction.  It  is  a  mys¬ 
tery  that  this  company  seem  to  have  power  enough,  year 
after  year,  to  compel  the  Government  to  yield  to  whatever 
terms  they  see  fit  to  propose ;  but  the  people  of  the  country 
will  look  at  the  propositions  before  the  House  now  in  a 
business  light.  They  will  naturally  ask  why  those  who  have 
millions  of  money  laid  by  in  order  to  securo  immense  divi¬ 
dends  for  themselves  in  the  future,  money  which  ought  to 
have  gone  into  the  construction  of  the  road,  can  ask  Par¬ 
liament  to  impair  its  security  and  to  give  them  further 
sums  of  money,  and  why  Parliament  should  grant 
their  demand,  after  its  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  these  millions  are  locked  up  in  its  Treasury. 
If  you  desire  more  aid,  then  utilise  the  money  that  i3  laid 
by  for  the  purpose  of  securing  your  great  dividends ;  put 
that  into  the  construction  of  your  road  ;  there  is  enough  to 
complete  it,  according  to  your  own  statement,  and  your 
road,  when  completed,  you  assure  us  over  the  signature  of 
your  own  president,  is  sure  to  earn  your  dividends  ;  your 
dividends  are  all  safe.  That  being  the  case,  what  argument 
can  be  used,  what  justification  can  be  offered  for  this  Par¬ 
liament  deliberately  to  impair  the  security  that  it  holds 
with  the  company,  when  it  is  not  bound  to  do  so  by  any 
sense  of  justice,  or  of  right,  or  of  equity  ;  when  there  is  no 
plea  that  the  company  can  put  forth  in  any  direction  that 
will  warrant  it  in  doing  it.  Take  their  own  published 
statement,  take  their  own  reports,  the  flourishing  condition 
of  the  company,  the  amount  they  are  worth  over 
and  above  their  liabilities ;  read  the  statement  issued 
the  other  day  of  their  assets  and  liabilities ;  see 
the  immense  property  they  are  possessed  of;  see  the  wealth 
they  have  there ;  and  yet  with  all  that  wealth,  with  all 
that  amount  of  assets  over  liabilities,  this  Parliament  pro¬ 
poses,  with  millions  of  money  lying  in  our  hands  for  their 
own  benefit,  to  lot  that  money  lay  there,  to  be  paid  out  to 
them  to  secure  their  future  dividends,  with  the  ample  secu¬ 
rities  we  took  last  year — which  we  were  told  were  ample 
and  that  made  us  perfectly  safe— and  on  top  of  that  give  to 
them  five  millions  more  money.  I  have  no  desire  to  go 
further  into  the  matter,  but  I  think  it  is  an  occasion  when 
every  hon.  member  in  this  House  would  have  been  perfectly 
justified  in  standing  up  and  declaring  that  he  is  individually 
opposed  to  the  propositions  that  are  before  the  House  and 
in  favor  of  the  reasonable  suggestion  contained  in  the  pro¬ 
position  of  the  member  for  West  Durham. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Cameron  (Huron) 
p.  2643. 

Ybas  : 

Messieurs 


Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

Charlton, 

Davies, 

Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Harley, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

King, 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 


Nhvs: 

Messieurs 


Auger. 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Bernier, 

Blake, 

Bourasea, 


Fleming, 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Guay, 


McIntyre, 

Mclsaac, 

McMullen, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 


Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Burns, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Cameron  (Victoria), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 

Desaulniers  (Maski’g6) 
Desjardins, 

Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 


Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson(L’ds  &  Gren. 
Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagn6, 

Gault, 

Gigault, 

Gordon, 

Graudbois, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Hurteau, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Le3age, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 

, McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
MeCallum, 

McCarthy, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oaford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Wilson— 51. 


McDougall  (C,  Breton), 

McLelan, 

),  McNeill, 

Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Essex), 
Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Rykert, 

Shakespeare, 

Small. 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Tascherean, 

Temple, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westm’ld), 
Woodworth.— 100. 


Amendment  negatived. 

Main  motion  agreed  to  on  a  division,  and  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  committee. 

(In  the  Corqmittee.) 

On  resolution  1, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gontloman 
knows  that  we  could  not  go  on  with  this  resolution  to-night. 
There  will  be  a  good  deal  of  discussion  upon  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  tho  committeo 
rise  and  report  progross,  and  ask  leavo  to  sit  again. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  busiress  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
intend  to  take  up  to-morrow  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  resolutions. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2:05  a.m., 
Saturday. 
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Saturday,  20th  June,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

PR  ^.YERS, 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  KAILWAY  RESOLUTIONS. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committeeon  certain  pro¬ 
posed  resolutions  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  resolution  1, 

Mr.  BLAKE,  By  this  resolution  it  is  proposed  to  issue 
a  set  of  mortgage  bonds  for  $35,000,000.  It  is  very  plain 
that  $20,000,000  are  to  replace  bonds,  and  with  respect  to 
the  other  $15,000,000  this  would  be  a  suitable  place  to  have 
a  general  explanation  as  to  the  details  of  the  scheme. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  in  his  explanation  to  the  House  last  year  with 
regai’d  to  the  $35,000,000  stock  which  the  Government 
were  to  retain,  said  that  would  only  be  sold  for  the  purpose 
of  the  road,  or  for  the  purpose  of  repaying  the  loan  to  the 
Government.  Twenty  millions  of  that  is  set  apart  for 
paying  off  the  loan,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  well  knows, 
and  when  these  bonds  are  sold  the  proceeds  must  go  to 
pay  off  the  loan.  With  respect  to  the  other  $15,000,000, 
$8,000,000  is  taken  as  security  for  the  $5,000,000  loan  of 
this  Session.  That  $5,000,000  loan  is  for  the  purpose 
of  paying  the  floating  debt.  The  other  $10,000,000  is  for 
the  purpose  of  completing  the  road,  and  it  will  make  it  a 
much  better  road  than  that  contemplated  by  the  contract. 
The  contract  will  now  be  completed  in  such  a  way  as  to 
place  the  line  in  a  position  to  compete  with  older  rivals. 
It  was  believed  to  bo  necessary  that,  having  a  competing 
line,  we  should  have  a  road  which,  when  opened,  would  be 
able  to  compete  with  other  transcontinental  railways. 
That  will  involve  considerable  expenditure,  and  a  portion  of 
this  money  will  bo  appropriated  for  rolling  stock  and  other 
purposes,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  seen  from  the  memo¬ 
randum  laid  before  the  House.  A  portion  of  it  will  be 
devoted  to  improving  the  road  so  as  to  bring  it  up  to  a 
proper  standard  and  enable  the  company  to  efficiently  com¬ 
plete  the  road.  That  really  is  the  destination  of  the 
$15,000,000:  First,  to  pay  off  their  floating  debt,  and 
secondly  to  improve  the  road  and  to  put  it  in  a  fair  condition 
to  compete  with  other  roads. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  what  is  the 
intended  term  of  years  tor  which  the  bonds  are  to  be  issued  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  bonds  are  50  year  bonds. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  say  why  it  is 
not  provided  in  his  proposed  resolution  what  the  intended 
term  is,  because  under  this  you  might  make  them  thousand 
year  bonds  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  no  objection  in  sayiDg  “  a  period 
not  exceeding  50  years.” 

Sir  KIOHAKD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  to  become  of 
the  statement  of  the  Finance  Minister  that  he  was  going  to 
pay  off  all  the  money  borrowed  at  tho  end  of  seven  years, 
by  the  repayment  of  this  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  money  ? 
This  statement  was  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  only  two 
months  ago. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  is  it  that  you  fix  upon  the  term  of  50 
years  as  a  maximum  term  ? 

Mr,  Paterson  (Brant). 


Mr.  POPE.  Of  course  that  is  an  arbitrary  arrangement, 
whether  you  fix  it  at  25,  30,  40  or  50  years,  but  50  years  is 
fixed  upon  as  being  probably  the  best  way  of  arranging  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  this  connection,  as  we  have  borrowed 
and  are  borrowing  large  sums  of  money,  in  order  to  meet 
these  loans  we  are  giving  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
it  is  important  that  we  should  know  exactly  about  the  repay¬ 
ment  of  these  loans.  We  have  had  from  time  to  time  state¬ 
ments  as  to  the  financial  arrangements  of  the  Administration, 
dependent  as  they  were,  to  a  considerable  degree,  on  their 
obligations  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  to  them.  During  the  Budget 
Speech,  the  Finance  Minister  told  us  he  was  going  to  issue 
a  short  loan  in  order  that  we  might  not  be  embarrassed  by 
the  riches  we  are  to  receive  in  1891  from  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  Now  we  find  that  the  new  loan  is  to  be 
a  fifty  year  loan. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  do  not  think  that  is 
exactly  relevant  to  the  subject.  We  will  discuss  that  ques¬ 
tion  when  the  Government  loan  comes  up.  As  to  these 
bonds,  they  are  to  mature  at  a  period  of  not  over  50  years. 
The  question  is  what  is  the  usual  practice  with  regard  to 
loans  made  by  railways,  and  bonds  and  debentures  issued 
by  railways.  Well,  they  vary  ;  but  the  general  practice  is  to 
have  them  from  25  to  50  years — generally  50 —redeemable 
at  the  option  of  the  railway  at  25  or  30  years.  It  is  desirable 
that  we  should  make  the  arrangement  as  to  tho  term  of  the 
bonds,  according  to  the  suggestion  of  the  railway  as  much 
as  possible,  as  they  know  which  is  the  best  way  of  making 
their  bonds  available.  If  the  bonds  are  limited  to  50  years, 
we  know  exactly  when  they  will  mature— perhaps  at  30, 
perhaps  at  35,  but  they  will  do  that  to  suit  their  own  ideas 
of  what  is  the  most  advantageous  period  for  the  maturing  of 
the  bonds. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  this  is  an  irrelevant  consideration.  Was  it  irrelevant 
for  the  Minister  of  Finance  when  he  made  his  Budget 
Speech,  to  declare  that  he  was  about  to  arrange  the  loan, 
which  he  is  now  negotiating  in  England,  as  a  short  loan, 
because  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  debt  was  about  to 
mature  in  1891,  and  he  intended  to  have  the  money  to  meet 
that  loan  ?  That  was  certainly  relevant.  He  was  explain¬ 
ing  his  scheme  of  finance,  which  depended  on  the  period  of 
the  railway  debt.  He  was  about  to  borrow  at  such  dates 
that  his  new  loan  might  be  met  by  the  railway  debt.  It  is 
now  proposed  to  arrange  for  the  postponement  of  the  rail¬ 
way  debt  from  1891  for  a  period  of  between  40  and  50 
years. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  no. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Therefore,  it  is  quite  relevant  to  tho  ques¬ 
tion.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  no,  and  of  course  we  know 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  the  option  to  pay 
earlier,  but  they  are  under  no  obligation  to  pay  before  the 
maturity  of  the  bonds.  What  is  going  to  happen  if  they 
do  not  pay  ?  This  is  going  to  happen  :  5  per  cent,  inter¬ 
est  will  be  payable  on  the  bonds.  You  take  $20,000,000  of 
5  per  cent,  bonds  as  your  security.  You  agree  that  from 
the  railway  company  until  1891,  provided  they  do  not  make 
default  in  interest,  you  will  exact  no  more  than  4  per 
cent,  on  the  $20,000,o00,  if  they  do  not  pay  befoi’e  1891, 
they  will  pay  5  per  cent.  But  the  bonds  will  not  mature 
earlier  than  the  period  of  maturity — they  will  not  mature 
earlier  than  the  period  of  maturity  to  the  public.  If  you 
intend  to  declare  that  there  is  to  be  a  foreclosure  some  dif¬ 
ferent  proposition  will  have  to  bo  put  in. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  not  the  state  of 
aflairs  as  I  understand.  The  credit  of  the  company  expires 
in  1891,  and  if  they  do  not  pay  in  1891,  they  are  in  default. 
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If  the  Government  does  not  choose  to  enforce  this  default 
then,  after  the  period  of  default,  the  interest  shall  be  5  per 
cent.,  but  the  moment  the  company  is  in  default;  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  got  ali  the  remedies,  and  besides  the  value  of 
the  bonds  do(S  not  depend  on  the  length  of  time  at  which 
the  notes  mature.  The  bonds  always  have  a  saleable  value 
at  any  given  time  before  maturity.  The  moment  the 
default  takes  place  the  Government  can  do  with  those  bonds 
as  they  please,  as  with  any  other  securities.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  there  is  no  means  of  enforcing  them  until 
the  end  of  fifty  years.  That  is  not  the  case.  For  instance, 
codsoIs  are  not  redeemable  at  any  time  except  at  the  option 
of  the  Government ;  they  run  forever ;  and  people  take  them 
as  securities  because  they  are  saleable  at  any  time  at  the 
market  price.  So  with  the  securities  of  the  Canadian 
Government,  no  matter  whether  they  are  for  10  or  15  or  20 
years,  they  have  a  market  value.  I  take  it  that  the 
Canadian  Government  has  the  power,  the  moment  the 
default  takes  place,  to  enforce  the  security  and  to  sell  it  at 
any  time  thereafter  they  please. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  are  two  very  distinct  propositions 
to  say  that  the  Canadian  Government  have  the  power  to 
sell  their  bonds  and  to  say  they  have  the  power  to  enforce 
the  security.  I  was  not  considering  at  what  period  of  time 
the  Canadian  Government  might  sell  their  bonds  ;  I  was  con 
sidering  what  the  consequences  of  default  would  be ;  and  the 
hon.  genrieman  says  they  will  have  power  to  enforce  their 
security.  I  say  they  will  not  have  that  power,  at  any  rate  so 
long  as  the  interest  is  paid,  until  the  maturity  of  the  bonds. 
They  might  or  might  not  have  the  right  to  sell  the  bonds 
after  1891 ;  but  up  to  that  time  I  presume  they  will  have  no 
right  to  sell  them.  The  general  public  may  sell  from  the 
time  they  receive  them.  The  Government  would  call  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  Company  to  pay  the  $20,000,000 
which  is  represented  by  the  security  of  the  road.  All  that 
is  to  happen  is  that  the  general  rate  of  interest  on  the  bonds 
of  5  per  cent,  is  to  commence  to  run  at  the  time  of  the 
so-called  default,  and  possibly  at  that  time  the  Government 
may  be  permitted,  if  they  find  purchasers,  to  sell  their  secu¬ 
rities,  but  they  cannot  enforce  them  against  the  road. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  direct  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  attention  to  the  5th  resolution. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understand  that  to  relate  to  default  in 
the  payment  of  interest. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Not  at  all — the  principal. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  word 
default  refers  to  default  in  the  payment  of  interest  up  to 
1891? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Up  to  1891. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  it  is  intended  that  the  Government 
shall  have  what  the  public  bondholders  are  not  to  have,  a 
right  to  call  in  the  security  for  the  benefit  of  the  bondhold¬ 
ers  generally  after  1891. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  take  it  that  after  1891, 
if  there  is  a  default,  the  Government  can  use  these  bonds 
which  are  lodged  with  them  as  security.  They  are  not 
substituted  for  the  Government  debt ;  they  are  security  for 
the  Government  debt ;  and  if,  after  1891,  there  is  a  failure,  or 
if,  in  the  meantime,  there  is  a  failure  in  the  payment  of  the 
interest,  the  Government  can  proceed  for  default,  can  sell 
the  security  they  have  at  the  market  price,  and  can  look  to 
the  road  for  the  balance,  or  they  can  take  the  road. 

Sir  RICHAKD  CARTWRIGHT.  Supposing  these  $15,- 
000,000  of  bonds  are  sold,  what  position  will  the  holders  of 
those  bonds  be  in  (  Apparently  the  Government  would  have 
to  be  trustees  for  them  as  well  as  for  themselves  for  their 


$20,000,000.  The  Government  could  not  enforce  their 
security  for  $20,000,000  ;  they  would  have  to  do  it  for  the 
whole  $35,000,000. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  have  a 
claim  on  the  wholo  road  as  a  mattor  of  mortgage;  they 
tako  these  bonds  as  collateral  security.  The  holders  of  the 
$15,000,000  are  not  in  that  position  ;  they  take  the  bonds, 
and  they  can  only  enforce  them  according  to  their  terms. 
Their  purchase  of  the  bonds  is  not  a  security ;  it  is  an 
investment;  if  they  choose  at  any  time  to  sell  the  bonds 
before  they  mature,  they  sell  them  at  the  market  price;  it 
is  their  own  affair.  It  is  a  different  thing  to  take  the  bonds 
as  a  security.  We  can  sell  these  bonds,  in  case  of  default 
in  1891,  and  if  they  do  not  sell  at  the  market  price,  the 
balance  will  remain  as  a  mortgage  on  the  railway,  or  we 
can  go  into  possession  of  the  road. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  result  of  that  is  very  curious.  The 
balance  is  to  remain  as  a  mortgage  on  the  railway  bat  it  is 
for  the  benefit  of  those  to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
sold  the  bonds,  and  the  public  bondholders  as  well. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  these  bonds  are 
only  to  be  taken  as  collateral  security,  while  the  morC 
gage  will  secure  the  balance, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  I  said  so. 

Mr.  CASEY.  According  to  the  3rd  resolution,  it  is  only 
the  Algoma  branch  which  will  remain  subject  to  the  mort¬ 
gage  of  the  Government  after  the  issue  and  delivery  of  the 
bonds. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Well,  I  should  like  to  know  what  construc¬ 
tion  the  hon.  gentleman  puts  on  those  words,  if  they  do  not 
say  that  the  mortgage  shall  be  released  and  discharged. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  issue  of  bonds  shall 
not  apply  to  the  Algoma  branch,  for  a  very  good  reason, 
because  we  want  that  road  to  be  built ;  but  the  original 
statutory  mortgage  of  the  Government  will  still  remain  on 
the  Algoma  branch,  but  the  bondholders  have  no  claim 
upon  that  branch. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  quite  clear  ;  but  as  to  the  rest  of 
the  road,  the  mortgage  is  released  and  the  bonds  tako  its 
place  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  the  statement  of  the  clause,  and 
that  is  exactly  what  we  have  been  saying,  that  instead  of 
these  bonds  being  taken  as  collateral  security,  they  are 
taken  for  the  wholo  line,  except,  the  Algoma  branch,  in 
lieu  of  the  mortgage.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  said,  a  few 
minutes  ago,  that  we  have  power  in  case  of  default  to  sell 
the  road.  That  is  not  the  power  given  by  the  clause  in 
quostion.  Clause  5  says  that  in  the  eventualities  therein 
stated  : 

“Upon  the  company  remaining  in  default  in  respect  of  either  the 
principal  or  interest  of  the  said  *20,000,000  for  a  period  of  12  months, 
the  trustees  shall  be  authorised  and  empowered  to  take  possession  of  the 
property  mortgaged  and  to  administer  the  same  for  the  benefit  of  the 
bondholders  generally.” 

So  that  the  power  is  merely  to  administer  the  property, 
and  the  only  means  of  repaying  itself  the  Government  will 
have  will  be  what  they  can  make  on  the  operation  of  the 
road.  That  is  taking  a  very  great  risk,  in  view  of' our 
experience  of  the  operation  of  the  Inter'Honial  Railway. 
We  will  not  have  the  road  as  security  at  all,  but  only  the 
right  of  ordinary  bondholders  of  having  the  road  put  into 
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the  hands  of  a  receiver  and  administered  for  the  benefit  of 
all  bondholders,  our  share  being  in  the  proportion  of  20  to 
15,  or  ffths  of  the  profits  of  the  road. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  omitted 
one  important  point  in  this  connection.  Under  these  reso¬ 
lutions  we  will  have  835,000,000  of  first  mortgage  bonds  on 
the  railway  itself,  exclusive  of  the  land  and  the  Algoma 
branch.  Twenty  millions  of  that  is  security  for  the  repayment 
of  the  loan  made  last  year  to  the  extend  of  $20,000,000.  We 
stand  in  relation  to  the  road  precisely  in  the  position  of  the 
other  bondholders  with  this  exception,  that  our  right  to 
foreclose  comes  sooner  than  it  would  to  the  ordinary  bond¬ 
holders. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  we  have  no  right  to  foreclose. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Under  the  4th  clause  we  have 
the  statement  that  the  time  for  repayment  of  the  entire 
loan  of  the  company  shall  be  fixed  the  first  May,  1891. 
That  is  the  day  the  loan  is  payable  under  the  loan  Act  of 
last  Session,  and  that  loan  Act  is  perpetuated  in  that  par¬ 
ticular  at  present.  We  have  the  right  therefore  to  the 
repayment  of  the  loan  at  that  time;  and  by  the  5th  sec¬ 
tion,  the  non-payment  of  it  will  be  practically  a  default, 
which  will  enable  us  to  do  as  we  would  be  enabled  to  do  if 
we  were  ordinary  bondholders,  and  default  were  made  on 
our  bonds.  If  in  1891,  therefore,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  has  not  paid  back  the  amount  borrowed,  wo  will  have 
the  right  to  foreclose  and  to  take  possession  of  the  road  as 
ordinary  bondholders,  in  virtue  of  our  $20,000,000  of  bonds, 
but  we  will  take  possession  of  it  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
other  $15,000,000  bondholders.  They  will  have  the  same 
rights  in  connection  with  the  line  that  we  have,  but  we 
have  this  advantage  which  they  have  not,  that  we  have  the 
security  of  the  lands  in  addition  to  the  security  on  the  road 
for  the  payment  of  interests  on  our  $20,000,000  and  the 
security  of  the  Algoma  Branch. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  have  the  Algoma  Branch  just  so  long 
as  it  is  useless.  When  it  begins  to  be  useful  by  a  line  being 
constructed  from  Sau’t  Sle.  Marie,  there  will  be  a  mortgage 
on  it  ahead  of  you. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  do  not  consider  the  Algoma 
Branch  as  a  matter  of  serious  consideration  in  connection 
with  this  matter  at  all.  The  great  advantage  of  that  line 
is  this,  that  by  its  connection  with  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
branch  and  the  extension  of  lines  on  the  American  side,  we 
will  develop  an  important  trade  which  will  more  than 
compensate  the  country  for  the  loss  of  the  security. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  another  question. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  But  the  lands  we  undoubtedly 
have,  and  if  we  take  the  statements  of  hon.  gentlemen  as  to 
their  value,  when  we  gave  the  contract,  in  the  first  instance, 
we  will  derive  from  them  a  very  considerable  amount  which 
will  go  against  the  interest  of  our  bonds,  supposing  the  road 
should  not  pay  the  interest.  I  hope  that  by  that  time  it 
will,  and  eventually  it  must  do  so.  We  will  then  get  the 
interest  and  have  the  sale  of  the  lands  to  recoup  us  for  the 
principal. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Our  position  today  is  this:  That  if,  in 
regard  to  the  last  loan  of  $29,820,000,  default  should  occur 
in  May,  1891,  we  have  the  road,  we  have  the  possession  of 
this  whole  enterprise,  the  road  with  its  extensions  and  lands 
and  all,  and  it  is  not  simply  the  possession  wo  will  have, 
but  the  title  of  it.  It  will  become  ours.  But  if  default  is 
to  be  made  under  this  arrangement  in  May,  1891,  we  will 
have  the  right,  not  to  ownership,  but  to  a  joint  possession 
of  f-§-th8  of  the  road  for  our  $20,000,000.  That  is  our  posi¬ 
tion  under  the  proposed  arrangement.  The  existing  ar- 
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rangement  it  appears,  according  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  state¬ 
ment,  was  a  severe  arrangement  against  which  the  company 
remonstrated — an  arrangement  too  exacting,  to  which  they 
w  ere  subjected  by  the  stern  creditor  who  has  dominated  over 
them  and  compelled  them  to  submit  to  such  severe  Jewish 
terms.  The  property  was  to  be  ours,  if  default  were  made 
in  1891,  under  that  arrangement;  but  if  default  be  made  in 
1891,  under  the  proposed  arrangement,  the  property  will 
not  be  ours.  Not  merely  will  it  not  be  ours,  but  we  will 
not  have  an  individual  right  to  the  possession  of  the  property 
in  1891,  but  only  the  right  to  the  possession  of  it  by  a  trus¬ 
tee  in  trust  for  our  ff-ths  interest  in  the  road.  Therefore 
our  remedy  will  not  be  what  the  hon.  gentleman  was  under¬ 
stood  to  say  a  moment  ago,  that  for  the  balance  due  us  we 
could  sell  the  road.  Our  position  will  only  be  that  we  will 
be  able  to  appoint  a  trustee  to  take  possession  and  get  what 
profits  are  to  be  got  out  of  the  working  of  the  road,  during 
the  earlier  years  when  the  company  has  failed  to  make  a 
profit  at  all — that  we  will  take  the  thing  off  their  hands 
until  the  traffio  becomes  developed  and  the  road  becomes  a 
paying  one,  and  when  that  good  time  comes  the  road  will 
revert  to  the  company  and  they  will  reap  the  profits. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  We  will  get  back  our  interest. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  will  get  back  your  interest  but  you 
might  have  the  possibility  of  getting  back  the  security,  if 
you  had  the  power  of  selling  the  road  to  somebody  else.  The 
new  consequonce  will  bo  we  will  not  have  the  road  under  the 
proposed  arrangement.  We  are  to  have  it  now.  We  will  not 
even  have  a  joint  interest  in  it,  but  a  joint  right  to  possession 
of  it  for  an  indefinite  time,  to  bo  worked,  I  say,  under  cir¬ 
cumstances  in  which  the  company  has  made  default  of 
working  it  properly  ;  but  there  is  yet  the  right  to  succession, 
there  is  yet  their  right  to  say,  at  some  future  day,  if  it 
should  become  profitable  :  Now,  it  is  ours  again.  This  is  a 
most  important  change  in  two  aspects.  First,  we  are 
admitting  others  as  privileged  with  us  in  our  security  in 
this  enterprise.  The  practical  result  of  that  will  be,  in  the 
end,  if  this  security  becomos  necessary  to  be  used,  on  that 
theory,  and  it  is  on  that  theory  alone  it  is  important  to 
discuss  it,  we  will  have  to  buy  off  those  other  people.  If 
the  security  is  not  to  be  used  and  everything  turns  out  well, 
there  will  be  no  trouble  about  it;  but  if  it  is  to  be  used,  we 
will  have  to  buy  off  the  other  stockholders.  If  you  say  no, 
take  it  as  you  say.  We  have  joint  bondholders  with  us  in 
the  concern.  A  trustee  is  to  be  appointed,  and  the  power 
of  that  trustee  is,  in  1891,  if  we  take  possession,  to  see  if  he 
can  make  it  pay,  and  if  he  does,  it  is  for  the  benefit  of  us  to 
the  extent  of  our  securities.  But  our  powers  to  realise  and 
get  hold  of  the  property,  to  sell  it  to  the  best  advantage,  to 
to  give  a  parliamentary  title  of  it  to  some  new  corporation 
for  the  amount  which  will  realise  our  securities,  and  keep 
us  from  the  position  of  being  but  a  mortgagee  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  is  to  be  gone  altogether.  That  will 
arise,  if  at  all,  under  the  terms  of  this  security.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  will  arise  at  all,  but,  if  it  does,  it  will  be  under 
the  terms,  when  the  defaults  are  made,  which  are  general  to 
the  whole  body  of  bondholders,  but,  as  to  the  special  default 
which  is  made  in  our  case  and  provided  for  in  the  5th  clause, 
the  sole  remedy  is  to  take  possession  and  administer  for  the 
benefit  of  the  bondholders. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  That  depends  entirely  upon 
what  may  be  the  conditions  in  the  deed  of  mortgage  to  be 
executed  by  the  company. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  the  clause. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Take  the  second  clause. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  6ee  the  second  clause. 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  tako  the  position  of  ordinary  bond¬ 
holders,  with  one  very  considerable  difference,  that,  until 
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May,  1891,  we  get  1  per  cent,  less  than  the  other  bond¬ 
holders. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  That  is  another  question. 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  have  no  better  position  in  regard  to 
remedies  than  the  other  bondholders,  and  we  take  1  per  cent, 
less  interest.  As  to  the  remedy,  it  has  been  by  no  means 
made  clear  what  the  meaning  of  clause  5  is. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Had  you  not  better  wait  till 
we  get  to  clause  5  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  wording  is  : 

“  If  the  company  makes  default  in  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  the 
said  sum  of  $20,000,000  or  of  the  principal  thereof  at  the  time  when  the 
same  shall  become  due  respectively,  the  rate  of  interest  upon  the  whole 
loan  shall  thereafter  be  computed  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent,  per  annum  ; 
and  such  default  shall  be  equivalent  to  a  default  in  the  payment  of  the 
interest  on  the  said  bonds,  and  shall  entitle  the  Government  to  the 
same  remedies  a3  if  default  had  been  made  in  the  payment  of  the 
interest  or  principal  of  the  said  bonds,  and  upon  the  company  remaining 
in  default  in  respect  of  either  the  principal  or  interest  on  the  said 
$20,000,000  for  a  period  of  12  months,  the  trustees  shall  be  authorised 
and  empowered  to  take  possession  of  the  property  mortgaged  and  to 
administer  the  same  for  the  benefit  of  the  bondholders  generally.” 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  clause  seems  to  mean,  and  appa¬ 
rently  the  leader  of  this  side  of  the  House  so  understood  it, 
that  as  long  as  the  5  per  cent,  interest  was  paid,  as  long  as 
the  extra  interest  due  on  the  first  default  was  paid  without 
default,  as  long  as  it  did  not  remain  in  default  for  a  period 
of  twelve  months,  the  remedy  of  possession,  such  as  it  is, 
does  not  come  in.  If  it  is  meant  that  the  words  should  have 
a  different  meaning,  and  that  the  remedy  should  come  into 
force  as  soon  as  default  was  made,  either  in  the  payment  of 
the  4  per  cent,  up  to  1891,  or  of  the  5  per  cent,  afterwards, 
then  the  clause  ought  to  state  it  in  words  that  would  be 
unmistakable.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  this  side  of 
the  House  said  we  were  admitting  partners  in  our  security. 
Hot  only  so,  but  we  are  also  reducing  the  security.  We  have 
now  security  on  both  the  road  and  the  lands  for  the  whole 
sum,  and  we  can  make  it  out  of  whichever  turns  out  to  be  the 
most  solid  security.  Under  the  new  arrangement,  we  are 
freeing  the  lands  of  all  but  this  amount  of  $9,880,000, 

Mr.  McCarthy.  no. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Not  absolutely,  but  in  the  first  instance 
wo  are  taking  the  security  for  $20,000,000  on  the  road 
and,  in  round  numbers,  for  $10,000,000  on  the  land.  It 
is  certainly  the  opinion  of  many  of  us  that  the  land  is  the 
most  solid  security.  The  land  is  something  that  may  be 
saleable  in  future,  if  the  railway  continues  in  operation, 
and  we  would  get  possession  of  it  and  be  able  to  sell  it,  but, 
instead  of  keeping  that  as  a  reserve  security  for  the  capital 
sum,  we  are,  as  far  as  the  capital  amount  is  concerned, 
taking  a  doubtful  security,  taking  the  road  of  which  we  are 
only  to  enjoy  the  possession  and  profits  for  two-thirds  of 
our  entire  debt,  leaving  one-third  on  the  directly  realisable 
security  of  the  land.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  point,  when  he 
interrupted  me,  was,  I  have  no  doubt,  the  same  as  that 
which  he  made  when  he  was  speaking,  that  the  land  was 
liable  in  the  last  resort  for  the  $20,000,000,  but  that  is  not 
as  I  read  it.  I  read  that : 

“  After  payment  out  of  the  proceeds  of  such  lands  of  the  outstanding 
land  grant  bonds,  and  of  ihe  said  sum  of  $9,880,912  and  interest,  the 
remainder  of  such  lands  shall  remain  charged  with  a  first  lien  and  pri¬ 
vilege  in  favor  of  the  Government  as  additional  security  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  said  sum  of  $20,000,000  and  interest,” 

It  is  Dot  until  $10,000,000,  in  round  numbers,  has  beon  paid 
off,  that  you  have  any  lien  for  the  $20,000,000.  The  lands 
might  remain  on  hand  and  sufficient  might  not  bo  sold  at 
the  time  when  the  $20,000,000  become  due  to  pay  off  the 
$9,880,000,  and  therefore  you  could  not  depend  on  the  lands 
to  make  up  any  deficit  in  the  payment  of  the  $20,000,000. 


You  must  first  get  your  $9,880,000  out  before  you  can  take 
auy  action  on  tho  $20,000,000,  so  it  could  not  be  looked  upon 
as  being  collateral  security  for  the  whole  loan.  The  largest 
amount  is  put  on  the  poorest  security. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  quite  true  that 
$15,000,000  of  bondholders  are  admitted  on  equal  terms,  so 
far  as  the  bonds  are  concerned,  with  the  Government  loan 
of  $30,000,000.  The  Government  considered,  under  the 
circumstances,  that  it  would  be  well  that  this  expansion 
should  be  allowed,  in  order  to  grant  relief  to  the  road,  and 
the  Government  consider  that  tho  security  is  in  no  degreo 
substantially  affected  by  the  change.  The  Government  had 
a  mortgage  on  the  whole  road  and  all  its  properties  for  the 
whole  extent  of  the  loan  of  $30,000,000.  It  was  considered 
that  that  property  was  of  infinitely  greater  value  than  tho 
amount  of  the  mortgage,  and  that  the  lotting  in  of  $  1 5,000,000 
more  of  bonds,  with  such  a  valuable  security,  did  not  really 
affect  the  Government  security,  or  the  means  of  enforcing 
the  loan.  It  is  exactly  equivalent  to  this.  If  there  is  a 
property  worth  $20,000,  and  you  have  a  mortgage  of  $5,000, 
and  the  mortgagor  wishes  to  improve  that  property, 
you  have  a  mortgage  of  $5,000  on  the  property 
worth  $20,000,  and  you  allow  another  party  to 
come  in  with  a  mortgage  of  $500,  the  amount  of  which 
is  to  be  laid  out  on  tho  improvement  of  the  property,  the 
property  being  of  so  much  more  value  than  your  own  secu¬ 
rity  and  the  amount  of  the  second  mortgage,  or  the  party 
who  is  allowed  to  come  in  with  you  on  your  own  mortgage, 
in  order  to  improve  the  property.  That  does  not  affect 
your  security,  because  the  property  is  certain  to  bo  a  good 
security  for  your  loan  and  the  subsequent  loan  which  is  to 
be  devoted  to  the  improvement  of  the  property  on  which 
you  have  the  security.  That  is  the  way  tho  Government 
looks  at  it.  Now,  by  the  terms  of  these  resolutions,  there 
is  no  doubt  that  the  default  has  taken  place  if  the  principal 
and  interest  are  not  paid  by  1891.  Then  the  question  arises : 
How  are  you  going  to  enforce  the  security. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  if  there  is  a  default  of  interest  before 
then  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  the  default  in  the 
terms  of  payment  of  that  interest  is  equivalent  to  the  default 
under  any  ordinary  mortgage.  The  default  takes  place, 
say,  in  1891.  You  can  either  take  the  ordinary  proceedings 
on  a  mortgage  and  enforce  it— but,  if  you  do,  you  must  do 
it  for  the  benefit  of  tho  $15,000,000  of  bondholders  as  well 
as  yourself— or,  under  tho  5th  clause,  the  trustee  can  take 
possession  upon  the  company  remaining  in  default,  in  respect 
of  either  the  principal  or  interest  on  the  $20,000,000  : 

“  But  if  tho  company  made  default  in  the  payment  of  the  interest  on 
the  said  sum  of  $20,000,000” - 

Not  on  the  $35,000,000  but  on  tho  $20,000,009,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  debt. - - 

“  at  the  time  when  the  same  shall  become  due  respectively  for  a 
period  of  12  months”— — 

I  may  say  that  ought  to  be  six  months. - 

“  the  trustees  shall  be  authorised  and  empowered  to  take  possession 
of  the  property  mortgaged  and  to  administer  the  same  for  the  benefit  of 
the  bondholders  generally.” 

That  is  to  say,  tho  trustoos  will  take  possession  of  the  road. 
It  must  be  administered  for  tho  benefit  of  tho  bondholders 
generally — I  take  it,  according  to  thoir  several  interests. 
If  it  should  happen  with  any  of  the  bondholders,  that  thero 
is  a  year’s  interest  due  from  want  of  demand  or  otherwise, 
the  coupons  not  being  handed  in,  that  bondholder  would 
have  a  claim  for  his  two  coupons.  I  take  it  that  these 
trustees  must  administer  for  the  benefit  of  the  bondholders 
generally,  when  they  take  possession  it  will  be  after  default, 
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as  the  position  of  the  Government  will  be  that  the  trustees 
must  deal  with  the  debt  or  claim  the  Government  holds  for 
principal  and  interest,  and  in  the  case  of  the  other  bond¬ 
holders  for  interest  only.  I  think  that  is  quite  clear.  And 
then  still  farther  the  question  is  settled  beyond  doubt.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  2nd  clause  : 

“  That  the  company  may  secure  the  payment  of  the  said  bonds  and  of 
the  interest  thereon  by  a  deed  of  mortgage  executed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  trustees  to  be  approved  by  the  Government  with  the  authority 
and  of  tenor  and  purport,  and  containing  the  condition,  remedies,  pro¬ 
visions  andipowers  authorised  and  provided  for  by  the  28th  section  of  the 
charter  of  the  company,  to  such  an  extent  and  in  a  such  a  manner  and 
form  as  shall  be  approved  by  the  Governor  in  Council.” 

Now  the  28th  section  simply  proves  that  in  default  of 
payment — it  speaks  about  securities— in  cases  of  the  issue 
of  bonds  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  the 
bonds  : 

“  And  may  also  contain,  with  the  approval  aforesaid  r  ’ - 

That  is,  the  Governor  in  Council. 

“  authority  to  the  trustee  or  trustees,  on  such  default,  as  one  of  such 
remedies,  to  take  possession  of  their  property-mortgage  and  to  hold  and 
run  the  same  for  the  benefit  of  the  bondholders  thereof  for  a  time  to  be 
limited  by  such  deed  or  to  sell  the  said  railway  and  property,  after  such 
delay,  and  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  stated,  in  such 
deed  ;  and  with  like  approval  any  such  deed  may  contain  provision  to 
the  effect” - 

And  so  on  about  voting.  But  here  it  says  the  Government 
may  take  possession,  and  it  will  be  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
bondholders  of  the  fifteen  millions  as  well  as  of  our  twenty 
millions.  They  may  take  possession,  and  they  can  either 
hold  it,  or  run  it,  or  they  can  sell  it.  They  have  all  these 
powers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  To  simplify  the  matter  it  is  much  better 
to  consider  what  is  the  position  of  the  whole  mass  of  bond¬ 
holders  in  the  first  place ;  and  then  here  is  an  exceptional 
position  for  that  mass  of  bonds  held  by  the  Government. 
Now  the  whole  mass  of  bondholders  are  in  this  position, 
including  the  Government’s  bonds  :  that  in  case  of  default 
they  are  secured  by  a  mortgage  under  this  2nd  clause,  and 
that  by  consequence,  in  case  of  default,  and  under  these 
terms  and  conditions  of  that  mortgage,  there  may  be  either 
a  possession  taken  or  a  sale,  either  then  or  subsequently,  a 
sale  out.  That,  however,  is  only  the  common  position  of 
all  the  bondholders,  including  the  Government’s  bonds, 
and  it  is  a  common  right  and  on  common  conditions. 
For  instance  the  bonds  are  fifty  years’  bonds.  That 
power  would  not  enure  to  the  Government’s  bonds 
in  1891.  It  is  a  common  right  to  all.  Then  the  question 
is,  what  special  rights  the  Government  has  in  respect  to  its 
bonds  over  the  common  mass — or  in  addition  to.  In  tho 
first  place,  it  holds  these  bonds  in  a  different  character;  it 
holds  them  as  security  simply,  and  not  as  owner,  and  I 
presume  it  would  not  be  right  for  the  Government,  unless 
default  were  made  in  the  payment  of  interest  to  1891,  to 
sell  these  bonds,  as  ordinary  bondholders  might,  from  day 
to  day.  They  are  hypothecated  for  the  twenty  millions. 
In  the  second  place,  it  is  entitled  to  only  4  per  cent, 
instead  of  5  per  cent,  during  1891.  In  tho  third  place,  at 
the  end  of  1891,  that  loan  of  twenty  millions  comes  due, 
and  therefore,  at  tho  same  time  presumably,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  may  sell  its  twenty  millions  of  bonds.  Now,  if  it  sells 
these  twenty  millions  of  bonds,  what  right  will  the  holders 
of  those  twenty  millions  have  ?  Just  the  same  light  as  the 
other  bondholders,  and  no  more.  Now,  suppose  it  does  not 
sell  those  twenty  millions,  but  proceeds  to  ask  for  special 
powers  to  be  used  on  its  behalf  under  clause  5, 
as  on  default.  We  have  got  now  down  to  the  spe¬ 

cial  powers,  not  the  powers  under  the  mortgage  deed, 
because  the  powers  under  the  mortgage  deed  were  for  the 
common  use  of  all  the  bondholders,  under  common  con¬ 
ditions— but  the  special  powers  in  case  of  default  made  in 
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the  payment  of  the  twenty  millions  secured  by  the  twenty 
millions  of  bonds — raihor  to  take  possession  and  to  hold  the 
property  in  the  name  of  the  trustees  for  the  benefits  of  the 
bondholders  generally,  to  administer  it  but  not  to  sell  it. 
There  is  no  power  to  sell  in  1891.  The  mortgage  is  only 
in  case  of  general  default  with  the  whole  mass  of  bonds.  If 
you  have  the  power  of  5  per  cent,  interest  on  the  whole 
mass  of  bonds,  then  there  will  be  a  power  to  sell  in  com¬ 
mon  for  all,  but  as  long  as  the  5  per  cent,  interest  is  paid, 
there  is  no  power  to  sell  at  the  end  of  1891  in  respect  to 
this  twenty  million  loan  ;  and,  therefore,  we  are  placed  in 
that  regard  in  an  entirely  different  position. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  quite  agree  with  a  good  deal  that 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham.  But 
the  intention  is,  as  the  First  Minister  says,  that  in  1891  all 
the  powers  which  are  given  by  tho  mortgage  deeds  are  to 
be  security  for  the  bonds,  to  be  executed  in  1891.  It  is 
only  just  altering  the  terms  which  we  have  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  5th  section.  I  agree  that  there  is  an  ambiguity,  but 
tho  intention  is  there.  We  have  this  clause  :  that  the  trustees 
shall  be  empowered  to  take  possession  of  the  property  ;  ard 
it  may  bo  that  there  would  be  a  doubt.  I  am  not  at  all 
saying  that  my  hon.  friend’s  construction  is  not  correct, — 
whether  that  would  not  be  the  only  power,  the  sole  power, 
that  could  be  used. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly  we  can  amend  it. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  There  is  no  use  wasting  time  in 
discussing  the  exact  meaning  of  this  resolution.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  it  to  be  the  intention,  we  can  easily  put  in  the  proper 
words  to  carry  out  that  intention. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  it  is  intended  to  amend  the  resolution 
there  is  no  use  in  discussing  it ;  but  of  course  we  were  dis¬ 
cussing  the  resolutions  as  they  stood. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  understood  tho  only  dispute 
to  be  as  to  the  real  meaning  of  these  words.  If  the  language 
includes  leased  lines,  there  is  no  necessity  discussing  the 
matter. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  I  have  not  heard  the  Minister  say  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  includo  the  leased  lines,  and  I  wished 
to  make  it  clear  that  the  leased  lines  were  included.  I  am 
still  of  opinion  that  this  language  is  broad  enough  to 
include  the  leased  lines,  but  I  want  that  definitely  sottled. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  will  be  I’ememberod  that  this  has  not  to 
be  interpreted  by  the  courts  but  by  tho  Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  admit  that  I  do  not  find  anything  men¬ 
tioned  about  the  leased  lines ;  but  I  take  them  to  be  included 
in  tho  language.  The  language  is  wide  enough  to  include 
those  interests,  and  I  am  anxious  that  they  should  be 
included  in  the  arrangement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Why  did  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  bring  up  this  point  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  desirable,  in  my  opinion,  that  the 
mortgage  should  include  the  leased  lines ;  and  I  wish  to  have 
it  so  understood.  I  have  stated  my  view  of  the  construction 
"of  the  language. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  think  it  was  ever  contemplated 
that  this  clause  should  include  leased  lines. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  not  a  lease  personal  property  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly,  a  lease  is  personal  property. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  The  words  are  first  put  generally; 
then  particularly,  so  as  to  show  just  what  the  words  cover. 
I  think  they  do  not  cover  leased  lines. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Shall  we  have  any  security  on  the  Mani¬ 
toba  South-Western  Colonisation  Railway  ? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  If  it  is  a  branch,  we  shall. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  a  company  in  which  the  interests 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  not  been  defined  to  us. 
It  appoars  by  the  company’s  report  that  for  52  miles  the 
company  paid  something  like  S  1,250,000 ;  and  it  is  put 
under  leased  lines.  Is  it  intended  that  we  shall  have  any 
security  on  the  Manitoba  South-Western  or  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  a  branch  line  in 
any  way. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  remember  aright 
the  argument  of  the  bon.  member  for  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
the  other  afternoon,  it  was  that  we  mu3t  consider  all  those 
extra  acquisitions  by  the  company  and  the  large  sum  they 
had  expended  upon  them.  That  would  be  a  very  good 
reason  why,  if  there  be  any  value  in  those  leased  lines,  it 
should  form  part  of  our  security. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  are  paying  for  the  leased  lines.  In 
the  company’s  report  it  is  shown  that  there  was  paid  last 
year  $1,265,450  on  account  of  leased  lines  in  Ontario.  As 
to  the  Manitoba  and  South-Western,  which  is  entered  as  a 
leased  line,  we  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  what  interest 
the  company  had  in  it ;  but  it  paid  last  year  on  that  account 
$1,254,978.  On  the  Atlantic  and  North-Western,  $202,000. 
That  is  a  portion  of  the  scheme  of  the  Montreal  connection. 
On  St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa,  $227,253.  On  th8  South- 
Eastern  a  certain  sum,  that  being  a  leased  line  like  the 
others.  Are  we  to  have  security  on  any  of  these  leased 
lines,  and  on  which  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  We  cannot  possibly  have  secu¬ 
rity  on  leased  lines  whose  bonds  are  in  existence  and  on 
which  the  company  have  agreed  to  pay  interest.  Instead  of 
getting  valid  security,  we  might  be  getting  an  elephant. 
If  we  took  possession  of  the  roads  afterwards,  we  would 
have  to  paybthe  interest  on  all  the  bonds. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  member  has  made  a  statement 
which  he  will  be  sorry  he  made.  Ho  has  professed  groat 
faith  in  the  reports  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany.  I  find  in  the  statement  respecting  leased  linos,  that 
the  Ontario  and  Quebec  Railway  made  a  large  profit  ovor 
all  costs  and  charges.  They  made  a  profit  not  merely  over 
the  fixed  charges  on  the  purchase  money  which  yet  remains 
to  be  paid,  but  on  the  amount  which  has  been  paid  for  the 
eastern  extension.  As  to  the  leasod  lines  themselves,  they 
made  a  profit  after  paying  all  fixed  charges  and  expenses. 
The  hon.  gentleman  at  one  time  was  ready  to  argue  that 
the  leased  lines  were  no  burden ;  now,  when  it  is  suggested 
that  we  Bhould  include  them  in  the  security,  he  says  we 
would  get  an  elephant  on  our  hands.  Let  us  get  at  the 
bottom  of  the  whole  matter,  and  not  argue  one  day  on  a 
certain  set  of  facts  and  another  day  on  a  set  of  facts  diame¬ 
trically  opposite.  If  they  are  profitable  investments,  and  after 
paying  their  way,  returned  a  large  profit  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  why  is  it  that  under  those  circumstances, 
whatever  the  circumstances  of  last  year  were,  this  country 
should  not  get  the  security  of  that  profit? 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  not  only  that,  but  the  directors  them¬ 
selves  express  the  following  opinion  : — 

“  The  directors  are  convince!  that  without  the  control  of  tributary 
lines,  reaching  ail  the  important,  centres  of  trade  in  the  older  Provinces 
of  the  Dominion,  the  company  could  have  no  adequate  command  of  the 
traffic  to  aud  from  the  Canadian  North-We3t,  and  the  Pacific  coast,  and 
that  the  greater  part  of  it  would  continue  to  be  carried  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  lines  as  it  has  been  in  the  past,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
would  fail  to  accomplish  one  of  the  main  objects  for  which  it  wa3 
brought  into  existence.” 

It  is  this  helpless  trunk  line  without  the  necessary  connec¬ 
tions,  of  which  it  is  proposed  to  give  us  possession,  and  not 
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to  give  us  the  franchises  whioh  that  company  has  acquired 
in  the  necessary  tributary  lines. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  rather  a  barren 
discussion.  It  may  be  that  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  is  correct  in  his  statements.  It  may  be  as  my 
hon.  friend  near  me  says,  that  it  will  not  have  that  effect, 
because  the  subsequent  language  specifies  and  limits  the 
more  general  language  at  the  beginning  of  the  clause.  But 
the  language  is  precisely  the  language  of  last  year.  What- 
ever  security  the  Government  got  on  the  loan  of  $30,000,-= 
000,  exists  now  on  the  $20,000,000  and  the  $15,000,000.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  right,  on  that  loan  of  $30,000,000 
last  year  we  had  a  claim  on  the  leases.  It  may  be  so,  and 
if  so,  we  have  that  claim  now.  I.  do  not  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  any  object — indeed,  he  says  he  has  no 
object — in  diminishing  tho  security.  If  it  is  so,  that  is  a 
matter  to  be  settled  hereafter,  and  it  will  be  settled  by  the 
courts,  if  there  is  any  row  about  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  All  the  hoc.  gentleman  has  to  do  is  to  put 
in  the  resolution  the  words  “  securing  the  lease  lines.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  dare  say  we  might  do 
so,  hut  then  comes  in  the  question  of  the  policy  of  doing  so 
which  is  quite  a  different  affair.  The  intention  of  the  Gov- 
vernment  was  to  let  in  $15,000,000  of  bondholders  into  the 
security  we  took  last  year,  and  not  to  increase  that  seourity 
or  diminish  it.  It  may  be,  and  I  think  it  is  the  case,  that  the 
Government  could  assume  that  as  a  matter  of  course — they 
could  deal  with  those  lines  and  encumber  then  to  a  great 
extent  with  all  possible  encumbrances.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  necessity  for  raising  that  question  now,  or 
increasing  the  security  we  had  last  year.  1  think  we  should 
hold  the  security  exactly  as  agreed  upon  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament ;  that  we  should  not  ask  to  increase  it  or  allow 
it  to  be  diminished,  the  only  alteration  being  that  whatever 
security  we  have  in  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  last  year,  we 
should  hold  the  same  security  undiminished  and  unin. 
creased  for  the  benefit  of  the  $15,000,000  of  bondholders  a-s 
well  as  ourselves. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Tho  idea  of  telling  us  that  this  thing  will 
bo  settled  afterwards  by  the  courts,  find  that  it  is  to  be  left 
ia  obscurity  and  uncertainty,  soems  to  me  to  be  one  which 
the  hou.  gentleman  would  hardly  seriously  repeat.  Any¬ 
thing  that  we  can  make  clear  ought  not  to  be  left  obscure  ; 
whatever  we  can  make  plain,  should  bo  made  plain  now. 
And  when  I  suggested  that  it  was  a  matter  that  could  be 
settled  iu  a  moment,  the  hon,  gentleman  saw  tho  difficulty 
into  which  he  had  plunged  himself,  and  ho  said  :  Yes,  but 
then  comos  the  question  of  policy.  I  say  that  the  observa¬ 
tions  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Elgin  (Mr.  Casoy)  are  of  the 
utmost  cogency  in  this  direction.  If  it  be  true  that  as  part 
of  a  great  transcontinental  railway,  and  to  accomplish  tho 
objects  for  which  that  railway  was  built,  it  was  vital  that 
the  Ontario  and  Quebec,  the  Credit  Yalley,  the  Toronto, 
Grey  and  Bruce,  and  their  connections  at  Detroit,  should  bo 
controlled  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  if  it  be  true 
that  the  great  object  of  a  national  highway  would  bo  largely 
defeated,  that  the  traffic  would  still  largely  pass  by  the 
United  States  lines,  if  it  be  true  that  it  was  essential  to  tho 
successful  operation  of  the  Canadian  line,  that  those  roads 
should  be  acquired— if  all  that  be  true,  in  what  position  are 
the  public  bondholders  and  others  to  bo,  when  those  lino9 
have  passed  out  of  tho  control  of  tho  company  ?  You  are 
telling  us  that  you  expect  to  sell  tho  bouds  in  the  market, 
and  to  soil  them  well,  and  those  to  whom  you  are  going  to 
sell  them  will  turn  to  the  company’s  report  and  find  that  it 
is  vital  to  the  successful  operation  of  tho  company  that  it 
should  own  tho  leasod  lines ;  and  they  find  that  tho  security 
you  tender,  does  not  embrace  the  leased  lines,  and  therefore 
when  they  come  to  realise  that  which  was  vital  to  realise, 
tho  money  will  not  be  there.  And  you  expect  them  to  pay 
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you.  You  tell  the  people  of  Canada  the  same.  You  say: 
Place  faith  in  this  report ;  place  faith  in  this  policy  which 
wo  have  endorsed.  And  you  propose  to  take  a  security  which 
shall  not  embrace  those  linos  which  are  vital  to  the  success¬ 
ful  operation  of  the  company,  and  you  propose  to  sever 
those  interests  in  case  default  is  made.  Security  is  taken 
in  case  of  default.  Security  is  of  little  consequence  as  long 
as  we  contemplate  the  bright  side,  and  assume  payment. 
We  have  to  look  at  the  dark  side  ;  we  have  to  look  at  things 
as  they  will  be  if  a  storm  comes ;  and  when  we  are  consi¬ 
dering  security,  wo  ought  to  consider  whether  it  would  be 
secure  in  the  day  of  the  storm.  In  the  event  of  default, 
if  this  report  bo  true,  if  the  policy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  in  acquiring  those  lines,  be  correct,  how  shall  we 
stand  then  ?  Why,  Sir,  we  will  not  be  able  to  got  tho  old 
traffic  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  ;  it  will  be  all  gone.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  corporators  will  be  masters  of 
the  situation.  They  may  lose  the  main  line,  but  they  will 
turn  round  and  say,  wo  have  got  the  traffic  of  Ontario  in 
our  hands,  if  you  want  it  back  by  the  national  line,  and 
not  by  Chicago — and  they  have  got  connections  with  Chi¬ 
cago  now— we  will  send  the  stuff  by  the  United  States 
unless  you  make  terms  with  us.  And  so  they  get  hold  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  you  will  have  to  buy  at 
a  high  price  the  interest  of  the  corporators  in  the  leased 
lines.  Now,  these  are  certainties  in  case  we  want  to  enforce 
the  securities  ;  if  an  interest  is  to  be  created  independently 
of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  interest,  which  we  are  to 
acquire  afterwards,  this  is  the  other  nest  egg,  in  addition 
to  the  dividends — the  other  sheet  anchor  to  windward, 
which  these  gentlemen  are  putting  by,  so  that  if  the  worst 
comes  to  the  worst  they  can  make  good  terms  with  the 
country  in  case  of  default. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  glad  to  hear  this 
Bpeech  from  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  has  been  pointed  out 
again  and  again  by  tho  hon.  gentleman  himself  and  others, 
that  this  company  has  been  wasting  money,  diverting  its 
funds,  withdrawing  thorn  from  the  railway  proper ;  that 
they  have  been  untrue  to  their  obligations  and  to  their  duty 
to  this  country,  in  laying  out  money  in  unprofitable  and 
wild  speculations.  Now,  there  is  no  doubt  that  whether 
the  company  have  expended  their  money  in  wild  or  in  wise 
speculations,  not  a  farthing  of  the  money  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  gave  them  has  been  expended  on  these  side  enter¬ 
prises.  The  whole  of  it  has  been  expended  on  the  road 
proper.  The  whole  of  the  money  expended  on  these  wild 
or  wise  speculations  has  been  their  own,  got  in  some  way 
or  other.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  objected  to  them  ;  they 
have  thundered  against  them  in  the  press  and  in  the  House, 
and  now  the  hon.  gentleman  says  these  are  most  valuable  ; 
wo  must  have  them,  although  they  should  not  have  gene  into 
them,  although  they  have  taken  their  own  money  and  put 
into  these  enterprises,  we  must  hold  them.  We  must  take 
the  security  that  they  have  improperly  and  dishonestly — and 
some  hon.  gentlemen  have  gone  so  far  as  to  say  discreditably, 
they  have  taken  their  own  funds,  which  ought  to  have 
been  expended  on  the  main  line,  for  these  enterprises,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  take  the  produce  of  all  this  dishon¬ 
esty,  tbe  result  of  all  this  unwise  expenditure — non  noli.t. 
The  original  act  may  have  been  wrong,  but  the  hou.  gentle¬ 
man  must  take  the  security  on  these  dishonest,  these  unwise, 
these  improvident  investments  of  the  company.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  hon.  gentleman  can  uphold  that  style  of  argu¬ 
ment.  He  has  given  up  the  whole  thing  when  be  says  we 
must  have  every  one  of  those  leases — when  he  says  our 
security  will  be  bad,  will  be  prejudiced,  will  not  be  as  good 
as  it  otherwise  would  be,  unless  we  hold  every  one  of  the 
enterprises  in  which  the  company  have  invested,  and  keep 
them  for  our  own  use  and  benefit. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  pointed  out  to  tho  hon.  gentleman  whaf? 
this  statement  was,  and  what  the  statement  of  the  company 
Mr,  Blake, 


June  20, 


was.  I  said  the  hon.  gentleman' had  declared  that  those 
enterprises  were  important  to  tho  national  highway  ;  I 
said  the  company  had  declared  the  same  thing  ;  I  said  both 
of  the  contracting  parties  had  declared  that  they  were 
essential  to  the  control  by  Canada  of  tho  national  highway  ; 
and  I  asked  how  it  was  that  they  should  make  these  state¬ 
ments,  that  they  should  justify  these  extensions  and  leases 
on  that  ground,  and  then  come  down  to  Parliament  and  pro¬ 
pose  that  we  should  take  a  lame,  halting,  defective  security, 
omitting  that  which  they  declared  was  vital.  The  hou. 
gentleman  said  I  admitted  all  that.  I  did  not  and  do  not 
admit ;  but  I  contend  that  those  who  justified  and  applauded 
the  conduct  of  tho  company,  representing  to  the  people  of 
this  country  that  it  was  justifiable  because  these  were 
necessary  links  in  the  national  highway,  have  no 
right,  when  they  come  down  here  and  ask  us  to  meet 
their  desires  for  a  loan,  to  omit  those  things  which 
they  themselves  justified  as  securities.  It  is  not  my 
statement;  it  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  used  stronger  words  than  I  ever 
used  with  reference  to  this — putting  into  my  mouth  tho 
word  dishonesty,  which  never  fell  from  it.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  declared  other  things  which — with  some 
added  vehemence  of  expression  as  they  were  stated  by  him 
— I  intimated.  He  says,  because  you  said  it  was  unwise  in 
the  company  to  do  this,  it  is  a  pretty  strong  reason  why 
you  should  not  take  the  money.  I  never  heard  such  a 
thing  in  my  life.  What  is  the  reason  I  objected?  I  said 
this  company  had  made  a  solemn  contract  with  us,  the 
spirit  of  which  was  that  all  their  energy  and  resources 
would  be  applied  to  the  construction  and  control  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  I  said  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
spirit  of  the  contract  to  devote  their  energy  and  resources 
to  the  building  of  outside  lines;  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that,  when  we  come  to  repair  the  damages,  we  are  not 
justified  in  saying  that  we  should  take  security  on  those 
very  things  on  which  the  capital  we  granted  has  been 
expended.  I  said:  You  take  money  which  the  country 
has  granted  for  the  main  line  and  spend  it  here  and  there 
and  everywhere,  and  I  objected  to  that;  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  that,  when  they  come  and  ask  us  to  help 
them  out  of  their  difficulty,  we  must  not  take  security  on 
these  things  to  which  they  have  misapplied  funds  which 
should  have  been  devoted  to  the  main  line. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  has  raised  too  or  three  points  which  are  not  very 
pertinent  to  the  question.  Hirst  of  all,  he  alluded  to  an 
assumption  of  his  own  that  the  sum  of  money  which  has 
been  given  by  tho  people  of  this  country  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  road  has  been  fully  accounted  for.  One  of  our 
contentions  is  that  whether  that  money  has  been  expended 
fairiy  or  not,  tho  $70,000,000  that  have  been  given,  or  will 
be  given  after  these  resolutions  have  passed,  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  equipment  of  the  main  line,  has  not  been 
fully  accounted  for.  But  there  are  two  or  three  other 
things  we  ought  to  know.  I  think— particularly  since  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  has  expressed  himself  on  the 
point  as  differing  from  my  hon.  friend  —that  we  ought  to 
know  authoritatively  what  we  are  granting  and  what 
security  we  are  to  get.  I  dissent  in  the  strongest  possible 
fashion  from  tho  opinion  of  the  First  Minister,  that  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  this  kind,  after  it  is  raised,  ought  to  be  put  aside  as 
being  a  question  of  dispute  and  litigation  afterwards.  I 
warn  the  Government  that  this  matter  having  been 
brought  up,  it  will  undoubtedly  injure  the  sale  of 
these  bonds  to  any  ordinary  parties  unless  the  question  is 
settled.  If  they  are  going  to  he  put  on  the  London  market, 
or  on  any  other  market,  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  attention  will  be  called  to  the  point  that  has  been 
raised  to-day.  That  cannot  be  avoided,  and  it  will  serious¬ 
ly  impair,  as  I  acknowledge  it  ought,  tho  value  of  these 
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bonds  on  the  public  market,  unless  those  who  are  selling 
them  are  able  to  say  distinctly  whether  or  not  the  leased 
lines  are  included.  There  is  another  consideration  which 
the  House  should  take  into  account.  We  must  suppose 
that  the  contingency  may  arise  of  the  company  deciding  to 
throw  back  the  property  on  our  hands.  It  it  turns  out,  by 
arrangements  with  the  Government  or  otherwise,  that  the 
leased  lines  are  not  to  come  back  to  us,  we  may  find  that 
the  secured  work  may  be  allowed  to  run  down,  whereas  the 
property  which  reverts  to  these  gentlemen  may  be  retained 
in  a  high  state  of  efficiency  out  of  the  funds  which  it  is 
quite  clear  from  the  company’s  reports,  they  do  not  hesitate 
to  use  for  their  leased  property.  That  is  a  reason  why  we 
should  know  distinctly  where  we  stand  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  may  add  that  the  developments  which 
are  now  taking  place  with  reference  to  the  Union  Pacific 
and  the  Central  Pacific  roads  throw  a  flood  of  light  on  this 
question.  The  most  extraordinary  diversion  of  traffic  has 
been  taking  place  since  the  United  States  Government  com¬ 
menced  its  work  of  honestly  endeavoring  to  secure  the 
adjustment  of  the  debt  of  these  corporations  upon  their 
main  and  leased  lines.  The  result  is  that  the  leased  lines 
are  being  made  profitable  to  the  main  lines,  and  that  is 
what  may  be  done  in  this  case.  If  you  give  the  company 
two  interests,  one  of  which  is  free  from  your  advantage,  and 
one  subject  to  it,  you  can  depend  on  it  that  they  will  use  all 
their  powers  to  throw  the  control  and  the  traffic  on  that 
which  is  to  belong  to  them  any  way. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  con¬ 
sider  that  we  are  quite  safe  in  making  this  arrangement, 
and  we  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  ask  for  any  further 
security.  We  did  not  think  it  advisable  to  ask  any  addi¬ 
tional  security.  We  asked  the  whole  security  whatever  it 
was.  We  have  got  tho  whole  of  that  security.  The  only 
difference  is  that  the  $15,000,000  go  in  on  that  same  secu¬ 
rity.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Hie  hard 
Cartwright)  said,  and  there  is  something  in  that  ai’gument, 
that  it  may  affect  the  sale  of  those  bonds  in  England.  I 
take  it  that  the  bondholders  will  take  advice  in  England, 
and  if  there  is  any  doubt  about  it,  all  they  will  have  to  do 
is  to  ask  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  give  the 
necossary  security  over  these  leased  lines.  If  that  is  necessary 
in  order  to  increase  tho  value,  that  they  can  do  if  they 
please;  and  if  they  do  that,  it  will  be  for  tbo  benefit  of  all 
the  bondholders  including  the  Government.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  did  not  think  it  was  right  to  impose  any  harder  or 
harsher  or  any  other  terms  than  were  agreed  upon  by  Par¬ 
liament  last  .Session,  as  being  sufficient  security  for  the 
$30,000,000,  and  we  think  that  asking  the  same  security  for 
tho  ioan  and  for  the  $15,000,000  was  ample. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  We  can  readily  credit  the  assertion 
of  the  First  Minister  that  the  Government  are  loath  to  ask 
any  hard  terms  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 
But  there  is  one  statement  made  by  him  a  few  minutes  ago,  of 
which  I  would  like  an  explanation.  He  told  us  that  the  money 
of  the  Government  has  been  spent  on  the  main  line,  and  that 
the  company  have  spent  their  own  money  in  the  speculation, 
outside  the  mam  line.  The  company  have  placed  $65,000,000 
of  stock  on  the  market,  which  realised  $29,500,000.  That 
is  their  own  money,  I  take  it.  They  hold  money  in  tho 
hands  of  the  Government,  $14,250,000  ;  they  have  used  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  dividends  some  $7,000,000  ;  and  they 
have  diverted  from  the  construction  of  the  main  lino,  includ¬ 
ing  the  amount  expended  east  of  Callander,  the  sum  of 
$33,000,000  or  $40,000,000  out  of  their  resources.  If  that  is 
the  case,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  how  he 
can  make  his  statement  stand  that  the  company  have  used 
all  the  funds  furnished  by  tho  Government  in  tho  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  main  line,  and  that  in  all  the  outside  speculations 
they  have  used  but  their  own  money  ? 
fciir  Richard  Cartwright. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Thatra  opening  again  a 
question  which  I  think  was  ably  and  learnedly  discussed 
yesterday  and  the  day  before.  If  any  portion  of  the  money 
of  the  Government  was  expended  for  anything  but  the  road 
itself,  I  can  only  say  that  if  a  single  farthing  has  been 
expended  otherwise,  the  Government  are  greatly  to  blame. 
I  say  that  no  such  charge  lies  against  us,  whether  it  bo  as 
to  the  original  subsidy  of  $25,000,000  or  the  loan  of 
$30,000,000.  Not  one  single  farthing  has  been  disbursed 
except  on  the  certificate  of  the  Chief  Engineer  who  states 
that  the  money  has  been  expended  on  the  road  under  the 
original  contract.  The  Government  must  depend  on  tho 
report  of  the  Chief  Engineer.  That  report  is  precise,  and 
not  one  single  farthing  has  been  paid  except  on  the  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  Chief  Engineer  that  the  money  has  been  laid  out 
on  the  line  of  the  contract  botween  Callander  and  Port 
Moody. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  objection  is  there  to  asking  secur¬ 
ity  on  the  leased  lines,  now  that  we  are  rearranging 
the  security  and  increasing  the  debt?  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  stated  that  the  general 
words  in  clause  1  of  the  resolution  are  to  be  limited 
by  the  words  that  follow  in  which  ho  argues  the 
securities  are  especially  named.  If  so,  what  is  the 
object  of  introducing  these  general  words  at  all?  We 
have  it  stated  now  by  the  Acting  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  that  it  was  never  intended  to  take  a  lien  on  the 
leased  lines.  If  so,  the  clause  should  b9  placed  beyond 
doubt ;  and  before  we  determine  to  abandon  any  security 
within  our  right,  the  Government  is  bound  to  show  why. 
I  can  conceive  that  the  security  on  the  main  line  may  be 
greatly  impaired  if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are 
obliged  to  run  a  rival  line.  Even  if  the  line  comes 
under  the  control  of  the  bondholders  who  take 
possession  by  means  of  a  trustee,  still  the  corporation 
itself  will  exist,  the  board  of  directors  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  exist  and  the  board  of  diiectors,  repre¬ 
senting  the  corporation,  has  the  leases  of  the  leased 
lines,  and  can  still  work  those  lines  and  run  them  in  rivalry 
with  the  Government  line.  Tho  Government  may  have 
possession  of  the  main  line  as  far  as  Port  Arthur,  but  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  a  corporation,  goes  on  for  ever. 
They  own  the  leased  line  that  extends  to  Detroit  River ; 
they  own  the  leased  line  from  Detroit  to  Toronto;  they 
own  the  leased  line  from  Owen  Sound  to  Toronto,  and  the 
leased  line  Horn  Toronto  down  through  the  heart  of  eastern 
Ontario  with  its  connections  down  to  the  St.  Lawrence. 
They  will  have  in  their  power  this  leased  line  system,  and 
could  enter  into  competition  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  for  all  its  trade  east  of  Port  Arthur.  Before  we  allow 
the  company  to  continue  in  the  management  of  these  rival 
roads,  it  is  duo  to  the  country  that  the  Government  should 
give  most  cogent  reasons  for  making  the  advance  and  alter¬ 
ing  our  security,  and  failing  to  take  all  the  security  they 
can  acquire. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  security  of  last  year  is  not  at  all 
lessened. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Tbo  mouey  is  increased. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  This  money  is  also  secured.  The 
whole  of  the  security  of  last  year  is  comprised  in  the 
security  provided  under  tho  proposed  arrangement,  wiih 
the  exception  of  the  Algoma  branch.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  by  the  expression  “  all  property  real  and  per¬ 
sonal  of  the  company  ”  is  included  tho  different  linos 
leased  by  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  would  not 
venture  to  give  an  opinion  upon  that  as  a  legal  man.  My 
own  opinion  would  bo  that  the  personal  property  of  the  com¬ 
pany  included  the  rights  of  the  company  in  the  leases  of 
those  linos.  Wo  cannot  say  in  tho  resolutions  that  tho 
mortgage  of  the  bond  would  cover  the  leased  linos. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Why  not? 
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Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  For  the  reason  that  they  are  not 
owned  by  the  company.  The  lien  might  cover  the  right  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  the  leases  of  those  lines. 
But  is  this  included  in  the  words  “  personal  property  of  the 
company”  now  acquired  or  hereinafter  to  be  acquired? 
The  First  Minister  stated  that  those  who  have  charge  of  the 
bonds  will  see  to  that,  that  they  will  see  that  the  whole  of 
the  property  which  can  be  secured  by  these  bonds  is 
reserved.  I  think  it  does  comprise  the  rights  of  the  com¬ 
pany  to  the  leased  lines,  and  I  think  the  resolution,  as  it  is, 
is  extensive  enough.  I  do  not  think  ix  would  be  fair  to  the 
company  to  add  to  the  expressions  comprised  in  tho  last 
Act.  What  were  those  expressions?  The  Government 
shall  have  a  first  lien  in  charge  upon  the  entire  property  of 
the  company  real  and  personal.  I  read  here  that  this 
shall  be : 

“  A  first  lien  and  charge  upon  the  entire  property  of  the  company, 
real  and  personal,  now  owned  or  hereafter  to  be  acquired  or  owned  by 
them,  including  their  main  line  of  railway,  the  extensions  thereof,  their 
branch  lines  of  railway,  the  whole  of  their  equipment- — ” 

And  so  on.  The  whole  security  held  last  year  for  the  loan 
of  $30,000,000  is  kept  in  these  resolutions  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  Algoma  branch. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  please  remember 
that  this  question  has  changed  since  last  year.  He  says 
we  ought  not  to  ask  anything  more  than  we  asked  last  year. 
Is  not  the  company  asking  more  than  it  asked  last  year  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  said  the  Premier  had  stated  that 
the  Government  did  not  wish  to  ask  for  a  greater  security 
than  it  had  last  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  say  that,  when  the  company  are  asking 
for  something,  and  we  are  giving  the  company  something, 
we  may  well  consider  the  conditions.  Last  year,  after  receiv¬ 
ing  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  that  this  did 
not  include  the  leased  lines,  I  moved  that  it  should  include 
them,  but  he  answered  that  it  would  involve  great  risk  and 
probable  loss  to  include  them,  as  the  leased  lines  were  un¬ 
profitable  and  the  Government  would  be  involved  in  the 
loss.  The  Government  need  not  have  been  involved  in  the 
loss  even  if  those  lines  were  unprofitable,  but  now  the  com¬ 
pany  tell  us  that  the  leased  lines  are  profitable,  and  because, 
when  we  were  told  that  they  formed  an  unprofitable 
security,  we  consented  to  omit  them,  we  are  now  told  that 
we  must  leave  them  out  because  they  are  a  profitable 
security.  The  First  Minister  says  he  does  not  think  these 
words  include  the  leased  lines,  he  does  not  intend  that  they 
shall,  and  he  does  not  think,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  that  they 
ought.  The  Secretary  of  State  declares  that  he  thinks  they 
do  include  the  leased  lines,  and  that  he  thinks  they  ought 
to  include  them. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  said  I  did  not  wish  to  venture  my 
opinion  as  a  lawyer,  but  I  think  personally  that  the  right 
to  tho  property  would  include  those  rights  of  the  leased 
lines. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  he  thought  they  ought  to  include 
them. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  No,  I  did  not  say  that.  Tho  hon. 
gentleman  need  not  do  as  he  has  done  before,  make  me  say 
things  1  have  not  said,  I  will  not  allow  him  to  do  that 
without  protest.  I  was  not  allowed  by  the  House  to  con¬ 
tradict  him  the  other  day,  but  was  told  to  sit  down,  but 
I  will  not  sit  down  now. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  sit  down  ;  he 
has  interrupted  me. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  his 
seat,  and  I  have  the  floor,  and  tho  hon.  gentleman  has  no 
right  to  ask  me  to  sit  down,  unless  Mr.  Chairman  rules 
otherwise.  We  are  in  Committee  and  each  member  may 
speak  as  many  times  as  he  chooses.  My  hon,  friend  will 
answer  me  when  I  have  done  and  not  before. 

Mr<  CHAPLEAU. 


Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  a  right  to  speak,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  be  told  to  sit  down.  I  stated,  and  my  hon.  friend 
cannot  be  mistaken  in  my  words,  that  the  Premier  had 
stated  that  the  Government  were  not  disposed  to  increase 
the  lien  of  last  year,  and  that  the  lien  of  last  year  was  not 
increased  by  the  wording  or  tho  spirit  of  tho  resolutions.  I 
did  not  say  that  the  Government  ought  to  do  it  and  would  do 
it.  The  Government  might  do  it,  but  I  am  not  here  to  say 
so.  I  took  great  care  to  say  that  the  Government  would 
not  increase  the  lien  of  last  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  said  that  the  Government  thought  it  ought  to  increase 
the  lien  of  last  year,  but  I  did  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  that  he  thought  the  lien  of  last  year  should  be  in¬ 
creased,  that  was  the  statement  I  made  ;  that  statement  I 
now  repeat. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  1  did  not  say  so ;  and  I  have  ex- 
plained  that  I  could  not  have  said  so  unless  1  said  the  con¬ 
trary  of  what  I  meant. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  statement  I  now  repeat.  Then  the 
hon,  gentleman  said  that,  if  the  intended  takers  of  these 
bonds  in  London  had  any  doubt,  they  would  get  some 
instrument  drawn  to  settle  it.  But  who  are  the  majority 
of  the  intending  takers  of  these  bonds  ?  They  are  the 
people  of  Canada,  and  we  want  to  see,  on  their  behalf,  what 
security  we  are  to  have.  It  is  with  reference  to  them  that 
we  are  principally  interested,  though  of  course  we  are  also 
interested  in  the  success  of  the  operation  generally,  which 
will  certainly  be  damaged  by  the  contrast  which  will  be 
drawn  between  the  statement  of  Mr.  Stephen  the  other  day 
or  the  report  of  the  company  as  to  the  importance  of  these 
lines,  and  the  fact  that  Parliament  declared  that  they  are 
not  intended  to  bo  included  in  the  mortgage.  Still,  our 
chief  interest  is  in  regard  to  the  people  of  Canada.  Can  it 
be  said,  after  this  discussion,  that  this  can  remain  in 
this  state  ?  It  should  be  settled  one  way  or 
the  other.  Is  the  mortgage  of  last  year  a  sacred  instru¬ 
ment  ?  Is  the  law  of  last  year  like  the  laws  of  the  Medes 
and  the  Persians,  that  it  cannot  be  altered?  It  has  been 
altered  in  one  way  and  another,  in  numerous  particulars 
all  round.  Is  this  the  only  particular  in  which  it  is  unal¬ 
terable  ?  Is  this  the  only  particular  in  which  it  is  not  to 
be  made  clear?  Is  it  determined  not  to  make  clear  what  is 
doubtful  ?  Are  we  going  to  leave  an  opening  for  a  law¬ 
suit?  Ho  hon.  gentlemen  insist  upon  saying  that  they  will 
leave  something  for  the  lawyers  to  do  ?  Let  us  say  either 
that  it  includes  or  excludes  the  leased  lines,  and  that  settles 
the  whole  question.  I  have  said  which  way  I  think  it 
ought  to  be.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  said  that  I  was 
wrong  in  saying  the  Algoma  branch  was  included  in  the 
mortgage  only  as  long  as  it  was  useless.  It  is  true  that 
apparently  it  is  included  in  the  mortgage  permanently, 
but  it  is  also  true  that,  as  soon  as  it  is  determined  to  make  it 
useful  by  extending  it  to  the  Sault  Sto.  Marie,  power  is 
given  to  have  it  mortgaged,  and  therefore  to  make  it  useless 
for  the  purposes  of  the  security.  I  am  in  sympathy  in  that 
matterwith  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White).  Ihave 
always  been  an  advocate  for  tho  construction  of  the  Sault 
line.  I  do  not  say  what  course  should  be  taken  to  have  the 
Sault  line  constructed,  and  this  may  bo  as  proper  a  mode 
as  it  is  possible  to  take,  but  you  cannot  say  it  is  to  be  a 
security  to  you  for  the  debt  owing  to  the  construction  of 
the  line.  You  may  indirectly  affect  tho  main  line  by 
throwing  the  traffic  of  the  Northern  Pacific  on  tho  main 
line  in  consequence  of  the  construction  of  the  Sault  line, 
and  that  may  be  a  very  important  object,  but  you  cannot 
say  that  the  Algoma  branch  per  se  is  to  be  a  really  avail¬ 
able  security  for  this  debt.  The  First  Minister  said  the 
Government  would  be  to  blame  if  a  dollar  had  gone  in  any 
other  direction  than  in  the  construction  of  the  main  line. 
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I  do  not  know  that  anyone  has  accused  the  Government  of 
paying  out  money  to  the  company  except  on  the  certificate 
of  the  engineers  that  a  dollar’s  worth  of  work  has  been  done 
for  each  dollar  which  they  paid  out.  But  what  does  the 
company  do  with  it  ?  Where  is  your  floating  debt  ?  Where  are 
the  contractors  on  the  main  line  and  the  men  under  them, 
with  millions  owing  to  them?  The  money  has  not  been 
paid  on  the  work.  The  Government  has  paid  it  to  the  com¬ 
pany,  on  proper  certificates  I  have  no  doubt,  and  they  are 
free  from  responsibility  in  that  regard,  but  while  I  know 
that  in  February  last  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  were 
due  to  contractors  for  construction,  and  the  estimates  had 
been  sent  in  to  the  Government,  and  the  Government  had 
paid  tbe  money  to  the  company,  less  10  per  cent.,  and  the 
company  had  received  it,  they  had  not  paid  it  to  the  con¬ 
tractors,  and  therefore  it  had  not  gone  into  the  work  on 
account  of  which  it  was  paid.  Where  has  it  gone  ?  I 
believe  $650,000  of  it  went  into  the  shareholders»pockets 
on  the  17th  February  last. 

Mr.  POPE.  In  the  first  place  it  has  been  contended,  and 
we  contend  now,  that  we  had  good  solid  security  last  year  for 
our  lien.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  they  are  asking  for 
more.  If  they  are  asking  for  more,  we  have  got  very  much 
more  security.  We  have  every  dollar  we  paid  them  as  so 
much  added  to  our  security,  and  we  have  better  security 
to-day  for  what  they  are  asking  than  we  had  last 
year.  The  road  is  nearly  complete,  and  we  have  got  that 
as  security,  and  we  have  got  more  rolling  stock.  I  say 
this,  that  it  would  be  better  perhaps  if  we  were  to  take  secu¬ 
rity  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Bailway  too ;  it  would  be  better  if 
we  were  to  take  security  on  all  the  roads  of  the  country.  But 
we  have  got  security  enough  ;  enough  is  as  good  as  a  feast ; 
and  while  there  was  no  doubt  about  our  position  last  year 
as  to  our  security,  there  can  be  no  doubt  this  year. 

Sir  BICHABD  CABTWKIGHT.  It  really  appears  to 
me  that  there  ought  not  to  bo  so  much  difficulty.  The  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Kailway  Company  is  not  an  inaccessible  cor¬ 
poration.  We  have  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  the  majority 
of  its  directors  here  very  often,  and  we  can  communicate 
with  them  at  pleasure,  I  apprehend.  Why  cannot  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ascertain  definitely  what  the  view  of  the  company 
is  as  to  this  disputed  question,  and  then  lot  us  know.  Surely 
we  ought  to  have  some  intimation  of  what  the  other  party 
to  this  bargain  thinks  about  this  question  of  the  leased  lines. 
I  think  there  are  some  gentlemen  here  who  could  give  us 
an  opinion  without  much  trouble,  if  they  pleased,  and  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  it.  As  for  the  Acting  Minister  of  Bailways, 
I  must  just  remind  the  House  that  apparently  he  is  utterly 
at  issue  with  his  colleague,  the  Secretary  of  State,  as  to  the 
point  in  question.  I  understood  him  to  say  a  few  moments 
ago  that  he  did  not  think  we  had  any  claim  on  the  leased 
lines,  while  the  Secretary  of  State  gave  his  opinion  that  we 
had  a  claim,  as  he  construed  the  clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  really  we  have 
discussed  the  subject  enough  to  have  a  vote.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  is  not  correct  in  saying  that  I 
expressed  my  opinion  that  the  leased  lines  were  not  included 
in  this  clause.  I  simply  stated  that  whother  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  right  or  whether  the  bon.  member  for  North 
Simcoe  was  right,  it  was  a  matter  of  discussion.  I  dis¬ 
cussed  it  afterwards  without  reference  to  the  legal  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  clause,  but  I  expressed  no  opinion  myself  as  to 
whether  the  clause  included  the  leased  lines. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  reminds  me  of  a  great 
lawyer,  an  ex-Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Mansfield,  I  think  it 
was,  who,  when  a  very  grave  disputed  question  came  up  in 
the  House  of  Lords  some  few  years  ago,  declared  that  upon 
that  question  he  had  an  opinion,  but  he  kept  it  in  his 
breast;  and  he  kept  it  in  his  breast  until  he  died.  Now 
we  have  the  leader  of  the  House,  an  hon.  gentleman  whose 
ir/vwers  and  experience  in  construing  Acts  of  Parliament 


are  superior  to  those  of  anyone  else  here,  but  he  either  has 
an  opinion  which  he  does  not  choose  to  announce,  or  he  is 
not  able  to  make  up  his  mind  what  the  meaning  of  the  clause 
is.  Now  in  that  condition  of  things,  is  it  convenient  that 
a  parcel  of  legislators  should  pass  a  law  in  this  shapo  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  obliged  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  comparing  me  with  Lord  Mansfield.  I  accept 
the  censure  for  the  sake  of  the  compliment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  keeps  the  opinion 
in  his  breast  until  he  dies. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  is  satisfied  with 
the  compliment  of  being  compared  with  Lord  Mansfield, 
which  he  considered  as  a  balance  to  the  censure  he  must  bear 
for  asking  us  to  pass  legislation  which  he  does  not  know 
the  meaning  of.  Now,  on  this  question  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Bailways  thinks  one  way,  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Simcoe  thinks  another  way,  the  Secretary  of  State  thinks 
still  another  way,  and  the  Premier  does  not  think  at  all ; 
but  they  all  agree  with  remarkable  unanimity  in  refusing  to 
make  this  clause  mean  something,  in  refusing  to  make  it 
mean  what  the  Secretary  of  State  said  it  ought  to  mean, 
namely  to  include  the  leased  lines.  Evidently  they  do  not 
wish  this  to  be  so  construed  as  to  include  the  leased  lines. 
I  can  easily  conceive  that  that  was  the  intention  of  the 
person  who  drew  up  the  resolutions,  for  they  were  doubtless 
drawn  up  by  the  company  itself  or  its  attorney.  I  can 
understand  why  the  company  should  wish  this  clause  to  bo 
ambiguous,  but  not  why  the  Government,  who  are  the  trus¬ 
tees  of  the  people,  should  take  the  position  of  counsel  for  the 
company  and  should  insist  upon  leaving  this  clause  lax. 
Their  conduct  is  utterly  inexplicable  on  any  ground  con¬ 
sistent  with  their  duty  as  Ministers.  If  there  was  any 
doubt,  as  there  was  last  year,  about  the  expediency  of 
including  the  leased  lines,  they  might  get  out  of  it,  but 
there  is  no  pretence  of  a  doubt  this  year  as  to  the  expedi¬ 
ency.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself  holds  by  the  report  of 
the  company,  which  says  that  the  leased  lines  are  not  only 
profitable  but  necessary;  but  yet,  taking  it  for  granted 
that  those  linos  are  not  only  profitable  but  necessary, 
they  refuse  to  give  us  the  additional  security,  and  the  only 
ghost  of  a  reason  that  has  been  offored  is  that  the  First 
Minister  says  he  does  not  think  it  necessary.  He  thinks  the 
security  is  so  enormously  good  that  the  addition  of  a  paltry 
$15,000,000  to  the  company’s  liabilities  will  not  affect  it  in 
the  slightest  degree.  If  we  take  over  the  road  we  must 
take  it  as  a  running  concern.  Our  security  depends  upon 
profits  obtained  from  it.  If  it  cannot  be  worked  without  the 
branch  lines,  then  it  is  absurd  to  ask  us  to  take  tho  trunk 
without  the  branches  which  are  essential  to  its  operation. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  declared  that  every  dollar 
advanced  by  the  Government  has  been  spent  on  tho  line 
and  put  into  the  undertaking.  But  it  cannot  be  pretended 
that  the  $7,000,000  advanced  for  dividends  and  other  amounts 
paid  to  shareholders  have  been  put  into  the  undertaking. 
Undoubtedly  some  of  the  money  furnished  by  tho  company 
has  been  put  into  tho  road,  some  into  the  main  line  and 
some  into  the  branches.  But  if  the  country  had  not  paid 
tho  company  this  money,  the  company  could  not  have 
paid  any  money  on  the  leased  lines.  Tho  whole  pro¬ 
perty  has  been  increased  in  value  on  account  of  these 
payments  by  tho  Government,  and  it  is  perfectly  proper 
that  the  Government  should  obtain  security  on  tbe 
whole  property.  In  fact  there  is  nothing  to  show  that 
part  of  the  present  loan  will  not  be  devoted  to  improve¬ 
ments  and  equipment  of  leased  lines.  We  are  there¬ 
fore  advancing  $5,000,000  to  improve  property,  which  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  do  not  propose  to  take  as  security.  The 
position  is  one  which  no  Government  has  ever  taken  before, 
and  wo  would  have  hardly  expected  tho  Government  to 
take  it  except  for  our  knowledge  of  previous  transactions. 
It  is,  in  a  parliamentary  sense,  indecent  to  adopt  the  resolu* 
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tion  as  submitted,  of  the  meaning  of  which  the  Government 
are  ignorant. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Emphasis  has  been  laid  by  the  First 
Minister  on  the  statement  that  all  the  money  obtained  from 
the  Government  from  bonus  and  loan  has  gone  into  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  line.  I  will  not  dispute  it.  But  the  com¬ 
pany  has  received  money  from  land  we  have  given  it.  In 
the  December  statement  the  president  of  the  company  gave 
these  figures  :  Amount  received  in  cash,  loan,  subsidy  and 
Government  lands  55J  million  dollars  ;  expenditure  on  main 
line  and  branches  52 \  million  dollars,  leaving  a  balance  of 
S3, 000,000.  After  allowing  for  construction  of  bi-anches, 
some  2  millions  which  are  not  part  of  the  contract.  The  com¬ 
pany  also  received  finished  road  built  by  us  at  a  cost  of  20J 
millions  and  20,000,000  acres  of  unsold  land.  The  branch  linos 
are  not  worked  on  temporary  leases  but  are  perpetual  leases, 
and  are  to  all  intents  and  purposes  owned  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  subject  to  certain  annual 
charges.  If  I  were  taking  a  mortgage  on  a  fiddle,  I  should 
want  the  mortgage  to  cover  the  bow  as  weli,  particularly 
if  that  article  could  not  otherwise  be  supplied.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  proposition  is  to  increase  the  loan,  reduce  the 
interest  and  lessen  the  security. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  I  understand  the  interest  of  the  com¬ 
pany  in  the  South-Eastern  Railway  it  is  this  :  The  company 
are  proprietors  of  a  large  quantity  of  bonds  of  that  road 
and  some  rolling  stock,  for  which  they  paid  $1,595,000.  I 
presume  that  will  be  covered  by  the  mortgage.  It  is  per¬ 
sonal  property  owned  by  the  company. 

Sir  JOHN  A;  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand  it,  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  hold  bonds  of  the  South- 
Eastern  as  security  for  an  advance  of  money.  That  is  an 
arrangement  between  the  South-Eastern  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  intended  that  that  interest  shall  be 
covered  by  the  mortgage  or  not? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  personal  property, 
of  course,  and  those  bonds  will  be  part  of  the  security. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  respect  to  the  St.  Lawrence  and 
Ottawa  Railway.  I  find  this  road  stated  among  the  assets 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  $227,153.  Is  that  to  be 
included  in  the  mortgage? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  able  to  explain 
exactly  the  nature  of  the  securities  taken  over  from  the 
St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa,  but  I  understand  there  is  a  debt 
duo  by  that  road  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  How¬ 
ever,  we  will  ascertain  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  put  down  as  a 
leased  line. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  and  so  is  the  South-Eastern,  which 
must  be  incorrect.  My  impression  is  from  such  scraps  of 
information  as  I  have  been  able  to  get,  that  by  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  that  road  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  there 
has  been  a  loss,  because  the  St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa  has 
been  made  a  sort  of  side  line  and  it  has  been  almost  stripped 
of  rolling  stock.  This  item  of  $227,153  I  believe  to  be  the 
acquisition  of  the  bonds  of  the  St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa, 
not  from  that  company,  but  from  the  holders  of  those 
bonds,  or  the  holders  of  the  interest  coupons. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand— and  I 
have  no  very  accurate  acquaintance  with  the  matter — that 
road  became  the  property  of  the  bondholders,  and  the  share¬ 
holders  ceased  in  fact,  to  have  any  interest  in  it.  The 
interest  or  control  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  over 
that  road  must  have  been  by  lease  from  the  bondholders, 
but  as  to  the  other  point,  I  will  ascertain  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  also  this  money  interest—this  item 
in  the  report. 

Mr.  Casey. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  ' 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  there  is  tho  Atlantic  and  North- 
Western  Railway  $202,837.  I  do  not  know  what  is  the 
interest  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  that,  and 
whether  it  is  to  bo  covered  by  tho  mortgage. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand,  this 
sum  of  money  is  advanced  for  the  purpose  of  connection 
being  had  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  the  bridge 
which  is  contemplated  to  be  built — that  is,  by  the  road 
around  the  mountain  at  Montreal. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  aware  of  the  geography  of  the  situ¬ 
ation,  but  it  was  the  financial  part  I  was  enquiring  about. 

I  understand  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  represent 
that  they  paid  the  procurers  of  this  charter  a  small  sum  for 
the  charter  and  the  stock  which  wa3  paid,  and  that  then 
they  paid  the  amount  which  was  paid  for  grading  and  for 
rails,  and  so  they  seem  to  have  become  proprietors  of  tho 
enterprise,  probably  the  stock  being  held  in  the  names  of 
some  of  their  friends. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Although  I  do  not  wish  to  be  considered 
a  representative  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  in 
this  House,  perhaps  I  may  facilitate  the  discussion  of  this 
item,  though  my  information  about  it  is  only  casual.  This 
expenditure  was  made  partly  for  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
said,  namely,  the  construction  of  this  railway  at  the  back 
of  the  mountain  to  connect  it  with  the  Grand  Trunk,  and 
also  to  get  connection  with  this  proposed  bridge.  There  is 
also  a  small  amount  for  some  stock  paid  in  on  the  charter, 
and  a  considerable  sum — that  is  a  sum  of  some  tens  of 
thousands  of  dollars — in  making  the  survey  and  soundings 
and  plans,  all  of  which  are  completed,  in  connection  with 
the  bridge.  The  rights  of  property  of  the  company  in  that 
amount  are  these:  there  are  the  preliminary  steps  towaids 
the  completion  of  the  link  between  the  projected  Ontario 
and  Quebec  line,  and  the  bridge ;  and  this,  with  the  bridge, 
will  belong  to  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  system.  The  link 
between  that  line  reaching  Montreal  west  and  the  present 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  Mile  End,  is  proposed  to  belong 
to  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  lease  which  was 
confirmed  last  year  makes  the  section  reaching  the  west 
end  of  Montreal,  the  contemplated  property  of  the  Ontario 
and  Quebec.  The  titles  by  which  the  lino  between  the 
Grand  Trunk  and  Mile  End  are  to  be  completely  vested 
in  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are  not  made. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  So  far  as  lean  understand,  the  stock  being 
in  fact  bought  and  paid  for  by  the  money  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  I  suppose  the  company  at  present  is  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  Now,  if 
portions  of  this  expenditure  belong  to  the  Ontario  and  Quebec 
system,  it  is  clear  that  there  is  a  further  expenditure  on  the 
leased  lines  than  the  sums  stated  in  the  report,  because,  if 
part  of  this  money  is'to  enure  for  the  benefit  of  the  Ontario 
and  Quebec  system,  it  is  obvious  that  there  is  a  displacement 
of  amounts;  so  that  I  should  judge,  from  what  the  hon. 
member  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Abbott)  has  said,  that  the  pro¬ 
perty  represented  by  this  amount— I  think,  speaking  from 
memory,  it  was  $157,000  last  year  as  against  $202,060  now 
— did  not  consist  of  grading  and  ironing  the  road,  or  preli¬ 
minary  expenses,  so  that  a  small  portion  would  be  for  the 
lino.  It  would  bo  important  to  have  this  amount  divided, 
so  that  wo  might  see  what  part  of  this  comes  to  us,  and 
what  part  to  the  Quebec  Government  for  the  Quebec  sys¬ 
tem.  We  are  face  to  face  here  with  the  more  important 
question  of  the  eastern  and  seaboard  connections  of  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  because,  according  to  the  state¬ 
ment  of  tho  hon.  member  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Abbott),  tho 
Lachine  bridge  will  be  independent  of  tho  portion  embraced 
in  the  security.  The  First  Minister  will  recollect  that  only 
a  few  days  ago  he  said  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would 
carry  freight  at  one-fourth  of  the  cost  of  other  railways,  'a' 
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because  it  was  to  be  one  railway  from  end  to  end  ;  but  if  he 
is  going  to  separate  it  into  a  number  of  links,  I  do  not  know 
what  will  become  of  us  when  wo  become  the  fortunate 
holders  of  the  enterprise. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  I  do  not  think  I  made  myself  quite  clear 
as  to  the  proportion  appertaining  to  the  Ontario  and  Quebec 
system.  The  portion  on  which  we  shall  have  a  mortgage  will 
be  from  Mile  End  to  the  exension  of  the  Ontario  and  Quebec 
system ;  the  other  portion  will  belong  to  that  system,  and 
was  actually  leased  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  But 
until  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  line  is  laid  out,  it  will  have  to 
be  kept  as  a  separate  account. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  we  receive  any  information  as  to  the 
interest  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  the  Manitoba 
South-Western  Railway.  A  large  amount  of  capital  was 
expended  on  that  railway  last  year. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  I  am  really  assuming  a  role  which  will  neces¬ 
sitate  my  not  appearing  in  the  House  during  these  discus¬ 
sions.  At  the  same  t  me, I  hope  the  House  will  understand 
that  I  am  making  an  exception  to  the  rule  I  have  always 
observed,  and  that  my  present  role  is  only  a  temporary  one 
aDd  will  not  bo  repeated.  I  understand  that  the  interest  of 
the  company  iu  the  Manitoba  South-Western  is  this:  When 
the  construction  of  the  road  at  the  end  of  fifty  miles  slopped, 
and  it  became  clear  that  it  could  only  proceed  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  interest  of  the 
company  was  bought,  that  interest  consisting  of  the  right  to 
the  lands  which  were  to  be  granted  in  aid  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  those  fifty  miles  of  the  road,  the  bonds  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  81,000,000,  which 
had  been  previously  issued,  a  certain  amount  of  the  stock, 
and  some  other  interests  which  the  company  had — repre¬ 
senting,  in  fact,  the  entire  interest  of  tho  original  Manitoba 
South-Western  Company,  and  placing  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  or  some  persons  connected  with  it,  in 
possession  of  all  the  rights  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western 
Railway  Company. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  that  be  the  state  of  things,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  this  is  a  road  owned  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  One  might  say  no,  and  one  might  say 
yes.  The  Manitoba  South-Western  Company  was  organised 
under  a  separate  and  distinct  charter,  and  has  been 
managed  up  to  this  time  under  that  charter.  The  charter 
is,  of  course,  controlled  by  the  stock,  which  is  held  by 
friends  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  but  the 
title  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  have  to  the 
line  itself  is  a  lease  executed  in  its  favor  by  the  Manitoba 
South-Western  Railway  Company,  the  terms  of  which  lease 
are  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  shall  pay 
the  entire  interest  on  the  bonded  debt  of  the  company — in 
fact  all  the  cost  of  the  line — for  its  use. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  know  how  these  arrangements  are 
made.  I  suppose  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
acquired  and  paid  for  the  stock  of  the  company  what  they 
thought  it  was  worth,  and  organised  its  board  of  directors. 
I  see  that  Mr.  Yan  Horne  is  the  president  of  the  company. 
Therefore,  it  is  literally,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  a 
leased  line,  comprised  in  the  words,  “  one  of  the  leased  lines 
of  the  company.”  Of  course,  I  admit  that  the  Manitoba 
South-Western  Railway  may  be  subject  to  exceptional  con¬ 
siderations.  I  think  it  would  be  fitting  to  consider  the 
situation  of  that  company,  as  to  whether  it  ought  to  bo 
embraced  in  the  clause  relating  to  leased  lines,  or  whether 
it  may  not  be  exempt  from  this  mortgage,  just  as  tho 
Algoraa  branch  is.  I  should  be  sorry  with  one  hand,  hav¬ 
ing  approved  of  a  land  grant  to  aid  the  construction  of  that 
railway,  with  the  other  to  injure  that  security.  Am  I  right 
in  understanding  from  the  hon.  member  for  Argenteuil  that 


this  sum  of  $1,254,654  was  actually  paid  in  hard  cash  for 
50  miles  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Railway? 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  I  cannot  say  anything  as  to  the  accuracy  of 
the  figures.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  that  is  the  cor¬ 
rect  cost,  because  it  is  in  the  books  of  the  company,  and  I  have, 
perhaps,  greater  confidence  in  them  than  the  hon.  gentleman. 
But  I  presume  this  represents  the  sum  which  was  necessary 
to  bo  paid  in  order  to  acquire  the  control  of  this  company 
and  the  right  to  the  property,  which,  of  course,  consisted  in 
the  stock,  which  represented  the  corporate  organisation, 
and  the  bonds  which  had  been  placed  as  a  charge  upon  it, 
and  which  had  been  issued  in  one  sense  and  not  in  another 
— they  were  on  hand  and  ready  to  be  issued,  but  subject  to 
all  charges  in  connection  with  the  construction  of  the  road. 
That  sum  was,  so  far  as  I  understand,  the  actual 
disbursement  of  tbe  company  for  the  construction  of 
those  50  miles  of  the  road,  its  entrance  into  Winnipeg, 
and  its  expenditures  otherwise  during  the  period  of 
its  existence.  These  rights  were  acquired,  I  believe, 
by  some  parties  in  Minnesota.  I  was  not  a  party  to 
the  transaction,  but  heard  all  about  it  as  it  went  on,  and 
I  understand  that  no  profit  whatever  was  included  in  tho 
price  which  was  paid,  whatever  that  was,  but  that  the  sum 
which  was  paid,  represented  the  actual  disbursement  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  organisation  of  the  company  and  tho  con¬ 
struction  of  50  miles  of  road. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  misunderstood  me,  if 
he  supposed  I  imputed  the  charge  or  implied  that  false  en¬ 
tries  wore  made  in  the  books.  I  did  not  intend  to  imply 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  presume,  aud  have  always  pre¬ 
sumed,  when  I  find  figures  stating  certain  cash  was  paid, 
that  it  was  actually  paid.  I  simply  drew  attention  to  this 
because  we  know  there  are  methods  of  adjusting  these  things, 
by  which  friends  of  corporations  buy  in  bonds  at  a  price 
not  quite  equal  to  par,  and  the  corporations  acquire  them  at 
par.  These  moneys  are  paid,  but  the  value  of  them  is  not 
received.  In  view  of  the  desperate  condition  of  the  Manitoba 
and  South-Western,  that  seemed  to  be  a  very  large  sum  that 
was  supposed  to  be  actually  received  by  the  directors  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  perceive  that 
the  road  was  not  bought  from  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Western  itself,  but  from  other  people  who  had  acquired  the 
control  of  it  in  various  ways— in  such  a  way  that  it  was 
controlled  outside  of  Manitoba  altogether.  There  might 
be  some  shareholders  in  Manitoba,  but  as  a  rule  the  entire 
road  was  controlled  outside  of  Manitoba.  As  to  the  other 
point,  I  am  aware  that  such  things  are  done;  but  in  this 
particular  case  the  sum  which  is  represented  in  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company’s  books  I  am  satisfied 
represents  the  precise  sum  paid  by  that  Company,  and  by 
the  persons  who  acquired  it  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  The  amounts  were  paid  and  chargod  in  the  books  as 
they  were  paid.  Apart  from  the  abstract  confidence  which 
I  have  in  the  gentlemen  who  control  the  road,  I  am  satisfied 
there  was  no  manipulation  of  that  kind,  from  what  I  know 
of  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  very  satisfactory.  We  find  that  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  capital  has  been  expended  on 
tho  leased  lines.  Is  that  represented  by  any  mortgage  or 
lien  on  the  leased  lines  ? 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  I  am  unable  to  answer  that,  but  my  im¬ 
pression  is  that  it  is  a  kind  of  work  which  is  usually  done 
on  a  railway  during  the  whole  period  of  its  existence,  from 
time  to  time.  The  railway,  up  to  within  three  or  four 
months  of  last  year,  was  not  running  in  perfect  form,  and 
there  were  constantly  expenditures  being  ma  loin  repairing 
it,  in  putting  it  to  rights  and  ballasting  it.  Aly  impression 
is,  those  expenditures  were  made  to  perfect  the  system  in 
various  ways. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  It  might  be  convenient,  before  tbe  next 
stage  is  reached,  to  have  fuller  information  on  that  subject, 
which,  no  doubt,  the  company  can  supply,  as  to  what  the 
real  condition  of  the  estate  is.  We  are  taking  a  mortgage 
on  the  property  of  the  company,  real  and  personal.  Is 
this  expenditure,  which,  under  the  Ontario  and  Quebec 
system,  it  is  bound  to  make,  an  expenditure  for  which  it  is 
entitled  to  be  recouped  ?  If  it  is  entitled  to  be  recouped  for 
this  expenditure,  the  expenditure  is  an  asset,  but  if  bound 
to  make  the  expenditure  without  return,  it  is  sunken  money. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  information  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Argenteuil  is  satisfactory,  as  far  as  it  goes — no  doubt  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  members  of  the  Government  as  well  as  to 
other  members  of  the  House.  I  think  the  discussion  we 
have  had  shows,  at  all  events,  it  would  have  been  very  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  House  if  we  had  a  real  Minister  of  Railways, 
or,  at  all  events,  some  one  who,  under  the  law,  was  perman¬ 
ently  appointed  to  take  charge  of  the  Department  of  Rail¬ 
ways,  and  who  would  be  responsible  for  its  management.  At 
present  we  have  an  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  who  is  the 
permanent  Minister  of  another  Department,  and  has  the 
charge  of  that  devolving  upon  him.  When  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  was  in  charge  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  he  was  also  the  Minister  of 
Railways.  The  hon.  gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  rail¬ 
ways  and  canals  should  be  a  separate  Department;  but 
although  he  has  by  Act  of  Parliament  solemnly  provided 
that  that  rul8  should  be  adopted,  he  has  seen  proper  to  sot 
the  law  at  defiance  for  something  like  a  year. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Order. 

Mr,  MILLS.  I  am  in  order.  I  want  information  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  willing  to  give,  and  I  am  trying  to 
find  out  how  it  is  neither  he  nor  his  colleagues  have  been 
able  to  give  the  committee  the  information  it  requires.  I 
will  not  press  that  matter  anv  further,  at  present,  on  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  attention.  We  have  before  us  a  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  told  us  what  it  means. 
He  says  he  docs  not  know,  or,  at  all  events,  he  is  not 
inclined  to  say  what  ho  thinks  it  means  ;  and  although  we 
are  asked  to  vote  upon  it,  he  thinks  it  none  of  our  business  to 
know  what  it  means.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  had  correspondence  with  the  company  which 
has  led  up  to  these  resolutions,  whether  he  has  entered  into 
a  compact  or  arrangement  with  the  company  that  these 
resolutions  shall  bo  submitted  to  Parliament  in  this  form, 
or  whether  ho  has  provided  in  this  matter,  as  he  did  in  the 
original  contract,  that  Parliament  may  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove,  or  amend  the  resolutions.  What  reason  is  there 
that  wo  should  not  exercise  the  functions  that  properly 
belong  to  us  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  the  slightest. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Why  does  not  the  hon.  gentleman  seek  to 
mako  perfectly  clear  the  security  he  has  taken  ?  He  has 
spoken  of  the  provision  of  the  Act  of  last  year.  What  has 
that  to  do  with  the  proposition  now  before  us.  He  pro¬ 
poses  to  confer  upon  the  company  the  power  of  incurring 
further  liabilities,  and  he  says  ho  does  not  know  what  the 
meaning  of  one  of  the  propositions  is,  and  to  what  extent 
security  will  be  obtained  by  this  resolution.  My  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  boon  making  enquir¬ 
ies  as  to  the  nature  of  the  relations  existing  between  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  certain  lines.  Well,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  not  give  the  information  ;  tho  Government 
did  not  know  whether  the  security  extendod  so  as  to  embrace 
these  other  roads  or  not.  Here  we  have  an  Administration 
proposing  to  make  advances  to  a  railway  company  and  to 
diminish  the  securities  the  country  has  upon  the  line,  and 
it  has  not  taken  tho  trouble  to  make  itself  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  case  to  know  the  extent  of  the 
security  it  is  to  receive  from  the  company.  It 
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seems  to  me  that  the  words  “  any  other  property 
of  the  company,  real  and  personal,  now  or  hereafter  to  be 
acquired,”  would  cover  all  the  property  of  the  company,  and 
that  the  word  “  included  ”  would  necessarily  embrace  all 
that  is  afterwards  mentioned.  But  that  does  not  mean 
all  that  is  before  mentioned,  in  general  terms,  and  if  the 
word  “  comprised  ”  was  used  instead  of  “  included,”  the 
meaning  would  be  more  clear.  But  it  is  not  so  stated,  and 
I  cannot  understand  why  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  make 
perfectly  plain  what  is  now  ambiguous.  He  says  we  are 
not  bound  to  the  company  ;  there  is  no  arrangement  made 
with  the  company  by  which  the  Government  are  bound 
that  these  terms  should  be  carried  by  Parliament.  Why 
not  make  the  matter  perfectly  clear,  and  alter  the  phrase¬ 
ology  of  the  resolution,  so  as  to  make  it  plain  whether  these 
leased  lines  are  to  be  embraced  or  not.  If  the  lines  are 
valuable,  it  is  important  that  the  country  should  have  the 
additional  security  ;  if  they  are  not,  it  increases  in  no  sense 
our  responsibility  by  taking  them  as  additional  security. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  should  like  to  have  an  answer  from  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  to  the  question  I  put  a  few 
moments  ago,  whether  the  leased  lines,  or  any  of  them, 
were,  in  his  opinion,  necessary  to  the  efficient  working  of  the 
main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  for  carrying 
out  the  object  of  its  incorporation  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  believe  they  are  very  useful. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Are  they  necessary  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  absolutely  necessary,  but  useful, 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  question  which  we  have  been  discus¬ 
sion  is  only  a  small  part  of  the  question  involved.  Tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  are  going  on  to  extend 
their  connections.  They  say,  in  their  report,  that  they  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  the  wisdom  of  going  on  to  extend  their 
connections.  See  what  the  laxity  of  this  clause  opens  the 
way  to  in  that  connection.  Do  you  suppose  they  are  foolish 
enough  to  make  their  connections  in  future  of  such  a  nature 
as  to  be  subjected  to  this  mortgage  ?  No ;  their  future  exten¬ 
sions  will  be  put  in  the  shape  of  what  are  called  leased  lines, 
although,  practically,  all  tbe  money  that  has  gone  to  the 
construction  of  them  may  have  been  paid  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  out  of  Government  subsidies  or  from  some 
other  source,  so  that  they  will  have  in  that  way  a  network 
of  lines  from  the  east  to  the  west.  Now  it  extends  from 
here  to  Toronto  and  on  to  St.  Thomas.  They  are  proposing 
to  make  a  connection  with  the  Detroit  River  and  so  with 
Chicago.  It  is  also  intended  to  extend  the  Ontario  and 
Quebec  to  Montreal,  and  the  connections  with  the  new 
bridge  at  Montreal  are  to  be  made  by  the  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  so  that  there  will  be,  practically,  an  independent 
line  from  Montreal  to  Chicago  under  the  control  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  The  Premier  does 
not  intend  that  we  shall  have  any  lien  on  that  indepen¬ 
dent  line,  because  he  will  not  amend  the  clause  so  as  to 
give  us  that  lien  upon  it.  It  will  thus  be  possible  for  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  make  default  and 
allow  us  to  take  the  main  line  if  we  choose,  which  will 
not  be  as  profitably  as  the  lines  over  parallel  distances. 
It  cannot  be  contended  that  the  line  from  here  to  the  north 
of  Lake  Superior  will  be  as  valuable  as  the  line  from  Mont¬ 
real  to  Chicago.  So  they  may  let  us  take  the  main  line  and 
collect  the  profits  or  pay  the  deficits  upon  it,  as  the  case 
may  be,  and  they  will  have  their  complete  rival  through 
line  to  compete  with  us.  Wo  are  told  that  the  competition 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  is  a  very  serious  itom  in  the  estimates 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  This  series  of  so-called 
leased  lines  will  be  an  infinitely  worse  rival  to  the  main  line 
of  Ghe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  when  operated  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  than  the  Grand  Trunk.  It  will  be  a  better  and  shorter 
line,  running  through  better  districts,  and  will  be  altogether  a 
better  line  for  through  traffic  than  the  Grand  Trunk ;  so  con- 
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ceive  what  a  rival  it  will  be  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
proper,  which  will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  under 
this  mortgage.  What  a  grand  security  we  have  for  our 
820,000,000,  the  privilege  of  taking  over  the  main  trunk  of 
a  disabled  railway,  and  perhaps  having  to  pay  a  deficit  every 
year  on  that  line,  instead  of  obtaing  profits  !  They  toll  you 
that  the  greater  part  of  their  receipts  this  year  come  from 
the  leased  lines.  It  will  be  a  long  time  bofore  that  state  of 
things  is  reversed.  Wo  have  to  look  to  the  future  more  than 
to  tho  present. 

On  resolution  2, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  know  that  under  the  charter  of  the  com¬ 
pany  the  Governor  in  Council  is  entitled  to  reduce  the  rates 
when  the  profits  exceed  10  per  cent.,  and  the  committee  is 
aLo  aware  that  the  company  only  make  tariffs  by  by-laws 
which  are  to  be  approved,  and  which,  under  the  present 
system,  are  approved,  from  year  to  year,  by  the  Governor  in 
Council.  Practically,  that  is  the  system  which  has  boon 
adopted,  upon  the  view,  which  is  not  an  unreasonable  view 
at  all,  though  I  thought  it  was  rather  straining  the  powers 
of  the  Governor  in  Council,  but  was  a  very  good  thing  if 
the  Governor  in  Council  had  tho  power,  that  changing  cir¬ 
cumstances  might  make  very  unreasonable  tariffs  which 
might  be  less  unreasonable  at  an  earlier  period.  I  wish  to  call 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  this,  which  is,  to  my  mind, 
of  vital  consequence  with  reference  to  both  these  considera¬ 
tions;  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  has  been  in 
the  habit  of  consolidating  the  working  of  its  leased  lines  and 
its  main  line  in  such  a  way  as,  according  to  their  own  report, 
in  answer  to  a  return  here,  renders  it  difficult,  if  not  impos¬ 
sible,  to  tell  what  are  the  earnings  and  what  are  the  work¬ 
ing  expenses  separately  of  the  leased  and  of  tho  main  linos. 
My  view  is  that  it  is  very  questionable  whether  the  Canadian 
Pacific  is  entitled  to  build  branches  and  acquiro  other 
extensions  and  throw  the  possible  loss  of  operating 
those  branches  and  extensions  on  the  main  line  itself. 
For  examplo,  the  branches  they  build  in  the  North-West. 
Supposing  they  choose  to  enter  into  another  profitable  spec¬ 
ulation  in  building  branches,  I  doubt  that  they  have  tho 
right  to  say :  We  are  going  to  earn  10  per  cent,  upon  those 
branches,  because  we  are  going  to  make  tho  main  line  pay 
10  per  cent,  dividend  on  the  money  wo  put  into  them, 
although  they  themselves  pay  nothing.  It  seems  to  me 
quite  clear  they  are  not  entitlod  to  charge  upon  the  main 
line  any  losses  there  may  be  on  the  leased  lines,  and  yet  we 
cannot  ascertain  what  the  real  operation  of  the  main  line 
has  been,  unless  the  accounts  are  kept  in  such  a  way  as  to 
show  what  the  earnings  are  and  what  the  expenses  are,  and 
to  show  what  the  working  of  the  linos  is.  Now,  early 
in  the  enterprise,  of  course,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  adopted  what  they  called  the  Ontario  and 
Quebec  division,  and  they  gave  you  tho  leased  lines 
from  a  point  near  Ottawa  to  the  west ;  but  they  have  since 
then  consolidated  all  their  system  within  tho  Province  of 
Ontario,  including  their  extension  east  of  Callander,  tho 
Algoma  branch  and  the  main  line,  so  far  as  the  Province  of 
Ontario  is  concerned,  up  to  Port  Arthur,  including  the 
leased  lines  in  one  division,  called  the  Ontario  division. 
It  is  possible  that  they  may  complete  the  consolidation  as 
soon  as  they  begin  to  run  the  whole  line.  It  would 
seem  as  if  they  intendod  to  unify  their  receipts  and 
expenditures.  Once  that  is  done,  it  is  impossible  to 
analyse  the  operations  of  the  line  that  we  are  con¬ 
cerned  in.  This  is  a  question  independent  of  the  mortgage 
altogether,  but  it  is  also  embraced  in  the  question  of  the 
mortgage  ;  because,  if  we  are  not  going  to  include  the  leased 
lines  in  the  mortgage  it  is  all  the  more  important  to  soe 
what  the  separate  operations  of  the  two  systems  are ;  but  if 
we  are  going  to  include  them  in  tho  mortgage,  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  that  wo  should  know  what  tho  result  of  tho  main  line 
is,  as  distinct  from  the  operations  of  the  leased  lines.  If 
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[  the  leased  lines  are  not  to  be  included  in  the  mortgage  it  is 
very  important,  for  the  purposes  of  the  mortgage,  that  what 
I  suggest  should  be  done.  I  maintain  that  they  ought  to 
keep  the  accounts  in  such  a  way  that  you  can  tell  what 
are  the  earnings  and  expenses  upon  the  main  line  of  railway, 
with  reference  to  which  we  have  this  special  interest.  Ordi¬ 
narily  speaking,  we  have  no  right  to  enquire  into  the  par¬ 
ticular  affairs  of  a  capital  stock  company,  but  of  course  it  is 
conceded  that  we  have  a  right  to  enquire  as  to  the  way  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  deal  with  its  capital 
stock,  and  we  have  a  right  to  discriminate  between  the 
nominal  and  the  real  capital  stock.  We  are,  therefore,  bound 
to  see  that  no  such  system  of  account-keeping  is  adopted  as 
obscures  the  necessary  means  of  arriving  at  that  conclusion, 
and  I  invite  the  hon,  gentleman,  before  the  next  stage  of 
this  resolution,  to  consider  this  question,  as  to  the  mode  of 
their  keeping  tho  accounts. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  suggestion  of  tho 
hon.  gentloman  is  reasonable  enough.  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  a  separate  account  of  the  earnings  and  expenses  of  the 
main  line,  which  now  extends  from  Port  Moody  to  Montreal, 
and  I  hope  will  be  continued  to  Quebec.  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  a  separate  account  of  the  expenditure  on  the  main  lino. 
If  the  railway  have  power  to  build  branches  as  distinct  from 
the  leased  lines,  or  running  arrangements  with  any  com¬ 
bination  of  other  railways,  I  think  we  can  afford  to  consider 
the  branches  built  expressly  as  branches  and  therefore  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  main  line,  as  part  of  the  unity,  and  that  tho  earn¬ 
ings  of  the  different  lines  may  be  embraced  with  the  account 
of  the  east  and  the  west  lines.  I  think  it  is  all  one  lino.  I 
quite  agree,  however,  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  as 
regards  tho  branch  lines,  distinct  accounts  should  be  kept  of 
tho  oar nings  and  expenditures  of  each  branch. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Wo  gavo  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  power^  unexampled  in  our  history,  of  building 
branch  lines,  which  they  have  exercised  and  will  continue 
to  exorcise  in  the  North-West.  Now,  are  wo  going  to  require 
the  traffic  of  the  North-West  to  pay  10  per  cent,  dividends 
on  all  that  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  chooses, 
without  our  authority,  to  call  branches?  That  is  the  diffi¬ 
culty  that  I  feel.  I  feel  that  in  the  general  interest,  having 
given  up  all  control  over  the  branches,  it  is  a  serious  thiDg 
to  say  to  them  :  Gentlemen,  go  straight  ahead,  because  if 
you  cannot  bring  enough  out  of  tho  traffic  on  your  main 
lino  to  pay  10  per  cont.  dividend  on  all  you  choose  to  expend, 
however  unprofitably,  you  can  get  it  out  of  the  branches. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  understand  that.  Tho 
remarks  of  tho  hon.  gentleman  are  worthy  of  all  considera¬ 
tion. 

On  resolution  3, 

Mr,  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  observe  that  a 
very  important  question  arises  on  this  clause.  The  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  when  tho  original  Act  passed,  was 
given  power  to  create  capital  stock  of  five  millions,  with 
power  to  increase  it  to  twenty-five  millions;  and  in  very 
lengthy  discussions  upon  this  subject  it  was  never  hinted  by 
anyone  that  thero  was  to  be  an  implied  or  general  power  to 
increase  it  beyond  twenty-five  millions.  I  have  a  very 
serious  doubt  whether,  in  case  of  a  statutory  power  to 
increase  the  capital  stock  to  a  definite  amount,  there  could 
coincide  with  it  the  power  which  is  given  by  the  general 
Railway  Act  to  increase  the  capital  stock  indefinitely. 
Under  tho  general  Railway  Act  the  railway  companies  can 
incroase  their  capital  stock  from  time  to  time,  but  wo  gave 
power  to  tho  corporation  to  raise  its  capital  to  a  definite 
sum.  The  company,  and  the  Government  which  assented 
to  tho  operations,  by  arranging  for  tho  guarantee,  provided 
that  under  the  Railway  Act,  a  provision  of  which  was 
inserted  in  their  Act,  to  increase  the  capital  stock  to 
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$100,000,000.  This  clause  proposes  to  cancel  $35,000,000, 
being  tho  unissued  portion  of  $100,000,000.  There  is  nothing 
to  prevent  the  company,  if  they  choos9,  from  afterwards 
increasing  the  stock  to  $1 00, 0C  0,000.  You  cancel 
$35,000,000,  and  the  company  may  pass  a  resolution  at  its 
next  meeting  to  increase  the  capital  stock  by  a  like  amount. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  will  be  well  to 
meot  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  insert  a 
proviso  that  after  tho  $35,000,000  stock  has  been  cancelled 
the  stock  shall  not  bo  increased  over  $05,000,000,  without 
the  assent  of  Parliament. 

Eesolution  amended  by  adding:  “No  further  issuo  of 
stock  shall  be  made  without  the  special  authority  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.” 

On  resolution  4, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  say  why  the  rate 
of  interest  has  been  reduced  from  5  per  cent,  to  4. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  i3  a  distinct  assist¬ 
ance  given  to  the  company.  The  Government,  as  a  general 
rule,  obtains  money  at  4  per  cent.,  and  tho  reduction  of  1 
per  cent,  will  be  a  substantial  benefit  to  tho  company,  and 
specially  valuable  at  this  present  and  early  stage  of  its 
existence.  As  the  company  is  only  getting  into  the  earn¬ 
ing  stage,  it  is  of  great  importance  that  the  fixed  charges 
should  be  kept  as  low  as  possible.  This  is  a  substantial 
relief,  and  it  is  intended  as  such. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Although  the  hon.  gentleman  says  the 
c  rmpany  is  at  an  early  stage  of  its  career,  it  was  at  an  ear¬ 
lier  stage  last  Session,  when  the  rate  was  fixed  at  5  per  cent. 
What  has  occurred  since  to  make  us  change  our  decision  ? 
The  company  had  then  more  than  a  year’s  work  to  complete 
construction.  Now  we  hear  that  tho  road  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  in  a  few  weeks.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  remember 
the  inviting  statements  made  by  his  supporters  to  induce 
Parliament  to  grant  the  loan  of  last  Session  ;  how  the 
Minister  of  Bailways  gloated  over  the  transaction  as  a  good 
commercial  bargain,  and  how  the  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  pointed  out  that  to  borrow  money  at  4  and  lend  it 
at  6  was  a  good  thing.  Now  it  appears  that  we  were 
wrong.  Let  the  Government  consider  the  credit  of  the 
company,  a9  to  whether,  if  Parliament  reduces  tho  interest 
to  4  per  cent.,  it  will  not  be  saying  to  the  public  that  the 
company  is  too  poor  to  pay  the  rate  originally  fixed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  over  happen  to  have  a  mortgage  on  his  property, 
and  it  was  at  6  per  cent.,  and  the  charge  was  reduced  to  4 
per  cent.,  he  would  not  consider  tho  reduction  diminished 
the  value  of  his  property.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  we 
exacted  too  severe  terms  from  the  company  last  Session ; 
that  from  a  laudable  desire  to  obtain  every  possible  security 
we  locked  up  everything  tho  company  possessed.  We 
have  had  one  year’s  experience.  Wo  find  that  they  want 
more  money,  or  that  they  want  credit,  which  is  even  bettor 
than  money,  in  tho  position  of  a  great  railway.  We  want 
them  to  start  clear  and  under  as  favorable  circumstances 
as  possible.  We  are  playing  tho  rdle  of  pater  familias, 
sending  the  heir  out,  and  wo  wish  that  ho  may  have  as  few 
burdens  as  possible,  and  that  he  shall  not  have  a  shadow  of 
impending  debt  hanging  over  him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  second  part  requires  some 
explanation,  as  I  think  it  is  a  provision  in  effect  for  the 
floating  of  a  large  portion  of  these  bonds.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  under  these  circumstances  any  payment  which  would 
be  made  before  1891  will  be  made  in  respect  of  the 
$30,000,000,  because  if  it  is  made  in  respect  to  the  lands, 
no  such  advantage  will  accrue  to  the  company  as  the  return 
of  bonds.  Now,  I  think  it  is  a  pity  that  that  should  be 
inserted.  In  this  way,  the  bondholders  and  the  company 
Mr,  Blake, 
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together  might  control  a  majority,  and  the  Government 
have  only  a  minority. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  only  way  by  which 
the  company  can  pay  off  tho  bonds  is  by  selling  them,  as 
they  will  have  no  funds  of  their  own  out  of  which  to  pay 
them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  in  effect  a  provision  for  allowing  the 
company  to  negotiate  their  bonds,  subject  to  the  payment 
to  us.  In  any  case,  whether  we  sell  them  in  dofault,  or 
tho  company  sells  them  before  default,  the  road  will  be 
chargeable  with  the  $30,000,000. 

Sir  BICHAED  CABTWBIGHT.  There  is  another  point 
which  requires  explanation.  So  long  as  we  retain 
$30,000,000  out  of  the  $35,000,000,  we  have  a  considerable 
amount  of  authority  in  our  hands,  but  tho  contingency 
might  arise  in  which  it  might  be  convenient  for  a  syndi¬ 
cate  holding  the  odd  $15,000,000  to  utilise  this  provision, 
so  as  to  buy  a  few  millions  more  and  thus  get  control  of 
the  road,  which  might  be  a  serious  matter. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  how  many 
in  number  is  required  to  put  the  trustee  in  motion  on  the 
mortgage  ?  I  am  anxious  that  we  should  avoid  any  arrange¬ 
ment  by  which  the  $15,000,000  outside,  with  the  majority, 
would  be  able  to  control  under  the  general  conditions  of 
tho  mortgage. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  will  be  taken  care 
of  in  tho  mortgage  itself. 

Sir  BICAHBD  CABTWBIGHT.  I  suppose  that  in  any 
case,  no  matter  how  you  draw  the  mortgage,  the  majority 
of  the  bondholders  would  virtually  have  the  control,  and 
would  choose  the  trustee. 

Mr.  McCABTHY.  The  trustees  are  appointed  under  a 
deed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  might  put  in  the 
provision  that  the  company  may,  at  any  time,  with  tho  con¬ 
sent  of  the  Government,  pay,  etc. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  As  I  understand  the  law  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  any  bondholder  who  holds  a  bond  in  respect  of 
which  there  is  a  default  is  entitled  as  a  receiver.  It  seems 
to  me  it  would  strengthen  the  position  of  tho  bonds  if  each 
bondholder  had  that  right,  because  I  can  hardly  conceive 
of  the  company  being  justified  in  paying  one  set  of  bond¬ 
holders  and  not  another.  They  ought  to  all  be  put  on  the 
same  footing. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  deed  under  which 
the  bonds  are  put  on  the  market  will  provide  all  that,  and 
the  bondholders  will  take  the  bonds  on  the  terms  of  that 
deed. 

On  resolution  5, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  result  of  the  discussion  which  took 
place  on  this  clause,  I  understood,  was  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  about  to  propose  that  in  case  of  default  in  1891 
some  larger  power  should  bo  given  to  the  trustees  to  close 
tho  security,  of  courso  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  bondholders. 
What  I  want  to  be  sure  is,  that  if  the  principal  of  the  loan 
comes  into  delault  in  1891,  the  trustees  shall  have  power 
to  act  just  as  if  the  bonds  com§  into  default. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that  the  words 
in  the  last  line,  “  and  to  administer  the  same  for  the  benefit 
of  the  bondholder’s  generally,”  be  struck  out,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  substituted  therefor  :  “  and  shall  exercise  all  or  any 
of  the  powers  conferred  upon  them  by  the  terms  of  the 
mortgage  deed  in  pursuance  thereof,  as  if  the  principal  of 
the  bonds  were  in  default.” 

On  resolution  6, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  intended  that  the  purchase  money 
due  on  lands  now  sold  is  to  bo  embraced  in  the  scope  of  this 
resolution  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  about 
$3,500,000  bonds  outstanding,  and  about  $2,000,000  of  sales 
not  paid  up.  The  whole  proceeds  of  the  lands  sold  enure  to 
the  benefit  of  the  Government  in  payment  of  the 
$10,000,000,  after  the  payment  of  the  $2,000,000  outstand¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  $3,600,000  land  grant  bonds 
outstanding  in  the  hands  of  the  public,  and  $2,060,000  of 
purchase  money  due  on  land  sold.  It  is  impossible  to  reach 
any  conclusion  other  than  that  the  proceeds  of  those  lands 
ought  to  bo  embraced  within  this.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  hardly  correct  in  saying  that  we  have  a  charge  for  our 
$10,000,000  immediately  after  the  payment  of  the  outstand¬ 
ing  land  grant  bonds  ;  because  there  are  $5,000,000,  at  any 
rate,  of  land  grant  bonds  which  are  our  security  for  the 
operation  of  the  road,  and  of  course  it  is  not  intended  to 
disturb  our  lien  upon  them,  not  impliodly,  at  any  rate;  for 
if  it  was  to  be  disturbed  it  would  be  disturbed  expressly. 
You  must  recognise  the  fact,  that  as  to  the  $5,000,000  land 
grant  bonds  which  are  in  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
they  form  a  charge  prior  to  our  $  10,000,000.  So  that  you 
have  the  $3,600,000  of  land  grant  bonds  outstanding  in  the 
hands  of  the  public,  and  these  $5,000,000  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  or  a  total  of  $8,600,000  land  grant  bonds,  of 
which  only  $3,600,000  bear  interest,  and  which  will  be  a 
charge  upon  the  lands  anterior  to  the  debt  we  are  now 
charging  upon  them.  The  lands,  therefore,  are  now  held  as 
security  for  $18,600,000. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Under  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  with  respect  to  the  $10,000,000,  it  is  provided 
that  they  shall  be  applied : 

“  Firstly,  in  extinction  of  the  interest  accrued  and  due  upon  the  said 
loan,  and  upon  the  the  said  sum  of  $7,380,912  ;  secondly,  on  account  of 
the  capital  of  the  said  sum  of  $7,380,912  ;  and  thirdly,  on  account  of  the 
capital  of  the  said  loan.  And  the  Government  may  make  such  arrange¬ 
ments  as  it  shall  deem  expedient  for  securing  the  payment  to  it,  after 
the  redemption  of  the  land  grant  bonds,  of  the  proceeds  of  all  sales 
of  lands  granted  or  to  be  granted  to  the  company  under  the  contract, 
to  be  applied  to  the  purposes  and  in  the  order  aforesaid.  And  the 
remaining  $5,000,000  of  land  grant  bonds  and  money,  received  from 
the  said  trustees  in  redemption  thereof,  shall  continue  to  be  held  on 
the  condition  and  for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  the  said  contract.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  operation  has  become  very  confused. 
In  the  first  place,  there  were  a  very  considerable  number 
of  land  grant  bonds  issued  which  have  been  redeemed  and 
cancelled.  Then  there  are  $3,600,000  land  grant  bonds  in 
the  hands  of  the  public,  and  $5,000,000  of  them  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  as  security  for  the  operation  of  the 
road.  Under  this  provision  you  say,  “  subject  to  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  outstanding  land  grant  bonds.”  You  have  all  the 
land  grant  bonds,  with  the  exception  of  $3,600,000,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government.  I  would  cancel  every  land  grant 
bond  which  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  with  the 
exception  of  the  $5,000,000  which  is  to  be  held  for  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  line.  The  others  are  not  issued,  and  they  seem 
to  be  no  use  at  all ;  they  are  not  intended  to  be  issued. 
Then  you  would  have  two  blocks,  $3,600,000  land  grant 
bonds  in  the  hands  of  the  public  and  $5,000,000  of  them 
in  your  own  hands.  Those  are  the  two  primary  obligations 
on  your  land  fund.  The  public  has  the  first  charge,  your 
own  $5,000,000  is  the  second  charge,  and  tho  third  charge 
is  tho  $9,880,000.  Thus,  there  is  an  aggregate  of  between 
$18,000,000  and  $19,000,000.  At  present  it  is  difficult 
to  understand  what  issue  is  to  be  made  of  those  bonds  which 
are  not  issued,  and  which  are  in  excess  of  the  $5,000,000 
hold  as  security  for  the  operation  of  tho  road. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  By  the  enactment  of  last  Session  the 
land  grant  bonds  were  kept  in  force.  Those  in  addition  to 
the  $5,000,000  were,  I  think,  as  far  as  I  understood  it,  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  the  machinery  in  operation,  which 
has  been  carefully  prepared.  Under  this  arrangement,  the 
trustees  will  be  bound  to  distribute  the  money  received 


between  the  $15,000,000  of  land  grant  bonds,  and  the  amount 
outstanding.  Those  outside  would  get  their  proportion  and 
those  in  tho  hands  of  the  Government  would  get  their  propor¬ 
tion.  The  outside  proportion  would  go  to  the  extinction  of 
the  outside  bonds,  and  the  inside  would  bo  applied  in  the 
manner  pointed  out  by  the  Act  of  last  Session  ;  one  portion 
amounting  to  $10,000,000— or  $9,000,000, 1  think  it  is  now — 
to  the  extinction  of  the  Government  debt,  and  the  other 
$5,000,000  to  represent  a  fund  for  the  security  for  the 
running  of  the  road.  As  I  understand  the  resolutions  now, 
it  is  proposed  to  keep  that  machinery  in  operation,  as  provid¬ 
ed  in  the  Act  of  last  year.  Perhaps  tho  language  used  is  not 
sufficient  to  attain  the  result  which  i3  intended,  but  that  re¬ 
sult  is  clear,  that  the  trustees  will  proceed  with  tho  realisa¬ 
tion  of  these  lands,  and  out  of  tho  proceeds  will  appropriate 
fourteen  or  fifteen  millions  to  the  Government,  and  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  apply  the  portion  applicable  to  the  $5,000,000 
to  that  fund,  and  the  portion  applicable  to  the  $9,000,000 
to  the  Government  debt.  There  is  really  an  outside  charge 
of  one  million  and  a-half  of  outside  bonds,  and  then  there 
is  the  charge  of  fourteen  millions  in  the  hands  of  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment,  of  which  ^  will  go  to  the  $5,000,000  security 
for  the  running  of  the  road,  and  ^  to  the  extinction  of  this 
debt. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  will  see,  however,  that  by  the  Act 
of  last  Session  the  outstanding  land  grant  bonds  wore  made 
a  security  for  the  payment  of  some  $7,310,000. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Now  it  is  about  $10,000,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Now,  you  no  longer  know  any  $7,310,000. 
You  are  dealing  now  with  $3,880,000,  and  what  you  have 
to  do  to  make  this  right  is  to  provide  that  tho  outstanding 
land  grant  bonds  should  be  really  the  security  for  that,  and 
then  they  would  come  in,  pari  passu,  for  the  portion  of  the 
security  for  the  operation  of  the  road.  Now,  however,  a 
very  complicated  account  would  have  to  be  kept. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  If  the  resolutions,  as  now  framed,  do  not 
sufficiently  indicato  that  tho  money  would  go  to  the 
$9,880,000,  instead  of  to  the  $7,310,000,  they  should  bo 
amended  in  that  direction.  My  improssion  is  that  they  do, 
but  it  is  better  to  make  them  clear. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  What  is  tho  meaning  of  this  6th  clause  ? 
As  I  understand,  tho  Government  intend  to  take  the  first 
mortgage  or  lien,  as  far  as  the  $9,000,000  are  concerned, 
upon  the  lands,  and  that  only  ;  and  the  clause  goes  on  to 
propose  that  the  interest  on  that  $9,000,000  shall  be  raised 
out  of  these  lands,  and  from  no  other  source,  and  that  until 
all  the  lands  are  sold  and  the  proceeds  realised,  we  shall 
have  no  claim  or  charge  upon  any  other  part  of  the  com¬ 
pany’s  property.  If  that  is  so,  I  want  to  know  why  it  is  so. 
Why  should  we  throw  up  the  ordinary  liability  of  tho 
company  to  pay  the  loan,  in  the  first  place,  and  the  interest 
on  the  loan  in  the  second  place,  and  that  out  of  any  of  the 
moneys  they  may  have  to  pay  it  with  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course,  that  is  an  obvious  objection. 
You  have  a  security  which  is  of  an  unproductive  character, 
in  the  sense  that  there  are  no  revenues  derived  from  it. 
You  expect  to  realise  both  interest  and  principal  from  the 
exhaustion  of  your  capital,  and  it  is  actually  provided  that, 
until  you  have  sold  the  whole  of‘  the  20,000,000  acres,  you 
shall  have  no  charge  on  anybody  for  that  interest.  If  tho 
Government  finds  it  impossible  to  sell  the  lands,  without 
selling  them  at  a  sacrifice,  they  will  have  to  wait  for  thoir 
interest. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  object  of  this  clause 
was  to  place  the  whole  of  the  lands  subject  to  tho  land  grant 
bonds  as  a  specific  security  against  the  $9,880,000,  or,  in 
round  numbers,  $10,000,000.  It  is  provided  that  of  tho  net 
proceeds  the  Government  shall  continue  to  retain  the  bonds 
now  in  their  custody,  the  trustees  shall  go  on  and  sell,  as 
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they  do  now,  and  if  the  net  proceeds  shall  be  insufficient  to 
pay  the  interest  on  the  last  mentioned  amount  as  it  shall 
fall  due,  if  the  ordinary  sales  by  the  trustees  are  insuffi¬ 
cient  to  pay  that  interest  or  the  principal  when  the 
principal  becomes  due,  the  Governor  in  Council  may 
order  the  sale,  by  the  trustees,  of  any  part  thereof  to 
satisfy  tho  interest.  If  the  ordinary  sales  of  the  lands 
are  not  sufficient,  the  Government  will  make  forced  sales, 
and  so  we,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  interest,  and 
the  principal  when  it  becomes  due,  can  make  a  forced  sale. 
The  Government  can  compel  the  sale  of  any  part  of  the 
lands  to  satisfy  the  interest,  and  the  whole  of  the  remaining 
lands  will  be  liable  to  be  put  into  the  market,  in  the  same 
way,  and  sold  for  what  they  may  fetch.  I  hope  that  will 
never  occur.  I  do  not  suppose  it  will  occur  ;  but,  after  that 
is  ail  done,  after  the  $10,000,000  aro  paid,  the  remainder  of 
the  land  will  be  security,  additional  security,  for  any  por¬ 
tion  of  the  $20,000,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  met  my 
hon.  friend’s  point  at  all.  In  the  first  place,  you  must 
remember  that  it  is  not  the  interest  on  these  ten  millions 
that  these  sales  have  to  meet,  but  you  have  the  question  of 
the  land  grant  bonds  to  deal  with.  You  have  got,  first,  to 
meet  the  land  grant  bonds  which  are  outstanding,  and  you 
have  also  to  meet  the  operation  of  the  land  grant  bonds, 
unless  you  intend  utterly  to  destroy  that  security.  Then, 
having  met  them,  you  have  got  to  meet  $400,000  a  year  on 
this  debt.  Then,  in  the  year  1891  the  whole  of  this  debt 
becomes  due.  The  difficulty  is,  that  supposing  there  is  some 
inadequacy  in  the  receipts  which  are  to  pay  the  charges  of 
administration— for  they  are  to  be  paid  out  of  the  amount — 
the  company  is  not  to  pay  the  expenses  of  administration — 
then  to  redeem  the  outstanding  land  grant  bonds,  then  to 
complete  the  payment  of  that  $5,000,000  for  operation,  and 
lastly  to  pay  the  $400,000  a  year  interest  on  your  loan.  All 
that  you  can  do  is  to  wait  for  more  land  to  be  sold,  and  that 
is  for  principal  as  well  as  interest;  and  it  is  not  until  after 
you  have  sold  every  acre  of  the  21,000,000  acres  that  you 
can  look  to  anybody  for  either  principal  or  interest.  There¬ 
fore,  if  you  should  think  that  the  interest  of  the  North-West 
at  largo,  or  the  interest  of  the  railway  companies,  to  whom 
you  are  giving  grants  there,  or  the  interest  of  settlement, 
or  the  interest  of  the  colonisation  companies,  render 
it  imprudent,  on  your  part,  in  the  general  interests,  to  make 
forced  sales  of  land  to  meet  the  principal  of  this  debt,  you 
would  be  obliged  to  say :  Now  we  have  no  security  whatever 
for  present  payment  of  either  principal  or  interest,  for  wo 
cannot  call  upon  the  company  or  its  revenues  for  one  shil¬ 
ling  of  interest; 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  not  at  all 
an  unreasonable  view.  The  scheme  of  the  resolutions  appears 
to  be  to  divide  properties  into  two  parts,  one  part  to  be 
chargeable  for  tho  payment  of  the  five  millions  and  the 
other  part  to  be  chargeable  for  the  payment  of  ten  millions, 
or  a  sum  somewhat  less  than  ten  millions.  Now,  the  lands 
ai*e  hypothecated  for  the  latter  purpose.  But  the  supposi¬ 
tion  which  the  hon.  gentleman  raises  is,  that  there  may  be  a 
time  when  there  will  not  be  sufficient  sales  made  to  pay  the 
interest  of  this  ten  millions. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Or  upon  the  principal,  at  the  end  of  nine 
years. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  We  are  speaking  first  of  the  interest. 
I  say  that  is  a  vory  improbable  supposition.  If  it  arises, 
however,  the  Government  always  have  it  in  their  power  to 
force  the  hand  of  the  company,  by  saying  :  We  will  sell  the 
lands.  That  my  hon,  friend  admits.  I  say  they  have  the 
power  to  bring  about  a  forced  sale.  My  hon.  friend  says 
that  the  Government  may  not  think  it  proper  to  do  so,  and 
they  may  have  no  other  resource.  The  only  resource  they 
could  possibly  have  would  be  the  bonds  and  tho  coupons 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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for  the  thirty-five  millions  behind  the  bond  debt.  Now,  if 
the  company  have  moans  to  pay  anything  beyond  the  bond 
debt,  beyond  the  interest  of  the  bond  debt  itself,  and  they 
are  in  the  position  that  their  land  may  be  sacrificed,  I  fancy 
self-interest  will  require  them  to  pay  the  debt  that  way,  and 
it  does  not  require  any  elaborate  machinery  to  make  them 
do  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  should  there  not  be  a  liability  on 
the  part  of  the  company  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  There  is  a  liability,  because  the 
moment  they  sell  their  lands,  and  the  lands  fail  to  realise 
the  debt,  then  the  liability  will  accrue. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  After  you  have  effected  the  sales  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Precisely.  Exhaust  that  particular 
security  and  then  the  liability  accrues.  Now,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  put  the  case  of  the  security  not  being  exhausted, 
the  Government  not  desiring  to  enforce  it,  and  the  company 
having  means  over  and  above  what  enabled  them  to  pay  the 
interest  on  the  bonds,  but  witholding  these  means,  in  order 
to  save  their  lands.  Now,  surely,  it  does  not  require  much 
foresight  to  tell  ns  that  under  such  circumstances  the  result 
would  be  that  the  Government  can  force  the  hand  of  the 
company.  If  they  have  means  to  pay  the  interest,  and  the 
interest  is  in  default,  the  Government  may  say:  You  must 
sell  your  lands  for  whatever  they  will  fetch,  in  order  that 
we  may  be  paid.  I  think  the  security  will  be  safe  enough, 
and  the  interest  will  be  forthcoming. 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Kecess. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  were  speaking  about  the  propriety 
of  making  a  new  provision  for  the  liability  of  the  company  to 
pay  interest  in  case  there  should  be  a  deficiency  in  the  sale  of 
the  lands,  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  Government  could  force  the  company,  by 
pressure,  to  sell  those  lands.  But  that  does  not  seem  to  be 
a  satisfactory  suggestion.  It  seems  to  me  there  ought  to 
be  an  obligation  on  tho  part  of  the  company  to  pay  interest 
on  that  portion  of  the  debt  which  has  been  advanced  to  tho 
company.  I  cannot  see  why  tho  Government  should  insist 
on  its  being  satisfactory,  that  until  they  exhaust  the  sale  of 
the  21,000,000  acres  they  shall  not  be  able  to  force  the 
company  to  pay  interest. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  first  place,  the 
lands  are  simply  a  security  for  the  payment  of  the  ten 
millions.  On  the  1st  May,  1891,  the  money  becomes  due, 
the  country  being  the  creditor,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  tho  debtor,  for  that  sum  of  ten  millions,  and 
proceedings  can  be  taken  for  the  collection  of  that  sum. 
It  is  true,  that  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  the  security  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  are  laid  down  in  tho  6th  clause.  That 
clause  does  not  in  any  way  prevent  the  Government,  on 
default  being  made,  from  taking  the  ordinary  steps  to 
enforce  the  payment  of  the  $10,000,000  ;  and  the  effect  of 
the  whole  of  the  6th  clause  is  this :  That  towards  the 
$20,000,000  it  is  a  first  mortgage,  towards  the  $10,000,000 
it  is  a  second  mortgage;  because,  at  the  last  part  of  the  6th 
clause,  it  will  be  found  that  no  further  or  other  charges  shall 
be  created  on  the  property  mortgaged  as  security  for  the 
said  first  mortgage  bonds  until  the  said  $9,000,000,  and 
interest,  and  also  the  sum  of  $20,000,000,  and  interest,  shall 
have  been  paid  in  full.  On  default  being  made  in  1891,  the 
Government  can  proceed  like  any  other  creditor  for  the 
$9,000,000,  and  so  on.  I  believe  they  can  force  sales  of  the 
land  to  pay  the  interest.  That  is  an  additional  security, 
besides  the  security  they  have,  that  no  other  charge  can  be 
put  upon  the  property  after  the  issue  of  the  first  mortgage 
bonds. 
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Mr.  PAVERS.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  can  hardly 
argue  fairly  that  the  $10,000,000  is  a  second  mortgage  on 
the  property  in  the  sense  in  which  a  mortgage  is  ordinarily 
understood. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  technically,  but  sub¬ 
stantially. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  6th  clause  oxpreesly  declares  it  shall 
be  a  charge  on  the  lands.  In  the  absence  of  that  clause 
there  might  be  something  in  the  argument.  Until  the 
lands  are  sold  no  part  of  the  $10,000,000  can  be  a  charge  on 
the  company’s  revenue.  In  1891,  if  the  company  make 
default,  you  could  not  fake  proceedings  to  enforce  payment, 
in  the  face  of  this  clause,  because  the  only  reasonable  read¬ 
ing  of  it  is,  that  the  Government  cannot  enforce  payment  of 
the  $10,000,000  as  against  other  property  until  the  whole 
lands  have  been  disposed  of,  on  which  lands  this  forms  a 
special  charge.  Circumstances  may  arise  which  will  render 
it  imprudent  for  the  Government  to  force  a  sale  of  the  lands. 
I  therefore  suggest  that  some  provision  should  be  inserted, 
so  that  the  company  shall  be  obliged  to  pay  the  principal  as 
well  as  the  interest  out  of  ordinary  earnings,  if  it  is  not  paid 
out  of  lands. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  Government  or 
Parliament  should  think  it  to  be  inexpedient  to  enforce  the 
sale  of  the  lands,  then  the  matter  would  stand  over.  But 
we  have  power  to  sell  the  lands  to  meet  the  interest  from 
year  to  year,  and  to  pay  the  principal  when  it  becomes  due. 
If  a  forced  sale  wore  postponed,  the  security  would  still 
remain  intact. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  should  wo  not  have  an  operative 
charge  upon  the  company’s  resources  at  the  end  of  nine 
years?  The  hon.  gentleman  points  out  that  there  is  no 
charge  superior  to  ours,  and  he  is  also  quite  satisfied  that 
by  1891  there  will  be  a  large  surplus  revenue  from  the 
railway.  In  the  case  of  the  Northern  Eailway,  the  com¬ 
pany  found  ways  of  spending  the  revenue  instead  of  making 
payments  to  the  Dominion.  That  might  be  done  in  this 
case.  The  20,000,000  of  acres  will  have  to  satisfy  payments 
amounting  to  $18,600,000  of  principal,  the  charge  of  admin¬ 
istration  and  interest,  and  why  should  we  not  say  that 
until  all  the  lands  are  sold  we  shall  have  no  right  to  look  to 
the  ordinary  revenue  of  the  company  for  repayment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  have  a  right  to  get 
judgment  against  them. 

Mr.  POPE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think  the  land  is 
not  good  security.  I  remember  that  ho  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  lands  were  worth  from  $2  to  $1  per  acre, 
and  now  he  seems  to  think  they  are  not  security  for  less 
than  $1  per  acre.  1  have  no  doubt  that  the  lands  are  first 
rate  security ;  and  why  wo  should  look  further  than  to 
have  sufficient  security,  I  cannot  well  understand. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  June,  1883,  the  Government  decided 
that  they  would  give  North-West  lands  to  aid  railways  at 
$1.50  an  acre,  because  they  thought  that  the  margin  of 
profit  to  be  derived  by  the  companies  would  bo  sufficient  to 
enable  them  to  build  the  roads.  Tho  idea  was,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  obtain  $1  and  the  companies  would  make$l 
per  acre.  The  Government  had  been  giving  land  at  $1  per 
acre  and  they  thought  the  companies  could  make  $2.  In 
June,  1883,  the  Government  decided  that  the  price  was  too 
low,  and  proposed  $1.50,  thinking  that  the  companies  would 
sell  them  for  $2.50,  giving  $1.50  to  the  Government  and  $1  to 
the  companies.  In  September,  1884,  the  Government  decided 
that  the  companies  could  not  make  anything  by  paying  such 
rates,  and  they  decided  to  give  the  railway  companies  lands 
free,  in  order  that  the  companies  might  make  $1  per  acre 
from  the  lands,  which  amount  was  necessary  to  aid  tho  rail¬ 
way  enterprises.  And  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  mo  if  I 
do  not  think  tho  land  is  not  good  security. 


Mr.  POPE.  By  no  act  of  ours  have  we  said  that  the 
land  was  not  worth  $1  an  acre.  I  have  said  that  at  the  time 
the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  they  could  not  afford  to  pay 
$  l  an  acre,  and  get  enough  out  of  it,  at  the  number  of  acres 
we  are  giving  per  mile,  which  is  a  different  thing. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  In  the  first  place,  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  does  not  state  the  case  fairly,  because  he  knows 
that  this  is  not  a  first  chargo  on  tho  land,  as  there  aro  mil¬ 
lions  of  money  ahead  of  it.  In  the  second  place,  the  answer 
to  his  question  might  be  put  in  this  way :  Does  he  think 
that  any  prudent  investor  would  take  a  mortgage  on  these 
lands  now,  and  advanco  ton  millions  on  them?  I  question 
very  much  if  he  would  do  so.  I  say  it  is  a  monstrous  thing 
that  we  should  have  other  security  at  hand  and  that  we 
should  refuse  to  take  it.  I  should  like  to  know  the  reason. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  reason  is,  because  the  result  of  our 
taking  a  second  security,  which  shall  be  available  to  us  as  a 
charge  on  the  company’s  railway,  in  1891,  before  this  land 
is  sold,  would  be  to  interfere  with  their  prospects  of  getting 
so  large  dividends  paid  back  to  themselves  out  of  the  earn¬ 
ings  of  the  road.  The  hon.  gentleman  wants  the  earnings 
to  go  into  the  shareholders’  pockets,  instead  of  paying  our 
debts. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Wo  have  only  to  look  at  the  sums  received 
from  sales  of  lands,  according  to  the  reports  of  the  Minister 
of  Interior,  from  year  to  year,  to  see  what  we  are  likely  to 
realise  from  the  land.  The  proposition  made  here  is,  that 
we  are  to  look  for  the  payment,  not  only  of  the  principal, 
but  of  tho  annual  interest  upon  this  money,  from  those  lands, 
as  well  as  tho  charges  of  administration.  Let  tho  hon. 
gentleman  take  from  tho  sales  of  lands  by  tho  Department 
of  the  Interior  for  the  past  six  or  seven  years  the  cost  of 
administration,  and  he  has  not  enough  left  to  pay  the 
interest,  or  anything  like  it ;  and  yet  he  wished  the  House 
to  consider  that  this  is  sufficient  security,  not  only  for  the 
principal,  but  for  tho  annual  payment  of  the  interest.  Now, 
I  say  the  Government  ar©  bound  to  show  how  they  expect 
to  realise  from  these  lands,  not  throughout  the  North-West, 
but  in  a  small  portion  of  it,  a  larger  sum  than  they  have 
realised  from  the  entire  property  they  have  in  this  country. 

Mr.  POPE.  These  hon.  gentlemen  talk  about  my  putting 
it  unfairly,  but  they  put  it  very  unfairly  themselves.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  there  is  no  question  of  paying 
interest  on  those  $5,000,000,  except  as  security.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  there  are  $2,000,000  besides,  making 
almost  a  half,  and  to  say  that  this  is  not  enough  for  tho 
balance  is  to  say  something  which  no  one  in  the  country 
will  say,  who  understands  tho  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  ask  what  amount  of  revenue 
the  Government  has  derived  from  lands  in  the  North-West 
duriDg  the  past  year,  after  paying  tho  expenses  of  manage¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  in  accord  with  tho  hon.  gentleman’s 
usual  argument;  for  ho  picks  out  the  worst  year  we  have 
seen  for  sales  of  lands,  and  he  holds  that  up  as  an  example. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Government  have  lands  set  out  for  settlement, 
for  homesteads  and  pre-emptions,  and  that  the  only  thing 
which  makes  the  settlers  of  the  North-West  buy  railway 
lands  at  all,  which  aro  a  mere  fraction  of  the  whole  area  of 
the  North-West,  is  on  account  of  the  superior  advantages  in 
getting  near  a  railway.  For  this  reason  the  amount  of  land 
disposed  of  by  the  company  in  one  year  must  form  but 
a  small  fraction  of  tho  land  of  the  North-West  actually 
settled  during  the  year.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
the  amount  of  sales  would  not  pay  the  interest  on  tho  sum 
in  question,  unless  the  settlement  of  the  North-West  goes 
forward  at  a  much  greater  speed  than  it  has  up  to  tho  pre¬ 
sent  time. 
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Mr.  MoCALLUM.  I  submit  from  the  amount  of  money 
which  this  Government  has  spent  in  making  the  lands  of  the 
North-West  valuable,  they  should  have  more  value  than 
they  had  in  1881.  Hero  is  what  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  said  about  the  lands  in  1881  : 

“  We  have  had,  ever  since  this  discussion  began,  a  studied  attempt,  on 
the  part  of  Ministers,  to  depreciate  the  value  of  the  lands  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.  Now,  Sir,  we  are  not  lelt  in  the  dark  upon  this  sub¬ 
ject  ;  we  can  form  a  tolerably  accurate  conjecture  of  the  sum  that 
picked  lands,  such  only  as  this  company  are  obliged  to  take  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  are  likely  to  bring.  When  the  subject  was 
before  the  country,  on  Sir  Hugh  Allan’s  contract,  I  took  occasion  to 
address  an  article  to  the  Canadian  Monthly,  in  which  I  said  :  ” 

Then  he  quotes  from  the  article,  which  I  shall  not  read 
and  goes  on  to  say: 

“  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  to  the  fact  that  this 
Statement  was  made  eight  years  ago.  My  conclusions  were  not  based 
upon  vague  and  uncertain  estimates  of  unoccupied  lands  in  Ihe  vicinity 
of  railways,  but  upon  the  conclusions  which  a  careful  induction  of  facts 
afforded.  Since  then,  experience  in  the  adjoining  Republic  has  not 
modified  the  conclusions  based  upon  the  observations  of  an  earlier 
period.  Let  me  invite  the  attention  of  the  Minister  also  to  some  of  the 
returns  for  the  past  year,  to  the  average  price  of  the  lands  sold  by  several 
of  the  railway  companies  of  the  United  States.  I  will  now  give,  and  I 
will  mention  first,  ’.he  sale  of  lands  in  Texas,  the  region  the  mention  of 
which  has  so  greatly  disturbed  Ministers  and  their  supporters  during 
the  last  two  years.  The  sales  of  the  Missouri,  Kansas  and  Texas  Rail¬ 
way  averaged,  per  acre,  $2.11 ;  of  the  Texas  Pacific  Railway,  $2.16;  of 
the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain  and  Southern  Railway,  $3.66  ;  of  the  Iowa 
Falls  and  Sioux  City  Railway,  $3,36  ;  of  the  St.  Louis  and  San  Francisco, 
$3.81 ;  of  the  Winona  and  St.  Peter's  Railway,  $3.90;  of  the  Southern 
Minnesota  Railway,  $3.34;  of  the  Burlington  and  Missouri  River  Rail¬ 
way,  $4.c0;  of  the  Still  Water  and  St.  Paul’s  Railway,  $1.55  ;  of  the  St. 
Paul’s  and  Pacific  Branch  Railway,  $4.29 ;  of  the  Cedar  Rapids  and 
Minnesota  Railway,  $4  79  ;  of  ihe  St.  Paul  and  Sioux  Railway,  $5.26 ; 
of  the  Sioux  City  and  St  Paul  Railway,  t5  84;  of  the  St.  Pauland  Pacific 
Railway,  $6.83;  of  the  Hannibal  and  St.  Joseph’s  Railway,  $7.  These 
sales,  taken  together,  will  average  upwards  of  $5  an  acre.” 

This  was  the  language  of  the  hon.  gentleman  then ;  he 
thought  all  the  lands  in  the  North-West  were  worth  $5  an 
acre,  but  now  he  thinks  they  are  not  good  security  for  75 
cents  on  the  dollar.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  a  short 
memory,  and  it  is  a  good  thing  we  have  a  Hansard ,  so  that 
wo  can  correct  them  sometimes.  One  year  the  lands, 
according  to  them,  are  not  worth  $1  an  acre,  and  the  next 
year  or  two  they  are  worth  $5,  just  as  the  circumstances 
suit  them. 

Mx\  HESSON.  The  balance  sheet  of  the  company  on  the 
31st  of  December  last  shows  that  the  company  sold 
3,600,263  acres,  amounting  to  $10,506,234,  less  expenses 
and  10  per  cent,  premium  on  land  grant  bonds,  $1,111,947, 
realising  $9,394,286 ;  in  addition,  their  town  sites  realised 
$504,675,  or,  altogether,  about  $10,000,000  for  less  than 
4,000,000  acres  of  land.  Now,  I  conceive  that  out 
of  the  balance  of  the  land,  21,000,000  acres,  there 
ought  to  be  sufficient  security  for  the  amount  provided 
in  this  resolution.  I  must  confess  that  the  value  placed 
upon  the  lands  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  anything  like 
their  real  value.  The  railway  company  themselves  hold 
the  balance  of  21,000,000  acres  to  be  worth  $2  an  acre,  or 
about  $43,000,000,  although  what  they  sold  realised  about 
$3  an  acre.  What  advantage  will  it  be,  if  the  proposition 
is  to  give  the  company  some  relief,  to  tie  up  everything 
they  have,  so  that  they  may  find  themselves  in  a  tight  place, 
and  be  obliged  to  come  back  hero  and  ask  us  to  release  some 
of  the  security  ?  I  do  not  think  that  can  be  the  motive  or 
the  desire  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  In  helping  the  com¬ 
pany  we  help  the  country  and  the  great  North-West, 
and  I  am  sure  hon.  gentlemen  will  not  say  that  the  com¬ 
pany  has  sold  the  best  of  the  land. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  recollect  that 
the  great  bulk  of  the  land  sold  by  the  company,  2,200,000 
acres  was  sold  to  one  corporation  ;  and  that  corporation 
bought  originally,  I  think  about  5,000,000  acres. 

Mr.  HESSON.  No  doubt  they  drove  a  tight  bargain* 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  They  drove  a  bargain  so  tight  that  they 
were  obliged  to  give  more  than  half  the  lands  in  order  to 
avoid  utter  ruin,  and  throw  them  back  on  the  hands  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  their  stock  of 
$7,500,000  is  now  represented,  according  to  their  stock,  by 
$2,800,000  ;  so  that  the  lands,  for  which  they  paid  on  the 
average  $2.23  net,  are  now  valued  at  from  $1  to  $1.10  an 
acre ;  and  these  were  the  choice  lands  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway  Company  had  to  sell.  There  is  no  use  of  dis¬ 
cussing  these  matters  from  that  point  of  view,  as  these 
sales  were  made  during  the  boom.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
amount  of  the  sales  of  tho  company  last  year  at  good 
prices  ;  but  the  acreage  sold  is  very  small  and  the  price 
not  cash.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  tho  company’s 
report  he  will  find  what  their  experience  has  been  : 

“  The  experience  of  the  company  in  the  matter  of  land  sales  has  been 
to  some  extent  similar  to  that  of  nearly  all  the  land  Kraut  railways  in 
the  United  States,  where  the  first  speculative  fever  has  almost  invariably 
been  followed  by  a  heavy  falling  off  in  land  sales,  owing  to  the  presence 
of  vast  quantities  of  free  Government  lands  ;  but  as  these  were  taken  up 
by  settlers,  the  sale  of  railway  lands  increased,  and  prices  increased  as 
well.  Profiting  by  the  experience  of  others,  this  company  has  exten¬ 
sively  advertised  the  free  Government  lands,  and  made  every  effort  to 
stimulate  their  settlement.  The  settlements  along  the  main  line  now 
extend  something  more  than  400  miles  west  of  Winnipeg,  and  for  this 
distance  the  greater  part  of  the  Government  lands  withia  ten  miles  of 
the  railway  have  been  taken  up,  and  there  are  indications  of  renewed 
activity  in  the  sales  of  the  lands  of  tho  company.” 

That  is  the  best  the  company  could  say  as  to  immediate 
prospects.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  we  want  to  tie 
tho  company  up.  This  resolution  prevents  any  other  mort¬ 
gage  being  put  on  the  company’s  property  while  this  exists, 
so  that  they  cannot  use  their  property  to  raise  more  money 
on  it.  All  we  want  is  that,  in  case  that  happens  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  thinks  will  not  happon,  namely,  if  thero  is 
a  deficiency  in  the  sales  of  land  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  interest,  the  revenues  of  the  company  should  be  made 
available  to  pay  the  deficiency  of  interest.  If  it  be  true 
that  the  lands  will  produce  a  sufficient  sum,  the  revenues  of 
the  company  will  not  be  drawn  on  for  the  purpose  ;  but  if 
it  should  turn  out  that  tho  depression  in  the  North-West 
lasts  somewhat  longor  than  is  expected,  and  that  it  becomo3 
somewhat  difficult  to  sell  the  lands,  why  should  we  not  get 
the  revenue  to  pay  our  interest.  We  are  giving  this 
company  an  opportunity  of  getting  $15,000,000  more 
as  a  first  charge  on  the  railway  ;  why  should  we 
not  have  a  second  charge  for  the  interest  on  that  on 
which  we  have  a  first  charge  now  ?  We  have  now 
the  first  charge  on  the  lands,  tho  railway  and  all.  We 
are  asked  for  $  10,000,000,  to  become,  not  a  first  charge, 
but  a  second  charge  on  the  lands,  and  we  are  asked 
to  take  a  second  charge  on  the  railway,  but  only  after  the 
whole  21,000,000  acres  have  been  sold.  I  say  we  ought  to 
have  a  second  charge  on  the  railway,  in  case  the  lands  do 
not  produce  what  you  expect.  If  they  do,  the  second  charge 
will  do  no  harm ;  if  they  do  not,  there  are  the  surplus 
revenues  of  the  company  with  which  to  have  our  interest 
paid. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  average  sales  realised  on  lands  are 
over  $3,000,000  a  year.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear, 
hear.”  Will  he  deny  that  wo  have  realised  about  $10,000,000 
net  on  the  sales  of  lands  ?  and  that  we  have  to  provide 
interest  on  less  than  $10,000,000  ?  Does  he  suppose  that 
the  lands  will  not  realise  sufficient  to  pay  $500,000  a  year, 
when  they  have  realised  an  average  of  over  $3,000,000  a 
year  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  statement  is  an  extraordinary  one. 
Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  the  company  have  sold  $9,000,000 
worth  of  lands  sinco  its  organisation,  averaging  about 
$3,000,000  a  year.  Are  those  lands  settled  ?  Why,  those 
very  lands  are  put  into  tho  market  and  are  competing  with 
what  the  company  has  in  its  possession. 

Mr.  HESSON.  They  have  cash  for  it. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hoD.  gentleman  expect  the  Govern 
ment  are  going  to  sell  millions  of  acres  to  a  few  speculators, 
in  the  same  way  as  the  company  have  sold  their  lands  ?  The 
company  sold  to  the  Duke  of  Manchester’s  company  in  Eng¬ 
land  ;  and  everybody  who  has  given  any  attention  to  the 
North-West  knows  that  the  very  fact  that  this  sale  has  been 
made  will  be  an  impediment  to  further  sales,  and  years  will 
be  occupied  in  the  settlement  of  those  lands  then  disposed  of. 
We  have  to  look  at  what  is  being  done  now  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  company;  we  have  to  look  at  the  progress  of 
settlement.  I  still  adhere  to  the  views  I  have  expressed,  and 
which  were  adverted  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr. 
McCallum).  It  is  not  the  price  the  land  brings,  but  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  land  put  into  the  market  and  the  aggregate  value  of 
the  land  sold,  that  indicates  the  amount  of  money  that  will 
be  at  the  disposal  of  the  company  for  the  payment  of  the 
interest  on  its  obligations.  So  long  as  we  have  such  a  wide 
extent  of  country  to  settle  in  the  North-West,  these  sales  of 
land  on  the  part  of  the  company  must  go  on  at  a  compara¬ 
tive  slow  rate,  and  the  Government  are  not  likely  to  realise  a 
sufficient  sum  to  pay  the  interest.  That  being  the  case,  the 
security  given  is  not  sufficient.  We  require  further  security, 
not  because  these  lands  will  not  ultimately  bring  the  amount 
the  Government  have  advanced,  but  because  they  will  not 
afford  the  means  to  pay  the  interest  on  the  obligations  of  the 
company,  as  the  interest  matures  year  by  year. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  companies  which  purchased  these 
lands  purchased  them  on  condition,  requiring  them  to  make 
certain  improvements  which  they  did  not  make.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  not  have  to  settle  these  lands.  They  have 
their  even  sections  to  settle,  and  so  far  as  the  lands  sold  are 
concerned,  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  settling  them. 
Settling  the  lands  is  not  a  part  of  the  consideration  at  all. 
The  question  is  to  get  back  the  money.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  deny  that  is  the  correct  position  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Does  he  say  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  are  compelled  to  settle  the  lands  before  they  sell 
them  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  HESSON.  That  is  all  the  caso. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  boom  is  over,  and  the  measure  of  the 
sales  of  land  in  the  North-West  is  the  measure  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  North-West,  witnout  taking  tho  measure  of  the 
free  settlement  of  the  North-West. 

Mr.  WATSON.  With  regard  to  the  sales  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway  lands,  a  great  number  were  sold  in  1882,  on 
conditions  of  settlement,  which  were  not  complied  with,  and 
the  lands  were  abandoned.  Those  lands  were  situated,  in 
some  instances,  away  from  the  railway;  in  other  instances 
they  were  taken  up  as  a  matter  of  speculation.  Any  man 
who  had  a  few  dollars  to  invest  put  his  money  in  land  in 
1882  ;  only  10  per  cent,  was  required  to  be  paid  up,  and  tho 
money  was  invested  in  the  belief  that  the  land  would 
greatly  increase  in  value.  Those  calculations,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  failed,  and  the  lands  are  not  selling  in  the  North- 
West  as  they  did  during  the  boom,  when  the  sale  was  made 
to  the  Duke  of  Manchester.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  com¬ 
pany  or  the  Government  could  make  such  a  salo  now. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know  of  anj1 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  lands  in  the  market  to-day  at  less 
than  $2  an  acre  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  know  plenty  that  would  not  sell  at  $2 
an  acre ;  $2  is  the  price  they  ask,  or  $1.25  on  conditions  of 
settlement ;  but  it  is  not  what  they  ask,  but  what  they  can 
sell  for,  that  we  must  look  to.  In  making  a  bargain  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  we  should  try  and  make  one 
that  would  seoure  the  Government  as  well  as  the  railway. 


It  appears  that  the  bargain  to  be  made  is  to  secure  the 
company  from  all  chances  of  loss  and  let  the  Government 
take  all  the  risk. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
hon.  gentleman  thinking  there  is  not  much  chance  of  our 
getting  the  money  back  out  of  the  lands  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway,  for  we  have  his  recorded  opinion  that  all 
the  land  west  of  Moose  Jaw  is  not  worth  a  farthing ;  that  it 
is  an  arid,  barren  desert.  I  am  not  surprised,  therefore,  ho 
takes  the  ground  ho  does.  But  I  think  others  who  read 
more  and  perhaps  know  more  than  tho  hon.  gentleman, 
have  put  a  higher  value  on  the  land.  Tho  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  says  :  “  Look  at  the  account  of  the  sales  by  tho 
Government.”  That  is  not  a  fair  comparison.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  are  giving  away  the  lands  and  homesteads,  and  the 
moneys  they  receive  are  only  for  the  pi*e-emptions.  They 
are  not,  therefore,  putting  lands  into  the  market  in  the 
same  sense  or  way  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  or  as  any 
other  owner  of  private  property  is  doing.  They  are  really 
putting  the  lands  into  the  market  free,  and  taking  such 
money  as  thoy  can  get  for  pre-emptions,  from  men  who  feel 
themselves  rich  enough  to  have  farms,  partly  free  and 
partly  at  a  price  to  be  paid  at  a  future  day.  The  hon.  member 
for  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  says  this  is  not  a  second  mort¬ 
gage,  but  it  very  nearly  amounts  to  a  second  mortgage. 
When  we  are  going  to  assist  the  company  at  this  moment, 
L  think,  if  wo  really  believe  we  havo  substantial  security, 
we  should  take  warning  by  experience,  and  not  make  what 
I  think  was  tho  mistake  of  the  Government  last  year  in 
exacting  too  stringent  terms.  W e  were  so  anxious  to  take 
every  possible  thing  the  company  had  to  offer  that  wo 
locked  them  up  to  such  an  extent  that  they  were  obliged  to 
come  here  again.  If  we  are  satisfied  that  the  country  is  in 
no  danger  of  losing  the  amount  of  tho  loan,  if  they  choose 
to  exact  it — if  Parliament  gives  it  away,  that  is  Parliament’s 
business — let  us  give  the  aid  without  prejudicing  the  credit 
or  standing  of  the  company  in  the  money  markets  of  tho 
world.  I  think  the  House  will  agree  that  we  ought  to  help 
them  in  that  regard.  I  believe  that  a  second  mortgage,  eo 
nomine,  put  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  will,  such  are  the  pre¬ 
judices,  such  is  the  tiinidy  of  capital  and  capitalists,  or  may 
have  tho  effect  of  keeping  down  the  credit  of  the  company, 
when  the  principal  object  of  Parliament  and  the  Government 
is  to  raise  tho  credit  of  that  company  and  to  give  it  a  fair 
chance  and  a  fair  start.  I  think,  therefore,  that  we  ought  not 
to  put  any  encumbi’ance  upon  the  road  that  we  can  help,  if 
we  are  satisfied  that  tho  country  is  in  no  danger  of  losing, 
eventually,  the  amount  of  money  we  have  lent  to  them.  It 
is  admitted  that  the  company  have  a  fine  property  and  a 
good  future,  and  that  thoy  will  bo  a  prosperous  company, 
with  very  considerable  revenues.  That  is  an  important 
admission,  and  a  very  fortunate  thing  for  the  country  as 
well  as  for  the  railway.  Then,  although  there  is  no  second 
mortgage,  the  Government  has  aright,  as  a  creditor, if  thero 
is  a  default  made  on  the  1st  May,  1891,  or  before  that,  if 
there  has  been  been  default  in  the  interest,  to  sell  the  lands 
at  forced  salo.  The  half-year’s  interest— -say,  of  $200,000— 
is  due.  If  tho  Government  desire,  they  can  force  a  sale  to 
pay  off  that  $200,000,  and  thoy  can  repeat  that  operation 
twice  a  year,  and  sell  sufficient  lands — it  would  not  be  a 
very  large  extent — to  pay  this  amount  of  interest.  Then, 
besides  that,  they  have  a  right  to  get  a  judgment  at  any  time 
thoy  please,  and  an  execution  following  the  judgment  on  all 
the  properties  of  tho  railway.  Thero  cannot  be  anything 
to  como  in  except  other  executions  by  other  creditors  of  the 
railway. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  can  tho  execution  take? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  can  take  what  every 
execution  against  a  railway  can.  The  Government  have  a 
right  to  come  into  court  and  insist  upon  a  receiver  being 
appointed  to  take  possession  of  the  road  and  all  its  revenues« 
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That  is  practically  the  effect  of  an  execution  against  a  rail¬ 
way,  that  you  can  attach  the  revenues  and  have  a  receiver 
appointed.  There  can  be  no  other  specific  charge  put  upon 
the  road  by  way  of  mortgage  or  debenture  bond  of  any 
kind  to  come  in  between  your  judgment  for  the  full  amount 
of  the  default  and  the  property  of  the  railway.  I  do  not 
say  that  this  is  as  substantial  a  security  as  a  second 
mortgage,  but  it  comes  so  near  it,  with  the  certainty,  from 
my  point  of  view,  with  the  double  purchase  you  have,  first, 
of  selling  the  land  by  forced  sale,  and  secondly,  by  getting 
an  execution  and  enforcing  it  upon  the  railway,  that  you  get, 
substantially,  what  you  require  in  this  way,  and  at  the  same 
time  you  do  not  hamper  tho  company  in  the  markets  of  the 
world,  by  showing  it  so  specifically  laden  down  as  it  would 
appear  to  be  by  two  mortgages.  At  tho  same  time,  the 
security  is  substantially  sufficient,  as  it  will,  without  a  doubt, 
pay  both  principal  and  interest ;  and  I  would  appeal  to  the 
House  to  look  at  it  from  that  point  of  view,  to  assist  the 
company,  by  not  overloading  it  in  tho  eye  of  the  timid 
investor,  the  timid  stock  exchange,  by  showing  that  there 
is  not  only  a  first  but  a  second  mortgage  for  the  whole 
amount. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understand  the  First  Minister  to  say 
that,  in  case  the  company  made  default  in  the  payment  of 
the  interest  on  these  bonds  on  the  Government  loan,  an 
execution  could  bo  obtained  against  the  company,  and  on 
that  execution  the  Government  would  be  entitled  to  the 
appointment  of  a  receiver.  My  impression  is  that  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  is  in  error  in  stating  that  to  tho 
House  as  tho  law.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  court  having 
jurisdiction,  at  all  events,  in  tho  Province  of  Ontario,  to 
deal  with  property  of  that  kind  in  that  way.  Ttie  only 
ground  on  which  tho  courts  appoint  receivers  is  that  the 
creditor  is  a  mortgagee  of  a  thing  that  is  not  saleable,  and 
that  the  only  remedy  the  mortgagee  has  is  to  enter  into 
possession  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  tho  place  ;  but  that  is 
not  the  position  of  an  ordinary  contract  creditor,  who 
obtains  an  execution  against  the  lands  and  the  property, 
and  the  only  thing  he  can  attach  is  some  specific  property. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  whole  of  the 
decisions  in  England  and  the  United  States  show  that 
railways  are  substantially  highways,  and  therefore  an 
execution  in  any  way  interrupting  the  working  of  the  road 
cannot  be  enforced,  but  an  execution  will  only  operate 
as  a  charge  against  tho  revenues  of  the  railway,  after  the 
working  expenses  are  paid.  Sometimes  it  is  enforced  in 
one  way  and  sometimes  in  another,  but  in  the  United 
States  the  decisions  are  invariable. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think  you  can  reach  the  earn¬ 
ings  of  the  road  by  the  medium  of  a  receiver. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Every  judgmont  creditor  is  entitled 
ex  debito  justifies  to  tho  appointment  of  a  receiver.  I 
have  not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  about  that.  Having  an  exe¬ 
cution  and  not  being  able  to  levy  on  your  judgment,  you  are 
entitled  to  have  a  receiver  appointed.  1  am  surprised  to 
hear  my  hon.  friend  make  a  statement  such  as  ho  has. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  First  Minister  stated,  not  long  ago, 
that  there  was  not  one  homestead  taken  up  between  the  3rd 
and  4th  meridians,  and  only  23  between  the  4th  and  5th.  I 
think  that  is  far  less  favorable  testimony  than  I  gave.  As 
regards  the  section  300  miles  west  of  Moose  Jaw,  tho  infor¬ 
mation  I  gave  was  derived  from  a  surveyor,  and  it  has  not 
been  contradicted. 

Mr.  MULOCK;  Tho  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe 
surely  cannot  argue  that  by  anys  process  a  creditor  can 
obtain,  through  any  formal  machinery,  any  other  right  than 
that  which  the  contract  gives  him.  In  this  case  tho  con¬ 
tract  only  gives  to  the  Government  a  lion  on  certain  funds, 
and  I  doubt  if  a  general  execution  could  bo  obtained  against 
the  general  assets  of  the  company  on  the  security  here  pro- 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 


posed.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  if 
he  can  cite  any  case  in  which  a  receiver  to  a  railway  has 
been  appointed,  except  at  the  instance  of  covenant  cre¬ 
ditors. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  The  case  of  Fox  against  tho  Nipissing 
Railway  Company  was  exactly  in  point. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  was  not  a  case  in  point.  There 
was  a  special  demand,  other  than  the  right  of  simple  con¬ 
tract  creditor. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  According  to  the  First  Minister,  we  are 
first  to  be  driven  to  a  suit  of  law  against  the  company  to 
recover  a  judgment,  and  when  we  recover  it  we  have  got 
to  file  a  bill  in  Chancery,  setting  forth  that  wo  cannot  realise 
on  that  judgment,  because  the  property  is  already  encum¬ 
bered  to  an  amount  of  thirty-five  millions  as  the  first  charge 
upon  it,  and  we  cannot  realise  until  a  receiver  is  appointed. 
Now,  what  are  we  going  to  do  ?  We  have  to  apply  for  a 
receiver  to  take  this  road  off  the  hands  of  the  company,  in 
order  that  we  maj’’  get  paid.  Every  creditor  will  sue  at 
the  same  time  wo  do.  We  know  there  are  millions  of  these 
small  contract  creditors  now,  and  God  knows  how  many 
there  will  be  ten  years  hence:  The  point  is,  whether  we 
should  say  that  in  this  contract  we  are  now 
making  our  interest  on  this  land  should  be  secured  upon 
some  other  property  than  the  more  lands  themselves.  Are 
the  lands  selling  now  ?  The  company  are  offering  them  at 
$1.25  an  acre,  with  condition  of  settlement,  and  cannot  sell 
them.  It  is  true  that  during  the  boom  large  sales  were 
made,  but  no  ono  oxpects  that  there  is  to  bo  a  repeti¬ 
tion  of  that  kind  of  thing.  Now,  wo  are  not  taking 
first  security  for  this  ten  millions  of  money  ;  there  are 
eight  and  a-half  millions  of  prior  securities  in  outstanding 
bonds,  and  our  interest  comes  in  as  a  second  charge,  and  you 
are  making  a  stipulation  that  the  current  receipts  of  the 
company  shall  not  be  appropriated  to  pay  any  interest  upon 
this  ten  millions.  Suppose  the  Government  asked  the  com¬ 
pany,  when  default  is  made  in  payment  of  interest,  to 
enforce  the  sale  of  lands,  the  shareholders  will  say :  That  is 
a  most  unjust  proposition.  You,  yourselves,  put  a  special 
clause  in  the  contract,  that  none  ot  our  revenue  was  to  be 
chargeable  with  the  payment  of  this  interest  until  you  have 
disposed  of  all  the  lands.  Political  or  national  exigencies 
may  require  that  you  shall  not  force  those  lands  into  the 
market,  either  now  or  for  tho  next  five  or  six  years.  There* 
fore,  you  must  not  touch  any  cf  our  revenue,  and  if  you  are 
going  to  appoint  a  receiver  it  will  be  a  practical  broach  of 
faith.  If  you  wanted  to  do  this  and  appropriate  any  of  our 
revenue,  why  did  you  not  say  so  in  the  contract  ?  I  think 
it  is  reasonable  to  put  a  clause  in  the  contract,  that  in  case 
the  land  does  not  sell  for  sufficient  money  to  pay  the  inte¬ 
rest  the  interest  shall  bo  payable  out  of  the  general 
receipts. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Somo  time  ago,  when  tho  contract 
was  before  the  House,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  valued 
the  land  in  the  North-West  at  $4.04  an  acre.  If  we  had  a 
boom  in  the  North-West  it  was  owing  to  the  action  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  They  have  been  crying  down  our 
own  country  and  booming  Texas  land. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  First  Minister  says  that  ho  has  not 
given  us  a  formal  second  mortgage  because  he  is  afraid  it 
will  frighten  the  capitalists.  This  will  do  us  good,  and  the 
public  will  not  know  that  we  have  tho  security.  What 
harm  is  this  going  to  do  tho  company  ?  It  is  only  interfer¬ 
ing  with  the  shareholders’  opportunity  of  drawing  money 
and  putting  it  into  their  own  pockets.  We  ask  that  this  be 
a  claim  only  on  the  surplus  after  paying  fixed  charges.  The 
question  is,  if,  after  tho  sales  of  tho  land  there  is  a  surplus, 
that  surplus  should  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  shareholders, 
or  go  to  pay  interest.  With  respect  to  tho  question  of 
receiver,  I  would  not  pretend  to  place  my  opinion  against 


the  opinions  of  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron),  for  my 
business  has  been  hero,  and  not  in  the  courts,  for  many 
years. 

Mr.  McCAETHY.  The  importance  of  the  receiver  ques¬ 
tion  is  quite  illusory.  No  person  would  pretend  to  say  that 
the  Government,  holding  the  charge  on  those  terms,  is  not 
in  a  better  position  than  simple  contract  creditors.  This  is 
an  express  charge  on  the  company’s  assets,  in  preference  to 
the  claims  of  shareholders. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  When  does  it  come  into  operation  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  It  comes  into  operation  as  soon  as 
the  land  fund  is  exhausted.  The  schemo  is,  that  the  lands 
are  to  be  used  lor  the  payment  of  the  debt  of  $10,000,000. 
That  particular  fund  having  been  exhausted,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  claim  becomes  a  charge  on  all  the  resources  of  the 
company,  coming,  of  course,  afcer  the  bondholders’  claim 
for  $35,000,000.  The  company  should  not  be  embarrassed 
in  floating  bonds  by  the  suggestion  that  under  any  possible 
circumstances  any  other  creditors  can  rank  with  the  bond¬ 
holders  and  disturb  their  rights. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  are  not  suggesting  it. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  That  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
argument  amounts  to. 

Mr.  MILLS.  How  can  the  company  derive  a  largo 
revenue  from  the  sale  of  its  lands  so  long  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  continues  to  put  its  lands  at  the  disposal  of  such 
settlers  as  choose  to  take  possession  of  them.  That  circum¬ 
stance  must,  of  course,  largely  interfere  with  the  amount 
of  revenue  derivable  by  the  company  from  its  lands.  Look¬ 
ing  at  what  the  company  has  done  and  what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  done  by  way  of  sales,  the  sales  of  land  belonging  to 
the  company  will  not  be  sufficient  to  pay  the  interest  on  the 
company’s  obligations.  It  is  only  fair,  under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  that  should  the  sales  of  lands  prove  insufficient  to 
pay  the  intorest  the  Government’s  claim  in  question  should 
bo  chargeable  on  other  resources  of  the  company.  It  is  an 
extraordinary  proposition,  that  when  money  is  required  to 
be  advanced  in  the  interest  of  this  company  and  security 
is  being  taken,  that  a  reasonable  demand  for  lurtker  security 
should  be  resisted  by  the  Government.  Thoy  ought  to  seek 
to  protect  the  public  interest,  instead  of  appearing  simply 
as  advocates  of  ®ie  railway  company. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  This  is  not  a  quostion  betweon  the  bond¬ 
holders  and  the  Government.  No  proposition  emanating 
from  this  side  sought  to  impair  the  security  which  is  to  be 
given  to  the  bondholders.  The  question  is  one  simply 
between  the  Government  and  the  shareholders  of  the  com¬ 
pany.  It  is  whether  the  surplus  revenue  of  the  road  shall 
be  applied,  in  case  of  default  arising  from  the  sale  of  land, 
to  paying  interest  on  $10,000,000  ;  or  whether  it  should  be 
devoted  to  paying  dividends  to  the  shareholders.  So  it  is 
a  question  simply  betweon  the  people  and  the  shareholders, 
and  the  Government  evidently  prefer  that  the  shareholders 
bo  protected  rather  than  the  people. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  explain  what  ho 
means  by  fixed  charges,  which  are  referred  to  in  this  clause. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  thought  there  was  in  one  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Acts  a  definition  of  the  term,  but 
I  cannot  find  it  at  the  moment.  There  is  no  doubt,  however, 
of  what  it  means  in  railway  parlance.  The  fixed  charges, 
as  stated  in  Mr.  Stephen’s  report,  amount  to  $3, 60S, 070  por 
annum,  and  they  includo  the  interest  on  these  bonds  and 
other  charges,  which  are  special,  and  specifically  secured, 
and  which  must  bo  paid  in  the  first  instance. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  reason  I  askod  about  these  fixed 
charges  is  just  on  account  of  the  passage  in  Mr.  Stephen’s 
report  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  referred.  It  is 
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an  odd  thing  that  we  are  not  going  to  have  the  leased  lines, 
and  yet  that  we  should  be  obliged  to  pay,  as  part  of  the  fixed 
charges,  before  getting  the  interest  on  the  money,  the  rent 
of  the  leased  lines.  There  is  a  sum  of  $778,434  stated  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  as  part  of  the  fixed 
charges,  which  is  made  up  of  the  rental  of  leased  lines. 
They  have  given  a  guarantee  to  pay  that  rental,  and  to»mor« 
row  they  may  give  a  guarantee  for  some  other  operation. 
Does  that  then  become  ipso  facto  a  fixed  charge,  and  is  it 
preferred  to  our  claim  ?  We  must  have  some  definition  of 
fixed  charges,  with  reference  to  this  special  arrangement. 

Mr.  CAMERON-  (Victoria).  The  hon.  gontleman  must 
know  that  the  expression  “  fixed  charges  ”  is  a  well-under¬ 
stood  railway  term  and  is  as  almost  universally  used  and  as 
well  understood  as  the  term  “  mortgage  ”  among  lawyers. 
I  suppose  that  here  it  is  used  in  the  ordinary  sense  in  whioh 
it  is  used  in  railway  negotiations. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  are  not  dealing  with  the  whole  rail¬ 
way  system.  I  could  understand  a  fixed  charge  if  we  were 
dealing  with  the  whole  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  leased 
lines  and  all ;  but  when  you  are  taking  a  mortgage,  which  is 
yet  secret  in  the  breast  of  the  Prime  Minister,  as  to  what 
it  means,  when  it  may  or  may  not  mean  leased  lines,  it  is 
another  matter.  What  are  the  fixed  charges  of  the  line  pro¬ 
per  when  you  are  not  taking  the  leased  lines  ?  It  is  a  word 
of  a  varying  application  entirely.  What  is  the  “fixed 
charge  ”  on  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  system  by  itself?  The 
net  earnings  of  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  system  are  applied, 
first  of  all,  and  the  first  fixed  charges  on  them  are  these 
rentals.  The  system,  as  I  understand  it,  has  been  that  a 
series  of  bonds  have  been  issued  by  the  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  to  the  amount  of  somewhere  about  $10,000,000 
at  5  per  cent.,  and  those  bonds  bear  the  guarantee  of 
the  Canadian  Pacifio  Railway  Company.  They  have  given 
their  covenant  of  guarantee  to  pay  the  interest  on  them. 
Then  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  was  leased  by  the  Ontario 
and  Quebec  at  something  like  $140,000,  and  that  is  a  rental. 
Then,  I  fancy  that  the  lease  of  the  whole  system  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  been  for  an  aggregate  sum, 
and  equivalent  to  the  interest  at  5  per  oent  on  the  bonds 
and  tj  per  cont.  on  the  $10,000,000  of  stock.  I  suppose  they 
are  lessors,  and  give  a  covenant  to  pay  this  rental,  which 
they  expect  to  pay  out  of  the  profit  of  the  leased  linos,  but 
which,  in  the  case  of  a  deficiency,  the  railway  company  will 
bo  liable  for.  Now,  when  you  are  taking  a  mortgage, 
which  is  said  to  bo  only  on  the  main  line,  is  it  to  be  a  fixed 
charge  on  the  leased  lines,  if  this  difficulty  should  occur  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  gentloman 
wanted  to  got  us  in  a  trap ;  but  I  think  it  would  have  been 
more  candid  if  he  had  asked  the  definition  of  a  word. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  askod  the  meaning  of  the  word  in  this 
resolution. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  certainly  did  not  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  that  sense.  I  simply  roso  to  endeavor  to 
assist  the  committee,  by  saying  what,  in  my  judgment,  was 
the  meaning  of  the  term  “  fixed  charges  ”  in  a  railway  con¬ 
tract  such  as  this.  With  reference  to  what  my  hon,  friend 
says,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  groat  difficulty.  If  it  is 
found  difficult  or  impossible  to  float  these  securities  I  would 
say  that  so  far  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  covers  any 
of  these  branch  lines  they  ought  to  bo  covered  by  this 
socurity.  I  do  not  venture  to  pronounco  an  opinion  as  to 
how  far  this  security  should  go;  but  let  us  follow  tho  hon. 
gentleman’s  illustration.  There  is  the  ordinary  main  line, 
with  its  fixed  charges,  and  there  is  the  branch,  with  its  fixed 
charges  ;  then  there  is  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  lino,  with  its 
fixed  charges,  for  which  tho  hon.  gontloman  says  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company  has  given  its  mortgage. 
Assuming  that  to  bo  true,  what  follow.s  ?  That  charge 
would  not  bo  a  fixed  charge  on  this  system,  so  far  as  the 
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Canadian  Pacific  goes ;  it  would  simply,  as  I  understand, 
take  the  guarantee  o f  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to  the 
bondholders  of  another  railway.  They  would  hold  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  as  the  guarantors,  and  they 
would  be  simply  in  the  position  of  contract  creditors,  and 
that  could  not  be  a  fixed  charge  on  this  particular  railway, 
which  is  mortgaged  to  the  Government.  So  that  if  this  sum 
of  §9,880,912  includes  any  branch  lines  not  embraced  in  the 
terms  of  Uhe  mortgage — — 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  includes  the  Ontario  and  Quebec 
system. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  If  it  does,  that  would  be  excluded. 
Then,  if  a  dispute  arose  with  the  bondholdersof  the  Ontario 
and  Quebec  Railway,  we  would  be  able  to  say  that  under 
the  terms  of  this  document  wo  are  prior  creditors  to  them  ; 
because,  although  they  have  an  ordinary  claim,  to  be  decided 
by  a  suit,  we  have  a  fixed  charge  authorised  by  Parliament, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  disclaim  any  intention  of  trying 
to  entrap  the  hon.  gentleman.  My  anxiety  was  to  get  a 
specific  answer  as  to  the  character  of  the  fixed  charges  in 
this  contract  before  us.  The  reason  I  asked  it,  was  because 
I  observed  that  tbo  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  had 
specified  such  fixed  charges  for  our  security,  which  I 
thought  were  not  meant  to  embrace  the  branch  lines.  I 
think  the  discussion  shows  the  term  “fixed  charges  ”  may  be 
very  ambiguous.  As  applied  to  the  company’s  security,  it 
may  mean  one  thing,  and  as  applied  to  our  securities,  it 
may  mean  another  thing.  I  think  the  committee  will  agree 
with  me  that  there  ought  to  be  no  question  about  it ;  it 
should  not  be  determined  by  a  suit  at  law,  but  by  using 
some  language  which  will  be  plainer  than  the  phrase  in  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  By  the  Grand  Trunk  Act 
the  rental  of  the  leased  line  is  made  part  of  their  working 
expenses,  and  working  expenses  are  far  ahead  of  ordinary 
fixed  charges,  because  they  are  taken  out  before  the  net 
revenue  is  arrived  at.  As  to  the  rental  of  the  Ontario  and 
Quebec  line,  if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  has 
given  its  guarantee,  it  takes  all  the  earnings  of  the  Ontario 
and  Quebec  Railway.  I  think  the  earnings  of  that  road  are 
considerably  more  than  the  rental  which  was  guaranteed. 
Of  course,  the  company  may  have  another  line,  of  which  the 
reverse  is  the  case;  but  if  they  take  the  earnings  and  put 
them  into  thoir  net  revenue  from  the  leased  roads,  they 
certainly  ought  to  be  able  to  pay  the  rental  which  they 
carry. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  in  awhile 
ago,  or  he  would  have  heard  the  First  Minister  say  that  a 
separate  account  would  have  to  be  kept.  The  guarantee  is 
not  an  obligation  that  will  have  to  bo  met  from  the  net 
revenue  of  the  leased  lines.  The  pressure  on  the  main  line 
will  occur  only  in  case  there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  earnings 
of  the  leased  line.  But  when  the  same  corporation  works 
the  main  line  and  the  leased  line,  you  will  find  that  some¬ 
times  the  traffic  on  the  leased  line  is  very  great  and  some¬ 
times  very  little ;  sometimes  expensive  improvements  are 
mads  on  the  leased  line,  and  sometimes  it  is  stationary; 
sometimes  there  is  competition  with  the  leased  line  and  some¬ 
times  not.  For  instance,  assuming  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  opened  to  Winnipeg  next  summer,  for  the 
North-West  traffic  there  are  two  lines,  by  Perth,  over  the 
Ontario  and  Quebec  and  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  Rail¬ 
ways,  and  by  the  boats  to  Port  Arthur,  and  there  is  the  main 
line  in  direct  competition  with  that.  The  company  can 
make  the  earnings  of  the  leased  lines  good  or  bad,  just  as 
they  choose;  they  can  create  a  deficiency  or  surplus  in  the 
earnings  of  the  leased  line,  just  as  they  give  the  order ; 
so  that  you  may  call  the  charge  fixed,  but  whether 
it  will  be  really  an  onerous  charge  on  the  main 
line  depends  on  how  the  two  linos  are  managed. 

Mr.  McCarthy. 


Then  there  may  be  others.  Take  the  Toronto  Grey  and 
Bruce;  the  net  revenue,  according  to  the  last  account,  was 
§60,000  and  the  rent  was  §140,000.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  may  improve  the  traffic  of  that  line  very  much  by 
throwing  part  of  their  through  traffic  on  it,  but  if  they  do 
they  will  be  depleting  the  main  line.  So  that  we  do  not 
know  what  the  operations  of  those  lines  will  be.  What  we 
want  is  to  have  it  specifically  stated  what  these  fixed 
charges  are.  If  our  mortgage  is  to  include  the  whole 
system,  the  rental  of  the  loased  lines  is  properly  a  fixed 
charge.  But  it  is  not  a  fixed  charge,  in  the  pioper  meaning 
of  the  word,  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  if  you  are 
going  to  cut  the  system  into  two,  making  one  part  the 
leased  lines  and  the  other  part  the  main  line.  It  would  be 
outrageous,  now  that  we  have  a  security  over  the  whole 
system,  to  part  with  that  and  take  a  mortgage  on  only  a 
part  of  the  system. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  quite  clear,  at  all 
events,  that  the  main  line  will  be  the  most  successful 
portion.  To  make  the  clause  more  specific  we  might  add, 
“  after  the  sale  of  the  whole  of  such  lands,  any  deficiency 
in  the  proceeds  thereof  to  pay  the  amount  charged  thereon 
shall  be  a  charge  on  the  entire  revenue,  after  providing  for 
the  fixed  charges  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Ido  not  invite  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make 
any  specific  alteration  of  this  kind,  for  the  obvious  reason 
that  the  character  of  the  alterations  depends  on  what  our 
mortgage  is  and  what  our  mortgage  is  on.  It  is  doubtful 
whether  it  is  on  the  main  line  alone  or  on  the  whole  system, 
and  I  was  drawing  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
the  obscurity  of  the  meaning  of  his  language  in  connection 
with  the  obscurity  of  the  meaning  of  the  mortgage.  Bofore 
taking  the  next  resolution,  the  Government  ought  to  decide 
on  its  policy. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  think  it  was  suggested  that  some 
words  should  bo  put  in  to  make  the  first  part  of  the  resoluton 
plainer.  I  move  that  after  the  word  “  Act,”  in  the  8th  line 
of  the  6th  resolution,  the  following  words  be  added:—- 

applying  the  money  applicable  to  land  grant  bonds  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  over  and  above  the  sum  of  $5,000,000,  referred  to  in 
the  second  sub-section  of  section  5  of  the  said  Act,  to  the  interest  and 
principal  of  the  said  sum  of  $9,880,912,  instead  of  to  the  purposes  p  ro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  first  sub-section  of  section  5  of  the  Act  of  last  Session. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  resolution  7, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  a  clause  which  provides  as  to  the 
application  of  Government  money.  It  is  “  to  be  applied  by 
the  company,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Government,  to 
the  payment  of  work  done  or  to  be  done  for  the  develop¬ 
ment,  improvement  and  extension  of  the  railway,  its  connec¬ 
tions  and  equipment,  and  for  the  maintenance,  and  credit 
and  efficiency  of  the  company  generally,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Government.”  You  might  arrange  for  an  extra  divi¬ 
dend  under  that,  and  place  it  to  the  credit  of  the  company. 
I  never  saw  such  words. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  language  is  decid¬ 
edly  wide,  in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  com¬ 
pany.  In  the  first  place,  the  money  is  to  be  applied  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Government.  They  are  to  see  that 
it  is  proporly  applied.  It  is  to  be  applied  in  payment  of 
work  dono  or  to  be  done  on  the  railway.  The  words 
are  wide,  but  I  do  not  see  how  they  could  be  limited, 
because  the  purpose  is  a  wide  one,  to  restrain  the  company, 
from  now  until  July,  1886,  by  which  time  we  believe  the 
money  will  be  paid  and  the  company’s  efficiency  and  credit 
established. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Take  a  case  in  point.  The  company 
announced  to  the  shareholders  it  would  pay  an  extra  1 
per  cent,  of  dividend  during  construction.  They  have 
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kept,  under  very  trying  circumstances,  to  that  promise,  up 
to  this  time,  I  suppose  with  the  view  of  maintaining  the 
credit  of  the  company.  The  nest  payment  will  be  in 
September.  The  directors  are  strongly  inclined,  as  they 
stated  at  their  annual  meeting,  not  to  recommend  it  any 
more.  Supposing  they  should  change  their  mind,  and  think 
it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  company,  in  order  to  keep  up  its 
credit,  that  they  should  pay  this  1  per  cent,  extra  dividend, 
these  words  are  wide  enough  to  allow  them  to  do  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  would  not  be  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  present  Government,  and  not  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  my  hon.  friend,  should  he  enter  office. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  had  pointed  out 
these  views  to  the  company  on  the  17th  February,  before 
they  paid  the  last  1  per  cent.,  which,  as  I  have  said,  was 
practically  paid  out  of  our  money. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  At  all  events,  that  is  a 
part  of  the  contract. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  do  not  say  they  are  inclined  to 
advise  the  dispensation  of  it,  although  it  is  due  under  the 
arrangement.  This  is  the  clause  under  which  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  these  moneys  more  specifically  was  to  come  in,  and 
the  clause  upon  which  we  are  entitled  to  some  information 
as  to  the  probable  application  of  these  moneys,  which  are 
the  motive  of  the  whole  transaction,  and  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  the  estimate  of  Mr.  Stephen,  which  is  the 
foundation  of  the  whole  procedure,  in  hia  letter  of  the  18th 
March,  and  would  invite  him  to  state  what  information  ho 
has  acquired  and  can  now  give  to  the  committee,  as  to  the 
propriety  and  necessity  of  these  different  classes  of  expendi¬ 
tures.  The  first  is  $1,000,000  for  rolling  stock  of  different 
kinds,  which  he  specifies.  The  next  is  : 

“Forelevators,  Port  Arthur,  Montreal,  etc.;  coal  bunkers,  Montreal  ; 
additional  real  estate,  Montreal  and  elsewhere ;  ^revetment  walls, 
Montreal ;  additional  depot  and  tracks  and  other  facilities,  Montreal  and 
other  point3.  Additional  yard  room  and  track,  coal  and  other  docks, 
and  other  terminal  facilities  at  Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur, 
$1,500,000.” 

In  one  lump  sum.  Has  the  Government  received  any  more 
detailed  statement  dividing  up  these  expenditures  ;  has  it 
obtained  any  information  as  to  the  propriety  or  necessity  of 
them,  or  any  report  from  the  engineer  or  other  officer  on 
the  subject  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  really  not  able  to 
give  that  information  at  this  moment,  but  I  will  get  it  for 
tbe  bon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  a  little  discouraged,  but  I  am  going 

on : 

“  For  divisional  shops  and  machinery  at  nine  points,  coal  docks  and 
machinery  at  two  points  on  Lake  Superior  section,  station  buidings,  sec¬ 
tion  houses,  and  miscellaneous  buildings  at  various  points,  additional 
Btation  sidings  and  crossings,  tracks  at  various  points,  extension  of 
divisional  yards,  additional  eDgine  houses,  improvement  in  water  supply, 
additional  tanks,  permanent  bridge  work  at  various  crossings,  Bow 
River  and  on  other  sections,  additional  ballasting,  filling  trestles  and 
raising  roadway,  $600,000.  ” 

Among  other  items,  I  see  “  filling  trestles,”  which,  of  course> 
is  a  portion  of  the  building  of  the  line,  as  it  was  stated  by 
my  hon.  friend  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session,  in  answer  to  tbe  motion  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  that  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  trestle  construction,  but  that  ho  would  not 
give  an  account  of  it,  because  it  was  not  intended  to  be  per¬ 
manent  work  ;  but  hero  I  find,  in  the  further  and  unexpected 
expenditure,  an  item  for  filling  trestles.  Have  the  Govern¬ 
ment  got  any  details  of  this,  showing  what  amount  is  due  to 
each  of  the  different  items,  and  any  report  upon  that  sub¬ 
ject  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  afraid  not,  but  I  am 

not  sure. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose  the  Goverment  are  in  a  similar 
position  with  regard  to  the  next : 

“For  completing  telegraph  system,  main  line  and  branches,  $275,000.” 

I  see  a  very  large  sum  stated  in  connection  with  the  tele¬ 
graph  system.  That,  however,  to  me,  was  not  an  unexpected 
thing.  From  the  beginning,  they  took  power  to  build  a 
telegraph  system,  and  they  have  been  pressing  it  on  and 
announcing  that  it  would  be  a  considerable  source  of  revenue, 
and  the  completion  seems  now  to  be  one  of  the  unexpected 
things  upon  which  further  assistance  is  required.  1  think 
we  should  know  whether  it  is  in  the  railway  interests  or  in 
the  interests  of  developing  a  general  telegraph  system  as  a 
source  of  revenue.  Another  very  important  item  is  : 

“For  connection  with  Coal  Harbor  and  English  Bay,  shops,  buildings, 
docks,  tracks  and  otber  facilities  at  Pacific  terminus,  $760,000.” 

The  Government  told  us  very  strongly,  and  no  longer  ago 
than  last  Session — yes,  and  even  this  Session.  When  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  Acting  Minister  to  tho  fact  that  there 
were  rumors  that  the  company  were  prosecuting  an  exten¬ 
sion  from  Port  Moody  to  Coal  Harbor  or  English  Bay,  and 
pointed  out  that  I  had  indicated  before  that,  for  the  China 
and  Japan  trade,  something  of  that  kind  would  be  done—  . 
he  said  :  Jf  it  is  done,  the  Government  considers  Port  Moody 
the  proper  point,  and  if  anything  more  is  done  it  will  be  by 
the  company  itself,  and  we  have  no  concern  with  it  what¬ 
ever;  and  at  that  moment  he  was  making  a  contract  for 
the  additional  expenditure  of  no  less  than  $70,000  to  put 
down  iron  piles  instead  of  the  wooden  piles  in  front  of  Port 
Moody  wharf,  which,  if  this  arrangement  is  to  be  made,  will 
be  a  structure  little  required.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  there 
will  bo  no  traffic  at  Port  Moody  ;  but,  if  the  terminus  is  to  be 
some  thirteen  miles  off,  at  Coal  Harbor  or  English  Bay,  we 
have  made  a  permanent  structure  at  Port  Moody  to  repair 
the  ravages  of  the  teredo,  costing  more  than  the  wharf 
cost  altogether,  and  in  addition  to  giving  that  to  the  Pacific 
Bailway  we  are  to  find  means  for  borrowing,  and  perhaps 
are  ourselves  to  give  them,  $760,000  for  this  extension. 
The  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  early  in  the  Session, 
said  :  This  is  a  matter  with  which  we  have  no  concern  ;  it 
is  not  our  business;  wo  believe  the  terminus  at  Port  Moody 
is  adequate.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  Government 
have  any  further  information  on  this  subject,  whether  they 
have  approved  of  this  as  necessary  and  important  to  the 
company,  and  whether  they  have  verified  at  all  the  estimates 
and  plans  upon  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ter¬ 
minus  is  to  be  transferred,  in  fact,  from  Port  Moody  to  Coal 
Harbor  or  English  Bay. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand,  those 
estimates  are  generally  rough  estimates,  but  before  the 
money  can  bo  expended  full  details  will  be  given.  As  to 
the  connection  with  Coal  Harbor,  my  hon.  friend  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Railways  was  quite  right  in  stating  that  it  was  tho 
affair  ot  tho  company  itself.  Under  tho  contract  and  tho 
Act  of  Parliament  the  terminus  was  stated  to  bo  at  Port 
Moody,  as  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned  ;  the  con¬ 
tract  ends  there,  and  it  is  a  fine  harbor,  no  doubt, 
and  will  always  have  a  considerable  amount  of  trade, 

I  fancy,  which  will  still  remain  and  start  from  Port 
Moody,  although  it  is  the  intention  of  the  company  to 
extend  the  line  to  Coal  Harbor  and  Englisfi  Bay. 
It  appears,  on  fuller  investigation,  that  the  interests  of  the 
company  and  the  interests  of  foreign  trade  will  be  promoted 
by  going  to  Coal  Harbor  and  English  Bay,  but  it  forms  no 
portion  of  the  contract,  and  they  get  no  portion  of  the  sub¬ 
sidy  on  this  part  of  tho  lino.  1  beiiovo  the  extension  of  the 
road  has  been  made  for  the  advantage  ol  the  general  Asiatic 
trade.  You  may  depend  upon  it  that  the  company,  with 
the  evidence  they  have  befoie  them,  are  acting  in  the  best 
interests  of  trade  and  of  their  railway  in  goiDg  to  tho 
expense  of  extending  it  13  miles  further. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  answer  is  not  satis¬ 
factory.  The  Government  have  had  this  matter  under  de¬ 
liberation  until  the  30th  April  last;  and  amongst  the  things 
which  it  was  incumbent  on  them  to  do,  was  to  scrutinise  the 
ground  upon  which  the  railway  company  stated  they 
wanted  more  money,  to  investigate  the  particulars  of  their 
alleged  necessity,  and  to  ascertain  whether  it  was  reason¬ 
able  to  propose  that  this  large  additional  sum  should  be 
advanced.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  appears  to  have 
entered  into  no  such  investigation.  I  see  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways  is  here,  and  perhaps  he  will  answer  what  the 
First  Minister  was  unable  to  do— whether  there  are  any 
more  details  with  reference  to  the  item  of  one  million  and 
a-half  for  elevators,  and  so  forth,  mentioned  in  Mr.  Stephen’s 
letter. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  haven’t  them  here.  I  think,  probably,  on 
concurrence,  I  will  have  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  the  trouble  always.  I  asked 
whether  there  was  any  further  correspondence  a  little 
while  ago  on  any  of  these  points,  and  the  Minister  said 
there  was  none.  I  maintain  we  ought  to  have  had  a 
detailed  statement  sent  into  the  Government  of  this.  These 
•  must  have  been  estimated,  in  order  to  make  up  the  gross 
sum  ;  the  company  must  have  had  that  information  ;  they 
ought  to  have  delivered  it  to  the  Minister,  and  the  Min¬ 
ister  ought  to  have  had  a  report  as  to  whether  this  further 
expenditure  was  so  necessary  as  that  he  was  justified  in 
inviting  Parliament  to  alter  the  securities  and  to  advance 
this  large  sum  of  money.  Now,  if  that  waS  done,  if,  in  fact, 
these  details  were  furnished  to  the  Government,  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  recognised  it  to  be  their  duty  to  obtain  these 
details,  if  they  obtained  the  examination  of  their  permanent 
officer  upon  them,  as  they  did  the  last  time,  when  Mr. 
Schreiber's  report  was  concurred  in  by  the  Government, 
then  we  ought  to  have  it  before  us.  That  is  one  of  the 
elements  for  our  decision. 

Mr.  POPE.  1  have  talked  it  over  with  the  engineer.  So 
far  as  a  good  many  of  these  things  are  concerend,  you  have 
an  estimate.  For  instance,  the  cuttings  and  obliterating 
the  banks.  Of  course,  everybody  knows  what  that  is  who 
has  travelled  over  the  road.  My  chief  engineer  says  that 
for  the  work  that  has  been  done  this  is  a  very  small  item. 
I  have  pointed  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  several  times 
that  a  large  part  of  this  expenditure  was  to  be  for  improving 
the  road.  Some  of  it  has  gone  to  make  iron  bridges  in 
place  of  wooden  work.  A  good  deal  is  in  the  cuttings  and 
a  good  deal  is  apparent  to  anybody  who  looks  at  the 
elevators  that  have  been  built  at  Port  Arthur  and  Fort 
William.  This  matter  he  speaks  of  at  Quebec  is  largely 
for  elevators,  but  there  is  besides  a  property  that  they 
intend  to  acquire  there  as  well.  In  all  these  things  you 
must  take  into  consideration  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
give  detailed  estimates.  But  I  have  talked  it  over  with  the 
engineer,  and  have  got  his  opinion  of  these  items,  as  he 
knows  about  these  cuttings  and  bridges.  1  may  say  that  I 
think  the  best  bridge  I  ever  saw  in  Canada  was  at  Nipigon, 
a  very  expensive  bridge,  both  as  to  masonry  and  super¬ 
structure.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  masonry 
I  saw  in  that  part  of  the  country  is  as  good  as  any  I  ever 
saw  in  the  world,  and  all  that,  of  course,  is  over  and  above 
that  which  was  expended  by  the  contract.  Perhaps  a  little 
less  might  have  been  done  in  some  of  these  places,  but  still 
the  work  is  there.  Perhaps  wood  might  have  been  used  in 
some  places  for  a  short  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  After  all,  here  is  a  lump  sum  of  a  million 
and  a-half,  and  we  have  no  report  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  engineer,  and  no  detailed  statement  known  to  have 
been  received  even  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr,  CAMERON  (Victoria).  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
2iot  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  this  is  with  reference  to  a 
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future  expenditure,  not  to  a  past.  It  is  only  in  reference  to 
the  mode  in  which  this  money  is  to  be  expended  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Government.  We  surely  can  trust  the 
Government  to  see  that  the  money  is  not  applied  to  other 
purposes  than  those  mentioned  in  the  detailed  statement 
presented  here.  It  is  not  presumed,  I  anticipate,  that  the 
$5,000,000  are  sufficient  for  all  those  purposes  mentioned, 
or  nearly  sufficient.  The  sole  duty  of  the  Government  will 
be  to  see  to  it  that  when  Parliament  decided  that  the  money 
might  be  expended  under  their  supervision  for  certain  pur¬ 
poses  it  would  be  applied  for  those  purposes.  It  would  be 
quite  impossible  for  the  Government  engineers  to  get  up 
estimates  or  statements  of  the  entire  cost  of  the  different 
works.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  asking  for  further  informa¬ 
tion  than  he  should  reasonably  require. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  perfectly  understand  that  they  are  esti¬ 
mates,  and  that  the  reason  why  the  Government  asks  for 
money  is  on  the  ground  that  unexpected  claims  have  been 
made  upon  them,  and  unexpected  circumstances  have 
occurred  which  required  larger  expenditures  than  were 
anticipated.  The  Government  concur  in  that  opinion. 
Parliament  is  thus  entitled  to  call  for  evidence  on  which 
that  conclusion  was  reached.  Just  as  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  sent  Mr.  Miall  to  enquire  into  the  account  of  the 
company,  and  instructed  Mr.  Schreiber  to  obtain  estimates 
as  to  the  cost  of  completing  construction,  so  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  should  have  investigated  the  expenditures  of  the 
company  and  secured  reports.  The  lump  estimates  sub¬ 
mitted  afford  no  information.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
spoken  of  $100,000  worth  of  prairio  cuttings*  Only  a  little 
while  ago  pseans  of  triumph  were  raised  on  account  of  the 
high  quality  of  the  road ;  that  it  stands  high  above  the 
prairie,  and  that  every  precaution  had  been  taken  to  make 
it  a  first-class  road.  Yet  it  has  got  to  be  improved  in  the 
respect  mentioned.  In  regard  to  trestles,  the  House  has 
not  yet  obtained  a  full  statement  of  even  the  permanent 
trestles. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  company  have  not  received  any  payment 
for  any  temporary  trestles  ;  they  are  paid  out  of  the  contract 
money.  But  a  good  many  trestles  which  were  first  laid 
have  rotted  out  and  had  to  be  filled. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  what  part  of  the  country? 

Mr.  POPE.  On  sections  13  and  25. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Where? 

Mr.  POPE.  Between  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  on  the  Government  work  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  refer  to  a  part  of  the  road  which  was  com¬ 
pleted  a  long  time  ago,  where  the  trestles  and  all  the  wood 
had  rotted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Who  is  paying  for  it  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  are  paying  for  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hoD.  gentleman  is  making  it  good  to 
the  company  at  the  public  expense.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
with  this  vote. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  payment  for  the  temporary  trestles  is 
kept  out,  under  the  contract,  until  they  are  filled.  Then 
the  company  are  paid  contract  prices.  There  are  also  per¬ 
manent  trestles,  and  I  expect  the  company  to  be  filling  those 
in  during  the  next  eight  years. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  a  sort  of  work  which  is  not  press¬ 
ing,  and  which  the  company  can  extend  over  a  number  of 
years,  and  the  Government  should  not  be  called  upon  to 
pay  the  expense.  What  will  be  the  cost  of  the  Port  Arthur 
elevator,  and  when  will  it  be  completed  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Port  Arthur  elevator  is  completed,  and 
I  think  that  at  Fort  William  is  completed  or  almost  com* 
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pleted.  They  will  cost  from  $600,000  to  $800,000;  they 
are  very  large  elevators. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  that  amount  included  in  this  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  must  be  a  portion  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know  where  the 
money  came  from  for  the  elevators  at  Port  Arthur  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  I  will  tell  him  that  $120,000  that 
went  towards  these  elevators  was  paid  out  of  a  vote  for 
making  a  better  road  between  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg. 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  one  dollar. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  find  it  in  a  return 
brought  down  to  the  House  this  Session.  Then,  as  to  the 
snow  sheds  in  the  mountains ;  have  there  been  any  particu¬ 
lars  about  that  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  took  the  recommendation  of  my  engineer 
that  it  was  a  reasonable  price,  though,  of  course,  it  is  impos¬ 
sible  to  tell  exactly,  until  after  we  have  had  some  more 
experience. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Snow  protection  on  Lake  Superior;  I  sup 
pose  that  is  fences  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  any  portion  for  protection  against  the 
seas  which  break  over  that  portion  of  the  road  close  to 
the  shore  of  Lake  Superior,  and  which  are  said  to  be  a 
source  of  danger  to  the  road. 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  terminal  facilities  at  Quebec;  are 
those  connected  with  the  North  Shoro  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  connected  with  what  is  supposod  will 
be  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  after  a 
little  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then,  as  to  this  amount  of  $2,500,000 
beyond  the  contract,  on  the  construction  between  Michipi- 
coten  and  Port  Arthur.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  explain 
that  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  very  well  that 
that  is  a  very  hard  piece  of  road,  and  that  it  will  require  a 
great  deal  beyond  what  the  contract  required.  On  asking 
my  engineer,  he  did  not  think  that  this  was  too  much  to 
apply  to  that  particular  section. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  contract  prescribed  that  you 
should  have  a  good  road;  it  prescribed  the  grades,  the 
curves  and  the  alignment.  The  hon.  gentleman  settled  all 
that,  and  the  sum  of  $70,000  a  mile  was  fixed  for  a  certain 
distance.  The  sum  of  $7,600,000  of  public  money  has  been 
paid,  irrespective  of  the  land  subsidy,  on  that  portion ;  I 
know  that  it  is  a  difficult  part  of  the  road,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  anything  was  required  beyond  the  contract. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  road,  as  prescribed,  was  the  sort  of  road 
only  admitting  the  running  of  trains. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  the  standard  was  given. 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes  ;  but  that  very  standard  has  had  a  great 
deal  of  money  expended  upon  it  since  it  was  first  built. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  It  is  really  a  serious  thing  to  tell  us  that 
the  standard  which  the  Government  took  was  so  inferior 
that  it  is  necessary  to  expend,  in  this  particular  portion,  two 
and  a  half  millions  more  to  make  it  a  workable  line.  Is  it 
that  the  alignment  was  not  proper,  or  that  the  bridging 
is  defective  ?  I  undortand  that  it  is  hard  rock  cutting. 

Mr.  POPE.  Well,  there  is  a  good  deal  of  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  Is  it  trestle  work  or  the  filling  up  of  trestle 
work  ? 


Mr.  POPE.  A  good  deal  of  the  trestle  work  is  being 
filled,  and  in  every  possible  way  the  road  is  to  be  made  a  first- 
class  road.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  embank¬ 
ments  on  that  part  of  the  road  are  some  of  the  heaviest 
we  have  got,  and  it  must  be  kept  up  in  first-class  condition. 
For  instance,  a  great  deal  of  ballasting  is  to  be  done  beyond 
what  was  expected  to  be  done  by  the  contract,  and 
undoubtedly  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  spent  in  snow  sheds, 
beyond  the  amount  the  hon.  gentleman  mentioned. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  that  is  a  pretty  unsatisfactory 
explanation.  We  have  heard  Mr.  Stephen’s  own  statement 
of  the  snow  protection  required,  and  now  the  hon  gentle- 
man  suggests  that  more  is  required.  I  doubt  that  very 
much ;  and  I  think  we  ought  to  know  what  this  extra 
expenditure  of  two  and  a-half  millions  is  intended  to  cover. 
Although  a  portion  of  the  work  was  heavy,  it  has  turned 
out  that  there  are  long  stretches  on  that  line,  as  you  will 
see  by  looking  at  the  profile,  which  will  almost  compare 
favorably  with  the  prairie  line.  They  seem  to  have  gone 
along  the  top  of  a  divide;  there  is  very  little  bridging,  very 
little  trestling  or  embankment.  You  must  take  the  rough 
with  the  smooth,  and  although  I  admit  that  there  is  some 
heavy  work,  there  is  some  which  is  extra  easy.  Now,  I  do 
not  very  well  see  that  there  has  been  any  satisfactory 
statement  from  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the  details  or  the 
reasons  why  we  are  called  upon  to  provide  further  moneys 
for  the  construction  of  the  line  on  the  north  shoro,  and 
particularly  when  we  find  that,  according  to  the 
chief  engineers’  statement,  that  $4,000,000  is  to  bo 
saved  in  British  Columbia,  which  statement  is  accepted 
by  Mr.  Stephen  in  his  letter.  Ho  says  that  although  a 
large  sum  has  been  saved  in  British  Columbia,  there  is  a 
large  sums  pent  in  excess  on  the  line  north  of  Lake  Super¬ 
ior,  but  that  does  not  add  to  the  whole  cost.  You  find 
an  estimate  of  $27,000,000  to  complete.  You  find,  as  was 
not  unnatural,  that  the  estimate  was  in  excess  in  one  end 
and  in  defect  in  the  other.  The  chief  engineer  and  Mr, 
Yan  Horne  both  agree  about  the  $4,000,000  saved  in  British 
Columbia.  Mr.  Stephen,  in  one  part  of  his  letter,  says  a 
large  sum.  Mr.  Yan  Horne  said  $4,000,000. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  Mr.  Yan  Horne  said  three  or  four 
millions,  but  I  am  sure  he  over-estimated  the  saving  there 
and  under- estimated  the  cost  here.  The  chief  engineer 
said  nothing  about  the  saving  of  three  or  four  millions, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Assuming  that  they  balance  ono  another’ 
which  is  the  latest  statement  we  have  got,  the  circumstances’ 
taken  together,  furnish  no  ground  for  an  additional  demand’ 
because  there  is  no  more  wanted  than  was  expected. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  quite 
honest  there ;  in  his  anxiety  to  make  out  a  case  he  goes 
beyond  the  mark.  I  have  never  said  there  is  not  enough 
money  to  complete  the  contract.  Undoubtedly  Mr.  Yan 
Horne  made  a  very  high  estimate  when  he  said  ho 
estimated  the  saving  at  $3,000,000  or  $4,000,000,  because 
there  was  no  sufficient  data  at  that  time  to  make  a  closo 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  lino  north  of  Lake  Superior,  and 
when  it  came  to  be  surveyed  and  properly  estimated  i>  was 
found  that  it  was  going  to  cost  a  great  deal  more  money 
than  was  anticipated.  I  have  myself  ridden  over  the  road 
from  Nipigon  to  Port  Arthur,  and  1  know  it  would  take 
considerable  to  put  that  road  into  such  a  shape  as  I  would 
have  it  in  if  I  were  going  to  run  it,  and  I  consider  that  the 
road  was  quite  within  the  contract,  or  within  the  under¬ 
standing  we  had  when  we  made  that  contract. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s  interpretation  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  contract  is  simply  that  the 
road  should  be  sufficient  to  run  a  train  over  it,  that  is  not 
mine,  and  certainly  was  not  the  interpretation  at  the  time. 
Something  has  been  said  with  reference  to  the  terms  on 
which  the  advance  of  last  Session  was  made  :  but  these  are 
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entirely  different,  as  I  apprehend,  from  the  terms  of  the 
contract.  The  contract  was  to  complete  and  give  ua  a 
workmanlike  line,  up  to  the  standard  of  the  Union  Pacific, 
as  it  was  in  1873,  and  it  does  not  do  to  tell  us  that  more 
money  was  required  because  they  could  not  carry  traffic 
over  the  line.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  would  not  like 
to  carry  traffic  over  the  line  unless  more  was  dono  to  it. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  said  that  if  I  were  going  to  havo  a  lai’ge 
traffic  I  should  want  more  done  to  the  road.  Trains  could 
be  run  on  it,  but  it  is  not  profitable  to  the  company  or 
advantageous  to  the  country.  It  should  be  made  a  first- 
class  road,  and  in  order  to  make  it  such  it  would  require 
more  than  the  contract  called  for,  which  was,  that  trains 
should  run  safely  over  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  deny  that  the  terms  of  the  contract  were 
that  it  should  be  a  road  over  which  trains  could  pas5*,  and  I 
deny  that  any  such  definition  has  been  given  of  the  com¬ 
pany’s  obligations  under  their  contract  during  the  four  years 
that  have  passed.  On  the  contrary,  we  have  been  told  that 
they  were  giving  a  better  road  than  their  contract  required. 
Now  we  are  told  that  we  require  to  give  this  money  to 
make  a  road  over  which  trains  can  pass.  I  think  this  was 
expected  to  be  done  without  farther  advances. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  may  read  the  directors’  report  of  the 
13th  of  June  on  that  very  matter  : 

“It  will  be  remembered  that  under  the  contract  with  the  Government, 
it  was  stipulated  that  the  line  to  be  built  by  the  company  should  be  of 
a  quality  and  character  equal  to  the  Union  Pacific,  as  it  was  in  February, 
1873.  But  since  that  date  the  Union  Pacific  has  been  greatly  improved, 
and  other  Pacific  railways  of  a  high  class  have  been  built ;  and  it  will 
be  obvious  to  the  shareholders,  that  in  order  to  ensure  the  complete  suc¬ 
cess  of  the  enterprise,  as  a  commercial  undertaking,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  railway,  on  its  opening  tor  through  traffic,  shall  be 
in  all  respects,  at  least  equal  in  efficiency  to  any  of  its  transcontinental 
competitors  as  they  now  exist;  and  that  it  should  be  provided  with 
ample  facilities  for  taking  care  of  its  rapidly  increasing  local  traffic. 
Recognising  this  necessity,  the  directors  have  made,  during  the  past 
year,  large  expenditures  for  the  rolling  stock,  grain  elevators,  terminal 
and  other  facilities,  and  for  the  general  improvement  of  the  lines  in 
operation — all  necessary  to  secure  the  requisite  high  standard  of  effi¬ 
ciency,  though  not  fully  foreseen  at  the  time  the  contract  was  made 
with  the  Government.  The  amount  expended  towards  this  object  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  year  was  $  1,702,684,  and  this  sum,  it  will  be  noticed, 
accounts  for  the  greater  part  of  the  floating  debt  shown  in  thi  balance 
sheet.  Further  additions  to  the  equipment  are  now  being  made  ;  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  will  have  to  be  provided  immediately,  and  the  usual 
improvements  incident  to  all  new  lines  must  be  made  from  time  to  time. 
All  the  various  needs  of  a  new  railway  ia  a  new  and  rapidly  growing 
country,  and  everything  necessary  to  secure  economical  and  efficient 
operation,  and  the  full  development  and  permanent  control  of  its  traffic, 
must  be  supplied.’’ 

On  resolution  10, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  I  said  awhile  ago,  I  am  very  anxious 
to  see  proper  provision  made  to  facilitate  the  creation  of  a 
line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  in  connection  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Kailway.  I  would  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this 
additional  proposal  seems  to  be  creating,  in  this  part  of  the 
system,  the  same  sort  of  break  which  it  has  created  in  tho 
other  part  of  the  Ontario  division.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
docs  not  simply  arrange  for  a  mortgage  on  tho  Algoma 
branch,  but  he  entirely  discharges  it  from  our  lien.  Now, 
I  think  it  will  be  very  unfortunate  if  that  is  done.  I  think 
it  would  be  very  much  better  to  provide  that  tho  Govern- 
ment  should  bo  allowed  to  permit  a  first  mortgage  to  bo 
placed  on  the  Algoma  branch,  for  what  sum  might  bo 
necessary  to  a:d  in  the  construction  of  the  rest  of  that  por¬ 
tion;  but  we  ought  to  be  tho  mortgagees  of  tho  whole  line 
to  the  Sault,  and  not  merely  tho  Algoma  branch  ;  so  that,  il 
our  mortgage  were  in  default,  and  we  found  it  necessary  to 
take  hold  of  that  system,  we  should  have  that  lino  at  the 
cost  of  tho  construction  of  the  new  link.  The  Algoma 
branch,  as  far  as  constructed,  has  cost  some  $2,400,000. 
I  do  not  object  to  that  being  used  as  a  basis  of  credit 
to  complete  the  line  to  the  Sault,  but  I  object  to  our 
parting  with  the  Sault  line  altogether,  Hon.  gentle- 

Mr.  Blake. 
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mon  have  said  that  it  is  very  important,  that  enor¬ 
mous  traffic  is  expected  to  come  down.  I  hopo  it  will.  I 
want  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  if  misfortune  should 
happen  and  tho  systom  fall  into  tho  hands  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  bondholders,  to  bo  enabled  to  control  tho 
channel  through  which  that  enormous  traffic  comes  down, 
at  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  the  now  piece  ;  and  that 
can  be  accomplished  by  our  retaining  a  subsequent  charge 
on  the  Algoma  branch  and  the  new  line,  and  yet  allow  a 
subsequent  mortgage  to  be  put  on  the  Algoma  branch,  in 
order  to  build  the  new  line.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
consider  that  before  concurrence,  and  prepare  to  bring 
down  a  proposal  to  accomplish  that  object. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  10:55,  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  22nd  June,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  CARON.  Before  the  Orders  of  tho  Day  are  called, 
I  desire  to  communicate  to  the  House  that  I  received  a 
telegram  from  Major  General  Middleton,  announcing  that 
the  Maclean  family  and  a  couple  of  white  prisoners  are  now 
free,  and  were  expected  to  be  at  Fort  Pitt  at  9  o’clock  this 
morning. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  STAFF. 

Mr.  RINFRET  (for  Mr.  Fisher)  asked,  Whether  a  com¬ 
mission  was  appointed  during  tho  year  1884  to  devise  a 
scheme  for  tho  House  of  Commons  staff  as  a  branch  of  tho 
Civil  Service,  or  for  any  similar  purpose  ?  If  so,  who  were 
tho  commissioners  ?  Have  they  made  a  report  to  the 
Internal  Economy  Commission  or  to  the  Government?  If 
so,  will  such  report  be  brought  down  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN,  Certain  gentlemen  were 
appointed  and  made  a  confidential  report  to  the  commis¬ 
sioners  and  to  the  Government,  in  order  that  they  might 
have  some  data  to  work  upon  and  to  report  to  the  House, 
as  has  been  done.  That  report  was,  however,  considered  a 
confidential  report,  as  tho  hon.  gentleman  will  understand, 
in  order  that  the  Commissioners  might  be  perfectly  aufait 
of  the  position  of  the  different  officers,  and  sometimes  some 
remarks  were  made  which  would  not  have  beon  made  if 
the  report  had  been  intended  for  presentation  to  Parliament. 

VACANCY  IN  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT  NO.  6,  NOVA 
SCOTIA. 

Mr.  TROW  (for  Mr.  Kirk)  asked,  When  will  the  vacancy 
in  Judicial  District  No.  fi,  Nova  Scotia,  caused  by  the  death 
of  Judge  Stewart  Campbell,  four  months  ago,  be  filled? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  believe  it  will  be  filled 
very  shortly. 
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BOUNTY  TO  .FISHERMEN. 

Mr.  TROW  (for  Mr.  Kirk)  asked,  When  will  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  pay  to  the  boat  fishermen  of  Guysboro’  county, 
N.  S.,  the  Bounty  for  1884  ? 

Mr.  BOWBLL.  The  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
informs  me  that  the  cheques  will  be  issued  next  week. 

ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD,  DRUGS,  &c. 

The  resolutions  adopted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on 
the  15th  inst.,  respecting  the  remuneration  of  analysts  to 
be  appointed  under  the  Bill  (No.  143)  from  the  Senate, 
intituled:  “An  Act  respecting  the  adulteration  of  Food, 
Drugs  and  Agricultural  Fertilisers,”  were  reported,  road  a 
second  time,  and  concurred  in,  and  referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee  ) 

Mr.  TAIL.  The  Minister  who  was  in  chargo  of  this 
Bill  was  not  able  to  give  us  much  information  about  it  the 
other  day.  Perhaps,  as  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  is 
present,  ho  will  enlighte  us  on  the  question. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  resolution  which  has  just  beon 
passed  and  referred  to  the  committee  on  this  Bill,  deals 
with  the  remuneration  of  these  officers. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  notice  that  last  year  there  was  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  some  812,000  for  the  adulteration  of  food,  and 
this  year  there  is  a  vote  in  the  Estimates  for  $20,000, 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  We  can  discuss  that  when  we  come  to 
the  Estimates.  But  when  this  law  was  passed  a  certain 
number  of  analysts  were  appointed  for  some  of  the  princi- 

al  cities  of  the  Dominion.  Since  that  time  analysts  have 

een  appointed  in  one  or  two  more  cities ;  but  these 
appointments  do  not  increase  the  fees  at  all. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  since  last  year  a  chief  analyst  has 
been  appointed,  whose  salary  has  been  fixed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment;  but  thoie  is  no  reason,  either  of  convenience  or 
otherwise,  for  leaving  the  salary  of  fees  to  be  fixed  by  the 
Governor  in  Council,  and  the  Act  should  stato  what  the 
renumeration  shall  bo. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  only  appointment  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  refers  to  as  having  been  made  last  year  was  dis¬ 
cussed  last  Session,  and  it  was  stated  then  that  the  salary 
would  be  about  $2,000  —  not  exceeding  that.  That  appoint¬ 
ment  was  made  at  $2,000.  The  other  analysts  are  paid  by 
fees.  The  hon.  gentleman  smiles,  but  that  is  the  same 
principle  that  was  adopted  when  the  Act  was  passed,  and 
these  officers  were  always  paid  by  fees  when  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  Government  was  in  power — a  retaining  fee  of 
$200,  and  an  allowance  of  $100  for  laboratory  and  furnish¬ 
ing  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  reason  I  smiled  was  that  I  had 
refreshed  my  memory  as  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  colleague,  that  the  salary  of  this  officer  was  $2,800, 
of  which  $2,000  was  paid  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Depart¬ 
ment  and  $800  out  of  the  Department  of  Customs  ;  and 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  told  me  the  remuneration  had 
been  fixed  at  $2,000  I  smiled  ;  I  bog  pardon  for  smiling. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  that  the  amendments  be  read  the 
second  time,  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  with 
instructions  to  amend  the  same  by  stating  the  salary  or  remuneration  to 
be  paid  out  of  the  public  funds  to  the  chief  analyst  and  the  other 
analysts. 


House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Blake. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Bernier, 

Harley, 

Mulock, 

Blake, 

Innes, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Hurpee, 

Irvine, 

Platt, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

King, 

Ray, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Kirk, 

Rinfret, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Landerkin, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Casgrain, 

Langelier, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Hid  gar, 

Laurier, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Fleming, 

Livingston, 

Trow, 

Forbes, 

Mackenzie, 

Vail, 

Geolfrion, 

McOraney, 

Watson, 

Gillmor, 

McIntyre, 

Weldon, 

Guay, 

McMullen, 

Wilson, 

Gunn, 

Mills, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo.—  42. 

Abbott, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

McDougall  (0.  Breton), 

Allison, 

McLelan, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Dupont, 

Moffat, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Foster, 

Paint, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Gigault, 

Pinsonneault, 

Gordon, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Blondeau, 

Grandbois, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Bowell, 

Guilbault, 

Royal, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Hackett, 

Shakespeare, 

Carling, 

Hay, 

Small, 

Caron, 

Ckapleau, 

Hesson, 

Smyth, 

Homer, 

Sproule, 

Colby, 

Ives, 

Stairs, 

Oostigan, 

Kilvert, 

Langevin, 

Taschereau, 

Coughlin, 

Temple, 

Coursol, 

Lesage, 

T  upper, 

Daly, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Wallace  (York), 

Dawson, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Desaulniers  (St  M,nce),McCallum. 

Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Dickinson, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Woodworth.— 60. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Blake)  negatived;  amendments  made 
in  committee  concurred  io,  and  Bill  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


HARBOR  COMMISSIONERS  OF  THREE  RIVERS. 

The  resolutions  adopted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on 
the  15th  inet.,  with  respect  to  a  loan  to  the  harbor  com¬ 
missioners  of  Three  Rivers,  wero  reported,  read  a  second 
time  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  BOWEL L  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
150)  to  authorise  the  advance  of  certain  sums  to  the 
Harbor  Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  state 
what  the  revenue  and  expenditure  at  present  are  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  estimated  revenue  for  the  year 
1885-86,  when  the  wharf  is  completed,  as  I  explained  the 
other  night,  will,  from  the  dues,  bo  some  $3,900,  and  from 
the  rent  of  wharves,  which  is  assured,  $2,000,  making  a 
total  of  $5,900.  The  interest  on  the  amount  invested,  which 
the  Government  propose  to  loan,  will  be  $3,280,  leaving  an 
ample  margiD,  unless  the  business  falls  off,  which  is  not 
anticipated.  On  the  contrary,  as  soon  as  the  works  are 
completed,  it  is  expected  the  business  will  increase,  leaving 
an  ample  margin  with  which  to  cover  the  interest  for  which 
the  Government  is  responsible. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

OCEAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  CARLING  moved  that  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  of  the  15th  inst.,  on  resolution  respecting  the 
provisional  contract  entered  into  between  Mr.  Andrew  Allan 
and  the  Postmaster-General  of  Canada,  for  a  weekly  service 
of  ocean  mail  steamers  be  received. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  to  give  us 
some  information  about  this. 
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Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  aware  what  particular  expla¬ 
nations  were  to  be  made.  I  think  the  hou.  member  usr 
South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  asked  me  to  bring 
down  a  copy  of  the  contract  and  the  Order  in  Council, which 
I  have  done. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  The  resolution  passed  through  the  com¬ 
mittee  stage  at,  unfortunately,  an  early  hour  in  the  morn¬ 
ing,  without  any  prolonged  debate  being  had  or  much  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  carrying  out 
this  proposed  contract.  I  invite  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
make  some  statement  on  that  point. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  question  was  pretty  fully  discussed 
by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  (Mr.  Langelier). 
As  I  stated,  it  has  been  considered  wise  to  renew  this  con¬ 
tract  for  the  term  of  five  years,  on  the  condition  that  the 
minimum  tonnage  shall  be  some  1,200  tons  greater  than  it 
was  in  the  previous  contract.  The  Allan  Company  have 
given  very  great  satisfaction  in  the  running  of  their  boats 
and  in  the  carrying  of  the  mails.  The  company  intend 
increasing  the  size  of  their  vessels,  and  that  is  one  of  the 
chief  reasons  we  have  for  extending  the  contract  for  five 
years. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  quite  time,  having  regard  for  the 
whole  history  of  this  contract  in  early  days,  to  abandon  all 
considerations  other  than  those  business  considerations 
which  belong  to  such  a  contract.  Yery  high  prices  were 
paid  for  a  great  many  years  for  this  contract,  and  it  was 
the  cause  of  building  up  an  enormous  and  most  profitable 
enterprise.  We  have  no  right,  in  that  point  of  view,  to 
deal  in  the  slightest  degree  harshly  with  those  who  have 
been  contractors ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we  have  no  right, 
in  the  interest  of  the  public,  to  deal  with  them  lavishly  or 
otherwise  than  the  public  interest  at  this  time  demands. 
My  opinion  is  that  the  whole  question  has  bo  to  considered. 
It  is  unnecssary  to  make  a  now  contract  at  this  time.  The 
existing  contract  continues  until  twelve  months’  notice  is 
given,  and  therefore  the  public  and  the  contractors  are  both 
protected  by  the  present  arrangements  against  any  hurried 
or  sudden  change.  It  is  now  proposed,  while  that  is  the 
condition  of  things,  that  we  should  for  a  long  term  of  years, 
1  think  five,  make  a  fresh  arrangement.  I  will  not  say  that 
since  the  boginning,  but  since  before  our  last  contract,  the 
wholo  system  of  carrying  mails  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean  has 
been  changed,  and  the  other  Governments,  who  had  to  deal 
in  former  days  with  other  companies,  have  recognised 
that  change,  and  there  is  no  'longer  any  such  system 
of  contract  in  existence  for  a  fixed  term  of  years  and  with 
a  single  company.  The  system  which  they  have  adopted, 
as  I  understand,  is  one  of  payment  in  proportion  to  the  value 
of  the  service  done,  and  of  the  giving  of  the  work  to  the 
quickest  vessels.  I  do  not  argue  that  necessarily  our  condi¬ 
tion  is  entirely  the  samo  as  theirs,  but  I  argue  that  these 
circumstances  show  that  there  has  been  an  entire  change 
there,  and  that  there  is  room  to  enquire  whether  a  change 
ought  not  to  be  made  here.  I  see  no  grounds  for  contend¬ 
ing  that  the  price  proposed  to  be  paid  is,  at  the  present  day, 
and  under  the  present  circumstances,  a  reasonable  remun¬ 
eration  for  the  services  rendered  ;  it  appears  altogether  an 
exorbitant  remuneration.  I  see  no  grounds  for  contending 
that  the  service  rendered  is  efficient.  The  speed  across  the 
Atlantic  has  been  made  very  much  greater  within  the  last 
few  years.  It  is  now  stated  that  the  speed  of  the  bettor 
class,  not  simply  the  crack  boats,  but  the  bettor  class  of 
boats  of  many  of  the  lines  is  counterbalancing  or  more 
than  counterbalancing  our  advantage  in  point  of  distance. 
The  truth  is,  I  fancy,  that  by  almost  all  the  Allan 
liners,  except  the  Parisian ,  the  entire  time  and  some¬ 
times  much  greater  than  the  entire  time  which  might 
be  saved,  if  something  like  the  speed  of  the  other  Atlantic 
companies  was  obtained,  is  lost  because  a  very  much  slower 
Mr.  Carling, 


rate  of  progress  is  maintained  across  the  Atlantic,  and  the 
"emit  is  we  do  not  get  the  advantages  which  are  duo  to  the 
shortness  of  distance  of  our  route.  Again,  a  competition 
has  arisen,  and  there  are  several  lines  of  steamers  now  from 
our  own  ports  to  the  British  ports  and  back  again,  and  one 
line  has  more  than  one  crack  vessel.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  principle  of  tender  would  have  been  very  reasonably 
applied  on  this  occasion.  It  would  be  extremely  reasonable 
to  have  applied  for  tenders  for  this  service  and  to  have 
obtained  some  better  provisions  than  those  now  proposed.  In 
default  of  that,  we  should  arrange  to  have  the  mails  carried 
on  the  fast  steamers  of  the  other  lines  when  they  run.  It 
is  ridiculous  that  our  mails  should  be  two  or  three  days  behind 
the  time,  carried  by  the  contract  line,  which  they 
might  not  be  if  carried  by  the  crack  vessels  of  the 
other  lines.  With  reference  to  the  amount  of  monoy 
involved,  with  reference  to  the  encouragement  which 
might  bo  given  to  other  deserving  lines,  and  with 
reference  to  the  speed  of  our  ocean  voyages,  it  is  very 
important  we  should  understand  how  things  are,  and  are  to 
be  when  we  arrange  for  this  service  for  so  long  a  time  as 
that  now  proposed.  A  little  while  ago,  I  pointed  out  that 
the  arrangements  for  the  delivery  of  letters  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water  were  very  unsatisfactory.  I  pointed  out 
that,  as  1  had  been  informod  by  gentlemen  engaged  in  trade 
in  Canada,  who  sailed  by  the  mail  steamer,  that  going  by 
that  steamer  to  Liverpool  and  going  hence  to  Manchester, 
they  were  in  Manchester  24  hours  before  the  mail,  which 
had  been  landed  at  Moville,  reached  Manchester,  so  that  it 
not  unfrequontly  happened  that  the  mails  were  delayed  by 
the  attempted  expedition  supposed  to  be  involved  in  their 
being  landed  at  Moville.  Another  cause  of  complaint  is  the 
assorting  of  the  mails  on  board  the  steamer.  We 
have  expensive  officers,  a  large  number  of  them, 
and  we  pay  the  Allan  liners  included  in  these 
arrangements,  I  presume,  for  their  passage  money 
and  the  accommodation  afforded  them  for  their  work. 
Now,  that  is  not  done  for  the  whole  of  the  American  and 
British  mails.  The  mails  which  convey  the  tidings,  com¬ 
mercial  and  domestic,  between  Great  Britain  and  the  con¬ 
tinent  and  between  Great  Britain  and  the  North  American 
continent,  which  convey  the  great  bulk  of  the  wholo  cor¬ 
respondence  in  volume,  and  tho  still  greater  bulk  in  impor¬ 
tance,  are  arranged  for  as  to  their  sorting  at  each  end  ot  the 
line— on  the  land.  I  do  not  see  why  we  alone  should  pre¬ 
serve  the  expense  of  mail  officers  for  sorting  on  the  voyage, 
unless  it  be  to  make  up  for  the  unnecessary  length  of  time 
that  is  taken  in  traversing  the  ocean,  by  diligence  used  in 
getting  mails  in  a  little  later  and  getting  them  sorted  a 
little  earlier.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  an  expense  that 
ought  to  be  saved.  The  agreement  of  the  12th  April,  1884, 
between  Mr.  Andrew  Allan  and  the  Postmaster  General 
provides  that  none  of  the  steamers  built  or  purchased  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  mails  between  the  port  of  Liver¬ 
pool  and  the  port  of  Quebec  or  Montreal,  etc.,  shall  be  of 
less  size  or  power  than  the  Sardinian.  It  provides  for  a 
service  of  52  voyages,  and  it  provides,  as  to  the  time,  that 
it  shall  be  13  or  14  days,  13  days  on  an  average 
in  tho  summer,  but  special  provision  is  made  that, 
in  December,  January,  and  February,  it  may  be  14  days, 
provided  the  average  of  the  outward  trips  does  not  exceed 
15  days,  and  then  allowance  is  made  for  reckoning  the  time 
for  stopping  at  Londonderry.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
going  on  in  an  old-fashioned  and  behind-the-time  spirit  in 
providing  that,  for  the  next  fivo  years,  we  shall  pay  prices 
far  in  excess  of  the  prices  paid  for  the  conveyance  of  a  similar 
amount  of  mail  matter  by  the  crack  steamers  of  the  Atlantic 
within  a  much  less  period  of  time  between  Europe  and  this 
continent,  and,  while  we  are  paying  that  extravagant  price, 
wo  aro  not  taking  tho  care  that  we  should  to  get  the  most 
efficient  service  which  could  be  found  now,  by  choosing 
the  most  efficient  steamers  between  the  St.  Lawrence  and 
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Great  Britain.  On  the  whole,  I  believe  that  it  would  be 
infinitely  better  that  the  confirmation  of  this  contract  should 
be  deferred  and  that  matters  should  remain  as  they  are  for 
this  Session,  and  in  the  meantime  that  the  Government 
should  endeavor  to  make  some  better  arrangement  so  that 
we  might  have  a  more  efficient  and  rapid  service,  so  that,  if 
possible,  we  might  get  the  best  and  most  efficient  steamers 
that  ply  on  our  route  to  carry  our  mails  instead  of  vessels 
which  are  behind  the  age  in  point  of  speed,  although  they 
ai’e  safe  and  commodious. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  good  deal  in 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  but  we  must  look  at  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  we  must  look  at  the  position 
of  Quebec  and  of  New  York.  It  must  be  recollected  by 
everyone  that,  in  the  inception  of  steam  lines,  they  had  to 
be  assisted  by  the  Government,  by  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  case  of  the  Collins’  line,  by  England  in  tho  case 
of  the  Cunard  line,  and,  when  the  St.  Lawrence  desired  to 
vindicate  its  position  and  Canada  desired  to  support  it 
against  the  United  States,  the  Allan  line  was  inaugurated 
and  established.  I  would  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
that,  if  the  only  question  was  how  quickest  to  got  the  mail 
matter  from  America  to  Europe  and  from  Europe  to  America, 
we  might  disregard  the  St.  Lawrence  altogether. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  propose  to  disregard  tho  St. 
Lawrence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  I  did  not  moan  to  say 
that,  but  that  we  might  disregard  the  St.  Lawrence  alto¬ 
gether  if  the  only  question  was  that  of  speed  from  one 
continent  to  the  other  ;  but  the  original  practice  both  of  tho 
United  States  and  England  was  to  subsidise  lines  in  order 
to  encourage  them  to  carry  tho  mails.  Subsequently  the 
increase  of  commerce  between  the  United  States  and  Eng¬ 
land  was  so  great  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  continuing 
that  system,  and  the  United  States  as  well  as  England  can 
afford  to  adopt  the  policy  of  sending  the  mails  by  the  first 
and  tho  quickst  steamers ;  and  they  know  perfectly  woll  that, 
as  England  seems  to  draw  to  it  all  tho  moveable  wealth  of 
Ihe  world,  so  it  is  the  United  States,  and  the  city  of  New 
York  in  particular,  that  draw  all  the  steamships,  or  most  of 
them,  that  are  running  in  connection  with  North  America. 
It  is  therefore  certain  that  the  mails  will  bo  transmitted  as 
speedily  as  possible  by  the  quickest  vessels  running  between 
New  York  and  England  and  between  Liverpool  and  New 
York  without  the  necessity  of  any  subsidy,  but  we  have 
something  more  to  consider  than  the  mere  carrying  of  the 
mail.  We  have  to  counteract,  as  woll  as  we  can,  the  attrac¬ 
tion  of  everything — mails,  commerce,  transport  of  every 
kind,  traffic  of  every  kind — to  New  York,  that  great  centre, 
that  great  entrepot  and  depdt  and  starting  point.  We  have  to 
meet  that  as  best  we  can  by  encouraging  the  St.  Lawrence 
route  against  very  great  difficulties. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  You  have  five  or  six  other  lines. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  com9  to  that.  We 
have  the  New  York  route  against  the  St.  Lawrence  route, 
and  therefore  we  must,  I  think,  unless  we  desire  to  hand 
over  the  whole  of  the  great  passenger  trade  and  the  valuable 
traffic  to  New  York,  continue  to  a  certain  extent  the  present 
system  and  encourage  our  lines.  The  Allan  line  wa3  the 
first  line  which  commenced,  under  very  great  difficulties, 
and  succeeded  to  a  remarkable  extent,  and  was  prosperous. 
It  is  true  that  there  are  oae  or  wo  steamers  equal  to  the 
Parisian,  and  one,  I  am  told,  still  more  speedy  than  the 
Parisian  of  the  Allan  line,  but  these  are  only  one  or  two 
vessels,  and  we  cannot  depend  upon  the  fact  that  in  the  year 
1885  there  may  be  one  or  two  steamers  which  are  as  speedy 
as  the  Parisian,  the  best  vessel  the  Allans  have,  because 
they  have  a  large  fleet,  and  there  is  no  certainty  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  maintain  or  keep  up  at  all  a  system  of  pas¬ 
senger  steamers  unless  we  give  them  some  aid. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  the  Government 
will  take  care  that,  in  making  the  final  arrangements 
authorised  by  Parliament,  the  Allan  Line  shall  build  vessels, 
to  keep  up  fully  iu  point  of  speed  and  in  tonnage  with  tho 
best  vessels  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  that  is  not  in  your  contract. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  may  be,  but  we 
will  take  care  of  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  will  take  care  of 
that.  We  know  perfectly  well  that  the  Allans  are  very 
anxious  to  increase  their  trade  by  increasing  the  size  and 
the  speed  of  their  vessels.  We  know  they  are  going  to  do 
so ;  we  know  they  are  going  to  replace  several  of  their  ves¬ 
sels  with  other  vessels,  under  the  encouragement  that  is 
given  them  by  this  contract.  And  therefore  we  press  that 
this  Parliament  shall  sanction  the  contract  for  which  pro¬ 
vision  has  now  been  made. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  statement  of  the  hon,  gentleman  does 
not  seem  to  be  in  exact  accordance  with  the  facts.  Now 
this  is  not  a  subvention  given  to  the  ocean  steamers  of  tho 
St.  Lawrence  as  a  rival  to  New  York  lines,  but  it  is  given 
to  a  certain  line  of  steamers  on  the  St.  Lawrence  as  compe¬ 
titors  with  certain  other  lines  of  steamers  on  the  St. 
Lawrence,  which  are  not  receiving  any  aid  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  If  the  hon.  gentleman  could  show  that  tho  Allan 
line  were  the  only  steamers  that  came  by  the  St.  Lawronco, 
and  that  this  vote  was  necessary  in  order  to  maintain  the  St. 
Lawrence  line,  there  would  be  something  in  his  line  of 
argument.  But  that  is  not  the  case.  There  are  several 
other  lines,  I  believe,  on  tho  St.  Lawrence  besides  the  Allan 
line,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  proposing  to  aid  one  of 
them  unfairly  against  the  others.  When  this  aid  was  first 
given  it  was  doubtful  whother  a  line  on  tho  St.  Lawrence 
could  be  kept  up.  Tho  amount  of  passenger  traffic 
was  much  less  than  it  is  now,  the  quantity  of  freight 
carried  by  these  steamers  was  much  les3,  and  in  fact  the 
lines  of  steamers  that  were  maintained  between  New  York 
and  Liverpool  were  far  less  profitable  than  they  are  now. 
Wo  know  that  for  years  the  Collins  line  was  unable,  it  was 
said,  to  exist  without  the  subsidies  which  it  received  from 
Congress.  But  that  condition  of  things  has  wholly  changed. 
Here  you  have  upon  tho  St.  Lawrence  route  several  lines  of 
ocean  steamers  that  are  not  aided  by  Government  at  all. 
Even  supposing  matters  came  to  the  worst,  and  you  sub¬ 
sidised  any  New  York  line,  the  Allan  Lino  would  still 
continue  to  exist  the  same  as  any  other  lino  upon  tho  St. 
Lawrence.  No  one  is  suggesting  that,  but  we  are  proposing 
that  if  a  line  of  steamers  is  to  receive  aid,  you  shall  utilise 
those  that  are  best  suited  to  carry  the  mails.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  propose  this  ;  ho  suggests  that  tho 
Government  will  take  care  that  the  fast  sailing  steamers 
are  employed.  Well,  we  have  the  contract  before  us,  and 
you  have  as  the  standard,  of  tho  Allan  Line,  the  Sardinian. 
It  is  said : 

“The  said  steamers  shall  be  first-olass  vessels,  and  the  line  shall 
consist  of  the  Parisian ,  Sardinian ,  Polynesian ,  Circassian ,  Sarmatian, 
Peruvian,  Nova  Scotian,  and  such  other  vessels,  not  of  less  sise  and 
power  than  the  Sardinian 

There  is  your  standard.  With  regard  to  the  size  and  power 
you  have  named  in  the  contract  what  the  standard  is  to  be, 
and  we  know  that  is  not  a  swift  sailing  steamer.  It  does 
seem  to  me  a  most  extraordinary  course  that  we,  at  this 
day,  should  continue  to  favor  one  line  of  steamers  and  pay 
them,  what  seems  to  me,  an  enormous  subsidy,  as  a  compe¬ 
titor  to  every  other  line  ot  steamers  upon  the  St.  Lawrence. 
Surely,  if  we  are  to  employ  a  line  of  steamers  of  our  own 
between  the  St.  Lawrence  and  Liverpool — and  I  do  not  call 
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in  question  the  propriety  of  doing  that — we  ought  to  put 
them  on  a  footing  of  equality,  we  ought  to  see  that  the 
country  receives  the  most  efficient  service  possible,  and  we 
ought  to  see  that  swift  sailing  steamers,  the  property  of 
other  companies,  should  not  bo  passed  over  and  one  parti¬ 
cular  line  selected  and  favored  with  enormous  subsidies  in 
order  that  they  may  unfairly  compete  with  other  lines 
engaged  on  the  same  route.  That  is  precisely  what  is  pro¬ 
posed,  and  I  think  the  proposition  is  wholly  indefensible.  If 
we  had  no  other  line  of  steamers  than  the  Allan,  then  it 
might  be  said  that  unless  you  subsidised  that  line  you  could 
not  keep  it  upon  the  St.  Lawrence  route.  Bat  wo  have  four 
other  lines,  which  fact  shows  conclusively  that  the  Allan 
line  is  not  dependent  upon  the  aid  given  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  maintain  its  existence,  and  that  being  the  case,  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Ministry  to  secure  the  best  and  most 
efficient  service,  and  to  secure  it  at  as  low  a  rate  as  pos¬ 
sible.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  our  duty  in  the  public  interest, 
for  the  purpose  of  efficiency,  for  the  purposo  of  keeping 
down  undue  charges  on  the  treasury,  that  some  other  sys¬ 
tem  should  be  adopted  than  that  of  favoring  a  particular 
line.  I  think  that  the  proposition  made  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  namely,  that  this  matter  should  stand  over 
for  further  consideration,  is  a  very  reasonable  one. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  cannot  see  any  justification  for 
the  contract  that  is  now  before  the  House.  If  it  is  a  simple 
business  transaction  that  we  are  making  with  the  com¬ 
pany,  tenders  should  have  been  asked  for;  the  Government 
should  have  made  their  own  specifications  of  the  tonnage 
and  speed  of  the  vessels  that  were  to  carry  the  mails,  and 
then  have  asked  for  tenders  based  on  those  specifications. 
If  that  had  been  done  alroady,  I  think  wo  would  have  had 
something  better  than  the  line  of  steamers  which  is  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  contract  before  the  House.  But  this 
is  not  intended  as  a  business  contract.  As  stated  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  the  price  we  are  going  to  pay 
is  not  a  consideration  solely  for  carrying  the  mails, 
but  it  is  intended  as  an  encouragement  to  a  certain  line  of 
steamers.  I  think  there  is  no  longer  any  reason  for  this 
encouragement.  It  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
has  said,  that  there  was  a  time  when  the  Government  was 
justifiable  in  granting  large  subsidies  of  money  to  enoourage 
the  establishment  of  a  line  on  the  river  St.  Lawrence  to 
compete  with  the  lines  running  from  New  York.  But  that 
is  no  longer  necessary,  because  we  have  now  three  or  four 
other  lines  which  have  been  started  on  the  St.  Lawrence, 
composed  of  splendid  steamers,  but  which  have  never 
received  one  cent  of  encouragement  from  this  Government. 
It  can  no  longer  be  said  that  we  must  give  this  subsidy  for 
something  which,  without  this  special  encouragement  from 
the  Government,  could  not  be  had.  We  have  several  proofs 
now  that  the  same  service  can  be  obtained  from  other 
quarters.  We  have  the  Dominion  Line,  of  which  mention 
has  been  made  several  times,  composed  of  splendid  and  fast 
sailing  vessels,  but  which  have  never  received  a  copper 
from  the  Government,  not  only  to  start  their  line  but  to 
maintain  it.  We  have  the  Beaver  line,  which  also  contains 
some  very  fine  steamers.  We  have  the  Ross  line,  and 
some  other  lines,  the  names  of  which  I  do  not  remember 
at  this  moment ;  but  all  these  lines  are  so  many  proofs 
that  it  is  no  longer  necessary  to  pay  Government  money 
to  encourage  the  establishment  of  a  line  between  Montreal, 
Quebec,  and  Europe*  If  it  is  said  that  we  ought  to  give 
this  money  as  a  reward  for  the  Allan  line  having  been  the 
pioneers  in  the  ocean  steamship  traffic  between  Canada 
and  Europe,  there  is  no  justification  on  that  ground,  either. 
I  do  not  say  that  we  have  been  paying  too  much,  but  we 
paid  what  was  at  first  considered  sufficient  to  encourage 
the  Allans  to  start  their  line.  At  one  time,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken,  we  paid  this  company  as  much  as  £104,000, 
or  $416,000  a  year,  to  run  their  steamers  between  Quebec 
Mr.  Mills. 
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and  Liverpool,  but  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  longer 
justification  for  paying  the  subsidy  that  is  now  given  in  the 
contract.  The  only  possible  justification  that  can  be  offered 
for  giving  more  than  is  necessary  for  carrying  the  mails, 
would  be  that  it  is  given  in  order  to  encourage  that  line  to 
put  on  larger  and  faster  steamers  than  some  of  those  which 
are  mentioned  in  the  contract.  But  what  do  we  find  in  the 
contract  ?  It  is  stated  in  the  contract  that  the  tonnage  of 
the  steamers  to  be  built  to  carry  out  the  terms  of  this  con¬ 
tract,  shall  not  be  less  than  that  of  the  Sardinian ;  but  I 
see  that  some  of  the  steamers  of  the  present  line  are  con¬ 
siderably  superior  to  the  tonnage  mentioned  in  the  contract. 
I  take  for  instance  the  Carthaginian ,  the  tonnage  of  which 
is  4,600.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  tonnage  is  much  larger 
than  is  the  tonnage  of  some  of  the  steamers  mentioned  in 
the  contract* 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  Carthaginian  does  not  carry  the 
mails  at  present. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  That  vessel  has  more  tonnage,  I 
repeat,  than  some  of  the  steamers  mentioned  in  the  con¬ 
tract.  It  is  quite  impossible  for  the  mails  to  be  carried  by 
the  seven  steamers  mentioned  in  the  contract,  namely, 
Parisian ,  Sardinian,  Polynesian,  Circassian,  Sarmatian, 
Peruvian,  Nova  Scotian .  The  Nova  Scotian  is  an  old  tub — 
a  very  old  steamer,  which  has  been  enlarged  ;  it  is  not  at 
all  a  first-class  steamer,  not  even  a  second-class  steamer. 
She  is  a  very  good  and  safe  boat,  but  is  very  slow.  No 
persons  in  New  York  or  the  United  States  would  over 
think  of  sending  mails  by  the  Nova  Scotian.  We  should 
not  do  so  when  we  have  such  a  steamer  as  the  Vancouver 
and  some  of  the  other  steamers  of  the  Dominion  Line, 
which  are  first-class  boats.  Very  largo  freight  steamers 
with  high  tonnage  may  be  very  slow  boats.  If  we  have 
large  steamers,  they  must  have  large  power ;  and  if 
the  power  is  not  sufficient  they  will  be  slow  boats. 
This  contract  will  place  us  in  a  very  inferior  and 
humiliating  position  in  the  eyes  of  the  travelling 
public,  when  they  become  aware  of  the  fact  that  at  this  time 
in  1885,  when  there  are  steamers  crossing  from  Now  York 
to  England  in  six  and  a  half  days,  Canada  is  giving  a  con¬ 
tract  for  5  years  to  a  line  of  steamships  which  makes  the 
passage  on  an  average  in  13  or  14  days.  We  shall  certainly 
be  considered  a  very  slow  country  indeed  if  we  ratify  this 
contract.  I  repeat  that  the  only  justification  forspending 
such  a  large  sum  of  money,  it  being  far  in  excess  of  the 
actual  cost  of  carrying  the  mails,  would  be  to  secure  new 
boats  of  equal  speed  with,  if  not  with  the  Oregon  or  some  of 
the  very  fastest  steamers,  at  least  with  the  regular  steamers 
of  the  White  Star  line,  the  Inman  line,  or  the  new  steamers 
of  the  Cunard  line.  We  should  require  the  Allan  Company 
to  provide  as  good  steamers  as  those,  or  we  have  no  justifi¬ 
cation  for  entering  into  this  contract. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  report  received. 

On  motion  to  concur  in  the  resolutions, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  cannot  allow  concurrence  to  be  taken 
without  saying  a  word  with  respect  to  the  remarks  made  by 
the  First  Minister.  He  has  given  as  a  reason  for  adopting 
the  resolutions,  that  the  Government  will  take  care  that 
none  but  first-class  steamers  will  bo  built.  That  cannot 
afford  the  slightest  justification  for  carrying  the  resolution. 
The  contract  is  here  ;  the  obligation  proposed  to  be  secured 
from  the  contractor  is  before  us,  and  that  is  that  the  vessels 
shall  be  of  the  Sardinian  standard.  Anything  better  than 
that  is  at  tho  option  of  the  contractor,  and  the  Government 
have  no  power  to  compel  him  to  do  anything  better.  The 
Sardinian  standard  of  vessels  takes  thirteen  or  fourteen  days 
to  make  the  passage.  So  it  is  quite  clear  that  Parliament 
cannot  be  asked  to  place  any  weight  upon  the  statement  of 
the  First  Minister  that  the  Goverment  will  take  care  that 
the  contractor  will  do  more  than  he  is  asked  under  the  con- 
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tract  to  undertake.  Then  the  horn  gentleman  said  special 
allowances  are  necessary  in  order  that  we  should  enable  the 
Allan  Company  to  compete  with  the  New  York  lines.  That 
goes  to  the  question  of  granting  more  money  than  the  actual 
cost  of  freighting  the  letters,  to  the  question  of  granting  a 
subsidy  such  as  this  is.  It  may  be  a  justification  for 
granting  somewhat  higher  inducements,  that  it  is  desir¬ 
able  to  produce  as  good  results  as  the  general  course 
of  trade  has  produced  at  New  York.  What  I  complain  of 
is  that  the  hon.  gentleman  gives  the  inducement  and  does 
not  produce  the  result.  Ho  does  not  give  us  anything  like 
the  advantages  of  our  passage.  Our  passage  is  a  short 
passage,  but  it  takes  as  long  to  run  by  it  to  Liverpool  as  it 
does  from  New  York ;  because  the  rate  of  the  vessels  with 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  the  contract  is  very  much 
slower  than  from  New  York  by  first-class  vessels — I  do  not 
speak  of  the  very  crack  steamors~of  the  four  or  five  lines 
which  ply  between  New  York  and  Great  Britain.  I  am 
willing  to  pay  somewhat  more  liberal  prices  if  we  can 
obtain  the  same  result.  The  result  I  want  to  obtain  is  that 
the  Canadian  line  shall  have  in  practice  its  theoretical 
advantage.  Its  theoretical  advantage  is  having  a  short  route. 
In  practice  it  does  not  possess  that  advantage,  because  of 
the  extra  time  occupied  on  account  of  the  slowness  of  the 
vessels.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  this  grant  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  keep  the  Allan  line  alive.  1  deny  it.  I  am 
satisfied  that  Mr.  Allan  and  his  company  would  deny  it. 
They  have  rivals  which  have  struggled  into  existence  while 
the  Allan  Company  had  the  contract,  rivals  which  have 
managed  to  establish  flourishing  and  substantial  lines,  not 
merely  without  a  subsidy,  but  disadvantage  by  the  high 
subsidy  under  which  the  Allan  line  runs.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  there  is  another  line  which  has  one  or  two  or  per¬ 
haps  three  steamers  equal  or  superior  to  the  Parisian. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  three. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  one,  at  all  events ; 
but  I  am  told  there  are  three.  If  this  other  line  has  two 
equal  to  and  one  superior  to  the  Parisian,  it  moans  that  this 
other  line  has  twice  as  many  fast  steamers  as  the  Allan 
line  has.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  observe  that  the  memo¬ 
randum  of  the  Postmaster  General  on  this  subject  proceeds 
upon  a  theory  which  is  hardly  to  be  commended  and  which 
will  hardly  be  defended.  It  says  :  The  Postmaster  General 
having  given  his  best  attention  to  Mr,  Allan’s  proposal, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  efficient  maintenance  of  this  line 
of  mail  steamers,  which,  for  mail  purposes,  as  well  as  in 
other  respects,  have  doubtless  rendered  beneficial  services 
to  the  country,  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  Government 
should  grant  a  renewal  of  the  contract.  There  is  the  ques¬ 
tion.  It  is  not  simply  in  the  interest  of  the  efficient  main¬ 
tenance  of  a  fast  line  of  steamships  for  tho  carrying  of  the 
mails  between  Canada  and  England,  but  in  tho  interest  of 
the  efficient  maintenance  of  this  particular  line, 
whose  past  services,  he  thinks,  should  be  recognised. 
I  should  add  that  Mr.  Allan  was  not  so  modest.  He 
demanded  that  the  subsidy  should  be  doubled — that  instead 
of  £500  sterling  per  trip,  it  should  be  £1,000  sterling.  The 
Postmaster  General  proposed  to  give  him  the  samo  subsidy, 
so  we  have  not  satisfied  the  Allans ;  and  in  view  of  past 
services  of  various  kinds,  and  in  view  also  of  the  efficient 
maintenance  of  the  line,  the  subsidy  of  £500  is  given.  Now, 
that  is  not  far  from  the  cost  of  the  coaling,  and  that  is  the 
advantage  which  is  to  be  given.  But,  besides  that  advan¬ 
tage,  it  must  be  remombered  that  other  advantages  in 
respect  of  freight  and  immigrant  traffic  practically  accrue, 
or  the  great  bulk  of  them,  to  this  line.  My  hon.  friend 
from  East  York  has  informed  me  that  when  the  negotia¬ 
tions  were  going  on  for  the  last  renewal  of  this  contract, 
which  took  place  towards  the  latter  part  of  his  Government, 
he  had  a  conversation  with  Sir  Hugh  Allan  ;  and  he  pointed 
out  to  him  the  importance  of  increased  capacity  and 


increased  speed,  and  better  genei’al  accommodation  on  the 
line.  At  that  time,  the  Parisian  was  either  contracted  for, 
or  partly  contracted  for ;  and  Sir  Hugh  told  him  that  that 
was  the  principal  object  in  making  this  contract ;  that  they 
thought  about  putting  under  contract  some  other  steamers  of 
first-class  character,  or  of  equal  character  with  the  intendod 
Parisian ;  and  my  hon.  friend  pointed  out  that  even  so,  it 
was  not  to  be  expected  that  this  contract  would  endure  for 
one  term  more,  and  Sir  Hugh  Allan  told  him  that  if  the 
contract  could  be  obtained  for  that  term,  this  would  be  done. 
Not  long  after  Sir  Hugh  Allan  died,  and  tho  arrangements 
were  discontinued,  save  in  so  far  as  the  Parisian  was  con¬ 
cerned,  and  they  had  perhaps  gone  too  far  with  regard  to 
that  vessel.  That  is  another  instance  showing  that  if  we 
are  going  to  contract  for  five  years  to  come,  we  had  better 
have  in  writing  the  conditions  of  the  bargain ;  we  had  better 
have  nothing  standing  between  the  Minister  and  the  con¬ 
tractor  ;  if  the  conditions  are  to  be  better  than  those  of  the 
bargain,  we  had  better  have  them  stipulated  plainly.  Now 
I  must  say  that  instead  of  using  their  power  for  tho  con¬ 
venience  of  the  Canadian  public,  from  what  I  can  gather 
from  the  papers,  the  Allan  Company  are  acting  in  a  manner 
highly  inconvenient  to  the  Canadian  public,  in  some 
instances.  I  refer  for  example  to  the  sailing  arrangements 
made  as  to  the  Vancouver  and  the  Parisian.  The  Vancouver,  it 
appears,  was  advertised  to  sail  on  particular  days,  which  were 
not  the  same  days  as  those  for  the  sailing  of  the  Parisian. 
The  sailings  of  both  vessels  having  been  established, 
and  the  public  thus  having  obtained  the  choice  of  two 
first-class  crack  steamers  sailing  at  reasonable  intervals,  tho 
Allan  Company  altered  the  sailing  of  tho  Parisian  to  tho 
day  upon  which  the  Vancouver  sailed,  and  being  ap¬ 
proached  by  the  Dominion  Company  upon  that  subject, 
with  a  view  of  making  a  further  arrangement,  they  declared 
plainly  that  if  the  Dominion  Company  should  alter  the  days 
of  sailing  of  the  Vancouver  over  again,  they  would  alter  tiro 
day  of  the  sailing  of  the  Parisian  to  correspond,  so  that 
upon  whatever  day  the  Vancouver  sailed  the  Parisian 
would  also  sail.  What  was  tho  reason  ?  It  was  because 
they  did  not  wish  the  sailings  of  tho  Vancouver  to  bo  con¬ 
trasted  with  those  of  any  other  ship  of  their  line ;  because 
it  might  be  possible  to  find  that  tho  Canadian  mails  would 
bo  arriving  two  or  three  days  late  on  a  subsidised  steamer, 
and  therefore  they  decided  that  the  ono  crack  steamer 
should  be  put  against  the  other  crack  steamer.  Now,  all  of 
us  who  happen  to  be  going  to  Europe,  are  discomforted  by 
this  arrangement,  because  but  for  it  we  would  have  the 
choice,  at  intervals,  of  two  crack  steamers  on  tho  St.  Law¬ 
rence  route ;  but  this  arbitrary  use  of  their  powers  has 
resulted  in  our  practically  being  deprived  of  that  advan¬ 
tage.  It  is  only  thoso  who  can  sail  on  these  particular 
days — at  intervals  of  perhaps  five  or  six  weeks — who  can 
now  sail  by  a  crack  steamer  on  the  St.  Lawrence 
route.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  if  ho  wants 
to  preserve  the  St.  Lawrence  route  for  travel,  he  is 
doing  that  by  this  contract  which  is  most  likely 
to  destroy  it.  I  say  we  are  entirely  behind  the 
age.  I  say  there  is  no  comparison  in  point  of  speed  and 
accommodation  between  the  average  Allan  liner  and  the 
crack  steamers  which  are  sailing  from  New  York  to 
Liverpool  on  more  than  ono  day  each  week.  I  agree  in 
the  importance  of  preserving  our  own  line,  and  of  attract¬ 
ing  not  merely  our  own  Canadian  travel,  but  the  travel  of 
visitors  coming  to  this  country  from  the  other  side  of  tho 
world.  I  think  that  is  important,  and  I  am  not  disposed  to 
look  very  minutely  into  the  contract,  if  this  result  can  be 
accomplished.  But  I  say  that  for  this  result,  this  subsidy 
is  beyond  the  mark,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  calling  upon 
us  to  give  us  what,  under  present  circumstances,  is  actually 
an  extravagant  subsidy,  and  yet  without  producing  the 
results  which  should  be  produced,  and  you  will  find  that  that 
which  has  happened  heretofore  will  happen  again.  I  have 
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always  travelled  by  the  Allan  lino — though  I  am  said  to  be 
anti-Canadian — I  have  always  travelled  by  that  line  since 
1847,  but  I  have  met  many  Canadians,  commercial  travel¬ 
lers  and  others,  who  have  told  me  that  they  had  always 
travelled  by  the  Allan  line  until,  for  some  particular  reason, 
they  went  by  way  of  New  York,  and  sailed  on  one  of  those 
crack  steamers,  and  the  result  was  that  they  never  went 
back  to  the  Allan  line.  I  think  it  is  as  well  that  that  state¬ 
ment  should  bo  made  when  we  are  considering  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  travel  between  America  and  Europe  by  the  St. 
Lawrence  route,  and  by  these  other  lines. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  glad  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  agrees  with  me  so  far  as  to  stato  that  it  is  of 
great  importance  to  us  to  encourage  the  St.  Lawrence  line 
as  against  the  lines  by  New  York.  It  is  of  very  great 
importance ;  its  importance  cannot  bo  exaggerated — I 
think  we  must  support  the  St.  Lawrence  route  as  much  as 
possible.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  this  contract  does 
not  secure  that.  Perhaps  it  does  not  in  its  terms,  but  I  am 
quite  satisfied  that  those  of  us  who  are  spared  to  meet  here 
in  January  or  February  next  will  find  that  that  object  has 
been  fully  secured.  I  feel  quite  satisfied  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  judged  by  that  fact.  The  Government  will 
take  care  that  so  far  as  can  be  done,  and  so  far  as  will  be 
done,  beforo  the  Allan  line  establishes  a  legal  claim  under 
this  contract,  there  will  be  most  satisfactory  arrangements 
made,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  accept  that  assurance. 
The  real  truth  is  this,  that  there  is  very  great  danger  of 
the  first-class  passenger  lines  leaving  the  St.  Lawrence  alto¬ 
gether.  It  is  true  there  are  one  or  two  vessels  which 
have  attained  great  speed,  but  I  am  under  this  diffi¬ 
culty  and  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  is 
under  this  difficulty,  that  it  is  6aid  that  there  are  four 
or  five  other  lines  which  are  very  successful,  and  it  will  not 
do  to  say  that  those  lines  are  not  successful.  1  will  not 
enter  into  that,  but  we  will  suppose  that  they  are  pecuniar¬ 
ily  successful ;  that  they  are  solvent,  going,  living,  lines. 
But  I  will  say  this,  that  unless  there  is  special  encourage¬ 
ment  given  to  the  St.  Lawrence  line,  there  i's  great  danger 
that  first-class  passagos  and  the  most  expensive  traffic — the 
carrying  of  the  most  expensive  and  valuable  goods,  which 
require  speed,  will  leave  the  St.  Lawrence  altogether  and 
that  our  lines  will  be  simply  vessels  to  carry  traffic,  parti¬ 
cularly  cattle,  so  far  as  the  export  trade  is  concerned,  and 
second-class  passengers  and  immigrants.  That  is  the  danger 
we  have  to  face.  I  fear  that  there  are  not  sufficient  induce¬ 
ments  to  these  St.  Lawrence  lines  to  go  on  increasing  their 
vessels  in  speed,  in  tonnage,  and  comfort,  and  accommoda¬ 
tion,  and  fighting  and  competing  with  the  rival  New  York 
lines  permanently,  therefore  I  consider  it  of  great  impor¬ 
tance  that  we  should  give  them  especial  encouragement.  I 
am  very  glad  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake)  agrees  with  me  so  far. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  objection  is  not  so  much  that  encourage¬ 
ment  has  been  given  to  a  line  of  Dominion  steamers,  but  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  given,  and  the  require¬ 
ments  exacted  from  that  line.  The  hon.  gentleman  persists 
in  talking  of  the  Allan  line  as  the  St.  Lawrence  line,  as 
contra-distinguished  from  the  American  lines ;  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  using  that  expression  in  a  fair  sense.  He 
is  leaving  the  public  to  believo  that  ho  is  subsidising  a 
Dominion  line  as  contra-distinguished  from  the  New  York 
lines,  while  the  fact  is  that  he  is  subsidising  ono  Dominion  line 
against  two  or  three  other  Dominion  lines ;  in  other  words  he 
is  handicapping  theso  two  or  three  lines  that  have  struggled 
into  a  position  in  which  they  are  now  competing  with  the 
Allan  line.  He  says  that  unless  we  take  care  the  travel  is 
likely  to  leave  the  St.  Lawrenco.  What  has  he  done  to 
counteract  that  ?  Speed  and  comfort  must  be  had  in  these 
modern  days ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  he  does 
not  pretend  to  provide  for  those  in  this  contract ;  he  knows 
Mr.  Blake. 
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that  the  standard  provided  for  in  the  contract  is  very  much 
below  that  of  first  class  New  York  lines;  and  he  knows 
that  if  the  company  only  act  up  to  the  standard  he  asks  of 
them,  the  consequence  will  be  that  the  freight  traffic  and 
passenger  travel  will  probably  go  the  other  way.  He  is 
driving  it  away  by  placing  in  the  contract  a  low  standard 
of  accommodation  and  power.  The  only  thing  that  is  secured 
by  this  contract  is  the  subsidy  that  goes  to  the  Allan  line, 
of  $126,000  a  year.  It  might  be  contended  with  force,  and 
to  my  mind  with  irresistible  force,  that  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  as  they  now  exist,  with  three  or  four  Dominion  lines 
of  steamers  competing  with  each  other  for  the  freight  and 
passenger  traffic,  not  only  of  Canada  but  a  part  of  the  United 
States,  across  the  Atlantic,  if  we  entered  into  a  contract 
for  more  than  a  year,  the  least  we  should  have  done  was  to 
call  for  tenders ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  asked 
for  tenders ;  he  does  not  allow  any  of  the  other  lines  to 
compete.  Ho  cannot  deny  that  they  have  good  ships, 
because  ho  knows  that  one  is  superior  to  those  of  the  Allan 
line. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  One  swallow  does  not 
make  a  summer. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  How  many  swallows  has  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  got  in  the  line  he  has  contracted  with  ?  Only  one;  and 
some  of  the  steamers  he  has  provided  for  in  this  contract 
are  very  small  swallows  indeed.  Seriously  speaking,  this 
is  an  important  matter,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  put  it 
in  a  more  serious  light  than  before.  He  knows  that  wo  are 
in  danger  of  losing  this  traffic,  and  ho  deliberately  adopts  a 
plan  calculated  to  drive  it  away.  I  say  this  House  should 
not  in  the  present  circumstances  sanction  this  contract.  I 
protested  against  it  the  other  night ;  we  may  protest  with¬ 
out  any  effect,  but  I  hope  our  protest  will  bo  put  on  record. 
The  principle  on  which  this  contract  was  let  was  unfair, 
and  the  standard  you  adopted  was  a  ridiculous  standard. 
With  the  great  progress  that  has  been  made  in  the 
construction  of  ocean  steamships,  with  the  fact  that  they 
are  trying  to  cross  the  Atlantic  from  New  York  to  Liver¬ 
pool  in  six  days,  you  adopt  deliberately  a  low  standard 
and  say  that  you  are  perfectly  satisfied  if  they  cross  in  14 
days.  I  wonder  what  the  country  will  think  of  that.  You 
say  that  is  all  nonsense — that  you  will  take  care  they  do 
something  better  than  the  contract.  How  are  you  going  to 
take  care  ?  You  have  made  the  contract  in  black  and  white, 
and  you  cannot  ask  the  company  to  go  beyond  it  unless  you 
give  them  more  subsidy.  I  say  that  the  Postmaster  General 
has  not  been  alive  or  up  to  the  age  in  making  this  contract ; 
and  his  Department  is  ono  that  ought  to  be  alive  to  all  the 
improvements  in  speed  and  accommodation  made  in  the 
present  age.  We  are  behind  the  times,  and  I  believe  this 
contract  will  be  injurious  to  the  passenger  and  freight  traffic 
of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  should  not  be  sanctioned. 

Mr.  CAELING.  The  last  contract  terminated  on  the 
15tli  of  April,  1878,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  then  in  office,  asked  for  any 
additional  tonnage  or  power*  If  they  wore  not  satisfied 
at  that  time,  they  should  have  given  notice  that  they 
wanted  better  terms.  The  hon.  gontleman  has  said 
that  the  average  time  is  14  days;  but  we  can  judge 
by  the  past  of  what  the  time  is  likely  to  be.  In  29  voyages 
made  across  the  Atlantic  during  tho  summer  of  ]  884,  the 
regularity  of  the  time  has  been  surprising.  I  find  that  the 
trips  were  made  in  8  days  15  hours,  9  days  10  hours,  8  days 
6  hours,  8  days  15  hours,  and  so  on  during  the  whole  six 
months  that  they  went  by  the  St.  Lawrence.  The  time 
made  was  certainly  far  ahead  of  what  was  expected,  and  if 
they  have  determined  to  put  on  a  better  class  of  steamers,  I 
think  wo  may  expect  that  the  time  they  will  make  will  be 
much  better  than  that  of  1884.  The  company  have  bound 
themselves,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  by  the  27th  clause 
of  the  contract,  that  they  will  carry  the  mails  on  steamers 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2757 


sailing  every  Saturday  from  Montreal  to  Glasgow,  and 
also  on  the  steamers  which  sail  from  Halifax  by  way  of  St. 
John  to  Liverpool,  freo  of  charge.  As  the  Prime  Minister 
has  stated,  I  think  all  Canadians  aro  proud,  of  the  way  the 
Allan  line  of  steamers  is  managed,  and  the  satisfaction 
given,  not  only  to  the  country,  but  to  the  Government  in 
the  transmission  of  the  mails. 

Mr.  GILLMOEi  It  appears  to  me  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  is  rather  calculated  to  prevent  competition.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  one  swallow  does  not  make  a  sum¬ 
mer;  but  this  company  with  the  aid  of  this  largo  subsidy, 
can  outdo  tho  rival  lines  which  have  grown  up  simply  by  their 
energy  and  enterprise, and  have  put  on  steamers  equal  to  those 
of  the  Allan  line.  It  appears  to  mo  there  is  no  reason  why 
tenders  should  not  have  been  asked  for  this  service.  Owing 
to  the  energy  and  enterprise  of  these  lines,  there  are  now 
two  or  three  lines  of  steamers  on  our  route — quite  a  differ¬ 
ent  state  of  things  to  that  which  existed  years  ago.  In  the 
interest  of  the  public  tenders  ought  to  be  called  for,  so  as  to 
encourage  companies  with  most  enterprise  to  put  on  fast 
steamers.  The  Government,  on  the  contrary,  are  pursuing 
a  policy  tending  to  break  down  rival  enterprises,  and  doing 
this  by  the  expenditure  of  public  money.  The  Government 
assure  us  that,  independent  of  tho  contract,  the  Allans  want 
to  put  on  fast  steamers  in  order  to  improve  their  line,  and 
that  the  company  will  see  that  tl$t  is  done,  but  I  do  not 
see  any  necessity  for  giving  the  contract  without  this 
clause.  If  the  company  aro  disposed  to  put  on  fast  steamers 
they  ought  to  bo  willing  to  bind  themselves  to  do  so  in 
order  to  gain  the  contract.  The  Government  are  doing  an 
injustice  to  the  rival  linos  by  not  giving  them  an  opportun¬ 
ity  to  compete  with  the  Allan  line  for  this  service.  If 
they  have  the  enterprise  and  capital  enough  to  do  the  work, 
they  ought  to  have  fair  play  and  the  competition  will  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  crossing  in  the 
Sardinian  one  one  occasion,  and  the  Dominion  steamer  which 
left  Liverpool  at  the  same  time  arrived  in  Qubcc  not  2 
hours  behind  us.  The  Dominion  line,  it  is  generally 
acknowledged,  have  as  good  and  as  fast  steamers  as  the 
Allan  line,  and  should  have  a  chance  to  compete  for  the 
carrying  of  the  mails.  I  was  astonished  to  find  on  the  other 
side  that  goods  can  be  shipped  from  Liverpool  by  the  New 
York  lines  at  considerably  less  freight  than  by  the  Allan 
and  Dominion  lines.  On  my  return  here  I  enquired  how 
it  was  Canadian  lines  would  not  carry  goods  as  cheap  as 
the  Now -York  lines,  and  was  told  that  the  Allan  line  fixed 
the  rates,  below  which  the  others  dare  not  cut.  I  shipped 
my  goods  by  Now  York,  at  a  freight  ono  shilling  and  six¬ 
pence  a  ton  less  than  by  Montreal.  Neither  the  Beaver 
nor  the  Dominion  line  dare  cut  below  the  rates  fixed  by 
tho  Allan  line,  or  the  Allan  line  would  mako  them  suffer 
for  it.  When  a  line  exercises  powers  of  that  kind,  to  prevent 
fair  and  reasonable  competition,  it  is  not  in  the  interests  of 
the  country  that  we  should  strengthen  their  hands.  Wo 
should  fairly  consider  tho  interests  of  the  other  lines,  and  if 
subsidies  be  given  at  all,  stipulate  for  a  rate  of  speed.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  is  prepared 
to  give  information  with  regard  to  the  speed  of  the 
Dominion  and  the  Beaver  Lines  in  1884.  We  should  fairly 
consider  the  claims  of  all  parties.  If  tho  Allan  line  is 
exercising  tho  power  I  believe  they  are  exercising,  of  pre¬ 
venting  other  lines  from  competing  in  tho  matter  of  freight, 
they  are  driving  commerce  from  our  shores  and  diverting 
it  to  American  ports,  and  wo  should  not  lend  ourselves,  by 
ratifying  this  contract,  to  any  such  course. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  In  addition  to  the  great 
length  of  time  given  to  the  Allan  steamers,  tho  penalty 
they  incur  is  simply  £100  for  every  2 I  hours  they  aro  over 
time.  They  might  be  five  days  over  time,  and  the  forfeiture 
would  still  be  less  than  the  subsidy,  The  time  allowed  one 


might  consider  a  libel  on  tho  company ;  and  yet  if  exceeded 
by  five  days,  they  would  still  not  forfeit  the  entire  subsidy 
for  the  voyage.  A  date  should  be  put  in  the  contract  for 
accomplishing  the  voyage  that  would  give  the  line  a  first- 
class  standing  as  regards  speed. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Should  the  company  mako  default  and 
become  liable  to  penalty,  and  should  the  Government,  under 
the  pi'ovisions  of  section  30,  have,  at  any  time,  to  cancel 
the  contract  by  reason  of  breaches  of  the  contract,  section 
30  provides  that  in  such  event  the  Government  are  not 
entitled  to  collect  any  of  the  penalties. 

Motion  agreed  to,  Resolutions  concurred  in* 

Mr.  CARLING  moved  for  leave  to  introduced  Bill  (No. 
151),  respecting  Ocean  Mail  Service. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  hope  beforo  tho  hon.  gentleman  takes 
another  stage,  he  will  give  us  the  information  we  require  on 
this  question.  Ho  gave  us  tho  number  of  days  during  a  cer¬ 
tain  proportion  of  tho  summer  voyages  of  this  line,  but  we 
aro  anxious  to  know  what  the  lime  was  during  the  whole 
year.  He  might  also  give  us  the  average  rate  of  speed 
attained  per  hour  during  the  voyages  of  this  lino  as  com¬ 
pared  with  that  of  the  more  modern  vessels  of  the  New 
York  lines.  I  believe  there  is  a  difference  of  2  or  3  knots 
per  hour.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the  time  made  was 
very  good.  It  was  good  seven  years  ago,  but  times 
have  changed,  and  we  want  to  keep  up  with  the  times. 
Sevon  years  ago,  ho  says,  you  did  not  say  there  ought  to  be 
improvement.  It  was  understood  there  was  to  be  improve¬ 
ment,  but  it  did  not  take  place  except  in  the  case  of  the 
Parisian  which  has  since  been  built.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  the  service  is  satisfactory.  In  a  sense  it  is  ;  a  few 
years  ago  we  would  have  called  it  very  satisfactory.  There 
is  a  wonderful  regularity  in  the  arrivals,  but  I  do  say 
that  the  rate  of  speed  is  not  what  it  ought  to  be.  Greater 
expenditure  has  to  bo  made  in  construction  and  fuel  to 
attain  tho  speed  of  the  fast  New  York  liners.  If  you  except 
the  America, which  makes  speedy  journeys  with  comparativly 
small  expenditure  of  fuel,  more  money  is  expended  in  fuel 
than  formerly.  This  subsidy  about  provides  tho  Allan 
Company  with  coal  all  tho  year  round.  It  gives  them 
motive  power  free;  and  with  that  positive  and  relative 
advantage  that  wo  give  them,  we  ought  to  expect  more  than 
we  get  by  this  contract.  Wo  ought  not  to  be  satisfied 
with  tho  assuranco  of  the  Government  that  they  will  seo 
the  company  does  more  than  the  contract  obliges  them  to 
do. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  schedules  have  boon 
altered  to  meet  the  amendments  made  in  the  Bill,  and  I  now 
move  tho  adoption  of  tho  schedules,  seriatim,  which  have 
been  prepared  by  tho  Law  Clerk. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Are  wo  not  to  havo  a  reprint  of  tho 
Bill  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  beforo  concurrence. 

On  section  5, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  section  stood  over 
because  I  thought  I  could  carry  out  ray  intention  that  for 
the  electoral  purposes  the  two  cities  St.  Hyacintho  and 
Hull  should  be  considered  as  towns  in  order  to  give  them 
the  franchise  of  towns  instead  of  cities,  in  as  much  as  it  was 
ascertained  that  in  those  two  places  the  value  of  property 
is  more  like  that  appertaining  to  towns  than  to  cities,  I 
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find  I  cannot  do  so  here,  but  will  move  that  specifically  on 
concurrence. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  have  acquired 
new  light  since  we  discussed  the  different  values  in  cities 
and  towns  and  villages,  but  out  of  the  large  number  of 
places  in  the  same  position,  as  regards  the  franchise,  as  St. 
Hvacinthe  and  Hull,  he  only  selects  those  two.  We  all 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman’s  reason  for  interfering  with 
the  cherished  principle  of  uniformity  in  these  two  cases. 
They  are  cogent  reasons.  There  are  not  the  same  reasons 
for  excepting  a  town  of  1,000  inhabitants,  out  of  the  cate¬ 
gory  of  towns,  as  thore  are  for  excepting  a  city  of  10,000 
inhabitants  out  of  the  category  of  cities.  We  will  have  an 
excellent  opportunity  of  considering  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
principles  of  uniformity. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  advanced,  while 
the  hon;  gentleman  exactly  stands  whore  he  did.  I  have 
listened  to  every  argument  and  ovory  statement  that  seemed 
to  be  reasonable  and  amended  the  Bill,  although  I  do  not 
know  that  I  have  altogether  improved  it,  by  listening  to  the 
arguments  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  here  but  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  was  here  all  the  time 
any  arguments  were  used.  I  leave  it  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  South  Perth  if  that  is  not  so. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  to  consider 
section  58.  In  case  the  first  voters’  list  was  not  completed, 
the  last  provincial  voters’  list  should  be  used.  Provision 
ought  to  bo  made  that,  in  case  such  list  is  not  prepared,  the 
list  used  should  bo  that  which  would  be  in  force  if  this  Act 
had  not  boon  passed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  might  provide  that, 
in  the  case  of  any  election  before  the  final  rovision  and 
publication  of  the  certificates  of  the  first  list  provided  for  in 
this  Act,  the  list  of  voters  then  legally  existing  should  be 
used. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  would  bo  no  legal  list  for  local  pur¬ 
poses  under  the  new  law.  It  would  not  be  legally  existing 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act.  Tho  provision  should  be  that 
the  list  used  should  be  the  last  which  would  have  been  in 
force  if  this  Act  had  not  passed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  that  is  better.  I 
move  in  amendment : 

Provided  that  in  the  case  of  any  election  .before  the  final  revision 
and  publicatien  of  the  certificate  of  the  first  list  provided  for  in  this  Act, 
the  list  of  voters  that  would  have  been  used  if  this  Act  had  not  been 
passed,  shall  be  used  at  such  election. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BAIN.  I  think  the  First  Minister  stated  that  he  pro¬ 
posed  to  place  the  tenants  of  property  of  sufficient  value  to 
qualify  tho  owner,  upon  tho  first  list,  and  I  will  ask  when  ho 
proposes  to  do  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  do  it  when  wo  go 
into  concurrence.  Wo  will  go  back  for  that  purpose, 

On  the  preamble, 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Beforo  tho  preamble  is  adopted,  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  a  circumstance  which  took  place  at  an 
early  stage  of  this  Bill  which,  I  think,  involves  your  going 
back  to  a  preceding  clause.  When  wo  were  considering 
paragraph  3  of  clause  2,  tho  definition  of  tho  term  “tonant,” 
on  the  30th  April,  a  number  of  amendments  were  moved  to 
it.  Tho  amendments,  as  you  will  remember,  were  put  to 
each  paragraph,  having  been  made  from  time  to  time  in  tho 
proper  order.  A  number  of  amendments  were  made  to 
that  paragraph,  and  just  before  six  o’clock  on  that  day 
the  hon.  member  for  Shefford  (Mr.  Auger)  moved  an  amend- 
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ment,  which  was  voted  down.  I  also  had  an  amendment  to 
that  paragraph,  and  I  was  waiting  and  watching  carefully 
for  an  opportunity  to  move  it,  but  as  soon  as  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Shefford  was  voted  down, 
the  committee  rose  and  the  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair 
and  the  House  adjourned  for  recess.  I  was  present 
in  my  seat  after  recess,  waiting  and  watching  without  the 
slightest  interruption  to  my  watching  until  the  Chairman 
took  the  Chair  and  opened  the  committee,  with  the  view  of 
moving  my  amendment  to  paragraph  3  of  clause  2. 
Immediately  that  the  Chairman  took  the  Chair  he  began  to 
read  paragraph  4.  I  rose  to  move  my  amendment  to  para¬ 
graph  3,  and  without  giving  my  own  recollections  of  the 
remarks  of  that  evening  I  will  trouble  you  with  referring  to 
the  record  of  it  in  Hansard.  My  reason  for  making  these 
observations  is  this  :  That  my  impression  is  that  you 
cannot  adopt  the  preamble  and  report  this  Bill  until  para¬ 
graph  3  is  declared  carried.  I  no  not  propose  to  present  an 
amendment  now,  nor  to  argue  paragraph  3,  nor  do  I  sup¬ 
pose  any  other  hon.  gentleman  does  ;  but  as  a  matter  of 
regularity,  paragraph  3,  of  clause  2  has  never  been  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  committee  for  the  purpose  of  adoption,  and  if  it 
is  now  submitted  and  declared  carried,  I  have  nothing 
further  to  say.  If  that  course  is  not  thought  fit  to  be  adopted 
then  I  will  have  to  eall  the  attention  of  tho  committee  to  the 
report  of  Hansard  of  the  debate  that  arose  on  that  occasion, 
and  to  see  whether  we  can  at  this  stage  report  this  Bill 
without  disposing  of  paragraph  3  of  clause  2. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  question  is,  was  the 
clause  passed  or  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  it  at 
all,  but  I  was  ruled  out  of  order  at  that  time.  I  know  per¬ 
fectly  well  that  the  clause  was  not  declared  carried,  because 
1  was  watching  with  all  earnestness  for  an  opportunity  of 
putting  in  my  amendment  beforo  six  o’clock,  and  when 
the  committee  resumed  after  recess  I  know  from  my  own 
observation  that  the  paragraph  was  never  carried  and  that 
it  was  passed  over. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  would  remind  my  hon.  friend  that 
at  that  time  we  did  not  put  paragraph  by  paragraph  and 
declare  each  one  carried,  but  they  were  called  in  turn  and 
when  discussion  was  finished  wo  went  on  to  another;  but 
they  were  not  each  separately  declared  carried.  But  at  the 
end  of  the  clause,  when  all  the  paragraphs  had  been  consid¬ 
ered,  the  whole  clause  was  declared  carried.  Two  or  three 
paragraphs  were  allowed  to  stand  over,  but  they  have  since 
been  gone  into  and  adopted,  and  tho  whole  clause  as  it 
stands  now  in  the  Bill  has  been  put  to  tho  committee  and 
declared  carried. 

Mr.  MULLOCK.  No,  I  beg  your  pardon.  I  have  turned 
up  tho  Hansard,  and  that  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  have  turned  up  the  Hansard,  and  at 
the  end  of  the  discussion  on  tho  whole  clause  3  there  is  no 
declaration  that  the  clause  was  put ;  there  is  nothing  show¬ 
ing  that  it  was  carried  at  all.  It  was  never  carried  as  a 
wholo  clause,  and  was  never  submitted  to  the  committee  as 
such. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me 
— it  was  done  afterwards.  Several  paragraphs,  relating  to 
farmers’  sons  and  others,  were  reserved,  and  allowed  to 
stand  over  to  tho  end.  Tho  clause  was  not  put  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  until  the  last  day,  I  think,  of  the  discussion,  but  that 
it  was  so  put  I  am  certain,  because  I  put  my  initials  to  tho 
clause  after  it  was  put  aud  declared  carried. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  recollection  of  the 
Chairman  is  accurate.  Instead  of  putting  the  wholo  clause, 
one  paragraph  was  taken  up  altor  another,  and  we  came  to 
a  sort  ot  agreement  and  went  on  to  the  next  paragraph 
without  a  formal  vote  being  taken  on  each  paragraph. 
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Some  of  the  clauses  about  farmers  and  farmers’  sons  were 
allowed  to  stand  over.  At  the  last  sitting  wo  took  them  up 
again.  I  do  not  think  tbe  hon.  member  was  hero  at  the 
time.  The  whole  clause,  as  amended,  was  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Was  that  since  the  last  discussion  on  the 
Indian  question  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAC-DONALD.  It  was  the  very  last  time 
we  sat. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  it  may  have  happened  in  my 
absence.  If  that  had  not  occurred,  I  should  not  have  felt 
that  the  paragraph  had  been  put.  At  the  same  time  I  feel  I 
have  a  grievance. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  propose  to  have 
the  preamble  put  before  section  53  has  been  adopted  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  intend  to  carry  it 
without  that  clause. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  would  scarcely  be  treating  the  com¬ 
mittee  fairly.  We  expected  it  to  be  submitted  for  considera¬ 
tion.  and  the  hon.  gentleman  now  proposes  to  carry  through 
a  Bill  without  making  any  provision  in  it  for  remunerating 
the  officers  whom  it  creates. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  intend  to  do  that,  if  the 
House  will  allow  me ;  and  for  this  reason.  The  Act  will  not 
come  into  force  until  after  1st  January.  The  House  will 
meet  in  January.  The  judges  I  hope  will  in  a  great  degree 
consent  to  serve  as  revising  officers.  I  think  so,  and  I  have 
had  a  great  many  communications  from  them  ;  and  they 
will  be  satisfied  with  very  small  additions  to  their  salaries. 
I  do  not  propose,  therefore,  to  proceed  with  the  clause  in 
question.  I  wish  to  see  some  of  the  judges  and  to  settle  as 
moderate  a  scale  of  remuneration  as  possible.  That  scale  I 
will  submit  to  Parliament  at  its  next  Session.  This  will  be 
a  much  more  economical  mode  than  that  of  fixing  a  sum  at 
this  moment.  I  have  my  own  ideas  of  what  the  amount 
should  be ;  but  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  wa  should  have 
an  opportunity  before  the  Act  will  come  into  force  of  settling 
a  scale  of  remuneration  which  will  bo  moderate  and  at  the 
same  time  satisfactory.  A  question  may  porhaps  arise  as 
to  whether  in  case  a  revising  officer  is  not  a  judge  there 
should  be  any  difference  in  the  fee  allowed.  I  do  not  think 
there  ought  to  be.  Judging  from  the  number  of  applications 
that  have  come  from  members  of  the  legal  profession,  on 
both  sides  of  politics — and  a  good  many  have  applied— there 
will  be  no  difficulty  in  getting  competent  revising  officers 
at  very  moderate  rates  indeed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  seems  to  be  a  very  extraordinary 
proceeding.  The  hon.  gentleman  the  other  day  took  the 
preliminary  stage  of  the  money  clause,  and  since  then  he 
seems  to  have  decided  to  abandon  it.  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  bargain  with  the  judges  of  the  land  may  turn 
out  satisfactory,  and  turn  out  to  be  economical,  and  I  trust 
that  those  independent  suppliants  for  office  who  are  pester¬ 
ing  the  hon.  gentleman  with  applications - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  pestei’ing. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  know  they  are  pestering  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man — will  turn  out  as  independent  after  they  are  appointed 
as  they  are  at  present. 

Bill  reported,  with  amendments. 

LIBRARY  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  139)  to  amend 
the  Act  in  relation  to  the  Library  of  Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 


(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  real  necessity  is  there  for  having’ 
two  chief  librarians  with  co-equal  powers  ?  The  present 
condition  of  the  Library  calls  for  some  improvement. 
Whoever  may  fill  the  office  should  endeavor  to  arrange  the 
Library  in  such  a  way  that  persons  may  know  what  books 
are  in  stock.  A  short  time  ago  I  had  occasion  to  deal  with 
a  certain  subject  ,  and  I  took  from  the  catalogue  a  list  of 
the  books  upon  that  subject  which  were  supposed  to  be  in 
the  Library  ;  and  I  found  to  my  surprise  on  application  to 
the  librarian  that  about  ten  of  the  number — and  though  I 
will  not  say  how  many  were  on  the  list,  I  think  there  were 
about  a  dozen — were  missing  from  the  Library,  and  no  trace 
of  them  could  be  found.  From  that  circumstance  I  drow 
the  inference  that  there  has  been  no  regular  system  of 
stock-taking  and  it  is  not  known  now  what  books  are  actu¬ 
ally  in  the  Library.  The  catalogue  is  entirely  deceptive, 
and  discloses  a  list  of  books  which  have  been  acquired,  but 
which  have  gone  astray  from  time  to  time.  Now,  I  think 
that  in  every  well  regulated  library  there  should  be  a  time 
when  there  should  be  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  books 
which  ought  to  be  on  hand,  and  enquiry  made  as  to  those 
that  are  missing.  Such  an  enquiry  might  lead  to  the 
recovery  of  many  of  the  books,  I  do  not  of  course 
assume  that  those  who  take  away  these  books 
do  so  intending  any  wrong,  but  we  know  that 
a  great  deal  of  latitude  is  allowed  to  persons 
entrusted  with  books,  and  it  may  be  difficult  for  the 
librarian  to  keep  track  of  them ;  but  if  he  were  to  take 
stock,  and  find  what  books  were  missing,  he  could  take 
steps  to  recover  them,  and  as  to  those  which  he  could 
not  recover,  the  catalogue  might  be  amended  from  time  to 
time,  and  any  such  books  as  were  missing,  which  were  pro¬ 
per  books  to  have  in  the  first  instance,  might  be  replaced. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN.  The  hon.  geutlomanis  right 
in  saying  that  the  librarian  should  take  care  to  see  that 
books  which  are  taken  away  are  returned.  I  must 
say  that  for  a  number  of  years  past  the  librarian  has  always 
taken  care  Ihrough  his  officers  to  see  that  books  that  are 
taken  out  of  the  library  are  returned.  We  know  that 
members  of  Parliament  have  boen  called  upon  at  different 
periods  to  return  books  which  may  havo  been  kept  by  them 
for  a  longer  time  than  was  necessary,  and  then  they  are 
returned  ;  but  I  know  that  years  ago  it  was  found  that  a 
number  of  books  which  were  taken  from  the  Library  had 
disappeared,  and  upon  finding  that  to  be  the  case,  I  think 
the  Committee  on  the  Library  adopted  stringent  rules  in 
order  that  such  a  thing  might  not  occur  in  the  future. 
Though  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Library  Committee,  I 
think  that  state  of  things  has  been  remedied,  and  that  now 
books  which  go  out  of  the  Library  are  always  traced,  and  if 
kept  too  long,  the  person  who  has  them  is  called  upon  to 
return  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  recollects  very  well  that 
at  one  time  members  of  Parliament  were  allowed  to  give 
permission  to  others  to  havo  books  from  the  Library,  and 
these  books  were  entered  in  the  names  of  such  mem¬ 
bers.  This  was  a  custom  which  also  led  to 

difficulties.  When  the  books  wore  not  returned, 

the  member  in  whose  name  they  were  entered 

was  callod  upon  to  find  them,  and  he  would  say  that  he 
never  had  the  books,  but  as  they  were  entered  in  his  name, 
of  course  he  was  bound  to  see  that  the  order  was  made  good 
afterwards.  I  think  that  custom  has  ceased  to  a  groat 
extent  now,  and  that  books  are  given  to  members  and  not 
to  others.  If  parties  outside  of  members  of  Parliament  want 
books,  they  are  allowed  to  go  to  the  Library  under  surveil¬ 
lance  and  read  them,  but  not  to  carry  them  away.  The  hon. 
gentloman  is  perfectly  right  in  saying  that  there  should  be 
a  stock-taking  of  the  books  from  time  to  time,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  attention  of  the  committee  having  been 
called  to  this  matter,  the  librarians  will  see  that  this  rule 
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should  be  followed,— that  is  to  say,  that  from  time  to  time 
there  should  be  a  sort  of  catalogue  made.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  proper  thing  that  these  librarians  should  take  care  that 
stock  should  now  be  taken  of  all  the  books  of  the  Library. 
Of  course  it  will  take  some  months,  but  we  have  to  make  a 
beginning  some  day  or  other,  and  it  would  be  better  now, 
that  they  may  see  what  books  are  out  and  where  they  are, 
and  if  they  cannot  be  traced  the  catalogue  should  be  cor¬ 
rected  accordingly,  and  more  stringent  rules  adopted  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  abuses. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Min¬ 
istry  to  the  fact  that  the  Library  is  notably  deficient  as  a 
law  library.  It  will  hardly  rank  with  any  of  the  provincial 
libraries  when,  as  it  seems  to  me,  from  the  amount  of  money 
expended  upon  it,  it  should  take  high  rank  as  a  law  library. 
If  it  is  to  be  of  any  special  use  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada, 
it  is  because  it  is  a  good  library  as  a  law  library  particularly. 
We  have  not  so  much  occasion  to  study  the  sciences  or  light 
literature  as  to  study  constitutional  law  here,  and  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  the  new  librarians  ought  to  give  their 
attention  particularly  to  strengthening  the  library  in  those 
respects,  which  would  make  it  more  useful  to  the  members  of 
this  House  as  members  of  a  legislative  body.  I  find  that,  com¬ 
paring  it  with  the  law  library  of  Montreal,  it  is  far  below 
it  in  rank.  Now  that  should  not  be1  I  do  not  know  so 
much  of  the  Osgoode  Hall  library,  but  I  fancy  it  is  even 
further  ahead  of  this  library  than  the  Montreal  library  is, 
and  therefore,  it  seems  to  me,  that  if  a  little  more  money 
were  spent  on  legal  and  semi-legal  works,  and  less  on  works 
on  light  literature  and  subjects  of  that  class,  it  would  bo 
more  useful  to  us  as  a  library. 

Mr.  BLAKE  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the 
backs  of  the  books  he  will  find  which  class  are  in  most 
request.  He  will  find  that  the  works  of  light  literature 
bear  evident  signs  of  much  more  careful  and  frequent  use 
than  the  books  bound  in  law  calf  of  which  he  speaks. 

Mr.  IVES.  There  is  nothing  in  them  of  use  to  legis¬ 
lators. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  I  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  was  to 
dive  into  the  recess  wherein  the  librarians  charges  us  with 
books  borrowed,  he  will  find  that  legislators  do  their  share 
in  taking  out  books  from  that  portion  of  the  library.  Still, 
I  do  myself  object  to  too  many  books  of  light  literature 
being  bought  for  the  Library.  On  the  other  hand,  I  do  not 
think  the  Library  is  specially  a  law  library,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  view  it.  We  did  not  pretend  that  it 
was  to  bo  more  than  an  imperfect  and  rudimentary  law 
library,  until  the  establishment  of  the  Supremo  Court,  since 
which  time  a  large  sum  has  boen  expended,  simply  in  the 
view  that  we  could  not  get  along  in  the  Supreme  Court 
without  a  law  library.  We  do  not  so  much  requiro,  for 
ordinary  legislative  functions,  a  perfect  and  complete 
law  library.  Wo  require  those  books  which  will  be  usoful 
to  us  in  the  discharge  of  our  legislative  duties,  but 
not  the  books  which  will  be  useful  to  us  in  the 
discharge  of  such  professional  duties  as  we  may  choose 
to  combine  with  our  legislative  duties;  and  if  it  were  not 
that  the  Supreme  Court  requires  a  great  many  law  books, 
I  should  entirely  dissent  from  the  view  that  we  should  pay 
more  for  law  books.  There  are  a  great  many  legal  books 
that  it  is  important  that  we  should  have.  We  deal  with 
criminal  law,  and  books  on  that  subject  are  useful  to  us,  as 
are  books  on  commercial  law.  We  deal  to  some  extent,  and 
I  hope  some  day  we  will  deal  to  a  greater  extent,  with 
questions  of  international  law,  and  wo  should  have  some 
books  on  that  question.  But  1  do  not  think  we  want  all  the 
text  books  and  all  the  reports,  simply  for  the  discharge  of 
our  functions  as  legislators.  How  often  are  they  quoted 
from,  how  often  do  they  form  the  subject  mattor  of  hon. 
gentlemen’s  speeches,  or  how  often  do  we  have  to  resort  to 
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them  ?  But  there  is  a  vast  mass  of  literature  in  which  we 
are  defective,  and  which  should  be  useful  to  us.  Our 
Library  is  not  yet  at  all  fully  supplied  with  works 
relating  to  the  early  history  of  the  North  American 
continent,  which  the  Library  Committee  a  year  or  two 
ago  made  special  efforts  to  obtain,  and  for  which  they  got 
the  assent  of  the  Government  to  an  appropriation.  There 
are  also  a  great  many  books  that  throw  light  on  the  federal 
constitution  and  on  the  growth  and  early  struggles  of  the 
colonies  both  before  and  after  the  disruption  between 
England  and  the  United  States,  of  which  our  Library  ought 
to  be  much  fuller  than  it  is.  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
mistake  to  regard  as  necessary,  except  in  connection  with 
the  Supreme  Court,  to  keep  members  supplied  with  legal 
books  beyond  those  that  belong  to  the  task  of  legislation. 
In  the  Parliamentary  Library  wo  have  much  more  important 
gaps  to  fill  up  than  this ;  but  the  librarians  of  the  future 
will  not  have  as  much  to  do  with  this  matter  as  the  Library 
Committee,  which  has  to  direct  the  general  policy  of  the 
library.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  entrust  to  the  librarian 
the  task  of  deciding  the  general  allocation  of  the  vote ; 
its  particular  distribution  will  to  a  largo  extent  devolve 
upon  him  ;  but  its  general  distribution  must  devolve  on  the 
Library  Committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  tho  principle  he  has  laid  down ; 
but  there  is  a  great  defect  in  the  guardianship  of  the  books 
of  tho  library — in  letting  them  out  and  collecting  them 
again.  The  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock) 
said  he  found  a  list  of  ten  books  that  were  gone.  That  is  a 
very  largo  list  to  have  disappeared  in  tho  experinco  of  one 
hon.  gentleman.  My  experience  has  been  that  there  are  a 
good  many  books  which  on  enquiry  were  found  to  have  dis¬ 
appeared,  and  there  was  nothing  to  show  how  they  had  dis¬ 
appeared  or  that  anybody  was  chargeable  with  them.  I  do 
not  know  how  that  is  to  be  avoided  except  by  altering  our 
practice,  and  making  the  Library  a  state  library  instead  of 
a  lending  library  so  much  as  it  is.  The  books  are  sent  to 
everybody  or  almost  everybody  who  can  got  a  member  to 
allow  the  use  of  his  name,  and  there  is  no  supervision  and 
no  moans  of  getting  these  books  back  again  unless  you  have 
a  special  officer  to  look  after  the  parties.  Members  ought 
really  to  be  chargeable  with  tho  cost  of  any  book  taken  out 
in  their  name  and  not  returned  within  a  reasonable  period. 
There  is  no  objection  in  tho  world  to  allowing  light  litera¬ 
ture  to  go  out ;  but  all  works  of  really  permanent  value  in 
literature,  science  or  art,  especially  such  books  as  encyclo¬ 
pedias,  and  scientific  books  which  are  very  costly - 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  do  not  think  they  are  taken  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Many  of  them.  At  all 
events,  you  find  you  cannot  get  them  when  you  want  them 
sometimes.  There  ought  to  be  a  more  rigid  supervision  in 
that  regard.  Then  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  means  of 
getting  a  moro  perfect  catalogue.  The  present  catalogue 
is  not  scientifically  arranged.  Perhaps  I  do  not  understand 
the  method  of  utilising  it,  but  I  really  cannot  inform  myself 
of  the  works  on  any  given  subject  from  looking  at  the 
catalogue. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public 
Works  not  only  agrees  with  the  suggestions  I  made,  but 
goes  further.  These  two  officers  are  about  to  enter  on 
their  duties  now,  and  there  is  no  great  profit  in  looking 
back  and  finding  fault  with  the  past,  but  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  start  with  a  clean  record  for  the  future.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  books  I  referred  to  were  lost,  but  the 
Library  has  got  into  such  confusion  that  they  could  not  be 
found.  In  proof  of  that  I  may  mention  that,  in  looking 
through  tho  department  for  fiction  and  other  light  litera¬ 
ture,  I  found  a  book  which  struck  me  as  not  being  at  home 
there,  a  medical  book  I  think — “  Gray’s  Anatomy.”  It  was 
practically  lost* 


Mr.  L  ALTRIER.  The  difficulties  now  complained  of  have 
always  existed  and  must  always  exist  so  long  as  this  is  a 
general  library.  Last  year  the  Library  Committeo 
endeavored  to  stop  this  large  circulation  of  the  books,  but 
they  found  that  their  order  could  not  be  carried  out,  and 
they  had  to  rescind  it.  But  the  difficulties  now  existing, 
great  as  they  are,  cannot  be  lessened,  and  must  be  increa¬ 
sed,  if  we  adopt  the  system  contemplated  by  the  Act,  of 
having  a  divided  responsibility.  If  at  present  when  we 
have  only  one  responsible  head  for  the  management  of  the 
library  difficulties  exist,  surely  it  must  be  admittoi  that 
when  we  have  two  heads  instead  of  one  it  will  be  still  more 
difficult  to  carry  out  the  rules  of  the  Library.  No  adequate 
reason  has  been  given  why  we  should  have  this  double 
responsibility.  These  joint  officers,  wherever  they  exist, 
do  not  as  a  rule  prove  to  be  a  success,  except  in  very  excep¬ 
tional  cases,  and  the  reason  is  obvious,  When  there  are 
two  men  at  the  head  of  a  department,  having  equal  power, 
it  must  be  evident  that  they  cannot  exercise  the  same  super¬ 
vision  over  their  subordinates  as  one  supreme  head. 
In  the  Province  of  Quebec  these  joint  officers  are 
pretty  common  on  account  of  the  double  national¬ 
ity  of  the  population,  and  sometimes  it  is  thought 
they  are  appointed  for  political  reasons  only. 
But  in  this  case,  I  ask  myself  what  reason  is  there  why 
we  should  not  continue  on  the  old  system  ?  There  is  none. 
There  is  not  even  the  question  of  nationality ;  for  by  keep¬ 
ing  the  present  system  and  promoting  Mr.  DeCelles,  there 
could  be  no  objection  on  that  score.  Mr.  DeCelles  has 
proved  himself  to  be  a  very  efficient  officor.  For  a  long 
time  the  Library  was  administered  under  the  leadership  of 
the  late  Mr.  Todd,  assisted  by  Mr.  Lajoio,  the  latter  of 
whom  was  replaced  by  Mr.  DeCelles.  Now  that  a  vacancy 
has  occurred,  there  is  no  reason  why  Mr.  DeCelles,  if  he  is 
qualified,  should  not  be  promoted  and  his  place  filled  by  an 
English-speaking  gentleman.  Then,  when  a  vacancy  occurs, 
the  assistant  to  the  librarian  will  be  eligible  for  promotion, 
and  he  will  be  replaced  by  a  French-speaking  gentleman  so 
that  there  can  be  no  difficulty  raised  under  the  present  sys¬ 
tem  as  regards  nationality. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  seems  to  me  an  outrage.  This  conjunc¬ 
tion  of  two  men  in  ono  office  is  a  monstrosity;  it  reminds 
me  of  those  fabulous  animals,  unicorns,  griffins,  etc. 

Mr.  M  CLOCK.  I  do  not  know  if  I  have  tho  correct  figures 
shewing  the  salaries  of  the  various  classes  of  officers,  but 
the  gross  cost  of  the  employes,  according  to  those  figures, 
amounts  to  a  very  alarming  sum.  There  are  two  librarians 
at  $3,000  each — $6,000 ;  two  first-class  clerks  who  are  receiv¬ 
ing  $1,800  each — $ 3,600 ;  two  second-class  clerks,  the  mini¬ 
mum  of  whose  salaries  is  $1,100  to  increase  to  $1,400,  say 
an  average  of  $1,250,  or  total  $2,500  ;  two  third-class  clerks, 
salaries  from  $400  to  $1,000,  say  $700,  or  $1,400;  chief  mes¬ 
senger,  $700  ;  three  messengers  at  $400  each,  $1,200  ;  total 
$15,600.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  could  tell  us  what  is  tho  cost 
of  similar  services  at  other  public  libraries.  Take  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  library  of  Ontario,  the  salary  of  the  librarian  is,  I 
think,  $1,400  a  year  ;  no  doubt,  there  are  some  attendants  in 
that  library.  The  salary  of  librarian  at  another  public 
institution,  at  Toronto,  where  the  number  of  books  is  over 
40,000,  is  $1,200  and  he  has  only  two  attendants  who  get 
very  small  salaries,  because  they  are  in  attendance  in  the 
institution  in  other  capacities.  Tho  total  salary  is  only  $1,400 
for  the  management  of  a  library  of  40,000,  yet  here  we  aro 
going  to  an  expense  of  $15,600  for  the  management  of  a 
library  which  does  not  contain  more  than  100,000  volumes. 
It  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that,  with  the  exception  of  a  spe¬ 
cial  Session  such  as  this,  these  officers  are  practically  only 
in  attendance  three  months  of  the  yeai’,  for  tho  remaining 
nine  months  they  are  not  required.  It  must  be  possiblo  to 
provide  some  more’economical  schome. 
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Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  only 
given  one  side  of  the  question.  He  speaks  of  tho  expenses, 
as  he  sees  them,  under  the  present  arrangement,  without 
reference  to  what  will  necessarily  occur  when  a  number  of 
these  officers  will  disappear,  and  on  the  other  hand  he  takes 
only  the  figures  of  the  new  arrangement,  without  speaking 
of  the  figures  as  they  are  now.  The  salaries  now  paid  to 
the  officers  and  messengers  amount  to  $16,400,  whilst,  under 
the  new  arrangement,  without  reducing  the  present  sala¬ 
ries  of  the  present  incumbents -—because  I  do  not  sup¬ 
pose  the  hon.  gentleman  would  ask  us  to  reduce  them— ■ 
the  total  amount  will  be  $15,600  which  would  bo 
$800  less  than  the  salaries  paid  for  many  years 
before.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  must  see  that  whenever  some 
of  tho  officers  disappear— for  examplo,  there  is  the  house¬ 
keeper  or  the  chief  messenger ;  he  has  got  up  to  $900— his 
successor  will  have  only  $700,  That  will  be  a  saving  of 
$200.  Then  tho  messengers  in  tho  Library,  which  has  been 
under  the  control  of  Parliament,  managed  directly  by  Par¬ 
liament  and  not  by  the  Government,  have  come  up  to  $700 
each,  whilst  in  the  Departments,  according  to  tho  rules  of 
the  service,  their  highest  salary  would  be  $500.  Tho  suc¬ 
cessors  of  these  men  will  not  come  in  at  $500.  They  will 
come  in,  as  in  the  Departments,  at  $300 ;  so  that  wo  have 
before  us  a  numbor  of  reductions  that  must  take  place  here¬ 
after.  Even  should  they  remain,  these  salaries,  under  the 
new  arrangement,  will  be  loss  than  under  the  present 
arrangement,  and  show  a  reduction ;  and  the  result  of 
putting  the  officers  and  messengers  ol  the  Library  under  the 
Civil  Service  Act  will  save  the  members  of  the  Library  Com¬ 
mittee,  as  well  as  of  the  House,  the  importunities  of  these 
officers  and  messengers  to  have  their  salaries  increased. 
It  is  the  same  idea  that  has  guided  the  Commissioners  of 
Internal  Economy  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  bringing, 
through  Mr.  Speaker,  the  other  day,  a  report  to  put  tho 
officers  of  the  Departments  of  Parliament  under  the  same 
rule,  that  is  to  say  under  the  Civil  Service  Act.  Thus  we 
will  avoid  all  the  importunities,  if  I  may  say  so,  or  the 
applications  of  officers  and  servants  of  the  House  to  have 
their  salaries  increased;  they  will  be  fixed  once  for  all  and 
increased  according  to  law.  In  this  cas9  it  is  tho  same, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  in  error  if  he  thinks  by 
this  arrangement  wo  are  increasing  the  salaries.  Far  from 
it,  the  object  of  this  is  to  reduce  the  expenses  of  the  Library, 
but,  as  Parliament  has  always  done,  we  do  not  want  to 
reduce  the  salaries  of  tho  present  incumbents,  but  to  leave 
them  with  their  present  salaries,  allowing  the  reductions  to 
take  place  when  the  present  officers  disappear.  The  only 
increase  we  have  made  has  been  that,  instead  of  having  an 
assistant-librarian,  he  disappears,  and  instead  of  giving 
$2,400  to  that  officer,  we  give  each  of  the  joint  librarians 
$3,000,  while  tho  previous  librarian  had  $1,200  ;  so  tho 
increase  is  just  $400  on  that  account.  There  are  some 
officers  who  must  soon  disappear ;  they  are  old,  and  are  at 
the  top  of  tho  list. 

Mr.  M CLOCK.  Which  are  thoso  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LA.NGEVIN.  There  is  ono  whose  salary 
is  $1,809.  He  is  an  old  officor,  and  before  long  he  will  dis¬ 
appear,  and  liis  successor  will  begin  at,  say,  $1,400. 

Mr.  VAIL.  There  is  the  superannuation. 

Sir  HECTOR  LA.NGEVTN.  The  policy  of  Parliament 
has.  been,  instead  of  leaving  an  old  officer,  whon  ho  becomes 
unfit  for  service,  to  be  paid  his  full  salary,  to  give  him  a 
superannuation  and  bring  in  anothor  officor  at  the  minimum 
salary  who  was  able  to  render  good  service  as  being  more 
economical,  and  it  was  also  considered  proper  that  an  officor, 
after  twenty  or  twenty-five  or  thirty  years  in  the  service, 
should  have  a  small  pension  to  ouabio  him  to  enjoy  tho  rest 
of  his  life.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  dosire 
to  change  that  policy. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that 
$15,600  is  not  an  unreasonable  sum  to  pay  for  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  Library  ? 

Sir  HECTOB  LANGEYIN.  The  measure  the  Govern¬ 
ment  brought  in,  showed  that  they  thought  it  was  too  much, 
because  they  propose  a  scale  of  salaries  which,  if  we  had  to 
begin  to-day,  would  reduce  it  very  much.  But  the  salaries 
have  been  fixed  by  the  report  of  the  Library  Committtee 
from  year  to  year,  and  Parliament  sanctioned  them,  and  we 
have  to  accept  the  decision  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  tells  us  he 
is  in  favor  of  reducing  the  cost  of  management  of  the 
Library,  in  illustration  of  that,  he  says  that  whereas  at  one 
time  the  salary  of  the  librarian  was  $3,200,  wo  are  reduc¬ 
ing  it  to  $3,000.  That  is  true,  but  he  is  duplicating  the 
officer. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  assistant 
librarian  now.  We  saved  that  salary. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  You  saved  that  office  by  creating  a  joint 
head  at  $3,000  a  year  each.  I  am  satisfied  that  there  is  a 
waste  of  public  money  in  this  branch  of  the  service.  See 
the  number  of  clerks  that  you  have-— two  librarians  and 
seven  other  clerks,  besides  messengers,  to  look  after  this 
Library.  It  is  an  indefensible  scheme. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  LAURLER.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  scheme  is 
indefensible.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  have  a  double 
head  in  the  Library  instead  of  one  head.  I  have  never  heard 
any  complaint  against  the  management  of  the  Library  as  it 
was  formerly  under  Mr,  Todd  and  Mr.  Lajoie,  and  after¬ 
wards  under  Mr.  DeCelles.  What  reason  is  there  to  go  back 
on  that  ?  I  am  in  favor  of  reform,  but  this  change  cannot 
be  called  reform.  If  there  had  been  any  defect,  if  the  Par¬ 
liamentary  Committee  had  suggested  the  change,  or  if  any 
complaint  had  been  made  in  regard  to  the  management  of 
the  Library,  that  might  be  a  reason  for  making  the  change. 
The  Minister  of  Public  Works  said  the  scheme  contemplated 
a  deci’ease  in  the  expense,  but  all  the  decreases  which  are 
contemplated  are  contingent  on  the  death  or  the  removal  of 
the  actual  incumbents,  while  the  increase  will  at  once 
commence  from  the  appointment  of  the  joint  librarian.  The 
decreases  are  all  contingent.  Take  the  chief  messenger. 
He  is  paid  $900  a  year.  It  is  proposed  that  in  future  he 
shall  be  paid  onl}-  $100,  when  the  present  incumbent  is 
replaced,  but,  as  long  as  he  remains,  he  shall  receive  his 
present  salary.  I  do  not  complain  of  that  salary.  The 
present  chief  messenger  is  a  most  efficient  officer  and  earns 
his  salary,  but  all  these  decreases  are  simply  contingent  and 
are  not  to  take  place  immediately. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  kill  these 
officers  off. 

Mr.  LAUBIEK,  I  do  not  desire  that  you  should,  but 
the  Government  have  no  reason  to  boast  of  their  economy 
on  this  account.  I  give  them  credit  for  their  good  motive 
to  economise  in  the  future,  but  they  cannot  boast  of  any 
actual  economy  now.  On  the  contrary,  in  practice,  they 
are  making  not  a  decrease  but  an  increase.  We  have  two 
officers  at  $3,000  a  year  each,  when  we  had  one  at  $3,200. 
These  officers  are  not  to  remain  forever,  the  most  of  them 
are  young.  Why,  should  we  go  into  this  present  legisla¬ 
tion  ?  I  see  no  good  reason  for  it  at  all. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  refers  to 
the  good  intentions  of  the  Government.  Well,  we  have 
heard  of  the  highway  to  a  certain  place  which  is  paved 
with  good  intentions. 

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.  Name,  name. 

Mr.  MILLS,  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
subject  of  the  economy  that  will  be  effected  in  the  future, 
Sir  Hector  Lanoeyin. 
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but  this  is  an  extraordinary  way  of  securing  it.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  messengers.  Many  of  these  messengers  are 
under  30  years  of  age,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  basing  his 
hope  of  economy  upon  the  early  death  of  these  men  who 
are  at  present  engaged  as  messengers  in  the  Library 
Department.  I  remember  very  well  when  it  was  proposed 
to  pay  those  messengers  the  present  salaries,  and  it  was 
thought  the  employment  of  intelligent  men,  men  of  more 
than  the  intelligence  of  ordinary  messengers,  would  be  a 
source  of  economy  instead  of  expense  to  the  country, 
because  when  they  were  not  actually  engaged  in  the 
ordinary  work  of  messengers  they  could,  to  some  extent, 
discharge  the  duties  of  clerks.  Take,  for  instance,  Mr. 
Casault.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  say  that  he  is  not 
worth  the  salary  ho  is  receiving,  and  why  ?  Not  because 
it  is  worth  that  sum  to  discharge  the  ordinary  work  of  a 
messengei1,  but  because  he  is  really  an  efficient  clerk ; 
he  is  well  acquainted  with  the  Library.  There  is 
no  one,  perhaps,  in  the  Library  at  this  moment 
who  can  more  readily  give  you  the  information  you 
require  or  the  volume  you  wish  to  consult  than 
Mr.  Casault.  Now,  if  that  be  the  case,  where  would  be  the 
advantage  in  superseding  a  man  like  Mr.  Casault  with  a  man 
engaged  in  running  messages  and  doing  nothing  else  ?  You 
would  have  to  get  another  clerk.  You  would  have  to  have 
a  clerk  and  messenger  both  to  pay.  The  whole  ques¬ 
tion  was  considered  by  the  Library  Committee  when  the 
former  Act  was  prepared.  I  was  at  that  time  a  member  of 
the  committee,  and  I  remember  very  well  the  discussion 
that  took  place,  and  it  was  supposed  that  an  economy 
would  be  effected  by  the  employment  of  intelligent  mes¬ 
sengers  who  could,  a  portion  of  their  time,  discharge  the 
duty  of  clerks.  Well,  Sir,  the  men  are  engaged  in  doing 
that  work  at  this  moment ;  I  do  not  know  whether  every 
man  who  is  acting  as  messenger  at  the»present  time,  is  also 
performing  the  duties  of  clerk,  because  I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  kind  of  men  the  Government  have  appointed. 
But  I  know  what  the  men  were  at  the  time  the  former  Act 
was  prepai’ed,  and  I  remember  why  the  salaries  of  those 
men  were  fixed  at  the  maximum,  at  a  higher  maximum 
than  the  salaries  of  ordinary  messengers.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  right  well  that  the  members  have 
not  been  efficiently  served  this  Session.  I  do  not 
blame  the  Libi'ary  Committee  or  the  staff  as  at  present 
constituted.  A  very  considerable  number  of  them  have 
been  away,  and  the  Government  have  thought  it  necessary 
or  right  and  proper  that  one  important  clerk  in  the  Library 
should  go  upon  military  duty  instead  of  attending  to  the 
duties  of  his  office  here.  But,  Sir,  the  whole  feature  of  this 
Bill  is  this :  The  Government  are  anxious,  not  to  econo¬ 
mise,  not  to  fix  the  salaries  of  the  messengers  and  clerks 
at  a  lower  rate  than  they  now  receive,  but  they  are 
anxious  to  provide  for  a  party  who  is  not  in  the  Library  at 
the  present  time,  to  give  him  a  position  in  the  Library,  and 
put  him  upon  a  footing  with  Mr.  DeCelles,  and  in  order  to 
do  so,  this  legislation  is  proposed.  We  have  the  time  of 
Parliament  taken  up  unnecessarily,  we  have  a  discussion 
of  this  Bill  instead  of  having  a  discussion  of  the  Estimates. 
We  are  discussing  here  how  to  provide  for  a  friend  and 
supporter  of  the  Government  instead  of  considering  how 
we  are  to  provide  for  the  public  necessity,  and  how 
we  are  to  deal  with  those  important  questions  which  the 
Government  have  so  seriously  mismanaged  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.  I  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  Ministers 
are  wasting  the  public  i-esources,  they  are  wasting  the 
time  of  Parliament,  and  we  are  keeping  the  House 
unnecessarily  in  session,  the  Government  are  unneces¬ 
sarily  prolonging  the  Session  by  bringing  forward 
measures  in  order  to  provide  for  their  friends  out 
of  the  public  Treasury,  and  that,  too,  at  a  time  when  the 
public  are  threatened  with  a  very  serious  deficit.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  condition  of  things  may  be,  but  it  is  rumored 
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that  tho  Government  will  have  difficulty  in  providing  for 
the  public  necessities  at  the  present  time.  We  shall  know 
more  about  that  in  a  few  days;  yet  we  have  our  time  and 
the  time  of  the  country  taken  up  with  a  scheme  to  provide 
for  a  political  friend  of  the  Government  whom  they  are 
going  to  pension  on  the  public  service.  He  is  found, 
perhaps,  inefficient  where  ho  is,  his  usefulness  is  gone, 
he  can  no  longer  bo  of  service  to  the  Administration 
where  he  is,  and  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  him  from  an  influential  journal,  that  he  should  be 
pensioned  upon  the  public  and  put  in  a  position  where  he 
can  be  equally  well  compensated,  perhaps,  without  doing 
the  party  which  ho  serves  any  detriment  and  without 
doing  the  public  any  good.  We  are  certainly  injured  to  the 
extent  of  having  a  useless  officer  pensioned  upon  the  public 
Treasury  by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  we  have  the 
time  of  Parliament  wasted  upon  this  subject,  instead  of  being 
devoted  to  the  consideration  of  matters  of  public  import¬ 
ance. 

Bill  reported,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  tho 
Chair. 

After  Keeess. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred 
to  Committee  of  the  Whole,  with  instructions  t  >  amend  the  same  so  as 
to  avoid  the  inconvenience  and  expense  of  the  office  cf  Librarian  of 
Parliament  being  held  by  two  heads,  as  is  proposed  by  the  Bill,  and  to 
provide  that  the  said  office  shall  continue  to  be  held  by  one  person 
only. 

House  divided  on  amendment. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allen, 

Armstrong, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Cartwright, 

Casey. 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

Charlton, 

Davies, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Edgar, 

Fleming, 


Forbes, 

Geofi'rion, 

Gilimor, 

Guay, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

King, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

McIntyre, 

Mclsaac, 


McMullen, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Yail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wilson, 

Yeo. — 51. 


Nats  .• 
Messieurs 


B.-.in  fSoulanges), 

Bergin,  . 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Carling, 

Colby, 

CoBtigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Daly, 

Dawson,  _ 

Desaulniers  i'Maski’ng6)Jenkin3, 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice),Kilvert, 

Dickinson,  Langerin, 

Dodd,  Lesage, 

Dugas,  Macdonald  (King), 

Dupont,  Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Farrow,  Mackintosh, 

Ferguson(Leeds&Gren.)McCallum, 

Amendment  negatived,  and  Bill  read  the  third  time  on 
the  same  division  reversed. 


Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Gigault, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hall, 

Hes3on, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 


McDougald  (Pictou), 
HcDougall  (0. ^Breton), 
McLelan, 

Moffat, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Taschereau, 

Temple, 

Tupper, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Ca  uwell), 
White  (Hast  n-s), 
Wright. — 65. 


S  UPPLY— CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolutions  reported  from 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Charges  of  management .  $168,709.56 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  A  promise  was  given 
that  some  further  explanations  would  be  made  with  respect 
to  a  certain  sum  payable  to  our  financial  commissioner  in 
England,  Sir  John  Rose.  I  am  sorry  to  observe  that  in 
spite  of  the  enormous  sum  hereafter  to  be  paid  to  sinking 
fund,  apparently  the  sum  in  our  Estimates  is  going  to  be 
very  largely  increased.  If  I  understand  rightly,  probably 
$200,000  or  $300,000  more  will  be  spent  in  connection  with 
sinking  fund  than  was  estimated  for.  I  observe  on  the  pre¬ 
ceding  page  that  the  nominal  amount  estimated  for 
sinking  fund  is  $1,097,000.  Now,  that  excepts  the 

per  cent,  which  was  due  on  the  consolidated  5  per 
cent.  Canadian  loan,  and  that  apparently,  from  the  terms 
of  the  renewal,  will  almost  all  bo  paid  in  future  ; 
at  any  rate,  the  sum  of  about  $125,000  will  be  paid  on  that 
account ;  and  I  presume  that  on  the  loan  which  is  now 
being  effected,  whether  it  be  for  four  millions  or  six  millions 
sterling,  it  will  be  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pay 
a  similar  sum,  so  that  in  reality  the  sum  total  to  be  paid  on 
sinking  fund  will  probably  amount  to  $1,372,000  in  place  of 
$1,097,000,  being  an  increase  of  $275,000.  The  Minister  of 
Customs  can  no  doubt  inform  us  if  I  am  correct  with 
reference  to  this,  and  can  also  inform  us  more  particularly 
what  was  the  cause  of  the  increase  of  $2,000  on  redemption 
of  Dominion  notes.  The  amount  of  these  notes  does  not 
appear  to  have  increased  at  all,  although  tho  charge  has 
increased  considerably.  I  think,  too,  that  some  further 
information  was  promised  about  the  increase  in  respect  to 
the  sum  of  $20,000,  which  is  now  demanded  on  account  of 
contingencies  of  country  savings  banks.  Those  have  not, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  increased  materially  in  number,  nor 
is  there  any  reasonable  ground  for  the  increased  expenditure 
within  the  past  year. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  no  recollection  at  the  present 
moment  that  any  further  explanation  was  promised  in 
regard  to  the  amount  to  be  paid  under  the  head  of  man¬ 
agement  in  England.  It  was  fully  explained,  when  that 
item  was  before  the  committee,  that  it  was  to  pay  Sir  John 
Rose  for  services  rendered  in  connection  with  the  different 
loans,  extending  over  a  number  of  years.  Since  that 
period  I  have  heard  no  further  explanation  with  reference 
to  that  sum,  nor  am  I  in  a  position  to  give  further  expla¬ 
nation.  With  reference  to  the  supposed  increase  in  sinking 
fund  arising  out  of  the  new  loan,  I  can  inform  tho  House 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  Finance  Minister  has 
adopted  the  principle  which  has  been  followed  by  many 
other  colonies  in  putting  their  loans  upon  the  market.  Tho 
new  4  per  cent,  loan  does  not  provide  for  a  sinking  fund,  and 
consequently  the  amount  which  we  anticipated  would  be 
added  to  the  annual  amount  required  to  provide  for  sinking 
fund,  will  not,  under  present  circumstances,  be  asked. 
The  increase  under  the  head  of  savings  banks  was 
fully  explained  when  we  were  in  committee.  It  arose 
from  the  fact  of  the  establishment  of  some  additional 
savings  banks  in  the  different  Provinces,  and  to  provide 
for  the  increases  which  are  given  to  the  different  savings 
banks’  agents,  either  by  commission  or  salary  arising  from 
the  much  larger  deposits  and  the  consequently  larger 
amount  of  work  they  have  to  perform.  These  are  the 
explanations  which  were  given  when  the  House  was  in 
committee,  with  the  exception  of  that  in  relation  to  sinking 
fund,  and  that  is  a  principle  which'  tho  hon.  gentleman, 
himself  advocated  on  a  previous  occasion.  He  thought  tho 
time  had  arrived  when  Canada  should  place  her  loans  on 
the  market  of  England  without  providing  for  sinking  funds. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
the  new  loan  is  to  be  established  without  sinking  fund,  for, 
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as  I  have  frequently  stated,  I  have  regarded  the  sinking  ' 
fund  as  out  of  proportion  to  the  requirements  of  the  country, 
and  therefore,  if  the  Minister  is  certain  that  it  is  to  bo  dis¬ 
continued,  I  am  exceedingly  glad  to  hear  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes  ;  it  is  so  with  regard 
to  the  new  loan. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  the  Minister 
of  Customs  has  either  omitted  an  explanation,  or  is  not 
correct  as  to  the  renewal  of  the  £5,000,000  sterling  of  the 
5  per  cent’s.  There  sinking  funds  is  distinctly  promised  ;  I 
examined  the  advertisement  myself.  That  would  make  an 
addition  of  $125,000  to  the  present  charge  for  sinking  fund, 
apparently. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Yes;  I  think  that  is  provided  for  under 
tho  statute  which  authorises  the  loan  to  be  made,  and  con¬ 
sequently,  in  the  redemption  of  the  debt,  and  not  in  the 
exchange  in  the  5  for  the  4  per  cent’s,,  the  same  principle  is 
provided  for.  I  did  not  refer  to  that,  however,  in  my  first 
explanation,  which  related  exclusively  to  the  new  loan.  As 
to  that,  it  is  quite  certain,  as  the  leader  of  the  Government 
has  stated,  that  the  sinking  fund  will  not  have  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  for ;  that  is  the  plain  statement  of  the  telegram  which 
the  Finance  Minister  cabled. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  glad  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  the  period 
for  which  the  new  loan  is  to  run  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  Tbe  information  we  have  in  reference  to 
the  term  of  the  loan  is  that  it  is  for  50  years,  with  the  op¬ 
tion  of  redemption  at  the  end  of  -25  years,  and  that  it  is 
placed  on  the  market  at  a  minimum  of  99. 

Department  of  Postmaster  General... .............. $161,620 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  there  were 
some  details  which  the  Postmaster  General  reserved.  I 
think  they  were  with  reference  to  the  increase  in  the  secre¬ 
tary’s  office  and  the  money  order  office. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  was  necessary  to  have  three  addi¬ 
tional  third-class  clerks  in  the  money  order  office  on 
account  of  the  increased  business  of  the  Department, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  amount 
of  the  increase  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  in  the  establishment  of  new  offices 
in  the  different  parts  of  the  Dominion.  I  cannot  tell  the 
exact  number  at  this  moment.  If  there  is  any  particular 
point  on  which  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  information,  I 
would  be  glad  to  give  it  to  him. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  Minister  was 
asked  to  give  us  some  particulars  on  the  increase  within 
the  last  year  or  two.  Ho  pointed  out  at  the  time,  I  recollect, 
that  there  had  been,  as  we  all  knew,  a  great  increase  in  the 
last  seven  or  eight  years  ;  but  wo  wanted  information  in 
more  detail.  I  know  that  such  a  long  time  has  elapsed 
that  the  matter  may  have  dropped  from  his  memory  ;  that 
is  tho  inconvenience  of  considering  these  items  with  four 
months  between. 

The  Department  of  Interior..- .  $110,705 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  find  that  in  1878  this  Department, 
including  iho  Indian  Branch,  cost  only  $42,760,  while  at 
present  they  both  cost  $175,000,  including  $30,000  charged 
to  capital  account  for  the  expenses  ot  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  That  of  itself  is  a  rather  unusual  proceeding  ;  for 
if  the  business  of  the  Department  has  grown  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  require  this  large  expenditure,  I  am  unablo  to  see 
why  $30,000  should  bo  charged  to  capital  account  instead  of 
to  tho  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Department,  Tho  hon 
gentleman  stated,  when  this  item  was  last  under  discussion, 
that  formerly  a  large  amount  went  to  contingencies,  and 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
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that  this  accounted  for  tho  difference ;  but  the  contingencies 
are  greater  now  than  they  were  then.  I  have  mentioned 
that  there  have  been  periods  in  the  history  of  the  Illinois 
Central  Railway  when  tho  sale  of  lands  exceeded  those 
of  the  entire  Department  of  Interior ;  '  yet  we  find  this 
Department  has  increased,  including  the  Indian  Branch, 
which  was  formerly  a  part  of  the  Department,  from  $42,760 
to  $175,500. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  great  difference 
between  1878  and  1885  in  the  progress  of  the  country. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Of  course. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  last  year,  the  amount  was  $67,050,  It  is  now 
$69,305.  One  clerk  more,  a  second-class  clerk,  apparently, 
and  the  statutory  increase  will  make  that  up.  In  the  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey  Branch  the  salaries  last  year  were  $32,834 ; 
they  are  now  $33,800,  That  is  apparently  made  up  alto¬ 
gether  of  statutory  increases.  In  the  North-West  Mounted 
Police  there  is  a  statutory  increase  as  well. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  another  point 
which  was  referred  to :  the  fact  that  the  inside  service  in 
Ottawa  absorbed  the  further  sum  of  $30,000,  making  an 
annual  total  charge  of  about  $100,000,  the  only  difference 
being,  this  is  placed  on  page  12  and  the  inside  service  is 
placed  on  page  108.  It  is  clearly  inside  service,  and  ought 
to  be  put  under  this  head. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  are  extra  clerks, 
brought  in  temporarily.  The  number  of  draughtsmen  is 
increased  or  diminished  according  to  the  work  of  preparing 
the  maps,  township  maps  and  large  maps  and  topographical 
maps  of  every  kind.  This  sum  is  for  publishing  maps, 
which  are  issued  very  largely,  and  these  men  are  paid  tor 
their  time  ;  and  then  there  is  the  cost  of  publication,  and 
the  printing  and  advertising,  and  other  similar  expensos, 
in  all  making  an  estimate  of  $30,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  true,  but  the 
point  my  hon.  friend  was  making,  and  to  which  I  called  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is,  that  where  you  are  taking 
votes  for  the  inside  service,  whether  you  put  them  under 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  or  under  the  head  of  contin¬ 
gencies  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  they  ought  to  be 
put  in  one  place. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  ought. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  see  that  they 
have  any  business  to  come  in  at  the  end  hei’c.  It  is  confus¬ 
ing  and  misleading,  too,  because,  I  think,  in  the  time  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  these  identical 
expenses  were  charged  either  to  his  contingencies  or  to  the 
general  service  of  the  Department,  so  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  comparison,  the  item  ought  to  appear  under  one  or  the 
other  of  these  heads. 

Mr.  MILLS.  These  items  were  formerly  charged  against 
the  contingencies  of  the  Department,  when  they  were  unfor- 
seen  and  no  special  vote  was  taken.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  a  charge  of  this  sort  last  year  or 
not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  there  was. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  know  when  the  system  began,  but 
this  is  misleading;  it  represents  tho  expenditure  of  the 
Department  as  far  less  than  it  really  is. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Although  in  one  regard, 
in  the  point  of  view  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  it  might  be  well  that  all 
the  charges  for  the  inside  services  should  appear  on  the 
same  page,  there  is  some  reason,  and  perhaps  a  good  reason, 
why  the  Department  has  placed  this  where  it  is,  because 
the  extra  clerks  at  tho  head  office  are  all  for  the  special 
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purpose  of  preparing  the  maps  and  plans  affecting  the  ; 
Dominion  lands,  and  this  is  a  charge  which  should  go  j 
against  Dominion  lands.  All  the  sales,  leases,  timber 
limits,  and  so  on,  are  credited  to  Dominion  lands,  and  all 
those  charges,  which  are  directly  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
those  lands  into  the  market,  are  put  on  the  other  side  of  the 
account,  and  that  is  why  they  are  put  here.  It  may  be  a 
question  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  put  this  item 
with  the  other  charges  of  the  Department ;  but,  on  reflection, 
one  will  see  that  this  sum,  being  a  distinct  expense  arising 
out  of  the  preparation  necessary  in  offering  Dominion 
lands  for  sale,  ought  to  appear  on  this  sheet.  It  might  be 
repeated  and  shown  in  both  places,  but  certainly  it  is  very 
germane  to  this  account. 

Mr.  MILLS.  So  are  all  the  expenses  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior.  They  are  the  necessary  outcome  of  the 
management  of  the  public  lands. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  because  the  Domin¬ 
ion  lands  mean  really  Dominion  lands  of  the  North-West, 
and  that  Department  has  a  large  business  to  attend  to 
besides  the  Dominion  lands  in  the  North-West. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  I  do  not  know  where  the  large  busi¬ 
ness  is  ;  the  ordnance  lands,  for  instance,  form  a  very  small 
part  of  the  cost  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  The  man¬ 
agement  of  that  branch  is  not  very  large  now,  and  need  not 
be  as  large  as  it  is.  In  regard  to  the  management  of  the 
Indian  lands,  outside  of  the  North-West,  they  are  not  charged 
to  this  at  all,  but  against  the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  $30,000  does  not 
apply  to  the  Indian  lands  at  all. 

Mr.  MILLS.  All  the  expenditure  in  the  preparation  of 
patents  and  in  the  reports  of  surveys,  and  all  the  work  done 
in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  is  a  necessary  incident  of 
the  management  of  the  public  lands  of  the  North-West 
Territory  and  Manitoba,  and  there  is  no  more  reason  why 
the  preparation  of  these  particular  maps  should  be  charged 
in  this  way  than  any  other  matters  connected  with  the 
business.  The  expenditure  of  the  Department  is  $30,000 
more  than  it  appears  to  be  under  the  head  of  Civil  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  it  is  certainly  misleading  in  that  particular. 

Salaries  and  contigent  expenses  of  the  Senate  ...,..$57,288 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  Senate  has  had 
any  particular  employment  this  Session.  In  fact,  I  under¬ 
stand  that  their  time  has  been  principally  taken  up  in 
moving  adjournments  from  day  to  day,  because  they  have 
had  nothing  to  do,  and  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  some 
explanation  from  the  Government  as  to  why  a  vote  should 
bo  given  at  all.  What  is  this  vote  for  ?  Burying  the  dead  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  are  waiting  for  the  Franchise 
Bill. 

Publishing  Debates,  House  of  Commons . $47,100 


“  The  increased  estimate  is  required  because,  fir3t,  the  distribution  is 
considerably  increased  and  demands  are  made  authorised  by  the  House  ; 
second,  from  the  very  large  addition  of  documents  of  public  interest  to 
be  printed,  and  from  the  increased  number  of  blue  books,  etc." 

This  has  as  much  reference,  however,  to  the  general 
printing  account  as  to  the  Debates. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Several  members  of  the  House 
object  entirely  to  maintaining  the  Hansard  in  its  present 
form.  It  is  very  cumbersome  and  certainly  very  expensive. 
There  is  a  strong  feeling  in  regard  to  it,  and  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Minister  to  allow  this  item  to  stand  over,  since 
a  great  many  members  are  absent  to  night. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Let  the  absent  men  speak  for  themselves. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Lot  the  item  stand. 

New  militia  pensions  . . . . . . . .  $4,457 

Sir  RICHABD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  this  item  is 
carried  I  think  it  would  be  a  proper  time  for  the  First 
Minister  to  state  to  the  House  what  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  are  with  respect  to  those  unfortunate  persons 
who  have  been  deprived  of  their  natural  protectors  in  the 
trouble  in  the  Norlh-West.  That  matter  has  been  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Government  on  several  occasions, 
and  they  have  expi’essed  their  intention  to  deal  with  it.  1 
think  this  would  be  a  proper  time  for  the  First  Minister  to 
inform  us  what  scale  of  allowances  the  Government  propose 
to  make  to  the  widows  and  children  of  our  men  who  have 
been  killed  in  putting  down  the  rebellion  in  the  North- 
West. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  intend,  of 
course,  to  take  care  of  those  who  have  been  bereaved  of  their 
natural  protectors  during  the  outbreak.  The  pensions  of 
relief  would  be  at  least  as  generous  as  they  were  on  previous 
occasions — perhaps  not  on  the  same  principle;  but  that  will 
be  laid  before  the  House  in  a  few  days  by  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  when  the  attention  of  the  House  will  bo  called  to  the 
necessity  of  pensioning  the  widows  and  children  of  tuose 
who  have  fallen  in  fighting  the  battles  of  their  country,  on 
at  least  as  liberal  a  scale  as  was  adopted  in  regard  to  the 
persons  who  are  mentioned  in  the  items  now  before  the 
House.  The  Government  will  take  occasion  at  the  same 
time  to  call  attention  to  the  conduct  of  our  bravo  defenders, 
from  the  General  downwards ;  and  perhaps  the  attention  of 
the  House  will  be  called  to  the  necessity  of  showing  a  spe¬ 
cial  mark  of  gratitude  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Canada  to 
the  conduct  of  our  citizen  soldiery  in  the  North-West. 

Pensions  to  veterans  of  War  of  1812 . $13,950 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  the  Minister  of  Militia 
promised  that  when  this  item  came  up  for  concurrence  he 
would  give  us  a  list  of  those  who  had  received  pensions  last 
year,  and  the  counties  from  which  they  came,  in  order  that 
members  representing  those  counties  might  have  some  idea 
of  the  correctness  of. the  list. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  The  estimate  of  last  year  was  supposed 
to  bo  sufficient  to  cover  the  cost,  but  I  do  not  think  it  will. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
vote  of  money  last  year,  for  publishing  the  Debates  for  the 
current  year,  will  be  sufficient,  on  account  of  the  lengthy 
debates  we  have  had.  I  suppose  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Finance  will  have  to  bringdown  a  supplementary  estimate, 
in  order  to  meet  the  extra  expense.  I  think  the  amount  is 
$10,000  more  than  was  voted  in  1884-85  ;  that  may  be  based 
on  the  probable  expense  of  this  year. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  was  a  promise  made,  I  think, 
that  some  further  explanation  should  be  made  in  reference 
to  the  $10,000  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  rotors.  1  am 
furnished  this  statement  by  tho  clerk  of  the  Printing  Com¬ 
mittee.  Ho  says : 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  my 
hon.  friend,  the  Minister  of  Militia,  being  unwell,  could  not 
attend  tho  House  this  evening,  but  I  will  take  note  of  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  says,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  Minister 
of  Militia  will  bring  down  the  information  before  the  noxt 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  will  be  seen  that  none  of  those  peoplo 
can  be  under  90  years  of  age,  and  the  Government  are  pay¬ 
ing  them  but  $30  each,  and  as  it  requires  $14,000  to  pay 
pensions  to  the  survivors  of  a  small  band  in  the  first  instance, 
none  of  whom  can  now  be  under  90  years  of  age,  it  does 
seem  rather  an  extraordinary  vote. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  With  regard  to  the  payment  of  these 
pensions,  it  is  a  question  whether  there  may  not  be  frauds 
[  existing  somewhat  similar  to  those  that  have  been 
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unearthed  in  the  United  States  within  the  last  year,  where 
it  was  found  that  pensions  were  being  paid  to  people  who 
were  dead.  It  seems  extraordinary  that  so  large  an  amount 
of  money  should  be  required  to  pay  pensions  for  that  war, 
when  the  numbers  were  so  few  in  the  first  instance.  I 
think  the  Government  should  make  a  rigid  investigation 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  for  I  am  inclined  to  think  there 
are  frauds. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  are  regular  returns  to 
show  how  this  money  is  distributed,  and  the  Department, 
no  doubt,  will  be  able  to  show  a  proper  voucher  for  each  of 
these  sums.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  know  how 
long  men  live  who  are  pensioned,  he  has  only  to  look  back 
to  item  40,  and  he  will  see  that  John  Bright  was  a  mes¬ 
senger  of  the  House  of  Assembly  under  the  old  rigirne  of 
Lower  Canada,  previous  to  1837. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  can  call  to  mind  four  claimants  residing 
within  five  miles  of  my  place.  One  of  them,  about  100  years 
old,  walked  four  miles  recently  to  get  his  certificate. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Among  the  number  paid  last  year  thore 
were  several  whose  ages  were  between  81  and  89.  It  is 
quite  impossible  that  they  could  have  served  in  the  war — 
they  were  boys  at  the  time.  No  doubt  amounts  are  im¬ 
properly  paid. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  No  ono  would  desire  that 
anyone  entitled  to  the  amount  should  not  be  on  the  list.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  mere  money  consideration,  but  the  list 
is  a  roll  of  honor.  If  people  are  placed  on  the  list  who  are 
not  entitled  to  be  there,  it  is  taking  away  from  the  honor 
of  those  who  are  fairly  entitled  to  it.  The  amount  does  not 
fairly  divide  up,  for  it  gives  464§  persons.  The  Minister 
should  obtain  a  list,  showing  the  counties  from  which  these 
recipients  of  the  amount  come. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No  doubt  the  Minister  of 
Militia  will  take  care  to  ascertain  more  accurately  thaa  has 
been  the  case  whether  all  those  men  are  entitled  to  the 
pension. 

Expenses,  Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition, 

1886 . . . . . .  $40,000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  promised  us  some  further  information  with  respect 
to  these  exhibitions. 

Mr.  POPE.  My  information  is  that  the  exhibition  at 
Antwerp  is  a  success,  so  far  as  it  goes.  It  is  not  so  large, 
and  it  was  not  expected  to  be  so  large,  as  will  be  the  exhi¬ 
bition  to  bo  held  in  London.  A  largo  amount  of  material 
has  been  sent  abroad,  and  the  accounts  go  to  show  that  the 
exhibition  is  a  very  fair  one.  It  was  an  exhibition  covering 
all  departments.  Everything  sent  over,  it  is  understood, 
will  be  also  sent  to  the  London  Exhibition. 

Expenses  in  connection  with  Health  Statistics .  $16,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  promised 
us  some  detailed  information  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
distribution  of  money  for  the  collection  of  health  statistics. 

Mr.  POPE.  With  respect  to  the  collection  of  the  health 
statistics,  as  I  explained  in  committee,  these  statistics  have 
been  collected  in,  I  think,  eleven  of  the  principal  cities  of 
Canada,  and  now  it  is  proposed  to  extend  the  system  to  as 
many  towns,  having  a  population  of  5,000  and  over,  as 
choose  to  avail  themselves  of  it.  Those  statistics  for  1884 
have  been  completed,  and  I  hope  we  will  be  able  to  get 
them  out  monthly  after  the  1st  of  July — not  perhaps 
during  the  month,  but  those  for  each  month  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  month. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  the  Minister  also  gave  us  to 
understand  that  he  was  considering  the  advisability  of  col- 
Mr,  Charlton. 


looting  these  statistics  in  rural  sections,  perhaps  by  utilising 
the  township  boards  of  health.  We  have  been  waiting 
for  him  to  explain  also  the  machinery  by  which  he  collects 
these  statistics.  I  think  it  will  be  only  fair  that  rural 
sections  as  well  as  the  cities  and  towns  should  have  the 
benefit  of  the  collection  of  these  statistics. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  thought  1  had  explained  all  that  in  com¬ 
mittee.  I  said  that  the  parties  who  were  engaged  in 
collecting  those  statistics  were  those  appointed  by  the  local 
authorities,  whom  we  made  our  officers  for  this  purpose. 
As  to  the  larger  question  of  collecting  these  statistics  in 
rural  districts,  that  would  involve  the  expenditure  of  a  good 
deal  more  money — more,  perhaps,  than  the  House  would  bo 
willing  to  give  me,  and,  at  all  events,  I  would  like  to  work 
my  way  to  it  gradually. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Would  the  Minister  explain  the  results 
of  last  yeax-’s  work  ?  As  to  the  expense  of  collecting  in 
rural  districts,  in  Ontario,  at  all  events,  he  could  utilise  the 
township  boai-ds  of  health  vexy  easily.  If  he  would  explain 
the  results  ot  his  system  for  the  past  year  we  might  be  in 
a  better  position  to  give  him  the  increased  amount  for  the 
pi*esent  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  not  asking  an  inci’eased  amount. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Yes  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  he 
only  expended  a  small  portion  of  the  vote  for  last  year,  and 
that  he  expects  to  expend  a  largo  sum  this  year. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  tell  us  if 
ho  intends  to  enlarge  ihe  scope  of  his  enquiifiee,  as  thex-e  is 
to  ho  so  much  more  money  spent. 

Mr.  POPE,  It  is  the  same  vote. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Yes ;  bat  only  a  comparatively  small  portion 
of  it  was  spent  last  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  As  I  said,  it  is  intended  to  extend  the  system 
to  towns  having  a  population  of  5,000  or  moi-e. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understood  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  paid  a  certain  amount  of  this  to  some 
sanitary  journal,  and  he  pi-omised  somo  information  as  to 
the  amount  paid,  the  distribution  of  the  journal,  etc. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  paid  to  a  sanitary  journal  in 
Ontario,  for  Ontario  and  the  Dominion  generally,  $600,  and 
to  a  French  journal  $400,  and  a  large  number  of  these 
journals  are  circulated  over  the  counti-y,  in  considei’ation  of 
their  getting  these  amounts. 

Mr.  WILSON.  What  becomes  of  these  journals,  who 
receives  them  and  what  is  the  object  of  their  distribution  ? 
I  should  like  to  ask,  also,  what  information  he  intends  to 
publish  in  these  monthly  reports. 

Mr.  POPE.  Diseases. 

Mr.  WILSON.  We  have  diseases  enough;  we  do  not 
want  reports  of  diseases. 

Mr,  MILLS.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  some  further 
details.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  about  aiding 
Mr.  Playter’s  sanitary  journal  in  Toronto  and  one  in  Mon¬ 
treal  I  suppose  there  are  none  of  these  journals  circulated 
in  consequence  of  what  the  Minister  gives ;  I  suppose  the 
money  is  only  a  contribution  towai-ds  supporting  the  publi¬ 
cations.  I  do  not  understand  the  M  inister  to  say  that  they 
shall  be  sent  to  any  particular  party. 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes;  they  are  sent  to  all  the  medical  men 
who  are  intei’ested  in  this  matter,  and  to  different  institu¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then,  are  we  to  understand  that  the  medical 
men  have  these  journals  free  of  chai’go — those  who  are 
members  of  the  sanitai-y  board  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  As  far  as  they  go. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  There  must  be  other  parties  receiving  them. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  are. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know  who  they 
are  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  say  now.  I  can  get  the  names. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Of  course,  we  may  be  mistaken,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  may  be  mistaken.  It  may  be  that  the 
Government  are  giving  support  to  a  publication  that  would 
not  otherwise  be  sustained. 

f 

Mr.  WILSON;  If  these  journals  are  $1  a  year,  there  are 
25  of  those  officers  in  different  parts  of  the  Dominion,  which 
would  bo  $25.  We  should  like  to  know  what  has  become 
of  the  rest,  $575.  Who  has  the  distribution  of  it,  and  where 
does  it  go  ?  We  certainly  should  not  be  asked  to  vote  that 
sum  of  money  without  receiving  some  information  as  to 
what  is  done  with  it. 

CANNED  GOODS. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  Bill  (No. 
142)  respecting  Canned  Goods. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  wish  to  amend  the  second  section  by 
striking  out  the  words  “  packed  in  Canada.”  These  words 
were  inserted  during  the  discussion  that  took  place  while  I 
was  absent,  with  the  view  of  giving  facilities  to  our  manu¬ 
facturers  to  export  their  goods ;  but  the  addition  of  these 
words  would  have  the  effect  of  confining  the  operation  of 
this  Act  to  Canadian  packers,  allowing  the  same  class  of 
goods  to  come  in  from  foreign  markets  to  compete  with  them, 
without  the  restrictions  of  the  Act,  which,  of  course,  was 
not  the  intention.  I  wish  also  to  amend  the  third  sub-section 
by  adding,  after  the  word  “  shall,”  in  the  second  line,  the 
words,  “  on  summary  conviction  before  a  justice  of  the 
peace.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  suppose,  these  words  are  intended  to  be 
sufficient  to  enable  a  party  to  prosecute  before  a  justice  of 
the  peace  by  summary  process. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  insert  them  on  the  advice  of  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Justice. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  think  they  will  be  sufficient,  with¬ 
out  something  else,  to  compel  the  party  to  bring  a  qui  tam 
action. 

Bill  reported,  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

OFFENCES  AGAINST  THE  PERSON. 

Mr.  CHAkLEAU  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 

1 23)  respecting  Offences  against  the  Person.  He  said  :  This 
Bill  is  an  addition  to  tho  .n.ot  32  and  33  Victoria,  chap.  20, 
and  provides  that  any  person  who,  by  false  pretenses,  false 
representations,  or  other  fraudulent  means, 

“  (a)  Procures  any  woman  or  girl,  under  the  age  of  twenty-one  years’ 
to  have  illicit  carnal  connection  with  any  man  other  than  the  procurer  > 
or 

‘  (6)  Inveigles  or  entices  any  such  woman  or  girl  to  a  house  of  ill- 
fame  or  assignation,  for  the  purpose  of  illicit  intercourse  or  prostitution, 
or  who  knowingly  conceals  in  such  house  any  such  woman  or  girl  so  in¬ 
veigled  or  enticed; 

“  Is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  is  liable  to  two  years’  imprison¬ 
ment.”  r 

Tho  second  clause  provides  that,  whon  there  is  reason  to 
believe  that  any  such  woman  or  girl  is  concealed  in  any 
such  house,  sho  can  be  taken  from  the  house  on  a  warrant 
and  restored  to  the  custody  of  her  lawful  guardians, 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  would  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  explain  why  the  punishment  should  be  inflicted  in  tho 
case  of  a  person  who  procures  the  ruin  of  a  girl  and  is  not 
himself  the  person  who  has  connection  with  her,  while  no 


provision  is  made  for  punishing  the  seducer  himself.  It 
strikes  me  that  the  law  comes  very  far  short  of  what  it 
should  provide  for,  because,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  the 
ruin  of  the  girl  is  due  to  the  seducer  himself,  and  not  to  the 
procurer. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  as  it  comes  from  the  Senate.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  has  already  spoken  upon  the  question  of  the  seducer, 
and  the  sense  of  the  House  has  already  been  taken  upon  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes  ;  and  the  sense  of  the  House  in 
each  case  has  been  that  it  is  a  crime  to  seduce  a  girl.  This 
law  provides  that  it  is  a  crime  to  act  the  base  part  of  a 
procurer,  but  I  think  we  had  better  amend  it,  by  providing 
a  punishment  for  the  man  who  seduces  a  girl. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  will  come  in  the  committee. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  that  a  sub-section,  to  be  num¬ 
bered  (c),  be  added  to  section  50,  as  follows : — 

Who  seduces  a  girl  under  twenty-one  years  of  age. 

Amendment  negatived.  Yeas,  24  ;  nays,  43. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  tho  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  to  the  fact  that  sub-section  (a)  provides  that 
anyone  who  procures  any  woman  or  girl  to  have  carnal 
connection  with  any  man  other  than  the  procurer  shall  be 
guilty,  and  the  Interpretation  Act  provides  that  the  context 
must  be  taken  to  show  the  meaning,  and  that  it  is  therefore 
very  questionable,  if  the  procurer  was  a  woman,  whether 
any  conviction  could  be  obtained. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  believe  the  wording  would  cover 
both. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  context  would  make  it  mean  other¬ 
wise. 

Bill  reported. 

On  motion  for  third  reading, 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  that  the  Bill  be  not  now  read 
the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  with  instructions  to  amend  the  same  by  adding 
to  clause  50,  as  sub-section  (c)  the  words,  “  who  seduces  a 
woman  under  21  years  of  age.” 

House  divided  on  amendment. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allen, 

Foster, 

Mills, 

Armstrong, 

Gillmor, 

Mulock, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Guay, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Blake, 

Guillet, 

Platt, 

Bourassa, 

Gunn, 

Rinfret, 

Burpee, 

Harley, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Innes, 

Shakespeare, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cartwright., 

Ives, 

King, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Casey, 

Springer, 

Casgrain, 

Kinney, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Catudal, 

Kirk, 

Langelier, 

Trow, 

Charlton, 

Vail, 

Davies, 

Edgar, 

Laurier, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Watson, 

Fairbank, 

Weldon, 

Farrow, 

McCraney, 

Wells, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Forbes, 

McIntyre, 

Wilson, 

Mclsaac, 

Nats  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo. — 58. 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Gagn6, 

Massue, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Girouard, 

Mitchell, 

Beaty, 

Gordon, 

Moffat, 

Bergeron, 

Guilbault, 

Montplaisir, 
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Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Chapleau, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Daly, 

Dawson, 


Hackett, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Lange  vin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Paint, 

Pope, 

Ray, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Tupper, 

Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 

Wood  ( Brock ville), 
,Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth, 

Wright. — 72. 


Desaulniers  (Mask*  nge),  Mackintosh, 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dickinson,  McOallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton), 

Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.),McLelan, 

Ferguson  (Welland),  McNeill, 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  was  greeted  with  some 
hearty  cheers  on  my  late  vote.  I  am  particularly  anxious 
that  this  Bill  should  pass,  and  therefore  that  it  should  not 
be  sent  back  to  the  Senate.  A  motion  similar  to  the  motion 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  was  made 
last  year,  and  the  Bill  was  sent  to  the  Senate  and  met  with 
no  favor  there.  I  fear  the  consequences  of  sending  this  Bill 
to  the  Senate  at  the  present  time  would  be  that  we  would 
hear  no  more  about  it. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THE  LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT,  1883. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Bill  (No.  134)  respecting  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  the  adoption  of 
the  first  clause.  I  gave  notice  of  some  additions  to  this 
Bill,  but  on  reflection  I  will  not  press  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  had  agreed, 
on  a  former  occasion,  to  put  in  the  words,  “  is  hereby  sus¬ 
pended.”  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  important  to  make  some 
further  provision  than  is  made  here.  I  think  the  proper 
thing  would  be  to  suspend  so  much  of  the  Act  as  is  declared 
ultra  vires  to  a  fixed  period  after  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council.  The  present  arrangements  render  it  uncertain  as  to 
what  the  decisions  are  to  be  with  reference  to  those  cases  in 
which  licenses  may  not  have  been  obtained  under  this  Act 
for  the  current  license  year.  I  think  that  even  to  the  extent 
to  which,  if  at  all,  any  portion  of  the  Act  becomes  revived,  so 
to  speak,  by  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  it  should 
come  into  operation  from  the  commencement  of  the  next 
license  year  thereafter — or,  rather,  not  the  license  year  so 
much  as  the  next  period  at  which  the  preliminary  space 
for  the  issue  of  licenses  was  to  commence.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  observe  that  otherwise  very  considerable 
confusion  would  result.  Just  suppose,  for  example,  that 
there  should  be  a  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  in  November 
next,  declaring  that  certain  portions  of  the  Act  which  had 
been  declared  ultra  vires  of  this  Legislature  were  intra  vires  ; 
the  Act  would  revive  at  once  for  a  brief  space,  and  those 
persons  who  had  not  received  a  license  under  its  operation 
would  be  without  a  license  for  a  brief  period  of  the  license 
year.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  proper  course,  therefore, 
is  not  to  suspend  the  operation  until  the  arrival  of  the  first 
period  thereafter  for  the  commencement  of  taking  proceed¬ 
ings  for  getting  a  license  under  the  Act.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  also  promised  to  amend  this  Bill  at  this  stage  by 
introducing  in  the  schedule  that  portion  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Supremo  Court  which  wo  are  in  fact  legislating  upon. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  quite  true;  I 
really  forgot  that.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  well  to  alter 
Mr.  Chaulton. 


the  clause,  which  is,  in  fact,  the  resolution  solemnly  adopted 
by  this  House.  When  the  licenses  have  expired,  no  licenses 
will  be  issued  until  aftor  Parliament  meets  again.  I  do  not 
think  there  will  be  auy  difficulty  about  that;  but  I  do 
remember  now  that  the  hon.  gentleman  suggested — and  I 
thought  it  was  a  very  proper  suggestion — that  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  should  be  added,  by  way  of  schedule. 
However,  in  the  meantime  we  might  make  it  read  thus  : 
“  Is  and  shall  be  suspended  unless  and  until.” 

Commitee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

INSURANCE  BILL. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  Order  for  the  third  read¬ 
ing  of  Bill  (No.  20)  to  modify  the  application  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Insurance  Act  of  1877,  be  discharged,  and  the  Bill 
be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for 
further  consideration.  He  said  :  A  short  discussion  took 
place  as  to  the  propriety  of  expunging  clause  7  from  the 
Bill.  Other  suggestions  have  been  made,  including  some 
modifications ;  and  after  consulting  those  who  hold  different 
opinions  on  this  question :  first,  those  who  look  upon  the 
clause  as  a  direct  interference  with  provincial  rights,  and 
those  who  hold  a  contrary  opinion,  it  is  thought  better  not  to 
expunge  the  clause,  but  to  amend  it  as  follows  : — “  No  policy 
or  certificate  shall  contain  or  have  entered  upon  it  any 
condition  providing  that  such  policy  or  certificate  shall  be 
avoided  by  any  statement  contained  in  the  application 
therefor  being  untrue,  except  in  cases  in  which  such  state¬ 
ment  is  material  to  the  contract.”  The  hon.  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  also  desires,  in  committee,  to 
move  an  amendment,  which  will  make  it  clear  that  clauses 
4,  5,  6  and  7  do  not  apply  to  the  societies  mentioned  in 
clause  10. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  again  resoved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  clause  shall  read  as  follows : 

No  policy  or  certificate  shall  contain  or  have  endorsed  upon  it  any 
condition  providing  that  such  policy  or  certificate  shall  be  avoided  by 
reason  of  any  statement  contained  in  the  application  being  untrue, 
unless  such  condition  is  limited  to  cases  in  which  such  statement  is 
material  to  the  contract. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  insertion  of  the  words  “  or 
registered,”  after  the  word  “  licensed,”  in  the  19th  line. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  MULOCK  moved  that  the  clause  be  amended  by 
inserting,  after  the  word  “  company,”  in  the  2nd  line,  the 
following  words :  “  Not  being  a  company,  society  or  associa¬ 
tion  as  is  referred  to  in  clause  11  of  this  Act.”  Clause  11 
being  clause  10  in  Bill  as  reprinted,  as  amended  and  reported 
by  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  IYES  moved  that  the  following  be  added  as  the  12th 
clause  of  the  Bill: — 

1st.  In  every  policy  issued  by  a  foreign  company  licensed  under  this 
Act  in  favor  of  a  resident  of  Canada,  a  clause  shall  be  either  embodied 
therein  or  endorsed  thereon,  to  the  effect  that  an  action  to  enforce  the 
obligation  of  said  policy  may  be  validly  taken  in  any  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction  in  the  Province  wherein  said  policyholder  resides  or  last 
resided  before  his  decease. 

Mr.  WELLS.  The  House,  by  making  the  language 
of  the  6th  section  negative  in  form,  rather  than 
affirmative,  sought  to  give  Parliament  jurisdiction  in 
a  matter  in  which  it  was  conceded  they  had  none, 
but  by  this  amendment  they  are  directly  going  in 
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the  teeth  of  the  case  of  Parsons  vs.  The  Queen,  as 
it  was  decided,  at  all  events,  by  the  Ontario  Court  of 
Appeal.  Mr.  Bourinot  has  stated  the  law  in  these  words : 

“  Policies  of  insurance  being  mere  contracts  of  indemnity  against  loss 
by  fire,  and  like  any  other  personal  contracts  between  parties,  governed 
by  local  or  provincial  laws,  tbe  Provincial  Legislature  has  the  power 
to  regulate  the  legal  incidents  of  contracts  to  be  enforced  within  its 
courts,  and  to  prescribe  the  terms  upon  which  the  corporations,  either 
foreign  or  domestic,  shall  be  permitted  to  transact  business  within  the 
limits  of  the  Province — the  power  being  given  to  Local  Legislatures 
by  the  constitution  to  legislate  over  civil  rights  and  property.” 

If  this  House  has  thought  fit  to  give  jurisdiction  to  itself  by 
that  alteration  in  section  6,  it  certainly  is  going  too  far  by 
framing  a  contract  in  the  section  now  submitted.  Sub-sec¬ 
tion  8  of  section  5  declares  also  what  shall  be  one  of  the 
conditions  of  the  contract;  in  other  words,  it  expressly 
makes  a  contract  for  the  parties,  a  thing  which  I  am  sure 
this  Legislature  has  no  power  to  do. 

Mr.  IVES.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  may  say 
that  this  amendment  was  framed  to  meet  the  very  objection 
he  raised.  The  hon.  member  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Abbott), 
who,  I  think,  first  raised  the  point  with  reference  to  the 
original  section  7,  that  it  was  a  declaration  of  what  should 
be  the  law  rather  than  a  condition  upon  which  the  com¬ 
panies  working  under  this  Act  should  do  business,  suggested 
the  very  wording  of  the  amendment  which  I  moved  as 
being  calculated  to  meet  the  hon.  gentleman’s  objection. 
As  I  understand  this  clause,  it  fixes  a  condition  upon  which 
companies  coming  in  and  doing  business  under  this  Act 
shall  work.  They  are  not  obliged  to  come  here  at  all.  This 
amendment  does  not  declare  what  shall  be  the  law,  but  it 
simply  fixes  another  condition,  which  shall  be  complied  with 
by  companies  doing  business  under  this  Act,  namely,  that 
they  shall  not  do  business  under  this  Act  unless  they 
endorse  in  their  policy  the  condition  that  a  right  of  action 
for  a  policy  holder  exists  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdic¬ 
tion  in  the  Province  where  he  resides. 

Mr.  WELLS.  It  is  quite  clear,  if  the  law  can  be  evaded 
in  that  way,  that  you  can  dictate  what  any  contract  shall 
be;  it  is  clear  that  you  are  making  a  contract  between  the 
parties  ;  it  is  clear  that  is  a  matter  of  civil  rights,  and  it  is 
therefore  clear  that  this  House  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
It  is  very  ingenious,  I  admit,  but  it  is  only  ingenious,  and 
I  am  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  being  only  an  evasion  of  the 
law  you  cannot  in  that  way  give  this  House  jurisdiction. 
If  that  be  so,  you  can  always  make  a  contract  between 
the  parties  by  simply  declaring  that  no  company  shall  do 
business  without  making  a  contract  in  a  particular  form. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Did  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  he  would  have  no  objection  to  this 
being  inserted  in  a  negative  form,  that  is,  that  no  policy 
should  contain  a  condition  that  an  action  must  be  taken  at 
the  place  where  the  head  offieo  of  the  company  is  situated, 
namely,  in  the  State  of  New  York  ? 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood.  I 
have  no  objection  to  that  being  declared  to  be  the  law ;  my 
only  desire  is  that  this  House  should  not  do  anything  that 
will  be  ultra  vires.  I  did  not  say  I  had  no  objection  to  this 
provision  being  put  in  a  negative  form.  What  I  said  was, 
that  they  had  put  it  iu  a  negative  form,  trying  thereby  to 
accomplish  thoir  object.  Bat  I  think  it  is  a  distinction 
without  a  difference. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  That  is  exactly  what  I  was 
going  to  point  out.  Wo  have  already  passed  one  condition 
in  a  negative  form,  and  it  has  been  accepted  by  the  commit¬ 
tee.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  we  declare  what  shall  not  be  in 
the  policy  we  can  declaro  what  shall  be  in  it.  It  seems  to 
me  the  difficulty  the  hon.  gentleman  suggests  applies  to  a 
great  many  clauses  of  this  Bill  as  well  as  to  this  particular 
clause.  We  have  already,  in  another  place,  where  the 
matter  was  thoroughly  discussed,  agreed  to  insert  these  as 
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the  only  conditions  on  which  these  companies  shall  do  busi¬ 
ness  in  Canada  at  all.  We  have  the  right  to  declare 
whether  they  shall  do  business  in  this  country  or  not. 
If  we  have  that  right,  we  certainly  have  the  right 
to  declare  the  conditions  on  which  we  shall  permit 
them  to  do  business  in  Canada.  Having  gone  so  lar,  for 
instance,  as  to  declare  that  they  shall  make  a  deposit  and 
make  returns,  it  seems  to  me  we  can  go  still  further,  and 
declare  that  they  shall  do  business  provided  they  agree  to 
include  certain  things  in  their  contract;  we  do  not  make 
the  contract  for  them,  but  wo  say  that  they  shall  put  into 
their  policy  such  and  such  things.  In  the  committee  we 
had  a  policy  submitted  to  us  which  contained  the  condition 
that  when  an  action  arose  it  must  be  taken  at  the  place 
whore  the  head  office  of  the  company  was  situated.  We 
were  told  there  that  that  had  been  abandoned,  and  that  the 
more  recent  policies  issued  contained  no  such  clause, 
the  question  being  left  entirely  to  be  determined  by 
the  courts.  What  wo  desire  here  is  to  avoid  all  pos¬ 
sibility  of  dispute  in  the  matter ;  and  having  inserted  so 
many  clauses  which  are  to  be  embodied  as  conditions  of  the 
policy,  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  requiro  the 
companies  to  put  in  the  further  condition  that  when  an 
action  arises  that  action  shall  lie  in  the  Province  where  the 
insured  person  happens  to  live. 

Mr.  WELLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  makes  a  mistake  in 
saying  that  the  policy  contained  a  clause  requiring  that  the 
action  should  be  brought  at  the  place  of  the  head  office.  It 
was  in  the  circuit  court  in  whatever  state  the  head  office 
was  in. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  have  the  policy  here; 

“  The  entire  contract  contained  in  this  certificate  and  said  application, 
taken  together,  shall  be  governed  by,  subject  to,  and  construed  only 
according  to  the  constitution,  by-laws  and  regulations  of  said  association 
and  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  the  place  of  this  contract  being 
expressly  agreed  to  be  the  home  office  of  the  said  association  in  the  city 
of  New-Toric;  and  elsewhere  than  in  the  said  State  no  suit  or  proceeding 
at  law, or  in  equity,  shall  be  brought  or  prosecuted,  except  in  the  circuit 
or  district  court  of  the  United  States;  and  said  association  shall  not  be 
liable,  nor  shall  any  suit  or  proceeding  be  brought,  after  the  lapse  of  one 
year  from  the  date  of  the  death  of  said  member.” 

Mr.  WELLS.  In  the  circuit  courts,  whore  ever  they  are. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  It  does  not  mean  the 
circuit  courts  of  Canada. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  hon.  gentleman,  the  other  day,  framed 
an  amendment  himself,  and  submitted  it  as  a  substitute  for 
my  motion,  that  no  company  should  insert  a  condition  like 
that  in  the  policy  just  read.  I  thought  he  was  agreeable  to 
that,  and  it  seemed  to  me  it  was  preferable  it  should  bo 
declared  as  a  condition  to  the  licensing  of  a  company  that 
our  courts  should  be  given  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  have  no  objection,  personally,  t$  that,  but 
it  seems  to  mo  it  is  ultra  vires. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  do  not  suppose  there 
is  any  doubt  that  if  a  policy  issued  by  an  association  did  not 
contain  the  restrictive  clause,  action  would  lie  in  Canada, 
but  this  restrictive  clause  was  put  in  to  compel  the  assured 
to  bring  his  suit  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  WELLS.  That  is  omitted  in  the  policies  now 
issued. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  whole  argument  is  based  upon  tho 
presumption  that  in  the  case  of  Parsons  vs.  the  Queen 
Insurance  Company  tbe  Privy  Council  declared  that  this 
Parliament  has  no  authority  to  legislate  on  matters  affecting 
insurance  in  the  whole  Dominion. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  No. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  As  I  read  tho  decision  of  the  judges,  they 
did  not  go  to  that  extent.  They  upheld  tho  rights  of  the 
1  Provinco  to  legislate  on  this  particular  question,  but  they 
said,  further,  that  tho  z-ight  of  tho  Dominion  to  legislate  for 
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the  whole  country  was  not  before  them,  and  therefore  they 
would  give  no  opinion  on  that  question.  Inferentially,  I 
draw  the  conclusion  that  this  Parliament  would  have  the 
right,  when  dealing  with  a  question  affecting  the  whole 
Dominion,  to  enact  such  provisions  as  the  court  declared  the 
different  Local  Legislatures  had  a  right  to  place  in  policies 
affecting  the  Provinces  only.  I  think  I  understood  the  hon. 
member  for  Bruce  (Mr.  Wells)  to  say  that  the  courts  of 
appeal  in  Ontario  had  decided  that  these  questions  were 
solely  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Legislatures. 
Whether  that  be  the  case,  I  do  not  know ;  but,  looking 
at  the  case  of  Parsons  vs.  the  Queen,  I  came  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  the  judges  gave  no  opinion  as  to  the  authority  of 
Parliament  in  questions  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  Legislature,  whether  it  be  a  sovereign 
Legislature  or  a  dependent  one,  can  create  a  corporation 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  business  beyond  its  own 
jurisdiction  The  Legislature  of  England  can  create  a  cor¬ 
poration,  but  it  cannot  create  a  corporation  to  carry  on 
business  in  Prance  or  Spain ;  their  power  to  do  business 
there  is  a  matter  of  comity.  The  fact  that  a  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  can  only  create  a  corporation  to  operate  within  the 
Province  does  not  prevent  that  corporation  carrying  on 
business  elsewhere.  Whether  it  does  or  not,  is  purely  a 
matter  of  comity,  regulated  by  the  rules  of  comity  which 
are  applicable  in  such  cases.  It  does  not  seem  that  because  a 
Local  Legislature  cannot  create  a  corporation  to  operate  over 
the  whole  Dominion  such  a  power  exists  here.  We  look  at  the 
nature  of  the  corporation,  the  purposes  for  which  it  exists ;  we 
look  at  the  British  North  America  Act  to  see  where  the 
power  is  lodged  by  which  a  corporation  exercising  these 
functions  may  be  created,  and  if,  as  1  think  my  hon.  friend 
has  pointed  out,  it  was  decided  by  the  courts  of  Ontario 
that  these  powers  are  lodged  in  the  Provinces,  because  a 
Piovince  has  no  power  to  create  these  corporations  to 
operate  beyond  its  own  limits  is  no  evidence  that  power 
belongs  to  the  Dominion.  I  think  the  power  does  belong 
to  the  Provinces,  and  that  we  cannot  give  ourselves  juris¬ 
diction  by  legislation  of  this  sort. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  If  the  committee  before  which  this  Bill 
was  so  long  thought  they  could  not  impose  certain 
restrictions  or  obligations  upon  these  foreign  corpora¬ 
tions,  the  committee  would  never  have  allowed  them 
to  do  business  in  Canada  at  all.  Whether  we  have  the 
power  legally  is  not  decided.  Parsons  vs.  The  Queen 
did  not  decide  that  this  Parliament  had  not  the  power  we 
contend  we  have,  but  merely  decided  that  the  Provincial 
Legislatures  had  certain  powers  to  determine  the  conditions 
on  which  insurance  companies  might  do  business  in 
their  respective  Provinces.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
subscribe %>  the  doctrine  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mills)  to 
its  full  extent,  that  a  local  corporation,  because  it  is  a  legal 
entity,  has  power  to  do  business  anywhere.  The  British 
North  America  Act  provides  that  the  Provincial  Legisla¬ 
tures  may  incorporate  them  for  provincial  operations  only. 
We  have  as  much  power  to  pass  the  clause  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  as  we  had  to  pass  any  other.  If  this  clause  is  ultra 
vires  a  number  of  others  are  also  ultra  vires ;  and  if  they  were 
all  ultra  vires,  and  that  was  known  to  the  committee,  these 
companies  would  never  have  been  allowed  to  do  business 
here.  It  is  monstrous  that  they  should  issue  policies  in  Ca¬ 
nada  and  by  a  clause  in  their  policies  compel  people  to  sue 
the  companies  in  the  United  States. 

Bill  reported,  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

.RAILWAYS  IN  THE  NOKTH-WEST. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  147)  to  authorise  the  grant  of  certain  Subsidies 
in  land  for  the  construction  of  the  .Railways  therein  men¬ 
tioned. 

Mr.  Bowell. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Bill  does  not  accord  with  my  under¬ 
standing  of  the  statement  as  to  what  it  should  be,  and 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  it  would  contain.  I  under¬ 
stood  that  it  was  to  provide  that  these  grants  should  be 
made  in  accordance  with  the  Orders  in  Council,  but  the 
Bill,  as  framed,  is  entirely  bare,  and  is  no  more  than  the 
resolutions.  It  ought  to  have  some  amendments,  and  I 
shall  have  to  press  them,  unless  the  hon.  gentleman  accepts 
the  view  which  I  understood  him  to  concede  when  the 
resolutions  were  before  us.  I  have  another  amendment 
which  I  wish  to  move,  at  any  rate. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  hon,  gentleman  is 
right  in  his  view  as  to  the  intention  I  expressed,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  better  to  let  the  Bill  stand  till  to-morrow. 

Motion  postponed. 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE. 

• 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  144)  to  authorise  the  augmentation  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  be  good  enough 
to  make  some  statement  as  to  whether  it  is  intended  to 
carry  on  the  force  on  the  same  general  system  of  organisa¬ 
tion  as  to  officers  and  non-commissioned  officers,  and  so  forth, 
under  this  augmentation,  or  whether  any  changes  are  pro¬ 
posed  in  that  regard. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  system  will  be  the 
same.  The  corps  has  been  divided  into  divisions  of  100, 
which  is  a  larger  number  than  the  ordinary  number  of  a 
company  in  a  regiment.  They  are  each  commanded  by  a 
superintendent  and  an  inspector.  It  is  proposed  that  the 
same  system  shall  be  carried  on. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many  officers 
would  that  give  to  each  so-called  company  of  100  men  ?  I 
think,  in  the  British  service,  the  strength  of  a  company  of 
cavalry  is  not  anything  like  that.  How  many  officers  will 
there  be  to  each  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Two. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  seems  a  small  num¬ 
ber  for  a  service  of  that  kind. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  but  that  is  the 
present  intention. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  ULAKE.  From  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just 
said,  I  would  understand  that  the.  same  plan  precisely  of 
organisation  would  be  adopted,  as  to  the  additional  500, 
men  as  is  now  adopted  with  reference  to  the  500  men  who 
compose  the  force,  so  that,  unless  we  are  able  to  economise 
in  obtaining  cheaper  supplies,  the  expenditure  will  be  on 
the  same  scale. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  will  be  the  same. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And,  speaking  in  a  general  sense,  the 
expense  will  bo  doubled  by  this. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  the  expenditure  is 
decreasing  very  rapidly.  The  supplies  originally  were  very 
expensive,  the  means  of  transport  were  very  inefficient, 
and  altogether  it  was  more  expensive,  in  consequence  of 
the  state  of  the  country.  Now,  in  consequence  of  com¬ 
munication  being  perfected,  or  nearly  so,  with  the  North- 
West,  we  find  that  contractors  can  be  found  to  tender  from 
all  parts  of  the  Dominion.  We  have  had  proffers  from  the 
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Maritime  Provinces  for  supplies— saddlery,  and  things  of 
that  kind.  There  is  sufficient  competition  now,  which 
there  has  not  been  hitherto,  and  the  ranchmen,  the 
cattle  raisers  in  the  North-West,  are  beginning  to  compete 
for  the  supply  of  cattle.  That  is  only  within  this  year. 
There  is  no  doubt  the  prices  of  everything  are  going  to  fall, 
and  though  I  oannot  at  this  moment  give  an  estimate  of 
the  reduction  in  expenditure,  it  will  be  very  considerable, 
and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  give  an  approximate  estimate  when 
we  discuss  the  Estimates  to  meet  this  augmentation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  observe  that 
I  made  that  hypothesis.  I  said  that,  assuming  the  price  of 
supplies  to  continue  the  same,  the  cost  would  be  doubled. 
The  price  of  supplies  is  a  variable  quantity.  The  cost  of 
500  or  1,000  men  will  increase  or  diminish  according  to  the 
price  of  supplies;  but,  man  for  man,  the  cost  will  bo  double. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  pay  will  be  double, 
of  course,  for  the  non  commissioned  officers  and  the  men, 
but  not  for  the  commissioner.  In  fact,  we  shall  not  double 
the  non-commissioned  officers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  see  why  there  should  not  be  a 
double  head.  Is  it  only  in  the  Library  that  that  system  is 
to  prevail  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  have  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  and  a  general  commissioner  up  there. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  would  be  less  danger  of  a  difference 
of  opinion  up  there,  where  the  two  heads  might  be  separ¬ 
ated  by  such  a  distance  that  the  one  could  not  mark  his 
ten  commandments  on  the  other’s  page,  than  there  would 
be  with  these  pedagogues  in  the  narrow  precincts  of  the 
Library.  Of  course,  I  quite  understand  that  we  must  expect 
supplies  to  diminish  in  cost,  and  diminish  rapidly  in  cost. 
But  I  make  to  the  hon.  gentleman  an  observation  which 
was  made  to  me  in  a  letter  I  received  the  other  day,  on  the 
very  point  that  is  touched,  as  to  competition.  It  was  repre¬ 
sented  to  me  in  this  letter  that  the  facilities  for  effective 
competition  would  be  enormously  increased  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  demand  tenders  for  the  delivery  of  goods  that 
wero  required  at  the  railway  points,  and  sepai-ate  tenders 
for  such  freighting  as  they  required  from  those  railway 
points  into  the  interior.  It  was  represented  to  mo  that 
the  combination  of  demand  for  supplying  the  goods,  and  for 
the  freighting  to  the  remote  parts  of  the  interior,  practically 
prevented  a  great  many  persons  from  tendering  who 
could  well  calculate  on  getting  terms  from  the  rail¬ 
way  companies,  etc.,  for  delivery  at  such  points  as  Regina, 
and  some  other  points,  and  therefore  largely  to  increase 
the  area  of  competition  for  the  goods  supplied  to  any  point 
of  railway.  But  if  the  Government,  knowing  what  goods 
are  required  at  those  points  on  the  railway,  asked  separately 
for  tenders  for  freighting  such  a  quantity  of  goods  from 
such  a  point,  they  would  then  get  domestic  competition  ;  but 
I  am  informed  that  certain  corporations  and  large  firms 
which  had  done  a  very  large  business  in  the  combined  work 
of  selling  goods  and  freighting  had  a  very  great  advantage 
over  other  persons,  in  the  knowledge  they  had  and  the  com¬ 
bined  opportunities  they  had  in  delivery  and  in  freighting, 
and  certainly  rendered  it  impossible  for  a  groat  many  to 
tender  at  all  for  this  combined  operation  of  delivering  the 
goods  to  the  railway  stations  and  the  freighting  to  the  inte¬ 
rior.  I  do  not  express  any  strong  opinion  on  the  subject, 
because  I  am  not  acquainted  with  tho  facts,  but  it  seems  to 
me  not  unreasonable  to  say  that  a  good  many  large  houses 
who  had  not  connections  in  tho  North-West  might  make 
tenders  for  these  supplies  if  tho  hon,  gentleman  would  make 
them  deliverable  at  such  and  such  points  on  the  railway, 
while  there  could  be  other  contracts  made  for  the  simple 
work  of  freighting  them  iuto  the  interior. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  point,  of  course,  has 
been  raised  and  brought  before  the  Department,  and  it 


would  enable,  perhaps,  an  additional  number  of  men  to  ten¬ 
der  for  the  supplies.  But  it  would  involve  the  necessity,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  of  transporting  the  supplies 
from  those  different  points.  If  there  were  twenty  or 
twenty-five  places  to  supply,  the  Government  cannot  make 
economical  arrangements  by  which  teams  can  be  got  to 
carry  tho  supplies  away  from  the  principal  points  of 
delivery  on  the  railway.  There  are  many  points  far 
removed  from  the  railway,  and  you  cannot  do  that.  They 
would  have  to  organise  some  transport  service,  and  if  that 
system  is  introduced  with  regard  to  the  Mounted  Polioe  it 
would  be  introduced  with  regard,  say,  to  the  Indian  sup¬ 
plies,  and  it  would  grow  to  bo  a  large  transport  service.  It 
is  infinitely  better  to  have  the  present  system,  for  parties  to 
tender  to  deliver  at  the  diffeient  points.  Now,  some 
men,  perhaps,  may  be  thrown  out  of  competition 
because  it  does  not  suit  them  to  make  arrangements  for 
transport,  yet  there  is  sufficient  competition  to  ensure  the 
articles  now  being  furnished  at  the  lowest  possible  prices; 
The  competition  is  now  sharp,  very  sharp,  except  in  some 
remote  places,  where  it  does  not  suit  people  to  furnish  trans¬ 
portation.  In  those  few  remote  places  the  Government 
are  obliged  to  make  exceptions,  but  on  the  whole,  after 
consulting  people  who  understand  that  kind  of  thing,  it  is 
thought  to  be  more  economical  that  the  different  stations 
where  supplies  are  wanted  should  be  pointed  out,  and  that 
without  anything  further  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
and  with  no  further  trouble,  or  expense,  or  necessity  of 
any  further  arrangements,  parties  should  make  their  tender 
and  deliver  the  articles  wanted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  should  be  sorry  to  be  understood  as 
proposing  that  the  Government  should  organise  a  transport 
service.  All  I  suggest  is,  that  the  Government  should  ask 
for  tenders  for  the  delivery  of  goods  at  points  on  the  rail¬ 
way,  and  should  ask  for  tenders  for  the  transportation  of  so 
many  tons  of  goods  to  the  different  points  where  they  were 
wanted,  as  two  separate  contracts,  trusting  to  the  freighters 
in  the  country  for  the  contracts  for  the  delivery  of  the 
various  goods,  groceries  or  other  things,  at  the  points  on 
the  railway.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  was  to  have  given  us,  I 
think,  some  further  information  with  reference  to  tfi9  cause 
or  causes  of  these  alarming  representations  from  Washing¬ 
ton  and  also  from  tho  Government  of  Manitoba,  of  the 
terribly  disturbed  state  of  the  country  there. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  want  to  frighten 
the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  believe  it  would  be  a  great  deal  more 
satisfactory  for  both  the  freighters  and  tho  contractors  if  tbore 
could  be  some  systom  arranged,  such  as  suggested  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  whereby  goods  might  be  delivered 
at  certain  stations  along  the  railway,  and  a  separate  con¬ 
tract  given  for  freighting  those  goods.  There  are  quito  a 
number  of  freighters  in  tho  North-West  who  are  simply 
under  tho  control  of  tho  large  contractors.  They  havo  to 
come  to  the  terms  of  the  contractor  or  they  cannot  got 
freight.  Now,  in  regard  to  even  the  last  tenders  that  have 
been  asked  for,  some  of  the  merchants  in  Ottawa  hero  havo 
come  to  me  and  asked  if  I  knew  how  much  it  would  cost 
to  carry  freight  from  Regina  to  Prince  Albert,  for  instance. 
That  was  a  point  these  merchants  in  Ottawa  had  no  idea  of. 
They  said  they  could  figure  what  the  delivery  of  the  goods 
at  Regina  or  Qu’Appelle  would  cost,  but  ihey  could  not 
figure  how  much  it  would  cost  from  those  p»oints  into  the 
interior.  Now,  there  would  be  no  trouble  in  dividing  those 
contracts.  It  would  be  cheaper  and  more  satisfactory.  Of 
course,  the  present  system  may  give  tho  Government  less 
trouble;  but  I  tbiuk,  as  -a  rule,  it  C03ts  more,  and 
gives  less  satisfaction  to  tho  general  public.  It 
encourages  large  corporations  to  monopolise  freights 
in  tho  North-West.  As  a  rule,  only  two  firms  get 
the  supplying  of  tho  whole  freight  in  tho  North-West,  and  I 
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believe  if  there  was  wider  competition  that  a  better  supply 
would  be  furnished,  and  at  a  cheaper  rate.  I  feel  satisfied, 
that  as  concerns  the  freighting,  it  would  be  more  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  the  people  to  contract  direct  with  the  Government 
than  to  bo  under  the  control  of  ono  large  contractor,  who 
bad  the  supplying  of  all  the  goods,  for  unless  they  carried 
the  goods  at  a  certain  rate  they  could  not  get  the  carrying 
of  those  goods.  I  believe  there  might  be  some  system 
organised  at  the  principal  stations  whoreby  goods  might  be 
delivered  of  a  better  quality  and  for  the  same  money.  As  the 
First  Minister  said,  at  some  points  it  would  be  difficult  to 
get  freight  rates,  and  it  might  be  necessary  to  make  con¬ 
tracts  with  small  firms,  local  firms,  for  the  delivery  of  those 
gcois ;  but  at  such  points  as  Qu’Appelle,  Medicine  Hat  and 
Calgary,  whore  large  quantities  of  goods  are  delivered,  I 
bekeve  it  would  be  better  and  cheaper  to  divide  the  con¬ 
tract. 

.Bill  reported. 

HARBOR  MASTER  AT  HALIFAX. 

Bill  (No.  148)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  Harbor  Master  at  Halifax,  was  read  the  second 
time,  considered  in  committee,  reported,  and  road  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE  FORCE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  140)  respecting  the  North-West  Mounted  Police. 
He  said:  This  is  a  Bill  from  the  Senate,  introduced  in 
consequence  of  the  late  events  in  the  North-West,  when 
thr  Mounted  Police,  a  civil  force,  and  the  militia,  were 
acting  together.  There  was  no  provision  for  their 
acting  jointly,  nor  did  the  military  laws  operate  upon  the 
Mounted  Police.  The  latter  force  were  liable  to  be  punished 
for  any  dereliction  of  duty  only  under  the  Mounted  Police 
Act.  It  is  necessary,  beyond  the  provisions  inserted  by  the 
Senate,  to  insert  a  clause  providing  for  the  relative  ranks 
of  the  forces. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  considered  in  committee  and 
reported. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
tho  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12:10  a.m., 
Tuesday. 
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Tuesday,  23rd  June,  1885. 

The  Seaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Before  the  Orders  are  called,  I  wish  to 
make  an  explanation  and  a  correction  relative  to  an  article 
which  appeared  in  the  Canada  Presbyterian  on  the  2*7 th  of 
last  month,  and  which  was  copied  afteiwai’ds  in  the  Mea- 
ford  Monitor  and  other  papers.  The  article  is  headed,  “  Dr. 
Sproule  and  the  Clergy,  ”  and  it  reads  as  follows,  the  pre¬ 
lude  being  that  of  the  Meaford  Monitor : — 

“  The  Canaia  Presbyterian  of  the  27th  ult.  takes  one  member  severely, 
(and  we  think  with  good  cause)  to  task  for  his  utterances  relative  to  the 
petitions  against  the  Scott  Act.  The  following  is  the  article  referred 
to  :  ‘  During  the  last  two  or  three  weeks  a  large  number  of  petitions 
against  the  Franchise  Bill  have  been  presented  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  Among  others  was  a  petition  signed  by  Dr.  Laing,  and,  we 
oelieve,  several  other  clergymen  from  Dundas,  and  presented  by  Mr. 
Bain,  M.  P.,  for  North  Wentworth.  This  petition  was  met,  if  the  report 
is  correct,  and  we  have  no  contradiction,  by  the  cry:  “‘Christian 
politicians  and  other  fanatics,’”  Mr.  Sproule,  M.  P.  for  one  of  the 
ridings  of  Grey,  being  the  chief  offender.  Now,  if  these  facts 
are  correct,  and  we  would  be  glad  to  know  that  they  were  not 
as  bad  as  represented,  such  conduct  is  a  disgrace  to  Parliament, 
a  disgrace  to  the  ^Dominion,  and  very  especially  disgraceful  to 

Mr.  Watson. 


the  so-called  representatives  of  the  people,  who  were  guilty  of  such 
contemptible  and  indecent  conduct.  If  a  gentleman  of  Dr.  Laing’s 
character  and  standing  cannot  lay  a  petition  before  the  Parliament  of 
his  country  without  being  wantonly,  grossly  insulted,  Canada  is  not  a 
fit  country  to  live  in,  nor  is  it  worth  fighting  for.  Dr.  Laing  is  not  a 
“  1  politician  ’  ”  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word.  If  he  is  a  Liberal  at  all 
he  is  a  Liberal  of  a  very  Conservative  type.  He  most  certainly  is  not  a 
“  1  fanatic.’”  Nobody  doubts  that  he  is  a  Christian.  Thi3  part  of  the 
charge  then  holds  good.  He  is  a  Christian  citizen  who  dares,  after 
thirty  years  of  earnest  work  for  the  highest  interests  of  his 
adopted  country,  to  lay  a  respectfully-worded  petition  before 
the  Parliament  of  Canada.  The  mention  of  his  name  is  met 
with  ribald  shouts  from  men  who  are  supposed  to  be  the  guardians 
of  their  country’s  honor  and  the  protectors  of  the  citizens  of  the  realm. 
Things  have  come  to  a  serious  pass  in  Canada,  surely,  when  the  fact  that 
a  petitioner  is  a  minister  and  a  Christian  subjects  him  to  the  sneers  of 
the  members  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The  right  of  petition  and  the 
right  to  receive  civil  and  decent  treatment  in  Parliament  is  not  a  matter 
of  party  politics.  No  respectable  Conservative  feels  himself  under  any 
obligation  to  defend  such  ruffianism  as  insulting  Dr.  Laing  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  The  man  who  would  defend  such  conduct 
would  be  guilty  of  it.  Probably  nobody  iu  Canada  feels  the  insult  more 
keenly  or  would  resent  it  more  quickly  than  the  Conservatives  in  Dr. 
Laing’s  congregation.  The  Christian  electors  of  East  Grey  had  better 
give  this  matter  their  early  attention.  It  is  a  Presbyterian  this  time, 
but  it  may  be  an  Episcopalian  or  Methodist  the  next.  The  Christian 
people  of  East  Grey  can  easily  find  a  Conservative  member  in  their  ranks 
who  won’t  call  out  “  ‘  Christian  politicians  and  other  fanatics,’  ”  when 
the  petition  of  an  honored  minister  is  laid  before  Parliament.” 

I  wish  to  say  that  in  the  prelude  of  the  Meaford  Monitor , 
although  composed  of  only  a  few  lines,  there  is  a  mistake. 
It  speaks  of  petitions  presented  against  the  Scott  Act ;  the 
petitions  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Scott  Act  at  all.  The 
article  itself,  while  partially  true,  is  in  tho  main  incorrect. 
When  the  petitions  were  being  presented  a  number  of 
members  were  amusingly  calling  out  various  things,  among 
others,  “  15  coats  a  hundred.”  When  the  petition  in  ques¬ 
tion  was  presented  I  said  :  “  From  a  good  Christian  politician  ; 
surely  that  ought  to  count,”  in  a  jocular  way.  I  deny 
having  done  it  offensively.  The  latter  part  of  the  sentence  I 
heard  nothing  of  until  it  was  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  in  a  speech  ho  made 
some  time  afterwards.  I  distinctly  repudiated,  at  the  time, 
having  made  use  of  the  remark  stated  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk.  Believing  that  the  donials  would  be  in 
the  Hansard ,  I  paid  no  more  attention  to  it ;  but  seeing  that 
it  is  not  in  the  Hansard ,  and  that  it  is  going  around  the 
press,  I  thought,  in  justice  to  myself  and  the  reverend  gen¬ 
tlemen  who  signed  tho  petition,  that  I  should  make  this 
correction  and  explanation. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  As  I  have  been  referred  to,  I  may  be 
allowed  a  word.  I  think  it  unfortunate  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  did  not  make  the  disclaimer 
at  the  lime  the  words  were  uttered .  The  circumstances  were, 
briefly,  these  :  Petitions  were  being  presented  against  the 
Franchise  Bill.  These  petitions  were  received  on  the 
opposite  side  with  derisive  shouts  and  jeers  and  cries  of 
“  15  cents  a  hundred.”  When  the  petition  signed  by  the 
Rev.  Dr.  Laing  was  presented,  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Grey  made  use  of  the  expression,  “  christain  politicians  and 
other  fanatics.” 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  made  use  of  no  such  expression  as 
“  other  fanatics.”  I  denied  it  at  the  time,  and  I  deny  it 
now. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  called  attention,  at  the  time,  to  the 
fact  that  the  right  of  petition  was  considered  a  sacred  right 
to  all  British  subjects,  that  tho  petitioner  was  uniformly 
treated  with  courtesy,  that  that  courtesy  had  not  been 
extended  to  the  petitioners  on  that  occasion,  and  I  called 
your  attention,  when  these  cries  were  indulged  in  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  to  tho  language  used  with  reference  to 
the  petition  signed  by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Laing.  If  that  espres- 
sion  had  not  been  used  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey, 
it  is  unfortunate  ho  did  not  at  once  disclaim  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  did,  I  said,  at  the  time,  I  made  use  of 
no  such  expression. 
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Mr.  BLAKE,  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called, 
I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  state,  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  House,  whether  they  propose  to  sit  on 
Dominion  Day,  or  to  adjourn  for  any  space  of  time.  There 
was  a  t  eries  of  papers  presented  at  the  adjournment  last 
night,  with  reference  to  the  North-West,  extending  from 
1878  to  1835.  Are  these  all  the  papers  of  date  anterior  to 
that  of  the  commencement  of  the  outbreak  which  are  to  be 
presented?  It  is  impossible  to  satisfactorily  deal  with  the 
question  until  the  Government  has  concluded  the  inter¬ 
mittent  operation  of  presenting  papers  on  the  subject. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
are  any  further  papers,  except  the  various  Indian  reports 
which  are  now  coming  in.  Tho  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is,  if  it  is  the  will  of  the  House,  to  sit  on  Dominion 
Day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  on  St,  John’s  Day? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  my  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  yet  can- 
ncnised.  It  requires  a  long  space  of  time  and  tho  success¬ 
ful  passing  of  the  very  serious  ordeal  of  an  inquisition  with 
the  advocatus  diaboli  as  chief  accuser. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Will  my  hon.  friend  not 
take  that  office. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  tho  hon.  gentleman  will  turn  his 
attention  to  less  pressing  subjects  than  his  cannonisation, 
and  let  us  know  whether  we  are  to  understand  we  have 
now  before  us  all  the  papers  with  reference  to  mattors  pre¬ 
ceding  the  outbreak  which  he  proposes  to  lay  before  us, 
and  at  the  same  time  I  would  ask  him  to  lay  on  the  Table 
the  report  of  the  Mounted  Police. 

THE  FISHERY  CLAUSES. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Government 
a  question  in  the  same  line  as  that  which  I  put  to  them  a  few 
days  since,  a  question  which  affects  seriously  the  interests  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces  and  to  a  considerable  extent  those  of 
Quebec  and  Ontario.  I  speak  now  with  reference  to  tho  posi¬ 
tion  in  which  our  fishermen  and  traders  in  fish  will  be  on 
the  1st  July.  I  have  not  seen  the  official  notice  myself,  but 
am  informed  on  good  authority  that  the  United  States  have 
announced  the  fact  that  on  the  1st  July  the  duties  on  fresh 
fish  will  be  resumed.  The  other  day  we  learned,  for  the 
first  time,  that  negotiations  were  under  way,  with  a  view  of 
securing  a  reciprocity  treaty  between  the  United  States 
arid  the  Dominion  ;  also,  that  some  steps  had  been  taken  with 
regard  to  an  understanding  as  to  what  course  should  be 
pursued  with  relation  to  the  fisheries  of  Canada  after  the 
expiration  of  the  treaty  on  the  1st  July.  What  I  desire  to 
ask  of  the  right  hon.  Premier  is  this :  Is  it  true,  and  I 
believe  it  to  be,  that  the  Americans  have  issued  a  notice— I 
believe  tbe  rotice  was  one  to  the  Treasury  Department — 
informing  them  that  on  the  1st  of  July  fresh  fish  and  other 
articles  exempted  under  the  treaty  about  to  expire  would  be 
again  liable  to  duty  ?  As  there  is  a  large  interest  in  my 
county  involved  in  this  question,  and  as  there  are  large 
interests  involved  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  we  ought  not 
to  leave  to  the  last  moment  the  giving  of  information  to  our 
people  as  to  the  condition  in  which  our  fisheries  will  be 
after  the  1st  July.  At  present,  the  fishing  industry  is  one 
of  the  chief  industries  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  ;  every  day 
dozens  of  cargoes  of  fish  go  from  these  Provinces,  involving, 
in  the  aggregate,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars,  during  the 
course  of  the  season.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  understood  per¬ 
fectly  the  other  day  the  explanations  of  the  right  hon. 
geutieman,  but  I  understood  the  Government  of  Canada 
were  prepared  to  suspend  the  exercise  of  any  exclusive  right 


we  may  have  in  relation  to  the  fisheries  until  Congress 
meets  in  December  next.  I  recollect  last  year  it  was  sug¬ 
gested  by  myself,  and  the  suggestion  met  the  approval  of 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  in  view  of  the  almost 
certain  repeal  of  the  treaty  and  the  possibility  that  no  rear¬ 
rangement  would  be  made,  it  was  necessary  the  Government 
thould  take  a  vote  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  some  pro¬ 
tection  in  regard  to  our  fisheries.  The  Minister  then  did 
not  accept  the  suggestion  that  was  made,  and  I  am  not 
aware  whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to  guard  and  pro¬ 
tect  our  interests  after  the  treaty  expires.  If  it  is  true  that 
arrangements  have  been  made,  with  a  view  of  accomplishing 
reciprocity,  I  am  sure  any  arrangement  which  may  bo 
carried  out  on  a  fair  basis  will  be  hailed  with  satisfaction 
from  one  end  of  tbe  Dominion  to  the  other.  If,  as  part  of 
that,  the  Ministry  have  consented  to  suspend  our  exclusive 
rights  over  our  own  fisheries  and  to  permit  the  Americans 
for  the  six  months  of  the  year,  which  havo  yet  to  elapse,  to 
use  these  fisheries  in  the  same  way  as  Canadian  fishermen, 
it  is  only  right  the  American  Government  should  suspend 
the  application  of  their  duties.  I  am  aware  they  cannot 
do  that  without  the  action  of  Congress  and  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  But  at  least  they  could  do  this:  They 
could  make  an  arrangement  that,  if  the  Canadians  suspend 
th^exclusive  rights  which  they  exercise  and  which  they 
have  a  right  to  exercise  over  their  own  fisheries,  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  should,  if  a  treaty  is  subsequently  made,  refund  to  the 
fishermen  of  our  country  any  duties  they  may  pay  botween 
now  and  the  time  when  that  treaty,  if  it  should  be  carried 
out,  is  carried  out.  I  know  it  is  only  necessary  to  call  tho 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  tho  Premier  to  the  point.  It  is 
an  important  point ;  a  point  about  which  our  people  are 
enquiring  constantly  from  me,  and  I  think  a  public  announce¬ 
ment  should  be  made  in  relation  to  it.  I  think,  also,  that 
we  should  ascertain  from  the  Government  at  as  early  a  date 
as  possible  what  arrangements  have  been  made,  whether 
any  steps  have  been  yet  taken  which  can  be  made  public, 
by  which  the  public  will  receive  an  assurance  that  their 
interests  are  being  protected  and  their  rights  are  being  looked 
after.  They  should,  in  the  season  of  fishing,  not  be  left  to 
the  last  moment  without  knowing  what  steps  are  being 
taken.  If  $1,000  or  810,000  worth  of  fresh  fish  leaves  the 
chief  port  in  my  county,  as  it  does  almost  every  week, 
sometimes  every  day,  these  men  ought  not  to  be  loft  in  an 
uncertainty  as  to  wbatwill  be  tho  result  when  their  fish  arrive 
at  the  American  lines.  This  is  a  matter  which  affects  the 
merchant,  which  affects  the  trader,  which  affects  the  fisher¬ 
man.  They  cannot  tell  what  price  to  give  for  fish.  Every¬ 
thing  is  in  an  unsettled  state. 

Mr  SPEAKER.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  con¬ 
fine  himself  to  asking  the  question. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Well,  then,  I  ask  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  give  us  any  imformation  on  tho  subject. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  now  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  give  any  further  information  than  I  did  when  the 
hon.  gentleman,  I  think  it  was,  brought  it  up  last — I  am 
not  sure  whether  it  was  he  or  somo  one  else.  There  is  no 
re-imposition  of  duties  by  the  United  States.  The  Customs 
law  of  the  United  States  puts  a  certain  duty  on  foreign  fish. 
That  duty  was  suspended  quoad  the  fisheries  of  British 
North  America  during  the  existence  of  the  Washington 
Treaty.  When  the  notice  was  given  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  an  end  to  tho  fishery  clauses  of  tho  Washington 
Treaty,  it  was  done,  as  everybody  knew,  for  the  purpose  of 
depriving  Canadian  fish  of  the  free  access  to  tho  American 
market.  The  fact  of  the  termination  of  the  treaty  brings 
in  tho  old  law.  Everyone  knows  that.  There  can  bo  no 
surprise  on  the  part  of  the  fishermen  of  tbe  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  or  of  anybody,  on  that  point.  They  all  know  the 
notice  was  given  for  the  purpose  of  depriving  Canada  of  tho 
access  to  the  American  market  at  the  termination  of 
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the  treaty.  There  can  be  no  surprise  about  that. 
Everybody  knows  it  —  fishermen  as  well  as  others. 
Then,  of  course,  we  returned  to  our  old  relations. 
Canada  has  a  duty  imposed  upon  American  fish  ;  America’s 
duties  under  the  old  Customs  law  respecting  Canadian  fish 
will  be  in  force  after  the  1st  day  of  July.  I  regret  that  I 
am  not  able  to  lay  the  papers  at  this  moment  before  the 
House,  as  1  mentioned  when  this  subject  was  last  before  the 
House.  The  consent  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government  was 
asked  to  lay  all  the  papers  before  Parliament.  Had  it  not 
been  for  this  late  change,  I  have  no  doubt  the  answer  would 
have  arrived  ere  this.  I  am  expecting  every  day,  and  am 
in  communication  with  the  Governor  General  on  the  point, 
that  that  permission  will  be  given.  The  papers  are  all 
ready  to  be  laid  before  Parliament  the  moment  that  assent 
is  given.  Some  of  the  papers  we  can  bring  down,  because 
they  are  not  intimately  or  directly  connected  with  Her 
Majesty’s  Government,  but  it  would  be  highly  unsatisfac¬ 
tory  to  everybody,  to  this  House,  to  the  Government,  and, 
I  think,  to  the  bon.  gentleman,  to  bring  down  any  papers 
not  showing  the  who'e  current  of  events  and  the  negotia¬ 
tions  which  have  been  going  on  for  what  is  now  a  very 
considerable  time.  I  am  in  daily  expectation,  every  mail, 
of  that  assent  being  given.  The  papers  are  all  ready,  the 
message  is  ready,  everything  ris  ready  to  bring  down  to  the 
House|tbe  moment  that  assent  is  given. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Is  there  any  probability  that  our 
fisheries  will  be  protected  by  any  extraordinary  means? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all 
necessary  or  expedient  that  we  should  sever  and  discuss  any 
limbs  or  branches  of  the  one  question.  I  think  it  would  be 
a  mistake,  and  would  lead  to  false  impressions,  so  I  must 
decline  to  state,  for  the  present,  the  position  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  until  the  House  and  the  country  are  possessed  of  the 
whole  of  the  negotiations  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  YA1L.  I  am  very  sorry  to  hear  the  statement  of  the 
First  Minister,  if  our  people  are  bound  to  pay  duties  on 
their  fish,  and  the  Americans  are  at  liberty  to  come  in  and 
fi'h  within  the  three  mile  limit,  we  are  at  a  great  disadvan¬ 
tage.  I  think  the  Government  should  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  protect  the  fisheries,  or  should  show  they  are  deter¬ 
mined  to  protect  them,  if  the  present  negotiations  are  not 
satisfactory.  I  was  in  hopes,  from  what  the  Minister  of 
Maiine  and  Fisheries  said,  that  he  was  making  arrange¬ 
ments,  to  fully  protect  the  fisheries  after  the  1st  of  July. 
It  we  are  going  to  allow  Americans  to  come  within  our  three 
mile  limit  and  fish,  while  our  people  have  to  pay  the  duties 
on  the  other  side,  I  thick  the  Americans  will  be  very  chary, 
to  say  the  least,  about  being  in  a  hurry  to  make  any 
arrangement.  Of  course,  if  a  reciprocity  treaty  could  be 
arranged,  it  would  be  the  most  satisfactory  way  of  settling 
the  matter,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  anything  thrown  in 
the  way  of  that,  but  we  are  bound  to  protect  our  fisheries. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  desired  to  destimy  all  hopes  of  successful  negotiation,  he 
could  not  have  taken  a  better  way  than  that  which  he  has 
taken  alter  the  statement  which  I  made;  but,  whether  for 
some  party  purpose - 

Mr.  YAIL.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  then,  for  some  pur¬ 
pose,  and  certainly  not  a  common  sense  purpose,  he  has 
done  his  best  to  render  impossible  any  successful  negotia¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  do  not  see  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government,  of  course, 
desire — it  is  their  duty,  and  it  is  their  interest,  and,  even  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  confidence  in  the  Government, 
ho  will,  at  all  events,  believe  that  they  will  act  in  what  they 
believe  is  the  best  manner  for  the  Government — to  arrive  at 
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satisfactory  arrangements  with  the  United  States.  That  is 
all  I  can  say  just  now,  and  I  think,  after  the  intimation  I 
have  given,  that  it  is  not  at  all  expedient  or  wise  that  the 
discussion  should  be  further  continued.  As  I  have  already 
stated,  I  hope  in  a  few  days — I  had  hoped,  and  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  change  which  has  taken 
place,  I  should  have  been  able — to  bring  down  these  papers. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Permit  me  to  say  that  I  had  not  the  slightest 
idea  of  censuring  the  Government.  I  only  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  Government  ought  to  protect  our  fisheries. 

OMISSION  FROM  THE  ORDER  PAPER. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  what  I  presume  is  an  accidental  omission. 
On  the  11th  June,  I  gave  notice  of  the  following  question  :  — 

“  On  Monday  next — Enquire  of  Ministry— The  total  amount  of  tem¬ 
porary  loans  obtained  by  the  Government  from  banks  or  other  sources 
in  Canada,  Great  Britain,  the  United  States,  or  elsewhere,  on  the  31st 
May,  1885,  and  at  that  date  unpaid  ;  but  not  including  savings  bank 
deposits  or  Dominion  notes  in  circulation  ;  the  date  and  amount  of 
each  loan,  from  what  source  obtained,  and  when  payable  ?  ” 

That  notice  was  duly  given,  but  it  never  has  appeared  on 
the  Order  Paper  and  has  never  been  answered.  I  was  away 
on  the  Tuesday  that  the  notice  should  have  been  called,  and 
consequently  did  not  notice  the  omission.  The  notice  had 
been  given  before,  and  in  reply  to  the  enquiry  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Finance  declined  to  answer,  stating  it  was  not 
in  the  public  interest.  If  that  was  the  reason  this  has 
been  passed  over  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  substantially  the  same  question  was  asked 
when  the  Minister  of  Finance  was  present,  and  an  answer 
was  given  to  it.  The  question  was  asked  upon  the  4th  of 
March,  and  is  as  follows 

,cWhat  is  the  total  amount  of  temporary  loans  made  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  from  banks  up  to  25th  February,  the  date  and  amount  of  each  loan, 
and  from  what  bank  made,  and  the  terms  of  each  loan  as  to  time— 
whether  upon  call  or  otherwise.” 

In  reply  to  that  question  the  Minister  of  Finance  gave  a 
detailed  statement  of  the  temporary  loans,  that  it  is  unno- 
cessary'to  read,  the  aggregate  being  $12,500,000,  and  he*gavo 
the  sum  borrowed  from  each  bank,  and  the  time  the  loan 
ran.  A  subsequent  question  of  the  same  character  was 
put,  which  the  Acting  Finance  Minister  declined  to 
answer  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  proper.  I  stated 
then  that  the  question  had  been  previously  answered,  and 
that  the  only  objection  taken  by  the  Finance  |Mir,ister 
in  reply  to  a  subsequent  question  on  those  loans,  was  that 
he  declined  to  give  the  rate  of  interest.  Now  I  wish  to  en¬ 
quire  whether  the  failure  to^putthis  question  upon  the  Notice 
Paper,  given  on  the  16th  of  this  month,  was  accidental  or 
whether  the  Government  did  not  desire  to  have  it  upon  the 
Notice  Paper  and  did  not  desire  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Government  had  nothing  to  do, 
directly  or  indirectly,  with  the  appearance  or  non-appear¬ 
ance  of  the  notice  upon  the  Paper.  I  had  not  heard  that 
the  notice  had  been  left  off  the  Paper,  and  hence  had  no 
knowledge  of  it  beyond  seeing  the  notice  in  the  Yotes  and 
Proceedings.  It  is  quite  true  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says, 
that  when  the  Finance  Minister  was  present  he  gave  an 
answer  to  the  questions  put  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  Before 
he  left  for  England  he  gave  me  the  answer  which  was  to  be 
given  to  the  subsequent  question  put  by  my  hon.  friend. 
From  correspondence  he  had  with  the  banks  in  Canada, 
and  from  cablegrams  from  England,  he  did  not  deem 
it  expedient  nor  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  or  of  the 
Government,  that  the  answer  should  bo  repeated.  That  is 
the  reason  I  gave  the  answer  that  was  given  the  other  day. 
I  can  only  repeat  that  I  know  nothing  about  the  question 
having  been  left  off  the  Notice  Paper. 
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Mr.  BOWELL,  in  moving  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  committee  to  consider  certain  proposed  resolutions  (p. 
2420)  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  claims  made  by  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  on  the  Dominion,  said  :  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  occupy  much  time  in  moving  these  resolutions. 
They  have  been  upon  the  Notice  Paper,  for  some  time; 
they  are  very  full,  and,  consequently,  require  very  little 
explanation.  I  may,  however,  briefly  refer  to  the 
financial  state  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  in  relation 
to  the  subsidies  and  aid  which  it  has  received  from  the 
Dominion  Parliament  to  help  meet  the  expenses  of  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  that  Province.  I  find  that  in 
1810,  when  Manitoba  was  erected  into  a  Province,  they  were 
allowed  the  interest  upon  a  debt  of  $472,090,  at  the  rate  of 
5  per  cent.,  payable  half-yearly.  For  the  expenses  of  the 
Government  and  legislation  they  were  paid  an  additional 
sum  of  $30,000  per  annum  and  80  cents  per  head  on  a 
population  of  17,000,  making  a  total  subsidy  from  these 
sources  of  $67,204.50.  By  39  Vic.,  chap.  3,  in  1876,  an 
additional  sum  of  $26,746.96  was  added  to  the  above 
subsidies,  making,  with  the  interest,  and  the  balance 
to  the  credit  of  Manitoba,  an  annual  payment  of  $90,000, 
from  1876  to  1881.  In  1879  an  additional  sum  of  $15,653.04 
was  added  to  the  $90,000  granted  by  39  Victoria,  chap.  3, 
until  18fel.  The  Parliament  of  Canada  again,  in  1882,  made 
an  additional  grant  for  the  support  of  the  Government  and 
Legislature,  of  $50,000  for  ten  years,  and  80  cents  per  head, 
based  upon  a  population  of  150,000  souls,  making  an  amount 
of  $120,000.  In  addition  to  that  the  sum  of  $15,000  was 
given  in  lieu  of  the  public  lands,  making  a  total  sum  paid  to 
that  Province  from  these  different  sources  in  1882,  of  $215,- 
000  per  annum.  Since  that  time,  owing  to  the  rapid  increase 
of  the  population  and  the  large  expenditure  the  Manitoba 
Legislature  had  to  make  in  assisting  settlements  in  the 
different  municipalities,  in  building  bridges,  and  for  various 
other  purposes,  they  found  it  necessary  again  to  apply  to 
the  Dominion  for  further  aid  in  order  to  enable  them  to 
assist  the  settlers  in  the  various  parts  of  that  growing  Pro¬ 
vince.  People  in  the  older  Provinces  who  know  the  large 
expenditure  which  is  made  every  year  by  the  county  and 
township  municipal  councils,  will  understand  that  in  a  new 
Province  like  Manitoba,  which  has  been  erected  largely 
into  municipalities,  but  with  a  very  sparse  population, 
it  was  impossible  for  the  people  to  bear  those  local 
expenditures  which  are  borne  by  direct  taxation  in  the 
older  Provinces,  particularly  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
As  that  Province  has,  to  a  very  great  extent,  framed  its 
system  of  municipal  government  on  the  Ontario  system, 
the  Dominion  Government  thought  it  not  only  advisable, 
but  in  the  interests  of  the  Province,  and  of  the  Dominion 
generally,  to  render  it  as  much  aid  as  possible.  In  order  to 
accomplish  that  object,  it  was  decided  alter  a  good  deal  of 
negotiation,  to  grant  the  people  of  Manitoba  still  furthor 
aid ;  and  that  aid  is  set  forth  very  clearly  in  the  resolutions 
now  before  the  House.  I  might  mention  in  regard  to 
swamp  lands,  that  an  arrangement  was  made  with  the 
Manitoba  Government  in  1882,  I  think,  but  I  am  not  quite 
sure  of  the  date,  to  transfer  to  the  Province  certain  portions 
of  the  swamp  lands,  conditional  upon  the  Province  draining 
them,  it  receiving  a  certain  portion  of  the  lands  after  they 
were  drained,  in  consideration  of  the  money  so  expended. 
After  due  and  full  consideration  by  the  members  of  the 
Manitoba  delegation,  and  a  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council — the  conclusion  at  which  they  arrived  being  after¬ 
wards  confirmed  by  the  Council — it  was  decided  that  the 
same  policy  should  be  pursued  towards  the  Province  ol 
Manitoba,  in  respect  of  swamp  lands,  as  is  pursued  by  the 
United  States  Government  towards  tho  Western  States ;  that 
was  to  transfer  from  the  Federal  Government  to  the  State 
Governments  all  the  swamp  lands  that  lie  in  each  particular 


DEBATES.  2775 


State.  It  was  believed  that  the  expenditure  which  would 
devolve  upon  the  Dominion  Government  in  draining  those 
lands  and  making  them  fit  for  sale,  would  be  very  large  ; 
and  it  was  thought  that  the  Manitoba  Government  could 
take  the  drainage  of  those  lands  into  their  own  hands,  and 
make  them  a  source  of  revenue,  whereas  the  probabilities 
were,  that  the  cost  of  draining  by  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  would  absorb  to  a  vei-y  great  extent  the  full  value  of 
the  lands.  For  these  reasons  the  Government  decided  to 
transfer  to  tho  Province  all  the  swamp  lands  within  its 
borders. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  Can  the  hon.  gentle* 
man  state  approximately  what  the  Govornmont  expect  the 
quantity  to  be  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  state  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  the  quantity,  oven  approximately.  A  large 
portion  of  the  Province  has  not  yet  been  surveyed,  and  con¬ 
sequently  we  could  not  come  to  a  correct  conclusion  as  to 
the  quantity.  The  second  resolution  provides  for  the  setting 
apart  of  150,000  acres  of  land  for  the  establishment  of  a 
provincial  university.  These  150,000  acres  are  in  addition 
to  the  school  lands  which  have  already  been  set  apart  by 
the  Dominion  Government  for  common  school  purposes. 
This  university,  as  hon.  gentlemen  will  understand,  is  to 
provide  for  higher  education  in  that  Province,  and  the 
grant  is  to  bo  held  in  trust  upon  the  basis  of  a  scheme 
to  be  framed  by  the  university  and  approved  by  the 
Governor  in  Council.  The  third  resolution  provides 
for  the  granting  of  $100,000  per  annum  in  lieu  of  the 
transfer  of  the  land  and  instead  of  the  $45,000  now  paid 
them  for  that  purpose.  The  fourth  resolution  provides  for 
paying  a  per  capita  allowance  of  80  cents  per  head  upon  an 
estimated  population  of  125,000  instead  of  a  population  of 
150,000  as  was  agreed  upon  two  years  ago  ;  subject  to  be 
increased  until  the  population  exceeds  that  number  ;  and  pro¬ 
vision  is  also  made,  in  order  that  the  Province  may  receive 
the  full  benefit  of  the  per  capita  tax,  for  a  census  every  five 
years,  instead  of  every  ten  years  as  in  the  older  'Provinces. 
And  to  still  furthor  aid  the  Province,  the  per  capita  tax  will 
be  paid  until  the  population  reaches  400,000  souls.  Tho 
fifth  resolution  simply  repeals  all  that  is  inconsistent  with 
this  readjustment  of  the  debt  and  of  the  per  capita  tax  and 
also  of  the  granting  of  $  100,000  in  lieu  of  tho  $45,000.  The 
sixth  resolution  provides  for  an  advance  to  the  Provinco  of 
$150,000,  chargeable  to  capital  account,  to  enable  the  Pro¬ 
vince  to  construct  and  complete  its  lunatic  asylum.  These 
terms,  as  the  House  will  observe  by  the  sixth  resolution,  are 
conditional  upon  tho  Province  of  Manitoba  accepting  them 
in  full  for  all  claims  up  to  the  present  time. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Up  to  last  Session. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  leave  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
decide  that  matter  between  them.  What  we  propose  to 
give  the  Provinco  by  these  resolutions  is  to  be  iu  lieu  of 
all  claims  up  to  the  present  time.  Not  only  did  the  dele¬ 
gates  accept  these  conditions,  but  the  Manitoba  Legislature 
has  accepted  the  resolutions  upon  these  conditions.  The  posi¬ 
tion  of  Manitoba  will  bo  simply  this  :  Tho  payment  in  lieu 
of  lands  is  changed  from  $45,000  to  $100,000,  or  an  inci’ease 
$55,000.  Tho  subsidy  on  a  population  of  $150,000  under 
the  old  arrangement  would  havo  boen  $120,000.  Undor 
the  present  arrangement,  by  which  tho  population  is 
placed  at  125,000,  the  subsidy  will  bo  $100,000,  ora 
decrease  of  $20,000.  These  items  make  a  net  increase  on 
the  different  subsidies  of  $35,000  per  annum,  and  what¬ 
ever  may  result  from  the  sale  of  swamp  lands,  in 
addition  to  which  a  university  for  Manitoba  will  bo 
endowed  with  150,000  acres  of  land.  Tho  total 
income  under  tho  old  arrangement  was  $215,000  per 
annum,  while  under  the  proposed  resolutions  it  would  bo 
$250,000,  in  addition  to  whatever  may  be  realised  by  the 
Province  in  the  management  and  salo  of  the  swamp  lands 
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of  the  Province.  This  is  simply  a  statement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  arrangement  with  that  Province,  and  I  can  only  add 
that  I  am  quito  sure  that  this  Parliament  will  readily 
acquiesce  in  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  for  the  Province 
of  Manitoba,  when  we  consider  the  subsidies  that  have  been 
given  to  the  older  Provinces.  The  rapidity  with  which 
that  Province  is  growing,  will  soon  make  it  strong 
numerically,  and  one  which  I  have  no  doubt  will  become 
one  of  the  most  wealthy  Provinces  in  the  Dominion. 
If  nothing  interferes  to  prevent  the  rapid  progress  which  is 
going  on  in  every  section  of  that  country,  we  may  look  for¬ 
ward  in  a  short  time  to  finding  it  numerously  settled  by  a 
people  who,  I  hope,  will  be  wealthy  and  contented. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  look  at 
resolution  7,  in  which  reference  is  made  to  an  Act  of  the 
Local  Legislature  passed  during  “  the  present  Session.” 
That  Session  is  over,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
if  the  Act  was  passed  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  it  was  passed  by  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  the  assent  was  laid  on 
the  Table  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  That  is  what  I  said  a  few  moments 
ago,  and  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  contradict  me. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  apologise  to  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  I 
misunderstood  him. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  the  present  total  income  is 
$250,000  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No  more  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  more. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  capital 
sum  upon  which  tho  Province  is  entitled  to  receive  payment 
of  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent.  ?  You  take  the  popula¬ 
tion  at  125,000  ;  what  capital  amount  does  that  population 
represent?  I  should  imagine  it  would  be  more  than  the 
sum  tho  hon.  gentleman  stated. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  sum  at  80  cents  per  head  is  upon 
125,000  of  a  population. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  speaking  of  the 
capital  sum. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Province  entered  tho  Union  with  a 
debt  of  $472,090.  That  has  been  reduced,  and  the  present 
sum  to  the  credit  of  that  Province  is  $353,885.90,  upon 
which  they  draw  5  per  cent. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Not  more  than  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  that  is  the  sum. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  some  special 
fixed  sum  allowed  to  them  in  addition— speaking  from 
memory,  of  some  $60,000,  $70,000,  or  $80,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  debt  allowed  by  the  Union  Act 
was  $492,090  ;  by  31  Victoria,  Chapter  30,  there  was  a 
further  sum  allowed  of  $79,351,  and  in  tho  adjustment  of 
the  debts  when  tho  Dominion  assumed  the  debt  account 
between  Ontario  and  Quebec,  sho  was  allowed  $110,825.07 
as  being  her  proportion.  But  that  is  all  added  to  this  sum, 
leaving  a  balance  to  the  debt  account  of  that  Province,  on 
the  30th  of  June,  1881,  amounting  to  $353,885.96,  from 
which,  of  course,  the  $150,000  advanced  for  the  purpose  of  a 
lunatic  asylum  will  have  to  be  deducted. 

Mr.  WATSON.  This  is  a  matter  of  very  great  impor¬ 
tance  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  to  this  Govern¬ 
ment;  as  however  the  settlement  which  was  made  in 
1881  for  ten  years,  was  broken,  I  am  in  hopes  that  this 
will  not  be  regarded  as  a  final  settlement  with  Manitoba, 
which  is  growing  so  rapidly  that  it  is  impossible  to  calcu¬ 
late  its  future  needs.  It  would  be  an  unfortunate  thing  for 
Mr,  Bowell. 
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Manitoba  and  for  the  whole  Dominion,  if  she  should  be 
crippled  by  not  receiving  the  aid  6he  has  a  right  to  expect. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  state  to  the  Houso  that  the  Dominion 
has  been  deriving  all  the  revenues  accruing  from  public 
lands,  from  timber  limits,  and  mining  interests  ;  and  also 
that  Manitoba  has  contributed  largely  to  the  general 
revenues  of  the  Dominion.  I  might  call  attention  to  the 
instructions  which  were  given  to  the  delegates  when  they 
came  to  the  capital  seeking  better  terms  for  Manitoba. 
Apparently  the  policy  of  the  Local  Legislature  was  entirely 
changed  from  the  insti-uctions  they  were  given  as  to  what 
they  should  apply  for.  I  will  read  the  resolutions  which 
were  passed  by  the  Local  Legislature  of  Manitoba,  as  instruc¬ 
tions  to  the  delegates  who  proceeded  to  Ottawa.  These 
instructions  were  given  on  tho  21st  of  April,  1884  : 

“  (1.)  To  urge  the  right  of  the  Province  to  the  control,  management, 
and  sale  of  the  public  lands  within  the  limits  for  the  public  uses  thereof, 
and  of  the  mines,  minerals,  wood,  and  timber  thereon  or  an  equivalent 
therefor,  and  to  receive  from  the  Dominion  Government  payment  for 
the  lands  already  disposed  of  by  them  within  the  Provine,  less  cost  of 
surveys  and  management.” 

Now,  according  to  the  explanations  of  the  Minister  ef 
Customs  and  according  to  those  resolutions,  this  claim  has 
not  been  granted,  or  only  granted  to  a  small  degree. 

“(2.)  The  management  of  the  lands  set  apart  for  education  in  this 
Province  with  a  view  to  capitalise  the  sums  realised  from  sales  and 
apply  the  interest  accrueing  therefrom  to  supplement  the  annual  grant 
of  the  Legislature  in  aid  of  education.” 

This  is  another  demand  which  has  not  been  granted. 

“(3.)  Theadjustment  of  the  capital  accouDtof  the  Province  decennially 
according  to  population,  the  same  to  be  computed  now  at  150,000  souls, 
and  to  be  allowed  until  it  corresponds  with  the  amount  allowed  the 
Province  of  Ontario  on  that  account.” 

Now,  there  has  been  a  reduction  with  regard  to  this  clause 
from  150,000  souls  to  125,000. 

‘‘  (4.)  The  right  of  the  Province  to  charter  lines  of  railway  from  any  one 
point  to  another  within  the  Province,  except  so  far  as  the  same  has 
been  limited  by  its  Legislature  in  the  Extension  Act  of  1881 .” 

Now,  I  look”  upon  this  as  one  of  the  most  important 
claims  that  Manitoba  could  ask  of  this  Parliament. 
This  right  has  not  been  granted,  the  reason  given  being 
that  Manitoba  assented  to  this  arrangement  when  its  boun¬ 
daries  were  extended.  When  Manitoba  received  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  its  boundaries,  according  to  anything  I  can  find  in 
tho  statutes  of  the  Province  or  the  records  of  the  Houso. 
there  was  nothing  said  on  behalf  of  the  Province  to  the 
effect  that  for  an  extension  of  its  boundaries  the  Province 
would  be  willing  to  barter  away  its  right  to  charter  rail¬ 
ways  in  tho  Province  of  Manitoba.  We  recognise  that  the 
territories  acquired  by  that  extension  should  be  subject  to 
the  disallowance  policy  provided  for  in  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  contract;  but  the  people  of  the  old  Province  of 
Manitoba  never  bartered  away  their  right  to  build  provin¬ 
cial  railways,  and  it  is  a  right  they  hold  dear  and  do  not 
feel  disposed  at  present  to  part  with  for  any  consideration. 
Then  there  is  the  grant  of  80  cents  per  head  which  is  pro¬ 
vided  for.  At  present  we  receive  80  cents  per  head  to  be 
computed  on  150,000  souls.  According  to  this  new  arrange¬ 
ment  it  is  to  be  computed  on  125,000,  which  will  be  a  great 
reduction  on  the  amount  we  receive  at  present. 

“(5.)  The  granting  to  the  Province  extended  railway  facilities, 
notably  the  energetic  prosecution  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western,  the 
S  juris  and  Rocky  Mountain,  and  Manitoba  and  North-Western  Rail¬ 
way.” 

Two  of  these  roads  have  been  provided  for  by  land  grants ; 
tho  third,  which  is  now  called  the  Manitoba  Central,  has 
not  yet  been  aided.  It  is  a  road  which,  for  its  first  100  miles 
from  its  terminus  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  will 
accommodate  as  many  settlers  as  any  other  100  miles  of  road 
in  the  Province,  and  I  would  take  this  opportunity  of  urging 
upon  the  Government  to  grant  it  aid,  so  that  its  construction 
may  be  proceeded  with  this  Season.  The  people  in  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  of  Rapid  City  expected  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  would  cross  tho  Little  Saskatchewan  at  that  point, 
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It  is  one  of  the  first  settlements  on  that  river ;  people  have 
been  cultivating  their  land  in  that  district  for  years,  and 
the  Manitoba  Central  is  expected  to  cross  there.  West  of 
Rapid  City  there  is  also  a  largo  section  of  fine  country,  a 
large  portion  of  which  was  disposed  of  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  on  conditions  of  cultivation.  The  result  is 
that  there  are  many  settlers  there  who  have  been  cultivating 
their  lands  for  years  and  have  been  waiting  anxiously  for 
the  Government  to  aid  this  Manitoba  Central  Railway  by  a 
free  land  grant  this  Session,  as  other  roads.  The  delegates 
were  also  instructed : 

“  To  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  prejudicial  effect  of 
the  Tariff  on  the  Province  of  Manitoba.” 

This  is  a  point  which  has  hardly  been  referred  to  in  these 
resolutions,  although  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  were 
unanimous  in  asking  that  this  Government  should  remedy 
this  evil.  I  believe  the  aid  proposed  to  be  granted 
by  these  resolutions  is  probably  quite  sufficient  at  present 
to  carry  on  the  Government  of  the  Province;  but  we  expect 
the  Province  will  in  the  near  future  grow  to  such  an  extent 
that  this  aid  will  not  be  sufficient  to  sustain  all  its  public 
institutions.  At  the  last  Session  of  the  Local  House  it  was 
stated  that  the  amount  the  Government  will  receive  this 
year  will  barely  cover  the  expenses  of  the  year.  As  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Customs  has  truly  said,  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  could  not  expect  to  realise  a  large  amount  from  the  sale 
of  swamp  lands,  in  that  Province,  as  it  would  probably  cost 
the  Government  more  to  drain  them  than  they  would  realise 
from  their  sale ;  therefore  it  is  impossible  that  the  Province 
can  realise  anything  from  them.  As  this  is  the  only 
portion  of  the  public  domain  granted  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince,  I  do  not  think  this  should  be  considered  a  final 
settlement.  Political  exigencies  sometimes  force  people 
to  do  things  they  would  not  otherwise  do.  Being 
a  strong  supporter  of  provincial  rights,  I  should  not 
perhaps  find  fault  with  anything  the  Provincial  Legislature 
does ;  but  I  believe  that  these  resolutions  were  forced  through 
the  Local  House,  and  I  believe  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Manitoba  are  opposed  to  these  terms  being  accepted  as  final. 
On  that  occasion  the  Local  House  sat  till  6  o’clock  in  the 
morning,  with  only  eight  men  in  the  Opposition  and  a  few 
more  than  that  number  on  the  Government  side.  I  may  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  memorial  of  the  Provincial 
Treasurer  of  Manitoba,  presented  to  this  Government  in 
1884,  which  will  show  the  contrast  between  what  he  under¬ 
stood  then  to  be  the  requirements  of  the  Province  and  what 
he  has  seen  fit  to  carry  through  the  House  of  which  he  is  the 
leader.  One  paragraph  in  his  memorial  reads  as  follows:— 

“  The  provision  allowed  for  our  requirements  being  now  so  inadequate, 
the  contemplation  of  our  position,  when  a  great  influx  of  population  will 
multiply  the  expense  of  Government,  is  a  far  from  pleasant  prospect,  but 
a  tact  that  must  be  faced.  Indeed,  a  large  addition  to  the  population  of 
the  Province  would  be  nothing  short  of  an  evil  in  disguise.  The  rapid 
settlement  of  the  territory  would  prove  anything  but  a  blessing  ;  to  meet 
increasing  requirements  under  present  circumstances  would  be  an  impos¬ 
sibility,  our  revenue  being  out  of  all  proportion  to  our  necessary  expen¬ 
diture.” 

I  think  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  the  Premier  of  Man¬ 
itoba  should  ever  be  justified  on  any  future  occasion  in 
making  use  of  such  language  as  this.  Ho  has  expressed 
himself  in  the  same  way  at  public  gatherings,  and  his  lan¬ 
guage  has  gone  through  tho  public  prints.  We  should  be 
very  careful  to  avoid  giving  the  Premier  of  a  young  Pro¬ 
vince  like  Manitoba,  to  which  wo  are  trying  to  attract 
immigrants,  any  occasion  to  state  to  tho  world  that  a  large 
influx  of  immigrants  would  only  be  an  evil  in  disguise.  He 
goes  on  to  state : 

“  Upon  the  heels  of  settlement  will  follow  the  necessity  for  schools, 
roads,  bridges,  and  public  institutions,  such  as  asylums,  reformatories 
and  gaols  ;  for  which  purpose  the  increase  of  the  revenue  from  the 
allowance  ol  80  cents  per  capita  on  every  additional  citizen  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince,  would  not  commence  to  be  adequate.” 

Looking  to  the  future  requirements  of  the  Province  and  the 
different  municipalities  being  formed  there,  the  Premier 
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wished  to  guard  against  not  being  able  to  support  or  assist 
the  municipalities  in  supporting  public  institutions.  Refer¬ 
ring  to  the  settlement  which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Customs 
claims  was  made  for  10  years,  the  Premier  of  Manitoba  goes 
on  to  say : 

“  Referring  to  the  observation  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  in  his 
Budget  Speech  last  year  to  the  effect  that  the  increase  to  the  subsidy  of 
the  Province  was  intended  to  close  any  negotiation  on  that  subject  for 
the  next  10  years,  the  undersigned  would  respectfully  remark  that,  as 
the  term  of  10  year3  was  not  mentioned,  either  in  the  verbal  or  written 
negotiations  on  the  subject,  neither  he  nor  his  colleague,  Mr.  LariviSre, 
accepted  the  increase  then  given  on  the  understanding  that  the  same 
would  be  binding  for  a  term  of  10  years.” 

On  the  contrary,  very  frequently  in  the  course  of  conversa¬ 
tion  with  the  Hon.  Mr.  Pope,  one  of  the  committee  appointed 
to  confer  with  the  Manitoba  delegates,  the  suggestion  was 
made  that  it  would  be  unwise  on  the  part  of  Manitoba  to 
press  for  a  definite  settlement  of  her  financial  relations  with 
ihe  Dominion,  as  circumstances  were  changing  so  rapidly 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  estimate  with  any  degree  of 
accuracy  what  would  be  the  exact  requirements  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince.  Acting  on  this  suggestion  tbe  delegates  did  not 
press  for  a  definite  settlement.  That  was  the  hon.  gentle- 
tleman’s  advice  to  the  delegates  at  the  time  and  at  the  last 
meeting,  for  he  was  one  of  those  appointed  to  have  an  inter¬ 
view  with  the  delegates  as  to  the  settlement  of  those  claims. 
I  believe  he  was  right  in  stating  that  it  would  be  unwise  for 
Manitoba  to  have  a  final  settlement  with  the  Dominion 
with  regard  to  the  amount  she  should  receive  each  year, 
unless  Manitoba  was  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  other 
Provinces  by  being  given  full  control  of  her  public  lands. 
Manitoba  is  in  a  very  unfortunate  position,  as  she  will  have 
to  rely  entirely  on  direct  taxation  if  her  subsidy  is  not 
adequate  to  meet  expenditure,  and  this  would  be  very  dis¬ 
couraging  for  a  young  Province  trying  to  induce  settlers 
and  immigrants  to  settle  in  that  Province.  For  those 
reasons,  I  hope  this  House  will  not  ask  Manitoba  to  accept 
the  terms  laid  down  in  these  resolutions  as  a  final  settlement, 
oven  supposing  the  Local  Legislature  has  accepted  them  as 
such. 

Mr.  ROSS.  When  these  resolutions  were  agreed 
upon  between  the  two  Governments,  the  people  of 
Manitoba  generally  were  satisfied  with  the  terms  of  the 
arrangement,  with  tho  exception  of  the  finality  clause. 
There  was  some  exception  made  to  that,  and  I  hope  if 
circumstances  should  arise  in  the  future,  on  account  of 
which  the  money  at  present  given  to  Manitoba  will  not  be 
sufficient  to  meet  the  expenses  of  administering  public 
affairs  in  that  Province  and  the  expenditure  on  public 
works  necessary,  owing  to  its  rapid  development,  this 
Government  will  bo  prepared  to  deal  liberally  with  Mani¬ 
toba.  Thero  is  one  feature  in  connection  with  the  finality 
clause  which  is  of  advantage,  and  that  is,  it  will  prevent  one 
or  more  Ministers  of  Manitoba  coming  down  here  almost 
every  year  and  begging  for  better  terms.  Such  a  course  is 
undignified  and  in  some  cases  not  profitable.  With  regard 
to  the  swamp  lands,  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Mar¬ 
quette  (Mr.  Watson)  that  tho  Manitoba  Government,  in 
getting  them,  have  not  received  a  very  profitable  gift.  It 
will  take  a  great  deal  of  money  to  drain  them  and  put  them, 
in  proper  shape  for  selling  ;  it  will  take  years  before  they 
will  be  saleable,  and  after  the  cost  of  rendering  them 
fit  for  cultivation  is  taken  into  account  there  will  not 
be  much  left  from  receipts  of  sale.  Judging  from  our 
experience  in  the  past  of  swamp  lands,  they  will  not 
prove  very  profitable  property.  One  respect  in  which  the 
Government  has  dealt  very  liberally  with  Manitoba  is  the 
arrangement  for  having  the  census  taken  every  five  years 
on  which  to  base  the  allowance.  That  is  an  arrangement 
not  made  with  regard  to  any  other  Province,  but  it  is  duo 
in  our  case  on  account  of  our  rapid  growth  and  develop¬ 
ment.  Tho  arrangement  as  to  the  approximate  estimate  of 
the  population,  to  be  made  at  equal  intervals  of  time  between 
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each  quinquennial  and  decennial  census,  save  every  two  and 
a  half  years,  is  also  a  very  liberal  arrangement.  Taking  the 
arrangements  all  round,  while  I  think  this  Government 
has  driven  a  pretty  hard  bargain  with  regard  to  the 
finality  clause,  on  the  whole  they  are  acceptable  to  the 
people  of  Manitoba.  I  quite  agree  with  what  the  hon. 
member  for  Marquette  has  said  with  regard  to  tho  Manitoba 
Central.  If  the  Government  can  do  anything  to  aid  that 
road,  they  should  do  it,  as  its  construction  will  be  of  great 
avantago  to  a  large  number  of  our  people. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  solution  of  this  question  of  subsidy 
upon  the  lines  upon  which  our  constitution  in  this  regard 
is  based,  is  one  of  great  difficulty,  because  those  lines 
are  not  very  scientific  lines  ;  they  are  not  dictated  by  any 
particular  principle,  but  by  supposed  adequacy  to  the  in¬ 
terests  and  conditions  of  the  four  Provinces  that  formed  the 
original  Confederation.  It  was  thought  they  would  answer, 
and  they  were  laid  down ;  and  there  has  been  an  effort, 
rather  an  unsuccessful  effort,  made  to  assume  that  they 
were  based  upon  some  principle,  and  to  apply  this  principle, 
which  was  really  inapplicable  to  other  Provinces,  for,  as 
regards  the  other  Provinces,  we  could  not  find  the  principle 
would  answer  at  all.  There  is  an  excrescence  here  and 
another  there,  and  something  else  incongruous  elsewhere, 
until  after  all,  if  you  read  over  the  provisions  with  reference 
to  all  the  Provinces,  even  the  original  ones,  you  will  find  in 
them  nothing  like  symmetry,  nothing  that  would  lead  you 
to  believe  the  arrangement  was  founded  on  principle  or 
even  reason.  I  do  not  believe  the  arrangement  will 
be  lasting.  I  stated  last  year  and  the  year  before  that  I 
thought  one  of  the  questions  we  had  to  consider,  and  which 
ought  to  engage  our  most  serious  and  earnest  attention,  was 
the  question  of  the  solution  of  the  great  difficulties  which 
are  involved  in  the  grants  to  aid  the  Local  Governments 
and  the  principles  upon  which  these  grants  ought  to  be 
made.  They  are  not  now  made  on  any  principle.  With 
reference  to  the  proposal  to  take  a  quinquennial  census  of 
the  Province  of  Manitoba,  I  wholly  approve  of  it.  In  fact, 
when  the  last  addition  was  made  to  the  needs  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba,  I  proposed  that  should  be  done.  It  was 
quite  clear  that,  however  measux-ably  accurate  the  plan  of  a 
decennial  census  would  be,  as  regards  the  older  Provinces, 
which  fill  up  more  slowly  than  the  Territories  in  the  west, 
it  was  not  applicable  to  the  conditions  of  Manitoba,  which 
began  almost  with  nothing  and  swelled  up  to  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  population  in  a  short  time,  and  of  which  we  had 
very  bright  hopes,  which,  still,  in  large  part,  remain  as  to 
its  increase  in  the  near  future.  It  was  quite  clear  that  to 
put  that  Province  in  the  same  position  relatively  as  to  the 
other  Provinces,  a.more  rapid  increase  of  subsidy  than  would 
be  possible  under  a  decennial  census  was  necessary,  and  I  am 
glad  to  see  the  suggestion  I  made  in  this  respect  acted  upon. 
Another  reason  why  exceptional  conditions  attach  to  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  is  to  be  found  in  tho  largeness  of  its 
area.  It  is  not  only  the  extent  of  the  population  of  a  Pro¬ 
vince,  but  also  the  extent  of  its  geographical  area  over 
which  settlement  extends,  however  sparsely,  that  you  must 
consider  when  taking  into  account  the  expenses  of  the  Local 
Government.  At  the  time  that  hon.  gentlemon  opposite 
were  increasing  Manitoba  very  largely,  in  fact,  and  as  they 
believed,  from  tbe  eastward  down  the  neighborhood  of  Port 
Arthur,  I  pointed  out  that  one  of  the  objections  to  the  course 
they  were  taking  was  that  they  were  increasing  tho  area  of 
Manitoba  largely  without  considering  at  tho  same  time  what 
the  cost  of  that  increase  would  be  and  what  resources  they 
should  give  to  the  Province  in  order  to  manage  properly  its 
enlarged  area.  It  seemed  to  me  you  could  not,  even  if  our 
principle  of  provincial  aid  had  been  a  sound  one,  even  if  our 
grants  had  been  based  upon  a  principle  as  applied  to  the 
other  Provinces,  apply  the  same  principle  in  this  case,  for  the 
conditions  are  different,  the  area  is  very  large,  the  popula- 
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tion  is  small  and  is  increasing  fast,  and  it  is  necessary  to  re¬ 
cognise  these  differences  in  estimating  a  reasonable  subsidy 
to  be  granted.  With  reference  to  one  of  the  questions  which 
has  agitated  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  as  to  which  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  claimed  by  the  Government  that  it 
is  included  in  this  final  clause  or  not,  I  venture  to  say  it  is 
not  a  question  which  can  be  included  in  a  clause  of  finality 
—  I  refer  to  the  claim  which  has  been  made  with  reference 
to  the  right  of  that  Province  to  have  the  same  constitutional 
freedom  in  the  matter  of  chartering  railway  lines  within  the 
limits  of  the  old  Province  of  Manitoba  as  the  other  Provinces 
have  within  their  limits.  That  has  been  one  of  the  great 
practical  difficulties  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba ;  it  is  one  of 
the  difficulties  which  still  subsist.  There  are  places  in  that 
Province  of  which  it  may  be  well  said,  as  it  has  been  said, 
that  you  may  write  over  their  remains  the  epitaph  “  Killed 
by  disallowance ;  ”  and,  apart  from  the  question  of  dis¬ 
allowance,  the  strain  and  stress  which  were  exercised  by 
the  Government  of  this  country  with  reference  to  other 
railway  enterprises,  notably  tho  Manitoba  South-Western, 
in  the  direction  of  repression,  was  of  itself  of  a  character 
which  has  tended  very  largely  to  create  the  difficulties  and 
the  discontent  which  certainly  have  existed  in  that  Prov¬ 
ince.  It  was  but  yesterday  that  it  was  my  good  fortune 
to  have  an  interview  with  a  gentleman  from  Manitoba 
who  is  not  a  politician,  who  is  not  one  of  a 
profession  which  mingles  in  politics,  but  who  had 
a  considerable  acquaintance  with  the  Province,  and 
especially  with  the  south-western  part  of  it ;  and, 
grievous  as  I  had  believed  was  the  condition  of  some  of  the 
settlers  in  that  part  of  the  Province,  what  he  told  me  of 
their  condition,  attributable  almost  exclusively  to  this  policy 
of  repression  and  restraint  as  to  railway  extension,  certain¬ 
ly  surprised  me.  He  referred  to  counties  with  which  I  am 
a  little  familiar,  and  of  which  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  spoke  the  other  day.  He  referred  to  the 
counties  of  Huron  and  Bruce,  from  which  he  himself  had 
come  in  early  days  and  with  which  I  was  familiar  in  the 
year  1868  and  for  some  subsequent  years,  and  he  declared 
to  me  that,  having  himself  seen  the  struggles,  the  poverty, 
the  distress,  and  the  condition  of  many  of  the  settlers  in  the 
early  days  of  settlement  in  Huron  and  Bruce,  and  having 
seen  in  the  west  as  intelligent,  as  hard-working,  as  energetic, 
and  self-relying  people  as  those  settlers  were,  instances  of 
great  and  melancholy  privation,  they  had  been  surpassed  in 
south-western  Manitoba.  He  had  seen  the  grain  in  the  stack 
for  two  and  three  years,  much  of  it  was  rotten,  because  they 
could  not  take  it  to  the  market  for  want  of  railways.  He  had 
seen  privation  in  the  shape  of  rags,  worn  by  those  who  ought 
to  have  been  independent  persons,  and  by  their  families, 
more  marked  than  in  tho  early  days  of  settlement  in  Huron 
and  Bruce,  in  south-western  Manitoba.  It  was  not  merely  a 
case  of  failure  to  get  on  to  such  an  extent  as  people  might 
have  hoped  to  get  on  in  a  new  country,  but  there  was  serious 
suffering  in  reference  to  food  and  clothing  on  the  part  of  some 
of  the  people  who  were  out  there.  I  mean  to  say  that  these 
are  serious  things  to  consider,  and  that  they  tend  to 
produce — they  must  have  produced,  they  did  produce — a 
state  of  feeling  in  that  part  of  the  country,  which  is  in 
some  respects  its  garden,  which  was  a  very  unhappy 
state  of  feeling  to  have  created  in  a  country  where 
contentment  and  happiness  on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  in  some  sense  the  pioneers  of  settlement  was  an 
important  thing  to  have  developed.  Last  year,  I  say, 
hope  was  held  out  to  these  persons.  Last  year  they  were 
told  by  the  Minister  of  Kailways,  when  he  was  proposing 
the  arrangements  for  the  relief  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Kailway,  that  this  policy  of  disallowance  should  cease 
so  soon  as  the  road  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior 
should  be  completed  ;  that  the  company  were  pre¬ 
pared,  and  the  Government  were  prepared,  to  concede 
that;  and  he  assured  us  that  the  same  measure  of  freedom 
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which  has  existed  since  Confederation  with  reference  to  the 
other  Provinces  should,  at  all  events  as  to  the  old  Province  of 
Manitoba,  supervene  from  that  period.  We  hear  nothing  of 
that  kind  now.  I  know  not  whether  it  would  come  too  late 
or  no.  Certainly  it  is  not  too  late  to  do  some  good,  though 
I  fear  it  is  too  late  to  do  much  of  that  good  which  might  have 
been  done  had  the  happy  hour  been  still  at  our  command, 
had  the  fortunate  period  been  yet  available,  the  period  when 
bright  and  happy  hopes  existed  in  that  region  of  more 
rapid  railway  construction  than  we  may  hope  for  even  to¬ 
day,  with  all  the  liberal,  the  beneficent  provisions  which  we 
are  making  for  that  purpose.  But  I  maintain  that  we  have 
to  consider,  as  constitutionalists,  we  have  to  consider  as 
freemen  ourselves,  we  have  to  consider  seriously  the  question 
whether  this  policy  of  exercising  the  power  of  disallowance 
in  order  to  prevent  these  people  building  railways  within 
the  limits  of  their  own  Province  in  the  same  way  and  to  the 
same  extent  that  the  people  are  permitted  to  build  them  in 
other  Provinces,  shall  be  continued  longer;  and  I  maintain 
that  they  would  be  unworthy  of  the  position  of  British  free¬ 
men  if  they  were  contented  as  long  as  those  rights  are 
withheld.  As  to  the  management  of  the  lands,  I  cannot 
think  that  we  have  much  to  boast  of  either  in  regard  to  out¬ 
general  policy  on  the  subject  of  the  land  in  the  North-West, 
or  in  regard  to  the  execution  by  the  Government  of  the  trusts 
which  in  this  regard  they  have  asked  Parliament  to  confide 
to  them.  The  Province  of  Manitoba  is  unhappily  an  example 
in  itself  of  a  bad  land  policy  badly  administered.  At  the  very 
start  there  were  unfortunate  circumstances,  circumstances 
due  to  that  misgovern ment  and  that  misguidance,  which 
made  us  begin  our  actual  connection  with  that  country  with 
a  rebellion.  It  followed  from  these  circumstances  that  it 
was  necessary  hastily  to  make  arrangements  for  the  creation 
of  the  then  small  Province  of  Manitoba,  upon  terms  and 
under  plans  which  were  liberal  in  some  respects,  not  truly 
liberal,  but  giving  certain  rights  which  in  part  were  prema¬ 
ture,  and  in  part  were  ill-advised.  They  may  have  been 
necessary.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  they  were  not  necessary  in 
the  emergency  in  which  the  country  was  placed  at  the  time 
tho  Manitoba  Act  was  passed,  but  they  were  things  that 
would  not  have  been  acceded  to,  in  tho  interest  of  Manitoba 
itself,  but  for  this  prior  cause  of  miegovernment  which  pro¬ 
duced  the  results  from  which  the  Manitoba  Act  became  a 
necessity.  You  have  very  large  reserves,  areas  of  unsettled 
lands  in  privato  hands,  throughout  that  country,  in  the  first 
place.  Will  anybody  deny  that  these  unsettled  areas  have  not 
hindered  the  prosperity  of  Manitoba,  have  not  hindered  the 
prosperity  of  Winnipeg,  have  not  hindered  the  prosperity 
generally  of  the  whole  North-West,  that  being  the  gateway 
of  the  country.  You  have  again  a  subsequent  policy  with 
reference  to  certain  constitutional  liberties,  given  per¬ 
haps  a  little  too  early,  in  the  sense  that  there  was  a  very 
small  population,  but  you  have  a  withholding  of  others, 
you  have  a  decision  that  you  will  give  that  Province  the 
rights  of  a  Province,  of  a  sister  Province  of  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces  of  the  Dominion,  but,  while  with  the  odo  hand 

you  give  with  the  other  hand  you  withhold.  You  tell 

them  for  example  that  they  are  not  to  manage  their 
own  lands,  that  they  are  not  to  manage  their  own  school 
lands.  Now,  I  regard  the  school  lands  of  Manitoba 

as  in  one  sense  a  very  sacred  heritage.  I  rejoice 

that  we  separated  a  very  largo  portion  of  that 
country  for  the  purpose  of  giving  a  grand  endowment  for  a 
free  education  to  the  masses  of  the  people  ;  but  when  you 
come  to  consider  who  shall  manage  the  school  lands,  wbon 
you  come  to  consider  whother  the  school  lands  are  be3t 
managed — I  do  not  say  diverted  from  their  trust,  but  best 
administered — whether  they  can  be  best  administered  by 
hon.  gentlemen  sitting  hero  at  Ottawa,  or  by  the  Local 
Legislature  and  Government,  I  say,  you  must  admit  that 
the  administration  at  Ottawa  is  a  difficult  business  at  the 
best,  you  must  admit  that  it  would  be  only  with  the  best 


intentions  and  with  a  considerable  amount  of  energy  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  avoid  mistakes,  and  great  mistakes 
have  occurred  with  reference  to  the  administration  of  the 
school  lands,  several  of  which  have  been  the  subject  of  dis¬ 
cussion  in  this  House  from  time  to  time  as  they  went  on. 
Well,  then,  what  is  the  reason  they  are  administered  here  ? 
Because,  you  say,  the  people  of  Manitoba  are  not  to  be 
trusted  themselves  to  decide  when  these  school  lands  shall 
be  sold,  on  what  terms  they  shall  be  sold,  and  how  the 
proceeds  shall  be  invested.  I  maintain  that  that  declaration, 
which  is  a  declaration  that  you  can  do  this  thing  at  Ottawa 
better  for  them  than  they  can  do  it  for  themselves,  is  a 
practical  declaration  that  they  are  not  fit  for  that 
measure  of  self-government  which  belongs  to  a  Province 
of  the  Canadian  Dominion ;  and  if  you  tell  me  that  it 
is  likely  that  some  mismanagement  would  have  taken 
place  that  some  jobbery  would  have  taken  place,  that  mis¬ 
takes  would  have  taken  place,  I  ask  whether  even  these 
sacred  edifices  which  surround  this  hall  are  free  from 
jobbery,  are  free  from  mistakes,  are  free  from  mismanage¬ 
ment.  Now,  tho  hon.  gentleman,  in  supporting  this  reso¬ 
lution,  goes  farther.  Ho  proposes  a  thing  that  I  delight 
in — a  crowning  of  the  edifice  of  education ;  he  proposes  that 
150,000  acres  of  land  shall  be  granted  as  an  endowment 
for  tho  Manitoba  University— good.  But  I  say  the  scheme 
and  terms  upon  which  that  endowment  should  be  managed 
ought  to  bo  settled  between  the  Local  Government  and  Leg¬ 
islature  of  Manitoba  and  the  University  of  Manitoba.  The 
question  of  education  is  a  local  question  with  which  we 
have  nothing  to  do.  The  disputes  belonging  to  it  are 
disputes  which  ought  not  to  be  brought  into  this  House. 
The  question  is  one  belonging  to  the  people  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince;  there  it  should  be  solved.  Since  we  hold  their  lands 
it  is  fit  that,  as  we  reserve  lands  for  schools,  so  we  should 
reserve  lands  for  a  university.  But  my  opinion  is  that  the 
scheme,  the  terms  upon  which  those  lands  should  be  held, 
they  also  being  treated  as  a  sacred  trust,  ought  to  be 
settled  by  the  people  of  Manitoba  themselves  and  not 
by  this  Administration.  Well,  then,  in  reference  to  the 
parliamentary  arrangements,  I  have  spoken  of  the  original 
difficulties  as  to  the  lands,  of  tho  emergency  in  which  the 
Government  found  itself  plunged  when  they  made  the 
original  settlement.  But  we  have  had  land  policies  since 
that  time,  and  those  land  policies,  I  do  not  think,  have  been 
very  satisfactory  for  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  There  has 
beon  a  great  deal  of  delay  in  tho  settlement  of  the  land 
claims,  even  of  the  older  claims  recognised  by  tho  Manitoba 
Act,  of  which  I  believe  some  remain  even  to  this  day 
unsettled  ;  there  has  been  an  immense  amount  of  delay  in 
tho  settlement  of  the  more  recent  claims,  and  as  wo  know 
from  the  answers  which  the  hon,  gentleman  has  given  two 
or  throe  times  to  enquiries  made  as  to  recent  discoveries, 
there  has  been  worse  than  delay  in  the  management  of  tho 
lands  io  Manitoba.  Now  there  are  several  other  questions 
to  which  I  might  advert  but  it  is  not,  perhaps,  necessary  to 
do  so  upon  this  occasion.  I  wish  to  say  with  reference  to 
the  subsidy,  having  spoken  in  favor  of  tho  view  of  a  quin¬ 
quennial  census  and  the  intermediate  adjustment,  that  tho 
same  considerations  to  which  I  adverted  as  distinguishing 
the  Province,  both  in  point  of  area  and  in  rapid 
increase  of  population,  as  distinguishing  its  condition 
from  that  of  tho  other  Provinces,  and  necessitating 
special  arrangements,  apply  also  to  the  term,  “  it  shall 
cease  to  bo  augmented  at  the  population  of  400,000.”  I  say 
that  whether  you  are  able  to  justify — because  I  have  never 
been  able  very  well  to  justify  tho  principle  of  that  adjust¬ 
ment  or  that  fixture — whether  you  are  able  to  justify  it  or 
not  with  reference  to  the  older  Provinces,  there  can 
bo  no  reason,  having  regard  to  the  area,  having  regard 
to  the  population  that  is  to  fill  that  area,  why  you 
should  expect  that  that  subsidy  will  bo  more  fixed  wbon  the 
population  reaches  400,000.  I  do  not  think  any  of  us  can  ex- 
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poet  that  some  may  wish  it,  perhaps,  because  we  may  feel 
that  more  and  more,  from  year  to  year,  this  question  of  pro¬ 
vincial  subsidies  becomes  a  more  serious  one  for  this  Domin¬ 
ion,  more  and  more  pressing  for  a  solution  ;  we  may  wish  to 
see  an  end,  but  as  pi-actical  men,  desiring  that  that  great  area 
of  fertile  land  should  be  filled  as  rapidly  as  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  say  it  is  to  be,  we  cannot  expect  that  it  will  end 
with  the  400,000,  and  I  see  no  use  in  saying  so  ;  it  certainly 
will  not  be  so.  Now  as  to  the  action  of  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  upon  these  terms.  In  dealing  with  the  question  of  British 
Columbia  submitted  to  you  last  Session,  I  stated  what  I 
thought  wei’e  the  truer  and  general  grounds  upon  which  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  should  investigate  a  question  of  this 
kind  in  so  far  as  we  were  obliged  to  look  at  it  from  a  pro¬ 
vincial  point  of  view,  namely,  that  we  should  recognise  the 
representatives  of  the  people  in  their  parliamentary  action 
in  the  Local  Legislature  as  expressive  of  the  views  and 
wishes  of  the  people,  and  I  regard  that  as  a  very  important 
factor  in  coming  to  a  conclusion  in  this  case ;  but  I 
1  do  not  regard  it  as  so  decisive,  as  so  conclusive  as  I  did  in 
the  case  of  British  Columbia,  because  it  is  almost  impossible 
for  anyone  who  looks  at  tho  Province  of  Manitoba,  who 
looks  at  the  present  condition,  geographically,  of  its  popula¬ 
tion,  who  regards  its  electoral  districts,  to  agree  for  an 
instant  that  there  is  at  this  moment  any  pretence  of  a  fair 
representation  of  the  people  in  their  Local  House.  A  rapid 
flow  of  population  settling  up  one  place  and  another  at  great 
distances  apart  has  rendered  it  impossible  to  say  to-day  that 
they  reach  that  result  which  we  boasted  we  had  attained, 
namely,  something  approaching  to  a  fair  representation  of 
the  sentiment  of  the  people  of  that  country.  Now,  Sir,  last 
Session  and  the  Session  before,  I  alluded  to  the  question  of 
discontent  which  was  rife  on  many  gx-ounds  in  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  ;  and  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron)  brought  before  this  House  a  proposal  that  we 
should  resolve  ourselves  into  a  committee  to  consider  of 
this  discontent,  to  consider  of  these  complaints,  to 
consider  of  these  grievances,  with  a  view  of  remedying  them. 
The  statement  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  has  always  been 
that  Manitoba  was  really  contented,  that  the  people  were 
really  satisfied,  that  there  were  but  a  few  agitators  who,  for 
political  purposes,  were  creating  a  sort  of  temnest  in  a  tea¬ 
pot,  but  who  were  unable  to  create  aDy  real  sentiment  of 
discontent  amongst  the  people  of  Manitoba,  I  say  that  was 
not  an  accurate  statement  of  the  condition  of  things  in  that 
Province,  I  say  that  it  is  not  an  accurate  statement  now.  The 
people  of  that  Pi’ovince,  so  far,  at  any  rate,  as  the  recent 
immigration  is  concerned,  are  people  who  have  gone  very 
largely  from  the  Province  in  which  this  Chamber  is,  and 
they  are  people  accustomed  to  the  municipal  institutions,  to 
the  pi’ovincial  institutions,  to  the  Dominion  institutions 
with  which  we  are  all  familiar-.  They  went  there,  many 
of  them,  having  sold  their  farms  at  home,  to  better  their 
condition ;  they  went  there  with  the  expectation  and 
hope,  the  great  bulk  of  them,  not  that  by  some  fortunate 
strike  or  speculation  they  would  achieve  wealth,  but 
that  they  would  achieve  wealth  in  the  exercise  of  their 
vocation  as  farmers,  very  much  moi-e  rapidly,  from 
the  great  fertility  of  that  soil  and  the  speed  with 
which  a  large  acreage  couid  be  brought  into  cultivation. 
Being  such  as  they  wei-e,  it  is  not  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  men  of  that  description,  who  wanted  to  work  hard, 
who  had  worked  hard  and  who  intended  to  work  hai’d,  who 
felt  that  wealth  was  to  be  obtained  by  hard  work  under 
reasonably  favorable  circumstances,  would  be  stirred  up  by 
the  discontent  and  excitement  aroused  without  a  cause 
by  political  agitators.  It  was  not  so.  You  could  not  do 
that  any  more  with  the  men  of  that  Pi’ovince  than  with 
the  men  of  the  Province  from  which  they  came,  and  with 
whose  general  sentiment  they  were  imbued.  The  Prime 
Minister,  the  members  of  the  Govex-nment,  and  the  Legis¬ 
lative  of  Manitoba,  re-echoed  the  discontent.  Still  wo 
Mr.  Blakb. 
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heard  statements  from  ministerialists  repeated  time  and 
again  that  there  was  no  real  discontent  in  the  Province, 
that  evei-ything  was  sei-ono  and  happy.  I  do  not  pre¬ 
tend  to  say  that  all  the  grounds  of  discontent  were 
justifiable  gi-ounds.  It  is  the  case  in  that  country,  in 
most  countries,  in  fact  in  all  countries  I  know  of,  that 
where  an  agitation  sets  in  it  is  based  on  some  well 
founded  grievance,  and  that  very  circumstance  forms  the 
nucleus  of  grievances  which  are  set  up,  perhaps  not  so  well 
founded,  and  demands  which  are  made  perhaps  exorbi¬ 
tant.  That  may  have  be8n  tho  case  in  Manitoba  ; 
but  I  say  that  though  some  of  these  demands  may  pei’- 
haps  have  been  couched  in  extravagant  terms,  yet  they 
were  real  and  substantial  grievances.  1  trust  the  measure 
which  is  now  before  us  may  tend  to  a  very  considerable 
extent  to  allay  that  discontent,  and  that  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  may  set  out,  afeer  the  very  serious  and  severe 
expei-ience  which  it  has  had  of  difficulty  and  depression  and 
adversity,  upon  a  fresh  career  of  prosperity.  But  my 
impression  is  that  if  that  is  to  be  the  case  there  must  be  an 
earlier,  franker  and  more  liberal  recognition  of  tho  existing 
grounds  of  discontent  than  has  taken  place  hitherto  in  the 
history  of  the  relations  of  that  Province  to  the  Dominion, 
and  there  must  be  a  more  ardent  effort  to  recognise  the 
character  of  the  problem  which  this  Government  has  to 
solve  in  dealing  more  than  a  thousand  miles  off  with 
questions  of  minor  and  local  importance  ;  there  must  be,  I 
say,  a  more  earn-  st  effort  to  grasp  the  nature  of  the  problem 
which  is  to  bo  solved,  and  then  there  must  be  a  more  earnest 
endeavor  to  work  it  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
made  a  speech  of  some  length,  and  bis  speech  is  in  some 
respects  liable  to  the  reproach  ho  threw  out  tho  other  day. 
He  has  ingeniously  commingled  the  question  of  individual 
discontent  with  the  question  before  the  House.  The  ques¬ 
tion  before  the  House  has  not  the  most  remote  connection 
with  individual  discontent — with  parties  who  say  they  did 
not  get  tboir  patents  soon  enough  ;  that  rights  with  respect 
to  claims  have  not  been  recognised  ;  with  half-breed  griev¬ 
ances  which  are  said  not  to  have  received  full  considei-ation. 
Those  things  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  present  question. 
The  present  question  is  simply  this,  a  settlement  of  the 
terms  on  which  the  Government  of  Manitoba  as  a  Govern¬ 
ment  should  deal  with  the  Dominion  Government  and  the 
Dominion  Parliament  as  such.  The  two  questions  have  no 
connection ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  has  brought  them 
in  by  the  ear,  that  is  to  say  he  has  so  far  merely 
muddled  up  the  question  now  before  the  House,  which 
is  whether  these  terms  are  reasonable,  equitable  and 
just,  or  whether  they  are  lavish  and  too  generous  or 
too  restrictive.  No  doubt  we  shall  have  to  discuss  fully 
before  the  blessing  of  prorogation  comes  to  us  the  claims 
of  every  individual  dissatisfied  settler,  every  dissatisfied 
speculator,  and  every  dissatisfied  person  who  went  to  the 
North-West  and  who  failed  in  getting  all  his  expectations 
realised — no  doubt  we  shall  have  that  discussion  at  some 
future  time.  But  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  ingeniously  brought 
it  in.  He  had  to  make  a  speech  on  tho  resolutions,  so  ho 
took  up  individual  discontent,  and  I  must  say  he  made  tho 
most  of  it.  He  said  he  saw  a  gentleman — no  doubt  he  was 
a  very  intelligent  and  reliable  gentleman — who  came  from 
Hui-on  or  North  Bruce,  perhaps  he  came  from  both,  and 
that  person  told  him  that  great  as  was  the  distress  in  Huron 
•and  Bruce  it  was  insignificant  compared  with  the  distress 
suffered  by  the  people  of  Southern  Manitoba  ;  that  they 
were  without  food  and  without  clothing,-— 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD— that  they  were  ragged 
and  unable  to  obtain  food.  Yet,  in  the  next  breath,  the 
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hon.  gentleman  told  us  that  the  people  had  stacks  of  wheat 
for  four  years  which  they  could  not  bring  to  market.  He 
said  they  had  abundant  crops  which  they  were  not  able  to 
send  to  market ;  and  yet  they  were  without  food  or 
clothing.  There  is  an  old  saying  that  some  people  are  so 
unreasonable  that  they  want  better  bread  lhan  wheat 
bread.  Those  people  had  the  best  wheat  in  the  world,  the 
Manitoba  hard  wheat,  and  plenty  of  it ;  there  was  no 
market,  says  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  yet  they  allowed  it 
to  rot  in  the  stack  while  they  and  their  children  starved, 
while  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  grind  it  and  eat  it.  That 
is  one  specimen  of  the  many  exaggerations  that  come  to  us 
from  that  Province,  and  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
made  himself  a  very  able  and  willing  exponent.  Then  tho 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  wheat  was  $1  a  bushel  ;  that 
the  people  could  not  got  enough  out  of  the  crops  to  obtain 
clothing  for  themselves  and  their  children.  That  statement 
bears  its  own  reputation  on  the  face  of  it ;  it  is  absurd  and 
childish  ;  and  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
have  put  credence  in  the  statement  of  a  dissappointed 
man,  who  felt  disappointed  because  he  did  not  happen 
to  have  a  railway  running  through  his  barnyard.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  there  was  great  discontent  about 
the  disallowance  of  the  railway  charter.  I  believe  if  every 
charter  had  been  allowed  from  the  beginning  not  one  of  the 
railways  so  chartered  would  have  been  built.  Why  we 
have  had  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  its  enormous 
subsidies  of  land,  according  to  the  view  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  unable  to  build  branch  railways.  Yet  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  believes  that  if  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  had 
been  allowed  to  pass  railway  Acts  ad  libitum,  the  very  fact 
of  passing  those  Acts  would  1 uive  caused  the  lines  to  be  con¬ 
structed.  Not  one  would  have  been  constructed.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  the  Government  had  been  treading  on 
the  rights  of  freemen,  and  if  they  had  been  freemen  worthy 
of  the  name  they  would  have  resisted.  How?  A  la  Kiel ! 
Hoes  the  hon.  gentleman  propose  that  ?  For  he  says  if  they 
had  been  worthy  of  the  name  of  freemen  they  would  have 
resisted.  If  there  had  been  one,  or  two,  or  three  at 
the  utmost  of  the  local  Acts  disallowed,  we  have 
certainly  been  rather  lavish  in  passing  railway  Acts  here, 
not  only  in  passing  them  here,  but  in  granting  the  companies 
large  land  subsidies.  Notwithstanding  all  that  assistance, 
whether  the  companies  are  chartered  under  a  Dominion  or 
a  provincial  charter,  there  is  no  railway  building  worthy  of 
the  name.  There  is  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  building 
in  consequence  of  the  enormous  grants  we  have  made. 
There  is  the  North-Western  struggling  painfully,  and  it  has 
at  last  built  80  miles.  I  am  told  that  Mr.  Pugsley  and  the 
Long  Lake  Company  have  graded  a  few  miles,  and  that 
there  are  50  miles  of  the  South-Western  Railway  built ;  and 
that  is  the  extent  of  the  railway  construction  in  the  country. 
But  that  the  exercise  of  the  power  of  disallowance  has  in 
any  way  retarded  railway  construction,  I  do  not  believe, 
and  the  facts  distinctly  show  that  it  has  had  no  effect  what¬ 
ever. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Why  exercise  it  then  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
'says,  why  exercise  it.?  In  the  first  place,  the  Parliament 
of  Canada  passed  an  Act  granting  ceitain  powers  and  pri¬ 
vileges,  with  certain  conditions,  connected  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  and  Parliament  are  bound  to  carry  out  that  arrange¬ 
ment.  It  was  under  the  conditions  specified  in  the  Act 
establishing  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  that  rail¬ 
way  was  fixed,  that  that  step  was  taken,  that  the  road  is 
now  built ;  and  it  would  be  a  breach  of  faith  if  that  charter 
was  broken  without  the  consent  of  the  shareholders,  and 
without  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  repeal  those  privileges. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  Sir  Charles  Tuppor  in  his 
place  last  Sossion  said  that  the  power  of  disallowance  was 


not  going  to  be  exercised  and  that  the  company  did  not 
care  for  it  any  more.  Well,  I  do  not  think  that  since  that 
time,  there  has  been  a  single  disallowance.  I  really  do  not 
at  this  moment  know  whether  there  has  been  any  Act 
of  the  Local  Legislature  granting  new  charters  ;  but  at 
all  events,  there  has  been  no  disallowance. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Thero  has  been  a  refusal  to  grant  charters 
by  this  Government. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  com¬ 
ing  from  that  part  of  the  country  evidently  thinks  this  is 
an  absolute  Government  here.  The  Government  have 
refused  no  charters;  the  Government  have  disallowed  no 
charters ;  the  railway  committee  of  this  House  composed  of 
the  representatives  of  the  people,  have  in  their  discretion 
allowed  some  Bills  and  thrown  out  others ;  and  though  I  am 
nominally  a  member  of  that  committee  I  was  not  present 
this  Session,  and  I  was  present  but  once  last  year,  at  the 
meetings  of  that  committee  The  hon.  gentleman  must  not 
confound  the  Acts  of  Parliament,  the  Acts  of  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people,  with  the  Acts  of  the  Government.  Tho 
Government  have  not  disallowed  any  Acts.  I  presume 
from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remark  that  the  representatives 
of  the  people  in  the  Railway  Committee  have  refused  to 
report  favorably  on  some  railway  enterprises  coming  from 
the  North-West.  Well,  I  think - 

Mr.  WATSON.  Only  supporters  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  bog  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon.  I 
am  not  a  supporter  of  the  Government  in  that  sense,  and  I 
opposed  the  measure. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  says  only  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  Government.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  a 
member  of  Parliament,  deeply  versed  in  parliamentary  lore, 
knowing  the  rights  of  Parliament,  desire  or  insist  that  rail¬ 
way  Acts  or  other  Acts  shall  be  passed  by  the  minority  ?  I 
thought  that  in  Parliament,  under  representative  institu¬ 
tions,  in  a  freo  country,  the  will  of  the  majority  was  tho 
will  of  the  people,  and  if  the  will  of  the  people  returned  a 
majority  in  favor  of  the  Government,  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  be  sorry  that  ho  is  in  the  minority,  but  it  cannot  be 
helped ;  and  the  very  statement  that  a  majority  of  the 
House,  a  majority  on  the  Railway  Committee,  throw  out 
any  Bill  whatever,  shows  that  according  to  the  will  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  that  Bill  was  a  bad  one  and  one 
which  should  not  bo  passed.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
disallowance,  that  power  can  only  be  exercised,  so  far  as  it 
is  obligatory  upon  the  Government,  under  the  terms  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  charter.  But  long  before  that  time, 
when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power,  there  were  rail¬ 
way  charters  applied  for  to  Parliament,  which  came  before 
the  Railway  Committee  of  that  day,  and  my  friend  from 
East  York,  then  at  tho  head  of  the  Government,  objected  to 
several  charters  and  very  properly  objected  to  them.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  as  exponent  of  that  majority,  leading  that 
majority,  in  the  Railway  Committee,  objected  very  properly 
to  several  projected  Bills  which  would  be  adverse,  which 
would  be  hostile,  to  the  prospects  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  in  which  wo  were  all  interested,  in 
which  both  parties  were  interested  as  representing  the 
whole  people  of  Canada.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  objected  to 
those  charters,  and  the  Government  ot  the  present  day,  fol¬ 
lowing  the  same  sensible  course,  whon  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  was  struggling  faithfully  with  its  great 
undertaking — the  Government  would  not  allow  its  credit 
to  be  affected,  its  prospects  to  be  marred,  and  its  trade  to  be 
led  away  to  foreign  channels,  long  before  its  road  was  con¬ 
structed,  and  before  it  had  a  fair  chance  of  competing  for 
the  great  trade  of  tho  North-West.  I  say  that  tho  policy  of 
the  late  Government  and  the  present  Government  have 
been  identical  in  principle  in  that  regard,  although  in 
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particular  instances  we  might  not  exactly  look  with  the 
same  view  upon  a  particular  measure.  My  hon.  friend 
from  East  York  might  say  for  instance —I  do  not  say  it  is 
so — but  he  might  say  as  to  a  particular  enterprise  :  I  do 
not  believe  that  will  hurt  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I 
might  have  a  different  view  ;  that  might  possibly  be  the 
case  ;  I  am  not  at  all  aware  that  it  is  the  case,  but  I  am 
supposing  that  probably  such  a  contingency  might  arise. 
But  at  all  events  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  when  leading  the  majority  of  the  Bailway  Committee 
of  his  day,  was  the  same  principle  which  has  been  laid 
down  ever  since,  and  has  been  supported  by  this  Parliament. 
Now,  to  come  to  the  points  mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  as  to  these  resolutions.  By  the  way,  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  that  there  were  large  reserves  made  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  Manitoba  which  are  greatly  injuring  Winnipeg  or 
the  rest  of  the  Province.  I  really  do  not  understand  what 
he  meant ;  I  do  not  know  of  such  reserves.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  referred  to  the  school  lands  which  are  not  included  in 
these  clauses  ;  he  brought  it  in  incidentally  as  being  con¬ 
nected  with  the  appropriation  for  the  endowment  of  a 
university  for  Manitoba.  He  says  it  was  very  improper  ; 
he  thought  it  was  contrary  to  first  principles,  that  the  school 
lands  of  Manitoba  should  not  be  handed  over  to  tho  Bocal 
Legislature.  Now,  I  believe  it  is  the  belief  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  there,  that  the  lands  should  not  be  handed 
over  to  the  small  population  which  now  occupies  a  small 
portion  of  Manitoba.  There  has  been  a  strong  pressure,  a 
strong  statement,  from  almost  every  great  interest  in 
Manitoba,  that  those  lands  at  present,  are  safer  in  the  hands 
of  the  Dominion  Government,  which  has  no  interest  what¬ 
ever,  except  to  preserve  them,  to  make  a  grand  endowment 
for  the  benefit  of  the  future  people  of  that  Province. 
It  is  known  that  Manitoba,  as  a  young  Province,  has  been 
impecunious;  it  is  known  that  it  has  been  in  great  pecu¬ 
niary  straits ;  the  fact  of  its  coming  to  this  Parliament  year 
after  year  to  be  relieved  shows  that  it  has  been  suffering 
under  pecuniary  straits,  and  the  people  felt  that  if  these 
lands  were  put  in  the  market  the  proceeds  would  be  used  to 
relievo  the  straits  of  the  Province;  and  from  the  present 
Government  of  Manitoba  there  has  been  no  pressure  or 
remonstrance  against  these  lands  being  treated,  as  they  are 
now  being  treated,  as  a  sacred  trust  for  the  future  popula¬ 
tion  of  Manitoba.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  those 
Bchool  lands  have  been  dealt  with  by  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  without  the  consent  of  or  consultation  with  the  Mani¬ 
toba  Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  I  did  not,  I  said  they  had  been 
unwisely  managed  in  several  respects. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  the  only  instance 
of  unwisdom  I  am  aware  of  was  when  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  consulted  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  In  every  case  wo  have  desired  to  ask  the  consent  and 
the  advice  of  the  Government  of  Manitoba  with  respect  to 
the  disposal  of  these  lands.  At  the  time  the  boom,  which  has 
so  often  been  referred  to,  was  at  its  height,  and  was  shortly 
to  fall  aod  become  a  depression  as  deep  as  the  elevation  had 
been  high,  the  Dominion  Government  thought  it  would  be 
well  to  put  considerable  tracts  of  the  school  lands  within  the 
area  where  tho  boom  existed  into  the  market.  They  were 
advertised  and  were  about  to  be  sold,  when  tho  Manitoba 
Government  protested.  They-  desired  that  the  sale  should 
be  delayed  ;  they  said  the  prices  were  not  sufficient.  The 
consequence  was — -as  the  Government  here  naturally  thought 
they  were  the  best  judges — that  the  lands  were  withdrawn 
lrom  sale.  Down  wont  the  price  of  lands,  and  they 
have  never  been  sold  since.  There  would  have  been 
a  largo  and  profitable  sale  made.  My  hon.  friend, 
the  Minister  of  Customs,  reminds  me  that  the  local 
school  commissioners  also  asked  that  the  sale  should 
be  postponed.  From  the  general  idea,  the  craze,  that  had 
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got  into  people’s  minds  that  the  land  would  not  only  be 
covered  with  gold,  but  with  gold  coins  laid  edge-ways,  they 
protested  against  these  lands  being  sold,  and  they  have  not 
been  sold  since.  Now,  the  practice  of  the  Department 
is  this  :  Year  after  year,  they  consult  the  Local  Government 
as  to  what  lands  they  think  ought  to  be  put  into  the  market, 
and  what  ought  to  be  the  minimum  price.  They  desire,  and 
have  always  desired,  to  take  that  Government’s  best  opinion ; 
but  they  have  kept  these  lands  from  being  played  at  pitch 
and  toss  in  a  small  Legislature,  representing  only  a  small  part 
of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  more  alive  to  the  present 
interests  of  the  Province  than  the  future  advantages  of  their 
children  and  their  children’s  children  for  future  generations. 
I  need  not  say  anything  about  the  university  grant,  although 
the  hon.  gentleman  objects  that  it  should  be  left  altogether  to 
the  Provincial  Government  and  Legislature.  The  Provincial 
Government  and  th8  Provincial  Legislature  both  approve 
of  this  arrangement ;  the  university  authorities  approve  of  it, 
and  are  exceedingly  anxious  that  matters  should  be  as  they 
are  provided  for  in  this  resolution.  That  university,  from 
my  point  of  view,  is  happily  situated,  because  there  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  religious  differences  does  not  arise  at  all;  the 
Catholic  and  the  Anglican  bishops  are  both  members  of  the 
common  governing  body  of  that  university,  and  this 
endowment,  a  very  fair  and  considerable  one,  well  managed, 
will,  I  think,  be  a  profitable  endowment  for  that  university. 
It  is  being  dealt  with  under  these  resolutions  by  an  arrange¬ 
ment  between  the  Dominion  and  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ments,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Provincial  Legislature,  and 
I  believe  with  the  sanction  of  the  Dominion  Legislature  ; 
and  with  all  these  sanctions,  what  can  be  said 
against  this  arrangement  ?  It  is  a  sensible  one, 
it  meets  with  the  approbation  of  everybody  con¬ 
cerned,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  endeavors  to  raise  an  ab¬ 
stract  point  in  connection  with  this  question.  I  shall 
not  say  anything  more  with  reference  to  the  statement 
about  the  discontent  as  to  the  settlement  of  land  claims.  I 
believe  there  has  been  a  more  speedy  settlement  of  these 
claims,  a  more  speedy  issue  of  patents,  a  larger  amount  of 
land  surveyed,  and  more  prompt  action,  than  will  be  found 
to  have  been  the  case  in  the  neighboring  Republic,  notwith¬ 
standing  its  extensivo  organisation  and  its  experience  of 
many  years  ;  and  I  believe  we  have  the  admission  of  the 
American  authorities  that,  on  the  whole,  our  system  is  more 
prompt  and  equitable  than  theirs.  Whether  that  be  so  or 
not,  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  these  resolutions  They 
speak  for  themselves,  and  as  they  have  been  satisfactory  to 
tho  Legislature  and  the  Government  of  Manitoba,  so  I  am 
satisfied  they  will  be  readily  sanctioned  by  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  My  hon.  friend  from  Lisgar  (Mr.  Boss)  spoke 
of  the  last  clause,  which  relates  to  this  being  the 
final  settlement  of  all  the  questions  between  the 
Dominion  and  Manitoba.  Well,  that  is  not  so;  it  does 
not  read  in  that  way.  The  settlement  of  last  year  was  so  ; 
it  was  to  be  the  final  settlement  of  all  questions,  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  cannot  object  to  that  provision 
being  put  in,  for  if  I  remember  aright,  at  the  time  of  the 
better  terms  between  the  Dominion  and  Nova  Scotia,  he 
objected  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  better  terms  alto¬ 
gether,  and  when  that  view  was  overruled,  fortunately  for 
Nova  Scotia,  he  insisted  that  a  clause  should  be  inserted, 
and  it  was  inserted,  declaring  that  they  should  be  a  final 
settlement  of  all  matters  between  Nova  Scotia  and  the 
Dominion.  Well,  I  do  not  think,  as  I  told  Mr.  Norquay, 
that  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  suffered  much  from  that 
condition,  and  I  said  :  I  am  quite  sure,  even  with  that  con¬ 
dition,  the  Province  of  Manitoba  will  not  suffer  more  than 
its  sister  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  did.  But,  as  the  question 
has  been  raised  by  a  factious  Opposition — and  there 
are  such  things  as  Oppositions  and  factions  in  Mani¬ 
toba — we  do  not  provide  that  this  shall  bo  a  final 
settlement  of  all  questions  between  Manitoba  and  the 
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Dominion.  Bat  there  are  certain  questions  under  discus¬ 
sion — the  swamp  lands,  for  instance,  and  the  univer¬ 
sity  question — and  these  resolutions  merely  affirm  that 
they  shall  be  a  final  settlement  of  these  questions. 
They  were  to  settle  those  questions  which  were  under  dis¬ 
cussion,  but  not  other  questions  which  the  future  of  the 
country  could  only  develop .  The  several  clauses  in  these 
resolutions  will  be  discussed  fully  in  committee,  and  there¬ 
fore  I  see  no  advantage  in  going  into  them  ad  seriatim  now. 
The  resolutions  have  been  drawn  with  great  care,  and  they 
are,  I  believe,  very  liberal.  The  terms  in  the  original  Mani¬ 
toba  Act  were  satisfactory  to  the  then  people  of  Manitoba. 
The  arrangement  of  45  Victoria  was  satisfactory  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day ;  but  by  the  Opposition,  which  I  must 
say  was  an  unreasoning  one,  one  of  those  conditions  was 
objected  to,  not  on  the  ground  of  insufficiency,  but  on  the 
ground  that  they  should  be  final  settlement  of  all  matters 
and  that  no  further  relief  should  be  given.  Had  that  clause 
not  been  one  of  the  conditions  imposed  last  year,  when  tho 
settlement  was  made,  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  would 
have  adopted  the  resolutions  of  that  day.  We  have 
removed  that  bar,  and  have  given,  after  full  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  matter,  much  more  liberal  terms  than  both 
the  Ministerial  party  and  the  Opposition  in  the  Manitoba 
Legislature  were  quite  willing  to  accept  at  that  day,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  this  unfortunate  clause  of  a  final  settlement 
of  all  matters  which  we  adopted  at  the  suggestion  of  lion, 
gentlemen,  as  in  the  case  of  Nova  Scotia  and  the  Dominion. 
When  I  say  unfortunate,  I  am  not  sure  it  was  unfortunate, 
because  it  has  given  us  an  opportunity  of  going  over  the 
matter  again.  We  have  given,  perhaps,  much  more  liberal 
terms  than  before,  and  I  do  not  regret  that  those  terms  are 
more  liberal.  I  think  we  can  afford  to  be  more  liberal  to  that 
young  and  growing  Province.  1  think  this  Parliament 
will  adopt  the  resolutions,  and  I  am  satisfied,  for  our  lime, 
at  all  events,  they  will  form  a  satisfactory  basis  of  arrange¬ 
ment  for  very  many  years  between  Manitoba  and  the  Do¬ 
minion.  Of  course, there  will  be  individual  claims,  individual 
grievances,  individual  charges  of  mismanagement,  and 
those  will  have  to  be  dealt  with  on  their  own 
merits,  but  they  have  nothing  to  do  with  these 
resolutions.  I  believe  this  House  will  adopt  these 
resolutions,  and  will  leave  Manitoba  happy  and  contented. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  wish  to  correct  j,he  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  evidently  misunderstood  what  I  said.  I  did  not  say 
that  the  school  lands  should  be  handed  over  to  the  Manitoba 
Legislature  to  be  treated  as  they  please,  but  I  said  the 
administration  of  the  trust  should  be  entrusted  to  tho  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Manitoba.  I  had  no  thought  of  suggesting  that 
any  of  those  lands  should  be  diverted  from  the  trust. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  so  understand 
the  hon.  gentleman,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  convey  that 
impression  to  the  House.  Of  course  I  understood  he 
desired  the  lands  to  be  handed  over  to  the  Province  to  be 
dealt  with  as  school  lands. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  With  regard  to  what  has  fallen  from 
the  First  Minister  with  reference  to  the  action  of  the  Rail¬ 
way  Committee  in  refusing  to  adopt  the  preamble  of  the  Bill 
to  incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the 
Woods  Railway,  I  will  inform  the  House  as  to  my  recol¬ 
lection  of  the  occurrence  in  committee  with  regard  to  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  sup¬ 
ported  that  Bill,  and  in  support  of  it  read  an  extract  from 
Hansard  setting  forth  the  assurances  given  to  the  House 
that  as  soon  as  the  railway  was  completed  on  the  north 
shore,  the  Government  would  not  feel  bound  any  longer  to 
refuse  to  allow  railways  to  be  built  running  to  the  border. 
The  acting  Minister  of  Railways,  who  was  present  at  the 
Railway  Committee,  opposed  the  grant  of  tho  charter  to  the 
Portage  la  Prairie  Railway,  and  argued  for  some  time  on 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  itself.  There  was  for  a  while  some 


difference  of  opinion  in  the  committee  as  to  whether  the 
Government  opposed  the  grant  of  a  charter  or  not,  and  so 
long  as  that  doubt  existed  it  seemed  to  be  an  open  question 
to  be  dealt  with  on  its  pure  merits.  The  acting  Minister  of 
Railways,  having  spoken  rather  stroDgly — 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  allowed  to 
refer  to  what  has  taken  place  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  There  was  a  question  as  to  whether  it 
was  tho  policy  of  the  Government  or  the  individual  opinion 
of  the  Minister  of  Railways. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  cannot  bo  referred  to  here. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  First  Minister  discussed  what 
took  place  in  committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  said  ho  was  not  present  at  it,  and 
could  not  have  discussed  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Surely  the  Government  cannot  escape 
responsibility  for  the  action  of  the  Government  in  the  Rail¬ 
way  Committee.  Supposing  a  member  of  the  Government 
should  appear  before  the  Railway  Committee  and  say  it  is 
tho  policy  of  the  Government,  as  it  is  my  policy,  not  to 
grant  this  particular  charter’.  The  Government  could  not 
escape  the  responsibility  of  the  committee  because  the 
action  of  the  committee  resulted  in  the  preamble  not  being 
adopted  and  the  Bill  being  disallowed.  It  is  another  way 
by  which  the  Government  can  accomplish  from  what  per¬ 
haps  they  would  shrink  from  doing  in  the  House.  It  is 
quite  clear  to  every  hon.  gentleman  what  occurred  on  that 
occasion.  The  country  knows  well  that  on  that  occasion  the 
acting  Minister  of  Railways  stated  what  tho  policy  was. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  my  ruling  is  wrong,  it  must  bo  over¬ 
ruled  by  a  vote  of  the  House.  I  have  ruled  that  what  took 
place  in  committee  cannot  bo  referred  to  here,  except  on 
the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  First  Minister  referred  to  my 
having  made  a  statement  in  the  Railway  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to 
what  took  place  this  Session. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  was  a  report  of  tho 
Railway  Committee  showing  that  tho  preamble  of  the  Bill 
was  not  approved  of,  and  that  came  before  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  was  a  report  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  showing  that  the  preamble  was  disallowed.  If  that 
question  comes  before  the  House,  tho  House  has  the  right 
to  discuss  whether  it  was  proper  to  disallow  it  or  not,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  the  right  to  refer  to  what  took 
place  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  He  has  tho  right  to  discuss 
the  fact  that  in  the  Railway  Committee  the  preamble  was 
not  approved. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  reason  was  given, 
and  that  reason  was  that  the  Bill  was  not  conformable  to 
the  policy  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to 
what  was  stated  by  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  in 
committee.  That  is  what  I  ruie  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  submit  to  your  ruling  on  that  point. 
Then  I  would  simply  submit  whether  I  am  in  order  to  say 
this,  that  it  scarcely  seems  to  me  possible  for  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  to  escape  responsibility  for  the  action  of  tho  commit¬ 
tee  in  disallowing  or  in  refusing  to  adopt  the  preamble, 
when  the  country  knows  that  tho  Government  advised  the 
committee  to  disallow  the  Bill,  that  is  the  point  I  make. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  to  what  has  taken  place  in  committee,  and  I  do 
not  propose  to  follow  him  into  that,  but  there  was  a  report 
made  by  the  committee  of  the  reasons  for  the  rejection  of 
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the  preamble  of  that  particular  Bill,  and  tho  l-easons  bring 
up  the  whole  question  which  has  been  discussed  here  to  day. 
The  question  which  was  involved  in  those  reasons  submitted 
to  the  House  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  policy  or  impolicy 
of  disallowing  charters  granted  by  Manitoba  to  railways 
within  that  Province.  It  was  hold,  I  think  in  the  debate 
on  the  Pacific  Eailway  charter,  I  know  it  has  been  held  in 
discussion  since,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  charter  itself 
which  legally  binds  the  Government  to  disallow  any  charter 
passed  by  tho  Legislature  of  Manitoba.  I  think  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  disallowance  is  entirely  one  of  public  policy,  and  not 
of  legal  obligation  ;  but  the  ground  upon  which  that 
particular  railway  Bill  was  disallowed  was  because  of  the 
exact  terms  of  the  charter  as  applicable  to  Parliament  and 
not  to  the  Government.  The  clause  is  to  this  effect : 

“  For  twenty  years  from  tbe  date  hereof,  no  line  of  railway  shall  be 
authorised  by  the  Dominion  Parliament  to  be  constructed  south  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  from  any  point  at  or  near  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  except  such  line  as  shall  run  south-west,  or  to  the  west¬ 
ward  of  south-west ;  nor  to  within  fifteen  milles  of  latitude  49  ;  and,  in 
the  establishment  of  any  new  Province  in  the  North-West  Territories 
provision  shall  be  made  for  continuing  such  prohibition  alter  such 
establishment,  until  the  expiration  of  said  period.” 

It  was  held,  in  the  reasons  given  for  the  rejection  of  that 
Eailway  Bill,  that  it  was  in  contravention  of  this  particular 
treaty  between  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  not  the  Govern¬ 
ment  particularly,  but  the  Parliament,  and  the  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way  Company,  and  it  was  upon  that  ground  that  the  Bill 
was  rejected  and  the  preamble  declared  not  to  be  proven, 
and  that  reason  reported  to  this  House.  The  question  of 
the  disallowance  of  charters  passed  by  the  Legislature  of 
Manitoba  was  a  matter  of  public  policy  altogether,  and  the 
remark  made  last  year  in  Parliament  by  the  Minister 
of  Eailways  was  to  the  effect  that,  so  confident 
were  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  of 

their  ability  to  control  the  traffic  of  tho  North- 
West  country  after  the  line  was  built  north  of  Lake 
Superior  and  after  a  fair  and  reasonable  development  of 
traffic  in  connection  with  the  line,  that  they  were  prepared 
to  yield  and  give  up  asking  the  Government  any  further  to 
disallow  the  charters;  but  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
solemn  obligation,  no  statement  made  by  the  Minister  on 
the  floor  of  Parliament  could  affect  tho  solemn  obligation, 
entered  into  by  Parliament.  In  fact,  so  solemn  was  that 
obligation  that,  when  the  boundary  of  Manitoba  was  enlarg¬ 
ed  and  the  Province  was  made  to  include  a  certain  portion 
of  te'Titory  over  which  it  had  no  control  at  the  time  of  the 
making  of  this  contract,  it  was  found  necessary  to  secure 
from  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  an  acquiescence  that  this 
particular  clause  of  the  charter  should  apply  as  a  binding 
obligation  upon  that  particular  portion  of  tho  Province 
which  was  new  territory,  and  which,  at  the  time  the  charter 
was  passed,  was  strictly  and  entirely  within  the  competence 
of  this  Parliament,  and  only  within  the  competence  of  this 
Parliament,  to  legislate  for  it  in  regard  to  railway  charters. 
The  distinction  is  so  easily  understood  that  I  am  surprised 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  fail  to  understand  it.  As  to 
the  future,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railway  north  of  Lake  Superior, 
that  is  the  completion  and  opening  of  the  railway, 
not  the  mere  laying  down  of  the  rails,  but  the 
opening  for  traffic,  as  stated  by  the  Minister  of  Eail¬ 
ways  last  year,  as  he  was  authorised  to  say  to  Parlia¬ 
ment,  would  justify  the  company  in  not  asking  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  protect  their  line  any  further  in  accordance  with 
the  spirit  of  this  contract — not  with  the  letter  of  it,  but  with 
its  spirit.  The  spirit  of  this  contract  is  in  accordance  with 
the  policy  of  Parliament  and  the  policy  of  respective  Go¬ 
vernments  since  1871.  In  1872,  as  I  pointed  out  the  other 
evening  here,  when  railway  charters  were  granted  in  Par¬ 
liament  for  entering  that  country  from  the  boundary,  there 
were  special  clauses  inserted  that  those  charters  should  only 
come  into  operation  by  a  proclamation  of  the  Governor  in 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


Council.  That  proclamation  was  never  issued  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  these  charters  were  never  brought  into 
effect,  and  when,  in  1879,  the  first  Session  of  Parliament 
after  the  Conservative  party  returned  to  office,  when  the 
late  Minister  of  Eailways  announced  his  policy  in  Parlia¬ 
ment,  not  as  the  result  of  a  compact  or  a  contract  or  a 
treaty  with  any  company  at  all,  but  as  a  matter  of  public 
policy,  to  secure  the  trade  of  that  country  for  Canada,  for 
Canadian  merchants  and  Canadian  cities  and  Canadian  ship¬ 
pers,  when  ho  announced  the  policy  to  be  that  he  would  not 
permit  any  railway  to  be  chartered  from  the  boundary 
line,  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  announced  in  the 
committee,  and  that  has  been  referred  to  in 
Parliament,  and  may  be  quoted  from  the  official  reports 
of  Parliament,  that  he  entirely  concurred  with 
that  policy,  that  he  believed  it  to  be  the  wise  policy, 
and  the  policy  which,  if  he  were  controlling  the  public 
works  and  railway  policy  of  the  country,  he  would  affirm 
and  maintain.  You  will  see  the  distinction  between  the 
two  cases.  The  one  is  that  of  a  Bill  brought  to  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and,  until  after  twenty  years  from  the  date  of  this 
charter,  I  venture  to  say  that  no  lawyer  will  contend  that 
we  can  grant  a  charter  in  contravention  of  that  ;  but  we 
can,  and  the  Government  can,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they 
will,  in  accordance  with  the  policy  announced  last  year, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  manifest  interest  of  all  parties 
—  once  tho  railway  is  built  north  of  Lrke  Superior,  and 
thero  is  an  object  in  getting  the  American  trade  as  well  as 
our  own  trade  over  that  line— allow  Manitoba  to  grant  as 
many  charters  as  it  thinks  proper,  a?,  strictly  speaking,  it 
had  the  right  to  do  before,  so  far  as  this  contract  was  con¬ 
cerned,  subject,  of  course,  to  the  power  of  disallowance 
which  the  Government  exercised  on  their  own  responsi¬ 
bility,  and  subject  to  their  responsibility  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  some  respects  I  concur  in  the  view 
expressed  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  There  is  a  manifest  dis¬ 
tinction  between  a  railway  corporation  receiving  a  charter 
from  the  Parliament  of  Canada  and  railway  corporations 
receiving  charters  from  the  different  Provinces.  The  First 
Minister,  a  little  while  ago,  informed  the  House  that  the 
Government  disallowed  those  Acts  of  incorporation  because 
they  were  in  contravention  of  the  terms  of  the  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way  charter.  I  do  not  so  understand  it.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  just  addressed  the  House  and  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter,  when  the  Pacific  Eailway  contract  was  under  considera¬ 
tion,  stated  that  the  Administration  had  no  power  to  check 
Manitoba,  had  no  power  to  interfei’e  with  the  Legislature  of 
that  Province,  and  all  those  railway  charters  which  the  hon, 
gentleman  has  advised  the  Crown  to  disallow  were 
railway  charters  received,  not  from  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  not  proposed  charters,  that  could  not 
be  got  through  a  railway  committee  of  this  House, 
but  charters  which  were  derived  from  the  Local  Legislature, 
charters  falling  within  their  jurisdiction,  and  which  would, 
if  they  had  come  into  operation,  have  continued  in  opera¬ 
tion  if  tho  hon.  gentleman  had  not  advised  their  disallow¬ 
ance.  Now,  my  hon.  friend  before  me  spoke  of  the  dissatis¬ 
faction  which  had  arisen  in  tho  Province  of  Manitoba  in 
consequence  of  this  interference  by  the  Government  of  Can¬ 
ada  with  the  undoubted  rights  of  the  Government  and  Legis¬ 
lature  of  that  Province.  What  may  be  done  here  is  an 
entirely  different  question  from  whether  the  pledge  given  by 
the  Minister  in  reference  to  the  Manitoba  railways  last  year 
was  such  a  pledge  as  would  compel  the  Government  to  forego 
its  opposition  and  the  railway  company  to  abandon  tho  rights 
which  wore  secured  to  them  by  the  provisions  of  their  char¬ 
ter.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  how  that  may  be,  it 
is  not  necessary  to  consider  that  at  this  moment. 
All  we  have  to  consider  is  the  statement  made  by  my  hon. 
friend,  that  the  disallowance  of  those  charters  had  given  rise 
to  a  very  serious  dissatisfaction  and  discontent  in  the  Pro- 
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vince  of  Manitoba,  and  that  their  disallowance  had  seriously 
interfered  with  the  settlement  of  the  country  and  with  the 
well-being  of  the  population  who  are  already  there.  The 
First  Minister  said  this  was  not  the  case.  He  said,  in  the 
first  place,  that  these  charters  had  been  disallowed  because 
the  Government  were  under  obligations  to  the  company  to 
do  so;  and,  in  the  second  place,  that  it  was  carrying  out 
the  policy  which,  ho  said,  had  been  adopted  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bast  York  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  I  deny  that;  I  deny  that  there  is  any  authority 
for  such  a  statement,  and  I  challenge  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
point  to  a  single  charter  received  from  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  Manitoba  which  was  disallowed  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Bast  York. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  say  so ;  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  declaring  that  the  policy  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  pursued,  of  disallowing  these  charters,  was  a 
policy  similar  to  that  which  had  been  pursued  hy  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  preceded  him  in  office,  and  that  there  had 
beon  no  change  in  the  policy  of  the  Administration  in  that 
respect. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  anything 
about  disallowance ;  I  said  the  principle  had  been  supported 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  that  the  same  principle 
actuated  the  present  Government.  I  said  nothing  about 
any  disallowance  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  East  York. 

Mr.  MILLS,  I  wonder  how  the  hon.  gentleman  could 
maintain  successfully  that  the  same  principle  actuated  his 
Government  and  the  Government  that  preceded  him,  in  the 
disallowance  of  charters,  when  the  Government  that  pre¬ 
ceded  him  allowed  all  charters  to  remain  in  force.  The 
hon,  gentleman  said  that  these  charters  had  been  inopera¬ 
tive,  even  though  they  had  not  been  disallowed.  Well,  if 
that  was  ihe  hon.  gentleman’s  view,  why  did  ho  not  allow 
these  charters  to  remain  in  force?  No  action  would  have 
been  taken,  and  that  discontent  which  grew  out  of  his 
improper  and  unconstitutional  interference  with  the  right 
of  ihe  Local  Legislature  would  not  have  existed.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  declared  that  the  observations 
made  by  tho  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  in 
reference  to  the  condition  of  things  in  Manitoba,  were 
a  matter  of  ancient  history,  that  they  did  not  relate 
to  the  subject  immediately  before  us.  Well,  Sir,  there  is 
no  doubt  that  what  the  hon.  gentleman  calls  the  ancient 
history  of  Manitoba  is  exceedingly  disagreeable  history. 
Why,  Sir,  we  havo  only  to  look  to  tho  beginning  of  tho 
history.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  erected  Manitoba  into  a  Pro¬ 
vince  in  1869,  and  he  proposed  to  impose  upon  it  an 
arbitrary  system  of  Government.  A  rebellion  was  produced 
and  a  million  dollars  was  expended  in  order  to  restore  law 
and  order  again  in  that  county.  Then  tho  hon.  gentleman, 
instead  of  doing  what  had  been  done  in  the  adjoining 
Bepublic,  establishing  a  territorial  government  with  a  cer¬ 
tain  representation  in  this  House,  created  an  expensive  and 
costly  system  of  government,  which  was  a  burden  to  the 
small  population  living  there,  because  we  all  know  that  at 
the  time  Manitoba  was  erected  into  a  Province,  with  two 
Houses  and  with  all  the  paraphernalia  of  a  wealthy  and 
populous  Province,  it  did  not  contain  10,000  inhabitants. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  at  that  time  assured  us  that  this 
Provincial  Government  was  necessary,  that  it  was  impor¬ 
tant  that  Manitoba  should  have  this  cumberous  system  of 
government  provided  for  her,  because,  he  said,  that 
such  a  thing  as  a  territorial  government  was  wholly 
unknown  to  our  English  system  of  parliamentary 
government.  Well,  Sir,  it  may  be  true  that  wo  have 
nothing  in  the  British  Empire  called  a  territorial  govern¬ 
ment,  but  we  have  colonies  with  certain  representative 
features,  and  we  propose  to  do  with  this  colony  that  we  I 


established  in  our  territory  what  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  do  with  theirs —ultimately  to  erect  it  into  a 
Province  with  representative  institutions.  It  was  easy  for 
us  to  do  what  had  been  done  there,  and  to  provide  a  system 
of  government  suitable  to  the  population,  with  represen¬ 
tation  here,  simple  in  its  machinery,  and  which  would  be 
superseded  by  full  representative  powers  after  it  had 
received  a  certain  population.  Now,  we  do  not  wonder 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  pronounced  the  observations  of 
my  hon.  friend  ancient  history.  They  pointed  to  the  serious 
mistakes  the  Government  have  made,  and  those  mistakes 
necessitated  constant  change  in  the  terms  and  conditions 
upon  which  Manitoba  entered  tho  Union,  from  that  day  to 
this.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  there  is  no  difficulty 
connected  with  the  land  policy  of  Manitoba.  Why,  there 
were  colonisation  companies  established,  land  speculators 
were  allowed  to  buy  to  any  extent,  the  settlement  of  the 
country  was  interfered  with  and  delayed,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman,  by  the  disallowance  of  railway  charters,  had 
rendered  it  almost  impossible  for  settlers  to  get  into  many 
portions  of  Manitoba ;  and  there  are  districts  in  that  Pro¬ 
vince  to-day  in  which  the  population  are  so  far  away  from 
any  market  that  I  am  informed  it  would  cost  them  more  to 
take  their  products  to  market  than  those  products  would 
bring  after  they  reached  market.  Now,  it  is  all  very  well 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  in  a  fertile  Province  like 
Manitoba  it  is  impossible  that  the  people  can  suffer  from 
hunger,  or  that  they  can  bo  without  adequate  clothing,  etc. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  they  can  take  their  wheat 
to  mill  and  grind  it  and  eat  it.  But  it  was  only  by  eating  it 
that  they  ground  it ;  milling  facilities  in  many  places 
were  wholly  wanting.  The  result  was,  and  is  yet,  that  in 
some  portions  of  Manitoba  the  farmers  have  been  unable  to 
take  their  crops  to  market,  they  have  large  quantities  of 
grain  still  on  hand,  in  fact,  I  have  been  told  by  persons  who 
have  written  to  me  since  this  House  has  been  in  session, 
that  they  have  ceased  to  cultivate  their  land,  they  havo 
ceased  producing  crops,  because  they  have  large  quantities 
of  wheat  on  hand  that  they  are  unable  to  take  to  the  market, 
and  the  result  is,  that  it  is  utterly  useless  to  go  on  cultivate 
ing  land  and  producing  crops  for  which  there  is  no  market, 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  How  many  miles  of  railway 
did  you  build  when  you  were  administering  the  Depart? 
ment  of  the  Interior  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  were  no  railways  reaching  tho 
country  at  that  time.  My  hon,  friend  from  East  York  was 
engaged  in  building  a  railway.  We  introduced  a  measure 
to  establish  colonisation  roads,  and  if  we  had  remained  in 
office  I  have  no  doubt  there  would  be  many  more  miles  of 
railway  in  Manitoba  than  tbero  are  at  tho  present  tirno.  I 
believe  the  country  would  havo  been  much  better  settled; 

I  bolieve  tho  right  hon.  gentleman,  by  tho  policy  of  meddle¬ 
some  interference  which  ho  has  adopted,  has  not  only 
retarded  the  construction  of  l’ailways  but  has  seriously 
retarded  the  settlement  of  that  entire  country.  Tho  sale 
of  timber  limits  to  the  supporters  of  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  like  the  hon.  gentleman  sitting  behind  him,  interfered 
with  the  rights  of  the  population.  The  hoD.  gentleman  is  not 
engaged  in  that  business.  He  is  not  a  lumberman  ;  he  did 
Dot  go  into  that  business  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  lum¬ 
ber  to  settlers  of  the  North-West.  He  went  into  it  to  make 
money,  and  he  could  not  make  money  in  that  transaction 
except  at  the  expense  of  the  public  Treasury ;  for  every 
dollar  that  goes  into  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pocket  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  that  business  would  bo  a  dollar  abstracted  from 
tho  public  Treasury,  either  immediately  or  prospectively. 
The  First  Minister  spoke  about  the  school  lands  of  the 
North-West,  and  declared  that  te  made  a  serious  mistake  in 
consulting  the  Government  of  Manitoba  ;  that,  in  fact,  the 
school  commissioners  had  advised  tho  Government  not  to 


Bell  those  lands,  and  a  desirable  opportunity  of  disposing  of 
them  had  been  lost.  But  of  what  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
complain  ?  He  complains  that  there  were  strangers  who 
went  to  Manitoba  and  he  had  not  an  opportunity  of  taking 
them  in.  He  wanted  to  sell  tho  land  at  “boom”  prices, 
which  were  beyond  the  actual  valuo  of  the  land.  I  do  not 
think  the  people  of  Manitoba  care  to  prosper  to  the  detri¬ 
ment  of  new  settlers,  so  long  as  they  obtain  fair  value  for 
their  land.  It  was  not  desirable  to  put  the  school  lands  at 
a  very  early  day  on  the  market.  No  doubt  they  will  bo 
made  valuable  by  the  settlement  of  the  surrounding  country, 
and  as  it  is  to  the  intei’est  of  the  population  of  Manitoba, 
that  the  school  fund  should  be  as  large  as  possible,  the  land 
should  not  be  placed  on  the  market  until  a  fair  price  could 
bo  obtained  for  it.  The  way  to  secure  the  valuo  of  those 
lands  is  not  by  speculating  colonisation  companies,  not  by 
creating  “  booms,”  or  by  advertisements  describing  the 
country  as  an  Eden,  as  is  done  in  Martin  Chuzzlewit.  It  was 
not  by  that  sort  of  policy  that  Manitoba  or  the  North-West 
could  be  benefited.  But  what  will  give  a  permanent  value  to 
property  in  the  North-West  is  the  settlement  of  the  country, 
the  granting  of  lands  to  those  willing  to  occupy  them,  the 
cultivation  of  those  lands  by  the  occupiers,  by  putting  no 
impediments  in  the  way  of  settlement,  and  by  preventing 
the  land  falling  into  the  hands  of  speculators,  who  seek  to 
bleed  strangers  who  go  thither  to  settle.  It  is  by  the  perma¬ 
nent  improvement  and  settlement  of  the  country  that  the 
school  lands  will  have  value  given  them,  and  it  is  not  desir¬ 
able  that  the  First  Minister  should  take  advantage  of  a 
“  boom  ”  in  order  to  obtain  for  thoso  or  other  public  lands 
more  money  than  they  are  actually  worth  from  those  who 
may  purchase  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to 
the  question  of  provincial  subsidies.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  provisions  of  tho  resolution.  I  think  the  general  well¬ 
being  of  the  entire  Dominion  is  promoted  by  the  well-being 
of  Manitoba.  It  has  a  large  and  fertile  district  ready  for 
settlement,  the  settlement  of  which  will  prove  advantageous 
not  only  to  Manitoba  but  to  the  whole  Dominion.  The 
occupation  of  those  lands  will  increase  the  direct  revenue, 
the  Customs  duties,  will  lighten  the  burdens  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  while  it  will  benefit  Manitoba  directly  it  will 
indirectly  benefit  the  whole  of  this  country.  That  being  the 
case,  I  have  no  objection  to  these  resolutions,  and  I  do  not 
think  them  so  extravagant  in  their  terms  as  that  they 
should  meet  with  objection  on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  again 
referred  to  the  charge  of  my  having  a  timber  limit.  I 
remember  being  a  member  of  tho  Railway  Committee 
when  two  parties  applied  from  the  Province  of  Manitoba  for 
charters  for  railways  to  run  to  the  United  States.  When 
they  came  before  the  committee  the  hon.  member  for  East 
York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  then  First  Minister,  rose  and  said  : 
Mr.  Chairman - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  It  happened  years  ago,  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  First  Minister.  He  said  that  they 
would  not  allow  the  matter  to  go  any  further,  because  if  we 
built  th6  Pacific  Railway  we  must  keep  the  traffic  for  the 
Government  road,  and  if  they  gave  a  charter  the  Govern¬ 
ment  must  have  something  to  offer  to  those  who  took  the 
risk  of  carrying  out  the  work. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order. 
You,  Mr.  Speaker,  have  already  given  a  ruling  to  which  we 
all  submitted,  and  now  it  is  being  deliberately  violated.  1 
do  not  admit  the  allegation  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  How  far  does  your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker, 
extend  ?  Does  it  extend  to  proceedings  in  committee  eight 
or  ten  years  back  ?  I  was  undor  tho  impression  that  the 
rule  was  that  a  member  was  not  permitted  dui-ing  a  Session 
of  Parliament  to  refer  to  the  proceedings  of  a  committee 
Mr.  Mills, 
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duxdng  that  Session,  for  the  reason  that  the  questions 
might  be  discussed  in  the  House,  and  it  would  be  only 
reconsidei’ing  the  same  question.  What  I  should  like  to 
understand  is,  whether  the  ruling  you  have  already  given 
refers  to  proceedings  of  committees  several  years  ago,  or 
simply  to  the  proceedings  of  committees  this  Session. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  seemed  to  me,  when  I  gave  the 
ruling,  it  was  with  respect  to  committees  of  the  present 
Session,  because  the  x-eport  of  a  committee  may  come  up 
for  discussion  this  Session,  or  it  may  be  under  discussion, 
and  what  took  place  there,  the  arguments  and  reasons 
given,  may  be  stated  in  the  House.  But  what  took  place 
in  committee  yeai’S  ago  has,  to  a  certain  extent,  become  a 
matter  of  histoi’y.  It  has  been  quoted  in  the  House,  and  is 
reported  in  Hansard.  Thore  is,  therefore,  a  distinction 
between  the  two  in  that  respect.  References  to  what  took 
place  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  are  not  permitted,  and  I 
presume  the  same  rule  applies  to  committees  ;  but  the 
rule  has  reference  to  proceedings  during  tho  same  Session,  I 
think. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  At  the  time  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  disallowed  that  Bill,  be  said  :  “  I  may  just  as  well  have 
it  thoi’oughly  uodei’stood,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  of  which  1  have  the  honor  to  be  leader,  is 
not  to  allow  railways  to  be  built  to  take  away  traffic  from 
from  the  Government  l'oad.  Ha  wanted  to  have  something 
to  offer  to  the  pai'ties  who  would  build  the  Pacific  road,” 
Thei’O  were  no  yeas  and  nays  taken  ;  the  word  of  the  First 
Minister  was  final,  and  the  matter  went  no  further.  I  ask 
whether  that  was  not  disallowing  the  Bills  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  And  that  was  not  done  by  votes  of  the 
committee,  but  by  the  word  of  the  then  First  Min¬ 
ister.  I  hope  that  if  I  make  a  second  statement 
with  respect  to  the  timber  limit  question,  I  shall  be 
able  to  satisfy  oven  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills).  Mr.  Rath  bun,  of  Deseronto,  a  gentleman  who 
employs  from  1,200  to  1,500  hands,  who  carries  on  ship¬ 
building,  who  is  tho  owner  of  several  large  mills,  and  Mr. 
D.  Gilmour,  each  got  on  the  Saskatchewan  River  a  timber 
limit.  They  proposed  that  I  should  go  and  look  at  the 
limits  and  get  a  limit  thei'o  for  myself,  and  they  would  build 
at  Edmonton  a  mill  which  would  supply  the  people  of  that 
section,  provided  I  would  agi’ee  to  look  after  and  take 
charge  of  the  business  in  that  section  of  tho  country  ; 
and  on  that  proposition  I  went  up,  and  I  spent  time  and 
money.  Mr.  Rathburn  paid  the  Government  $250,  Mr. 
Gilmour  paid  $250,  and  I  paid  $250.  And,  Sir,  as  I  said 
before,  I  went  to  the  Depai’tment  and  I  swrendered  the 
limber  limit,  and  I  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  let 
the  people  ol  the  North-West  Territories  dc  as  they  please 
with  their  timber;  I  am  not  going  to  spend  my  time  and 
my  money,  or  the  money  belonging  to  Mr.  Gilmour  or  Mr. 
Rathbun.  In  that  fine  countx-y  they  want  men  of  energy, 
men  who  have  time  and  capital,  but  I,  for  one,  do  not  want 
to  go.  If  I  take  care  of  what  I  have  got  in  Ontario  I  think 
I  have  enough  to  keep  me,  wi  th  care  and  with  caution ,  without 
going  up  thei’e  to  fight  or  battle  with  any  party.  But  even 
it  I  did  got  a  timber  limit,  I  got  it  according  to  the  Acts 
laid  down  by  Parliament.  But  what  did  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  do?  After  the  people  of  this  country,  by  a  majority 
of  seventy  or  eighty,  denounced  his  Government  and  party, 
and  di'ove  them  from  powor,  two  days  before  they  left  office 
they  passed  an  Order  in  Council  giving  to  Mr,  Cook  and 
Mr.  Sutherland  200  square  miles  each  on  the  North  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  not  on  the  50  miles  square,  but  in  20-mile 
sections,  as  they  could  find  timber  to  suit  them,  and 
under  that  ai-rangement  they  might  have  taken  all  the' 
timber  on  the  North  Saskatchewan. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  think  this  question  of  timber 
limits  is  relevant  to  the  matter  before  the  House. 
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Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  want  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
whether  he  gave  up  his  timber  limit  in  consequence  of  its 
being  worthless,  or  if  it  was  a  valuable  limit. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  would  just  say  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  so  far  as  the  timber  limit  is  concerned,  that  on 
the  1st  of  January,  at  4  o’clock,  I  left  Calgary,  and  drove 
with  one  Scotchman  and  a  half-breed  40  miles  during  the 
night,  and  the  next  day  50.  I  was  out  nine  or  ten  nights 
in  the  snow,  and  did  not  then  get  to  where  the  timber  was, 
I  got  just  where  I  could  see  it,  but  the  half-breed  said  he 
thought  it  was  very  good.  That  is  all  I  can  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  about  it.  There  is  this  to  be  said  to  parties  who 
are  going  for  timber,  that  the  nearer  they  go  to  the  Rockies 
the  better,  because  the  Indians  tear  off  the  bark,  which 
destroys  the  timber.  So  far  as  the  present  resolutions  are 
concerned,  I  think  they  aro  very  liberal  to  the  people  of 
Manitoba,  and  that  the  people  of  Manitoba  should  be  pleased 
with  them.  I  do  not  think  any  gentleman  in  this  House 
can  say  that  the  Government  does  not  desire  to  deal  fairly 
and  liberally  with  the  people  of  Manitoba ;  and  I  believe 
those  people  will  be  more  satisfied  and  better  contented, 
and  that  the  country  will  be  more  prosperous. 

Mr.  TROW.  The  hon  member  for  Cardwell  declared  that 
no  alteration  or  modification  could  possibly  take  place  in 
the  charter  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  with 
regard  to  the  twenty  years’  monopoly.  How,  the  late  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways  made  a  statement  in  this  House,  in  my 
hearing,  that  a  modification  would  be  made  on  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  proper,  and  that  cer¬ 
tain  privileges  would  be  handed  over  after  the  construction 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  in  respect  of  construction 
of  other  lines  of  railways.  That  promise  was  made 
on  an  occasion  when  the  late  Minister  of  Railways  was 
advocating  a  loan  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  that 
his  statement  must  certainly  coincide  with  the  views  of  his 
colleagues.  That  statement  has  been  objected  to  by  the 
present  Minister  of  Railways.  That  plea  was  held  out 
while  the  hon.  gentleman  was  advocating  the  loan,  of 
$30,000,000,  for  some  purpose  or  other — to  modify  the  views 
of  hon.  gentleman  with  reference  to  this  claim,  and  to 
procure  their  votes  in  favor  of  the  loan  he  then  was  advo¬ 
cating. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  had  hoped  that  the  resolutions 
would  have  passed  the  House  without  any  animadversions 
being  made  upon  them  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  I 
thought  the  last  person  to  say  a  word  against  those  resolu¬ 
tions,  liberal  and  generous  as  they  are,  would  be  tho  hon. 
member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson).  There  was  no  mem¬ 
ber  for  Manitoba  that  had  a  word  to  Bay  against  them 
except  that  hon.  gentleman  ;  and  you  would  hardly  think  it 
it  possible  after  all,  considering  the  position  in  which  he 
stands,  and  the  strong  party  views  he  holds,  that  he  would 
rise  in  his  place  when  the  time  came  and  follow  out  tho 
well-laid  plans  of  a  certain  party  in  Manitoba,  who  have 
their  political  arteries  extending  all  through  the  Dominion, 
by  objecting  to  the  resolutions.  We  know  that  tho  Mani¬ 
toba  delegates  have  been  here  year  after  year  asking  for 
further  subsidies.  We  know  that  the  country  has  heard, 
year  after  year,  of  the  demands  by  that  Province  for  money 
to  pay  the  current  expenses  of  the  Province;  and,  Sir,  we 
know  that  the  nowspapers  cf  the  country,  on  both  sides  of 
politics,  refrained  from  saying  a  great  deal  with  regard  to 
the  justice  of  the  demands  which  were  made  by  that 
Province,  or  as  to  whether  they  were  exhorbitant  or  not. 
The  Globe  newspapor  said  nothing  to  assist  these 
men  in  getting  a  larger  annuity.  But,  Sir,  when 
this  Government,  almost  to  the  surprise  of  the  delegates 
themselves,  had  yielded  to  them  an  annuity  worth  more  to 
them  than  the  annuities  of  any  Province  of  the  Dominion, 
putting  them  on  a  better  footing  to-day  than  any  other 
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Province  of  the  Dominion  ;  when  they  had  given  them,  in 
addition  to  the  $227,000  they  had  in  1879,  a  financial  position 
which  puts  them  above  every  other  Province  in  this  Dominion, 
per  caprta— I  thought  that  after  doing  all  this  tho  members  for 
Manitoba,  to  a  man,  would  have  been  found  endorsing  these 
resolutions.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  there  is  only  one  man 
in  that  Province  who  does  not — the  same  man  who  gave 
his  vote  against  granting  aid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  which,  if  it  had  not  been  granted,  would  have  left  tho 
Province  which  he  represents  here — or,  at  all  events,  he  has 
a  seat  in  this  House  for  a  constituency  in  that  Province — 
would  have  left  it  a  desolate  wilderness,  without  any  railway 
whatever.  That  same  gentleman — at  home  a  strong  advo¬ 
cate  for  the  building  of  that  railway,  at  home  a  strong 
advocate  for  having  communication  by  railway  through  tho 
country — the  moment  that  this  Government  offered  the  only 
solution  which  can  be  offered  to  assist  that  great,  railway 
enterprise,  got  on  his  feet,  and,  willingly  or  unwillingly. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Willingly. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Then  we  have  the  evidence  of 
private  conversations,  not  with  me  but  with  others,  in 
which  he  said  it  was  an  unwilling  vote  he  gave  against  that 
loan. 

Mr.  WATSON..  No. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  will  not  be  turned  from  my 
argument  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  If  he  does  it  willingly 
I  believe  he  will  live  to  regret  that  he  gave  such  a  vote  or 
made  such  remarks  in  this  House,  on  matters  pertaining 
directly  to  the  interests  of  his  Province — to  matters  which 
would  have  helped  his  Province ;  but  at  tho  shrine  of 
party,  shall  I  say,  because  he  had  behind  him  another  power 
egging  him  on  to  do  that  which  his  better  judgment  told 
him  was  wrong. 

Mr.  WATSON.  No. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  These  terms  were  offered  to  the 
delegates,  and  they  went  home  and  submitted  them  to  their 
own  Parliament,  a  Provincial  Parliament ;  and  after  a  long 
debate  and  full  investigation  on  both  sides,  they  were 
accepted  by  a  majority  of  19  to  7 ;  and  yet,  after  the  Pro¬ 
vince  had  accepted  these  resolutions  by  a  vote  of  two  to  one, 
we  keeping  our  part  of  the  compact,  we  find  tho  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson),  a  follower  of  tho  great 
stickler  for  Provincial  rights,  getting  up  and  denying 
before  the  Federal  Parliament  the  right  of  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  to  manage  its  own  financial  affairs.  The  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  as  a  Province  had  pronounced  on  theso 
terms  ;  its  Legislature,  with  an  unprecedented  majoritjq  had 
accepted  them ;  and  it  does  not  lie  in  tho  mouth  of  any 
member  from  that  Province,  in  tho  faco  of  his  own  profes¬ 
sions,  to  deny  that  it  has  the  right  to  manage  its  own 
affairs  within  its  own  bounds,  by  agreeing  to  the  passing  of 
these  resolutions.  Mr.  Norquay,  in  a  speech  in  the  House 
last  Session,  used  these  words  : 

“  But  with  the  present  offer  Manitoba  would  hare  $5.38^  per  head, 
which  was  far  in  excess  of  what  any  other  Province  was  receiving ;  yet 
they  were  told  publicly  that  if  this  offer  were  accepted  the  country 
would  go  into  rebellion,  the  Province  of  Manitoba  would  secede.  Mr. 
Norquay  here  read  from  the  Free  Press  an  advertisement  signed  by  the 
officers  of  the  Farmers’  Union,  summoning  a  convention,  to  be  held  on 
the  evening  of  the  31st  inst.  On  this  he  observed  that  was  the  spirit  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  intimidate  or  coerce  the  action  of  this  House. 
He  had  never  seen  anything  so  subversive  of  free  institutions.  If  such 
was  the  spirit  of  the  people  of  this  country  it  was  time  for  honest  men 
to  see  that  they  left  it.” 

A  large  portion  of  the  members  of  this  Farmers’  Union  are 
probably  very  good  men,  in  their  way;  but  the  motive 
power,  as  I  had  occasion  once  before  to  say  in  this  House, 
is  hostile  to  the  existence  of  the  Federal  Government.  This 
Union  created  all  the  dissension  possible,  and  attempted  to 
intimidate  and  coerce  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  from 
passing  these  very  terms;  and  this  newspaper,  the  Free 
Press,  the  proprietor  of  which  was  an  unsuccessful  candidate, 


2788 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


recently,  in  an  election  in  Winnipeg,  protested  against 
these  terms,  and  attempted  to  browbeat  tho  members  of 
that  House  into  ignoring  and  refusing  to  pass 
these  terms.  Now,  I  say  the  Government  and  the 
Legislature  of  that  Province  having  accepted  these 
terms  as  liberal  and  generous— -unprecedentedly  so — and  as 
giving  a  better  financial  status  to  that  Province,  according 
to  the  Premier’s  own  language,  than  that  of  any  other 
Province  in  the  Dominion,  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette 
should  have  been  the  first  man  in  this  House  to  have  got  up 
and  given  his  adhesion  to  them.  They  are  a  finality,  says 
the  hon.  member  tor  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake) — lobjectto 
their  being  a  finality,  says  Mr.  Blake.  Why,  Sir, 
when  Nova  Scotia’s  terms  came  here  to  be  passed 
upon,  he  took  mighty  good  care  that  they  should  be 
a  finality,  and  he  had  an  amendment  inserted  in  the 
resolutions  to  that  effect.  What  is  the  matter  with 
him  to-day,  that  he  does  not  want  these  terms  to  be  a 
finality  ?  In  the  long  speech  he  made — and  I  watched  him 
very  carefully — he  did  not  hold  out  to  Manitoba  any  hope 
that  he  would  give  it  better  terms.  He  never  said  that 
these  terms  were  ungenerous ;  he  said  they  were  a  finality, 
and  yet,  a  few  moments  afterwards,  he  said,  notwithstanding 
your  terms,  they  will  be  back  here  again.  Last  Session  he 
denounced  as  unconstitutional  and  dishonest  the  giving  of 
any  subsidy  to  any  Province  by  this  Government.  If 
he  be  true  to  his  own  professions,  should  he  come 
into  power  he  would  not  give  Manitoba,  or  any  other 
Province,  a  dollar  from  the  Federal  Treasury.  But 
he  says  they  will  be  back  here,  and  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  Parliament  of  Canada  will  give  them  more ;  there¬ 
fore,  he  never  expects  to  be  returned  to  power.  I  believe 
Manitoba  will  not  be  back  for  better  terms ;  I  believe  she 
deserves  the  liberal  treatment  that  has  been  accorded  to  her, 
and  I  believe  the  other  six  Provinces  forming  this  Dominion 
will  be  glad  to  give  her  this  grant  from  the  public  Exche¬ 
quer  ;  but  it  is  a  poor,  poor  return,  that  a  man  with  the  great 
legal,  forensic,  literary  and  parliamentary  abilities  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  possesses,  should  stand  on  his  feet 
for  an  hour  trying  to  show  that  these  terms  should  not  be 
passed,  and  yet  he  dare  not  tell  the  public  of  the  Dominion 
that  they  are  too  generous,  because  that  would  affect  their 
little  plan  of  political  progress  in  Manitoba ;  and  he  had 
not  the  courage  to  tell  them  they  were  too  little,  because  he 
knows  he  would  not  be  able  to  make  the  speeches  dur¬ 
ing  the  recess,  if  we  ever  get  a  recess,  that  he  commonly 
makes  through  Ontario,  and  to  tell  the  people  we  are  giving 
too  much  to  Manitoba.  So  he  is  between  two  fires ;  and  yet 
I  believe  he  is  the  only  man  in  this  Dominion  who  could  for 
one  hour  talk  on  this  question  and  say  nothing  about  the 
main  subject  before  the  House.  He  told  us  about  the  uni¬ 
versity,  the  school  lands,  and  political  grievances  ;  but  the 
main  question  before  the  House  ho  went  by.  He  balanced  the 
thiDg  in  the  scale,  and  he  said  nothing  whatever ;  he  left  it 
there,  but  he  got  his  follower,  the  hon.  member  for  Mar¬ 
quette,  to  be  careful  to  denounce  the  terms.  Why  ? 
Because  the  Free  Press ,  the  organ  of  the  Deform  party  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba,  had  violently  and  personally 
assailed  the  members  who  passed  these  terms,  and  he  would 
be  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he  did  not  carry  out  the  well- 
concocted  plan  and  follow  up,  in  this  Parliament,  all  the 
attacks  made  on  the  Government  by  their  friends  in  Mani¬ 
toba.  This  is  not  a  new  question — it  is  sowing  dissension  ; 
we  have  heard  it  ever  since  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  came  to  be  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  The 
moment  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie) 
ceased  to  be  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  there  was  a 
marked  difference,  as  the  waters  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
are  different  from  those  of  tho  Atlantic.  There  has  been 
one  marked  plan  :  show  every  Province  it  is  discontented, 
and  if  you  give  them  a  subsidy,  as  you  did  last  year,  show 
them  that  that  is  an  invasion  of  provincial  rights  j  sow  dis- 
Mr.  Woodworth. 
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sension  in  New  Brunswick,  in  Nova  Scotia,  in  Ontario — 
that  is  the  baseball  ground  ;  that  is  where  they  are  at 
home — sow  dissension  there ;  in  Manitoba,  be  careful 
to  have  your  Farmers’  Union  to  sow  dissension  there; 
as  to  British  Columbia,  ask  all  the  questions  you  can, 
and  sow  dissension  there  ;  and  if  the  Government 
come  to  their  relief  and  give  them  a  grant  from 
the  Exchequer,  be  sure  and  tell  them  that  if  they 
give  the  other  Provinces  anything  they  are  robbing  Ontario. 
And  if  they  do  not,  they  will  rise  in  rebellion.  You  will  be 
all  ruined  if  you  will.  You  will  be  all  ruined  if  you  will  not ; 
you  will  be  ruined  any  way.  Take  your  choice  ;  heads  I 
win,  tails  you  lose.  Such  a  course  of  debate,  such  a  course 
of  conduct  is  apparent  to  the  people  of  the  country,  and  tho 
reason  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  cannot  win  a  single  con¬ 
stituency  from  the  Liberal  Conservative  party  is  because 
the  people  have  higher,  more  intelligent,  more  patriotic 
and  clearer  political  convictions  than  have  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  the  sole  aim  of  whose  political  existence  is  not  to 
help  this  Dominion,  not  to  aid  its  progress  and  add  to  its 
prosperity,  but  to  change  seats  and  get  into  office»  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  five  years  they  have  spent  in  office  they 
might  have  some  chance ;  had  it  not  been  for  those  five 
years  they  might,  with  some  degree  of  assurance,  impose 
on  the  credulity  of  the  people,  by  making  these  very  long 
speeches.  But  the  people  cannot  forget  their  record. 
I  merely  rise  to  give  my  adherence  to  these  resolutions, 
believing  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  Dominion 
that  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  exceptionally  situated  as  she 
is,  with  her  vast  internal  resources  and  her  promise  of  a 
great  future,  will  well  repay  the  Dominion,  for  this 
beneficent  legislation.  We  must  give  her  everything 
we  can  to  start  her  on  the  highway  of  life  and  enable  her  to 
pay  her  way  at  the  outset,  confident  that  with  the  millions 
of  people  whom  she  will  attract  to  her  territory  she  will 
return  to  the  public  Exchequer  not  only  dollar  per  dollar 
but  dollars  where  we  give  her  cents.  I  do  not  regret  these 
generous  terms,  and  I  believe  that  tho  Premier  of  Manitoba, 
Mr.  Norquay,  by  making  the  able  speech  he  did,  in 
accepting  those  terms  which  the  Dominion  Government  have 
given,  stands  better  to-day  than  he  ever  did.  I,  represent¬ 
ing  a  small  Province  down  by  the  sea,  have  a  right  to  vote 
for  those  resolutions.  It  is  my  duty  to  vote  for  them,  and  I 
can  defend  my  vote  to  my  constituents.  I  can  show  them 
that  I  am  helping  the  great  arm  of  the  Dominion,  this  great 
power  in  the  west,  which  is  going  to  give  valuable  aid  in 
the  near  future  in  tilling  the  coffers  of  the  Dominion 
Treasury.  In  voting  for  these  resolutions  I  believe  I  am 
giving  my  vote  not  only  in  the  interests  of  Manitoba,  but 
in  the  interests  of  the  other  Provinces  as  well.  And  as  a 
lower  Province  man,  I  am  not  to  be  told,  nor  do  I  think  it 
lies  in  tho  mouth  of  one  of  the  representatives  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  to  tell  us  that  this  is  a  mere  pittance, 
and  should  not  be  a  finality.  He,  I  may  say,  is  the  only 
man  among  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  came  out  flat- 
footed  on  this  question,  for  though  his  leader  went  allround 
the  question  he  did  not  dare  to  say  what  his  follower  said. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  put  words  into 
my  mouth  I  never  uttered.  It  is  well  known  he  is  in  the 
habit  of  doing  such  things. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  desire  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
point  out  where  1  put  words  in  his  mouth. 

Mr.  AYATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  I  said  this 
was  a  mere  pittance. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  not  go  beyond 
a  personal  explanation. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  arguments  I  used  against  these 
resolutions  were  taken  out  of  the  statements  of  the  Premier 
of  Manitoba.  These  were  the  only  arguments  I  used,  and 
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the  objection  I  have  personally  to  those  resolutions  is  the 
finality  clause. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  That  is  not  an  explanation.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  I  put  words  in  his  mouth  which  he 
did  not  utter.  I  defy  him  to  prove  that. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  I  do  not  rise  to  investigate  the  reason 
why  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  will 
not  consult  the  member  for  King’s,  N.S.,  (Mr.  Woodworth), 
as  to  the  thoughts  he  shall  think  or  the  speeches  he  shall 
make,  though  we  know  his  declining  to  do  so  has  been  a  deep 
and  constant  cause  of  regret  to  the  member  for  King’s  ;  nor 
do  I  rise  to  defend  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette,  for  he  is 
well  able  to  defend  himself,  and  my  opinion  is  he  will  stand 
fairly  and  boldly  before  his  constituents  and  meet  their 
approval,  when  many  others,  like  the  gophers  of  the 
North-West,  are  hunting  their  holes.  I  rise  to  call 
attention  to  some  remarks  which  fell  from  the 
First  Minister.  He  did  not  understand  how  a  man 
in  the  North-West  could  be  in  straitened  circumstances 
when  wheat  is  at  $1  a  bushel.  Well,  a  few  even¬ 
ings  ago  I  quoted  an  extract  from  a  letter  I  received  from  a 
gentleman  who  has  been  six  years  in  the  North-West, 
and  who  states  he  has  seen  wheat  offered  at  25 
cents  a  bushel  without  finding  a  purchaser.  The 
First  Minister  said  the  only  thing  for  these  people 
to  do  was  to  thresh  the  grain  and  grind  the  wheat  and 
eat,  but  he  must  remember  that  something  more  than 
flour  is  necessary  to  supply  the  wants  of  families  of  the 
North-West.  Their  wants  are  more  numerous  than  those 
of  people  in  the  older  Provinces.  The  condition  of  the 
farmer  there  is  quite  different  from  what  it  is  in  the  older 
Provinces.  The  First  Minister  is,  no  doubt,  familiar  with 
the  difficulties  the  pioneers  of  the  older  Provinces  had  to  go 
through,  but  though  of  a  different  character,  they  were  not 
more  severe  than  those  which  have  to  be  encountered  by 
the  settlers  in  the  North-West.  The  settler  in  Ontario  had 
first  to  clear  the  land,  but  this  labor  furnished  him  with 
many  things  of  which  the  North-West  settler  is  deprived. 
For  instance,  he  procured  timber  with  which  to  build  his 
house,  and  he  had  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  fuel ;  so  that 
while  he  was  not  able  to  produce  to  the  extent  the  farmer 
on  the  prairie  can,  he  had  much  less  to  purchase. 
Furthermore,  in  the  majority  of  cases  the  pioneers 
of  the  older  Provinces  found  employment  during 
the  winter  months  in  lumbering  operations.  There  was 
not  the  forced  idleness  in  winter  that  must  occur  to 
a  considerable  extent  in  the  North-West.  If  they 
can  grow  immense  quantities  of  grain  more  speedily 
than  the  old  Provinces  can,  it  is  at  this  very  point  that  the 
necessity  comes  in  for  them  to  find  the  market  for  that 
grain  and  the  facility  for  placing  that  grain  upon  the  mar¬ 
ket.  His  resources  are  largely  limited  in  that  direction ; 
he  is  much  like  the  coal  miner  in  that  regard,  who  can 
have  all  the  coal  he  wants.  He  will  suffer  nothing  from 
want  of  fuel,  but  the  coal  will  not  supply  him  with  other 
things  unless  he  can  get  it  to  market.  To  a  large  extent 
this  is  the  condition  of  the  wheat  grower  in  the  North-West. 
Hence  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  he  should  have 
an  outlet  for  the  wheat  he  produces.  Ho  has  no  other 
means.  I  referred  to  the  settlers  in  Ontario  in  their 
early  stages.  From  the  other  employment  they  were 

able  to  earn  some  money.  From  potash  they 

realized  some  ready  cash.  Many  of  the  best  farms  in 
Ontario  to-day  rest,  in  the  first  instance,  upon  the 
proceeds  of  potash.  Tho  First  Minister  has  stated, 
too,  that  without  any  disallowance  at  all  other 

railways  would  not  have  been  built.  On  this  point, 

from  information  which  I  believe  is  reliable,  I  entirely 
disagree  with  him.  I  believe  other  railways  would 
have  been  built  had  it  not  been  for  this  disallowance.  If, 
however,  they  had  not  been  built,  it  would,  at  all  events, 


have  relieved  the  Government  from  the  responsibility.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has  said  that  they 
have  to  wait  until  business  is  established  along  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway.  Well,  to  the  men  who  went  into  the 
North-West  five,  or  six,  or  seven  years  ago,  five  or  six  or 
seven  years  is  rather  long  waiting  ;  as  1  read  the  other  day 
in  a  letter  from  a  man  possessing  considerable  means  up 
there.  “Our  patience  is  exhausted  ;  we  must  have  relief  or 
leave.”  Generally,  on  this  question  of  the  allowance  of 
railways  through  the  North-West,  I  can  but  reiterate  the 
words  of  the  ex-Finance  Minister  the  other  evening,  that  I 
believe  that  country  can  never  reach  the  measure  of  pros¬ 
perity  it  is  entitled  to  until  it  has  a  free  right  to  build  its 
own  railways. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into 
committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  the  Minister 
of  Customs  will  tell  us  what  was  The  total  demand  the 
Manitoba  Government  made.  I  have  seen  it  stated  in  the 
reports  of  their  proceedings  that  they  demanded  about 
$450,000  a  year. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Their  demand  is  embodied  in  their  appli¬ 
cations,  which  have  been  laid  before  the  House.  I  do  not 
remember  the  exact  sum,  but  they  demanded  the  total  sur¬ 
render  of  the  lands  and  the  extension  of  the  boundaries, 
running  down  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  and  almost  to  the  North 
Pole,  and  the  surrender  of  the  school  lands,  and  the  readjust¬ 
ment  of  the  tariff  as  applicable  to  that  Province  alone. 
They  did  not  ask  to  have  it  repealed  or  interfered  with,  so 
far  as  it  affected  any  of  the  other  Provinces.  I  am  not 
prepared  at  this  moment  to  state  the  total  amount  which 
they  asked,  but  they  consented,  after  a  good  deal  of  nego¬ 
tiation,  to  have  the  terms  of  payment  changed  to  the  sums 
which  are  placed  in  these  resolutions. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  it  reasonable 
to  ask  the  Minister  in  charge  if  he  can  give  me  this  infor¬ 
mation.  I  was  quoting  simply  from  the  statement  made  in 
the  Local  Legislature,  and  that  was  that  they  had  made  a 
demand  for  about  $150,000  a  year.  I  wanted  to  understand 
this  from  the  Minister,  because  it  is  important  for  us,  in  con¬ 
sidering  these  resolutions,  to  know  how  far  what  we  ulti¬ 
mately  concede  agrees  with  what  they  ask  for  in  the  first 
instance.  I  am  not  now  expressing  an  opinion  as  to  whether 
their  demands  wei’e  right  or  not,  though  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  if  it  was  not  for  the  fact  that  we  have  absorbed  all 
their  lands  we  would  be  treating  them  very  liberally  indeed  ; 
but  no  one  knows  better  than  the  Minister  of  Customs 
that  a  good  deal  of  necessary  work  was  defrayed  in 
the  old  Provinces  out  of  the  sales  of  lands,  and  that,  I 
presume,  is  the  reason,  and  it  is  a  very  good  reason,  why 
we  should  deal  more  liborally  with  these  people.  If  tho 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  the  exact  figures,  I  should  be  glad 
if  he  would  ascertain  them  before  another  stage.  Who 
formed  the  sub-committee  to  arrange  these  terms? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
and  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals.  Finally,  tho  greatest 
stress  was  laid  upon  the  extension  of  the  limits  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  enabling  the  Province  to  assist  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Railway,  which  they  looked  upon  as  a  second  outlet  for  the 
products  of  the  Province,  and  they  also  laid  great  stress 
upon  receiving  all  the  lands  within  the  territory.  The 
reason  why  the  committee  and  the  Government  did  not 
concede  these  demands  is  fully  set  forth  in  the  papers 
brought  down.  Tho  large  expenditure  which  has  been  made 
by  the  Dominion  Government  in  aid  of  railways  in  that 
Province  and  the  fact  that  they  were  pledged  to  the  world 
that  the  homestead  system  should  prevail  in  that  country 
were  considered  of  sufficient  importance  to  justify  the 
Dominion  in  retaining  control  of  those  lands.  The  hon.  gen- 
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tleman  will  readily  understand  that,  when  the  quantity  of 
lands  given  and  promised  to  bo  given  to  aid  railways  are 
added  to  those  which  are  given  in  the  way  of  free  home¬ 
steads,  nearly  all  tho  lands  will  be  absorbed,  and  anyone 
who  considers  the  question  for  a  moment  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that,  with  the  large  grants  already  made  and  the 
expense  which  attends  the  management  of  those  lands, 
taking  them  over  by  the  Province  of  Manitoba  would  be  a 
source  of  expense  to  them  rather  than  a  profit.  In  the  older 
Provinces  these  lands  have  not  been  given  away  in  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  they  were  or  to  the  same  extent  in  which  they 
were  in  the  North-West,  particularly  in  aid  of  railways. 
It  is  true  that  the  homestead  principle  is  recognised  in 
our  own  northern  countries.  The  lands  there  were 
rough  and  they  have  not  been  settled  as  rapidly  as  they 
have  been  in  the  North-West.  On  this  point  I  may  be 
excused  from  making  an  observation  on  tho  want  of  railway 
facilities  among  farmers  in  that  section  ot  tho  country. 
Those  who  represent'constituencies  like  my  own,  extending 
into  the  interior  120  or  150  miles  from  tho  frontier,  and  100 
miles  from  a  railway,  should  not  attempt  to  draw  an 
invidious  distinction  between  the  settlers  of  the  North-West 
and  those  living  in  localities  like  that.  The  northern  part 
of  my  constituency  consisted  largely  of  free  grant  terri¬ 
tories  for  a  distance  of  100  miles,  and  when  I  was 
visiting  that  section  of  the  country,  in  1878,  I  found 
farmers  who  had  been  there  for  ten  or  fifteen  years, 
with  60  or  100  to  150  tons  of  hay  stacked  upon  their  farms, 
their  barns  full  of  wheat  and  other  grain,  and  not  one  single 
bushel  of  which  could  they  sell  anywhere.  I  could  easily 
give  the  reason  for  that  fact.  The  lumbering  industry  at 
that  time  was  stagnant,  and  the  people  in  that  section  of 
tho  country  were  largely  dependent  upon  that  industry 
for  their  market.  Now,  those  people  had  no  railways  and 
they  have  got  no  railways  to-day  ;  I  am  very  sorry  they 
have  not,  because  I  think  if  they  had  a  railway  running 
into  the  interior  through  those  free  grant  territories,  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  settling  up  a  great  area  of  land  now 
lying  idle.  There  are  a  great  many  people  there  with  their 
granaries  full  of  the  best  grain  that  can  be  produced  in  the 
country,  and  their  barnyards  stacked  with  hay,  which  they 
could  not  dispose  of,  and  yet  I  never  heard  anyone  com¬ 
plaining  particularly  of  that  as  a  reason  why  these  people 
should  go  into  rebellion,  or  that  there  should  exist  a  chronic 
state  of  grumbling  because  somebody  did  not  go  in  there 
and  build  a  railway.  And  when  wo  consider  that  these 
people  have  been  but  a  few  years  in  Manitoba,  and  that  they 
have  far  less  cause  of  complaint  than  those  who  live  in  the 
new  sections  of  the  country  in  the  older  Provinces,  I  think  we 
must  admit  that  some  of  these  complaints  are  unreasonable. 
The  Government  have  shown  a  desire,  not  cnly  to  improve 
their  condition,  but,  so  far  as  they  possibly  can,  to  give  an 
outlet  to  an  enormous  extent  of  country  in  that  Province. 
That  this  might  have  been  done  before  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say ;  but  as  the  First  Minister  pointed  out — and  the 
House  will  excuse  me  for  referring  to  a  previous  debate — 
we  have  been  constantly  enlarging  our  policy,  and  when 
one  system  would  not  accomplish  the  object  in  view,  of  con¬ 
structing  railways,  we  have  increased  the  aid  ;  and  the  desire 
of  the  Government,  like  that  of  every  member  in  this  House, 
I  am  sure,  is  to  extend  a  net  work  of  railways  thi’oughout 
that  country  as  rapidly  as  possible,  in  order  that  it  may  soon 
bo  settled  up,  and  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
Dominion  will  be  amply  repaid  for  any  expenditure  in  that 
direction. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  My  hon.  friond,  in  his 
last  remarks,  has  raised,  I  fear,  a  tolerably  broad  question. 
My  objection  to  tho  policy  of  the  Government  is  two-fold. 
In  the  first  place,  I  have  the  strongest  objection  to  giving  a 
monopoly  to  any  private  company.  I  have  no  faith  what¬ 
ever  in  any  private  railway  company,  or  any  other  com- 
Mr,  Bowell. 
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pany  having  a  monopoly.  We  know  how  it  has  been  in 
the  past,  and  tho  condition  of  south-western  Manitoba  is 
the  be3t  possible  proof  of  the  extreme  inexpediency  of  that 
policy.  Now,  it  is  not  solely  in  consideration  of  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  people  of  south-western  Manitoba  that  we  have 
been  arguing  in  favor  of  giving  them  help  to  build  railways 
in  former  years,  but  because  nothing  could  contribute  more 
to  the  development  of  the  North-West  and  to  this  whole 
Dominion  than  that  they  should  be  so  assisted.  However, 

I  am  aware,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  if  we  go  into  this  subject 
very  little  indeed  will  bo  said  about  these  resolutions.  I 
want  to  get  more  information  and  some  details  about  them. 
Now,  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  and  the 
House  to  this  fact :  When  we  had  occasion  to  treat  with  the 
Manitoba  delegates,  in  1876,  I  think  it  was,  we  were 
obliged  to  overhaul  their  expenditure,  which,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  was  extremely  extravagant  for  so  small  a 
country,  and  we  endeavored  to  induce  them  to  adapt 
their  outlay  to  their  income.  They  did  do  that,  to  some 
extent;  they  reduced  the  expenses  of  Government,  which 
were  monstrous  for  the  number  of  people  whom  that  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  intended  to  benefit  ;  they  abolished  their 
Upper  House  and  took  further  measures  in  the  same  direc¬ 
tion,  some  at  our  own  instance  and  some  at  their  own 
suggestion,  all  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  their  expenditure 
within  their  income.  Now,  the  Government  is  standing,  it 
appears,  to  some  extent,  in  loco  parentis  to  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  know  if  they  went  into 
any  calculation  with  those  delegates  to  see  whether  tho 
income  which  they  now  receive  is  reasonably  sufficient  to 
enable  them  to  discharge  the  duties  which  are  cast 
on  those  Provincial  Governments.  In  ordinary  cases  I  do 
not  know  that  we  could  fairly  insist  upon  that,  but  in  this 
particular  instance  it  would  have  been  an  expedient  thing 
to  do,  and  I  would  bo  glad  to  know  if  anything  of  that  kind 
occurred  as  between  the  representatives  of  the  Dominion 
and  the  Manitoba  Government.  It  would  be  important  that 
there  should  have  been  ;  because,  without  at  the  moment 
entering  into  this  question  of  finality,  it  is  very  clear  that  it  is 
not  desirable  that  we  should  have  delegations  from  Manitoba 
coming  down  here  year  after  year  to  ask  us  for  more  money 
and  to  show  us  that  that  Province  is  almost  bankrupt,  and 
that  the  great  interests  which  are  undoubtedly  involved  in 
settling  up  Manitoba  will  be  sacrificed  unless  we  make  them 
further  grants. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  may  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  that  in  tho  month  of  April,  1884,  I  was  present  at 
an  interview  with  several  delegates  from  Manitoba,  at  which 
the  Financce  Minister  was  also  present,  and  the  Premier  of 
the  Province  went  very  carefully  over  the  expenditures  of  tho 
Provincial  Government  and  the  requirements  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  for  local  wants;  and  they  agreed  pretty  well  upon  an 
amount  that  would  be  sufficient  to  meet  all  those  purposes, 
and  to  develope  all  the  interests  that  were  considered  neces¬ 
sary  to  be  developed  in  behalf  of  the  country,  such  as 
schools  and  the  maintenance  of  education  ;  this  latter  sub¬ 
ject,  I  may  say,  the  Premier  represented  as  involving  a  very 
heavy  expense,  for  tho  Local  Government  had  been  estab¬ 
lishing  schools,  making  liberal  grants  for  that  purpose  in 
many  districts.  Tho  Finance  Minister,  unfortunately,  was 
called  away  before  tho  negotiations  were  completed,  but  the 
basis  of  them  was  arranged  before  ho  left  for  England,  in 
tho  month  of  May  last.  I  know  that  the  Premier  of  the 
Province  was  quite  satisfied  with  "the  terms  agreed  upon, 
and  I  believed  they  would  meet  all  the  local  wants  of  the 
Proviuco. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Did  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  obtain  any  detailed  scheme  from  these  delegates 
of  how  they  proposed  to  administer  their  funds  ?  I  ask 
that  because  we  found  it  necessary  a  few  years  ago  to 
insist  on  their  submitting  some  sort  of  scheme.  I  know  it 
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had  a  very  beneficial  effect — at  any  rate,  I  was  so  assured 
by  members  of  their  Legislature  and  by  gentlemen  in 
Manitoba  afterwards.  My  recollection  is,  that  after  dis¬ 
cussing  the  matter  we  brought  it  down  and  laid  it  on  the 
Table.  I  do  not  observe  that  there  was  anything  of  that 
kind  in  tho  papers  submitted  to  us  on  the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  was  nothing  of  that  kind  done 
officially,  but  the  expenditure  of  the  Province  for  the  last 
year  or  two  was  taken  up  by  the  Premier  and  the  Finance 
Minister;  item  by  item  was  discussed,  and  it  was  agreed 
what  could  be  dispensed  with  and  what  was  essential  for 
this  year,  and  what  might  bo  considered  a  permanent  charge 
upon  the  cost  of  the  country,  divided  into  these  several 
items,  and  the  result  was  obtained  in  that  way. 

Sir  RICH ARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Of  course,  ordinarily, 
I  would  object  to  interfering  with  the  expenditure;  but 
when  the  Province  is  making  applications,  from  time  to 
time,  we  are  lead  to  examine  into  the  expenditure. 
I  noticed  in  many  of  the  statements,  which  I  casually  looked 
over,  items  of  expenditure  which  struck  me  as  being  exceed¬ 
ingly  largo  for  so  small  and  sparsely  settled  a  Province. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Tho  principal  concession  which  hon. 
gentlemen  obtained  from  the  Government  of  that  day  was 
the  abolition  of  the  Upper  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  was  the  most 
Bbowy  one,  but  there  were  many  others,  also. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  wo  were  to  endeavor  to  interfere  with 
their  appropriations  there  would  be  many  things  to  which 
both  parties  would  object ;  but  this  matter  is  one  exclusively 
within  their  own  control. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  must  take  care 
that  this  Province  or  any  other  Province  does  not  get  into 
the  habit  of  spending  too  much  money,  and  then  seeking  to 
obtain  aid  from  the  general  taxes.  If  snch  a  policy  were 
allowed  to  be  continued  it  would  make  government  impos¬ 
sible.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  call  more  attention  to  it 
than  I  otherwise  would  be  disposed  to  do.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  got  a  detailed  statement,  Ido  not  see  any 
use  in  pressing  the  matter  any  further. 

On  resolution  1, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Can  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
give  us  information  as  to  tho  probable  quantity  of  swamp 
land  that  will  be  covered  by  the  resolution  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No  estimate  was  made  by  the  Manitoba 
Legislature,  nor  was  any  proposed.  It  was  considered  those 
were  lands  that  required  to  be  improved  before  they  were 
valuable,  and  that  the  Local  Government  was  in  a  better 
position  to  take  charge  of  the  necessary  improvements  than 
the  Dominion  Government.  It  was  therefore  proposed 
that  whatever  might  be  determined  to  bo  swamp  lands  should 
be  handed  over  to  Manitoba. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  seen  myself,  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba,  very  remarkable  results  obtained 
at  a  very  moderate  expenditure  in  the  way  of  reclaiming 
swamp  lands.  When  they  are  reclaimed  they  are  very  rich, 
although,  fortunately,  in  that  country,  land  in  so  many 
places  is  rich  that  this  consideration  is  of  less  consequence 
than  it  would  be  in  tho  older  Provinces.  I  desire  to  direct 
attention  1o  this  point.  Tho  Government  of  Manitoba  is 
very  poor  and  has  no  capital  at  its  command.  The  Dom¬ 
inion  Government,  in  parting  with  this  land,  does  it 
at  tho  instance  of  the  Manitoba  Goveimment,  but  also, 
no  doubt,  with  a  view  of  having  the  land  roclaime1. 
it  will  bo  very  difficult  indeed  for  the  Government 
of  Manitoba  to  reclaim  swamp  land  unless  the  Dominion 
Government  loans  them  the  money.  This  is  precisely  one 


of  those  cases  in  which  a  party  or  a  Government  having 
very  considerable  capital  might  afford  to  go  to  the  expen* 
diture,  which  will  be  amply  repaid,  but  not  for  a  term  of 
years ;  and  I  fear  very  much,  however  excellent  the 
intentions  in  granting  this  land  may  have  been,  of  this 
swamp  land  will  lie  for  a  long  time  without  being  reclaimed, 
unless  it  be  the  intention  of  the  Dominion  Government  to 
loan  Manitoba  the  money  to  make  the  necessary  improve* 
monts. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  the  discussion 
first  arose  between  the  Manitoba  Government  and  this 
Government  in  regard  to  swamp  lands,  there  was  a  propo¬ 
sition  made  that  the  swamps,  which  are  of  very  considerable 
magnitude,  not  very  far  distant  from  Winnipeg,  should  be 
drained ;  that  is  to  say,  that  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
undertook  to  drain  those  huge  swamps,  and  was  to  receive 
half  of  the  reclaimed  lands  for  doing  the  work,  the  other 
half  of  the  reclaimed  lands  going  to  the  Dominion.  That 
undertaking  was  not  successful.  Tho  Manitoba  Government 
spent  a  good  deal  of  money  without  achieving  much  result. 
Thus  the  matter  stood  until  the  late  negotiations  were 
entered  upon.  Reference  was  then  had  to  tho  practice 
in  the  United  States,  and  it  was  found  that  in  the 
western  States,  which  were  foimed  from  territories, 
the  United  States  Government  held  the  wholo  of  the  land 
and  sold  it  for  the  advantage  of  the  whole  country,  and  not 
of  the  particular  territory.  But  tho  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  are  in  the  habit  of  handing  over  lands  that  were 
deemed  swamp  lands,  beyond  a  doubt,  to  the  State,  reserving 
such  lands  as  did  not  need  any  expense  for  reclamation. 
We  came  at  last  to  the  conclusion  that  we  would  adopt  the 
American  system  ;  that  we  would  hand  over  to  Manitoba 
the  lands  which  were  swamp  lands,  those  which  had  been 
ascertained  to  be  such  by  the  Dominion  Government.  The 
Dominion  Parliament  cannot  charge  on  tho  revenues  of  the 
country  a  sum  of  money  in  order  to  reclaim  those  lands  in 
Manitoba.  The  Province  was  very  glad  to  accept  those 
swamp  lands  under  the  arrangement  I  have  indicated,  and 
they  proposed,  as  I  understand  it,  to  do  what  has  actually 
happened  in  the  western  States ;  that  is,  that  tho  Province 
would  make  somo  arrangements  with  a  body  of  capitalists 
by  which  the  capitalists  would  reclaim  a  certain  tract  of 
land  and  receive  a  certain  portion  of  the  land  as  payment 
for  their  services.  It  is  impossible  to  obtain  an  approxi¬ 
mate  estimate  of  the  quantity  of  swamp  lands  in  question. 
Manitoba  now  extends  far  north  of  the  surveyed  portion,  and 
it  is  supposed  that  the  further  north  you  go  the  more  rock 
and  water  you  strike,  and  the  more  swamp.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  might  obtain  an  approximate  idea  of  what  the  swamp 
land  is  in  the  surveyed  portion  of  the  Province.  But  I  do 
not  think  that  information  would  assist  us  very  much.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  the  Dominion  Parliament  will  not  autho¬ 
rise  the  expenditure  of  money  to  drain  those  swamps,  and 
if  so,  they  will  remain  swamps  or  muskegs  for  all  time,  no 
matter  whether  thoy  are  large  or  small. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left 
the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  know  if  any  member  of  the 
Government  can  tell  us  the  probable  amount  of  land  which 
will  ba  transferred  by  this  provision.  No  doubt  surveys 
were  made  and  reports  given  by  the  surveyors,  so  that  there 
should  be  in  the  Department  of  tho  Interior  an  estimate  of 
the  quantity  of  swamp  lands  which  will  be  transferred. 
The  quantity  might  depend  on  the  season  of  the  year, 
becauso,  especially  in  the  valleys  of  the  Rod  River  and  the 
Assinaboine  River,  a  largo  quantity  of  land  is  flooded  in 
the  spring  which  is  perfectly  dry  later  in  tho  season, 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  This  same  question  has  been  put  by 
three  different  members  of  the  Opposition,  and  answered  as 
many  times.  It  was  first  asked  by  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron,  subsequently  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brant, 
and  now  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell.  It  was  explained 
at  the  time  the  first  explanation  was  given,  again  by  the 
leader  of  the  Government,  and  I  will  now  endeavor  to 
repeat - 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes  ;  it  is  your  turn  now. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes ;  and  if  it  is  any  gratification  to 
members  of  the  Opposition  to  reply  to  each  one  of  them, 
separately,  I  will  get  the  answers  stereotyped.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  were  informed  that  we  had  no  possible  means  of  ascer¬ 
taining  the  exact  quantity  of  land  transferred  under  this 
resolution,  from  the  simple  fact  that  a  large  portion  of  Mani¬ 
toba  is  yet  unsurveyed,  and  consequently  the  quantity 
could  not  be  given,  even  approximately.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  properly  says  that  there  may  be  a  record  of  all 
the  swamp  lands  which  have  been  surveyed,  but  even 
that  would  be  very  difficult  to  arrive  at,  if  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  be  correct,  that  if  these  surveys  took 
place  in  the  spring  or  after  a  flood  a  large  portion  of  the 
surface  of  Manitoba  might  be  treated  as  swamp  land  ;  but 
that  if  it  took  place  in  the  fall,  it  would  be  found  dry,  cov¬ 
ered  with  luxuriant  grass  or  growing  splendid  crops.  The 
resolution  itself  is  the  best  answer  I  can  give  the 
hon.  gentleman.  I  may  say,  however,  that  I  will 
make  enquiry  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  ascertain,  before  concurrence,  whether  they  are  able  to 
give  an  approximate  estimate  of  the  quantity.  I  know 
that  in  discussing  this  question  with  the  delegation  we 
came  to  this  decision,  that  all  lands  which  could  be  shown 
to  be  bond  fide  swamp  lands  should  be  transferred,  and  that 
would  have  to  be  decided  by  some  means  hereafter.  I  may 
say,  further,  that  under  the  resolution  every  precaution 
will  be  taken  to  see  that  any  lands  which  may  be  applied 
for  as  swamp  lands  come  within  the  meaning  of  that 
designation.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
not  object  to  Manitoba  having  a  very  large  quantity  of 
land,  and  that  the  most  liberal  possible  construction  should 
be  put  on  this  resolution,  in  order  to  give  that  Province 
what  many  members  of  the  Opposition  are  claiming  they 
Bhould  have—the  control  over  their  own  land  to  as  great  an 
extent  as  possible* 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he 
will  get  his  answer  stereotyped,  but  one  reason  why  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  repeated  is  that  we  do  not  want  a  stereotyped  answer. 
As  this  is  to  be  a  final  settlement,  according  to  the  preamble, 
it  seemed  not  unreasonable  to  suppose  that  there  might  be 
some  estimate  of  the  probable  quantity  of  swamp  land  in 
Manitoba.  But,  looking  at  the  matter  from  a  patriotic 
standpoint,  as  I  do,  I  would  almost  bo  inclined  to  doubt, 
from  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar  (Mr. 
Ross)  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side,  whether 
there  is  such  a  thing  in  Manitoba  at  all  as  swamp  land.  I 
am  not  sure  whether  it  is  not  unpatriotic,  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  hon.  gentlemen,  to  intimate  that  there  is  any 
swamp  land  in  Manitoba.  One  would  think,  however,  that 
there  would  be  an  approximation  to  an  estimate  of  what 
would  be  considered  swamp  land,  under  the  meaning  of  this 
resolution,  in  the  surveyed  portion  of  the  Province,  at  any 
rate,  and  that,  I  understand,  is  what  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  wanted  to  find  out.  Surely  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  have  some  information  in  their  hands  upon 
that  point.  Would  lands  which  are  under  water  at  certain 
seasons  of  the  year  constitute  swamp  lands,  or  only  those 
lands  of  which  no  use  can  be  made  for  any  purpose  until 
there  has  been  an  expenditure  of  money  upon  them  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  I  should  think  that  a  very  small  quan¬ 
tity  tof  land,  with  the  exception  of  muskegs,  would  be  con- 
Ba&a.  Mr.  Mills. 


sidered  utterly  worthless  at  all  seasons.  In  Ontario,  we  all 
understand  distinctly  what  is  meant  by  swamp  land,  whore 
it  is  wooded,  and  consequently  useless  until  it  is  cleared. 
Where  swamp  lands  have  been  cleared  of  the  wood,  even 
without  a  drain  being  dug  through  the  lower  sections,  they 
sometimes  become  very  valuable  meadow  land,  and  in 
Manitoba  they  have  overflowed  lands  as  we  have  here.  What 
I  understand  by  swamp  lands  in  that  country  is  land  which 
cannot  be  used,  either  for  cutting  hay  or  for  agricultural  pur¬ 
poses,  until  it  has  been  reclaimed  by  drainage.  As  the  First 
Minister  stated,  when  this  concession  was  made  to  Manitoba 
it  was  principally  for  the  reason  that  the  lands  are  goner- 
ally  given  away  in  that  Province  by  tho  Dominion,  either 
for  railroad  purposes  or  homesteading.  The  amount  that 
has  been  realised,  from  a  monetary  standpoint,-  is  not  very 
great,  and  it  was  considered  that  the  lands  could  be  drained  by 
theManitoba  Government  much  more  advantageously  than  by 
the  Dominion  Government ;  they  would  take  advantage  of 
the  organisation  of  companies,  as  is  done  in  the  adjoining 
States  of  the  Union,  capitalists  taking  a  certain  portion  of 
the  land  in  consideration  of  the  amount  they  expended,  the 
balance  going  to  the  Province.  I  do  not  wish  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  understand  that  I  found  fault  at  questions 
being  asked,  because  when  I  was  on  that  side  of  the  House 
I  did  not  hesitate  to  ask  questions  myself,  and  I  have  no 
right  to  find  fault  at  the  matter  being  closely  scrutinised. 
What  I  did  say,  in  a  jocular  way,  was  that  the  same  ques¬ 
tion  had  been  asked  and  replied  to  before.  I  will  endeavor, 
if  possible,  to  obtain  the  information  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
gentleman,  so  far  as  they  refer  to  the  lands  already 
surveyed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  hear  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  first 
explanation,  and  I  do  not  know  how  he  interpreted  this 
expression,  “  swamp  lands.”  As  I  understand,  he  now 
says  that  lands  capable  of  cultivation  without  drainage 
would  not  be  considered  swamp  lands.  Now,  there 
may  be  many  lots  or  sections  in  Manitoba  part  of 
which  is  swamp  and  part  of  which  is  fit  for  cultivation  ; 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon  Ministor  if  the  whole  lot  passes. 
How  does  he  interpret  this  portion  of  the  resolution  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  a  matter  of  detail.  The  very 
question  which  has  suggested  itsell  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
mind  suggested  itself  to  my  own  when  I  was  in  conversa¬ 
tion  with  the  delegates,  and  I  asked  them  the  question  in 
almost  the  same  words.  Suppose  there  is  a  section  contain¬ 
ing  20  or  30  acres  of  swamp,  it  is  not  expected  to  pass. 
Swamp  lands,  as  understood  by  this  resolution,  and  as  under¬ 
stood  by  those  who  negotiated  these  terms,  mean  a  general 
swamp,  covering  any  large  area  of  country.  If  1,000  acres 
or  500  acres,  or  a  whole  section,  were  swamp,  and  could  be 
shown  to  be  swamp,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Government, 
that  would  bo  transferred ;  but  a  soction  with  a  portion  dry 
and  a  portion  swamp  could  be  cultivated,  and  would  not 
pass.  It  must  be  swamp  land,  and  it  must  be  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Government  that  it  is  such. 

Mr.  TROW.  It  will  be  very  difficult  for  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  to  ascertain  the  quantity  of  swamp  land  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba ;  it  would  depend  very  much  on  the 
season.  There  are  thousands  of  acres  of  land  on  the  southern 
boundary  of  Lake  Manitoba  which,  in  1877,  was  good, 
arable  land,  fit  for  cultivation,  but  which  is  now  a  total 
swamp  owing  to  tho  felling  in  of  the  outlet  to  the  lake  ; 
and  in  the  Boyne  settlement  there  are  15,000  or  20,000 
acres  of  swamp  lands.  There  is  also  a  very  large  swamp 
between  Portage  la  Prairie  and  Westbourne,  which  is  very 
valuable  to  the  inhabitants  of  Portage  la  Prairie  and  the 
country  around  as  hay  land.  Whether  that  goes  to  the 
Province  or  not  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  When  a  portion 
of  a  section  is  swamp  and  the  rest  fit  for  cultivation  I  do 
not  suppose  the  Government  will  interfere  with  it,  because 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2793 


it  is  just  as  valuable  to  a  settler,  and  probably  more  so,  than 
if  it  were  all  fit  for  cultivation. 

Mr.  BOSS.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow).  There  are  large 
districts  in  Manitoba  which, in  1872,  showed  no  sign  of  being 
swamp  land  at  all,  and  which,  in  1877  and  1878,  after  a  suc¬ 
cession  of  very  wet  seasons,  looked  like  total  swamps.  The 
swamp  near  Portage  la  Prairie  I  passed  over  in  1872,  and 
could  not  get  water  for  my  horses ;  and  in  1877  and  1878 
it  was  impossible  to  cross  it.  When  the  Pembina  branch 
was  constructed,  from  Emerson  to  Winnipeg,  the  contractors 
found  it  very  difficult  to  obtain  water  for  their  horses  and 
men.  Anyone  passing  over  the  same  country  some  years 
after  would  think  it  was  a  complete  swamp.  There  are 
two  kinds  of  swamps ;  one  is  where  the  bottom  is  hard, 
where  there  is  an  overflow  of  water,  and  where  the 
land  in  ordinary  years  is  good  meadow  land;  then 
there  are  swamps  where  the  bottom  is  very  soft,  and 
drainage  is  required  before  you  can  render  the  land 
fit  for  a  meadow.  With  regard  to  single  sections,  where 
there  is  a  little  swamp,  I  do  not  think  the  Government 
should  take  those  into  account.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow)  that  it  is  fully  as  val¬ 
uable,  or  more  so,  to  have  a  portion  in  swamp,  because  it 
furnishes  a  meadow ;  in  dry  seasons  it  is  the  most  valuable 
part  of  your  section,  if  you  are  a  dairy  farmer.  To  seleot 
swamp  lands  you  will  have  to  take  ordinary  years  and 
strike  an  average,  as  near  as  possible.  Prom  surveyors’ 
reports  you  cannot  make  an  estimate  of  the  wet  lands, 
because  the  character  of  the  reports  depends  entirely  on 
whether  the  season  is  a  wet  or  a  dry  one. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  can  heartily  concur  in  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  members  for  Perth  (Mr.  Trow) J  and  Lisgar 
(Mr.  Ross).  Lake  Manitoba,  as  is  well  known  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  especially  to  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  rose, 
during  some  years  ago,  4^-  feet,  but  this  year  has  receded, 
on  account  of  the  drier  season  ;  so  that  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  acres  around  Lake  Manitoba,  which  were  actually 
worthless  during  1879  and  1880,  on  account  of  their  being 
covered  with  water,  are  now  very  fair  land,  and  settlers  are 
beginning  to  locate  there. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  You  would  not  call  it 
swamp  land. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  is  a  question  difficult  to  settle  as  to 
what  is  called  swamp  lands. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  There  is  a  difference 
between  swamp  lands  and  lands  covered  with  water. 

Mr.  WATSON.  In  1876  I  have  seen  as  fine  wheat  land 
around  Lake  Manitoba,  and  apparently  as  good  dry  land  as 
could  be  seen  anywhere,  and  in  1880  I  have  gone  over  that 
land  duck  shooting,  when  it  has  been  covered  with  3  feet  of 
water. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  The  high  water  drove 
the  settlers  away. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Yes ;  they  had  to  leave  the  land.  In  some 
cases  patents  were  given  to  settlers  for  homesteads  that  were 
probably  as  much  as  two  miles  away  from  where  you  could 
travel  on  foot  without  getting  wet.  It  would  be  difficult  to 
ascertain  from  any  of  the  surveyors’  reports  of  Manitoba  as  to 
what  is  dry  land  and  what  is  swamp  land.  In  1873-74,  when 
a  great  portion  was  surveyed,  lands  were  put  downjas  arable 
land,  fit  for  cultivation,  which,  in  1880,  were  covered  with 
water,  some  of  them  too  wet  to  cut  hay  on.  It  would  be  in¬ 
teresting  for  the  people  of  Manitoba  to  know  in  what  year 
they  should  locate  the  swamp  lands.  I  think  the  most  liberal 
construction  ought  to  be  given,  because  a  good  many  of  the 
lands  can  only  be  kept  right  by  constant  watching  and 
draining ;  and  the  Dominion  Government  would  not  see  fit 
350 


to  see  to  the  draining  of  some  swamp  or  particular  location, 
which  the  Local  Government  might  cause  to  be  drained,  or 
it  might  be  done  partly  by  the  municipalities.  I  hope, 
when  it  is  finally  settled  what  is  swamp  lands,  the  most 
liberal  construction  will  be  given,  or  else  the  lands  would  be 
but  little  or  no  benefit  to  Manitoba.  It  has  been  stated  by 
the  Minister  of  Customs  the  Government  have  not  received 
very  large  monetary  consideration  out  of  the  lands  of 
Manitoba.  That  being  the  case,  and  the  good  lands 
being  given  away  for  nothing,  the  Local  Government 
cannot  expect  to  get  a  large  price  for  those  lands. 
I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  any  controversy, 
but  I  may  say,  with  reference  to  the  remarks  that  fell  from 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.  S.,  as  to  the  stand  I  have 
taken  on  different  measures,  that  as  regards  any  votes 
I  have  given  or  opinions  I  have  expressed  in  this  House,  I 
am  willing  they  should  remain  between  me  and  my  con¬ 
stituents.  l  am  quite  willing  to  answer  to  them,  for  they  are 
the  proper  persons  to  whom  I  should  answer,  and,  so  far,  I 
have  no  reason  to  regret  any  vote  I  have  given  or  statement 
I  have  made  in  this  House,  and  I  hope  I  shall  not  have  any 
cause  for  regret  in  the  future.  The  hon.  gentleman  seemed 
to  think  that  no  member  of  this  House  had  the  right  to 
criticise  the  resolutions.  If  they  are  not  to  be  criticised, 
what  is  the  House  for?  I  understand  that  if  any  hon. 
gentleman  wishes  to  advocate  more  liberal  terms  for  this 
Province  he  has  the  right  to  do  so,  and  if  there  is,  unfortu¬ 
nately,  any  hon.  gentleman  here  who  thinks  the  Province 
is  getting  too  much,  he  has  the  right  to  express  that  opinion. 
I  only  wish  these  terms  had  been  more  liberal.  I  have  not 
found  fault  with  the  resolutions,  so  far  as  they  go,  but  I  do 
not  think  they  go  far  enough,  and  I  am  led  to  understand, 
by  the  remarks  of  the  First  Minister  and  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  resolutions,  that  they  are  not  to  be  considered 
final  for  the  future. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  do  not  say  so. 

Mr.  WATSON.  That  is  one  point  I  would  like  to  under¬ 
stand.  They  do  not  prevent  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba 
coming  back  next  year  and  asking  better  terms  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  WATSON;  There  was  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction 
and  alarm  among  the  people  of  Manitoba  when,  in  1881,  the 
Finance  Minister  made  the  statement  that  he  had  made  a  set¬ 
tlement  with  the  Province  of  Manitoba  for  ten  years,  on  cer¬ 
tain  conditions.  That  was  contradicted  by  the  Premier  when 
the  delegation  was  at  Ottawa.  I  know  there  was  considerable 
trouble  in  having  that  matter  opened  up,  when  the  Premier 
of  Manitoba  visited  Ottawa  last  year.  I  hope  such  miscon¬ 
structions  will  not  be  put  on  anything  done  in  this  House, 
by  means  of  which  Manitoba  would  be  deprived  of  the 
privilege  of  coming  to  Parliament  any  time  the  interests  of 
the  Province  require  and  asking  further  aid,  because  I  con¬ 
sider  it  of  the  greatest  importance  that  the  people  of  Mani¬ 
toba  should  be  dealt  with  liberally,  not  only  in  the  interests 
of  that  Province  but  of  the  Dominion . 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  been  making  enquiry  of  the  Minister 
who  has  charge  of  these  resolutions,  for  the  purpose  of 
eliciting  information,  that  we  may  better  understand  the 
resolutions  which  are  before  us.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
told  us  how  he  understands  the  term  “swamp  lands”  is  to  be 
defined,  and  he  has  also  informed  us,  if  I  understood  him 
rightly,  that  the  understanding  on  the  part  of  the  Local 
Government  of  Manitoba  and  the  Government  here  was 
that  whore  a  section  was  partly  swamp  only  the  swampy 
portion  would  pass  under  these  resolutions. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  even  go  so  far  as  that.  I  said 
that  there  were  a  few  acres,  10,  20, 30  or  40,  on  the  section, 
which  would  not  be  considered  as  passing  as  swamp  land. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  What  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
say  was  that  he  had  conversed  with  the  members  of  the 
Manitoba  delegation  on  this  subject,  and  where  a  section  was 
partly  swamp  land  the  whole  section  did  not  pass. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  even  say  any  portion  of  the 
section  would  pass. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  a  section  is  partly  swamp  and  partly  dry 
land,  do  the  Government  propose  to  divide  it  ?  Supposing  a 
swamp,  embracing  2,000  or  3,000  acres  :  if  each  entire  section 
containing  auy  part  of  that  is  to  be  transferred,  that  may 
increase  it  by  500  acres.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say  that  they  would  only  transfer  actual  swamp  land.  I 
am  anxious  to  see  whether  we  have  really  in  this  a  settle¬ 
ment  or  a  foundation  for  controversy.  If  this  resolution 
was  understood  exactly  in  the  same  sense  by  the  delegates 
from  Manitoba  and  the  Government  here,  and  we  can  ascer¬ 
tain  exactly  what  that  sense  was,  there  is  no  room  for  dis¬ 
pute,  but  if  that  is  not  the  case,  we  should  hear  more  from 
the  Government. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  explained  very  fully,  a  short  ti  me  ago 
what  the  understanding  was  between  the  delegates  and  the 
Government.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  has  carried  it  a 
little  further,  so  as  to  suppose  a  swamp  of  3,000  or  4,000 
acres,  with  a  dry  spot  of  four  or  five  acres  in  the 
centre,  that  was  never  under  water.  I  do  not  suppose  the 
Government  would  cavil  about  a  matter  of  that  kind.  We 
know,  in  this  Province,  that  in  swamp  lands  we  can  find  an 
acre  hero  and  half  an  acre  there  that  they  are  never  under 
water,  and  could  not  therefore  be  considered  swamp  land. 
I  understand  that  what  is  generally  considered  swamp 
land  in  this  country  and  across  the  border  will,  after 
full  investigation,  be  dealt  with  as  provided.  Certainly 
the  lands  my  hon.  friend  from  Marquette  (Mr,  Watson)  has 
referred  to  could  not  be  considered  swamp  lands.  There  is 
a  great  difference  between  swamp  lands  and  lands  under 
water  for  a  time  from  the  overflow  of  a  river  or  lake.  I  have 
passed  over  railway  when  it  was  half  under  water  from 
the  overflow  of  the  Bed  Biver,  but  the  land  could  not  be 
called  swamp,  because,  at  a  later  period  of  the  season,  it  was 
able  to  grow  almost  any  kind  of  grain.  I  think  the  lan¬ 
guage  is  very  clear,  unless  the  hon.  gentleman  is  afraid  to 
leave  it  to  the  two  Governments  to  decide,  after  full  investi¬ 
gation,  as  to  what  really  are  swamp  lands,  in  the  general 
acceptation  of  the  term. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  no  objection  to  that,  if  we  under¬ 
stand  what  the  sense  of  the  resolutions  is.  I  was  anxious 
to  find  out  whether  the  Government,  in  dealing  with  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  intend  to  respect  the  boundaries  as 
laid  down  by  the  surveys.  Bo  the  Government  intend  to 
deal,  in  reference  to  sections,  half  sections  and  quarter- 
sections,  or  simply  to  look  at  the  swamp  and  disregard  the 
surveyed  boundaries  ?  Surely,  there  must  have  been  some 
understanding  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  understanding  is,  that  whatever  the 
Manitoba  Government  can  show  to  be  swamp  lands  will  be 
transferred  to  them,  irrespective  of  the  quantity  they  cover. 
As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  think  it  is  contemplated  to  take  a 
few  acres  and  cut  them  off  from  a  section,  any  more  than  it 
would  be  to  retain  a  few  acres  of  dry  land  in  the  midst  of  a 
general  swamp.  The  intention  is  to  deal  in  the  most  liberal 
manner  possible  with  the  Manitoba  Government  in  reference 
to  these  swamp  lands,  but  it  is  not  proposed  to  transfer  to 
that  Government  any  lands  that  are  not,  in  the  general 
acceptation  of  the  term,  swamp  lands.  When  they  apply  to 
the  .Dominion  Government  to  set  apart  a  particular  swamp, 
in  order  that  they  may  drain  it  and  make  it  fit  for  the  market, 
I  presume  an  officer  of  the  Government  will  be  sent  to 
thoroughly  investigate  the  whole  question  and  report 
whether  that  is  swamp  land,  and  if  itis.it  will  be  trans¬ 
ferred. 

Mr.  Bowell. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Is  it  proposed  to  transfer  portions  of  land 
from  time  to  time,  as  they  may  be  applied  for  by  the  Mani¬ 
toba  Government,  as  swamp  lands,  or  is  there  to  be  a 
general  ascertainment  by  the  two  Governments  and  a 
general  transfer  of  all  the  swamp  lands  in  Manitoba  ?  And 
is  that  transfer  to  be  by  grant  from  the  Crown,  or  does  the 
Government  propose  to  ask  Parliament  to  make  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  transfer  of  these  lands  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  these  resolutions  are 
adopted  we  will  then  have  a  parliamentary  sanction  for  the 
granting  of  the  lands.  Of  course,  it  would  be  absurd  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  the  transfer  of  every  swamp.  I  do 
not  suppose  there  will  be  any  general  transfer ;  1  do  not 
suppose  that  we  are  going  to  have  a  regular  ordnance 
survey  and  make  one  general  transfer.  In  answer  to  the 
other  question  put  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  think  the  legal 
construction  would  be,  under  the  terms  of  this  resolution, 
that  if  a  portion  of  a  section  was  swamp  land,  and  another 
portion  was  not,  they  would  not  have  any  right  to  the  dry 
land  at  all.  My  hon.  friend  asked,  what  will  we  do  if  there 
was  an  immense  swamp  and  a  ragged  edge  around  it  of 
small  portions  of  dry  land.  Well,  I  take  it  that  a  swamp 
generally  covers  a  large  portion  of  ground.  There  may  be 
islets  in  it,  and  if  they  are  of  considerable  size  they  would 
not  be  conveyed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  the  case  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company 
the  transfer  is  by  Act  of  Parliament.  There  are  certain 
sections  that  are  set  out  as  Hudson  Bay  Company  land,  and 
the  moment  the  survey  is  made  those  lands  become,  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  the  property  of  the  company.  But  I  wish 
to  ascertain  whether  the  Government  proposed  to  transfer 
those  swamp  lands  in  the  same  way  to  the  Government  of 
Manitoba  or  whether  they  pui  posed  to  treat  them  as  ordi¬ 
nary  proprietors. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  there  ought  to 
be  a  conveyance,  directly  from  the  Crown,  of  those  swamp 
lands. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  suggest  that  lands  which  have 
not  been  located  as  homesteads,  or  pre-empted  on  account 
of  being  wet,  should  be  considered  swamp  lands.  The  Min¬ 
ister  of  Customs  has  stated  that  the  lands  around  Lake 
Manitoba  should  not  be  termed  swamp  lands,  because  they 
are  wet  only  in  certain  seasons.  Now,  I  think  the  Local 
Legislature  would  look  upon  these  lands  around  Lake 
Manitoba  as  probably  being  the  most  valuable  lands  they 
would  be  able  to  acquire.  Settlers  cannot  go  upon  those 
lands  in  their  present  condition  ;  they  have  got,  first,  to  be 
drained,  and  the  outlet  of  Lake  Manitoba  has  got  to  be 
opened  up  to  let  off  the  water  in  wet  seasons.  Bo  man  is 
going  to  take  up  a  homestead  and  settle  on  the  shores  of 
Lake  Manitoba,  when  he  is  liable,  in  a  wet  season,  to  be 
drowned  out.  If  these  lands  are  not  to  be  termed  swamp 
lands,  I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  they  are  not 
swamp  lands. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  know  they  will  not  be  taken  up  by 
any  settler  unless  they  are  drained,  and  some  assurance 
given  that  the  lake  will  not  rise  again. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  has  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  They  are  not  swamp  lands. 

Mr.  WATSON.  They  are  lands  which  the  Local  Gov 
ernment  figured  largely  upon  in  making  this  arrangement 
with  the  Dominion  Government,  and  unless  this  outlet  from 
Lake  Manitoba  is  opened  up  thoso  lands  will  be  swamps 
for  most  ?of  the  time.  We  have  seasons  of  what  are 
termed  three  or  four  dry  years,  and  wet  two  or  three  years. 
In  wet  years  the  water  rises  3  or  4  feet.  There  is 
only  one  outlet  out  of  the  lake,  and  that  has  been  partly 
closed  up  by  the  ice  carrying  boulders  into  the  mouth  of  the 
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river.  Consequently  when  three  or  four  large  streams  are 
running  into  the  lake  in  a  wet  season,  those  lands  are  sub¬ 
merged;  and  unless  they  are  reclaimed  they  are  going  to 
be  a  loss,  not  only  to  the  Dominion  Government,  but  to  the 
Local  Government  and  the  municipalities,  and  the  only  way 
to  reclaim  them  is  by  removing  the  obstructions  from  the 
mouth  of  the  outlet.  I  certainly  think  that  lands  of  that 
description  ought  to  be  termed  swamp  lands,  and  be  conveyed 
to  the  Local  Government,  and  they  will  undertake  to  do 
the  improvements  to  reclaim  them. 

Mr.  TROW.  Is  there  anything  in  the  regulations  as  to 
when  these  lands  shall  be  reclaimed  ?  What  about  the 
nature  of  the  cultivation  ?  Is  it  merely  optional  with  the 
Local  Government  to  let  them  lay  there  as  a  bar  to  settle¬ 
ment  for  any  length  of  time  ?  We  can  easily  understand 
that  it  is  not  the  design  of  the  Government  to  interfere  with 
small  portions  of  swamp  here  and  there,  but  only  with 
large  limits.  I  think  ali  these  areas  as  could  easily  be  ascer¬ 
tained  from  the  field  notes  of  the  surveyors. 

Mr.  BOWBLL,  There  is  no  intention  of  interfering 
with  the  Local  Government  in  the  respect  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  referred.  It  would  be  as  much  to  their 
interest  to  have  these  lands  reclaimed  as  it  can  be  to  ours. 
It  is  our  interest  to  have  them  settled,  in  order  to  secure  a 
consuming  population,  and  it  will  be  their  interest  to  have 
them  reclaimed  and  settled,  so  that  parties  living  upon  them 
will  be  taxable  and  furnish  a  revenue  to  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  to  carry  on  improvements.  We  taka  it  for  granted 
that  in  the  interests  of  the  Local  Government  they  will 
reclaim  them  as  soon  as  possible  and  get  them  settled. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Do  I  understand  the  Minister  to  state 
that  those  lands,  such  as  I  have  described  on  the  shores  of 
Lake  Manitoba,  will  not  be  termed  swamp  lands,  and  will 
not  be  conveyed  to  the  Local  Government  ? 

Mr.  BOWBLL.  I  said  so  most  distinctly — that  the 
lands  that  are  subject  to  be  overflowed  by  a  river  or  by  a 
lake  for  only  certain  seasons  of  the  year,  and  that  are  dry 
lands  the  rest  of  the  year,  cannot  be  termed  swamp  lands. 
There  are  plenty  of  lands  that  are  wet  that  are  not  swamp 
lands. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Those  lands  have  been  swamp  lands  for 
five  or  six  years  at  a  stretch,  and  they  may  have  been  dry 
lands  for  five  or  six  years.  Now,  are  not  those  lands  to  be 
termed  swamp  lands  ? 

Mr.  BOWBLL.  No  ;  they  could  not  possibly  be  swamp 
lands,  because  some  of  them  have  been  taken  up  and  settled 

upon. 

On  resolution  2, 

Sir  EICHAED  CARTWEIGHT.  Has  .  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  fixed  on  any  definite  sum  at  which  he  proposes  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  these  lands,  and  where  does  he  propose  to  locate 
them  ?  Are  you  going  just  to  select  those  150,000  acres 
and  hold  them  for  a  certain  time,  or  are  you  going  to  put 
them  into  the  market  at  some  fixed  rate  from  the  outset. 

Mr.  BOWBLL.  The  resolution  does  not  provide  the 
mode  in  which  it  shall  be  done,  because  that  is  not  yet 
decided.  It  was  simply  decided  to  set  apart  fair  average 
land,  that  would  bring  a  fair  average  price,  the  proceeds  to 
be  invested  for  the  benefit  of  the  university,  which  is  to 
be  managed  upon  some  basis  or  scheme  to  be  framed  by  the 
university  and  approved  by  the  Dominion  Government. 
We  have  not  yet  decided  in  what  portion  of  the 
Province  this  land  is  to  bo  selected.  It  was  thought 
sufficient,  for  the  present,  to  provide  for  the  appropriation 
of  150,000  acres  of  Crown  land,  of  a  fair  average  quality. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  it  is  going  to  bo  of 
much  practical  value,  I  suppose  you  will  have  to  begin  to 
sell  that  land  in  a  moderate  space  of  time.  Has  any  com¬ 


munication  passed,  as  yet,  between  the  Government  and  the 
authorities?  It  seems  to  be  all  in  nubibus,  as  yet. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  No;  it  is  in  Manitoba. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTRIGHT.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  hold  the  land  for  an  indefinite 
period,  or  to  put  it  on  the  market  promptly. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  terms  were 
settled  generally.  When  Parliament  has  approved  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  grant  of  150,000  acres  of  land  for  university  pur¬ 
poses,  the  university  will  propose  a  scheme  or  basis  with 
respect  to  the  land,  and  with  respect  to  the  selection  of  the 
land.  Of  course,  the  university  should  obtain  good  land, 
whether  the  Government  would  agree  to  set  aside  a  block  is 
very, doubtful.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  do  so.  That  is 
my  opinion,  speaking  without  prejudice.  The  university 
will  be  anxious  to  sell  its  land.  There  is  no  danger  of  its 
holding  out  for  high  prices,  because  an  infant  university 
will  want  money  as  soon  as  possible.  The  danger  is,  that 
the  institution  may  sell  the  land  at  too  low  prices. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  power 
to  select  land  in  Manitoba.  Could  the  Government,  before 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  other  railway  companies 
which  have  grants  make  their  selection,  set  aside  these 
150,000  acres  ?  If  the  university  is  to  come  in  after  all 
these  railway  companies,  I  am  afraid  it  will  fare  very 
badly. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  plenty  of  land 
for  all. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  what  is  the  order  of  selection.  Could 
the  Government  go  forward  and  make  a  selection  of  land 
without  prejudicing  the  claim  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  under  the  terms  of  the  coutract  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  break  the 
contract.  The  railway  company  will,  of  course,  have  the 
odd-numbered  sections  in  the  railway  belt.  There  is,  how¬ 
ever,  in  the  Red  River  basin,  a  very  large  tract.  There  will 
be  land  enough  to  provide  whatever  difference  may  have  to 
be  supplied,  and  it  is  almost  impossible  that  settlement  or 
appropriation  of  land  would  so  exhaust  the  supply  as  not  to 
leave  enough  land  to  make  up  the  deficiency. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Within  the  railway  bolt  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway, between  the  Rocky  Mountains  and  Winnipeg 
there  are  only  between  9,000,000  and  10,000,000  acres.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  will  be  entitled  to  about 
15,000,000  acres  outside  of  that  belt.  What  if  the  company 
choose  to  take  the  greater  part  of  those  lands  in  Manitoba  ? 
Has  the  Government  enquired  from  the  company  as  to  how 
much  of  those  15,000,000  acres  they  propose  to  select  in 
Manitoba? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Expenses  of  Committees,  Extra  Sessional  Clerks,  etc  , 

House  of  Commons . . .  $13,000 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  some  hon.  gentloman  will  say 
how  many  extra  sessional  clerks  are  employed. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  are  28, 1  think,  altogether — includ¬ 
ing  translators ;  last  year  there  were  29,  and  the  year 
before  30,  I  think. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  At  what  services  aro 
■  they  employed  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  At  different  work  about  the  House,  at 
I  which  they  have  always  been  employed — copying  returns, 
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in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  and 
other  work  under  the  direction  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  returns  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Different  members  ask  for  copies  of 
returns,  which  may  be  brought  down  and  are  not  printed. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Is  it  the  duty  of  these  extra 
clerks  to  make  copies  of  such  returns  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes ;  for  example,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  returns  brought  down  last  night  are  all  being 
copied.  Sometimes  there  are  thousands  of  pages  copied  in 
that  way. 

Mi\  CAMERON  (Huron).  Are  we  entitled  to  have  that 
copying  done  ?  If,  so,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  They  have  been  doing  it  all  along. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Sometimes,  in  the  case  of  returns  which 
are  of  a  local  and  not  of  a  general  character,  the  Printing 
Committee,  instead  of  ordering  them  to  be  printed,  order  a 
copy  to  be  made  for  a  member  who  desires  it. 

Mr.  TROW.  As  I  understand,  it  is  only  done  on  the 
order  of  the  Printing  Committee. 

Mr:  SPEAKER.  If  a  member  wants  a  copy  of  any 
paper  of  that  kind,  he  applies  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House, 
and  if  he  has  any  of  these  extra  clerks  that  he  can  set  at 
work  at  that  duty,  he  does  so.  They  are  employed  under 
the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and  members  are  continually  apply¬ 
ing  for  their  services  in  that  way. 

,  Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  As  I  understand  it,  all  these 
papers  go  before  the  Printing  Committee  in  the  first  place. 
0f  course  those  which  are  printed  are  not  ordered  to  bo 
copied.  But  it  is  a  common  practice,  when  a  return  is  of  a 
local  character,  to  have  it  copied  for  any  member  who  may 
desire  a  copy. 

Contingencies — House  of  Commons..... $24,000 

Mr,  CHARLTON.  What  is  this  increase  of  $1,000  for? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  This  arises  out  of  the  vote  for  postage 
and  telegraphing.  It  is  not  on  account  of  any  increase  in 
the  cost  of  the  telegraphing,  because  that  is  small — it  is  not 
$100  a  year— and  it  is  diminishing.  The  cost  of  postage 
used  to  be  $5,000  some  years  ago,  and  it  was  cut  down  to 
$1,000,  but  that  vote  has  been  exceeded  every  year.  This 
includes  the  cost  of  ^carrying  the  mail  between  here  and 
the  city  post  office,  all  the  foreign  postage  we  pay,  and  all 
the  expenses  connected  with  our  post  office*  It  is  really 
no  increase,  as  the  vote  has  always  been  exceeded.  I 
enquired  into  the  matter  and  obtained  details  of  the  expendi¬ 
tures,  and  as  the  vote  had  been  exceeded  every  year,  I 
thought  it  right  to  ask  the  House  to  vote  the  full  amount 
reqifired.  The  real  expenditure  is  some  $1,600  to  $1,800. 

Library — Salaries,  grant,  purchase  of  works 
on  America,  contingencies,  binding  news¬ 
papers,  etc.... . . . . .  30,350 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  ask  how  much  is  applied 
towards  keeping  up  theLaw  Library,  or  that  portion  which 
is  in  the  Supreme  Court.  I  understand  that  some 
hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  went  to  that  section  of  the 
Library  for  the  purpose  of  consulting  the  reports  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  found  that  they 
had  not  come  down  later  than  ISIS.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  a  very  great  oversight,  becauso  these  reports  are  of  the 
first  importance,  especially  upon  all  questions  of  constitu¬ 
tional  law. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  under 
the  head  of  ‘^Administration  of  Justice,”  on  page  20  of 
the  Estimates,  he  will  find  that  $1,500  has  been  already 
voted  for  the  purchase  of  law  reports  and  text  books  for  the 
Supreme  Court  Library. 

Mr.  WELDON,  Who  has  tho  control  of  these  books  ? 

Mr.  Speaker. 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  Deputy  Minister  of  Justice. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  give  up  the  purchase  of  these 
reports  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  They 
are  of  the  first  possible  consequence  to  members  ;  we  have  to 
refer  to  them  frequently.  Up  to  18*78  the  series  is  com¬ 
plete,  but  since  then  we  have  ceased  to  purchase  them,  for 
some  reason.  I  think  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  ought  to  be  drawn  to  the  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  rather  surprised  to 
hear  that  they  have  not  been  kept  up.  Certainly,  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  that  they  are  of  the 
utmost  importance.  They  would  assist  us  very  much  in 
dealing  with  questions  of  jurisdiction  between  the  local  and 
federal  powers,  and  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  we 
should  have  the  light  which  is  thrown  on  such  questions  by 
the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  These  reports  ought  to 
be  kept  up,  as  well  as  tho  reports  of  the  Privy  Council  of 
England. 

Mr,  WELDON.  I  had  occasion  to  refer  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  reports  on  a  subject  before  Parlia¬ 
ment.  The  volume  I  wanted  was  112,  but  it  was  not  there  ; 
the  latest  was  volume  99,  which  comes  down  to  1878.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  important  that  these  books  should  be 
not  only  in  the  Law  Library,  but  in  the  Parliamentary 
Library,  accessible  to  members. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  A  collection  of  United  States  reports  are 
almost  a  necessity  in  the  Library.  I  fancy  the  difficulty  must 
have  been  in  the  amount  voted  by  the  House.  There  has 
been  constant  complaint  by  persons  who  attend  the 
Supreme  Court  that  the  Library  had  been  divided  and  the 
text  books  sent  to  the  Supreme  Court.  Great  inconvenience 
arises  from  tho  reports  being  in  one  place  and  the  text 
books  in  another.  Parliament  makes  a  grant,  which  is 
expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  who, 
last  year,  tried  to  overcome  the  difficulty  by  devoting  the 
money  to  the  purchase  of  text  books.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Minister  might  consult  the  Minister  of  Justice  as  to  whether 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  increase  the  grant,  in  order  that 
the  United  States  reports  might  be  purchased. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  act  on  the  suggestion  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen,  and  ascertain  if  these  reports  cannot  be  supplied 
out  of  the  appropriation  ;  $10,000  are  voted  for  the  Parlia¬ 
mentary  Library  and  S  1,500  for  the  Law  Library,  and 
judging  from  what  has  fallen  from  the  legal  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken,  it  is  quite  as  important  that  these  reports 
should  be  obtained  as  the  text  books. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  would  be  very  useful  if  we  had  the 
reports  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States — the 
Privy  Council  and  Indian  Appeals  in  the  Parliamentary 
Library  -as  well  as  in  the  Law  Library.  The  cost  would 
not  be  much,  and  they  would  be  a  great  service  to  us  on 
many  questions  which  come  up  in  the  course  of  legislation. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly  there  ought  to 
be  a  copy  here  of  the  reports  the  hon.  gentleman  mentions  ; 
but  whether  there  would  be  any  use  of  duplicating  them,  I 
am  not  so  sure.  It  would  not  do  either  the  bar  or  the  bench 
any  harm  to  walk  up  here  and  look  at  them. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  Library  is  also  very  defective  in 
the  revised  statutes  of  the  various  States.  The  statutes  of 
many  of  the  States  are  not  in  the  Library  at  all,  and  those 
we  have  of  many  of  the  northern  States  are  obsolete.  It 
would  aid  those  who  take  an  interest  in  American  affairs 
if  we  had  a  complete  set  of  the  Government  reports  printed 
at  the  Government  printing  office  at  Washington.  Many 
of  those  reports,  which  are  of  great  interest,  are  not  in  our 
Library  at  all ;  for  instance,  the  report  of  the  Internal 
Commerce  of  the  United  States.  I  have  no  doubt  an 
arrangement  could  be  made  with  the  Government  Printer, 
at  Washington,  for  an  exchange  of  documents,  we  sending 
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our  Blue  Books  there,  and  receiving  all  the  Beports  pub¬ 
lished  there.  A  request  on  the  part  of  the  proper  authori¬ 
ties  here  would  undoubtedly  be  very  courteously  received, 
and  the  whole  set  of  the  reports  furnished  to  us. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  for  the  Library 
Committee.  They  will  attend  to  that,  I  have  no  doubt. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  the  sum  for  the  officers 
of  the  Library  is  pretty  large,  although  there  is  a  reduction. 
I  would  like  to  know  how  many  officials  there  are,  and  what 
salaries  are  paid  to  them  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  was  discussed  last  night.  They 
are  all  enumerated  in  the  Bill  which  has  just  passed  through 
the  House. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  officers  of  that  Library  have 
not  that  knowledge  which  they  ought  to  possess, 
and  which  should  be  at  the  command  of  members 
when  they  seek  information  there.  Some  of  the 
officers,  of  course,  can  tell  you  where  the  books 
can  be  had,  but  some  of  them  are  ignorant  of  the 
duties  they  ought  to  know  and  for  which  they  are 
employed.  Some  effort  ought  to  be  made  on  the  part  of 
those  in  charge  to  see  that  they  are  trained  in  that  respect. 
With  the  exception  of  the  chief  messenger,  who  is  a 
remarkable  man  in  that  respect,  none  of  the  officials  can 
give  the  information  desired.  Of  course,  we  must  make 
allowance  for  Mr.  Todd,  who  is  an  excellent  man  in  his 
way,  but  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  the  clerks  in  the 
Library  do  not  possess  one-half  the  knowledge  of  their 
duties  they  ought  to  possess. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  want  them  to  read  the  books,  so  as  to  inform  the  mem¬ 
bers  what  they  contain  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  They  ought  to  know  where  the  books 
are,  and  where  there  is  so  large  a  number  they  ought  to  be 
detailed  off  into  particular  departments,  I  had,  a  day  or 
two  ago,  to  make  a  search  at  some  length  for  works  on  the 
fishery  question,  and  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  find  one 
who  knew  anything  about  it.  I  have  spoken  to  many 
members,  and  they  all  agree  with  me  that  many  of  the 
clerks  do  not  make  themselves  acquainted  with  the  work 
they  have  to  discharge. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  visit  the  Library  as 
often  as  most  members,  and  never  have  any  difficulty.  The 
Librarian  can  always  point  out  where  a  book  is,  or  where  it 
ought  to  be. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  We  have  been  accustomed  to 
great  things,  in  the  years  gone  by,  in  the  Library,  when  we 
had  an  exceptionally  good  man  in  Mr.  Todd,  who  knew  the 
Library  off  by  heart.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  that  three  of  the  officials  are  efficient, 
and  perhaps  the  most  efficient  one  is  the  chief  messenger. 
In  getting  legal  works,  of  course  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
ascertaining  where  the  books  are;  any  person  can  find 
th*em,  without  assistance ;  but  on  general  questions,  such  as 
those  we  had  to  discuss  this  Session,  we  have  considerable 
difficulty  in  ascertaining  where  the  books  are.  That  is 
owing,  to  some  extent,  to  the  absence  of  Mr.  Todd,  who 
appears  to  have  taken  charge  of  the  portion  of  the  Library 
which  contains  works  on  constitutional  subjects.  Only  one 
or  two  there  know  anything  of  that  department.  Another 
thing  I  have  to  complain  of  is  the  absence  of  books  from 
the  Library.  That  is  not  the  fault  of  the  Librarian,  but  it  is 
the  fault,  in  some  cases,  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  who 
have  had  books  out  for  months.  Some  books  I  desired  to 
get  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session  I  have  not  been  able  to 
get  yet. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  unjust  towards 
the  employes.  My  friend  has  stated  that  none  of  the 


employes,  except  the  first  messenger,  knew  their  business  ; 
that  since  the  demise  of  Mr.  Todd  it  is  impossible  to  find 
any  one  who  can  give  information  about  books  on  con¬ 
stitutional  law. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  did  not  say  so.  I  said  out¬ 
side  three  officials,  including  the  chief  messenger,  it  was 
difficult  to  find  one  who  knew  where  the  books  were. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  since 
Mr.  Todd  left  it  was  hard  to  find  books  in  the  Library, 
especially  on  questions  relating  to  constitutional  law.  There 
is  one  subject  on  which  it  was  impossible  for  the  officials  to 
do  justice  to  the  demands  of  hon.  members,  and  that  was  on 
the  franchise  question,  and  the  reason  of  that  was  the  carry¬ 
ing  out  of  a  little  scheme  by  some  hon.  members,  which 
was  discovered  afterwards.  Half  a  dozen  of  the  books 
treating  on  the  Indian  question  had  been  hidden  behind 
some  medical  works,  so  that  the  employes  could  not  find 
where  they  were  for  a  considerable  time,  and  they  were  not 
to  blame  for  this.  As  to  what  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  said,  about  each  official  being  detailed  to  a 
special  department,  that  is  intended  to  be  carried  out. 
Each  employe  should  be  given  a  special  department- 
With  regard  to  the  ability  of  the  employes,  there 
are  more  than  one  who  thoroughly  understand  their 
business.  I  might  mention  Mr.  Sylvain,  for  instance. 
Consult  him  in  regard  to  any  point  in  the  history 
of  Canada,  and  he  will  be  found  one  of  the  most  efficient 
men  on  that  subject.  Then  there  is  Mr.  Thayne,  of  whom 
I  will  not  say,  as  was  said  of  Mr.  Todd,  that  he  is  a  walking 
library,  but  he  is  one  from  whom  you  can  obtain  satisfac¬ 
tion  upon  every  difficult  question.  I  think  it  is  a  very  good 
suggestion,  and  will  be  a  step  in  the  way  of  progress,  -to 
attribute  to  the  different  officers  of  the  Library  special 
departments,  and  to  arrange  that  these  officers  shall  bo 
succeeded  by  others  in  the  same  department  who  have 
known  and  studied  that  particular  departmert.  Of  course, 
it  is  impossible  for  a  young  man,  who  has  been  only  a  few 
years  in  the  Library,  to  be  au  fait  of  all  the  text  boobs  on 
certain  subjects.  Of  course,  they  are  to  be  helped  by  the 
members  asking  what  they  want,  or  by  the  Librarian  him¬ 
self,  when  members  do  not.  not  know  what  they  would  have 
or  what  they  would  like  to  have.  I  think  the  suggestion 
of  the  Librarian  is  a  very  good  one. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  hon,  gentleman  hinted 
pretty  strongly  that  some  member  in  the  House,  I  do  not 
know  whom,  had  collected  a  lot  of  the  Library  books  on  the 
Indian  question  and  concealed  them  in  the  Library,  where 
no  one  else  could  find  them.  If  he  refers  to  me,  I  deny  it. 
I  concealed  no  books  on  the  Indian  question,  or  any  other 
question. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  knew  the  hon.  gentleman  knew 
everything  about  the  Indian  question. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  But  when  I  tried  to  study 
up  the  Chinese  question,  I  found  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  got  every  book  in  the  Library  on  that  subject,  so  I 
was  obliged,  from  pure  necessity,  to  abandon  my  discussion 
of  that  interesting  portion  of  the  Franchise  Bill  which 
related  to  the  Chinese.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  the  guilty 
person,  who  had  the  books  and  kept  them  out  on  the  Chinese 
question. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  must  plead  guilty  to  that. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  not  sure  that  he  is  not 
the  man  who  had  the  books  on  the  Indian  question. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  difference  is,  that  the  name  of 
the  secretary  of  the  commission  was  entered  for  those  books 
about  the  Chinese,  so  that  the  hon.  gentleman  could  tell 
where  they  were.  I  did  not  accuse  the  hon.  gentleman 
particularly,  but  I  spoke  of  people  taking  books  and  not 
giving  their  names. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  the  presump¬ 
tion  is  very  strong  that  it  was  some  gentleman  on  the  other 
side  who  hid  those  books.  I  am  quite  sure  that  no  man  on 
this  side  hid  either  a  book  or  his  light  under  a  bushel  on  the 
Indian  question.  No  one  knows  that  better  than  the  First 
Minister. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  fear  that  in  this  discussion  we  may 
do  some  injustice  to  the  employes  in  the  Library.  Not 
only  have  we  lost  the  Librarian,  but  we  have  lost  by  death 
Mr.  Campbell ;  Mr.  Todd  has  left  us  for  a  time,  and  Mr. 
Fletcher  was  unable  to  attend  to  his  duty  during  most  of 
the  winter,  on  account  of  illness.  Thus,  three  or  four  of  the 
most  efficient  men  in  the  Library  were  removed,  and  the 
delay  of  the  Government  in  filling  the  position  of  Librarian 
led  to  a  certain  amount  of  disorganisation  in  the  affairs  of 
the  Library.  We  have  a  number  of  good  men  in  that 
Library.  The  ability  is  not  by  any  means  confined  to  the 
Chief  Messenger.  There  are  Mr.  Sylvain,  Mr.  Thayne,  the 
chief  messenger,  and  others.  There  are  some  others,  who  can¬ 
not  bo  supposed  to  be  as  familiar  with  their  duties  as  they  will 
be  in  time;  but  we  may  blame  the  Government  as  much  as 
any  one  else  for  their  delay  in  filling  the  office  of  Chief 
Librarian.  It  is  true  that  they  have  now  endeavored  to 
make  up  for  it  by  giving  us  a  double  head ;  but  I  fear  that 
that  will  not  make  up  for  the  loss  of  time  and  the  disorgan¬ 
isation  due  to  their  own  want  of  promptness  in  the  matter. 
I  believe  most  of  the  staff  in  the  Library  are  efficient  men, 
some  of  them  remarkably  efficient  men ;  and  it  is  due  rather 
to  the  loss  of  the  three  or  four  who  have  either  died  or  gone 
than  to  lack  of  ability  in  those  who  remain  if  there  has  been 
any  ground  of  complaint. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  quite  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  as  to  the  efficiency  of  Mr.  Sylvain.  He  is  a 
thoroughly  competent  officer  in  his  own  particular  depart¬ 
ment.  The  same  may  be  said  of  Mr.  Thayne,  Mr.  Fletcher  and 
Mr.  Todd,  and  Mr.  Casault  is  eminently  efficient.  But  Mr. 
Fletcher  has  been  away  on  account  of  illness,  and  Mr.  Todd 
has  been  sent  away  on  military  duty,  and  we  have,  of  course, 
suffered  inconvenience  in  consequence. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Would  the  Secretary  of  State 
please  give  the  names  of  those  works  on  Indians  which  were 
hidden.  I  am  sure  there  is  a  very  imperfect  understanding 
of  that  question  on  that  side  of  the  House,  and  if  we  knew 
the  names  of  the  books  we  might  be  able  to  give  them  some 
farther  information  on  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  CHAPLE  \U.  The  books  have  been  found. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
must  have  hidden  them,  for  thoy  appear  tired  of  the  sub¬ 
ject,  and  we  are  not  at  all. 

Printing,  printing  paper  and  book-binding .  $80,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  cause  of 
the  increase  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  explanation  of  the  increase  of 
$10,000  is  given  by  Mr.  Hartney,  the  Clerk  of  the  Printing 
Committee,  who  says  this  increased  estimate  is  required 
because  the  distribution  list  is  continually  being  enlarged  on 
demands  made  and  authorised  by  the  House,  I  suppose  on 
recommendation  of  the  Printing  Committee  on  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  members  of  the  House;  secondly,  from  the  very 
largo  edition  of  documents  of  public  interest  which  are  being 
printed,  that  is,  the  number  of  returns,  which  have  been 
much  larger  of  late  than  in  former  years ;  and  thirdly, 
from  the  increased  number  of  blue  books  issued  by  the 
Departments,  many  of  them  containing  expensive  maps,  and 
the  expenses  connected  with  the  preparation  of  the  maps. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  This  is  all,  I  understand, 
within  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Chapleau. 
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Mr.  CASEY.  I  suppose  this  covers  the  printing  of  the 
reports  distributed  to  us  during  the  Session,  does  it  not  ? 

Mi\  BOWELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  think  the  grant  for  the  printing  of 
these  blue  books  and  reports  is  judiciously  distributed. 
We  could  get  very  large  numbers  of  some  of  these  books  that 
are  of  very  little  use  to  us,  but  of  those  that  are  most  useful 
I  do  not  think  we  could  get  enough.  I  think  the  more  we 
can  get  of  those  particular  reports  and  books,  most 
necessary  to  the  public  interest,  the  better  it  will  be.  For 
instance,  the  Public  Accounts,  the  Auditor  General’s  Report, 
the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  and  documents  of  that 
kind,  are  so  generally  useful  that  I  think  the  Government 
should  distribute  a  considerable  number  of  them  amongst 
the  people.  They  are  the  Government’s  statements  of  their 
dealings  with  the  people’s  funds  during  the  year,  especially 
the  Public  Accounts.  On  the  other  hand,  we  have,  for 
instance,  an  immense  number  of  returns  about  mortuary 
statistics  this  year,  and  things  of  that  kind,  of  which  we 
can  get  an  unlimited  number,  but  of  documents  that  are 
most  useful  we  do  not  want  to  be  told,  when  we  enquire  for 
them,  that  the  supply  is  run  out. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  a  peculiar  principle  laid  down 
for  the  printing  of  all  these  documents  and  their  distribu¬ 
tion  to  each  member.  I  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
attempted  to  lay  down  a  classification  to  meet  his  own  pai’- 
ticular  views,  he  would  find  that  there  are  others  who  take 
an  especial  interest  in  the  very  subjects  which  he  thinks  of 
the  least  use.  It  would  hardly  do  to  say  that  you  should 
have  a  dozen  copies  each  of  the  Public  Accounts  and  only 
one  of  Mortuary  Statistics.  There  are  others  who  take  a 
deep  interest  in  mortuary  statistics,  and  most  every  doctor 
in  the  country  would  like  to  have  one  of  them. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  not  speaking  of  my  own  taste  in  the 
matter,  but  I  take  it  for  granted  that  there  is  no  public 
document  which  so  many  people  would  like  to  see  as  the 
Public  Accounts.  It  is  natural  that  more  people  should 
wish  to  see  the  statements  of  how  the  money  has  been 
expended  during  the  past  year  than  any  other  statement 
that  can  be  laid  before  the  House.  I  have  never  been  able 
to  get  more  than  four  or  five  of  these  copies  in  the  course 
of  a  year.  We  only  get  two  distributed  to  us,  but  I  can 
generally  get  two  or  three  extra  copies  at  the  distribution 
office.  Supposing  we  got  five  copies  every  year.  My  constitu¬ 
ency  comprises  over  5,000  voters— and  some  other  gentle¬ 
men  represent  still  larger  constituencies — and  what  are 
five  copies  of  the  Public  Accounts  amongst  so  many  voters  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
the  printing  of  the  Geological  Report  is  included  in  this 
expenditure  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  I  think  it  is  not,  because,  as  a  rule,  that 
is  not  done  under  the  parliamentary  contract. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Formerly,  the  practice  was  to  charge  it  in 
the  Geological  vote,  and  that  was  done  because  the  Geologi¬ 
cal  Branch  was  in  Montreal,  and  from  the  highly  scientific 
character  of  a  great  deal  of  the  information  there  given, fit 
was  thought  necessary  to  have  it  printed  where  the  proof 
sheets  could  be  read  by  some  one  connected  with  the 
Department.  Now,  that  Department  is  transferred  to 
Ottawa,  and  there  is  no  longer  any  reason  why  the  printing 
of  that  report  should  not  bo  done  by  the  contract  printers. 
Can  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  us  were  that  report  is  printed  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  printed  in  Montreal  and  bears 
Dawson’s  impress,  but  the  work  is  done  at  the  Gazette  office 
in  Montreal. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  thia  report  was  printed  in  Montreal 
the  vote  was  defended  in  Parliament  on  the  ground  which 
my  hon.  friend  behind  mo  has  stated,  but  the  reason  for 
printing  the  report  in  Montreal  no  longer  exists,  and  now 
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that  the  office  has  been  moved  to  Ottawa  the  printing  still 
goes  on  at  Montreal.  It  seems  extraordinary  that  the 
printing  should  still  be  sent  away  from  Ottawa  to  be  done 
at  Montreal. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  All  I  can  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  is, 
that  I  question  very  much,  without  disparaging  the  Queen’s 
printers,  whether  they  are  in  a  position  to  turn  out  a  piece 
of  work  like  that  Geological  Report.  I  am  not  combat¬ 
ting  the  idea  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  printing 
should  be  done  here,  I  think  the  suggestion  is  a  very  good 
one,  but  in  doing  that  the  printers  should  be  told  distinctly 
that  they  must  prepare  themselves  for  turning  out  work  of 
that  character.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  very  well  that 
the  work  done  for  Parliament,  even  to  the  printing  of  the 
statutes,  is  not  anything  like  equal  to  that  which  is  done  in 
England  or  the  United  States.  So  inferior  is  the  printing 
of  the  statutes  that  those  who  are  judges  feel  almost 
ashamed  to  send  their  exchanges  to  the  United  States  or  to 
England.  I  hope  that,  in  future,  the  contract  will  be  such 
as  to  compel  the  printers  to  turn  out  work  which  will  be 
creditable  to  the  country,  and  I  hope  that  in  the  future  the 
Geological  Report  may  be  printed  here  instead  of  sending 
it  away.  Bat  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  this  particular 
job,  this  particular  piece  of  work,  has  always  been  done  in 
the  city  of  Montreal  by  Mr.  Dawson,  or  supervised  by  him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  should  correct  his  phrase,  and  strike  off  the  word 
“job,”  in  regard  to  this  work. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  mean  to  use  the  word  “job  ”  in 
the  sense  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is  constantly  using 
it.  The  printers  always  speak  of  a  piece  of  work  like  this 
as  a  job,  and  I  use  the  printers’  phrase.  Any  piece  of  work 
is  designated  by  a  printer  as  a  job,  but  not  a  corrupt  job,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  insinuates. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  at  all  object  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  phrase ;  I  was  objecting  to  his  correcting  his 
phrase.  I  have  only  to  say  that  if  we  are  to  be  told 
that  our  contractors  cannot  turn  out  as  good  work  as  the 
job  office  of  a  newspaper,  let  us  learn  it.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  our  statutes  or  blue  books  are  very  nicely  printed, 
for  I  never  thought  so ;  but  it  is  not  necessary  that  they 
should  be  printed  in  the  same  style  and  upon  similar  paper 
to  the  Geological  Survey  Reports.  I  presume  there  were 
special  directions  givea  with  respect  to  such  jobs,  and 
special  arrangements  made.  There  must  have  been  such, 
in  order  to  produce  the  results.  The  difficulty  is  the  one  to 
which  I  have  referred,  namely,  that  we  were  told  for  years 
it  was  necessary  the  Geological  Survey  Report  should  be 
printed  at  the  place  where  the  office  was  situated.  The 
office  has  been  moved,  and  yet  the  printing  continues  to  be 
d  me  in  the  old  locality. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  remember  discussing  this  question  with 
Mr.  Selwyn,  the  head  of  the  Geological  branch  ;  and  ho  gave 
as  a  reason  for  having  the  report  printed  in  Montreal,  that 
each  member  of  the  staff  could  have  an  opportunity  of  cor¬ 
recting  his  own  productions  and  so  reducing  the  number  of 
mistakes.  Although  the  Geological  branch  has  been  moved 
here,  the  departmental  printing  has  been  still  done  in  Mon¬ 
treal.  It  ought  be  done  here. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  If  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  turn  to  page  209  of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report, 
they  will  discover  that  the  work  was  done  by  the  Montreal 
Gazette ,  and  not  by  Dawson  Brothers.  From  an  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  account  published  in  full,  it  appears  that  there  is 
quite  a  job  in  connection  with  the  printing  of  the  Geological 
Report,  for  I  find  there  were  3,500  copies  printed  at  prices 
very  much  in  excess  of  those  which  would  have  been  paid 
to  the  contractor  had  the  work  been  done  here.  Further¬ 
more,  I  do  not  see  why  the  contractors  could  not  have  pro¬ 
duced  as  good  work  as  that  produced  by  the  Montreal 


Gazette.  I  do  not  see  any  difficulty  about  that  matter.  The 
printing  is  improved  more  by  the  use  of  a  better  quality  of 
paper  than  by  anything  else.  If  the  contractors 
here  were  furnished  with  a  better  quality  of 
paper  the  work  could  be  done  as  creditably  as  it  was 
done  by  the  Montreal  Gazette  at  the  Montreal  rate.  This 
matter  has  been  discussed  somewhat  in  the  newspapers. 
The  Montreal  Gazette  and  Toronto  Mail  have  contend¬ 
ed  that  the  work  was  done  at  a  much  lower  rate  than 
the  blue  books  show  was  paid.  The  Mail  has  stated  that 
35  cents  was  the  price  paid  for  composition,  and  the  Montreal 
Gazette  has  made  the  same  statement.  I  was  not  astonished 
that  organs  of  the  Government,  especially  the  Gazette, 
which  was  very  much  interested  in  the  matter,  should  mis¬ 
represent  the  statement  published  in  the  Blue  Books.  Instead 
of  35  cents  being  the  rate  paid  for  composition,  1  will  read 
the  amount  paid  as  stated  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report : 
Composition,  181,000  ems,  plain,  at  50  cents;  434,000  ems, 
at  75  cents ;  25,000  ems,  tabular,  at  $1 ;  the  average  amount 
paid  on  640,000  ems  being  69  cents.  Yet  the  Toronto 
Mail  and  the  Montreal  Gazette  said  that  the  work  was 
done  for  35  cents  per  1,000  ems,  and  it  will  be  apparent  to 
the  committe  that  this  matter  was  totally  misrepresented, 
and  that  double  the  price  was  paid  by  the  Government  for 
the  work.  The'same  may  be  said  with  respect  to  the  press- 
work.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  page  211  of 
the  report.  In  referring  to  this  matter  the  Auditor  General 
thus  writes  to  the  Director  of  the  Geological  Survey : 

“  Please  let  me  know  why  your  report  for  1880-1-2  and  Prof.  Macouk’s 
catalogue  were  printed  by  the  Montreal  Gazette  instead  of  by  the  con¬ 
tractors  at  Ottawa.  I  ask  the  question  on  account  of  the  difference  in 
rates — about  $790.10.” 

That  is  about  the  amount  which  the  Auditor  General 
estimates  as  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  the  work  as 
it  was  done  and  what  it  would  have  cost  here.  If  the  facts 
are  closely  investigated  by  a  practical  man  it  will  appear  that 
a  very  much  larger  sum  was  paid  for  the  work,  in  excess  of 
what  would  have  been  paid  under  the  contract,  than  this 
sum  of  $790. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order, 
This  does  not  arise  under  the  item  at  present  being  dis¬ 
cussed. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  have  just  about  con¬ 
cluded.  In  answer  to  the  enquiry  made  by  the  Auditor 
General,  the  Director  of  the  Geological  Survey  replied  as 
follows  : — 

“  The  report  was  printed  at  the  Gazette  office  by  authority  of  the 
Minister.  The  rate  is  greater  than  contract  rates,  but  not  greater 
than  what  are  known  as  ‘  Ontario  rates  ’  and  ‘  special  rates,’  which  are 
paid  for  ‘  first-class  work.’  ” 

I  have  had  considerable  difficulty  in  ascertaining  what  this 
Ontario  rate  means.  It  seems  to  be  changed  in  order  to 
suit  the  purposes  of  the  Government.  1  suggest  that 
expenditures  of  this  kind  for  the  purpose  of  subsidising  a 
Government  organ  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  any  longer.  If 
printing  is  to  be  done,  it  should  be  done  by  the  contractor 
here,  at  contract  rates.  If  the  Montreal  Gazette  cannot 
live  without  getting  jobs  of  this  kind,  the  sooner  it  goes  to 
the  wall  the  better.  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  that  a  newspaper  should  be  supported  by  jobs  of  this 
kind.  This  is  not  the  only  one,  as  the  committee  will  find 
out  before  we  get  through  the  Estimates.  The  contractor 
here  could  do  the  work  just  as  creditably  and  at  a  much 
lower  rate. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  differ  entirely  from  the  position 
taken  by  the  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville). 
He  does  not  see  why  a  Government  organ  should  get  any 
of  the  benefits  derivable  from  public  printing.  I  do  not  see 
that  because  the  Gazette  happens  to  endorse  and  represent, 
as  it  does  very  well,  the  views  of  the  Government,  it  should 
be  deprived  of  fair  competition  for  any  portion  of  the 
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public  service.  I  am  somewhat  interested  myself  as  a 
newspaper  publisher.  I  have  not  derived  much  benefit  yet  so 
far  as  Government  jobs,  as  they  are  tcalled,  are  concerned. 
But  I  am  like  a  celebrated  party  we  have  heard  of,  “  I 
hopes  to  be  some  time  or  other.”  I  do  not  think  it  is 
likely  I  will  get  much  from  this  Administration,  because  I 
am  not  a  Government  organ,  nor  is  the  paper  with  which  I  am 
connected  a  Government  organ.  Sometimes  we  strike  at 
one  side  and  sometimes  at  the  other.  With  regard  to  the 
Gazette  and  its  work,  from  what  I  have  seen  of  it  I  believe 
it  does  it  well,  and  from  what  the  Auditor-General  says  with 
regard  to  the  prices  charged,  that  they  are  only  equivalent 
to  the  prices  charged  by  the  Ontario  Government,  I  do  not 
think  very  much  can  be  said  against  the  Gazette  getting  a 
fair  share  of  the  patronage  which  the  Government  may 
have  to  give.  I  do  not  believe  in  putting  everything  into 
the  hands  of  the  one  firm  which  gets  so  large  a  share  of  the 
printing  in  this  country ;  and  I  do  not  think  that 
the  contractors  are  prepared  to  execute  the  work 
in  the  same  shape  that  the  Gazette  has  done  the  report  of 
the  Geological  Survey.  I  have  heard  numerous  opinions 
upon  it,  and  I  believe  that  the  work  has  been  creditably 
performed,  and  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant 
(  Mr.  Somerville),  who  is  a  good  judge,  will  say  that  the 
prices  are  excessive.  I  differ  from  those  who  say  that  all 
this  work  should  go  into  the  hands  of  one  individual.  I 
should  like  to  get  a  share  myself;  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  say  they  would  not  like  it,  for  I  would  ;  but  I  am 
afraid  there  is  little  chance  of  my  getting  it.  I  do  not  like, 
however,  to  hear  the  profession  to  which  I  have  recently 
attached  myself  attacked,  and  I  think,  from  the  way  the 
Gazette  supports  the  Administration,  it  is  well  entitled  to  a 
share,  if  anything  is  going,  provided  they  do  it  as  cheaply 
as  others  in  the  same  line,  as  I  believe  they  do.  That,  at 
all  events,  is  the  opinion  of  the  public,  and  though  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  does  not  often  take  my  advice  I  will  give  them 
my  advice  on  this  occasion :  it  costs  them  nothing,  and 
perhaps  they  will  say  it  is  worth  nothing ;  but  at  any  rate 
I  say  I  would  not  give  all  the  printing  into  the  hands  of  one 
office,  nor  would  I  expect  outside  firms,  such  as  the  Gazette, 
to  do  the  work  even  as  cheaply  as  the  firm  which  gets  so 
enormous  an  amount  of  work,  and  does  it  on  so  large  a  scale, 
and  can  do  it  cheaper.  I  think  it  was  a  mistake  of  the 
Government  to  put  all  that  patronage  out  of  their  hands  in 
that  way,  and  when  I  am  Premier,  as  I  expect  to  be,  though 
hon.  gentlemen  do  not  seem  to  think  so,  1  will  try  a  change 
in  that  arrangement,  and  give  a  fair  share  all  around. 

Mx\  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  think  that  I  was  speaking  disparagingly  of  the  work ; 
but  I  did  not  do  so.  I  think  it  was  a  creditable  job.  But  I 
think,  also,  that  so  far  as  the  execution  of  that  work  is  con¬ 
cerned,  there  are  other  offices  which  could  do  the  work 
just  as  well ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  office  which  is 
now  controlled  by  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  North¬ 
umberland,  can  turn  out  just  as  nice  a  job  as  the  Gazette. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  Herald  turns  out  good  work,  but 
I  am  afraid  they  have  not  much  chance  of  getting  the 
work. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  Perhaps  the  competition 
which  he  speaks  of  will  take  place  between  the  Gazette  and 
the  Herald  next  year ;  and  if  they  get  at  loggerheads  the 
country  will  profit  by  the  competition ;  but  we  have  com¬ 
petition  with  regard  to  this  printing.  It  is  all  let  by  ten¬ 
der.  The  contract  was  awarded  to  certain  contractors,  and 
they  have  a  right  to  demand  that  they  should  have  this 
work.  As  we  all  know,  they  have  sued  the  Government, 
in  years  gone  by,  on  account  of  work  which  was  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  contract  having  gone  to  other  parties, 
and  for  this  job  itself  they  have  a  right  to  demand 
recompense  for  its  being  taken  from  them  and  given  to  the 
Gazette.  I  do  not  believe,  with  my  hon.  friend,  that  this 
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work  should  be  divided  up  amongst  the  newspapers  or 
printing  offices  that  support  the  Government.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  conducive  to  the  public  interest  that  such 
a  system  of  corruption  should  be  established,  by  any  Gov¬ 
ernment.  It  has  been  established,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
by  this  Government,  as  we  all  know,  but  the  sooner  it  is 
put  a  stop  to  the  better.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the 
Auditor  General  had  stated  that  this  work  was  done  at 
Ontario  Government  rates.  Tbe  Auditor  General  said 
nothing  of  the  kind,  nor  did  I  read  that  he  did  so.  I  said 
that  the  Director  General  of  the  survey  had  said,  in  reply 
to  a  letter  inquiring  of  him  why  this  work  was  given  to  the 
Gazette  at  exorbitant  prices,  instead  of  the  contractors,  that 
the  Minister  had  instructed  that  this  should  be  done. 
Furthermore,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  a 
Report  of  the  Treasury  Board,  on  page  10,  which  has  some 
bearing  on  this  and  other  work  which  may  be  done  by  out¬ 
side  printers: 

“  Extract  from  the  Minutes  of  a  Meeting  of  the  Treasury  Board,  held 
October  28,  1884,  approved  by  the  Governor  in  Council, 

November  2,  1884. 

“  The  Board  had  under  consideration  a  letter  from  the  Auditor-General 
referring  to  the  discussion  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  respecting 
public  printing  done  otherwise  than  by  the  contractors,  and  requesting 
a  ruling  from  the  Treasury  Board  thereon. 

“  The  Board,  on  careful  consideration  of  the  subject,  recommended  to 
Council  that  whenever  printing  is  done  by  others  than  the  contractors, 
tbe  rates  to  be  charged  should  be  the  current  rates  for  work  of  the  same 
magnitude  at  the  place  where  the  printing  is  performed.” 

That  certainly  will  give  very  extensive  latitude  to  the 
printers  to  charge  what  they  please  for  any  work  which 
may  be  given  them  by  the  favoritism  of  the  Government. 
Every  man  of  them,  after  this,  is  to  be  entitled  to  his  own 
prices,  and  this  old  cry  about  the  Ontario  rates  is  to  be 
dropped.  There  will  bo  no  audit  of  the  accounts  in  the 
future.  There  has  been  something  like  an  audit  heretofore, 
by  the  Queen’s  Printer,  but  in  future  every  man  is  to  fix 
his  own  price,  as  the  Treasury  Board  has  ordered,  and  is  to 
get  his  own  price ;  so  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  will  have  a  “  fat  take,”  if  the  Montreal 
Herald ,  as  it  probably  may,  should  get  hold  of  some  of  this 
printing.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  gets  the  rate  which  has 
been  paid  the  last  three  or  four  years  for  this  work,  and  if 
he  gets  a  sufficient  quantity  of  it,  I  can  assure  him  he  will 
soon  become  a  rich  man. 

Mr,  MITCHELL.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks 
my  prospects  are  so  good.  I  differ  from  him,  however, 
when  he  says  that  they  can  charge  what  they  like.  I  take 
it,  from  the  report  he  read,  that  the  rates  are  to  be  the 
current  rates  of  the  place  in  which  the  work  is  done. 
Now,  there  is  no  place  in  the  Dominion  where  there 
are  so  many  newspapers  and  job  offices  as  in  the  city 
of  Montreal,  where  the  competition  is  so  great  or 
where  the  printing  is  done  so  cheap.  I  only  hope 
that  his  predictions  about  the  Herald  getting  a  share  of  this 
work  will  bo  realised.  Knowing  his  experience  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  that  branoh  of  business,  1  place  a  great  deal  of 
value  on  the  statement  he  has  made,  and  I  consider  myself 
in  a  better  position  than  I  was  half  an  hour  ago.  The  only 
drawback  is,  that  I  do  not  think  I  am  likely  to  get  much 
from  this  Government,  because  any  man  who  takes  the 
position  of  a  free  critic,  as  I  do — hon.  gentlemen  may 
laugh,  but  it  is  so — any  person  taking  an  independent  posi¬ 
tion  as  a  free  critic— of  course  I  vote  ottener  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  than  with  the  Opposition,  but  it  is  because  their 
measures  and  principles  are  better,  and  not  on  account  of 
any  proclivities  in  their  favor,  any  more  than  in  favor  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  do  not  think  they  give  me 
much  credit  for  it,  or  may  pay  much  attention  to  what  I 
say,  but  now  that  their  attention  has  been  called  to  it,  I  hope 
that  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Benches  will  bear  this 
in  mind,  and  that  if  there  are  any  stray  jobs  to  be  given  that 
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the  Herald  Company,  of  which  I  am  a  shareholder,  will  get 
its  shai’O. 

Mr.  BL4.KE.  Nobody  can  object,  after  this,  that  if  any¬ 
thing  is  given  to  the  Herald  Publishing  Company  it  was 
not  after  public  tender.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
when  he  compared  the  position  of  tho  Montreal  Herald  and 
that  of  the  Montreal  Gazette  reminded  me  a  little  of  the 
way  they  drive  sledges  in  Russia.  We  will  suppose  that 
there  is  a  great  car,  in  which  the  Prime  Minister  is  seated, 
drawn  by  a  pair  of  horses ;  one  is  driving  along  with  a 
good,  steady,  hack  'trot,  like  the  Gazette ;  the  other  goes 
curvetting, j  and  capering,  and  kicking  up  a  row,  but  ho 
pulls  to  the  sledge  all  the  same.  They  are  both  subject  to 
the  whip,  and  they  are  both  entitled  to  the  feed  of  oats. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  is  a  rare  event  to  find  a  discussion 
taking  place  in  this  House  in  which  so  much  amusement  is 
created  on  a  very  small  subject,  and  all  I  can  say  to  my 
hon.  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  Houso,  with  whom  I 
sometimes  sympathise  and  occasionally  vote,  is  that  if  the 
remarks  of  their  leader  give  them  any  satisfaction,  I  am 
glad  they  have  got  some.  What  troubles  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  in  his  simile  is,  that  the  Herald,  instead  of  using 
the  whip  on  the  horses,  uses  it  on  some  of  the  guests  ;  and 
if  he  occasionally  applies  the  lash  to  the  Herald,  I  am  pre¬ 
pared  to  accept  the  joke  that  he  has  perpetrated  at  my 
expense  with  the  same  good  nature  that  he  has  given  it ; 
and  if  the  Herald  should  not,  in  the  future,  get  any  of  these 
jobs,  it  will  be  because  there  is  no  public  tender.  I  am  no 
hypocrite  in  this  matter  ;  I  do  not  beat  about  the  bush  ; 

1  am  prepared  to  criticise  in  the  public  interest  when  there 
is  a  necessity  for  it,  and  I  am  prepared,  as  a  printer,  to  do 
any  work  that  is  given  me  or  that  I  can  get  honestly. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  do  not  wonder  at  the 
hon.  gentleman  saying  that  occasionally  these  newspapers 
apply  the  lash  to  the  guests,  for  the  simple  reason  that  they 
are  paid  well  by  the  Government  to  do  so,  and  they  would 
be  acting  a  very  poor  part,  after  all  tho  pap  they  get  from 
the  Govei’nment,  if  they  did  not  apply  the  lash  occasionally 
to  those  opposed  to  the  Government ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  Montreal  Herald  will  succeed  in  ingratiating  itself  into 
the  good  will  of  the  Government  and  secure  a  proper  share 
of  the  Government  patronage,  if  this  system  is  to  be  con¬ 
tinued.  However,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  great  deal  to 
learn  yet  in  the  printing  line  before  he  knows  all  about  the 
business. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  would  be  glad  to  got  any  hints  you 
can  give  me. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  am  going  to  give  you 
some  now.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  interpretation  of  this 
clause  in  the  report  of  the  Treasury  Board  would  not  be 
workable,  because  if  the  work  is  given,  say  to  the  Montreal 
Herald,  how  is  the  Minister  to  ascertain  the  current  rates 
at  the  place  where  the  work  is  performed  ?  Would  he 
have  to  go  around  to  all  the  numerous  publication  offices  in 
the  city  of  Montreal  and  take  his  report  with  him,  after  it 
was  printed,  and  ask  them  how  much  they  would  have 
charged  if  they  had  been  favored  with  the  work.  That  would 
be  a  nice  business  transaction.  The  only  way  to  get  at  the 
current  rates  where  the  work  is  done  is  to  ask  for  tenders 
at  that  place.  I  think  the  committee  will  see  the  absurdity 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  interpretation  of  this  clause,  and 
that  the  statement  1  make  is  perfectly  correct,  and  the  only 
solution  of  the  paragraph,  that  the  work  is  to  be  given  out 
to  the  favorites  of  the  Government — aud  they  are  to  charge 
just  what  they  please.  There  is  generally  a  cordial  feeling 
existing  between  printers  in  the  same  locality.  In 
the  city  of  Montreal,  I  have  no  doubt  my  hon.  friend 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  will 
be  found  to  work  in  harmony  with  regard  to  the  prices 
charged  for  work.  And,  if  the  hon.  member  for  North- 
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umberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  should  happen  to  get  the  Geo¬ 
logical  Report  next  year,  and  the  Minister  referred  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  as  to  whether  he  was  charged 
too  much  for  it,  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
would  certainly  say  :  The  Gazette  got  this  job  the  year 
before,  and  it  is  nothing  but  fair  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  should  get  it  this  year,  and  he  did  not 
charge  too  much.  The  Minister  would  at  once,  of  course, 
conclude  that  he  was  acting  in  accordance  with  this  clause 
in  the  report,  and  that  the  printing  was  done  at  the  current 
rates  at  the  place  where  the  work  was  performed.  It  is 
impossible  to  arrive  at  any  other  conclusion  than  that  the 
intention  of  this  clause  is  that  the  work  should  be  given  out 
to  favorites,  and  that  the  price  should  be  the  price  fixed  by 
the  men  who  do  the  work,  without  reference  to  current  rates 
at  all. 

Mr,  BO  WELL.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  is  judg¬ 
ing  others  by  himself,  and  is  giving  an  illustration  of  the 
saying  of  the  poet  that  “  suspicion  haunts  the  guilty  mind.” 
It  is  unfortunate  that  the  hon.  gentleman  scarcely  ever 
discusses  a  question  relating  to  printing  without  indulging  in 
very  extravagant  language.  He  put  words  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  mouth  which  are  not  to  be  found  in  tho  letter 
before  us.  He  told  us  the  Auditor  General  asked  Mr.  Selwyn 
why  this  work  was  done  in  Montreal  at  such  “  exorbitant  ” 
rates.  The  Auditor  General  said  nothing  of  the  kind.  The 
only  question  asked  by  him  was  why  tho  work  was  done  in 
Montreal,  costing  so  much  more  than  it  would  have  cost  if  it 
had  been  done  by  the  parliamentary  printer.  Neither  did  the 
Auditor  General  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  work  was 
of  a  superior  character  to  that  done  by  the  parliamentary 
printer  at  contract  rates  ;  nor  did  he  ask  whether  any  por¬ 
tion  of  that  work  was  of  a  first-class  character,  or  of  a 
technical  character  ;  and  my  hon.  friend  knows  very  well 
that  all  these  Geological  Reports,  and  works  of  that  class, 
cost  a  larger  sum  per  1,000  ems  than  the  ordinary  book  work 
which  is  given  to  job  offices.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he 
was  unable  to  ascertain  what  was  meant  by  the  words 
“  Ontario  rate.”  I  scarcely  think  that  my  hon.  friend  was 
honest  or  sincere  in  that ;  or,  rather,  I  will  not  accuse  him 
of  being  so  ignorant  as  not  to  know  what  is  meant  by  an 
“  Ontario  rate.”  The  question  has  frequently  beon  discussed 
before,  and  it  was  distinctly  understood  by  everybody  who 
knows  anything  of  printing,  to  mean  the  rates  the  Ontario 
Government  pays  under  its  contract  for  printing,  and  I  have 
every  reason  to  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says,  also,  that  there  is  no  audit.  Now, 
there  is  no  account  paid  for  any  work  done  which  has  not 
to  be  certified  to  by  the  Queen’s  Printer,  whose  duty  it  is 
to  ascertain  whether  the  prices  charged  by  any  printer  in 
any  part  of  the  counti-y  who  has  been  entrusted  with  the 
work  were  the  current  rates.  We  all  know  what  current 
rates  of  printing  mean.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Brant 
was  a  little  facetious  when  he  said  it  would  be  a  nice  thing 
for  tho  Minister  to  go  round  from  office  to  office,  after  the 
work  was  done,  and  ask  at  what  price  this  or  that  man 
would  do  it.  He  knows,  when  the  work  is  ordered  to  be 
done  by  a  Minister  or  by  the  Department,  it  is  the  duty  of 
his  officer  to  see,  first,  that  the  work  is  done  according  to 
the  order  given;  and  secondly,  that  no  more  is  paid,  under 
the  wording  of  the  order  of  the  Treasury  Board,  than  the 
current  rates.  The  reason  the  order  was  passed  was  this, 
that  accounts  were  coming  in  from  various  places  for  work 
not  included  in  the  contract,  at  prices  that  were  exorbitant, 
and  it  was  deemed  advisable  to  provide  that  classes  of  work 
which  did  not  come  within  the  meaning  of  the  contract 
should  not  be  paid  more  than  would  be  charged  for  the 
same  kind  of  work  done  for  the  ordinary  publisher 
or  private  individual.  That  is  what  is  meant  by  those 
J  terms.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  that  no  job 
printer  is  permitted  to  charge  what  he  pleases.  If  he 
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thinks  that  is  the  meaning  of  the  Order  in  Council  he  is 
greatly  mistaken. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  That  is  what  the  Order 
in  Council  will  lead  to.  Whoever  audits  the  accounts 
will  have  to  ascertain  what  the  rates  are  in  any  particular 
place  where  this  outside  work  is  done,  if  he  is  to  audit  the 
accounts  properly.  With  regard  to  my  seeking  to  mis¬ 
represent  what  the  Auditor  General  stated,  the  fact  that  I 
read  the  sentence  contained  in  the  Auditor  General’s  letter, 
not  once  but  twice,  and  also  the  reply  of  the  Director- 
General  of  the  Geological  Survey,  shows  that  I  did  not  wish 
to  misrepresent  or  put  any  words  in  the  mouths  of  the 
Auditor  General  or  the  Director-General  of  the  Survey.  I 
say  it  was  an  exorbitant  charge,  and  I  am  prepared  to 
prove  that  by  the  report  of  the  Auditor  General.  On  page 
209  of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  you  have  the  items  of 
the  account,  amounting  to  $2,876.14.  If  you  take  off  the 
amount  which  the  Auditor  General  says  was  an  over-charge, 
an  amount  greater  than  would  have  been  charged  had  the 
work  been  done  by  the  regular  contractors — we  find  he 
deducted  $790.10.  On  a  job  amounting  to  $2,786,  an  over¬ 
charge  of  $790  is  monstrous. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  think  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
appreciate  what  is  required  of  them  in  connection  with  this 
question.  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  whenever  it  has 
been  shown  that  printing  has  been  given  to  anybody  else 
than  the  contractors,  at  higher  rates  than  the  contract  rates, 
the  transaction  is  prima  facie  a  job  and  the  burden  of  proof 
rests  with  those  who  have  diverted  the  printing  to  show 
that  the  transaction  is  justifiable.  The  only  reason 
given  for  the  diversion  of  the  work  to  outside  parties 
is  that  the  Minister  of  Customs  thinks  that  the  work  could 
not  be  done  as  well  by  the  departmental  printers.  There 
is  no  proof  of  that  assertion.  Even  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  with  his  knowledge  of  printing  and 
job  offices,  might  be  mistaken  in  giving  an  opinion  to  that 
effect,  although  the  paper  with  which  he  is  connected  is 
larger  than  that  with  which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Cus 
toms  has  been  connected.  It  would  be  easy  to  determine 
whether  the  contractors  were  able  or  not  to  print  this  report 
of  the  Geological  Survey  properly,  by  asking  them  to  furnish 
sample  sheets,  and  if  they  could  do  the  work  as  well  as  print¬ 
ing  offices  in  Montreal,  there  would  be  no  shadow  of  an  excuse 
for  taking  it  from  them.  If  they  can  print  the  statutes, 
there  is  no  reason  why  they  could  not  do  this  work. 
It  is  far  more  important  to  have  the  statutes  correctly 
printed  than  the  reports  of  the  Geological  Survey,  if  it  comes 
to  a  question  of  accuracy.  We  had  the  admission  from  the 
hon.  member  for  the  Montreal — I  mean  the  hon  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  that  these  matters  given 
out  to  the  newspaper  offices  would  cost  more  than  if  given 
to  the  contractors.  The  Minister  of  Customs  has  said  nothing 
on  that.  I  think  there  is  force  in  it.  The  case,  then,  stands 
thus,  that  this  work  admittedly  cost  twice  as  much  as  if  it 
had  been  given  to  the  Government  contractors.  It  cost 
more,  in  some  instances,  but  on  the  average,  twice  as  much 
— 69  cents  as  against  35  cents.  My  hon.  friend  from  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville)  reminds  me  that  the  contractors  only  get  10 
cents  for  some  of  the  work.  At  all  events,  it  cost  more 
than  twice  as  much  as  it  would  if  it  had  been  given  to  the 
contractors.  No  reason  has  been  given  for  this,  and  it  is 
admitted  the  work  if  done  by  outsiders  must  necessarily  bo 
more  costly.  The  reason  urged  for  having  it  done  in 
Montreal  formerly  now  exists  as  a  reason  for  having 
it  done  in  Ottawa.  We  have  heard  the  words  of  the 
horse  who  gallops  ouside  the  shafts  in  reference  to  this 
matter,  but  we  have  heard  nothing  from  the  shaft  horse, 
to  use  the  metaphor  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  The 
one  who  is  supposed  to  jog  along  quietly  inside  of  the  shafts, 
and  to  do  his  full  share  of  pulling  the  sledge,  might,  from 
his  connection  with  this  transaction,  be  able  to  throw  some 
Mr.  Bowell. 


valuable  light  upon  it,  and  might,  perhaps,  explain  away 
these  points,  which  are  apparently  established  detrimentally 
to  the  character  of  this  transaction. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  have  taken  no  part  in  this 
debate,  because  I  look  upon  it  as  entirely  out  of  order.  The 
item  before  the  committee  is  for  parliamentary  printing 
simply,  and  this  matter  of  the  printing  of  the  Geological 
Report  has  really  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it.  I  may, 
however,  point  out  to  hon.  gentlemen  that  they  are  dealing 
with  the  question  as  if  the  printing  of  the  Geological  Report 
was  included  in  the  ordinary  contract.  If  they  will  look 
at  the  contract  and  at  the  correspondence  with  th  e  contrac¬ 
tors,  they  will  find  that  this  particular  work  was  expressly 
excluded  from  the  conti'act.  It  was  never  done  by  the 
parliamentary  contractors,  and  it  forms  no  part  whatever 
of  the  parliamentary  contract.  It  has  been  always  pub¬ 
lished  by  Dawson  Brothers.  It  stands  in  a  different  position 
altogether  from  our  ordinary  Blue  Books.  It  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  at  Dawson  Brothers,  who  keep  it  on  sale,  I  suppose 
by  arrangement  with  the  Government,  or  with  the  Director 
of  the  Geological  Survey.  It  was  originally  printed,  I 
believe,  by  Mr.  John  Lovell,  of  the  city  of  Montreal.  When 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  came  into  office,  it  was  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Herald  office,  the  late  Senator  Penny  and  Mr. 
Wilson  being  at  that  time  the  proprietors  of  the  Montreal 
Herald.  It  remained  in  that  office  until  the  change  of 
Government,  and  then  the  managing  director  of  the 
Montreal  Gazette,  finding  that  a  job  of  this  kind  had  been 
done  at  the  Montreal  Herald  office,  made  application 
to  have  it  done  at  the  Gazette  office,  and  it  has 
since  been  done  there;  but  the  price  now  arranged 
to  be  given,  and  to  be  given  for  it  next  year, 
is  very  much  lower  than  the  price  paid  to  the  Herald  office 
during  the  time  they  had  it.  It  is  not  a  matter,  however, 
which  cones  under  this  item.  I  presume,  from  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  says,  that  we  are  going  to  have  this  whole 
question  of  parliamentary  printing  discussed  on  some  of  the 
items,  and  that  will  be  the  proper  time.  I  do  not  propose 
to  be  drawn  into  any  discussion  of  it  now;  this  is  not 
within  the  parliamentry  contract  at  all,  but  is  specially 
excepted  from  the  parliamentary  contract  by  arrangement 
between  the  Department  and  the  parliamentary  contractors ; 
and  therefore,  when  they  undertook  to  do  our  ordinary 
Blue  Books  at  a  particular  price,  they  did  not  undertake  to 
do  any  other  kind  of  work  for  that  price.  We  have,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  our  Hansard,  which,  if  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  is  true,  that  all  Govern¬ 
ment  work  ought  to  be  done  by  the  parliamentary  con¬ 
tractors,  under  their  contract,  should  be  done  by  them 
at  ordinary  contract  prices,  and  yet  they  are  getting  60 
cents  a  thousand  ems,  whereas  their  contract  price  is  25  or 
30  cents.  They  are  getting  60  cents,  by  a  special  arrange¬ 
ment,  for  the  printing  of  the  official  reports  of  Parliament. 
It  is  Government  work,  but  it  forms  no  part  of  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  contract,  just  as  the  printing  of  the  Geological 
Survey  Reports  forms  no  part  of  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  admit  the  accuracy  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement  that  this  is  not  pertinent  to  the  item 
now  before  us.  The  whole  question  is  whether  this  printing 
of  tho  Geological  Report  shall  be  embraced  in  this  item  for 
the  next  year  or  the  practice  in  times  past  shall  continue; 
therefore  it  is  strictly  pertinent.  I  have  mentioned  why  it 
was  that  this  work  was  done  in  Montreal  formerly  and  was 
not  done  under  the  contract.  It  was  because  the  Geological 
branch  was  at  Montreal,  and  it  was  necessary  that  the  proof 
sheets  should  be  read  by  those  who  prepared  the  report,  and 
that  the  report  should  be  strictly  accurate.  Now  the  branch 
is  transferred  to  Ottawa.  When  it  was  transferred,  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  it,  and  stated  the  reasons 
why  the  printing  had  been  done  in  Montreal  and  the  under¬ 
standing  then  was  that  it  should  be  done  here  ;  but,  notwith- 
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standing  the  assurance,  not,  perhaps,  given  in  such  definite 
terms  as  it  should  have  been,  but  still  leading  Parliament  to 
the  conclusion  that  when  the  Geological  Branch  was  transfer¬ 
red  to  Ottawa  the  printing  of  this  report  should  be  done  here 
as  a  part  of  the  general  printing,  the  old  practice  continued. 
The  reason  for  printing  it  elsewhere  having  ceased,  the 
practice  should  have  ceased  at  the  same  time,  but  it  con¬ 
tinued,  and  we  now  want  to  know  whether  that  practice  is 
to  be  continued  or  not,  I  think  there  is  no  reason  for  the 
continuance  of  the  px*esent  practice.  The  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms,  in  combatting  the  observations  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  said  that, 
when  printing  of  this  sort  was  given  out,  if  it  was 
printing  of  the  same  sort  as  that  done  by  the  public 
printers,  it  was  usually  done  at  the  same  rates.  He 
took  exception  to  my  crying  “  hear,  hear.”  My  reason 
for  expressing  dissent  from  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  was  that  I  remembered  what  took  place  in  print¬ 
ing  the  report  of  the  railway  commission,  instead  of  that 
work  being  done  by  the  public  printers  and  at  the  ordinary 
rates  it  was  given  to  Mr.  Stephenson,  who  owned  the 
Chatham  Planet,  and  he  gave  the  work  to  the  public  printers 
here  ;  he  made  a  bargain  with  them  that  the  printing  should 
be  done  at  the  same  rate  for  which  they  did  printing  for 
the  Government,  and  he  was  paid  by  the  Government  con¬ 
fidential  rates,-  and  received  twice  the  amount  of  money  that 
he  paid  over  to  the  public  contractors  here  for  printing 
those  volumes.  Is  it  not  obvious  to  every  member  of  the 
committee  that  the  public  Treasury  was  mulcted  to  the 
extent  that  Mr.  Stephenson  was  paid  over  and  above  what 
the  public  contractors  received  ?  Was  it  not  as  open  to  the 
Government  to  give  that  printing  to  Maclean,  .Roger  &  Co., 
the  public  printers,  as  it  was  to  Mr.  Stephenson  to  do  so  ?  I 
say  that  is  a  condition  of  things  that,  if  this  House  discharges 
its  duty  as  trustees  of  the  public  funds  of  this  country, 
it  would  not  for  a  moment  tolerate.  I  complain  of 
this  system  of  jobery — for  it  can  be  called  nothing 
else — by  which  newspapers  are  subsidised  to  support 
the  Administration.  If  the  Government  are  not  satisfied 
with  the  work  done  by  the  public  printers  let  it  be 
offered  to  public  tender  and  let  the  price  be  so  fixed. 
What  have  we  an  Independence  of  Parliament  Act  for  ?  Is 
it  not  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  Government  from 
exercising  undue  influence  over  the  members  of  the  House  ? 
We  provide  that  in  case  a  member  becomes  a  contractor  from 
the  Government  he  shall  forfeit  his  seat  in  the  House.  Yet, 
in  the  face  of  that  statute,  we  have  here  a  member  of  the 
House  standing  up  in  his  place  and  publicly  inviting  the 
Government  to  give  him  a  contract.  The  observations  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell) 
reminded  me  of  the  meeting  between  the  Black  Knight  and 
Friar  Tuck  ;  after  a  time  they  came  perfectly  to  understand 
each  other.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  :  The  First  Minister 
understands  me;  he  knows  1  am  independent  of  him;  he 
knows  that  I  freely  criticise  his  Government,  but  still  I  am 
open  here  to  receive  a  contract  from  the  Administration. 
Now,  I  say  that  that  is  a  condition  of  things  that  ought  not 
to  be  tolerated  any  longer.  The  public  printing  ought  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  contractors  to  bo  done  at  the  rates 
agreed  upon. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Why  didn’t  you  carry  it  out  ? 

Mr.  MILLS,  During  the  few  years  I  had  charge  of  the 
Department  there  was  not  a  particle  of  printing  given  out 
from  that  Department  by  my  order,  with  the  single  excep¬ 
tion  ot  this  Geological  Report,  for  the  reasons  which 
have  been  stated.  It  was  my  opinion  that  that  exception, 
even,  should  come  to  an  end  as  soon  as  possible,  and  the 
reason  for  its  continuance  ceased  when  the  Department  was 
transferred  to  Ottawa.  I  think  that  printing  ought  now 
to  be  done  hei’e  and  by  the  public  printers,  and  I  think  the 
committee  are  entitled  to  know  whether  the  Government 


propose  to  continue  this  system  or  whether  they  propose 
that  this  printing  hereafter  shall  be  done  at  Ottawa, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  the  Geological  Report  was  printed  at  Montreal  by 
his  directions,  in  consequence  of  the  Director'General  living 
there.  It  was  given  to  the  Montreal  Herald  in  his  time, 
and  at  a  higher  price  than  it  has  been  done  for  since  by  the 
Montreal  Gazette. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  know  that.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  established  that. 

Sir  JO  HN  A.  MACDONALD.  Is  it  not  so  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  No ;  I  do  not  believe  it  is  so.  I  ask  for 
proof  that  it  was  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Did  the  Montreal  Herald 
tender  for  it  ?  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  answer  that  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  ;  I  did  not  say  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  knew  he  would  not  say 
so.  And  the  hon.  gentleman  gets  up  and  reproves  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  for  the  joking  way  in  which 
he  said  he  was  open  to  an  offer.  But  the  hon,  gentleman 
did  not  object  to  this  improper  interference  with  a  member 
of  Parliament,  this  improper  offer  of  a  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  ;  he  did  not  object  to  paying  a  higher  price  than  was 
necessary  to  a  member  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture,  to  Mr.  Edward  Goff  Penny,  the  editor  and  the  pro¬ 
prietor  of  the  paper,  a  subservient  organ  and  an  able  organ 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  a  higher  price  than  was  paid  to 
the  Montreal  Gazette. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No,  no. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  states  so,  and  when  he  stated  so  he 
was  not  contradicted.  Then  again,  he  says  that  in  his  own 
Department  that  was  the  only  instance  in  which  he  was  an 
offender.  I  do  not  know  how  that  may  be,  but  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  he  was  a  member  offended  again,  and  again, 
and  again,  by  giving  away  printing  which  came  within  the 
contract  with  the  public  printers,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
improper  action  there  was  judgment  given  in  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  of  $69,1)00  damages  against  this  Government, 
which  we  had  to  pay,  in  consequence  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  colleagues  having  corruptly  given  away  printing 
outside  the  contract  made  by  themselves,  and  given  it  to 
their  favorites  in  the  press.  The  hon.  gentleman,  however, 
gets  up  and  denounces  this  kind  of  thing.  I  wonder  at  his 
cheek  in  getting  up  and  making  such  a  statement. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  is  amusing  to  see  the  simulated  passion 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  puts  on.  He  talks  about  the 
amount  wasted  by  the  late  Government  in  giving  out  print¬ 
ing  which  should  have  been  sent  to  the  public  printers. 
The  Government  erred,  he  said.  Well,  Sir,  if  they  erred 
they  had  not  an  example  before  them  such  as  he  has.  What 
were  the  facts  proved  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
the  other  day  ?  That,  with  the  knowledge  of  that  enormous 
sum  of  money  which  had  been  lost,  in  the  face  ot  the  contract, 
in  the  face  of  the  judgment  in  the  Supreme  Court,  this 
Government  is  giving  out,  year  after  year,  that  very 
work - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  it  is  not. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  is  not  open  to  denial,  because,  at  the 
last  meeting  of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  I  took  the 
contract  which  he  has  entered  into  himself,  and  I  read  the 
terms  of  that  contract  in  the  committee,  and  I  challenged 
the  denial  of  the  committee  there.  , 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order. 
He  has  no  right  to  refer  to  what  took  place  in  the  com¬ 
mittee. 
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Mr.  DAVIES.  So  far  as  regards  the  reference  made  to 
the  committee,  that  can  be  obliterated.  It  does  not  alfect 
the  statement  I  made  in  the  slightest  degree,  the  fact, 
which  is  part  of  the  public  records  of  the  country,  that 
to  day  there  is  a  contract  with  the  public  printers,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  deliberately  violating  that  contract  day 
by  day,  and  making  the  country  pay  higher  rates  for  print¬ 
ing.  A  lecture  is  read  to  the  Opposition,  but  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  after  judgment  given  and  judicial  notice  given,  is 
following  an  unjustifiable,  improper  and  illegal  course.  So 
far  from  having  made  out  a  case  against  the  Opposition,  he 
has  made  a  whip  for  his  own  back,  because  the  printing 
contract  is  being  violated  day  by  day  with  his  full  know¬ 
ledge. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  worked 
himself  into  a  passion.  He  has,  however,  fallen  into  another 
error,  in  saying  that  this  Government  was  liable  to  penalties 
such  as  the  late  Government  were  condemned  to  pay.  I 
may  tell  him  that  the  contract  with  the  printers  has  been 
renewed  without  any  advantage  to  them,  not  later  than  last 
year,  after  sis  years  of  that  extravagance  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  mentions;  and  wo  have  so  little  violated  the 
contract  that  we  are  not  liable  for  a  single  cent  of  damages  in 
any  way  whatever.  The  hon.  gentleman  need  not  be  alarmed 
that  the  country  will  have  to  bear  any  burden  under  this 
head.  I  know  this  to  be  a  fact,  and  from  this  time  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  know  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  am  very  willing  to  accept  any  state¬ 
ment  of  fact  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  of  his  own 
knowledge.  I  have,  however,  read  the  contract  aud  have 
knowledge  of  the  facts.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  gives  this  as 
his  legal  opinion,  I  shall  have  the  temerity  to  express  a  legal 
opinion  of  my  own.  On  the  face  of  the  contract,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  clearly  liable.  I  said  so  in  another  place;  I 
read  the  contract  to  members  of  the  Government  who  were 
present,  and  I  challenged  them  to  say  that  my  opinion  was 
not  the  correct  one,  and  it  was  not  denied.  It  could  not  be 
denied,  because  we  had  the  contract  in  black  and  white.  A 
change  was  made  during  last  year,  as  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  admit  ;  but  that  does  not  relieve  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  They  have  not  even  acted  in  ignorance,  but  they 
have  deliberately  violated  the  contract  by  giving  the  work 
to  their  own  private  friends  and  paying  double  prices  for  it. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  repeat  that  under  the  contract, 
which  was  a  very  plain  and  simple  one,  the  Government 
are  not  liable  to  a  cent  of  damages;  and  they  cannot  be  con¬ 
demned  to  pay  $69,000  for  imprudence,  if  not  something 
worse. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  question  is,  did  the  Government  give 
public  printing  to  private  parties  when  it  should  have  been 
executed  by  the  contractors  here  ?  I  say  they  have  done  so. 
The  First  Minister  has  referred  to  the  printing  done  during 
the  term  of  the  late  Administration.  I  can  turn  up  the 
accounts  of  the  Interior  Department  and  show  that  since 
the  present  Government  came  into  office  $15,000  has  been 
spent  for  advertising  in  a  single  branch  during  one  year, 
and  $24,000  in  another  branch.  In  fact,  that  advertising 
formed  a  large  percentage  of  the  entire  cost  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration.  I  can  show  a  small  sheet,  called  the  North  Star> 
printed  two  or  three  times  at  Eat  Portage,  in  which  the 
Government  advertisements  appeared. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order. 
We  are  not  dealing  with  the  question  of  advertising. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  are  dealing  with  the  question  of  public 
printing,  and  I  am  answering  statements  made  by  the 
First  Minister.  The  First  Minister  has  referred  to 
printing  done  at  the  Herald  office.  That  case  does  not  apply, 
for  Mr.  Penny  was  not  a  member  of  this  House,  but  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Da  visa. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  statements  amount  to  this  :  It  is  a  great  sin  to  bribe 
a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  but  no  sin  to  bribe  a 
Senator. 

Sir  EICHARD  CART W  RIGHT.  Judging  from  the  caeo 
of  Senator  Ogilvie,  I  should  say  that  is  the  way. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  First  Minister  has 
referred  to  the  verdict  of  $69,000  on  account  of  printing 
done  during  the  late  Administration.  He  must,  however, 
remember  that  one  year  of  that  time  was  during  the  period 
while  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  was  in(  power,  and  his 
Administration  is  therefore  included  in  that  verdict.  With 
respect  to  the  publication  of  the  Pacific  Railway  report,  I 
will  give  the  facts.  The  copy  was  sent  to  Messrs.  Stephen¬ 
son,  of  Chatham,  sons  of  the  former  representative  of  East 
Kent.  That  member  of  the  House  had  conveniently 
retired  to  a  fat  berth  in  the  North-West,  and  had  trans¬ 
ferred  his  business  to  his  sons.  The  Government  took 
them  under  their  care  and  protection,  and  sent  a  copy  of  the 
report  to  be  printed  by  them.  Messrs.  Stephenson  found 
they  were  not  capable  of  doing  the  work.  They  had  not  the 
necessary  material  or  machinery  in  the  office  to  do  the 
work,  and  they  made  a  trip  to  Ottawa,  and  conveniently 
got  the  Government  contractors  here  to  undertake 
the  work.  And,  Mr.  Chairman,  although  it  may  seem 
incredible,  it  is  the  fact,  that  those  gentlemen  actually 
never  touched  the  work,  they  never  set  a  type,  they  never 
printed  a  sheet,  they  never  read  a  proof,  they  never  had 
anything  to  do  in  connection  with  the  publication  of  the 
book,  and  yet  they  pocketed  $3,000  of  the  money  of  the 
people  of  the  country  for  having  been  favored  with  an 
order  for  that  work.  Now,  I  contend  that  that  $3,000  was 
given  to  the  Messrs.  Stephenson.  The  Government  might 
as  well  have  put  their  hands  in  the  public  Treasury  and 
taken  out  $3,000  and  handed  it  to  them  as  a  bonus  for  their 
support  of  the  Government,  and  as  a  favor  to  them  for  the 
feeling  they  had  for  their  father  as  a  supporter  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  this  House.  I  say,  Sir,  it  was  a  gross  outrage, 
and  these  are  just  samples  of  instances  which  are  continually 
coming  up  in  connection  with  the  public  printing,  as  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  present  Government.  I  think  it  is  high  time 
that  a  new  leaf  should  be  turned  by  the  Government,  and 
that  they  should  endoavor  at  least  to  act  honestly  in  this 
matter,  to  try  to  economise,  and  try  to  treat  the  public 
funds  in  the  way  they  should  be  treated.  I  say  it  is  a  disgrace 
that  any  Administration  should  act  in  the  way  they  have 
done,  and  I  think  it  will  be  found,  before  the  House  prorogues, 
that  even  greater  jobs  have  been  perpetrated  in  subsidising 
the  newspaper  men  who  support  the  Administration, 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  wish  to  protraot  the  debate,  but 
there  is  one  reference  I  would  like  to  make.  My  hon. 
friond  to  my  left  argued,  and  I  thought  fairly,  that  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  Government  in  these  matter  of  printing,  and 
their  administration  of  these  matters,  is  to  be  judged  by  its 
own  merits  ;  and  it  is  no  answer,  when  you  prove  a  thing 
to  be  wrong,  to  say:  True,  it  is  wrong,  but  some  previous 
Government  did  the  same  thing.  That  is  a  foolish  way  of 
arguing. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  My  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  thinks  that 
party  exigencies  justify  it ;  prove  it  as  wrong,  or  as  corrupt, 
or  as  wicked  as  you  like,  party  exigencies  will  justify  it. 
But  if  you  take  that  ground,  where  is  it  going  to  end  ?  We 
will  never  get  a  pure  system.  I  will  take  the  remark  the 
hon.  First  Minister  made  and  apply  it  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell,  and  see  how  he  likes  it.  He  argued  that  the 
late  Government  was  guilty  of  a  corrupt  act,  guilty  of 
attempting  to  bribe  a  member  of  the  Legislature- - 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  He  need  not  have  gone  so  far  as  that. 
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Mr.  DAYIBS.  I  prefer  to  take  his  own  language  ;  the 
application  will  be  better.  The  late  Mr.  Penny  was,  he 
said,  proprietor  of  the  Herald,  and  at  that  time  he  was  a 
member  of  the  Senate,  and,  therefore,  the  giving  of  this 
printing  to  him  was  a  corrupt  act  on  the  part  of 
the  Government — an  act  of  bribery.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  still  adheres  to  that  statement ;  it  would  be  a  corrupt 
act.  Yery  well,  what  are  the  facts  ?  Mr.  Penny  was  not 
the  proprietor  of  the  Herald  in  a  legal  sense. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  He  was,  at  that  time. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  No;  the  Hera  Id  company  was  a  corpor¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  No  ;  not  till  after  that. 

Mr.  HAYIES.  In  point  of  fact,  Mr.  Penny  occupied 
exactly  the  same  position  that  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  now  occupies  ;  he  is  a  member  of  the  Gazette  firm,  and 
if  it  was  an  act  of  bribery  to  give  printing  contracts  to  the 
Herald  Company,  of  which  Mr.  Penny  was  manager,  a 
fortiori  it  is  an  act  of  bribery  to  give  contracts  to  the  Mon¬ 
treal  Gazette  Company,  of  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  is  a  member.  I  would  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
explain  that  question  to  the  hon,  member  for  Cardwell. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
taking  the  role  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell.  He  says  : 
It  is  no  matter  how  corrupt  we  were,  that  is  no  excuse  for 
you  ;  you  are  a  Reform  Government,  in  the  best  sense  of  the 
word — that  is  what  he  says  to  us.  We  are  a  Reform  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  although  it  is  natural  that  in  our  time,  not 
being  a  Reform  Government,  and  not  being  so  sensitive  as 
our  successors,  it  is  natural  that  we  should  help  Mr.  Penny 
and  others  in  that  way.  But  you  have  no  right  to  do  so. 
You  should  be  governed  by  a  different  principle.  But  the 
reason  for  the  tu  quoque  argument  was  this  :  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  got  into  a  high  state  of  indignation;  he 
denounced  the  present  Government  ;  he  charged  them  with 
all  kinds  of  corruption  and  impropriety  for  doing  what 
he  admits  his  Government  did,  when  they  were  in.  It 
will  not  do  to  get  out  of  it  in  that  way — it  will  not  do 
to  try  and  change  the  suit.  The  hon.  gentleman  said : 
Well,  if  I  did  commit  a  sin  in  the  way  of  printing  in  my 
Department,  you  have  been  guilty  of  paying  too  much 
for  advertising.  Yery  well;  when  the  advertising 
question  comes  up,  perhaps  we  will  look  into  that,  Mr. 
Chairman  ;  meantime,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  trying  to 
drag  a  herring  across  the  dog’s  nose — he  is  trying  to 
draw  away  the  attention  of  the  public  from  the  admitted 
fact  which  was  brought  out,  and  he  denounces  with  great 
indignation  the  present  Government  for  this  printing.  He 
admits  now  that  his  Government  is  liable  to  the  same 
charge  ;  but  you  should  not  bring  it  up,  he  says  ;  no 
matter  what  we  did,  you  should  not  bring  that  up.  What  we 
say  is,  that  it  does  not  lie  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mouth, 
after  his  confession,  to  bring  charges  against  us,  and  he  has 
not  answered  the  question  why  the  Montreal  Herald  got 
more  than  the  Gazette.  I  found  out  since ;  I  did  not  know 
it  at  the  time,  but  there  were  two  or  three  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  colleagues,  stockholders,  partners  in  the  estab¬ 
lishment,  members  of  the  Administration  and  members  of 
this  House.  Mr.  Laflamme  and  Mr.  Huntington  were 
shareholders,  and  they  were  putting  this  additional  sum 
into  their  pockets,  and  he  knew,  and  his  colleagues  knew, 
that  they  were  shareholders  in  that  newspaper. 

Mr.  MTLLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  I  did  not 
explain  how  it  was  that  the  Montreal  Herald  received  more 
than  the  Montreal  Gazette  does  now.  Well,  I  cannot  ex¬ 
plain  what  1  have  not  admitted  to  be  the  fact.  I  do  not 
admit  it  now.  I  say  that  if  you  look  at  the  prices  of  the 
Geological  Reports  you  will  find  no  difference  in  former 
prices  and  the  prices  at  present.  The  work  of  the  same 
size  is  sold  at  the  same  price.  I  am  quite  ready  to  assume 


full  responsibility  of  the  arrangement  made  with  the  Mon¬ 
treal  Herald,  though  it  was  made  before  I  became  a  member 
of  the  Administration.  In  fact,  I  came  here  in  November, 
and  the  arrangement  had  been  made  some  months  before. 
The  price  paid  the  Herald  was  the  price  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself  had  paid  to  Lovell  &  Co.  for  printing 
which  had  been  done  at  the  Montreal  Gazette  office - 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  No,  no. 

Mr.  MILLS — by  the  present  Queen’s  Printer.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  “  no,”  and  if  he  speaks  of  his  own  personal 
knowledge,  I  accept  his  statement ;  but  my  recollection  is, 
that  Mr.  Lovell  had  the  work  printed  at  the  Gazette  office, 
when  the  present  Queen’s  Printer  was  in  charge  of  the 
Gazette. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  At  that  time  Mr.  Lovell  had  the 
largest  book  and  job  establishment  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  and  he  was  not  likely  to  go  to  any  newspaper 
office  to  get  this  work  done. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Dawsons  have  a  large  establishment 
at  the  presest  time,  but  everything  for  them  is  now  done  at 
the  Gazette  office. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  have  no  printing  office  ;  they  are 
only  publishers. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  I 
have  not  explained  a  certain  statement.  I  have  already 
stated  that  I  do  not  admit  or  believe  that  that  statement  is 
correct.  I  believe  that  the  cost  of  printing  in  Montreal 
has  been  much  the  same  for  years,  and  it  is  not  to  be  sup¬ 
posed  that  a  newspaper  would  do  the  work  as  cheaply 
as  the  public  printers.  What  I  complain  of  is,  not 
that  the  work  was  printed  at  Montreal  while  the  Depart¬ 
ment  was  in  Montreal,  at  rates  which  the  Government 
could  reasonably  agree  upon,  but  after  the  Geological 
branch  is  established  here  it  is  wrong  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  keep  up  the  business  of  printing  in  Montreal. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Whether  the  printing  is  done 
at  the  Gazette  office,  or  at  any  other  office,  I  have  no  hesi¬ 
tation  in  saying,  as  knowing  something  about  these  things, 
that  I  should  be  deoply  sorry  to  see  the  Geological  Report 
printed  at  Ottawa,  until  the  establishment  here  is  in  a  bet¬ 
ter  position  to  do  good  work.  No  one  can  look  at  that 
work  and  compare  it  with  our  ordinary  work,  without  seeing 
that  there  is  a  very  material  difference,  not  only  in  the 
paper,  but  in  the  character  of  the  type,  and  everything  else 
about  it.  Personally,  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  next  con¬ 
tact  made  for  the  printing  of  Parliament  will  include  all 
the  work,  both  parliamentary  and  departmental,  so  that  the 
best  printers  in  the  country  can  come  here  and  tender  for  it. 
I  do  not  wish  to  reflect  on  the  contractors;  their  contact 
is  nearly  run  out,  and  they  would  be  foolish  to  renew  their 
plant  at  such  a  time  as  this  ;  but  if  the  whole  printing  of 
Parliament  and  the  Goverrment,  were  in  the  hands  of  one 
contractor,  as  the  result  Jof  one  tender,  as  I  hope  will  be 
the  case  under  the  new  contract,  with  regard  to  which  I 
expect  to  make  a  statement  before  the  close  of  the  Session, 
we  might  be  able  to  get  work  of  this  kind  done  at  Ottawa 
as  well  as  it  could  be  done  by  anybody  in  the  country. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  referred  to  the  Messrs. 
Stephenson ;  and  without  saying  whether  the  arrangement 
to  which  he  refered  was  right  or  wrong,  I  wish  to  remind 
him  that  the  chief  complaint  made  with  regard  to  the  late 
Administration  had  reference  to  work  given  to  an  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  who  occupied  the  Chair  in  this  House,  and  who, 
having  printing  contracts,  did  not  perform  the  work  himself 
— he  had  no  means  of  doing  it — but  farmed  it  out  in  the 
city  of  St.  John,  and  that  he  did  precisely  what  is  said  to 
have  been  done  by  the  Messrs.  Stephenson,  except  that 
he  did  not  send  the  work  to  the  public  contractors, 
but  to  another  printing  office,  and  that  he  derived  his 
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profit  from  the  difference  between  what  he  paid  the 
printers  and  what  he  charged  to  the  Government. 
Another  thing  I  want  to  point  out  is  this,  that  the  Geological 
Report  is  not  a  part  of  the  printing  contract,  but,  is 
expressly  excepted  from  the  contract;  and  if  to-morrow 
the  contractors  were  asked  to  do  that  work,  they  would  havo 
the  right  to  do  precisely  as  they  have  done  with  regard  to 
the  Mansard,  charge  their  own  price  for  the  work.  But 
what  these  gentlemen  did  was  this  :  They  gave  printing 
of  the  Departments  of  that  profitable  kind,  the  doing  of 
which  by  the  contractors  enables  them  to  do  other 
work,  in  reference  to  which  we  have  prices  cited 
here,  at  that  nominally  low  rate.  They  gave  out 
the  ordinary  forms  of  the  Departments,  which  are 
practically  kept  up  in  stereotype  form.  They  gave 
envelopes  to  be  printed — in  fact,  all  those  things  which  are 
the  fat  work  of  the  printer.  That  was  the  kind  of  work 
they  gave  out,  and  for  which  judgment  was  obtained  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  enormous  profits.  But  no  one  can  say  that  $230,000 
worth  of  planting — which  I  believe  was  the  amount  done 
outside  during  the  term  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — of 
ordinary  printing  of  solid  work,  would  yield  such  a  profit 
as  nearly  $70,000.  The  profit  arose  from  the  fact  that  it 
was  part  of  the  work  given  to  outside  printers  for  their 
benefit — a  practice  which  has  been  entirely  abandoned  by 
the  present  Government ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  hon. 
gentlemen  cannot  find  a  single  case,  unless  it  be  an  odd 
notice  for  a  post  office  about  a  holiday,  or  something  of  that 
kind,  of  printing  of  that  description  given  out  by  this 
Administration  since  they  came  info  office. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  error  on  the  part  of 
this  Administration  is  far  more  glaring  than  that  of  the 
former.  There  was  some  common  sense  in  giving  the 
work  out  for  the  Lower  Provinces  ;  it  was  only  continuing 
the  practice  which  had  been  followed  by  the  former  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  You  were  a  Reform  Govern¬ 
ment — why  did  you  not  reform  it  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  If  they  are  to  blame,  that 
blame  must  fall  on  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They 
established  the  bad  rule,  and  the  Reform  Administration 
were  foolish  enough  to  fall  into  the  trap  set  for  them  by 
their  predecessors,  and  they  continued  the  practice  that  had 
always  been  followed,  of  giving  out  the  work  for  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces.  It  was  on  that  ground  that  the  suit  was 
entered  and  the  damages  were  obtained.  But  this  Admin¬ 
istration  gives  out  the  work  in  a  more  glaring  manner. 
They  give  it  out  in  $10,000,  $20,000  and  $50,000  lots  from 
the  Department  of  Agriculture;  we  find  that  this  year  no 
less  than  $80,000  has  been  expended  by  that  Department  for 
publications,  which  have  all  been  got  at  outside  prices.  There 
can  be  no  excuse  for  the  Government  doing  that,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  they  know  it  is  wrong.  It  is  high  time 
that  they  should  see  they  did  wrong  when  they  established 
this  practice,  prior  to  the  Mackenzie  Government’s  term  of 
office,  instead  of  re-establishing  it  when  they  came  back  to 
power  and  committing  greater  sins  against  the  public  good 
than  they  did  when  they  gave  the  work  out  in  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  only. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  remember  that  after  the 
Mackenzie  Government  was  in  power  for  three  years  the 
Speaker  was  unseated  in  connection  with  a  printing  con¬ 
tract,  and  the  former  Minister  of  Militia  and  the  late  Mr. 
Jones  were  also  unseated. 

Mr.  VAIL.  No. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Well,  he  resigned;  he  took  the 
hint.  What  are  the  facts?  This  Government  has  been 
seven  years  in  power,  and  no  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House 
has  been  unseated.  Why  do  hon.  gentlemen  not  bring 
a  charge  ? 

Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


Mr.  DAVIES.  The  same  work  is  done  under  the  guise 
;  of  a  corporation. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Is  there  any  member  of  this 
Government  connected  with  a  printing  establishment  ?  It 
just  shows  how  sincere  these  gentlemen  are  now,  when  they 
forget  their  former  sins. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  have  refrained  from  saying  anything  about 
this  matter  ;  but  as  I  have  been  referred  to  so  pointedly  by 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White),  I  may  say 
a  word  or  two.  It  did  happen  that  I  was  very  remotely 
connected  with  a  paper  in  the  Lower  Provinces  ;  but  I  had 
no  more  to  do  with  it,  in  the  way  of  receiving  receipts,  than 
my  hon.  friend  ;  I  never  i-eceived  a  dollar  from  it  in  any 
way  ;  I  only  gave  my  subscription  to  it.  But  as  I  was  con¬ 
nected  with  it,  I  had  a  feeling  that  I  did  not  care  to  sit  in 
this  House  and  have  any  man  point  his  finger  at  me,  and 
say  that  if  this  matter  were  investigated  I  would  have  to 
give  up  my  seat,  therefore,  I  honorably  resigned  my  seat. 
It  has  been  properly  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  that  this  system  was  handed  down  by  the  former 
Government,  and  after  the  change  of  Government  took 
place  the  work  was  transferred  to  the  Citizen,  at  the  same 
prices  that  were  paid  to  the  Reporter  before.  I  did  not  intend 
to  say  a  word  with  regard  to  this.  I  do  not  want  to  charge 
any  hon.  gentleman  opposite  with  these  things,  with  which 
I  think  they  are  certainly  chargeable,  in  consequence  of  the 
delicate  position  in  which  I  find  myself.  I  do  not  think 
any  man  can  say  I  took  a  cent  for  printing,  or  anything 
else  I  was  not  entitled  to. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  for  Hastings  said  that 
no  Speaker,  since  this  Government  came  into  office,  has 
been  unseated.  A  contract  was  made  for  printing  on  behalf 
of  the  Post  Office  Department,  by  Mr.  Anglin,  when 
Speakei-.  He  believed  then  he  was  not  violating  the 
Independence  of  Parliament  Act.  There  was  a  case, 
that  of  Mr.  Bell,  of  Russell,  who  had  done  printing  for  the 
Government  when  he  was  connected  with  a  newspaper. 
His  seat  was  contested  ;  a  committee  was  appointed,  with 
Sir  John  Rose  as  chairman,  to  enquire  into  his  case,  and 
they  reported  he  had  not  violated  the  Act.  Then  there 
was  the  case  of  Mr.  Stephenson,  who  did  printing  for  the 
Government  to  the  amount  of  $1,200,  and  the  Minister  of 
Customs,  as  connected  with  the  Belleville  Intelligencer,  who 
was  paid  over  $600,  and  Mr.  Beaty,  of  East  Toronto,  was 
paid  for  printing,  $5,000;  and  all  these  hon.  gentlemen  con¬ 
tinued  to  sit  in  Parliament.  No  one  questioned  their  right 
to  sit  here.  The  rule  in  Bell’s  case  was  held  applicable,  and 
the  question  was  not  raised  again,  until  the  case  of  Mr. 
Anglin  was  brought  before  the  committee,  which  laid  down 
a  different  rule,  and  Mr.  Anglin  resigned  his  seat. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  repeated  over 
and  over  again  these  statements  with  reference  to  myself.  If 
ho  will  look  at  the  records  he  will  find  that  I  was  charged 
with  receiving  $1,000,  and  if  he  will  turn  back  to  the 
speeches  of  the  late  leader  of  the  Government  he  will  find 
in  a  campaign  speech  of  his,  in  which  the  same  charge  is 
repeated.  But  if  the  hon.  gentleman  has  any  recollection 
at  all,  he  will  find  that  the  amount  which  was  charged 
against  my  name,  as  connected  with  the  Intelligencer,  should 
have  been  charged  to  the  Toronto  Patriot  or  Leader,  I  don’t 
know  which;  for  when  1  called  for  the  receipts,  Mr.  Irving, 
of  Hamilton,  who  was  the  chairman,  said  it  was  all  an  error. 
All  the  hon.  gentleman  will'be  able  to  find  that  1  received 
was  the  sum  of  63  J  cents.  I  know  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers  to  the  report  made  by  the  committee.  I  will  not 
characterise  that  report  by  stating  the  opinion  I  hold  of  it, 
because  I  know  that  it  is  not  necessary.  The  only  sum 
paid  the  Intelligencer  was  for  the  ordinary  advertising  of 
discounts  on  American  money.  That  is  the  head  and  front 
of  my  offending.  I  know  I  was  served  with  a  writ  for  dam- 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2807 


ages,  I  challenged  the  opposite  party  to  take  it  into  court, 
and  they  did  not  dare  do  so,  but  allowed  it  to  drop. 
When  the  whitewashing  Bill  of  hon  gentlemen  opposite  was 
introduced  I  voted  asrainst  it.  I  had  no  fear  that  anything 
could  be  proved  affecting  my  seat,  as  I  had  done  nothing 
in  violation  of  the  Act.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  was 
a  little  in  error  when  he  said  the  prices  paid  to  the  Halifax 
Citizen  were  the  same  as  the  regular  prices  paid. 

Mr.  TAIL.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  they  were  the 
same  as  those  paid  the  Halifax  Reporter  for  doing  the  same 
work  under  the  former  Government. 

Mi*.  BO  WELL.  I  know  nothing  about  that,  but  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  refer  to  the  speech  of  the  Postmaster  General 
in  1875  or  1876  he  will  find  that  he  said  the  Government  were 
paying  50  per  cent,  more  for  the  work  done  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  than  should  have  been  paid.  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  committee  to  the  error  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brant, 
quite  unintentional,  no  doubt,  in  reference  to  the  time 
covered  by  the  suit  entered  by  McLean  &  Roger,  by 
which  they  obtained  a  verdict  of  over  869,000.  He  said  it 
covered  a  year  of  printing  done  during  this  Administration, 
and  to  prove  that  satisfactorily  he  said  the  suit  was  not 
entered  for  a  year  or  eighteen  months  after  this  Govern¬ 
ment  came  into  power.  The  action  was  not  entered  until 
a  year  or  eighteen  months  after  this  Government  came  into 
power,  and  it  was  only  after  the  last  Session  of  Parliament 
that  it  was  finally  adjusted,  on  the  award  made  by  the 
Exchequer  Court.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in  error  in  say¬ 
ing  it  covered  any  part  of  the  printing  done  by  the  present 
Administration,  I  think  I  can  establish  that  fact,  for  I 
have  the  dates  and  the  items  in  my  office,  and  will  be  happy 
to  show  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  is  in  error. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  was  so  informed  by  an 
authority  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt,  but  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  show  me,  as  he  says  he  will,  a  convincing  state¬ 
ment,  I  will  be  convinced.  I  think  my  authority  is  very 
good,  and  until  I  see  those  statements  I  am  not  prepared  to 
admit  I  am  wrong. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  From  my  experience  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  I  do  not  expect  him  to  admit  that  he  is  wrong.  I  am 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  confidence  he 
places  in  me.  He  is  not  prepared  to  accept  my  statement 
when  I  tell  him  I  have  the  proof,  bat  says  he  has  the  state¬ 
ment  from  a  gentleman  who  is  a  good  authority.  Under 
the  circumstances  I  do  not  propose  to  attempt  to  convince 
the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  SOMEKVILLE  (Brant).  I  have  not  refused  to  take 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  word,  but  he  himself  said  he  would 
show  me  the  proof ;  and  since  he  has  said  so,  I  do  not  think  it 
any  imputation  on  his  veracity  that  I  should  say  I  am 
willing  to  believe  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  shows  me  the 
proof.' 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  said  that  the  prices  paid  the  Citizen  news" 
paper  were  exactly  those  paid  the  Halifax  Reporter  under 
the  former  Government,  and  printing  had  been  going  on 
from  1867  to  1874  before  it  was  transferred.  If  the  prices 
paid  had  been  exorbitant  there  would  have  been  a  change 
made  before  that  time.  He  did  not  say  I  was  the  only  one 
out  of  33  members  who,  strictly  speaking,  were  just  as 
much,  in  fact,  more  open  to  the  charge,  who  resigned  his 
seat  aud  went  to  the  country.  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Customs  should  not  have  been  one 
of  them. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Minister  of  Customs  says  I  have 
charged  him  with  receiving  over  $1,000,  when  he  received 
only  63  cents. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No;  I  did  not.  You  said  $600  or  $700. 
I  said  the  report  charged  me  with  receiving  $1,000. 


Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  have  received 
only  63  cents  after  the  general  election  of  1874,  but  I  did 
not  pretend  to  speak  of  that,  but  of  what  he  received  after 
he  became  a  member  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  63  cents  was  not  the  account  of  the  Belleville 
Intelligencer ,  but  over  $600.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  for¬ 
feited  his  seat  before  the  election  of  1874,  and  it  was  a  mere 
fraction  that  he  received  after  that.  I  referred  to  Mr. 
Beaty,  of  Toronto,  who  was  not  a  member  of  this  House, 
except  during  the  first  Parliament,  and  yet  he  drew  over 
$500  while  he  was  a  member,  and  Mr.  Stephenson  drew 
upwards  of  $1,100,  and  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  account  was 
over  $600,  but  not  after  the  general  election  of  1874. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  be  honest  when 
he  is  talking  of  this  matter.  Tho  accounts  of  the  Belleville 
Intelligencer  were  for  advertising  the  post  office  letters, 
which  were  advertised  at  that  time  by  the  post  offices  in 
the  different  cities  and  towns  in  the  country.  Every  month 
the  uncalled-for  letters  were  published  in  the  newspapers  of 
the  different  towns  and  cities.  As  far  as  printing  was  con¬ 
cerned,  while  I  was  connected  with  that  paper  1  have  no 
recollection  that  I  ever  had  the  slightest  job  from  any  Gov¬ 
ernment.  There  may  have  been  advertising  of  mail  contracts 
in  the  town  and  in  the  county  in  which  I  resided ;  there  was 
tho  advertising  of  the  uncalled  for  letters,  there  was  the  print¬ 
ing,  sometimes,  of  little  slips,  which  came  from  the  local  post¬ 
master  and  not  from  the  Government;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  these  items  were  charged  to  the  contingent  account  of 
the  post  office  and  sent  to  the  Government.  But  they  were 
not  printiug  sent  by  the  Government  to  the  office  with 
which  I  was  then  connected,  except  the  advertisements  to 
which  I  have  referred,  that  is,  mail  contracts,  and  articles 
of  that  kind.  I  am  quite  satisfied,  and  I  have  the  very  best 
opinions  of  the  first  lawyers  of  tho  country  that,  as  far  as 
that  was  concerned,  and  the  advertising  of  the  discount  on 
American  invoices,  it  did  not  come  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Act.  If  it  did,  why  did  not  the  hon.  gentleman’s  friends 
prosecute,  as  I  challenged  them  to  ? 

Mr.  YAIL.  That  is  tho  very  printing  the  Citizen  did  all 
through. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in  error.  I  am 
not  discussing  the  Citizen ,  and  I  made  no  charge  against 
the  hon.  gentleman  ;  but  the  printing  which  the  Citizen  had 
was  of  various  kinds  of  blank  forms  for  the  post  office  in 
Halifax.  I  never  had  any  work  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  difference  between  advertising 
letters  for  the  post  office  and  printing  blanks  for  the  post 
office  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  There  is  a  contract  in  the  one 
case  and  not  in  the  other. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  subject  of  the  transactions  with  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Customs  was  introduced  chiefly  in  order  to 
point  out  that,  when  the  transactions  with  Mr.  Anglin, 
which  were  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
(Mr.  White),  took  place,  it  was  not  as  clearly  settled  as  it 
is  now  that  payments  of  that  sort  were  improper.  Atten¬ 
tion  was  drawn  to  Mr.  Anglin’s  case  ;  it  was  enquired  into 
by  the  Committee  of  Privileges  and  Elections,  in  which 
there  was  a  large  majority  of  that  gentleman’s  own  friends, 
and  they  reported  that  he  was  technically  justified  by  pre¬ 
cedents,  but  tho  committee  chose  to  lay  down  their  own 
opinion  of  what  the  spirit  of  the  Independence  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  Act  required,  and  decided  that  these  payments  were 
unconstitutional.  Mr.  Anglin  loyally  accepted  that 
decision,  went  to  the  people,  and  came  back  with  the 
endorsement  of  his  constituents,  and  resumed  the  Chair  of 
this  House,  with  credit  to  himself  and  to  the  House.  What 
are  the  lossons  to  be  drawn  from  that  case  ?  Is  it  that  those 
transactions  are  to  justify  similar  ones  now  ?  Quite 
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the  reverse.  The  law  is  now  settled  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  adversely  to  that 
view,  and  if  that  was  blameable  at  that  time,  how  much 
more  is  it  blameable  now  ?  What  is  the  difference  between 
Mr.  Anglin’s  position  and  that  of  some  gentlemen  who  have 
sat  in  the  House  since,  who,  perhaps,  sit  in  it  to-day  ?  The 
plan  ol  forming  a  corporation,  a  joint  stock  company,  has 
been  hit  upon,  in  order  to  evade  what  has  been  declared  the 
spirit  of  the  Act.  I  do  not  know  how  long  that  will  stand, 
and  how  long  it  will  be  held  to  be  proper  for  a  member  of 
this  House,  as  a  member  of  a  small  corporation,  perhaps  a 
family  compact,  perhaps  a  ring  of  friends,  to  receive  in  that 
way  what  he  could  not  receive  if  he  owned  the  paper  him¬ 
self.  I  think  it  was  certainly  unwise  on  the  part  of  a  gentle 
man  occupying  a  position  in  connection  with  a  newspaper 
of  that  kind  to  attempt  to  cast  blame  on  another  gentleman 
who  had  boon  a  member  ofjihis  House,  and  I  think  it  might 
have  been  inconvenient  for  that  hon.  gentleman,  and  for 
others  who  have  been  members  of  this  House  at  different 
times,  if  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  were 
now  disposed  to  interpret  the  spirit  of  the  Act  as  strictly  as 
they  were  when  the  Liberal  party  was  in  power. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin 
asserts  that  a  plan  has  been  hit  upon  by  which  members  of 
Parliament  can  be  shareholders  in  joint  stock  companies, 
and  so  being  evade  rhe  law.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  introduced  that  clause  into  the  Independence  of 
Parliament  Act  ?  I  find,  in  chap.  5,  41  Yic.,  assented  to 
on  10th  May,  1878,  that  clause  7  is  as  follows  : — 

“  This  Act  shall  not  extend  to  disqualify  any  person  as  a  member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  reason  of  his  being  a  shareholder  in  any 
incorporated  company  having  a  contract  or  agreement  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment.'’ 

The  hon.  gentleman,  in  all  fairness,  must  admit  it  was  not 
this  Government,  but  the  one  of  which  he  was  a  very  ardent 
supporter,  and  of  which  the  member  for  Bothwell  was  a 
member,  that  introduced  this  provision  to  further  secure  the 
independence  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Anglin)  and 
has  said  that  the  errors,  or  indiscretions,  or  inadvertencies 
of  a  former  Speaker  of  this  House,  occurred  in  consequence 
of  attention  not  having  been  called  to  the  matter 
before  it  came  before  the  committee.  I  think  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  was  one  ot  those  who  read  Opposition  news¬ 
papers  of  that  time,  and  in  1874  I  find  two  articles,  very 
suggestive  and  brief,  which  speak  very  strongly  against  this 
action  of  the  Government,  in  giving  Mr.  Anglin,  then 
Speaker,  large  printing  contracts.  I  find  the  following  in 
the  St.  John  correspondence  of  the  Montreal  Gazette ,  of 
18th  July,  1874:— 

“  There  is  a  good  deal  of  talk  in  the  city  about  a  job  perpetrated  by 
the  Dominion  Government  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Anglin,  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Oommons.  It  is  said  that  His  Honor,  not  satisfied  with  the 
salary  which  he  receives  as  Speaker:  not  satisfied  with  being  permitted 
to  turn  the  press  out  of  the  rooms  which  they  have  occupied  since  the 
Parliament  buildings  were  erected,  and  which  were  expressly  built  for 
them,  in  order  that  he  may  have  larger  quarters  for  his  family,  has 
demanded  and  received  the  printing  patronage  of  the  Province,  and 
that  notwithstanding  he  has  no  job  printing  office  of  his  own,  he  is 
farming  out  to  other  printers,  making  a  comfortable  commission  for 
himself  out  of  the  transaction.  There  are  two  objections  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding;  it  is  a  violation  of  the  Independence  of  Parliament  Act,  which 
forbids  members  of  Parliament  receiving  gratuities  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  It  is  disgraceful  that  the  Speaker,  above  all  men,  should  become 
thus  the  recipient  of  favors  from  the  Government,  a  fact  that  must 
entirely  destroy  all  confidence  in  his  impartiality  and  make  him  what 
he  proved  himself  to  be  last  Session,  a  mere  partisan  Speaker.” 

I  find,  further,  in  the  Ottawa  Daily  Citizen  of  9th  July, 
1874,  the  following : — 

“  When  Mr.  Gray,  a  member  of  the  Dominion  House  of  Commons, 
accepted  work  from  the  Government  of  Sir  John  Macdonald,  the  Grit 
press  could  find  no  language  strong  enough  to  condemn  him  for  the 
‘  corrupt  act.’  They  were  forced  to  admit  that  it  was  not  in  contraven¬ 
tion  of  the  letter  of  the  Independence  of  Parliament  Act,  but  they  con¬ 
demned  ii  as  a  violation  of  its  principle.  Foremost  among  the  assailants 
of  Mr.  Gray  was  Timothy  Warren  Anglin,  M.P.,  editor  and  pro¬ 
prietor  of  the  St.  John  Freeman ,  and  his  violent  speeches  and  rabid 
articles  upon  the  subject  were  copied  approvingly  by  the  Grit  press.  It 
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now  turns  out  that  the  same  immaculate  gentleman,  while  holding  the 
position  of  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  has  secured  the  post 
otfice  printing,  but  having  no  job  office  in  connection  with  the  Freeman 
has  farmed  it  out  to  other  establishments  This  is  the  charge  made 
against  Mr.  Anglin,  and  admitted  by  him  to  be  true,  and  his  sole  defence 
for  the  job  is,  that  there  is  very  little  profit  in  it.  We  can  remember 
well  how  frequently  Mr.  Anglin  quoted  the  Independence  of  Parliament 
Act  against  Mr.  Gray.  Let  us  see  how  it  suits  the  case  of  Mr.  Anglin. 
The  Act  declares  that  ‘  no  person  accepting  or  holding  any  office,  com¬ 
mission  or  employment,  permanent  or  temporary,  in  the  service  of  the 
Government  of  Canada,  at  the  nomination  of  the  Crown,  to  which  an 
annual  salary  or  any  fee,  allowance  or  emolument,  or  profit  of  any  kind 
or  amount  whatever,  from  the  Crown,  is  attached,  shall  be  eligible  as  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  nor  shall  he  sit  or  vote  in  the  same 
during  the  time  he  holds  such  office,  commission  or  employment.’  ” 

Now,  when  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail) 
states  that  the  only  printing  done  in  the  Lower  Pro¬ 
vinces  was  given  to  the  papers  there,  while  the  same 
t  ale  did  not  apply  to  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
it  he  had  looked  over  the  schedule  of  claims  made  by  the 
Government  contractors  he  would  find  there  was  an 
amount,  I  think,  exceeding  8216,310  paid  for  printing  out¬ 
side  of  the  contract,  then  held  by  Maclean,  .Roger  &  Co. 
He  must  remember  that  during  the  past  year  and  previously 
journalists  have  been  stigmatised  as  being  subsidised  organs 
if  they  did  Government  printing.  Why,  if  there  were  any 
subsidised  organs  at  all  in  this  country,  they  must  have  been 
the  organs  supporting  hon.  gentlemen  composing  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  fell  in  1878.  Hon.  gentlemen  must  remem¬ 
ber  one  case  not  far  from  this  city,  when  in  twenty-four 
hours  the  most  rabid  Tory  organ  was  changed  into  the  most 
subservient  and  loud  mouthed  Government  organ  and 
apologist.  In  looking  over  the  record  of  the  amount  paid 
to  that  newspaper  by  the  Reform  administration,  I  find  that 
not  less  than  $15,000  or  $50,000  were  paid  out  for  work 
belonging  to  the  contractors,  and  it  will  be  discovered,  when 
the  vouchers  are  brought  down  which  were  asked  for, 
between  1874  and  1878,  large  amounts  were  paid  for  work 
given  to  various  printers,  and  portions  of  that  work  were 
never  performed.  This,  I  think,  I  shall  be  able  to  establish. 
It  is  most  unfair  that  journalists  who,  from  1874  to 
1878,  fought  against  the  then  Government,  who 
gave  them  a  fair  field,  but  showed  them  no  favor, 
It  is  most  unfair  that  gentlemen,  because  they  happen 
to  receive,  for  the  papers  with  which  they  are  connected, 
either  as  editors,  or  publishers,  or  managers,  a  certain 
amount  of  printing  from  the  Government,  should  be  stig¬ 
matised  as  being  merely  subsidised  organs.  For  my  part, 
I  have  always  been  a  publisher  of  a  Conservative  news¬ 
paper  ;  I  have  always  supported  the  Conservative  party  ;  I 
have  always  given  a  Conservative  vote,  and  when  my  party 
fell  in  1873,  I  stood  loyally  by  it,  and  fought  its  battles  ; 
but  neither  this  Government,  nor  any  Government  that 
ever  existed,  could  buy  my  opinions  as  a  journalist  or  my 
liberty  as  an  independent  elector  or  member  of  Parliament. 
Therefore,  I  hope  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  who 
are  connected  with  the  press  will  have  some  respect  for  the 
amenities  of  the  profession.  As  journalists,  we  are  bound 
to  let  the  country  know  on  which  side  we  stand  ;  we  may 
at  times  say  and  do  ungenerous  things  in  the  excess  of 
partisan  zeal,  or  the  temporary  excitement  of  political 
passion,  but  aside  from  this,  I  do  not  believe  the  press  of 
either  party  is  corrupt  in  this  particular,  and  I  trust  that 
every  hon.  gentleman  connected  with  the  press  will  at  all 
times  endeavor  to  maintain  a  manly  and  honorable  position. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  fight  the  Reform  party 
when  it  is  in  power,  and  as  things  are  now,  shall  fight  it 
when  in  Opposition,  and  knowing  my  position,  I  think  that 
the  public  will  believe  that  no  printing  contract,  given  to  a 
journal  in  which  I  may  have  an  interest,  will  have  anything 
to  do  with  any  expression  of  opinion  which  I  may  record, 
w  hen  I  believe  such  expression  is  beneficial  to  the  public. 

Mr.  SOMERYILLE  (Brant).  It  is  very  convenient  to 
enjoy  the  favor  of  the  Government,  with  regard  to  public 
printing. 
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Mr.  HESSQN.  That  is  the  trouble  with  you. 

Mr.  SOMERYILLE.  I  can  tell  the  hoD.  gentleman  from 
North  Perth  that  I  have  been  publishing  a  newspaper  for 
over  thirty  years,  and  during  the  whole  of  that  time  I  never 
got  enough  Government  patronage  to  keep  him  in  board  for 
a  month.  It  is  very  convenient  for  those  hon.  gentlemen 
who  are  proprietors  of  newspapers  to  be  in  the  good  graces 
of  the  Government,  for  we  find  in  the  Public  Accounts 
occasionally  that  advances  are  made  for  work  which  is  not 
done.  It  is  very  convenient,  when  a  Government  organ 
becomes  hard  up,  to  be  able  to  come  to  the  Department  at 
Ottawa  and  draw  $500  or  $1,500  for  work  which  is  actually 
not  done.  That  has  been  done  during  the  past  year  by  the 
proprietors  of  the  Ottawa  Citizen  and  of  the  Montreal 
Gazette;  advances  have  been  made  to  them,  as  can  be 
shown  by  the  Public  Accounts.  The  proprietors  of  those 
papers  have  gone  to  the  Government  and  have  got  advances 
upon  work  which  was  not  done,  and  was  not  delivered. 
Now,  I  consider  this  is  not  the  right  way  of  conducting  the 
public  business.  It  is  time  enough  to  pay  for  work  when 
it  is  completed  and  delivered ;  but  I  have  strong  doubts,  in 
my  own  mind,  as  to  whether  a  great  deal  of  the  work  that 
has  been  paid  for  by  this  Government  was  ever  done 
at  all ;  at  least,  I  believe  a  large  part  of  it 
was  never  delivered.  That  is  the  case  with  this  celebrated 
pamphlet,  published  by  the  Rev.  Alfred  J.  Bray,  of  Montreal. 
It  is  difficult  to  trace  where  those  5,000  pamphlets  went, 
for  we  paid  for  that  number.  There  are  many  other  instances 
of  this.  kind.  It  is  very  convenient  for  those  gentlemen, 
when  they  find  themselves  in  financial  straits,  to  make  a 
visit  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  say  to  the 
Minister  that  they  are  a  little  hard  up,  and  would  like  to  get 
$500  or  $1,000.  Now,  I  say  that  does  not  add  to  the  inde¬ 
pendence  of  Parliament ;  it  does  not  add  to  the  influence  of 
the  newspaper  press  of  this  country.  The  Conservative 
press  of  this  country,  by  the  way  it  has  been  treated  by  this 
Government,  has  been  degraded  and  debased.  It  no  longer 
represents  the  people,  but  is  the  mere  mouthpiece  of  the 
Government.  Those  men,  who  are  continually  receiving 
large  amounts  from  the  Government,  cannot  express  their 
opinions  independently;  they  are  the  wards  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  every  sense  of  the  term,  and  therefore  incapable  of 
expressing  an  independent  opinion. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  is  a  little  bit  troubled  because  the  Government  do 
not  distribute  their  favors  to  the  press  of  the  country,  irre¬ 
spective  of  politics.  Now,  he  knows  perfectly  well  that  the 
Conservative  party  never  professed  to  neglect  their  friends 
and  to  patronise  those  who  are  opposed  to  them.  My  hon, 
friend  paid  a  poor  compliment  to  the  Globe ,  the  London 
Advertiser  and  many  other  papers  who  are  supporting 
the  Ontario  Administration  to-day,  and  who  receive  the 
patronage  of  that  Government.  I  do  not  say  the  Toronto 
Globe  has  sold  itself  to  assist  Mr.  Mowat;  I  believe  it  is 
advocating  the  principles  which  it  believes  to  be  right  and 
in  the  interests  of  its  party.  I  am  convinced  that  the  press 
which  supports  the  Mowat  Government  would  not  cease 
to  write  articles  in  favor  of  that  Government,  even  if  they 
did  not  receive  patronage.  I  have  been  surprised  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  should  have  paid  so 
bad  a  compliment  to  the  newspaper  profession,  to  which  he 
belongs.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  first  spoke  I  did  not 
understand  that  he  found  fault  with  the  character  of  the 
work  done,  but  that  he  said  it  had  been  well  done.  Indeed, 
I  did  not  at  first  understand  him  to  complain  that  the  price 
was  high,  but  his  complaint  was  that  the  work  should  have 
been  done  by  the  regular  contractors.  The  matter  should 
then  have  been  allowed  to  drop.  The  amount  now  asked 
for  printing  under  this  head  is  the  same  as  was  asked  in 
1877-78.  Two  or  th  me  hours  have  been  spent  on  this  item ; 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  has  been  up  ten  or  twelve 
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times,  and  I  do  not  think  the  committee  have  any  more 
information  than  they  formerly  possessed. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  think  the  time  has 
been  wasted.  It  has  been  shown  that,  according  to  the 
Auditor  General,  there  has  been  an  over  payment  of  $790 
on  an  amount  of  work  costing  $2,800.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Perth,  surely,  must  not  think  it  is  waste  time  to 
consider  such  a  question.  If  the  facts  are  true,  a  remedy 
should  be  applied,  and  the  amount  overpaid  be  repaid. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  asked  the  First  Minister  whether  he 
intended  to  continue  this  work  of  printing  the  Geological 
Report  to  private  parties.  We  have  not  yet  had  an  answer. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  ascertain  all  about 
it  before  the  subject  of  printing  comes  up  again. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  will  inform  us 
what  is  the  intention  of  the  Government? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  Very  likely. 

Immigration . . . ..$368,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  item  requires 
considerable  discussion.  There  is  scarcely  an  item  in  the 
Estimates  the  propriety  of  which  may  be  better  questioned 
than  this  item  of  nearly  $400,000  for  immigration.  I  have 
paid  some  attention  to  the  reports  of  tho  Minister  and  to 
the  statistics  therein  contained,  and  I  find  the  alleged 
statistics  as  to  the  immigrants  into  this  country  appear  to 
be  totally  irreconcilable  with  o'.her  facts  known  to  us.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  be  that  the  report  made  to  the 
Department  grossly  exaggerates  tho  number  of  immigrants 
who  come  to  this  country,  or  whether  it  is  that  the  immb 
grants  who  come  here  only  remain  for  an  exceedingly  short 
time  and  then  depart,  or  whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
displace  a  number  of  our  own  people,  and  drive  them  into 
other  countries.  I  know  that  no  sort  of  explanation  of  a 
satisfactory  kind  has  ever  been  given  by  the  Minister  or  any 
of  his  employes,  as  to  the  alleged  number  of  immigrants  who 
come  into  this  country  and  who,  so  far  as  our  census  returns 
and  municipal  returns  go,  certainly  do  not  remain  here. 
My  own  impression  of  this  matter  is  this  :  That  the  whole 
system  of  assisted  passages  is  becoming  a  gigantic  fraud  on 
the  people  of  Canada.  I  believe  we  got  exceedingly  little 
benefit  from  this  expenditure.  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
desirable  immigrants,  who  come  to  this  country  and  remain 
here,  come  in  any  proportion  by  reason  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  furnished  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  or  by 
rerson  of  the  assistance  given  to  them  by  that  Department. 
I  think  it  is  well  worth  the  consideration  of  tho  House  and 
of  the  Government  whether  this  whole  system  of  immigra¬ 
tion  should  not  be  reformed,  from  the  bottom.  The  United 
States,  for  a  long  time,  I  think  from  the  vary  commencement, 
have  not  found  it  worth  while  to  go  to  the  expense  of  main- 
tainingadepartment  of  this  sort,  much  less  of  paying  for  it  out 
of  the  public  funds.  It  may  have,  in  past  times,  been  worth 
our  while  to  bring  people  here  at  the  public  cost ;  but  I  do 
not  think  it  is  worth  while  any  longer.  Those  portions  of 
our  people  who  are,  from  various  causes,  most  affected  by 
this  immigration,  have  remonstrated  against  it  in  no  uncer¬ 
tain  language.  From  the  various  great  cities  of  Canada 
over  and  over  again  representations  have  boen  made  to  the 
Government  and  to  the  Department,  all  tending  to  show 
that  this  system  is  being  greatly  abused  ;  that  a  great  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  are  being  brought  here  for  whom  there  is  no 
employment.  This  means  one  of  two  things;  either  the 
people  do  not  remain  here,  and  tho  money  is  worse  than 
thrown  away,  or,  if  they  do  romain  hero,  drive  out  of 
employment  other  persons  already  resident  in  the  country, 
who  desorve  our  best  consideration.  I  find  in  the  four  years, 
1881-82-83  and  ’84,  the  Department  alleges  it  has  brought 
397,0  0  people  into  this  country.  -  I  cannot  find  that  there 
is  any  tolerable  evidence  that  those  persons, or  any  great  num- 
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ber  of  them,  have  remained  in  the  country.  One  thing  is 
clear ;  they  do  not  appear  to  have  settled  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  or  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  The  Department 
gives  certain  figures,  more  or  less  reliable,  or  perhaps 
I  should  say  more  or  less  unreliable,  as  to  settlers 
in  the  North-West,  Manitoba  and  British  Columbia, 
but  it  leaves  wholly  untouched  the  question  of  where  the 
great  remainder  have  gone.  Now,  we  know  from  the 
census  reports  which  we  have  had  submitted  to  us  at 
various  times,  that  the  Province  which  has  always  received 
the  greatest  number  of  those  emigrants  has  been  Ontario, and 
wo  also  know,  from  the  municipal  statistics  of  Ontario,  that 
it  is  physically  impossible  that  more  than  a  very  small  per¬ 
centage  of  them  should  have  remained  in  that  Province. 
For  those  reasons,  I  believe  it  is  high  time  for  us  to  consider 
this  whole  question — high  time,  I  believe,  unless  a  much 
clearer  account  can  be  given,  and  much  better  evidence 
brought  down  than  we  have  received,  that  those  immi¬ 
grants  remained  in  this  country — to  consider  whether 
the  greater  part  of  this  sum  which  the  Government  demand 
may  not  be  saved  altogether.  Now,  I  shall  be  glad  indeed 
to  hear  from  the  Minister  in  charge  where  he  supposes 
these  400,000  persons  have  gone,  who  are  alleged,  within 
the  last  four  years,  according  to  the  returns  of  his  Depart¬ 
ment,  to  have  settled  in  this  country.  The  evidence,  so  far 
as  we  have  it,  apart  from  this  bald  statement  in  these  reports, 
all  tends  to  show  very  strongly  that  precisely  the  same 
result  is  occurring  in  188 1-8. '-83-84  as  occurred  from  1860  to 
1871,  and  from  1871  to  1881,  and  that  result  was  this :  That 
the  vast  proportion  of  the  persons  who  are  alleged  to  have 
come  to  Canada  did  not  remain  in  Canada, but  went  elsewhere, 
presumably  to  the  United  States,  though  possibly  a  smaller 
proportion  may  have  returned  to  England.  Now,  I  believe 
the  time  has  arrived  in  Canada  when  little  is  to  be  done  by 
assisting  persons  to  come  hero.  The  older  Provinces  are, 
as  we  find  to  our  sorrow,  not  only  well  supplied  with  popu¬ 
lation,  but  are  unable  to  retain  the  natural  increase  of  their 
own  population  ;  and  I  doubt  exceedingly  if  there  is  any 
great  advantage  to  us  in  paying  sums  of  money  to  briDg 
persons  to  go  to  the  North-West.  There  may  bo  excep¬ 
tional  cases,  but  from  all  I  have  seen  or  heard  of  the  North- 
West,  I  do  not  believe  we  are  doiDg  any  good  to  that  country 
in  bringing  these  persons,  without  some  moderate  supply 
of  capital.  I  think  the  only  immigration  likely  to  be  of 
service  to  us  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  consists  of 
persons  possessing  a  sufficient  amount  to  enable  them  to 
bring  a  reasonable  quantity  of  land  into  cultivation  ;  and  I 
think  nobody  will  contend  that  the  persons  whom  we  are 
obliged  to  assist  out  here  will,  unless  in  very  exceptional 
cases,  be  likely  to  be  useful  settlers  in  the  North-West.  As 
for  the  older  Provinces — for  reasons  I  have  stated,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  for  the  well-known  reason  that  we  are  not  able  to 
keep  our  own  people,  as  is  only  too  clearly  shown  by  the 
returns  submitted  to  us,  not  from.  American  but  Canadian 
sources,  and  particularly  in  Quebec  and  Ontario — I  say  as  to 
the  older  Provinces,  we  are  not  likely  to  do  ourselves  any 
good  by  bringing  these  people,  as  we  have  been  doing. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  heard  the  same  remarks  of  my  hon. 
friend  before,  and  I  have  read  them  before.  It  is  the  old  story 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  parading  since  last 
Session  throughout  the  country,  in  about  the  same  style  as 
he  has  told  it  to  night.  I  can  say  that  the  information  I 
have  received  shows  that  these  men  do  come  here,  that 
returns  are  made  by  the  agents  where  they  come,  and 
returns  of  their  distribution  in  this  country  are  also  made, 
and  I  believe  ho  has  no  right  to  say— -I  do  not  know,  in  fact, 
that  he  did  say — that  they  do  not  come  to  this  country. 
But  that  men  will  go  from  this  country  as  well  as  come  to 
it  there  is  no  question.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
people  are  driven  out  by  others  coming,  but  does  he  think 
that  the  people  are  too  thick  here,  and  that  there  is  not 
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room  for  those  who  are  here  as  well  as  for  those  who  come. 
I  rememhor  when  he  told  a  different  story  ;  when  he  wanted 
all  the  immigration  ho  could  get.  Now  his  tune  is  changed, 
and  he  finds  that  some  of  the  cities  complain  of  being 
crowded.  But  is  it  to  the  cities  alone  that  we  must  look  ? 
Does  he  find  that  the  agricultural  communities  have  got  all 
the  laborers  they  want?  The  fact  is,  that  this  year  we  are 
not  supplying  all  the  demands  for  agriculturists,  and  he 
knows  very  well,  for  I  told  him  early  in  the  Session, 
that  I  do  not  assist  any  but  agricultural  laborers  to 
come  to  his  county.  Still,  I  have  not  been  able  to  supply 
the  demand,  with  all  the  efforts  I  can  make,  partly  for  the 
reason  that  all  kinds  of  stories  have  gone  to  the  old  country, 
and  partly  because  there  are  peoplo  living  in  the  cities  who 
denounce  immigration  and  keep  the  people  from  coming 
here.  But  he  will  find  that  Mr.  Donaldson,  the  agent  in 
Toronto,  cannot  begin  to  supply  the  demand  in  Ontario. 
I  know  that  that  is  the  case  in  Quebec  and  other  parts  of 
the  country,  and  I  say  the  little  assistance  wo  give  to  those 
men  is  doubly  repaid  by  their  coming  to  the  country.  Ho 
says,  also,  that  he  does  not  believe  that  those  people  should 
be  assisted  to  go  to  the  North-West.  Well,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  just  shows  that  he  does  not  know  anything  about  what 
is  done  with  regard  to  those  people  going  to  the  North- 
West.  No  man  is  assisted  from  Quebec  to  go  to  the  North- 
West.  We  have  always  laid  that  down  as  a  principle,  and 
I  agree  with  him  in  that.  I  believe  that  ho  has  told  a 
truth  that  cannot  be  denied,  when  he  says  that  the  right 
kind  of  men  to  go  to  the  North-West  are  men  of  some 
means,  who  can  go  there  and  take  care  of  themselves. 
I  think  it  would  be  the  height  of  folly  to  send  poor 
men  there,  who  are  not  able  to  take  care  of  them¬ 
selves.  But  what  is  happening  every  day  in  this 
country?  Our  people  from  Ontario,  well-to-do  immigrants 
from  Europe,  do  go  to  the  North-West.  They  are  continu¬ 
ally  going  there,  more  or  less,  while  poorer  men,  agricul¬ 
tural  laborers,  who  are  so  much  wanted  in  this  country, 
stop  here  and  work  for  the  farmers  in  the  older  Provinces 
until  they  get  enough  to  go  to  the  North-West.  He  says 
we  are  depopulating  the  country ;  that  we  have  not  got  the 
number  of  people  that  we  ought  to  have,  according  to  the 
immigration  statistics.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  some 
of  our  people  do  not  go  the  United  States,  but  I  believe  we 
get  as  many  from  that  country  as  go  there,  and  perhaps 
more,  I  do  not  think  we  have  anything  to  comp'ain  of  in 
that  respect.  A  short  time  ago,  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
sat  on  this  side  of  the  House,  he  believed  it  was  important 
to  assist  immigrants,  I  shall  be  told,  probably,  that  my 
figures  have  run  out — that  I  have  paid  a  large  sum.  Well, 

I  have  paid  a  considerable  sum,  more  than  was  paid  in  his 
time — more  than  was  paid  in  my  own  time,  in  1872.  At 
that  time  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  was 
leading  the  Government  in  Ontario,  sent  his  commissioner 
of  immigration  to  me,  who  said  that  he  wanted  to  make  a 
bargain,  so  that  people  should  come  up  through  Ontario 
free,  that  he  did  not  want  them  to  have  to  pay  a 
dollar.  Well,  1  said  to  Mr.  McKellar  that  I  would  meet 
him  as  far  as  I  could.  I  said  that  at  this  moment  we 
only  paid  a  portion — I  think  it  was  about  one-third — and 
that  if  they  paid  two-thirds  they  would  go  through  free. 
That  was  an  arrangement  made  with  the  Local  Government 
when  my  hon.  friend  was  there,  and  he  sent  his  commis¬ 
sioner  here.  Now,  what  has  happened  ?  This  Government 
has  paid  the  whole  cost  during  the  last  few  years.  This  year  I 
am  not  paying  out  any  more  than  I  can  possibly  help.  The 
immigration  coming  this  year,  although  small,  is  consider¬ 
able.  Of  course,  I  cannot  yet  estimate  the  result  of  this 
year’s  operations ;  but  I  warned  Sir  Charles  Tupper  that  the 
railway  was  aboutcompleted,  and  that  navvies  and  mechanics 
should  not  be  induced  to  come  to  this  country.  The  result 
is,  that  we  have  very  few  of  that  class ;  most  of  the  people 
who  have  come  have  boon  agriculturists  or  agricultural  labor- 
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ers,  and  my  hon.  friend  will  find  a  good  many  of  this  class  of 
people  scattered  throughout  the  country,  taking  the  places 
of  our  people,  not  because  they  are  driven  out,  but  because 
they  have  gone  to  the  North-West  to  settle  up  that  great 
region.  Last  year  we  had  an  immigration  to  the  North- 
West  of  30,265  out  of  a  total  immigration  to  Canada  of 
103,824.  JNo  assistance  is  given  to  immigrants  from  Quebec 
to  Manitoba,  because  I  do  not  think  a  man  without  means 
should  go  there ;  I  think  such  man  does  better 
in  the  older  Provinces,  working  for  farmers,  until 
ho  earns  enough  money  to  settle  in  the  North-West. 
A  gentleman  who  was  here  the  other  day  said  to  mo  :  “  I 
want  you  to  assist  5,000  of  my  people  to  go  to  the  North- 
West.”  “  No,”  I  said,  “I  don’t  think  that  is  the  place  for 
them  ;  but  if  you  will  send  me  1,000  or  5,000  agricultur¬ 
ists,  I  will  find  places  for  them  in  the  older  Provinces,  and  in 
a  year  or  two,  when  they  earn  money  enough,  they  can  go 
there.”  If  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  spoke 
the  other  day,  the  ground  on  which  he  based  his  statement 
that  the  population  was  decreasing  in  Canada  was  the  muni¬ 
cipal  returns  and  the  census  of  children  going  to  school.  I 
find  that  in  several  parts  of  the  United  States,  where  the 
population  had  largely  increased,  the  school  attendance  had 
decreased,  and  I  do  not  think  anything  can  be  concluded 
from  that  circumstance  at  all.  A  good  many  of  our  people 
have  gone  to  the  North-West,  and  I  do  not  always  rely  on 
the  municipal  or  school  statistics  in  this  respect.  So  that  I 
very  much  doubt  if  the  hon.  gentleman  has  based  his  calcula¬ 
tions  on  a  proper  ground  ;  because,  when  we  look  about  the 
country,  we  see  that  a  great  increase  in  agricultural  and  me¬ 
chanical  business,  and  in  everything  else,  has  taken  place  ; 
so  I  think  our  population  must  have  increased .  A  great  many 
have,  no  doubt,  gone  to  the  North-West,  but  no  matter 
whether  they  are  here  or  there,  they  are  in  Canada. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
Minister  that  there  will  be  no  assisted  passages  to  any  but 
agricultural  laborers.  I  think  that  will  be  good  news  to 
the  mechanical  class  in  our  largo  cities.  I  merely  wish  to 
draw  the  Minister’s  attention  to  a  statement  that  was  made 
in  a  document  which  was  sent  to  me  a  few  days  ago,  and 
which  I  transmitted  to  him,  regarding  a  certain  class  of 
immigrants  who  are  said  to  bo  coming  to  this  country  at 
present,  and  who,  I  think,  are  not  very  desirable.  We  all 
know  that  there  is  plenty  of  room  for  female  servants  in 
all  the  cities  ;  that  it  is  as  difficult  to-day,  as  it  has  been 
at  any  time,  to  procure  servants,  and  that  any  good  girls 
coming  from  the  old  country,  who  wish  to  enter  into  the 
service  of  families,  will  find  plenty  of  work  without  displac¬ 
ing  anybody.  But  I  was  informed  in  the  document  which 
I  transmitted  to  the  Minister  that  a  certain  number  of  per¬ 
sons  from  poor-houses  were  being  brought  here.  I  can 
hardly  credit  that  myself ;  but  the  statement  having  been 
made,  I  deemed  it  my  duty  to  bring  the  matter  thus  promi¬ 
nently  to  the  attention  of  the  Minister,  and  I  trust  he  will 
have  it  investigated,  so  that  persons  of  that  class,  who 
are  generally  helpless,  to  a  certain  extent  demoralised, 
and  who  cortainly  cannot,  in  any  way,  be  considered 
a  desirable  acquisition  to  our  population,  may  not  be 
brought  into  the  country7.  The  hon.  Minister  asks  whether 
they  are  children  or  not.  I  have  not  been  informed  of  that ; 
it  was  rather  grown  up  persons  who  were  mentioned  as 
being  likely  to  bo  thrown  on  the  charities  of  our  public 
institutions.  I  trust  there  is  no  foundation  for  tho  report. 
The  statement  was  that  some  100  odd  persons  of  that  class 
had  disembarked  from  the  steamship  Parisian  on  her  last 
trip  to  Montreal,  and  it  is  for  that  reason  that  I  bring  tho 
matter  to  tho  hon.  Minister’s  attention. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  respect  to  what 
the  hon.  Minister  has  said,  I  beg  to  call  tho  attention  of  the 
committee  to  this,  that  it  does  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
answer  the  question  as  to  where  the  great  proportion  of 


these  immigrants  have  gone  to.  In  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
report,  in  1881,  47,991  are  reported  ;  in  1882,  112,458  ;  in 
1883,  113,624;  and  in  1884,  103,824;  in  all,  in  four  years, 
397,897  immmigrants  are  stated  to  have  come  to  this  country. 
Now,  if  we  turn  to  his  other  reports,  we  find  that  in  British 
Columbia  he  alleges  a  total  of  36,000  to  have  settled,  a  very 
large  percentage  of  whom  are  a  class  of  immigrants  we  are 
not  likely  to  get  more  of,  inasmuch  as  there  is  a  measure  on 
the  Table  just  now  to  impose  some  $50  a  head  on  them.  In  the 
North-West,  during  those  four  yrears,  the  total  was  62,000 
taking  his  own  reports,  and  if  you  deduct  that  98,000, 
you  get  300,000  to  be  accounted  for.  The  Minister  has  not 
pretended  that  any  considerable  amount  of  these  have 
gone  to  tho  Maritime  Provinces  or  to  Quebec.  It  would  be 
utterly  impossible  any  considerable  percentage  of  these  per¬ 
sons  could  have  gone  to  these  other  Provinces  without  mak¬ 
ing  themselves  at  once  felt  and  perceived  amidst  the  popu¬ 
lation,  particularly  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  where,  by 
reason  of  difference  of  language,  any  large  percentage  of 
immigrants,  unless, indeed,  in  Montreal  and  one  or  two  points 
like  that,  would  be  at  once  identified.  Nobody  has  pre¬ 
tended  that  this  balance  of  300,000  has  gone  anwhere 
except  to  Ontario,  Now,  we  have  this  evidence  before  us. 
We  know  well  that  in  Ontario,  as  well  as  in  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces,  there  is  a  very  considerable  natural  increase  of  the 
population,  an  increase  which,  in  the  four  years,  ought  to 
have  amounted  to  at  least  a  couple  of  hundred  thousand,  or 
something  very  near  that.  We  find  from  the  municipal  stati¬ 
stics,  which,  although  not  perfect,  are  the  only  ones  we  have 
to  act  upon,  and  which,  going  back  a  series  of  years,  show 
a  reasonable  proportion  of  increase — we  find  in  those  four 
years  the  total  population  of  Ontario  does  not  appear  to 
have  increased  by  more  that  60,000  or  70,000  at  the  outside. 
I  am  in  hopes  that  the  groat  immigration  from  Ontario 
which  has  been  going  on  for  a  very  considerable  period  is 
coming  to  a  stop,  but  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  those 
300,000  cannot  be  accounted  for,  unless  we  suppose  that 
those  statistics  which,  as  I  say,  are  the  only  ones  we  have’* 
to  go  upon  in  Ontario,  have  suddenly,  within  those  four 
years  back,  become  entirely  unreliable.  My  position  is 
that  they  are  reliable,  relatively  speaking.  Great  pains 
have  been  taken  with  them  of  late  years,  and  are  being 
taken  with  them  now,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they  substanti¬ 
ally  represent  the  increase  which  has  been  going  on  in 
Ontario  for  those  four  yoars.  If  that  bo  so,  these  300,000 
people  who  have  to  be  accounted  for  have  not  settled  in 
Ontario  or  they  have  displaced  a  very  considerable  num¬ 
ber  of  the  existing  population,  because  it  is  clear  to  demon¬ 
stration  that  even  allowing  the  total  number  who  are  alleged 
to  have  settled  in  Manitoba  irom  Canada  generally  to  have 
all  belonged  to  Ontario,  and  we  know  they  do  not  all  belong 
to  Ontario,  though,  no  doubt,  a  great  portion  of  them  do^-it 
is  quite  clear,  from  our  municipal  statistics  that  the  total  in¬ 
crease  and  the  number  settled  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  put  together  do  not  equal  the  natural  increase  of  both 
taken  together,  so  that  these  300,000  remain  wholly  unac¬ 
counted  for,  except  on  one  of  these  two  suppositions.  I  do 
not  say  the  immigrants  have  not  come  in,  but  that  they 
have  either  gone  away  within  a  very  short  period  after  thoy 
have  arrived  in  this  country  or  else  they  have  displaced 
our  own  people.  There  is  no  getting  away  from  that 
position,  unless  the  hon.  gentleman  declaims  that  the 
municipal  statistics  of  Ontario  have  been  deliberately  and 
with  set  purpose  cooked.  I  do  not  suppose  he  will  allege 
there  has  been  any  such  attempt ;  it  would  be  absurd  to 
suppose  so.  If  you  look  over  them  for  the  last  fifteen  years, 
you  will  see  they  show  a  general  and  reasonable  increase 
for  ten  years,  but  of  late  years  not  so  much  of  an  increase. 
But  they  prove  conclusively  that  point.  Over  and  above 
that,  tho  information  I  have  got  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
own  Province  is  to  the  same  effect,  that  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  the  municipal  statistics  show  an  increase  to  the 
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population  very  much  less  than  the  natui'al  increase  which 
ought  to  have  taken  place.  These  are  questions  of  great 
importance,  which  go,  no  doubt,  to  the  very  bottom  of  the 
question,  whether  we  are  wise  in  spending  our  money 
for  immigration  service,  and  no  doubt  they  prove 
a  good  many  other  things,  which  I  do  not  propose 
here  to  allude  to.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to 
give  us  some  information  in  detail  as  to  the 
location  of  these  300,000  people.  His  own  report  shows 
an  immigration  to  this  country  of  400,000  ;  that  of  British 
Columbia  and  the  North-West,  all  told,  from  his  own  report, 
will  only  account  for  one-&urth  of  that  number.  I  submit 
the  only  probable  place  they  have  gone  to — that  is  the  vast 
majority  of  300,000-— is  Ontario,  and  there  we  do  not  find 
them.  The  population  of  Ontario,  though  not  quite  to  so 
great  an  extent  as  some  of  the  other  Provinces,  is  becoming 
stationary.  The  agricultural  districts  are  not  increasing  in 
population.  If  there  be  any  increase,  it  is  in  a  small  num¬ 
ber,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  a  very  small  number  of  towns  and  of 
cities,  but  in  rural  districts  there  is  almost  necessarily  no 
increase. 

An.  hon.  MEMBER;  What  about  Algoma  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  a  moderate 
increase  in  Algoma,  Muskoka  and  one  or  two  other  districts, 
but  nothing  like  the  number  that  would  be  required  to 
account  for  the  mere  natural  increase  of  population,  without 
taking  into  account,  in  the  least,  this  apparent  enormous 
immigration.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  dispute  my 
position,  that  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  Quebec  do  not 
receive  any  appreciable  part  of  this.  That  has  been  stated 
over  and  over  again,  and  has  never  been  contradicted ;  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  would  contradict  it. 
To  Ontario,  evidently,  they  have  come,  but  unless  there  is  an 
extraordinary  error  in  our  municipal  statistics — I  put  aside, 
for  the  moment,  the  question  of  school  statistics —these 
immigrants  have  not  stayed  in  Ontario,  or  else  they  have 
displaced  a  considerable  number  of  our  own  population.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  what  has  happened  in  former  years  has  hap¬ 
pened  these  four  last  years.  We  have  only  to  turn  to  the  cen¬ 
sus  records  to  see  that,  although  enormous  immigration  took 
place  to  Canada  between  1861  and  1871,  and  between  1871 
and  1881,  yet  when  we  came  to  take  the  census  of  our  peo¬ 
ple  we  discovered  that  the  vast  proportion  of  immigrants 
we  had  brought  to  this  country,  many  of  them  at  our  own 
expense,  have  not  stayed  here.  As  far  as  the  census  can  be 
lelied  upon,  it  makes  a  strong  presumptive  case  that  the 
process  which  has  been  going  on  for  the  last  twenty  years 
has  been  going  on  for  the  four  years,  without  adding  to  the 
strength  of  Canada,  by  devoting  $400,000  public  money  to 
bring  immigrants  here. 

Mr.  SPROCLE.  My  experience  is  entirely  different  from 
that  of  the  hon.  member  for  Huron.  For  several  years,  up  to 
1878,  there  was  no  demand  for  immigrants  in  my  part  of  (he 
country.  In  1879  there  was  a  little  demand,  in  1880  there 
was  more,  and  in  1881  and  1882  the  demand  increased.  I 
applied  to  Mr.  Donaldson,  of  Toronto,  on  behalf  of  several 
farmers,  two  or  three  years  in  succession,  for  farm  laborers, 
and  I  was  unable,  in  any  one  year,  to  get  more  than  one-fourth 
of  the  number  applied  for.  During  the  last  few  years, 
to  my  own  knowledge,  a  large  number  of  immigrants, 
principally  farm  laborers  and  men  with  capital,  have  como 
to  that  part  of  the  country,  and  they  have  remained  there 
and  can  be  found  there  to-day.  I  know  that  some  people 
are  paying  $5,  and  even  as  much  as  $8  per  head,  to  persons 
who  will  bring  laborers  to  the  farms.  When  this  is  the 
case,  we  must  admit  that  the  money  is  wisely  spent.  Many 
of  the  men  who  come  here  are  men  of  means  and  buy  out 
the  farmers  of  our  own  country,  many  of  whom  go  to  the 
cities  where  their  sons  have  gone,  or  follow  them  to  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West,  where  they  have  gone  to  better 
their  condition,  because  those  who  have  been  used  to  the 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
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pioneer’s  life  in  Ontario  are  better  fitted  to  make  money  in 
the  North-West  than  men  from  the  old  country.  Of  those 
who  have  come  to  my  neighborhood,  some  have  bought 
farms  for  themselves  and  others  are  working,  but  my 
experience  is  that  not  one  out  of  three  has  gone  away, 
instead  of  three  out  of  four  as  the  hon.  gentleman  stated. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  statements  I  gave 
are  derived  from  the  census.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
take  the  trouble  to  examine  the  census  returns  he  will  see 
quite  distinctly  from  them  that,  for  the  only  two  periods 
for  which  we  have  accurate  information,  from  1861  to  1871, 
and  from  1871  to  1881,  from  whatever  cause,  precisely 
what  I  have  stated  has  occurred.  We  have  brought  some 
300,000  or  400,000  immigrants  here  in  ten  years,  and  the 
census  returns  show  us  that,  making  a  very  liberal  allow¬ 
ance  for  the  death  rato  among  the  immigrants  who  were 
here  before,  not  one  in  four  has  remained  in  the  country. 
The  census  may  be  inaccurate,  but  I  suppose  we  are  bound 
to  accept  it  as  the  most  accurate  statement  we  can  get. 
That  is  the  evidence  up  to  1831,  and  although  I  do  not  say 
it  is  conclusive,  it  is  strong  presumptive  evidence  that  the 
current  which  was  going  on  in  all  those  years  is  still  con¬ 
tinuing  to  go  on.  It  may  be  quite  true,  and  does  not  in  the 
least  affect  the  argument  I  was  advancing,  that  in  his  par¬ 
ticular  part  oi  the  country  more  immigrants  may  have 
stayed  than  elsewhere.  The  hon.  gentleman  apparently 
has  not  noticed  the  fact  that  our  municipal  statistics  in 
Ontario  showed  that,  during  those  four  years,  we  have  only 
had  an  increase  of  60,000  or  70,000  souls.  If  that  be  so,  it 
i3  very  far  indeed  from  accounting  for  the  natural  increase 
of  the  people,  even  throwing  in  the  number  who  are  alleged 
to  have  gone  to  Manitoba. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  As  far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  the 
municipal  statistics  are  entirely  unreliable,  as  you  may  see 
by  comparing  them  with  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Agri¬ 
culture  in  Ontario.  I  gave  my  illustration  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  argument,  that  we  need  not  expend  that 
money  for  immigration,  because  there  was  not  a  demand 
for  the  emigrants. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  Did  I  understand  that  no 
more  assisted  passages  are  to  be  given  to  artisans  and 
mechanics  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  the  instruction. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  Then,  I  think  it  would  bo 
well  that  you  should  withdraw  from  circulation  one  of  the 
pamphlets  put  into  circulation,  a  very  expensive  one, 
which,  it  was  stated  before  a  committee  of  this  House,  had 
been  placed  on  the  tables  of  all  the  hotels  in  Great  Britain 
and  Europe,  in  order  to  induce  immigrants  to  come  to  this 
country.  I  refer  to  the  Rev.  A.  J.  Bray’s  pamphlet,  and  at 
page  25  I  find  the  following  statement:-— 

“  Knowing  well  the  wants  of  this  agricultural  and  industrial  country, 
Mr.  Pope  has  made  great  and  patient  efforts  to  induce  laborers  of  all 
kinds  to  emigrate  to  the  Dominion.  The  rapid  development  of  agri¬ 
cultural  resources  keeps  up  a  constant  demand  for  farm  laborers  ;  rail¬ 
way  building  makes  a  demand  for  navvies,  and  mechanics  and  artisans 
are  needed  to  carry  on  the  common  trades.  To  help  the  work  of  supply, 
Mr.  Pope  has  devised  a  system  of  assisted  passages.  Female  domestic 
servants  and  families  of  agricultural  laborers  are  helped  to  more  than 
the  ordinary  and  advertised  passage  money ;  other  laborers  and 
mechanics  get  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  fare.” 

I  think  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Minister  to  withdraw 
that  celebrated  publication  from  the  tables  of  the  hotels  in 
Great  Britain  and  Europe,  if  he  does  not  wish  to  deceive  the 
mechanics  and  artisans  of  the  old  country,  by  inducing  them 
to  come  here,  by  advertising  that  there  is  plenty  of  work  for 
them,  I  know,  in  the  town  where  I  do  business,  during  the 
past  year  and  before,  a  large  number  of  mechanics  and  arti¬ 
sans  have  been  thrown  out  of  employment  altogether.  Some 
of  the  factories  have  been  closed  up,  and  a  large  decrease 
has  taken  place  in  the  staff  in  a  number  of  the  manufactur¬ 
ing  establishments  there.  Mechanics  have  been  compelled 
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to  go  to  the  United  States  for  employment,  many  of  them, 
and  the  artisans  in  the  cotton  factory  were  out  of  employ¬ 
ment  altogether  for  three  or  four  months  last  summer.  I 
think  it  is  a  great  injustice  to  the  artisans  and  mechanics 
for  the  Government  to  give  assisted  passages  to  bring  out 
others  to  work  against  them. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  discovered  a  mare’s 
nest  altogether.  He  does  not  say  that  I  assist  these  men, 
and  he  does  not  read  any  statement  that  I  would  assist 
them.  He  read  a  statement  that  agriculturists  and  female 
domestic  servants  could  get  assistance,  and  that  the  others 
got  a  lower  rate  but  no  assistance.  The  pamphlet,  as  he 
calls  it,  was  written  eighteen  months  or  two  years  ago,  and 
at  that  time  we  wanted,  and  did  all  we  could  to  bring, 
navvies  and  mechanics  to  work  on  our  public  works  ;  we 
could  not  supply  the  demand ;  but,  as  I  told  him,  I  had 
found  this  season  that  we  would  not  have  work  for  these 
men,  and  I  gave  my  instructions  accordingly,  that  they 
should  not  be  encouraged  to  come  to  this  country.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  shown  that  a  word  has  been  pub¬ 
lished  since  that  time  to  induce  them  to  come  here.  We 
did  no  more  than  necessary  to  assist  the  navvies  whom  wo 
encouraged  to  come  because  we  wanted  them. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  think  the  statement  I 
made  is  correct.  The  report  says  that  mechanics  get  a 
considerable  reduction  in  fare,  but  I  fail  to  discover  where 
the  difference  is  between  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  fare 
and  an  assisted  passage.  It  must  be  that  the  Government 
have  paid  the  steamship  companies  to  bring  them  out  here. 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  How,  then,  do  they  secure  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  fare  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Because  wo  make  a  general  arrangement  with 
them,  and  we  assist  these  other  classes. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  As  to  the  statement  that  there  was 
a  great  dearth  of  mechanics  or  artisans  during  the  past  two 
years,  so  far  as  the  section  of  country  I  live  in  is  concerned 
—and  it  is  a  manufacturing  section— no  such  dearth  existed. 
The  depression  has  continued  for  that  length  of  time,  and 
there  was  no  necessity  for  introducing  mechanics  and 
artisans  when  those  who  are  already  here  wore  out  of 
employment. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  Minister  has 
cot  disputed  the  accuracy  of  the  increases  alleged  to  have 
taken  place  in  the  municipal  census. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  believe  in  the  municipal  census 
at  all. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  other  source  of  information  whatever,  and  he  has 
not  shown  himself  anxious  to  obtain  information  in  Que¬ 
bec  where  he  could  obtain  it.  There  he  could  obtain 
accurate  information  from  the  Catholic  clergy,  who  keep 
registers  of  the  movements  of  the  Catholic  population. 
Now,  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  the 
municipal  returns  of  Ontario  say.  They  show  that  between 
1873  and  1879  the  population  of  Ontario  was  increased 
220,000,  and  from  1879  to  the  middle  of  1884,  which  is  the 
last  detailed  statement  we  have  got,  it  had  increased  barely 
80,000.  From  1881  to  1884,  both  inclusive,  it  had  increased 
barely  58,000.  The  rural  population  has  been  perfectly 
stationary — in  fact,  has  slightly  decreased  ;  towns  and 
villages  have  increased  slightly  ;  cities  have  increased  con¬ 
siderably,  but  the  great  bulk  of  the  increase  was  in  Toronto 
alone.  Now  there  is  internal  evidence  to  show  that  these 
figures  are  relatively  accurate.  They  show  a  considerable 
increase  over  a  number  of  years,  and  that  increase 
corresponds  with  the  other  facts  we  have  got.  They 
show  conclusively  that  for  the  last  four  years  the 


total  increase  in  Ontario  has  been  vastly  below  the 
natural  increase,  and  that  allowing  for  all  he  claims  to  have 
gone  to  the  North-West,  that  increase  does  not  equal  the 
natural  increase.  Now,  what  has  become  of  these  300,000 
people?  I  call  upon  the  hon.  gentleman  to  disprove  these 
facts  if  he  can.  These  facts  are  corroborated  by  the  three 
censuses  of  1861,  1871  and  1881,  and  I  cannot  conceive  how 
it  can  be  disputed  that  even  if  we  have  brought  these  people 
here  we  have  not  succeeded  in  keeping  them  here,  or  if  wo 
have  succeeded  in  keeping  them  here,  it  must  have  been  by 
displacing  our  own  people.  Now,  he  has  not  gainsaid  a 
single  statement  I  have  made,  either  as  to  tbe  estimates  of 
British  Columbia,  or  as  to  his  own  estimates  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  in  the  North-West.  He  has  not  gainsaid  my  other 
statement,  that  no  considerable  portion  of  these  emigrants 
has  gono  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  or  to  Quebec.  Now,  it 
is  quite  impossible  that  so  huge  a  number  of  persons  as 
300,000  should  remain  uncounted,  for  every  person 
acquainted  with  Ontario  knows  that  the  conditions  of  life 
there  are  such  that  300,000  people  cannot  be  absorbed  among 
a  population  of  little  loss  than  2,000,000  without  every 
person  being  aware  of  the  fact ;  it  would  amount  to  very 
nearly  one  person  in  six.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  see  for 
himself  that  these  facts  require  more  explanation  than  his 
Department  or  himself  have  yet  vouchsafed  to  give  us. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  hoc.  Minister  has  not  attempted 
to  dispute  the  accuracy  of  the  statistics  that  have  been  pre¬ 
sented.  There  is  another  fact  which  would  corroborate  tho 
statement  that  we  are  losing  population  much  faster  than  is 
for  tho  benefit  of  the  country,  and  that  is  tho  rovelation  made 
by  the  census  returns  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  That  is  all  your  authority. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes  ;  for  that  is  where  all  our  emi¬ 
grants  are  going,  a3  appears  from  the  United  States  census 
returns.  The  census  for  1870  shows  that  there  were  493,000 
people  living  in  that  country  who  were  born  in  British 
America  ;  while  in  1880  there  were  711,000  persons  born  in 
British  America  who  were  living  in  the  United  States.  By 
careful  calculations  it  is  shown  that  the  immigration  statis¬ 
tics  of  the  United  States,  professing  to  show  the  number  of 
emigrants  going  from  Canada  to  the  United  States,  are 
substantially  correct,  because  the  increase  in  the  Canadian’ 
population  from  493,000  to  717,000,  making  the  usual  allow¬ 
ance  for  loss  by  death,  is  the  samo,  within  a  few  thousand,  as 
the  result  shown  by  the  statistics  of  the  emigration  of 
Canadians;  and  if  that  is  correct,  and  the  census  of  1880  is 
correct,  then  the  immigration  statistics  from  the  United 
States  since  1880  show  that  there  are  living  to  day  in  the 
United  States  1,000,000  people  born  in  British  America. 
That  is  why  our  country  does  not  prosper.  In  addition  to 
those  1,000,000  native-born  British  Americans  living  in 
the  United  States,  there  are  no  statistics  to  show  how  large 
a  proportion  of  the  foreign-born  immigrants  brought  to  this 
country,  largely  by  assisted  passages,  remain  a  short  time 
hero  and  then  go  to  the  United  States.  But  from  all  tho 
statistics  and  evidence  we  can  arrive  at,  there  is  every 
reason  to  believe  that  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  immigrants 
brought  to  this  country  from  the  old  world  after  remaining 
here  a  short  time  leave  us  and  go  to  the  United  States. 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  throw  out  the  taunt  that  this  is 
American  authority.  It  is  a  very  serious  thought  that  our 
population  is  drifting  away.  The  1,000,000  of  Canadians  in 
tho  United  States  is  the  very  cream  of  tho  population  of  tho 
Dominion.  The  loss  of  that  population  is  not  only  a  serious 
matter,  but  is  a  great  disaster  to  this  country;  and  if  wo 
are  wise,  we  shall  strivo  to  ascertain  what  are  the  remedies 
for  preventing  this  great  depletion  of  our  population, 
and  if  any  remedy  is  practicable,  I  think  a  loyal  Tory 
as  well  as  a  loyal  Liberal  ought  to  be  anxious  to  apply  it. 
With  respect  to  the  effect  of  the  whole  policy  of  main¬ 
taining  an  immigration  department,  I  will  be  guilty  of 
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the  great  crime  of  drawing  some  moro  information  from 
the  great  country  to  the  south  of  us.  That  country,  which 
has  1,000,000  Canadians  resident  within  its  borders,  has 
been  successful  in  inducing  immigration.  In  1880  the  total 
number  of  immigrants  was  417,000  ;  1881,  669,000  ;  1882, 
788,000  ;  1883,  599,000.  How  do  the  United  States  pi’o- 
mote  immigration  ?  Do  they  keep  up  an  extensive  staff 
and  immigration  officers  in  Europe  ?  Do  they  spend  $3 
or  $4  per  head  in  promoting  immigration  ?  No; 
they  do  not  expend  one  cent.  They  make  no  provision  for 
inducing  immigration  or  granting  assisted  passages,  or  any¬ 
thing  of  that  kind.  But,  on  the  contrary,  they  tax  every  immi¬ 
grant  landing  on  their  shores  50  cents  per  head  ;  and  their 
immigration  law,  approved  on  3rd  August,  1882,  provides 
that  no  more  money  shall  be  spent  on  immigration  in  the 
United  States,  on  immigration  agents,  or  providing  lodgings 
or  sending  immigrants  to  their  destination,  than  is  derived 
from  the  head  tax  of  50  cents  per  immigrant.  The  dis¬ 
bursements  last  year  were  $235,000,  the  receipts  $224,000  ; 
and  the  report  of  the  Secretary  Treasurer  explains  that  the 
additional  amount  required  was  provided  by  a  balance  in 
the  Treasury  of  $104,000.  The  whole  consular  service  of  the 
United  States  cost  $486,000  a  year.  It  is  probable  that  the 
consuls  may  furnish  information  that  may  assist  immigration, 
although  the  consuls  are  not  appointed  for  that  purpose,  and 
it  is  only  an  incidental  part  of  their  duty.  Consuls  are 
appointed  in  the  chief  commercial  cities  and  towns  of 
Europe,  and  they  naturally,  though  incidentally,  disseminate 
information  that  leads  to  emigration  to  the  United  States. 
But  the  great  power  leading  to  immigration  is  the  fact  that 
immigrants  have  gone  to  the  United  States,  that  they  have 
left  friends  behind  with  whom  they  communicate,  and  that 
there  is  a  demand  for  labor  in  the  United  States.  These 
combinations  form  a  potent  agency.  The  United  States 
does  nothing  to  assist  immigration;  it  spends  no  money,  but 
it  imposes  a  head  tax  on  every  immigrant.  The  Bill  provid¬ 
ing  a  duty  of  50  cents  per  head  sets  forth  that  this  amount 
is  to  be  levied  on  every  passenger  not  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  coming  from  any  foreign  port;  that  it  shall 
bo  collectable  at  the  port  of  landing ;  that  it  shall  be  paid 
into  the  Treasury  and  known  as  the  immigrant  fund,  and 
that  this  duty  shall  be  a  lien  on  the  vessel  bringing  immi¬ 
grants.  It  provides  that  a  general  sum  shall  be  expended, 
‘that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  be  charged  with 
executing  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  and  that  he  shall  make 
contracts  with  the  State  boards  for  carrying  out  its  provis¬ 
ions.  The  only  defect  found  and  amendment  suggested  from 
experience  in  the  working  of  the  Act  is  the  adoption  of  more 
efficient  provisions  for  returning  undesirable  immigrants, 
such  as  convicts,  lunatics,  and  so  forth.  As  I  have  said, 
under  the  provisions  of  this  law  a  great  stream  of  immigra¬ 
tion  has  poured  into  the  United  States.  I  do  not  believe 
our  system  of  spending  a  large  sum,  and  keeping  up  an 
expensive  system  of  this  character  in  Europe  and  in 
England,  has  proved  to  be  such  a  success  as  to  be  of  interest 
to  the  country,  or  to  have  greatly  promoted  immigration. 
I  believe  the  desirable  class  of  immigrants  are  those 
who  have  ascertained  the  advantages  which  this  country 
has  to  offer,  and  come  hero  voluntarily  and  make  it  their 
homo,  and  thoso  who  are  assisted  here  are  not,  as  a  rule,  that 
class,  and  are  not  so  likely  to  stay  as  are  those  who 
voluntarily  come  here.  For  that  reason  I  believe  the  whole 
system  requires  to  be  changed,  and  that  we  should  adopt 
the  system  calculated  to  promote  the  prosperity  and  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  country. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
what  the  non.  gentleman  has  said  as  to  the  policy  of  the 
Uuited  States  Government,  that  is,  the  Central  Government, 
is  correct;  they  do  not  expend  a  large  sum  of  money  in 
maintaining  agents  abroad,  or  with  a  view  of  bringing 
immigrants  to  that  country.  Nor  do  they  give  any  assisted 
Mr,  Charlton. 


passages.  But  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  was  quite 
fair  in  assuming  that  we  can  afford  to  be  placod  on 
the  same  basis  as  they  have  adopted.  It  is  quite  Hue  that 
there  are  750,000  or  1,000,000  of  British  Americans  in 
the  United  States.  We  have  suffered  from  the  policy  of 
migration  which  has  obtained  in  the  United  States  as 
well  as  in  Canada.  We  must  recognise  the  fact  that  with 
respect  to  the  State  of  Now  York,  which  has  a  population 
about  equal  to  that  of  the  Dominion,  there  are  to  be  found 
in  other  parts  of  the  United  States  1,400,000  persons  who 
were  born  in  the  State  of  New  York.  No  less  than  five 
States  of  the  American  Union,  at  this  moment,  have 
citizens  or  native-born  persons  in  other  parts  of  the  Union 
to  a  larger  number  than  we  have  Canadians  in  the  United 
States.  Up  to  comparatively  a  few  years  ago,  Canada,  as  a 
field  for  immigration,  comprised  only  the  old  Provinces, 
which  placed  us  in  a  similar  position  to  the  eastern 
States,  and  an  examination  will  show  that  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  Canada,  during  the  recent  decennial  periods,  has 
actually  increased  to  a  greater  extent  than  has  the  popula¬ 
tion  in  Now  York  and  the  eastern  States.  Although  the 
American  Government,  that  is,  the  Central  Government,  have 
not  granted  assisted  passages,  although  they  have  not 
adopted,  to  the  same  extent,  the  policy  we  have  adopted 
with  a  view  of  attracting  immigrants,  they  have  practically 
had  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  on  the  continent  of  Europe 
immigration  agents,  in  the  form  of  shipping  agents  of  the 
large  steamship  companies.  I  remember  when  I  had  the 
honor  of  being  on  the  other  side  for  a  short  time  for  the 
Ontario  Government,  making  some  enquiries  with  res¬ 
pect  to  immigration  matters,  I  discovered  this  to  be  the 
difficulty:  those  immigration  agents,  acting  as  agents 
for  the  various  steamship  companies,  roceived  a  commis¬ 
sion  on  the  tickets  they  sold,  and  also  on  any  tickets  fold  to 
go  into  the  interior.  It  became,  therefore,  their  interest, 
from  the  amount  of  commission  which  they  receivo, 
to  send  immigrants  to  the  furthest  point  in 
the  interior,  they  could  send  them  to.  If  they 
send  an  immigrant  to  Chicago  they  get  a  larger 
commission  than  if  they  sent  him  to  New  York ;  if 
they  send  him  still  further  wost  they  get  a  further  and  a 
larger  commission ;  and,  as  a  consequence,  by  the  more 
operation  of  that  system  of  payment  by  commission  on  the 
tickets  they  sell,  resulting  from  the  connection  between  tho 
inland  transportation  companies  and  the  ocean  transporta¬ 
tion  companies,  they  were  practically  active  agents  for 
immigration  to  the  furthest  points  on  the  American  conti¬ 
nent.  The  result  of  that  was,  that  every  one  of,  say  the 
1,200  agents  of  the  Messrs.  Allan — although  they  did  a  great 
deal  for  Canada,  although  they  were  willing  to  distribute 
our  pamphlets,  and  do  everything  in  that  way  that  they 
possibly  could,  yet,  when  the  question  came  of  selling 
tickets,  if  they  could  sell  that  ticket  to  a  point  that  was  in 
the  interior  of  the  continent  they  got  so  much  moro  com¬ 
mission,  that  they  were  practically  the  agents  of  the  United 
States  for  the  purpose  of  immigration.  Now,  we  are  just 
getting  into  the  same  condition  as  our  friends  on  tho 
other  side.  At  this  moment  there  is  every  indication 
that  not  only  from  Europe,  not  only  from  the  old 
Provinces  of  Canada — as  there  was  from  New  Eng¬ 
land  to  tho  western  States— are  people  going  into 
our  own  great  west,  but  that  from  the  United  States  these 
people  are  going.  J  ust  as  they  went  formerly  from  New  Eng¬ 
land  to  the  western  States,  so  now  they  are  going  to  our 
western  territories.  We  are  precisely  at  that  period  of  our 
national  existence  when  we  have  to  encourage  that  kind  of 
thing,  when  having  that  large  territory  to  fill  up,  we  have  to 
adopt  moans  of  bringing  people  into  that  territory,  and  when, 
as  we  bring  them  in,  year  after  year  more  coming  in,  we 
produce  that  kind  of  agency  which  is,  of  all  agencies,  tho 
most  effective  for  immigration,  that  is,  the  successful 
settlers  in  the  country,  who  send  home  money  to  bring  out 
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the'r  friends  from  the  old  world.  I  saw  a  statement  some 
time  ago  as  to  the  amount  of  money  sent  to  Ireland  alone 
from  the  Irish  people  in  the  United  States  in  that 
way.  I  shall  not  venture  from  memory  to  state  the 
amount,  because  it  was  some  years  ago  that  I  saw  it, 
but  it  was  a  fabulous  amount,  an  inconceivably 
large  amount  which  was  sent  home  from  the  earn¬ 
ings  of  the  Irish  people  of  the  United  States  to  Ireland, 
to  bring  out  their  friends  to  the  west,  to  settle  in  those 
western  States  and  territories.  So  with  the  Germans,  so 
with  other  nationalities  coming  from  the  other  side  and 
settling  in  the  country.  With  a  wide  field  for  settlement 
for  them,  they  become  the  best  possible  kind  of  immigration 
agents  to  induce  their  friends  to  follow  them.  We 
are  simply  establishing  for  ourselves  at  this  moment 
that  condition  of  things,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  will 
allow  me  to  say  so,  I  do  not  think  they  are  acting  wisely  in 
the  interests  of  the  country — I  do  not  use  the  term  “  patrio¬ 
tism,”  but  speak  simply  of  a  business  proposition  for  the 
settlement  of  that  county — I  do  not  think  they  are  acting 
wisely  when  we  are  in  that  condition  of  our  existence 
when  we  have  to  adopt  means  to  pul  ourselves  in  the 
position  in  which  our  American  friends  already  are,  when 
there  are  hon.  gentlemen  perpetually,  every  year,  drawing, 
attention  to  the  fact  that  our  population  is  becoming 
depleted,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
our  census  returns  show  that  our  population  in  the  old  Pro¬ 
vinces  has  held  its  own  with  the  populations  of  similarly 
situated  States  on  the  other  side  of  the  border.  We  have 
no  Prov  nee  in  Canada  where  the  population  has  actually 
decreased  within  tho  decennial  period,  as  is  the  case  in  the 
United  States.  Thero  are  at  least  two  or  three  of  the 
American  States  where  the  population  has  not  increased 
anything  like  so  rapidly  as  the  least  progressive  of  the 
Provinces  of  Canada  in  point  of  population;  and  in  view 
of  that  fact,  I  do  think  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  could 
only  for  a  moment  cease  to  dwell  upon  conditions 
which  are  almost  inevitable,  having  regard  to  the  tend¬ 
ency  of  immigration  to  a  new  country,  the  disposition 
to  seek  for  new  fields,  the  disposition  of  people  in  the 
older  Provinces  to  go  into  those  new  fields,  and  having 
in  view  the  fact  that  we  are  just  getting  into  our  new  fields 
for  settlement  by  means  of  the  railway  communication  and 
the  facilities  which  are  affording  apportunities  for  success¬ 
ful  settlement — I  say  that  they  ought  not  to  press,  year 
after  year,  debate  after  debate,  the  point  that  we  are  losing 
our  population.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are  not  losing  our 
population,  taking  everything  into  account,  taking  into 
account  our  condition,  and  the  fact  that  we  are  now  only 
opening  up  the  North-West,  only  affording  the  people 
an  opportunity  of  securing  homes  in  our  North-West,  when 
formerly  they  were  compelled  to  go  into  the  western  States 
of  the  American  Union — I  say  that  I  believe  the  population 
of  Canada  has  progressed  fairly  rapidly,  and  that  we  are  on 
the  eve  of  a  progressive  development  in  the  matter  of 
population,  which  will  bear  a  fair  comparison  with  the 
wonderful  development  of  our  neighbors  on  the  other  side. 
But  if  you  send  across  the  water  for  every  immigration 
agent  who  is  interested  against  us — and  although  the  United 
States  Government  do  not  send  immigration  agents,  the 
land  companies  send  immigration  agents,  the  railway 
companies  send  immigration  agents  ;  you  find  them  in 
every  part  of  Great  Britain  and  the  continent,  working 
hard,  not  subject  to  enquiries  as  to  what  they  are  doing, 
but  influenced  simply  by  the  business  consideration 
of  how  many  immigrants  they  can  bring  over 

by  any  means  —  I  say,  if,  in  addition  to  the 

largo  inducements  they  have  in  the  shape  of  a  largo  per 
capita  commission,  you  put  in  their  hands  tho  argument  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  this  country  is  unfit  to  come 
to,  because  our  population  is  all  leaving  us,  that  our  popu-  ' 
lation  is  becoming  depleted — I  say  that  in  doing  so  hon. 


gentlemen,  unconsciously,  it  may  be,  but  none  the  less  effect¬ 
ively,  are  playing  the  very  game  of  our  opponents,  and  aid¬ 
ing  in  preventing  that  development  of  our  population  which 
they  urge  that  everything  should  be  done  to  promote.  I 
am  satisfied,  myself,  that  in  the  meantime  we  must  adopt 
such  a  policy  as  has  been  pursued  for  the  last  few  years; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  that  pro¬ 
gressive  development  of  Manitoba  and  the  western  terri¬ 
tories  will  go  on ;  that  as  people  go  in  there,  and  as  the 
same  conditions  of  immigration  agency,  arising  out  of  pros¬ 
perous  settlement,  and  tho  people  sending  back  money  to 
bring  out  their  friends,  come  to  be  realised,  as  they  will  be, 
we  shall  then  be  able  to  adopt  the  same  plan  as  our  friends 
on  the  other  side  have  adopted,  and  discontinue  the  system 
of  assisting  immigration  altogether. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  other  words,  it 
would  be  infinitely  convenient,  when  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  statements  made  in  our  immigration  reports  for 
the  last  four  years  cannot  be  justified - - 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  They  are  justified. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  They  are  neither  jus¬ 
tified  nor  proved. 

Mr.  POPE.  Who  denies  them  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  deny  them  ;  Isay 
the  municipal  statistics  of  our  Provinces  deny  them  ;  I  say 
that  the  returns  of  immigration  to  the  United  States  deny 
them  ;  I  say  that  every  statement  of  every  trades  council 
and  labor  league  in  the  country  denies  them.  I  say  that 
the  Minister  is  utterly  unable  to  explain,  and  has  not 
attempted  to  explain,  where  the  200,000  of  the  400,000 
alleged  to  have  come  to  this  country  within  the  last  four 
years  are.  I  say  that  the  whole  business  is  becoming  a 
gigantic  swindle,  and  that  the  object  of  this  S  100,000  vote 
is  to  provide  $100,000  to  distribute  amongst  their  subsidised 
press.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  know  where  it  goes, 
I  have  ro  doubt  that  by  reference  to  the  Auditor  General’s 
reports  I  can  inform  him  of  the  destination  of  a  great  deal 
of  that  money.  I  find  that  the  Toronto  Mail  got  $8,900, 
the  Montreal  Gazette,  $9,100  ;  the  Quebec  Chronicle ,  $3,900  ; 
the  London  Free  Press,  over  $6,000  ;  the  Prescott  Messenger 
$6,000;  th e  Courier  de  St  Hyacinthe  $7 ,000,  and  so  on  and  so  on. 
That  is  the  reason,  and  not  any  honest  desire  to  bring  immi¬ 
grants  into  this  country  ;  that  is  tho  reason,  perhaps,  of  a 
great  deal  of  the  advocacy  we  havo  of  unlimited  expenditure 
for  immigration  purposes.  Now,  we  have  the  greatest  pos¬ 
sible  desire  to  see  this  country  peopled  by  Canadians.  What 
I  complain  of  is,  that  it  is  tho  quintessence  of  folly,  until 
you  can  keep  your  own  people  in  Canada,  to  spend  hun¬ 
dreds  ol  thousands  of  dollars  to  bring  foreign  immigrants 
here,  who  are  not  as  good,  any  one  of  them,  as  our  own 
people.  I  do  not  value  half-a-dozen  of  them  as  much  as  I 
do  the  retaining  of  one  of  our  own  people.  I  do  not  say 
that  in  any  narrow  spirit  of  prejudice,  but  because  our  own 
people  understand  the  country,  are  infinitely  better  suited 
to  it,  and  more  valuable  to  us  in  developing  the 
country,  than  immigrants  from  Norway,  or  Russia, 
or  Poland,  or  Switzerland,  or  anywhere  else,  not  for¬ 
getting  the  Chinese,  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  can  induce  to  come  here.  Not  only  on  this  occasion, 
but  on  every  other  occasion  when  this  question  has  been 
up,  hon.  gentlemen  have  entirely  shirked  the  question 
where  these  immigrants  are.  The  hon.  gentleman,  by  his 
report,  has  accounted  nominally  for  about  98,000  of  them. 

I  doubt  myself  whether  those  alleged  to  have  settled  in 
British  Columbia  and  the  North-West  during  the  last  four 
years  are  there  now.  In  fact,  I  am  certain  a  very  large 
proportion  are  not;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
accounted  for  the  balance  of  300,000,  and  I  think  we  are 
wantonly  wasting  the  public  money  when  we  are  spending, 
in  defiance  of  the  remonstrances  of  our  own  artisans  and 


2816 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


mechanics,  $400,000  a  year  for  bringing  people  to  this 
country  who  must,  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  displaco 
our  own  artisans.  As  1  see  the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton 
(Mr.  Eobertson)  opposite  me,  I  will  take  leave  to  call  his 
attention  to  a  memorial  from  the  wage-earners  of  Hamilton 
to  the  members  of  the  Parliament  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  in  session  assembled,  in  which  they  resolve : 

“  That  the  workingmen  of  Hamilton  condemn  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  allowing  the  importation  to  our  shores  of  pauper  immi¬ 
grants,  and  call  upon  them  to  take  measures  to  return  such  foreign 
paupers  as  are  now  in  our  land,  and  to  legislate  against  the  arrival  of 
others  ;  that  we  demand  the  recall  of  the  emigrant  agents  and  lecturers 
employed  by  the  Government,  and  the  application  of  the  money  appro¬ 
priated  for  their  remuneration  to  some  public  work,  upon  which  some 
unemployed  Canadians  can  earn  their  bread  ;  that  we  especially  protest 
against  introduction  of  Chinese  labor  in  any  part  of  the  Dominion,  and 
call  upon  the  Government  to  send  back  all  Chinese  now  in  Canada  or 
enforce  such  a  poll  tax  as  will  drive  them  hence;  that  we  demand  that 
the  workingmen  of  Hamilton  refrain  from  giving  support  to  either  of 
the  political  parties  in  the  future,  until  such  time  as  they  secure  by 
legislation,  not  promises,  their  rights.” 

Now,  if  the  Minister  is  able  to  give  us  any  reasonable 
ground  for  believing  that  the  400,000  persons  ho  has  brought 
to  this  country  are  still  here,  I  would  desire  him  to  give  it. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  in  this,  that  I 
think  it  desirable  on  all  occasions  to  do  our  best  to  keep 
our  people  in  this  country.  It  is  true,  we  are  laboring 
under  much  the  same  conditions  which  exist  in  many  of 
the  oaetern  States,  with  this  difference,  that  a  great  part  of 
Canada  is  entirely  a  new  country,  whereas  many  of  those 
States  have  been  settled  for  200  or  250  years,  and  the  com¬ 
parison  he  makes  is  open  to  considerable  criticism  in  that 
respect.  Now,  there  never  was  a  vote  asked  for  on  which 
it  was  more  in  the  line  of  our  duty  to  require  explanations 
that  this  particular  vote,  and  I  may  go  further  and  say  I 
never  heard  a  gentleman  ask  for  such  a  vote  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  and  offer  fewer  explanations  than  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  done. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  said  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that,  in 
the  first  place,  I  have  no  confidence  in  his  municipal 
statistics  for  Ontario  or  Quebec,  or  anywhere  else  ;  they 
have  never  been  proved  to  be  good  for  anything.  I  have 
told  the  bon.  gentleman  that  man  for  man  they  come  into 
the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  asserts  that  they  have 
gono  out  of  the  country.  Well,  we  have  tried  the  point 
where  bo  said  the  most  of  them  had  gone  out ;  wo  have 
taken  every  possible  means  to  find  out  the  truth  at  that 
poinl,  and  this  year  there  were  more  came  in  there  than 
went  out.  I  thought  I  would  try  to  find  cut  what  was 
really  the  case  with  regard  to  persons  leaving  Manitoba. 
My  own  figures  were  that  6', 000  went  out  and  80,000  came 
in.  Then  I  wrote  to  Washington,  to  see  what  they  would 
say  about  it  there,  and  the  reply  I  received  was,  that  in  1881 
1,863  wont  out  of  Manitoba;  in  1882,  1,390;  in  1883,  1,143, 
and  in  1884,  924  against  my  6,000.  That  is  signed  by  Mr. 
Whitney,  chief  clerk  of  tho  Bureau  of  Statistics. 

Sir  RICHAED  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  mean  to  say  that  the  300,000  people  not  accounted  for 
are  settled  in  the  older  Provinces  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  A  very  large  number  of  people  have  gone 
to  Manitoba,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  as  well  as  1  do, 
that  their  places  have  been  very  largely  filled  by  immi¬ 
grants  from  tho  old  country.  Of  those  300,000  people, 
some  of  them  have  gone  to  the  United  States,  but  a  larger 
proportion  have  gone  to  Manitoba  and  the  North-West. 
Does  tho  hon.  gentleman  suppose  he  is  giving  anything 
like  the  true  state  of  affairs  ?  Does  he  tell  us,  as  he  has 
said  all  over  tho  country,  that  from  18*75  to  18*78  the  people 
did  not  leave  this  country,  but  that  it  is  only  from  1880  to 
1884  that  they  have  been  going  out  ?  We  know  that  the 
reverse  is  the  case ;  when  we  know  that  during  the 
former  time  the  people  did  leave  the  country, when  they 
were  oppressed  and  could  not  got  anything  to  do. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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Would  it  not  be  ridiculous,  when  men  can  get  fair  wages  in 
Canada,  as  they  have  been  getting  during  the  last  four 
years,  to  suppose  they  would  leave  Canada  for  the  United 
States.  No  ;  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  they  know  how  to  look 
after  their  own  interests.  I  know  of  hundreds  and  thou¬ 
sands  of  men  last  year  and  the  year  before  who  came  into 
this  country  from  the  United  States  to  get  work.  Bat  tho 
hon.  gentleman  will  accept  no  proof;  he  takes  the  munici¬ 
pal  statistics  and  ho  goes  howling  and  screaming  through 
Ontario  that  the  people  are  leaving  the  country.  I  do  not 
beliove  ho  really  intends  to  deceive  or  mislead  the  people, 
hut  bo  has  worked  himself  up  to  such  a  fever  that  he  believes 
it  himself.  With  respect  to  the  counties  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  speaks  of.  no  doubt  there  are  not  as  many  immigrants 
to  the  lower  Provinces  as  I  hoped  there  would.  I  wou'd 
like  to  seo  a  good  deal  more.  There  are  a  good  many  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Where  do  they  go  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  where  they 
go.  He  can  live  in  the  city  of  Quebec  and  he  will  never 
know  where  they  go.  They  have  gone  into  Richmond  and 
Wolfe,  Arthabasea  and  Drummond,  which  is  almost  doubled, 
and  Sherbrooke  and  the  county  of  Compton.  What  do  you 
find  in  Ontario  ?  If  I  had  the  census,  I  could  show  the  hon. 
gentleman  where  a  large  number  of  the  people  have  gone. 
In  several  of  the  counties  of  Ontario  the  population 
has  almost  doubled.  A  greater  number  have  gone  to 
the  North-West.  I  defy  the  hon.  gentleman  to  give  a  single 
proof  to  show  these  people  have  gone  to  the  United  States 
during  the  last  four  or  five  years,  in  large  numbers. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  population  ot  the  district  I  repre¬ 
sent  has  increased  very  largely  within  the  last  few  years. 
Port  Arthur,  where  tho  population  was  less  than  2,000  at 
the  last  census,  has  now  a  population  of  over  6,000.  With 
regard  to  the  Rainy  River  district  and  Rat  Portage,  where 
there  were  but  a  few  people  when  the  last  census  was  taken, 
we  have  now  a  population  there  of  3,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  all  those  are  fully 
accounted  for  in  tho  municipal  statistics  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Still,  that  shows  whore  tho  population 
is  going.  A  very  much  larger  incroaso  of  population  has 
taken  place  in  the  eastern  part  of  Manitoba,  the  Manitoulin 
Islands  and  the  Island  of  St.  John.  Last  year  we  made  an 
estimate  of  the  population,  and  while  there  were  20,000  in 
Algoma  proper  and  8,000  all  over  the  disputed  territory 
when  the  last  census  was  taken,  we  have  now  55,000,  taking 
the  whole  district. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  am  very  much  surprised  at  the 
course  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Their  policy 
seems  to  have  been  entirely  changed  sinoe  18*78.  Perhaps 
it  would  be  interesting  to  them  to  be  reminded  of  what 
they  said  then  about  the  policy  of  immigration.  The  Min¬ 
ister  of  Agriculture  then  said  : 

“  He  objected  to  the  item,  and  in  doing  so  knew  that  he 
would  be  met  with  the  statement  that  it  stood  in  the  same  position  as 
in  1873-74.  This  was  not  so,  however,  for  the  Government  of  that  day 
appointed  these  agents  for  short  periods,  not  longer  than  8  months,  and 
it  was  never  intended  to  make  them  permanent  officers.  He  would 
suggest,  too,  that  this  item  no  longer  stand  a  lump  sum,  without  a 
single  explanation.  If  these  agents  were  made  permanent  officers,  the 
House  should  receive  reports  from  them  as  to  the  way  work  was  being 
done.” 

Then  I  find  another  hon.  gentleman  of  the  party  opposite 
said  : 

“  Mr.  White  (East  Hastings)  said  it  was  not  necessary  to  retain  the 
staff  as  at  present.  One  gentleman  at  Quebec  had  $1,500  per  year,  and 
another,  an  assistant,  had  $1,000  ;  one  gentleman  would  be  sufficient.” 

The  Minister  of  Agriculture  made  a  few  more  remarks  on 
this  subject : 

“  Mr.  Pope  (Compton)  called  attention  to  the  largeness  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure  under  this  head,  compared  with  the  smallness  of  the  immigra- 
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tion,  reaching  only  15,323.  He  declared  that  the  immigration  was  not 
due  to  the  action  of  the  agents,  but  to  natural  consequences.  The 
agents  of  steamship  companies  possess  great  influence  as  emigrantion 
agents.” 

There  is  the  policy  propounded  by  the  hon.  members  in 
1878,  the  statement  that  there  was  no  use  for  us  to  spend 
money  to  bring  immigrants  into  this  country  when  the 
population  was  leaving  it  to  go  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  It  is  the  time  they  did  go. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No;  it  is  not  the  time 
they  did  go. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  They  did  go  then. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Not  one  man  left  in 
our  time  for  three  who  have  left  in  yours. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  Minister  of  Agriculture  stated 
that  it  had  been  ascertained  that  some  people  were  coming 
back  from  the  United  States  to  this  country.  A  few  did  so, 
but  they  have  gone  back  again  to  the  United  States;  aDd 
there  is  a  very  plain  explanation  ofthefacthe  has  mentioned, 
namely,  that  at  that  time  there  was  a  great  commercial 
crisis  in  the  United  States,  and  they  were  working  on  half 
time,  or  the  factories  were  closed. 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  A  few  Erench  Canadians  came  at 
that  time,  but  they  have  all  gone  back  again.  Look  at  the 
figures  from  the  municipal  returns.  The  Minister  does  not 
think  much  of  those  returns,  probably  because  they  do  not 
come  from  his  Department.  I  know  the  way  in  which  both 
the  census  and  the  municipal  returns  are  made,  and  I  say 
the  municipal  returns  are  worthy  of  three  times  more 
credence  than  the  census.  I  know  how  the  census  was 
made.  In  many  places  it  was  made  by  people  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  inhabitants  and  took  information  which  might 
be  all  wrong,  while  it  is  impossible  to  have  statistics  founded 
on  a  system  calculated  to  give  more  correct  returns  than 
the  municipal  system  of  returns  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
The  municipal  assessors,  when  making  the  assessment  rolls, 
are  obliged  to  go  from  house  to  house  to  ascertain  tho  value 
of  property,  and  they  are  bound,  under  the  municipal  code 
of  Quebec,  to  take  a  census  of  the  population.  It  is  per¬ 
fectly  impossible  that  they  should  be  mistaken,  They 
know  the  people  in  each  house  before  they  go  to  it,  but  to 
ascertain  the  exact  number  they  must  go  from  house  to 
house.  The  result  is  every  year  revised  by  the  municipal 
council ;  every  one  knows  his  neighbor  in  the  township  or 
the  parish,  and  knows  the  number  of  children  born  during 
the  year.  I  will  give  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  some  proof 
of  the  care  with  which  the  municipal  statistics  have  been 
made.  Last  year  and  two  years  ago  it  was  ascertained 
that  the  municipal  returns  did  not  agree  with  the 
official  census.  The  authorities  at  Quebec  took  the 
precaution,  because  those  municipal  returns  are 
sent  to  the  Provincial  Seci’etary  and  graded  and  published, 
to  inquire  into  the  discrepancy.  Take  the  parish  of  St. 
Colomb  de  Sillery,  near  Quebec,  and  I  have  a  personal 
knowledge  that  the  statement  made  is  perfectly  correct. 
There  was  a  great  difference  between  the  population  given 
by  the  census  and  the  municipal  returns.  The  officer  of 
the  Government  at  Quebec  wrote  to  the  Secretary  Treasurer 
of  St.  Colomb  to  call  his  attention  to  the  glaring  dis¬ 
crepancy.  Here  is  his  answer  : 

“  As  to  the  diminution  of  population  mentioned,  I  may  say  that  what 
is  called  the  floating  population  of  the  municipality,  that  is  the  laborers 
who  form  a  very  large  portion  of  that  population,  varies  considerably 
some  years.  When  work  is  plentiful  and  wages  high  they  crowd  into  the 
parish  in  large  numbers,  with  their  families,  and  remain  while  they  can 
procure  employment ;  when  the  reverse  is  the  case  they  leave. 

“  M.  H.  O’Ryan.” 

There  has  been  a  great  decrease  of  population  from  3,700  in 
1882  to  3,500  in  1883.  In  St.  Romuald,  there  was  a  diminu¬ 

353 


tion  of  about  2,000  in  two  years,  and  this  cannot  be  denied. 
The  member  for  the  county  of  Levis  (Mr.  Guay)  lives  in 
that  place,  and  I  was  mentioning  these  figures  to  him,  and 
he  says  they  are  perfectly  correct.  But  the  official  census 
would  not  show  that,  because,  when  people  had  left, 
with  any  remote  hope  of  coming  back  to  the  country,  they 
were  marked  as  being  still  in  the  country.  That  is  not  an 
isolated  case,  because  I  have  several  letters  of  explanation. 
Here  is  a  letter  from  tho  Secretary-Treasurer  of  St.  Gre- 
goire,  in  the  county  of  Iberville  : 

“  The  population  of  this  municipality  in  1882  was  1,773,  including 
present  as  well  as  absent  from  the  country,  that  is  to  say,  those  who 
had  left  with  the  intention  of  coming  back,  but  they  have  not  come  back 
yet. 

“  J.  0.  Pion.” 

Here  is  another  letter  from  the  Secretary-Treasurer  of 
Mille  Isles  : 

“  Sir, — In  answer  to  your’s  of  the  21st  February,  calling  on  me  to 
correct  the  mistake  with  regard  to  the  number  of  souls  in  this  munici¬ 
pality,  my  answer  is  that  500  is  the  number  given  to  me  by  the  valu¬ 
ators  in  the  month  of  July,  1881,  and  is  the  number  on  the  assessment  roll 
of  this  municipality.  In  1881  I  took  the  census  of  this  municipality,  and 
according  to  our  iastructions  a  great  many  young  men  and  women  in 
the  United  States,  and  !n  other  Provinces,  were  taken  as  if  they 
were  living  with  their  parents  in  the  district,  who,  up  to  date,  have  not 
committed  the  sin  of  Lot’s  wife,  to  look  back,  and  every  year  is  taking 
more  away.  Your  obedient  servant, 

Wm.  Stuart.” 

Here  is  another  letter  from  the  Secretary-Treasurer  of  St* 
Anne  de  la  Parade,  in  the  county  of  Champlain  : 

“  In  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  19th  inst.,  I  have  the  honor  to 
inform  you  that  the  decrease  of  the  population  of  this  parish  which 
exists  in  my  return  of  1883,  compared  with  that  of  1882,  is  due  to  this 
cause,  that  the  return  of  1882  was  based  upon  the  general  census  which 
had  been  made  during  the  preceding  year,  in  which  the  families  of  those 
who  were  absent  from  the  Province  were  included,  whereas  the  one  of 
this  year  has  been  made  by  the  curi  of  the  parish  in  visiting  his  parish, 
and  of  course  he  has  not  included  those  who  were  absent  from  the  parish. 
That  is  the  occasion  of  the  difference. 

“  A.  D.  Trudel.” 

Here  is  a  letter  from  another  parish  of  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  from  the  county  of  Pontiac  : 

“  Leslie,  26th  February,  1884. 

“  In  answer  to  your  letter  dated  the  19th  September,  referring  to  the 
decrease  of  population,  it  is  due  to  emigration  to  the  United  States.  In 
the  summer  of  1882,  in  a  single  day,  on  the  2nd  of  July,  five  families, 
numbering  thirty  persons,  left  for  the  United  States  for  Stillwater,  in 
the  State  of  Minnesota ;  afterwards,  almost  every  week  some  other  families 
have  left  from  time  to  time.  There  are  forty-four  families  that  have  left 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years  for  several  places  in  the  United  States, 
and  a  good  many  of  them  have  left  lands  which  would  have  made  fine 
farms  but  which  are  now  abandoned.  Some  speculators  who  had  pur¬ 
chased  them  with  the  expectation  of  re-selling  them  afterwards  at  a 
higher  price  have  been  badly  sold  themselves.  As  emigration  is  always 
going  on  they  have  no  chance  of  selling  again. 

“  F.  R.  S.  Pelletier,  Secret  ary- Treasurer." 
Here  is  a  letter  from  a  different  portion  of  the  Province, 
from  Cape  St.  Ignace,  dated  1st  September,  1884  : 

“  I  have  received  your  letter,  in  which  you  ask  me  to  explain  my 
return  of  la3t  winter.  The  population  does  not  appear  on  the  valuation 
roll.  I  have  consulted  the  cure  on  this  subject,  and  we  agree  in  saying 
that  there  is  as  much  decrease  of  population  as  last  year.  It  is  due 
to  emigration  to  the  United  States,  caused  by  the  fact  that  our  lumber¬ 
ing  operations  are  stopped. 

‘‘(Signed),  Jos.  Boissinotth,  Sec.-Treas." 
Hero  is  another  from  the  county  of  Nicolot : 

“  Stb.  Briggittb  des  Saults,  5th  September,  1884. 

“  Here  is,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  the  information  you  ask.  The 
decrease  which  you  see  in  the  population  of  this  parish  is  due  to  emigra¬ 
tion  to  the  United  States.  A  great  number  of  Irish  farmers  have  left 
this  place  to  live  in  the  United  States,  and  a  few  have  gone  to  the 
Eastern  Townships,” 

Here  is  still  another  : 

11  St.  Armand,  West,  6th  August,  1884. 

“  Yours  of  the  22nd  ult.  to  hand.  In  reply,  will  say  1  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining  what  the  population  of  this  municipality  is.  I  have 
enquired  of  the  person  who  took  the  last  census  but  could  get  no  infor¬ 
mation  from  him,  as  he  says  that  he  was  not  allowed  to  keep  any  figures 
regarding  the  same. 

“  F.  H.  Throop,  Sec.~Treas.” 
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I  have  a  great  many  other  letters  to  the  same  effect, 
explaining  the  apparent  discrepancies  between  the  census 
and  the  municipal  returns,  and  all  in  the  same  way — emi¬ 
gration  to  the  United  States.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  go  to  the  municipal  or  Government  census  to 
ascertain  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  emigration  going  on. 
Any  one  who  travels  over  our  lines  of  railway  going  to  the 
States  must  have  been  struck  with  the  number  of  people 
going  to  that  country.  Last  summer,  when  I  was  carrying 
on  my  election,  I  had  to  travel  over  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way  at  least  once  a  week,  and  sometimes  several  times  a 
week,  and  I  saw  on  every  train  three,  four  and  five  cars 
loaded  with  farmers  from  the  lower  portion  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  all  going  to  the  United  States.  It  was  on  the 
first  days  of  the  week  that  I  saw  the  greatest  number,  as 
they  do  not  like  to  leave  on  Saturday.  Now,  it  is 
preposterous  to  say  that  there  is  no  emigration  to 
the  United  States  from  the  Province  of  Quebec.  It 
is  denying  the  most  evident  facts  which  are  patent 
to  any  one  who  knows  anything  of  that  Province* 
We  know  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  the  previous 
Government  were  in  power,  criticised  the  vote  for  emigra¬ 
tion,  which  was  only  $120,000  a  ye*ar  for  emigration  and 
quarantine  together,  whereas  this  year  it  is  nearly  $600,000. 
We  know  there  was  some  emigration  in  1878,  which  was 
due  to  the  great  commercial  and  financial  depression  which 
then  existed,  but  those  reasons  do  not  exist  now,  and  the 
emigration  is  very  much  greater  now  than  it  was  then.  I 
have  conversed  with  a  great  many  gentlemen  of  the  clergy 
on  this  subject,  and  they  all  say  that  emigration  is  depopu¬ 
lating  their  parishes.  And  it  is  the  best  portion  of  the 
people  that  are  leaving,  chiefly  able-bodied  young  men,  who 
go  to  work  in  the  manufactories  of  the  United  States.  lam 
not  going  to  enter  into  the  causes  of  this  exodus,  but  I  think 
it  is  important  we  should  know  what  the  facts  are,  that  we 
should  no  longer  remain  in  a  kind  of  fool’s  paradise,  always 
repeating  that  we  are  in  a  great  state  of  prosperity,  that 
immigrants  are  flocking  to  this  country  and  that  our  own 
people  are  not  leaving,  when  the  reverse  is  the  case. 

Mr,  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  think  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  has  brought 
forward  very  poor  testimony  when  be  quotes  the  census 
taken  by  the  municipalities  in  Ontario  in  proof  of  the  extent 
of  emigration  to  the  United  States  from  that  Province.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  there  is  no  care  whatever  taken  in  the  enu¬ 
meration  of  the  people  by  the  municipal  officers.  I  can 
speak  from  experience,  so  far  as  the  city  of  Hamilton  is 
concerned,  in  so  much  as  when  the  census  was  taken 
tkero  this  last  year  it  was  discovered  that  one  of  the  wards 
of  the  city,  which  it  was  well  known  had  increased  in  popu¬ 
lation,  was  reported  to  contain  several  hundreds  less  of  a 
population  than  it  contained  the  year  previous..  It  gave  rise 
to  a  good  deal  of  enquiry,  and  a  new  enumeration  was 
ordered  for  that  particular  ward,  and  it  was  found  that  the 
asseseors  had  made  a  mistake  of  several  hundreds,  that 
the  ward  really  contained  several  hundreds  more  than  the 
municipal  officers  had  credited  it  with.  In  many  cases,  in 
municipalities,  the  assessors  never  visit  the  people  at  all,  but 
take  the  assessment  roll  of  the  previous  year,  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  at  the  value  of  the  property,  and  then  they  guess 
at  the  number  of  people  in  each  house.  I  have  been  a 
resident  of  the  city  of  Hamilton  for  over  eight  years,  and  I 
have  never  been  asked  bow  many  people  were  living  in 
my  bouse,  how  many  servants  I  had,  or  what  was  the 
number  of  my  family.  But,  Sir,  our  own  senses  tell  us 
every  day  that  there  are  strangers  constartly  coming  in. 
Every  man  who  lives  in  any  city  must  know  that  he  cannot 
walk  the  streets  without  observing  strangers.  It  cannot  be 
said  that  Toronto,  London  or  Hamilton  are  not  increasing  in 
population.  Why,  seven  or  eight  years  ago  Hamilton  was 
only  a  city  of  32,000,  whereas  now  it  is  a  city  of  40,000.  All 
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1  other  things  go  to  show  that  there  must  be  a  very  conder- 
able  immigration  to  this  country.  With  regard  to  the  memor¬ 
ial  which  the  hon.  gentleman  read  from  the  workingmen  of 
Hamilton,  that,  I  think,  goes  rather  against  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument,  because  it  complains  that  too  many  people 
are  coming  in  ;  that  a  certain  class  are  being  sent  out  to 
this  country  who  are  competing  injuriously  with  our  own 
people.  We  know  perfectly  well  that  during  the  last  two  or 
three  years  there  has  been  great  depression  in  the  United 
States,  and  mechanics  have  been  flocking  into  Canada  from 
that  country,  who  could  not  get  work  in  their  own  countr.y 
That  has  given  rise  to  great  dissatisfaction  among  the 
workingmen  in  different  cities.  I  do  not  think  we  can 
rely  with  a  very  great  deal  of  satisfaction  upon  the  repre¬ 
sentations  made  by  the  labor  union  people,  because  they  are 
looking  after  their  own  individual  interests  ;  they  are  not 
looking  after  the  interests  of  the  country  particularly,  but 
they  have  a  single  eye  to  what  would  benefit  themselves,  and 
they  would  exclude  any  man  who  would  interfere  with  their 
getting  a  day’s  work.  That  is  not  very  disinterested 
evidence  in  support  of  complaints  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  regard  to  their  immigration  policy.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  my  assessment  notice  for  the  present  year.  The  asses¬ 
sors  are  instructed,  as  I  believe,  to  take  an  enumeration  of 
the  people,  hut  it  is  well  known  that  they  do  not  do  it  very 
efficiently.  There  is  just  one  name  in  the  notice  of  my 
assessment  and  tfiatis  my  own.  Yet  I  have  three  servants 
and  four  members  of  my  family,  making  seven  in  all,  and 
yet  only  one  name  is  entered  here.  That  the  kind  of  evi¬ 
dence  the  hon.  gentleman  brings  forward  to  substantiate  his 
attack  on  the  Government.  As  regards  the  hon.  member 
for  Quebec,  I  could  not  exactly  understand  what  he  was 
trying  to  make  out,  unless  it  was  that  a  great  many  peo¬ 
ple  had  left  his  Province  and  he  is  anxious  to  hr  i  ng  them 
back.  I  suppose  he  was  speaking  of  former  times,  when  his 
friends  were  in  power, when  there  was  such  a  state  of  depres¬ 
sion  existing  all  over  the  country ;  but  now,  that  there  is 
prosperity,  they  are  anxious  to  come  back,  and  he  is  desirous 
of  having  the  Government  pay  the  expenses  of  bringing 
them  back. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  hope  an  adjournment 
will  be  now  taken,  as  it  is  quite  impossible  to  get  through 
the  discussion  to-night. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Some  hours  can  fairly  be 
taken  up  in  the  discussion  which  has  just  been  entered 
upon. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  If  you  are  going  to  take  some  time  you 
had  better  go  on. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  If  I  have  to  go  on  to-night, 
it  will  not  be  in  this  connection. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  It  is  quite  evident,  from  our  experience, 
that  there  is  no  object  in  asking  the  members  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  to  go  on.  We  know  that  they  can  prevent  the 
business  of  the  country  being  done ;  that  in  committee, 
under  our  system,  they  can  talk  as  long  as  they  like;  and 
I  understood  the  remark  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  be  a 
threat  of  obstruction.  A  threat  has  been  thrown  out  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant,  and  we  know  he  can  frustrate  any 
progress  if  he  thinks  proper.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  some  portion  of  the  Estimates 
will  have  to  be  got  through  before  1st  of  July.  If  not,  some 
other  means  will  have  to  be  adopted  to  obtain  the  means  to 
carry  on  tho  affairs  of  the  country.  Wo  do  not  desire  to  cut 
short  discussion  on  this  question.  I  thought  the  discussion 
was  on  the  general  vote,  and  was  applicable  to  the  whole 
item.  There  may  be  other  points  which  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  may  desire  to  discuss,  and  there  may  be  individual 
items  to  which  they  have  special  objection,  but  they  can  be 
fully  discussed  either  on  concurrence  or  when  in  committee 
again. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  Minister  alludes  to 
a  threat;  I  threw  out  no  threat, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Then  I  do  not  understand  the  English 
language. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Surgeon-General  said  that 
if  we  were  going  to  take  some  time,  it  was  better  to  go  on. 
I  replied  that  if  we  go  on  to-night  it  will  be  on  another 
subject.  I  addressed  my  remarks  to  a  private  member,  not 
to  a  Minister.  That  is  just  the  direction  in  which  we  would 
go  on,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  have  no*  hesitation  in 
saying  so.  When  we  have  sat  here  until  2  o’clock  in  the 
morning,  I  have  not  the  slightest  fear  that  I  will  not  be 
supported  by  my  constituents.  I  shall  not  pretend  to  press 
any  further  in  that  direction.  I  have  not  talked  on  this 
matter  yet.  I  think,  perhaps  to-morrow,  I  shall  have  occa¬ 
sion  to  say  something ;  but  if  it  were  necessary  for  me  to 
go  on  now,  and  if  I  have  to  do  it,  at  half-past  2  in  the  morn¬ 
ing,  I  will  not  talk  on  it.  But  I  will  talk  on  something  I 
understand  better,  and  feel  more  keenly,  and  that  is,  that  at 
this  hour  of  the  morning  we  are  too  fatigued  to  discuss  this 
question,  and  that  we  should  adjourn. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  The  observation  I  made  was  made  in 
reply  to  the  threat  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  if  we  did  not 
adjourn  now  we  would  have  to  stay  here  till  to-morrow 
night. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Of  course,  after  what  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  has  stated,  we  understand  fully 
what  is  to  be  discussed  if  we  proceed  after  this  hour.  The 
intention  is  to  waste  time,  if  we  were  to  remain  here  for  the 
purpose  of  going  on  with  the  business  of  the  country — 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  intend  to  do.  He 
intends  to  speak  against  time.  He  intends  to  use  ike  time 
of  the  committee  only  on  the  question  that  we  should 
adjourn. 

Mi’.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  distinctly  deny  that  the 
Minister  has  any  right  to  say  that. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON"  (Brant).  I  rise  to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  No;  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public 
Works  has  got  the  floor,  and  it  is  out  of  order  to  interrupt 
him. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  just 
repeating  what  the  hon.  gentleman  stated,  that  if  we  were  to 
continue  sitting  this  evening  he  would  not  speak  to  the  ques¬ 
tion,  but  he  would  discuss  just  what  he  stated,  that  we  could 
not  get  along  any  further;  that  he  would  speak  to  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  and  to  the  question  that  the  committee  must  rise.  The 
Imn.  gentleman  opposite  (from  Huron)  proposed  to  adjourn, 
and  I  tried  to  induce  him  and  his  friends  to  go  on  and  finish 
this  item.  I  thought,  as  we  had  discussed  it  so  long,  we 
might  carry  it,  and  afterwards  I  suggested  that  it  might  be 
as  well  to  finish  the  item.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not 
seem  disposed  to  do  that ;  but  he  did  not  suggest  that  he 
would  spend  the  time  of  the  committee  afterwards  in  speak- 
iQg  against  time.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  has  stated  that  he  did  not  say,  “  I  will  speak  against 
time,”  but  that  he  would  show  that  wo  must  adjourn,  that 
wo  were  fatigued.  The  House  and  the  country  will  under¬ 
stand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  doos  not  wish  to  go  on 
with  the  business  of  the  country,  but  that  he  wants  to  keep 
us  here.  I  thought  that  after  the  time  we  had  spent  during 
the  last  five  months  we  might  have  tried  to  got  on,  but  of 
course,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  go  on,  if  he  does  not 
want  to  discuss  this  matter,  I  will  not  ask  the  House  to 
proceed.  I  know  that  my  hon.  friends  will  not  ask  hon. 
gentlemen  to  stay  here  only  for  the  purpose  of  destroying 
our  aim  of  going  on  with  the  business  of  the  country,  and 


under  these  circumstances  I  move  that  the  committee  rise 
and  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Minister  of  Public  Works 
has  done  himself  the  credit  of  putting  words  in  my  mouth 
to  which  I  gave  an  emphatic  contradiction  ;  and  I  have  had 
the  satisfaction  of  seeing  that  he  took  those  words  back 
before  he  sat  down. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  himself  attempted  to  use 
words  I  did  not  use. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes  ;  ho  did. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No  ;  he  did  not. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  was  a  fair  interpretation! 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  gave  an  interpretation  to 
my  words,  and  I  want  no  hon.  gentleman  to  interpret  my 
words.  He  went  on  to  say  that  I  had  deliberately  said  so- 
and-so,  and  I  say  that  I  did  not. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  did  do  so. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  He  did  not. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  did,  and  it  is  proved  by 
the  fact  that  he  himself  stated  the  remarks  I  did  make. 
There  is  where  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  is.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  says  that  which  the  hon.  Minister 
takes  back.  I  made  an  emphatic  contradiction  to  the  state¬ 
ment  which  the  Minister  put  forth,  and  with  all  due  defer¬ 
ence  to  the  Chair,  I  think  I  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  so. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  has  always  been  the  prac¬ 
tice  that  when  a  person  makes  a  statement  which  is  not 
correct,  and  puts  words  in  an  hon.  member’s  mouth  which 
he  did  not  use - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  say  himself  that  he  has  a  right  to  do  anything  that  is 
contrary  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  He  is  directly  out  of 
order,  and  has  no  right  to  act  against  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair,  unless  he  appeals  from  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Bi’ant).  I  do  not  know  that  I  do 
appeal,  but  I  am  satisfied  that  the  practice  of  Parliament 
has  been,  that  a  person  has  a  perfect  right,  when  a  state¬ 
ment  is  being  made  by  a  member,  putting  words  in  the 
mouth  of  another  member  which  he  did  not  use,  he  should 
rise  and  contradict  it  at  the  time.  I  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  if 
that  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Not  without  the  consent  of  the 
member. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes;  without  the  consent  of 
the  member. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  Adjourn,  adjourn. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes  ;  we  will  adjourn  when  I 
am  through.  I  have  no  objection  to  stand  by  what  I  have 
said,  but  I  will  not  have  words  put  in  my  mouth,  and  I  did 
not  say  that  I  would  stand  here  for  the  purpose  of  wasting 
time.  I  said  that  the  time  of  this  committee  had  been  fully 
taken  up  to-day  ;  that  I  had  fully  discharged  my  duty  as  a 
member  of  the  House  and  the  committee,  not  in  the  way  of 
taking  up  time  in  debating,  but  in  listening  to  the  debate 
and  keeping  watch  of  the  progress  of  affairs.  We  did  this 
from  2  in  the  afternoon  until  a  quarter  after  2  in  the 
morning,  and  I  said  I  had  something  more  to  say,  and  other 
hon.  members  said  that  they  had  more  to  say.  Others 
said  :  Better  go  on  now.  I  said  no  ;  I  will  discuss  something 
else  than  the  question. 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Do  hon.  gentlemen  think  that 
I  want  to  draw  back  from  that  ?  I  said  :  I  shall  discuss 
something  else  ;  I  shall  discuss  a  question  in  which  I  will 
take  more  interest  and  feel  more  keenly,  and  that,  is  the 
question  of  the  necessity  of  an  adjournment.  That  is  what 
1  said.  But  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  rose  and  said  that 
I  said  that  I  would  speak  here  for  the  purpose  of  killing  time. 
Why,  the  time  for  adjournment  has  passed  ;  the  time  for 
the  discussion  of  the  question  by  mutual  understanding,  by 
a  recognised  understanding — the  time  for  the  discussion  of 
the  question  has  been  past  by  a  quarter  of  an  hour.  If  hon. 
gentlomen  think  I  want  to  recede  from  the  position  I  took 
they  are  mistaken,  but  the  words  that  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  used  are  different  from  mine,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen 
say  that  I  recede,  will  they  take  exception  to  that  state¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  do  not  desire  to  prolong  this,  but  I  am 
very  glad  to  know  the  hon.  gentleman  begins  to  realise  his 
position.  I  did  not  say  he  would  stand  up  and  talk  against 
time  ;  I  do  not  think  any  one  said  he  would. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  am  not  going  to  bandy  the  lie  across 
the  House  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  because  that  is  what  he 
is  doing.  I  do  not  think  it  is  dignified  either  in  him  or  in 
any  one  to  use  such  language.  When  the  suggestion  was 
made,  in  a  very  proper  spirit  I  am  bound  to  say,  and  with  a 
good  deal  of  reason,  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  that  at  this  hour  of  the  morning 
this  question  ought  to  be  postponed,  as  there  were 
other  gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  benches  who  would 
desire  to  discuss  it,  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works 
asked  if  that  could  not  be  done  on  concurrence,  the  hon. 
gentleman  demurred,  and  said  it  was  better  to  discuss  the 
question  in  committee.  About  the  time  it  had  been 
arranged  to  adjourn,  the  member  for  Brant  rose  and  said  if 
ho  had  to  stay  here  he  would  not  talk  on  this  question,  but 
on  some  other.  Everyone  knows  what  that  means.  If  the 
hon,  gentleman’s  health  is  sufficiently  good  to  enable  him  to 
stand  here  and  talk  for  half  an  hour  or  an  hour  on  the 
question  of  adjournment,  he  could  occupy  that  time  just  as 
well  in  talking  to  the  question.  I  am  quite  satisfied  this 
little  difficulty  would  not  have  occurred  if  the  question  had 
been  left  with  the  hon.  gentleman  leading  the  Opposition  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  remarks  of  the  Minister 
call  for  a  few  more  from  me.  Hon.  gentlemen  were  anxious 
to  sit,  and  yet  they  moved  immediately  to  do  the  very 
thing  I  suggested.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Public  Works  repeating  what  I  said,  but  the  objection  I 
took  was  to  his  putting  words  in  my  mouth  which  I  did 
not  utter.  What  I  said  was,  that  if  I  were  compelled  to 
speak  I  would  speak  to  the  question  of  adjournment,  which 
I  know  more  about.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  was 
arranging  the  matter  very  nicely,  and  I  recognise  him  as 
my  leader  in  the  House  when  my  leader  is  away.  But  I 
was  anxious  that  my  leader  should  not  misunderstand  what 
I  said  on  this  question,  because  the  other  night  I  thought  he 
consented  to  have  a  discussion  closed  a  little  too  soon.  Now, 
1  think  it  would  be  as  well  for  the  committee  to  rise  and 
report  progress,  and  I  can  finish  my  remarks  to-morrow. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  BOWELL  presented  a  Message  from  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


June  24, 


Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows: — 

TjANSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons,  Sup¬ 
plementary  Estimates  of  sums  required  for  the  service  of  the  Dominion, 
for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1885;  and  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  ‘The  British  North  America  Act,  1867,’  he  recommends  these 
Estimates  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  23rd  June,  1885. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  Message,  and  the  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates  referred  to  therein,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REPORT  PRESENTED. 

Report  of  the  North-West  Mounted  Police. — (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald). 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2:35  a.m., 
Wednesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  24th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

AUGMENTATION  OF  THE  NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED 
POLICE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  144)  to  authorise  the  augmentation  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  intend  at  any  length  to  protract 
the  discussion  on  the  third  reading,  because  I  have  given 
my  views  at  an  earlier  stage,  to  which  views  I  still  adhere. 
I  have  given  my  opinion  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  House 
to  adequately  deal  with  this  question  in  an  isolated  man¬ 
ner,  but  that  it  should  be  considered  as  embraced  in  the 
whole  question  of  protection  of  the  North-West,  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  changed  conditions  of  things  which  prevail  in 
consequence  of  recent  events,  and  in  reference  to  the  pro¬ 
posals  on  the  subject  of  citizen  soldiery  in  the  North-West. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  having  declared  that  this  measure 
was  framed  entirely  irrespective  of  the  recent  outbreak, 
has  eliminated  that  question  from  consideration,  unduly 
and  improperly.  He  based  this  proposal  for  an  increase  of 
the  police  upon  statements  with  reference  to  horse-stealing, 
and  I  have  been  inviting  him  earnestly  to  bring  down  the 
report  of  the  Mounted  Police  for  the  year,  and  last  night 
that  was  laid  on  the  Table,  too  late  to  make  effective  use  of 
it.  1  observe  that  report,  very  meagre  as  it  is  with  reference 
to  some  important  events  in  the  North-West  during  the 
year,  does  contain  reference  to  questions  to  which  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  ought  reasonably  to  have  referred  in 
dealing  with  the  measure.  For  example,  when  the  com¬ 
missioner  is  dealing  with  the  question  of  the  duties  of  the 
force  and  giving  his  views  as  to  the  necessity  of  its  increase, 
he  adverts  to  a  matter  which  did  not  seem  to  be  thought 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister,  namely,  the  fact 
that  the  area  of  jurisdiction  of  the  Mounted  Police  has  been 
increased  by  a  distance  of  150  miles  west  of  the  summit  of 
the  Rocky  Mountains,  in  what  is  commonly  understood  to  be 
British  Columbia.  I  think  it  would  have  been  well  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  have  stated  the  circumstances  under 
.  which,  and  tho  arrangements  upon  which,  and  the  author- 
J  ity—of  course  I  am  aware  there  is  a  limited  statute  author- 
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ity  which,  if  it  be  exercised,  I  presume  the  papers  will  be 
brought  down  to  indicate  —upon  which  these  arrangements 
have  been  made.  He  should  also  have  informed  us  whether 
it  was  intended  the  force  in  British  Columbia  should  be  per¬ 
manent,  and  if  so  what  force  should  be  stationed  and  upon 
what  arrangements  it  should  bo  stationed  in  British  Columbia. 
I  cannot  too  much  impress  on  the  House  the  fact  that  this 
North-West  force  has  been  established  and  maintained 
in  virtue  of  our  peculiar  duties  and  responsibilities  in 
reference  to  the  North-West  Territories,  though  there  may 
arise  circumstances  which  would  make  it  expedient  for  us 
to  utilise  this  force  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion.  Still, 
if  the  Government  are  making  a  proposal  to  utilise  them 
permanently  in  respect  to  an  established  Province  we  ought 
to  know  it,  and  it  ought  to  be  brought  before  us  as  an  im¬ 
portant  question  of  policy,  both  in  a  constitutional  point  of 
view  and  the  point  of  view  of  expense.  The  commissioner 
adverts  to  the  difficulties  of  horse  stealing ;  but,  so  far  as 
we  can  judge,  it  is  one  officer  and  seven  men  who  were 
detached  in  that  connection.  It  may  be  that  a  great  many 
more  will  be  required  in  the  future,  but  he  adverts  to  the 
fact  that,  at  any  rate,  up  to  July  last,  in  the  report  which 
is  given  by  the  officer  in  charge,  there  were,  I  think  it  was, 
nine  horses  stolen  from  our  side  and  taken  to  the  American 
side.  This  does  not  seem  to  be  a  number  so  great  as  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  original  statement  would  have  led  one  to 
suppose  it  would  be,  nor  do  I  find  in  this  report  any  state¬ 
ment  at  all  with  reference  to  difficulties  occurring  in  Mani¬ 
toba,  to  which,  in  his  second  statement  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  the  First  Minister  specially  alluded.  If  it  be 
intended  that  Manitoba  on  the  east  as  well  as  British 
Columbia  on  the  west,  is  to  be  blessed  with  the  services 
of  the  North-West  Mounted  Police,  a  statement  similar  to 
what  I  suggested  with  reference  to  the  circumstances  under 
which,  the  time  for  which,  the  authority  upon  which,  and 
the  arrangements  under  which  the  police  force  is  to  be 
utilised  for  service  would  have  been  also  a  proper  prelimin¬ 
ary  to  this  House  being  invited  to  cpnsider  this  subject,  and, 
still  more  essential  to  the  House,  being  invited  to  take  the 
final  stage  upon  it.  I  said  I  would  refer  to  that  part  of  the 
report  in  which  the  commissioner  adverts  to  the  prevalence 
of  horse-stealing : 

“The  prevalence  of  horse-stealing  by  white  men,  half-breeds,  and 
Indians  indiscriminately  throughout  the  Territories  is  a  marked  feature 
of  this  year’s  annals  of  crime,  and  in  connection  therewith,  I  would  take 
leave  to  say  a  few  words  which  are  not  uncalled  for  by  past  experience. 
The  extension  of  the  boundaries  of  police  jurisdiction  from  Manitoba  on 
the  one  side  to  a  point  150  miles  west  of  the  summit  of  the  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tains  on  the  other,  has,  of  course,  considerably  diminished  the  effective 
strength  of  the  force  available  for  duty  in  the  Territories.  And  that, 
taken  in  conjunction  with  the  fact  that  in  the  month  of  June  last  no  less 
than  thirty-six  non-commissioned  officers  and  men  took  their  discharge 
on  completion  of  their  term  of  service,  cannot  but  have  detracted  from 
our  ability  to  afford  these  assistance  in  many  cases.  It  is  necessary  to 
record  that  police  posts,  as  now  constituted,  containing  valuable  Govern¬ 
ment  stores,  caDnot  be  absolutely  denuded  of  their  occupants  under  any 
circumstances;  further,  that  even  police  horses  have  their  limits  of 
endurance,” 

Then  he  proceeds  to  discuss  the  facility  with  which  the 
settlers  call  upon  the  police  to  put  down  horse-stealing.  Ho 
proposes,  at  a  subsequent  point,  to  recruit  300  additional 
men,  though  whether  that  is  in  addition  to  the  then  strength 
which  was  diminished  by  at  least  36  men,  or  300  men  in 
addition  to  the  full  complement,  is  not  stated.  Now,  the 
commissioner  himself  alleges  that  the  effect  of  strengthening 
the  force  has  been  greatly  diminished  by  its  performance 
of  duties  to  the  westward,  and  on  that  point  we  have  not 
had  as  full  a  statement  as  wo  were  entitled  to  from  the  hon, 
gentleman  when  he  proposed  this  important  measure. 
I  here  is  another  point,  the  condition  of  the  carriages  and 
limbers  of  the  seven-pound  guns  of  the  Mounted  Police. 
Upon  that  subject,  three  years  beforehand,  reports  are  made 
in  the  annual  report,  but  there  is  no  reference  to  it  at  all 
upon  this  occasion,  and  I  would  invito  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say  whether  there  is  any  special  report  on  that  subject. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  reference  to  the 
extension  of  the  force  in  British  Columbia  that  is  merely  a 
temporary  measure.  The  action  of  the  Mounted  Police  all 
along  the  line  of  railway,  during  its  construction,  was  most 
satisfactory.  We  are  informed  that  in  the  United  States 
while  some  of  the  great  lines  wore  being  built,  and  where 
there  was  an  unlimited  supply  of  liquor,  the  assassinations 
and  murders  by  the  navvies  amounted  to  one  a  day — per¬ 
haps  that  may  be  exaggerated,  but  that  is  the  statement 
made  to  me.  The  Mounted  Police  in  our  North-West  has 
been  employed  praiseworthily  in  the  direct  line  «f  their 
duty  in  excluding  ardent  spirits  from  the  works  of  con¬ 
struction  at  different  points  on  the  railway,  and  the  con¬ 
sequence  has  been  that  there  was  not,  I  believe,  a  single 
life  lost  in  riot  or  outbreak.  Many  of  the  navvies  thus 
employed  worked  on  the  railway  during  the  whole  of  its 
construction  on  the  prairies.  The  moment  that  the  road 
got  into  the  mountains  and  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  British  Columbia,  that  kind  of  thing  ceased.  It  appears 
that  in  British  Columbia  there  has  been  great  disturbance, 
and  I  am  not  sure  at  this  moment  whether  there  was  not 
loss  of  life,  but  at  all  events  there  was  great  dread  of  loss 
of  life,  and  the  Public  Works  Act  was  brought  into  force 
there  on  the  application  of  the  railway  company,  under 
which  a  commissioner  or  stipendiary  magistrate  was 
appointed,  and  although  I  think  their  jurisdiction  is  pro¬ 
perly  confined  to  the  North-West  itself.  It  is  thought  of 
great  importance  that  the  stipendiary  magistrate  appointed 
to  prevent  outrages  on  these  public  works  should  have  a 
force  at  his  disposal;  The  consequence  was  that  a  detach¬ 
ment  was  sent  there  under)  I  think,  Superintendent  Steele, 
a  most  admirable  officer,  I  believe,  who  put  down  with  a 
strong  hand  any  attempt  to  introduce  spirits  along  the  line 
of  railway  during  its  construction  within  the  limits  of 
British  Columbia.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  local  authori¬ 
ties  did  not  well  support  the  stipendiary  magistrate,  and  at 
this  moment  there  are  a  number  of  persons  who  are  hold¬ 
ing  provincial  licenses,  and  who  are  attempting  continually 
to  thwart  the  praiseworthy  efforts  of  the  stipendiary 
magistrate  t‘o  exclude  ardent  spirits  from  the  area  of  the 
railway  in  British  Columbia.  However,  that  was  put  down, 
and  then  the  stress  of  circumstances  in  consequence  of  the  out¬ 
break  caused  the  recall  of  Superintendent  Steele  with  his 
force.  This  House  knows  how  well  that  officer  has  behaved 
in  command  of  the  force,  leading  it  all  the  way  from  Calgary 
to  Edmonton.  There  are  some  few  police  who  are  left  there. 
There  has  been,  I  fear,  from  the  imperfect  information  we 
have  got,  and  in  consequence  of  the  diminution  of  the  force 
and  the  withdrawal  of  the  commissioned  officer,  there  has 
been  to  some  extent,  a  degree  of  license  used  in  forcing  liquor 
from  across  the  line  into  our  country.  However,  the  roads 
will  soon  be  finished,  and  then  the  duties  of  stipendiary 
magistrate  will  cease,  and  of  course  he  will  be  withdrawn. 
It  was  merely  a  temporary  exigency  that  caused  these  men 
to  be  sent  there.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  British  Columbia  must,  like  the  other  Provinces,  keep 
the  peace  within  its  own  boundaries,  but  this  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  was  an  exceptional  case.  There  is  no 
British  Columbia  population  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
The  population  will  flow  from  the  east  across  the  slopes  of 
the  Rocky  Mountains  and  across  the  Selkirks.  There  is 
no  people  coming  from  the  west.  I  have  no  doubt  thero 
has  been  many  applications  for  licenses,  though  I  cannot 
speak  with  any  certainty — but  an  attempt  was  made  to 
force  the  introduction  of  ardent  spirits  among  the  mon 
thero, and  I  fancy  that  there  has  been  a  very  considerable  num¬ 
ber  of  applications  for  licenses  from  the  Local  Government 
and  those  have'beon  granted  for  revenue  purposes  without 
much  regard  to  the  general  welfare  of  the  Province  and  the 
cause  of  good  order  in  that  part  of  the  country.  The  report,  I 
may  state,  is  not  vory  full.  I  quite  agroo  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  it  ought  to  be  fuller,  and  I  hope  that  will  bo 
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amended  ere  long.  I  believe  that  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
is  sincerely  desirous  of  performing  its  duties  in  keeping 
the  peace,  and  in  performing  its  general  obligations  as  a 
Province.  But  they  are  not  a  rich  Government,  on  the 
contrary  they  are  very  impecunious,  and  the  only  means  of 
preserving  the  frontier  from  outrages  one  way  or  the  other, 
is  by  a  mounted  police.  They  were  unable,  though  I  dare¬ 
say  they  would  be  very  willing  if  they  had  been  able,  to 
generate  a  permanent  Mounted  Police  to  watch  their  pro¬ 
perty,  and  as  these  forays  across  the  line  might  cause  inter¬ 
national  complication,  the  Government  thought  that  they 
might  well  employ  the  force  in  patrolling  and  watching  the 
frontier  to  keep  the  peace  along  the  line.  I  may  state,  also, 
that  we  have  had  theffiost  cordial  co-operation  of  the  officials 
of  the  American  Government.  That  question,  however, 
must  be  dealt  with,  and  will  be  dealt  with  in  British  Col¬ 
umbia  and  Manitoba,  so  that  we  may  arrive  at  some 
permanent  conclusion  as  to  what  we  ought  to  do  as  a 
Government,  and  what  they  are  called  upon  to  do 
by  law,  and  what  they  are  able  and  willing  to  do. 
The.  hon.  gentleman,  once  or  twice,  asked  questions  as  to 
the  character  of  the  guns.  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is 
any  special  report  about  them,  but  they  were  sent  up  there 
originally,  more  with  the  notion,  which  proved  to  be  a  cor¬ 
rect  one,  that  the  Indians  have  a  superstitious  veneration 
and  dread  in  regard  to  cannon.  The  guns  were  7-pounders, 
I  think. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  7-pounders  are  the  mountain  guns. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  two  moun¬ 
tain  guns  there.  I  think  the  mountain  guns  are  less  than 
7-pounders. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  mountain  guns  of  a  less  calibre. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  But  these  mountain 
guns  are,  I  think,  from  3  to  5  pounders.  I  am  not  able  to 
say  whether  any  special  report  was  made  about  the  calibre 
of  these  guns.  It  is  a  matter  of  very  small  importance,  as 
they  were  considered  to  be  something  like  those  guns  we 
have  st’ewed  through  our  cities  to  show  that  we  have  such 
things  as  guns.  With  respect  to  this  force,  the  experience 
of  the  late  unhappy  events  shows  that  we  must  have 
mounted  men  in  order  to  effectually  prosecute  any¬ 
thing  like  warfare.  Our  militia  who  have  distin¬ 
guished  themseves,  were,  perhaps,  placed  in  a  very 
disadvantageous  position  on  several  occasions  for  the 
want  of  mounted  men,  and  I  think  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Militia  will  say  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
General  that  mounted  men  are  required,  and  that,  with  a 
reasonable  number  of  mounted  men — say  this  1,000  men — 
and  the  organisation  of  the  militia,  and  the  military  school 
which  it  is  proposed  to  establish  at  Winnipeg,  similar  to 
those  which  are  now  established  at  Toronto,  Fredericton  and 
St.  John’s,  near  Montreal,  that  force  will  be  quite  sufficient, 
when  peace  is  restored,  when  the  Indian  outbreak  is  crushed, 
and  when  the  last  embers  have  been  extinguished.  1  believe 
that  these  1,000  men,  always  ready  to  proceed  on  the  first 
suspicion  of  riot  or  outbreak,  with  the  organised  militia  of 
the  country  and  the  military  school  at  Winnipeg,  will  be 
amply  sufficient  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  these  unhappy 
events.  In  respect  to  British  Columbia,  I  believe  that  I  am 
not  trespassing,  and  if  I  am,  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Militia  will  pardon  me,  in  stating  that  the  only  military 
provision  it  is  thought  necessary  to  make  for  that  Province 
is  the  battery  at  Yancouver.  There  is  no  idea  that  there 
should  be  any  other  military  force  provided  for  by  the 
Dominion. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  on  a  division,  and  passed. 
NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  140)  respecting  the  North-West  Mounted  Police. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


June  24, 


Mr.  BLAKE.  The  only  suggestion  I  have  to  make  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  is  upon  the  amendments  he 
introduced  into  this  Bill  the  other  day.  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  reading  them,  and  I  am  not  certain  whether 
they  are  entirely  adequate  to  that  which  is  essential  to  the 
protection  of  the  men  as  well  as  the  officers  when  they  are 
acting  as  a  military  body.  If  I  rightly  understood  the 
objects  of  the  amendments,  they  gave  certain  ranks  and 
placed  the  commissioned  officers  in  certain  positions  corres¬ 
ponding  to  those  ranks,  but  there  might  be  a  position  in 
which  the  non-commissioned  officers  might  havo  to  take 
command  and  give  the  order  to  fire.  Suppose  the  commis¬ 
sioned  officers  were  all  hors  de  combat.  I  do  not  think  the 
amendments  make  any  provision  for  the  non-commissioned 
officers  who  might  have  to  take  command  in  such  a  case. 
We  know  that  the  protection  of  a  force  of  this  kind  depends 
upon  the  law,  and  it  seems  to  me  important  that  the  rank 
and  file  and  the  non  commissioned  officers,  as  well  as  the 
commissioned  officers,  should  be  placed  entirely  within  the 
protection  as  well  as  the  restraints  of  military  law,  when 
acting  as  part  of  a  military  force. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  right.  Under  these  Acts  they  are  a  civil  force,  they 
are  a  constabulary.  Under  the  penalties  mentioned  in  the 
Mounted  Police  Acts,  they  are  liable.  They  have  no  pro¬ 
tection  in  those  Acts  more  than  is  given  by  the  Police  Acts 
in  England,  and  it  may  well  be  that,  in  order  to  efficiently 
keep  the  pence,  they  must  be  substantially  a  civil  force,  yet 
they  should  have  the  same  protection  and  the  same  means 
of  resistance,  or  even  of  aggression  that  troops  would  have, 
in  case  they  came  >  u  to  collision  with  Indians,  or  with  other 
persons,  breaking  the  law.  I  do  not  propose,  however,  at 
present  to  go  into  that  subject.  Until  these  late  events,  no 
occasion  has  arisen  in  which  the  police  have  been  obliged 
to  fire,  except  as  a  distinct  Act  of  self-defence.  The  Act 
was  introduced  in  the  Senate  in  consequence  of  the  late 
events,  and,  if  the  state  of  war  had  continued,  would  have 
boen  pressed  through  both  Houses  very  rapidly,  as  it  was 
necessary  to  provide  for  the  very  natural  omission  of  any 
provision  for  the  joint  action  of  the  police  force  in  the 
North-West  and  the  military  force.  We  did  not  know  how 
long  the  state  of  things  would  continue  in  the  North-West, 
and  we  introduced  this  Bill,  because  the  commissioner  was 
ordered  to  put  himself,  with  the  whole  force,  under  the 
command  and  control  of  the  General  in  command  of  the 
military  forces.  In  order  to  prevent  any  complication,  the 
Bill  was  introduced  in  the  Senate,  providing  that,  when¬ 
ever,  by  order  of  the  Govern  or-in-0ouncil,  the 
Mounted  Police  were  directed  to  act  with 
the  military  force,  they  should  be  subject  to  all  the  military 
laws  which  govern  the  militiamen  and  the  militia  forces 
generally.  The  necessity  for  hurrying  this  Bill  through 
has,  I  am  happy  to  say  passed,  but  we  may  as  well  have  it, 
because  it  amounts  simply  to  a  general  provision  that, 
where,  by  Orders  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  the  police 
are  ordered  to  serve  with  the  military,  they  should  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  military  law,  and  in  fact  should  be  soldiers.  I  am 
not  soldier  enough  to  say  whether  this  will  involve  any 
subsequent  provisions.  General  Middleton,  who  1  hope 
will  soon  return  here  covered  with  just  credit  for  his  con¬ 
duct  of  matters  in  the  North-West,  has  been  asked  by 
myself,  through  the  Minister  of  Militia,  to  examine  and 
report  upon  the  organisation  of  this  force  ;  and  when  he 
arrives  here  the  whole  subject  of  that  force  will  be  fully 
considered,  in  order  to  make  it  as  efficient  as  possible. 
After  discussion  with  him,  I  hope  to  be  able,  if  I  come  here 
next  Session,  to  introduce  a  complete  system,  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  House,  with  respect  to  the  Mounted  Police 
and  their  relative  duties  as  a  military  as  well  as  a  civil 
force. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  The  question  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  referred  is  one  on  which  I  would  not  venture  a  sug¬ 
gestion  without  having  given  it  much  more  consideration 
than  I  have  given  it,  because  I  am  sufficiently  jealous  of 
the  liberty  of  the  subject  and  of  according  military  privi¬ 
leges  to  a  civil  body.  My  proposition  is  simply  this  j  You 
are  providing  that  under  certain  circumstances  the 
Mounted  Police  shall  be  a  military  force,  and  in  that  the 
Government  is  acting  rightly.  The  force  must  be  subject 
to  military  restraint  and  discipline,  and  must,  under 
those  circumstances  be  entitled  to  the  immunity  which  the 
law  gives  to  soldiers  acting  under  orders.  My  enquiry  was 
whether  this  measure  gives  that  immunity  to  the  rank  and 
file  and  to  non-commissioned  officers  as  well  as  to  those 
officers  mentioned  in  the  amendment.  Occasions  may  arise 
when  a  non  commissioned  officer  may  be  obliged  to  take 
command  of  a  small  detachment.  The  commissioned 
officers  may  be  all  wounded  or  killed  or  absent.  The  non¬ 
commissioned  officer  in  command  who  gives  the  order  to 
fire  should  be  as  fully  protected,  as  well  as  restrained,  as 
the  commissioned  officers  who  are  subject  as  well  to  res¬ 
traints  as  they  are  covered  by  the  immunities  of  military 
law.  My  enquiry  was  whether  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mea¬ 
sure  was  complete  in  that  respect. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  the  Bill 
covers  that  question.  The  non-commissioned  officers  of  the 
Mouuted  Police  would  stand  in  the  same  position  as  non¬ 
commissioned  officers  in  the  militia.  I  am  not  aware  just 
now,  and  cannot  speak  positively  that  a  sergeant  command¬ 
ing  a  party  has  any  specific  protection  given  by  the  present 
laws  for  the  regulation  of  the  army.  However,  that  will 
be  a  matter  worthy  of  every  consideration. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  the  discussion  on  the  Irish  constabulary, 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament,  it  was  stated  that  a  change 
could  not  be  made  without  re-enlisting  the  whole  force. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  keep  their  obliga¬ 
tions  in  every  way  as  a  constabulary  ;  but,  I  take  it  that  as 
we  are  all  militiamen  in  Canada,  we- could  pass  a  law  com¬ 
pelling  the  hon.  gentleman  to  go  as  chaplain  or  as  combat¬ 
ant  ;  and  we  could  do  the  same  with  respect  to  the  Mounted 
Police.  The  Minister  of  Militia  has  called  my  attention  to 
the  fact  that,  in  the  Bill,  the  words  are  “  any  officer  or  mem¬ 
ber.”  I  take  it  that  that  may  cover  the  case  of  non-commis¬ 
sioned  officers  to  which  reference  has  been  made;  but  that 
is  a  matter  that  may  be  considered  hereafter. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

MANITOBA  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  to  consider 
certain  proposed  resolutions  (p.  2420)  for  the  final  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  claims  made  by  Iho  Province  of  Manitoba  on 
the  Dominion. 

On  resolution  4, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  resolution,  which  was  drawn  by 
the  Law  Clork,  is  not  strictly  correct.  In  reading  the 
Order  in  Council  he  confounded  the  per  capita  allowance 
with  the  proposed  increase  to  the  capital  account.  The 
Order  in  Council  reads  as  follows:  — 

been  delegated  by  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  to  urge  upon 
the  Privy  Council  a  reconsideratien  of  its  offer  of  the  20th  May  last,  on 
settlement  of  the  claims  of  the  Province,  we  would  respectfully  suggest 
the  following  modifications  as  a  basis  of  settlement : — 

“  That  the  Dominion  pay  the  Province  annually  the  sum  of  $100,000 
m  lieu  of  lands.  That  the  debt  capital - ” 

Not  the  per  capita  dobt,  the  committee  will  observe - • 

.  “1Q  consideration  of  the  above,  be  allowed  on  a  population  of  125,000 

instead  of  160,000,  etc.” 


In  the  arrangement  which  was  entered  into  but  not  accepted 
by  the  Manitoba  Legislature  at  a  previous  Session,  the  pro¬ 
position  was  to  base  the  debt  capital  of  the  Province  upon  an 
assumed  population  of  150,000.  Instead  of  that,  a  change 
was  made  to  base  that  debt  upon  an  assumed  population  of 
125,000,  but  the  per  capita  allowance  is  continued  upon  the 
population  of  150,000,  and  not  reduced.  The  committee 
will  see  very  clearly  whore  the  error  was  made,  the  officers 
of  the  Department,  therefore,  in  making  their  calculations, 
made  them  on  the  basis  of  the  resolutions  as  they  had  been 
prepared  and  laid  before  them.  Last  evening,  during  the 
consideration  of  this  subject,  my  attention  was  called  by  my 
hon.  friend  to  my  left  (Mr.  McLelan)  to  the  Order  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  and  in  reading  it  carefully,  it  was  then  seen  how  the 
blunder  had  arisen.  Of  course,  the  committee  will  see  that 
this  makes  the  terms  much  more  li  beral  to  Manitoba  than 
they  would  have  been,  under  the  supposed  basis  upon  which 
we  were  proceeding  last  night.  It  will  be  necessary,  there¬ 
fore,  to  strike  out  in  the  paragraph  now  before  the  com¬ 
mittee,  after  the  word  “shall,”  in  the  third  line  of  the  fourth 
resolution,  the  words  “  from  said  first  day  of  July  next  be 
allowed  only  on  an  estimated  population  of  125,000  souls,” 
and  it  will  read  : 

“  That  the  yearly  per  capita  allowance  to  the  Province  of  80  cents  per 
head,  made  under  the  Act  33  Tie.,  chap.  3,  on  an  estimated  population 
of  17,000  (increased  by  45  Vic.,  chap.  5,  to  150,00®),  shall  be  subject  to 
be  increased  as  hereinafter  mentioned,  that  is  to  say,  &c.” 

And  then  change  the  words  in  the  4th  line  from  the  bottom 
of  the  same  clause,  125,000  to  150,000.  That  will  leave  the 
per  capita  allowance  upon  the  basis  of  150,000  and  not  upon 
the  basis  of  125,000  population.  Then  it  is  proposed  to  add 
the  following  words  after  the  words  “  subsequent  Act  ”  in 
the  3rd  line  of  the  6th  paragraph  : 

“  Shall,  from  and  after  the  1st  day  of  July,  1885,  be  calculated  upon 
a  population  of  125,000  and  at  the  same  rate  per  capita  as  was  allowed 
on  the  estimated  population  as  provided  in  the  Act,  33  Vic.,  chap  3.” 

That  is  to  say,  when  the  Province  came  into  the  Dominion, 
that  population  was  estimated  at  17,000.  The  financial  con¬ 
dition  of  the  Province  under  the  present  arrangement,  as 
compared  with  what  they  received  before,  is  this :  the  tofal 
amount  paid  to  them  last  year  was  $232,694.30.  If  you  add 
to  it  the  increase  which  is  proposed  to  be  made  in  lieu  of 
lands,  of  $100,000  instead  of  $45,000— in  other  words,  if  you 
add  $55,000,  you  have  a  total  of  $287,694.30  paid  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince,  and  the  additional  5  per  cent,  on  whatever  the  debt 
may  amount  to.  I  may  further  explain  that  the  dobt  based 
on  the  125,000  population  at  the  same  rate  as  was  allowed 
in  1870,  will  be  calculated  at  the  rate  of  $27.77,  and  interest 
will  be  paid  to  them  less  whatever  may  have  been  expended 
by  the  Dominion  Government  in  that  Province  upon  what 
are  termed  in  the  other  Provinces,  local  improvements. 
That  will  have  to  be  deducted  from  the  total  debt;  the 
balance  has  not  been  ascertained  and  will  be  matter  of  inves¬ 
tigation  hereafter.  Calculated,  however,  upon  those  bases, 
the  dobt  will  be  considerably  increased,  amounting  to  about 
$4,000,000,  or  perhaps  a  little  over  that  sum.  The  com¬ 
mittee  will  recollect  that  a  very  large  amount  of  money  has 
been  spent  since  1870,  when  that  Province  first  became  part 
of  the  Union,  for  what  are  legitimately  local  improvements, 
and  the  advance  of  which  would  have  been  charged  in  the 
other  Provinces  to  capital  account.  I  am  unable  to  inform 
the  committee  what  that  amount  will  be  until  there  has  been 
a  full  investigation  as  to  what  has  been  expended,  and  what 
the  amount  loft  to  the  credit  of  the  Province  will  bo.  1  may 
say  also,  for  the  information  of  the  committee,  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  who  asked  me  once  or  twice  last  night,  as  to  the  pro¬ 
bable  amount  of  swamp  lands — though  that  question  is  not 
now  under  consideration — that  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  has  set  one  of  its  clerks  at  work  to  ascertain  approxi¬ 
mately  tbe  quantity  of  such  land  in  that  portion  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  which  has  been  surveyed,  and  I  have  no  doubt  will 
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have  the  information  to  lay  before  the  House  before  the  Bill 
passes. 

On  the  first  amendment, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  seems  to  me  to  increase  the  public 
charge  materially.  Is  not  that  so  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Yes,  it  does  increase  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  possible  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  propose  in  the  committee  an  amendment 
increasing  the  public  charge.  His  duty  is  to  bring  down  a 
proper  resolution  and  to  move  it  in  the  regular  way. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  correct,  accord¬ 
ing  to  strict  parliamentary  rules  ;  but  as  these  papers  have 
been  before  the  House  a  very  long  time,  and  as  I  supposed 
everybody  had  become  acquainted  with  them,  I  took  the 
liberty  of  proceeding  in  this  way.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
objects,  it  must  stand  over. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  very  wrong,  but  I  really  supposed 
the  hon.  gentleman  meant  what  he  said  in  this  resolution. 
It  is  my  fault. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  the  hon.  gentleman’s  fault; 
but  as  this  is  an  age  of  improvement,  and  as  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  a  member  of  a  reform  party,  I  thought  he  would 
not  object  to  this  reform. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  at  all,  but  I  like  the  ancient  parlia¬ 
mentary  rules  to  be  observed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  merely  an  error 
of  the  draughtsman,  the  respected  Law  Clerk,  in  confounding 
the  per  capita  annual  allowance  with  the  capital  payment. 
But  this  clause  does  not  increase  the  public  charges  in  any 
way. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  the  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  contradicting,  and  not  I. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  the  annual  grant  of  80  cents  per  head  is  based 
on  a  population  of  150,000  by  the  present  law.  This  resolu¬ 
tion  proposes  to  reduce  it  to  125,000.  This  is  merely  to 
keep  the  law  as  it  is. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct  that 
literally  it  is  a  contradiction  of  my  statement.  When  the  hon. 
gentleman  asked  me  the  question,  I  supposed  he  had  referred 
to  the  full  effect  of  all  the  resolutions ;  hence  I  said  it  did 
increase  the  public  charge.  I  must  be  more  careful  in  future 
when  I  answer  the  hon.  gentleman,  because  I  know  he  is 
hypercritical. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  think  the  observation  of  the  hon. 
Minister  is  quite  justified.  He  proposed  without  any  notice 
a  very  considerable  amendment  of  the  clause  ;  I  enquired 
of  him  whether  that  amendment  was  an  increase  of  the 
public  charge  or  not ;  he  said,  yes.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  I  stated  that  the  parliamentary  rule  should  be 
followed.  Now,  when  the  First  Minister  says  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  was  wrong,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  I  am  hyper¬ 
critical. 

Sir  RICHARD  C ART W EIGHT.  I  do  not  think  that 
can  possibly  be  said  of  the  question  put  by  my  hon.  friend 
in  this  instance  at  any  rate,  because  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Customs  will  recollect  that  I  put  the  question  to  him  yes¬ 
terday,  and  he  then  informed  us  that  he  computed  that 
about  $250,000  would  be  allowed  to  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  But  the  allowance  we  propose  to  make  would 
amount  to  $420,000  less  5  per  cent.,  or  whatever  sum  may 
have  been  advanced  on  capital  account. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  none  of  these  calculations  was  the 
interest  on  the  amount  remaining  to  our  credit  calculated. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Of  course,  the  amount, 
I  think,  would  cover  some  $325,000,  which  he  thought 
Mr,  Bow£ll. 
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was  (he  remaining  capital  they  were  entitled  to.  He  will 
remember  that  I  asked  him  whether  the  demand  made  in 
the  Manitoba  Legislature  was  not  for  $450,000  a  year.  The 
sum  now  arranged  will  come  tolerably  close  to  those 
figures,  although  I  do  not  know,  and  he  does  not  know, 
exactly  how  much  is  to  be  deducted  from  their  capital 
account.  From  what  I  recollect  of  the  state  of  their 
account,  it  is  a  good  deal  made  up  of  over-drafts  ;  and  his 
estimate  of  yesterday,  I  think,  is  approximately  correct 
that  about  $1,000,000  has  been  advanced.  But  it  is  pro¬ 
bable  $150,000  or  not  much  less  than  $200,000  will  be 
added  to  the  income  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  by  these 
resolutions. 

On  resolution  6, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  a  large  increase  to  the  public  charge. 
It  ought  to  be  recommended  by  a  message  and  be  preceded 
by  a  motion  to  go  in  committee,  and  not  on  the  same  day 
as  the  resolution  is  proposed.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
to  amend  the  resolutions  without  taking  any  of  these  pre¬ 
cautions  upon  which  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  has  insisted 
and  the  absence  of  which  would  make  the  proceeding  void 
at  any  stage. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  assent  of  the  Crown 
will  be  given  to  it.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  insists  upon  it 
it  will  be  held  over,  but  this  merely  carries  out  the  arrange¬ 
ment  made  with  Manitoba.  It  was  an  accidental  transposi¬ 
tion  of  language,  the  draughtsman  mingling  the  two 
accounts,  the  one  the  capital  sum  and  the  other  the  annual 
payment.  This  is  really  what  was  intended  to  be  proposed, 
and  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  object  to  it  in 
the  ordinary  course.  If  ho  does  not  greatly  object,  I  would 
ask  that  this  be  adopted  now,  the  assent  of  the  Crown  being 
obtained. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  believe  it  can  be  done.  The 
British  North  America  Act  itself  has  provided  that  no 
motion  having  a  tendency  to  increase  the  charge  on  the 
people  should  be  preceded  otherwise  than  by  the  protection 
I  have  referred  to.  So  careful  was  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  this  ancient  and  wholesome  rule  should  be  maintained 
that  he  put  it  in  a  cast  iron  provision  in  the  Act,  thinking 
perhaps  that  some  bad  Government  at  some  future  day 
might  propose  to  modify  it  if  it  was  in  their  power  to  do 
so.  Having  so  wisely  guarded  this  right  18  years  ago,  he 
is  debarred  from  interfering  with  it  now. 

Resolution  allowed  to  stand. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

BETTER  PRESERY ATION  OF  THE  PEACE. 

Mr.  CARON,  in  moving  the  second  rading  of  Bill  (No.  13  i) 
further  to  amend  an  Act  for  the  better  preservation  of 
peace  in  the  vicinity  of  public  works  and  the  Act  in 
amendment  thereto,  said  :  There  is  to  be  no  change  what¬ 
ever  in  the  principle  of  the  Act,  it  is  simply  a  consolidation 
of  the  various  amendments. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CARON.  Those  clauses  have  been  redrafted.  The 
object  was  to  consolidate  the  amendments  which  have  taken 
place  from  the  time  the  first  Act  was  introduced.  In  the 
redrafting  the  expressions  have  boon  changed  slightly,  but 
there  is  no  material  change,  except  the  substitution  of  the 
word  “  and  ”  for  the  word  “  or.” 

Mr.  "WELDON.  The  12th  section  makes  a  person  liablo 
to  imprisonment  when  his  clerk  has  been  guilty  of  the 
offence  without  his  knowledge. 


Mr.  CARON.  That  is  the  old  law. 

Mr.  WELDON.  L  think  it  is  very  severe  that  a  man 
should  be  liable  to  be  imprisoned  for  six  months  for  an  offence 
committed  by  his  servant,  perhaps  against  his  orders, 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  a  wido  departure  from  the  ordinary 
rule  of  criminaLlaw  or  police  regulation.  If  a  servant  does 
an  injury,  the  principal  may  be  liable  to  damages,  but  it  is 
a  wide  departure  from  the  recognised  rules  of  our  law  to 
apply  that  to  the  criminal  law. 

Mr.  CARON.  There  is  a  good  deal  in  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  says,  but  this  Act  is  for  the  special  purpose  of 
preserving  peace  in  the  neighborhood  of  public  works,  and 
from  the  beginning  the  evident  intention  has  been  to  make 
it  as  strict  as  possible. 

Mr.  WELDON.  No  doubt  that  is  true,  but,  while  I  can 
understand  that  the  penalty  should  bo  enforced  where  the 
clerk  offends  against  the  law  with  the  sanction  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal,  it  is  very  severe  to  make  the  principal  liable  to 
imprisonment  when  the  Act  is  done  against  his  consent. 

Mr.  CARON.  This  is  an  exact  copy  of  the  old  Act,  chap. 
24,  32-33  Yict ,  the  Public  Works’  Act.  The  principle 
upon  which,  no  doubt,  this  clause  is  based,  is  that  the  pro¬ 
prietor  of  any  place  of  that  kind  is  supposed  to  have  con¬ 
trol  over  his  servants,  and  the  consequences  of  allowing 
intoxicants  to  be  sold  on  public  works  may  be  so  grave  that 
the  strictest  possible  interpretation  is  placed  upon  the  Act. 
But  except  in  special  circumstances  like  these,  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  that  it  is  going, 
perhaps,  too  far  to  make  a  man  responsible  for  any  act 
except  of  a  person  under  his  control.  Of  course  if  a  man 
who  commits  an  act  of  this  kind  is  not  shown  to  be  an  agent 
of  the  proprietor,  the  latter  cannot  be  held  responsible. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  Liquor  License  Act  provides  that 
if  any  contravention  of  the  Act  took  place  it  should  be 
endorsed  on  the  man’s  license  and  three  convictions  not 
only  forfeited  his  license,  but  rendered  him  incapable  for 
three  years.  I  am  acquainted  with  a  fact  whero  a  clerk 
violated  the  Act  contrary  to  the  proprietor’s  express  order. 
In  that  case  surely  the  principal  should  not  be  held  guilty. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  is  no  doubt  that 
in  general  it  is  a  very  objectionable  principle  to  make  a 
man  liable  criminally  for  something  done  by  another  per¬ 
son,  perhaps,  without  his  knowledge  and  against  his  express 
will.  I  believe  the  Liquor  License  Act  does  provide  that  a 
violation  of  the  statute  committed  by  the  servant  or  agent 
shall  make  the  principal  responsible  ;  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  this  clause  not  only  provides  that  the  man  shall  be 
responsible  for  the  guilty  servant,  but  for  what  anybody 
else  does  who  is  not  his  servant  or  agent.  I  think  that  is 
monstrous.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  strike  out 
the  words  “  or  other  person;”  the  proprietor  ought  not  to 
be  responsible  for  what  somebody  else  does. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  does  not  say  that  he 
shall  be  responsible  for  an  act  done  by  every  other  person, 
but  “every  man  who,  by  himself,  bis  clerk,  servant  or 
agent,  or  other  person,  violates.”  He  must  do  it  by  the 
agency  of  his  clerk,  servant,  agent  or  any  other  person.  I 
presume  the  words  “or  other  person,”  which  I  see  are 
inserted  elsewhere,  are  for  the  purpose  of  reaching  a  person 
who  may  be  the  agent  but  who  still  acts  under  the  autho¬ 
rity  of'  the  principal. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Everything  depends  upon  whether  the 
construction  of  the  First  Minister  is  correct.  If  that  is  cor¬ 
rect,  thore  does  not  seem  to  be  any  harm  in  leaving  it  as  it 
is,  because  in  that  case  it  is  impossible  to  convict  a  man 
unless  he  has  done  the  act  by  another. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  we  must  hold  to 
the  clause. 
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Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  interpretation  given  by 
the  First  Minister  is  not  the  correct  one,  and  is  not  the 
interpretation  given  by  the  courts  on  a  similar  law,  couched 
in  similar  language.  If  this  law  passes,  if  liquor  is  sold  by 
an  employe  without  the  knowledge  and  against  the  expi-ess 
wish  and  direction  of  the  principal,  the  principal  is  never¬ 
theless  liable.  He  should  not  bo  made  responsible  for  any¬ 
thing  except  through  his  servants  and  by  his  knowledge. 

Mr.  GABON,  t  think  the  clauso  can  be  fairly  inter¬ 
preted  as  the  leader  of  the  Government  has  stated.  I  take 
it  that  everyone  who  commits  an  act  in  contravention  of 
the  law,  either  by  himself  or  his  employe,  shall  be  liable 
to  punishment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  law  maxim  is  qui 
facit  per  alium  facit  perse .  It  is  provided  that  either  a 
principal  by  himself  or  by  his  servant,  agent  or  other 
person  shall  be  liable.  These  words  were  inserted  evidently 
for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  how  general  the  clauso  was 
intended  to  be  in  its  operation.  It  was  prepared  for  the 
purpose  of  acting  with  a  strong  hand  and  putting  down 
this  crying  evil.  And  if  there  is  not  the  mens  rei,  if  a 
person  violently  breaks  in  and  soils  the  spirits,  that  would 
be  a  criminal  act,  but  in  the  other  case  it  would  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  made  so  by  this  section. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  it  is  by  himself.  If 
another  person  under  him  does  it,  it  is  done  by  that  person 
as  a  distinct  individuality — -a  distinct  entity. 

Mr.  WELDON.  A  totally  different  construction  has  been 
put  on  the  Liquor  License  Act,  in  which  the  principle  is 
precisely  the  same  as  this  Bill.  It  has  been  held  that 
although  the  person  does  it  in  express  contradiction  of  the 
orders  of  the  master,  still  he  is  liable  to  the  penalty,  and  I 
think  it  is  proper  it  should  be  so,  because  it  makes  the  man 
responsible  to  the  public  for  the  good  conduct  of  his  servants. 
But  when  you  apply  this  principle  to  the  substantive  im¬ 
prisonment,  in  addition  to  the  imprisonment  for  non-pay¬ 
ment  of  the  money  penalty,  I  think  you  are  going  too  far. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  12th  section  is  based  upon  a  principle 
of  public  policy.  We  hold  persons  engaged  in  the  sale  of 
intoxicants  strictly  responsible  for  the  acts  of  their  servants. 
They  have  a  special  franchise  conferred  on  them  by  liconse, 
and  we  hold  them  responsible  for  the  men  that  they  employ. 
The  courts  have  construed  the  law  in  that  way,  and  I  think 
that  construction  should  be  adhered  to.  If  it  is  pleaded  by 
the  principal  that  the  act  was  done  without  his  authority, 
the  answer  would  be  that  he  should  have  taken  care  what 
sort  of  men  he  employed,  and  should  exercise  the  strictest 
care  in  that  respect ;  but  when  you  make  the  principal 
responsible  for  what  the  servant  has  done,  under  the  crim¬ 
inal  law,  you  are  going  much  further,  and  you  are  applying 
to  an  ordinary  police  regulation,  the  principles  of  criminal 
law. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  first  place,  there 
is  no  imprisonment  as  a  punishment  at  all.  It  is  simply  a 
means  of  collecting  the  other  penalty. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  a  punishment  in  the  other  part  of  the 
clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  in  the  second,  pen¬ 
alty.  Suppose  some  loafer  breaks  into  the  bar  and  hands 
out  liquor  to  a  friend  ;  the  owner  of  tho  house  would  not  be 
liable  under  this  clause.  There  must  bo  the  mens  rei — there 
must  bo  some  relation  between  tho  principal  and  tho 
pei’son  who  violates  tho  law,  an  inn-keeper  gives  a  wink  to 
a  loafer  of  that  kind,  who  is  not  an  agent  or  a  clerk,  and  he 
deals  out  the  liquor.  He  may  bo  a  person  who  is  good  fox- 
nothing,  and  cares  little  if  ho  is  sent  to  gaol ;  in  that  case 
the  law  is  evaded.  There  is  no  chance  of  oppression  under 
this  law,  and  I  do  not  think  wo  should  weaken  it. 
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Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Tho  kon.  gentleman  is  still 
proceeding  on  tke  assumption  that  there  must  be  a  mens  rei 
on  the  part  of  the  proprietor,  in  order  to  constitute  an 
offence.  There  is  no  such  necessity  according  to  the  law, 
as  it  has  been  interpreted  in  the  courts  of  Ontario.  If  the 
offence  is  committed  by  a  servant,  clerk  or  agent,  contrary 
to  the  expressed  directions  of  the  principal,  the  principal 
ha3  been  held  liable  all  the  same  ;  and  the  courts  will  so 
interpret  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill.  Either  the  courts  are 
incorrect,  or  the  hon.  gentleman  is  incorrect  in  his  inter¬ 
pretation  ;  but  we  must  take  the  interpretation  of  the 
courts.  Therefore,  we  ought  not  to  pass  this  clause,  without 
knowing  exactly  what  its  meaning  is,  If  you  leave  out  the 
words  “  or  other  person,”  according  to  the  interpreta¬ 
tion  put  on  the  law  by  the  courts,  the  proprietor  would  be 
liable,  even  though  the  offence  were  not  committed  by  his 
servants  or  agents,  but  by  some  other  person.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  precedent  for  such  a  provision.  The  per¬ 
son  must  be  in  some  position  of  trust  for  the  principal 
before  the  principal  can  be  made  liable  or  ought  to  be  made 
liable.  Therefore,  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  have  acted 
on  his  own  interpretation  of  the  law,  and  not  on 
the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by  the  First  Minister,  because 
tho  First  Minister  assumes  that  the  offence  cannot  be 
committed  except  with  the  knowledge  of  the  proprietor.  I 
say  the  offence  can  be  committed  without  the  proprietor 
knowing  the  first  thing  about  it.  He  ought  to  be  liable  if 
his  clerk  or  servant  commits  the  offence,  but  not  if  it  is 
committed  by  a  person  who  does  not  occupy  the  position  of 
clerk  or  servant  or  agent.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  do  a 
great  wrong,  perhaps  to  innocent  people,  if  he  allows  the 
clause  to  pass  as  it  is. 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  has  been  held,  under  the  Liquor 
License  Act  of  1883,  that  a  proprietor  who  was  brought  up 
for  selling  liquor  on  Sunday  was  responsible,  although  it  was 
sold  without  his  hmowledge  by  his  clerk.  The  court  not 
only  held  that  he  was  liable  to  the  penalty,  but  it  was 
endorsed  on  his  license  as  an  offence  against  the  Act.  Tho 
wording  of  this  section  is  a  little  different  from  that  of  tho 
old  section.  In  the  old  section  the  penalty  was  $20  fine  for 
the  first  offence,  $40  for  tho  second,  and  imprisonment  for 
the  third;  while  this  section  makes  the  penalty  $40  and 
costs  for  the  first  offence,  and  tho  same  penalty  with  impri¬ 
sonment  for  six  months  for  the  second  offence.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  imprisonment  for  six  months  ought  to  be  con¬ 
fined  to  the  case  where  the  offence  is  committed  with  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  the  principal,  expressed  or 
implied. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  Bill  as  sent  down  was  handed  to  me 
by  the  Department  of  Justice.  I  must  say  I  have  a  great 
deal  of  confidence  in  the  experience  of  the  two  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  and 
the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon),  and  I  would 
move  that  the  clause  be  now  adopted  ;  but  before  the  third 
reading  I  shall  look  into  the  matter,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
we  shall  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Section  14  provides  : 

!‘  If  any  person  makes  oath  or  affirmation  before  any  commissioner  or 
justice  of  the  peace  that  he  has  reason  to  believe  and  does  believe  that 
any  intoxicating  liquor  with  respect  to  which  a  violation  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  11th  section  of  this  Act  has  been  committed  or  intended  to 
be  committed,  he  can  get  a  search  warrant  and  put  that  in  the  hands  of 
the  proper  official  to  be  executed.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  has  changed  the  law  altogether  in  that 
respect.  Under  the  provision  of  the  old  statute,  no  such 
warrant  can  be  issued  except  upon  the  oath  or  affirmation 
of  three  credible  witnesses  that  they  believed  the  offence 
was  committed  or  intended  to  be  committed.  This  was  the 
guarantee  that  tho  process  of  the  court  would  not  be  abused. 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 


Porhaps,  requiring  the  testimony  of  three  credible  witnesses 
before  a  search  warrant  could  be  obtained,  was  running  to 
the  extreme  ;  but  under  this  provision  you  provide  that  if 
any  person  makes  an  affidavit  that  an  offence  has  been  or  is 
intended  to  be  committed,  you  can  get  out  a  search  warrant. 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  English  law  which  requires  the  evi¬ 
dence  of  three  credible  witnesses  before  a  search  warrant 
can  be  obtained.  If  an  offence  against  tho  law  has  been 
committed,  such  as  larceny,  and  the  goods  are  still  in 
possession  of  the  offender,  any  person  can  obtain 
a  search  warrant  on  the  affidavit  of  any  one  person,  setting 
out  that  the  offence  has  been  committed,  and  that  he  believes 
the  goods  are  still  in  possession  of  tho  guilty  person. 
Under  the  provision  of  your  statute,  you  provide  that  if 
any  person  makes  an  affidavit  that  an  offence  has  been  or  is 
intended  to  be  committed,  you  can  get  out  a  search  war¬ 
rant.  That  is  a  principle  wholly  unknown  to  the  criminal 
law,  and  it  will  leave  the  way  clear  for  harshness  and  mis¬ 
conduct,  setting  the  machinery  of  the  law  in  motion  without 
justifiable  excuse.  Under  what  circumstances  can  a  man  be 
justified  in  swearing  that  an  offence  is  intended  to  be  com¬ 
mitted  ?  I  can  understand  the  provision  of  the  law  entitling 
you  to  set  the  machinery  of  the  law  in  motion  on  the 
affidavit  of  a  credible  witness  that  an  offence  has  been 
committed,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  the  power 
upon  the  affidavit  that  an  offence  is  intended  to  be  com¬ 
mitted,  to  set  the  machinery  of  the  law  in  motion.  This 
will  give  opportunity  to  people  who  have  grudges  against 
othelrs,  to  harass  and  perhaps  ruin  them.  While  I  do  not  go 
so  far  as  to  insist  on  the  necessity  of  having  three  credible 
witnesses,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill  should  be  con¬ 
fined  to  cases  in  which  the  offence  has  been  committed. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  first  objection  was 
that  the  old  law,  as  it  stood,  requiring  three  credible 
witnesses  to  make  the  affidavit,  was  an  improvement  of  the 
present  Act  as  sought  to  be  amended. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  On  the  contrary  I  said  there 
was  no  necessity  for  three  witnesses. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  misunderstood  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to 
the  second  objection,  I  think  the  law  would  be  insufficient, 
if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  idea  were  to  prevail.  In  these 
districts  where  great  public  works  are  carried  on,  one  can 
well  understand  how  a  person  may  be  able  to  make  affidavit 
that  it  is  the  intention  of  a  certain  person  to  act  in  contra¬ 
vention  of  the  law.  Persons  may  have  been  present  when 
the  tavern  keeper  or  store  keeper  purchased  liquor,  and  may 
have  heard  him  state  that  he  was  purchasing  it  to  sell  in 
his  tavern  near  the  public  works.  That  is  an  instance  which 
may  occur,  and  it  was  right  and  proper,  in  furtherance  of 
the  object  of  the  Act,  the  protection  of  these  public  works, 
to  make  the  Act  as  wide  as  possible.  This  legislation,  I 
take  it,  is  much  stricter  than  the  criminal  law,  but  we  should 
go  as  far  as  possible,  of  course  with  duo  respect  to  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  in  our  efforts  to  protect  these  public 
works  against  the  evil  effects  resulting  from  the  sale  of 
intoxicants  to  the  men  who  work  upon  them.  We  know 
what  evil  effects  the  sale  of  intoxicants  has  had  in  the  case 
of  public  works  in  the  United  States  ;  we  have  heard  the 
leader  of  the  Government  state  that  the  murders  committed 
on  them  averaged  one  per  day,  and  it  is  for  the  object  of 
preventing  such  frightful  results  hare  that  this  legislation 
is  submitted.  I  think  the  clause  as  it  stands  is  perfectly 
good. 

Mr.  OAMERON  (Huron).  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  it  is  of  the  first  possible  consequence  to  make  the 
law  as  strict  as  possible  to  prevent  the  sale  ot  intoxicating 
liquors  in  the  neighborhood  of  public  works,  but  at  the 
same  time  wo  must  carefully  guard  the  rights  of  the  sub¬ 
ject.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  gone  too  far.  If  a 
person  goes  to  a  magistrate  and  says :  I  believe  I  have 
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reason  to  believe  and  do  believe  that  an  offence  against  the 
statute  is  to  be  committed,  he  is  entitled  to  a  warrant  and 
can  go  anywhere  and  search  the  wine  cellar  of  a  private 
individual  and  take  possession  of  the  stuff  he  finds  there 
and  carry  it  away.  I  think  the  informant  should  assign 
the  reasons,  so  that  the  magistrate  may  be  seised  of  the 
facts  upon  which  the  deponent  comes  to  the  conclusion  that 
an  offence  is  about  to  be  committed.  At  present  a  malicious 
person  can  make  the  statement  and  invoke  the  machinery  j 
of  the  law  from  the  wovst  possible  motives.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  invading  the  old  rule  that  a  man’s  house  is  his 
castle,  and  that  even  an  officer  of  the  law  has  no  right  to 
enter  a  man’s  house  unless  an  offence  has  been  committed. 

Sir  JOHN-  A.  MACDONALD.  A  person  may  take  out  a 
warrant  maliciously  to  search  the  hon.  gentleman’s  house 
by  making  an  affidavit  that  he  has  lost  his  watch  and 
believes  it  is  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  he  use,  and  he  will  be 
liable  for  any  malicious  conduct  of  that  kind.  The  hon. 
gentleman  talks  as  if  we  ought  not  to  have  any  preventive 
justice  at  all.  If  there  is  a  steamboat  on  a  river  in  British 
Columbia  or  anywhere  else  where  this  Act  is  in  force,  that 
is  about  to  start,  and  it  has  got  a  lot  of  spirits  on  board, 
some  one  makes  an  affidavit  and  a  search  warrant  is  issued. 
That  does  no  great  harm.  The  officer  searches  the  vessel, 
and  if  he  finds  any  liquor  on  board  contrary  to  the  terms  of 
the  law,  ho  throws  it  overboard.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
there  must  be  a  crime  committed  first,  but  the  steamer  or 
the  raft  may  be  about  to  start,  and  according  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  after  the  liquor  has  been  drunk,  and  riot  and 
outrage  has  been  committed  along  the  line,  you  must  issue 
a  search  warrant  to  find  the  liquor  in  the  stomachs  of  the 
fellows  who  drunk  it.  I  suppose  the  man  who  gives  the 
information  will  be  a  teetotaller  and  therefore  a  respectable 
person,  and  the  object  of  the  clause  is  to  get  at  the  liquor 
before  it  is  used.  There  is  no  object  in  issuing  a  search 
warrant  after  the  offence  is  committed.  Under  the  old  law 
three  witnesses  were  required  to  make  the  affidavit  that  they 
had  reason  to  believe  and  did  believe  that  intoxicating 
liquors  were  intended  to  be  sold  or  bartered  in  contraven¬ 
tion  of  the  law,  and  the  only  difference  between  this  and 
the  old  clause  is  that  one  informant  is  sufficient  under  this 
clause.  In  all  other  search  warrants  to  look  for  property 
believed  te  bo  stolen,  the  affirmation  of  the  owner,  of  one 
person,  is  sufficient.  The  result  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
argument — although  he  does  not  intend  it — is  that  there  is 
no  means  of  preventive  justice  seizing  this  liquor  before  it 
is  actually  drunk  and  consumed. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (West  Huron).  The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  meet  my  argument.  I  say  it  is  not  fair  to  leave 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  deponent — of  any  person  (not  a  tem¬ 
perance  man)  who  desires  to  set  the  machinery  of  the  law 
in  motion  for  private  purposes,  but  any  blackguard,  any 
person  can  do  it.  It  is  not  confined  to  temperance  men,  or 
respectable  men,  but  any  person — it  does  not  signify 
whether  he  is  a  gaol  bird,  a  loafer  or  a  blackguard — has  a 
right  to  go  before  a  magistrate,  and,  by  swearing  that  he 
has  reason  to  believe  that  an  offence  is  to  bo  committed, 
he  can  set  the  machinery  of  the  law  in  motion.  Now,  I 
say  that  you  ought  not,  upon  the  affidavit  of  any  person,  no 
matter  how  disreputable  he  may  be,  set  the  machinery  of 
the  criminal  law  in  motion.  I  would  have  no  objection  to 
leave  it  in  the  discretion  of  the  justice  of  the  peace.  But 
he  has  no  discretion  ;  he  is  bound  to  issue  a  search  warrant 
when  an  affidavit  is  made,  although  the  doponent  may  be  a 
perfect  stranger  to  the  magistrate.  Now,  I  say  the  doponent 
ought  to  state  to  the  magistrate  the  circumstances  and  the 
facts  upon  which  the  process  is  to  issue,  so  that  the  magis¬ 
trate  may  know  whether  they  are  sufficient  to  justify  him 
in  issuing  the  search  warrant. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  affidavit  for  a  search 
warrant  will  be  made  the  same  way  in  this  as  in  any  other 


case.  The  party  says :  I  have  reason  to  believe,  I  do 
believe  upon  oath,  that  there  are  spirits  in  that  vessel.  He 
gives  a  reason,  that  is  all  he  can  state,  and  tli9  consequence 
is  that  the  search  warrant  shall  issue  to  any  constable  or 
bailiff— 

“  Who  shall  forthwith  proceed  to  search  the  steamboat,  vessel,  boat, 
canoe,  raft,  other  craft,  building,  premises,  carriage,  vehicle,  convey- 
ance,  or  place  described  in  such  search  warrant.” 

And  if  any  intoxicating  liquor  is  found  thereon,  the  person 
executing  such  search  warrant  shall  seize  the  intoxicating 
liquor  and  the  vessel  in  which  it  is  contained,  and  shall  keep 
it  and  them  secure  until  final  action  is  had.  If  the  officer 
makes  a  search  of  the  vessel  and  there  is  no  liquor  thereon, 
there  is  an  end  of  it,  and  no  inconvenience  to  anyone.  But 
if  liquor  is  found  there,  he  takes  possession  untirthe  matter 
is  tried  before  a  magistrate.  But  the  right  of  the  dwelling 
house  is  protected  under  the  2nd  section.  I  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  this  section  : 

“But  no  dwelling  house  in  which,  or  in  part  of  which,  or  in  the 
premises  thereof,  a  shop  or  bar  is  not  kept,  shall  be  searched.” 

No  private  house  can  be  searched,  no  house,  unless  there  be 
in  it  a  shop  or  bar. 

“  Unless  the  said  informant  also  makes  oath  or  affirmation  that  some 
offence  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  11th  section  of  this  Act  has 
been  committed  therein.  ” 

And  it  must  be  within  one  month  before  the  information  is 
laid.  So  that  no  private  house  can  be  searched  at  all 
unless  the  party  makes  oath  that  an  offence  has  actually 
been  committed  in  it,  and  committed  within  one  month. 
But  if  it  is  a  tavern  or  place  where  there  is  a  liquor  shop, 
or  if  it  is  a  corner  grocery  or  anything  of  that  kind,  or  if  it 
is  a  vessel  which  can  carry  the  intoxicating  fluid,  then 
upon  his  affidavit  a  search-warrant  is  issued.  What  harm 
does  it  do  the  vessel-owner  or  the  inn-keeper,  upon  an  affi¬ 
davit  being  made,  that  his  place  will  be  searched  ?  He 
has  got  a  remedy  against  the  blackguard  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  supposes  may  maliciously  make  the  affidavit.  But 
we  are  not  to  provide  for  oases  of  that  kind.  Wo  know 
that  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  when  information  is  laid 
before  a  magistrate,  and  the  party  is  getting  the  penalty, 
that  it  is  not  with  malicious  intent,  that  a  case  of  malicious 
intent  does  not  occur  once  in  a  thousand  times,  and  it  is 
unreasonable  to  prevent  the  chances  of  preventive  justice 
being  done  altogether  on  the  mere  chance  of  some  black¬ 
guard  making  an  affidavit  with  malicious  intent. 

Bill  reported. 

SUMMARY  PROCEEDINGS  BEFORE  MAGISTRATES? 

Mr.  CARON,  in  moving  the  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  128)  to  make  better  provision  respecting  sum¬ 
mary  proceedings  before  justices  and  other  magistrates, 
said  :  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  prevent  the 
failure  of  justice  because  of  irregularities  or  informalities 
in  the  proceedings  before  justicos  of  the  peace.  If  hon. 
gentlemen  will  look  at  the  Procedure  Act,  32-33 
Victoria,  they  will  see  that  it  was  intonded  to  prevent  mis¬ 
carriage  of  justice  in  case  of  irregularities  or  informalities 
in  proceedings  before  Superior  Courts  exercising  criminal 
jurisdiction,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  thore  is  greater  reason 
why  similar  provisions  should  apply  to  proceedings  before 
justices  of  the  peace  who,  as  we  know,  have  not 
the  legal  training  of  judges  of  the  higher  courts. 
These  observations  refer  more  particularly  to  sections  1,  2, 
3  and  4.  Section  5  provides  that  if  an  application  is  made 
to  quash  a  conviction  or  order  made  by  a  justice  of  the  peace, 
the  court  or  judge  may,  as  a  condition  of  quashing  the  same, 
provide  that  no  action  shall  bo  brought  against  the  justice 
of  the  peace  who  made  the  conviction  or  against  any  officer 
acting  under  any  warrant.  This  is,  I  believe,  a  proper 
J  provision,  knowing  as  we  do  that  some  of  the  justices  of  the 
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peace,  who  endeavor  to  the  best  of  their  knowledge  to  exer¬ 
cise  their  judicial  functions,  are  not  men  of  learning  and  of 
legal  training.  It  is  thus  intended  to  protect  the  justices 
against  vexatious  actions.  Section  7  provides  that  no  writ 
of  certiorari  shall  be  allowed  if  the  defendant  has  appealed 
front  the  conviction  or  order  to  any  court  to  which  an 
appeal  from  such  conviction  or  order  is  authorised  by  law. 
In  Ontario  under  the  Summary  Convictions  Act  there  is  an 
appeal  from  the  conviction  or  order  made  by  a  justice  of 
the  peace  to  the  Court  of  General  Sessions.  In  Quebec  tho 
appeal  lies  to  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  Crown  side.  In 
Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and  Manitoba  it  is  to  the 
County  Court.  In  Prince  Edward  Island  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  in  British  Columbia  to  the  County  or  District 
Courts.  This  section  provides  that  any  person  availing 
himself  of  the  right  to  appeal  from  the  conviction  or  order 
to  one  of  those  courts,  may  not,  after  having  appealed, 
endeavor  to  remove  the  proceedings  to  a  different  court. 
Section  8 — In  many  cases  Acts  are  brought  into  force  by  a 
proclamation,  and  it  has  been  held  in  some  courts  that  the 
proclamation  to  bring  it  into  force  must  be  proved.  In  the 
Province  of  Quebec  this  has  led  to  legal  proceedings  with 
little  practical  result.  It  is  intended  by  clause  8  to  provide, 
that  in  cases  where  the  objection  is  taken  that  evidence  of 
the  proclamation  was  not  given,  the  court  or  judge  before 
whom  the  application  to  quash  the  conviction  comes,  shall 
allow  evidence  of  the  issue  of  such  proclamation.  I  think 
possibly  it  would  have  been  well  to  have  amended  tho  law 
of  evidence  so  as  to  provide  that  in  no  case  should  it  be 
necessary  to  prove  such  a  proclamation,  but  this  gets  over 
the  difficulty  in  another  way  by  providing  that  whenever  a 
proclamation  is  not  proved  on  the  hearing,  the  court  or 
judge  before  whom  the  application  to  quash  the  conviction 
comes,  may  then  allow  evidence  of  the  issue  of  the  proclama¬ 
tion.  Section  9  is  a  procedure  section  intended  to  simplify 
proceedings  when  the  rule  to  quash  a  conviction  or  order 
is  refused  or  discharged.  Section  10  is  consequent  upon 
section  6.  Sections  11,  12  and  13— -By  the  Summary  Con¬ 
victions  Act  it  is  provided  that  if  tho  conviction  or  order  is 
made  more  than  twelve  days  before  the  sittings  of  tho  court 
to  which  the  appeal  is  given,  such  appeal  shall  be  made  to 
the  then  next  sittings  of  such  court,  but  if  the  conviction  is 
made  within  twelve  days  of  such  sittings  of  such  court,  then 
to  the  second  sittings  after  such  conviction  or  order.  It  is 
also  provided  that  the  person  aggrieved  shall  give  the 
prosecutor  or  complainant,  or  to  tho  convicting  justice  for 
him,  a  motion  in  writing  of  such  appeal  within  four  days 
after  such  conviction  or  order.  This  time  has  been  found 
short,  especially  in  the  unorganised  districts  in  Ontario,  and 
after  correspondence  with  the  Attorney  General  of  Ontario, 
the  Minister  of  Justice  agreed  to  recommend  the  amend¬ 
ments  provided  by  these  three  sections,  viz. :  by  striking 
out  the  word  “  twelve  ”  in  the  first  and  fourth  lines  of  the 
sub-section  numbered  one,  and  by  substituting  therefor  in 
each  case  the  word  “  fourteen,”  also  by  striking  out  the 
word  “  four  ”  in  the  third  line  of  sub  section  2,  and  by 
substituting  therefor  the  word  “  ten.”  In  consequence  of 
the  understanding  between  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  the 
Attorney  General  of  Ontario,  tho  local  law  of  Ontario  has 
already  been  altered  to  correspond  with  these  three  sections. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  general  prin¬ 
ciple  of  this  Bill,  but  I  think  there  are  some  of  the  details 
which  might  properly  be  amended  in  committee. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  are  one  or  two  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Bill  which,  1  think,  are  unobjectionable,  but 
there  are  others  which  are  wholly  unnecessary  and  which, 
instead  of  simplifying  the  law,  rather  tend  to  complicate  it. 
The  second  clause  provides  that  no  conviction  shall  be 
declared  invalid  by  reason  of  irregularity,  informality,  or 
insufficiency  therein — that  is,  purely  technical  objections. 
Now,  if  tho  hon.  gentleman  will  refer  to  section  67  of  the 
Mr.  Caron. 
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Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  he  will  find  that  it  goes  still 
farther,  and  makes  full,  clear  and  ample  provision  for  the 
very  point  with  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  deal. 
By  that  section  it  is  provided  that  no  conviction  or  order  of 
a  justice  of  the  peace  shall  be  declared  invalid  by  reason  of 
either  a  technical  or  a  substantial  objection.  The  present 
law,  therefore,  is  infinitely  better  in  the  interests  both  of 
the  litigant  and  the  magistrate,  than  the  proposed  law, 
and  I  ask  what  is  the  necessity,  under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  of  introducing  this  clause  when  the  present  law 
goes  so  far  as  I  have  indicated.  The  68th  section  is  still 
stronger.  According  to  it,  in  case  of  an  appeal  from  the 
adjudication  of  the  convicting  justice,  to  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
or  in  our  Province  to  the  Quarter  Session,  that  court  is 
bound  to  hear  the  case  upon  its  merits,  notwitstanding  any 
defects  in  substance  or  in  form ;  so  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  does  not  improve  tho  law,  but  makes  it  worse. 
I  am  quite  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  drafted  this 
Bill ;  if  he  had,  he  would  not  have  interfered  with  the  law 
as  it  now  stands.  This  Bill  has  come  from  another  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  who  have  nothing  else  to  do,  and  who 
are  not  able  to  do  the  little  they  undertake  effectively  and 
well.  The  law,  as  it  now  stands,  after  years  of  experience 
in  the  various  Provinces,  especially  in  tho  Province  of  Onta¬ 
rio,  is  so  perfect  in  this  respect  that  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  improve  it.  It  affords  ample  protection  to  litigants  and  to 
justices  of  the  peace.  This  clause  is  open  to  another  very 
I  grave  and  serious  objection.  The  law  as  it  now  stands  contem¬ 
plates  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  where  the 
evidence  has  to  be  taken  and  the  case  heard  de  novo.  The 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  in  this  Bill  to  invest  the  chairman 
of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  with  the  power,  upon  peru¬ 
sal  of  the  depositions  taken  before  the  justice  of  the  peace 
or  upon  affidavit,  to  sustain  or  quash  the  conviction.  It  is 
an  unheard-of  proposition  that  the  Courts  of  Appeal  should, 
upon  a  mere  affidavit,  have  power  to  declare  whether  a  con¬ 
viction  is  valid  or  invalid.  No  such  power  ought  to  be 
vested  in  any  court,  especially  in  any  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  ;  it  ought  to  be  seized  with  the  case, 
as  it  is  now,  with  full  power  to  deal  with  the  matter 
as  if  it  had  never  been  investigated  by  the  justices  of  the 
peace  at  all.  The  provisions  of  the  law  are  ample  and  clear, 
and  to  tamper  with  the  law,  as  this  Bill  proposes  to  do,  is 
not  certainly  in  the  ^interest  of  litigants.  Section  5  is, 
to  my  mind,  an  exceedingly  objectionable  section.  No 
matter  how  a  justice  of  the  peace  may  conduct  himself ;  no 
matter  whether  his  convictions  are  warranted  by  the  law  or 
not;  no  matter  whether  he  has  been  actuated  by  malicious 
motives  or  not,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  that  the 
person  injured  or  aggrieved  shall  have  no  redress  against 
the  justice  of  the  peace,  unless  by  permission  of  tho 
court.  Under  this  provision  a  magistrate  may  con¬ 
vict  a  man,  impose  a  fine,  and  award  imprisonment, 
wholly  unjustified  by  the  law  or  the  facts ;  an  application 
is  made  to  the  courts  to  set  aside  that  conviction,  and  tho 
judge  may  say  to  tho  party  :  You  are  aggrieved,  you  are 
wronged,  the  conviction  is  wholly  unwarranted,  but  I  will 
not  interfere  unless  you  consent  to  bring  no  action  against 
tho  magistrate  who  has  wronged  you.  I  say  no  such  pro¬ 
vision  ought  to  be  in  the  law.  Section  7  ought  not  to 
prevail ;  it  involves  a  bad  principle.  The  principle  that  has 
prevailed  hitherto  in  our  law  is  that  any  pei’son  who  is  con¬ 
cerned  in  proceedings  before  a  justice  of  the  peace,  and  who 
is  not  satisfied  with  his  adjudication,  shall  have  his  remedy ; 
he  can  go  before  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  by  way  of 
appeal,  or  to  a  higher  court  by  a  writ  of  certiorari ;  and  this 
writ  of  certiorari ,  which  has  existed  for  genei-ations,  is  to 
be  abolished  by  this  section.  No  man’s  hands  ought  to  he 
tied  in  this  way;  a  man  who  has  suffoi’ed  an  injury,  or  has 
been  aggrieved,  ought  to  be  able  to  get  redross  in  the  courts. 
He  may  not  have  sufficient  confidence  in  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  he  should  have  the  right  to  go  to  a  higher 
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court.  This  Bill,  in  many  of  its  provisions,  is  wholly  objec¬ 
tionable.  I  do  not  understand  the  necessity  of  three-fourths 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  remaining  fourth  is  wholly  objectionable. 
I  am  satisfied  that  if  the  Minister  of  Militia  had  drawn  this 
Bill  there  would  have  been  no  such  provisions  in  it. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  the  Bill  has 
come  down  from  a  branch  of  the  Legislature  which  has 
very  much  less  to  do  than  wo  have.  The  fact  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  very  busy,  as  we  all  have  been  this 
Session,  may  be  the  reason  he  has  not  had  the  time  that 
hon.  gentlemen  in  another  Chamber  have  had,  to  find  out 
the  reasons  for  the  changes  sought  to  be  made  by  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  know  why  clause  2  is  intro¬ 
duced.  As  I  stated  in  moving  the  second  reading,  the 
object  was  to  prevent  failures  of  justice  because  of  the 
irregularity  or  informalities  in  proceedings  before  justices 
of  the  peace.  The  principles  upon  which  the  amendments 
aro  based  are  taken  from  the  clauses  of  the  Procedure  Act, 
to  which  I  have  referred,  the  provisions  of  which  are  con¬ 
sidered  to  work  well  in  other  courts  and  are  now  applied  to 
justices  of  the  peace.  The  reason  for  this  is  that  justices 
of  the  peace  being  men  who  have  not  the  legal  training 
of  our  ordinary  judges  should  be  protected  to  the 
utmost  limit.  The  necessity  for  these  changes  is  to  be 
found  in  some  cases  which  have  come  before  the  courts  of 
Ontario,  which  have  been  quashed  in  consequence  of 
several  complications  or  informalities  that  were  looked 
upon  as  really  technical  and  really  of  no  great  importance. 
We  are  endeavoring  to  frame  the  laws  in  such  a  way  that 
they  will  bo  carried  out  as  effectively  as  possible,  consistent 
with  giving  every  possible  protection  to  the  liberty  of  the 
subject.  These  amendments  were  suggested  to  the  mind  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  prepared  the  Biil  and  sent  it  down 
to  the  Commons  in  consequence  of  his  experience  of  cases 
in  which  technical  informalities  resulted  in  the  quashing  of 
convictions.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  clause  No. 
5  is  very  objectionable.  This  clause,  to  my  mind, 
is  one  of  the  best  clauses  contained  in  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  if  the  justice  of  the  peace  has 
been  actuated  by  malicious  motives,  the  complainant  in  the 
court  below  would  have  no  recourse  against  him.  I  con¬ 
sider  that  the  fact  that  the  judge  of  a  Superior  Court  before 
whom  the  case  is  brought,  having  within  his  discretion  the 
power  to  enforce  that  clause  or  not,  is  quite  sufficient  pro¬ 
tection  for  the  appellant.  If  a  justice  of  the  peace  has  been 
actuated  by  malicious  motives,  the  court  above  will  allow 
the  law  to  take  its  course,  and  the  appellant  will  have  a 
perfect  right  to  take  out  an  action  against  the  offending 
magistrate.  Unless  it  is  proved  that  the  magistrate  below 
has  been  actuated  by  bad  or  malicious  motives,  it  is  quite 
proper  he  should  be  protected  from  any  of  these  actions. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  This  Summary  Convictions’  Act,  which  we 
have  been  carrying  on  for  a  good  many  years  in  Canada,  is 
practically  the  Jervis’  Act,  I  take  it.  It  is  highly  important 
that  we  should  have  the  same  amendments  in  our  law  which 
are  made  in  the  English  Act,  in  order  to  get  the  benefit  of 
the  English  decisions,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
whether  any  of  the  amendments  in  the  present  Bill  are  taken 
from  the  English  Bill  or  are  amendments  suggested  by  Cana¬ 
dian  lawyers. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  question  now,  but,  before  the  third  reading,  I 
will  look  it  up  and  give  all  the  information  he  asks  for. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  think  a  portion  of  this  clause  is  very 
objectionable.  It  is  quite  right  that  the  court  before  which 


the  question  is  raised  may  be  satisfied  upon  perusal  of  the 
depositions,  but  the  clause  says  “  or  by  affidavit  ”,  and  that 
I  think  would  be  opening  the  door  to  a  very  serious  matter, 
because  it  would  be  practically  trying  a  man  behind  his 
back.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  struck  out. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  understand  that  to  mean,  if  the  irregu* 
larity  could  be  cured  by  an  affidavit. 

Mr.  WELDON.  If  the  matter  is  to  be  decided  by  an 
affidavit  there  is  no  opportunity  of  cross-examining,  and  the 
only  way  would  be  to  bring  counter  affidavits.  I  also  think 
with  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s,  Prince  Edward  Island, 
(Mr.  Davies)  that  we  had  better  follow  the  English  Act. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  view  I  have  taken  of  it  is  that  it  must 
mean  that  the  depositions  would  be  completed  by  cross* 
examination,  but  that,  where  there  was  an  irregularity 
which  could  be  disposed  of  by  affidavit,  this  clause  would 
permit  it  to  be  done,  otherwise,  I  do  not  see  how  it  could 
come  in,  because  the  fact  of  mentioning  depositions  before 
affidavit  shows  that  the  court  could  exercise  its  discretion, 
and  it  must  have  before  it  a  complete  record.  The  mention 
of  depositions  presupposes  a  completed  case  where  the 
defendant  has  had  an  opportunity  of  cross-examining  the 
plaintiff’s  witnesses.  As  I  take  it,  it  means  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  can  only  be  decided  upon  a  completed  record,  and  the 
affidavit  would  simply  come  in  where  an  informality  in  the 
description  of  the  offence  in  the  conviction  could  be  cured 
by  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Why  should  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  be  left  open  to  any  doubt  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  that  is  the  correct  interpretation,  but  ho  is  not 
certain,  and  I  have  not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  as  to  the 
meaning  of  these  words,  that  the  judge  who  tries  the  case 
may  try  the  point  as  to  whether  or  not  the  conviction  is 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  magistrate,  by  deposition  or 
by  affidavit.  It  would  be  an  outrageous  thing  to  say  that  a 
judge,  behind  the  back  of  the  litigants,  should  have  the 
power  to  decide  whether  the  conviction  was  bad  or  not.  If 
this  clause  is  allowed  to  stand  as  it  is,  then  the  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peal  may  give  a  decision  upon  an  affidavit  of  one  of  the 
parties,  the  other  party  probably  knowing  nothing  about 
it.  My  idea  is  that  the  Minister  of  Militia  should  strikeout  of 
this  clause  the  words  “upon  perusal  of  the  depositions  or  by 
affidavits,”  and  instead  of  the  words  stricken  out  I  would 
insert  “  upon  hearing  the  parties.” 

Mr.  CARON.  That  is  tantamount  to  a  new  trial. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  strikes  mo  the  draughtsman  had  in 
view  that  the  Superior  Court  may  quash  the  conviction 
either  upon  perusal  of  the  depositions  when  the  question 
comes  up  by  way  of  appeal  or  by  way  of  affidavit  on  a  cer¬ 
tiorari  ;  but  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  they  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  quash  a  convic¬ 
tion  upon  a  mere  affidavit. 

Mr.  CARON.  Of  course  tho  depositions  must  bo  bolore 
the  court.  The  court  before  which  tho  appeal  is  brought 
should  have  the  complete  record.  We  know  that  several  of 
these  convictions  before  justices  of  the  peace  are  made  up 
in  such  a  deficient  mannor,  the  crime  is  so  badly  described, 
that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  make  out  what  it  may  moan, 
and  in  that  case  the  affidavit  comes  in  to  cure  tho  informal¬ 
ity  or  irregularity.  The  object  of  appeal  is  to  prevent  a 
complication  of  proceedings  by  curing  the  irregularities 
which  exist.  When  an  application  comos  before  tho  court 
this  offence  is  so  badly  defined  that  it  becomes  next 
to  impossible  for  the  court  to  ascertain  exactly  what  is 
meant,  and  in  such  case  the  affidavit  comes  in  to  cure  that 
irregularity,  and  if  it  bo  so  I  see  no  great  rejection  to  it. 
I  would  be  sorry  indeed  to  see  an  appeal  decidod  by  a  court 
upon  ex  parte  evidonco ;  I  would  bo  sorry  to  see  a  court 
changing  the  decision  of  the  court  below  by  allowing  an 
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affidavit  to  come  in  ;  but  the  depositions  are  not  at  all  open 
to  that  objection  simply  because  the  parties  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  cross  examining  the  witnesses  and  coming 
before  the  courts.  Therefore,  I  think  it  is  perfectly  right 
to  allow  the  court  before  which  this  appeal  is  brought,  to 
decide  as  to  the  irregularities  upon  the  depositions  produced 
before  that  court, 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  After  consideration  I 
confess  that  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  great  objection 
to  the  word  “  affidavit.”  The  question  is  raised  upon  the 
perusal  of  the  depositions,  and  the  object  of  the  affidavit  is 
to  decide  if  an  offence  of  the  nature  described  in  the 
conviction  or  the  warrant,  has  been  committed. 
Now,  one  object  of  reading  the  depositions  or 
the  affidavit  is  to  give  the  court  jurisdiction, 
as  it  were.  A  conviction  may  be  presented  to  the  court 
and  on  the  face  of  that  conviction  it  may  be  informal,  and 
might  be  quashed,  and  in  that  case  it  is  not  necessary  that 
evidence  should  be  gone  into  at  all,  it  would  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  jury  to  be  sworn,  the  conviction  would  be 
quashed  because  of  its  informality.  But  before  the  case  is 
proceeded  with  it  must  be  ascertained  whether  a  crime  has 
been  committed,  and  in  order  to  give  the  application  force 
an  affidavit  can  be  produced  to  show  that  the  crime  was 
committed,  and  the  case,  on  its  merits,  then  goes  for 
appeal. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  clause  should  be  simply  confined  to 
casos  brought  before  the  court  by  certiorari.  The  court 
must  be  satisfied  on  two  points  :  First,  that  there  has  been 
an  irregular  conviction  ;  and  second,  that  the  case  came 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  justices.  How  can  these  facts 
be  ascertained  ?  Only  by  the  depositions  taken  before  the 
justices,  when  the  parties  were  examined  and  cross-exam¬ 
ined.  It  should  not  be  left  to  be  done  by  affidavit. 

Mr.  CARON.  Perhaps  there  cannot  be  an  appeal 
because  there  is  nothing  to  appeal  from.  If  the  conviction 
is  irregular  and  it  can  be  cured  by  an  affidavit  according 
to  the  theory  which  I  believe  is  the  true  one,  namely, 
that  if  there  is  an  irregularity  in  the  description  of  the 
offence  in  the  conviction,  the  court  before  which  the 
appeal  will  come  can  by  affidavit  ascertain  what  the 
offence  in  the  conviction  is.  If  that  be  so,  I  cannot  see 
what  harm  can  result  from  retaining  the  words,  and  in  fact 
I  think  they  are  required.  Unless  you  put  before  the  courts 
such  an  offence  as  is  described,  there  is  nothing  to  appeal 
from. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  court  has  to  be  satisfied  upon  two 
points:  First,  that  an  offence  of  the  nature  described  has 
been  committed ;  and  second,  that  it  comes  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  justice.  If  you  take  the  depositions 
there  is  no  difficulty.  Suppose  action  is  taken  by  affidavit 
as  is  suggested,  there  is  the  fundamental  objection  that 
action  is  being  taken  behind  the  back  of  a  party.  It  will 
be  an  invasion  of  the  general  law.  Great  powers  are  already 
entrusted  to  justices  of  the  peace,  who  are  afforded  even 
every  protection  and  who  may  do  many  things  with 
impunity,  but  we  should  be  careful  not  to  materially  alter 
the  law,  which  at  present  follows  that  of  England. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  No  doubt  they  deserve 
great  consideration,  but  hon.  gentlemen  have  forgotten  one 
thing  with  reference  to  this  clause.  It  is  not  intended  to 
try  cases  by  affidavit  or  in  appeal,  but  simply  to  give  the 
court  power  to  see  whether  a  crime  has  been  committed  of 
the  nature  described  in  the  conviction,  and  so  far  as  that 
goes,  whether  it  is  true  or  false,  because  if  the  court  is 
satisfied  that  such  a  crime  has  been  committed,  the  case 
goes  on. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Only  by  appeal — not  by  certiorari. 

Mr.  Caron. 
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Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  As  I  understand,  this  is 
with  reference  altogether  to  cases  appealed  to  the  Sessions. 

Mr.  WELDON.  That  is  provided  for  now. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  certainly  would  not 
support  it  at  all  as  applied  to  cases  coming  up  by  certiorari , 
and  it  would  be  well  to  make  that  point  clear.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  view  is  right,  that  this  only  applies  to  cases  of 
appeal,  we  are  legislating  without  any  necessity  as  we  have 
full  and  ample  provision  in  the  present  Act  for  such  cases. 
According  to  the  clauses  of  the  Act  at  present,  if  the  crime 
is  not  properly  charged,  you  could  not  go  on. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  '1  he  crime  might  not  be  charged  in  the 
exact  phraseology  of  the  indictment,  but  that  would  not 
make  a  difference.  I  will  not  discuss  the  matter  further, 
because  if  the  Minister  intends  to  limit  it  to  cases  of  appeal, 
the  Bill  is  utterly  useless. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  It  is  perfectly  manifest  that 
this  section  at  present  applies  only  to  cases  of  appeal,  but  I 
would  like  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  say  whether  or  not 
it  is  intended  to  cover  all  cases. 

Mr.  CARON.  Except  by  certiorari. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  It  is  my  judgment  that  this 
Bill  was  intended  to  be  limited  to  the  remedy  given  by  means 
of  a  writ  of  certiorari ,  but  there  is  no  doubt  the  law  at  pre¬ 
sent  gives  as  full  and  ample  a  remedy,  and  indeed  more  so, 
than  this  Bill.  If,  however,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  limit 
the  operation  of  the  second  clause  to  cases  of  application  by 
certiorari,  it  would  bo  consistent  with  the  present  law. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
interpretation  is  right,  I  would  certainly  agree  with  him, 
but  from  conversation  I  had  with  the  promoter  of  the  Bill 
in  the  other  House,  I  do  not  think  that  was  his  view.  I 
understood  from  him  that  the  first  clause  was  intended  to 
apply  to  cases  where  there  was  an  appeal. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  What  word  can  the  hon.  gentleman  point 
out  which  limits  its  application  to  cases  of  appeal  only  ? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  am  not  sure  hon. 
gentlemen  aro  not  right,  and  if  there  is  any  question  about 
it,  I  certainly  would  be  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  words 
“  by  affidavit,”  because  I  think  it  would  be  very  unfortu¬ 
nate  if  a  case  of  that  kind  wore  disposed  of  in  that  way. 
But  I  think  the  second  clause  is  a  very  good  one,  if  it 
applies  in  the  manner  in  which  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  CARON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  read  clause  7 
in  conjunction  with  this  clause,  I  think  it  explains  what  the 
intention  of  the  framer  of  the  Bill  was.  Section  7  provides 
that  if  a  party  has  selected  the  appeal,  then  he  is  refused 
the  benefit  of  the  certiorari ;  and  if  he  selects  the  appeal,  as 
I  understand,  section  2  applies. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Suppose  he  elects  the  certiorari. 

Mr.  CARON.  Then  he  does  not  proceed  by  appeal ;  and 
if  ho  does  not,  the  right  of  certiorari  is  not  taken  away  from 
him  by  the  Act.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise  and  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress,  and  it  being  six 
o’clock  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Immigration .  $380,025 

Mr.  MILLS.  Are  we  having  many  Norwegian  immi¬ 
grants  this  year  ? 
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Mr.  POPE.  We  are  having  a  few.  We  have  a  few  every 
year. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  see  by  the  Auditor  General’s  report  of 
last  year  that  only  8200  were  paid  to  the  messenger  at  Que¬ 
bec,  although  $365  were  voted.  What  is  the  reason  for  the 
difference  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  paid  him  for  what  time  we  had  him,  at 
the  rate  of  $1  per  day. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  think  the  Norwegian  interpreter 
might  very  well  do  the  duties  of  messenger.  He  is  a  very 
good  officer — I  know  him  personally.  I  think  he  is  more 
useful  in  bringing  Norwegian  immigrants  than  many  agents 
we  might  send  to  Norway,  because  he  is  constantly  writing 
to  Norway  to  induce  his  fellow-countrymen  to  come  to  this 
country.  But  I  know  his  duties  are  very  small,  and  he 
might  very  well  do  the  duties  of  messenger, 

Mr.  MILLS.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  give  us  some  idea 
of  the  immigration  this  year  ?  Kepresentations  have  been 
made  to  me  that  the  emigration  from  Canada  to  England 
exceeds  the  emigration  from  England  to  Canada.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  perhaps  be  able  to  tell  us  precisely  what  the 
prospects  for  immigration  this  year  are. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  prospects  are  not  so  good  as  usual.  Up 
to  this  time  the  immigration  has  been  about  a  third  less 
than  last  year.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  emigration, 
but  my  impression  is  that  a  good  many  discharged  navvies 
have  returned.  I  have  no  idea  of  the  number. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  Department  not  receive  a  return  j 
of  the  passengers  outward-bound  by  the  St.  Lawrenre  lines? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  believe  not* 

Mr.  MILLS.  Are  those  navvies  who  are  returning, 
people  who  obtained  assisted  passages  to  this  country  a  short 
time  ago  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  that  I  know  of.  They  came  out  to  work 
on  the  railway,  and  received  the  benefit  of  cheap  passages, 
but  were  not  assisted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  custom  has  been  heretofore  to  pub¬ 
lish  shortly  after  the  close  of  each  month,  a  statement  of 
the  immigration  by  the  St.Lawrence  and  other  routes.  Has 
that  been  adhered  to  this  year  ? 

Mr.  POPE,  It  was  not  the  custom  till  last  year  that 
I  know  of.  Up  to  the  31st  last  May  I  think  it  was  about 
27,000, — that  is  of  those  who  remained  in  Canada. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  about  the  St.  Lawrence  route? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  heard  that  the  immigration  by  the 
St.  Lawrence  route  has  for  tho  past  few  weeks  been  very 
small  indeed. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  understood  the  hon.  Minister  to  say  the 
other  night  that  a  year  or  two  ago  the  Depai’tmont  had 
assisted  in  bringing  in  navvies  to  Canada,  because  at  the 
time  there  was  considerable  railway  work  to  be  done. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  understand  me 
correctly.  I  said  they  had  all  the  advantages  of  the  cheap¬ 
est  rate  we  could  make  for  them,  but  they  were  not  assisted 
as  were  other  classes ;  and  early  this  year  we  instructed 
our  agents  on  the  other  side  not  to  encourage  mechanics 
and  navvies  to  come  to  the  country.  We  assisted  agricul¬ 
tural  people,  laborers  and  their  families  and  domestic  ser¬ 
vants  and  that  class  of  people,  but  not  the  navvies. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Were  there  no  Finlanders  assisted  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  there  were  not.  A  large  number  of 
them  came  by  New  York,  and  I  sent  a  man  there  to  direct 
them  to  come  on  this  way,  but  their  passages  were  not 
paid, 


Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  could  obtain  the 
information  showing  the  number  who  left  the  couutry  it 
would  be  interesting,  because  it  was  understood  the  majority 
of  these  people  would  settle  in  the  country. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  try  and  get  it. 

Mr.  FISHER.  In  what  way  are  tho  other  employes  at 
the  agencies,  besides  the  agents,  provided  for?  In  the 
Auditor  General’s  report  are  to  be  found  the  salaries  of 
assistants,  interpreters,  etc.,  at  the  various  agencies,  but  in 
the  Estimates  they  do  not  appear.  Are  those  other  salaries 
provided  for  in  the  contingencies  of  the  Department  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  taken  out  of  the  general  vote  for  immi¬ 
gration  ;  out  of  the  contingencies, 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  What  is  the  reason  for  tho  salary 
not  being  voted  for  the  subordinate  officers  hero  as  it  is  in 
Quebec  ?  The  only  salary  that  we  are  called  upon  to  vote 
in  this  case  is  that  of  the  agent.  The  others  are  to  be  taken 
out  of  the  contingencies.  If  these  officers  are  permanent, 
why  should  they  be  paid  in  that  way  ?  If  they  are  not  per¬ 
manent,  I  can  understand  it. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  think  that  is  a  great  injustice  to  the 
city  of  Montreal,  that  our  deputies  and  our  messengers  and 
others  are  not  made  permanent  at  once,  as  well  as  those  in 
Quebec. 

Mr.  POPE.  My  hon.  friend  behind  mo  (Mr.  Curran) 
has  asked  me  a  gi'eat  many  times  why  we  did  not  put  these 
officers  on  tho  regular  list,  but  Quebec  is  the  port  where  the 
immigrants  come,  and  these  men  are  kept  on  all  the  season 
there,  and  are  made  permanent.  The  others  I  found  in  tho 
position  in  which  I  have  kept  them. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  salary  of  the  caretaker  in 
Montreal  is  $428,  and  in  Quebec  it  is  only  $365.  These  are 
the  amounts  paid  last  year  which  I  take  from  the  Public 
Accounts.  In  Toronto,  the  salary  paid  to  the  messenger 
was  $566. 

Mr.  POPE.  $366, 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  No,  the  amount  paid  last  year  was 
$566. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  must  have  been  for  extra  work  or  some¬ 
thing  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  only  set  down  as  $366  in  the  Au¬ 
ditor  General’s  report. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  find,  by  the  report  of  tho  Auditor  Gen¬ 
eral  that  there  is  not  one  of  these  officers  who  gets  less  than 
$1  a  day  and  some  of  them  get  a  great  deal  more, 
while  the  messenger  at  Quebec,  who  is  a  permanent  official, 
receives  only  $1  a  day.  Either  they  are  overpaid,  or 
you  would  save  by  making  them  permanent  officers.  As 
it  is  now,  they  are  paid  at  the  discretion  of  the  Department, 
without  the  House  knowing  how  much  thoy  are  paid  until 
the  Public  Accounts  are  brought  down  tho  following  year. 
I  do  not  see  that  tho  Minister’s  argument  is  a  valid  excuse 
for  the  change. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  no  change. 

Mr.  TROW.  Does  the  agent  at  Toronto  work  in  cor  junc¬ 
tion  with  the  Province  of  Ontario  in  regard  to  immigra¬ 
tion  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Of  course  he  does,  in  regard  to  tho  disposi¬ 
tion  of  immigrants  and  so  on. 

Mr.  TROW.  What  is  the  name  of  the  agent  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  Mr.  Donaldson. 

Mr.  TROW.  Is  there  any  refund  from  the  Province  of 
Ontario  ? 
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Mr.  POPE.  No.  There  used  to  be  two-thirds  of  the 
passages  refunded,  but  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  there 
has  been  none  refunded,  and  this  year  they  refused  to  pay 
anything, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  A  statement  was  made  to  mo  some  time 
ago  to  which  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister.  It  was 
stated,  with  reference  to  one  or  more  of  the  agents  in  the 
Province  from  which  I  come,  that  they  were  in  the  habit 
of  acting  as  the  paid  agents  of  those  who  wish  to  sell  farms 
to  immigrants  with  means,  receiving  a  commission  for  their 
services.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Minister  is  aware  of 
or  sanctions  any  such  relation  of  any  agent,  but  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  rather  an  objectionable  position.  If  an  agent 
engages  in  anything  of  that  kind,  it  should  bo  as  a  part  of 
his  public  duty,  and  not  in  a  way  which  would  be  liable  to 
misconception  on  the  part  of  those  coming  fresh  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  often  known  people  to  ask  me  to  allow 
the  agents  to  act  for  them  in  this  way,  promising  that  they 
would  be  paid  for  their  services,  but  the  instructions  are 
that  they  should  give  any  assistance  in  that  way  that  was 
possible,  and  should  take  no  pay  for  it.  Of  course,  if  they 
did,  and  anything  took  place  that  was  not  right,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  would  be  responsible,  and  I  have  always  refused  to 
allow  them  to  do  it. 

Mr.  TROW.  The  idea  is  current  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  There  is  a  paper  there  called  the  Medium,  which 
is  published  monthly  by  an  agent,  and  it  is  said  that  he 
receives  a  very  large  number  of  farms  for  disposal,  and 
receives  a  certain  percentage  in  connection  with  his  office, 
and  that  ho  is  doing  a  large  business. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  know  to  whom  you  refer. 

Mr.  TKOW.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Donaldson,  your  agent. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will,  of  course,  make  enquiry  into  the 
matter.  Nothing  of  that  kind  can  be  allowed.  No  agent 
can  be  allowed  to  take  a  commission  for  selling  farms. 

Mr.  Me  MULLEN.  I  know  that  the  statement  is  correct. 
I  happened  to  be  an  executor  of  a  certain  estate,  and  adver¬ 
tised  the  property.  Mr.  Donaldson  cut  out  the  advertise¬ 
ment  and  sent  it  to  me,  and  asked  me  to  place  the  property 
at  his  disposal,  and  stated  that  he  would  charge  $100  as 
commission  and  $15  for  expenses.  I  did  not  even  answer 
his  communication,  but  that  happened  within  the  last  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  perfectly  right  in 
refusing  the  offer.  If  there  is  anything  of  that  kind  going 
on,  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  gentleman  for 
bringing  it  to  my  notice  ;  but  I  know  that  Mr.  Donaldson 
has  been  a  very  useful  agent  indeed,  and  I  have  never 
before  heard  of  any  complaints  against  him. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  last  year  his  salary  and 
travelling  expenses  amounted  to  $4,478.29.  I  think  that  is 
a  rather  large  item. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  think  it  large  for  last  year.  He 
has  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do.  A  great  deal  of  the  distri¬ 
bution  of  immigrants  falls  upon  him. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  agent  at  St.  John,  who 
is  put  down  for  $1,000,  montions  in  his  report  to  the  De¬ 
partment  that  some  60,000  pamphlets  had  been  issued 
exclusively  relating  to  New  Brunswick.  Does  the  Minister 
know  what  portion  of  the  cost  was  borne  by  the  Dominion 
Government?  And  has  he  joined  with  any  of  the  Local 
Governments  in  issuing  pamphlets  exclusively  relating  to 
one  Province  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  If  any  Locql  Government  asks  me  to  assist 
in  circulating  pamphlets  for  their  Province,  I  have  often 
done  so.  I  never  failed  to  give  them  all  the  encouragement 
I  can  to  induce  immigration  into  their  Provinces.  The 
Mr,  Trow. 
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Ontario  Government  generally  provide  for  their  own 
pamphlets,  but  I  have  assisted  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia  and  Manitoba,  in  that  way. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  notice  that  the  St.  John  agent  does 
more  than  our  other  agents  in  collecting  information  from 
his  Province.  Do  the  duty  of  tho  agents  at  St.  John  and 
Halifax,  for  instance,  relate  to  the  location  of  immigrants 
within  the  bounds  of  their  own  Provinces  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Their  duties  are  the  same  as  those  of  other 
agents. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  This  agent,  I  see,  takes  a  great  deal 
of  interest  in  his  own  Province.  He  has  written  letters  to 
different  parties  and  it  is  gratifying  to  me  to  read  some  of 
the  answers.  He  gives  such  a  description  of  that  Province 
that  really  it  ought  to  attract  immigrants  to  it.  There  is 
one  gentleman  to  whom  he  writes  with  reference  to  one  of 
the  exhibits  at  one  of  their  agricultural  shows.  He  reports 
that: 

“  About  the  usual  quantity  of  grain  was  shown,  and  the  root3  were  far 
above  the  expectation  of  every  one,  taking  into  consideration  the  past 
season. 

“  But  when  the  visitor  turned  to  the  ladies’  department,  an  exclama¬ 
tion  of  gratified  surprise  involuntarily  escaped  his  lips.  For  one  item 
was  twenty  samples  of  butter,  among  which  there  was  none  inferior, 
and  the  quality  of  which  would  satisfy  the  most  fastidious  gourmand. 
One  side  of  the  room  lined  with  mats,  upon  which  a  Turkish  prince 
would  not  disdain  to  place  his  feet ;  and  another  side  with  quilts,  under 
which  any  one  of  them  might  well  sigh  to  recline  ;  another  space  devo¬ 
ted  to  fancy  work,  the  work  of  the  younger  ladies,  defied  description,  it 
was  simply  immense.” 

Now,  that  is  very  encouraging,  and  a  report  like  that  ought 
to  be  very  gratifying  to  our  New  Brunswick  friends.  I  was 
pleased  with  another  description  from  another  of  theso 
agents  with  reference  to  New  Brunswick.  It  is  written -in 
a  very  nice  style,  and  I  read  it  for  tho  sake  of  one  sentence 
in  it  which  shows  to  us  the  importance,  if  possible,  of  retain¬ 
ing  our  young  men  in  our  midst.  We  cannot  avoid  a  feeling 
of  depression  sometimes  as  we  have  had  unwilling  admis¬ 
sions  that  our  young  men  do  not  stay  with  us,  as  we  could 
desire.  This  correspondent,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Gardner, 
the  St.  John  agent,  dwells  upon  that  point,  and  I  will  read 
an  extract  from  his  letter  : 

“  Here,  for  the  first  time,  have  I  been  able  to  realise  the  full  force  of 
the  Psalmist’s  statement,  that : 

“  ‘  Children  are  God’s  heritage. 

The  sons  of  youth  as  arrows  are,  for  strong  men’s  hands  prepared. 

O  happy  is  the  man  that  hath  his  quiver  filled  with  those  ; 

They  unashamed  in  the  gate  shall  speak  unto  their  foes.’ 

A  man’s  progress  here,  to  a  large  extent,  depends  on  the  number  of 
strong,  healthy  boys  he  may  have.” 

There  can  be  no  doubt  about  that,  and  it  is  a  great  pity, 
indeed,  that  more  of  them  could  not  be  induced  to  remain 
with  us.  One  of  tho  gratifying  things  with  reference  to 
the  report  that  Mr.  Gardner  makes  is  that  they  seem  to  be 
remaining  with  us  more  than  they  have,  and  some  of  them 
are  coming  back.  The  same  writer  gives  also  a  description 
of  the  beauties  of  the  climate  of  New  Brunswick.  He  seems 
to  be  an  enthusiastic  Scotchman  : 

“  I  suppose  I  need  not  tell  you  that  although  we  have  more  snow  and 
frost  during  the  winter  than  they  have  in  Scotland,  we  have,  during  ihe 
same  season,  much  more  sunshine  and  brightness,  having  longer  days 
and  brighter  nights.  The  night  sky  presents  a  panorama  of  brilliancy 
never  seen  in  the  old  country.  There  are  no  dark  winter  nights  hero, 
and  often  there  are  nights  so  calm  and  still  the  very  stillness  seems 
oppressive.  On  such  nights  the  young  folks  often  turn  out  for  an  evening 
drive  in  their  sleighs.  Here  the  stillness  is  broken  in  upon  by  the 
silvery  jingle  of  the  sleigh  bells  and  the  joyful  laughter  of  the  young 
people.  The  horses  fly  over  the  smooth  snow  without  striking  sound 
from  its  white  surface,  and  the  sleighs  glide  after  them  with  a  motion 
which  gives  a  sensation  to  the  occupants  much  like  sailing  in  a  swiftly 
rowed  boat  on  a  calm  lake.  The  surrounding  snow  throws  back,  with 
sparkling  brilliancy,  tho  splendor  of  the  evening  sky,  while  the  trees — 
the  feathery  boughs  being  tipped  with  ice — seem  laden  with  silver  fruit ; 
the  whole  forming  a  scene  more  like  a  chapter  of  the  Arabian  Nights  or 
some  fairy  tales  than  reality.” 
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Now  I  do  think  our  New  Brunswick  friends  have  much  to 
boast  of.  It  has  been  some  time  charged  upon  them  that 
they  had  not  got  as  hospitable  shores  as  some  of  the  old 
Provinces  which  are  recognised  as  more  purely  agricultural. 
But  I  think  we  may  look  in  vain  through  the  Minister’s 
report  to  find  a  description  that  would  tend  to  draw  more 
young  people  to  it  than  the  description  I  have  read.  I 
would  just  say  that  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  to  be  the  idea 
that  we  should  seek  to  get  information  with  reference  to 
a  Province  in  this  way.  Of  course  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  as  the  Minister  has  told  us,  and  the  immigration 
work  pertaining  to  that,  is  not  strictly  advertising,  or  seek¬ 
ing  to  promote  immigration  to  the  older  Provinces  ;  that 
is  supposed  to  be  a  work  that  they  will  attend  to  for 
themselves,  the  idea  being  rather  to  secure  immi¬ 
grants  for  our  own  lands  which  pertain  to  the  Dominion. 
It  is  not  at  all  objectionable  that  such  a  description  as  this 
sh  mid  be  given  of  one  of  the  Provinces  of  the  Domiuion, 
for  if  one  Province  prospers  it  must  tend  in  a  measure  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  whole.  Our  friends  in  the  east  have 
often  thought  that  too  much  attention  was  being  paid  to  the 
North-West  as  a  field  for  immigrants,  and  this  is  a  step  in 
the  other  direction.  I  have  read  this  to  show  them  that 
this  year  at  all  events  they  have  nothing  to  complain  of  in 
the  way  of  pleasing  descriptions  being  given  of  their  Pro¬ 
vince. 

Mr.  IYES.  I  would  suggest  that  hereafter  during  this 
Session,  if  hon.  gentlemen  should  find  it  necessary  to  read 
from  books,  as  they  did  on  a  former  occasion  night  after 
night,  they  should  take  up  this  report  of  the  agent  in  New 
Brunswick,  which  would  be  much  more  acceptable  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  surprised  at  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
taste.  I  never  saw  so  much  trash  put  into  a  Blue  Book  and 
printed. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Welland).  A  report  comes  from 
Rochester  that  seven  families  left  there  for  Canada  in  one 
week. 


some  of  the  Provinces,  such  as  Now  Brunswick,  do  not  get 
their  share.  The  expenditure  should  be  made  in  proportion 
to  the  Provinces,  and  until  that  is  done  New  Brunswick 
will  never  obtain  its  proper  share. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  report  shows  that  5,000  people 
more  came  into  New  Brunswick  than  left  it.  That  is  an 
entire  mistake.  Where  did  the  hon.  gentleman  get  his 
information  ?  I  observe  that  the  number  of  passengers  by 
the  International  steamers  are  not  stated.  I  understand  the 
company  refuse  to  give  returns. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  the  information  in  the  report  of 
the  agent. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  By  whom  was  the  New 
Brunswick  pamphlet  written  ? 


Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  know.  It  was  written  by  a  person 
in  New  Brunswick,  and  was  published  by  the  Dominion. 
British  Columbia,  Nova  Scotia  and,  I  think,  Manitoba  had 
also  pamphlets  printed. 

Mr.  TROW.  With  respect  to  the  agents  at  Winnipeg 
and  Emerson  :  Was  there  not  an  agent  at  Emerson  last 
year  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes,  there  was. 


Mr.  TROW.  Who  is  the  agent  at  Winuipeg  ? 
Mr.  POPE.  Mr.  Graham. 


Mr.  TROW.  Was  Mr.  Hespeler  dismissed  ? 
Mr.  POPE.  No,  he  retired. 


Mr.  LANGELIER.  Are  all  these  officers  under  the 
agent  at  Emerson,  permanent  officers  ? 


Mr.  POPE.  One  of  them  is  a  permanent  officer,  and  the 
other  is  not.  Tho  latter  is  not  only  caretaker,  but  he 
attends  to  the  distribution  of  the  immigrants. 


Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Is  there  an  interpreter  attached 
to  the  Brandon  office  ? 


Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 


Mr.  KING.  I  can  endorse  all  the  statements  given  in  the 
report  respecting  New  Brunswick  ;  but  I  am  surprised  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Brant  did  not  call  attention  to  the 
contrast  made  between  New  Brunswick  and  Ontario.  It 
has  reference  to  my  own  county,  and  is  perfectly  correct. 
It  is  as  follows  : — 

“  Comparing  this  Province  with  the  garden  of  Canada  (Ontario)  my 
firm  conviction  is  that  the  soil  here  is  equal  to  it,  and  that  the  climate 
is  better.  Since  I  came  into  this  Province  my  health  has  been  as  good 
as  ever  it  was.  While  in  Ontario  I  was  subject  to  headache.  I  was  told 
that  it  was  the  want  of  salt  in  the  air  which  caused  headache,  and  that 
it  is  common  for  people  from  England  to  be  so  troubled  for  years.  What¬ 
ever  the  cause,  the  effect  was  disagreeable.  I  like  New  Brunswick  more 
than  any  place  else,  and  should  like  to  see  a  goodly  number  of  a  good 
class  of  immigrants  come  here  from  the  old  country. 

“  My  opinion  of  New  Brunswick  as  a  home  for  immigrants  is  so  high 
that  1  regret  my  inability  to  talk  to,  and  to  tell  my  fellow  countrymen 
in  Britain  what  I  think  of  it.  To  contrast  this  beautiful  Province  with 
Britain  is  out  of  the  question.  While  the  one  contains  millions  of  acres 
of  good  land  which  can  be  had  free,  every  yard  of  the  other  is  held  at 
exorbitant  prices,  even  to  rent.  I  like  the  climate  here  ;  the  frost  is 
more  severe  than  in  Scotland  Before  I  came  here  I  read  that  it  was  so, 
but  that  people  do  not  feel  the  cold  more  here  than  they  do  there.  This 
I  did  not  believe.  I  reasoned  that  the  action  of  frost  must  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  its  severity,  and  must  be  felt  while  people  are  capable  of  feel¬ 
ing  I  was  wrong.” 

There  is  much  more  of  the  same  sort.  The  hon.  member 
for  Brant  did  not  do  justice  to  New  Brunswick  and  to  my 
own  countiy  by  quoting  that  part  of  the  report.  In  view 
of  the  large  appropriations  made  for  immigration  purposes, 
New  Brunswick  has  not  had  justice  done  to  it.  I  do  not 
complain  in  regard  to  the  agent  at  St.  John — he  perhaps 
does  his  duty ;  and  I  agree  that  it  is  to  be  regretted  that 
we  have  not  more  immigrants.  The  principle  underlying 
the  immigrant  expenditure  is  a  wrong  one.  This  country 
goes  on  spending  year  after  year  $500,000  or  $600,000,  but 
355 


Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  What  is  the  reason  one  is 
required  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  These  officers  are  needed  especially  to  inter¬ 
pret  for  the  German  immigrants.  They  do  not  understand 
our  language,  and  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  have  some 
person  able  to  direct  them  in  their  own  tongue,  as  they 
know  nothing  about  the  country. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Is  there  an  interpreter  at 
Winnipeg  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  see  there  is  an  interpreter  at  Qu’Ap- 
pelle.  Why  is  he  needed  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  He  is  a  French  Canadian.  I  had  several 
parties  of  French  gentlemen  who  went  out  there  intending 
to  form  a  settlement,  and  the  first  question  they  asked  was 
if  there  was  anyone  there  that  could  speak  their  language. 
It  is  necessary  to  have  some  person  there  who  could  speak 
their  own  language  and  would  be  able  to  give  them  direc¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  see  that  in  1884,  there  were  only  13 
from  Quebec  and  20  from  Frauce,  or  33  together.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  is  a  pretty  large  expenditure  for  the  results 
we  are  obtaining,  and  that  we  should  have  some  information 
as  to  how  many  the  hon.  gentleman  expects  next  year,  and 
the  reasons  why  this  man  is  put  there. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  gave  the  hon.  gentleman  the  reason,  and  I 
may  say  he  is  to  be  moved  further  on. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  think  that  the  assistant  messenger  here 
|  might  bo  employed  as  interpreter  for  French  Canadians  of 
whom  there  are  many  in  the  country,  instead  of  paying  a 
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man  and  giving  him  the  rank  of  an  interpreter  and  the 
salary  of  an  interpreter.  He  would  be  perfectly  well  able 
to  interpret,  and  to  give  directions  to  those  of  that  nation¬ 
ality  coming  into  the  country. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  We  could  not  for  the  salary  of  an 
ordinary  messenger  get  a  man  of  the  class  required  as  inter¬ 
preter. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  believe  this  gentleman  is  not  only 
an  interpreter,  but  a  poet,  who  writes  effusions  for  the  news¬ 
papers,  singing  the  praises  of  the  Government,  and  perhaps 
that  is  the  reason  why  he  gets  the  larger  salary. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  is  to  be  moved  on,  the  Minister  said 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes.  I  may  say,  whether  he  is  a  poet  or  not, 
he  is  an  excellent  man,  who  has  a  great  deal  of  influence  in 
inducing  people  to  go  to  that  country.  He  is  well  known 
in  the  older  Provinces,  and  is  well  worth  the  money  he  gets. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Where  is  he  to  be  moved  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  To  Medicine  Hat. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  This  may  be  a  nice  thing  for 
the  poet  and  the  interpreter,  but  considering  that  all  this 
expense  is  incurred  to  bring  96  men  to  the  country,  it  is 
rather  hard  on  the  people  who  pay  the  money. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  he  moved  to  Medecine  Hat  because 
Canadian  immigration  there  is  expected  to  be  greater  there 
than  at  Qu’Appelle  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  do  not  know  of  course  how  many  will  go 
in,  but  he  will  have  a  larger  field  there.  For  instance,  I 
have  been  pressed  this  Session  by  some  gentlemen  here  to 
establish  an  agency  at  Regina. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  he  to  be  a  poet  too? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  should  be  glad  to  get  another  such  poet. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Will  this  man  merely  act  as  interpreter, 
or  as  agent  and  interpreter  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  As  agent  and  intepreter. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  yielded  to  the 
solicitations  which  he  says  were  made  to  him  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  I  have  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  he  intends  to  be  stern  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  intend  to  appoint 
an  agent  at  Medicine  Hat  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  TROW.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  remove  the  agent 
from  Qu’Appelle  to  Regina,  and  to  appoint  an  agent  still 
further  west  than  Medicine  Hat  ?  There  is  very  little  settle¬ 
ment  at  Medicine  Hat.  There  is  every  necessity  for  an 
agent  at  Brandon,  but  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  one  at 
Qu’Appelle. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Where  is  the  agent  of  the  North-West 
Territories  to  be  situated  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  At  Calgary. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  he  a  new  man  ?  The  vote 
is  $200  less  than  that  of  last  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  He  will  be  a  new  man.  There  was  none 
there  last  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  have  any  agen¬ 
cies  between  Moose  Jaw  and  Calgary  besides  Medicine  Hat  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  surprised  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  make  preparations  for  immigration  into  that  fertile 
district. 

Mr.  Fishbk. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  hon 
gentleman  to  have  an  agent  appointed  in  the  North-West 
Territories  this  year,  or  has  he  been  appointed  ? 

Mr.  POPE,  No,  he  has  not  been  appointed.  It  has  been 
represented  to  me  very  strongly  that  there  is  a  great 
necessity  for  one;  if  I  find  that  necessity  I  will  appoint 
him. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant),  Does  the  Minister  intend  to 
keep  the  agent  at  Prince  Arthur’s  Landing,  now  that  the 
railway  is  completed  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes,  he  must  be  continued. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Yictoria).  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister 
of  Agri  culture  if  he  does  not  consider  the  salary  of  $1,000  for 
the  agent  at  Yictoria,  British  Columbia,  totally  inadequate  to 
the  service  performed.  For  over  nine  years  there  was  no 
agent  at  all  in  British  Columbia.  This  is  the  only  agent 
in  that  Province,  and  as  everybody  in  this  House  knows, 
the  salary  of  $1,000  is  about  equal  to  $750  in  the  eastern 
Provinces.  With  the  rapidly  approaching  completion  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  we  expect  a  very  large 
immigration  into  that  Province,  and  the  services  performed 
by  this  officer  are  worth  a  good  deal  more  than  he  is  at 
present  receiving.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
if  he  could  not  find  some  soft  spot  in  his  heart,  and  give 
that  gentleman  a  little  more  salary. 

Mr.  POPE.  Is  he  a  poet  ? 

Mr.  BAKER.  He  may  be  a  poet,  but  he  does  not  know  it. 

Mr.  MoMTJLLEN.  I  notice  that  the  salaries  of  agents 
in  Canada  amount  to  $27,329  ;  last  year  they  amounted  to 
$29,245.  I  really  think  this  question  of  agencies  in  Canada 
should  be  gone  aver.  I  cannot  see  that  there  is  any  neces¬ 
sity  for  keeping  up  this  large  staff  of  agents  at  the  different 
points.  I  admit  that  they  may  be  required  at  Quebec 
and  possibly  at  Montreal ;  but  the  idea  of  keeping  an 
immigration  agent  continuously  at  London,  seems  to  me 
absurd.  I  cannot  see  what  duties  there  are  for  him  to 
perform.  I  do  not  think  that  our  people  are  prepared  to 
continue  to  pay  so  large  an  amount  for  immigration  agen¬ 
cies  in  this  country.  I  think  the  entire  expenses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  immigration  should  be  very  much  reduced. 
In  London  alone  $7,008.99  are  paid  for  agents,  and  the 
salaries  in  Europe  amount  to  $10,413.88.  Our  whole 
immigration  policy  has  been  a  matter  of  great  expense 
with  very  little  accomplished.  The  salaries  for  agencies 
are :  At  Quebec  $4,530  ;  at  Montreal  $2,533  50 ;  at  Winni¬ 
peg  $2,932  ;  at  Qu’Appelle,  $2,200.  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  not  be  able  to  obtain  efficient  agents  for  very  much 
less  than  we  are  now  paying  ;  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
quite  extravagant  to  retain  a  number  of  men  at 
these  large  salaries  when  very  little  is  accomplished. 
I  think  we  should  reconsider  the  whole  question.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  printing  there  has  been  an  enormous  amount 
paid  last  year,  and  also  in  connection  with  the  supplying 
of  meals  to  the  immigrants  $22,368.65  were  spent  last 
year.  This  amount  has  been  mainly  divided  among  two  or 
thi’ee  parties.  I  notice  also  that  we  paid  Burland  &  Co., 
lithograghers,  $29,917.30  for  work  done  by  them  ;  the 
Montreal  Gazette  $9,211.15,  the  London  Free  Press, 
$6,075.60;  the  Toronto  Mail,  $9,803.92;  the  Hamilton 
Spectator,  $6,593.26 ;  H.  W.  Bennett  &  Co.,  $6,941.65  ;  or 
a  total  of  $81,667.06  for  printing  in  Canada,  besides 
$32,437.49  for  printing  in  England.  For  paper  furnished 
for  printing,  we  paid  in  addition  $27,661.79  ;  or  in  all, 
$109,327.85  for  printing  expenses  in  connection  with 
immigration  in  Canada  and  in  England.  I  cannot  under¬ 
stand  why  we  should  continue  such  an  enormous  expen¬ 
diture  when  it  produces -such  small  results.  Five  travelling 
agents  cost  us  $8,532. 13,  and  for  the  special  services  of 
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persons  from  Halifax  to  Emerson,  $6,927. 57.  We  paid 
also  for  locating  immigrants  last  year,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  we  had  so  many  agents  and  interpreters, 
$4,554.85;  travelling  and  incidental  expenses  cost 
$6,055.46,  and  contingencies  in  Canada  $28,719.23. 
The  Auditor  General,  in  his  report,  says  that  of  this  sum, 
$26,062  is  not  properly  accounted  for,  no  vouchers  having 
been  given  him.  The  travelling  expenses  of  11  agents  in 
Europe  cost  $23,829.63  or  $2,168.33  each.  That  appears  to 
be  a  very  large  sum  to  pay  for  travelling  expenses.  These 
11  agents  must  have  been  travelling  all  the  time  to  spend 
this  amount.  I  would  like  to  know  what  particular  duties 
they  perform  which  warranted  this  large  expenditure. 
Assisting  immigrants  cost  $101,178.14,  and  commissions 
upon  733  children  brought  into  the  country  at  $2  a  head, 
$1,466.  Bonuses  for  settling  immigrants  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia  cost  $370.  I  notice  in  connection  with  Mr.  Stafford’s 
office,  Quebec,  the  salary  paid  to  him  last  year  was  $1,650 
and  contingencies  $4,284.64.  The  incidentals  for  three 
months  of  his  office  were  cab  hire,  $114.16  ;  meals  $95.50  ; 
ferry  boat  hire  $16.30  ;  cash  to  poor  immigrants  $17. 5U; 
scrubbing  his  office  three  months  $12.60.  He  must  have 
his  office  scrubbed  very  often.  I  think  some  of  these  items 
require  to  be  looked  into.  Mr.  Donaldson’s  office  cost  in 
incidentals  $2,578,  travelling  expenses  $300,  and  the  total 
expenses  are  $4,478.29.  I  think  this  whole  service  should 
be  overhauled  before  voting  these  large  amounts. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Will  the  hon.  Minister  refer  to  the  Audi¬ 
tor  General’s  report,  pages  102  and  103,  and  state  whether 
the  vouchers  and  statements  there  asked  for  with  regard  to 
almost  every  one  of  the  agents,  have  yet  been  obtained  by 
the  Department  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes,  all  of  them. 

Mr.  FISHER.  That  statement  is  very  satisfactory,  as 
far  as  it  goes,  but  I  think  it  is  very  unsatisfactory  to  find 
the  Auditor  General  reporting  that  not  one  of  the  agencies 
has  furnished  statements  and  vouchers. 

Mr.  POPE.  They  generally  furnish  them. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  hope  they  do.  But  I  only  have  to  turn 
to  the  report  to  find  that  they  did  not  last  year.  This 
is  a  very  unsatisfactory  state  of  things.  Such  a  showing 
proves  that  these  agents,  though  they  may  be  proper  immi¬ 
gration  agents,  may  not  be  good  business  men.  Some  means 
should  be  taken  to  see  that  this  does  not  occur  again.  The 
agents  ought  to  be  reprimanded  for  their  neglect,  and  it  is 
to  be  regretted  that  the  Government  knowing  this  to  be  the 
case  continue  asking  the  House  to  vote  salaries  for  them. 
I  find  under  the  name  of  J.  Smith,  from  whom  sufficient 
vouchers  were  not  obtained,  that  he  had  not  only  his  salary 
of  $  1,200,  but  also  payments  for  which  the  vouchers  were 
not  correct.  On  page  101  of  the  Auditor  General’s  report, 
Mr.  John  Smith  is  charged  with  $100  on  account  of  special 
expense.  It  does  not  say  what  it  is,  but  he  obtained  this 
money  apparently  without  giving  vouchers  for  the  expense. 
There  was  also  special  expense  to  counteract  Dakota  exhibit 
— whatever  that  means — $62.  There  is  also  J.  McGovern, 
who  did  not  give  sufficient  vouchers,  who  was  charged  with 
a  salary  of  $1,000  at  Port  Arthur,  and  on  page  100  of  the 
Auditor  General’s  report  I  find  him  charged  with  $1,327.27, 
travelling  and  incidental  expenses,  for  which  apparently  he 
did  not  furnish  the  vouchers.  This  was  money  which  I 
presume  Mr.  McGovern  paid  out,  Government  money  which 
passed  through  his  hands,  and  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to 
have  been  advanced  to  him  until  he  had  shown  that  it  was 
paid.  I  find  also  the  name  of  Mr.  W.  C.  B.  Grahame,  of 
Winnipeg,  who  did  not  supply  sufficient  vouchers.  On  page 
101  of  the  Auditor  General’s  report,  1  find  him  allowed 
$101.95  for  Icelandic  transport,  etc.,  and  on  page  100, 1  find 
him  charged  with  $512.67  travelling  and  incidental  expenses. 


I  think  the  Minister  should  explain  what  those  extra  pay¬ 
ments  were  which  were  made  without  the  vouchers. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  have  read  the 
explanation  of  the  secretary  in  the  same  part  of  the  book. 
On  page  103  he  says,  under  date  of  20th  October,  1884 : 

“  In  the  case  of  the  employment  of  any  person  whatever  as  a  simple 
agent  of  the  Department,  the  details  of  all  expenses  are  always  required 
to  be  furnished,  and  always  given.” 

They  may  not  bo  given  at  the  very  time,  and  in  many  oases 
I  suppose  they  could  not  have  reached  the  Department  in 
time,  but  there  is  the  rule  of  the  Department.  Moreover, 
there  is  a  distinction  to  be  drawn  between  those  represented 
as  agents  and  those  represented  in  any  way  as  travelling 
agents.  The  secretary  says : 

“Sir, —  Referring  to  a  conversation  with  you  on  the  subject  of  certain 
payments  in  a  lump  sum  for  the  consideration  of  combined  services  and 
travelling  expenses,  having  for  object  the  promotion  of  immigration  to 
Canada,  1  have  to  inform  you  that  payments  of  this  kind  are  never 
made,  except  to  persons  who  have  a  delegate  capacity,  or  to  correspon¬ 
dents  of  European  newspapers  who  visit  Canada  for  the  purpose  of 
reporting  on  its  resources :  and  then  such  payments  have  always 
relation  to  the  length  of  time  in  travelling  and  the  extent  of  country 
visited. 

“  In  the  case  of  the  employment  of  any  person  whatever  as  a  simple 
agent  of  the  Department,  the  details  of  all  expenses  are  always  required 
to  be  furnished,  and  always  given.” 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  hon.  member  has  read  a  letter  con¬ 
firmatory  of  what  I  said,  showing  that  such  payments  are 
never  made  except  to  persons  who  have  a  delegate  capacity 
or  to  correspondents  of  European  newspapers  who  visit 
Canada  for  the  purpose  of  reporting  on  its  resources.  Does 
the  hon.  gentlemen  mean  to  say  that  the  paid  agents  of  the 
Government  are  in  any  capacity  of  that  kind  ?  They  are 
the  people  from  whom  detailed  statements  ought  to  bo 
required  and  are  required  by  the  rule  of  the  Department, 
but  the  Auditor  General  states  that  they  have  not  been  sup¬ 
plied  to  him.  The  secretary  of  the  Department  may  say 
they  are  always  given ;  he  may  have  had  them,  but  the 
Auditor  General  had  them  not,  and  he  is  the  person  to  whom 
they  should  be  given  in  order  to  compare  them  with  the 
details  of  the  expenditure  in  the  Department.  The  secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Department  states  : 

“  The  distinction  is  between  an  employment,  which  constitutes 
agency,  and  paying  for  it  as  such ;  and  the  consideration  of  making  a 
certain  allowance  on  account  of  travelling  expenses,  in  special  circum¬ 
stances,  to  particular  persons,  of  the  character  above  referred  to,  who 
happen  to  be  in  a  position  to  render  valuable  services  to  the  cause  of 
immigration  —  services,  moreover,  which  could  not  be  otherwise 
obtained.” 

Does  the  hon.  member  mean  to  say  that  the  services  of 
these  paid  agents  of  the  Government  could  not  be  otherwise 
obtained  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson) 
evidently  did  not  understand  the  nature  of  the  complaint 
made  by  my  hon.  friend.  He  will  see  that  the  lotter  of  Mr. 
Lowe  does  not  refer  to  the  complaint  of  the  Auditor  General 
at  all,  but  to  a  conversation  upon  another  matter.  The 
case  is  almost  worse  than  has  been  stated,  because,  although 
vouchers  were  given  for  these  advances,  in  no  cases  were 
the  vouchers  correct.  It  is  not  that  they  withheld  the 
vouchers,  but  that  they  did  not  account  for  the  moneys  they 
got,  and  in  not  a  single  case  did  tbe  vouchers  correspond 
with  the  moneys  they  had  from  the  Department. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  correct.  The 
letter  of  the  Auditor  General  does  not  say  tbe  vouchers  are 
not  correct ;  he  says  they  have  not  received  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  will  read  the  letter  : 

“Sir, — Will  you  be  good  enough  to  provide  me,  as  soon  as  possible, 
with  detailed  statements  of  the  accounts  and  vouchers  rendered  by 
each  of  the  undermentioned  agents,  in  support  of  the  moneys  advanced 
them  during  the  year  1883-84  ? 

“  The  vouchers  already  received  by  me  in  no  case  equal  the  amount 
of  advances. 


2836 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


June  24, 


“  The  detailed  statements  would  enable  me  to  point  out  the  vouchers 
required  to  balance  the  various  accounts.” 

He  does  not  say  the  vouchers  were  incorrect. 

Somo  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  HESSON.  In  reply  to  that,  the  secretary  of  the 
Department  says  : 

“  In  the  case  of  the  employment  of  any  person  whatever  as  a  simple 
agent  of  the  Department.” 

These  were  simple  agents - 

“  The  details  of  all  expenses  are  always  required  to  be  furnished,  and 
always  given.” 

Is  not  that  a  reply  to  the  letter  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No, 

Mr.  HESSON.  Then  what  does  it  refer  to? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why,  the  Auditor  General  was  asking  for 

the  vouchers. 

Mr.  HESSON.  No  one  pretends  to  say  that  he  might 
not  have  asked  for  the  vouchers  in  connection  with  the 
accounts  which  he  received  almost  the  next  day.  Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  they  presented  accounts 
for  which  the  vouchers  were  incorrect?  They  may  not 
have  presented  the  vouchers  at  that  time,  but  they  were 
afterwards  given  in.  Can  an  agent  put  down  the  expendi¬ 
ture  for  every  meal  that  he  gives  an  immigrant?  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  at  some  time  of  the  year  he  might  be  called  upon 
to  make  a  return  of  the  expenditures  in  connection  with 
the  advances  made  to  him.  In  reply  to  that  the  secretary 
of  the  Department  shows  clearly  that  they  demanded,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  from  their  agents  what  advances  are 
made  to  the  agent,  and  the  agent  keeps  a  detailed  list  of 
the  items  of  expenditure  for  the  year,  and  he  is  called  upon 
at  the  end  of  the  year  to  make  a  return  showing  how  that 
lump  sum  has  been  expended.  Ho  makes  that  return,  and  if 
the  Auditor  General  is  making  up  his  accounts  for  a  part  of 
the  year,  and  the  agent  may  not  have  sent  in  his  vouchers 
for  that  portion  of  the  year,  if  is  just  possible  he  might  have 
called  for  vouchers  at  separate  times. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  accounts  are  up  to  the  30th  June, 
and  the  year  closes  at  that  time  The  Auditor's  letter  is 
written  in  October  or  November  following.  Certain 
vouchers,  I  suppose,  had  been  sent  in,  and  he  points  out 
that  the  vouchers  do  not  balance  the  accounts.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  a  statement  in  reply  is  made  to  that  request 
for  the  vouchers,  which  request  is  made  for  tho  three  months 
after  the  expiration  of  tho  financial  year.  A  satisfactory 
reply  is  made  to  these  demands  of  the  Auditor  because  the 
secretary  of  the  Department  says  that  vouchers  are  always 
required  and  always  given.  What  the  Auditor  wanted  was 
a  statement  from  the  Department  that  vouchers  were  always 
required  and  given ;  what  he  wanted  was  the  vouchers,  and 
what  ho  did  not  get  was  the  vouchers. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  has  been  a  practice  for  many  years  that 
the  vouchers  are  not  sent  until  we  have  the  bills,  and  then 
they  are  audited.  There  might  have  been  some  vouchers 
in  the  Department  at  that  time— -I  cannot  say  ;  but  I  do  say 
that  as  a  rule,  and  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  exception, 
bills  are  furnished,  and  if  they  are  right  they  are  paid,  and 
vouchers  are  given  ;  if  they  are  wrong,  they  are  sent  back 
and  corrected. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  How  can  the  Minister 
reconcile  that  statement  with  the  fact  that  it  appears  in  the 
Auditor  General’s  report  and  the  Public  Accounts  that 
advances  have  been  made  for  work  to  newspapers,  that  work 
not  having  been  delivered  at  the  time?  In  the  case  of  the 
Ottawa  Citizen,  during  the  last  year,  the  Auditor’s  Account 
shows  that  a  sum  of  $1,500  was  paid  for  work  which  was 
not  delivered,  and  which  was  not  finished,  and  the  same  is 
the  case  with  the  Montreal  Gazette. 

Mr.  Hesson. 


Mr.  POPE.  In  a  very  few  cases — and  I  found  my  prede¬ 
cessors  had  been  doing  the  same  thing — someadvances  have 
been  made  upon  work  of  this  kind.  But  it  has  been  entirely 
stopped  within  the  last  year.  Not  one  dollar  has  been  paid 
out  for  which  there  were  not  vouchers. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  call  the  Minister’s 
attention  to  this  letter  : 

“  Aodit  Office,  Ottawa,  15th  March,  1884. 

“  Sir, — I  have  examined  L.  Stafford’s  statement  of  expenditure  for  the 
quarter  ending  30th  September  last,  and  beg  to  draw  yonr  attention  to 
the  contingent  expenses,  which  are  as  follows 

Here  follows  half  a  dozen  items  amounting  to  $258.06. 

“  This  expenditure  is  not  supported  by  a  single  voucher.  It  strikes 
me  that  no  great  difficulty  should  be  found  in  procuring  vouchers  for 
most  of  the  above  expenditure.  When  they  cannot  practicably  be  had, 
detailed  statements  with  date  should  be  supplied.” 

Now  it  strikes  me  that  that  letter  hardly  consorts  with  the 
statement  of  the  Minister  just  now  as  to  the  practice  of  this 
Department. 

Mr.  POPE.  Now,  it  is  the  Auditor’s  Department.  It  is 
barely  possible  that  at  that  time,  when  there  was  not  much 
going  on  at  Quebec,  tho  vouchers  had  not  been  handed  into 
the  auditor. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  admirable  and 
wholesome  general  rules,  but  his  practice  is  entirely  differ¬ 
ent  from  them.  He  sets  up  the  rule  to  us  and  we  find  the  prac¬ 
tice  in  the  Blue  Book.  He  says  it  might  be  possible  that 
in  a  case  like  Quebec,  where  there  was  so  much  doing, 
there  might  be  a  little  delay  about  the  vouchers.  Now,  Sir, 
the  vouchers  were  for  the  quarter  ending  the  30th  Septern 
her,  and  they  were  asked  for  in  March  following.  The 
navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  closed  some  mouths  before 
the  month  of  March.  The  city  of  Quebec  is  not  a  place  to 
which  many  emigrants  arrive  for  some  months  before  March. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  agent  at  Quebec  has  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  immigrants  in  the  winter  that  come  from  Halifax. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  aware  of  that,  but  the  winter  is  not 
his  busy  time,  it  is  his  slack  time.  He  is  busy  when  the 
St.  Lawrence  is  open  and  immigrants  are  arriving  from 
Quebec.  His  slack  time  commences  just  as  navigation 
closes,  and  continues  till  navigation  opens  ;  therefore  there 
can  be  no  excuse  made  for  him  that  he  was  too  busy  to 
furnish  the  accounts. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  As  the  hon.  member  for 
Brome  (Mr.  Eisher)  has  suggested,  there  seems  to  bo 
regular  employees  of  tho  Government  who  are  paid  for  more 
than  one  service.  Here  are  regular  agents  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  J.  Smith  and  A.  G.  Smith,  whose  services  are  sup¬ 
posed  to  belong  to  the  Government,  and  there  appears  to 
have  been  something  special  for  which  they  drew 
respectively  $100  and  $215.  Mr.  Lowe,  the  secretary  of  the 
Department,  as  I  understand,  takes  the  ground  that  for 
these  special  expenditures  they  are  not  bound  to  produce 
vouchers.  I  think  the  committee  are  entitled  to  some 
explanation  as  to  why  special  amounts  are  given  to 
regularly  paid  employees  of  the  Government.  1  find,  for 
instance,  this  item  :  J.  Smith,  special  expenditure  to 
counteract  tho  Dakota  exhibit,  $62.  We  should  be  glad  to 
receive  some  information  on  this  point,  and  as  to  why 
vouchers  are  not  furnished. 

Mr.  POPE.  They  have  been  produced. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  can  understand  why 
Mr.  Smith  of  Hamilton  was  not  able  to  seud  vouchers  in 
time.  He  was  busily  engaged  for  a  considerable  time 
when  he  should  have  been  attending  to  his  duties  in 
getting  up  National  Policy  statistics  for  the  Government 
in  his  section  of  the  country. 
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Mr.  FISHER.  Was  this  special  expenditure  of  $100 
paid  to  him  for  getting  up  National  Policy  statistics. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  often  send  John  Smith  to  New  York  and 
elsewhere  in  the  States.  I  remember  a  case  when  an 
attempt  was  made  to  induce  our  people  to  go  to  Dakota.  I 
heard  of  it,  and  saw  advertisements  all  over  the  country.  I 
told  Mr.  Smith  I  wanted  him  to  go  and  represent  our  side 
of  the  case,  and  see  if  he  could  not  counteract  the  efforts 
which  were  beiDg  made  to  have  our  people  go  to  Dakota.  A 
Dakota  exhibit  was  being  made  at  Welland,  I  think;  and  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  take  such  action.  In  such  cases  I 
paid  Mr.  Smith’s  expenses.  During  tho  winter  season,  when 
the  agents  are  not  much  employed,  I  have  sent  the  agents 
at  Montreal  and  Port  Arthur ;  John  Smith  and  others  to  diffe¬ 
rent  parts  of  the  United  States,  where  they  have  distributed 
pamphlets,  talked  with  the  people  and  endeavored  to  induce 
them  to  come  to  our  country  and  to  the  North-West  parti¬ 
cularly.  In  consequence  of  those  efforts  we  have  received 
a  good  many  immigrants  and  settlers. 

Mr.  FISHER.  If  that  is  the  Minister’s  explanation  with 
respect  to  the  extra  expenditure  paid  to  these  agents,  it  is 
quite  clear  that  detailed  statements  as  to  how  the  money 
was  expended  should  be  furnished.  If  we  are  to  allow  our 
agents  to  travel  all  over  the  United  States  and  then  send  in 
a  demand  for  a  lump  sum  without  furnishing  detailed  state¬ 
ments,  a  great  loop-hole  for  extravagance  is  created.  The 
Minister  has  contradicted  himself  in  his  statement.  The 
member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  has  alluded  to  the 
letter  written  by  the  secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  on  29th  October,  1884,  as  being  a  complete 
answer  to  the  Auditor  General’s  report.  The  Minister  did 
not  give  that  as  a  justification,  because  he  knew  it  had  no 
reference  to  the  letter  of  the  Auditor  General,  but  had  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  conversation  which  occurred  between  the  secretary 
and  the  Auditor  General.  The  difficulty  of  sending  in 
vouchers  could  not  be  pleaded  with  respect  to  agents  at 
Ottawa  or  Toronto. 

Mr.  HESSON,  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  intend  to  say 
that  the  portiou  of  the  letter  marked  with  asterisks  does  not 
refer  distinctly  to  the  letter  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  think  it  clearly  does  r’efer  to  it.  I  only 
mentioned  distance  as  a  possible  reason  for  delay  in  sending 
vouchers.  I  simply  pointed  out  the  fact  that  tho  Depart¬ 
ment  requires  its  agents  to  furnish  vouchers,  and  they  are 
furnished. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART W RIGHT.  Will  the  Minister  tell 
us  whether  this  refers  to  it  or  not  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  not  seen  the  Auditor  General’s  re¬ 
port. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  might  be  as  well  to 
look  at  it  as  regards  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  Department. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  explained  several  times  that,  for  all  papers 
we  have  vouchers,  whatever  may  be  the  case  with  regard 
to  this  correspondence,  which  I  have  not  seen.  The  vouch¬ 
ers  are  always  sent  in,  and  if  the  bills  are  incorrect,  they 
are  returned  for  correction. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  It  is  an  extraordinary  thing  that  the 
Dt-paitment  should  have  the  vouchers,  and  that  they  should 
Dot  bi  sent  into  tho  Auditor  General.  The  secretary  of 
the  Department  says  it  is  a  rule  for  tho  vouchers  to  be  sent 
in,  and  the  Minister  now  says  the  same  thing;  but  what  we 
want  to  know  is,  has  the  rule  been  followed  ?  This  item 
amounts  to  $18,719,  and  those  gentlemen  who  have  sent 
insufficient  vouchers  cover  nearly  tho  whole  of  that  sum. 
What  has  become  of  those  vouchers  ?  The  date  of  the 
Auditor  General’s  letter  is  tho  13th  of  October,  so  that 
there  was  plenty  of  time  to  have  them  sent  in*  With 


regard  to  the  Quebec  agent,  I  know  that  he  is  perfectly 
honest,  but  still  it  is  a  very  loose  practice  to  pay  him  so 
large  an  amount  as  $2,864  with  insufficient  vouchers.  The 
Minister  says  that  he  is  very  busy  in  summer  time,  and  I 
admit  he  is,  but  by  this  date  he  should  have  sent  them  in, 
and  when  they  are  not  sent  in  up  to  the  1st  of  July,  it  might 
lead  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was  something  wrong. 

Mr.  FlttHER.  The  Minister  of  Agriculture  said  that 
these  vouchers  were  returned,  and  I  would  now  ask  him 
when  they  are  returned. 

Mr.  POPE.  When  the  money  is  paid -that  is  the  rule 
of  the  Department. 

Mr.  FISHER.  1  imagined  in  my  inmcence,  when  the 
Minister  replied  to  me  before,  that  the  vouchers  had  been 
received  since  the  report,  and  that  the  matter  had  been 
really  looked  after.  From  his  last  statement,  I  suppose 
that  the  Minister  does  not  know  anything  about  it,  as  he 
merely  says  it  is  the  rule  of  the  Department.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  shown  that  this  matter  is  dealt  with  on 
business  principles. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Under  what  head  is  tho  posi¬ 
tion  of  our  agent,  the  Manitoba  colonisation  agent,  to  be 
found  ?  He  has  been  an  official  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  for  seven  or  eight  years.  His  headquarters  are  in 
Worcester,  Mass.,  but  I  do  not  see  his  name  on  the  regular 
list,  whereas  there  is  internal  evidence  in  our  reports  that 
he  has  been  our  agent  for  the  period  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  not  sure  under  what  head,  but  I  think 
probably  the  last  item. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  see  his  salary,  according  to 
the  report  of  the  Auditor  General,  is  $1,200,  and  as  he  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  one  of  our  regularly  paid  agents,  he  ought  to 
have  been  placed  on  the  regular  list.  I  would  also  ask 
where  the  repatriation  expenditure  comes  in,  how  is  the 
money  expended,  and  who  are  the  officers  through  whom  it 
is  expended  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  a  certain  sum  to  assist  French  Cana¬ 
dians  to  return  to  Manitoba,  and  it  is  paid  to  them  when 
they  get  there.  You  will  find  the  sum  of  $1,600  or  $1,700 
is  put  in  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  It  was  $2,377  a  year  ago.  Is 
that  expended  on  French  Canadians  who  remove  to  Mani¬ 
toba  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Is  there  any  other  agency 
except  that  of  Mr.  Lalime  that  takes  charge  of  these  repa¬ 
triated  immigrants  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  He  generally  takes  parties  out  there  and 
travels  with  them ;  but  sometimes,  when  thero  is  a  small 
number,  they  go  without  him. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  In  his  report  of  last  year  he 
says: 

“  The  total  number  of  immigrants  for  1884  is  some  839.  Of  tbis  num¬ 
ber  almost  55  per  cent,  were  French  Canadians ;  the  others,  English 
Scotch  and  Canadians,  including  also  Irish  and  a  few  German  and  Jew¬ 
ish  families.  I  am  pleased  to  say  that  the  great  majority  of  these  immi¬ 
grants  are  of  the  best  class,  and  were  formerly  agriculturists  in  Canada, 
having  emigrated  here  only  a  few  years  ago,  and  who  decided  to  emi¬ 
grate  to  Manitoba  on  account  of  their  increasing  families.” 

Then,  I  presume,  this  expenditure  of  $2,300  would  really  go 
to  this  55  per  cent  of  the  839  who  went  to  Manitoba. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  expense  is  in  reducing  their  passage  and 
in  the  repatriation  money. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  kind  enough  to 
place  in  my  hands  a  synopsis  of  tho  statement  he  intends 
to  place  before  the  House  of  the  immigration  to  Manitoba 
for  the  calendar  year  1884,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
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total  number  of  immigrants  who  entered  Manitoba  was 
30,265,  and  the  number  who  left  6,625,  making  a  net  settle¬ 
ment  of  23,640,  of  whom  there  were  reported  at  Emerson 
10,488,  at  Gretna  8,301,  at  Port  Arthur  10,416,  and  1  sup¬ 
pose  the  estimate  of  those  who  entered  along  the  frontier 
between  Emerson  and  Benton  is  1,000,  As  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  is  making  his  arrangements  for  the  immigration  for 
the  season,  I  think  this  would  be  a  convenient  time  for  him 
to  state  what  the  results  of  the  immigration  for  the  present 
season  have  been,  so  far,  and  particularly  in  the  North  West 
and  Manitoba.  Of  course  the  immigration  season  for  Man¬ 
itoba  and  the  North-West  has,  to  a  large  extent,  passed,  by 
this  time. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  try  and  get  the  hon.  gentleman  the 
information.  My  impression  is,  that  it  is  less  than  it  was 
last  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  we  are  engaged  on  a  service  of  this 
kind,  in  respect  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  some 
changes  are  to  be  made,  it  is  of  some  consequence  that  we 
should  know  what  the  current  of  immigration  is,  with  the 
view  of  judging  of  the  propriety  of  the  vote.  But  of  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  able  to  give  us  any  practical 
information  just  now.  Inasmuch  as  it  is  long  since  the  hon. 
gentleman  ought  to  have  taken  this  vote,  I  do  not  see  why, 
at  this  late  period  of  the  year,  he  is  not  able  to  give  us  that 
information. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  this  is  an 
exceptional  year  for  immigration  and  everything  else  in 
the  North-West.  But  because  troubles  have  arisen  there 
this  year  we  cannot  expect  that  they  are  going  to  continue, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  for  us  to  break  up  our 
system. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  suggesting  a  break  up ;  I  am 
considering  the  vote  for  the  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  there  is  some  falling  off  up  to  this 
time,  and  I  think  it  is  accounted  for  very  largely  by  the 
difficulties  that  have  arisen.  A  good  many  people  have 
been  induced  to  go  to  the  United  States  who  had  passages 
for  Manitoba.  I  know  this,  because  it  has  been  brought 
under  my  notice. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Min¬ 
ister  what  position  our  agent  at  Rochester  occupies. 

Mr.  POPE.  He  is  not  a  regular  agent,  but  is  only 
employed  from  year  to  year  to  distribute  pamphlets  and 
give  information  in  that  part  of  the  country,  which  he  has 
done  very  well. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  nationality  of  the  interpreter 
at  Winnipeg  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  German. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Is  the  $800  for  an  interpreter  at  Qu’Appelle 
an  addition  to  Mr.  Miquelon’s  salary  as  assistant  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No  ;  that  is  the  same  man  and  the  same 
salary. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  find  in  the  Auditor  General’s  report 
that  the  same  Mr.  Miquelon  received  $100  in  addition  to  his 
salary,  and  there  is  nothing  to  show  the  nature  of  that 
expenditure. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  had  him  to  go  through  tho  older  settlements 
of  Quebec  and  explain  to  the  people  the  country  out  there, 
and  if  they  wore  going  to  leave  to  try  and  induce  them  to 
go  to  that  country. 

Mr.  LANGELIER,  To  what  portion  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  did  he  go  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Several  portions. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  do  not  think  it  is  of  much  interest 
to  tho  Province  of  Quebec  to  know  that  Mr.  Miquelon  is 
Mr.  Blake. 


allowed  to  take  inhabitants  from  that  Province  to  the  North- 
West.  If  he  were  sent  to  bring  them  from  the  United 
States,  1  could  understand  the  usefulness  of  his  duty.  It  is 
like  a  man  who  would  take  money  from  one  of  your  pockets 
and  put  it  in  the  other,  and  obtain  a  commission  for  t&e 
work. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  people  are  going  to  leave  Quebec,  it  is 
better  they  should  be  induced  to  go  to  th6  North-West  than 
to  the  States.  The  hon.  gentleman  last  night  said  they 
wore  going  away  in  droves. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  most  dis¬ 
tinctly  yesterday  that  none  were  leaving  for  the  United 
States  at  all. 

Mr  POPE.  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said  it  was  quite 
true  that  people  would  go  from  our  country  to  the  United 
States,  as  people  would  come  from  the  United  States  here, 
but  I  did  not  say  our  people  wont  in  droves  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  did.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  in  the  last  few  years, 
more  people  are  coming  in  from  the  United  States  than 
there  are  going  out  to  the  United  States  ;  and  I  believe  that 
we  will  find  the  United  States  as  good  a  field  for  us  to  work 
in  as  Europe,  not  only  in  bringing  back  French  Canadians, 
but  other  Canadians  and  other  people  as  well.  I  have  sent 
our  agents,  when  they  have  had  leisure  time,  to  the  United 
States,  and  this  accounts  for  some  of  the  travelling  expenses 
incurred.  From  many  parts  of  the  United  States  people 
are  leaving  for  the  North-West ;  we  had  quite  a  German 
immigration  from  the  Western  States. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  take  some  interest  in  the  work 
done  by  Mr.  Miquelon,  because  I  know  he  did  me  the  honor 
of  coming  into  my  county  during  the  election.  He  might 
try  to  deter  some  people  from  voting  for  me,  but  I  am  sure 
he  did  not  deter  any  people  from  going  to  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
be  able  to  give  us  some  information  as  to  the  Customs  returns. 
I  am  aware  there  are  certain  classes  of  entries  made  by  parties 
as  settlers’  goods,  for  the  purpose  of  evading  payment  of  the 
Customs  duties.  I  observed  these  entries  have  increased 
very  rapidly  during  the  last  few  years.  In  1881  the  total 
number  of  parties  entered  with  settlers’  goods  in  the  Cus¬ 
toms  returns  was  a  little  over  18,000;  in  1883  it  rose  to 
34,000;  in  1884  to  35,000.  Is  this  owing  to  the  labors  of 
our  agents  in  the  New  England  States  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Our  agents,  no  doubt,  have  had  a  great  deal 
of  influence  in  inducing  those  people  to  come  from  the 
United  States.  With  respect  to  these  people,  every  person 
coming  in  with  settlers’  effects  is  entered  at  the  Custom 
house,  and  return  made  to  me.  There  can  be  no  question 
about  that. 

Mr.  BAIN.  The  total  number  of  returns  for  the  Province 
of  Quebec  in  1881  was  little  over  7  ;  in  1882  it  was  14,000  ; 
in  1883,  18,000 ;  and  last  year  20,000.  When  I  turn  to  the 
details  I  find  they  are  a  little  peculiar.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  German  element,  for  they  are  entered  under  the  head¬ 
ings  of  the  different  nationalities.  In  1881  there  were 
79  Germans  returned  to  the  Province  of  Quebec ;  in  1882, 
185;  in  1883,  9,318;  and  in  1884  the  number  shrank  to  63. 
i  confess  I  did  think  our  men  had  been  taking  a  leaf  out  of 
the  American  agent’s  book  at  Sarnia,  when  I  saw  these 
figures.  The  Canadians,  for  instance,  show  a  very  large 
increase,  from  5,000  in  1881,  to  11,000  in  1883;  and  the  year 
we  had  the  big  return  of  Germans  the  Canadians  fell  to 
600,  while  last  year  they  rose  to  18,500,  I  would  suggest 
whether  it  would  not  be  well  for  the  Customs  officers  to 
look  after  these  parties.  A  good  many  parties  cross  the 
boundary  line  from  east  to  west  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
employment  during  a  portion  of  the  summer,  and  then 
return  at  the  end  of  the  season  to  their  friends  in  Quebec. 
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I  should  be  glad  to  learn  that  18,000  Canadians  left  the 
United  States  last  year  to  take  up  their  permanent  homes 
in  Quebec,  satisfied  it  was  a  better  place  to  live  in  than  the 
eastern  States.  The  difficulty  is,  these  parties  may  be  secur¬ 
ing  the  free  entry  of  goods  under  the  name  of  settlers’  effects 
to  defraud  the  revenue. 

Mi%  BOW  ELL.  Every  immigrant  coming  into  the  coun¬ 
try  has  to  make  a  solemn  affidavit  that  he  has  had  all  these 
goods  in  his  possession  a  certain  length  of  time,  and  that 
they  have  been  in  actual  use.  While  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  correct  in  his  suspicion  that  on  many  occasions 
attempts  are  made  to  bring  in  new  goods  as  settlers’  effects, 
the  parties  are  always  pretty  well  watched,  and  unless  the 
goods  give  evidence  of  having  been  in  use  for  the  time 
required  by  law,  and  the  owners  make  the  required  affidavit, 
the  goods  are  seized  or  the  parties  are  compelled  to  pay  the 
duty.  Prom  the  number  of  cases  constantly  coming  before 
the  Department,  the  number  of  persons  coming  into  the 
country,  particularly  Canadians  returning,  is  much  greater 
than  formerly.  As  scarcely  one  of  those  families  who 
returned  fail  to  bring  with  them  sewing  machines  and  some¬ 
times  organs,  we  are  constantly  having  application  for  free 
admission  of  those  articles.  The  law  provides  they  must 
have  been  in  actual  use  by  the  families  for  a  certain  length 
of  time;  and  as  the  inspection  is  very  rigid,  few  of  those 
people  who  are  not  bond  fide  settlers  get  off  scot  free. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  am  pleased  to  hear  that 
these  parties  are  so  improving  their  condition  as  to  be  able 
to  return  with  sewing  machines  and  organs,  and  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  they  are  not  adopting  the  process  my  hon.  friend 
referred  to,  of  being  active  free  traders  from  sundown  to 
daylight,  and  protectionists  for  the  rest  of  the  24  hours.  I 
was  inquiring  why,  if  the  Minister  had  the  information 
that  the  Canadians  were  so  largely  increasing  in  numbers, 
there  was  so  much  reason  for  making  an  exertion  to  bring 
them  in. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  It  is  well  known  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  that  a  number  of  French  Canadians  from  the 
eastern  States  have  been  coming  lately  in  very  large  num¬ 
bers  back  to  Canada,  and  I  hope  the  influx  will  continue. 
We  are  working  to  ensure  its  continuance,  not  only  by 
Government  means  but  by  other  means,  which  are  very 
useful  also  by  the  action  of  our  national  societies.  It  is 
true  that  a  certain  portion  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
go,  during  the  hay  season  to  work  in  the  United  States, 
and  come  back  afterwai’ds,  but  those  are  certainly  not 
the  persons  my  hon.  friend  refers  to  as  coming  back 
and  entering  their  goods.  They  go  with  a  carpet  bag  for  a 
certain  number  of  weeks,  and  they  come  back  with  the 
same. 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  correct  in  saying  that  many  Fi’ench  Canadians  are 
returning  from  the  United  States.  But  he  is  in  error  in 
saying  that  all  those  who  are  going  away  now  are  going  for 
haying  purposes. 

Mr.  CHAPLEA  U.  I  did  not  say  so.  I  regret  that  there 
are  still  too  many  going  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  live  on  one  of  the  main  lines  of  railway, 
between  one  of  the  French  parts  of  the  Province  of  Quebec 
ai.d  one  of  the  New  England  States,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  even  this  spring,  at  a  time  when  nobody  thinks  of  going 
to  hay,  a  large  number  of  men  with  their  families  have 
been  going  to  the  States,  at  the  same  time  that  many  have 
been  returning  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  one  offsets 
the  other  very  much.  But  those  who  come  and  go  are  very 
often  visiting  their  relations  on  different  sides  of  the  line, 
and  it  is  very  difficult  to  judge  of  the  numbers  of  those  who 
come  back  and  are  repatriated  in  Canada  as  well  as  of  those 
who  go  to  settle  in  the  States. 


Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  We  have  means  of  ascertaining  it, 
and  I  spoke  knowingly  when  I  said  that  the  proportion  is 
very  large  of  those  who  are  coming  back  to  remain.  Our 
colonisation  societies  lately  have  been  working  very  well, 
and  it  is  known,  especially  by  the  entries  in  the  Custom 
house,  that  a  large  number  are  returning  with  their  families 
and  goods. 

Mr.  FISHER.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  says  "  we,” 
does  he  mean  the  Government? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  No  ;  I  mean  we  French  Canadians. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  suppose  he  means  the  colonisation 
societies  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  And  the  St.  Jean  Baptiste  societies. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Does  the  Government  know  who  the 
agents  are  and  what  they  are  doing  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  My  hon.  colleague  has  stated  that 
Mr.  Lalime  and  Mr.  Gagnon  and  Mr.  Belanger,  and  two  or 
three  others,  were  employed  specially  to  do  the  good  work  of 
trying  to  persuade  those  whose  condition  of  living  in  the 
States  is  far  from  being  as  advantageous  as  it  would  be  in 
their  own  country  to  return  here.  I  know  those  gen¬ 
tlemen,  and  I  hope  they  will  do  their  work  well  for  the 
Government  and  for  the  national  benefit  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  understand  that  these  men  are  to  bring 
these  people  back  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  work  of  our  societies  is  in  the 
direction  of  induoing  them  to  come. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Some  of  them,  however,  as  I  understand, 
are  endeavoring  to  take  these  Canadians  to  the  Province  of 
Manitoba.  Mr.  Lalime,  I  think,  is  so  engaged. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Those  who  desire  to  go  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  go  there,  and  those  who  prefer  to  go  to 
Manitoba  are  sent  to  Manitoba.  I  have  some  friends  who 
are  working  very  assiduously  in  this  direction,  and  I  know 
that  the  instructions  were,  that  if  these  people  wished  to 
return  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  they  should  bo  brought 
there  first,  but  if  they  did  not  desire  to  remain  there,  we 
should  do  our  utmost  to  induce  them  at  least  to  become 
Canadian  citizens  and  to  go  to  the  North-West.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  speak  now  of  the  Government  agents,  whoso  duty 
is  to  bring  emigrants  to  Manitoba  or  the  North-West, 
although  I  believe  that  by  bringing  back  Canadians  from 
the  United  States  to  our  old  Provinces  is  good  emigration 
work,  deserving  the  encouragement  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  would  draw  the  attention - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  This  has  gone  beyond  the  point  at 
which  the  committee  arrived. 

Sir  RLCHARD  CARTWEIGHT.  In  these  discussions,  it 
has  never  been  attempted  to  restrain  members  in  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  an  item  which  includes  these  various  mattors.  If 
the  Government  would  do  as  I  have  contended  they  ought, 
and  divide  these  things  into  separate  and  distinct  items, 
there  would  be  force  in  the  objection ;  but  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  has  chosen  to  group  these  all  under  one  head, 
which,  I  think,  is  an  inconvenient  and  an  improper  practice, 
but  he  has  given  a  perfect  right  to  everyone  to  range  from 
one  to  the  other. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  If  this  Government  was 
furnishing  the  funds  to  these  agents  who  were  inducing  the 
repatriation  movement  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  I  would 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Lalime  makes  no  reference 
to  that  in  his  report  at  all,  but  refers  to  the  immigration  to 
the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  I  think  he 
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is  right  in  inducing  these  people,  whether  they  be  French 
Canadians  or  others,  to  go  to  the  North-West. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Whilo  we  are  discussing  this  question  of 
the  interpreter- - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  This  is  not  the  time  for  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  the  extreme  impropriety  and 
inconvenience  of  the  practice  of  discussing  these  Estimates 
item  by  iiem.  It  was  not  the  practice  in  former  years,  and 
it  ought  never  to  be  adopted,  in  bringing  down  Estimates,  to 
mass  fifty  or  sixty  distinct  items,  not  necessarily  having 
reference  to  each  other.  I  never  ventured  to  do  that,  and 
if  I  had  the  hon.  gentleman  would  have  taken  me  to  task. 
Such  items,  for  instance,  as  these,  might  be  fairly  put 
together  :  salaries  in  London  ought  to  be  a  separate  item  ; 
contingencies  ought  to  be  a  separate  item  ;  travelling 
expenses  and  that  last  vote  of  $300,000  ought  to  be  a  sepa¬ 
rate  item.  There  is  no  doubt  you  are  quite  right  in  pointing 
out  that  it  is  an  inconvenient  practice,  and  it  is  highly 
desirable  that  the  next  Estimates  should  be  amended. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  am  only  trying  to  accommodate  the 
committee  in  conducting  the  business  as  regularly  as  possi¬ 
ble,  and  I  have  not  the  slightest  desire  to  interfere  with  the 
fullest  and  freest  discussion  of  any  resolution ;  but  when 
you  take  each  item,  it  is  impossible  to  preserve  order  and 
to  confine  the  remarks  to  that  item.  Yesterday  we  had  a 
full  discussion  on  the  whole  vote.  At  the  request  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side,  item  by  item  of  this 
resolution  is  called,  and  I  think  that  is  the  regular  practice, 
and  ought  to  be  adhered  to  by  hon.  geutlemen,  and  not  to 
go  into  a  full  discussion  of  the  whole  resolution  again. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  You  are  quite  right;  and  it 
was  before  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  came  in  that 
I  made  the  suggestion  myself,  as  I  thought  it  would  help  us 
to  get  on  with  the  work.  It  was  suggested  that  we  should 
speak  to  any  particular  item,  and  when  we  had  finished  the 
agents,  then  remarks  on  the  agency  would  be  in  order.  It 
was  an  attempt  on  my  part  to  provide  that  we  would  not 
be  running  into  every  subject,  and  branching  off  from  one 
to  another, 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  in  regard 
to  this  interpreter  at  Winnipeg,  Mr.  H.  J.  M&sse.  I  see 
that  he  is  receiving  payment  for  two  services. 

Mr.  POPE.  Mr.  M&sse  is  travelling  most  all  the  time 
among  the  Germans  in  the  western  States,  in  the  winter 
season,  distributing  pamphlets  and  giving  information.  In 
the  summer  season  he  is  engaged  in  locating  people  in 
Manitoba,  and  the  expense  is  considerable. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
if  there  are  any  agents  visiting  the  States  in  order  to  induce 
some  of  our  people  who  have  gone  there  to  come  back  to 
the  Lower  Provinces.  I  think  it  is  quite  as  important  that 
some  of  our  people  should  be  assisted  to  return,  if  they  want 
to,  as  that  the  people  who  have  gone  from  Quebec  should 
be  assisted  to  return.  I  am  satisfied  that  from  Nova  Scotia, 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  New  Brunswick,  more  men  have 
gone  away  than  from  any  other  part  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  They  do  not  go  into  the  North  West  to  any  extont, 
but  they  go  to  the  western  States.  If  public  money  is  to  be 
expended  in  sending  agents  to  induce  those  who  may  have 
left  Quebec  to  return,  and  to  pay  their  passages,  I  think  it 
is  only  fair  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  that  the  same 
rights  should  bo  extended  to  them,  and  the  same  assistance 
given  to  people  who  have  gone  from  the  Maritime  Provinces 
to  return  there  if  they  want  to.  I  know  that  cannot  be 
done  for  each  Province,  but  when  you  take  the  population 
of  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward  Island  and  Now  Brunswick 
combined,  it  forms  a  considerable  part  of  the  population  of 
the  Dominion,  and  a  great  many  men  have  gone  from  those 
Mr.  Bain  (Wentworth.) 
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Provinces  during  many  years,  and  they  are  continuing  to 
go,  I  regret  to  say.  I  know  that  this  whole  question  of 
how  many  goes  and  how  many  returns  is  vague  and  indefi¬ 
nite  ;  anybody  can  say  just  what  ho  likes  about  it.  I  am 
satisfied  that  very  few  know  anything  at  all  definitely  about 
the  matter.  Now,  I  put  it  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
as  a  practical  man,  who  knows  what  it  costs  to  earn  money 
and  how  it  ought  to  be  taken  care  of,  if  he  really  thinks  that 
this  enormous  some  of  monoy  spent  on  immigration  is  being 
properly  and  profitably  expended.  Now,  we  are  talking 
about  agents  going  over  to  the  United  States  and  trying 
to  induce  people  to  come  back  to  us.  The  Secretary  of 
State  says  that  he  knows  something  that  somebody  else  docs 
not  know:  that  they  are  coming  back  in  great  numbers;  but 
he  had  to  admit  that  many  thousands  have  gone  away.  I 
am  convinced  that  a  great  deal  of  this  money  ought  not  to 
be  expended  on  immigration  at  all.  When  we  look  at  the 
amount  of  money  which  is  being  expended  for  printing 
only,  and  when  I  hear  hon.  gentlemen  say  in  Parliament 
that  one  member  has  received  so  much  for  printing  in  his 
paper,  and  another  has  received  &o  much,  it  shows  how 
much  of  the  people’s  money  is  being  wasted,  and  what  con¬ 
fusion  the  whole  thing  has  got  into.  When  we  find  that 
$90,000  or  $100,000  is  paid  out  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
lor  printing  information,  such  as  I  see  before  me,  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  it  is  a  waste  of  money,  that  it  is  doing  no  good,  that  we 
can  dispense  with  this  printing,  and  I  am  led  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  whole  thing  has  b^eu  a  failure, 
I  hear  nothing  about  the  great  agency  that  was 
to  be  established  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
Hon.  gentlemen  do  not  now  even  allude  to  it.  But  wejare  told 
we  are  on  the  eve  of  some  wonderful  discovery;  we  are  just 
ready  to  do  something.  The  member  for  Cardwell,  last 
night,  cautioned  us  to  be  careful  in  our  statements,  because 
we  are  ready  to  have  an  enormous  influx  of  immigrants ; 
we  are  going  to  have  a  grand  success,  and  there  is  nothing 
to  stop  us  now.  We  were  ready  five  or  six  years  ago.  The 
blessing  is  always  to  come  ;  it  is  never  here.  The  immi¬ 
grants  have  not  come,  but  the  expense  goes  on  all  the  same. 
I  am  satisfied  that  the  whole  immigration  policy,  or  at  least 
the  greater  part  of  it,  is  a  failure.  This  idea  of  sending 
people  into  different  countries  to  look  after  immigrants  is 
absurd — to  have  them  going  over  into  the  United  States  to 
see  if  they  can  get  some  people  to  come  back  is  absurd  and 
ridiculous,  and  a  wilful  waste  of  money.  Large  sums  of 
money  have  been  expended  to  bring  immigrants 
into  the  country — whether  they  go  to  Quebec,  Onta¬ 
rio,  or  Manitoba,  no  one  knows,  and  no  one  knows 
where  they  are.  Out  of  400, 000  people  who  are  said 
to  have  come  in  here  during  the  last  two  or  three  years 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  knows  where  (here  are 
twelve.  No  other  member  in  this  Parliament,  with  its  212 
members,  seems  to  know  whether  there  are  moro  than  twelve 
of  those  immigrants.  I  appeal  to  tho  Minister  that  he,  as  a 
practical  man,  should  use  the  public  money  as  he  would  his 
own.  This  system  is  the  means  of  subsidising  newspapers 
and  agents,  and  no  Parliament  in  the  world  would  be  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  explanations  given  with  respect  to  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  this  large  sum  of  money.  Those  are  my  convictions. 
A  word  with  respect  to  tho  information  given  in  these 
pamphlets.  I  have  looked  over  some  of  the  pamphlets,  and 
I  find  there  is  no  information  given  with  respect  to  New 
Brunswick  that  is  suitable  for  intending  immigrants.  Here 
is  a  pamphlet  by  H.  D.  Small,  which  deals  with  the  Canadian 
forests.  I  have  looked  over  a  little  of  it  about  Now  Bruns¬ 
wick.  I  do  not  want  to  say  anything  against  any  man ; 
but  I  must  say  that  the  information  was  taken  from 
records  years  ago,  and  the  information  is  entirely  in¬ 
correct.  I  believe  10,000  of  those  pamphlets,  translated 
into  German,  were  scattered  over  Germany.  Every¬ 
thing  the  Germans  would  like  to  know  is  not  in  the 
book,  while  statements  that  are  untrue  are  there. 
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I  was  in  Montreal  a  few  weeks  ago,  and  saw  a  young 
man  25  years  of  age,  who-  had  been  two  or  three 
years  in  Minnesota,  who  had  returned  to  Norway  and  was 
bringing  out  about  30  as  fine  immigrants  as  I  ever  saw.  I 
did  not  think  to  enquire  why  he  went  to  Minnesota;  but 
having  found  that  country  a  good  country,  he  seemed  to 
have  induced  his  friends  to  come  out,  in  order  to  go  there. 
A  word  more  about  New  Brunswick.  The  information 
that  ought  to  be  communicated  to  agricultural  immigrants 
is  not  contained  in  the  pamphlet  respecting  that  Province. 
I  do  not  see  a  word  there  about  any  district  where  the  land 
is  fit  for  settlement.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  public  land 
in  New  Brunswick  that  is  unfit  for  settlement,  and  many 
settlements  have  been  located  on  poor  land,  and,  as  a  con¬ 
sequence  the  people  have  become  dissatisfied,  and  if  they  have 
remained  they  have  made  a  poor  living  from  poor  land. 
There  is,  however,  in  New  Brunswick,  rich  land,  which  will 
compare  very  favorably  with  land  in  the  Eastern  Town¬ 
ships  or  Ontario.  I  made  my  first  visit  to  the  Eastern 
Townships  a  short  time  ago,  and  I  consider  those  town¬ 
ships  possess  good  soil  and  agricultural  advantages. 
We  have  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  Crown 
lands  supposed  to  be  equal  in  fertility  with  those  lands,  or 
with  the  rich  lands  of  Ontario.  Not  only  is  this  the  case, 
but  we  have  large  districts  as  desirable  for  settlement  as 
are  the  lands  in  Manitoba.  I  believe  myself,  from  all  I 
have  heard,  that  although  much  of  the'  soil  in  the  North- 
West  is  fertile,  there  are  drawbacks;  otherwise  there  would 
be  more  settlers  there.  While  I  do  not  want  to  bo  local  or 
sectional  in  my  views,  I  must  say  we  are  constantly  look¬ 
ing  to  the  west,  and  we  only  look  to  the  east  when  we  want 
money.  The  population  of  New  Brunswick  is  stationary, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  thinks  we  should  be 
very  well  satisfied  because  it  is  stationary,  and  in  that 
respect  equals  the  census  record  of  some  of  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  States.  I  do  not  hold  that  opinion. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Will  the  Minister  state  the  reason  for  the 
increase  of  salaries  in  the  London  office  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  a  decrease  on  certain  items  of  $700. 
Two  messengers  havo  baon  appointed,  and  Mr.  Colmer  and 
Mr.  Pore  havo  received  an  increase  of  $100  por  annum 
respectively. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  how  it  is 
that  these  two  messengers  aro  needed  in  the  London  office. 
I  may  say  that  I  have  conversed  with  people  who  havo  been 
in  the  London  office,  and  they  say  that  there  are  com¬ 
plaints — 

Mr.  POPE.  It  would  be  a  curious  thiog  if  you  did  not 
hoar  complaints. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  from  the  Minister  that 
with  regard  to  such  an  office  it  is  natural  that  we  should 
hear  complaints.  The  complaints  I  have  heard  are  not  only 
from  Canadians,  but  from  English  people,  who  have  gone  to 
the  office  to  obtain  information  about  Canada,  with  the 
intention  of  writing  about  Canada  in  England,  and  thoy 
found  that  they  could  not  get  the  information. 

Mr.  POPE.  That  may  not  be  the  fault  of  the  officers. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  have  always  understood  that  the  object 
of  this  office  was  to  supply  information  to  English  people 
desiring  to  have  information,  and  if  they  were  not  able  to 
get  such  information  I  should  think  it  a  just  cause  of  com¬ 
plaint  against  the  office. 

Mr.  POPE.  Perhaps  it  was  information  which  could  not 
be  given. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  was  statistics  with  regard  to  Canada, 
with  a  view  to  writing  articles  in  the  English  newspapers 
and  magazines.  I  may  say  more,  moreover,  that  I  have  heard 
complaints  of  inefficiency  in  the  working  of  tho  office  and 
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tho  state  of  the  office,  and  that  being  the  case,  I  cannot 
understand  why  it  was  desirable  to  increase  tho  number  of 
officers  and  the  salaries  of  those  officers.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Minister,  who  is  in  charge  of  tho  office  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  of  course. 

Mr.  FISHER.  He  is  High  Commissioner,  but  I  suppose 
there  is  somebody  under  him  who  is  in  charge  of  the  office. 

Mr.  POPE.  No  ;  he  is  in  charge  himself. 

Mr.  FISHER.  But  does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  tell 
me  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has  charge  of  the  details  of  the 
office  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Certainly. 

Mr.  FISHER.  And  that  there  is  no  official  specially 
charged  with  that  work,  or  who  is  obliged  to  deal  with 
people  coming  to  the  office  and  to  answer  their  questions  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  think  for  a  moment.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  there 
as  High  Commissioner  to  do  all  the  duties  required  of  him 
by  the  Government  in  their  relations  with  the  Imperial 
Government,  and  to  attend  to  any  matters  which  are  spe¬ 
cially  entrusted  to  him  by  the  Government  here.  He  is, 
however,  tho  head  of  the  Immigration  Department  there, 
just  as  if  he  were  an  emigrant  agent  in  London  for  Canada, 
and  he  attends  to  that  duty  with  great  assiduity ;  and  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  he  has  heard  complaints,  I 
must  say  that  I  believe  that  those  complaints  are  utterly 
groundless  since  Sir  Charles  has  been  there,  for  a  more  active 
and  energetic  officer  cannot  be  found.  I  know,  for  I  was 
there  for  five  weeks  in  November  and  December,  and  I  was 
at  his  office  every  day.  I  know  that  he  was  attending  to  his 
work  from  morning  to  night,  even  attending  to  every  detail, 
seeing  every  person  who  came.  He  has  an  exceedingly 
able  man  as  assistant,  Mr.  Colmer.  He  is  exceedingly  well 
informed,  and  ho  is  secretary  to  the  High  Commissioner.  I 
can  vouch  for  his  attention  to  work  and  his  assiduity  in  the 
office.  Mr.  Doie,  another  officer,  is  a  good  linguist,  and 
Mr.  Chipman,  whom  Sir  Charles  Tupper  took  home  with 
him,  was  formerly  an  officer  hero.  He  is  well  known,  and 
is  a  good  and  intelligent  officer.  I  think  if  any  chargos 
were  brought  of  inattention  or  incivility,  those  charges  are 
unfounded,  or  the  parties  aro  very  unreasonable  in  their 
expectations.  I  know  Sir  Charles  Tapper  takes  great  pains 
to  get  supplies  of  information  from  Canada,  in  the  first  place, 
from  the  Immigration  Department.  Everything  which  is 
published  there  he  receives,  and  I  know  he  takes  great  pains 
to  press  them  for  supplies  of  Blue  Books  and  all  other  kinds 
of  information  published  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  Thoy 
are  supplied  from  here  in  as  largo  quantities  as  the 
issue  will  allow,  and  I  know  that  tho  Department  of  Interior 
supplies  him  with  maps,  plans,  and  all  the  information 
that  Department  can  afford.  Formerly,  I  believo,  before 
that  office  was  thoroughly  organised,  some  complaints  wore 
made,  which,  perhaps,  were  in  some  degree  justified,  but  I 
am  quite  satisfied  that  they  are  not  at  all  justified  now. 
Englishmen  desiring  to  come  to  Canada  have  now  two 
means  of  information,  and  they  are  fully  supplied.  They 
have  not  only  the  Government  establishment  in  Victoria 
Chambers  in  the  West  End,  but  thoro  is  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  office  in  tho  ci*y.  That  office  is  in  charge 
of  Mr.  Harry  Moody,  a  Nova  Scotian,  whom  everybody 
knows,  a  man  of  very  great  ability,  who  is  an  enthusiast  in 
his  business,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  spares  no 
pains  in  distributing  and  disseminating  information  of  overy 
kind.  I  am  satisfied  that  any  person  desiring  to  come  to 
to  Canada  would,  between  those  two  offices,  have  every 
possible  information  to  enable  him  to  make  up  his  mind  as 
to  whether  Canada  was  a  desirable  place  for  settlement  oif 
not. 
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Mr.  FISHER.  Of  course,  I  had  ro  means  of  judging  with 
regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  offices  in  London, 
and  no  right  to  discuss  its  arrangements,  as  the  Government 
is  not  responsible  for  them.  With  regard  to  what  I  said 
about  the  London  office,  if  it  is  possible,  before  concurrence, 
I  will  endeavor  to  getdetailed  statements  from  some  of  those 
persons  and  place  them  before  the  House.  Some  of  them 
may  not  be  in  this  country  now,  but  I  will  write  to  them 
within  the  next  day  or  two,  and  find  out  who  the  people 
were  in  the  office  of  whom  complaints  were  made. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  would  bo  very 
satisfactory  to  have  that  information.  I  do  not  say  it  is 
possible,  because  some  of  them  were  travelling  through  the 
country,  but  I  will  obtain  the  information,  if  possible. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  statements  the  hon,  gentleman  has 
made  will  be  a  surprise  to  every  one  who  has  had  anything 
to  do  in  travelling  or  getting  information  on  England  or  on 
the  continent.  I  have  had  occasion  twice  to  be  on  the 
continent  when  I  have  heard  about  Mr.  Colmer  and  Mr. 
Dore — who  has  since  left  the  office  for  some  other  work.  I 
have  heard,  in  Paris,  strangers  who  had  been  in  London,  and 
who  did  not  even  speak  the  English  language,  speaking 
with  the  greatest  praise  of  the  courtesy  and  efficiency  of 
these  officers  and  of  the  trouble  taken  by  them  to  give  and  to 
spread  information  everywhere.  Englishmen,  French¬ 
men  and  Germans  would  find  every  accommodation 
there,  in  the  way  of  information,  as  Mr.  Dore  was 
well  versed  in  these  languages,  and  every  attention 
was  given  to  those  seeking  information.  As  the  Premier 
has  stated,  the  different  Departments  have  supplied  that 
office  with  a  large  quantity  of  books  and  documents  giving 
the  fullest  information  with  regard  to  Canada.  In  my  own 
Department  there  is  not  a  week  that  passes  that  we  do  not 
send  supplies  of  books  and  other  information  about  Canada. 
I  have  taken  the  trouble,  even,  to  send  a  complete  set  of 
books  concerning  the  country,  which  have  been  pre¬ 
pared  with  great  care  by  the  Education  Department  of 
Quebec.  I  think  it  will  be  a  surprise  to  everyone,  not  only 
in  Canada,  but  in  England  and  the  continent,  to  hear  that 
the  agency  in  London  is  not  one  which  has  discharged  its 
duties,  and  that  does  honor  to  the  Government  which  has 
established  this  office  in  London. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  was  informed  by  a  friend,  a  short 
time  ago  that  in  the  first  report  of  the  Fisheries  Exhibition 
Canada  was  not  mentioned  at  all.  If  our  agents  in  London 
are  so  efficient,  I  would  like  to  know  the  reason  for  that. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  wish  to  state  that  a  gentleman,  a 
retired  officer  of  the  British  army,  now  living  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  who  went  to  London  last  winter  and  returned  this 
summer,  informed  me  that  while  in  London  he  met  some 
friends  who  spoke  very  highly  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
and  in  order  to  corroborate  some  information  he  was  giving 
them  he  went  to  the  office  in  London  to  get  more  precise 
information.  He  found  that  the  office  was  supplied  with  a 
great  deal  of  information  in  regard  to  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories,  but  he  found  almost  nothing  about  the  Provinco  of 
Quebec.  That  was  what  this  gentleman  told  me  in  con¬ 
versation.  He  said  it,  not  in  a  tone  of  complaint  against 
the  Govei’nment.  I  am  ready  to  give  his  name  to  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Agriculture  privately. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  easily  understood. 
In  Ontario,  Quebec  and  the  Maritime  Provinces,  all  the  lands 
belong  to  the  Provinces,  and  they  have  their  own  publica¬ 
tions  and  their  own  regulations  for  the  sale  of  lands,  and 
regarding  their  mines,  and  all  their  matei'ial  interests  of  the 
Provinces.  That  information  is  not  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Central  Government  in  the  same  way  as  information  about 
the  material  resources  of  the  North-West.  That  country 
being  directly  under  the  Govei’nment  here,  information  is 
obtained  from  our  own  officers ;  but  tho  office  in  London  is 
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anxious  to  receive,  and  asks  for  and  does  receive  from  each 
one  of  the  Provincial  Governments  all  their  publications, 
which  ai’e  distributed  as  well  as  the  general  information 
which  is  collected  by  the  Dominion  officei’s. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  do  not  mention  this  as  a  matter  of 
complaint;  I  only  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
it;  and  I  think  it  would  be  very  easy  to  procure  any  num¬ 
ber  of  pamphlets  or  documents  published  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Quebec  to  supply  to  the  London  office. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  know  that  there  ai’e  hundreds  of 
pamphlets  regarding  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  the  London 
offioe,  which  have  been  sent  there  since  at  least  three  years. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
stated  that  the  increase  of  expenditure  for  the  London  office 
is  caused  by  an  increase  in  clerks  or  messengers.  Wo  have 
had  no  report  before  us  to  show  that  the  staff  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  accomplish  all  the  work  they  have  to  perform,  and 
it  strikes  me  we  ought  to  have  a  little  more  information 
from  tho  Government  before  we  vote  on  this  increase. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  For  two  messengers. 

Mr.  WILSON.  It  matters  not  whether  it  be  for  two 
messengers  alone  or  not.  Hon.  gentlemen  claim  that  there 
has  been  no  neglect  of  duty  in  the  office;  the  First  Minister 
says  the  High  Commissioner  is  constantly  at  his  post  attend¬ 
ing  to  his  duties,  and  that  those  under  him  are  doing  the 
same.  If  that  is  the  case,  why  is  it  necessary  to  have  those 
two  extra  messengors  ?  I  think  the  feeling  of  the  House 
and  the  country  is  that  the  expenditure  for  immigration 
should  be  reduced,  and  if  we  desire  to  do  away  with  the 
system  of  assisted  passages,  I  think  it  is  hardly  reasonable 
that  we  should,  at  present,  increase  the  expense  of  the  office 
in  England.  I  should  certainly  like  to  have  a  little  more 
information  as  to  why  theses  two  messengers  are  required. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  messengers  are  to 
carry  messages  ;  that  is  their  duty. 

Mr,  WILSON.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  satisfactory 
answer.  Is  that  the  kind  of  information  the  House  is  lo 
get  when  we  ask  for  explanations  as  to  the  expenditure  of 
money  ?  True,  it  is  about  the  same  kind  of  information 
we  generally  get — very  unsatisfactory  and  frequently  very 
unreliable.  Will  hon.  gentlemen  explain  why  they  did  not 
need  these  messengers  last  year  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  Because  there  were 

not  so  many  messages. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Really,  that  is  very 
preposterous.  When  there  is  going  to  be  a  smaller  immi¬ 
gration  this  year,  it  does  seem  to  me  rather  unnecessary  to 
add  10  per  cent,  or  thereabouts  to  the  expenses  of  that  par¬ 
ticular  office,  because  that  is  what  it  amounts  to.  If  there 
was  reason  to  expect  increased  work  there  might  be  need 
for  more  messengers ;  but  so  far  from  that  being  the  case, 
the  probability  is  there  will  be  considerably  less  work  to  be 
done.  In  connection  with  that  office  I  would  take  occasion 
to  say  this  :  I  had  hopes  that  tho  great  distress  prevailing 
in  England  would  have  tended  to  bring  a  considerable 
number  of  English  farmers  out  to  this  country,  but  so  far 
as  my  own  observation  and  experience  go,  very  few  indeed 
of  these  people  have  made  their  way  out  here,  or  to  have 
settled  in  those  parts  of  Ontario  I  am  best  acquainted  with. 
Some  attempts  were  made  a  couple  of  years  ago  to  bring 
out  this  particular  class  of  persons,  but  as  yet,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  these  attempts  have  produced  very  little  result.  Has 
the  hon.  gentleman  any  definite  information  to  give  us  on 
that  subject  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes ;  the  advantage  of  settlement  here  are 
constantly  kept  before  those  people,  but  you  will  never  got 
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much  information  from  that  class.  A  good  many  of  them 
have  settled  in  Ontario.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  any¬ 
thing  about  Toronto,  he  must  know  that  men  of  large  means 
of  the  class  he  has  referred  to  have  settled  in  that  part  of 
the  country.  Everything  has  been  done  that  could  be  done, 
but  we  need  never  expect  a  large  immigration  of  that  class. 
We  have,  however,  got  a  fair  sprinkling  of  them.  A  good 
many  have  settled  in  the  Eastern  Townships  and  around 
Toronto  and  Hamilton  and  London,  but  of  course  they  do 
not  come  out,  as  other  immigrants  do,  in  large  numbers.  I 
am  sorry  to  say  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  member  for 
Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  has  seen  any  in  his  county,  but  I  can 
say  that  if  he,  who  is  a  practical  man,  would  come  out  and 
aid  us,  and  give  somo  information  about  New  Brunswick, 
we  would  be  very  glad  to  have  his  assistance, 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  have  heard  tho  hon. 
member  for  Hamilton  say  that  quite  a  number  of  these 
immigrants  have  settled  in  his  neighborhood.  As  I  live  in 
the  same  neighborhood,  and  am  as  well  acquainted  with 
those  who  settle  there  and  take  up  farms  as  anybody  else,  I 
must  say  my  experience  does  not  carry  out  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  statement.  I  would  like  him  to  give  the  name  of  any 
such  person  who  has  taken  up  a  farm  and  has  settled  there. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  That  is  very  liko  the 
hon.  gentleman  ;  it  is  very  like  the  tactics  he  displays 
on  the  stump.  I  am  not  prepared  to  give  the  name  of  any 
individual ;  I  do  not  carry  the  names  in  my  pocketbook. 
If  he  has  not  heard  of  any  of  those  people  coming  in,  I  am 
not  responsible  for  that,  but  I  have  in  my  mind’s  eye  some 
three  or  four  comparatively  wealthy  gentlemen,  who  were 
tenant  farmers  in  the  old  country,  who  came  out  and  settled 
in  Houghton  and  other  parts  near  Hamilton.  I  do  not  know 
their  names,  but  I  know  that  is  the  ease,  although  tho  hon. 
gentleman,  because  I  do  not  give  the  names,  will,  no  doubt, 
discredit  my  statement. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  did  not  expect  you 
would  have  a  very  large  number  of  immigrants  of  tho  par¬ 
ticular  class  to  which  I  referred,  but  the  House  will  recol¬ 
lect  there  was  a  very  considerable  delegation  of  tenant 
farmers,  men  specially  selected,  sent  here,  who  were  put 
into  communication  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  conveyed  over  different  portions  of  this  country  at  the 
public  expense.  That  took  place  two  or  three  years  ago, 
and  what  I  desire  to  know  more  particularly  was  whether 
any,  and  if  so,  what  results  had  accrued  to  us  from  these 
persons’  visits.  I  think  it  likely  enough  some  of  them 
sittled  in  such  places  as  Toronto,  but  I  made  enquiries  in 
a  good  many  of  tbe  rich  western  counties,  whore  I  should 
say  these  persons  could  be  best  located,  and  I  have  not 
heard  of  any  having  gone  to  these  counties.  Has 
the  hon.  gentleman,  through  his  agents  in  London,  put 
hirasolf  in  communication  with  the  Scotch  or  English  ten¬ 
ant  farmers,  who  are  now  looking  very  anxiously  for  some 
places  where  they  can  settle  ?  Everybody  who  knows  any¬ 
thing  of  the  state  of  agriculture  in  England  knows  that  at 
this  moment  there  are  literally  thousands  of  farms  being 
thrown  back  on  the  owners’  hands,  in  sections  which  were 
formerly  known  to  be  the  richest  and  best  cultivated  portions 
of  that  country,  and  a  similiar  state  of  affairs  exists  ail  over 
Scotland.  The  persons  who  surrender  those  farms  are,  most 
of  them,  possessed  of  some  means,  which  will  enablo  them  to 
settle  comfortably  here.  I  think  particular  pains  should  be 
taken  to  reach  this  class  of  immigrants. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  bettor  hold  in 
the  Dominion  for  such  a  class  than  certain  portions  of  New 
Brunswick,  for  the  reason  that  in  different  portions  of  New 
Brunswick  tho  industry  is  wholly  lumbering  and  the  farms 
hayo  been  neglected  in  consequence.  Tho  lumber  industry 
being  now  somewhat  exhausted,  and  the  young  men  on  those 
farms  not  having  been  accustomed  to  farming,  have  left  for 


different  parts  of  the  United  States,  so  that  a  great  many 
farms  in  different  localities  could  be  purchased  to  day  at 
one-half  what  they  were  valued  at  twenty-five  years  ago. 
That  class  of  immigrants  would  be  of  great  advantage  to 
the  country  ;  being  skilled  in  agriculture,  they  would  set  an 
example  to  those  who  have  not  made  a  study  of  that, 
and  I  do  not  believe  a  more  suitable  location  could  be  found 
for  them  than  in  many  portions  of  New  Brunswick. 
In  the  county  I  represent,  a  considerable  number  of  that 
class  could  find  opportunities  to  invest,  near  the  seaboard, 
near  the  American  markets,  near  railroads.  Of  course,  in 
that  locality,  there  is  not  room  for  a  very  great  number, 
but  forty  or  fifty  who  wanted  farms  ready  cleared,  or  par¬ 
tially  cleared,  would  have  a  great  advantage  for  a  very 
small  sum.  The  families  of  those  who  occupied  them  have 
gone  to  the  United  States,  and  the  old  people  have  followed 
them,  and  the  farms  are  practically  useless,  and  could  be 
obtained  very  cheaply,  for  $400  or  $500  for  100  acres  of 
land.  I  believe  the  same  thing  is  the  case  in  other  parts 
of  New  Brunswick. 

Mr.  ROSS.  I  am  in  a  position  to  say  something  about 
the  tenant  farmers  who  came  out  here  in  1869.  A  num¬ 
ber  of  them  came  to  the  North-West,  and  I  went  round 
with  the  greater  portion  of  them,  and  spent  two  or  three 
weeks  in  travelling  through  the  country  with  them.  After 
they  wont  back,  a  number  of  them  sent  letters  of  intro¬ 
duction  with  farmers  who  came  from  the  north  of  England 
and  the  south  of  Scotland,  to  me,  in  Winnipeg,  and  some  of 
them  settled  in  the  southern  part  of  Manitoba  and  in  the 
North-West.  What  number  has  come  in  as  the  result  of 
that  I  do  not  know,  but  many  have  settled  in  the  west,  and, 
no  doubt,  more  have  come  than  I  have  heard  of.  A  consid¬ 
erable  number  have  come,  and  some  of  them  are  relatives, 
nephews  and  brothers-in-law  of  the  tenant  farmers  who 
came  out  that  year. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  When  the  tenant  farmer 
movement  was  originated  some  years  ago,  I  had  hoped  that 
we  would  have  been  able  to  direct,  to  the  older  parts  of  the 
Dominion,  that  medium  class  of  farmers,  with  a  moderate 
amount  of  means,  that  would  have  been  able  to  take  hold  of 
the  older  farms  that  were  improved,  and  take  advantage  of 
tho  social  facility  that  old  settlements  give  to  all  these  par¬ 
ties,  as  compared  with  new  districts ;  but  I  have  never  been 
able  to  see  any  number  of  that  class  find  their  way  into  tho 
section  that  I  am  acquainted  with.  I  have  heard  statements 
made  about  them,  but  there  is  an  indefiniteness  about  them, 
and  I  have  not  heard  any  one  lay  his  hand  upon  these  par¬ 
ties  and  say  they  are  here.  I  had  hoped  that  we  would  have 
seen  somo  good  results,  because  we  have  a  good  field  in  tho 
older  Provinces,  as  well  as  in  the  North-West,  for  that 
class  ;  but  in  the  face  of  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  to-night,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  why  we 
should  be  asked  to  pay  $600  more  for  the  working  of  tho 
London  office.  We  aro  perfectly  willing  to  pay  officials,  if 
they  give  some  return  for  the  expenditure,  but  in  face  of  the 
decreased  immigration  of  last  year,  and  the  internal  difficul¬ 
ties  which  every  one  admits  will  reduce  the  flow  of  immigra¬ 
tion  to  the  North-West,  at  least  for  the  present  season,  and 
that  wo  have  not  been  able  to  secure  tbe  class  of  tenant 
farmers  for  the  older  Provinco3,  it  seems  unjustifiable  to  ask 
for  this  increase  for  the  London  office,  lor  less  work  lhan 
has  been  accomplished  in  the  last  two  years.  Our  own 
agonts  admit  that  the  Hold  for  immigration  is  being  reduced, 
from  local  circumstances,  in  England,  and  for  the  first  time 
this  Session,  tho  Minister  has  abandoned  the  system  of 
assisted  passages,  and  proposes  to  encourage  only  those 
parties  who  have  enough  independence  and  self-reliance  to 
come  without  aid  and  earn  their  livelihood  in  a  strange 
country.  That  will  reduce  still  further  the  work  of  our 
offices  in  England.  As  to  the  reduced  field  for  immigration, 
I  would  call  attention  to  the  report  of  one  of  our  oldest 
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agents,  one  who  knows  the  field  better  than  even  the  High 
Commissioner.  I  refer  to  Mr.  John  Dyke,  of  Liverpool. 
He  says : 

“Of  course,  the  efforts  of  your  agent  to  secure  British  emigrants  will 
not  be  relaxed ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  both  tenant  farmers 
and  agricultural  laborers  are  decreasing  in  number  in  Great  Britain. 
They  are  migrating  into  the  large  towns  rather  than  emigrating.  This 
is  consequent  on  the  destruction  of  dwellings  and  the  depopulation  tak¬ 
ing  place  on  so  many  large  estates,  and  the  introduction  of  labor-saving 
machinery,  and,  more  recently,  through  the  serious  depression  in  all 
branches  of  agriculture.” 

Then  he  quotes  from  a  letter  he  has  received  from  Joseph 
Arch,  in  which  he  refers  to  the  fact  that,  in  his  opinion,  tho 
agricultural  laborers  have,  in  the  last  ten  years,  decreased 
one-half.  He  points  out  that  the  class  of  agricultural 
laborers— -the  only  class  the  Minister  continues  to  assist  to 
come  to  Canada — are  reduced  very  largely,  and  are  rapidly 
leaving  the  country  districts  and  finding  their  way  to  the 
cities  and  towns.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  it  seems 
unreasonable  to  vote  an  increase  of  $600  to  enable  these 
men  to  do  less  work,  according  to  the  Minister’s  own  state¬ 
ment,  than  they  have  been  doing  for  two  or  three  years. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  As  to  the  vote  of  $7,000  for 
salaries  of  agents  in  Europe,  I  see,  in  the  report  of  the 
Auditor  General,  that  the  expense  was  some  $  10,000  last 
year,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Minister  how  he  expects 
to  save  the  $3,000.  Now,  I  see  here  the  names,  as  agents, 
of  Mr.  O’Dell,  Mr.  Otto  Hahn,  Mr.  W.  Lukes,  the  Rev.  R. 
Wilson  and  Thomas  Olsen,  who  receive  various  salaries — 
Mr.  Odell,  $973;  Mr.  Hahn,  $1,666;  Mr.  Lukes,  $600; 
Rev.  Mr.  Wilson,  $548 ;  Thomas  Olsen,  $400.  I  have  been 
unable  to  find  from  the  Minister’s  report,  and  I  have  looked 
it  carefully  through,  any  report  from  any  of  the  gentlemen 
whose  names  I  have  mentioned.  I  thought,  perhaps,  they 
had  reported  to  the  High  Commissioner  in  London,  but  I 
cannot  find  them  there  either.  Does  the  Minister  think  he 
can  save  the  $3,000  which  appears  from  these  Estimates  ? 
And  have  the  gentlemen  I  have  named  reported  to  him, 
and  what  services  have  they  rendered  ?  Are  they  in  the 
employ  of  the  Department  now  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  One  of  them,  only.  Mr.  Olsen  was  an  agent 
to  Norway  for  four  or  five  months.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Wilson 
went  from  New  Brunswick  for  six  months  or  so.  He  is 
not  now  our  agent.  His  work  was  lecturing  and  distribut¬ 
ing  literature  in  England  and  Scotland.  Dr.  Hahn  is  work¬ 
ing  in  Germany.  Mr.  W.  Lukes  is  from  Ontario,  and  he 
lectured  there  for  some  little  time  amongst  the  farmers,  and 
distributed  literature.  These  were  all  special  agents,  and  I 
have  had  reports  from  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  cannot  find  any  reports,  and  when 
we  are  paying  salaries  to  these  men  it  actually  looks  a 
little  suspicious  that  we  cannot  find  any  reports  from  them. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  sure  there  are  reports. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Tho  Auditor  General’s  Report  shows 
that  the  salaries  alone  of  the  agents  in  Europe  were 
$10,413.  Does  it  include  tho  salaries  of  these  special 
agents  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  suppose  the  Minister  intends  to 
have  no  special  agents  this  year,  and  he  will  keep  within 
the  limit  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  You  see  there  is  an  increase  of  $200,  $100 
each  to  Mr.  Dyko  and  Mr.  Grahame. 

Mr.  FARROW.  The  matter  relating  to  the  tenant  far¬ 
mers  in  the  old  country  is  a  very  important  one.  I  rise, 
not  to  make  any  complaints  against  the  Minister  or  against 
the  Department.  I  suppose  they  know  their  business ;  if 
they  do  not,  they  ought  to.  But  I  would  like  to  make  a 
suggestion  in  reference  to  emigration.  It  is  in  the  recol- 
Mr.  Bain  (Wentworth)  j 
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lection  of  this  House  that  we  gleaned  certain  information 
from  the  different  Provinces,  two  years  ago,  as  to  tho  farms 
that  were  available  for  the  tenant  farmers  who  might  wish 
to  come  from  the  old  country  into  Canada.  We  had  reports 
from  nearly  every  county  in  Ontario,  stating  that  there  were 
good  farms  to  be  sold,  such  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Went¬ 
worth  has  described,  upon  which  these  tenant  farmers  could 
settle— well  cultivated  farms,  with  beautiful  brick  houses,  and 
with  all  the  social  advantages,  such  as  churches,  schools,  rail¬ 
ways,  and  so  forth.  These  farms  usually  could  be  bought  lor 
$4,000  or  $5,000.  Well,  Sir,  so  far  as  my  own  neighborhood 
is  concerned,  none  of  these  tenant  farmers  have  come  over. 
I  have  cast  my  eyes  over  the  whole  of  Huron  county,  and  I 
know  it  perfectly  well,  and  I  do  not  find  that  we  have  got 
any  of  that  class  which  wo  want  to  get.  Now,  here  is  the 
point  I  want  to  make  :  We  have  got  a  number  of  emigra¬ 
tion  agents  in  England,  Ireland  and  Scotland — what  are 
they  doing  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  Drawing  their  salaries. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  got  hold  of  a  paper  the  other  day, 
published  in  Lincolnshire,  England,  and  what  did  I  find 
in  it  ?  I  found  that  an  Australian  lecturer  was  through 
my  old  county  in  England,  the  county  of  Lincoln¬ 
shire,  one  of  the  finest  counties  in  England  for  agricul¬ 
ture,  and  wherever  you  find  a  Lincolnshire  farmer  you  will 
find  a  most  prosperous  farmer,  because  he  is  brought  up  to 
hard  work  and  understands  it  well.  Well,  this  lecturer  did 
not  confine  himself  to  going  to  Boston,  in  Lincolnshire,  or 
the  county  town  of  Lincoln.  At  a  little  village  called 
Hogsthorpe,  with  which  I  am  well  acquainted,  ho 
said :  “  I  am  going  through  this  county,  and  into 

every  hamlet ;  1  am  going  to  let  my  voice  be  heard 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  county, 
as  to  the  advantages  of  Australia.”  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  our  agents  only  go  to  the  principal  towns,  where  a 
railway  carries  thorn.  I  have  only  heard  of  one  lecturer 
going  to  Boston,  and  that  was  some  years  ago ;  and  if  that 
is  the  case,  our  agents  maybe  sitting  down  at  ease  and  doing 
nothing  for  their  salaries.  I  want  this  question  to  be 
thoroughly  understood  and  probed  by  the  Minister.  If 
these  men  are  only  going  once  in  every  four  or  five  years 
to  a  particular  place  in  the  country,  instead  of  going  to  the 
villages — I  can  name  ten  of  them,  now,  where  they  ought  to 
have  gone — I  say  they  are  not  doing  this  country  much 
good.  I  believe,  if  these  lecturers  had  visited  the  small 
villages  of  200  or  300  inhabitants,  and  went  among  the 
tenant  farmers  in  the  county  of  Lincolnshire,  they  would 
have  induced  many  of  them  to  come  to  Canada.  Why 
should  we  not  get  them  into  Canada  ?  We  can  offer  them 
greater  advantages,  even,  than  Australia,  and  it  only  takes 
seven  or  eight  days  to  come  from  England  to  Canada.  I 
know  that  I  have  brought  several  persons  out  from  Lincoln¬ 
shire  by  writing  letters,  and  I  think,  if  I  were  an  agent, 
though  I  do  not  want  to  be  one,  I  could  make  such  a  noise, 
and  1  could  show  them  so  clearly  the  advantages  of  coming 
to  Canada,  that  I  think  there  would  be  some  results.  I  have 
no  desire  to  take  an  agency,  though  I  would  like  to  revisit 
my  old  county,  which  I  left  thirty-five  years  ago,  when  I 
was  a  boy. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  would  like  to  get  some 
information  from  the  Minister  with  regard  to  this  Rev. 
Mr.  Wilson  from  New  Brunswick,  who  has  been  in  the  pay 
of  the  Government  as  agent  in  England.  It  appears  he  has 
made  no  report  of  the  work  he  performed  there,  and  from 
information  that  I  have  obtained  with  regard  to  him,  I  am 
curious  to  know  how  he  came  to  be  appointed.  I  have  been 
informed  that  this  Rev.  Mr,  Wilson  was  a  very  particular 
friend  of  the  Finance  Minister,  that  ho  was  not  in  very 
good  health,  and  it  was  thought  necessary  that  he  should 
take  a  pleasure  trip  to  the  old  country  for  the  benefit  of  his 
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health,  and  with  that  view  he  secured  an  appointment  from 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to  lecture  in  Great  Britain  on 
the  advantages  of  emigration  to  Canada ;  that  he  went 
there  and  delivered  no  lectures  but  enjoyed  his  trip,  and 
came  back  no  doubt  well  satisfied  with  the  pleasure  ho  had 
enjoyed  at  the  expense  of  the  country,  and  without  rendering 
any  service  for  the  money  that  was  paid  him. 

Mr.  POPE.  Mr.  Wilson  was  recommended  to  me  by  the 
Finance  Minister,  and  I  have  every  confidence  in  his 
recommendation  of  an  agent  to  go  to  England,  or  of  any¬ 
thing  else.  I  do  not  think  he  is  any  the  worse  man  for 
being  recommended  by  the  Finance  Minister.  He  remained 
there  six  months,  and  delivered  a  great  many  lectures.  He 
made  his  report  and  settled  up  his  accounts  with  the  High 
Commissioner.  I  think  we  must  have  his  report  in  the 
office,  if  it  is  not  here. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  have  failed  to  discover  the  report 
in  the  report  of  the  Minister.  My  information  is,  that  he 
merely  went  there  on  a  pleasure  trip  for  the  benefit  of  his 
health. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  I  know,  with  regard  to  that 
gentleman,  that  he  is  a  man  of  great  ability,  of  great  inform¬ 
ation,  and  is  a  very  good  speaker.  He  is  somewhat  cele¬ 
brated  as  an  eloquent  lecturer,  and  from  his  character,  I  do 
not  think  he  would  undertake  any  public  duty  without 
discharging  it  to  the  best  of  his  ability. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  forgotten  to 
mention  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Wilson  is  an  intensely  strong 
political  partisan,  and  well  known  to  be  such.  It  is  rumored, 
of  course  there  can  bo  no  truth  in  the  rumor,  that  he  was 
appointed  merely  for  political  reasons.  Ho  received  $1,245, 
and  there  is  nothing  in  the  public  records  to  show  that  he 
did  any  work  for  that  i  money.  If  he  did,  then  in  justice  to 
the  reverend  gentleman  the  Minister  should  be  prepared  to 
tell  the  House  what  he  did,  where  he  lectured,  and  where 
his  report  is  to  be  found.  If  he  did  the  work  of  an  immi¬ 
gration  agent,  no  one  can  be  to  blame.  He  has  a  right  to 
be  paid. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  First  Minister  says  “  hear,  hear;”  but 
the  records  do  not  show  that  the  reverend  gentleman  did 
any  work.  All  the  country  knows  is,  that  he  is  a  violent 
political  partisan,  who  was  in  poor  health  and  went  to  Eng¬ 
land,  and  that  he  received  $1,245  for  going  there,  and  did 
not  do  anything  for  his  money. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
shown  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Wilson  was  a  violent  political 
partisan. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  When  we  find  sums  like  this 
paid  for  special  objects  and  no  report  of  the  work  done,  we 
would  be  lacking  in  our  duty  if  we  did  not  call  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  to  it.  As  regards  the  appointment  of  poli¬ 
tical  partisans  :  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  to  follow 
their  own  sweet  will,  and  appoint  any  one  they  see  fit,  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  can  just  as  easily  appoint  ten  as  one. 
The  same  justification  will  apply.  If  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  is 
able  to  recommend  a  clergyman,  who  may  be  an  eloquent 
man,  and  send  him  over  to  lecture  in  England,  where  we 
have  a  paid  staff  and  a  High  Commissioner,  and  can  have 
paid  him  $700  for  travelling  expenses  and  $500  salary, 
without  there  being  any  report  as  to  the  work  he  has  done, 
this  thing  may  be  repeated.  There  should  have  been,  at  all 
events,  a  statement  given  of  the  places  where  he  had 
lectured  and  the  work  he  had  done  for  the  money  paid 
him.  There  is  also  Mr.  Odell,  with  a  salary  of  $973,  and 
travelling  expenses  $223,  and  Dr.  Hahn,  who,  I  understood 
the  Minister  to  say,  is  an  agent,  and  Mr.  Lukes,  who  was 
paid  $600,  and  travelling  expenses  $787.  I  do  not 
know  that  Mr,  Lukes  possesses  any  particular 


qualities  that  fit  him  as  an  immigration  agent. 
He  was  at  one  time  a  Libera],  but  he  lost  confidence  in  their 
policy  and  he  gave  his  confidence  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
a3  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  do.  But  I  do  not  see  why  that 
should  particularly  fit  him  for  special  immigration  services 
in  the  old  country,  without  even  making  a  report.  There 
are  thousands  of  dollars,  also,  paid  for  travelling  expenses  of 
these  gentlemen,  none  of  whom  are  our  recognised  agents, 
and  there  are  no  reports  from  them,  so  far  as  I  can  discover. 
But  if  there  are  any  reports  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Depart¬ 
ment,  I  think  he  could  bring  them  down  before  concurrence’ 

Mr.  POPE.  If  I  can  find  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  And  if  you  cannot,  I  suppose 
you  will  not  take  concurrence. 

Mr,  POPE.  I  will  consider  that. 

Mi*.  SOMERYILLE  (Brant).  It  is  hardly  fair  to  the 
Minister  of  Agi  iculture  to  say  that  no  results  flowed  from 
the  visits  of  this  reverend  gentleman  to  Great  Britain.  My 
information  is,  that  he  enjoyed  his  trip  very  much,  that  he 
came  back  improved  in  health,  and  weighing  some  25 
pounds  more  than  when  he  left. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Where  did  Mr.  Loucks  deliver 
his  lectures  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  In  different  places  in  England. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  The  practical  result  is  that  wo 
have  paid  those  two  gentlemen  between  $2,500  and  $3,000. 
I  have  no  doubt  they  both  had  a  pleasant  time  ;  but  we 
added  them  to  our  regular  staff,  with  tho  result  that  wo 
managed  to  bring  3,000  less  immigrants  to  this  country 
last  year  than  the  year  before. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  Mr.  Begg  a  salaried  officer? 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  just  gives  a  report  at  the 
solicitation  of  the  Minister. 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  There  is  also  a  report  from 
Mr.  O’Leary,  and  a  payment  of  $170.  What  is  his  posi¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  POPE.  He  took  that  trip  to  get  information  him¬ 
self,  and  to  dissominate  it  throughout  the  country.  He  is  a 
very  active  man  and  a  very  careful  writer. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  believe  he  is  so,  but  is  he 
doing  that  as  an  agent  of  some  immigration  company  in  the 
old  country,  or  as  a  writer  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  As  a  writer.  I  do  not  think  he  was  sent  by 
any  English  company. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Then,  as  to  these  men  engaged 
in  special  work  in  Great  Britain  and  the  continent,  such 
as  Mr.  Brydges,  and  others  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Mr.  Brydges  has  brought  out  a  great  many 
immigrants.  These  men  are  not  omployed.  Mr.  Brydges 
has  devoted  himself  largely  to  immigration  matters,  and  is 
a  very  good  man.  When  he  went  out  Sir  Charles  Tuppor 
paid  him  something  for  his  expenses  but  not  otherwise. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant),  With  regard  to  the  travelling 
expenses  of  agents  in  Europe,  I  see  that  according  to  the 
Auditor-General’s  Report,  Mr.  Dyke  is  paid  $9,231  for  travel¬ 
ling  expenses,  or  about  $30  a  day  for  ono  man.  Thero  must 
be  some  explanation  of  that.  Tho  total  is  $23,829  for  travel¬ 
ling  expenses  of  tho  different  agents. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  a  mistake  in  tho  Auditor-General’s 
Report.  The  expenses  do  not  exceed  $4  per  day  for  tho 
actual  travelling  expenses  of  the  five  agents — Dyke,  Foy, 
O’Connor,  Grahame,  and  a  German  agent.  In  the  Auditor- 
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General’s  Report  the  item  is  made  to  appear  at  $23,829, 
instead  of  $5,683,  as  in  the  Public  Accounts.  The  Auditor- 
General  has  included  all  the  expenses  of  the  British  agents, 
besides  travelling  expenses,  but  those  consist  of  printing, 
advertising,  rent  of  halls  for  lectures,  etc. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  If  we  are  misled  by  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report,  we  ought  to  have  some  information  as  to  what  the 
travelling  expenses  of  the  different  agents  amount  to. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  see  that  in  the  Public 
Accounts  this  sum  is  divided  into  two  items  :  the  travelling 
expenses  are  stated  at  $5,683,  but  wo  ought  to  know  what 
this  special  expenditure  of  the  remaining  $17,000  is  for. 
Over  $6,000  of  it  is  charged  to  Mr.  Dyko. 

Mr.  POPE.  Printing,  advertising  and  rent  of  hall  for 
lectures. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  It  seems  to  me  printing  and 
details  over  there  are  a  pretty  heavy  business. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  is  the  vote  of  $1,000  of 
aid  to  the  Montreal  Women’s  Protection  Immigration  So¬ 
ciety  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Some  ladies  in  Montreal  have  established 
this  society  for  the  protection  of  females  who  come  to  this 
country,  and  this  sum  is  voted  to  assist  them  in  their  work. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  What  is  the  character  of  their  work  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Single,  unprotected 
women,  coming  to  this  country,  congregate  in  large  num¬ 
bers  in  Montreal  during  the  season,  and  those  benevolent 
ladies  have  an  asylum  tor  them.  They  protect  them  from 
any  contamination,  and  send  them  westward,  if  they  want 
to  go,  to  a  similar  institution  in  Toronto. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  desire  to  say  a  word  in  confirmation  o^ 
tho  remark  made  by  my  hon.  friend  for  Charlotte  (Mr. 
Gillmor),  with  reference  to  the  results  which  flow  from  the 
appropriation  of  the  sums  of  money  we  devote  to  immigra¬ 
tion.  That  hon.  gentleman  stated,  and  I  think  correctly, 
that  while  the  thoughts  of  the  people  of  the  country, 
and  the  attention  of  the  Government,  are  largely  and 
naturally  directed  to  the  North-West,  it  appears  from  the 
official  reports  we  have  from  year  to  year,  and  from  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  Minister  in  this  House,  that  an  important  part 
of  the  Dominion  is  entirely  neglected  and  overlooked.  An 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  made  some  very  pertinent 
remarks  on  this  subject,  with  reference  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  In  the  Maritime  Povinces — and  I  speak  parti¬ 
cularly  for  the  Province  from  which  I  come — there  has  been 
for  years  a  startling  emigration  westward  ;  farmers  sell 
their  farms  and  go  westward,  some  to  tho  North-West,  and 
many,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  leave  the  country  and  go  to  the 
United  States.  In  Prince  Edward  Island — and  I  believe  tho 
same  is  true  of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia — large 
numbers  of  farms  are  vacant,  and  a  large  number  of  others 
can  be  had  at  very  low  prices,  It  is  acknowledged  by  every¬ 
body  that  there  is  no  better  field  to  which  an  immigrant 
could  turn  his  stops  to  make  a  home  for  himself  than  those 
Provinces.  I  do  not  find  that  any  attention  is  being  paid 
by  the  Department  to  the  dissemination  of  information  as  to 
the  resources  of  those  Provinces  at  all.  Its  attention  seems 
to  bo  almost  entirely  devoted  to  the  North-West.  Hundreds 
of  tenant  farmers  whh  small  capital  can  find  homes  ready 
to  their  hands  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  That  class 
of  men  are  not  calculated  to  go  into  the  wilderness 
or  on  the  prairie  and  make  homes  for  themselves.  They 
want  to  go  to  a  country  where  they  will  enjoy  the 
social  advantages  described  by  my  hon,  friend  opposite — 
where  they  can  find  churches  and  settlements,  means  of 
education  for  their  children,  railroads,  and  the  other  appli¬ 
ances  and  conveniences  of  civilised  life.  All  these  things 
can  be  obtained  for  them  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  The 
Mr.  Pope. 


people  of  their  own  class  who  have  settled  there  have  become 
thriving  and  prosperous.  It  seems  to  me  the  people  of  those 
Provinces  have  a  right  to  complain  when  they  see  half  a 
million  dollars  spent  every  year  for  immigration,  and  no 
part  of  it  is  spent  in  disseminating  information  among  that 
class  of  people  whom  we  all  desire  to  bring  to  the  country. 
It  will  continue  to  be  the  case  for  years,  that  poople 
will  be  leaving  those  Provinces  and  going  westward. 
Their  farms  are  becoming  vacant,  and  we  should 
place  these  facts  before  the  tenant  farmers.  Very 
little  expenditure  of  money  would  enable  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  ascertain  in  each  Province  and  each  county  just 
how  many  farms  and  the  character  of  the  farms  to  be  had. 
Men  who  have  $2,000  or  $3,000  capital,  immigrating  to 
Canada,  can  go  to  no  part  where  they  can  become  more 
prosperous,  if  they  are  farmers,  than  to  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  They  can  buy  farms  there  at  half  their  intrinsic 
value.  There  never  was  a  time  when  farms  could  be  had 
so  cheaply  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  as  to-day.  The 
circumstances  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  such  that  they 
require  the  special  attention  of  tho  Minister,  and  the  same 
remark  applies  to  Ontario  and  Quebec,  in  some  measure. 
While  the  money  of  the  people  in  those  Provinces  is  being 
expended  and  a  large  portion  of  it  squandered  in  immigra¬ 
tion,  these  Provinces  do  not  receive  any  attention,  all  the 
attention  being  given  to  the  North-WeBt.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  desirable  to  ask  the  large  class  of  immigrants  who  have 
not  means  to  go  to  the  older  Provinces.  They  would  do 
much  better  in  the  North-West ;  but,  no  doubt,  in  the  older 
Provinces,  there  is  a  large  field  for  tenant  farmers,  and  if 
the  facts  were  brought  home  to  them  a  large  number  would 
settle  in  these  Provinces.  These  facts  will  not  be  brought 
hometothem  by  sending  invalided  Ministers,  even  if  they  are 
members  of  the  Cabinet,  to  England,  to  lecture  in  the  towns. 
There  is  no  use  going  among  the  artisans  in  the  towns ; 
what  has  to  be  done  is  to  go  amongst  the  tenant  farmers 
themselves.  No  one  doubts  that  a  large  portion  of  our 
expenditure  on  immigration  has  been  squandered,  and  that 
large  numbers  of  those  who  come  out  here  are  mere  birds 
of  passage.  It  is  of  no  use  spending  money  in  the  endeavor 
to  bring  back  men  who  have  left  this  country  and  gone  to 
the  United  States.  If  they  want  to  come  back  they  can  do 
so,  but  means  should  be  taken  to  secure  a  portion  of  the 
immigration  of  tenant  farmers.  Agents  from  Australia  and 
New  Zealand  set  forth  the  advantages  of  those  countries  to 
men  having  moderate  means  and  possessing  knowledge  of  ag¬ 
riculture,  and  we  should  emulate  that  example.  We  expend 
a  large  amount  of  money  on  agents  who  are  not  thoroughly 
qualified  for  the  position,  and  in  printing,  and  the  question 
comes  up, what  class  of  literature  are  we  disseminating.  Are 
we  spending  money  for  the  printing  of  the  practical  kind  of 
information  which  will  induce  tenant  farmers  to  come  here  ? 
I  say  the  literature  you  are  paying  enormously  for  is  of  a 
class  not  calculated  to  draw  tenant  farmers  to  tho  country 
at  all.  Let  me  show  you  this  national  policy  book,  which 
was  published  originally  as  a  more  commercial  enterprise, 
for  the  advertisement  of  a  number  of  industries,  but  those 
who  started,  the  scheme,  finding  it  was  not  going  to  pay, 
fell  back  on  the  public  Treasury,  and  were  subsidised  to  the 
tune  of  $5,000  for  this  commercial  undertaking,  which 
should  have  stood  or  fallen  on  its  own  basis. 

It  was  hard  to  discover  what  they  were  paid. 
I  find  in  tho  Auditor  General’s  Report  $2,500  charged  to 
immigration  and  $2,500  more  to  Dominion  lands  for  this 
work.  What  has  tho  Dominion  lands  to  do  with  it  ?  This 
book  comprises  176  pages,  and  has  printed  in  largo  letters 
on  the  cover,  “  The  Natioual  Policy  of  Canada.”  This  is 
evidently  one  of  the  special  industries  which  the  National 
Policy  supports.  Of  the  176  pages,  which  this  book  com¬ 
prises,  50  pages  are  extracts  taken  from  the  Blue  Books,  and 
the  rest  consist  of  advertisements  of  private  corporations, 
advertisements  of  private  firms.  The  work  has  been  illus- 
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trated.  Among  the  illustrations  is  a  large  wood  cut  of  the 
First  Minister  on  the  first  page ;  then  we  turn  over  and  find 
a  group  representing  the  entire  Cabinet.  Here  is  Sit*  Charles 
Tupper,  and  here  is  Sir  Leonard,  and  here  is  Sir  David 
Maopherson — somo  of  them  are  very  good  photographs  and 
some  are  very  bad— here  is  the  Postmaster  General  smiling 
genially  at  the  top  of  the  page,  flanked  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  though  I  should  not  have  known  it  was  the  Secretary 
of  State  if  his  name  had  not  been  placed  under  it. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  Let  us  have  something  else. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  You  shall  have  something  else.  You 
have  taken  §5,000  out  of  the  Treasury  for  this,  and  if  you 
do  not  want  to  know  how  it  was  spent,  you  can  go  home. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  We  do  not  want  photographs ; 
we  want  something  sensible. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  They  are  the  photographs  of 
sensible  men,  you  must  know. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  We  have  the  Minister  of  Customs  and  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  the  gentleman  without  a 
portfolio,  the  Hon.  Frank  Smith,  but  while  wo  have  their 
photographs,  a  great  number  had  to  be  satisfied  with  their 
photographs  and  nothing  more.  The  First  Minister  himself 
is  described,  and  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  and  the  Minister 
of  Finance  and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  are  honored 
with  short  extracts  from  their  Blue  Books — but  nothing  is 
said  about  the  Secretary  of  State — the  intending  immi¬ 
grant  would  not  know  that  he  had  a  Department  at  all — he 
had  to  bo  satisfied  with  his  photograph.  There  is  nothing 
about  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  either,  nor  about  the 
Minister  of  Customs— not  a  word  said  about  his  Department, 
although  that  had  something  to  do  with  the  National 
Policy.  There  is  not  a  word  about  the  Customs  duties,  and 
so  with  the  Post  Office  and  the  Indian  Department,  and  the 
Department  of  Justice.  What  does  the  author  say?  He 
commences  here  with  a  short  epitome  of  the  history  of 
Canada,  from  the  year  1876,  which  covers  one  page,  with  a 
little  sneering  at  the  policy  of  the  previous  Government, 
proving  that  they  were  incompetents - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Yes,  asserting  that  they  were  incompetents  ; 
and  he  goes  on  to  show  that  a  new  era  had  dawned  upon 
Canada.  He  says : 

“  Many  ventured  to  doubt  the  practical  universality  of  the  doctrine  of 
free  trade  in  those  days;  they  saw  that  the  geographical  position  of 
Canada  differed  so  vastly  from  that  of  Great  Britain  that  it  was  well 
worth  considering  whether  the  British  fiscal  policy  was  properly  admin¬ 
istrative  in  Canada.  ” 

I  must  confess  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  gauge  the  exact 
meaning  of  that  phrase.  Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“'Not  only  in  manufactures  has  this  increased  prosperity  been  pro¬ 
moted  by  the  working  of  the  National  Policy,  but  agriculture  has 
received  an  impetus  as  unexpected  as  grateful.” 

All  from  the  National  Policy.  I  have  heard  many  silly 
statements  made  in  this  House  in  regard  to  the  National 
Policy,  but  I  have  heard  none  so  silly  as  this,  contained  in  a 
book  for  which  you  paid  §5,000,  a  pamphlet  containing  a 
few  extracts  from  the  Blue  Books,  and  the  only  part  which 
has  any  reference  to  the  resources  of  Canada  is  a  laudation 
of  the  National  Policy,  and  a  laudation  of  the  protective 
policy  which  these  English  farmers  have  been  educated 
from  their  youth  to  abhor;  and  you  sent  this  book  homo  to 
them,  and  asked  them  to  come  to  our  country,  because  we 
have  abandoned  free  trade  and  adopted  protection.  You 
could  not  have  adopted  a  better  policy  to  keep  them  at  home, 
seeing  that  they  had  been  taught  all  their  lives  that  free 
trade  is  the  policy  under  which  a  country  must  prosper, 
and  you  tell  them,  that  if  they  come  to  Canada  they  must 
come  to  a  highly  protected  country.  You  are  doing  your 
best  in  this  way  to  prevent  immigration  instead  of  assisting 


it.  Ho  states  the  amount  that  has  been  deposited  in  the 
savings  banks,  and  adds  :  “  Almost  every  dollar  of  this 
amount  having  been  banked  by  the  farming  classes.”  That 
is  not  a  true  statement.  We  have  had  the  opposite  state¬ 
ments  made.  We  have  heard  that  the  working  classes  have 
dopositod  most  of  these  sums.  Now  we  are  told,  by  this 
$5,000  book  which  you  have  paid  for,  that  it  is  all  deposited 
by  the  farmers.  Then  he  goes  on  to  make  somo  laudatory 
remarks,  too  laudatory  remarks,  in  reference  to  the  hon, 
gentleman  himself. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  have  no  doubt  he  would  cheer  these 
romarks  if  I  were  to  read  them.  He  says  he  is  the  author  of 
Canada’s  prosperity. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  He  does  not  tell  them  that  this  is  a  fine 
country  in  itself,  that  you  have  got  valuable  lands,  that  you 
have  got  valuable  mines  and  minerals,  that  it  is  a  grand 
country  for  the  farmer  to  live  in ;  ho  does  not  teil  them  what 
grain  or  root  crops  you  grow  or  can  grow,  or  that  any 
farmer  has  got  wealth  by  following  the  trade  of  agriculture, 
but  he  says  that,  if  this  country  has  any  prosperity,  it  is 
not  due  to  anything  inherent  in  the  country  itself,  but  to 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  ;  and  what  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  himself  denominate  as  trash  is  circulated  in 
England  to  induce  people  to  come  to  this  country.  Then  he 
has  a  few  remarks  in  reference  to  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  credited  with  a 
wonderful  prescience  as  to  the  North  West: 

“With  a  careful  prudence  Sir  John  set  about  the  work  of  shaping  a 
policy  for  the  settlement  of  the  North-West,  but  before  it  could  possibly 

be  carried  into  effect  sickness  overtook  the  Premier - ” 

I  did  not  know  the  hon.  gentleman  was  sick— 

“  and  the  administration  of  the  Interior  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Speaker  of  the  Senate,  the  Hon.  O.  L.  Macpherson,  already  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Cabinet,  but  without  portfolio,  who  has  continued  to  act. 
Certainly  into  no  more  competent  hands  could  the  work  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  have  been  placed.  A  cool  head,  a  large  and  practical  acquain¬ 
tance  with  business,  an  extensive  knowledge  of  men,  both  from  the 
older  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  and  from  Europe,  a  clear  insight  into 
the  working  of  measures  and  a  keen  perception  of  the  requirements  of 
the  times  were  needed,  and  these  were  possessed - ” 

By  the  hon.  gentleman  who  was  appointed  Minister  of  the 
Interior.  The  best  commentary  I  can  make  upon  that  is  to 
call  attention  to  the  facts  as  they  exists,  to  the  results 
which  have  flowed  from  his  management  of  that  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  to  ask  if  hon.  gentlemen  think  it  is  right  and 
proper  to  publish  a  book  at  an  expense  of  $5,000,  taken 
from  the  tax-payers  of  the  country,  to  tell  the  people  of 
England  that  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has  been  so 
marvellously  well  managed,  in  the  face  of  the  rebellion 
there  which  we  are  to-day  trying  to  suppress.  Then  he 
deals  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  He  must,  of 
course,  say  something  about  the  hon.  gentleman  at  the  head 
of  that  Department,  or  he  would  not  have  got  the  §5,000  : 

“  With  a  keen  appreciation  of  the  resources  of  the  Dominion,  a  patriotic 
desire  to  help  the  work  of  development,  and  the  steady  exercise  of  extra¬ 
ordinary  ability,  Mr.  Pope  has  carried  on  his  work  to  the  satisfaction  of 
all  who,  under  any  circumstances,  could  or  would  ba  satisfied.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  may  possess  extraordinary  ability, 
but,  if  so,  he  has  an  extraordinary  ability  for  hiding  it  when 
he  comes  to  give  any  information  to  this  House,  for  tho 
attempt  to  extract  any  information  from  him  as  to  his 
Department,  or  any  other  Department,  results  in  failure. 
Whenever  he  is  asked  a  question,  he  keeps  his  mouth  shut 
us  close  as  an  oyster,  and  wo  do  not  know  whether  his 
Department  is  well  managed  or  not.  So  it  goes  on.  The 
book  does  not  say  much  about  tho  Department  of  Finance. 
A  good  deal  is  said  about  the  gentleman  who  is  now  High 
Commissioner.  We  are  told  : 

“  Long  before  Confederation  Sir  Charles  (tbea  Mr.  Tupper)  was  well 
known  in  bis  Province  of  New  Brunswick - 


2848 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mark  you,  from  New  Brunswick.  I  did  not  know  that 
before.  His  information  must  be  very  reliable. 

11  as  a  politician  and  orator.  *  *  *  Since  then,  time  has 

audited  his  figures  and  found  them  correct,  and  confirmed  his  statement.” 

He  goes  on  to  describe  the  prophecies  he  made  about  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which,  we  are  told,  have  since 
been  confirmed  by  facts.  This  is  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that 
only  last  year  that  gentleman  was  imported  into  this 
country  to  endeavor  to  convince  the  country  that  it  was 
necessary  to  advance  830,000,000  additional  from  the  people’s 
money  to  do  that  work. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  That  is  not  true. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  is  out  of  order  for  you  to  make  that 
statement,  in  the  first  place.  I  am  not  speaking  to  you 
at  all. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  You  are  out  of  order  now. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  say  it  is  out  of  order  for  you  to  interrupt 
any  one  in  that  way. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order,  and 
I  ask  the  hon.  member  to  take  his  seat.  When  an  hon. 
member  addresses  a  member  of  this  House  in  the  second 
person  instead  of  speaking  to  the  Chair,  he  is  clearly  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  That  is  for  the  Chairman 
to  say. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  ventured  to  interpolate  the 
remark  that  the  statement  the  hon.  member  was  making, 
namely,  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  imported  into  this 
country  to  give  another  830,000,000  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  was  untrue.  That  was  perfectly 
in  order  for  me  to  say,  and  the  hon.  member  was  clearly 
out  of  order  when  ho  spoke  to  mo  in  the  second  person. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I  hope,  has  stopped. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  clearly  out  of  order,  and  he  must 
have  known  it;  and  it  does  not  lie  with  him  or  with  any 
other  hon.  member  of  this  House  to  tell  an  hon.  member 
who  is  speaking  that  his  statement  is  not  true.  It  is  clearly 
irregular  and  disorderly,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to 
have  withdrawn  his  statement  and  apologised.  I  was  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  fact  that  the  statements  in  this  book  are  incor¬ 
rect;  and  I  will  repeat  what  I  said,  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
was  brought  out  to  this  country  to  induce  this  Parliament 
to  give  $30,000,000  additional  to  build  that  road.  The  state 
ments  made  in  this  book,  in  reference  to  the  Railway  Depart 
ment,  are  about  as  true  as  many  of  the  other  statements. 
Then  the  author  goes  to  the  Department  of  Public  Works. 
He  does^not  speak  so  much  of  the  ability  of  Sir  Hector 
Langevin  as  he  does  of  his  aristocratic  descent.  He  tells  us 
—and  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  it ;  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  quite 
true — that  the  hon.  gentleman  : 

11  Is  descended  from  one  of  the  old  aristocratic  French  families  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec.” 

Then  there  are  two  or  three  pages  of  pictures,  showing  the 
Parliament  buildings  of  Canada,  but  none  of  the  other 
public  buildings  of  the  Dominion  at  all,  except  a  few  around 
the  city  of  Ottawa.  Is  that  the  kind  of  a  pamphlet  to  print 
as  an  emigration  document  ?  Then  he  refers  to  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance,  and  he  does  not  do  him  justice  at  all.  He 
does  not  refer  to  his  ability,  or  enterprise,  or  any  of  his 
qualifications  for  the  position  he  holds.  Thon  we  come  to 
the  Department  of  Militia,  and  he  refers  to  the  Minister  of 
Militia  in  this  manner  : 

“Mr.  Caron  is  comparatively  young  for  so  important  a  position,  but 
having  been  born  and  reared  in  the  political  arena,  of  an  an  ancient  and 
powerful  family,  plunging,  while  yet  young,  into  the  turmoil  of  political 
life,  grasping  popularity  by  that  suaviter  in  modo  and  fortiter  in  re  which 
always  must  command,  he  could  but  find  an  early  prominence.” 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  this  is 
the  kind  of  literature  which  will  induce  peoplo  to  come  to 
Mr.  Davies. 
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this  country — a  volume  containing  photographs  of  Minis¬ 
ters,  of  the  Parliament  buildings,  and  such  like  productions. 
I  ask  whether  the  payment  of  this  $5,000  can  fairly  be 
justified.  The  book  is  trash  of  the  worst  kind,  and  will  do 
more  to  prevent  people  coming  to  this  country  than  induce 
them  to  come.  I  hope  this  is  the  only  pamphlet  of  the 
kind  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  paid  for,  and  that  it  is 
not  a  fair  sample  of  the  rest.  I  do  not  think  I  can  do 
better  than  read  another  extract. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Yes  ;  by  reading  the  book  through. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  preserve 
order. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Am  I  to  be  restrained,  and  has  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  directly  speaks  to  me  to  go  free  ? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
interrogate  me  in  that  way. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  have  aright  to  ask— — 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  You  have  no  right  to  ask  such  a 
question. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  am  perfectly  in  order.  I  have  a  right 
to  ask  what  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  is — whether  it  is  reason¬ 
able  that  I,  alone,  should  be  called  to  order,  and  not  another 
gentleman,  who  spoke  across  the  floor  to  me, 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  a  rule  which  you  will  observe 
as  long  as  I  am  in  the  Chair— and  which  I  will  carry  out 
with  strict  impartiality. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  will  give  another  extract. 

“  As  the  result  of  this,  and  the  friendly  attitude  of  the  Government 
towards  the  native  Indian  tribes,  the  North-West  is  absolutely  free  from 
turmoil  and  bloodshed,  which  so  generally  mar  the  frontier  life  in  the 
western  parts  of  the  United  States.” 

The  facts  of  the  last  few  months  are  the  best  commen¬ 
tary  upon  the  statements  contained  in  the  extract.  He 
winds  up  by  telling  the  people  that  at  a  future  time  he 
is  going  to  publish  another  edition  of  the  work.  Whether 
it  will  be  at  the  expense  of  the  Dominion  he  does  not  say. 
I  hope  no  more  of  the  public  money  will  be  expended  in 
publishing  works  similar  to  this,  and  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  and  the  country  specially  to  it  to-night,  iD  the 
hope  that  we  will  have  no  more  money  wasted,  as  this 
money  has  been  wasted.  I  suppose  no  copies  were  circu¬ 
lated  in  Canada? 

Mr.  POPE.  They  were  not  made  for  here. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Where  did  the  hon.  gentleman  circulate 
tho  5,000. 

Mr.  POPE.  Two  thousand  five  hundred  were  sent  to 
England.  I  did  not  suppose  they  were  distributed  among 
intending  immigrants,  but  they  were  laid  on  the  tables  of 
hotels  in  different  parts  of  England  and  Europe.  I  made 
this  arrangement  with  a  political  friend  of  his  own,  and  he 
afterwards  made  an  arrangement  with  Mr.  Bray.  The 
pamphlets  which  I  have  circulated  cost  only  about  3  cents 
each,  this  included  among  the  rest.  I  think  the  hon. 
gontlemen  will  not  find  any  great  fault  with  the  pamphlets, 
generally,  I  have  distributed. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  do  not  know  the  political  friend  of  mine 
to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  refers.  I  find  in  the  Public 
Accounts  that  for  2,500  copies  of  a  pamphlet  on  the  National 
Policy  Rev.  Mr.  Bray  was  paid  $2,500. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  made  an  arrangement  with  Mr.  James 
Stewart,  of  Montreal. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  amount  was  paid  to  Rev.  Mr.  Bray 
and  the  Minister  got  a  receipt  before  he  ever  delivered  a 
copy  of  the  book  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  Has  the  hon* 
gentleman  ever  received  5,000  copies  ? 
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Mr.  POPE.  I  have  received  every  one  I  contracted  for. 
2,500. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  hope  they  were  circulated  all  outside  of 
England.  If  they  were  sent  to  Germany  and  France,  being 
published  in  a  language  the  people  do  not  generally  under¬ 
stand,  little  harm  can  be  done. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  It  is  highly  desirable  we  should 
endeavor  to  get  a  better  class  of  immigrants.  A  large 
number  of  those  who  now  come  here  are  worthless.  If  they 
landed  in  the  United  States  they  would  be  sent  back  again, 
as  was  done  with  some  immigrants  this  year.  Wo  have 
plenty  of  room  in  Ontario  for  a  large  number  of  tenant 
farmers.  The  best  settlers  for  the  North-West  are  Cana¬ 
dians,  but  before  we  can  secure  their  transfer  we  have  to 
find  tenant  farmers  who  will  come  and  purchase  their 
farms.  In  our  section  the  price  of  land  has  fallen  greatly, 
largely  because  we  do  not  have  farmers  come  in  with 
capital  to  buy  land .  All  possible  information  should  be 
given,  so  as  to  secure  a  desirable  class  of  immigrants.  Much 
money  has  been  spent  in  securing  immigrants  who  have 
just  passed  through  the  country  and  gone  to  the  United 
States.  When  untruthful  statements  are  published  in 
pamphlets,  a  feeling  of  distrust  is  aroused  and  harm  is  done. 
Tenant  farmers  should  receive  more  attention  than  other 
classes  of  immigrants.  It  would  be  much  better  to  make 
an  effort  to  bring  out  this  class  than  the  poorer  class  which 
have  come  to  our  shores  during  the  last  few  years.  I  was 
instructed  to  secure  some  harvest  hands  in  Toronto  last 
year.  When  I  brought  them  and  set  them  to  work  they 
were  almost  useless.  They  knew  little  about  the  work ; 
some  had  been  brought  up  in  workshops  and  others  were 
sickly.  In  regard  to  some  of  them,  we  had  to  pay  their 
passage  back  to  Toronto,  and  they  went  to  the  hospital. 
Such  a  class  of  immigrants  is  useless.  If  the  poorer  class 
will  come  we  want  the  hardy,  stout,  strong  young  men, 
prepared  to  work  and  possessing  physical  strength  to  do 
so.  A  large  amount  of  money  has  been  spent  on  printing 
for  immigration  purposes.  Much  of  this  has  been  thrown 
away,  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  political  partisans.  In 
some  of  the  pamphlets  there  is  useful  information,  but  in 
much  of  them  there  is  mere  trash.  I  do  not  think  it  is  wise 
that  these  books  should  be  published,  unless  they  are  really 
calculated  to  do  good  work,  and  I  dare  say  that  there  are 
thousands  of  them  which  are  not  circulated,  simply  because 
they  are  old,  and  they  may  bo  used  to  light  the  fires, 
or  something  else.  I  think  it  is  absurd  to  send  out  a  book 
with  a  photograph  of  the  Ministers  as  an  immigra' 
tion  pamphlet,  with  the  expectation  that  it  will 
either  induce  immigrants  to  come  or  prevent  them 
from  coming.  The  writer  shows  an  amount  of  sillinoss  and 
fulsome  adulation  which  is  really  deplorable.  I  know 
nothing  about  Mr.  A.  J.  Bray.  But  the  came  is  familiar. 
We  have  heard  of  the  Vicar  of  Bray  and  we  have  heard  of 
a  quadruped  that  brays,  but  whether  he  belongs  to  the  one 
class  or  the  other  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  ho  has  exhi¬ 
bited  more  of  the  qualities  of  the  animal  that  brays  than 
anything  else.  I  hope  such  expenditures  as  this  will  be  put  a 
stop  to.  Perhaps  tho  First  Minister  has  too  many  things  to 
attend  to  to  look  into  these  matters,  but  somebody  should 
examine  these  books  before  they  are  sent  out. .  I  notice  that 
there  is  a  reduction  in  the  vote  this  year,  and  I  am  glad  to 
see  it.  For  instance,  I  think  it  is  outrageous  that  we  should 
spend  §30,000  on  a  lot  of  mon  in  Canada,  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  immigrant*,  giving  them  directions  and  sending 
them  forward.  It  may  be  neceseary  to  havo  an  agent  with 
a  fair  staff  where  the  steamer  arrives,  to  give  information, 
but  to  keep  permanent  agents  at  London,  Ottawa  and  other 
places  like  those,  is  something  I  think  ought  to  be  con¬ 
sidered,  with  a  view  of  doing  away  with  that  system  alto¬ 
gether.  I  hope  that  next  year  the  Minister  will  have 
another  reduction  of  $150,000. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant),  I  notice  that  $85,000  were  paid 
mr  the  transport  of  emigrants  over  tho  different  railways, 
and  $101,000  by  way  of  assisted  passages  to  the  different 
steamship  companies.  That  is  a  large  amount  of  money, 
and  the  question  is,  whether  we  have  received  value  for  it, 
and  whether  we  are  likely  to  receive  value  for  the  amounts 
which  we  are  to  spend  for  the  same  purpose  in  future.  The 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  a  reduction  of  $150,000  for  assist* 
ing  immigrants.  Are  we  to  understand  from  that  that  we 
may  expect  a  less  immigration  than  we  have  been  getting 
hitherto  ?  If  so,  we  are  maintaining  the  staff  at  as  great  an 
expense  as  ever,  for  there  is  no  reduction  in  salaries  or  con¬ 
tingencies,  except  in  this  one  item.  I  think  there  ought  to 
be  a  reduction  all  round.  I  know  that  both  Governments 
have  followed,  in  a  measure,  the  course  we  are  now  following, 
and  though  such  an  expenditure  may  perhaps  have  been 
fully  justified  in  past  years,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the  con. 
dion  and  circumstances  of  the  country  are  such  that  at  pre* 
sent  it  is  a  question  whether  there  should  not  be  an  entire 
reduction  of  the  whole  matter.  I  think  that  perhaps  we 
might  take  the  ground  that  we  might  entirely  stop  all 
the  expenditure  we  are  incurring — at  all  events,  with  the 
exception  of  those  with  reference  to  agricultural  laborers 
and  servant  girls,  for  which  there  may  be  some  justification. 
We  find  that  those  who  are  competent  to  speak  in  this 
matter,  those  who  are  interfered  with  by  the  importation  of 
mechanics  and  laboring  classes,  have  pointed  out  the  evil 
results  which  flowed  from  it.  This  vory  week,  if  I  mistake 
not,  according  to  the  published  reports  of  the  Trade  and 
Labor  Council  of  the  city  of  Montreal,  something  like  116 
pauper  immigrants  have  come  off  the  steamship  Parisian. 
Is  that  a  desirable  class  of  immigrants  to  receive  in  our 
midst  ?  Is  it  desirable  that  we  should  aid  in  defraying  the 
expense  of  bringing  any  of  these  to  our  shores  ?  We  should 
be  glad  to  welcome  any  who  come  here ;  but  those  who  are 
landed  in  our  large  cities  utterly  penniless,  especially  at 
certain  seasons  of  the  year,  are  only  here  to  suffer  great 
hardships  themselves,  and  to  do  us  harm,  in  corresponding 
with  their  friends  in  the  old  country  about  their 
hardships.  I  find  that  Sir  Charles  Thpper  himself 
pointed  out  this  year  what  is  a  rather  remark¬ 
able  fact,  that  tho  emigration  from  Iroland  has 
decreased  at  a  wonderful  rate — from  12,319  in  1883.  to 
4,513  in  1884;  it  had  fallen  one-third,  while  tho  emigiation 
from  England  was  27,995  in  1833,  against  23,434  ia  1884, 
and  the  emigration  from  Scotland  was  3,871  in  1883,  against 
3,166  in  1881.  As  Sir  Charles  Tupper  puts  it,  tho  falling 
off  is  only  19  per  cent.,  taking  the  English  and  Scotch 
emigration  together.  Not  many  years  ago  it  was  pointed 
out  in  very  glowing  terms  here  that  we  had  groat  schemes 
on  foot  for,  and  great  results  were  expected  from,  a  greatly 
increased  immigration  from  Ireland  to  our  shores.  But  all 
that  has  apparently  failed.  I  turned  to  see  if  I  could  find 
any  explanation  of  that  from  tho  reports  of  our  agents  in 
Ireland — to  see  if  they  were  less  assiduous  than  our  agents 
in  other  countries.  Our  agent  in  Dublin,  Mr.  Foy,  lays 
stress  on  the  number  who  have  come  out,  and  finds  his 
justification  for  the  less  appreciable  results  of  his  work,  in 
the  fact  that  he  made  it  a  point  to  discourage  any  except 
those  who  were  likely  to  do  well  and  those  who  were  in 
good  circumstances.  Ho  says ; 

“  Mechanics  I  did  not  use  any  exertion  to  send,  as  I  feared  that  they 
might  not  improve  their  position  sufficiently  to  send  home  encouraging 
letters.” 

He  did  a  sensible  thing  in  doing  so,  because  theso  mon 
must  eithor  displace  our  own  mechanics,  or  become  a  burdon 
on  tho  country.  Ho  says,  further  : 

“  As  respectable,  industrious  emigrants,  by  their  letters,  do  incal¬ 
culable  benefit  equally  powerful  for  evil  are  the  reports  of  the  lazy, 
drunken  ne’er-do-wells,  who  expect  to  be  fed  without  working.” 

There  is  no  doubt  that  is  perfectly  correct.  No  better 
information  can  be  sent  abroad  about  tho  country  than  a 
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letter  sent  home,  and  letters  going  home  from  those  who 
are  not  doing  well,  in  which  they  denounce  the  country  and 
point  out  the  hardship  they  endure,  will  do,  as  Mr.  Foy 
points  out,  incalculable  evil.  Ho  says  : 

“  I  did  not  act  as  if  my  business  was  to  be  done  in  one  year  or  two, 
and  gather  up  all  sorts  from  lanes  and  alleys  in  cities.  I  went  to  the 
country,  and  where  I  knew,  through  information  from  my  relatives  and 
many  personal  friends,  that  there  were  some  families,  or  even  one 
family,  of  really  industrious,  honest,  respectable  character,  thinking  of 
emigrating,  I  remained  in  that  neighborhood  until  I  succeeded  in 
sending  them  to  Canada.  I  knew  when  I  sent  them  that  their  let' ers 
would  be  powerful  in  causing  others  to  follow  them.  *  *  *  [  have  gone 
into  this  part  of  my  report  more  fully  than  I  intended,  but  1  consider  it 
mere  justice  to  myself  and  my  confreres  to  explain  that  the  unsuitable 
emigrants  are  not  sent  by  us  ;  that,  as  consc!entious  public  servants, 
having  the  permanent  good  of  the  country  that  employs  us  as  our  para¬ 
mount  consideration,  we  do  not  burden  her  with  emigrants  to  be  a  tax 
on  the  several  national  charitable  societies.” 

These  are  sensible  words,  and  Mr.  Foy  uses  them  as  a  vin¬ 
dication  of  himself  for  not  having  accomplished  so  much  in 
the  way  of  numbers.  I  agree  with  him ;  but  by  a  parity 
of  reasoning  it  is  an  adverse  commentary  on  the  work  done 
by  our  other  agents  in  the  country  who  have  been  more 
successful  than  he  in  sending  emigrants  to  Canada.  We 
have  had  these  pauper  immigrants  in  our  midst,  mechanics 
brought  out  by  the  expenditure  of  the  money  of  Canadian 
mechanics,  to  compete  with  them  and  drive  them  from 
their  employment.  That  should  be  put  an  entire  stop  to. 
The  hon.  the  Minister  said  he  intended  to  do  it,  but  I  am 
afraid  the  work  is  going  on  still.  I  would  ask  him,  by 
whose  agency  these  people  who  have  just  landed  by  the 
Parisian  have  come  ?  If  they  are  in  the  position  reported, 
they  will  have  to  be  transported  to  all  portions  of  the 
country.  If  farm  laborers,  they  will  find  work  to  do ; 
but  I  fear  they  are  not  of  that  class,  and  that  they 
will  go  to  swell  the  unemployed  in  our  cities.  The 
expenditure  of  $300,000  this  year,  and  $450,000  last 
year,  towards  assisting  immigration,  and  having  no 
more  to  show  than  we  have  for  it,  is  a  serious  question,  and 
it  is  high  time  we  should  see  if  we  cannot  make  an  entire 
change.  We  were  lead  to  believe,  I  believe,  we  have  a  country 
so  good  in  itself  that  we  might  fairly  leave  it  to  those  who 
desire  to  better  their  condition  to  come  out  here  on  repre¬ 
sentations,  fairly  and  honestly  made  to  them,  rather  than 
bring  out  large  classes  whoso  conditions  and  circumstances 
are  such  that  they  cannot  hope  to  enter  on  the  race  of  life 
with  fair  prospects  of  success,  and  who,  having  to  endure 
privations  and  hardships,  will  send  letters  home  that  will 
have  serious  effects  in  discreditingthis  country  as  a  field  for 
immigration.  With  reference  to  the  North-West,  wo  were  led 
to  believe  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  relieve 
us  of  the  expenditure,  as  far  as  peopling  the  plains 
was  concerned,  hut  so  far  we  have  no  evidence 

of  any  work  having  been  done  by  them  in 

this  respect.  I  moved,  last  year,  for  a  report  of  the 
money  expended  by  them  on  immigration,  but  found 
there  was  no  report  of  their  having  expended  a  single  dol¬ 
lar  on  the  work.  I  believe  it  is  very  desirable  that  we 
should  induce  tenant  farmers  to  come  out  and  settle 
here.  We  should  call  their  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
older  Provinces  they  could  take  up  farms  and  have  all  the 
comfortt  and  enjoyments  of  the  old  coutry,  if  they  do  not  care 
to  engage  in  the  pioneer  work  of  the  west.  But  these 
people  do  not  need  assistance  ;  they  have  means  of  their 
own  ;  they  a  can  buy  farms  of  their  in  the  older  Provinces. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  money  which  is  now  devoted  to 
assisting  immigration  is  being  expended  in  assisting  immi¬ 
grants  to  come  to  our  shores,  who  find  themselves  handi¬ 
capped  when  they  reach  here,  and  who  consequently  have 
at  the  outset  to  encounter  considerable  difficulty  and  hard¬ 
ship.  The  reports  of  these  men  more  than  counterbalance 
any  advantage  gained  by  the  efforts  of  our  agents  under 
the  present  system  ;  whereas,  if  the  proper  class  of  people 
wore  brought  out  their  reports  home,  which  could  not  fail 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


to  be  satisfactory,  would  encourage  a  large  and  valuable 
class  of  immigration  to  Canada.  I  would  like  the  hon. 
the  Minister  to  answer  the  question  at  to  whether  he 
anticipates  that  a  reduction  of  the  amount  by  $150,000  for 
the  assistance  of  immigration  will  result  in  our  having  a 
less  number  of  immigrants  this  year,  and  if  so,  what  justifi¬ 
cation  there  is  for  maintaining  a  full  staff,  at  full  cost,  to 
establish  less  work  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  very  glad  the  item  has  been  reduced 
by  $150,000,  because  I  believe  in  the  past  a  great  deal  of 
money  had  been  wasted  in  this  way.  No  doubt,  some  of  the 
expenditure  has  done  good;  no  doubt,  all  the  pamphlets  and 
information  distributed  by  the  Department  are  not  of  the 
class  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies).  I  have  seen  some  pamphlets  which  are  valuable,  and 
which  contain  information  intending  settlers  would  be  glad 
to  have  ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  many  of  those  pamphlets  do 
not  reach  the  hands  of  the  people  for  whom  they  are 
intended.  Reports  have  boon  frequently  circulated,  not  by 
people  concerned  in  the  politics  of  the  country,  but  by  people 
interested  in  the  matter,  that  very  large  amounts  of  this 
pamphlet  literature  are  really  lying  in  the  various  agencies, 
and  have  never  been  distributed  at  all, 

Mr.  POPE.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Perhaps  I  do  not,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
chooses  to  toll  me ;  but  I  have  the  information  from  gentle¬ 
men  who  aro  ardent  supporters  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
I  had  the  information  from  one  gentleman  in  particular,  who 
has  himself  seen  these  books  in  the  agencies  in  England, 
The  question  arises,  what  amount  of  good  has  been  accom¬ 
plished  by  means  of  this  literature  ?  Last  year  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  spent  as  much  upon  this  item  as  the 
year  before,  and  I  believe  they  profess  to  have  distributed 
just  as  much  of  the  literature  as  in  the  previous  year,  and 
yet  the  immigration  fell  off  to  an  alarming  extent,  and 
having  heard  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  state  that  this 
literature  has  been  working  satisfactorily  and  accomplishing 
what  it  was  intended  to  accomplish,  I  do  not  seo  why  there 
should  be  this  falling  off.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  chary 
of  giving  information.  Perhaps  he  thinks  it  is  not 
worth  while  at  this  period  of  the  Session  and  at 
this  late  hour,  to  discuss  the  matter  at  all.  I  see 
in  the  report  of  the  Montreal  immigration  agent  some 
statements  as  to  the  points  to  which  805  persons  have  been 
distributed  in  the  year  1881.  He  does  not  state  who  theie 
people  are  exactly,  but  I  presume,  from  other  portions  of 
his  report,  that  they  are  the  805  indigent  immigrants  who 
came  to  that  agency.  I  find  that  58  of  these  are  reported 
to  have  gone  to  my  own  county.  It  is  not  pretended  that 
these  are  all  the  immigrants  who  went  to  that  county,  but 
I  have  compared  that  statement  with  some  of  my  friends’, 
who  know  that  county  well,  and  I  have  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that,  while  I  do  not  deny  that  that  number  may 
have  gone  to  that  county,  a  very  large  number  have,  un¬ 
fortunately,  not  stayed  there.  A  large  number  of  these  men 
were  men  who  pretended  to  be  farm  hands,  and  went  for 
tho  purpose  of  working  on  farms;  but  after  they  had  been 
there  a  few  days,  it  was  found  that  they  were  totally  unac¬ 
quainted  with  farm  work,  and  had  probably  dono  nothing 
in  their  lives  but  handle  pick  and  shovel,  and,  in  other  words, 
wore  navvies.  Consequently,  they  went  back  to  Montreal 
and  tried  to  find  other  work.  The  Minister  has  stated  that  for 
a  long  time  he  has  not  assisted  any  but  agricultural  laborers. 
Of  course  the  officers  of  the  Department  may  have  been 
deceived;  but  the  information  upon  which  these  men  have 
been  assisted  must  have  been  very  inadequate.  The  Minister 
of  Agriculture  acknowledged  that  a  good  many  people  were 
going  back  to  England,  and  he  gave,  as  a  reason,  that  they 
were  navvies  who  have  been  at  work  on  our  railroads,  but 
many  of  these  people  had  been  assisted  to  come  here  and  I 
have  heard  him  say  frequently  that  one  of  the  great  advan- 
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tages  of  our  railway  construction  in  this  country  was  the 
establishment  here  of  a  number  of  men  who  would  work 
on  the  railway  construction  and  afterwards  would 
settle  in  the  country.  A  little  while  ago  the  Minister 
answered  a  question  put  by  me  as  to  the  Finlanders, 
and  I  find  by  the  Ottawa  immigration  agency  report, 
that  of  2,487  souls  temporarily  relieved,  no  less  than 
420  were  Fins.  The  Minister  intimated  that  these 
Fins  were  able  to  get  along  without  any  help,  but  I  find 
that  420  of  them  were  assisted,  and  wore  sent  to  Renfrew 
and  to  the  district  of  Algoma,  and  other  places  along  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  construction,  and  I  have  inhu¬ 
mation  that  they  were  brought  free  to  Ottawa  and  sent  on 
by  the  Government,  so  that  the  contractors  upon  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  might  be  supplied  with  their  labor. 
The  Ottawa  agent  says  : 

“I  have  great  pleasure  in  referring  to  the  satisfactory  foreign  element 
that  has  passed  through  my  hands  this  year,  especially  Finlanders  and 
Scandinavians.  These  men  are  always  in  demand  by  contractors,  and 
are  preferred  by  them  above  all  othere.  The  number  of  this  class  has 
this  year  increased  from  265 — the  pioneers  of  their  countrymen— to  664.” 

The  agent  does  not  say  that  these  men  have  been  placed 
upon  farms,  or  have  proved  satisfactory  as  farm  laborers, 
hut  that  they  have  proved  satisfactory  as  contract  laborers 
upon  the  railways.  I  think  we  may  infer  from  that  that 
these  men  are  really  navvies,  and  not  farm  laborers  ;  but 
they  were  assisted  by  this  Government.  There  always  was 
and  still  is  in  this  country  a  great  lack  of  farm  laborers, 
and  I  am  willing  to  support  anything  that  can  be  done  to 
induce  them  to  come  to  this  country  ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  the  legitimate  work  of  the  Department  to  bring 
navvies  here  instead  of  those  farm  laborers.  1  alluded  last 
Session  to  the  Forestry  Exhibition  as  a  means  of  attracting 
immigrants,  and  I  urged  upon  the  Government  that  Canada 
should  be  properly  represented  at  that  exhibition.  I  find, 
in  the  report  of  Mr.  Gray,  agent  in  Scotland,  these  words : 

“  On  several  occasions  I  attended  tbe  Forestry  Exhibition  in  Edin¬ 
burgh,  and  found  that  the  New  Brunswick  exhibit  attracted  a  great 
deal  of  attention.  Mr.  Jack,  who  had  charge  of  it,  took  great  pains  in 
imparting  information  to  all  those  taking  an  interest  in  matters  pertain¬ 
ing  to  forestry,  as  well  as  to  those  who  wished  to  become  acquainted 
with  the  leading  features  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  generally.  I  think 
a  great  opportunity  was  lost  here  in  not  having  all  the  various  Pro¬ 
vinces  of  the  Dominion  properly  represented.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  a  great  deal  of  good  was  done  to  Canada  through  the  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  exhibit,  and  I  took  occasion,  at  this  exhibition,  as  on  all  similar 
occasions,  to  have  a  large  quantity  of  our  printed  matter  distributed.” 

Here  is  a  direct  corroboration  of  the  position  I  took  last 
Session  on  this  subject.  The  hon.  Minister  has  said  that  he 
intends  to  reduce  the  expenditure  this  year  by  $150,000. 
Would  he  tell  us  in  what  particulars  he  proposes  to  make 
that  reduction  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  find  we  paid  a  commission 
on  children  coming  to  Canada  of  $2  a  piece,  or  $1,516. 
What  arrangement  has  the  Department  made  in  bringing 
out  children,  and  how  far  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  encourage  that  ?  I  find  that  the  matter  has  been 
taken  up  by  the  Trade  and  Labor  Council  of  Toronto,  who 
have  pronounced  against  it.  They  give  their  opinion  that 
there  are  more  orphan  children  now  in  Canada  than  are 
properly  cared  for.  I  see  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has  stated,  at 
a  public  meeting  in  London,  that  there  is  room  for  100,000 
of  such  children. 

Mr.  POPE.  These  children  are  brought  out  to  this 
country  by  charitable  people,  and  it  is  a  good  class  of  immi¬ 
gration.  I  do  assist  them  to  the  extent  of  $2  a  head,  and  I 
intend  to  do  it  in  the  future.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bromo  (Mr.  Fisher),  I  may  say  that 
the  amount  of  money  that  was  paid  this  last  year,  $59,448, 
for  passages,  was  for  passages  of  the  year  before.  I  think  I 
can  save  that  very  well.  For  printing  there  was  $15,000 
paid  this  last  year  of  the  year  before,  because  we  were  short 
of  money  We  shall  save,  also,  for  inland  passages,  some¬ 


thing  like  $50,000  this  year.  That  is  the  position  in 
which  we  stand  now.  I  do  not  expect  quite  as  much  immi¬ 
gration  this  year,  on  account  of  what  has  happened 
in  the  North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  wants  to 
know  what  I  propose  to  do,  and  how  I  propose  to 
keep  up  this  staff.  I  propose  to  treat  it  as  any  business 
span  would  treat  anything.  We  have  taken  hold  of  this 
work  ;  we  have  got  our  agents  on  the  other  side,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  after  this  year  we  shall  find  as  large  an  immi¬ 
gration  as  we  have  had  hitherto,  and  I  intend  to  work  these 
men.  Our  publications  will  be  as  numerous  and  our  work 
will  be  just  as  heavy.  I  propose  to  keep  our  organisations, 
and  to  bring  out  immigrants,  as  wo  have  been  doing  hitherto. 

I  may  say  to  every  non.  member  that  I  will  bring  out  farm 
laborers.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  said  that  we  do 
not  want  farm  laborers.  There  never  was  a  time  when  we 
supplied  the  demand  for  farm  laborers,  and  we  are  not  doing 
it  to-day.  I  intend  to  bring  them  to  this  country.  But 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that  we  should  only  bring  out 
men  of  large  means,  men  who  were  born  with  silver  spoons 
in  their  mouths,  men  who  will  come  with  capital  to  buy 
farms.  Almost  two-thirds  of  the  men  of  Ontario  came  to 
this  country  without  means  and  worked  out  their  living. 
I  expect  hereafter  that  we  shall  find  that  the  leading  men 
were  those  who  came  here  without  a  shilling.  They  knew 
how  to  work,  and  they  worked  out  their  living.  There  are 
many  such  men  in  this  House  to-day,  and  they  are  those 
who  have  brought  this  country  up  to  its  present 
position.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  sneer  at  the 
men  who  have  come  to  this  country  and  talk 
about  labor  unions.  Are  we  going  to  adopt  a  policy 
because  the  labor  unions,  whose  views  I  am  always 
glad  to  consider,  say  so?  No;  ours  will  be  a  better 
and  a  broader  policy,  one  which  I  believe  the  country 
requires.  Although  there  may  be  in  Toronto  and  Montreal 
some  labor  unions,  I  am  satisfied  to  appeal  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  farmers  who  want  laborers,  who  will  not  believe 
in  the  nonsense  of  pandering  to  a  set  of  men  in  the  towns. 
I  appeal  to  the  farmers  who  want  laborers  and  to  those  who 
came  to  this  country  without  a  farthing,  and  I  ask  them 
whether  they  do  not  want  agriculturists  to  settle  here.  The 
interests  of  industrial  labor  and  agriculture  are  one — and  I 
respect  each  in  its  proper  sphere— -but  hon.  gentlemen  oppo« 
site  know  very  well,  when  they  talk  about  the  men  who 
have  built  up  the  country  and  hewed  down  the  woods  and 
settled  the  land,  that  they  were  such  men  as  we  have  brought 
here.  They  say  our  immigration  policy  has  failed,  and  that  we 
did  not  get  as  many  last  year.  How  many  did  we  get  last 
year?  We  got  103,000.  If  only  one-half  of  those  wore  good 
for  anything,  or  if  there  were  only  50,000  worth  anything - - 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Where  are  they? 

Mr.  POPE.  Do  you  suppose  that  I  can  tell  you  whore 
everyone  is  and  call  him  by  name.  It  is  frivolous  nonsense  to 
talk  thus.  I  say  those  men  came  here,  103,000  of  thorn ;  and  if 
only  one  half  were  good  settlers  they  were  wo  t  th  $25,000,000 
to  this  country.  They  were  worth  at  least  $500  each, 
while  on  the  other  side  of  the  line  each  immigrant  is  valued 
at  $1,000.  So  I  say  the  money  was  not  entirely  lost. 
Suppose  only  one-fourth  of  them  proved  good  settlers,  and 
we  threw  out  the  other  three-quarters,  then  thoy  cost  no 
more  than  the  immigrants  brought  out  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  when  they  were  in  office.  You  may  talk  all  kinds 
of  theory,  but  let  us  see  what  has  been  the  result  of 
the  operations.  I  find  in  1875  our  immigrants  to  cost  us 
$10.85  per  head  ;  1876,  $11.12 ;  1877,  $6.78  ;  1878,  $6.23  ; 
1879,  $4.35;  1880,  $471;  1881,  4.30 ;  1883,  $3.08 ;  1884, 
$4.15.  So  in  our  time,  in  the  very  last  year,  although  a 
considerable  portion  of  that  sum  was  paid  for  work  done 
the  year  before,  even  if  three-quarters  of  the  immigrants 
proved  worthless,  yet  the  one-quarter  of  the  number  left  did 
not  cost  us  more  than  the  immigrants  brought  out  by  the 


2852 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


late  Government.  So  it  has  been  a  success,  and  I  do  not 
propose  to  reduce  our  agencies.  I  propose  that  every  man 
shall  do  his  work  and  do  it  well ;  and  I  believe  if  there  is 
any  one  thing  that  is  important  to  the  country,  that  is 
going  to  build  up  and  make  a  country  for  us,  it  is  bringing 
people  here  and  settling  up  our  waste  landj  As  far  as  I 
can,  I  will  bring  tenant  farmers  and  men  with  means,  but 
I  do  not  pi’opose  to  confine  myself  to  those  men.  I  intend 
to  bring  out  agricultural  laborers,  and  while  the  people  in 
cities  and  towns  may  be  led  to  imagine  that  they  will  com¬ 
pete  for  work  and  be  afraid  that  they  are  going  to  take  away 
their  employment,  the  farmers  and  the  common  sense  of 
the  country  must  tell  us  that  what  I  am  doing  is  the  right 
thing  for  the  whole  country,  and  I  am  perfectly  certain  they 
will  support  the  course  we  are  pursuing. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  suppose  the  farmers  will 
not  feel  very  particularly  pleased  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
brings  out  a  certain  number  of  mechanics.  That  is  the 
class  to  which  I  was  devoting  my  remarks.  I  did  not  say 
we  should  not  bring  out  farm  laborers.  The  bon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  brought  out  mechanics,  and  he  says  he  intends  to 
do  so.  He  says  he  will  pursue  the  same  policy  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  told  the  hon.  gentleman  several  times 
that  last  autumn  I  had  put  a  stop,  so  far  as  I  could,  to  that 
immigration,  and  I  had  advertised  that  no  mechanics  or 
navvies  should  be  brought  into  the  country  by  assistance  or 
advice  from  my  Department. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understood  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  he  would  not  be  put  aside  by  any  trade  or 
labor  union,  but  that  he  would  pursue  the  same  policy  in 
the  future  as  he  had  in  the  past. 

Mr.  POPE.  In  bringing  to  this  country  that  class  of 
immigrants  which  the  country  required,  that  is  agricultural 
laborers,  and  that  I  had  stopped,  so  tar  as  I  could,  bringing 
those  not  required,  that  is  mechanics  and  artisans. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Hansard  will  prove  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  effect  said  he  did  not  care  what  the 
trades  and  labor  council  represents,  he  would  go  on  and 
bring  them  in.  With  respect  to  the  item  of  $124,000,  the 
Minister  has  told  us  that  it  is  a  reduced  estimate,  because 
last  year  he  asked  for  more  because  they  wanted  to  close  up 
the  previous  year’s  operations,  on  which  there  was  a 
deficiency.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  his  per  capita 
calculation  on  the  cost  of  immigration  to  this  country,  he 
he  makes  it  on  a  basis  of  $24,000  less  than  was  paid. 

Mr.  POPE.  That  was  last  year.  If  it  had  been  larger 
it  would  have  been  so  much  less  than  this  year. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  But  how  much  in  that  year? 

Mr.  POPE.  About  $4. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  will  not  enter  into  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  this  question,  but  he  knows  that  we  deny  that  on 
this  side,  and  that  these  figures  cannot  be  demonstrated.  His 
own  census  shows  that  we  have  only  lb*  per  cent,  increase 
in  Canada,  while  the  natural  increase  alone  should  be  20 
per  cent. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  said  a  great  deal 
about  mechanics,  but  I  say  that  they  make  the  best  settlers 
we  can  have,  for  they  not  only  work  at  their  trades,  but 
thoy  make  good  farmers,  and  they  are  splendid  laborers. 
Many  of  them  are  good  farmers  throughout  the  country, 
when  they  are  not  working  at  their  trades.  1  do  not  think 
they  ought  to  be  despised  or  disparaged. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  No  one  despises  them,  but  we 
say  that  the  money  of  Canada  should  not  be  expended  to 
pay  their  assisted  passages  here. 

Mr.  Pope. 


June  24, 


Mr.  HICKEY.  Why  are  you  against  them  more  than 
anybody  else? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Because  there  is  no  employ¬ 
ment  for  them. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  There  is. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  There  may  bo  at  odd  times, 
but  the  reports  from  every  city  show  that  there  is  not  in  the 
winter  months. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order’.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  discussing  a  question  which  has  been  disposed  of 
by  the  Minister,  who  says  there  are  no  assisted  passages  to¬ 
day. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Minister  will  not  ven¬ 
ture  to  say  that  no  laborers  have  come  to  this  country  on 
assisted  passages,  other  than  farm  laborers,  since  the  orders 
have  been  given.  They  may  have  come  in  spite  of  hi3  orders, 
but  if  they  are  a  desirable  class,  why  discriminate  ? 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  say  we  should  not  discriminate. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Then  the  Minister  is  pur¬ 
suing  a  wrong  policy,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  DAVIES,  After  the  Minister’s  explanation,  there  still 
remains  $25,000  of  the  vote  which  he  has  not  attempted  to 
account  for,  and  he  repeats  the  statement  that  he  expects  as 
large  an  immigration  as  before. 

Mr.  POPE.  No ;  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  Quite  the  contrary. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Then  I  misunderstood  him.  Does  he 
account  for  the  other  $25,000  by  estimating  for  increased 
immigration.  Am  I  right  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  did  not  say  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  Minister  of  Customs  contradicted  me, 
and  told  me  I  was  wrong. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  said, 
and  if  he  said  it  once  he  said  it  twenty  times,  was,  that  he 
did  not  expect  as  large  an  immigration  this  year  as  last 
year  or  the  year  before,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
repeated  two  or  three  times  that  the  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  expected  as  large  an  immigration. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  say  he  bases  his  estimates  on  as  large 
an  immigration.  The  hon.  Minister  will  not  state  why  he 
makes  the  vote  this  much  less — he  cannot,  or  he  will  not. 
If  it  is  not  on  the  ground  of  a  lesser  immigration,  I  suppose 
we  may  expect  to  discuss  it  at  some  length  on  concurrence. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  I  do  not  use  it,  it  will  not  be  used ;  but  I 
intend  to  take  the  same  vote. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  is  not  the  same  vote;  it  is $150,000  less. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  ho  can  explain  it  in  a  few 
minutes,  and  if  he  does  not,  I  suppose  there  will  be  a  long 
controversy  on  concurrence,  and  time  wasted,  in  connection 
with  the  information  which  he  is  now  trying  to  withhold 
from  the  House.  We  have  a  right  to  some  information  from 
the  Department,  and  wo  havo  got  very  little  to-night.  The 
hon.  gentleman  threw  a  sneer  across  the  House  about  some 
remarks  I  made  in  support  of  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron.  Those  remarks  were  not  offered  in  a  party  sense, 
but  I  wished  the  Minister  to  recognise  that  there  ai’e  other 
portions  of  this  Dominion  than  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec.  He  ought  to  know  that  the  classes  of  immigrants 
whose  expenses  he  is  defraying  to  this  country  are  not  the 
classes  suited  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  that  there  is 
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room  there  for  a  large  class  of  tenant  farmers  that  he 
sneers  at,  as  men  who  are  born  with  silver  spoons  in  their 
mouths.  Such  language  is  uncalled  for  and  indefensible.  I 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a  demand  fora  large 
class  of  small  farmers.  He  says  he  does  not  intend  to  try 
to  encourage  that  class  of  immigration.  He  sneered  at  it ; 
he  spoke  of  men  coming  to  this  country  without  a  cent  in 
their  pocket  and  becoming  millionaires.  These  men  we  all 
admire.  But  the  time  they  came  was  suitable  for  them  ; 
but  the  country  is  not  so  suitable  for  them  now. 

Mr.  POPE.  Never  so  good. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  He  will  not  get  any  one  from  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  to  tell  him  that  that  class  is  desirable.  But 
I  think  he  should  try  to  point  out  the  advantages  the  older 
Provinces  offer  to  tenant  farmers  with  small  capital.  I 
suppose  he  does  not  care  for  them. 

Mr.  HICKEV.  Write  a  pamphlet. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  We  are  making  statements  which  are  just 
as  good  as  pamphlets.  I  want  no  better  pamphlet  than  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow), 
who  spoke  as  I  do. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  The  Minister  said  he  wished  to  get  them. 
The  Hansard  will  show  that  he  did. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  He  did  not  want  that  class  at  all.  His 
great  desire  was  to  get  those  who  had  not  anything ;  but 
there  are  many  parts  of  the  Dominion  which  are  not  suitable 
for  them,  and  when  he  is  spending  so  much  money  we  had 
better  have  some  information  to  put  before  the  tenant  farmers 
to  induce  them  to  come  here,  instead  of  going  to  Australia. 

Mr.  HESSON.  One  would  suppose,  from  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said,  that  it  would  be  possible  to  prevent  the 
desirable  class  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  from  coming 
here.  What  course  does  he  want  the  Minister  to  pursue  ? 
Those  agriculturists  have  the  same  information  regarding 
this  country  as  other  classes.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the 
Minister  was  going  to  prevent  men  born  with  silver  spoons 
in  their  mouths  from  coming  to  this  country.  The  way  is 
open  to  them  also.  It  is  true  the  Minister  does  not  assist 
that  class ;  but  surely  they  are  as  able  to  pay  their  way  as 
others  who  seek  new  homes  for  themselves  in  this  country. 
I  think  my  hon.  friend  asks  a  very  unreasonable  thing  from 
the  Minister  when  he  asks  him  to  point  out  absolutely  every 
dollar  of  the  expenditure  which  he  will  make  out  of  this 
vote  of  $300,000.  It  is  impossible  for  the  Minister  to  give 
the  exact  number  of  immigrants,  within  100,  1,000  or 
5,000,  who  will  take  advantage  of  the  assisted  passages.  It 
is  as  well  to  vote  a  large  enough  amount,  and  if  it  is  not 
used  to  assist  that  large  and  desirable  class,  we  shall  still 
have  the  money. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
conceived  the  question  aright  at  all.  The  Minister  is  not 
asking  for  a  greater  vote,  and  there  is  no  exception  taken 
to  the  vote.  He  is  asking  a  less  vote,  and  what  he  has 
asked  was,  whether  he  expected  a  less  result,  and  if  so, 
whether  a  smaller  staff  would  be  maintained.  In  this 
amount  of  $330,000  there  are  some  $81,000  for  printing. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  that  is  a  subject  that 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  thoroughly  to-night.  It  may  be 
right  for  an  office  in  Prescott  to  get  $6,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  was  fully  investigated.  Every  item 
of  the  expenditure  for  printing  was  explained  in  another 
place,  and  vouchers  and  pamphlets  were  piled  on  the 
Table. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  was  not  a  member  of  that 
Other  place. 

Mr,  BOWELL,  You  read  the  newspaper. 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Apai't  from  that,  I  want  to 
ask  the  Minister  if  ho  proposes  that  part  of  the  reduction 
shall  be  made  in  the  cost  of  printing  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No;  I  do  not  propose  that  there  should  be 
any  reduction  in  giving  information.  I  desire  to  give  all 
the  information  1  can,  and  as  cheaply  as  I  can ;  but  I  do 
not  profess  to  know  anything  at  all  about  printing.  What 
I  do  is  this :  A  pamphlet  is  to  bo  printed,  and  the  Queen’s 
Printer  fixes  the  prices  that  should  be  paid  for  it,  under  the 
present  tariff  of  the  Ontario  Government.  I  do  not  think 
my  hon.  friend  would  ask  me,  while  1  am  trying  to  enlarge 
the  field  from  which  we  shall  draw  immigrants,  to  abridge 
at  all  the  information  I  am  giving. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  this  all  pamphlet  work  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes.  With  regard  to  Prescott,  it  was  the 
only  place  we  had  to  get  German  printingdone  at;  I  do  not 
know  the  man  who  did  the  work. 

Quarantine . . . . . .  $60,966 

Mr.  LA1SGELIER.  I  see  an  item,  $16,000  for  medical 
inspection.  Last  year  a  certain  number  of  immigrants 
attacked  with  measles  and  small  pox  were  landed  at  Levis, 
crossed  over  in  the  ordinary  ferry  boats  to  Quebec,  and 
were  brought  in  ordinary  vehicles  to  the  marine  hospital. 
Owing  to  this  want  of  the  most  ordinary  precautions,  the 
city  ran  great  risk  of  being  attacked  by  this  contagious 
disease,  and,  as  it  was,  one  of  the  children  of  the  hospital 
physicians  died  from  the  contagion.  No  real  quarantine 
took  place,  as  the  immigrants  came  in  steamers,  which  do 
not  stop  in  quarantine.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
steps  the  hon.  gentloman  has  taken  to  prevent  a  similar 
occurrence  next  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  steamers  this  year  will  all  have  to  stop 
at  quarantine,  and  if  they  have  any  sick  on  board  they  will 
have  to  remain  at  Grosse  Isle.  I  made  this  arrangement, 
as  I  thought  too  much  risk  was  run  in  allowing  the  steamers 
to  come  through  to  Quebec  without  being  examined  at 
Grosse  Isle.  There  is  an  increase  of  $10,000  in  the  item 
of  public  health.  This  is  taken  as  a  precautionary  measure, 
in  case  we  should  be  visited  by  cholera  or  other  infectious 
disease.  I  hope  I  will  not  have  to  use  it  all,  though  prob¬ 
ably  I  will  have  to  use  some  of  it,  as  there  will  have  to  be 
more  expenditure  in  every  port,  whether  it  be  a  quarantine 
station  or  not,  in  the  event  of  the  advent  of  cholera.  If 
not  a  quarantine  station,  the  Custom  house  officer  is  a 
quarantine  officer,  and  all  vessels  will  have  to  be  inspected. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  House  adjourned  at  2:40  a.m., 
Thursday. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  25th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  Ono  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MILITIA  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  CARON  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  152) 
to  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act,  1883.  He  said  : 
The  Bill  is  to  take  authority  to  increase  the  perma¬ 
nent  corps.  Under  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act  of  1883, 
the  limit  fixed  to  the  permanent  corps,  so  far  as  numbers 
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are  concerned,  was  750.  This  Act  takes  authority  to  increase 
the  force  from  750  to  1,000  men.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  one  school  of  infantry  at  London,  and  one  school 
at  Winnipeg — one-half  mounted  infantry  and  the  other  half 
the  ordinary  infantry  corps.  It  has  been  considered 
necessary,  in  consequence  of  the  recent  events  which  have 
taken  place,  to  supplement  the  organisation  of  the  permanent 
corps  by  increasing  the  number  of  men  from  750  to  1,000. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  STATISTICS. 

Mr.  ROYAL  (for  Mr.  TassIs)  asked,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  reorganise  the  system  of 
statistics  and  to  publish  each  year  a  volume  containing  a 
statistical  summary  in  relation  to  the  working  of  the  several 
branches  of  the  public  service  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  understand  that  this  mat¬ 
ter  is  receiving  the  special  attention  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  order  to  see  whether  the 
suggestion  made  in  this  question  should  not  be  carried  into 
effect. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  JAMAICA. 

Mr.  LAURIER  asked,  Whether  the  Government  have 
had  any  communication  from  the  delegates  of  the  Island  of 
Jamaica  now  visiting  the  Dominion,  and  if  so,  whether 
they  can  state  the  nature  of  the  same  ?  Whether  there  is 
any  prospect  of  any  basis  for  a  commercial  treaty  between 
the  two  colonies  being  agreed  upon  before  tho  departure  of 
said  delegates  from  this  country  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  Government  has 
received  a  communication  from  the  delegates  from  the  Island 
of  Jamaica  now  visiting  the  Dominion.  The  correspon¬ 
dence  is  now  going  on,  and  we  cannot  just  now  state  the 
nature  of  the  same,  nor  what  may  be  the  result  of  those 
communications. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST— ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  TO  SETTLERS. 

Mr.  ROYAL  (for  Mr.  Ross)  asked,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  furnish  assistance  to  those 
settlers  in  the  North-West  whose  houses  have  been 
destroyed,  or  who  have  been  unable  to  put  in  crops  during 
the  present  year  in  consequence  of  the  rebellion  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  subject  is  engaging 
the  eai'nest  attention  of  the  Government. 

EQUIPMENT  OF  THE  90th  BATTALION. 

Mr.  ROYAL  (for  Mr.  Ross)  asked,  Whether  it  is  tho 
intention  of  the  Government  to  compensate  the  members 
of  the  90th  Battalion  for  the  expenditure  incurred  by  them 
for  clothing  and  equipment  necessary  to  enable  thorn  to  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  front  and  which  owing  to  the  emergency  of  the 
service  could  not  be  obtained  from  militia  stores  in  the 
usual  way  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
compensate  tho  90th  for  any  legitimate  and  necessary 
expense  incurred  for  clothing  and  equipment  of  the  bat¬ 
talion,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  every  other  battalion. 

DOMINION  LANDS  SALES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  What  sum  has 
been  received  up  to  date  on  account  of  sales  of  Dominion 
lands,  for  fiscal  year  1881-85  ?  What  sum  has  been 
expended  up  to  date  and  charged  to  capital  account  for 
Mr.  Caron. 
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surveys  of  lands  in  the  North-West,  during  the  present  fiscal 
year  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  statement  is  not 
quite  ready  but  it  will  be  brought  down  soon. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  might  explain  that 
what  I  want  is  such  information  as  you  have  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  books.  The  hon.  the  Minister  will  understand,  of 
course,  that  there  may  be  payments  not  yet  received  or 
notified  at  Ottawa.  I  only  want  what  the  books  show. 

Question  allowed  to  stand. 

DISPUTED  BOUNDARIES  OF  ONTARIO. 

Mr.  MILLS  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  invite  Parliament  this  Session  to  ask  for 
Imperial  legislation  to  give  effect  to  the  report  of  the  Judi¬ 
cial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  of  the  22nd  of  July 
last,  in  reference  to  the  disputed  boundaries  of  Ontario  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  Government  will  be 
able  to  answer  that  question  next  month,  or  rather,  next 
week. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  make  an  explanation  which 
is  due  to  the  officers  of  the  House  and  which  it  affords  me 
great  pleasure  to  make.  A  day  or  two  ago,  I  called  the 
attention  of  tho  House  to  the  fact,  as  I  supposed,  that  a 
question  which  I  had  put  on  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  had 
not  boon  put  on  the  Order  Paper.  I  was  misled.  In  look¬ 
ing  at  the  Debates  of  Tuesday,  I  saw  that  a  question  was 
asked  by  Mr.  Trow  in  reference  to  savings  banks  deposits 
and  was  answered,  which  I  had  before  put  on  the  paper  and 
had  withdrawn.  As  I  had  only  one  question  to  put  upon 
the  Order  Paper  I  supposed  this  was  the  one,  and  the  question 
I  referred  to  was  answered  on  the  following  day  by  the  Act¬ 
ing  Minister  of  Finance.  I  beg  to  retract  all  I  said  or  any 
insinuation  I  may  have  made  at  that  time  with  respect  to 
a  dereliction  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  officials  of  the  House. 
The  Government  was  not  only  kind  enough  to  answer  the 
question  once  but  to  put  on  for  me  again  a  question  that 
was  previously  answered.  All  the  notices  I  have  given  have 
boon  regularly  placed  upon  the  Order  Paper  and  answered. 

ENQUIRY  FOR  A  RETURN. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  want  to  enquire  from 
the  Minister  of  Customs  what  about  those  savings  banks 
returns.  Generally  the  Minister  of  Customs  is  punctual,  I 
am  bound  to  admit,  in  l-edeeming  his  promises,  but  I  have 
received  promises  from  him  which  are  considerably  over* 
due  about  these  savings  banks  returns. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  am  very  sorry  I  am  not  able  to  fulfil 
the  promise  I  made  the  other  day.  I  remember  distinctly 
saying  that  if  I  could  not  get  them  complete  I  would  give 
them  to  him  in  part.  I  may  frankly  state  that  I  wrote  a 
note  to  the  Finance  Department  to  have  them  prepared, 
and  since  that  time  I  have  forgotten  all  about  it.  I  will  see 
to  it  again. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  131)  further  to  amend  “  An  Act  for  the  better 
preservation  of  the  peace  in  the  vicinity  of  public  works  ” 
and  the  Acts  in  amendment  thereof. —  (Mr.  Caron.) 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN,  in  moving  the  second  read¬ 
ing  of  Bill  (No.  147)  to  authorise  the  grant  of  certain 
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subsidies  in  land  for  the  construction  of  the  railways  therein 
mentioned,  said:  At  a  previous  stage  of  this  Bill  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  reminded  me  that  I  had  promised  to  add 
an  amendment  in  order  to  state  that  these  grants  were  to 
be  made  by  the  Government  in  accordance  with  the  Orders 
in  Council  that  had  been  passed  relating  to  each  of  them. 
In  Committee  of  the  Whole  I  intend  to  move  in  amendment 
to  add  the  following  words  to  the  5th  clause 

And  each  of  them,  may  be  so  made  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  the 
said  railways  respectively,  in  the  proportions  and  upon  the  conditions 
fixed  by  the  Orders  in  Council  made  in  respect  thereof,  each  of  the  said 
enterprises  being  respectively  subject  to  any  modifications  thereof 
which  may  hereafter  be  made  by  the  Governor  in  Council ;  and  except 
as  to  such  conditions,  the  said  grants. 

Bill  read  the  second  time ;  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  5. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  the  amendment  above 
cited. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  proposal  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  objec¬ 
tionable  in  this  respect,  that  it  proposes  to  neutralise  all  the 
other  additions  of  the  Order  in  Council  at  the  will  of  the 
Government.  I  understood  from  the  Government  that  they 
would  ask  Parliament  to  sanction  the  grants  of  these  lands 
to  these  companies  under  conditions  which  had  been  finally 
settled. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  This  amendment  is  necessary 
to  give  that  power,  because  the  object  of  Paidiament  in 
sanctioning  these  grants  of  land  subsidies  to  these  companies 
is  that  these  railways  may  be  built.  We  wish  to  avoid  any 
obstacle  being  put  in  the  way  of  these  companies  building 
these  railways,  therefore  if,  under  the  conditions  of  these 
Orders  in  Council  any  modification  was  required  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  building  of  a  railway,  without,  of  course,  going 
against  an  Act  of  Parliament,  I  think  the  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil  should  have  the  power  to  make  that  modification.  The 
fact  is  some  modification  may  be  required  at  the  last  moment 
when  they  might  be  just  on  the  eve  of  obtaining  money  to 
build  the  lailway  under  this  subsidy  ;  and  I  think  it  would 
be  regretable  if  we  were  then  to  delay  the  company  and  say 
to  them,  when  they  came  to  us :  No,  ""he  Act  is  positive,  you 
must  build  exactly  according  to  the  Orders  in  Council,  and 
not  go  beyond  them,  and  we  cannot  modify  them  in  any  way 
— though  it  might  be  in  the  same  sense  as  Parliament  would 
wish  it  to  be  done.  We  must  always  keep  in  view  that  Par¬ 
liament  wishes  these  railways  to  be  built  and  has  set  aside 
this  quantity  of  land  for  that  purpose.  In  that  view  I  think 
the  Governor  in  Council  should  have  authority  to  modify 
these  Orders. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  intend  to  debate  the  question,  but 
at  the  proper  stage  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  to  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  proposal. 

Bill  reported  with  amendments. 

Amendment  read  the  first  and  second  time. 

THE  NORTH-WEST  TROUBLES. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  129) 
for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of  $1,700,000  required 
for  defraying  certain  expenses  now  being  incurred  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  troubles  in  the  North-West  Territories. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentloman  will  give  the 
House  further  information  as  to  how  the  money  has  been 
expended. 

Mr.  CARON.  When  the  matter  was  brought  before  the 
House  by  my  hon.  friend  and  colleague  the  Acting  Minister  i 
of  Finance,  I  was  not  in  the  House ;  but  afterwards,  from  1 


my  seat,  I  stated  I  would  give  to  the  House  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  it  was  possible  to  obtain  in  view  of  the  difficulties  which 
every  hon.  mombor  will  understand  to  exist,  in  procuring 
vouchers  from  distant  districts,  and  it  was  impossible  for  me 
at  that  time  to  give  the  information  which  I  now  propose  to 
submit  to  the  House  ; 

“Expenditure  on  account  of  North-West  militia  service,  up  to  the  23rd 
June,  1885 : 


Pay  and  subsistence . .  $249,491  54 

Clothing,  stores  and  necessaries . .  61,244  34 

Arms  and  ammunition .  . .  .  50,431  40 

Telegraph  construction .  23,094  44 

Sums  paid  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company .  96,000  00 


Total  expenditure . $1,644,263  42 


“  Pay  and  subsistence  include  pay  of  officers  and  men.  Supplies  and 
subsistence  of  men— forage  for  horses  and  other  incidental  expenses,  in¬ 
cluding  field  equipment. 

“  Clothing  and  necessaries  include  payments  for  blankets,  water-proof 
sheets,  woollen  under- clothing,  shirts,  socks,  boots,  mitts,  winter  caps, 
mufflers,  etc ,  etc. 

“  Arms  and  ammunition  include  payments  for  Gatling  guns,  revolvers 
and  amunition. 

“  Telegraph  construction,  payments  for  building  telegraph  lines. 

“  Payments  to  Hudson  Bay  Company,  a  e  for  supplies  and  transport 
service  between  Qu’Appelle  and  Clark’s  Growing,  Swift  Current  and 
Battleford,  Moose  Jaw  and  the  Elbow  of  the  Saskatchewan,  Calgary  and 
Edmonton,  and  other  points  in  the  Territories.” 

The  vouchers  have  been  carefully  examined  by  the  princi¬ 
pal  supply  officer  of  the  militia,  Lieutenant-Colonel  Jack- 
son,  who  is  in  charge  at  Winnipeg,  and  after  examining 
them  he  reported  they  were  perfectly  satisfactory.  Since 
the  vouchers  have  been  handed  over  to  the  Department  here 
they  have  been  auditod  by  Mr.  O’Meara,  chief  accountant  of 
Ihe  Department,  and  they  are  reported  to  be  perfectly  accu¬ 
rate  with  the  vouchers  received.  There  is  a  second  state¬ 
ment  which  I  have  been  enabled  to  have  prepared  for  the 
information  of  the  House  quite  lately.  It  is  as  follows 

“  Militia  on  Active  Service,  North-West  Territories. 

“  Statement  relative  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  account  with  the 
Department  of  Militia  and  Defence. 

The  amount  paid  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Com¬ 
pany  by  the  Department  of  Militia  and 
Defence  for  supplies  and  transport  furnished 
the  militia  field  forces  in  the  Worth-West 

Territories  up  to  9th  May,  1885  was .  $460,000  00 

The  accounts  rendered  by  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Company  show  an  expenditure  up  to  9th 
May,  1885,  as  follows  : — 

Expenditure  as  per  statement  with  vouchers.  297,631  48 
Expenditure  as  per  statement,  vouchers  not  yet 
rendered . .  . .  193,592  65 


$491,124  03 

“The  whole  of  this  expenditure  is  for  the  general  supplies  required  for 
an  8rmy  in  the  field,  viz  :  For  bread,  meat,  flouri  bacon,  forage, 
blanKets,  tents,  horses,  saddlery,  arms,  ammunition,  transport,  &c.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  While  I  thiDk  my  hoD.  friend  was  right  in 
asking  tho  Minister  of  Militia  to  make  some  statement,  a 
request  which  the  Minister  has  complied  with,  I  think  it  is 
too  early  a  period  to  enter  into  an  examination  of  the 
accounts  or  to  criticise  or  to  scrutinise  thorn.  Therefore, 
subject  to  a  question  or  two  on  concurrence,  upon  which  I 
think  the  Minister  can  furnish  some  information,  I  do  not 
for  my  part  propose  to  enter  into  any  analysis  of  the  state¬ 
ment  he  has  made. 

Bill  read  the  second  time  ;  and  the  Houso  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
under  tho  arrangement  made  in  the  fall  of  1883,  and  contin¬ 
ued  afterwards,  arranged  that  as  part  of  the  security  for  an 
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advance,  agreed  that  the  money  received  for  postal  and 
transport  service  should  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  the 
Receiver-General.  I  suppose  Ahis  has  been  done ;  and  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  the  money  for  postal  and  trans¬ 
port  services  was  paid  into  the  hands  of  the  Receiver- 
General  until  a  comparatively  recent  period  ;  but  I  desire 
to  know  whether  any  change  has  been  made  in  that 
arrangement,  and  whether  any  arrangement  is  now  in  force 
by  which  sums  which  ought  to  have  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Receiver-General  have  been  transferred  to  the 
credit  of  the  railway  company  and  are  included,  so  far  as 
they  apply  to  this  service,  in  any  recent  financial  arrange¬ 
ment  made  with  the  company. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand  it,  the 
arrangement  is  strictly  carried  out;  that  the  amount  earned 
from  the  carriage  of  mails  and  other  transport  from  the 
Government  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  is 
to  be  applied  to  the  credit  of  the  company  according  to  the 
arrangement  under  their  charter.  A  large  sum  of  money 
has  been  expended  by  that  company  in  furnishing  transport, 
carriages,  teams,  and  other  means  of  transport  across  the 
unconnected  portions  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and 
large  supplies  have  been  furnished,  food,  etc.,  for  the  sub¬ 
sistence  of  the  troops  going  west.  Of  course,  that  is  an 
unexpected  war  expense,  which  the  company  were  in  no 
way  obliged  to  undertake.  They  collected  teams,  they  took 
them  from  their  own  work,  and  they  furnished  to  the  troops 
food  and  supplies  of  every  kind,  in  order  to  push  them 
rapidly  westward.  An  explanation  has  been  made  with 
respect  to  that  exceptional  service.  With  respect  to  that 
exceptional  service  the  Government  have  paid  and  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  pay  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  the 
expenses  which  have  been  incurred  in  those  particulars. 
For  the  regular  transport  contemplated  by  the  contract,  the 
transport  of  the  mails,  is  originally  paid  to  them  and  car¬ 
ried  to  the  credit  of  the  company. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  refer  to  the  excep¬ 
tional  arrangements  in  connection  with  the  war  service, 
or  is  it  limited  to  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  company  in 
supplying  teams  and  subsistence  to  get  the  men  across  the 
gaps,  or  to  the  expenses  of  the  railway  in  carrying  the  men 
over  the  track  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  it  does  not  at  all 
apply  to  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  these  expenses  wore  incurred  at  a  com¬ 
paratively  early  period,  perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
give  us  an  idea  of  the  amount. 

Mr.  CARON.  We  have  not  been  able  to  get  a  complete 
statement  yet,  because  several  of  the  sub-contractors  had  to 
use  their  teams,  and  so  on,  and  had  not  been  able  to  hand  in 
their  accounts  to  the  company.  A  great  deal  of  delay  has 
occurred  in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  these  sub-contractors 
had  to  get  most  of  their  rations  and  supplies  from  a  great 
distance  from  Toronto  and  Montreal.  Accounts  were  thus 
delayed  for  thirty  days  or  perhaps  more  for  these  excep¬ 
tional  expenditures,  and  as  they  are  just  coming  in,  the 
company  cannot  render  a  complete  account  to  us.  I  can 
tell  the  hon.  gentleman,  however,  that  I  believe  that  the 
amount  of  $500,000  is  much  short  of  what  that  service  will 
be.  The  whole  expenditure  for  commissariat  service,  I  may 
say,  was  furnished  by  the  company,  and  from  the  excellent 
management  of  the  different  gentlemen  who  had  sub-con- 
tracts  on  the  line,  we  were  able  to  expedite  the  forwarding 
of  the  troops  without  any  possible  delay,  while  if  we  had 
had  to  send  our  own  supplies  there  would  have  been  consi¬ 
derable  delay. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that 
I  am  neither  condemning  nor  approving,  but  only  asking 
for  such  information  as  he  can  render,  without  criticising 
Mr.  Beake. 


the  lack  of  information.  I  think  that  would  be  premature, 
but  I  thought  that  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
having  regard  to  the  arrangement  which  had  been  made, 
demanded  just  that  much  enquiry.  I  think  it  would  be  pre¬ 
mature  even  to  criticise  the  statement  of  the  First  Minister 
on  that  subject.  I  suppose  we  will  have  the  facts  before  us 
next  Session,  and  I  am  quite  prepared  to  delay  dealing  with 
them  till  then.  There  is  another  matter  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  referred;  he  mentioned  $50,000  for  arms  and 
ammunition,  and  he  said  that  included  gatling  guns,  etc. 

I  would  ask  him  if  it  deals  with  a  very  large  order  of 
Martini-Henrys  which  was  mentioned  in  the  newspapers.  I 
know  nothing  of  it  except  from  the  newspapers,  but  I  think 
they  said  that  there  were  10,000  stands.  Were  those 
embraced  in  that  amount  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  No.  I  may  say  that  10,000  stands  were 
ordered,  as  I  was  authorised  by  Order  in  Council  to  order 
that  quantity  of  arms.  The  bill  was  only  returned  to  us  by 
the  last  mail.  In  framing  the  Bill,  asking  for  the  credit  which 
we  did  ask  for,  we  could  not  provide  for  that  expense, 
because  we  did  not  know  exactly  what  the  amount  would 
be,  as  the  prices  vary  from  time  to  time,  and  the  account 
was  not  rendered  to  us.  This  amount  merely  provides  for 
the  two  gatling  guns  which  were  ordered,  the  ammunition 
and  the  harness  required  to  make  them  complete  so  far  as 
equipment  goes,  and  also  some  revolvers  and  ammunition 
for  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  state  the  amount 
of  the  account  for  the  Martini-Henrys  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  I  can  give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  infor¬ 
mation  to-morrow,  but  I  would  not  like  to  name  the  figure 
from  memory. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  think  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  ask  on 
this  occasion,  as  we  are  making  provision  for  this  amount, 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman  is  able  to  give  a  further  state¬ 
ment  confirmatory  or  otherwise  of  the  necessarily  con¬ 
jectural  approximate  estimate  which  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  gave  when  asking  for  this  amount.  That  estimate 
was  about  $1,000,000,  including  a  very  definite  sum  for 
indemnities  of  various  kinds.  Id)  not  ask  him  for  an 
estimate  of  the  indemnities,  I  think  it  would  be  an  un¬ 
reasonable  thing  to  ask,  and  perhaps  prejudicial  to  the  public 
interest,  particularly  upon  that  subject.  Nor  do  I  enquire 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  grants  which  may  be 
brought  down  as  to  any  special  indemnities  for  volunteers. 
I  put  all  those  to  one  side  as  they  will  form  the  subject  of 
policy  which  no  doubt  we  will  hear  of  later  on,  and  they 
may  therefore  be  eliminated  from  my  question.  Omitting 
those  questions,  what  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  present  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  cost  of  the  war  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  I  have  already  pointed  out  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that,  until  wo  get  the  accounts,  it  is  really 
impossible  to  form  an  estimate.  I  will  mention  one  cir¬ 
cumstance  which  will  illustrate  the  difficulties  that  the 
Department  has  to  contend  with  in  framing  anything 
appi’oaching  a  definite  amount  to  cover  expenses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  troubles  in  the  North-West.  General  Strange 
had,  so  to  speak,  an  independent  command  in  command 
of  one  column,  and  for  weeks  and  weeks  was  without  com¬ 
munication  with  the  other  portions  of  the  forces  in  so  far 
as  regards  sending  in  vouchers  or  accounts  for  expenses, 
which  he  is  every  day  incurring  ;  and  up  to  the  present 
time  he  has  not  yet  been  able  to  give  the  Department  an 
idea  of  what  his  expenses  are,  from  the  simgle  fact  that 
after  incurring  some  portions  of  the  expense  he  went  off 
following  Big  Bear,  and  is  now  in  the  wilderness,  I  do  not 
know  how  far  from  Fort  Pitt.  He  has  not  been  able  to 
sign  any  of  those  vouchers  which  would  authorise  the 
Department  to  pay  anything.  Though  I  am  very  anxious 
personally,  having  the  responsibility  of  the  management  of 
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the  expenses,  to  get  relieved  of  that  responsibility  as  soon 
as  possible,  I  am  not  really  in  a  position  to  give  definite 
information,  and  any  information  I  could  give  would  be 
perfectly  useless  because  it  would  be  unreliable,  because  I 
have  not  myself  the  accounts  which  would  enable  mo  to 
give  the  information. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  see  occasional  statements  in  the  news¬ 
papers  as  to  the  intention  to  reduce  the  force  in  the  North- 
West  and  send  a  number  home.  We  would  bo  enabled  to 
form  some  idoa  of  the  basis  on  which  these  expenditures  are 
to  continue,  so  far  as  the  number  of  men  is  concerned,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  make  some  general  statement  on  that 
subject. 


Mr.  CARON.  I  have  much  pleasure  in  stating  that  the 
intention  of  the  Major  General  commanding,  from  the  dis¬ 
patches  we  have  received  from  him,  is  to  reduce  the  force  to 
the  lowest  possible  jninimum.  He  wishes  to  do  so  as  far  as 
possible,  so  far  as  I  can  make  out,  but  that  will  depend  on 
the  news  received  from  the  column  now  pur-suing  Big  Bear. 
But  as  far  as  I  can  make  out,  the  intention  of  the  Major- 
General  is  to  leave  only  the  permanent  corps  which  we  have 
sent  up,  from  the  School  of  Infantry  at  Toronto,  and  from 
“A ’’and  “B”  Batteries  from  Kingston  and  Queb.  c.  He 
considers  that  that  force,  amounting  to  about  450  men,  along 
with  the  Mounted  Police,  which  he  is  very  anxious  to  see 
increased  to  1,000,  will  be  quite  sufficient  to  provide  for  any 
emergency  in  the  country.  The  balance  of  the  forces  will  be 
returned  to  their  homes  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  the  Major- 
General  is  using  every  possible  means  to  expedite  their 
return.  He  has  broken  up  the  depots  at  the  various  places, 
he  is  dismissing  the  whole  transport  service,  and  he  intends 
to  carry  on  the  transport  by  steamers.  Of  course  the  expen¬ 
diture  which  has  been  incurred  cannot  be  affected  by  any 
reduction  of  that  kind,  but  I  hope  within  a  very  short  time 
that  we  shall  be  able  to  effect  a  great  immediate  reduction 
of  the  large  expenditure  which  has  had  to  be  carried  on  so 
far. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  would  be  of  great  consequence 
to  the  country  that  the  temporary  emergencies  which  now 
exist  should  not  be  suffered  to  interfere  with  a  thorough 
examination  and  a  proper  selection  of  men  for  the  Mounted 
Police  force.  The  reports  which  are  in  our  hands  show 
that  in  times  past  there  have  been  some  mistakes  mado  in 
recruiting  a  groat  many  who  have  been  too  young  in  years. 
More  than  one  of  the  majors  of  the  force  have  pointed  out 
that  the  work  was  very  severe,  and  that  a  young  fellow  of 
18  or  20  became  invalided  very  soon,  which  not  only  weak¬ 
ened  the  force  but  necessitated  an  hospital  service  as  well. 
Of  course,  vre  have  a  specially  favorable  opportunity  of 
recruiting  that  force,  from  the  circumstance  that  there  are 
a  large  number  of  men  of  somewhat  military  inclinations 
in  ihe  North-West  at  this  moment ;  but  I  would  like  to  see 
a  portion  of  our  other  forces  kept  a  little  longer,  in  order 
that  that  force  may  be  primed  and  picked.  The  Mounted 
Police  force  ought  to  be,  in  point  of  intelligence,  training 
and  coolness,  more  of  the  character  ot  the  men  of  the  Irish 
constabulary  than  like  the  ordinary  militia.  I  have  one 
observation  to  make  in  regard  to  the  Bill  which  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  the  force  of.  Ho  has  stated 
that  the  expense  of  the  war,  direct  and  indirect  is  estimated 
to  be  $4,000,000.  The  bulk  of  that  expense  has  already 
occurred.  Wo  have  now  the  statement  that  the  vouchers 
up  to  the  1st  of  June  show  an  expenditure  of  $1,644,000. 
A  very  large  number  of  the  vouchers  for  the  expen¬ 
diture  already  incurred  have  not  been  brought  in, 
under  the  circumstances  the  hon.  gentleman  so  elcarly 
explained.  It  is  therefore  palpable  that  the  expenditure  con¬ 
nected  with  the  war  up  to  the  30th  of  June  will  be  very  far 
beyond  the  $1,700,000  provided  for  in  the  Bill ;  in  fact,  the 
hon.  gentleman  oxplains  that  there  is  a  very  largo  addi- 
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tional  expenditure  in  addition  to  that,  for  which  he  has 
received  vouchers.  We  have  suspended  all  the  rules  on  two 
occasions  on  account  of  the  pressing  emergency  to  get  the 
cash  to  meet  the  expense.  I  think  I  should  not  be  at  all 
wrong  if  I  said  that  $1,300,000  in  addition  to  the  $1,644,- 
000,  or  $3,000,000  in  all,  would  be  nearer  the  figure  which 
will  cover  the  expenses  of  the  financial  year  about  expiring 
than  $1,700,000.  Under  these  circumstances  I  have  been 
struck  with  great  surprise  to  see  the  proposal  in  this  Bill  z 

“  The  said  sum  or  any  part  thereof  may  be  so  paid  and  applied  in 
either  of  the  financial  years  ending  respectively  on  the  30th  day  of  June, 
1885,  and  the  30th  day  of  June,  1886.” 

This  money  was  asked  for  on  the  ground  that  it  was  wanted 
immediately,  and  we  afforded  the  hon.  gentleman  every 
facility  on  that  account,  but  it  will  only  complicate 
matters  to  suggest  that  any  portion  of  the  vote  is  to  be 
expended  in  the  financial  year  that  is  to  come.  We  have 
vouchers  already  for  all  bat  $60,000,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  honored  with  tkoso  in  the 
course  of  the  next  week.  But,  even  if  he  is  not,  our  law 
provides  that  if  they  come  in  within  three  months  after  the 
30th  of  June  they  may  be  still  paid  and  charged  to  the 
account  of  the  financial  year  which  ends  at  that  date,  with 
the  view  that  we  should  get  the  expenditure  of  the  year 
paid  out  of  and  charged  to  the  account  of  the  year  itself. 
It  was  perhaps  a  questionable  measure  to  allow  the  pay¬ 
ment  to  be  made  after  the  close  of  the  financial  year  ;  but 
in  making  that  provision  Parliament  felt  that  the  possible 
abuse  to  which  that  provision  was  liable  was  more  than, 
counterbalanced  by  the  importance,  in  a  country  like  ours, 
where  there  is  considerable  difficulty,  owing  to  the  dis¬ 
tances,  in  getting  in  the  vouchers  for  the  expenditure  of 
the  year,  before  the  end  of  the  year.  None  of  these  diffi¬ 
culties  apply  to  the  vote  of  $1,700,000,  but  if  they  did  they 
are  solved  by  the  Act.  1  therefore  invite  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  omit  that  portion  of  the  clause  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  think  that  might  bo  fairly  done. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  Minister  said 
he  had  paid  $960,000  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  for  sup¬ 
plies. 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  Had  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  any  other  conti-actors  to  deal  with  besides  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company,  or  did  they  take  charge  generally  of  the 
whole  expedition  in  all  its  branches  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes,  almost  to  the  whole  extent ;  but  out¬ 
side  of  the  ordinary  contracts  which  were  looked  after  and 
entered  into  on  behalf  of  the  Government  by  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company,  there  were  other  contracts  just  as  I  have 
stated.  The  transport  sorvico  expenditures  incurred  by 
General  Strange,  and  in  some  othor  distant  parts  where 
columns  had  to  be  moved  at  a  moment’s  notice,  had  to  bo 
provided  for.  There  are  othor  contracts  for  transport  and 
subsistence  for  some  of  those  columns  which  could  not  be 
reached  from  tho  supply  office  at  Winnipeg,  at  the  head  of 
which  is  Colonel  Jackson,  who  is  providing  for  that  expen¬ 
diture  in  connection  with  the  Hudson  Bay  Company. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Wore  those  by  th« 
Hudson  Bay  Company,  too  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Some  were  and  some  were  not.  General 
Strange  telegraphed  that  he  had  to  provide  for  some  tran¬ 
sport  himself,  and  had  to  rely  on  the  teams  ho  foand  in  the 
immediate  neighborhood. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Thore  is  another  point 
to  which  attention  was  call  by  a  quostion  put  in  the  name 
of  Mr.  Ross,  and  to  which  I  would  like  to  call  tho  attention 
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of  the  Minister  and  the  Government  generally.  The  ques¬ 
tion  was  asked  whether  it  was  intended  to  compensate  the 
members  of  the  Winnipeg  battalion  for  extra  expenses,  and 
the  Minister  replied  it  was  intended  to  make  them  allow¬ 
ances  similar  to  those  which  have  been  made  to  the  other 
battalions.  I  know  perfectly  well  that  the  officers  are 
expected  to  make  provision  for  themselves  for  an  enormous 
number  of  articles  in  our  service  which  it  is  not  the  practice 
in  the  regular  service  to  compel  officer’s  to  provide,  and  1 
know  also,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  a  great  many  officers 
who  joined  these  battalions  incurred  very  considerable 
expense  at  their  own  cost  to  get  themselves  equipped  for  the 
field.  Now,  this  being  a  special  service,  not  the  sort  of 
service  for  which  these  men  engaged  in  the  volunteer  force 
joined,  they  expected  to  bo  employed  within  thoir  own  or 
contiguous  Provinces,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  rather 
unreasonable  to  expect  them  to  meet,  at  their  own  cost,  the 
Bpecial  charges  to  which  they  have  been  put.  The  First 
Minister  will  no  doubt  understand,  as  well  as  the  other 
members  of  the  Government,  that  men  called  to  go  into  the 
field  at  short  notice  wore  obliged  to  supply  themselves  with 
a  considerable  number  of  articles,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
in  the  interest  of  the  public  service  that  we  should  not 
apply  the  traditions  of  tliG  English  service,  adapted  to  a 
totally  different  state  of  things,  to  the  service,  and  a  reason¬ 
able  and  fair  compensation  should  be  made  to  the  officers 
and  men  who  have  incurred  these  expenses  with  the  object 
of  fitting  themselves  for  taking  the  field. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  quite  right  in 
saying  that  some  of  the  officers  have  been  put  to  great 
expense  in  equipping  themselves  for  the  field,  but  he  must 
remember  that  over  and  above  their  pay  according  to  rank, 
which  I  think  is  very  reasonable,  they  are  getting  a  field 
allowance,  which  is  supposed  to  be  given  for  the  purpose 
of  indemnifying  the  officers  for  such  expenditure.  However, 
that  is  a  question  which  I  do  not  like  to  take  up  until  the 
Major  General  returns,  when  the  advice  of  a  man,  expe¬ 
rienced  as  he  is,  will  be  of  groat  advantage  in  settling  those 
matters. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  quite  true,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  position  of  a  great  num¬ 
ber  of  our  officers  differs  very  material  from  that  of  ordin¬ 
ary  English  officers,  and  the  rules  applied  to  the  regular 
officers  it  would  not  be  fair  to  apply  to  a  great  number  of 
our  people.  There  are  cases  enough  in  which  the  Minister 
knows  our  men  can  very  well  afford  to  make  a  moderate 
sacrifice  for  the  sake  of  doing  their  duty,  but  there  are  a 
groat  many  other  cases  in  which  a  severe  fine  practically 
has  been  inflicted  on  a  number  of  young  officers  which  they 
are  not  well  able  to  afford,  for  the  sake  of  responding  to  the 
invitation  of  the  Government  to  defend  their  country  at 
distances  thousands  of  miles  from  their  homes.  These 
cases  must  be  looked  at  from  a  common  sense  standpoint 
and  not  the  standpoint  of  officors  of  the  regular  service. 

Bill  reported. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  that  report  of  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  certain  resolutions  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  be  now  received. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  was  some  information  to  be  given 
on  some  points  which  we  discussed  in  committee. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  stated  the  other  night  that  none  of  the 
money  for  elevators  at  Port  Arthur  and  at  Fort  William 
had  been  expended.  I  find  on  enquiry  since  that  $120,000 
has  been  expended.  Last  autumn,  when  the  winter  was 
setting  in,  it  was  found  important  that  the  people  of  Manitoba 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  their  grain  out,  and 
there  was  no  means  of  getting  it  out  unless  elevators  were 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


erected  at  these  places.  They  made  a  proposition  that  they 
would  build  all  the  other  buildings  except  those  that  had 
been  built  on  certain  conditions,  and  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
will  find  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  country  that  wo 
made  the  arrangement  we  did. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  some  explanations  to  be  given 
in  reference  to  some  of  the  leased  lines,  especially  the  St. 
Lawrence  and  Ottawa.  There  were  some  others,  stated  in 
the  accounts  of  Mr.  Stephen  and  Mr.  Miall,  the  expen¬ 
ditures  upon  which  it  was  thought  proper  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  that  further  information  should  bo  furnished  at 
this  stage. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  was  evidently  a  misunderstanding  or 
a  misprint  if  you  please,  with  respect  to  the  itoms  which  I 
endeavored  to  explain  to  the  House.  There  is  an  item  put 
down  of  $2,500,000  as  not  included,  but  it  is  intended  that 
it  is  included. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  it  be  a  fact — I  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  caused  Mr.  Stephen’s  original  letter 
to  be  examined — that  that  is  the  fact,  it  alters  the  whole 
basis  of  the  resolutions,  perhaps  more  than  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  considered.  I  shall  not  criticise  it  further  now, 
because  there  is  another  stage,  but  I  hope  he  will  see  Mr. 
Stephen’s  letter,  and  see  if  really  a  misprint  of  that  kind 
has  existed  since  the  18th  March.  I  admit  it  is  not 
included  and  ought  not  to  be  included,  but,  if  the  letter 
means  something  so  very  different  from  what  it  appears  to 
mean,  we  should  like  to  know  the  fact. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  (Huron).  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of  the  question  before  the 
House,  which  have  been  so  largely  and  so  exhaustively  dis¬ 
cussed,  at  all  events  in  regard  to  tho  question  whether  the 
agreement  covered  the  leased  lines.  There  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  upon  that  question.  Tho  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  declared  that,  according  to  his  intc  - 
pretation,  the  leased  lines  were  covered  by  this  proposed 
security.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  Me 
Carthy)  declared  that  the  security  proposed  to  be  taken  by 
the  Government  did  not  include  the  leased  lines,  and  the 
First  Minister  was  not  sure  about  it.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  : 

“  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  is  not  correct  in  saying  that  I 
expressed  my  opinion  that  the  leased  lines  were  not  included  in  this 
clause.  I  simply  stated  that  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  was  right  or 
whether  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  was  right,  it  was  a  matter 
of  discussion.  I  discussed  it  afterwards  without  reference  to  the  legal 
construction  of  tho  clause,  but  I  expressed  no  opinion  myself  as  to 
whether  the  clause  included  the  leased  lines.” 

That  question  ought  not  to  be  left  in  doubt.  It  ought  to  be 
put  beyond  all  reasonable  doubt.  We  ought  to  know 
whether  or  not  the  proposed  security  covers  the  leased 
lines.  While  I  think  the  security  ought  to  cover  the  leased 
lines,  I  have  no  desire  that  the  company  should  be  hampered 
in  extending  or  improving  the  leased  lines,  and  therefore 
the  security  the  Government  should  obtain  should  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  right  of  the  company  to  extend  and  improve  the 
leased  lines.  I  do  not  desire  to  prolong  this  discussion 
more  than  is  absolutely  necessary  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  tho  House  the  following  amendment,  which  I  move  : 

That  all  after  the  word  “  that  ”  be  left  out  and  the  following  inserted  : 
— That  the  said  resolution  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  with  power  to  amend  the  same  so  as  to  clear  away  doubts  by 
making  express  provision  that  the  interests  of  the  company  in  leased 
lines  shall  stand  charged  with  the  advances,  due  provision  being  made 
for  the  creation,  if  approved  by  the  proper  authority,  of  a  prior  charge 
on  the  company’s  interest  in  any  leased  line  for  the  purpose  of  extend¬ 
ing  or  improving  the  same. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
oxplain  his  amendment? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  explained  it  very  fully.  I 
said  that  while  we  desire  that  the  country  shall  have  socu- 
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rity  upon  the  leaned  lines,  we  have  no  desire  to  interfere 
with  the  power  of  the  company  to  extend  or  improve  their 
lines;  any  sum  obtained  for  that  purpose  should  have 
priority  over  the  Government  lien;  the  Government’s  lien 
shall  cover  the  leased  lines,  and  that  lien  shall  bo  subject 
to  any  sum  the  company  may  require  for  the  purpose  of 
improving  and  extending  the  leased  lines. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  we  tako  the  leased  lines 
and  allow  the  company  to  expend  on  them  any  money 
they  like  for  their  extension  or  improvement,  it  is  giving 
them  a  prior  mortgage  for  the  purpose  of  that  extension. 

Mr.  OAMEEON.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  -I  think  it  is  better 
as  it  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  proposal  is  ono  which  is  calculated  to 
gives  us  control  of  these  leased  lines,  subject  to  approval  of 
the  competent  authority,  the  Government  of  the  day,  with¬ 
out  which  no  additional  charge  could  be  created.  I  stated 
the  very  case  with  reference  to  the  Manitoba  South-Western 
Colonisation  Company ;  I  said  it  was  quite  possible  that  the 
company,  in  order  to  keep  the  extension  of  that  line,  might 
issue  bonds  on  the  52  miles  as  well  as  upon  the  land  grant, 
and  I  did  not  want  to  interfere  with  that  line  being  further 
constructed,  or  the  procuring  of  means  for  its  further  con¬ 
struction,  but  if  so  procured  they  shall  enter  into  the  line 
and  shall  represent  value — as  the  hon.  gentleman  is  always 
stating  that  what  money  they  spend  on  the  line  will  repre¬ 
sent  value.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  suppose  that  an 
obligation  is  incurred  by  the  company  to  redeem  prior 
mortgages.  No  such  obligation  is  at  ail  incurred.  What 
we  want  is  to  hold  what  are  alleged  to  bo  by  the  railway 
company  the  vital  parts  of  the  national  system ;  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  railway  company  concur  in  the  statement 
that  without  these  parts  the  national  system  cannot  pre¬ 
vail.  The  proposal  of  the  Government  is  one  which 
it  is  probable,  after  what  has  been  said,  will  result 
in  these  alleged  vital  parts  of  the  national  system  being 
severed  from  the  national  system  altogether,  if  these  resolu¬ 
tions  pass  in  their  present  form.  That  being  so  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  it  should  be  made  clear  that  they  are  to  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  charge,  and  in  order  to  allow  such  extensions 
and  improvements  upon  them  as  the  Government  think 
propei’,  the  means  to  be  provided  on  tho  credit  of  the  lines. 
My  hon.  friend  proposes  just  what  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
posed  as  to  the  Aigoma  branch  line,  that  a  mortgage  may 
bo  created  on  the  branch  line  to  complete  it  to  the  Sault ; 
so  with  reference  to  these  leased  lines,  securities  may  be 
created  with  the  assent  of  tho  Government  for  their  exten¬ 
sion  and  improvement;  then  they  will  become  tho  first 
charge  and  we  will  have  the  second.  If  a  bad  security  is 
created  it  would  be  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  the  Government  assents  to  the  creation  of  a  first 
charge,  and  if  the  money  is  spent  on  the  improved  line,  one 
may  reasonably  calculate  that  the  value  of  the  whole  line 
would  be  improved,  and  that  would  be  an  improvement  of 
the  value  of  the  first  charge.  The  Government  would  have 
the  right  to  redeem  or  not,  to  take  the  lines  if  they  are 
worth  the  money  or  to  leave  them  if  they  think  they  are  not 
worth  the  money.  That  gives  us  a  freedom  to  act,  and  does 
not  leave  us  helpless  and  hopeless  with  reference  to  a  mort¬ 
gage  on  what  are  said  to  be  important  adjuncts  to  the 
national  system. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Before  the  House  met  I 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  authorities  of  tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway  on  this  subject.  I  think  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  bo  changed  to  a  considerable 
oxtent.  I  move  in  amendment : 

That  the  resolutions  be  not  concurred  in,  but  be  referred  back  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  with  power  to  consider  the  expediency  of 


amending  the  first  resolution  by  adding,  after  tin  words  “rate  and 
profit,”  the  following  words  : — Tncludiug  the  interest  of  the  company  in 
any  railway  lines  now  leased  by  it,  and  saving  the  right  of  the  company 
to  exercise  any  power  granted  to  the  leased  lines  by  their  charters  which 
are  at  present  sanctioned  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  tho  hou.  gentleman  will  explain 
the  meaning  of  those  words. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  amendment  will 
settle  a  doubt  which  was  raised  the  other  day.  There  will  be 
a  lien  on  the  leased  lines  as  part  of  the  personal  property  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company ;  but  no  doubt  in 
the  charters  of  those  leased  lines  power  is  given  to  issue 
bonds  and  so  forth  for  the  purpose  of  operating  tho  road. 
It  gives  the  right  to  the  company  to  exercise  any  of  tho 
powers  under  the  several  charters,  as  they  may  be  sanc¬ 
tioned  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  to  say  the  special  exorcise  of 
those  powers  is  to  be  sanctioned. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  amendment  should  indicate  that  there 
should  bo  a  special  sanction  for  each  exercise  of  such  powor. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Very  woll.  I  propose 
the  amendment  in  the  following  terms  :  — 

That  the  resolutions  be  not  now  concurred  in,  but  be  referred  back 
to  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  the  expediency  of  amending  the 
first  resolution  by  adding  after  the  words  “real  and  personal”  the 
following  ; — Including  the  interest  of  the  company  in  any  lines  now 
leased  by  it,  excepting  the  Aigoma  branch,  and  saving  the  right  of  the 
company  to  exercise  from  time  to  time  any  power  granted  to  the  leased 
lines  by  their  charters,  and  vested  in  the  company,  which  may  be 
specifically  sanctioned  by  the  company. 

I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  accept  this  amendment  as  it 
is  in  the  direction  generally  of  the  amendment  he  has 
moved. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  conceded  the  principle  of  my  amendment,  but  1 
think  if  he  had  accepted  the  words  also  they  would  have 
been  better  and  clearer.  However,  as  he  has  conceded  the 
principle,  I  will  ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  wish  in  any  Way 
to  deprive  my  hon.  friend  of  his  resolution. 

Sir  RICH4RD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  understand  from 
the  First  Minister  that  this  means  that  no  issue  of  bonds 
can  take  place  on  any  of  those  loased  lines  without  the 
express  consent  of  the  Government? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  stands  thus:  That 
whatever  interest  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  havo  in 
these  line3  we  have  a  lien  on  their  leases  according  to 
their  several  terms.  I  do  not  know  what  the  terms  of 
those  leases  may  be,  but  whatever  interest  they  have  or 
whatover  powers,  we  have  the  powor  to  exorcise  this  right 
over  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  the  powers  are  to  bo  exercised  in 
each  case  with  the  sanction  of  the  Government,  so  that  the 
Government  is  responsible  to  the  public  as  to  each  particu¬ 
lar  act  the  company  performs. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Cameron)  withdrawn. 

Motion  (Sir  John  A,  Macdonald)  agreed  to,  and  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Mitchell,  Mitcholl. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Sovoral  hon.  gentlemen  aro  calling 
my  name.  May  I  ask  them  what  they  want  ? 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  We  want  the  other  property  of  the  com¬ 
pany  included. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  All  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  is, 
that  if  he  calls  me  property  he  is  very  much  mistaken.  I 
am  not  in  the  pay  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Company.  Can 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  as  much  for  the  Gx-and  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE,  Yes,  I  can. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Public  statements  and  public  admis¬ 
sions  of  mine  cannot  be  brought  against  me  as  those  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  can  be  brought  against  him  of  being  in  the 
pay  of  the  Grand  Trunk.  1  am  not  ashamed  of  my  advo¬ 
cacy  of  a  great  public  enterprise  like  the  Canadian  Pacific, 
and  I  throw  back  the  taunts  and  sneers  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  cast  against  me.  Let  the  hon,  gentleman  get  up  and  say 
that  he  is  able  to  show  as  clean  a  record  in  connection  with 
public  companies  as  I  am. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  always  something  to  the  prior  mort¬ 
gage  of  the  Government. 

Mr,  MITCHELL.  I  am  not  the  slave  of  prejudice  and 
party.  I  do  not  condemn  the  Government  on  all  occasions. 
I  have  independence  and  honesty  enough  to  support  the 
Government  when  they  are  right.  I  do  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  dare  not  do  in  that,  and  1  do  more,  I  criticise 
them  when  they  are  in  the  wrong  ;  and  I  challenge  public 
opinion  inside  and  outside  of  this  House,  whether  there  is 
any  man  who  to-day  occupies  as  independent  a  position  as 
Peter  Mitchell  does,  both  as  a  representative  of  the  people 
and  as  an  educator  of  public  opinion  by  his  connection  with 
his  paper. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  might  be  perhaps  as  well  to  consult  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  this  Bill  in  regard  to  this  amendment. 
It  does  not  seem  to  be  worded  exactly  in  consonance  with 
the  views  he  expressed  on  this  subject  the  other  day,  and  it 
would  perhaps  be  as  well  to  consult  him  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  told  us  he  had  consulted  the  railway  authorities  before¬ 
hand.  We  have  seen  inspired  persons  apparently  assisting 
in  putting  this  amendment  into  shape,  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  charge  of  the  Bill  has  not  said  a  word  about  it. 
Perhaps  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  would  kindly  give 
us  the  benefit  of  his  advice  on  the  subject. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAQDONALD  moved  to  insert  after  the 
words  “  branch  lines  of  railway,”  in  the  8th  line  of  the  first 
resolution,  the  words : 

And  including  the  interest  of  the  company  in  any  railway  lines  now 
leased  by  it,  except  the  Algoma  branch. 

And  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  resolution,  the  following  : — 

Provided  the  rights  of  the  company  to  exercise  from  time  to  time 
any  powers  granted  to  the  leased  lines  by  their  charters  and  vested  in 
the  company  are  hereby  saved  and  excepted  when  specifically  sanctioned 
by  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  understood  that  the  idea  was  to  include 
all  the  lines  the  company  might  in  future  lease  as  well  as 
those  they  now  hold.  Tho  company  are  looking  to  form 
new  connections,  which  are  also  vital  to  the  success  of  the 
road.  It  would  be  quite  possible  for  tho  company  to  form, 
by  means  of  future  connections,  a  totally  independent  l’oad 
from  the  Atlantic  at  least  as  far  west  as  Chicago,  and  I 
think  the  intention  of  the  resolution  as  it  was  first  woi’ded, 
as  tho  right  hon.  First  Minister  has  stated,  was  that  it 
should  include  all  of  those  as  well  as  the  lines  now  leased 
to  the  company.  I  think  it  would  be  hotter  to  leave  tho 
word  “  now  ”  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Wo  shall  “  omit  ”  the 
word  now. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Mitchell. 


Committee  rose  and  reported,  and  resolutions  as  amended 
read  tho  first  time. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  that  resolutions  be  road  the  second 
time. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  necessity  for  information  as  to 
the  affairs  of  the  Company  is  one  that  cannot  be  questioned 
on  the  part  of  any  member  of  this  House,  and  in  dealing 
with  this  company,  in  voting  to  it  the  enormous  sums  that  • 
have  been  voted  to  it,  this  House  has  been  acting  hitherto 
without  that  amount  of  information  that  was  necessary  in 
order  to  arrive  at  a  just  and  intelligent  conclusion  as  to  the 
necessity  for  making  these  grants.  The  right  of  Parliament 
for  this  full  information  has  been  denied  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  heretofore.  A  motion  was  made  last  Session,  when  it 
was  proposed  to  grant  aid  to  the  company  by  a  loan  of 
$22,500,000,  by  my  bon.  friend  from  West  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron),  asking  that  its  affairs  should  he  subjected  to  the 
investigation  of  a  special  committee.  That  motion  was 
denied.  Now,  our  information  with  regard  to  the  affairs  of 
this  company  is  only  such  as  the  company  chooses  to  give 
us.  I  do  not  charge  the  company  with  making  false  state¬ 
ments,  but  the  company  naturally  refrains  from  making 
many  statements  with  regai’d  to  its  affairs  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  might  desire  to  have  ;  and  if  we  were 
in  a  position,  if  a  committee  were  struck  to  look  into  the 
affairs  of  tbis  company  and  an  investigation  held, 
no  doubt  much  valuable  information  would  be 
elicited.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  people  that 
we  should  know  more  about  this  company’s  operation 
in  stocks  and  in  stock  dividends.  We  know  the  nominal 
stock  of  the  company  is  $65,000,000 ;  we  know  the  cost  of 
that  stock  is  very  much  less  than  the  nominal  capital;  we 
know  that  only  the  first  $5,000,003  stock  were  sold  at  pax-, 
that  the  next  $20,000,000  were  sold  at  25  cents  on  the 
dollar,  and  that  at  one  time  $10,000,000  of  the  stock  were 
pledged  to  a  Canadian  bank  for  $4,950,000,  and  that 
afterwards  this  stock  was  sold  at  a  price  below  that. 
There  are  many  other  matters  in  connection  with  the 
stock  operations  of  tbis  company  upon  which  this  House 
ought  to  have  full  information.  With  regard  to  its  deposit 
with  the  Govex-nment,  said  to  have  been  $14,288,000  on  the 
1st  of  January  last,  was  that  deposit  cash?  or  what  was  the 
nature  of  it?  That  is  something  which,  in  dealing  with 
this  company,  we  are  interested  in  knowing,  and  which  at 
present  we  do  not  know.  With  regai-d  to  dividends,  also, 
we  know  that  largo  sums  in  dividends  have  been  paid. 
According  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  of  18th  March,  1885, 
$5,378,000  was  paid  in  dividends,  and  according  to  his 
letter  of  15th  Jauuary,  1884,  $2,128,000  was  paid  as  interest 
on  capital  stock.  There  wore  suspicions  and  reports  a 
year  ago  about  construction  accounts,  about  manipulations 
on  the  part  of  tho  company  in  the  construction  of  the  road, 
operations  similar  to  the  Credit  Mobilier  operations  of  the 
Union  Pacific.  We  were  led  to  suppose  that  arrangement 
had  been  made  whoi-eby  $45,000,000  of  unissued  stock  of 
that  company  would  be  taken  by  construction  companies, 
consisting  of  members  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Syndicate,  at  a  nominal  cost,  possibly  not  moi-e  than  6,  8  or 
10  cents  on  the  dollar.  As  to  the  outside  equipment,  we 
have  no  means  of  knowing  what  portion  of  tho  equipment 
of  that  line  is  chargeable  to  leased  linos  and  extension 
lines.  With  regard  to  the  leased  lines,  we  have  very  little 
information.  VVe  do  not  know  whether  they  are  a  burden 
on  the  company,  or  a  source  of  revenue.  All  these  are 
matters  on  which  this  House  ought  to  have  full  information 
before  wo  are  in  a  position  intelligently  to  vote  or  refrain 
from  voting  aid  to  this  company.  With  regard  to  the  real 
cost  of  the  woi-k  we  have  no  reliable  information.  It  has 
been  supposed  that  the  cost  of  the  wox-k  through  the 
prairie  section,  the  real  cost,  is  not  as  gx-eat  as  the  nominal 
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cost,  or  the  cost  given  to  us.  I  find  in  the  report  of  the 
company  issued  on  the  13th  January  : — 


Nats  : 
Messieurs 


“  In  considering  the  financial  condition  of  the  company,  it  may  be 
well  to  remind  the  shareholders,  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  present 
year  there  remained  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  an  unexpended 
cash  balance  of  $8,633,082,  available  for  the  work  under  contract  with 
the  Government.  This  sum,  as  has  already  been  officially  stated,  is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  complete  the  work  remaining  to  be  done,  according  to  the 
terms  of  the  contract.” 

If  there  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  a  sum  suffi¬ 
cient  to  complete  the  work,  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
contract,  this  year,  it  would  be  interesting  to  know  why 
the  company  is  now  calling  for  further  aid  to  complete  the 
work.  Then  there  is  a  good  deal  of  information  that  we 
ought  to  have  with  regard  to  the  character  of  the  line.  Wo 
hear  reports  as  to  the  character  of  the  line  north  of  Lake? 
Superior  for  which  the  company  has  drawn  subsidy,  reports 
of  an  unfavorable  ^nature.  We  do  not  know  whether  the 
line  is  completed  or  not,  or  in  what  condition  it  is,  or  whe¬ 
ther  to  attach  credence  to  the  report  that  there  is  a  proba¬ 
bility  of  the  company  building  its  line  to  the  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  and  making  connection  with  the  American  lines, 
and  making  a  practical  abandonment  of  the  line  north 
of  Lake  Superior.  Then  as  to  the  work  done 

in  the  Kocky  Mountains,  we  know  very  little 

about  that.  We  are  told  the  line  will  be  finished  in 
September,  but  it  is  a  significant  fact,  if  it  is  to  be  finished 
in  September,  and  if  the  company  is  to  draw  its  subsidy 
from  the  Government  for  the  completed  lino,  yet  the  line 
is  not  to  be  open  for  business  till  next  year.  It  is  quite  pos¬ 
sible  the  company  will  merely  lay  down  a  pair  of  rails,  and 
that  a  great  deal  of  work  will  have  to  be  done,  after  all  the 
subsidy  to  complete  the  line  has  been  paid  over.  I  do  not 
accuse  the  company  with  withholding  information,  for  the 
company  has  not  been  required  to  give  information,  and  it 
is  not  in  its  interest  to  make  bare  to  the  public  all  its 
affairs ;  but  when  a  capitalist  loans  money  to  a  company, 
he  has  the  right  to  know  in  what  condition  the  affairs  of 
the  company  are.  If  the  people  of  this  Dominion  are  to 
loan  money  to  the  company,  it  is  tho  business  of  members 
of  this  House,  who  are  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
who  are  their  agents  sent  here  to  look  after  their  interests, 
to  learn  about  the  affairs  of  the  company,  to  possess  moro 
information  with  regard  to  its  affairs  than  they  do  now.  I 
have  no  desire  or  intention  to  detain  the  House  in  discuss¬ 
ing  this  matter,  but,  having  stated  these  few  points  as 
briefly  as  I  could,  I  beg  to  move : 

That  all  that  the  words  after  “  that”  to  the  end  of  the  question  be 
left  out,  and  the  following  inserted  instead  thereof : — Before  this  House 
shall  be  called  on  to  grant  further  aids,  and  impair  existing  securities, 
tor  aids  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  a  select  committee 
be  appointed  to  make  a  full  and  searching  enquiry  into  the  condition 
and  affairs  of  the  company,  and  particularly  as  to  its  accounts,  its  opera¬ 
tions  in  stocks,  stock  dividends,  construction  contracts  and  outside 
engagements ;  the  real  cost  of  the  work  done,  the  character  of  the  land 
and  the  character  and  proper  estimate  of  the  works  remaining  to  be 
done. 
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Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  move  the  following  amendment,  which  I 
think  will  follow  from  the  amendment  of  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  : 

To  strike  out  all  after  “now”  and  insert  the  following recom¬ 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  with  power  to  provide  that, 
in  case  the  proper  authority  permits  the  creation  of  a  mortgage  or  charge 
on  the  Algoma  branch,  with  or  without  its  extension  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
for  the  purpose  of  such  extension,  the  whole  branch  line  shall  remain 
charged  with  the  public  advances,  subject  to  such  mortgage  or  charge. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  would  accede 
to  that  proposition.  As  he  knows,  it  is  based  upon  the 
view  that  the  Algoma  Mills  branch  may  become  the  means 
of  the  creation  of  an  important  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and 
there  is  a  hope  and  expectation  that  a  largo  traffic  with  tho 
.North-Western  States  will  be  developed  by  the  creation  of 
that  line.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  was  heartily  in 
sympathy  with  the  proposal  to  assist  in  the  construction  of 
that  lino  by  means  of  the  credit  which  might  be  obtained 
on  the  branch,  but  that  1  felt  indisposed  to  consent  to  tho 
branch,  immediately  it  became  valuable,  being  lopped  off 
the  trunk  line  and  made  an  independent  lino.  Tho  com¬ 
pany’s  capital  has  been  engaged  to  the  extent  of 
$2,400,000  in  the  building  of  that  branch.  I  am  will¬ 
ing  that  that  should  bo  used  as  a  basis  of  credit 
to  construct  the  extension,  and  that  the  extension 
itself  should  be  used  in  the  same  way,  which  is 
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the  point  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  desires  to  attain,  but 
I  am  anxious  that  we  should  retain  the  power,  in  case  the 
default  is  made  on  the  mortgage  and  the  line  becomes 
public  property,  to  take  hold  of  that  line  as  well  as  tho 
other  property  referred  to.  You  will  thus  get  no  furthor 
chargo,  because  it  is  optional  with  you  whether  you  pay  tho 
first  chargo  or  not,  but  you  will  have  the  opportunity  of 
preserving  the  national  line  comploto  just  as  wo  have  taken 
power  to  preserve  it  complete  by  including  tho  leased  linos 
in  the  company’s  charter.  After  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  in  committee,  I  expected  that  we  would 
have  acquiesced  in  this  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  tho  amendment 
may  be  acceptod. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  tho  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee, 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  : 

Resolved,  that  if  at  any  time  a  line  connecting  with  the  United 
States  system  of  railways  shall  be  in  course  of  construction  to  a  point 
on  the  river  St.  Marie  and  there  be  a  probability  of  the  early  comple¬ 
tion  thereof,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  shall  desire  to 
continue  the  Algoina  branch  to  a  junction  with  such  line,  the  Governor 
in  Council  may  on  their  decision,  and  upon  such  conditions  as  they 
shall  determine  postpone  the  lien  and  charge  thereon  created  by  the 
said  Act  ;  and  continued  by  these  resolutions  so  that  the  claim  of  the 
Government  shall  rank  on  the  said  branch  next  after  the  mortgage 
hereinafter  mentioned  ;  and  in  case  the  Governor  in  Council  should 
permit  the  creation  of  such  mortgage  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the 
said  branch  as  aforesaid  the  whole  branch  line  so  extended  shall  be 
charged  to  the  same  extent  as  the  present  Algoma  branch  now  is 
charged,  but  subject  to  such  mortgage  ;  but  the  Governor  in  Council 
may  by  such  order  authorize  the  company  to  exercise  in  respect  of  the 
said  branch  the  power  of  mortgaging  the  same  in  manner  and  form  as 
provided  by  its  charter  with  respect  to  mortgaging  the  main  line  thereof, 
to  such  extent  per  mile  as  shall  be  fixed  by  8uch  order,  the  proceeds  of 
such  mortgage  to  be  applied  exclusively  to  the  construction  of  the 
extension  of  the  said  branch  to  such  junction. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

On  motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the  resolutions, 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  there  is  one  point  on  which  we 
shall  all  agree,  but  which  has  not,  however,  been  provided 
for  in  the  resolutions.  The  power  given  to  the  company  to 
limit  the  rates  of  toll  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  as 
soon  as  thejtolls  shall  have  paid  10  per  cent  on  tho  capital 
cost  of  building  the  road.  It  has  been  frequently  alluded  as 
a  safeguard  of  some  sort  to  the  public  who  have  to  use  that 
road.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  intrinsic  value  of  that 
safeguard,  but  to  point  out  that  whatever  value  it  might 
have  if  the  accounts  of  the  company  were  properly  arranged 
it  has  no  value  whatever  so  long  as  the  receipts  of  the  com¬ 
pany  from  branch  lines,  leased  lines,  and  extensions, 
are  mixed  up  with  those  from  the  main  line,  and  so 
long  as  the  expenses  on  the  main  line  are  mixed  up 
with  those  of  the  branches,  the  leased  lines, 
and  the  extensions.  I  think  that  proposition  is 
so  self-evident  that  it  does  not  require  to  be  reasoned.  We 
had  a  discussion  the  other  day  as  to  what  the  amount  was 
upon  which  this  10  per  cent,  should  apply.  It  was  agreed 
that  it  should  only  apply  to  the  amount  actually  spent  by  the 
company  in  the  construction  of  the  main  line.  It  was 
never  intended  that  it  should  apply  to  the  capital  account 
which  they  had  incurred  on  account  of  branch  lines  and 
extensions,  outside  the  scope  of  the  original  contract,  and  of 
course  it  was  still  less  expected  that  it  would  apply  to  any 
expenditure  they  might  incur  in  connection  with  leased 
lines.  The  necessary  conclusion  from  all  that,  is  that  the 
Executive  of  the  country  and  Parliament  should  be  put  in  a 
position  to  ascertain  with  certainty  when  the  limitation 
power  could  properly  be  exercised,  when  it  comes  into  force 
and  to  ascertain  how  much  of  the  total  expenditures  of  the 
company  have  been  incurred  on  the  main  line ;  how  much 
on  account  of  branches,  leased  lines,  and  extensions  ;  and 
the  same  particulars  with  reference  to  the  receipts.  I  move 

That  all  the  words  after  “  now  ”  be  left  out,  and  the  following  be 
inserted  : — recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  with  instruc¬ 
tions  to  provide  that,  as  a  condition  of  the  proposed  aids,  and  in  order 
to  enable  Parliament  and  the  Executive  to  exercise  their  statutory 
powers  as  to  tolls,  a  separate  account  shall  be  kept  and  transmitted  to 
the  Government,  of  the  capital  expenditure  on,  and  the  gross  earnings 
»nd  the  working  expenses  of,  the  main  contract  of  the  line,  and  the 

veral  branches,  and  extensions,  and  leased  lines. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  All  this  information  can 
be  got  without  the  necessity  for  such  a  provision. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  made  that 
statement.  The  other  day  when  we  were  in  committee  he 
seemed  to  think  that  such  a  proposition  was  reasonable, 
and  I  regret  also  that  the  statement  should  have  been  made  i 
until  we  are  more  fully  informed  as  to  the  mode  in  which  1 
Mr.  Blake. 
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the  company  keep0  its  accounts.  For  years  we  have  been 
en  1  •avoring  to  obtain  statements  with  reference  to  the 
different  portions  of  this  enterprise,  with  a  view  of  provid¬ 
ing  the  basis  which  was  all  important  as  to  the  calculation 
of  the  tolls;  first  af  all,  that  we  should  ascertain  the  amount 
of  capital  supplied  by  the  company  on  the  main  line ;  and 
next,  what  were  the  earnings  and  working  expenses  of  the 
main  line.  Several  motions  which  were  made  were  acceded 
to  by  the  House,  and  an  address  was  passed  for  the  inform¬ 
ation.  This  time  the  address  was  moved  and  agreed  to, 
and  in  answer  we  have  a  letter  from  the  secretary  of  the 
company,  dated  the  30th  of  May,  in  which  he  writes  as 
follows  : — 

“  As  requested  by  your  letter  of  the  12th  February,  I  beg  to  enclose 
for  the  information  of  the  House  of  Oommons,  statements  showing  the 
gross  earnings,  expenses,  and  net  earnings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  for  each  month  of  the  years  1883  and  1884,  respectively,  on  the  lines 
east  and  west  of  Lake  Superior.  Your  letter  asks  that  these  returns  may 
distinguish  between  the  main  line  and  the  lines  now  worked  under  the 
leases  from  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  Railway  Company.  As  the  earn¬ 
ings  and  expenses  of  the  lines  operated  by  this  company,  east  of  Lake 
Superior,  are,  to  a  large  extent,  common  to  the  different  sub-sections  of 
this  portion  of  the  railway  system,  the  company  has  not  in  its  account 
attempted  an  accurate  apportionment  of  the  earnings  and  expenses 
between  all  of  the  sub-sections  and  branches,  as  such  accurate  appor¬ 
tionment  would  involve  a  very  large  expenditure  without  any  corres¬ 
ponding  advantage  to  the  company.” 

There  is  the  statement.  Now,  I  told  the  hon.  gentleman 
what  I  now  repeat  to  the  House,  that  one  of  the  great 
difficulties  which  is  at  this  moment  being  experienced  by 
the  United  States  Government  in  its  attempt  to  deal  with 
its  subsidised  lines,  with  the  Union  and  Central  Pacific 
Kailways,  is  due  to  tho  confusion  of  the  accounts.  But  they 
have  not  done  there  what  this  company  has  done — assumed 
to  treat  all  the  lines  as  one  line.  They  have  kept  an 
account  of  the  branch  lines,  but  the  difficulty  there  has  been 
the  throwing  of  a  considerable  amount  of  traffic  and  special 
arrangements  as  to  the  shares  of  the  profits,  on  the  branch 
lines  and  off  the  main  line,  which  alone  is  charged  with  the 
Government  money.  If  that  sort  oi  thing  is  to  go  on,  with 
a  system  of  joint  or  unified  accounts,  it  disables  you  from 
knowing  what  the  operations  of  each  part  of  the  system 
are.  It  is  quite  certain  that  originally  it  was  never  con¬ 
templated  by  the  company  but  that  the  accounts  should  be 
kept  in  such  shape  as  to  enable  you  to  ascertain,  first  how 
much  money  supplied  by  the  company  has  gone  into  the 
main  line,  and  secondly  what  are  the  earnings,  and  what  are 
the  expenses  of  the  main  line.  Of  course,  with  reference  to 
its  own  extensions,  branches,  and  leased  lines,  just  as  with 
reference  to  any  lines  which  may  be  connected,  which 
cover  a  haul  over  more  than  the  main  line,  arrangements 
are  made  as  to  the  proportions  of  the  haul.  But,  if  the 
accounts  are  to  be  one,  it  is  quite  clear  that  as  to  tho 
original  expenditures,  and  still  less,  as  to  the  earnings  and 
expenses  from  which  you  arrive  at  a  determination  of  what 
the  profit  of  the  main  line  is,  and  what  you  ought  to  do 
with  tho  toll,  there  will  not  be  that  information  which  will 
enable  Parliament  and  the  Executive  to  discharge  its  duties. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  take  it,  that  under  tho 
powers  given  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway,  every  branch 
line  they  build,  becomes  a  portion  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific 
Kailway  line,  and  the  accounts  of  its  extensions  and  branch 
lines  will  be  the  accounts  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway 
proper.  If  there  are  any  leased  lines,  accounts  will  be  kept 
of  them  in  consequence  of  the  arrangements  between  the 
leasing  company  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  should  think  they 
would  be  kept,  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  they  are  not  kept.  That  is  tho  very 
J  thing  we  ask  for,  but  they  do  not  keep  its 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  At  all  events  I  should  not 
like  at  present  to  assent  to  this  amendment. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Casey. 

Yeas  : 


Messieurs 


Allen, 

Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Bernier, 

Blake, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cattwright, 

Casey, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

Charlton, 

Davies, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 


Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Guay, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Holton, 

Irvine, 

King, 

Kirk, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Mackenzie, 

McCraney, 


Nays  : 


Messieurs 


McMullen, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wilson, 

Yeo.— 55. 


are  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  dividends  of  the  share¬ 
holders.  I  would  therefore  move  : — 

That  all  the  words  after  “  now”  be  left  out,  and  the  following  in¬ 
serted  instead  thereof: — recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  same,  to  provide  that  the  charge  on 
the  railways  and  its  revenues  for  the  sum  of  $9,880,912  expressly 
charged  on  the  land  grant,  shall  become  operative  forthwith,  in  case 
the  lands  do  not  yield  enough  to  meet  after  payment  of  prior  charges, 
the  principal  and*  interest  on  the  said  sum  as"  the  instalments  fall  due, 
and  shall  not  be  deferred  indefinitely  as  proposed  by  the  resolution. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  matter  was  fully 
discussed  in  committee,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  upon  it.  I  am  opposed  to 
the  resolution. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  suppose  hon.  gentlemen  cheer  at  the 
prospect  of  again  voting  on  a  question  on  which  they  gave 
a  very  bad  vote  last  year.  It  was  proposed  at  that  time 
that  the  accounts  of  the  company  should  be  audited  by  the 
Auditor  General.  The  majority  did  not  see  fit  to  assent  to 
that  pi’oposition.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  events  which 
have  taken  place  since  last  year,  and  which  have  brought 
the  company  back  for  further  assistance,  justify  this  course 
being  followed.  I,  therefore,  beg  to  move: 


Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Cameron  (Inverness'), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 


Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

Gigault, 

Gordon, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Langevin, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Daly, 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Mackintosh, 
Desaulniers(St.Ma’rice),Macmaster, 

Desjardins,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dugas,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dundas, 

Amendment  negatived. 


McDougald  (0.  Breton) 
McGreevy, 

McLelan, 

Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Orton, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope. 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Tupper, 

Yalin, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth, 

Wright.— 91. 


Mr.  DAYIES.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  security 
which  is  taken  for  the  $10,000,000  advanced  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  By  the  wording  of  the 
resolution  the  security  the  country  has  for  the  payment  of 
the  interest  on  that  money  is  the  lands  alone,  and.  if  the 
lands  alone  do  not  furnish  sufficient  money  to  pay  the 
interest,  we  are  not  allowed  to  come  upon  the  ordinary 
earnings  of  the  company  for  the  payment  of  the  interest. 
The  resolution  expressly  declares  that  the  ordinary  earnings 
of  the  company  shall  not  be  appropriated  to  the  payment  of 
the  interest  at  all  until  after  the  whole  of  the  lands  are  eold. 
Wo  pointed  out  that  many  circumstances  might  arise  to 
induce  the  Government  to  postpone  a  forced  sale  of  the 
lands,  and  in  the  meantime  we  have  no  security  for  the 
payment  of  our  interest.  We  pointed  out  also  that  no 
argument  could  be  urged  for  appropriating  the  revenues  of 
the  company  for  the  payment  of  dividends  in  preference  to 
the  payment  of  tho  interest  on  the  monoy  they  borrowed 
on  the  road.  I  contend  that  the  interest  on  the  money  the 
country  advances  should  be  paid  out  of  the  revenues  of  tho 
road  should  the  sale  of  the  lands  fail,  before  those  revenues 


To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  “  now  ”  to  the  end  of  the  question, 
and  insert  the  following  instead  thereof: — recommitted  to  a  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  same,  to  provide 
as  a  condition  of  the  proposed  aids,  that  the  accounts  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  shall  be  subject  to  the  audit  of  the  Auditor 
General  of  Canada. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  hope  tho  hon .  gentleman  will  accept 
this  amendment.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec 
East  (Mr.  Laurier!  that  events  which  have  occurred  since 
last  Session  should  have  caused  hon.  gentleman  to  perceive 
the  expediency  of  something  of  this  kind.  We  have  had 
within  the  last  few  weeks  a  discussion  with  reference  to  the 
affairs  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  we  have  had 
various  statements  made,  but  no  satisfactory  detailed  infor¬ 
mation,  as  to  the  condition  of  the  company’s  accounts,  or  as 
to  the  causes  which  have  induced  them  to  come  for  further 
aid.  We  have  had  some  light  thrown  on  these  things,  but 
certainly  not  that  light  which  should  have  been  thrown  had 
these  accounts  been  subjected  to  a  proper  audit.  Even  to¬ 
day,  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  was  obliged  to  admit 
that  a  sum  of  not  less  than  $120,000  had  been  prac¬ 
tically  misapplied  between  him  and  the  company.  We 
voted  $962,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  under  a  contract  with  us.  The 
company  claimed  that  certain  specified  works  were 
to  be  done  by  the  Government  on  the  line  between 
Winnipeg  and  Port  Arthur  in  order  to  make  it 
tolerable  to  them,  and  they  offered  to  do  these  works,  and 
the  Government  contracted  with  the  company  to  do  them 
for  that  sum.  These  works  did  not  include  an  elovator  and 
ome  other  items  in  this  account  which  I  need  not  now  refer 
to.  Of  the  amount  of  $962,000  which  was  voted  by  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  the  construction  of  these  particular  works,  $872,- 
173  had  been  paid,  and  they  have  placed  a  sum  of  no  less 
than  $120,550  to  build  other  works  altogether  than  those 
which  the  Government  were  liable  to  build,  which  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  had  contracted  to 
build,  and  which  were  essential.  The  other  works  were 
essential,  no  doubt,  and  proper  for  tho  carrying  on  of  tho 
line,  else  the  Government  would  not  have  been  bound  to 
supply  them  and  tho  company  could  not  have  exacted  them. 
The  Government  were  bound  to  supply  thorn  and  tho  com¬ 
pany  wero  entitled  to  exact  them.  The  company  contracted 
to  build  them,  and  the  money  which  they  were  to  bo  paid 
for  the  building  of  thorn  was,  to  tho  extent  of  $120,550, 
applied  to  tho  building  of  this  elevator,  which  was  entirely 
outside  of  thoso  works.  The  company,  in  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  Parliament,  told  us  that  among  the  extra 
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things  it  had  to  build  was  this  very  elevator, 
the  money  for  which  they  have  received  from 
the  Government  under  the  arrangement  made  by  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways.  They  told  us  this  was  one  of 
the  financial  difficulties  they  had  been  plunged  in— this 
very  obligation  to  construct  this  railway  which  has  been 
built  under  this  arrangement  out  of  our  money.  Then  they 
gave  us  a  general  statement  of  $2,500,000  extra  expenditure 
between  Sudbury  and  Nepigon.  The  president  told  us  in 
his  letter  that  this  is  not  included  in  the  other  items  of  the 
account.  We  discussed  the  whole  question  on  this  basis; 
we  enquired  what  it  was  ;  the  Minister  gave  us  some  vague 
information  about  it,  and  a  week  after  he  tells  us  he  thinks 
there  is  a  misprint,  that  in  the  president’s  letter  the  word 
“  not”  ought  to  be  left  out,  and  that  this  sum  is  included  in 
other  items.  The  Acting  M  inister  of  Railways  stated  this 
without  having  duly  weighed  all  the  consequence  of  his 
statement,  because  he  finds  he  has  got  from  bad  to  worse, 
and  I  fully  expect  a  retraction  from  him  of  that  statement. 
I  expect  he  will  tell  us  the  letter  is  correctly  printed. 
This  only  shows  the  importance  of  further  enquiry.  The 
hon.  the  Acting  Minister  does  not  know  what  has  become 
of  this  large  item  of  $2,500,000  ;  we  do  not  know,  at  this 
moment,  whether  it  is  included  or  not  in  the  financial 
arrangement  to  which  I  have  referred.  Besides  the  demand 
being  reasonable,  it  is  not  without  precedent.  The 
neighboring  republic,  which  granted  assistance  in  money 
to  two  lines,  and  in  lands  to  many  railways,  have  found  the 
necessity  of  creating  an  auditor  of  the  accounts  of  subsi¬ 
dised  roads.  An  Act  of  Congress  was  passed,  entitled  an 
Act  to  create  an  auditor  of  railway  accounts  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  it  was  approved  June  19,  1878.  I  will  read 
a  few  of  the  sections,  to  show  what  in  the  neighboring 
Republic,  after  a  considerable  experience  of  the  operations 
of  subsidised  companies,  they  thought  was  necessary  in  the 
public  interest 

“  Sec.  3.  That  the  duties  of  the  said  auditor,  under  and  subject  to  the 
direction  of“the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  shall  be,  to  prescribe  a  system 
of  reports  to  be  rendered  to  him  by  the  railroad  companies  whose  roads 
are  in  whole  or  in  part  west,  north  or  south  of  the  Missouri  River,  and 
to  which  the  United  States  have  granted  any  loan  of  credit  or  subsidy 
in  bonds  or  lands. 

“  Sec.  4.  That  each  and  every  railroad  company  aforesaid  which  has 
received  from  the  United  States  any  bonds  of  the  said  United  States, 
issued  by  way  of  loan  to  aid  in  constructing  or  furnishing  its  road,  or 
which  has  received  from  the  United  States  any  lands  granted  to  it  for  a 
similar  purpose,  shall  make  to  the  said  auditor  any  and  all  such  reports 
as  he  may  require  from  time  to  time,  and  shall  submit  its  books  and 
records  to  the  inspection  of  the  said  auditor,  or  any  person  acting  in  his 
place  and  stead,  at  any  time  that  the  said  auditor  may  request,  in  the 
office  where  said  books  and  records  are  usually  kept ;  and  the  said  audi¬ 
tor,  or  his  authorised  representative,  shall  make  such  transcripts  from 
the  said  books  and  records  as  he  may  desire. 

“Sec.  5.  That  if  any  railroad  company  aforesaid  shall  neglect  or 
refuse  to  make  such  reports  as  may  be  called  for,  or  refuse  to  submit  its 
books  and  records  to  inspection,  as  provided  in  section  4  of  this  Act, 
such  neglect  or  refusal  shall  operate  as  a  forfeiture,  in  each  case  of  such 
neglect  or  refusal,  of  a  sum  of  not  less  than  one  thousand  nor  more  than 
five  thousand  dollars,  to  be  recovered  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  name  and  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United 
States ;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  all 
such  cases  of  neglect  or  refusal  as  aforesaid,  to  inform  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  facts,  to  the  end  that  such  forfeitures  may  be  judicially 
enforced.” 

I  shall  not  quote  extracts  from  the  reports  of  the  auditor  of 
railway  accounts,  but  will  content  myself  with  saying  that 
I  have  reports  here  which  show  what  valuable  information 
was  afforded  to  the  people  of  that  country  by  this  means — 
information  of  which  we  are  to  be  deprived. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  If  I  remember  rightly,  the  Auditor 
General  had  only  the  right  to  audit  the  accounts  of  such 
railways  as  those  in  which  the  Government  were  entitled 
to  receive  a  percentage  of  the  earnings. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Mot  at  all.  I  have  read  the  Act.  It  ap¬ 
plies  to  all  railways  to  which  subsidies  havo  been  given. 

Mr.  Blake, 


June  25, 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Laurier. 


Yeas: 

Messieurs 


Allen, 

Fisher, 

McMullen, 

Armstrong, 

Fleming, 

Mills, 

Auger, 

Geoffrion, 

Mulock, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Gillmor, 

Paterson  (Br&nt), 

Bernier, 

Guay, 

Platt, 

Blake, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Ray, 

Bourassa, 

Rinfret, 

Burpee, 

Holton, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Irvine, 

King, 

Somerville  (Brant) 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Somerville  (Bruce) 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Kirk, 

Springer, 

Cartwright, 

Landerkin, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Casey, 

Langelier, 

Trow, 

Oasgrain, 

Laurier, 

Vail, 

Catudal, 

Lister, 

Watson, 

Charlton, 

Livingston, 

Weldon, 

Davies,  * 

Mackenzie, 

Wilson, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

McCraney, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo. — 55. 

Allison, 

Dugas, 

McDougall(0.  Breton), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Dundas, 

Dupont, 

McLelan, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

McNeillj 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Farrow, 

Massue, 

Barnard, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Mitchell, 

Beaty, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Gigault, 

Orton, 

Bergeron, 

Gordon, 

Pinsonneault, 

Bergin, 

Guilbault, 

Pope, 

Blondeau, 

Guillet, 

Riopel, 

Bo  well, 

Hackett, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Bryson. 

Haggart, 

Ross, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Hill, 

Royal, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

11  sson, 

Shakespeare, 

Carling, 

Hickey, 

Small, 

Caron, 

Homer, 

Stairs, 

Chapleau, 

Hurteau, 

Taschereau, 

Cochrane, 

Ives, 

Taylor, 

Colby, 

Jamieson, 

Temple, 

Costigan, 

Jenkins, 

Tapper, 

Coughlin, 

Kaulbach, 

Valin, 

Ooursol, 

Kilvert, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Curran, 

Langevin, 

Wallace  (York), 

Daly, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

White  (Cardwell), 

Desaulniers(Maski’nge) Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’ rice),  Mackintosh 

Wood  (  Westm’lnd), 

Desjardins, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Woodworth 

Dickinson, 

McCallum, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Wright. — 89. 

Dodd, 

Amendment  negatived. 


Mr.  MILLS  moved : 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  “  now,”  and  to  insert  the  following 
words  instead  thereof : — recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  same,  to  provide  as  a  condition  of  the 
proposed  aids,  that  any  contracts  to  be  let  for  the  construction  of  any 
part  of  the  works  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  whether 
on  the  main  line,  branches,  extensions  or  leased  lines,  shall  be  left  only 
after  each  published  notice,  and  on  such  conditions  as  the  Governor  in 
Council  shall  approve  ;  and  that  no  director  of  the  Company  shall  be 
directly  or  indirectly  interested  either  as  member  of  a  construction 
company,  or  otherwise  in  any  such  contract. 

He  said  :  I  need  say  nothing  in  support  of  this  amendment. 
The  principle  is  one  that  is  well  recognised.  Every  ene 
acquainted  with  the  construction  of  the  Union  Pacific, 
knows  the  frauds  that  were  committed,  and  the  improper 
manner  in  which  the  apparent  expenditure  of  the  company 
was  increased  by  the  construction  company  being  composed 
in  large  part  of  those  who  were  members  of  the  Railway 
company  itself. 

Amendment  negatived  on  the  same  division  as  the  last. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  beg  to  move  : 

That  all  the  words  after  “now”  to  the  eDd  of  the  question  be  left 
out,  and  the  following  words  inserted  instead  thereof : — “  Recommitted 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  puipose  of  amending  the  same,  to 
provide  as  a  condition  of  the  propose  l  aids  that  so  long  as  any  part  of 
the  advances  dealt  with  by  the  said  Resolutions  or  interest  thereon 
remains  unpaid,  none  of  the  resources  of  the  company  shall  be  expended 
in  acquiring  interests  in  railways  or  railway  securities  in  the  United 
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States  with  a  view  to  an  Atlantic  Ocean  Terminus  in  the  United  States 
Territory. 

House  divided  on  amendment. 


Teas: 

Messieurs 


Allen, 

Fisher, 

McMullen, 

Armstrong, 

Fleming, 

Mills, 

Auger, 

Forbes, 

Mulock, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Geoffrion, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bernier, 

Gillmor, 

Platt, 

Blake, 

Guay, 

Ray, 

Burpee, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Riufret, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Holton, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Cartwright, 

King, 

Springer, 

Casey, 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Casgrain, 

Trow, 

Catudal, 

Langelier, 

Vail, 

Charlton, 

Laurier, 

Watson, 

Davies, 

Lister, 

Weldon, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Livingstone, 

McCraney, 

Wilson. — 63. 

Nays  : 


Messieurs 

Dundas, 

Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Foster, 

Gagne, 

Gigault, 

Gordon, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kilvert, 

Langevin, 

Macdonald  (King), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Cameron  (Inverness) 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Carling, 

Caron, 

Ohapleau, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Daly, 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)  Mackintosh 
Desaulnier9  (St.M’rice),Macmaster, 

Desjardins,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dogas,  McDougail  (C.  Breton) 

Amendment  negatived. 


McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Orton, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Tupper, 

Valin, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood(  Westm’l’nd) 
Woodworth, 

Wright. —  89. 


It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 


were  the  Government  alarmed  at  the  idea  of  American  ca¬ 
pitalists  investing  in  this  road  in  South-Western  Manitoba, 
but  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  became  alarmed 
also.  I  think  the  Government  and  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  ought  to  enoourage  American  capitalists  to  invest  in 
Canadian  railways  if  they  are  going  to  open  up  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  I  am  satisfied  that,  if  the  Government  had  aided 
and  encouraged  the  Manitoba  South-Western,  it  would  have 
been  built  years  ago,  and  the  remarks  that  fell  from  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  would  not  have  been  called  for 
when  he  stated  that  he  believed  farmers  there  had  immense 
quantities  of  wheat  in  their  granaries  and  still  were  hard 
up.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  is  the  case.  It  does  not  follow 
that  a  man  is  well  off  because  he  has  l,00l>  bushels  of  wheat 
in  his  granary,  when  he  has  no  means  of  getting  to  market. 
The  Government  are  aware  of  this,  because  they  have  had 
petitions  from  Southern  Manitoba  asking  for  liberal  grants  to 
the  Manitoba  South-Western,  and  last  winter  the  delegates 
were  here  asking  for  aid  from  the  Government  and  urging 
the  necessity  of  having  the  road  built,  and  they  laid  before 
the  Government  the  facts  as  to  there  being  thousands 
of  bushels  of  grain  in  Southern  Manitoba  that  could 
not  be  got  to  mai’ket.  These  people  expected  a 
road  some  years  ago,  and  have  hot  got  it  yet. 
From  the  statement  made  by  the  manager  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  there  is  even  yet  somo  doubt  as 
to  whether  they  will  have  railway  communication  this  year, 
even  although  the  South-Western  have  a  land  grant  given 
them.  I  believe  they  would  have  been  satisfied  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  encouraged  the  South-Western  company  and 
had  not  shut  off  American  capitalists  as  they  did  and  as  it 
was  admitted  in  the  House  that  they  did.  It  is  strange  that 
when  American  capitalists  desire  to  build  a  road  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  for  the  purpose  of  opening  up  that 
country,  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  do  so.  We  find  that 
there  is  now  a  proposition  before  this  House  to  give  the 
money  of  this  Dominion  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a 
railway  through  the  State  of  Maine.  Now  if  the  Government 
of  Canada  feel  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  this  country  to 
give  aid  for  the  construction  of  a  railway  through  the  State 
of  Maine  to  make  a  short  connection  with  the  seaboard,  I 
do  not  see  why  they  should  interfere  with  Americans 
building  railways  altogether  in  our  own  territory.  I  will 
read  the  remarks  of  the  First  Minister  with  reference  to 
this  South-Western  Railway  Company  : 

“  It  was  known  that  a  great  many  American  speculators  took  an 
interest  in  the  line,  [t  was  believed,  in  the  old  country  especially,  and 
believed  generally,  that  the  efforts  to  build  a  line  on  condition  of  getting 
certain  grants  of  land  were  made  in  concert  with  certain  railway 
influences,  railway  enterprises  in  the  United  States,  which  were  hostile 
to  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  conviction 
was  strengthened  by  various  circumstancess  which  have  sprung  up 
from  time  to  time,  and  there  was  a  strong  opinion,  in  which  I  myself 
for  a  time  shared,  that  this  was  going  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
strangling  the  Canadian  enterprise.” 


Alter  Recess. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  wish  to  move  an  amendment  similar  [ 
to  that  which  I  moved  last  year,  inasmuch,  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  I  beliove,  have  it  in  their  power  to  make  terms  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  as  it  has  been  claimed 
of  late  that,  under  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  they  have  the  right  to  a  monopoly  of  railways  in 
Manitoba.  1  look  on  this  question  as  one  of  great  import¬ 
ance  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  I  feel  quite  satisfied  that 
the  disallowance  policy  of  this  Government  in  reference  to 
Manitoba  has  prevented  a  great  many  miles  of  railway  from 
being  built  in  that  Province,  particularly  in  Southern  Mani¬ 
toba.  The  charter  for  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Railway 
was  granted  some  years  ago,  and  that  line  was  prevented 
from  being  built  in  the  interests  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company.  We  have  that  direct  from  the  First 
Minister  himself.  The  other  night  he  slated  that,  not  only 
359 


Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  a  direct  statement  that  any 
Americans  who  wish  to  engage  in  railway  enterprises  in 
our  own  territory  shall  be  prevented.  For  what  purpose  ? 
For  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
I  am  sure  that  is  a  mistake,  so  far  as  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  is  concerned,  and  I  believe  it  is  a  mistake  in  the 
interest  of  the  whole  Dominion.  We  have  a  statement  by 
the  First  Minister  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  can 
carry  freight  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  any  other  railway, 
because  they  have  the  whole  road  themselves  under  one 
management.  It  has  been  stated  in  this  House  that  grain 
had  to  bo  shipped  to  Manitoba  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
cheap  rates  over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  sea¬ 
board.  If  that  is  the  case,  we  would  surely  expect  that  the 
Government,  when  they  have  it  in  their  power,  as  at  pre¬ 
sent,  would  change  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  contract, 
in  so  far  as  disallowance  is  concerned.  If  that  is  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  let  us  know  it,  but  do  not  let  the 
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country  bo  bound  down  for  20  years  under  that  contract 
and  prevent  any  other  road  from  being  built  to  the  south. 
If  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  can  carry  freight  cheaper 
than  any  other  road  to  the  south,  they  will  get  the  freight 
of  those  roads ;  and  the  branches,  instead  of  diverting  freight 
from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  will  be  used  to  convey 
freight  to  it.  We  have  other  reasons  for  urging  that  this 
amendment  should  be  adopted,  in  the  statements  of  the 
Minister  of  Bailways  last  year  in  this  House,  and  also  in 
statements  made  by  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  during  the 
debate  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  contract.  I  will 
read  what  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  in  1883,  when  he  was 
oppi  sed  to  doing  away  with  the  monopoly  clause  : 

“  I  say  the  interests  of  this  country  demand  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  should  be  made  a  success,  and  the  man  who  does  any  act  by 
which  that  success  is  imperilled  takes  a  course  which  if  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  Canada.  But  somebody  may  ask  what  about  the  interests 
of  Manitoba  ?  Are  the  interests  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  to  be 
sacrificed  to  the  policy  of  Canada  ?  I  say,  if  it  is  necessary,  yes.” 

Now,  that  is  the  language  of  the  Minister  of  Eailways  in 
1883.  In  1884  he  made  use  of  different  language  alto¬ 
gether,  and  apparently  he  was  ready  at  that  time,  or  in  the 
near  future,  to  revise  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and 
not  only  the  policy  .of  the  present  Government,  but  that  of 
the  late  Government.  In  delivering  his  railway  speech  he 
made  use  of  the  following  language  with  regard  to  the 
policy  of  disallowance 

“  I  said  that  the  present  Government,  when  we  came  into  power, 
adopted  that  policy ;  that  we  felt,  as  our  predecessors  did,  that  grap¬ 
pling  with  so  gigantic  a  work  as  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  we  were  bound  to  adopt  every  possible  means  of  pro¬ 
tecting  our  own  line  against  having  its  traffic  drawn  to  lines  to  the 
south  ;  and,  mark  you,  this  was  at  a  time  when  we  did  not  contemplate 
at  an  early  day  carrying  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  farther  than 
Poit  Arthur.  1  said,  further,  that  when  we  made  it  obligatory  upon 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  extend  the  line  at  once  north 
ol  Lake  superior,  giving  us  an  all-rail  route  from  Montreal  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean,  we  felt  obliged  to  give  that  company,  npon  which  we  imposed 
such  onerous  obligations,  all  the  security  that  we  had  considered  neces¬ 
sary,  and  that  our  predecessors  in  the  Government  had  considered 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  But  I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  state  to  the  House  that,  although  true  to  that 
policy,  the  Government  refused  to  give  assent  to  the  construction  of 
lines  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba  to  connect  with  American  rail¬ 
ways  to  the  south.  Such  is  the  evidence  presented  by  the  operation  of 
the  line,  so  far  as  it  has  gone  ;  such  is  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  itself,  in  regard  to  the  ability  of 
a  through  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  take  care  of  itself,  and 
by  the  inherent  power  of  its  own  advantages  to  maintain  its  position, 
notwithstanding  any  competition  to  which  it  may  be  subjected.  We  are 
now  in  a  position  to  review  and  to  reconsider  the  policy  of  the  late  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  the  policy  of  the  present  Government,  as  to  the  continued 
necessity  for  any  long  period  of  protecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  against  competition  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  I  am  glad 
to  be  able  to  state  to  the  House  that  such  is  the  confidence  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  in  the  power  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to 
protect  itself,  that  when  the  line  is  constructed  north  of  Lake  Superior 
the  Government  feel  that  it  will  not  he  incumbent  upon  them  to  preserve 
the  position  they  have  hitherto  felt  bound  to  preserve,  that  of  refusing 
to  consent  to  the  construction  ot  lines  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
connecting  it  with  American  railways  to  the  south.  I  can  give  no  bet¬ 
ter  evidence  to  the  House  and  the  country  of  the  advanced  position 
which  we  consider  this  great  enterprise  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway 
has  attained,  than  when  1  say  that  I  feel  it  is  consistent  with  what  we 
owe  to  the  people  of  this  country  and  to  that  great  national  work  that 
the  Government  should  not  feel  it  incumbent  on  themselves  to  pursue 
the  restrictive  policy  within  the  Province  of  Manitoba  which  we  have 
hitherto  been  obliged  to  maintain.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  statement  was  made  by  the  late 
Minister  of  Eailways  when  he  was  advocating  the  loan  of 
last  year.  I  look  upon  that  statement  as  possessing  con¬ 
siderable  authority.  At  that  time  the  whole  Dominion 
believed  the  statement  he  made,  that  in  the  near  future,  when 
the  road  was  constructed  north  of  Lake  Superior,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  no  longer  disallow  charters  to  build  rail¬ 
ways  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  but  that  these  roads 
should  be  allowed  to  be  built.  I  am  sorry  such  has 
not  been  the  case,  and  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
foreshadowed  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  apparently  not 
to  be  carried  out.  I  may  say  that  the  Emerson  aud 
North-Western  Eailway  charter  was  disallowed  by  the  Min- 
Mr.  Watson. 


ister  of  Justice  because  it  came  within  the  spirit  of  the  con¬ 
tract.  That  was  the  reason  given  for  the  disallowance,  not 
that  the  contract  demanded  that  it  should  be  disallowed. 
In  the  debate  in  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
Company  in  1880,  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  stated  that  after  this  contract  was  ratified  Manitoba 
would  have  the  right  to  build  railways  to  the  international 
boundary  line,  and  at  that  time  there  was  actually  a  charter 
granted  for  the  construction  of  a  road  in  connection  with  an 
American  line,  and  we  were  told  that  the  contract  of  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  would  not  interfere  with  it. 
We  also  have  the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  during  the 
debate  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  contract,  to  the  effect 
that  railway  construction  in  Manitoba  could  not  be  inter¬ 
fered  with ;  that  Manitoba  had  the  right  to  grant  charters 
for  railways  in  that  Province  ;  in  fact,  to  use  his  own  words, 
they  could  not  check  Manitoba.  Eailway  charters  have, 
however,  been  disallowed.  The  Emerson  and  North-West¬ 
ern  Eailway  charter  was  disallowed  because  it  was  against 
the  spirit  of  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Railway 
Company;  and,  later  on,  during  this  Session,  coming  with 
the  authority  of  the  Government,  through  the  Minister  of  Bail- 
ways,  a  decision  was  given  in  the  Eailway  Committee  that  a 
railway  charter  could  not  be  granted  to  railways  to  connect 
at  the  international  boundary  line  with  other  lines.  This  was 
given  on  the  application  for  a  charter  made  by  myself  to 
build  a  railway  from  Portage  la  Prairie  to  the  Lake  of 
the  Woods.  The  reason  why  the  charter  could  not  be 
granted  during  this  Session  was  stated  in  these  words  : 

“  With  reference  to  the  Bill  (No.  63)  to  incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie 
and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Railway  and  Navigation  Company,  referred 
back  to  the  commttee  for  further  consideration,  they  have  agreed  again 
to  report  that  the  preamble  thereof  is  ‘  not  proven  ’  to  their  satisfaction, 
because  the  said  Bill  is  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  44 
Victoria,  chapter  1,  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  aud  with 
the  contract  thereby  ratified  and  made.” 

It  has  apparently  become  the  belief  of  the  Government,  and 
they  are  not  afraid  to  express  it  through  their  officers,  that 
it  is  not  only  the  policy  of  the  Government  to  disallow 
charters  for  railways  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  but  to 
recognise  the  fact  that  they  are  bound  by  solemn  contract 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  not  to  allow 
railways  to  be  built  south  east  in  Manitoba.  Now  is  the 
time  for  the  Government  to  call  upon  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  Company  to  make  certain  concessions,  for  the 
company  are  now  asking  further  aid.  We  may  not  have 
an  opportunity — I  hope  we  shall  not — of  seeing  the  Canar 
dian  Pacific  Bail  way  asking  for  further  aid  ;  and  this,  there¬ 
fore,  is  a  favorable  opportunity  tor  having  that  objectionable 
clause  struck  out  of  the  contract.  We  have  had  it  stated 
by  hon.  gontlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  at  different 
times,  that  there  were  strong  reasons  for  believing  that  the 
monopoly  clause  would  be  struck  out.  The  hon.  member 
for  Provoncher  stated  that  the  reason  why  bianch  lines 
could  not  be  built  in  Manitoba  by  companies  independent  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  was  because  that  the  com¬ 
pany  had  full  control  of  local  companies,  and  branch  lines 
would  have  to  make  terms  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way  Company.  Wo  had  also  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron),  during  tho  discussion  on  the  rail¬ 
way  from  Medicine  Hat  to  the  Galt  coal  mines,  using  tho 
following  language:  — 

J  “  Then,  when  you  get  to  Medicine  Hat,  you  must  remember  it  has  to 
be  carried  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  thence  to  the  point  of  con¬ 
sumption,  Winnipeg,  or  Portage  la  Prairie,  or  any  other  point.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  the  power,  by  its  control  of  the  rates, 
to  put  on  a  position  of  eqoality  all  the  coal  dealers  or  producers 
in  all  that  country.” 

It  is  wrong  that  any  corporation  should  have  power  to  con¬ 
trol  rates.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  that  hon.  gentleman 
make  the  statement  to  which  I  have  referred,  because  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  claimed  that  the  Government  have 
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a  right  to  regulate  the  rates  oharged  by  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway;  but  I  believe  that  on  account  of  the  watering 
of  the  stock  of  the  companv,  and  for  other  reasons,  that 
right  is  unavailing,  and  the  Government  have  no  control 
of  rates  charged  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  The  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria  has  appa¬ 
rently  come  to  the  same  conclusion — that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  have  full  control  of  the  rates  over 
rhe  road,  and  that  it  can  regulate  the  prices  at  which  coal 
can  be  transported  over  it.  I  am  not  giving  my  opinion  as 
to  the  necessity  of  competition  on  account  of  through 
rates  charged  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  rates 
charged  on  wheat  to  Montreal  last  fall  were  reasonable, 
but  still  we  might  have  better  rates  if  we  had  competition 
and  more  railways,  local  and  independent  roads  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince.  I  desire  to  read  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Winni¬ 
peg  city  council,  on  2nd  June,  which  shows  to  some  extent 
the  manner  in  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  is  serving  the  people  of  Winnipeg,  especially  with 
respect  to  the  southern  travel.  Even  supposing  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  is  completed  north  of  Lake  Superior, 
and  there  is  a  steamship  line  runing  from  Port  Arthur  east, 
still  the  people  of  Manitoba  may  wish  to  travel  south,  and 
visit  St.  Paul  or  Chicago.  The  resolution  passed  by  the  city 
council  is  as  follows  :  — 

“  That  this  city,  having  bonused  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  a 
very  large  extent,  feels  that  its  citizens  are  entitled  to  some  considera¬ 
tion  at  the  hands  of  that  corporation,  and  would  therefore  request  that 
the  said  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  do  alter  the  running  of  their  trains  to 
the  south,  as  will  be  more  convenient  foe  our  citizens,  in  giving  them 
closer  connections  with  the  trains  at  Emerson  and  Gretna,  and  that  a 
copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwaried  to  General  Superintenlent  Egan.” 

The  resolution  was  moved  by  Alderman  Pearson  and 
seconded  by  Alderman  Spencer,  both  of  whom  are  Conserv¬ 
atives.  Passengers  could  not  make  connection  with  trains 
going  south  at  Gretna  and  St.  Vincent,  because  of  the  change 
of  time  made  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Passengers 
for  St.  Paul  had  to  lie  over  eight  hours  at  those  points,  in 
consequence  of  the  train  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
arriving  four  hours  too  late  to  make  connection  with  the 
trains  south.  It  is  not  right  that  the  people  should  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  such  annoyances  by  this  company.  When  this 
change  of  time  was  made  another  change  was  brought  into 
effect,  namely,  that  tho  company  would  not  carry  immi¬ 
grants  from  Gretna  to  Winnipeg  except  at  first-class  rates. 
That  is  to  bo  regretted,  for  we  have  the  statement  of  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  that  a  great  many  people  from  the 
United  States  are  going  into  Manitoba.  But  we  find  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  offering  no  inducements  to  immi¬ 
grants  coming  from  the  south  into  Manitoba.  For  the 
reasons  given,  I  move  the  following  amendment  — 

That  all  the  words  after  “that,”  in  the  said  resolution,  be  left  outt 
and  the  following  inserted  instead  thereof: — That,  as  a  condition  o, 
granting  the  proposed  aids  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
it  shall  be  stipulated  that  the  company  shall  no  longer  claim  that  no 
line  of  railway  shall  be  permitted  to  be  constructed  within  Manitoba 
south  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  except  south  of  such  lines  as 
shall  run  south-west,  or  to  the  westward  of  south-west,  and  that  no 
lines  of  railway  shall  be  permitted  to  be  constructed  within  Manitoba 
within  15  miles  of  latitude  49. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr. 
Watson)  has  stated  that  the  Premior  of  the  Government 
has  broken  his  promise ;  that  the  policy  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  of  stopping  the  issue  of  charters  for  lines 
going  in  certain  directions,  shall  be  discontinued  after  the 
building  of  tho  lino  north  of  Lake  Superior.  Well,  I  do  not 
see  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  woi’d  has  been  broken.  We 
all  know  that  the  lino  has  not  been  built  yot;  that  the  line, 
no  doubt,  will  be  operated  some  time  in  the  latter  part  of 
this  summer,  and  therefore  I  do  not  bolieve  that  it  becomes 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  the  Government  promise  has 
not,  been  fulfilled  with  regard  to  the  branch  lines  south  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  in  Manitoba.  One,  certainly, 


would  have  thought  that  the  hon.  member  would  have  rejoiced 
in  this  fact,  and  would  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  inform 
the  House  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  lately 
announced  that  they  would  construct  the  line  of  the  South- 
Western  Manitoba.  Late'y  the  PremieCof  the  Province,  Mr. 
Norquay,  wrote  to  Mr.  Egan,  the  superintendent  of  the  east¬ 
ern  sectiou  of  the  road,  to  know  whether  the  company  were 
ready  to  construct  that  branch  line,  and  the  answer  came, 
which  has  been  published  in  the  papers  of  Manitoba,  that 
such  was  the  intention  of  the  authorities  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  Those  who  know  tho  politics  of  our  Pro¬ 
vince  are  aware  that  much  bas  been  said  about  the  poor, 
down  trodden  and  long-suffering  farmers  of  south  western 
Manitoba ;  but  Sir,  they  say  nothing  of  the  news  that  the 
farmers  will  be  relieved  to  that  extent ;  that  the  South  West¬ 
ern  will  be  built  to  Whitewaier  Lake,  that  is,  north  of  Turtle 
Mountain.  But  consistency  seems  not  to  be  one  of  the 
jewels  which  are  treasured  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and 
their  party.  Here  is  a  new  departure  with  regard  to  the 
building  of  branch  lines  in  Manitoba,  which  have  been  so 
long  and  so  persistently  advocated  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  and  out  of  which  they  have  tried  to  make  so  much 
political  capital.  Wo  find  that  the  Hamilton  Times,  which, 
L  believe,  is  one  of  the  organs  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in 
one  of  its  latest  issues,  has  the  following  :  — 

“  When  Governments  pay  for  railways  with  land  grants,  the  railways 
are  constructed  away  in  advance  of  settlement.  These  four  rail¬ 
ways - ” 

That  is,  those  which  are  to  be  subsidised  by  land  grants 
under  these  resolutions. 

“  These  four  railways  now  projected  will  run  some  hundreds  of  miles 
into  the  heart  of  the  North-West  Territories.  There  is  no  preseut  need 
of  such  a  thing.  There  is  plenty  of  untilled  land  in  Manitoba  proper, 
within  100  miles  of  Red  River.  Had  the  Government  furnished  the  cash 
to  build  a  few  short  lines  of  railway  from  Red  River,  and  allowed  the 
land  to  be  taken  up  by  none  but  actual  settlers,  who  should  get  it  with¬ 
out  any  price  down,  but  with  the  understanding  that  the  land  should 
always  be  subject  to  a  direct  tax  for  public  purposes,  Manitoba  would 
be  pretty  well  settled.  Produce  would  not  have  to  be  hauled  to  market 
hundred  of  miles  through  uninhabited  regions.  There  are  not  200,000 
people  in  the  whole  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West.  That  population 
could  be  comfortably  located  on  a  tract  200  miles  long  by  100  miles 
wide,  and  600  or  600  miles  of  railway  would  be  ample  to  serve  such 
a  district.’  ’ 

For  these  reasons  the  Hamilton  Times  opposed  free  grants 
of  lands  to  the  Manitoba  South-Western,  the  Manitoba  and 
North-Western,  the  Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake,  and  other 
roads  to  which  the  Government  decided  to  give  material 
assistance  in  the  shape  of  land  subsidies.  That  is  a  new 
departure  in  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  After 
clamoring  against  the  Government  for  not  compelling  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  give  us  branch  lines  before  the 
trunk  line  was  constructed,  now  that  we  are  assured  of  these 
branch  lines,  they  say  we  do  not  want  them,  or  if  we  need 
them,  we  need  them  only  in  certain  directions.  In  other 
words,  the  population  should  be  located  along  a  certain  line 
and  we  should  compel  the  settlers  to  leave  their  farms  and 
settle  within  a  reasonable  distance  of  the  line  already  built. 
The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  has  spoken 
of  the  resolution  passed  by  the  city  council  of  Winnipeg, 
I  really  do  not  see  that  that  resolution  has  anything  to  do 
with  this  question.  We  all  know  it  is  the  interest,  not  only 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but  also  of  the  couutry  at 
large,  to  prevent  our  immigrants  coming  through  the 
United  States.  We  all  know  very  well  what  efforts  have  beon 
made  by  tho  railway  authorities  on  the  American  border  to 
prevent  our  immigrants  coming  to  the  North-West.  They 
have  had  recourse  to  all  sorts  of  placards  and  denunciations, 
magnifying  the  troubles  in  that  country  for  that  purpose. 
Now  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  authorities  are  try¬ 
ing  to  prevent  immigrants  passing  through  that  territory, 
we  see  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seeking  to  make  some  little 
capital  out  of  the  resolution  passed  by  the  city  council  for, 
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no  doubt,  a  personal  object.  The  object  of  the  change  in  the 
time  table  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  evident  to 
everybody.  If  by  this  change  of  time  immigrants  were 
subjected  to  a  longer  route,  a  greater  loss  of  time,  and 
greater  cost  for  travelling,  there  might  be  something  in 
the  resolution  passed  by  the  city  council,  and  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  might  have  something  to  complain  of.  But, 
on  the  contrary,  the  only  object  of  the  change  in  the  time 
table  is  to  compel  the  immigrants  who  come  from  Europe 
to  Canada  to  take  our  own  roads,  instead  of  being  captured 
by  the  American  x’ailway  authorities.  As  I  have  stated,  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  authorities  are  giving  the  trip 
from  our  seaboard  to  Winnipeg  or  to  any  part  of  the  North- 
West  Territories  for  a  mere  nominal  sum  ;  and  I  challenge 
the  hou.  gentleman  to  say  whether  the  American  railway 
authorities  are  prepared  to  do  the  same  thing.  Even  if 
they  were  prepared  to  do  it,  it  is  not  only  important  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  that  its  traffic  should  be  increased, 
but  it  is  highly  beneficial  and  patriotic  to  Canada.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  tried  to  make  out  that  tho  rates  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  transporting  produce  are  extra¬ 
vagantly  high.  In  fact,  he  said  we  wanted  competition  in  order 
to  reduce  those  rates.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman — and 
I  do  not  blame  him  for  it — wants  to  have  his  produce  carried 
to  the  seaboard  for  nothing.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the 
right  policy.  I  think  a  healthy  condition  of  the  company 
requires  that  it  should  impose  such  rates  as  will  yield  a 
profit.  We  have  the  admission  of  the  hon.  gentleman  him¬ 
self  that  last  fall,  when  the  movement  of  farm  produco  was 
commencing,  tho  rates  were  tolerably  low.  In  fact,  he 
said  he  had  nothing  to  find  fault  with.  Then,  I  do  not  see 
what  is  the  object  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amendment.  If 
it  were  carried,  it  would  no  doubt  have  the  effect  of  destroy¬ 
ing  the  resolution,  which  provides  for  a  free  grant  of  land 
and  for  the  construction  of  branch  lines  of  railway  in 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories,  which  he  himself 
and  his  party,  in  fact  everybody,  has  been  clamoring  for 
during  the  past  three  or  four  yeai  s.  I  suppose  I  need  not 
say  that  I  am  going  to  vote  against  the  amendment,  because 
I  think  it  would  destroy  the  very  thing  we  most  need  in 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Watson. 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 


Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 


Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

IveSj 

Jamieson, 

Kanlbach, 

Kilvert, 

Labrosse, 

Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King's), 


Desaulniers  (Mask’nge), Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Desaulniers(St.  Maurice)  Mackintosh, 

Desjardins,  Macmaster, 

Dickinson,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dodd,  McCallnm, 

Dugas,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dundas,  McDougall  (0.  Breton) 


Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Tupper, 

V  alin, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westm’lnd), 
Woodworth, 
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Amendment  negatived;  and  resolutions  read  the  second 
time  on  the  same  division  reversed,  and  ooncurred  in. 


Mr.  POPE  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  153) 
furthor  to  amond  the  Acts  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  to  provide  for  the  completion  and  successful 
operation  thereof. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 


SUPPLY— THE  PUBLIC  EXPENDITURE. 


Mr.  BOWEL L  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  that  motion  is 
put,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject  to  which  I 
gave  notice  a  few  nights  ago  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  House.  It  is,  I  think,  very  much  to  be  regretted  that, 
among  the  other  consequences  of  this  unusually  protracted 
Session,  the  question  to  which  I  am  about  to  refer 
should  not  have  been  considered  at  an  earlier  period. 
It  must  be  obvious  to  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
House,  and  to  every  person  out  of  it,  who  has  paid  any 
attention  to  the  subject,  that  the  whole  financial  situation 
has  changed  very  materially  since  the  period  at  which  the 
Minister  of  Finance  made  his  usual  exposition  of  the  state 
of  the  country.  It  is  quite  clear,  not  only  that  we  are 
likely  to  be  subjected  to  many  additional  charges,  which 
could  not  be  foreseen  at  that  time,  and  for  which,  from  that 
cause,  no  provision  was  made,  but  also  that  a  very  consider¬ 
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Paterson  (Brant), 

Blake, 
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Platt, 

Bourassa, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 
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Cameron  (Huron), 

Holton, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
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Irvine, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

King, 
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Kirk, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
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Nats  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo. — 51. 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Dupont, 

McLelan, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Farrow, 

McNeill, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Massue, 

Barnard, 

Fortin, 

Gagne, 

Mitchell, 

Bell, 

Moffat, 

Benoit, 

Gi  gault, 

Montplaisir, 
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Bergin, 

Gordon, 

Paint, 
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Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Mr.  Royal. 

Guillet, 

Pope, 

Hackett, 

Riopel, 

able  number  of  items  of  revenue  on  which  the  Minister 
relied  can  no  longer  be  depended  upon.  Therefore,  the 
whole  position  has  changed  in  both  respects,  and  changed 
materially  for  the  worse.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  first  place, 
we  have  come  so  near  the  end  of  the  year  that  it  is  com¬ 
paratively  easy  for  us  to  see  what  our  actual  expenditure 
and  our  actual  receipts  are  likely  to  be.  On  the 
1st  June  of  this  year  I  find  that  our  total  revenue 
amounted  to  $29,533,000,  and  our  total  expenditure  was 
given  at  the  sum  of  $28,204,000.  Those  hon.  gentlemen 
who  will  take  the  pains  to  refer  to  the  same  return  for  the 
year  1884  will  observe  that  on  the  corresponding  date,  the 
3lst  May,  the  expenditure  amounted  to  $25,792,000;  in 
other  words,  that  our  expenditure  was  $2,400,000  more  on 
the  1st  June  last  past  than  the  year  before,  while  our 
receipts,  taking  into  account  the  fact  that  we  borrowed,  by 
an  expedient  which  was  alluded  to  at  some  length  the  other 
evening,  about  a  million  dollars  from  the  revenues  of  1856 — 
our  receipts,  making  allowance  for  that  addition,  were  almost 
identical  with  those  of  June,  1884,  which  were  $28,527,000,  as 
against  a  revenue  of  $29,633,000  on  the  1st  June  last,  includ¬ 
ing,  as  I  have  said,  that  particular  million  for  which  either 
the  Government  at  large  or  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
is  to  be  thanked,  and  which  was  effected  by  the  judicious 
expedient  of  giving  six  or  seven  weeks’ notice  to  the  parties 
affected  of  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  impose 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


2869 


additional  taxation  on  spirits.  Now,  the  result  of  that 
is,  that  if  we  suppose  that  the  expenditure  up  to 
the  1st  July  next  be  the  same  as  the  expenditure  to  the 
corresponding  period  last  year,  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  it  will  be  less — on  the  contrary,  there  is  only 
too  much  reason  to  Suppose  it  will  be  largely  increased — 
our  total  expenditure,  exclusive,  apparently,  of  all  the  sums 
that  are  to  be  expended  in  the  North-West,  would  amount, 
on  the  1st  July  next,  to  the  sum  of  about  $33,515,000.  I  am 
not  in  possession  of  such  data  as  would  enable  me  to  make 
any  accurate  estimate  of  the  portion  of  that  expenditure 
which  is  charged  on  account  of  the  North-West  rebellion; 
but  taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  Ministers  did 
not  deem  it  necessary  to  ask  for  more  than  $700,000 
prior  to  the  1st  June,  I  suppose  I  would  be  doing 
ample  justice  if  I  allowed  that  $700,000  as  part  of  the 
expenditure  up  to  the  1st  June.  Now,  we  know  from 
the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Customs^  that  he 
expects  that  a  sum  of  about  $4,000,000,  at  least,  will  be  ex¬ 
pended  in  connection  with  the  North-West  troubles;  and 
if,  as  seems  not  unreasonable,  we  divide  that  sum 
of  $4,000,000  between  the  years  1885  and  1886,  it 
is  clear  that,  allowing  for  the  $700,000  of  which  I 
spoke,  an  1  adding  the  difference  between  that  and  the 
$2,000,000  which  I  presume  will  be  charged  to  1885, 
our  total  expenditure  up  to  the  1st  July,  1885,  cannot  well  be 
less  than  $34,819,000.  Now,  in  the  same  way,  if  our  receipts 
during  the  balance  of  the  year  1885  correspond  to  those 
that  we  received  in  the  balance  of  the  year  1884,  it  is  equally 
clear  that  onr  total  income,  even  including  the  amount  so 
dexterously  added  to  the  revenue  of  the  present  year,  cannot 
exceed  $33,000,000,  and  that  there  will  be,  as  I  inti¬ 
mated  some  time  ago,  a  probable  deficit  of  about  $1,819,000 
on  the  transactions  of  the  current  year.  Of  course,  in 
making  those  statements  I  am  bound  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  I  am  making  them  on  the 
authority  and  on  the  data  supplied  by  tho  Ministers  especi¬ 
ally  in  charge  of  these  Departments ;  but  from  wbat  we 
know  and  from  the  experience  ol  past  years,  it  is  tolerably 
evident  those  figures  to  which  I  have  alluded  are  likely  to 
be  very  nearly  attained.  If  you  chose  to  look  back  to  1882 
you  will  find  that  on  the  1st  of  June  of  that  year  our 
total  revenue  amounied  to  $29,554,000,  and  our  total 
expenditure  as  recorded  in  the  Gazette  $22,553,000. 
Similarly,  on  the  1st  of  June  1883,  our  total  revenue  was 
$33,330,000  and  our  total  expenditure  $24,109,000;  and, 
as  I  have  already  remarked,  on  the  1st  of  June 
last  yr  ar  our  total  revenue  amounted  to  $28,527  000  and 
our  total  expenditure  to  $25,792,000;  so  that  the  House 
will  see  (if  they  take  the  pains  to  compare  those  figures  with 
the  total  receipts  and  the  total  expenditure  for  the  three 
years  1882,  1883  and  1884)  that  the  estimate  I  make  is  a 
very  moderate  estimate  indeed.  It  is  to  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  this  estimate  includes  the  whole  capital 
amount  received  during  1885  from  Dominion  lands,  what¬ 
ever  that  may  bo,  and  that  it  does  not  include  the  sum 
charged  to  capital  account,  amounting,  apparently,  to 
$330,000  during  the  year  1885  ;  so  that,  giving  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  benefit  of  that  very  extraordinary  proceeding, 
which  has  been  initiated  for  the  first  time  this  year,  of 
charging  all  the  expenditures  to  capital  account  and  of 
crediting  all  the  receipts  for  Dominion  lands  to  ordinary 
revenue,  still  even  so,  on  the  data  presented  to  us  by 
those  hon.  gentlemen,  our  total  expenditure  would 
amount  to  $34,819,000,  as  against  a  probable  revenue,  appa- 
lontly,  of  $33,000,000  in  round  numbers,  assuming,  as  I 
said,  that  precisely  as  much  will  bo  received  in  1885  as 
was  received  in  1884,  after  the  1st  of  June;  and 
I  may  add  that  in  making  that  allowance  I  am  dealing 
very  liberally  with  the  hon.  gentlemen,  because  it  is  toler¬ 
ably  self  evident  that,  after  the  enormous  sum  paid  in  on 


account  of  Excise  in  the  month  of  May,  the  odds  are  very 
great  that  the  Excise  in  the  month  of  June  will  show  a  very 
serious  shrinkage.  I  may  aid  that  in  addition  to  the  expe¬ 
dient  of  borrowing  $  1,000,000  from  the  revenue  of  next  year, 
and  in  addition  to  the  expedient  of  adding  to  capital  account 
on  the  one  side  and  crediting  to  revenue  on  the  other,  in  the 
case  of  Dominion  lands,  these  gentlemen  have  also  added  to 
capital  account  a  very  considerable  number  of  items  for 
roiling  stock  and  other  similar  expenditures  on  account  of  the 
Intercolonial  Rail  way, all  of  which, in  a  proper  system  of  book¬ 
keeping,  would,  I  have  always  contended,  be  charged,  as 
they  ought  to  be,  to  the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  year ;  so 
that,  if  you  were  to  take  into  account  the  sum  thus  borrowed 
from  the  succeeding  year,  the  sum  improperly  charged  or 
improperly  credited  to  revenue  from  Dominion  lands,  and 
also  to  make  allowance  for  the  sum  improperly  charged  to 
capital  account  on  the  score  of  the  intercolonial  Railway, 
the  House  will  see  that  the  large  deficit  which  is  apparently 
impending  would  be  very  seriously  aggravated,  and  would 
amount  nearly,  if  not  quite,  to  the  sum  of  $3,000,090.  Now, 
I  am  loss  concerned  with  that,  bocauso  I  am  quite  willing  to 
admit  that  a  very  considerable  proportion  of  that  deficit  is 
due  to  the  extraordinary  and  unforeseen  occurrences  which 
have  recently  taken  place  in  the  North-West,  f  am  not, 
therefore,  censuring  the  Government  on  the  score  of  that 
expenditure,  although  it  is  my  duty  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that,  if  even  one-half  of  that  amount  be  charged  to  the  ordi¬ 
nary  expenditure  of  1885,  it  will  produce  the  results  which 
I  have  spoken  of,  and  even  if  we  were  to  put  that  aside, 
unless  the  hon.  gentlemen  avail  themselves  of  the  expedient 
of  borrowing  this  $1,000,095  from  next  year’s  revenue, 
their  account  will  show  a  very  serious  deficit  for  the  present 
year.  But  it  is  more  important  to  us  to  see  how  our 
accounts  are  likely  to  turn  out  for  the  year  1866.  I  take  the 
statement  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  himself,  and  I  see  from 
that  statement  that,  making  allowances  for  certain  additional 
sums  which  he  expected  to  bring  down  in  the  shape  of 
Supplementary  Estimates,  although  these  have  not 
yet  reached  us,  the  hon.  gentleman  only  expected  to 
have  a  surplus  of  about  $700,000,  and  that  surplus 
was  entirely  made  up  of  tho  $700,000  which  he 
stated  he  expected  to  receive  from  Dominion  lands. 
If  that  item,  which  I  contend  is  quito  improperly  credited 
to  revenue,  be  deducted,  the  hon.  gentleman,  on  the  3rd 
March,  1885,  bately  expected  to  make  both  ends  meet. 
Since  that  period,  as  everybody  knows,  there  have  been 
additional  chax-ges  of  vei’y  serious  magnitude  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  North-West  and  elsewhere.  There 
have  boen  very  serious  losses  of  revenue  on  which  the  hon. 
geutleman  depended,  which  must  be  deducted  from  his  pros¬ 
pective  receipts.  I  will  give  in  brief  the  details  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  expenditures,  as  far  as  I  have  boen  able  to  estimate 
them  from  the  statements  made  to  us  by  Ministers,  and  I  will 
then  proceed  to  point  out  to  the  House  the  several  items  in 
which  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  likely  to  fall  short  of 
his  expected  receipts,  and  we  will  then  consider  what  posi¬ 
tion  we  are  likely  to  be  placed  in  in  dealing  with  our  finan¬ 
cial  position  for  the  ensuing  year.  It  is  well  known  to  the 
House  that  the  expenditure  for  the  Mounted  Police  has 
amounted  to  very  nearly  $500,000  a  year  ;  and  if  you  double 
that  force,  taking  into  account  the  fact  that  they  are  likely 
to  be  compelled  to  move  about  to  a  very  considerable 
extent,  and  that  they  must  be  maintained  in  a  high  state  of 
efficiency,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  additional 
500  men,  whom  it  is  proposed  to  add  to  the  force,  wi.l 
require  a  like  sum,  and  that  the  total  will  amount,  for 
several  years  to  come,  to  very  little,  if  at  all,  less 
than  $1,000,000  a  year  for  the  service  of  the  Mounted 
Police.  That  will  make  an  addition  of  $500,000  a  year  to 
our  permanent  charges  for  next  year.  It  is  equally  clear 
that  the  hopes  the  Ministers  held  out  to  themselves  and  us 
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of  a  large  reduction  in  the  expenditure  for  Indians  are  not 
at  all  likely  to  be  realised.  I  believe  that,  so  far  from  being 
able  to  save,  as  they  expected,  a  matter  of  $300,000  or 
$4:00,000  in  tbo  charge  for  Indians,  we  must  expect  that  the 
charge  in  future  will  at  least  equal,  and  probably  consider 
ably  exceed,  the  sum  we  have  heretofore  paid.  It  will  be 
necessary,  I  apprehend,  to  confine  the  Indians  more  closely 
to  their  reserves,  and  it  will  be  also  necessary  and  prudent 
not  to  drive  these  people  to  despair.  I  fear  we  must  go  on 
in  the  system  we  have  commenced,  of  feeding  them,  and 
this  will  cost  us  at  least  $500,000  more  than  (not  the  sum 
we  have  been  in  the  habit  of  spending)  but  the  sum  the  Min¬ 
ister  expected  to  expend  in  the  Estimates  he  laid  before  us 
for  18b6.  Then  there  is  the  question  of  the  other  forces, 
to  which  the  Minister  of  Militia  alluded  this  very 
afternoon.  We  have  not  the  details,  but  I  think 
I  am  not  far  astray  in  estimating  the  additional 
expenditure  at  $150,000  or  $200,000.  It  may  be  more, 
but  I  take  the  smaller  sum,  and  call  it  $150,000, 
S )  far  as  I  could  understand,  from  the  explanations  given 
by  tne  Minister  of  Customs,  in  passing  the  Manitoba  reso 
lutions,  the  additional  subsidy  to  be  granted  to  Manitoba 
will  involve  a  future  perpetual  grant  of  $150,000,  or  there¬ 
abouts.  It  is  also  quite  clear  that  a  very  considerable  addi¬ 
tion  must  be  made  to  the  interest  for  which  the  Minister 
expected  to  provide  when  he  made  his  statement  to  us  in 
March  last.  He  did  not,  apparently,  expect  at  that  time  to 
be  called  upon  to  provide  $5,000,000  more  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  In  fact,  as  far  as  I  under¬ 
stood  him,  he  reckoned  upon  being  able  to  receive  a  large 
sum  from  that  company  wilhiu  a  few  years,  and  upon  mak¬ 
ing  it  a  basis  for  his  financial  operations.  Now,  in  addition 
to  that  $5,000,000  we  will,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  Government  themselves,  bo  obliged  to  provide  for  not 
less  than  $4,000,000  more,  to  defray  the  expenditure  wc 
have  incurred  in  the  North-West.  We  have  on  the  Table 
propositions  to  add  $80,000  a  year  to  our  permanent  charge 
for  a  considerable  number  of  years,  in  connection  with  our 
expenditure,  for  a  single  railway  enterprises,  and  we  have 
many  other  expenditures  which  will  also  involve  a  consider¬ 
able  addition  to  our  permanent  charge  ;  but  as  these  havo 
not  been  passed  by  the  House,  I  will,  for  the  present, 
rather  under-estimate  than  over-estimate  the  amount, 
and  so  I  put  down,  as  the  approximate  charge  for 
interest  that  we  will  be  called  upon  to  incur,  over  and  above 
the  amount  which  the  Minister  estimated,  $440,000,  being 
the  interest  upon  the  two  sums  oi  $4,000,000  and  $5,000,000, 
and  the  $80,000  additional  which  n  to  be  given  to  one  of 
the  various  lines  we  propose  to  subsidise.  Thon  we  have 
another  little  item,  the  expenditure  which  will  be  incurred 
in  putting  into  effect  the  franchise  Bill,  if  that  measure 
should  become  law,  and  we  have  divers  minor  increases, 
some  in  connection  with  your  own  office,  Mr.  Speaker,  some 
in  connection  with  a  variety  of  other  offices,  such  as  the 
appointment  of  two  Librarians,  and  matters  of  that  kind,  all 
of  which,  I  think,  are  not  likely  to  be  much,  if  at  all,  below 
the  sum  of  $200,000.  Therefore,  it  appears  that  there  is  a 
very  strong  probability,  to  say  the  least,  that  we  will  increase 
our  fixed  charges  by  the  sum  $1,940,000,  over  and  above 
amounts  which  the  Minister  computed  as  likely  to  be  incur¬ 
red  when  he  made  his  financial  statement.  Then,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  do  not  think  the  Government  themselves  will 
contend  that  they  are  likely,  in  the  ensuing  year,  to  receive 
the  $700,000  as  laud  revenuo  on  which  they  counted. 
I  am  afraid  that  the  certain  results  of  the  troubles  in  the 
North-West  will  be  greatly  to  reduce  the  expected  revenue 
from  that  source,  and  if  we  receive  $300,000  or  $400,000  it 
will  be  more  than  I  myself  should  expect;  and,  waiving  for 
the  moment  the  question  whether  that  sum  should  be  credited 
at  all  to  ordinary  receipts,  it  is  quite  clear,  I  think,  that  we 
must  deduct  at  least  $300,000  from  the  revenue  expected 
from  £that  source.  Then  comes  another  item  of  great 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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interest  and  of  great  importance — the  $1,500,000  which  the 

Minister  expected  to  receive  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  as  interest  upon  the  loan  to  them  at 
5  per  cent.  I  think  we  would  do  wisely,  as  prudent  men, 
to  sti  ike  that  out  of  our  calculation  altogether.  I  do  not 
myself  believe  in  lending  our  debtors  the  money  to  pay  us 
interest,  and  unless  that  is  done  by  the  Government,  I  have 
not  the  slightest  expectation  that,  during  the  ensuing  year, 
at  any  rate,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  will  be 
in  any  position  to  pay  us  this  large  sum  of  money. 
So,  Sir,  ihe  practical  result  is  this:  while  our  perma¬ 
nent  charges  are  likely  to  be  increased  by  $1,9  10,000,  it  is 
only  too  probable  that  the  revenue  on  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  depended  will  be  diminished  by  a  sum  total  of  not  less 
than  $1,800,000  ($1,500,000  on  account  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  who — by  the  way,  were  in  default 
the  other  day  on  their  interest — $300,000  on  account  of 
lands)  making  altogether  a  sum  total  of  $1,740,000  of  ex¬ 
penditure  on  the  one  hand  and  receipts  on  the  other,  in 
which,  to  all  appearance,  we  will  fall  short.  Now,  Sir,  you 
have  got  in  addition  to  that  to  remember,  that  dividing,  as 
1  propose,  the  $4,000,000  that  our  trouble  in  the  North- 
West  is  likely  to  cost  us  between  the  two  years  1885 
and  1886,  you  have  to  add  some  $2,0)0,000  further 
to  the  expenditure  for  1886  ;  and  you  will  recollect  that 
$1,000,000  which  properly  belongs  to  1886  has  been  already 
borrowed  by  the  Government  and  applied  to  the  service  of 
the  yoar  1885.  Such  is  the  statement  on  the  face  of  it,  and 
according  to  information  that  has  been  furnished  by  the 
Government  themselves.  But  there  are  serious  contingen¬ 
cies  which  have  got  to  be  taken  into  account  before  wo  can 
feel  quite  sure  as  to  our  future  position.  Sir,  we  know 
from  experience  that  it  may  become  necessary  for 
us  to  sustain  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  again. 
We  are  told  that  this  is  going  to  be  a  complete  and  final 
seLtlemont ;  wo  were  told  so  in  1881,  when  we  first  made 
our  contract  with  that  company ;  we  were  told  so  last  year, 
when  we  came  to  tneir  aid  to  the  extent  of  30  millions; 
now  we  are  told  so  again.  Sir,  1  shall  be  very  glad  indeed 
if  it  does  prove  to  be  a  final  and  complete  settlement ;  but 
looking  at  the  whole  position,  looking  particularly  at  the 
condition  of  things  in  the  North-West,  it  appears  to  me  that 
we  run — and  we  cannot  avoid  taking  it  into  our  calculation  — 
the  risk  of  having  further  demands  made  upon  us  in  the 
iuterest  of  that  corporation,  and  that  the  Government 
may  feel  compelled  to  assist  them  rtill  further.  Then, 
it  is  also  quite  clear  that  the  cost  of  working  and 
operating  the  Intercolonial  Railway  is  likely  to  become 
a  source  of  considerable  embarrassment  to  us.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister,  there  is  now 
a  deficit  of  $200,000  to  $300,000  between  the  expenditure 
and  income  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  There  are  certain 
measures  which  we  are  about  to  discuss  which,  if  carried 
into  effect,  will  contribute  largely  to  render  the  Intercol¬ 
onial  Railway  a  still  more  unproductive  piece  of  property 
than  it  is  at  present.  However,  as  these  are  not  likely  to 
affect  that  road  during  the  current  or  ensuing  year,  I  merely 
call  attention  to  the  fact  as  being  one  which  we  ought  to 
bear  in  mind  in  considering  the  probable  future  expense  of 
conducting  our  Government.  There  is  a  third  reason,  which 
requires  considerable  attention  at  our  hands.  The  Gauadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  the  Government  themselves  have  been 
spending,  on  the  great  works  which  have  been  under  their 
charge,  very  large  sums  of  money  during  the  past  three  or 
four  years.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  coming  to  an  abrupt  termina¬ 
tion.  Yery  little  more  money,  I  presumo,  will  be  expended, 
either  by  Government  or  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company — certainly  no  such  sums  as  havo  been  expended 
in  the  past  few  years  ;  and  I  need  not  tell  business  men, 
in  or  out  of  the  House,  that  the  cessation  of  so  great  an  ex¬ 
penditure  must  make  itself  considerably  felt  on  the  imports 
and,  consequently,  on  the  public  revenue  which  we  will 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


28 71 


receive  during  1886.  Then,  in  addition  to  (hat,  we  have  got 
to  remember  that  we  have  been  obliged  to  make  enormous 
additions — the  largest  additions,  I  believe,  that  have  ever 
been  made  in  one  single  year — to  our  public  debt  within  the 
last  twelve  months.  Wholly  irrespective  of  the  conversion 
of  our  5  per  cent,  securities,  it  appears  from  the  statement 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Customs  that  we  required  to  make 
$65,000,000  of  new  loans  within  the  last  twelve  months  ; 
$25,000,000  were  borrowed  in  July  or  June  last  by  the 
Minister,  ard  $20,000,000  more  are  in  process  of  being  bor¬ 
rowed  ;  and  from  the  statement  made,  as  I  have  said,  at  least 
$20,000,000  more  will  require  to  be  borrowed  in  order  to  put 
us  in  a  position  to  meet  the  actual  pressing  engagements  which 
the  Minister,  in  reply  to  my  question,  enumerated  the  other 
night.  Then,  Sir,  over  and  above  that,  there  were  certain 
ascertained  liabilities  given  us  by  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
amounting  to  about  10  millions  additional,  which,  although 
not  all  due  at  once,  are  clearly  ascertained  liabilities  which 
we  owe  and  for  which  we  must  provide.  Now,  we  know 
that  on  the  ist  of  June  our  total  indebtedness  amounted  to 
$258,711,000;  16  millions  of  that  was  floating  debt,  which 
is  to  be  provided  for  by  some  ol  these  new  borrowings  ; 
but  as  we  are  to  borrow  40  millions  more,  according  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  it  is  clear  that,  putting 
on  one  side  the  question  of  liabilities  not  yet  incurred, 
our  gross  debt  should  be  put  down  today,  taking  into 
account  what  we  will  have  to  provide  in  1886,  at 
$282,711,000.  And  if,  as  you  fairly  might  do  in  such  a 
calculation,  jou  take  into  account  the  liabilities  which  we 
have  incurred,  and  for  which  provision  must  speedily  be 
made,  you  could  hardly  place  our  total  indebtedness  at  less 
than  $-92,000,000.  Now,  I  abstain  from  considering 
what  deduction  should  be  made  on  account  of  net 
assets,  and  for  this  very  plain  reason  :  it  .would 
be  utterly  impossible  for  me  to  make  any  calculation 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  be  likely  to  accept  on 
this  subject;  part  of  them  we  might  agree  on,  but  the  value 
of  such  assets  as  our  advances  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  under  existing  circumstances,  we  could  not 
possibly  agree  on;  therefore  I  enter  into  no  calculation  as 
to  the  actual  net  indebtedness.  I  am  content  with  pointing 
out,  according  to  the  statements  of  the  Government  them¬ 
selves,  that  our  present  indebtedness  amounts  to  282 
millions,  and  our  actual  indebtedness,  that  is  to  say,  our 
present  debt,  with  the  liabilities  which  we  have  incurred, 
cannot  be  computed  at  less  than  292  millions.  But  even 
that,  Mr.  Speaker,  makes  no  provision  whatever  for 
strengthening  our  reserves,  which  1  believe  to  be  quite  inade¬ 
quate  in  view  of  very  serious  liabilities  we  have  incurred 
in  borrowing  through  the  savings  banks  from  our  own  peo¬ 
ple,  and  in  borrowing  by  the  issue  of  Dominion  notes  to  the 
amount  which  we  have  done.  Those  liabilities,  as  I  have 
pointed  out,  amount  to  47  or  48  millions,  for  which  we  have 
the  altogether  inadequate  provision  of  a  couple  of  millions  and 
a-half  in  gold,  and,  I  think,  a  couple  of  millions  of  English 
guaranteed  bonds.  Now,  Sir,  hon.  gentlemen  may  suppose 
that  no  serious  harm  has  resulted  from  this,  but  I  think,  if 
they  will  consider  the  whole  facts  of  the  case,  they  will  see 
that  I  am  perfectly  correct  in  stating  that  we  have  suffered 
very  severely  indeed  in  consequence  of  the  improvidence 
which  has  compelled  us  to  borrow  these  large  sums  of 
money,  and  also  to  provide  for  debts  falling  duo  at  this  par¬ 
ticular  juncture.  It  is  quite  true  that  a  concurrence  of 
favorable  circumstances  has  proven  ted  us  from  suffering  any 
thing  like  the  loss  or  anything  like  the  inconvenience  which 
wo  might  possibly  have  been  exposed  to;  but  it  is  also  true 
that  the  results  of  this  carelessness  in  allowing  all  these  great 
liabilities  to  mature  together  has  been,  that  we  are  now  com¬ 
pelled,  and  will  bo  compelled  for  twenty-five,  or  it  may 
be,  fifty  years  to  come,  to  pay  some  20  per  cent,  more  for 
the  money  that  we  borrow  than  we  otherwise  need  have 
done.  Sir,  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  with  reason¬ 


able  prudence  and  care  on  the  part  of  those  to  whom  is  con¬ 
fided  the  administration  of  the  country,  the  people  of  Canada 
to-day  could,  with  ease,  have  been  borrowing  money  in 
London  at  8-|-  per  cent,  interest.  The  interest  of  money  has 
fallen  very  largely  within  the  last  eight  or  nine  years.  lam 
within  the  mark  in  saying  that  the  interest  of  money,  tak¬ 
ing  the  world  over,  and  especially  in  the  great  money 
centres,  has  fallen  not  less  than  30  per  cent.  Now,  Sir,  nine 
years  have  elapsed  since  I  myself  negotiated  a  loan  of  Cana¬ 
dian  4  per  cent’s  at  9 1.  I  see  that  Canadian  4  per  cent’s  were 
sol  i  by  the  Minister  the  other  day  at  99 ;  our  credit,  therefore, 
is  just  8  per  cent,  better  than  it  was  nine  years  ago  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  average  interest  of  money  has 
fallen  some  30  per  cent.,  and  we  have  failed  entirely  in 
obtaining  the  benefit  which  we  ought  to  have  obtained, 
which  we  might  have  obtained,  and  which,  with  common 
prudence,  we  would  have  obtained,  in  making  these  large 
transactions.  Now,  these  transactions  are  of  such  magnitude 
that  that  fact  becomes  a  very  important  one,  and  I  shall 
proceed  to  show  the  House  how  very  serious  a  loss  has  been 
inflicted  upon  us  in  consequence  of  that  carelessness.  In 
the  first  place,  on  the  25  millions  which  wore  borrow¬ 
ed  in  June  or  July  last,  it  is  quite  clear  that  we  have 
lost  per  cent,  on  the  loan  itself,  and  also  that  we 
have  lost  i-  per  cent.,  practically,  by  consenting  to  issue  a 
sinking  fund  on  that.  On  the  25  millions  which  we  renew¬ 
ed  the  other  day  at  99  we  have  sustained  about  an  equal  loss. 
On  the  40  millions  which  we  will  have  to  borrow,  if,  as  I  am 
glad  to  hear,  it  is  not  found  necessary  or  expedient  to  issue 
any  sinking  fund  in  connection  with  that,  the  loss  will  pro¬ 
bably  be  only  £  per  cent.  But  the  sum  total  is  this  :  that  on 
these  three  transactions,  on  the  25  millionswe  borrowed  be¬ 
fore,  and  which  are  practically  costing  us,  the  sinking  fund 
included,  4j  per  cent. ;  on  the  25  millions  which  we  renewed 
the  other  day  and  which  are  costing  us  a  little  more 
than  4j  per  cent.- — something  like  £4  11s.,  I  think,  or 
1  Is.  6d.  per  annum — and  on  the  840,000,000  which  we 
are  now  intending  to  borrow  at  99,  our  total  loss,  sup¬ 
posing  my  calculation  is  correct,  as  I  think  it  is — for 
we  could  easily  have  borrowed,  and  we  ought  to  have 
borrowed,  at  3|-  per  cent. — would  amount  to  no  less 
than  $700,000  a  year  for  a  period  of  25  or  50  years, 
according  to  the  length  of  time  that  these  bonds  may  have 
to  run.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  true  that  a  small  portion  of  the 
sinking  fund  will  be  ultimately  recovered,  but  you  must 
remember  that  (although  we  seem  to  have  forgotten  it 
altogether  in  a  good  deal  of  our  legislation)  for  every  penny 
we  pay  out  of  the  Treasury  the  people  of  Canada  are  taxed 
considerably  more.  One  of  the  main  reasons  which  I  have 
always  advanced  against  the  unnecessary  sinking  fund  we 
have  maintained  has  been  that  in  raising  that  money,  even 
under  the  most  economical  system  of  taxation,  you  are 
obliged  to  take  a  great  deal  more  money  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  people  than  you  put  into  the  Treasury,  and  at  present, 
and  under  existing  circumstances,  that  evil  is  very  seriously 
aggravated.  Then  thero  is  another  thing  which  I  regret 
still  more.  After  having  put  our  3^  per  cent’s 
on  the  market,  it  is  very  much  to  be  regretted  that 
circumstances  have  compelled  the  Government  to 
recede  from  the  position  which  they  had  taken. 
I  can  only  look  upon  the  position  of  the  Government, 
in  now  being  obliged  to  issue  4  per  cent's,  after  atlempt- 
ing  to  introduce  3£  per  cent’s,  as  a  distinctly  retrograde 
‘step.  I  do  not  at  the  present  moment  feel  disposed  to 
criticise  the  thing  itself.  It  may  have  been,  possibly,  the 
best  course  for  them  to  adopt,  but  it  is  equally  clear  that  it 
is  only  in  consequence  of  their  improvidence,  of  the  inju¬ 
dicious  advances  they  were  compelled,  or  thought  them¬ 
selves  compelled,  to  make  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
that  we  have  been  obliged  to  pay  a  groat  deal  more  for  our 
money  than  we  ought  to  have  paid,  and  obliged  to  abandon 
for  a  time  the  attempt  to  introduce  the  3\  per  cent’s  on  the 
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London  market.  As  everybody  knows,  it  is  very  di fficult  to 
retrace  a  step  of  this  kind.  If,  after  attempting  to  feat  a  loan 
at  the  lower  rate,  you  have  to  return  to  the  larger  rate  which 
formerly  prevailed,  everybody  can  see  that  it  would  be  very 
difficult  for  any  person  hereafter  entrusted  with  the 
task  of  floating  a  loan  to  effect  it  successfully  at  the  lower 
rate.  But  what  I  desire  more  particularly  to  call  attention 
to  is  this.  Hero  we  have  quite  clearly  and  incontestibly 
staring  us  in  the  face  the  fact  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  revenue  on  which  Government  depended  is  likely  to 
fall  off,  that  very  large  expenditures  are  going  to  be  incurred, 
for  which  they  have  made  no  provision,  and  yet  we  find 
those  hon.  gentlemen  not  apparently  intending  to  take  any 
steps  to  restore  the  equilibiium  between  expenditures  and  re¬ 
ceipts,  which  they  admitted  has  been  so  seriously  disturbed. 
Now,  Sir,  having  dealt  with  the  position,  as  stated  by  the 
Government  themselves,  I  will  take  the  opportunity— 
although  the  thing  has  been  done  before — of  calling  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  position  in  which  we  find  ourselves  to  day,  after 
the  lapse  of  some  17  or  18  years.  Sir,  it  is  well  known  to 
every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  that  when  Confedera¬ 
tion  was  first  formed,  our  total  expenditure  amounted  to 
barely  thirteen  and  a-half  millions.  It  is  equally  known  that 
within  the  space  of  about  7  years  that  expenditure  had  been 
raffed  to  about  $23,313,000.  It  is  equally  well  known  thal 
for  four  years  the  expenditure  was  kept  practically  constant, 
and  that  in  1878  it  had  only  reached  to  23J  million  dollars. 
Since  that  time  our  expenditure  has  risen  step  by  step,  until 
last  year  it  amounted  to  $31, 107,000,  and  until  this  year  there 
is  much  reason  to  fear,  as  I  have  said,  that  it  will  reach  at 
least  $34,800,000,  and  possibly,  and  very  probably,  to  a  still 
larger  amount  in  1886.  Now,  it  is  quite  out  of  the  question 
that  those  enormous  increases,  occurring,  as  they  did,  in  two 
separate  periods  of  seven  years,  should  have  occurred  with¬ 
out  very  serious  mismanagement  on  the  part  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  under  which  they  were  incurred.  Over  and  over 
again  the  attention  of  the  Government  and  the  House  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  we  were  increasing  our  expenditures 
and  our  debt  without  in  the  slightest  paying  any  regard  to 
the  real  advance  in  the  resources  and  the  population  of  the 
country.  Sir,  it  has  been  contended,  and  very  likely  will 
be  contended  again,  that  there  were  special  causes 'operating, 
between  1867  and  1874,  and  between  1878  and  1885,  which 
rendered  these  increases  justifiable,  or,  at  least,  excusable. 
In  answer  to  that  assertion,  I  merely  point  out  that  during 
the  whole  period  from  1874  to  1878,  in  which  no  increases, 
on.the  whole,  took  place,  in  which,  in  1878,  we  found  that  the 
total  augmentation  of  the  public  expenditure  amounted  to 
barely  $186,000  over  the  expenditures  incurred  in  1874,  there 
wore  charges  of  very  great  magnitude,  additional  and  new 
charges  constantly  being  incurred.  There  were  very  heavy 
public  works,  involving  very  large  charges  far  interest; 
there  were  heavy  charges  on  account  of  Mounted  Police, 
which  had  been  organised  early  in  1874;  there  were  con¬ 
stantly  increasing  charges  for  Indians;  charges  for  sinking 
fund,  for  post  office;  charges  for  operating  a  new  portion 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ;  charges  for  the  Supreme  Court, 
a  new  institution ;  and  a  great  variety  of  other  charges 
of  a  similar  kind.  Yet,  Sir,  notwithstanding  all  those 
charges — and  be  it  remembered  they  were  all  exactly  the 
class  of  new  charges  which  were  incurred  by  the  present 
Government  since  1878 — notwithstanding  all  that,  Sir,  we 
find  that  during  those  four  years  to  which  I  have  alluded  we 
succeeded  ultimately  in  reducing  the  expenditure  to  pre¬ 
cisely  the  same  figure  at  which  we  found  it  when  we 
entered  office.  Neither  will  it  do  to  say  that  it  is  not  fair 
to  take  the  expenditure  alone,  because  we  find  that 
the  increase  of  taxation  was  in  a  precisely  similar 
ratio.  We  find  that  in  1868  our  total  taxation 
amounted  to  $11,700,000.  Well,  Sir,  we  find  now  that 
our  total  taxation  amounts  to  about  $25,000,000,  and  that 
if  provision  wore  made  for  additional  permanent  charges, 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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at  least  $27,000,000  ought  to  be  received  during  the  current 
year.  So  that  the  percentage  of  increase  in  taxation  has 
been  just  as  great,  relatively,  as  the  increase  in  expenditure 
during  that  period.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must  say, 
looking  at  the  enormous  rapidity  with  which  the  debt  has 
increased,  looking  at  the  enormous  rapidity  at  which  the 
expenditure  and  the  taxation  have  increased,  it  appears  to 
me  that  we  have  got  into  a  position  which  requires  the  very 
serious  consideration  of  every  man  who  has  the  slightest 
regard  for  the  credit  of  his  country.  The  Government, 
apparently,  are  not  disposed  to  make  any  provision  for  it, 
and  that  is  all  the  more  reason  that  we,  on  this  side,  should 
call  attention  to  the  state  in  which  we  find  ourselves.  I, 
myself,  believe  that  it  is  the  natural  result  of  the  policy 
they  have  pursued.  They  have  chosen  to  disregard  every 
rule  and  every  lesson  of  their  own  experience,  of  the  univer¬ 
sal  experience,  I  might  say,  of  all  communities  similarly 
circumstanced  to  ourselves.  It  has  almost  become  a  rule  that 
in  countries  like  ours,  after  a  period  of  considerable  expan¬ 
sion,  you  are  likely  to  be  confronted  with  a  period  of great 
contraction;  and  if  you  allow  the  expenditure  to  run  up,  if  you 
allow  yourselves  to  use  every  accidental  surplus  as  a 
justification  for  incurring  enormous  expenditures,  you  will  be 
apt,  after  a  little  time,  to  find  yourselves  in  just  the  position 
we  are  in  to-day.  I  pointed  out  the  loss  of  revenue.  Nobody 
can  pretend  that  we  are  likely  to  receive  from  public  lands 
or  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  anything  like  the 
amount  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  expected  to  receive. 
Our  increased  expenditure  is  certain.  Nobody  can  pretend 
that  I  have  exaggerated  or  misrepresented  the  various  items 
of  expenditure  I  have  enumerated,  all  of  wh:ch  are  likely  to 
be  permanent  additions,  at  any  rate,  for  a  considerable  num¬ 
ber  of  years,  to  our  annual  charges.  It  is  equally  clear  to 
those  who  have  studied  the  money  markets  that  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  additional  loss  has  been  inflicted  upon  us  by  reason 
of  the  unfavorable  terms  on  which  our  recent  loans  have 
had  to  be  contracted — unfavorable  in  this  sense,  that  we 
have  been  unable  to  take  advantage,  to  any  material  extent, 
of  the  great  fall  in  the  value  of  money  which  has  taken 
place  the  last  6  or  7  years.  It  is  equally  certain,  as  any  ordi¬ 
nary  banker  will  tell  us,  that  our  present  gold  reserves  are 
entirely  inadequate  to  the  enormous  amount  of  debt  we  may 
be  called  upon  to  redeem  at  very  short  notice.  It  is  equally 
clear  that  the  Government  are  apparently  not  disposed,  and 
perhaps  are  not  able,  at  the  present  moment,  to  make  any 
fair,  adequate  provision  for  meeting  those  difficulties  with 
which  we  are  confronted.  I  say  to  the  Government 
that  the  possibilities  are  very  grave.  I  say  that 
the  situation  is  strained  to  the  uttermost.  And 
there  is  another  matter  of  considerable  importance  to 
which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  this  House;  it  is,  not 
merely  that  our  expenditure  has  increased  enormously7, 
but  that  the  proportion  of  fixed  charges  has  become  enor¬ 
mous.  When  I  come  to  examine  in  detail  the  amount  of 
fixed  charges,  I  find  this  has  assumed  proportions  far  greater 
than  I  should  have  supposed,  and  very  much  greater,  I 
think,  than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  aware.  Taking 
the  charges  as  I  find  them  in  the  Estimates — which,  be  it 
remembered,  are  considerably  below  the  real  fixed  charges, 
as  I  shall  presently  show — -I  find,  for  debt  and  sinking  fund, 
and  charges  of  management,  our  expenditure  for  1886  is 
computed  at  no  less  than  $10,878,000,  including  the 
sinking  fund  on  the  recent  exchange  of  5  per  cent. 
The  charge  for  subsidies  amounts  to  $3,962,000.  The 
charges  for  what  are  called  collection  of  revenue,  in  which 
are  included,  of  course,  expenses  for  the  working  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  will  amount  to  $7,507,000.  The 
expenditure  for  Indians,  mostly  under  treaties,  will  amount 
to  $  1,100,000  or  more,  or  a  total  for  these  items  of  $23,448,000, 
without  taking  into  account  the  appropriation  of  $440,000 
for  additional  interest,  and  the  Manitoba  subsidy,  amounting 
to  $150,000  more.  So  that,  practically,  we  find  ourselves  in 
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this  position  :  that  our  fixed  charges  for  1886  will  amount  to 
about  $24,060,000.  That  is  considerably  greater  than  the 
total  expenditure  for  all  purposes  in  1878.  The  absolute 
fixed  charges  now  inflicted  on  the  people  of  this  country 
are  very  nearly  half  a  million  more  than  were  the  total 
charges  for  all  purposes  in  1878.  That  is  a  circumstances 
which  I  think  tho  Government  would  do  well  to  lay  to 
heart.  It  is  a  very  grave  circumstance.  It  is  a  cir¬ 
cumstance  which  involves  very  serious  consequences, 
because  it  shows  quite  clearly  that  we  are  working  on  a 
margin,  and  a  very  small  reduction  in  our  total  receipts 
would  involve  very  considerable  results  to  the  efficiency 
of  our  service,  which,  as  I  have  said,  is  required  to 
be  conducted  entirely  on  the  small  margin  between  the 
fixed  charge  of  $21,000,000  odd  and  the  amount  we  expect 
to  receive  from  all  sources,  and  which,  apparently,  cannot 
exceed  $33,000,000.  That  is  an  immense  proportion.  I  do 
not  know — I  would  be  glad  if  Ministers  are  better  informed 
than  myself,  if  they  will  point  out  any  case — of  ‘any 
instance  of  a  country  of  equal  size  and  population  with  our 
own  in  which  the  fixed  charges  have  swollen  to  anything  like 
such  a  proportion  of  the  revenue.  If  hon.  gentlemen  object 
to  this,  if  they  say,  as  they  may  possibly  say,  that  amounts 
should  be  credited  on  both  sides,  that  wo  have  receipts  from 
railways  as  well  as  expenditure,  receipts  from  the  post  office 
as  well  as  expenditure,  all  I  can  point  out  is  this  :  whereas 
the  Finance  Minister  computed  the  revenue  from  taxes 
at  about  $24,000,000  or  a  little  more,  and  whereas  I  believe 
myself  that  $27,000,000  will  be  required  to  be  raised  from 
taxes,  if  we  are  to  make  both  ends  meet  next  year,  if  you 
choose  to  deduct  those  items  which  appear  on  both  sides, 
you  will  find  the  total  fixed  expenditure  which  is  borne  and 
covered  by  absolute  taxation  would  amount  to  something 
like  $18,000,000  out  of  the  $24,000,000  we  ekpect  to  get,  or 
$27,000,000,  which  I  think  we  ought  to  raise  by  means  of 
taxation.  I  say  that  is  entirely  a  disproportionate  charge. 
It  is  one  of  the  most  unfortunate  circumstances  connected 
with  our  position  that  these  fixed  charges  should  have  so 
enormously  increased  as  they  have  increased  by  the  policy 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Let  us  make  a  comparison. 
Hon.  gentlemen  object  to  a  comparison  with  the 
United  States ;  so  on  this  occasion  I  will  vary  the 
comparison.  I  will  compare  our  position  with  that  of 
England.  Their  income  is  about  fourteen  times  ours. 
Everybody  knows  that  the  available  wealth  of  England  is 
very  much  more  than  fourteen  times  as  great  as  ours, 
our  potential  wealth  we  are  not  in  a  position  to 
estimate.  Our  position,  comparatively,  is  this:  Were 
the  English  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  come 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  inform  that  body 
that  during  a  single  year  it  had  become  necessary  to 
borrow  £200,000,000  sterling,  £150,000,000  of  which  was 
for  entirely  new  loans,  forming  a  permanent  charge  in 
addition  to  the  public  debt,  if  he  were  further  to  inform 
the  House  that  there  was  an  apparent  deficit  of  £5,000,000 
and  another  deficit  of  £10,000,000  was  impending;  that 
owing  to  the  disturbed  condition  of  India  or  Ireland,  as  the 
case  might  be,  it  would  be  necessary  to  add  largely  to  the 
military  force  of  the  country,  we  would  have  a  situation 
almost  exactly  identical  with  that  in  which  the  people  of 
Canada  find  themselves  to-day.  But  what  would  bo  thought 
in  England,  if,  under  such  a  state  of  things,  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  were  further  to  add  that,  holding  it  expedient  to  avoid 
discussion  on  this  matter,  he  thought  it  desirable  to  intro¬ 
duce  a  measure  to  disfranchise  his  opponents  throughout 
England,  and  invited  them  during  the  balance  of  the  Session 
to  give  their  earnest  consideration  to  the  details  of  this 
measure.  I  admit  that  it  is  difficult  for  us  to  comprehend 
what  this  enormous  increase  of  our  debt  really  means.  Horo 
wo  find  that,  taking  into  account  the  liabilities  ascertained 
and  known,  wo  have  increased,  in  eighteen  years, 
the  gross  debt  of  Canada  by  $200,000,000.  In  1868  or 
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1867  our  gross  debt  was  some  $93,000,000  or  $94,000,000. 
In  1885  our  debt,  with  the  addition  of  these  ascer¬ 
tained  liabilities,  will  be  $292,710,000,  being,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  an  addition  to  our  gross  debt  of  2,000 
millions  during  those  18  years,  very  nearly  at  the  rate 
of  $12,000,000  a  year  during  all  the  time  Confederation  has 
existed.  An  equivalent  to  that  would  be  an  addition  of 
$2,000,000,000  to  the  debt  of  England,  or  looking  at  the  rela¬ 
tive  population  of  the  two  countries,  to  an  addition  of 
$2,600,000,000  to  the  debt  of  the  United  States  during  the 
same  period.  During  the  same  interval  we  have  added  to 
the  taxation  nearly  $1,000,000  a  year,  an  amount  equiva¬ 
lent  to  $170,000,000  added  to  tho  taxation  of  England,  or 
$220,000,000  added  to  the  taxation  of  tho  United  States  in 
the  same  period.  And  for  all  that  what  have  we  got  to 
show  ?  What  have  we  got  to  show  to  the  people  of  Canada 
for  an  increase  of  $200,000,000  to  our  debt,  and  for  very 
nearly  trebling  our  annual  taxation.  Practically,  we  have 
got  this  :  we  have  got  two  railways,  one  of  which  might  be 
valuable  and  which  therefore  we  have  graciously  given  away ; 
we  have  paid  for  it,  or  are  going  to  pay  for  it ;  at  any  rate, 
we  have  pledged  our  credit  for  it  to  the  tune  of  something 
like  $100,000,000.  It  is  a  road,  I  believe,  with  very  consider¬ 
able  future  possibilities  before  it,  and  thei-efore,  Sir,  this  road, 
which  might  be  valuable,  we  havegivon  away.  But  we  have 
got  another  road,  the  Intercolonial  Eailway,  which  nobody, 
I  believe,  wants  to  take  off  opr  hands  at  present ;  and  as  it 
shows  very  clearly  how  exceedingly  judiciously  and  wisely 
a  large  part  of  this  debt  has  been  incurred,  I  would  like,  for 
a  moment  or  two,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
history  of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway,  as  recorded  in  our 
Public  Accounts.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  boasted  that  the 
Intercolonial  Eailway  has  been  so  successfully  managed 
under  their  wise  administration,  that  whereas  my  friend 
the  hon .  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  had  ser¬ 
ious  deficits  in  connection  with  the  working  of  that  rail¬ 
way,  these  gentlemen  are  able  to  show  a  surplus  of  no  less 
than  $10,000  on  the  last  year’s  working  of  the  railway.  Six’, 
I  want  to  show  the  House  a  little  of  the  value  of  these 
balances,  a  little  of  the  actual  l’esults  which  have  been 
attained  in  the  working  of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway.  Fii’st 
of  all,  I  find  that  when  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  East 
York,  went  out  of  office,  the  total  capital  account  of  the 
Intei’colonial  Eailway  stood  at  the  sum  of  $36,091,000  ; 
and  if  you  take  into  account  the  sums  contained  in 
the  Estimates  for  1885  and  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
which  have  been  brought  down  for  the  same  year,  you 
will  find  that  our  capital  account  for  the  Intercolonial  Eail¬ 
way  amounts  to  $45,177,000.  This  i-ailway,  which  has  been 
managed  so  well  as  to  produce  a  surplus  of  $10,000  a  year, 
has  in  that  interval  of  sevon  years  had  $9,000,000  and  more 
added  to  its  capital  account,  the  annual  additional  intei’e3t, 
taking  into  account  the  rate  at  which  it  was  borrowed, 
on  which  is  considei’ably  in  excess  of  $400,000.  So,  Sir, 
we  have,  as  the  practical  result  of  the  successful  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway,  the  capital  account 
increased  by  $9,100,000  in  seven  years,  a  deficit  on  the 
working,  as  stated  by  the  Minister  the  other  day,  of  a  quar¬ 
ter  of  a  million,  and  thei-e  are  proposals  now  before  the 
House  to  add  for  20  years  a  quarter  of  a  million  and  more 
to  the  annual  charge  of  this  counti’y,  for  the  purpose  of 
cutting  the  throat  of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway,  and  making 
it  a  very  much  less  productive  work  than  it  is  at  present  or 
than  it  otherwise  would  be.  Now,  if  hon.  gentlemen  choose 
to  sum  up  the  total  results  of  the  management  of  the  Intei*- 
colonial  Eailway,  they  will  find,  when  they  make  allowance 
for  tho  charge  for  interest  on  this  $45,177,000,  for  tho 
probable  deficit,  and  for  tho  subsidy  for  the  l'ival  lines,  that, 
adding  all  these  matters  together,  the  annual  charge 
to  this  countiy,  over  and  above  all  we  are  likely  to  receive, 
|  would  be  very  little,  if  at  all,  short  of  $3,000,000  a 
I  year,  which  is  very  near  the  interest  on  $100,000,000. 
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I  give  that  as  being  not  only  in  itself  an  exceedingly  fine 
specimen  of  the  brilliant  results  of  the  wise  policy  of  lion, 
gentlemen  opposite,  but  one  of  the  best  illustrations  I  can 
possibly  present  to  the  House  of  the  way  these  $200,000,000 
have  been,  to  a  very  great  extent,  fooled  away ;  for  there  is 
no  other  term  that  would  accurately  describe  the  way  in 
which  the  Intercolonial  Bail  way  has  been  managed,  from  the 
day  of  its  inception  to  the  present  moment.  Sir,  I  said 
just  now  that  1  would  give  roughly  a  comparison  between 
our  present  position  and  the  position  in  England.  I  will 
also,  even  though  hon.  gentlemen  dislike  the  comparison 
very  much,  give  a  very  brief  comparison  with  the  position 
in  the  United  States.  In  1867  the  population  of  the  United 
States  was  computed  at  $3  i, 000, 000,  its  effective  debt 
at  $2,508,000,000,  and  its  necessary  expenditure  at 
$360,000,000.  In  1885  the  population  of  the  United 
States  had  risen  to  56,000,000,  its  debt  had  been 
reduced  to  $1,408,000,000,  and  its  necessary  expenditure 
to  $244,000,000.  In  Canada  our  computed  population 
in  1867,  less  Indians,  was  3.400,000,  our  net  debt 
$75,000,000,  and  our  necessary  expenditure  was  $13,500,000. 
In  1885  our  population,  less  Indians,  as  far  as  I  can 
ascertain,  is  about  4,400,000,  our  net  debt,  making  a 
very  liberal  allowance  for  our  present  assets,  amounts  to 
about  $240,000,000,  and  our  necessary  expenditure  was 
given  by  the  Finance  Minister  at  $32,850,000.  So  that  you 
have  got  these  results  :  that,  taking  into  account  the  neces¬ 
sary  taxation  in  each  country— and  by  necessaiy  taxation 
I  include  the  necessary  sum  required  for  discharging 
the  business  of  Government — and  allowing,  in  the  case 
of  both  countries,  for  cross-enteries  which  neutralise 
each  other,  we  find  that  the  position  stands  thus  :  The 
United  States,  in  1867,  required  to  raise  by  necessary 
taxation,  $324,000,000,  so  that  their  necessary  taxation 
per  head  amounted  to  $9.  In  1885  their  necessary 
taxation  amounts  to  $220,000,000  ;  their  actual  taxation  is 
more,  because  they  are  applying  about  $100,000,000  a  year 
to  the  reduction  of  their  debt ;  but  their  necessary  taxation 
merely  involves  a  charge  per  head  of  $3.93,  as  against  $9 
per  head  eighteen  years  ago.  In  Canada  our  necessary  taxes 
in  1867  amounted  to  $11,700,000,  being  an  average  of  $3.44 
per  head.  If  hon.  gentlemen  choose  to  impose  such 
taxes  as  will  apparently  be  required  to  make  both  ends  meet, 
our  necessary  taxation  would  amount  to  $27,000,000,  being 
a  charge  of  $6.14  per  head  of  population,  as  I  estimate  it, 
Indians  deducted.  In  the  matter  of  debt,  the  computation 
would  be  as  follows :  The  interest  per  capita  in  the  United 
States  amounted,  in  1867,  to  $3.84;  in  1885,  according  to 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  Treasurer,  it  amounted  to  82 
cents  per  head.  The  average  amount  per  man  in  the 
United  States,  in  1867,  was  $69.76  ;  the  average  amount  in 
1885  has  sunk  to  $25.  In  Canada,  without  taking  into 
account  this  recent  increase,  our  interest  amounted  to  $  1.32 
in  1867 ;  in  1885  it  amounts  to  $2.15.  The  average  amount 
er  head,  in  1867,  was  $22.66  on  the  net  debt,  which  I  have 
een  obliged  to  take  for  the  purpose  of  comparison  in  all 
these  cases;  whereas,  to-day,  in  1885,  it  will  apparently 
amount  to  not  less  than  $55  per  head.  This  is  taking  into 
account  the  loans  which  are  now  in  process  of  contraction, 
as  stated  by  the  Minister  opposite  me  ;  $240,000,000  is  the 
amount  of  our  net  debt,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain;  our 
gross  debt,  as  I  have  said,  appears  to  be  $282,000,090, 
now  incurred,  and  $10,000,000  liabilities  known  and  incurred. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  this,  that 
whether  the  assertion  be  correct  or  not — and  I  am  not 
going  to  enter  into  that  discussion  here — that  the  people  of 
the  United  States  have  not  to  provide  for  a  considerable 
number  of  items  of  expenditure  which  we  have  undertaken, 
on  one  point  there  can  bo  no  doubt:  that  this  comparison, 
as  between  ourselves  and  them,  is  perfect,  as  between  our 
osition  eighteen  years  ago  and  our  position  to-day.  We 
ave  not  incurred  new  liabilities  since  then  ;  our  position 
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relatively  to  the  United  States  and  relatively  to  their  ex¬ 
penditure  stands  just  the  same  to-day  as  it  did  eighteen 
years  ago.  It  would  be  utter  folly  for  us  to  disregard  this. 
I  propose  to  examine  briefly  the  pleas  which  have  been 
advanced  by  the  apologists  of  the  Government  for  this 
enormous  increase.  First,  they  advanced  the  plea  of  neces¬ 
sity.  They  say  :  for  tne  purpose  of  keeping  our  Confederation 
together  we  have  been  obliged  to  incur  this  expenditure, 
which  we  admit  to  be  enormous;  for  this  purpose  we  have 
been  obliged  to  add  to  our  debt  and  to  increase  our  taxation 
and  ordinary  expenditure.  In  part,  I  admit  that  may  be 
true,  but  I  maintain,  as  I  have  always  maintained,  that  the 
more  of  this  expenditure  they  show  to  be  necessary  the  more 
clearly  they  prove  they  were  compelled  to  spend  a  portion 
of  money,  the  stronger  the  case  they  establish  against  them¬ 
selves  in  this  respect :  that,  knowing  as  they  say  they  knew, 
our  position  was  such  that  we  would  necessarily  be  obliged 
to  add  largely  to  our  debt  and  taxation,  they 
were  trebly  bound  to  take  care  that  no  unneces¬ 
sary  expenditure  be  incurred  and  no  debt  increased  that 
could  possibly  be  avoided.  But  as  to  the  plea  also  brought 
forward,  that  this  expenditure  has  produced  adequate  results, 
I  take  issue  with  them  altogether,  blot  merely  has  it  not 
produced  adequate  results,  but  that  excuse  is  in  exact  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  fact.  To  say  we  have  had  adequate  results  is 
to  state  a  thing  which  is  the  exact  reverse  of  the  truth.  I 
contend,  and  it  can,  I  think,  be  very  clearly  shown,  that  the 
result  of  this  reckless  extravagance,  this  enormous  expendi¬ 
ture,  this  huge  increase  in  debt  and  taxation,  has  been,  to  a 
very  great  extent,  to  counteract  all  the  advantages  which  we 
might  fairly  have  looked  to  deriving  from  our  Confederation. 
I  contend  that  its  effect  has  been  greatly  to  hamper  and 
imperil  our  future  progress,  and  to  put  obstacles  in  our  way, 
which  it  may  be  impossible  for  us  to  remove  for  generations 
to  come.  The  practical  result  of  it  is  this :  The  Govern¬ 
ment,  both  in  their  present  term  of  office  and  their  previous 
term,  have  incurred  the  greater  portion  of  this  expenditure 
simply  and  solely  by  the  necessity  they  were  under  of  con¬ 
stantly  buying  support.  The  very  great  outlay  which  the 
Government  have  made,  and  more  especially  of  late,  has  been 
made  a  pretext  and  a  plea  on  the  part  of  sections  of  their  sup¬ 
porters,  for  the  purpose  of  extracting  further  large  donations 
from  the  public  purse.  And  if  it  be  the  case  that  our  debt  has 
increased  $200,000,000,  and  our  taxation  150  per  cent. ;  if 
it  be  the  case  that  in  every  possible  way  our  expenditure 
has  been  swollen,  it  has  been  because  the  Government  and 
their  supporters  are  equally  to  blame  in  this  matter ;  that 
whenever  the  Government  brought  down  a  measure  which 
was  a  little  unpalatable  to  this  or  that  section  of  their  fol¬ 
lowers,  the  Government,  sooner  or  later,  have  found  it 
necessary  to  gild  the  pill,  by  making  large  grants  to  gratify 
this  or  that  particular  section.  The  result  followed  which 
always  follows  this  way  of  carrying  on  Government,  that 
they  have  created  very  serious  jealousies  among  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces,  among  the  different  sections  of  their  sup¬ 
porters,  and  that  ultimately  every  dollar  so  granted  has 
involved  further  outlay  to  satisfy  the  jealousies  which  thoir 
weak  compliance,  in  the  first  instance,  created  and  caused. 
Let  me  recapitulate  the  position  in  which  we  find  ourselves. 
Here  we  have  a  most  enormous  increase,  both^in  the  public 
debt  and  the  taxes.  What  is  our  position  ?  Our  popula¬ 
tion  in  these  years  has  increased  1,000,000  or  thereabouts; 
our  debt  has  increased,  speaking  of  the  gross  debt,  by  about 
$200,000,000.  Our  population  has  increased  1,000,000 ;  our 
annual  expenditure  has  increased  at  least  $20,000,000,  if  not 
more  ;  our  population  has  increased  1,000,000  ;  our  nominal 
taxation  has  increased  $  16,000,000,  if  we  make  fair  provision 
for  the  wants  of  the  future  year  we  are  now  invited  to  dis¬ 
cuss,  and  we  must  remember  that  our  real  taxation  is  vastly  in 
excess  of  our  nominal  taxation.  Our  population  has  increased 
30  per  cent.,  our  debt  200  per  cent. ;  our  population  has 
increased  30  per  cent.,  our  expenditure  150  per  cent  and  our 
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taxation  150  per  cent.  These  are  very  serious  considera¬ 
tions,  and  none  the  less  serious  because  it  is  apparent 
that  if  our  accounts  are  honestly  and  properly  kept  for 
the  current  year  and  the  next  year  it  is  scarcely  possible 
but  that  heavy  deficits  should  be  incurred.  For  a  portion 
of  this,  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that  the  Government 
may  plead  that  they  could  not  have  foreseen  the  recent  out¬ 
break,  though  I  do  not  know  they  can  plead  that  that 
outburst  was  not  very  largely  due  to  errors  of  management 
and  serious  misgovernment  on  their  part.  That  I 
will  leave  to  be  discussed  on  a  future  occasion.  I  call 
attention  to  this  :  that  the  Government  are  appar¬ 
ently  having  recourse  to  expedients,  which  I 
cannot  consider  creditable,  to  conceal  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  It  is  not  creditable  to  us  that  we  should  find 
in  the  current  year  8330,000  of  expenditure  charged  to  cap¬ 
ital  account  on  the  score  of  Dominion  lands,  and  apparently 
$500,000  of  receipts  intended  to  be  placed  to  credit  of  revenue 
from  the  same  source,  for  the  purpose  of  forcing  a  balance. 
It  is  not  creditable  to  us  that  we  find  attempts  to  borrow 
large  sums  from  the  revenue  of  the  future  year  for  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  present  year.  It  is  not  creditable  to  us  to  find 
perishable  articles,  such  as  rolling  stock,  which  ought,  in 
all  conscience,  to  be  charged  to  ordinary  expenditure,  cred¬ 
ited,  again  and  again,  to  capital  account,  for  the  purpose, 
apparently,  of  creating  an  unfair  comparison  in  favor  of  tlie 
present  Government  as  against  the  management  of  their 
predecessors.  It  is  not  by  any  means  wise  for  us  to  shut 
our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  are  large  contingent  liabili¬ 
ties  created  by  the  policy  of  the  Government.  I  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  this  plain  fact :  So  long  as  the  Government  make  it 
manifest  to  their  supporters,  whenever  they  have  a  disagree¬ 
able  measure  to  put  through,  that  if  their  supporters 
will  only  show  a  certain  amount  of  hostility  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  they  may  obtain  for 
particular  sections  or  regions  large  grants.  There 
is  a  two-fold  danger  in  that.  Not  merely  does  that  policy 
entail  much  large  and  unnecessary  additional  expense,  but 
it  opens  the  door  to  a  whole  host  of  fresh  demands,  which 
will  most  assuredly  be  made  on  the  Government,  from  time 
to  time,  many  of  which  it  will  be  almost  impossible  for 
them,  in  view  of  the  jealousies  they  have  aroused,  to  avoid 
satisfying.  Then  the  huge  fixed  charge,  whether  you  look  to 
the  proportion  it  boars  to  annual  taxation,  or  to  our  total 
expenditure,  is  larger  than  the  hon.  gentleman  can  show  to 
exist  in  any  other  civilised  country.  Then  we  have  the  failure, 
consequent  on  the  policy  of  the  Government,  to  get  the  benefit 
of  the  great  reduction  which  has  recently  taken  place  in  the 
rate  of  interest,  whereby  a  very  large  and  unnecessary  addi¬ 
tional  charge  is  going  to  be  imposed  on  the  poople  of 
the  country  for  the  next  twonty-five  or  fifty  years. 
Besides  that,  they  are  fast  bringing  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  at  any  rate  in  the  older  Provinces,  into  a  stationary,  it 
may  be  into  a  retrograde,  position  ;  and,  as  I  said,  the  last 
and  worst  thing  with  which  I  charge  them  is  this :  that  by 
this  system  which  they  have  introduced  they  are  tending 
more  and  more  to  make  an  honest,  straightforward  mode  of 
carrying  on  ihe  government  of  this  country  a  practical 
impossibility.  I  will  give  the  House  a  practical  illustration 
of  the  cost  of  this  system  of  government.  It  may  well  be 
wondered  at  how  it  is,  in  a  country  like. this,  that  we  could 
possibly  have  contrived  to  add  $200,000,000  to  our  gross 
indebteness  in  a  period  of  seventeen  or  eighteen  years,  but 
if  we  take  the  case  which  has  occurred,  not  only  in  the  last 
years,  but  within  the  last  few  days,  it  will  become  tolerably 
patent  to  the  House  how  these  huge  charges  may  bo 
incurred.  As  I  have  said,  every  advance  which  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  made  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Hail  way  has  prac¬ 
tically  cost  us  treble.  Wo  have,  first,  to  make  the  original 
advance;  we  have  next  to  propitiate  cortain  sections  and 
obtain  tbeir  leave  to  make  that  advance  at  great  further 
cost ;  and,  last  of  all,  we  have  to  boar  a  very  considerable 


additional  loss  on  the  loans  which  we  contract,  and  which 
could  have  been  contracted  on  very  much  more 
favorable  terms  if  we  had  not  embarrassed  ourselves 
by  the  necessity  of  making  these  advances  at  a  very  unfor- 
tunate  time.  Within  twelve  months  we  have  advanced,  or 
are  to  advance,  two  sums,  one  of  $30,000,000,  the  other  of 
$5,000,000,  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Take  the 
additional  subsidies  which  we  were  compelled  to  grant  and 
the  additional  favors  which  we  were  compelled  to  give  to 
certain  parties  in  this  House  and  elsewhere,  to  obtain 
their  leave  to  advance  this  $35,000,000,  and  I  believe 
that,  if  fairly  computed  and  set  down,  you  would  find  that 
we  had  to  pay  $30,000,000  or  incur  liabilities  to  that 
amount,  for  leave  to  lend  that  $35,000,000.  You  will  find 
that  we  have  incurred  in  all  an  additional  charge  of  some¬ 
thing  like  $700,000  a  year — a  sum  which  would  pay  the 
interest  on  $20,000,000  -—because  we  chose  to  make  that 
advance  at  a  time  when  it  was  quite  clear  that  the  doing  so 
would  most  materially  hamper  our  financial  transactions 
abroad.  That  is  another  illustration  of  the  ways  in  which, 
as  I  have  said,  the  money  of  the  people  has  been  fooled 
away.  A  great  many  of  these  sums  are  sums  which  I  know 
quite  well  experienced  business  men,  as  some  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Government  are,  would  never  have  dreamed  of 
giving,  unless  they  had  been  compelled  to  do  it  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  getting  those  particular  measures  through ;  and  that, 
I  say  again,  is  one  of  the  results  of  a  thoroughly  bad 
system  of  government,  of  what  is  little  better  than  six 
years  of  government  by  bribery :  that  is  the  result  of 
extravagance  and  incompetence  and  corruption.  Now, 
it  is  an  utter  fallacy  to  say  that  we  can  go  on  doing 
this  without  very  seriously  injuring  the  whole  future  of 
this  country.  I  hear  these  gentlemen  talk  as  if  the  addition 
of  $200,000,000  to  our  gross  debt,  trebling  our  taxes  and 
trebling  our  expenditure,  were  a  matter  of  mere  insignifi¬ 
cance  to  a  great  and  growing  country  like  Canada.  I  will 
apply  a  practical  test,  to  which  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  nominal  taxation  which  we  exact  from  the 
people  of  Canada  to-day,  which  ought  to  amount  to 
$27,000,000,  according  to  the  average  rate  of  wages  given 
by  the  Ontario  Bureau  of  Statistics,  would  maintain  one 
family  in  eight  of  our  whole  population  ;  it  would  keep  the 
largest  part  of  the  population  of  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  without  doing  a  hand’s  turn  of  work  from  one  end  of 
the  year  to  the  other.  If  wo  take  into  consideration  the 
real  taxation  which  our  people  suffer  the  proportion 
would  be  very  much  greater,  and  it  is  clear  that  we  are 
producing  by  this  excessive  expenditure  something  like 
a  stationary  state  over  a  great  portion  of  the  country. 
It  is  not  so  apparent  to  us  who  reside  in  tho  large 
aud  prosperous  cities  of  tho  Dominion,  but  it  is  very  appa¬ 
rent  to  those  who  go  into  tho  rural  districts  and  consider 
the  state  of  the  case  all  over  the  older  Provinces.  I  turn  to 
the  census;  I  take  the  census  returns  of  Canada,  which 
have  recently  been  furnished  to  us,  for  1881,  and  what  do  I 
find  ?  I  find  that,  in  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
out  of  six  constituencies  not  one  single  constituency,  dur¬ 
ing  the  ten  years  that  that  census  records,  has  been  able  to 
maintain  its  natural  increase.  I  turn  to  Nova  Scotia,  and  I 
find  that,  out  of  its  twenty-one  constituencies,  barely  two 
have  been  able  to  maintain  their  natural  increase.  1  turn 
to  New  Brunswick,  and  I  find  that,  out  of  its  sixteen  con¬ 
stituencies,  scarcely  throe  have  maintained  their  natural 
increase.  In  tho  Province  of  Quebec,  out  of  sixty-five  con¬ 
stituencies,  in  those  ten  years  hardly  eleven  have  maintained 
their  natural  increase,  and  in  a  great  many  of  them  there  is 
an  absolute  and  positive  decrease  of  tho  population  recorded. 
I  turn  to  Ontario,  and  I  find,  out  of  her  eighty-eight  con¬ 
stituencies — the  number  she  had  at  tho  time  this  census  was 
compiled — only  twenty-eight  have  been  able  to  maintain 
their  natural  increase,  and  there,  as  in  other  places,  there 
are,  unfortunately,  a  considerable  number  of  constituencies 
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where  the  population  has  absolutely  decreased.  Now, 
it  is  impossible  for  us  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
significance  of  these  facts ;  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
us  not  to  see  that  in  a  country  which  cannot  be 
said  to  be  rapidly  advancing,  in  a  country  in  which,  at  any 
rate,  the  population  is  rather  losing  than  gaining  ground, 
relatively  speaking,  in  that  we  are  not  able  to  keep  our  own 
people  here,  when  we  find  that,  with  the  aid  of  immigration, 
we  are  not  able  to  show  an  increase  equal  to  the  natural 
increase  of  the  population,  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  excuse 
the  conduct  of  the  Government,  which  has  contrived  to 
treble  the  public  burthens  within  the  space  of  18  years,  or, 
to  be  more  correct,  within  two  periods  of  seven  years  each, 
one  beginning  in  1867  and  terminating  in  1874,  and  the 
other  beginning  in  1878  and  terminating  in  1885.  I  say  the 
action  of  the  Government  has  gone  very  far  to  imperil  the 
foundation  of  our  Confederation.  I  say  that,  as  regards  a 
very  considerable  portion  of  the  people  of  this  country,  it  is 
unfortunately  only  too  true  that  all  that  Confedera¬ 
tion  has  done  for  them  has  been  to  bring  them  far  heavier 
burthens  without  any  sort  of  adequate  return;  I  say,  what 
is  worse,  that  the  whole  tenor  of  the  existing  policy  of 
Government  is  to  prevent  the  several  Provinces  from  ex¬ 
orcising  any  wholesome  self-reliance.  We  are  constantly 
training  these  Provinces  to  believe  that  all  they  have  to  do 
is  to  send  a  delegation  here  to  support  the  Government 
of  the  day,  and  that,  if  they  do  that,  sufficiently  deter¬ 
minedly,  then,  let  that  Province  be  as  extravagant  or 
as  corruptly  managed  as  it  pleases,  whatever  that  Province 
wants  will  be  given  to  it,  that  it  will  be  relieved  from  its 
embarrassments  and  will  bo  free  from  the  disagreeable 
necessity  of  attempting  to  raise  revenue  by  means  of  direct 
taxation,  and  that  everything  will  be  made  straightfor  it  out 
of  the  public  Treasury.  I  say  you  cannot  carry  on  Con¬ 
federation  on  any  such  basis,  and  I  warn,  again  and  again, 
the  representatives  of  the  people  here  and  the  poopla  them¬ 
selves,  that  so  surely  as  we  proceed  on  this  vicious  system, 
so  surely  the  end  of  Confederation  will  not  be  far  distant. 
It  is  really  too  bad.  Here  we  are  in  a  new  country.  We 
have  no  navy,  we  have  no  army,  to  be  called  an  army, 
although  we  have  a  gallant  citizen  soldiery,  who  have  res¬ 
ponded  very  nobly  to  our  call  when  there  was  real  occasion 
for  them  to  show  the  metal  they  were  made  of ;  but,  in  com¬ 
parison  with  older  countries,  our  necessary  burthens  were 
very  small,  and  yet  we  have  at  this  moment  a  taxation 
which,  in  its  incidence  on  the  people,  is  quite  as  great  as  the 
incidence  of  the  taxes  paid,  at  any  rate,  by  the  great  bulk 
of  the  people  in  England,  and  that  in  spite  of  the  fact  that, 
over  and  above  that  taxation,  there  is,  in  a  great  por¬ 
tion  of  Canada,  a  great  burden  of  municipal  taxation,  which 
exacts  a  further  amount  of  the  earnings  of  the  people. 
Sir,  the  question  is  being  put  in  many  places,  and  rightly 
put :  is  it  possible  for  us  to  struggle  through  under  such 
circumstances?  Although  I,  myself,  have  not  lost  faith  in 
the  future  of  Confederation,  although  I  believe  that  in  spite 
of  what  has  come  and  gone  we  may  be  able  to  struggle 
through,  still  I  cannot  help  seeing  that  the  whole  tendency 
of  our  present  legislation  is  to  take  away  from  the  people 
of  Canada  a  great  deal  of  the  most  valuable  elements  which 
go  to  constitute  a  nation.  I  say  that  if  this  thing  goes  on 
it  will  be  day  by  day  growing  more  doubtful  whether  we 
will,  after  all,  be  able  to  maintain  ourselves.  One  thing  is 
not  doubtful,  and  that  is,  that  there  has  been  a  serious  moral 
and  political  degradation  going  on  all  over  Canada  for  a 
number  of  years  back.  One  thing  is  not  doubtful,  and  that 
is,  that  wo  have  thrown  away  most  superb  opportunities, 
which  are  not  very  likely  to  recur  to  us.  We  started  out 
in  the  race  of  national  life  with  great  advantages.  We  were 
not  merely  lightly  taxed,  but  we  had  great  advantages  at 
that  time  over  our  chief  and  most  formidable  competitor, 
who,  from  circumstances  well  known^to  us,  was  very  much 
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hampered  in  the  struggle.  The  one  thing  we  needed  we 
obtained  almost  on  the  very  threshold  of  our  national 
existence — we  obtained  control  of  a  great  and  fertile  terri¬ 
tory,  which  supplied  to  our  surplus  population  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  making  homes  on  Canadian  soil.  All  that  we 
required  was  a  little  prudence,  a  little  patience,  a  little 
honesty  and  a  little  common  sense,  to  have  made  proper 
use  of  those  great  opportunities.  We  might  and  ought  to 
have  used  them  to  very  much  greater  advantage.  I  say 
that  nothing  has  been  done  by  us  which  ought  to  have  pre- 
vented  us  from  being  to-day  a  very  lightly  taxed  country; 
and  with  common  prudence,  instead  of  having  to-day  about 
$200,000,000  of  additional  indebtedness,  $100,000,000  would 
have  sufficed.  I  say  that  it  is  the  fault  of  our  Government 
that  we  have  not  at  this  moment  a  populous  and  prosperous 
west  of  our  own ;  and  what  is  perhaps  equally  important, 
that  our  older  Provinces  have  not  been  educated  to  a  right 
conception  of  the  relation  in  which  they  stand  to  the  federal 
power.  Our  people  have  not  been  kept  in  our  own  country ; 
the  advantage  with  which  we  started  over  the  United  States 
might  easily  have  been  maintained,  and  the  basis  of  a  great 
nation  might  have  been  infinitely  more  firmly  established 
than  it  is  to-day.  Sir,  looking  at  the  whole  circumstances, 
bearing  in  mind  the  facts  I  have  stated,  bearing  in  mind 
the  circumstances  which  everybody  knows  have  occurred 
in  this  country,  who  can  wonder  that  to-day  we  find  that 
one  million  native-born  Canadians  have  sought  homes  in 
the  United  States  ?  Who  can  wonder  that  within  the  last 
fow  years,  out  of  500,000  immigrants  whom  we  have  brought 
to  our  shores,  our  own  municipal  statistics  appear  to  show 
that  we  have  not  succeeded  in  keeping  100,000  of  them 
here  ?  Who  can  wonder,  when  we  look  at  this  state  of 
things,  that  we  have  had  two  rebellions  within  a  dozen 
years  in  the  Province  which  ought  to  have  been  a  source  of 
strength  and  prosperity  to  us,  instead  of  being,  as  it  is  at 
this  moment,  a  source  of  serious  expense  and  trouble  ?  Who 
can  wonder  that  under  these  circumstances  heavy  deficits 
should  have  occurred  ?  And  what  is  worse,  who  can  wonder 
that  while  this  policy  is  in  vogue  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
should  appear  to  have  made  up  its  mind  to  abdicate  entirely  its 
proper  function  of  controlling  the  expenditure  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  to  be  fast  sinking  into  something  very  little 
better  than  a  convention  for  the  division  of  the  spoils 
among  certain  powerful  sections.  Sir,  I  say  again  that 
I  defy  hon.  gentlemen  to  show  any  country  of  equal 
size  with  our  own,  any  country  which  has  not  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  some  very  severe  ordeal  of  war  or  some  similar 
calamity,  in  which  they  can  point  out  to  such  a  state  of 
things  as  that  which  I  have  pointed  out  to-night;  and  in 
order  that  our  views  on  this  subject  may  be  put  on  record, 
I  beg  to  move : 

“That  all  the  words  after  the  word  “that”  be  left  out,  and  the 
following  inserted  instead  thereof : —  the  total  annual  expenditure  of 
the  Dominion  was  $13,486,092  in  the  year  1868. 

That  the  said  expenditure  had  increased  to  $23,316,316  in  1874,  being 

an  increase  of  $9,830,224  in  the  7  years  from  1st  July,  1867,  to  1st  July, 
1874. 

That  the  expenditure  was  $23,503,168  in  1878,  being  an  increase  of 
$186,842  in  the  4  years  from  1st  July,  1874,  to  1st  July  1878.” 

That  the  expenditure  for  the  year  ending  1st  July,  1884,  was 
$31,107,706. 

That  it  was  estimated  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  the  expen¬ 
diture  for  the  year  endiatr  1st  July,  1885,  would  amount  to  $32,850,000, 
being  an  increase  of  $9,346,842  in  the  7  years  from  1st  July,  1878, 
to  1st  July,  1885  (irrespective  of  any  expenditure  incurred  in  suppressing 
the  recent  revolt  in  the  North-West). 

That  the  taxation  of  the  people  has  increased  as  follows  : — 

From  11,700,661  dollars  in  1868 


to 

20,120,185 

do 

1874 

to 

17,841,938 

do 

1878 

to 

25,483,199 

do 

1884. 
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That  the  gross  debt  of  Oanada  has  increased  as  follows 


From 

93,046,051  dollars  i 

in  1867 

to 

141,163,165 

do 

1874 

to 

174,957,268 

do 

1878 

to 

258,711,088 

do 

upon  the  31st  May,  1886,  inde- 

pendently  of  many  liabilities  for  wbi;h  provision  must  be  made  shortly. 

That  the  increase  in  the  debt,  taxation  and  expenditure  above  men¬ 
tioned  have  been  in  excess  of  the  requirements  and  resources  of  the 
country  and  have  interfered  with  is  progress  and  development,  and  that 
stringent  measures  should  be  taken  to  reduce  the  expenditure  and  to 
lighten,  as  far  a3  possible,  the  burthen  of  the  people.’  ’ 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
think  it  scarcely  courteous  to  a  member  ot  his  position  if 
some  few  remarks  were  not  offered  to  the  lengthy  speech  he 
has  addressed  to  the  House.  I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the 
House  at  any  very  great  length,  but  briefly  to  refer  to  some 
of  the  points  he  has  presented.  And  I  cannot,  at  the  outset, 
refrain  from  expressing  surprise  at  the  tone  and  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  delivered  his  speech,  so 
different  from  that  of  speeches  upon  similar  questions 
which  he  has  previously  delivered  in  this  House.  I  remem¬ 
ber  having  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  deliver  his  Budget 
Speech  on  several  occasions.  To-night  he  was  dopicting  the 
position  of  the  country  and  prophesying  that  in  1885  and 
1886,  and  for  many  years,  we  would  have  a  deficit, — that  we 
were  in  an  almost  hopeless  state  of  embarrassment ;  and  yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  manifest  that  exuberance  of 
spirits  which,  in  old  times,  when  he  was  the  midst  of 
deficits,  he  manifested  when  making  his  Budget  Speech.  He 
never  seemed  happier  than  when  he  was  delivering  a  speech 
at  a  time  when  he  had  deficits  behind  and  deficits  before 
him.  I  have  here  a  short  extract  from  a  speech  he  delivered 
in  18>7'7,  when  he  had  left  a  deficit  of  $  1,389,000  in  1876, 
and  when  there  was  a  deficit  before  him  of  $1, 000, 000  odd. 
Upon  that  occasion  the  hon,  gentleman  said  : 

“I  think  the  country  may  be  congratulated  that  so  dangerous  a  crisis 
in  our  affairs  has  passed  without  our  sustaining  any  very  serious  loss. 
I  hold  that  equilibrium  is  now  being  restored.  Our  credit  has  been  sus¬ 
tained,  and  more  than  sustained,  and  despite  our  deficit  and  the 
difficulties  with  which  we  have  been  loaded,  our  securities  have  obtained 
a  better  price  than  ever  before,  and  unless  another  such  misfortune  as 
the  last  overtakes  us  in  the  present  summer,  we  will  be  able,  without 
very  much  difficulty,  to  weather  the  storm.  If  we  are  disappointed,  the 
Government  knows  its  duty  and  it  is  prepared  to  do  it.  Oanada  has 
yet  ample  resources  untouched  to  enable  it  to  meet  its  engagements.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  at  that  time  was  hopeful,  and  he  was 
jolly,  although  surrounded  by  deficits  ;  because  he  had  some 
faith  at  that  time  in  his  country,  and  declared  that  Canada 
had  resources  which  were  yet  untouched.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to-night  did  not  seem  to  bo  in  that  peculiarly  happy 
and  jolly  mood  which  he  was  in  in  1877,  when  he  was  in  the 
midst  of  deficits ;  and  I  was  at  a  loss  to  know  why  the 
change  in  his  tone  and  manner,  why  the  speech  he  delivered, 
was  in  that  solemn  tone  and  that  quiet  manner  so  unusual 
to  him.  It  would  be  uncourteous  for  me,  perhaps  unparlia¬ 
mentary,  to  say  or  think  that  he  was  delivering  a  speech 
which  he  knew  could  not  have  its  effect  upon  the  other  side 
of  the  water,  and  prejudice  the  loan  which  the  Finance 
Minister  is  about  to  negotiate  next  Monday.  It  would  be 
unparliamentary  for  me  to  say  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  been  permitted  to  deliver  that  speech  in  time  for  such  an 
effect  he  would  have  manifested  more  satisfaction  in  painting 
in  the  blackest  possible  colors  our  position,  and  presenting 
the  brazen  side  of  the  shield  to  the  money  lenders  of  England. 
How  different  was  his  manner  to-night  from  the  manner 
which  ho  exhibited  when  he  attempted  to  deliver  that 
same  speech  on  a  former  occasion,  just  when  our  Finance 
Minister  had  left  our  shores,  and  as  soon  as  it  became  public 
that  he  was  to  negotiate  a  loan  and  make  an  exchange, 
on  that  occasion  it  required  all  the  rules  of  the  House 
to  restrain  him  and  to  keep  him  within  bounds.  He  was 
as  impatient  as  a  hound  in  the  leash,  struggling  to  seize 
the  escaping  game.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to 


the  expenditure  of  the  present  year  and  the  expected  expen¬ 
diture  in  the  incoming  year.  He  has  given  us  an  estimate 
from  which  he  fancies  that  there  will  be,  in  the  present  year, 
a  very  considerable  deficit.  Now,  the  figures  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  given  to  us  for  the  present  year,  so 
far,  I  may  state  to  the  House  are  that  we  have  received, 
up  to  the  present  time,  according  to  the  last  returns, 
S3 1,242,000.  We  have  paid  out,  including  the  North- 
West  expenditure  of  nearly  $1,000,000,  $29,802,978,  or, 
deducting  the  North-West  expenditure,  which  I  do  not 
think  should  be  fairly  chargeable  to  this  year,  or  to  any 
particular  year — for  it  is  customary  in  all  countries  that 
extraordinary  expenditures  such  as  that  occasioned  by  these 
unfortunate  circumstances  in  the  North-West,  should  be  dis¬ 
tributed  over  a  series  of  years — but  deducting  that  amount, 
there  is  a  balance  to  our  credit  of  $2,304,503,  which 
may,  when  all  the  bills  come  in,  to  the  30th  June,  be 
considerably  reduced.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  insists 
that  there  will  be  a  deficit  in  1885,  and  he  goes  on 
piling  up  all  the  possible  accumulations  of  1886  and  1887. 
He  tells  us  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  not  pay 
its  interests,  and  that  Dominion  lands  will  not  yield  as 
much  as  is  expected,  and  he  says  that  on  the  whole  we 
must  face  a  deficit  of  $3,740,000.  Then  he  asks  us  what 
we  are  going  to  do,  under  the  circumstances.  Why,  we 
have  only  to  go  back  to  his  tariff  of  1874  and  1875,  which 
we  found  in  existence  in  1878,  and  to  his  estimates,  in  order 
to  provide  for  the  whole  of  that  sum  which  he  has  accumu¬ 
lated,  without  putting  burdens  on  the  country  which  would 
be  very  seriously  felt.  The  hon,  gentleman  loft  office  in 
1878  with  a  duty  on  tea. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Yes ;  that  is  true.  When  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  went  into  office  he  found  no  duty  on  tea,  but  he  placed 
a  duty  on  that  article,  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  always 
talks  about  the  large  increase  in  taxation  that  has  been 
placed  on  the  country  by  the  present  Government,  ought 
to  remember  that  from  1868  down  to  1873  there  were 
continual  reductions  of  taxation  under  the  management  of 
the  leader  of  the  present  Government ;  and  when  the  hon. 
gentlemen  took  office  the  taxation  of  the  country  had  been 
reduced  from  13  "62  per  cent,  on  the  total  value  of  goods 
entered  for  consumption,  dutiable  and  free,  down  to  10"20 
per  cent.  When  he  came  into  office  the  first  thing  he  did 
was  to  increase  the  taxation  to  the  extent  of  $3,000,000,  and 
he  went  out  of  office,  after  increasing  the  taxation  from 
10*20  per  cent,  to  14"03  per  cent.  Yet,  notwithstanding 
that  increase  of  taxation,  there  were  deficits  year  by  year, 
from  which  it  took  two  or  three  years  of  the  administration 
of  the  present  Finance  Minister  to  recover.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  when  he  talks  about  the  large  increase  in 
the  debt  of  the  Dominion,  from  1868  to  the  present 
time,  ought  not  to  forget  that  some  six  or  seven 
millions  of  that  amount,  at  least,  stands  for  no 
valuable  work,  but  to  meet  the  ordinary  expenses 
of  the  country  occasioned  by  the  maladministration  of  the 
hon.  gentleman.  He  should  not  forget  that  in  that  increase 
of  indebtedness  there  are  not  only  his  deficits,  not  only  the 
loss  that  he  incurred  by  the  sale  of  his  4  per  cent,  loan  in 
1874,  amounting  to  $  1,500,000,  but  there  is  about  $30,000,000 
of  the  indebtedness  of  the  older  Provinces  which  had  been 
assumed  by  the  Dominion  since  1878.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  asks:  How  are  you  to  provide  for  that  $3,700,000 
which  is  staring  you  in  the  face  ?  Wo  can  go  back  to  the 
tariff  the  hon.  gentleman  left  us  in  1878,  and  if  we  tako  the 
imports  of  tea  in  1884,  and  put  the  same  duty  upon  that 
article  that  the  hon.  gentleman  left  upon  it,  it  would  give 
us  $980,394.  If  we  put  the  same  Exci-’o  duty  on  tobacco 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  upon  it  the  consumption  of 
1884  would  give  us  $800,000  more.  Then,  go  back  to  the 
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stamps  on  newspapers,  and  you  will  get  $200,000.  We 
have  had  a  largo  expenditure  on  public  works. 
We  found  that  there  were  many  necessary  ex¬ 
penditures  to  be  made  in  the  country  for  public  works. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Government  has 
only  existed  for  corruption  and  bribery  ;  that  every 
public  work  that  has  been  undertaken  and  car¬ 
ried  to  completion  in  this  country  has  been  for  the 
purpose  of  corrupting  some  member  of  this  House.  Why, 
Sir,  there  have  been  public  works  undertaken  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways  and  others  which  have  received  the  vote 
and  the  sanction  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  that 
did  not  corrupt  them  or  destroy  their  party  allegiance,  and 
it  is  an  insult  to  this  House  and  to  this  country  to  say  that 
any  member  of  this  House  is  corrupted  and  bought,  and  only 
held  to  his  party  by  an  expenditure  for  a  public  service  in 
his  constituency.  All  this  expenditure  for  public  works  has 
been  in  the  interest  of  the  country  and  for  its  development, 
and  was  sanctioned  and  approved  by  the  people  in  1882 ; 
and  when  the  question  is  again  submitted  to  the  people 
in  1887,  the  Government  will  not  be  condemned  because 
they  have  undertaken  various  public  works  through¬ 
out  the  Dominion.  But  if  we  reduce  our  expenditure  on 
public  works  to  the  same  amount  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
expended  in  1878,  we  could  save  $1,910,000  from  the  amount 
in  1884.  In  1884  the  amount  expended  on  public  works 
charged  to  consolidated  revonue  was  $2,908,851  ;  and  the 
amount  expended  in  1878  was  $998,554 ;  so  that,  if  we  are 
compelled  by  circumstances  to  reduce  our  expenditure  on 
public  works,  we  can  effect  a  saving  of  nearly  $2,000,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  allow  me  to  ask  him  a  question  for  information  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Well,  I  did  not  interrupt  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  it  will  be  just  as  well  to  wait  till  I  get 
through.  Then  tho  hon.  gentleman  expended  on  immigra¬ 
tion,  in  1878,  $180,000,  and  in  1884  we  expended  $575,000. 
The  opinion  has  been  expressed  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  that  that  large  expenditure  on  immigration  could  be 
avoided  and  ought  to  be  avoided.  Well,  there  may  be 
something  in  this,  that  with  the  great  development  the 
country  has  undergone  since  1878  that  of  itself  should  be 
a  sufficient  immigration  agent,  and  that  we  might  very 
largely  reduce  that  expenditure ;  but,  Sir,  is  it  not  necessary, 
I  ask  the  House  that  when  we  have  members  of  Par¬ 
liament  high  in  position,  and  whose  names  are  known 
abroad,  making  such  statements  to  the  world  as  have 
been  made  to-night,  is  it  not  necessary  that  wo  should 
have  some  system  of  working  throughout  the  different 
countries  of  the  world  to  counteract  the  influence  of  such 
speeches  ?  Therefore,  until  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  abstain 
from  presenting  the  brazen  side  of  the  shield,  until  they 
abstain  from  painting  this  country  in  all  the  blackest  colors 
ossible,  and  depicting  it  as  a  God-forsaken  country,  it  will 
e  necessary  to  incur  a  very  large  expenditure  on  immigra¬ 
tion,  in  order  that  the  truth  may  be  disseminated — in  order 
that  the  antidote  may  be  administered  when  the  poison 
goes  abroad  ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  is  chargeable 
in  a  great  measure  for  the  necessity  of  this  very  large 
expenditure  for  immigration  purposes.  Now,  Sir,  if  we 
reduced  that  expenditure  down  to  what  it  was  in  1878,  and 
if  we  took  the  other  figures  I  have  given,  we  should  have 
$1,385,306  to  set  against  a  possible  $3,700,000,  which  is  the 
total  amount  the  hon.  gentleman,  with  all  his  ingenuity, 
has  been  able  to  figure  up.  I  might  go  over  our  expendi¬ 
ture  and  show  many  other  cases.  The  expenditure  on 
militia  and  defence  in  1884  was  $371,000  more  than  it  was 
in  1878.  I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  will  consent 
to  reduce  the  expenditure  on  the  militia  service.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  feel  a  great  and  sudden  interest  in  the 
volunteers,  and  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  discussion, 
inside  and  outside  the  House,  about  the  volunteers  haivng 
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been  neglected,  and  about  their  trousers  not  having  been 
of  the  proper  pattern  or  the  proper  material. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Perhaps  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well 
(Mr,  Mills)  might  suggest  some  economies  in  the  olothing 
of  the  militia.  1  remember  taking  up  an  account  for  the 
equipment  of  a  couple  of  companies  in  the  North-West  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Both  well,  and  it  was  done  on  a  very 
economical  scale  in  one  sense  and  on  a  very  extravagant 
scale  in  another  sense  ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
propose  to  equip  our  volunteers  in  that  way,  perhaps  wo 
might  save  a  very  large  amount.  Tho  hon.  gentleman,  in 
1878,  I  find,  uniformed  102  Indians,  whose  equipment  was 
not  exactly  like  that  of  the  Mexican  cavalry,  a  shirt  collar 
and  a  pair  of  spurs,  but  there  were  no  trousers.  The 
account  ran  something  like  this  :  102  pairs  of  boots,  $4 
apiece  ;  102  flannel  shirts,  $2  apiece  ;  and  102  silk  pocket 
handkerchiefs,  $2  apiece  ;  and  that  was  the  whole  of  the 
uniform  of  these  102  Indians  whom  the  hon.  gentleman 
organised.  However,  I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  bo  so  economical  in  the  clothing  of  our 
volunteers,  especially  when  his  leader  thinks  there  is  so 
much  valor  in  the  trousers,  although  other  people  think  it 
is  in  the  sword.  But  should  we  go  back  to  the  tariff  the 
hon.  gentleman  left  us  in  1878,  on  those  few  items  which  I 
have  given  we  have  sufficient  and  more  than  sufficient  to 
meet  all  the  obligations  he  was  able  to  conjure  up  as  likely 
to  fall  upon  us  in  the  future.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  also  bear  in  mind,  notwithstanding  all  his  lamenta¬ 
tions  and  all  his  municipal  statistics,  that  this  country  is 
growing  and  improving,  and  that  our  population  is  increas¬ 
ing  year  by  year ;  and  from  that  source  we  shall  derive  an 
additional  strength.  He  has  talked  about  the  population  of 
this  country  being  depleted ;  but  we  know  that  there  is 
nothing  of  the  kind,  as  an  actual  fact.  The  same  old  story 
is  being  re-enacted  all  over  this  Dominion  ;  love  is  being 
made  in  the  frosts  of  winter  and  in  the  sunlight  of  summer; 
tho  orange  blossoms  are  being  worn,  t  and  marriage 
bells  sounded,  and  new  homes  are  being  formed  from  one 
end  of  this  land  to  the  other.  We  do  not  take  up  a  news¬ 
paper  but  we  find  that  a  new  home  has  been  founded,  and 
by-and-by,  in  obedience  to  the  great  command  to  be  fruit¬ 
ful  and  multiply  and  replenish  the  earth,  there  will  be  a 
new  cradle  put  in  the  new  home,  to  be  added  to  the  200,000 
cradles  in  this  Dominion  which  are  now  rocking  young  Cana¬ 
dians  who  will  grow  to  Canadian  men  and  women  and  give 
their  strength  and  their  energies  to  the  development  of  this 
country,  to  enable  us  to  meet  the  deficit  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  conjured  up  to-night.  In  addition  to  this,  notwith¬ 
standing  all  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  about  the  exodus, 
our  population  is  increasing  from  immigration.  Why,  Sir, 
all  around  me  I  see  the  fruits  of  immigration  to  the  Domin¬ 
ion  of  Canada.  I  go  down  to  my  own  county,  where,  a  few 
generations  ago,  a  handful  of  immigrants  came  in  and  set¬ 
tled,  and  the  descendants  of  those  men  have  multiplied  and 
increased  until  there  are  30,000  people  in  the  county 
of  Colchester,  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  in 
this  Parliament ;  and  that  county,  which  stands  among  the 
foremost  counties  in  the  Dominion,  was  started  by 
a  few  immigrants.  From  England,  Ireland,  Scotland 
and  the  continent  of  Europe,  there  are  immigrants 
coming  into  the  country,  who  are  just  repeating  what 
has  occurred  in  my  county  and  in  all  the  counties  of 
this  Dominion,  and  who  will  help  to  strengthen  and  increaso 
the  resources  of  the  country,  and  will  help  to  meet  the  bug¬ 
bears  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  conjured  up  to-night. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  all  this  increase  of  expen¬ 
diture  is  due  to  maladministration,  and  he  gives,  as  an 
illustration,  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  which,  he  says,  has 
increased  it  capital  account,  since  1878,  some  $7,000,000. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CART  WEIGHT.  Nine  million  dollars. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  capital 
account  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has  gone  on  increas¬ 
ing  from  the  time  of  its  construction  until  the 
cost  of  ihe  Intercolonial  Railway  to  the  Dominion  is 
$45,000,000,  seeking  to  convey  the  impression  that  this 
Dominion,  since  Confederation,  has  expended  on  that  road 
$45,000,000.  But  that  includes  the  expenditure  made  by 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  and  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  for  the  length  of  line  that  was  built  by  them  previous 
to  Confederation,  and  which  was  brought  in  and  now  forms 
part  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  since  his  Government  went  out,  in  1878,  the  capital 
account  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has  been  increased 
$9,000,000,  and  he  would  convey  to  the  House  the  impres¬ 
sion  that  this  has  all  been  caused  simply  in  the  working  of 
the  road  as  he  left  it.  He  omitted  to  tell  the  House  that 
the  road  from  Riviere  du  Loup  to  Levis  had  been  purchased 
since  then;  that  the  St.  Charles  branch  has  been  built 
since;  that  the  Eastern  Extension  of  80  miles  has  been 
purchased  since,  that  various  other  branches  have 
been  built,  and  that  important  and  necessary  works 
at  the  various  termini  have  been  built,  in  order 
to  make  the  road  a  complete  line  and  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  country.  But  he  sought  to  create  the 
impression  that  in  order  to  show  a  balance  of  $10,000  this 
year  we  have  been  adding  the  necessary  expenses  of  the 
road  to  capital  account,  and  that  by  this  means  we 
ran  the  capital  account  up  to  $45,000,000.  The  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  been  moderate ;  he  should  have 
been  honest  in  the  statements  he  made  to  the  House  and 
to  the  country.  He  says  we  have  run  up  an  enormous 
debt  since  1878,  the  increase  being,  something  like 
$200,000,000.  I  have  already  stated  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  gone  beyond  the  figures  which  were  submitted  by 
the  Acting  Minister  of  Finance  the  other  day,  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  sum ;  but  I  have  not  now  time  to  detain  the  House 
with  particulars.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  mind  a 
million  or  two ;  judging  by  the  way  he  piles  up  figures,  a 
matter  of  $10,000,000  or  $20,000,000  is  nothing  to 
him.  Supposing  that  our  debt  has  been  increased  by 
$200,000,000 ;  supposing  all  the  obligations  we  have 
incurred  were  realised  and  placed  upon  the  country, 
as  I  have  stated,  about  $30,000,0U0  of  that  was 
caused  by  the  assumption  of  local  debts  since  1878. 
What  have  we  got  for  it  since  18b8?  Why,  there  is 
$30,000,000,  and  there  is  $6,000,000  or  $7,000,000  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  we  have  nothing  for  during  his 
administration  of  the  Government  from  1873  to  1878.  He 
says  we  have  got  two  bits  of  railways,  the  Intercolonial  and 
the  Pacific.  Why,  we  have  got  British  Columbia,  that 
came  with  an  indebtedness  which  has  been  assumed  and 
forms  part  of  this ;  we  have  got  Manitoba ;  we  have  got  the 
North-West  Territories;  we  have  got  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  we  have  got,  in  addition  to  the  two  bits  of  rail¬ 
ways  he  speaks  of,  the  several  portions  of  railways 
which  I  have  enumerated ;  we  have  got,  also,  very  large 
expenditures  upon  the  canals  of  the  country  ;  we  have  got 
public  works  here  and  there,  spread  from  British  Columbia 
to  the  (asternmost  point  of  Nova  Scotia,  all  necessary  for 
the  development  of  the  country — all  called  for  by  the  wants 
of  the  people;  and  all  these  expenditures  have  been 
approved  and  sanctioned  by  the  people  at  large.  Let  me 
say  a  word  or  two  about  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  have  got  that.  We  have 
almost  got  it,  and  we  have  got  it  by  assuming  a  large 
indebtedness  at  a  period  very  much  earlier  than  we 
expected.  We  have  got  that  railway  for  this  indebtedness 
six  years  in  advance  of  the  time  that  we  contracted 
to  have  it  completed,  and  the  question  comes  to  this : 


Were  wo  justified  in  assuming  that  indebtedness,  in 
making  that  expenditure  and  increasing  the  indebt¬ 
edness  so  largely  before  1891  ?  We  undertook  the 
construction  of  that  work  to  be  completed  in  1891,  believing 
that  the  natural  growth  of  the  country,  and  its  increase, 
particularly  under  the  policy  which  was  adopted  by  the 
people  in  1878,  and  sustained  by  the  people  in  1882,  would 
warrant  an  expenditure  so  large  as  was  to  be  incurred  upon 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  year  by  year,  up  to  1891, 
that  the  growth  and  ability  of  the  country,  year  by  year, 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  added  expenditure  upon 
that  railway,  and  that  we  would  reach  1891  with  a 
completed  railway  and  without  any  burden  upon  this 
country  that  Ihe  people  were  not  willing  and  able 
to  bear.  The  proposition  came  to  us  to  have  that 
railway  completed  six  years  in  advance  of  the  contract 
time,  and  it  became  a  question  for  us  to  consider: 
Shall  we  gain  sufficient  by  taking  the  liability  and  loaning 
the  company  $30,000,000  and  paying  the  subsidy  six  years 
in  advance  of  the  time  named  in  the  contract  ?  Our 
expenditure  on  the  portions  of  the  road  that  were  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  Government  itself  would  be  about  $10,000,000 
in  the  surveys  and  the  construction  of  the  portion  in 
British  Columbia,  and  that  portion  from  Lake  Superior 
to  Selkirk.  That  was  money  well  expended  for  the 
development  of  this  country,  and  we  expected  that  it 
would  return  to  us,  when  the  whole  system  was  com¬ 
pleted,  more  than  4  per  cent,  of  interest.  Until  the 
completion  of  the  entire  lino,  we  do  not  get  any  advantage, 
or  at  least  we  get  only  a  partial  advantage,  from  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  that  $40,000,000.  That  was  one  of  the  elements 
which  entered  into  the  calculation.  We  have  $40,000,000 
of  expenditure  which  will  be  comparatively  idle  and  useless 
until  the  whole  line  is  completed,  and  we  will  lose  the 
interest  on  that  amount  at  4  per  cent.,  which,  in  six  years, 
amounts  to  $9, 600, 000.  Then,  so  long  as  we  had  not  all¬ 
rail  communications  with  Manitoba  and  the  North-West, 
the  people  of  the  North-West  were  compelled  to  deal 
largely  with  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  for  six 
months  of  the  year  all  their  intercourse  was  with 
them.  During  those  six  years  we  believed  that 
there  would  be  commercial  relations  formed  by  the 
people  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  that  would  con¬ 
tinue  and  last  through  a  generation ;  and  that  tho  older 
Provinces  would  be  deprived  of  the  full  benefit  of  trade  and 
commerce,  and  intercourse  with  the  North-West  during  that 
period,  if  the  communications  were  not  afforded.  That 
was  another  element  which  entered  into  the  consider¬ 
ation,  that  we  should,  at  the  earliest  possible  hour, 
place  the  people  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  and 
the  people  of  the  older  Provinces,  in  direct  communication 
all  the  year  round.  Then  you  take  the  means  of  communi¬ 
cation  which  the  want  of  that  railway  forced  upon  us.  For 
six  months  of  the  year  we  were  obliged  to  travel  through 
the  United  States.  The  distance  from  Montreal  to  Winni¬ 
peg,  through  the  United  States,  is  1,698  miles  ;  of  this, 
b54  miles  are  on  Canadian  territory,  so  that  every  Canadian 
who  desired  to  reach  Winnipeg  had  to  travel  for  1,044  miles 
upon  American  lines.  He  had  to  pay  the  fare  on  American 
railways,  and  patronise  American  Pullman  cars  and  Ameri¬ 
can  restaurants,  and,  perhaps,  would  stay  over  a  day  or  two 
to  see  the  country.  Therefore,  every  man  passing  to  and 
fro  for  six  or  seven  months  was  compelled  to  travel 
over  the  American  railways,  and  contribute  to  support 
them.  What  does  that  amount  to  ?  I  have  looked  at 
the  returns  of  the  various  railways,  of  the  number  of 
people  passing  to  and  fro,  but  the  number  of  people  going 
to  British  Columbia  and  coming  from  British  Columbia 
would  lead  the  older  Provinces  and  Manitoba — wo  will 
say  20,000  people  a  year  would  have  been  compelled,  during 
six  years,  to  pass  to  and  fro  over  1,044  miles  of  American 
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railways.  Now,  what  would  each  passenger  have  had  to 
pay?  I  have  ascertained  from  enquiries  that  the  amount 
would  have  been  at  least  $50  each  for  railway  and  Pullman 
car,  for  restaurant  and  various  other  incidental  expenses  ; 
so  that  you  have  a  contribution  by  the  people  of  old  Canada 
and  the  North-West  to  American  railways  of  $1,000,000  a 
year.  Then  we  have  to  take  into  account  the  freight  for 
which  the  American  railways  have  a  monopoly  for  seven 
months  in  the  year,  during  which  we  send  at  least  25,000 
tons  of  freight  to  and  fro  from  Manitoba  to  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  putting  the  average  price  at  $20  a  ton,  we  were 
paying  half  a  million  dollars  a  year.  Then  for  passage 
money  and  freight,  going  to  and  fro  between  Manitoba  and 
the  older  Provinces,  we  were  paying  $1,500,000  a  year  to 
the  support  of  American  railways,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
commercial  connections  that  would  have  been  formed  by 
our  own  people.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  six  years  that 
amounts  to  $9,000,000.  We  find  that  for  the  bare 
freight  and  passage  fare  that  we  should  send  through  that 
country  our  people  would  have  expended  for  the  support  of 
American  railways  $9,000,000  in  six  years.  That  formed 
an  element  in  the  consideration  of  whether  we  should 
advance  that  money  and  have  the  road  built  six  years  earlier, 
in  order  to  save  that  sum  of  money  amongst  our  people.  Then 
we  are  going  to  save  278  miles  in  travel,  as  the  distance 
through  our  own  territory,  766  miles,  is  278  miles  shorter 
than  through  American  territory.  By  lessening  the  distance 
by  that  amount  our  own  people  would  save  in  passage 
money  $400,000  a  year,  and  in  six  years  $2,400,000.  All 
this  sum  we  have  saved  by  opening  this  railway  six  years 
earlier  than  was  proposed  by  the  contract.  Take  only  the 
lake  shore  route  of  766  miles,  and  if  you  go  beyond  that  and 
into  the  mountains,  the  difference  will  be  much  greater ;  but 
I  shall  be  content  to  consider  only  the  road  around  the  north 
shore  of  Lake  Superior.  Now,  766  miles  of  railway  require 
a  large  number  of  men  to  operate  it,  to  watch  the  track,  to 
run  the  locomotives,  to  attend  to  tho  machine  shops,  and 
keep  everything  in  order.  The  average  number  of  men 
employed  per  mile  on  railways  is  4J,  so  that  upon  upon  the 
766  miles  this  railway  affords  employment  six  years  earlier 
for  3,452  men.  These  men  have  families,  so  that  this  railway 
affords  employment  and  subsistence  to  a  population  of  13,803 
for  six  years  earlier  than  would  have  been  the  case  under  the 
old  contract.  Now,  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  tells  me, 
and  the  superintendents  of  other  railways  tell  me,  that  the 
average  wages  paid  to  railway  men,  from  the  trackmen  to 
the  highest  mechanic  in  their  employ,  is  $50  a  month ; 
that  would  amount  to  $172,600  a  month,  or  $3,681,200  a  year, 
and  for  the  six  years  $12,527,000  that  will  be  expended  in 
our  country  and  among  our  own  people  for  the  maintenance 
of  this  766  miles  of  railway.  All  these  advantages  we  secure 
for  our  own  people  by  finishing  this  railway  six  years  in 
advance  of  the  time  fixed  by  the  contract.  In  this  way  we 
get  the  full  value  of  the  40  millions  we  have  expended  upon 
the  British  Columbia  sections  and  the  Lake  Superior  sec¬ 
tions,  even  assuming  that  tho  bare  interest  is  worth 
$9,600,000 — and,  of  course,  it  was  worth  more  than  that  to 
this  couutry  to  have  that  money  expended  ;  otherwise,  I  do 
not  suppose  the  people  of  Canada  would  have  undertaken 
that  work.  But  certainly  indirectly  it  was  worth  more 
that  the  bare  interest.  Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
felt  justified  in  assuming  this  indebteness  six  years 
in  advance  of  the  time  named  in  the  contract. 
I  think  when  you  look  at  the  results  that  will 
be  obtained,  when  you  look  at  the  bare  saving  that 
will  be  effected  in  keeping  the  expenditure  of  money  in  our 
own  country,  it  will  be  admitted  that  circumstances  justify 
the  assumption  of  that  indebtedness  by  the  people  of  Canada. 
1  have  shown  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  has  employed 
all  his  ingenuity  in  filling  up  the  indebtedness  and  the 
interest  thereon,  that  if  we  only  went  back  to  his  tariff  of 
18  J8  we  would  more  than  meet  an  increased  expenditure* 
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which  tho  hon.  gentleman  is  able  to  conjure  Up.  But  tho 
hon.  gentleman  grows  aghast  at  the  fact  that  since  1868 
we  have  increased  our  expenditure  by  an  amount  of 
$24,000,000.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  he  did  not  tell  us  that 
since  1863  British  Columbia,  Prince  Edward  Island,  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West  Territories  have  been  added  to 
the  Dominion,  and  have  involved  a  largely  increased 
expenditure.  Then  he  would  have  us  dwell  particularly  on 
tho  fact  that  from  1873  to  1878  they  had  not  increased  the 
expenditure  in  any  way.  Nothing  could  more  condemn  the 
management  of  the  late  Government  than  the  fact  that  for 
five  years  they  had  done  nothing  more  than  hold  their  own, 
almost  to  a  dollar. 

Mr.  TAIL.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  laughs. 
The  mummies  in  the  catacombs  of  Egypt  have  not  increased 
the  expenditure  one  dollar  in  five  years.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  were  afraid  to  increase  the  expenditure.  They 
were  like  the  steward  who  went  and  hid  his  talent  in  a 
napkin.  They  were  afraid  to  put  it  out,  to  employ  it  for 
the  benefit  of  their  masters,  the  people ;  and  when  they  went 
to  their  masters,  in  1878,  they  met  with  a  similar  answer 
to  that  given  to  the  steward,  to  whom  were  applied  whips 
and  scorpions.  If  it  is  a  great  crime  to  increase  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  the  country,  why  almost  all  the  rest  of  the  world, 
except  some  dead  countries  and  some  completed  countries, 
are  guilty  of  it.  If  you  find  a  country  which  has  not 
increased  its  expenditure  during  the  last  five  years  it  is 
some  completed  country  or  some  dead  country. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  about  the  United  States? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  show  hon.  gentlemen  what  the 
United  States  has  done.  Hon.  gentlemen  are  fond  of 
quoting  the  United  States,  and  I  will  show  that  there  is 
hardly  any  country  which  has  increased  the  expenditure 
for  civil  government  more  than  the  United  States  has  within 
the  last  fiv8  years.  The  following  are  statistics  of  govern¬ 
mental  expenditure: — Austria:  1879,  £47,116,365;  1884, 
£51,491,937,  an  increase  of  £4,375,572,  or  10  per  cent. 
Hungary:  1879,  £25,643,638;  1884,  £32,920,023,  an  in¬ 
crease  of  £7,277,385,  or  33  per  cent.  Belgium:  1879, 
£10,944,258;  1884,  £13,154,370,  an  increase  of  £2,210,112, 
or  20  per  cent.  Germany  (Prussia) :  1879,  £35,692,889 ; 
1884,  £54,152,894,  an  increase  of  £19,460,005,  or  54  per 
cent.  Great  Britain  :  1875,  £74,328,040  ;  1879,  £85, 407,789, 
an  increase  of  £11,079,749,  or  17  per  cent.  Greece:  1879, 
£2,145,670  ;  1884,  £3,432,584,  an  increase  of  £1,286,914,  or 
57  per  cent.  Italy:  1879,  £61,423,937  ;  1884,  £62,227,073, 
an  increase  of  £803,136,  or  1^  per  cent.  Netherlands  : 
1879,  £9,607,605;  1884,  £11,938,314,  an  increase  of 
£3,330,709,  or  22  per  cent.  Russia:  1879,  £64,389,225 ; 
1884,  £30,200,000,  an  increase  of  £15,810,775,  or  25  per 
cent.  Spain:  1879-80,  £32,263,638  ;  1883-84,  £32,053,999, 
a  decrease  of  £109,639,  or  33  per  cent.  India: 
1879,  £63,031,070;  1883,  £69,418,598,  an  increase  of 
£6,387,520,  or  10  per  cent.  Japan:  1879-80,  £12,063,515; 
1883-84,  £15,121,211,  an  increase  of  £3,057,696,  or  25  per 
cent.  New  South  Wales  :  1879,  £4,570,720  ;  1883,  £7,791,088, 
an  inorease  of  £3,220,368,  or  75  per  cent.  Queensland :  1879, 
£1,678,931;  1883,  £2,242,971,  an  increase  of  £564,340,  or 
33  per  cent.  South  Australia:  1879,  £1,768,167;  1883, 
£2,330,079,  an  increase  of  £561,913,  or  33  per  cent.  West¬ 
ern  Australia  :  1879,  £145,312  ;  1883,  £240,566,  an  increase 
of  £95,254,  or  65  per  cent.  Canada :  1879,  $24,455,381  ; 
1884,  $31,107,706,  an  increase  of  $6,552,325,  or  23£  per  cent. 
Unitod  States  :  1845,  $21,895,369;  1850,  $37,165,990,  or  76 
per  cent.;  1855,  $56,316,197,  or  49  per  cent.;  1860, 
$60,056,754,  or  7  per  cent ;  1878,  $134,463,452  ;  1883, 
$206,248,006,  an  increase  of  $61,784,554,  or  46  per  cent. 
Decrease  in  interest  charges,  $43,340,743,  leaving  a  total  of 
$105,125,297,  or  77f  per  cent.,  without  interest  reduction. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Every  penny  of  which 
went  to  reduce  the  debt.  The  expenditure  of  the  United 
States  decreased  50  per  cent,  within  the  last  17  years. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
amount  has  been  expended  in  reducing  the  indebtedness, 
and  they  have  reduced  the  interest  payment.  I  have  shown 
that  the  increase  was  46  per  cent,,  notwithstanding  the 
reduction  of  interest.  The  United  States  were  paying 
$43,000,000  less  interest  in  1883  than  1878,  and  yet  the 
other  expenditures  for  civil  government  ran  the  whole  up  to 
46  per  cent.  If  you  take  out  the  interest,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Digby  and  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron,  the  increase  is  77§  per  cent. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  say  they  have  reduced 
the  expenditure  50  per  cent,  in  17  years.  The  statements 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  are  incorrect. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  have  increased  our  indebtedness, 
and  to  cover  the  interest  on  that  increased  indebtedness  our 
annual  expenditure  has  been  increased  23J  per  cent. ;  but 
the  United  States,  taking  away  the  saving  they  have  made 
in  interest,  have  increased  the  expenditure  77§  per  cent. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
wholly  in  error. 


Mr.  McLELAN.  Then  all  the  books  that  contain  the 
returns  of  the  expenditures  of  the  various  countries  of  the 
world  are  in  error.  Everything  seems  to  be  wrong  that 
does  not  aid  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  particular  argument; 
and  perhaps  it  would  be  unparliamentary  to  say  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  show  this  country  in  the  blackest 
possible  light.  And,  therefore,  in  everything  that  does 
not  tend  to  show  that  the  country  is  going  to  ruin, 
that  we  are  all  becoming  bankrupt,  there  must  be  some 
error  in  it.  He  will  not  even  admit  that  any  of  the  public 
records  of  this  country  are  correct,  unless  they  make  for  his 
own  particular  views.  After  the  hon.  gentleman  had  piled 
up  that  prospective  indebtedness,  he  said  we  will  have  an 
indebtedness  of  $55  a  head.  I  have  gone  over  a  number  of 
these  countries,  and  I  have  shown  how  great  an  increase 
there  i3  in  the  expenditure  of  the  progressive  countries  of 
the  world,  and  now  I  will  refer  to  their  indebtedness. 
That  of  Austria  is  $65  a  head,  Hungary  $55  a 
head,  Belgium  $75  a  head,  France  $129  a  head, 
Great  Britain — that  country  from  which  we  obtain  our 
moneys— $102  a  head,  as  against  our  $55.  You  have  in 
France  and  Great  Britain  nearly  completed  countries,  in 
which  there  is  not  that  room  for  development,  growth  and 
pi’Ogress  that  there  is  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  there 
you  find  double  the  debt  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  Take, 
next,  the  Netherlands,  which  is  $105  a  head;  take  New 
South  Wales,  which  has  increased  its  expenditure  of  last  year 
75  per  cent. — its  indebtedness  per  head  is  $123,  or  more 
than  double  ours.  Queensland,  which  increased  its  expendi¬ 
ture  35  per  cent.,  has  an  indebtedness  of  $250  a  head.  So  I 
do  not  think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  alarm  us  very 
greatly  by  counting  up  our  prospective  indebtedness,  and 
making  it  $55  a  head,  when  I  have  shown  that  almost  all 
the  countries  of  the  world  are  increasing  their  expenditures 
very  rapidly,  and  have  a  much  larger  debt  per  head  than 
the  people  of  Canada.  But  I  have  referred  to  the  prospects 
wo  have  for  relief,  for  reducing  that  indebtedness  and  for 
meeting  that  expenditure.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  when  he  has  piled  upon  us  all  this  indebtedness 
he  has  laid  upon  the  people  of  Canada  almost 
all  the  indebtedness  it  has  been  necessary  for  them 
to  incur  for  a  number  of  years.  With  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  system  completed,  with  all  those  various  linos 
which  we  have  subsidised,  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
completed,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  there  need  not 
be  for  a  number  of  years  any  very  largo  expenditure  by  the 
people  of  Canada  on  capital  account.  And,  Sir,  with  the 
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natural  increase  of  our  population,  with  the  increase  that 
there  must  be  through  immigration,  provided  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  cease  from  making  speeches  defaming,  decrying 
and  belittling  our  country,  we  have  nothing  to  fear.  The 
people  of  this  country  are  as  enterprising  and  energetic  as 
any  in  the  world.  The  hon.  gentleman  prophesied,  in  1878, 
that  we  were  going  to  dry  up  the  fountains  of  trade  by  the 
National  Policy ;  that  we  would  have  no  trade  with  the 
outside  world,  and  no  international  trade.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  knows,  from  the  returns  of  trade,  that  there  has  been 
an  enormous  increase  of  our  trade  with  the  world  abroad, 
and  that  it  has  largely  increased  since  1878. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  returns  do  not 
show  it. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  when 
he  was  in  power,  from  1873  to  1878,  the  hand  of  trade 
turned  backward  on  the  dial,  and  that  all  our  industries 
were  paralysed.  But  if  you  compare  Canada  with  the 
countries  of  the  world,  you  will  hardly  find  one  that  has 
more  trade  outside  of  herself,  while  her  interior  trade  com¬ 
pares  favorably  with  that  of  any  country  in  the  world  of 
the  same  population.  Our  external  trade  places  us  in  a 
proud  position. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Take  New  South  Wales. 
It  has  $100  to  our  $18. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  very  fond  of  going 
to  the  United  States.  He  was  there  half  a  dozen  times  to¬ 
night,  and  I  suppose  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk 
will  take  us  there  a  dozen  times  more.  He  will  make  all 
his  comparisons  with  that  country.  Let  us  go  to  the  United 
States.  In  Canada,  our  trade  with  the  outside  world  was 
$53  per  head  of  our  population  in  1881,  while  that  of  the 
United  States  was  $30  per  head.  France  was  $47.60  ;  Canada, 
for  her  population,  exceeded  the  United  States,  exceed od 
France,  exceeded  Brazil,  which  was  $19.65,  exceeded  Spain, 
which  was  $15.  Great  Britain  was  $103,  and  our  standing 
on  the  list  I  have  mentioned  was  ahead  of  France,  ahead  of 
Spain,  ahead  of  Brazil,  Italy,  Portugal,  Mexico,  Russia, 
Prussia  and  the  United  States.  I  say  that  with  the  room 
for  development  which  we  have  at  home,  with  the  uses  we 
are  making  of  these,  and  with  the  facilities  wo  have  for 
commerce  with  the  world,  there  is  nothing  in  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  cause  us  alarm.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  complains  once  more,  for  perhaps  the  hundredth  time, 
that  we  have  been  driving  people  out  of  this  country — that 
but  for  our  impolicy  we  should  have  a  prosperous  North- 
West. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  says 
“  hear,  hear,”  just  as  if  he  had  made  the  North-West.  Five 
years  his  Government  were  in  power,  and  what  did  they 
do  for  the  North-West  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Wo  had  poaco  and 
good  government  there,  and  did  not  provoke  a  rebellion  by 
brutal  misgovern  ment. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No;  but  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
an  Opposition  on  the  stump  and  in  Parliament  and  through 
their  press  can  do  more  to  provoko  a  rebellion  than  a 
Government;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  go  over  all 
the  utterances  which  have  gone  from  this  House  and  from 
the  platforms  of  the  various  meetings  ho  and  his  colloaguos 
and  associates  havo  addressed,  which  have  been  taken  up 
on  the  wings  of  the  press  and  been  scattered  through  the 
North-West  and  reached  the  half-breeds,  and  takon  r  >ot  in 
their  hearts,  and  have  led  them  to  believe  that  wo  were  roady 
for  a  rebellion,  and  that  all  thoy  had  to  do  was  to  rise  and 
there  would  not  be  a  man  from  any  part  of  the  Dominion  who 


2882 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


June  25, 


would  go  to  put  them  down,  he  will  find  that  an  Opposition 
can  do  more  to  create  a  rebellion  than  can  be  done  by 
a  Government.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  have 
had  a  prosperous  North-West.  Why,  Sir,  what  did  they  do 
towards  making  a  prosperous  North-West  ?  During  the 
five  years  they  were  in  office  they  attempted  to  get  con¬ 
nection  with  the  North-West,  and  open  up  and  develop 
that  country  by  that  famous  water  stretch  system— by  run¬ 
ning  a  little  piece  of  railway  from  Fort  William,  for  114 
miles,  and  using  Bainy  River,  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  and 
the  Fort  Frances  locks,  and  by  building  another  114  miles 
to  Selkirk. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  Neebing  hotel. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  Neebing  hotel  did  not  contribute 
very  largely  to  the  success  of  the  North-West,  unless  it  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  defeat  of  that  Government,  and  to  bring  into 
power  a  Government  that  administered  the  North-West  in  a 
proper  manner.  After  reaching  Selkirk  they  proposed  to 
go  by  the  lakes  and  by  the  Waterhen  River,  and  up  the 
Saskatchewan  for  700  or  800  miles  to  the  Rocky  Mountains. 
I  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  never  intended  to  build 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  a  Government  work, 
beyond  Selkirk.  It  is  in  the  record.  I  have  been 

advised  by  my  hon.  friend  not  to  refer  to  the 
record,  or  to  enter  into  that  question  ;  but  we 
are  ready  to  show  that  they  never  intended  to  go 
beyond  Selkirk ;  and  while  they  are  blaming  us  for  not 
doing  enough  for  the  North-West,  the  proof  is  in  the  record 
that  they  did  not  consider  it  worth  while  to  deflect  the  line 
to  Winnipeg  for  7,000  or  8,000  people,  but  they  wanted  to 
go  direct  up  into  the  North-West  and  carry  the  railway 
into  a  swamp.  These  hon.  gentlemen  taunt  us  and  say  that 
but  for  mismanagement  we  should  have  had  a  million  people 
in  that  country,  although  they  left  it,  according  to  their 
own  admissions,  with  scarcely  30,000  of  a  population.  Un¬ 
der  the  changed  system  of  making  rapid  and  direct  all  rail 
communication  to  that  country,  on  the  change  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  people  saw  that  there  was  to  be  a  country  worth 
going  into,  and  they  believed  that  the  Government  would 
perform  the  work  they  had  undertaken ;  and,  Sir,  from 
30,000  the  population  has  increased  in  five  jmars  to  a  very1, 
large  number.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  this  Session,  I  believe,  just  before  the 
rebellion  broke  out,  moved  a  resolution  here  that  there 
should  be  a  new  Province  formed  out  of  the  Territory  of 
Alberta,  as  Its  population  had  increased  so  largely:  and 
when  hon.  gentlemen  speak  of  the  Farmers’  Union  they 
speak  of  150,000  farmers  as  belonging  to  it;  and  yet 
the  entire  population  of  the  country  when  they  left  office 
was  not  over  30,000.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  not  taunt 
us  and  say  there  are  not  enough  poople  in  the  country.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  taunted  us,  time  and  again,  and 
challenge  us  to  point  out  a  single  sentence  they  have  uttered 
condemning  that  country.  Why,  that  is  only  part  of  a 
scheme  to  defame  that  country.  They  want  us  to  gather 
up  all  they  have  uttered  against  the  country  and  put  it  in 
Hansard  again  and  give  it  new  circulation.  It  is  not  enough 
for  the  railway  agents  of  the  United  States  to  take  their 
utterances  here  on  the  floor  of  Parliament  and  print  them, 
illustrated  by  pictures  of  those  hon.  gentlemen,  but  they 
must  challenge  us  now  to  say  what  they  uttered  against  the 
country.  They  wanted  to  have  new  circulation,  that  it  may 
contribute  to  the  damnation  of  that  country.  Wo  are 
tempted  to  go  over  the  record,  to  take  the  speeches  and  the 
language  and  the  writings  of  those  hon.  gentlemen,  to  show 
how  they  have  devoted,  from  time  to  time,  their  efforts  to 
belittling  and  degrading  this  Dominion.  Wore  it  not  that 
injury  would  result  by  new  circulation  being  given  to  these 
utterances,  were  it  not  that  these  utterances  would  have 
their  effect  on  capitalists  abroad,  we  might  go 
over  their  record ;  but  capitalists  abroad  would 
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be  disposed  to  give  these  utterances  some  credence ; 
they  could  not  suppose  that  men  holding  responsible 
positions  would  attempt  to  decry  their  own  country ; 
they  would  not  believe  that  in  any  country  or  city,  since  the 
destruction  of  Sodom,  could  be  found  men  who  would 
concentrate  all  their  energies  to  degrading  and  belittling 
their  own  country.  Therefore,  we  refuse  to  accept  their 
challenge,  not  wishing  to  give  new  circulation  to  what  has 
already  fallen  from  those  hon.  gentlemen.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  that  our  course  has  tended  to  reduce  our  credit 
abroad  and  prevent  our  borrowing  at  3-|  per  cent.  Well,  it 
may  be  we  are  not  able  to  borrow  at  so  low  a  rate  as  some 
countries ;  but  if  it  be  true  that  there  are  men  high  in  posi¬ 
tion  here  who  are  continually  representing  to  the  capitalists 
of  other  countries  that  we  are  an  insolvent  and  ruined  country, 
how  can  we  expect  our  credit  to  increase.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  the  advatage  of  presenting  the  silver  side  of  the 
shield  to  the  money  lenders ;  he  knows  the  effect  in  the 
English  market  which  a  bad  speech,  a  speech  pointing  out 
that  the  finances  of  the  country  are  in  a  deplorable  condi¬ 
tion,  would  have  upon  the  money  lenders ;  and  he  knows 
the  effect  of  presenting  the  silver  side  of  the  shield  to 
the  capitalists,  assuring  them  that  we  are  in  a  pros¬ 
perous  condition  and  that  all  the  expenditure  we  have 
incurred  has  been  for  works  of  a  remunerative  character. 
But  there  is  another  consideration  for  the  money  lender.  It 
may  be  that  he  will  consider  that  the  revenue  will  meet  our 
expenditure  and  interest;  it  may  be  that  he  will  look  to  the 
permanency  of  the  country ;  and  when  he  takes  up  the  utter¬ 
ances  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  what  does  he  find,  that 
might  induce  him  to  consider  the  Dominion  is  stable  and 
permanent  ?  He  finds  the  hon.  gentleman  advocating 
independence,  stating  that  the  time  is  near  at  hand,  probably 
long  before  the  bonds  we  are  offering  will  be  due,  when  the 
Dominion  will  be  an  independent  country.  Again,  he  will 
see  by  those  speeches  that  in  all  parts  of  llm  country  there 
is  disunion  and  that  Confederation  will  not  continue,  that 
there  will  be  secession  here  and  secession  there,  and  that 
the  whole  thing  will  fall  apart  like  a  rope  of  sand ;  and  the 
effect  upon  the  money  lender  will  be  that  he  will  not  make 
investments  in  this  country  without  being  assured  of  the 
permanency  of  its  institutions.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  our  credit,  despite  his  speeches  and  those  of  his 
colleagues,  is  bound  to  increase  ;  that,  taking  into  account 
our  indebtedness  per  head,  and  our  room  for  develop¬ 
ment,  and  our  progress  and  our  prospects,  the  Domin¬ 
ion  is  better  security  than  Great  Britain  herself;  that  it 
offers  a  more  secure  investment  than  Great  Britain  her¬ 
self.  Look  at  the  Dominion  and  the  development  she  is 
making.  Take  the  worst  picture  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  present — that  there  is  $55  a  head  of  indebtedness  upon 
us;  and  go  to  Great  Britain.  Thore  you  will  find  a  large 
expenditure  and  a  large  indebtedness  per  head,  and  you 
will  find  that  Gi*eat  Britain  has  not  that  room  for  develop¬ 
ment  and  progress  which  is  to  be  found  in  Canada,  while 
in  Great  Britain  there  will  always  be  heavy  expenditure 
for  the  army  and  navy,  to  maintain  the  position  she  occu¬ 
pies  in  the  world.  Therefore,  if  you  could  persuade 
capitalists  to  keep  away  from  the  speeches  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  the  capitalists  of  Great  Britain  would  be  led 
to  believe  that  in  Canada  there  is  a  safer  investment  than 
in  any  country  in  Europe,  Great  Britain  not  excepted.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the  rebellion.  I  believe 
it  will  have  this  effect  upon  our  credit,  that  it  will  prove 
the  lie  has  been  given  to  the  utterances  of  those  who  have 
been  preaching  secession,  who  have  been  saying  there  is  no 
feeling  among  the  people  in  favor  of  preserving  Confedera¬ 
tion  intact.  The  rebellion  has  shown  the  world  that  there 
is  no  desire  for  secession  and  separation,  but  that  there  is 
a  determination  among  the  people  and  a  readiness 
among  the  people  to  preserve  this  Union  intact. 
The  result  will  be,  I  believe,  that  capitalists 
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abroad  will  have  greater  faith  in  Canada  hereafter  ; 
they  will  see  that  there  is  not  only  a  determination  on  the 
part  of  our  people  to  preserve  Confederation  intact,  but  that 
we  have  men  among  us  who  have  surprised  the  world  by 
the  readiness  with  which  they  took  up  arms  and  the 
courage  they  exhibited  during  the  rebellion.  We  knew  we 
had  a  large  number  of  volunteers  of  whom  my  colleague 
(Mr.  Caron)  was  very  proud,  but  there  remained  the  test 
of  fire  to  be  applied  to  prove  their  quality.  The  test  has 
been  applied,  and  the  result  has  shown  that  we  have  in  our 
volunteers  the  stuff  of  which  soldiers  are  made.  We  have 
the  proud  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  not  one  man  flinched 
or  faltered  in  his  duty,  though  they’were  in  the  most  trying 
position  in  which  soldiers  can  be  placed,  that  of  fighting 
against  a  concealed  foe.  Now  we  reckon  heroes,  where, 
two  short  months  ago,  we  only  counted  men.  The  result  of 
rebellion  will  be  beneficial  abroad.  Capitalists  abroad  who 
are  loaning  us  money  will  have  faith  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  our  credit  will  thereby  be  improved. 

Mr,  MILLS.  You  want  another  rebellion  to  improve  it 
more.  1 

Mr.  MoLBLAN.  I  have  to  apologise  for  having  detained 
the  House  so  long.  The  hon.  gentleman  has,  I  fancy,  done 
his  best  to  present  the  finances  of  the  country  in  a  deplo¬ 
rable  condition.  I  believe  the  effect  will  not  be  very  serious. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  a  marked  ability  for  making  the 
worse  appear  the  better  cause.  The  hon.  gentleman  exhibits 
a  wonderful  ingenuity  in  proving  what  he  desires.  He  asks 
us  why  a  million  of  people  have  gone  out  of  this  country 
and  are  in  the  United  States,  but  he  forgets  that  he  was 
Finance  Minister  for  five  years,  and  that  half  a  million  of 
the  people  who  are  out  of  the  country  and  in  the  United 
States  have  stated,  as  was  read  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham,  last  Session,  that  they  went  out  in  1876  and 
1877. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WEIGHT.  Nothing  of  the  kind  ; 
that  is  entirely  incorrect. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  stated  upon  the  responsibility  of  the 
member  for  West  Durham,  and  you  must  settle  it  between 
yourselves. 

Sir  EICHAED  CARTWRIGHT.  It  was  quoted.  Produce 
your  authority. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  At  any  rate,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  he  was  five  years  in  power  ;  he  knows  that  there  was 
no  employment  for  people  in  this  country,  and  that  people 
will  go  where  there  is  employment  to  be  had,  and  that 
people  went  abroad  and  sought  employment  that  they 
ought  to  have  had  at  home.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  an 
elaborate  argument,  attempts  to  prove  that  there  has  been 
a  great  exodus,  and  that  our  whole  population  is  being 
depleted,  is  running  out  of  the  country,  and  he  takes  up 
the  municipal  returns  in  one  or  two  districts,  and  thinks  he 
has  the  whole  thing  proven.  If  it  would  accomplish  any 
party  object,  1  believe  the  hon.  gentleman,  with  his  great 
abilities,  with  his  great  ingenuity,  would  go  down  beside 
the  River  St.  Lawrence  aud  elaborate  a  great  argument 
to  prove  that  it  was  running  backwards.  He  would  look 
at  some  of  the  circling  eddios,  he  would  look  at  some  chip 
that  was  driven  upwards  by  the  wind,  and  on  these  little  cir¬ 
cumstances  he  would  elaborate  an  argument  to  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  his  own  mind  that  the  St.  Lawrence  was  run¬ 
ning  upwards  into  the  mountains  and  lakes.  But  we,  who 
do  not  look  at  the  eddies  and  the  currents,  but  at  tho  broad 
river  itself,  know  that  it  is  running  downwards  to  the  sea 
and  increasing  in  depth  and  volume  as  it  goes  on.  So, 
when  he  wants  to  prove  that  our  population  is  leaving 
us,  and  that  we  are  becoming  day  by  day  impoverished,  he 
takes  hold  of  some  little  circumstanco,  and  from  that 


elaborates  an  argument  to  prove  that  we  are  growing  poorer 
year  by  year,  while  the  facts  and  circumstances  prove, 
as  the  waters  that  widen  and  roll  down  the  St.  Lawrence 
prove  that  the  river  is  broadening  and  increasing,  our  trade 
and  commerce  and  the  investments  of  our  people  on  every 
hand  and  in  every  savings  bank  prove  that  the  prosperity 
of  our  country  is  increasing  and  growing  and  deepening  and 
widening,  and  that  we  have  nothing  to  fear  from  the  prog¬ 
nostications  and  prophesies  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  shall  not  detain  the  House  long.  It 
is  not  necessary  to  add  to  what  was  said  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  and  all  I  shall 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  is  a  reply  to  a  few  of 
the  points  made  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
That  gentleman,  at  the  outset  informed  us  that  the  member 
for  South  Huron  on  former  occasions,  when  in  office  and 
when  dealing  with  the  question  of  deficits, was  happy  ;  that 
he  presented  those  financial  statements  to  the  House  without 
that  feeling  of  apprehension  which  he  evidently  entertained 
to-night.  There  was  a  good  reason  for  the  difference,  if  the 
difference  existed,  between  tho  attitude  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  then  and  now.  When  presenting  his  statements,  I 
do  not  know  that  he  had  special  cause  for  alarm.  Ho 
knew  that  the  temporary  difficulties  under  which 
Canada  labored  would  pass  away.  He  knew  that  the 
commercial  depression  that  then  rested  upon  the  country 
was  a  matter  of  a  few  years,  and  would  end.  He  knew  that 
all  the  Government  had  to  do  in  order  to  place  Canada  in 
the  proper  position  was  to  husband  the  resources,  keep 
down  the  expenditures,  and  administer  the  public  affairs 
honestly,  and  that  if  the  Government  did  this,  as  they  did, 
if  they  strictly  curtailed  the  expenses  and  economised  our 
resources,  he  had  but  to  bide  his  time,  and  all  would  be  well. 
He  knew  that  the  tariff  of  1876,  upon  a  return  of  com¬ 
mercial  prosperity,  would  give  to  this  country  an  ample 
amount  of  revenue  ;  and  the  experience  of  the  United  States 
in  that  connection  proves  that  the  anticipations  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  regard  to  that  were  well  founded.  In  1879 
the  United  States  derived  from  Customs  the  sum  of 
$137,250,000.  Without  any  change  in  the  tariff  whatever, 
they  derived  from  Customs,  in  the  year  1882,  $220,000,000, 
an  increase  of  over  69  per  cent,  in  the  brief  period  between 
1879  and  1883.  The  change  in  commercial  affairs  which 
led  to  that  great  increase  in  the  revenue  of  the  United 
States,  without  any  change  in  the  rates  of  duties,  would  have 
led  to  an  increase  equally  as  great  in  Canada,  if  the  tariff  had 
not  been  changed,  and  if  the  increase  in  this  country  had 
been  in  proportion  to  that  in  the  United  States.  With  the 
continuance  of  the  tariff  he  put  upon  tho  imports  in  1876 
he  would,  in  1882,  have  had  a  large  surplus  from  tho 
revenues  derived  from  the  duties  imposed  by  that  tariff.  Ho 
had  good  reason  for  facing  the  future  without  alarm,  for  he 
knew  ho  had  only  to  keep  the  expenditures  within  reason¬ 
able  bounds  and  give  us  an  economical  government,  and  tho 
return  of  prosperity  would  give  him  amplo  fund’s  for  carry¬ 
ing  on  the  affairs  of  the  country.  But  what  is  the  position 
of  things  to-day  ?  Why  does  my  hon.  friend  look  upon  the 
future  now  with  more  apprehension  than  ho  did  then  ? 
Because  we  have  a  tariff  that  is  not  likely,  under  any  cir¬ 
cumstances,  largely  to  increase  our  revenue;  because  wo 
have  a  Government  that  is  not  husbanding  tho  resources  of 
the  country,  but  who,  on  tho  contrary,  are  reckless  in  their 
expenditure,  and  if  I  must  use  the  expression,  regardless  of 
the  interests  of  the  people,  who  are  increasing  the  expendi¬ 
ture  by  ovor  $1,450,000  a  year. 

Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  proceeded  to  insinuate 
that  tho  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  was  purposely 
guilty  of  seeking  to  affect  tho  credit  of  the  country  in 
the  loan  that  is  about  to  be  effected  in  England.  Sir, 
my  hon.  friend  has  forborne  to  make  any  criticism  of 
the  financial  administration  of  this  country  until  ho  can  no 
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longer  wait,  and  do  so  during  this  session  of  Parliament;  he 
has  purposely  refrained  from  the  criticism  that  he  made  to¬ 
night,  fearing  that  it  might,  possibly,  have  an  unfavorable 
effect  upon  our  credit—  knowing,  at  all  events,  that  whether 
it  had  or  not,  he  would  be  charged  with  unpatriotic  conduct 
in  doing  so.  Then,  the  lion,  gentleman  claims  that  it  is 
unfair  to  take  into  account  the  extraordinary  expenditure 
of  this  year  in  the  North-West.  That  claim  will  not  stand. 
The  Government  are  obliged  to  meet  the  expenditure  that  it 
is  necessary  to  incur  from  year  to  year,  and  in  meeting 
our  ordinary  expenditures  this  year  it  is  evident  that  we 
shall  have  a  deficit. 

Then  the  hon.  gentleman  proceeds  to  criticise  the  fiscal 
policy  of  tho  predecessors  of  this  Government.  He  says 
that  when  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  went 
out  of  office  we  had  a  duty  upon  tea.  Well,  Sir,  when  he 
went  out  of  office  we  had  no  duty  upon  coal  and  no  duty 
upon  bread,  and  I  think  that  a  comparison  of  the  fiscal 
states  of  the  two  Governments  will  be  infinitely  in 
favor  of  my  hon.  friend.  He  tells  us  that  the  expenditure 
of  this  country  largely  increased  under  the  administration 
of  the  predecessors  of  this  Government.  Well,  Sir, 
I  propose  briefly  to  review  the  management  of  the 
financial  affairs  of  this  country  under  the  Mackenzie 
Administration;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  no  Government 
of  any  civilised  nation  can  present  a  financial  record  more 
honorable  to  itself  than  that  of  the  Mackenzie  Government. 
It  came  into  power  in  1874,  when  the  general  expenditure 
of  this  country  had  been  run  up  from  $13,486,000  to 
$23,316,000,  and  when  we  had  a  net  debt  of  $108,324,000. 
It  is  true  that  that  debt  was  increased ;  it  is  true  that  the 
net  debt,  which  stood  on  the  1st  of  July,  1874,  at  the  figures 
I  have  named,  was  $142,990,000  on  the  1st  of  July,  1874; 
but  it  is  furthermore  true  that  the  Mackenzie  Administra¬ 
tion  were  not  responsible  for  anything  more  than  a  very 
small  fraction  of  that  increase.  When  they  assumed  the 
seals  of  office  they  were  compelled  to  carry  out  contracts 
made  by  their  predecessors,  which  rendered  it  necessary  for 
them,  during  five  years,  to  spend  $17,045,000  upon  miscel¬ 
laneous  public  works,  including  the  enlargement  of  canals, 
not  one  dollar  of  which  they  were  responsible  for  nor  had 
contracted.  They  had  to  discharge  further  obligations 
contracted  by  their  predecessors  to  the  extent  of  $11,052,000 
upon  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  and  to  expend  a  further 
sum  of  $5,286,000  in  tho  completion  of  the  Intercolonial 
Eailway,  or  a  total  capital  expenditure,  during  their  term 
of  office,  of  $33,984,000,  not  one  dollar  of  which 
they  had  contracted  or  that  they  could  have  avoided ; 
so  that,  against  a  total  increase  of  debt  of  $34,666,000 
they  had  thifr  $33,984,000  placed  upon  them  by 
the  acts  of  their  predecessors.  But  in  consequence 
of  the  financial  years  overlapping  each  other,  they 
coming  into  office  in  1874,  when  part  of  the  financial  year 
had  run  its  course,  and  going  out  of  office  in  1878,  when 
part  of  the  financial  year  had  also  run  its  course,  the  com¬ 
parison  I  have  made  with  reference  to  the  debt  is  less 
favorable  to  them  than  tho  facts  justified,  because  they  were 
actually  responsible  for  the  increase  of  the  public  debt  to 
the  extent  of  $100,000  only,  to  wit,  the  sum  expended  upon 
the  St.  Peter’s  Canal. 

Then,  Sir,  I  will  take  up  the  question  of  controllable 
expenditure.  You  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  we  have 
fixed  charges  upon  the  revenue,  and  we  have  also  an 
expenditure  which  we  call  a  controllable  expenditure,  and 
it  is  only  upon  this  latter  class  of  expenditure  that  tho 
Government  can  exercise  economy.  The  fixed  charges  must 
be  paid  ;  tho  charges  upon  revenue  for  the  management  of 
public  works,  for  post  office  expenses  and  the  expenses  of  the 
E  xci  se  Department  cannot  be  changed  in  any  material  degree. 
Now,  let  us  see  what  the  record  of  the  Mackenzie  Adminis¬ 
tration  was  with  regard  to  the  controllable  expenditure. 
The  controllable  expenditure  of  the  Macdonald  Government 
Mr.  Charlton, 


during  the  first  period  was  as  follows :  1867-68,  $3,630,298  ; 
1873-74,  $3,321,076,  or  an  increase  eleven  times  faster  than 
the  population^  the  country.  We  come  to  the  Administra¬ 
tion  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  his  colleagues.  Starting  with  a 
controlable  expenditure  of  $8,324,076  it  was  reduced,  in 
1878-79,  to  $6,941,577,  or  a  decrease  of  $1,382,499.  Then 
we  come  to  the  second  period  of  the  Macdonald  Govern¬ 
ment.  Commencing  with  a  controlable  expenditure  of 
$6,941,577,  it  has  been  increased;  until  in  1884-85  it  reaches 
$12,289,625,  an  increase  of  $5,348,048,  or  seven  times  faster 
than  the  population,  with  supplementary  estimates  and 
unprovided  items  yet  to  come.  The  following  is  a  compari¬ 
son  of  the  total  consolidated  fund  expenditure :  First  period, 
1867-68,  $13,486,092;  1873-74,  $23,316,316 —increase, 

$9,831,224,  or  an  annual  increase  of  $1,305,036.  Second 
period:  1873-74, $23,316,316;  1878-79,  $24,345,389— increase 
$1,139,065,  or  an  average  annual  increase  of  $227,813.  I 
may  add,  too,  this  increase  was  apparent  rather  than  real. 
The  real  increase  was  actually  very  much  less,  because  when 
my  hon.  friend  went  into  office  as  Finance  Minister  he  found 
that  the  estimates  of  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  had  been  taken  for 
$23,685,000  for  the  current  fiscal  year.  My  hon.  friend  (Sir 
Bichard  Cartwright)  spent  only  $23,316,000.  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley  cannot  claim  that  he  would  have  spent  less  than  his 
estimates.  The  estimates  of  Sir  Eichard  Cartwright  for 
1878-79  were  $23,669,000.  He  only  remained  in  office  a 
short  time  after  the  commencement  of  the  fiscal  year,  and  was 
succeeded  by  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  who  held  office  for  more 
than  three-fourths  of  the  year,  and  spent  $24,455,381,  exceed¬ 
ing  the  estimates  of  Sir  Eichard  by  $786,381 ;  for  that 
excess  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  was  responsible.  In  view  of  these 
facts  the  actual  inci’ease  during  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  adminis¬ 
tration  was  really  $353,000,  or  an  average  of  $70,536  a  year. 
With  respect  to  the  expenditure  chargeable  to  the  consoli¬ 
dated  fund,  in  1878-79  it  was  $24,455,381 ;  1883-84,  $31,784,- 
235.,  which  includes  unprovided  items  for  1883-84,  $676,529 
contained  in  the  Estimates  just  brought  down.  Tho 
Estimates  for  the  coming  fiscal  year  are  not  yet  complete 
enough  for  purposes  of  comparison,  but  were  roughly 
stated  by  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  at  $32,850,000.  The  increase 
between  lb78-79  and  1883-84  was  $7,328,854,  or  an  average 
annual  sum  of  $1,465,770.  That  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the 
charge  that  the  Mackenzie  Administration  had  been  guilty 
of  maladministration  of  the  financial  affairs  of  this  country. 
There  was  a  large  decrease  in  the  controlable  expenditure 
under  that  Government,  as  against  a  large  increase  under 
their  predece  ssors — eleven  times  more  than  the  increase  of 
population  during  their  first  term  of  office,  and  seven  times 
more  than  under  their  second  term.  There  has  also  been 
a  large  increase  in  expenditure  chargeable  to  the  consolidated 
fund,  amounting  to  more  than  $9,000,000,  during  their  first 
term,  and  $7,000,000  during  their  second  term  as  against  an 
actual  increase  of  $353, 000  during  the  five  years’  term  of  the 
the  Mackenzie  Administration. 

The  hon.  gentleman  resorted  to  an  attack  on  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright)  because 
he  alleged  that  the  Government  had  resorted  to  measures 
to  secure  support  that  were  little  short  of  bribery.  That  is 
known  to  be  a  fact ;  it  is  a  matter  of  history  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  been  obliged  to  buy  support,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  reconciled  heterogeneous  and  conflicting  elements, 
that  the  Orange  is  going  hand  in  hand  with  the  Bleu,  and 
other  dissimilar  elements  are  united  by  buying  their  sup¬ 
port.  They  could  only  obtain  the  support  of  the  Bleus  for 
the  Canadian  Pacific  loan  last  year  by  imposing  a  further 
burden  on  the  people  to  benefit  local  interests  by  granting 
railway  subsidies.  The  Government  has  supported  itself  in 
this  manner,  it  has  made  this  practice  part  of  its  policy, 
and  it  has  resorted  to  expedients  of  this  kind  in  order  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  term  of  office. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  How  did  the  Government  buy 
Orangemen  ? 
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Mr.  CHARLTON.  One  way  in  which  the  Government 
is  buying  Orangemen  is  by  giving  Indians  in  Bast 
Hastings  a  vote.  I  do  not  think,  however,  that  Orangemen 
have  been  so  exacting  as  some  of  the  other  elements  support- 
irg  the  Government. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  would  like  to  see 
them  fighting.  They  have,  however,  too  much  sense  to  be 
misled  by  his  clap-trap. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  admit  that  instead  of  the  lion  and 
the  lamb  lying  down  together,  I  should  prefer  to  see  them 
showing  their  natural  tendencies.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
addressed  the  House  claimed  that  the  record  was  sanc¬ 
tioned  by  the  people  in  1882.  Had  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
evinced  any  confidence  in  the  verdict  of  the  people  before 
they  went  to  the  election  ?  Did  they  not,  in  order  to  make 
sure  of  a  verdict,  commit  one  of  the  greatest  crimes  ever 
perpetrated  in  any  country.  They  showed  by  the  Gerry¬ 
mander  Act  of  1882,  by  that  base  re-arrangement  of  ridings, 
that  they  had  very  little  confidence  in  securing  the  verdict 
of  the  people.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
claim  that  their  conduct  will  be  be  sanctioned  by 
the  verdict  of  the  people  at  the  next  election.  What 
steps  are  they  taking  to  secure  a  favorable  verdict  ? 
It  will  be  sanctioned,  perchance,  by  virtue  of  the  decision 
of  the  revising  barrister ;  it  will  be  sanctioned,  perhaps,  by 
the  trampling  down  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  free 
institutions,  by  taking  from  the  people  the  power  of  fixing 
their  own  representation,  by  putting  in  the  hands  of  the 
creatures  of  the  Government  the  power  and  the  duty  of 
forming  and  revising  the  electoral  lists  of  this  country,  of 
giving  barbarian  Indians  votes  which  may  result  in  return¬ 
ing  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  and  other  support¬ 
ers  of  the  Conservative  Government  to  seats  in  this  House. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  was  here  before  you,  and 
will  be  here  after  you. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  some 
financial  statements  to-night,  and  I  find  it  difficult  to  give 
credence  to  some  of  them.  He  says,  for  instance,  that  the 
Government  are  about  to  effect  a  saving  of  $1,900,000  on 
public  works  next  year,  out  of  a  total  vote  of  $1,500,000. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  said,  if  the  necessity  arose,  it  might  bo 
done. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  do  not  see  what  necessity  could 
enable  the  Government  to  save  $1,900,000  out  of  $1,500,000. 
If  you  can  bring  a  pressure  which  will  enable  a  man  to  do 
that,  I  should  like  to  know  how  it  can  be  done. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Just  as  you  accused  the  president  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  of  stealing  eight  millions  out 
of  six. 


Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  do  not  remember  that  occurrence. 
Here  is  a  summary  of  the  Estimates  for  1885-86,  and  I 
find - 


Mr.  McLELAN.  My  whole  statement  was  on  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  188#85 — the  full  year. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  1  did  not  so  understand  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman.  Perhaps  he  will  tell  us  what  are  the  Estimates 
for  1883-84. 


Mr.  McLELAN.  I  was  talking  of  the  expenditures. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  saving 
$1,900,000  out  of  $1,500,000  on  public  works.  Then,  Sir, 
he  drew  a  very  pleasant  picture  of  the  progress  being  made 
by  this  country  in  populating  it;  of  orange  blossoms;  of 
nuptial  wreaths;  of  cradles  which  were  being  established  ; 
and  he  said  all  this  talk  about  the  depletion  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  was  imaginary,  that  nothing  of  the  kind  was  occurring. 
Well,  Sir,  it  is  a  lamentable  fact  that  notwithstanding 
the  rose-colc red  picture  he  drew  wo  are  losing  a  large 


number  of  our  native-born  Canadians ;  it  is  a  lamentable 
fact  that  they  are  going  from  tho  country  by  thou¬ 
sands.  Whether  the  exodus  can  be  prevented  or  not  is  a 
question  I  cannot  answer,  but  it  is  folly  to  deny  that  such  a 
state  of  things  exists.  It  is  folly  to  charge  on  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  any  responsibility  for  that  exodus,  or  that  anything  in 
the  shape  of  the  facts  produced  by  their  speeches  leads  to 
that  exodus.  The  exodus  is  created  by  the  condition  of  the 
country  at  the  present  time,  and  it  has  been  largely  accele¬ 
rated  since  hon.  gentlemen  came  to  power.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  says  that  during  tho 
administration  of  affairs  by  the  Mackenzie  Government  half 
a  million  of  people  left  this  country.  Sir,  the  American 
statistics  show  that  during  the  Administration  of  Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie  134,000  Canadians  left  this  country  for  the  United 
States,  and  the  same  statistics  show  that  since  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  came  into  office  that  number  went  up  to  450,000,  or 
three  times  greater  per  year  under  the  present  Administra¬ 
tion  than  under  the  preceding  one. 

The  hon.  gentleman  proceeded  to  criticise  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  with  regard  to  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  road.  He  asserted  that  the  hon.  gentleman  misled  the 
House  in  not  stating,  that  the  capital  account  was  increased 
$9,000,000  under  the  present  Administration,  and  he  refer¬ 
red  to  the  fact  that  the  Eiver  du  Loup  branch  had  been 
purchased  and  added  to  the  road.  I  do  not  think  that 
makes  any  particular  difference.  The  capital  of  the  road 
has  been  increased ;  the  burdens  of  the  country  have  been 
increased  ;  and  it  yields  a  revenue  of  $10,000  on  an  invest¬ 
ment  of  $45,000,000.  Then  he  referred  to  the  deficit  of  tho 
previous  Administration  ;  but  he  forgot  to  mention  the  pay¬ 
ments  into  sinking  fund  by  that  Administration,  amounting 
to  a  sum  almost  if  not  quite  great  enough  to  counterbalance 
the  deficits  ;  and  that  if  we  take  the  payments  into  sinking 
fund,  we  have  left  a  very  light  deficit,  if  any  at  all. 
He  asks,  what  we  had  to  show  for  our  increase  of  the 
public  debt,  and  he  said  we  had  public  works.  True, 
we  have.  He  mentioned  the  Intercolonial  Eailway,  which 
was  said  to  have  assumed  the  form  of  a  Grecian  bend  to 
accommodate  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  and  from  which 
we  got  a  return  of  $10,000  on  an  investment  of  $45,000,000. 
The  money  invested  in  the  public  works  of  Canada,  all  told, 
yield  a  revenue  of  about  one-fifteenth  of  1  per  cent.  Some 
of  them  are  works  of  utility,  like  the  canals,  but  the  money 
spent  on  the  Intercolonial  road  was  squandered.  The 
money  invested  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  was 
millions  and  millions  in  excess  of  the  amount  required  to 
secure  the  purpose  aimed  at ;  and  if  we  sum  up  our  invest¬ 
ments  in  public  works,  we  shall  find  that  at  least  $70,000,000 
to  $80,000,000  of  the  debt  of  Canada  are  for  investments 
in  public  works,  with  very  little  to  show  for  them. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  If  you  go  to  the  North-West 
you  will  not  think  so. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  may  go  to  the  North-West  a  thousand 
times,  but  I  shall  never  be  convinced  that  the  construction 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  secured,  at  a  cost  to  this 
country  of  nearly  $100,000,000,  was  a  benefit  to  this  coun¬ 
try,  when  it  could  have  been  secured  for  one-third  of  that 
amount,  or  that  that  investment  was  a  wise  one. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Better  men  than  you  have 
thought  so. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE.  Order.  The  hon.  gentleman  should 
not  indulge  in  these  interruptions. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  dealt  at  groat 
length,  and  apparently  with  peculiar  pleasure,  on  the  affairs 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  He  dwelt  upon  that  por¬ 
tion  of  tho  policy  of  the  Government  by  which  tho  comple¬ 
tion  of  this  road  was  secured  six  years  in  advance  of 
the  terms  of  the  contract,  with  a  degree  of  unction  which 
clearly  showed  that  he  supposed  tho  Government  had  done 
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something  worthy  of  approval  in  this  portion  of  their 
policy.  He  asked,  triumphantly,  were  they  justified  in  their 
course?  I  say  thoy  were  not.  I  say  they  were  not  justi¬ 
fied  in  the  mode  in  which  the  contract  was  first  made ; 
that  the  Government  should  have  invited  tenders  from 
the  capitalists  of  the  world.  In  the  second  place,  I 
say  they  wore  not  justified  in  pushing  the  contract 
through  when  they  found  that  bettor  terms  could  be  made. 
In  the  third  place,  they  wero  not  justified  in  their  conduct 
with  reference  co  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  in  having 
failed  to  exercise  a  close  supervision  over  its  affairs,  and  to 
compel  the  company  to  use  the  money  they  received  from 
this  Government  for  the  purposes  of  their  contract.  They 
were  not  justified  in  the  efforts  they  made  to  secure  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  this  road  six  years  in  advance  of  the  contract, 
because  they  secured  it  at  a  largely  enhanced  cost,  without 
commensurate  advantages  to  the  country  through  which  it 
was  built.  The  hon.  gentleman  tolls  us  that  the  development 
of  the  country  is  due  to  the  rapid  construction  of  the  road. 
What  growth  is  there  in  that  country,  that  stretches  to  the 
Rocky  Mountains  and  through  the  mountains  ?  The  popula¬ 
tion  in  the  country  between  the  base  of  the  Rocky  Mountains 
and  Winnipeg  could  be  located  on  one-third  of  the  distance ; 
it  might  bo  settled  on  300  miles  of  that  line  and  its  branches. 
The  line  has  been  pushed  through  the  prairie  section  faster 
than  the  necessities  of  the  country  required,  though  at  an 
enhanced  cost,  and  without  conferring  advantages  on  the 
country  in  any  particular  sense.  If  the  original  policy 
had  been  adhered  to,  of  building  the  road  slowly,  and  only 
so  fast  as  the  wants  of  the  country  required,  it  would 
have  been  better  for  the  North-West,  for  the  company 
and  for  Canada  at  large.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to 
the  great  importance  of  having  direct  communication  with 
the  North-West  by  the  road  north  of  Lake  Superior.  Well, 

I  am  not  disposed  to  question  that  the  construction  of  the 
line  north  of  Lake  Superior  is  a  matter  of  importance  to  the 
country.  The  Opposition  never  questioned  the  propriety  of 
ultimately  building  that  section  of  road,  but  what  the 
Opposition  contended  was,  that  the  financial  strain  upon  the 
country  was  too  great,  the  increase  in  the  debt  of  the 
country  was  too  rapid,  and  the  obligations  the  country  had 
incurred  were  so  onerous  that  we  should  seek  rather  to 
economise  our  resources  than  to  rush  ahead  heedlessly  and 
incur  a  vast  amount  of  debt.  Reasoning  from  these 
premises,  we  contended  that  a  line  running  south  of  Lake 
Superior  and  connecting  with  the  lines  to  the  west  at  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  would  serve  all  the  practical  purposes  of  the 
country  in  the  meantime,  without  straining  our  financial 
resources  to  the  extent  to  which  they  have  been  strained.  I 
believe  that  was  the  true  policy.  The  great  bulk  of  the  trade 
of  the  North-West  will  be  transferred  at  Port  Arthur 
from  the  railway  to  steamer  and  be  carried  to  eastern  ports. 

I  do  not  believe  that  in  the  summer  the  traffic  will,  to 
any  extent,  traverse  the  line  north  of  Lake  Superior. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  a  good  deal  of  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  opening  those  16 0  miles  of  road.  He  told  us  the 
actual  labor  employed  on  that  section  will  amount  to  $2,000,- 
000  per  annum,  equal  to  $8,000,000  paid  to  trackmen  and 
laborers  over  the  whole  line.  I  believe  his  estimate  was  very 
extravagant,  and  even  if  it  was  not,  Canadians  will  not  derive 
a  great  advantage  from  that  expenditure,  because  the  com¬ 
pany  seem  to  have  a  preference  for  Americans.  Thoy  have 
an  American  general  manager,  and  an  American  division 
superintendent  at  Winnipeg  ;  nearly  all  their  contracts 
have  been  performed  by  Americans  ;  American  engineers 
have  located  the  different  portions  of  the  road  ;  American  ! 
drivers  and  conductors  are  employed  on  their  trains  ;  in 
fact,  it  is  an  American  company,  under  American  manage¬ 
ment  and  supervision,  and  any  advantages  that  accrue  to 
laborers  are  not  likely,  if  the  present  system  of  manage- 
ment  is  continued,  to  accrue  largely  to  our  own  pooplo.  Then 
the  hon.  gentleman  makes  very  little  of  the  increase  in  our 
Mr.  Charlton. 
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expenditure,  and  says  that  the  annexation  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  North-West  has  given  us 
an  acquisition  of  population  which  will  fully  counterbalance 
the  increase  in  the  expenditure.  That  is  an  absurd  statement. 
The  population  of  British  Columbia  was  some  10,000  or 
12,000 ;  the  population  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  was 
but  a  few  thousands,  and  the  population  of  Pi’ince  Edward 
Island  is  about  100,000.  To  say  that  this  population  of 
some  200,000,  all  told,  out  of  a  total  population  of  about 
4,500,000,  could  account  for  all  this  increased  expenditure, 
amounting  to  $9,100,000  in  the  first  term  of  office  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  and  nearly  $8,000,000  in  the  second 
term,  is  absurd. 

Then,  Sir,  in  this  most  wonderful  part  of  this  singular 
medley,  the  hon:  gentleman,  after  having  arraigned  the 
late  Government  for  its  maladministration  of  affairs, 
and  for  increasing  the  public  debt,  proceeds  to  con¬ 
demn  them  on  the  ground  that  they  had  not  increased  the 
debt  during  their  five  years  of  office.  Ho  says  they  are  like 
the  man  told  of  in  the  Scriptures,  who  buried  his  talent  in  the 
earth — that  they  did  not  develop  the  resources  of  the 
country  or  increase  the  expenditure,  that  thoy  did  not 
embark  in  the  Pacific  Railway  and  other  public  works. 
They  did  spend  large  sums  of  money  on  public  works,  but 
they  economised  in  all  directions,  wherever  they  could  ;  and 
while  they  carefully  avoided  increasing  the  expenses  of  the 
country,  they  administered  the  affairs  of  the  country  effi¬ 
ciently  ;  and  I  defy  the  hon.  gentleman  to  show  any  interest 
in  this  country  which  suffered  under  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  bon.  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  his  colleagues, 
in  cotisequence  of  p  irsimony  on  their  part  or  their  refusal 
to  spend  money  where  necessary.  The  hon.  gentleman 
drew  camparisons  between  the  inci’ease  in  the  expenditure  of 
Canada  and  that  of  the  United  States,  and  I  cannot  find  in  the 
statistics  of  the  United  States  anything  that  will  warrant  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  or  the  conclusions 
arrived  at  by  him.  I  find,  on  enquiring  into  his  statements, 
that  the  expenditure  in  the  United  States  has  increased  less 
rapidly  than  in  this  country.  For  instance,  under  the  head 
of  Civil  Government,  the  United  States  spent,  in  1868 
$58,171,000  and  in  1883  $68,678,000,  being  an  increase  of 
$10,000,000,  not  a  higher  percentage  than  the  increase  in 
population.  Coming  down  to  the  total  net  ordinary  expen¬ 
diture  of  the  country,  including  interest,  I  find  that  in 
1874  the  United  States  expended  $194,118,000  and  in  1883 
$206,248,000,  or  barely  $12,000,000  of  an  increase  in  ten 
years. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Take  the  statistics  for  1884,, 
The  hon.  genleman  will  find  the  amount  is  $244,000,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  was  spoken  of 
was  the  necessary  taxation. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  have  only  the  almanac  for  1884, 
which  gives  the  returns  for  1883. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  have  it  for  1885,  which 
gives  the  returns  for  1884,  and  these  returns  show  an 
increase  of  about  $40,000,000  in  that  year. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  net  ordinary  expenditure  in 
1816  was  $23,373,000,  and  in  1852  $40,389,000.  If  you 
take  the  Treasurer’s  report  of  the  United  States,  giving 
the  net  ordinary  increase  every  year  since  1816,  you  will 
find  the  average  rate  of  incroase  very  much  less  than  our 
own.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  made  a  comparison  with 
other  colonies,  but  there  is  this  difference  between  our  own 
!  and  the  Australian  colonies,  that  we  keep  a  capital  account 
while  they  do  not.  In  their  expenditure  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  figured  up  loans,  capital  expenditure  and  ordinary 
expenses.  But  supposing  wo  had  figured  up,  as  a  part  of 
our  expenditure  this  year,  the  $60,000,000  we  are  borrowing, 
what  kind  of  exhibit  would  that  mako  ?  That  shows  the 
comparision  is  wholly  unfair  and  unreliable,  and  my  hon. 
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friend  at  my  right  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  reminds  mo, 
with  reference  to  the  volume  of  trade  in  the  different 
countries,  that  the  exports  of  New  South  Wales  were  $100 
per  head  and  those  of  Canada  only  $18  per  head  during  the 
last  fiscal  year. 

The  hon.  gentleman  proceeds  to  inform  us  that  no  further 
increase  in  our  debt  is  now  necessary.  I  should  be  very  loath  to 
trust  the  present  Administration  in  any  promise  they  might 
make  to  refrain  from  increasing  our  public  debt.  It  would  be 
something  new  for  them  to  refrain  from  increasing  our  debt 
or  unduly  increasing  our  expenditure.  That  would  be  at 
variance  with  their  whole  past  history  since  1867,  and  I 
cannot  give  them  credit  for  any  such  repentance  until  they 
show  the  fruits  of  their  repentence  by  actual  deeds.  From 
$13,500,000  in  1867,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  run  up 
our  expenditure  to  $32,800,000  in  the  next  fiscal  year.  A 
government  which  has  so  largely  increased  the  controlable 
expenditure,  a  Government  which  has  increased  the  public 
debt  by  $200,000,000,  being  six  times  faster  than  our  increase 
in  population,  a  Government  with  this  record,  I  would  not 
chose  voluntarily  to  administer  the  fiscal  affairs  of  the  coun¬ 
try  for  the  next  term  of  office.  I  would  not  trust  them  in 
any  promise  they  might  make  that  they  would  not  increase 
the  debt  of  the  country.  They  cannot  avoid  increasing  it, 
for  if  they  hold  power  it  is  by  means  involving,  necessarily, 
an  increase  in  our  debt.  They  retain  office  by  virtue  of  the 
policy  depicted  by  Petroleum  V.  Nasby,  by  virtue  of  plunder, 
by  subsidising  their  supporters  whenever  they  find  them 
selves  in  a  tight  place,  whenever  any  section  of  their 
supporters  hold  a  caucus,  in  No.  8  or  elsewhere, 
and  determine  to  make  fresh  demands  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  in  return  for  new  demands  of  the  Government  on  their 
allegiance.  The  very  circumstance  in  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  placed,  the  very  conditions  under  which  they  hold 
power,  the  very  measures  which  are  necessary  to  reconcile 
the  conflicting  elements  that  form  their  following,  render  it 
imperative  upon  them  to  continue  the  course  they  have 
been  continuing  for  years  past.  Many  of  the  things  with 
which  they  are  charged  they  have  not  been  guilty  of 
voluntarily,  but  because  political  exigencies  rendered  it 
necepsary  they  should  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the  country 
to  retain  office.  The  very  reasons  that  compelled  this 
Government  to  administer  the  affairs  of  the  country  in  the 
way  they  have  administered  them,  the  very  reasons  that 
compel  them  to  increase  our  debt  and  our  expenditure  as 
rapidly  as  it  has  been  increased — these  very  reasons  will 
work  the  same  effect  and  produce  the  same  results  in  the 
future  as  in  the  past. 

The  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  made  what 
might  be  called  a  Mosaic  speech,  his  transitions  were  so  very 
abrupt  from  one  section  to  another,  and  I  must  perforce  make 
the  same  abrupt  transitions  in  following  him.  He  next  pro¬ 
ceeds  to  charge  the  Opposition  with  having  provoked  the 
rebellion  in  the  North-West.  Their  utterancos,  he  says, 
reached  the  half-breeds  an  1  the  Indians.  I  wonder  if  they 
took  the  daily  papers  and  watched  the  progress  of  events  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Their  leaders  did. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Gabriel  Dumont  is 
said  to  have  been  a  subscriber  to  the  Minerve.  Probably  he 
derived  his  ideas  and  inspirations  from  that  source. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  One  of  the  leaders,  named  Jack- 
son,  was  a  correspondent  of  the  Toronto  Globe. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  This  criticism  of  the  Oppostion  has 
not  a  single  element  of  fairness  in  it.  The  Opposition  have 
done  nothing  to  provoke  rebellion  in  the  North-West,  but 
the  difficulties  that  existed  in  the  North-West  and  culminated 
in  a  rebellion  were  due  to  the  supineness  and  indecision  of 
the  Government,  which  failed,  for  months  and  years,  to 
grapple  with  them.  By  their  mismanagement,  by  their 


land  policy,  by  their  colonisation  land  company  policy,  by 
their  policy  with  regard  to  pasture  lands  leases  and  coal 
land  leases  and  timber  limits,  by  their  policy  of  bartering 
away  and  dividing  an  empire  among  their  followers 
without  competition,  in  a  manner  subversive  of  all  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  free  government— by  these  means  the  difficulties 
in  the  North-West  were  created  and  fomented,  and,  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  utter  incapacity  of  the  Government  to  deal 
with  these  questions,  or  to  attempt  to  enquire  into  the 
grievances  these  men  complained  of, the  rebellion  burst  upon 
us.  The  Opposition  had  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  they  protested  against  the  indecision,  the  lack  of  ability 
displayed  by  the  Government.  We  pointed  out  the  weak 
points  in  their  whole  policy ;  we  showed  up  the  evil  results 
of  this  land  policy,  and  the  continuance  of  the  policy  by 
which  the  Government  granted  timber  limits,  and  of  their 
policy  with  regard  to  pasture  lands  leases  and  coal  land 
leases — all  the  items  in  the  Government  policy  which  pro¬ 
duced  the  results,  the  hon.  gentleman  most  unfairly  attri¬ 
buted  to  efforts  of  the  Opposition,  we  protested  against ;  and 
had  our  representations  been  accepted  and  the  course  we 
advised  been  followed,  this  catastrophe,  which  finally  burst 
upon  the  country,  would  have  been  averted.  The  hon. 
gentleman  asked  tauntingly  why  did  we  not  open  up  the 
North-West  when  we  were  in  office.  But  we  did  so  ;  we 
constructed  the  line  of  railway  from  Emerson  to  Selkirk  ; 
we  had  in  process  of  construction  a  line  from  Port  Arthur 
to  Selkirk  ;  we  had  made  arrangements  for  continuing  the 
construction  of  that  system  of  railways  west  of  Red  River, 
as  fast  as  the  needs  of  the  country  required.  The  then 
Premier  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  had  conceived  and  was  carrying 
into  operation  a  broad  and  comprehensive  policy  with 
regard  to  the  development  of  the  North-West.  If  this 
Government  had  carried  out  this  policy,  if  this  Government 
had  built  the  road  from  Port  Arthur  to  Selkirk  and  con¬ 
tinued  the  construction  of  the  road  in  the  prairie  section  as 
fast  as  the  wants  of  the  country  required,  governing  them¬ 
selves  by  the  wants  of  the  country,  this  country  would 
have  been  saved,  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  at  least  $15,000,000  or  $20,000,000  in  cash  and 
the  entire  land  subsidy.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  wise 
policy  pursued  by  the  Mackenzie  Administration  in  tho 
development  of  the  North-West  has  not  been  pursued  by 
their  successors.  Then  the  gentleman  proceeds  to  say : 
They  challenged  us  to  gather  up  what  they  had  said  about 
the  North-West,  in  order  to  put  it  in  Hansard  and  secure 
damnation  to  the  country.  That  is  rather  a  strong  expres¬ 
sion,  and  he  says  :  We  will  not  accept  the  challenge.  No ; 
no  matter  how  often  wo  hurled  it  in  their  teeth  they  will 
not  accept  it ;  they  will  not  gather  up  the  attacks  we  made 
on  the  North-West  and  our  attempts  to  belittle  the  North- 
West.  Because  they  cannot ;  because  such  charges  do  not 
exist ;  because  the  chai’ge  that  we  have  engaged  in  any  such 
attempt  to  belittle  or  traduce  the  North-West,  or  to  attempt 
to  divert  the  stream  of  settlement  from  that  country  or 
injure  that  country,  has  no  foundation. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  If  I  furnish  the  hon.  gentleman 
with  statements  made  detrimental  to  the  country,  not 
only  by  the  Reform  press,  but  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
will  he  road  them  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Well,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
to  read  any  extracts  at  this  late  hour  he  can  have  permis¬ 
sion  to  read  them.  I  do  not  deny  that  letters  may  have 
appeared  in  the  Mall  and  tho  Globe ,  and  other  papers,  giv¬ 
ing  expression  to  views  in  reference  to  the  Nox*th-West; 
but,  as  a  party,  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  tho  expressions 
of  individuals.  If  the  Mail  says  a  terrible  frost  has  visited 
the  North-West,  and  has  carried  bankruptcy  and  destruction 
in  it,  we  are  not  responsible  for  that.  If  some  writer  in 
the  Globe  says  there  are  alkali  lands  in  the  North-West,  wo 
have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  We  have  never  attempted 
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to  belittle  the  North-West  or  to  prevent  settlers  from  going 
to  the  North-West. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  challenged 
members  to  give  these  statements  to  the  House.  I  will  hand 
him  the  articles,  if  he  will  read  them.  I  said  nothing  about 
the  Mail,  and  refer  to  speeches  made  by  leading  Opposi 
tionists  and  articles  in  Liberal  newspapers.  I  would  like  to 
got  the  extracts  incorporated  in  the  hon,  gentleman’s  speech. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  You  will  have  a  little  difficulty  in 
doing  that.  So  much  for  the  argument  of  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings);  It  is  not  much,  any  way. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  No,  it  is  not  much.  It  reminds  me  of 
an  old  stanza  in  Col.  John  Hay’s  collection,  descriptive  of  a 
Mississippi  steamer  stranded  on  a  sand  bar.  My  hon.  friend 
may  not  have  been  on  that  river,  but  they  have  spars  which 
the  crews  set  upon  the  bottom  and  by  means  of  which  they 
lift  the  boat  a  little  and  set  her  ahead  with  her  engines — then 
another  pull  with  spar  and  tackle  and  another  heave  ahead, 
till  the  boat  is  released  or  the  task  abandoned.  The  stanza 
is  this: 

“  And  she  hove  and  sot,  and  hove  and  sot, 

And  high  her  rudder  flung, 

And  every  time  she  hove  and  sot, 

The  wusser  leak  she  sprang.” 

That  is  just  the  character  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech. 

Mr.  WOODWOETH.  That  is  in  Hansard  three  or  four 
times  already. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  admit  that  I  used  it  once  before  in 
the  House,  but  knowing  the  hon.  gentleman’s  fondness  for 
poetry  I  have  given  it  to  him  again.  In  conclusion,  the 
hon.  gentleman  gave  my  hon.  friend  to  my  right  a  com¬ 
pliment.  He  said  he  was  capable  of  presenting  the  financial 
position  of  the  country  very  ably,  and  had  done  his  best  to 
present  the  finances  to-night  in  a  deplorable  light.  I  do 
not  think  the  criticism  was  deserved.  The  speech  of  my 
hon.  friend  was  a  most  temperate  speech,  and  his  statements 
were  warranted  by  the  facts  he  produced.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  were  not 
the  truth,  and  ought  not  to  be  presented  to  the  whole  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  They  were  intended  to  show  the 
whole  people  what  was  the  financial  condition  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  with  the  alarming  burdens  which  are  being  piled  on 
the  people.  The  only  apology  for  this  state  of  things, 
which  was  tacitly  acknowledged  by  the  hon.  Minister,  was 
that  we  were  no  worse  off  than  some  other  countries,  and 
he  referi'ed  to  the  old  effete  despotisms  of  Europe,  Austria 
and  Germany,  and  Spain  and  Belgium,  those  old  countries 
where  the  land  is  of  great  value  and  they  have  a  larger 
debt  per  head  than  we  have.  We  have  a  large  enough  debt 
in  this  country.  If  the  public  debt  amounts  to  $250,000,000, 
as  it  does  allow  for  the  shrinkage  which  must  have  taken  place 
in  our  assets,  the  share  the  hon.  gentleman’s  native  Province 
has  to  bear  is  $25,000,000.  If  that  is  the  sharo  of  Nova 
Scotia,  there  are  188,644  acres  of  improved  land  in  that 
Province,  and  the  share  of  Nova  Scotia  amounts  to  $  14  per 
acre,  which,  I  am  told  by  those  who  are  familiar  with  the 
value  of  property  there,  is  as  much  as  the  value  of  the 
improved  land  in  that  Province.  If  that  is  true,  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  goes  back  to  Nova  Scotia  and  explains 
to  the  people  why  the  Government,  of  which  he  is  a  member, 
have  placed  that  mortgage  on  every  acre  of  improved  land 
in  the  Province,  I  think  he  will  have  some  difficulty 
in  persuading  the  people  of  the  correctness  of  their 
action.  A  debt  of  $55  per  head,  whether  it  be  less 
than  the  debt  in  some  of  the  European  countries  or  not,  is 
more  than  double  that  of  the  United  States.  Wo  are  side  by 
side  with  the  United  States;  both  countries  are  presenting 
their  claims  to  immigrants  from  Europe,  and  it  is  necessary 
to  convince  immigrants  that  they  will  have  a  good  Govern¬ 
ment  and  light  taxation ;  and  if  we  are  obliged  to  confess 
Mr.  Charlton. 
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that  our  public  deb'  is  three-fifths  greater  than  that  of  the 
Uured  States,  we  are  placed  at  a  very  great  disadvantage 
at  the  outset. 

In  the  discussion  of  this  question  we  are  accused  of 
a  lack  of  patriotism  because  we  present  fairly  the  state 
of  public  affairs  in  this  country,  because  we  warn  the 
Government  that  their  course  is  not  in  the  interests  of  the 
people ;  because  we  demand  of  the  Government  that  their 
course  shall  cease  and  the  steps  they  are  taking  shall  be 
retraced.  We  would  fail  in  our  duty  as  an  Opposition  if 
we  did  not  protest  against  what  we  believe  to  be  false  policy 
and  reckless  conduct,  and,  whether  patriotic  or  unpatriotic, 
we  believe  it  is  our  duty  to  seek  to  protect  the  people  ana 
their  interests  from  the  recklessness  of  those  who  show  no 
sign  of  having  the  interests  of  the  people  at  heart. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  Hon.  members  say  “  hear,  hear.” 
Everything  is  serene.  But  what  are  our  immediate  liabili¬ 
ties  to  day.  We  owe  in  Government  notes,  upon  demand, 
$14,998,000.  We  owe  to  depositors  in  the  Government 
savings  banks,  on  demand,  $17,148,000.  We  owe  to  de¬ 
positors  in  the  post  office  savings  bank,  $14,492,000,  pay¬ 
able  on  demand.  We  owe,  in  the  shape  of  temporary  loans 
— I  do  not  know  exactly  what  we  do  owe.  By  the  state¬ 
ment  of  my  hon.  friend,  the  amount  is  $15,819,000,  but  by 
the  statement  made  a  few  days  ago  as  to  the  floating  debt 
being  $62,000,000,  and  taking  from  that  the  amount  of 
Government  notes  and  the  amounts  on  deposit  in  the  savings 
banks,  we  have  a  floating  debt  unaccounted  for  of 
$17,500,000.  We  owe — perhaps,  I  ought  not  to  count  this, 
as  it  may  have  been  arranged  for  by  this  time — $25,000,000 
in  maturing  loans.  We  have  to  provide  about  $3,000,000 
for  Indian  war  expenses  very  soon.  We  have  to 
provide  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  the 
balance  of  the  subsidy  and  the  loan  authorised 
last  year,  $6,000,000,  almost  immediately.  We  have 
got  to  provide  for  the  balance  of  expenditure  upon 
capital  account  for  the  year  ending  30th  of  this  month,  as 
brought  down  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates,  of  $  1,328,000. 
That  amounts  to  $99,497,000  of  immediate  liabilities.  In 
addition,  we  are  about  to  loan  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way  Company  $5,000,000  more ;  in  addition  to  this,  we  are 
to  spend  in  the  next  financial  year  upon  capital,  $10,497,000. 
Then,  in  addition  to  this,  out  of  all  the  millions  we  have 
voted  as  railway  subsidies  for  the  purpose  ot  conciliating 
these  conflicting  elements  that  the  Government  have  to 
keep  in  hand,  we  have  to  expend  on  these  subsidies, 
within  a  year,  probably  $2,500,000,  making  in  all 
$117,464,000.  This  is  a  beautiful  record.  No  pent-up  Utica 
contracts  our  powers  in  the  matter  of  incurring  debt,  but 
the  whole  boundless  continent  is  ours.  Now,  Sir,  our  finan¬ 
cial  position  is  so  desperate  that  we  have  had  to  send  a 
sick  Finance  Minister  and  his  deputy  to  England,  in  the 
midst  of  the  Session, with  his  Estimates  practically  untouched, 
in  order  to  borrow  money.  That  fact  alone  shows 
that  the  country  is  in  desperate  financial  straits,  that  some¬ 
thing  had  to  bo  done  and  done  quickly.  If  we  continue  this 
course  there  is  imminent  danger  of  our  finances  breaking 
down.  Our  circulating  notes  now  amount  to  $14,998,000, 
and  there  is  danger  of  increasing  that  amount  to  an  indefinite 
extent,  and  making  them  a  legal  tender  without  a  basis  of 
gold  reserves  at  all.  There  is  danger  of  an  irredeemable  fiat 
money  in  this  country;  and  many  prudent,  careful  men,  to 
my  knowledge,  have  not  loaned  a  dollar  upon  mortgage  for 
years  past  without  making  it  a  condition  in  their  mortgages 
that  payment  shall  be  made  in  gold  or  its  equivalent,  fearing 
and  foreseeing  that  the  day  will  come  when  the  legal  tender  of 
this  country  will  be  a  depreciated  currency.  Sir, our  Dominion 
liabilities,  in  the  shape  of  notes,  that  are  liablo  to  be  pre¬ 
sented  for  payment  to-morrow,  amount  to  $14,998,000.  Our 
deposits  in  the  Government  savings  banks  are  $3 1,640,000, 
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or  a  total  of  846,6*78,000,  payable  upon  demand,  to  meet 
which  we  have  82,887,000  in  specie  and  about  82,000,000 
in  guaranteed  English  bonds.  I  say  that  if  any  bank  in  this 
country  had  liabilities  in  the  same  proportion  to  its 
resources  as  this  Government  have,  that  bank  would  inevi¬ 
table  fail  ;  a  statement  of  its  affairs  would  destroy  public 
confidence  in  it.  Yet,  Sir,  in  the  midst  of  this  desperate 
condition  of  affairs,  the  Government  of  this  country,  instoad 
of  seeking  a  remedy,  instead  of  seeking  a  means  to  diminish 
the  expenditure,  have  allowed  things  to  drift,  until  here  we 
are,  on  the  25th  day  of  June,  with  the  Estimates  in  such  a 
condition  that  we  cannot  possibly  get  through  them  during 
this  financial  year.  The  Government  have  been  neglecting 
this  important  duty,  and  for  two  months  have  been  trying 
to  put  a  measuro  through  this  House  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  from  the  people  of  Canada  tho  power  to  exercise 
their  free  choice  to  elect  representatives  to  this  House.  Sir, 
the  highest  duty  that  devolves  upon  us  as  members  of 
this  House  is  to  seek  to  secure  a  country  that  is  well 
governed,  a  country  that  has  a  moderate  taxation,  a  coun¬ 
try  that  has  simple  and  just  laws.  We  should  seok  to  make 
our  land  one  that  will  be  attractive  to  foreigners.  Tho 
time  is  coming  when  a  vast  emigration  will  pour  into  this 
country.  The  time  is  coming  when  the  public  lands  of  the 
United  States  will  be  occupied ;  and,  Sir,  the  interest  of  this 
country  will  be  greatly  promoted,  immigration  will  be 
greatly  increased,  the  prosperity  of  this  country  will  be 
greatly  increased,  by  the  exercise  of  wise  caution  upon  our 
part,  and  prudence  in  the  character  of  our  legislation.  In 
furtherance  of  these  objects  wo,  tho  Opposition  in  this 
House,  devote  our  energies,  and  if  we  can  secure  that  result 
we  shall  have  placed  Canada  in  a  position  where  sho  will 
increase  in  prosperity,  wealth  and  population  in  a  very 
much  greater  ratio  than  she  will  do  under  tho  reckless 
administration  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  now  occupy  tho 
Treasury  benches. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 


Allen, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Auger, 

Platt, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Geoffrion, 

Ray, 

Bourassa, 

Gillmor, 

Rinfret, 

Bnrpee, 

Guay, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Harley, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Holton, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

Springer, 

Cartwright, 

King, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Catudal, 

Kirk, 

Trow, 

Charlton, 

Lister, 

Vail, 

Davies, 

Edgar, 

Livingston, 

Watson, 

Mills, 

Weldon, 

Fairbank, 

Mnlock, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Wells. — 42 

Allison, 

Bain  (Sonlanges), 

Desjardins, 

McDougallfC,  Breton); 

Dickinson, 

McLelan, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Dodd, 

McNeill, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Dugas, 

Mitchell, 

Barnard, 

Dundas, 

Moffat, 

Beaty, 

Dupont, 

Montplaisir, 

Bell, 

Farrow, 

Orton, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Fortin, 

Pinsonneault, 

Foster, 

Pope, 

Bergin, 

Gigault, 

Riopel, 

Blondeau, 

Guilbault, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Guillet, 

Ross, 

Haggart, 

Shakespeare, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Small, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Stairs, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Homer, 

Taschereau, 

Carling, 

Jamieson,) 

Taylor, 

Caron, 

Kaulbach, 

Temple, 

Cimon, 

Labrosse, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Cochrane, 

Wallace  (York), 

Colby, 
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Lesage, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Gostigan,  Macdonald  (King’s), 

Coughlin,  Mackintosh 

Daly,  Maemaster, 

Dawson,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge),McDougald  (Pictou), 
De3aulniers(St.  Maurice) 


White  (Hasting), 
Wood  (  3rockvilIe), 
Wood  (Westm’land), 
Woodworth, 

Wright. — 79. 


Amendment  negatived. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


(In  the  Committee.) 

Militia— Salaries,  Military  Branch  and  District  Staff....  $819,800 
Mr.  CAROM.  With  respect  to  the  salaries,  military 
branch  and  district  staff,  81^,800,  I  desire  to  strike  off  an 
amount  of  8600,  being  payment  for  the  deputy  paymaster. 
The  vacancy  has  now  existed  for  some  time,  and  it  is  not 
intended  to  fill  it,  as  our  storekeepers  are  now  acting  as 
paymasters. 

<■ 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  tho  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2:05  a.m., 
Friday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  26th  June,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 
Prayers. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  this  day  it  stands  adjourned  until  Tuesday  next,  at 
1:30  p  m. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  regret  that  the  First  Minister  should 
have  put  this  notice  on  the  Paper  if  ho  did  not  intend  toper- 
severe  in  the  first  one,  and  if  fie  did  not  intend  to  persevere 
with  the  first  one,  that  he  should  not  have  communicated 
his  intention  to  the  House ;  because  it  would  have  added 
very  much  to  the  convenience  of  members  to  know  what 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  were,  as,  after  seeing  this 
first  notice  on  the  Paper,  many  gontlemen  had  made  their 
arrangements  accordingly. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUBSIDIES  TO  MANITOBA. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Tuesday  next  to  consider  tho 
following  resolutions : — 

1 .  That  the  capital  sura  on  which  the  Province  of  Manitoba  is  entitled 
to  receive  half  yearly  payments  of  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent,  per 
annum,  as  fixed  by  the  Act  33  Victoria,  chap.  3,  and  as  readjusted  or 
increased  by  any  subsequent  Act,  shall,  from  and  after  the  1st  day  ot 
July,  1885,  be  calculated  on  a  population  of  125,000,  at  the  same  rate 
per  capita  as  was  allowed  on  the  estimated  population  under  the  Act  33 
V  ictoria,  chap.  3,  and  shall  be  charged  with  such  advances  as  have  been 
already  made  to  the  Province,  and  with  such  expenditure  as  has  been 
made  therein  by  the  Dominion  for  purposes  of  a  strictly  local  character, 
and  with  a  further  sum  of  $150,000,  which  the  Dominion  Government 
may  advance  to  the  Province  to  meet  the  expenditure  of  constructing  a 
lunatic  asylum  and  other  exceptional  services. 

2.  That  the  grants  of  land  and  payment,  authorised  by  these  and 
previous  resolutions,  shall  be  made  on  the  condition  that  they  be 
accepted  by  the  Province  (such  acceptance  being  testified  by  an  Act  of 
the  Legislature  of  Manitoba)  as  a  full  settlement  of  all  claims  made  by 
the  said  Province  for  the  reimbursement  of  costs  incurred  in  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  disputed  territory,  or  the  reference  of  the  boundary  question 
to  the  Judical  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  all  other  questions 
and  claims  discussed  between  the  Dominion  and  Provincial  Government, 
up  to  the  10th  day  of  January,  1885. 

3.  That  the  sums  authorised  to  be  paid  by  these  resolutions  may  be 
paid  out  of  any  moneys  forming  part  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund, 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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FISHERY  ARRANGEMENTS  WITH  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to 
the  subject  of  the  Canadian  fisheries.  It  appears  by  state¬ 
ments  coming  from  American  sources  that  a  correspondence 
has  been  going  on  between  the  Hon.  Mr.  West,  British 
Minister  at  Washington,  and  the  American  Government,  in 
relation  to  the  fishery  question.  A  proposition  is  made 
that  the  question  of  the  rights  of  Americans  on  the  one 
hand  and  Canadians  on  the  other  to  the  free  use  of  the 
fisheries  of  each  country  shall  remain  in  abeyance  until 
Congress  meets.  Of  course,  the  statutory  law  of  Congress 
provides  for  the  imposition  of  duties  after  the  expiration  of 
the  fishery  clause  of  the  AVashington  Treaty  on  the  1st  of 
July  next.  The  First  Minister  stated  the  other  day  that 
negotiations  were  going  on  with  a  view  to  arrive  at  some 
arrangement,  and  it  appears  that  a  mutual  arrangement 
was  arrived  at,  namely,  that  that  portion  of  the  fisheries 
clauses  shall  be  continued  until  the  meeting  of  Congress, 
when  Congress  will  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
whether  any  arrangement  can  bo  made  satisfactory  to  both 
countries,  with  a  view  to  the  continuance  of  tho  mutual 
right,  I  presume,  to  prosecute  the  fisheries  in  tho  waters 
of  either  country.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  one  feature  of  that,  as 
stated  in  tho  American  correspondence,  that  is  of  great 
interest  to  the  people  of  Canada,  and  it  will  be - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  question  to 
ask  lot  him  ask  it,  but  I  must  invite  him  not  to  bring  in 
any  subject  which  will  lead  to  a  discussion.  It  must  bo 
simply  a  question,  and  it  is  irregular  to  have  a  debate  on 
this  subject  now. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  My  object  is  to  establish  the  point 
clearly  to  the  Government,  with  a  view  of  getting  the 
opinions*— 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  leads  to  a  discussiom  I  think 
tho  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Well,  this  is  not  tho  first  time  that 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  chosen  to  make  a  suggestion 
which  has  interfered  with  getting  information  for  the 
people. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Well,  1  will  put  the  question  then  : 
Whether  or  not,  after  the  1st  day  of  July,  the  fish  caught 
in  our  waters  going  into  the  United  States  territory  is  to 
be  subject  to  duty  or  not ;  and,  further,  if  it  is  subject  to 
duty,  whether  any  arrangement  is  made  in  the  negotiations 
which  havo  been  proceeded  with  for  getting  a  return  duty. 
I  hope  that  will  satisfy  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  who 
is  so  very  particular,  and  who  takes  up  so  much  of  the  time 
of  this  House  on  unnecessary  questions. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Not  the  right  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  will  take  back  the  right— the  hon. 
gentloman  ;  I  do  not  know  that  he  deserves  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  rather  inexpedient 
to  answer  a  question  of  that  kind  under  present  circum¬ 
stances.  As  I  mentioned  to  my  hon.  friend,  the  other  day, 
the  Government  is  anxious  to  bring  down  all  the  papers, 
but  some  of  the  papers  are  of  a  quasi  confidential  nature,  and 
could  not  be  sent  down  without  the  consent  of  tho  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies.  The  Governor  General  applied 
for  that  leave,  but  in  the  meantime  the  expiry  of  tho  clauses 
had  taken  place,  and  I  can  only  account  for  the  delay  of  tho 
answer  by  that  fact.  I  hope  it  will  be  satisfactory.  All 
tho  papers  are  ready  and  waiting  consent.  Unless  they  are 
Mr.  Bowell. 
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all  brought  down,  I  do  not  think  the  House  will  be  in  a 
position  to  judge  of  the  course  taken  by  the  Government. 
In  the  meantime,  however,  I  would  say,  in  answer  to  one  of 
the  questions  of  my  hon.  friend,  that  Canadian  fish  going 
into  the  American  market  from  and  after  tho  1st  of  July, 
will  be  liable  to  duty. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  supposed  so. 

LAND  SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (No.  147) 
to  authorise  the  grant  of  certain  subsidies  in  land  for  the 
construction  of  the  railways  therein  mentioned,  being  read. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  some  propositions  which  I  have 
to  submit  to  the  judgment  of  the  House,  with  reference  to 
this  measure.  The  first  is  with  reference  to  the  question  as 
to  whether,  when  we  are  now  adopting  a  plan  of  giving  free 
grants  of  land  in  aid  of  railways,  we  should  not  make  some 
provision  which  will  ensure  those  lands  boing  opened  in 
reasonable  areas  to  intending  settlers,  on  conditions  of  actual 
settlement  and  at  prices  within  a  maximum  price.  I  do  not 
intend  to  enter  into  any  lengthy  discussion  on  the  subject. 
My  views  upon  it  are  known.  My  opinion  is,  that  it  is 
important,  when  we  are  proposing  to  add  in  effect  to  the 
reserves  of  the  North-West  4,262,000  acres  of  railway  lands, 
which  comprise  some  of  the  most  available  portions  of  the 
country,  for  settlement,  that  we  ought  to  take  warning  from 
the  lessons  of  the  past  and  minimise,  so  far  as  we  can,  the 
obstacles  to  settlement  which  have  resulted  from  former 
arrangements ;  and  I  believe  that  this  can  be  done  without 
injury  to  the  prospects  of  the  companies,  and  as  calculated 
to  obtain  money  upon  those  grants.  Nor  is  my  proposal 
without  precedent.  This  subject  has  been  considered  in  the 
neighboring  Republic  under  similar  circumstances,  and  I  will 
read  you  extracts  from  some  of  the  laws  which  have  accom¬ 
panied  grants  of  lands  in  aid  of  railways  in  that  country. 
The  Act  of  Congress  of  1862,  which  was  an  Act  to  aid  in  the 
construction  of  a  railway  and  telegraph  line  from  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  providing  for  a  grant 
of  land,  reads  as  follows,  in  the  third  section : — 

*  *  “  And  all  such  lands,  so  granted  by  this  section,  which 

shall  not  be  sold  or  disposed  of  by  said  company  within  three  years  after 
the  entire  road  shall  have  been  completed, shall  be  subject  to  settlement 
and  pre-emption,  like  other  lands,  at  a  price  not  exceeding  one  dollar 
and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  to  be  paid  to  said  company.” 

The  Act  of  1869,  being  an  amendment  to  the  Act  granting 
aid  in  the  construction  of  a  railroad  from  the  Central  Pacific 
Railroad,  in  California,  to  Portland,  in  Oregon,  contains  this 
provision : 

“  And  provided  further,  that  the  lands  granted  by  the  Act  aforesaid 
shall  be  sold  to  actual  settlers  only,  in  quantities  no  greater  than  one- 
quarter  section  to  one  purchaser,  and  for  a  price  not  exceeding  two 
dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre.” 

The  Act  of  4th  May,  1810,  of  the  Oregon  Central  Railroad 
Company,  chap,  lxix.,  reads  as  follows  : — 

“  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  the  said  alternate  sections  of  land 
granted  by  this  Act,  excepting  only  such  as  are  necessary  for  the  com¬ 
pany  to  reserve  as  depots,  stations,  side  tracks,  wood  yards,  standing 
ground,  and  other  needful  uses  in  operating  the  road,  shall  be  sold  by 
the  company  only  to  actual  settlers,  in  quantities  not  exceeding  160 
acres,  or  a  quarter  section,  to  any  one  settler,  and  at  prices  not  exceed¬ 
ing  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre.” 

A  resolution,  being  tho  effect  of  an  Act  of  Congress, 
authorising  the  Northern  Pacific  Railroad  Company  to  issue 
its  bonds  for  the  construction  of  its  road  and  to  secure  the 
same,  etc.,  etc.,  passed  31st  May,  1870,  reads  : 

“•  *  *  *  *  *  Provided,  that  all  lands  hereby  granted  to  said 
company  which  shall  not  be  sold  or  disposed  of  or  remain  subject  to  the 
mortgage  by  this  Act  authorised,  at  the  expiration  of  five  years  after  the 
completion  of  the  entire  road,  shall  be  subject  to  settlement  and  preemp¬ 
tion  like  other  lands,  at  a  price  to  be  paid  to  said  company  not  exceeding 
two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre;  and  if  the  mortgage  hereby  author¬ 
ised  shall  at  any  time  be  enforced  by  foreclosure  or  other  legal  proceed¬ 
ing,  or  the  mortgage  lands  hereby  granted,  or  any  of  them,  be  sold  by 
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the  trustees  to  whom  such  mortgage  may  be  executed,  either  at  its 
maturity  or  for  any  failure  or  default  of  said  company  under  the  terms 
thereof,  such  lands  shall  be  sold  at  public  sale,  at  places  within  the 
States  and  Territories  in  which  they  shall  be  situate,  after  not  less  than 
sixty  days’  previous  notice,  in  single  sections  or  sub-divisions  thereof,  to 
tha  highest  and  best  bidder.” 

An  Act  to  incorporate  tho  Texas  Pacific  Eailroad  Company 
&e.,  &c.,  of  3rd  March,  1871,  reads  at  chap,  cxxii : 

“  And  provided  further,  that  such  lands  so  granted,  by  this 
section  to  said  company,  which  shall  not  be  sold,  or  otherwise  dis¬ 
posed  of,  as  provided  in  this  Act,  within  three  years  after  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  entire  road,  shall  be  subjected  to  settlement  and  pre-emption 
like  other  lands,  at  a  price  to  be  fixed  by  and  paid  to  said  company,  not 
exceeding  an  average  of  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  acre  for  all  the 
lands  herein  granted.” 

I  have  enumerated  some  of  the  Acts  of  Congress  which  show 
the  recognition  of  the  principle  I  desire  to  see  attached  to 
these  grants ;  and  without  farther  remarks  I  beg  to  move  : 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred 
back  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  with  power  to  provide,  asja  condition 
of  the  free  grants  of  4,262,000  acres  authorised  to  be  made  to  railways, 
that  the  ordinary  agricultural  lands  so  granted  shall  be  open  for  sale  in 
suitable  areas,  on  conditions  of  actual  settlement  at  prices  not  exceed¬ 
ing  a  fixed  maximum. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  know  what  tho  policy  of  the 
Government  is ;  but  the  policy  pursued  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  during  the  present  Session  has  been  to  obstruct  and 
decry  everything  connected  with  the  interest  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  I  wish  to  express  my  opinion  as  to  what  the  etfect  of  the 
amendment  will  be.  We  know  how  difficult  it  is  to  get  capi¬ 
talists  to  invest  in  the  North-West,  how  difficult  it  is  to  get 
railways  built  there;  and  when  we  have  succeeded  in  get¬ 
ting  capitalists  to  invest  their  money  and  commence  rail¬ 
ways  in  that  country,  the  first  thing  we  find  is  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  seeks  to  obstruct  this  measure  with  a  wiew  of 
paralysing  the  capitalists.  What  object  have  British  capi¬ 
talist  in  going  to  the  North-West?  They  place  the  value 
of  lands  perhaps  far  in  excess  of  tho  value  estimated  by  our¬ 
selves,  who  know  the  great  quantities  of  land  there  are ; 
and  1  could  quite  understand  the  necessity  of  adopting  such 
precaution  as  is  proposed,  provided  tho  lands  were  limited 
in  extent  and  the  quantity  was  such  that  the  public  could 
not  get  that  facility  of  settlement  to  which  they  aro  fairly 
entitled.  But  I  can  quite  understand  the  disastrous  effect 
of  such  an  amendment  as  has  been  moved  i n  regard,  to  people 
who  have  put  their  money  in  good  faith  in  those  railway 
enterprises,  depending  on  the  promise  of  the  Government 
to  give  tho  lands  unconditionally  as  a  bounty  for  building 
railways,  some  of  which  are  in  process  of  building  to-day. 
Wo  find  the  hon.  gentleman  ready  to  decry  everything  con¬ 
nected  with  the  country,  and  he  has  decided  Canada  from 
the  beginning  of  this  Session  ;  ho  has  decried  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  ran  down  our  railway  enterprises,  and 
sought  to  paralyse  this  country.  I  am  not  surprised,  there¬ 
fore,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  chosen  his  present 
course  in  respect  to  these  enterprises  ;  it  is  quite  in  keeping 
with  the  course  he  has  pursued  this  Session.  I  am  not  aston¬ 
ished  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  attempt  to  defeat  the 
efforts  of  those  capitalists  in  building  railways  in  the  North- 
West  by  the  means  followed  by  the  amendment  which  he 
has  moved.  What  the  Government’s  policy  is,  I  say,  I  do 
not  know.  I  hope  they  will  take  the  view  that  having  held 
out  the  promise  to  those  companies  to  give  them  grants  of 
land  untrammelled  with  conditions,  they  will  decline 
to  accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal  to  add  conditions 
now;  that  they  will  resist  his  motion, and  tell  the  hon. gen¬ 
tleman  that  they  will  not  allow  him  to  imperil  the  good 
faith  of  tho  Government  in  the  proposals  made  to  those 
companies  abroad,  and  which  have  been  induced  by  those 
proposals  to  enter  into  those  enterprises,  and  will  not  have 
their  efforts  paralysed  by  adopting  such  conditions  as  are 
now  proposed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  and  the 
third  party  are  in  accord. 


Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  glad  to  hear  it;  it  will  teach  that 
gentleman  a  lesson. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  measure  before 
the  House  holds  out  hope  to  those  railway  companies  whilo 
this  amendment  would  simply  destroy.  The  proposition 
made  by  the  Government,  which  they  submitted  to  Par¬ 
liament  for  its  sanction,  is  that  free  grants  of  land  shall  be 
made  to  those  railway  companies  on  a  certain  condition — 
that  the  companies  were  to  build  the  railways.  Any  extra 
condition  beyond  those  imposed  by  the  Government  would 
defeat  the  object  Parliament  has  in  view  in  sanction¬ 
ing  the  measure.  It  is  with  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  that 
these  companies,  with  all  the  advantages  the  Government 
may  give  them  by  these  land  grants,  will  be  able  to  raise 
the  money,  and  if  it  is  provided  that  they  cannot  use  those 
lands  to  raise  the  money  out  of  them,  except  subject  to  tho 
condition  of  actual  settlement  within  a  fixed  time,  they  will 
not  get  a  farthing  of  money  upon  those  lands.  In  the  United 
States,  to  the  legislation  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
alluded,  the  circumstances  are  and  have  been  somewhat 
different.  They  have  in  tho  United  States  in  the  first  place 
a  large  population  moving  westward.  Of  the  immigrants 
from  the  European  world,  a  considerable  number  have  gono 
to  tho  United  States.  They  knew  there  was  a  steady  flow 
into  the  Western  States  of  that  European  immigration,  and 
the  migration  from  the  east  to  the  west  in  tho  United  States. 
In  the  North-West  we  know  there  is  a  sparse  population. 
We  know  that  these  roads  are  to  be  built,  not  to  meet  the 
wants  and  desires  of  the  present  population,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  inducing  a  future  population  to  go 
in  there.  The  companies  which  are  interested  in  those 
roads,  tho  companies  that  have  raised  tho  capital  for  them, 
will  expect,  of  course,  to  pay  dividends,  or  a  considerable 
portion  of  dividends  for  a  considerable  timo,  out  of  tho  sales 
of  those  lands.  They  cannot  expect  that  a  road  running,  for 
instance,  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  duo  north  to 
Edmonton,  or  Battleford,  or  Prince  Albert,  or  any  of  those 
places,  going  through  a  large  section  of  country  utterly 
without  population,  will  pay  those  dividends  without  assis¬ 
tance  from  the  land.  They  can  only  hope  to  meet  the 
working  expenses  and  pay  reasonable  dividends  from  that 
source,  and  unless  there  is  a  prospect  for  reasonable  divi¬ 
dends  within  a  reasonable  time  they  will  find  no  investors. 
It  is  only  out  of  the  proceeds  of  tho  lands  that  for  some 
few  year’s  they  can  work  the  road,  and  give  a  sufficient 
security  to  the  investors  that  they  will  recoive  the  interest 
or  the  dividends  on  their  investment.  So  that  this  provi¬ 
sion  would  be  equivalent  to  withdrawing  Uhe  whole  use,  tho 
whole  bonefit  and  advantage  of  the  appropriation  of  those 
lands.  If  they  have  lands  they  must  sell  thorn  as  fast  as 
they  can,  to  find  purchasers,  in  order  to  build  the  road ; 
they  must  sell  them  to  pay  working  expenses  and  maintain 
the  road  in  good  working  order,  and  to  give  a  reasonable 
return  for  the  capital  investod  by  the  shareholders.  That, 
Sir,  is  a  sufficient  security,  in  all  conscience,  against 
the  land  being  hoarded  up  to  the  disadvantage  of  settlement. 
This  condition  that  the  lands  should  not  bo  sold  except  on 
the  condition  that  settlement  would  actually  destroy  tho 
whole  advantage,  the  whole  merit  of  the  arrangement  made 
by  the  Government;  and  fixing  the  maximum  price  is  liable 
to  tho  samo  obection.  Tho  first  lands  sold  will  have  to  bo 
sold  very  low  ;  they  will  have  to  be  sold  under  the  compe¬ 
tition  with  the  Dominion  Government — competition  with 
public  lands  given  away  for  nothing  to  actual  settlers.  This 
will  Keep  the  prices  low,  and  they  can  only  hope  in  the 
beginning  to  sell  the  lands  at  a  very  small  price  indeed  ;  and 
it  is  only  when  their  line  is  being  settled,  when  tho  con¬ 
struction  of  the  line  has  brought  in  a  population  to  tho  lands, 
that  the  company  can  only  expect  eventually,  after  a  long 
deferred  hope,  to  get  a  reasonable  compensation  for  the 
capital  they  put  in.  There  is  no  fear,  Sir,  that  the  price  of 
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these  lands  will  bo  unduly  kept  up.  In  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  they  have  the  power  of  taxing  the  lands.  At  this 
moment,  I  am  not  sure  whether  the  North-West  Council  has 
this  power — I  cannot  speak  positively  from  recollection — 
but,  at  all  events,  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  conferring  on 
the  North-West  Council,  which  is  now  rapidly  becoming  a 
representative  institution — the  power  of  taxation.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  it  would  be  exceedingly  unwise 
to  adopt  the  amendment. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  In  one  important 
particular,  the  horn  gentleman  is  misinformed  in  his  state¬ 
ment.  He  stated  just  now  that  with  respect  to  these  rail¬ 
ways  they  run  through  a  country  in  which  there  were  no 
inhabitants. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  greater  portion  of  it. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  As  to  the  Manitoba 
South-Western,  as  respects  the  entire  length  with  which  the 
resolutions  are  concerned,  the  country  is  and  has  been 
settled  for  a  considerable  number  of  years,  and  nothing  but 
the  absence  of  railway  communication  has  prevented  it 
from  being  very  fully  settled.  The  same  is  true,  for,  I 
think,  about  100  or  120  miles,  as  regards  the  Manitoba  and 
North-Western,  which  runs  from  Portage  la  Prairie  towards 
Prince  Albert.  There  have  been  very  considerable  settle¬ 
ment  there,  for  the  obvious  reason  that  settlers  took  up 
grants  along  the  line  through  which  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  main  line  was  expected  to  pass,  and  the  line 
of  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western  goes  nearly  over 
that  line.  The  consequence  is,  that  there  are  very  con¬ 
siderable  settlements  all  along  there,  as  the  hon.  gentleman, 
as  Minister  of  the  Interior,  must  be  aware.  That  alters  the 
position  materially,  I  may  add  that  with  regard  to  some 
of  these  railway  corporations  the  objection  was  not  to  the 
Government  fixing  the  maximum  price  of  the  land,  as  my 
hon.  friend  proposes,  but  to  the  dollars  which  had  to  be  pre¬ 
viously  paid  to  the  Government,  and  which  they  allege,  and 
with  truth,  as  an  exceedingly  formidable  obstacle  to 
their  placing  those  lands  in  the  market.  Now,  we  propose 
to  give  these  people  6,400  acres  per  mile,  or  practically 
10,000  acres  in  the  case  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western, 
which  is  now  practically  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
Company.  That  amounts,  in  the  one  case,  to  a  maximum 
of  about  $25,000  per  mile,  if  the  land  can  be  sold  at  the 
rate  my  hon.  friend  named,  and  in  tho  other  to  something 
like  $16,000  per  mile,  a  sum  which,  if  it  can  be  realised, 
would  be  amply  sufficient  to  build  the  roads  through  such 
a  country  as  they  will  traverse.  The  object  of  both  parties, 
as  I  understand,  is  to  facilitate  the  construction  of  branch 
lines,  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  there  is  and  has  been  con¬ 
siderable  difficulty,  that  is  if  the  companies  are  allowed  to 
keep  large  blocks  in  their  hands,  and  parties  are  not  allowed 
to  settle  ;  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  progress  of  the  country 
may  be  materially  effected  and  affected  for  the  worse.  One 
of  tho  serious  obstacles  to  the  settlement  of  the  country, 
as  tho  hon.  gentleman  knows  has  been,  that  the  land  is 
placed  by  the  present  regulations  practically  between  each 
homestead,  and  that  becomes  a  serious  consideration  in  a 
sparsely  settled  country  as  regard  the  maintenance  both 
of  schools  and  churches,  and  a  great  variety  of  other 
matters.  By  giving  the  actual  settlor,  along  the 
inhabited  portion,  at  any  rate,  tho  right  to  buy  at 
that  maximum,  that  difficulty  might  bo  avoided  to  a  con¬ 
siderable  extent.  Now,  I  speak  with  knowledge  of  the  facts, 
when  I  say  that  many  of  these  people  who  are  settled  thore 
would  be  glad  indeed  to  bring  out  their  friends  and  rela¬ 
tives  if  they  were  sure  of  obtaining  the  land  at  a  moderate 
price.  It  may  be,  and  I  hope  it  will,  that  the  railroad  com¬ 
panies  will  deal  very  liberally  with  all  those  classes  of 
persons,  but  it  would  facilitate  settlement  if  they  were 
assured  on  tho  authority  of  the  House  and  the  Government 
that  they  would  be  permitted,  at  any  rate  for  a  moderate 
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space  of  time,  to  obtain  possession  of  these  lands;  There  is 
another  point  on  which  I  desire  to  know  if  the  Government 
have  any  assurance,  and  that  is  whether  they  are  prepared 
to  tell  the  House  that  these  companies  to  which  we  are 
making  these  concessions,  will  positively  undertake  within 
the  space  of  the  next  twelve  months  to  construct  a  reason¬ 
able  portion  of  the  lines  for  which  these  grants  are  made. 
The  correspondence  laid  before  the  House,  puts  considerable 
doubt  upon  that  question.  Now,  I  contend  that  this  is  a 
matter,  particularly  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway,  which  ought  to  be  clearly  ascertained  before  the 
Government  consents  to  part  with  its  control  over  the 
lands.  They  ought  to  pledge  themselves  definitely  to  build 
a  portion  of  the  road  within  a  certain  fixed  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  I  alluded  to  roads 
running  to  a  great  extent  in  unsettled  districts,  I  spoke 
particularly  of  roads  running  from  the  Pacific  Eailway 
north  in  the  direction  of  Battleford,  Edmonton  or  Prince 
Albert.  I  know  that  the  Manitoba  South-Western  road 
runs  through  a  pretty  well-settled  country  ;  even  as  far  as 
White  Water  Lake,  there  are  a  good  many  settlers,  but  the 
district  is  not  fully  settled.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  the  conditions  under  which  the  companies  get  the 
free  grants  are  fixed  by  Order  in  Council,  and  Parliament 
will  only  sanction  these  grants  under  those  conditions.  If 
they  fail  to  carry  out  those  conditions,  the  grants  lapse  of 
themselves  without  new  legislation  by  Parliament ;  so  that 
the  matter  is  quite  under  the  control  of  Parliament  if  the 
companies  do  not  carry  out  the  conditions  of  the  Order  in 
Council. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  A  statement  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Manitoba  prints  recently,  pui’porting  to  be  a 
communication  from  the  President  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  to  the  Premier  of  Manitoba,  stating  positively  that 
one  of  these  roads  would  bo  pushed  forward  this  season. 
Are  tho  Government  able  to  say,  from  their  communications 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  that  that  will 
be  done  ?  I  think  that  is  a  point  to  which,  if  they  have 
not  positive  information,  their  attention  might  well  be 
called,  because  it  is  a  most  cruel  hardship  to  the  settlers  of 
that  region  if  such  communications  are  publicly  made  with¬ 
out  due  authority.  The  settlers  have  been  disappointed  for 
four  or  five  years  successively;  and  such  statements,  appar¬ 
ently  authorised  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  authori¬ 
ties,  should  the  people  be  disappointed  again,  would  seri¬ 
ously  damage  the  whole  section. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  any  delay  in  extending  the  south-western 
branch  to  White  Water  Lake  will  bo  a  great  disappointment 
to  those  people.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  seen  the  assu¬ 
rances  given  by  the  company,  the  Government  have  had  the 
same  assurances.  I  believe  the  company  are  as  fully  alive 
as  the  settlers  themselves  are  to  the  necessity  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  road  with  all  convenient  speed;  and  we 
have  had  the  general,  and  I  may  say  the  specific  assurances 
of  the  company  that  they  will  press  the  construction  of 
that  road  with  all  due  speed,  and  as  announced  in  one  of 
those  letters,  so  as  to  be  used  for  the  fall  crop  this  year. 

Mr.  WOODWOETH.  I  cannot  understand  exactly  why 
this  amendment  should  be  made.  I  understood  that  it  was 
the  policy  of  the  Opposition,  as  expressed  by  their  le.ader, 
by  members  of  their  party,  and  by  their  press,  that  these 
resolutions  should  be  carried  out,  and  that  the  free  grants 
should  be  given,  and  wo  understood  that  they  were 
writing  letters  taking  credit  for  this  vory  thing ;  and  now 
to  move  an  amendment  to  emasculate  all  the  advantages 
derived  from  the  Bill  is  something  I  cannot  understand. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  May  I  be  permitted  to  say  that  as  early 
as  the  debate  on  the  Address,  I  expressed  my  satisfaction  at 
the  announcement  that  free  grants  were  to  be  made,  but  I 
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directed  attention  to  the  very  proposition  I  make  to-day  as 
an  essential  condition  to  be  imposed  in  connection  with 
these  grants. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  cannot  but  regard  the  amendment  as  a 
direct  blow  against  the  advantages  sought  to  be  obtained  by 
these  free  grants.  I  know  that  a  great  many  settlers  are 
looking  forward  with  extreme  anxiety  to  the  early  construc¬ 
tion  of  these  roads.  A  larger  crop  has  been  put  into  the 
ground  this  year  than  last  year,  and  this  resolution,  if 
adopted,  would  have  the  effect  of  seriously  impeding  the 
companies  in  obtaining  the  money  required  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  roads.  Some  of  them  have  already  entered 
into  negotiations  with  capitalists  for  the  necessary  means, 
and  if  new  obligations  are  imposed  on  them,  their  efforts 
must  be  considerably  thwarted.  We  all  know  the  animosity 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  displayed  in  the  past 
towards  the  progress  of  the  outlying  Provinces  of  this 
Dominion  and  his  extreme  opposition  to  the  construction 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to  British  Columbia,  and 
we  find  him  constantly  by  every  possible  means  encourag¬ 
ing  everything  that  will  operate  to  the  detriment  of  the 
North-West  in  this  House  and  the  country ;  and  to-day 
when  tho  people  of  that  country  are  waiting  anxiously  for 
railway  facilities,  and  when  measures  are  being  taken  by 
which  they  are  about  to  get  that  benefit,  he  comes  forward 
and  seeks  to  place  obstacles  in  their  way.  I  regret  very 
much  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  moved  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  restrictions  proposed  by  my 
friend  from  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  are  not  calculated 
to  place  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  interests  of  the  settlers 
in  the  North-West.  The  object  of  the  amendment  is  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  settlers,  and  tho  charges  made  by  almost  every 
speaker  on  the  Government  side  of  the  House  in  criticising 
it  are  most  unfair.  If  there  is  a  champion  of  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  North-West  in  this  House,  he  is  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  who  has  always  stood  up 
and  vindicated  their  interests  against  tho  schemes  of  specu¬ 
lators  and  corporations  to  enrich  themselves  at  tho  expense 
of  the  people  of  that  country.  It  is  in  that  lino  that  this 
amendment  is  made.  The  experience  of  the  United  States 
in  regard  to  these  land  grants  to  railways  is  a  most  sugges¬ 
tive  one,  and  one  which  we  can  profit.  There  is  scarcely  a 
railway  company  in  the  United  States  which  has  been  sub¬ 
sidised  by  a  free  grant  of  land,  that  did  not  receive  vastly 
moro  than  it  was  entitled  to  or  than  was  sufficiently  neces¬ 
sary  to  construct  ‘the  road.  The  railway  companies  were 
first  subsidised  without  restrictions, and  although  the  opening 
of  the  roads  should  have  benefited  the  people  of  the  country  ; 
in  almost  all  the^cases  the  companies  have  manipulated  their 
land  grants  in  a  way  not  in  the  interest  of  the  country. 
Tho  experience  of  that  country  shows  that  it  is  proper  to 
place  restrictions  on  railway  companies  in  connection  with 
grants  of  land,  and  it  also  Bhows  that  it  is  not  wise  to  make 
free  grants  of  land  to  railways  at  all.  It  is  now  the  fixed 
policy  of  the  United  States  that  these  grants  should  not  be 
made  ;  and  those  familiar  with  railway  construction  in  the 
United  States,  will  acknowledge  that  at  least  one-half  of 
those  grants  wore  unnecessary,  and  that  it  would  have  been 
in  the  public  interest  to  have  withheld  them,  because  the 
roads  would  have  been  built  by  private  capital  as  fast  as  the 
need  of  the  country  required.  Now,  the  proposal  to  provide 
that  Parliament  shall  fix  a  maximum  price  on  these  lands 
is  a  proper  one.  That  maximum  price  is  to  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Parliament,  at  all  times.  If  the  mode  in  which 
this  amendment  deals  with  the  companies  is  not  a  proper 
mode,  it  is  subject  to  change  by  Parliament  at  any  time.  It 
simply  leaves  in  our  hands  the  control  of  this  matter.  It 
leaves  in  our  hands  to  say  what  is  the  maximum  price  these 
lands  at  any  time  shall  bring — a  power  we  may  exercise  in 
the  interests  of  the  people  versus  the  railway  corporation. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Who  would  invest? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  These  grants  of  lands  fixed  at  a  maxi¬ 
mum  price  by  Parliament,  a  price  proposed  subject  to  tho 
approval  of  Parliament,  at  all  times,  and  which  may  be  varied 
by  Parliament  at  pleasure,  will  build  tho  branch  lines  of  the 
road.  Six  thousand  four  hundred  acres  of  land  to  tho  mile, 
at  $2.50  an  acre,  will  build  and  equip  tho  ordinary  branch 
lines  in  the  North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  theso 
roads  are  to  be  built  for  the  future  population.  It  is  unne¬ 
cessary  to  build  roads  for  the  future  population  ;  it  is  bad 
policy  to  push  railways  into  the  wilderness  in  advance  of 
the  population.  What  wo  want  is  roads  to  supply  the  wants 
of  the  population  as  they  come  in,  and  not  for  a  future 
population  to  follow  years  after  the  roads  are  constructed. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  there  is  no  fear  that  the  price  put 
upon  those  land  grants,  placed  absolutely  in  tho  hands  of 
railway  corporations,  will  bo  too  high.  I  say  there  is  fear 
in  this  case,  as  in  the  cases  in  the  past  of  railway  land 
grants,  that  lands  will  be  taken  by  speculators,  persons 
interested  in  the  railway  corporations,  and  held  until  tho 
adjoining  lands  are  filled  up  ;  I  say  there  is  fear  that  these 
lands  will  bo  held  by  speculators  at  high  prices,  to  the 
detriment  of  tho  interest  of  tho  people.  Tho  whole  expe¬ 
rience  of  the  past  in  subsidies  by  land  grants  warrants  my 
hon.  friend  in  assuming  that  it  is  necessary  to  place  some 
restriction  of  the  kind,  in  the  interests  of  the  people.  I 
acknowledge  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the  railway  cor¬ 
porations,  but  they  will  take  care  of  themselves ;  and  if  we 
make  them  land  grants  sufficient  to  construct  the  railways, 
without  expenditure  of  capital,  that  is  all  they  require.  I 
think  tho  motion  should  be  cheerfully  accepted,  since  it 
morely  leaves  the  control  of  prices  in  tho  hands  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  instead  of  putting  it  beyond  our  control  and  jurisdic¬ 
tion  forever. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Blake. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allen, 

Armstrong, 

Geoflrion, 

Mills, 

Gillmor, 

Mulock, 

Blake, 

Guay, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bourassa, 

Gunn, 

Platt, 

Burpee, 

Harley, 

Ray, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Holton, 

Rinfret, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

King, 

Scriver, 

Cartwright, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Casgrain, 

Kirk, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Catudal, 

Langelier, 

Springer, 

Charlton, 

Laurier, 

Trow, 

Davies, 

Lister, 

Vail, 

Edgar, 

Livingston, 

Weldon, 

Fisher, 

McIntyre, 

Wells, 

Fleming, 

Forbes, 

Mclsaac, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo.— 46. 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Fortin, 

Mitchell, 

Foster, 

Gigault, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barnard, 

Bergeron, 

Girouard, 

Orton, 

Gordon, 

Pinsonneault, 

Bergin, 

Guilbault, 

Pope, 

Bosse, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Riopel, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Hall, 

Ross, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Hesson, 

Royal, 

Carling, 

Hickey, 

Shakespeare, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Homer, 

Small, 

Hurteau, 

Smyth, 

Cochrane, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Stairs, 

Colby, 

Taschereau, 

Costigan, 

Jenkins, 

Tass6, 

Coughlin, 

Kaulbach, 

Taylor, 

Coursol, 

Kilvert, 

Temple, 

Curran, 

Langevin, 

Townshend, 

Daly, 

Lesage, 

Tupper, 

Dawson, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Valin, 
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Desaulnier3(Mask’nge),Ylacdonald  (Sir  John),  Vanasse, 

Desaulniers(St.  M’lice),  Mackintosh,  Wallace  (Albert), 

Desjardins,  McCallum,  Wallace  (York), 

Dickinson,  McDougald  (Pictou),  White  (Hastings), 

Dodd,  McDougall  (C.  Breton), Wood  (Brockville), 

Dugas,  HcLelan,  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Dupont,  McNeill,  Woodworth.— 86. 

Farrow,  Massue, 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  WHITE  (East  Hastings).  The  hon.  member  forMar- 
quotte  (Mr,  Watson)  should  have  votod  on  this  question  ;  ho 
has  taken  groat  interest  in  these  leased  linos. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  is  not 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  : 


That  the  said  Bill  be  not  read  the  third  time,  but  be  referred  back  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  with  instructions  to  provide,  as  a  condition  of 
the  free  grants  of  railway  and  coal  lands  to  the  Coal  and  Navigation 
Company,  that  the  Governor  in  Council  shall  have  special  powers  with 
reference  to  tolls  for  coal,  so  as  to  prevent  the  practical  monopoly  which 
might  otherwise  accrue  to  the  company  in  respect  of  the  superior  coals 
found  near  the  proposed  terminus  of  the  aided  line. 


Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Thoro  is  not  the  slightest  danger 
of  the  forebodings  of  the  hon.  gentleman  being  fulfilled.  At 
tho  Medicino  Hat  minos,  coal  can  be  taken  out  at  a  very  low 
figure  indeed ;  coal  is  also  found  at  Crowfoot  Crossing  in 
large  quantities,  where  no  doubt  mines  will  bo  opened  up, 
and  at  Calgary  and  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  there  are  large 
deposits  of  coal,  so  that  tho  hon,  gentleman  noed  not  have 
tho  slightest  fear  of  a  monopoly  being  established.  Ho 
should  take  the  advice  of  his  former  leader  and  go  out  to  the 
country  and  see  it  for  himself.  He  would  then  form  a  better 
idea  of  it  than  ho  has  of  its  resources,  and  not  cover  the 
Order  Paper  with  those  resolutions,  compelling  the  House 
to  wasto  valuable  timo  in  discussing  and  voting  on  them. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  regular  hauling  of 
this  company  over  the  coals,  if  it  had  the  desired  effect, 
would  prevent  the  company  hauling  coals  over  tho  railway. 
We  must  oppose  this  resolution.  The  Government  have  all 
the  power  required  for  regulating  the  tariff,  and  the  com¬ 
pany  cannot  cairy  a  bushel  of  coal,  except  on  tho  tariff 
fixed  by  the  Government.  There  is  no  necessity  for  this 
motion.  In  one  respect  the  Coal  and  Navigation  Company 
owe  a  debt  of  gratitudo  to  tho  hon.  gentleman  for  moving 
this  amendment,  since  in  it  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given 
them  a  certificate  of  character  by  saying  their  coal  is  of 
such  a  superior  character  that  there  must  bo  special  legisla¬ 
tion  to  prevent  the  company  making  too  much  profit  out  of 
it.  In  this  respect  I  do  not  know  but  that  the  remarks  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  King’s,  N.S.,  (Mr.  Woodworth)  who 
took  a  little  gilt  off  the  gingerbread  by  saying  that  they  had 
no  such  mine  of  wealth,  might  not  have  boen  as  well 
omitted  ;  for  if  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  that  the 
Coal  and  Navigation  Company  should  be  enabled  to  raise 
funds  by  which  it  may  change  its  road  from  a  narrow  gauge 
to  a  broad  gauge,  this  resolution,  spoaking  so  highly  of  the 
superior  coals  to  be  found  in  their  mines,  will  be  of  great 
service  to  them.  I  cannot  allow  the  amendment  to  receive 
the  sanction  of  tho  House  if  we  can  help  it. 

Amendment  negatived  on  the  same  division. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  : 


That  the  said  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for 
the  purpose  of  amending  the  clause  5  by  providing  that  any  alteration 
in  the  Orders  in  Council  affecting  the  conditions  of  the  land  grants, 
shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament. 


Amendment  negatived  on  the  same  division. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN  moved  tho  third  roading  of 
Bill  (No.  147)  to  authorise  tho  grant  of  certain  Subsidies  in 
land  for  the  construction  of  the  Railways  therein  mentioned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 
Mr,  Charlton. 


THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST- 
SUPPLY  BILL. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (No.  149) 
for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of  $1,700,000  required 
for  defraying  certain  expenses  now  being  incurred  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  troubles  in  the  North-West  Territories. 

Motion  agrood  to,  and  Bill  road  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
134)  respecting  the  Liquor  Lieense  Act,  1883. 

(In  tho  Committee.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that  the  first 
clause  be  amended  by  inserting  the  words  “  by  tho  decision 
whereof  a  copy  is  in  the  schedule  hereto  annexed.” 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

On  the  schedule, 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron),  I  desire  to  call  tho  attention  of 
the  First  Minister  again  to  the  statement  that  I  made  when 
this  Bill  was  before  the  House  some  weeks  ago.  I  pointed 
out  that,  in  tho  county  of  Huron,  a  county  which  has 
adopted  the  Scott  Act,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Board  of  License 
commissioners  have  been  actively  engaged  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties  and  havo  licensed  twenty-nine  tavern  keepers, 
while  they  have  refused  to  give  a  license  to  any  of  the 
druggists  in  the  county,  and  the  men  they  licensed  were  not 
the  very  best  class  of  tavern  keepers  in  the  county.  After 
I  mado  that  statement  the  lion,  gentleman  said  that,  if  that 
was  correct  it  was  intolerable.  I  am  prepared  to  affirm  dis¬ 
tinctly  the  statement  I  made,  and  I  have  tho  strongest  con¬ 
firmation  of  its  truth,  if  it  is  necessary  to  give  it.  I  knew 
what  I  was  talking  about.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  make  provision  in  this  Bill  to  do  away  with  that 
extraordinary  state  of  affairs.  I  will  read  a  letter  I  received 
from  a  gentleman  who  knows  something  of  tho  condition  of 
affairs  in  the  county  of  Huron.  It  is  dated  on  the  15th 
April,  1885,  after  tho  Board  of  Commissioners  had  issued 
these  licenses.  It  is  to  the  following  effect  : — ■ 

“  I  just  returned  from  attending  a  large  county  convention  in  Huron, 
and  I  find  lbs  following  state  of  affairs  :  First,  the  Dominion  License 
Board  are  all  opposed  to  the  Scott  Act ;  the  inspector  ditto  ;  the  county 
crown  attorney  ditto,  The  board  filled  up  the  whole  number  of  licenses 
allowed  under  this  Act.  Eleven  druggists  applied  for  license  ;  all  were 
refused.  Twenty -nine  tavern  keepers  and  other  liquor  sellers  have  been 
appointed,  and  no  license  fee  is  charged  ;  all  free.  I  have  written  all 
these  facts  to  Professor  Foster.  Huron  is  no  exception  in  this  respect. 
The  Scott  Act  cannot  be  enforced  with  Dominion  machinery.  In  fact, 
they  do  not  want  it  enforced.  We  may  just  as  well  throw  up  the 
sponge.” 

This  letter  is,  of  course,  written  by  a  person  who  is  a  tem¬ 
perance  man,  a  person  by  the  name  of  Young. 

“  Will  you  find  out  from  the  Government  why  no  license  fee  is  charged 
for  licenses  when  the  Act  is  in  force,  and  let  me  know.  I  am  frequently 
asked  this  question.” 

I  should  like  to  know,  also,  very  much  by  what  authority 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  Board  of  License  Commissioners  have 
issued  twenty-niue  licenses  in  tho  county  of  Huron,  a 
Scott  Act  county,  and  have  charged  no  fee  in  any  single 
case.  In  the  first  place  I  contend  they  had  no  right  to  issue 
those  licenses  in  the  way  they  have,  and,  if  they  had  the 
power,  it  was  an  exceedingly  injudicious  exorcise  of  that 
power.  I  may  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  his  own  com¬ 
missioner,  the  deputy  judge  of  the  county,  appointed  in  the 
town  of  Goderich,  his  own  brother,  a  tavern  keeper,  as  the 
first  man  who  was  appointed  to  sell  liquor. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  man  is  not  worse 
than  an  infidel,  at  all  events. 
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Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Perhaps  not.  I  only  desire 
to  point  out  that  it  is  manifest  that  these  commissioners 
are  utterly  unfit  for  the  proper  discharge  of  their  duty, 
and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought,  at  the  earliest 
opportunity  to  remove  these  men  from  the  position  they 
occupy.  They  are  making  the  enforcement  of  the  Scott 
Act  a  farce.  In  fact,  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  enforce  it 
in  that  county  if  the  Dominion  board  of  License  Commis¬ 
sioners  are  to  be  at  liberty  to  do  as  they  think  fit.  Early 
in  the  Session  I  moved  for  a  return  of  the  number  of  licen¬ 
ses  issued  in  Scott  Act  counties,  and  so  on,  and  I  find  that 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  board  in  the  county  of  Huron  has 
made  no  return  ;  at  all  events  there  is  no  return  from  that 
county  contained  in  the  papers  submitted  to  Parliament, 
though  every  other  county,  with  one  exception,  has  made  a 
full  return  such  as  was  called  for  by  the  Order  of  the  House. 
1  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Board  of  License  Commissioners  in  that  county  to  their 
conduct  in  that  respect,  and  ought  to  adopt  some  measure 
to  restrain  them  from  the  improper,  unwise  and 
injudicious  exercise  of  the  powers  that  are  vested  in  them. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  attention. 
In  the  statute  of  1878,  section  99,  sub-section  3,  provides 
for  the  sale  of  liquor  for  sacramental  purposes  without 
any  license  or  certificate;  and  sub-section  4 provides  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  medicinal  purposes  upon  a 
medical  certificate,  and  for  the  sale  for  arts  and  other  pur¬ 
poses  upon  a  certificate  before  two  justices  of  the  peace.  Now 
the  Act  of  1883,  in  section  86,  provides  that  intoxicating 
liquors  may  be  sold  in  any  county  for  medicinal  purposes 
up  to  six  ounces  without  a  license,  and  in  any  quantities 
with  a  license  and  with  a  medical  certificate.  Now,  I  appre¬ 
hend  that  that  being  the  last  expression  of  the  will  of  Par¬ 
liament,  the  86th  section  overrides  section  99  of  the  Act  of 
1878,  and  that,  in  fact,  now  liquor  can  be  sold  in  Scott  Act 
counties  to  the  extent  of  six  ounces  without  a  license  and 
without  a  certificate,  and  over  six  ounces  with  a  certificate 
and  with  a  license.  Now,  in  order  to  prevent  the  License 
Commissioners  acting  as  they  have  done  in  the  county  of 
Huron,  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  provide  that  in  Scott 
Act  counties  no  liquor  shall  be  sold  for  any  purpose  except 
by  the  druggists  in  the  county,  and  if  there  is  no  druggist 
in  the  county  or  municipality,  then  somebody  else.  As 
it  is  now,  under  the  interpretation  put  upon  this 
statute  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  board,  in  the  county 
of  Huron  they  contend  that  every  druggist  in  the 
county  has  a  right  to  sell  liquor  to  the  extent  of  six  ounces 
under  section  86  of  the  Act  of  1883, ‘and  that  they  have  a 
right  to  lioense  vendors  and  others  who  are  not  druggists, 
to  sell  liquor  in  the  same  county.  Now,  if  that  be  the 
meaning  of  the  statute,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought 
to  put  a  short  clause  in  this  Bill  restricting  the  sale  of 
liquor,  in  Scott  Act  counties,  to  druggists,  where  druggists 
are  to  be  found,  and  where  there  are  no  druggists  in  the 
municipality,  then  somebody  ought  to  be  authorised  to  sell. 
In  the  county  of  Huron,  according  to  the  contention  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  board,  there  are  11  druggists  who  sell 
liquor  without  a  license,  and  29  to  whom  licenses  have 
been  granted  who  are  not  druggists — 40  persons  entitled  to 
sell  liquor  in  the  county  of  Huron.  It  is  nonsense  to  talk 
about  the  will  of  the  people  prevailing  if  40  persons  are  at 
liberty  under  the  law  to  soil  liquor  in  a  county  which  has 
carried  the  Scott  Act  by  a  majority  of  over  1,600.  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  should  repeal  the  4th 
sub-section  of  section  99  of  the  Act  of  1878,  and  section  86 
of  the  Act  of  1883,  and  put  another  section  in  place  of 
them,  allowing  the  sale  of  liquor  for  medicinal  and  arts 
purposes  in  Scott  Act  counties  upon  a  license  being  obtained 
from  the  Dominion  Board  of  Commissioners.  I  have  pre¬ 
pared  an  amendment  in  that  sense,  and  though  I  have  not 
consulted  any  of  the  advocates  of  the  Scott  Act  in  the 
House  in  reference  thereto,  I  believe  my  amendment  will 


meet  the  difficulties  which  I  have  pointed  out.  It  is  as  fol 

lows :  — 

Sub-section  4  of  section  99  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878, 
and  section  86  of  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883,  are  hereby  repealed, 
and  the  following  substituted  for  said  sub-section  4: 

Provided  also,  that  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  for  exclusively 
medicinal  purposes,  or  for  bond  fide  use  in  some  trade,  art  or  manufac¬ 
ture,  shall,  in  counties  where  the  Act  respecting  the  traffic  in  intoxicat¬ 
ing  liquors  ha9  been,  or  will  be,  adopted,  be  lawful  only  bv  such  chemists 
or  druggists  as  may  be  thereto  specially  licensed  by  the  board  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883,  the  number  not  to  exceed 
one  in  each  township,  parish,  or  incorporated  village,  nor  two  in  each 
town  ;  and  in  cities,  not  exceeding  one  for  every  4,000  inhabitants  ;  and 
in  case  there  are  no  chemists  or  druggists  in  any  such  township,  parish, 
village,  town  or  city,  then  by  such  other  vendor  as  may  be  thereto 
specially  licensed  by  the  said  board,  subject  to  the  limitation  aforesaid  : 
but  such  intoxicating  liquors,  when  for  medicinal  purposes,  shall  be  sold 
in  packages  of  not  more  than  6  oz.  at  any  one  time,  to  be  removed  from 
the  premises  and  to  be  sold  only  on  the  certificate  of  a  medical  man 
having  no  interest  in  the  sale  by  the  chemist,  druggist,  or  vendor, 
affirming  that  such  liquor  has  been  prescribed  medicinally  for  the 
purpose  named  therein ;  and  when  such  sale  is  for  use  in 
some  art,  trade  or  manufacture,  the  same  to  be  made  only 
on  a  certificate  signed  by  two  justices  of  the  peace  of  the 
bona  fides  of  the  application,  accompanied  by  the  affirmation 
of  the  applicant  that  the  liquor  is  to  be  used  only  for  the  particular  pur¬ 
pose  set  forth  in  the  application,  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  chem¬ 
ists,  druggists  or  vendors  to  record  in  a  book  to  be  opened  to  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  commissioners  or  other  inspectors,  every  sale  or  other  dis¬ 
posal  by  him  of  liquor ;  and  such  record  shall  show,  as  to  every  such 
sale  or  disposal,  the  time  when,  the  person  to  whom,  and  the  quantity 
sold.  And  the  purpose  for  which  sold.  And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such 
chemist,  druggist  or  vendor  to  file  and  retain  such  certificates  and  affirm¬ 
ation,  ond  they  shall  be  opened  to  inspection  as  aforesaid  ;  and  in 
default  of  such  sale  or  disposal  being  so  placed  on  record,  and  in  default 
of  such  certificates  and  affirmations  being  so  filed  and  retained,  every 
such  sale  or  disposal  shall  be  prinia facie  held  to  be  in  contra  santtione 
of  the  provisions  contained  in  the  83rd  and  84th  sections  of  the  Liquor 
License  Act  of  1883,  and  of  the  Act  respecting  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors.  Audit  shill  be  ihe  duly  of  such  chemist,  druggist  or  vendor 
to  make  an  annual  return  of  all  such  sales  or  disposals  with  names  of 
vendors,  the  purposes  for  which  sold  or  disposed  of,  the  names  of  the 
medical  man  or  justices  of  the  peace  who  signed  such  certificates,  and 
the  quantity  sold  to  each  vendee  before  the  31st  day  of  December,  in 
every  year,  to  the  collector  of  Inland  Revenue  within  whose  revenue 
division  the  county  is  situated,  who  shall  at  once  return  the  same  to  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  And  any  person  who  violates  any  of  the 
provisions  of  this  sub-section  shall  be  liable,  on  summary  conviction, 
before  any  justice  of  the  peace  or  other  person  having  authority  to  hear 
cases  summarily,  to  a  penalty  of  $  for  the  first  offence,  and  to  a  pen¬ 
alty  of  $  for  any  second  or  subsequent  offence. 

I  move  this  amendment  in  order  to  cover  tlio  difficulties  I 
have  suggested  which  have  arisen  in  my  own  county. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  am  very  sorry  the  hon.  gontleman  has 
chosen  to  picture  the  hotel-keepers  in  his  own  county  as 
such  black  characters.  The  hon.  gontleman  is  well 
acquainted  with  the  county,  with  the  hotel-keopors  in  his 
own  town  and  with  those  in  the  smaller  towns  and  villages. 
He  has  taken  a  very  strange  course  in  thus  characterising 
them.  He  would  not  like  to  say  in  his  own  county  what  he 
has  stated  here  with  respect  to  those  honorable  and  respect¬ 
able  men.  He  has  stated  they  were  utterly  unfit.  I  do  not 
know  any  better  men  following  that  pursuit— of  course  we 
have  no  hotel-keepeers  in  Huron  who  are  dealing  out  liquor. 
The  united  testimony  goes  to  show  that  the  hotels  are 
observing  the  law.  As  a  proof  of  this,  I  may  mention  tho 
fact  that  Mr.  Johnston  in  the  village  of  Bluevalo,  who  has  a 
general  license  to  dispense,  was  entertained  by  tho  Presby¬ 
terian  and  Methodist  congregations  at  a  social,  for  which 
they  charged  a  quarter  admission,  held  at  his  own  place, 
in  order  to  make  something  up  for  him.  They  all  said  he 
was  fulfilling  the  law  and  carrying  it  out  to  the  letter. 
This  is  one  of  the  men  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  chooses  to 
stigmatise — a  man  who  has  a  good  character  from  tho  Pres¬ 
byterian  and  Methodist  congregations  who  know  him  well, 
i  wonder  if  that  testimony  is  as  good  as  that  submitted  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron.  I  would  rather  have  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  states  that  those  mon  are  utterly  unfit. 
I  suppose  their  characters  are  very  black,  very  vicious, 
thoy  must  bo  notorious  men  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
have  rather  hard  work  to  answer  those  charges  when  ho 
gets  out  in  the  county  of  Huron.  ,Tho  hon.  gontloman 
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stated  that  in  his  own  town  one  of  the  hotel-keepers  lived  a 
mile  from  the  centre  of  the  place.  They  have  measured 
the  distance.  It  lacks  1,500  yards  of  the  mile.  There  are 
1,760  yards  in  a  mile,  and  deducting  the  1,500  yards  would 
leave  the  distance  260  yards.  That  is  about  as  near  the 
truth  as  the  hon.  gentleman  can  get  at  it.  I  know  most 
of  the  hotel-keepers  who  have  been  granted  liconses,  and  I 
would  be  sorry  to  say  here  or  elsewhere  that  those  men 
were  moan,  or  such  characters  as  they  have  been  described. 
More  honorable  men,  so  far  as  I  know,  are  not  to  be  found 
following  the  same  business  in  any  part  of  Canada.  Why 
did  the  commissioners  select  these  men  instead  of  giving 
the  license  to  the  druggists  ?  My  opinion  was  that  the 
druggists  should  have  had  them.  But  the  commissioners 
said  :  Here  are  a  lot  of  men  who  have  had  all  their  means 
in  hotel  property,  and  if  we  give  them  some  position  to 
help  them  in  a  legal  and  legitimate  manner,  we  would 
rather  give  it  to  those  men  who  have  lost  so  much,  than  put 
it  in  the  hands  of  druggists.  Liquor  is  not  dealt  out  in  the 
hotels.  Each  of  those  men  has  built  a  little  place  to  con¬ 
tain  liquor,  and  when  a  man  comes  with  a  doctor’s  certificate, 
he  goes  to  that  building,  and  the  hotel-keeper  fills  the  pro¬ 
scription.  Is  there  anything  wrong  about  that  ?  Why 
should  not  an  honest  hotel-keeper  be  allowed  to  have  liquor 
in  quantity  as  well  as  a  druggist  ?  The  testimony  I  obtained 
when  I  was  homo  was  that  thoy  woro  dealing  it  out  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  law ;  and  as  a  proof  of  that  there  is  the  fact  that 
the  ministers  with  their  congregations  united  in  giving  the 
man  I  spoke  of  a  social,  charging  25  cts.  apiece,  the  congre¬ 
gations  patronising  the  social,  and  the  man  thus  making 
something  like  $40.  They  said  :  You  are  an  honest  man, 
carrying  out  the  law,  and  we  will  back  you.  I  thought  it 
was  my  duty  to  rise  and  state  a  few  facts  as  I  know  thorn. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron.)  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said 
that  I  pictured  the  hotel-keepers  as  black  characters.  I  did 
not.  I  said  that  the  commissioners,  in  proceeding  to  select 
persons  to  whom  to  give  licenses,  did  not,  as  a  general  rule, 
select  the  best  men,  but  the  worst.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  such  is  the  fact  in  the  town  in  which  I  live.  Mr. 
Cox  of  the  British  Exchange,  who  has  spent  from  $10,000 
to  $15,000  on  his  hotel,  did  not  get  a  license,  and  it  was  the 
same  with  some  others  who  had  invested  large  sums  in 
hotel  property.  Why  not  ?  Tho  hon.  gentloman  says  that 
the  druggists  ought  to  have  got  the  licenses,  but  they  were 
given  to  tavern  keepers  because  thoy  had  investod  consider¬ 
able  sums  of  money  in  erecting  and  fitting  up  buildings, 
and  they  were  entitled  to  consideration.  How  is  that 
principle  applied  in  Goderich  ?  Do  the  two  men  who  have 
licenses  own  tho  houses  in  which  they  carry  on  business  ? 
No.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  will  not  say  they  do.  One  of 
those  who  got  a  license  was  Mr.  Craig  on  the  square,  who 
has  a  rented  place,  and  who  does  not  own  a  foot  of  ground 
on  which  his  place  of  business  stands  ;  and  the  other  was 
Mr.  Doyle,  who  is  in  a  similar  position.  But  one  is  a  brother 
and  the  other  is  the  friend  of  tho  chief  commissioner. 
Cox,  Martin  and  Bailey,  all  of  whom  have  invested  consider¬ 
able  sums  of  money  in  their  property,  were  refused  licenses. 
Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  Rhynas,  and  Dr.  Whitely,  druggists,  were 
also  refused  licenses,  while  two  tavern  keepers,  who  do  not 
own  the  property  on  which  the  business  is  carried  on,  but 
one  of  whom  has  a  saloon  and  the  other  a  summer  hotel,  got 
licenses.  I  say  that  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  one  hundred  in 
that  county  they  have  not  appointed  men  who  are  tho  best 
qualified  to  have  licenses.  The  First  Minister  declared  that 
if  my  statements  were  correct,  the  condition  of  things  was 
intolerable.  I  say  it  is  intolerable ;  I  say  that  Ihe  Scott 
Act,  which  was  passed  by  a  largo  majority  in  that  county, 
is  not  being  enforced  there.  I  do  not  know  what  may  be 
tho  state  of  things  in  the  village  of  Bluevale.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  Mr.  Johnson,  but  I  have  no  doubt  ho 
may  bo  a  very  good  man,  and  that  ho  is  endorsed  by  the 
Mr.  Farrow. 
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Methodist  and  Presbyterian  ministers.  I  do  not  say  any¬ 
thing  about  that,  but  I  say  in  a  large  majority  of  cases  the 
best  men  are  not  selected.  The  men  who  have  invested 
money  in  acquiring  and  improving  property  are  not 
selected. 

Mr.  FARROW.  What  about  Clinton,  near  your  own 
town  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  understood  that  a  widow 
got  the  license  there,  and  if  it  will  do  her  any  good,  I  have 
no  objection. 

Mr.  FARROW.  Has  she  not  as  much  invested  in  that 
kind  of  property  in  Clinton  as  any  person  there  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Perhaps  she  has ;  I  do  not  say  she  has 
not ;  but  I  say  there  are  two  druggists  there,  at  least,  and 
that  the  law  never  contemplated  that  liquor  sellers  should 
be  appointed  to  sell  liquor  for  medicinal  purposes.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  there  are  now  twenty-nine  liquor 
vendors  in  tho  county  of  Huron,  who  are  still  selling  liquor, 
and  though  there  may  be  some  cases  where  the  letter  and 
the  spirit  of  the  law  is  observed,  in  my  own  town  that  is 
not  done.  I  know  there  have  been  cases  before  the  mayor 
in  my  own  town  for  infraction  of  the  law. 

Mr.  FARROW.  They  do  not  sell  the  liquor  in  hotels,  but 
in  separate  buildings. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  So  much  tho  worse,  for  that 
is  tho  spot  whore  they  will  resort  to.  They  have  not  a 
separate  establishment  in  Goderich,  so  far  as  1  am  aware  of, 
or  at  least  they  had  not  a  month  ago.  The  liquor  was  sold 
in  tho  old  place,  and  that  is  where  they  went  to  get  pro¬ 
scriptions  made  out.  But  that  is  not  the  point.  The  point 
is  that  it  is  not  within  tho  spirit  and  intention  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature,  in  passing  the  Act,  that  in  counties  where  the  Scott 
Act  has  been  adopted,  and  especially  where  it  has  been 
adopted  by  an  overwhelming  majority,  that  almost  every 
tavern-keeper  should  have  a  license  to  sell  liquor  for  medi¬ 
cinal  or  art  purposes.  Any  person  can  see  how  easily  the 
law  can  be  evaded  under  those  circumstances,  and  I  say 
that  the  chances  for  evading  tho  law  are  not  so  groat  when 
the  liquor  is  sold  by  druggists  by  whom  other  medicines 
are  sold. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  is  a  proper 
time  for  this  discussion,  but  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  to  me,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  this  ques¬ 
tion.  I  have  had  some  representations  made  to  me,  as  they 
have  been  made  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and  to  others,  from 
that  county,  and  I  believe  that  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  the 
state  of  things  there  is  not  as  it  ought  to  be.  So  far  as  the 
law  goes,  I  think  the  commissioners  are  not  excluded  from 
appointing  any  person,  the  words  of  the  Act  being  “  drug¬ 
gists  or  other  lawful  vendors  ” ;  but  I  am  strongly  of  the 
opinion,  that  if  there  are  druggists  in  a  place,  the  druggist 
is  the  man  that  should  be  appointed,  and  that  it  is  not  in 
the  spirit  of  the  law,  although  it  may  be  allowed  by  the 
letter,  that  druggists  should  be  passed  over  and  other 
vendors  appointed.  Tho  argument  in  favor  of  appointing 
druggists  is  simple,  and  I  think  it  is  cogent.  They  are  the 
dispensers  of  medicine,  and  a  person  who  wants  a  prescrip¬ 
tion  filled  for  alcoholic  liquors  generally  wants  some 
other  kind  of  modicine,  and  it  is  not  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public  that  they  should  have  to 
go  to  one  place  for  one  medicine  and  to  another 
place  for  -Yhe  other.  The  reasons  why  hotel-keepers 
should  not  be  appointed  are  also  strong  and  cogent*  In  the 
first  place,  it  takes  away  the  confidence  the  people  will  have 
in  the  law  being  observed.  In  the  second  place,  I  think 
hotel  keepers,  from  their  large  acquaintance,  and  from  the 
number  who  have  been  in  the  habit  of  frequenting  their 
places,  will  be  continually  open  to  solicitations  that  drug¬ 
gists  will  not  be  opon  to,  and  that  the  law  will  be  very 
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frequently  violated.  My  hon.  friend  sitting  behind  me 
(Mr.  Farrow)  said  the  reason  assigned  by  the  commission¬ 
ers  for  appointing  these  men  was  that  they  had  a  good  deal 
of  money  invested  in  the  business,  and  that  some  return 
would  be  made  to  them  in  this  way.  Wow,  if  they  honestly 
adhere  to  the  provisions  of  the  law,  to  sell  to  none  but  those 
who  have  fair  prescriptions,  they  will  not  make  enough 
money  to  pay  for  their  trouble,  so  that  is  really  not  a  valid 
reason  why  the  commissioners  should  overlook  druggists 
and  appoint  the  hotel  keepers.  That  is  not  a  matter  of 
temperance  against  non-temperance;  it  is  simply  a  question 
as  to  whether  the  law  of  the  land  shall  bo  put  in 
as  good  a  condition  as  possible  to  be  carried  out. 
And  I  hold  when  commissioners  make  such  a  wholesale 
departure  from  the  spirit  of  the  law  as,  I  think,  it  has  been 
fairly  established  they  have  done  in  Huron,  it  is  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  law  in  question,  or  the  benefit  of  law  in  the 
abstract.  It  gives  a  chance  for  continued  and  repeated  vio¬ 
lations  of  the  law,  and  is  a  strong  argument  which  can  be 
used  by  the  opponents  of  this  law,  that  the  law  cannot  be 
enforced.  I  should  like  that  some  such  provision  as  this 
should  be  inserted — though  I  do  not  know  whether  this  is 
the  place  for  it  or  not — that  druggists  shall  be  appointed  for 
the  purposes  contemplated  in  the  ActB  and  that  only  in  the 
case  of  regularly  certificated  druggists  not  being  available, 
other  vendors  might  be  appointed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  genileman  made 
a  statement  the  other  day  which  he  has  repeated  as  to  tho 
state  of  things  existing  in  Huron.  As  I  have  stated  already 
it  is  intolerable  that  that  kind  of  thing  should  be  allowed. 
The  intention  of  the  Department  of  Inland  Revonue  has 
however  been  called  to  the  matter  by  the  statements  of  hon. 
gentlemen,  and  that  Department  will  see  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  are  carred  out  in  full  integrity.  This  resolution 
does  not  however  properly  bring  up  or  reopen  the  whole 
question  of  the  Scott  Act,  which  we  have  already  discussed 
in  this  House.  The  Bill  is  simply  a  measure  to  declare  that 
those  clauses  of  the  McCarthy  Act  which  have  been  declared 
ultra  vires  by  the  Supreme  Court,  shall  be  suspended  pend¬ 
ing  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council.  That  is  the  simple 
proposition  standing  by  itself,  and  it  has  nothing  to  do  with 
tho  principles  of  either  the  Scott  Act  or  the  McCarthy  Act, 
or  the  administration  of  those  Acts..  It  is  simply  a  sus¬ 
pensory  measure,  to  prevent  the  working  of  those  portions 
of  the  Act  which  the  Supreme  Court  has  declared  beyond 
the  authority  of  this  Parliament,  and  if  tho  higher  authority 
do  not  reverse  the  decision  of  the  Supremo  Court,  they  will 
still  be  considered  beyond  the  competence  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment. 


Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  is  one  point  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  nothing  about — as  to  whether  this  board 
had  made  any  return  to  the  Government  during  the  last 
year  of  the  fees  collected  by  them,  and  also  by  what  author¬ 
ity  they  gave  those  licenses  without  exacting  any  fees  what¬ 
ever  from  the  present  vendors.  It  is  quite  clear  from  the 
letters  I  have  read  to  the  House,  that  the  board  had  given 
indiscriminately  29  licenses  in  the  county  without  exacting 
any  fee.  I  think  that  is  an  extraordinary  proceeding,  and 
this  board  ought  to  be  called  to  account  for  their  conduct 
in  this  respect. 


i 

i 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD, 
that  in  the  Act. 


However,  I  cannot  do 


Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Ho  can  prohibit  them  from 
licensing  vendors  all  over  the  county  where  there  are  drug¬ 
gists.  He  can  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  McCarthy  Act, 
which  provides  that  liquors  shall  be  sold  for  medicinal  pur¬ 
poses  by  druggists  only ;  but  these  men  are  licensing  others 
than  druggists  to  sell  in  Scott  Act  counties. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  have  not  put  the  amendment  of 
tho  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  because  I  do  not  think  it 
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is  relevant  to  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  I  cannot  put  it  without 
the  consent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  wish  to  move  a  clause  to  be  added  to 
this  Bill.  As  is  well  known,  there  have  been  a  great  many 
applicants  for  licenses  under  the  Liquor  License  Act,  and 
although  in  some  cases  the  commissioners  have  granted 
licenses,  under  the  law  as  it  is  at  present  interpreted, 
these  licenses  have  been  considered  worthless  ;  so  that  we 
may  consider  that  up  to  the  present  time  no  applicants  have 
received  any  value  for  the  fees  they  have  paid,  and  if  it 
were  in  order  for  me  to  move  a  clause  requiring  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  recoup  those  persons,  I  should  do  so.  How¬ 
ever,  I  have  been  informed,  on  consultation  with  one  of  the 
authorities,  that  such  a  motion,  as  it  affects  the  revenue, 
would  have  to  originate  with  the  Government.  Therefore 
my  motion  does  not  extend  that  far  ;  but  I  hope,  as  far  as 
it  does  go,  that  it  will  be  considered  in  order.  I  received  a 
communication  this  Session  from  a  druggist  in  the  county 
of  Simcoe,  where  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  is  in  force, 
stating  that  he  had  applied  to  the  license  commissioner 
for  a  license,  and  had  deposited  his  fee  of  $10,  and  the  only 
reply  he  received  was  an  intimation  that  his  application 
had  been  declined.  There  was  no  inspection  of  his  premises, 
and  therefore  the  commissioners  rendered  no  services  for 
the  fee.  It  seems  to  me  very  unreasonable  that 
a  fee  should  be  exacted  under  such  circumstances, 
because  the  commissioners  did  not  even  take  the  trouble  to 
inform  themselves  whether  he  was  a  proper  person  to 
receive  a  license  or  not.  So  much  for  the  past.  With 
regard  to  the  future,  I  think  it  is  unreasonable  that  au 
application  for  a  license,  whether  a  hotel,  a  druggist’s  or  any 
other  form  of  license,  should  be  obliged  to  pay  the  fee  when 
his  application  is  refused ;  and  my  motion  is  to  deal  with 
that  point.  Section  16,  of  the  License  Act  of  1883,  enacts: 

“  The  applicant  shall  with  his  application  deposit  a  fee  of  $10  to  cover 
the  expense  of  inspection  and  advertising.” 

That  Act  does  not  provide  what  shall  be  done  with  the  fee 
in  case  the  application  is  refused.  I,  therefore,  propose  to 
repeal  that  section  and  re-enact  it  so  far  as  it  goes,  with  the 
addition  of  these  words  : 

Which  shall  be  returned  to  such  applicant  if  his  application  is 
refused. 

I  have  no  doubt  the  merits  of  that  proposition  are  so  strong 
and  cogent  that  the  leader  of  tho  Government  will  accept 
it  as  germane  to  this  Bill,  and  I  think  the  Chairman  will  be 
able  to  see  no  objection  to  it  unless  it  is  pointed  out  to  him, 
and  I  hope  the  hon.  First  Minister  will  not  point  it  out. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  same  remark  applies  to  this 
amendment  that  I  made  with  regard  to  the  last,  that  it  is 
not  germane  to  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  it  therefore  cannot 
be  put  without  the  instruction  of  the  House. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  Bill,  with  amendments. 
SUPPLY— THE  FISHERIES.  * 

Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Before  that  motion  is  adopted,  I  wish  to 
call  tho  attention  of  the  House  to  the  remark  of  tho  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  which  ho  made 
when  the  Ordei’S  of  the  Day  were  called,  with  respect  to  the 
negotiations  which  have  been  going  on  with  reference  to 
the  expiry  of  the  fisheries  treaty.  Ho  was  prevented  from 
making  the  remarks  ho  intended  to  make  at  that  timo,  and 
I  thought  it  was  unfortunato  he  attempted  to  make  thorn, 
because  it  excluded  others  from  taking  part  in  the  discus¬ 
sion.  My  hon.  friend  from  Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  attempted  to 
take  part  in  tho  conversation  of  the  other  day  but  was  called 
to  order.  In  common  with  others  interested  in  tho  ques¬ 
tion,  I  have  read  with  no  small  interost  tho  telegraph 
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reports  in  the  morning  papers  of  the  negotiations  going  on 
between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  with  reference  to 
the  fishery  question,  and  I  think  that  now  the  result  of  these 
negotiations  has  been  made  public  through  the  press  of  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  Parliament  is  entitled  to  some 
further  information  than  it  has  had  on  the  subject.  What 
position  do  we  appear  to  stand  in  by  the  arrangement  made? 
As  far  as  I  can  understand  from  the  column  and  a  half  of 
the  despatch  which  appears  in  this  morning’s  Citizen,  and 
which  purports  to  convey  an  account  of  the  memorandum 
of  agreement  between  the  British  Government  and  the 
American  Government,  that  agreement  is  as  follows.  The 
telegraph  despatch  says  that : 

“  Under  date  of  12th  March  last  the  attention  of  the  new  Administration 
was  called  to  the  fishing  question  in  the  following  memorandum  sent  by 
Minister  West  to  Secretary  Bayard  *  *■  * 

If  the  telegraph  report  of  that  memorandum  is  correct,  the 
memorandum  certainly  does  contain  some  most  extra¬ 
ordinary  statements  which,  to  my  mind,  demand  explanation 
on  behalf  of  the  Government.  That  memorandum  goes  on 
to  say : 

“It  has  been  represented  by  the  Canadian  Government  that  much 
Inconvenience  is  likely  to  arise  in  consequence.  Unless  some  agreement 
can  be  made  for  the  extension  of  the  period  when  the  time  comes  (1st  of 
July  next),  Americau  ships  will  be  actually  engaged  in  fishing  within 
the  territorial  waters  of  the  Dominion.  The  vessels  will  have  been  fitted 
out  for  the  season’s  fishing  and  have  made  all  their  usual  arrangements 
for  following  it  up  until  its  termination  in  the  autumn.” 

Then  the  despatch  says  further  : 

“It  has  been,  moreover,  suggested  on  the  part  of  the  Province  of 
Newfoundland  and  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  that,  in  view  of  the 
mutual  benefit  and  convenience  of  the  present  local  traffic,  consisting 
of  the  purchase  of  ice,  bait,  wood  and  general  ship  supplies  by  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  fishing  from  the  inhabitants  of 
the  British  American  fishing  coast,  the  usual  operations  of  the  fishing 
season  of  1885  should  be  continued  by  the  fishing  vessels  belonging  to 
citizens  of  the  United  States  until  the  end  of  the  seasou  of  that  year, 
and  that  the  local  authorities  of  Newfoundland  and  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  in  a  spirit  of  amity  and  good  neighborhood,  should  abstain 
from  molesting  such  fishermen  or  impeding  their  progress  or  their  local 
traffic  with  the  inhabitants  incidental  to  fishing  during  the  remainder  of 
the  season  of  1885.” 

It  is  perfectly  plain  that  some  representations  were  made 
by  the  British  Government,  with  the  sanction  and  approval 
and  at  the  instance  of  the  Canadian  Government.  As  far 
as  I  can  gather  from  the  despatch,  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  have  sought  from  the  United  States  the  arrangement 
contained  in  this  telegraphic  despatch.  Having  voluntarily 
thrown  open,  this  year  at  least,  our  fishing  grounds  to 
American  fishermen,  without  our  receiving  or  asking  any 
quid  pro  quo  further  than  this,  and  that  is  what  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to  particularly,  so 
that  he  may  state  to  the  House  whether  it  is  true  or  not : 

“The  President  of  the  United  States  would  be  prepared  to  recommend 
the  adoption  of  such  action  by  Congress  with  the  understanding  that  in  j 
view  and  in  consideration  of  such  promised  reconsideration,  there  would 
be  no  enforcement  of  the  restrictive  and  penal  laws  and  regulations  by 
the  authorities  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  or  the  Province  of  Newfound¬ 
land  against  the  fishermen  of  the  United  States  resorting  to  British 
American  waters  between  the  1st  of  July  next  and  the  close  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  year’s  fi3hing  season,  the  mutual  object  and  intent  being  to  avoid 
any  annoyance  to  the  individuals  engaged  in  this  business  and  traffic 
and  the  irritation  of  ill-feeling  that  might  be  engendered  by  a  harsh  or  j 
vexatious  enforcement  of  stringent  local  regulations  on  the  fishing  coast, 
pending  an  effort  to  have  a  just  and  amicable  arrangement  of  an  import¬ 
ant  and  somewhat  delicate  question  between  the  two  nations.” 

From  all  I  can  gather  from  this  lengthy  despatch,  the  prac¬ 
tical  effect  of  the  arrangements  come  to  is  to  throw  open  to 
the  fishermen  of  the  United  States  our  fishing  waters,  so 
that  they  may  use  them  in  common  with  ours,  and  we  will 
get  nothing  in  return.  It  does  not  appear  to  be  stipulated, 
nor  has  the  President,  I  think,  the  power  to  agree,  that  the 
duties  which  will  come  into  force  on  the  first  July  on 
Canadian  fish  can  be  remitted  to  our  fishermen.  As  far  as 
we  can  see  from  this  despatch,  the  whole  of  the  fisheries  of 
this  Dominion  are  thrown  open  to  our  American  cousins,  who 
will  come  in  and  use  them,  as  they  did  until  the  \Yashing- 
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ton  treaty  was  made,  without  our  obtaining  anything  in 
return.  If  this  is  carried  out,  it  simply  means  that  our 
fishermen  will  have  to  compete,  side  by  side  with  Ameri¬ 
cans,  and  be  handicapped  in  the  only  market  that  is  open 
to  them,  as  far  as  mackerel  is  concerned,  by  $2  a 
barrel.  Handicapped  to  this  extent,  our  fishermen 
will  be  ruined,  for  it  will  be  impossible  for  them 
to  compete  with  the  American  fishermen  against 
such  odds.  Had  the  arrangement  included  the  refund¬ 
ing  or  non-imposition  of  this  duty,  there  would  be  some 
ground  for  it,  though  I  would  prefer,  as  I  frequently  said,  that 
the  wholo  subject  of  these  fisheries  should  be  made  a  special 
matter  of  discussion,  so  as  to  rearrange  all  the  trade  rela¬ 
tions  between  the  two  countries.  But  to  admit  American 
fishermen  to  our  waters  without  compensation,  while  the 
United  States  exact  $2  per  barrel  duty  on  our  fish  going  to 
the  United  State,  would  be  so  to  handicap  our  fishermen 
that  they  may  as  well  give  up  their  occupation.  What  I 
complain  of  is  that  the  Government  has  been  inactive  and 
sluggish  and  regardless  of  the  public  interests  in  this 
matter.  So  late  ago  as  March,  1883,  when  the  United 
States  gave  notice  of  their  intention  to  abrogate  the  fishery 
clauses  of  the  treaty,  Lord  Derby  sent  a  despatch  to  the 
Canadian  Government  informing  them  that  joint  resolutions 
of  Congress  and  the  Senate  had  been  passed,  that  notice  under 
these  resolutions  had  been  given  that  the  fishery  articles 
would  expire  the  1st  July,  1885,  and  asking  the  Government 
what  they  were  going  to  do  about  it.  Nothing  was  done  ; 
the  Government  did  not  inform  his  lordship  of  their 
views  or  whether  they  intended  to  take  any  action. 
In  May  following,  Lord  Derby  again  called  the  attention  of 
this  Government  to  this  matter,  pressed  its  importance  upon 
them,  and  asked  for  an  expression  of  their  views,  but  the 
Government  gave  no  expression  of  their  views.  In  January, 
1884,  Lord  Derby  again  pressed  for  an  expression  of  the 
views  of  the  Government,  but  no  expression  appears  to  have 
been  given  ;  and  in  December,  1884,  the  First  Minister  tells 
us,  in  his  interview  with  a  New  York  reporter,  that  nothing 
had  been  done  and  it  was  not  his  intention  to  do  anything. 
We  complained  in  this  House  last  year  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  allowing  valuable  time  to  slip  by,  that  he  should 
take  time  by  the  forelock  and  utilise  it  in  endeavoring  to 
bring  about  negotiations  with  the  United  States,  that  it  was 
dangerous  to  allow  the  fishery'  articles  to  expire  without 
some  effort  being  made  to  place  the  fishery  question  on  a 
sound  basis.  Wo  urged  upon  him  that  it  would  nover  do 
to  let  them  expire  without  some  effort  beiDg  made  to  come 
to  a  satisfactory  agreement,  for  if  we  did  we  would  be 
brought  face  to  face  with  the  very  serious  question — which 
the  hon.  gentleman  treated  in  a  trifling  manner  then,  bat  of 
which,  subsequent  events  show  he  has  realised  the  importance 
i  —so  serious  that  we  would  be  obliged  to  protect  our  fisheries 
at  the  muzzle  of  the  gun,  that  we  would  be  obliged  to  send  an 
armed  force  to  protect  those  fisheries,  and  drive  out  the 
Americans  unless  we  made  some  arrangement  with  them, 
which  everyone  desired  we  shonld  make.  But  the  matter 
has  been  allowed  to  drift,  and  no  steps  were  taken,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  acknowledged,  until  a  late  period.  In  the 
month  of  December,  1884,  he  said  that  no  steps  had  been 
taken,  and  he  intended  to  do  nothing,  This  very  Session  we 
brought  the  question  up  again,  and  said  that  already  valua¬ 
ble  time  had  been  lost.  Even  in  the  month  of  March,  it  was 
almost  too  late  to  begin  negotiations,  but  better  theu  than 
never.  We  got  no  satisfaction  from  the  hon.  gentleman. 
Nothing  was  done,  and  now  we  find  that,  very  lately,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  been  moving  in  the  matter  with  the 
only  result  which  I  think  he  could  have  hoped  for  as  the 
consequence  of  his  very  late  negotiations.  The  Americans 
have  him  at  their  mercy.  He  could  not  do  anything.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  carry  out  the  belligerent  policy  which 
at  one  time  was  foreshadowed  by  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries,  In  the  early  part  of  the  Session  blood  and 
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thunder  was  spoken  of  iD  very  loud  tones  here,  but, 
when  we  came  to  approach  closely  to  the  date 
when  we  had  to  carry  out  our  threats,  wo  began 
to  see  how  serious  the  matter  was,  and  the  whole 
negotiations  appeared  to  have  collapsed,  unless  the  public 
are  misinformed  in  the  United  States  and  in  Canada.  We 
are  not  to  protect  our  fisheries  ;  the  Americans  are  to  use 
them  as  they  please,  and  we  are  to  be  met  with  a  duty 
when  we  send  our  fien  into  their  market.  I  contend  that 
the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  said  the  other  day, in  reply  to 
my  friend  from  Digby,  that  he  should  not  press  his  question 
because  it  might  interfere  with  pending  negotiations,  was 
not  perfectly  trank,  because  those  negotiations  had  been 
closed  ;  the  memorandum  of  agreement  had  been  signed  j 
between  the  British  Minister  and  the  United  States  Min-  j 
ister,  so  that  nothing  we  could  say  or  do  could  affect  the 
negotiations.  The  memorandum  of  agreement  is  dated  on 
the  20th  of  this  month.  The  matter  was  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  United  States  Government  on  the  12th  of 
March  last,  and  the  memorandum  was  sent  by  Minister 
West  to  Secretary  Bayard  on  that  date,  and,  if  this  tele¬ 
graphic  report  is  correct,  the  hon.  gentleman  made  in  that 
memorandum  the  proposition  to  which  I  have  referred,  1 
think  this  Parliament  is  entitled  to  more  information  from 
the  hon.  gentleman.  He  says  the  papers  have  been  ready 
for  some  time,  and  be  is  waiting  for  some  telegraphic 
authority  to  bring  them  down  to  this  House.  The  people  of 
the  United  States  are  informed  of  the  matter,  and  the  Cana¬ 
dian  people,  through  their  press,  are  informed  of  the  matter, 
and  the  Parliament  of  Canada  alone  are  to  be  kept  in  ignor¬ 
ance.  In  conversation  with  members  of  Parliament  to-day, 

I  have  heard  them  say  that  it  is  not  possible  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  have  agreed  to  this  without  securing  the 
free  admission  of  our  fish  into  the  American  market ;  that 
it  would  be  the  ruin  of  our  fisheries.  I  hope  that  is  true, 
and  my  object  in  rising  now  is  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman 
an  opportunity  of  dealing  more  frankly  with  us  and  telling 
us  whether  this  report  in  this  morning’s  Citizen  contains  a 
fairly  accurate  state  of  affairs  as  they  exist,  whether  arrange¬ 
ments  have  been  made  and  whether  the  fishermen  who  are 
now  engaged  in  the  investment  of  their  money  in  the  pro¬ 
secution  of  their  fisheries  for  this  season  are  to  go  on  or  not  ? 
because  it  is  no  use  for  them  to  go  on  in  the  hope  of  the 
successful  prosecution  of  those  fisheries,  if  the  Americans 
are  to  come  in  and  use  our  waters  and  we  are  to  be  met 
with  a  duty  on  that  side.  In  that  case,  wo  shall  be  placed 
at  such  a  disadvantage  that  it  will  be  impossible  for  our 
men  to  carry  on  the  fisheries  successfully.  I  protested  last 
year  against  the  inaction  of  the  Government,  against  tho 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
then  that  he  was  not  going  on  his  knees  to  the  United 
States,  he  was  not  going  to  take  any  stops  which 
would  be  undignified.  Blow  we  find  that,  so  far  as 
we  have  any  information,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
obliged  to  go  to  the  United  States,  and  that  the  initiative 
was  taken  by  Minister  West,  who  says,  as  tho  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  Canadian  Government,  that  the  inconveniences 
are  such  that  it  is  desirable  to  make  a  temporary  arrange 
ment  and  allow  the  Americans  to  come  in  and  purchase 
their  supplies  and  use  our  waters,  and  that  we  will  depend 
upon  the  results  which  may  flow  from  a  representation  of 
the  facts  by  the  President  to  the  American  Congress  at 
their  next  Session.  I  was  sorry  to  see  in  thi3  statement 
what  purports  to  be  an  extract  from  an  official  document, 
that  the  object  of  the  President  is  to  obtain  a  settlement  of 
tho  much  vexed  legal  questions  which  surround  this  matter 
of  tho  fisheries,  hinting  that  the  matter  is  not  clear,  that 
the  rights  of  the  parties  are  not  defined,  and  that  the  whole 
subject  must  be  reopened  and  reconsidered.  I  hope  nothing 
of  that  kind  will  be  done.  The  rights  of  the  parties  are 
defined  by  the  treaty  of  1818  clearly  and  distinctly,  and, 
although  there  may  be  some  question  as  to  the  meaning  of 
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the  word  “  bay,”  in  that  treaty,  that  is  a  matter  for  judi¬ 
cial  interpretation,  and,  apart  from  that,  their  rights  are 
clearly  defined.  I  shall  be  exceedingly  anxious,  and  I  am 
sure  tho  country  will  be  anxious,  to  hear  from  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  a  clear  and  a  distinct  statement  upon  this  matter.  Tho 
negotiations  are  closed ;  no  harm  can  be  done  ;  Parliament 
has  a  right  to  know;  and  I  am  sure  the  First  Minister  will 
tell  us  whether  the  statement  in  the  newspapers  is  correct, 
and  what  position  our  fishermen  are  in  with  reference  to 
the  rights  of  the  Americans  to  fish  in  their  waters  and 
their  rights  to  send  fish  into  the  American  market. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  have  already  explained 
the  reason  why  the  papers  have  not  boen  brought  down 
before.  Circumstances  beyond  my  control  have  prevented 
their  being  brought  down,  and  until  I  get  the  assent  to 
which  I  have  referred  they  cannot  be  brought  down,  and 
the  House  cannot  discuss  the  matter  until  the  papers  are 
brought  down  ;  but  before  the  House  meets  again  I  have 
no  doubt  the  assent  will  be  given  and  the  papers  will  be 
brought  down.  I  will  not  be  dragged  into  a  discussion  now, 
and  I  will  only  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  of 
the  case  is  altogether  inaccurate. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  At  an  early  stage  to-day  I  endeavored 
to  get  some  information  about  this  matter,  and  I  think,  con¬ 
sidering  the  very  short  time  that  I  have  occupiod  the  House 
this  Session,  considering  how  very  little  of  the  time  of  the 
House  I  have  taken  up,  it  was  certainly  not  very  much  out 
of  place  on  my  part  to  preface  the  question  which  I  intended 
to  ask  of  the  Ministry  by  a  few  preliminary  remarks,  in 
order  to  enable  my  constituents,  when  they  got  the  answer 
of  the  Ministry,  to  understand  the  object  of  the  question  and 
the  position  in  which  they  stood.  I  was,  by  the  interference, 
by  what  I  call  the  improper  interference - - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  rise  to  order.  I  have  submitted  to  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  observations  before  without  remark,  but, 
if  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  without  rebuking  him,  will  allow  him 
to  refer  to  a  previous  debate,  and  to  allude  to  me  in  that 
way,  I  think  it  may  be  right  for  me  to  call  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  called  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order. 
He  was  clearly  out  of  order,  and  I  hope  he  will  not  refer  to 
any  previous  debate. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Durham 
thinks  to  conceal  himsolf  behind  tho  fact  that  the  remarks 
were  made  in  a  previous  debate,  all  right. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  shall  take  another  opportunity  to 
attend  to  that  gentleman  when  ho  chooses  to  interfere  with 
mo. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Yes,  you  may  “  hear  hear.”  I  am 
not  afraid  of  his  bullying,  not  a  bit  of  it.  I  rose  in  regard 
to  a  mattor  which  affects  the  interests  of  my  constituents 
very  deeply.  They  do  not  know  to-day  what  position  the 
trade  is  in,  whether  the  fish  that  they  catch  now  goes  into 
the  American  markets  free  of  duty  or  not.  I  rise  in  tho 
exercise  of  my  duty  as  one  of  their  representatives,  and 
properly  rose,  to  ask  tho  Government  for  some  information, 
and  I  was  stopped  because  I  made  a  few  preliminary 
remarks  to  enabie  them  to  understand  what  had  boen  done. 
I  agree  with  tho  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  that  this  thing  ought  to  have  been  taken  up  last  year. 
I  stated  so  in  the  House,  and  now  that  it  has  been  taken  up 
I  find  the  position  to  be  this  :  That  in  tho  face  of  the  fact 
that  the  treaty  is  about  to  expire,  tho  Government  of  the 
day  have  informed  this  House,  and  individual  members  have 
obtained  the  information  outside,  that  negotiations  have 
been  going  on  between  Her  Majesty’s  Government  on  behalf, 
I  presume,  of  Canada,  and  the  Government  of  the  United 
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States,  with  a  view  to  come  to  some  solution  of  the  fishery 
question.  Everybody  knows  that  that  is  a  most  desirable 
thing  to  accomplish,  and  that  this  question  has  caused 
trouble  for  the  last  century  between  these  two  great  nations 
of  a  kindred  race.  What  have  the  Government  done  in 
relation  to  that  ?  The  tongue  of  the  right  hon.  Premier  is 
tied  in  this  matter.  He  is  not  at  liberty  to  bring  down 
the  papers  unless  he  gets  the  permission  of  Her  Majesty’s 
Goverment ;  he  has  not  'yet  got  that  permission, 
and  consequently  we  have  to  take  such  information  as  we 
can  get  from  the  papers  published  in  the  United  States. 
The  matter  is  this  ?  Failing  any  aiTangements  having 
been  made,  and  loking  to  the  fact  that  a  change  of  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  taken  place  in  the  United  States  which  is 
looked  upon  throughout  Canada  as  favorable  to  friendly 
relations  between  the  two  countries,  to  an  increase  in  tx*ade 
and  commerce,  and  to  a  settlement  of  the  fishery  question, 
the  Government  in  that  case  have  chosen  to  open  nego¬ 
tiations  through  the  British  Goveimment,  or  directly  with 
the  authorities  at  Washington.  We  are  yet  uniformed  as 
to  what  course  has  been  taken.  What  we  now  wish  to 
know  is  the  exact  position  of  that  transaction.  We 
want  to  know  whether  the  fish  that  are  caught 
after  the  1st  July  and  sent  to  the  United  States  market, 
will  be  subject  to  the  duty  which  the  termination  of  the 
fisheiy  clause  of  the  Washington  treaty  would  call  into  exis¬ 
tence.  The  right  hon.  Premier  has  informed  us  that 
although  an  arrangement  has  been  practically  arrived  at  by 
the  use  on  the  part  of  the  Canadians  of  the  American 
fisheries  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  the  Canadian 
fisheries  on  the  part  of  the  American  fisherman  on 
the  other  hand,  still,  in  addition  to  that,  the  right 
hon.  Premier  has  informed  us  that  Canadian  fish,  exported 
to  the  United  States,  are  to  be  subject  to  a  duty, 
Of  course  anyone  who  understands  the  actual  position  of 
affairs,  knew  what  the  answer  would  be.  Wo  know  that 
no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  or  his  Cabinet  could  alter  the  law  of  that  country  or 
suspend  it.  That  can  only  be  done  by  the  joint  action  of 
the  Congress  and  President ;  therefore  we  know  that  while 
the  Washington  authorities  may  have  authority  to  suspend 
the  operations  of  that  treaty  in  relation  to  fish  in  Canadian 
waters,  and  while  our  Government  may  have  power  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  operation  of  the  fishing  of  Americans  in  the 
waters  of  Canada,  they  have  no  right  to  interfei’e  with  the 
statute  law  of  the  United  States,  which  is  imperative  and 
must  be  carried  out.  Therefore  the  fish  of  Canadian  fisher- 
men  is  liable  to  duty  until  some  action  is  taken  by  Con¬ 
gress  which  will  allow  it  to  go  in  free.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  Prince  Edward  Island  has  referred  to  the  fact 
that  the  Government  ought  to  have  taken  this  thing  in 
hand  last  Session.  I  maintain  they  should  have  done  so, 
but  not  having  made  any  preparation  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  fisheries,  the  next  best  thing  to  be 
done  is  to  endeavor  to  secure,  by  a  friendly  arrange¬ 
ment,  some  settlement  of  the  question,  and  the  only  coui’se 
open  to  the  Government  of  Canada  to-day  is  to  adopt  the 
arrangement  which  has  been  made,  and  to  allow  the  Ameri- 
cans,  from  now  until  the  meeting  of  Congress,  to  occupy 
the  fisheries  in  Canadian  waters,  while  our  fishermen  shall 
have  access  to  American  waters,  the  fishermen  of  each 
country  to  occupy  the  fisheries  of  the  respective  countries 
without  molestation  and  without  exercising  those  rights  of 
removal,  and  allow  everything  to  remain  as  if  no  such 
arrangement  had  been  arrived  at.  Sir,  it  may  be  said  that 
in  that  ari’angement  the  people  ©f  Canada  ai’e  placed  at  a 
disadvantage.  I  admit  they  are.  It  is  a  necessity  of  the 
circumstances  in  which  they  are  placed.  If  steps  had  been 
taken  last  year  during  the  existence  of  an  Administi’ation 
which  was  not  very  favoi’able  to  Canada,  it  is  probable  we 
should  have  met  with  a  rebuff,  as  we  have  done  on  former 
occasions,  and  that  we  would  not  have  succeeded  in  bringing 
Mr.  Mitchell. 
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about  a  favoi’able  result.  But,  fortunately  for  the  people  of 
Canada,  in  my  opinion,  and  fortunately  for  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  a  change  has  come  over  that  great 
country,  and  an  Administration  has  come  in  which,  if  we 
are  to  believe  the  statements  made  in  their  press,  are  favor¬ 
able  to  friendly  relations  between  the  two  countries  and  to 
a  settlement  of  this  vexed  question  which  has  so  long 
been  a  source  of  trouble  between  the  two  countries. 
Under  all  those  circumstances,  as  their  press  and 
public  men  have  shown  a  disposition  to  meet  us  half 
way,  I  think  the  Government  of  the  day  have  done 
the  only  thing  they  could  do  in  consenting  to  the  suspen¬ 
sion  of  the  exercise  of  any  rights,  and  any  powers  that  we 
possess  to  protect  rights  which  are  specially  our  own  within 
Canadian  waters.  It  is  there  that  the  Americans  get  the 
benefit  of  our  fisheries  and  compete  in  their  own  markets 
with  the  fish  caught  by  our  own  countrymen,  and  that  our 
countrymen  are  therefore  at  a  disadvantage  in  ihe  markets 
of  the  United  States.  But  if  by  the  temporary  suspension 
of  that  arrangement  we  can  hope  in  the  future  to  secure 
an  arrangement  which  will  settle  for  all  time  the  question 
of  the  fisheries,  and  which  will,  I  hope,  bring  about  a  recip¬ 
rocity  not  only  in  the  fisheries,  but  in  all  our  trade  rela¬ 
tions,  and  allow  our  own  productions  to  go  into  the  United 
States  free  of  duty— I  feel  that  if  that  object  can  be  gained 
it  is  well  worth  the  sacrifice  for  six  months  of  our  valuable 
fisheries.  There  is  one  thing  that  struck  me  in  reading  the 
correspondence  to-day,  that  ought  to  have  been  attended  to 
by  the  British  Minister,  and  that  is  that  he  should  have 
added  to  that  correspondence  this  feature :  that  while  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  without  the  authority  of 
Congress  has  no  right  to  enter  into  any  stipulation  to  allow 
our  fish  to  go  in  free  of  duty,  there  might  have  been  a 
suggestion  which  would  have  led  to  a  return  of  any 
duties  which  were  collected  on  fish  going  from  Canada 
into  the  United  States  until  such  time  as  some 
definite  arrangement  was  made  as  to  the  future. 
The  complication  of  the  fishery  question  by  the  introduction 
of  reciprocity  is  a  very  doubtful  policy,  We  all  know  how 
sensitive  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  respecting  pro¬ 
tection  on  the  one  hand  and  free  trade  on  the  other  as  they 
exist  in  the  United  States  to-day.  We  know  that  it  is  quite 
possible  by  advancing  an  argument  which  involves  the 
question  of  free  trade  or  of  protection  to  imperil  the  making 
of  a  satisfactory  arrangement  with  respect  to  the  fisheries. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  now  that  their  attention  has  been  called  to  it 
in  Parliament.  I  am  sure  they  will  not  overlook  this  fact. 
If  no  arrangement  is  arrived  at  vsith  respect  to  the  fisheries, 
with  or  without  reciprocity — I  would  rather  see  it  with 
reciprocity — I  hope  the  Government  will  let  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  understand  that  the  arrangement 
arrived  at  by  Mr.  West  is  an  arrangement  only  for  six 
months,  and  is  only  a  temporary  arrangement,  and  that  we 
will  not  allow  the  matter  to  drift  along  year  after  year,  as 
was  done  on  a  former  occasion.  I  remember  in  1867  when 
we  occupied  a  similar  position  in  regard  to  the  fishery 
question,  that  the  whole  influence  of  the  British 
Government  was  brought  to  bear  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  to  induce  them  to  forego  any  question 
of  the  fisheries  and  allow  the  matter  to  drift  along,  the 
argument  used  being  that  time  would  bring  an  arrangement, 
and  if  we  allowed  the  Americans  to  participate  in  our  fish¬ 
eries  with  our  people,  in  course  of  time  wo  would  get  reci¬ 
procity  and  the  matter  would  be  amicably  arranged.  We 
deferred  to  the  British  Government,  and  put  a  duty  of  50 
cts.  a  ton  on  American  vessels.  I  was  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  at  the  time,  and  I  gave  the  matter  consider¬ 
able  attention.  Next  year,  there  being  no  disposition  mani¬ 
fested  by  the  United  States  authorities  to  give  us  reciprocity, 
we  advanced  the  duty  to  $2  a  ton ;  but  we  found  no  effect 
from  it.  We  advanced  it  further,  to  $4  a  ton  j  and  when 
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that  ceased  to  have  any  effect,  and  the  Americans  ceased 
to  regard  the  rules  and  regulations  established,  and  when 
seizure  after  seizure  was  made  by  a  force  enrolled  to  protect 
the  fisheries,  we  found  the  matter  had  reached  such  a  crisis 
that  the  Americans,  seeing  that  we  were  determined  to  pro¬ 
tect  our  fisheries,  came  in  and,  under  the  pressure  brought 
to  bear,  the  Washington  conference  was  held,  and  the  result 
was  the  Washington  Treaty,  which  has  lasted  eleven  or 
twelve  years.  I  hope  that  a  similar  result  will  be  reached. 
We  do  not  want  a  money  compensation  from  the  Americans 
for  our  fisheries — at  least  that  is  my  own  opinion.  What  we 
want  is  community  of  trade,  is  a  general  and  free  intercourse 
between  this  country  and  that  country,  whoso  peoples,  insti¬ 
tutions  and  spirit  and  everything  that  tends  to  make  up  the 
great  Anglo-Saxon  race  are  akin  and  between  whom  friendly 
relations  should  exist ;  that  they  should  accept  what  we 
have  to  give  them,  and  we  should  get  compensation  from 
them  in  trade.  I  hope  when  we  are  dealing  with  the 
matter  it  will  not  be  from  the  standpoint  of  pounds,  shil¬ 
lings  and  pence,  but  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
interest,  we  endeavoring  to  maintain  our  rights  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other  hand  willing  to  give  full  compensa¬ 
tion  to  the  Americans.  I  approve  of  the  temporary  arrange¬ 
ment  made,  maintaining  the  position  of  the  different 
nationalities  in  the  several  fisheries  for  the  six  months 
which  will  elapse  before  Congress  meets ;  but  I  warn  the 
Government  to-day  that  their  duty  is,  if  no  arrangement  is 
arrived  at,  to  take  steps  to  place  such  a  force  of  police  ves¬ 
sels  on  our  fishing  grounds  next  year  as  will  compel 
the  recognition  of  our  rights  and  protect  the  fishermen  of 
our  own  country.  For  six  months  we  allow  Americans  to 
eDjoy  our  fisheries,  and  we  can  forego  the  value,  which 
according  to  the  values  established  by  the  Halifax 
commission  would  be  about  $500,000.  But  while 
we  are  anxious  to  create  a  feeling  among  the  Americans 
that  we  are  generous  and  fair  in  our  treatment  of  them,  and 
do  not  want  to  take  any  advantage  from  the  circumstances 
that  the  treaty  expires  during  the  middle  of  the  fishing 
season,  while  we  are  willing  to  be  fair  and  generous 
towards  them  and  to  receive  their  approaches  in  a 
courteous  spirit,  yet  we  are  determined  to  protect  our 
rights.  Some  arrangement  should  be  arrived  at  whereby 
reciprocal  trade  relations  would  be  established,  and  wo 
could  send  our  raw  productions  into  the  United  States, 
from  which  we  would  receive  a  benefit,  and  the  Americans 
get  the  benefit  of  our  fisheries.  I  can  frankly  say  that 
reciprocity  in  regard  to  fisheries  amounts  to  nothing. 
When  the  Americans  talk  about  Canadians  enjoying  their 
fisheries  as  compensation  for  Americans  enjoying  our  fish¬ 
eries,  it  is  a  delusion  ;  it  is  a  misrepresentation  of  values  so 
far  as  the  American  fisheries  are  concerned.  Their  fisheries 
are  of  no  value  to  us.  Our  fishermen  do  not  want  to  go  to 
the  United  States  coast  to  fish  ;  they  do  not  want  to  leave 
their  own  fisheries  to  go  to  fisheries  that  are  overfished. 
There  is  no  reciprocity  in  that,  but  I  am  willing  for  the 
present  to  accept  the  position  so  as  to  enable  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion  before  Congress 
meets. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  am  rather  astonished  to  hoar  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  say  that  ho  is 
quite  satisfied  with  the  arrangement  referi’ed  to  in  the  tele¬ 
gram  from  Washington  made  known  yesterday.  If  ho  is 
satisfied  with  that  ai'rangement  ho  is  satisfied  with  very 
little,  for  I  do  not  see  that  we  get  anything  in  return  for 
having  given  away  our  fisheries  for  the  next  six  months. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  not  said  that.  I  said  I  was 
willing  to  accept  it  as  a  temporary  arrangement. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  temporary 
arrangement.  If  the  statement  published  is  correct,  we 
have  really  given  away  our  fisheries  and  got  nothing  in 
return.  1  do  not  feel  disposed  to-day  to  discuss  the  ques¬ 


tion  after  what  the  First  Minister  has  said.  What  I  com¬ 
plain  of  more  particularly  is  that  we  have  nod  had  this 
information  earlier.  We  have  a  High  Commissioner  in 
England  and  a  member  of  the  Government  has  been  there 
for  the  last  month  or  two,  and  between  them  they  might 
have  made  enquiries  at  the  Colonial  Office,  got  the 
requisite  permission  and  cabled  this  Government,  so 
that  they  would  have  been  in  a  position  to  inform 
the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  exactly  where 
they  were  in  regard  to  the  fishery  question.  This  subject 
is  one  of  vital  importance  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  Fish 
is  one  of  our  most  valuable  exports,  and  any  arrangement 
made  with  the  United  States  which  will  enable  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  to  come  within  our  three  mile  limit  and  fish,  and  any¬ 
thing  with  respect  to  the  sending  of  fish  into  the  United 
States,  affects  our  trade  very  materially.  I  hope  the  First 
Minister  will  not  lose  any  time  in  getting  the  necessary 
information  from  the  other  side,  and  that  he  will  lay  it  on 
the  Table,  so  that  we  may  know  exactly  where  we  stand. 
I  hope  that  the  statement  published  in  newspapers  is  not 
correct.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  say  it  was 
not  correct.  I  hope  such  will  prove  to  be  the  case,  and 
that  some  better  arrangement  may  be  made  than  that  fore¬ 
shadowed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  When  I  said  the  state¬ 
ments  were  not  correct,  I  referred  to  the  fact  that  some  of 
the  statements  made  which  have  been  read  are  very  incor¬ 
rect,  A  portion  of  a  dispatch  from  Mr.  Bayard  has  been 
read,  and  it  is  very  incorrect.  But  I  would  say  that  the 
final  acceptance,  the  final  arrangements,  only  took  place  on 
the  22nd.  They  will  no  doubt  be  before  us  by  the  time  the 
House  meets  again.  With  the  permission  of  tho  Houso, 
and  only  with  that  permission,  I  desire  to  make  ono 
remark,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  understand  the  spirit  in 
which  I  make  it.  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  President 
is  a  Democratic  president,  and  that  the  Republicans  are  in 
a  majority  in  the  Senate.  Tho  Democrats  are  in  tho 
majority  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  believe  the 
present  American  Government  are  sincerely  anxious  to 
enter  into  rather  extended  relations  between  tho 
two  countries,  but  with  only  ono  of  the  cham¬ 
bers  in  accordance  with  the  general  policy  of 
the  President,  the  matter  is  a  very  delicate  one. 
The  whole  matter  has  to  be  brought  before  Congress  and 
get  the  assent  of  both  branches  of  Congress,  and  therefore, 
and  as  the  fluctuation  of  the  treaty  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Senate,  which  is  a  republican  Senate,  I  would  throw  out 
the  hint — no  harm  has  been  done  certainly  by  any  remarks 
which  have  been  made  to-day — but  I  merely  throw  out  the 
hint  that  it  would  be  very  expedient,  in  any  future  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  matter  in  the  House  that  we  should  not  afford 
by  any  discussion  here,  any  opportunity  for  the  enemies  of 
extended  relations  in  Canada,  to  use  statements  as  against 
us,  or  perhaps  arouse  feelings  against  us.  The  House  will 
quite  understand  the  spirit  in  which  I  make  that  remark. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  cannot  but  feel  that  it 
is  extremely  unfortunate  that  theso  papers  wore  not  brought 
down  earlier.  Of  course  I  understand  the  reason  assigned 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  and  it  is  a  valid  one  provided  every 
effort  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  to  avoid  the 
delay  which  has  taken  place.  My  opinion  is,  having  regard 
to  the  period  of  tho  Session,  to  the  imminence  of  the  change, 
and  the  importance  of  the  subject,  that  it  was  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  duty  to  have  made  arrangements  with  the 
Imperial  Government,  or  to  have  endeavored  to  have  made 
them,  in  advance  of  the  formal  conclusion  of  these  negotia¬ 
tions,  which  would  have  authorised  him,  tho  moment  it  was 
concluded  to  place  it  before  the  people  of  Canada,  and  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  whom  it  so  vitally  affects.  And  now 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  several  times  told  us  that  the 
Ministerial  crisis  in  England  has  taken  place  between  the 
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Liberals  and  the  Conservatives  of  that  country,  which  pre¬ 
vents  the  people  of  Canada  from  knowing  what  their  fate  will 
be  in  this  regard,  while  their  Parliament  is  sitting, 
as  those  papers  have  become  public  in  some  shape  or  other, 
perhaps  in  a  distorted  shape,  in  the  newspapers  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  newspapers  of  Canada,  there  is 
therefore  an  additional  reason  for  their  being  brought 
down  at  once,  so  that  the  real  facts  may  be  made  known  to 
us.  I  may  say  I  felt,  while  the  hon.  member  for  Nor¬ 
thumberland  was  speaking,  that  it  was  a  little  unfortunate 
that  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  such  as  this  which 
we  know  to  be  a  delicate  and  a  critical  discussion,  there 
should  be  any  allegations  hostile  to  the  inclinations  of  one 
of  the  great  political  parties  of  the  United  States,  parti¬ 
cularly  when  that  political  party  was  in  the  majority  in  the 
very  Chamber  which  possesses  decisive  power  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  making  of  treaties.  I  think  there  could  not 
have  been  a  more  unhappy  declaration  of  war,  as  it 
were,  against  one  of  the  political  parties  in  the  United 
States,  than  we  have  to-day.  I  think  we  have 
no  right  to  assume  that  either  of  the  political 
parties  is  hostile  to  this  country  in  that  regard.  I  see 
no  signs  of  it  myself,  and  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that 
the  party  which  is  in  power  in  the  treaty-making  body  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  should  have  been  spoken 
of  in  the  terms  in  which  it  was  spoken  of  to-day.  I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  expect  fair  play  from  both  parties — from 
the  Senate  whether  republican  or  democratic — from  the 
President  whether  he  belongs  to  one  party  or  the  other ; 
and  lot  it  bo  remembered  that  it  is  not  by  suggestions  that 
our  hopes  of  a  fair  negotiation  rests  upon  the  preponderance 
of  the  party  which  is  at  this  moment  in  a  minority  in  the 
Senate,  that  we  can  expect  to  accomplish  very  much  in  the 
direction  of  extending  our  relations  with  the  United  States. 
I  shall  not  Bay  a  word  with  reference  to  these  papers,  ex¬ 
cept  to  say  that  the  fact  that  they  have  been  made  public, 
perhaps  in  a  distorted  shape,  forms  an  additional  reason 
why  the  free  Parliament  of  Canada  should  know  at  the 
earliest  moment,  what  has  actually  been  done  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  rise  to  a  personal  explanation.  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  never  made  any  reference  to  the  pre¬ 
ponderance  of  the  republican  or  the  democratic  party  in 
the  Senate  or  in  Congress.  I  referred  to  the  fact,  which  is 
very  well  known,  that  the  treaty  was  terminated  by  the 
party  which  is  not  now  in  power,  as  a  justification  for  the 
Government  in  not  bringing  it  up  at  an  earlier  day  before 
the  people  of  the  United  States  or  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Therefore  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  are  entirely  uncalled  for, 
as  applied  to  myself.  I  will  say  that  if  he  means  to 
imply—— 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  making  a  per¬ 
sonal  explanation,  and  he  cannot  go  on  to  make  a  general 
reply. 

Mr.  MITCHELL,  I  merely  want  to  say  it  is  not  true ; 
it  is  false. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Notwithstanding  what  tho  hon.  member 
for  Northumberland  says,  I  believe  that  the  lato  President, 
Mr.  Arthur,  was  as  sincerely  anxious  to  secure  reciprocal 
trado  relations  with  Canada  as  the  present  President,  who 
is  now  chief  executive  officer  in  the  United  States  ;  and  I 
think  it  is  groatly  to  bo  regretted  that  when  notice  was 
received  two  years  ago,  of  the  intention  of  the  American 
Government  to  terminate  those  clauses  of  the  Washington 
Treaty,  that  no  steps  were  taken  by  the  Government  here, 
for  the  purpose  of  coming  to  an  understanding  with  the 
United  States,  with  reference  to  our  fisheries  and  our  trade 
relations.  I  believe  that  the  opportunities  were  just  as 
good  under  tho  presidency  of  Mr.  Arthur  as  they  are  under 
Mr.  Blake, 
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the  presidency  of  Mr.  Cleavland,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
succeeds  before  tho  next  meeting  of  Parliament  in 
securing  a  better  understanding  with  the  people 
of  the  United  States  with  reference  to  our  trado 
with  that  country,  ho  will  simply  have  accomplished 
what  might  have  been  accomplished  at  a  very  much 
earlier  period.  We  all  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
expressed  views  somewhat  different  from  those  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland.  That  hon.  member  rejoiced 
at  the  success  of  the  democratic  party,  and  he  wished  it 
well.  The  First  Minister,  as  reported  in  an  interview  which 
took  place  in  New  York,  while  the  election  was  pending, 
expressed  his  anxiety  for  tho  success  of  Mr.  Blaine,  and  he 
gave  as  a  reason  for  his  anxiety  for  Mr.  Blaine’s  success, 
that  Mr.  Blaine  was  like  himself  a  Protectionist,  while  Mr. 
Cleavland  leaned  in  the  direction  of  free  trade. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  be  responsible 
for  anything  that  may  be  stated  about  me  in  that  way.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  know  that  I  never  made  such  a 
remark. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  I  think  it  is  exceedingly  unfortunate 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  contradict  that  statement 
at  an  earlier  period.  His  friends  believed,  and  I  am  sure  I 
did,  that  that  was  a  fair  representation  of  the  hon.  gentlo- 
man’s  views.  We  know  the  views  he  expressed  on  our 
commercial  relations  at  Washington,  and  it  was  natural  to 
conclude  that  the  opinions  attributed  to  him  were  those 
which  he  undoubtedly  entertained.  There  was  a  vory 
strong  impression,  not  merely  in  Parliament  but  out 
of  it,  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  delay  in  dealing 
with  the  subject  of  reciprocity,  although  it  was 
brought  under  his  attention  by  a  formal  dispatch, 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  he  believed  it  was  not  in  conso¬ 
nance  with  our  interests  that  more  intimate  trade  relations 
should  exist  with  the  neighboring  Republic.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  notion  was  that  we  should  have  Canada  for  the 
Canadians,  and  the  failure  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington,  and 
the  closing  of  the  ports  of  the  United  States  to  our  fisher¬ 
men  was  another  step  in  carrying  out  the  commercial  views 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  views  clearly  indicate  why  it  was,  that  no  active 
steps  were  taken  to  renew  the  fishery  provisions  of  the 
Washington  Treaty  or  to  establish  what  some  of  us  could 
regard  as  satisfactory  commercial  relations  with  the  neigh¬ 
boring  Republic.  However  that  may  be — and  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  subject  on  its  merits  so 
long  as  the  papers  are  not  before  us — the  fact  remains  that 
no  steps  were  taken,  and  that  the  fisheries  of  Canada  are 
open  to  the  United  States  at  least  for  the  coming  season, 
without  any  corresponding  advantage  being  secured  to  our 
people. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  have  only  a  word  to  say  with  regard 
to  a  remark  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Mitchell),  who  rose  for  the  purpose  of  denying  that  he 
made  any  allusion  to  the  republican  majority  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  course  of  that  allusion  made 
a  very  ungontlemanly  remark  with  reference  to  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  accusing  that  hon. 
gentleman  of  saying  what  was  false.  The  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland,  in  referring  to  the  abrogation  of  tho  Reci¬ 
procity  Treaty  by  the  republican  party,  did  convey  the 
idea,  by  inference  at  least,  that  that  party  was  opposed  to 
the  Treaty ;  and  I  hold  that  the  criticism  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  of  the  hon,  member’s  remark 
was  quite  proper.  Tho  Reciprocity  Treaty,  which  was 
abrogated  by  the  American  party  in  1865,  is  a  treaty  that 
no  party  in  the  United  States  would  renew.  We  need 
never  hope  to  renew  a  treaty  like  that  in  the  United  States. 
I  most  heartily  concur  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  that  there  has  been  nothing  in  the 
attitude  of  the  republican  party  for  years  past,  to  warrant  us 
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in  the  belief  that  they  have  been  opposed  to  receiving  pro¬ 
posals  for  a  new  reciprocity  in  the  past,  and  I  believe  the 
Government  have  not  made  the  efforts  they  should  have 
made  for  obtaining  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  rot  think  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  because  they 
have  been  already  replied  to.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said 
nothing  new,  nothing  that  calls  for  any  remark  from  mo — 
nothing  worth  notice. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Militia— Salaries,  Military  Branch  and  District 

Staff . . . . .  . . . .  $19,800 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  if  he  has 
reduced  the  staff  of  last  year  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  only  reduction  in  the  staff  is  the 
reduction  I  announced  last  night  of  $600  for  the  district 
paymaster.  I  explained  last  night  that  that  position  had 
been  vacant  for  some  time,  and  that  the  policy  of  the 
Department  was  to  place  the  paymastership  in  the  hands 
of  our  storekeepers,  doing  away  with  one  salary.  That  is 
Ihe  only  reduction  in  the  staff. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Tho  expenditure  last  year  was  $24,524,  and 
it  is  hardly  worth  while  to  take  a  vote  of  $19,800  if  we  are 
going  to  spend  the  samo  amount  as  we  did  last  year. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  whole  expenditure  last  year  was 
$19,800,  and  the  Estimate  for  last  year  and  that  for  this  year 
is  the  same  amount. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Of  course  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  the  same 
amount  this  year  as  he  did  last  year,  but  he  expended  last 
year  $24,524,  according  to  the  Public  Accounts. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  take  the 
trouble  to  read  the  page  in  the  Public  Accounts,  he  will  see 
that  that  sum  includes  various  other  items.  The  item  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  is  referring  now  is  salaries  ;  con¬ 
tingencies  are  provided  for  in  another  part  of  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Why  are  these  included  in  tho  Public 
Accounts  under  the  head  of  salaries  and  expenses  of  the 
district  staff? 

Mr.  CARON.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  was  in 
tho  position  I  now  occupy,  the  same  headings  were  adopted. 
I  do  not  know  how  the  hon.  gentleman  can  find  that  upon 
these  services,  most  of  them  provided  for  by  statute,  we 
could  have  exceeded  the  vote,  I  cannot  have  exceeded  the 
vote  of  last  year,  as  I  find  in  the  Estimates  the  same  amount 
as  I  estimate  this  year. 

Mr.  VAIL.  My  hon.  friend  must  not  think  I  am  finding 
fault.  I  am  simply  asking  for  information.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  quite  correct  in  stating  the  service  is  carried  out 
now  as  formerly,  but  what  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  the 
Public  Accounts  should  agree  as  far  as  possible  with  the 
amount  set  apart  for  that  particular  item  in  the  Estimates, 
and  the  Public  Accounts  and  the  Estimates  do  not  agree. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  a  little 
further  down  he  will  find  in  item  57  an  allowance  for  con¬ 
tingencies  $38,000  out  of  which  these  allowances  are  paid. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  As  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  states,  the  Estimates  and  tho  Public 
Accounts  do  not  by  any  means  agree  and  they  are  conse¬ 
quently  confusing.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  draws 
attention  to  this  fact,  because  it  is  generally  presumed  that 
the  vote  in  the  Estimates  is  generally  represented  in  the 
Public  Accounts  by  an  expenditure  which  covers  the  same 
purpose.  As  a  fact,  the  salaries  of  tho  military  branch  and 
district  staff  are  represented  in  the  Public  Accounts  as  being 


$24,000,  while  the  vote  last  year  and  the  one  now  asked  is 
merely  $19,800.  I  can  understand  the  explanation  of  the 
Minister  that  the  contingencies  are  provided  for  in  another 
Estimate.  Clearly  then,  tho  fault  is  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  Public  Accounts,  to  this  extent,  that  they 
do  not  follow  the  Estimate  of  the  year,  and  it  would  be 
convenient,  in  examining  these  accounts,  that  the  same 
principle  should  be  followed  and  the  same  headings,  as  is  the 
case  in  almost  every  other  instance.  The  Department  con¬ 
templates  the  separation  of  the  salaries  paid  to  the  military 
branch  and  district  staff  from  the  allowances,  while  the 
Public  Accounts  include  the  allowances  under  the  same  head¬ 
ing.  If  that  is  understood,  we  roach  a  practical  explanation, 
but  I  think  it  would  bo  convenient  that  the  samo  system 
which  pervades  the  Public  Accounts  generally  were  followed 
in  this  particular. 

Brigade  Majors’  salaries,  transport,  etc . .  $13,900 

Mr.  CARON.  I  desire  to  reduce  this  by  $2,400,  being 
tbe  salaries  $1,200  each  of  two  brigade  majors.  The  position 
of  one,  whose  headquarters  wero  at  Kingston,  has  been 
vacant  for  some  time,  and  I  understand  that,  without  inter¬ 
fering  with  the  efficiency  of  the  service,  his  office  can  be 
dispensed  with.  I  have  also  abolished  tho  similar  position 
in  New  Brunswick.  There  I  have  followed  tho  system 
which  has  been  productive  of  great  results,  that  of  making 
our  school  of  infantry  the  headquarters  of  the  district. 
The  commandant  of  our  infantry  schools  at  Frederic¬ 
ton,  Col.  Maunsell  is  now  also  the  acting  deputy  adjutant 
general,  or  the  officer  in  command  of  the  whole  district.  I 
have  been  trying  to  make  A  school  as  much  as  possiblo 
the  military  centre  for  the  district,  and  it  has  given  so  far 
much  satisfaction. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Has  an  additional  allowance  been  made 
Col.  Maunsell  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Tho  reduction  is  merely  a  reduction  of 
salary,  and  I  give  Col.  Maunsell  the  allowance  of  $360  addi¬ 
tional  which  formerly  wont  to  the  brigade  major.  The 
salary  of  brigade  major  was  $1,200  and  $360  allowance, 
and  I  give  the  $360  to  Col.  Maunsell  the  acting  deputy  adju¬ 
tant  general.  Last  year,  the  estimate  was  $16,300, 'and  in 
the  Public  Accounts  the  Auditor  General’s  report  shows  an 
expenditure  of  $14,363. 

Mr.  VAIL.  What  is  the  cause  of  the  reduction  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Tho  i eduction  I  have  explained  is  in  the 
saving  of  the  salaries  or  2  brigade  majors.  We  estimated 
last  year  for  two  additional  brigade  majors,  and  did  not 
fill  the  vacancy,  and  that  amount  remains  over. 

Ammunition . « . . . . .  $55,000 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  see  by  tho  Public  Accounts  that 
$5,000  worth  of  powder  was  purchased  from  a  firm  in 
Quebec.  I  should  like  to  know  whether  any  tenders  were 
asked  for.  The  firm  is  a  very  respectable  one,  but  it  is  a  firm 
of  hardware  merchants,  and  I  do  not  think  they  are  manu¬ 
facturers  of  powder.  I  should  like  to  know  why  this  pur¬ 
chase  was  made  from  a  firm  of  hardware  merchants  instead 
of  directly  from  the  powder  manufacturers,  and  why  tenders 
wore  not  asked  for  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right.  We 
got  tho  powder  necessary  for  the  cartridge  factory  at  Quebec 
from  tho  firm  of  Beaudet,  Chinic  &  Co.,  who  aro,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  stated,  a  very  respectable  firm.  Tho  reason 
for  it  is  that  wo  wished,  as  much  as  possible,  to  have  tho 
cartridge  factory  run  altogether  upon  what  could  be  found 
in  Canada.  We  wanted  to  use  Canadian  powder  manufactured 
in  Canadian  factories  instead  of  going  to  England,  as  here¬ 
tofore,  to  got  the  powder.  The  powder  company  that  fur¬ 
nished  us  with  the  powder  is  the  Hamilton  Powder  Company 
and  tho  firm  of  Boaudot,  Chinic  &  Co.  are  the  agents  for  that 
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company.  The  company  gave  us  to  understand  that  our 
orders  would  be  sent  to  them  through  that  firm  without  any 
additional  cost,  and  it  has  been  done  in  that  way  since  the 
cartridge  factory  was  started. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Even  if  the  powder  is  supplied  by  a 
Canadian  factory,  which  is  very  proper,  there  is  another 
manufactory  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in  the  Eastern 
Townships,  not  far  from  Richmond.  I  do  not  remember  the 
name  of  the  place,  but  I  think  it  is  Windsor.  I  am  quite 
sure  there  is  one  much  closer  to  Quebec  than  the  Hamilton 
Powder  Company.  I  do  not  object  to  the  powder  being 
got  from  the  Hamilton  company  if  it  is  cheaper,  but  I 
think  an  attempt  should  be  made  to  get  the  powder  at  the 
cheapest  rate  possible.  I  am  told  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Rigby  (Mr.  Vail)  that  there  is  also  a  powder  factory  in 
Nova  Scotia,  and  I  think,  when  there  is  such  a  number  of 
manufactories  of  an  article  required  by  the  Government, 
they  should  ask  for  tenders  when  they  want  such  a  quantity 
as  #5,000  worth. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  did  exactly  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  suggesting,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  that  our  views  corres¬ 
pond  so  closely  on  this  point.  We  asked  for  samples  to 
be  sent  by  the  Windsor  company,  and  they  did  not  sond 
them,  and  the  Hamilton  Powder  Company,  who  have  been 
furnishing  that  powder  ever  since  we  introduced  the  sys¬ 
tem  of  employing  Canadian  manufactured  powder,  naturally 
got  the  order. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  us 
what  is  the  cost  per  thousand  of  the  cartridges  manufac¬ 
tured  at  the  Quebec  factory,  compared  with  the  cost  of  the 
same  article  imported  from  England  ?  I  am  quite  ready 
to  admit  that  even  if  there  was  a  difference  of  cost  in  favor 
of  the  foreign  article  it  would  be  better  to  use  the  home 
article,  but  it  would  bo  of  some  interest  to  know  how  the 
prices  of  the  article  imported  from  Great  Britain  compare 
with  the  prices  of  the  article  manufactured  at  the  cartridge 
factory  ?  I  do  not  pretend  that  there  is  any  extravagance, 
but  I  only  ask  it  as  a  matter  of  information  for  the  public. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  estimate  of  $55,000,  is  made  up  in 
this  way  :  Manufacturing  2,000,000  rounds  of  Snider  am¬ 
munition  cartridges,  ball  cartridges  1,000,000  rounds,  esti¬ 
mated  at  $20  per  thousand,  $20,000  ;  ball  cartridges,  500,000 
rounds  for  extra  issue  to  militiamen,  $10,000.  I  will  ex¬ 
plain  how  this  ball  cartridge  extra  ammunition  is  issued 
later,  and  how  the  Department  is  recouped  for  that  amount 
which  is  served  out  to  the  force  for  the  purpose  of  their 
annual  rifle  competitions  and  practice.  Blank  cartridges, 
500,000  rounds,  at$10  per  thousand,  $5,000.  Thehon.  member 
will  also  see  an  amount,  over  and  above  that  for  the 
cartridge  factory,  that  we  have  estimated  for  ammunition, 
including  artillery  ammunition.  The  artillery  ammunition  we 
have  to  import,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  will  readily  under¬ 
stand,  from  Woolwich.  It  would  be  impossible,  unless  wo  had 
a  regular  factory  here,  to  undertake  the  making  of  this  heavy 
ammunition.  Artillery  ammunition  from  Her  Majesty’s 
Imperial  stores,  for  18  field  batteries,  at  $400  each,  $7,200, 
and  for  47  garrison  batteries,  at  $270,  $12,800.  This  makes 
altogether  $55,000.  Now,  as  to  the  cartridges  imported 
from  England,  we  have  not  imported  any  for  some  time, 
but,  as  far  as  I  remember — I  have  not  got  the  prices  here, 
because  we  have  kept  that  completely  out  of  any  consider¬ 
ation  in  the  Department,  from  the  fact  that  we  manufac¬ 
ture  all  that  we  require—tbe  last  year  we  imported  them 
the  price  was  $15,  $10  or  $17  in  England.  The  quantity 
of  ammunition  we  manufactured  up  to  the  1st  December, 
1884,  was  1,816,570  rounds.  We  had  in  process  of  manu¬ 
facture,  to  be  completed  during  the  year  1885,  1,500,000 
rounds.  During  the  events  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
North-West  I  considered  it  advisable  to  double  the  number 
of  men  employed  in  the  factory,  and  to  work  night  and  day 
Mi-.  Caron, 


June  26, 


during  that  period.  We  manufactured,  from  the  4th  March 
to  the  12th  June,  1,147,720  cartridges.  After  the  Batoche 
battle  the  staff  was  immediately  reduced,  as  we  considered 
that  we  had  a  sufficient  reserve  for  all  we  required.  The 
quantity  ordered  to  be  manufactured  for  1885  and  1886,  be¬ 
ing  double  the  annual  quantity,  is  3,000,000  rounds, 
including  the  quantity  I  have  spoken  of  as  being  manu¬ 
factured  to  provide  for  the  emergency  in  the  North-West.  - 

Mr.  LANGE  LIER.  Does  the  Quebec  factory  manufacture 
ammunition  for  the  Martini-Henry  rifle  or  only  for  the 
Snider  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  that 
the  cartridge  factory  was  established  by  my  predecessor, 
the  present  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Quebec.  The  order  then 
given  was  only  for  the  Snider-Enfield  rifle.  From  the 
experiments  which  were  going  on  in  England  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  rifles  and  small  arms,  I  deemed  it  advisable,  before 
the  machines  came  out  from  England  which  had  been 
ordered,  to  provide  that  they  could  be  adapted  so  as  to  make 
our  cartridge  factory  available  for  the  manufacture  of  the 
Martini-Henry  rifle.  However,  the  problem  is  not  yet 
solved.  There  are  strong  believers  in  the  Snider,  and  from 
the  information  in  my  possession,  and  the  reports  of  com¬ 
petent  riflemen  at  the  front,  there  are  very  many  in  favor  of 
the  Snider;  in  fact,  they  prefer  it  to  the  Martini-Henry. 
However,  if  it  is  deemed  advisable  at  any  time  to  change 
the  Snider  for  the  Martini-Henry,  the  cartridge  factory  can 
be  made  available  for  the  manufacture  of  that  ammunition 
at  a  very  small  cost,  I  think  $4,000  or  $5,000. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  would  ask  whether,  in  order  to 
keep  in  employment  the  trained  hands  we  have  at  that  fac¬ 
tory,  it  would  not  be  possible  to  manufacture  cartridges  for 
other  countries  than  our  own  ?  There  would  be  an  economy 
in  such  an  arrangement.  Formerly,  we  imported  cartridges 
from  England,  showing  that  they  manufactured  cartridges 
for  exportation  ;  and  could  not  our  factory  be  utilised  in  a 
similar  manner  for  the  manufacture  of  cartridges  for  impor¬ 
tation  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  That  suggestion  could  not  be  carried  out, 
as  it  would  necessitate  the  purchase  of  quite  a  different  set 
of  costly  machinery.  The  machinery  we  have  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  is  adapted  to  the  manufacture  of  only  one  kind  of  cart¬ 
ridge.  I  may  mention,  in  regard  to  the  extra  ammunition 
that  we  have  served  out  over  700,000  rounds  of  ball  cart, 
ridges  as  extra  ammunition.  It  is  served  out  to  order 
and  the  parties  pay  the  cost  price  for  such  ammunition. 
During  the  year  of  1883-84  we  served  out  711,546  rounds, 
for  which  the  sum  of  $12,041  was  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Complaints  are  con¬ 
stantly  madeof  thequality  ofthe  ammunition  which  is  served 
out  at  the  various  rifle  matches.  Now,  nothing  is  more  prac¬ 
tically  important  than  that  our  militia  should  be  taught  to 
shoot  properly;  and  it  is  becoming  more  apparent  every 
day  that  a  moderate  number  of  men,  as  I  am  assured  by 
officers  who  have  served  in  the  North-West,  who  know  how 
to  shoot,  are  very  much  more  formidable  than  a  large 
number  of  untrained  men.  I  can  inform  the  Minister  that 
I  have  been  informed  from  a  number  of  quarters  that  the 
quality  of  the  ammunition  which  the  parties  who  contended 
in  the  rifle  matches,  with  the  object  of  making  themselves 
good  shots,  has  been  very  bad  indeed.  I  can  specify  parti¬ 
cularly  the  matches  at  Toronto  during  the  autumn  of  last 
year.  I  was  informed  by  some  of  the  experienced  riflemen 
who  were  there  that  so  bad  was  the  quality  of  the  ammuni¬ 
tion  served  to  the  marksmen  that  in  one  case  the  balls 
would  hardly  go  300  or  400  yards.  I  can  inform  the  hon. 
gentleman  privately  of  the  names  of  several  volunteer 
officers  and  privates  who  mado  these  complaints  to  me. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  had  not  heard  any  complaints  about  last 
year’s  cartridges. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  know  that 
they  were  last  year’s  cartridges.  I  presume  the  cartridges 
were  of  considerable  antiquity. 

Mr.  CARON.  So  anxious  was  I  to  guard  against  any 
possible  mistake  in  the  manufacture  of  cartridges,  that  two 
years  ago  I  formed  a  board,  composed  of  experienced  officers, 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  subject,  and  the  board 
reported  as  follows  : — 

“  The  board  are  of  the  unanimous  opinion,  first,  that  the  process  of 
manufacture  of  Dominion  cartridges  is  perfectly  satisfactory,  from  the 
great  care  taken  in  testing  the  component  parts  of  such  cartridges,  by 
which  the  slightest  defect  or  blemish  must  be  immediately  seen.  The 
powder  used  is  such  as  is  used  at  Woolwich. 

“  The  board  are  of  the  unanimous  opinion  that  the  Dominion  ammuni¬ 
tion  gave  a  better  result  than  English  No.  9  of  the  years  1877-82,  from  a 
fixed  rest  at  500  yards,  as  shown  in  the  accompanying  diagram.  The 
result  of  the  independent  shooting  at  Levis  at  200,  500  and  600  yards  by 
16  men  of  “A”  Battery  and  a  like  number  of  the  8th  Rifles  endorsed  the 
strength  and  quality  of  the  Dominion  ammunition.  Therefore,  the  board 
have  no  hesitation  in  recommending  the  Dominion  ammunition  for  general 
use  in  Canada.  The  board  have  much  pleasure  in  testifying  to  the 
superior  qualifications  of  the  superintendent.” 

Lieut.-Ool.  T.  J.  Ducbesnay,  D.A.G.,  Mil.  Dist.  No.  7,  President; 
Lieut.-Col.  E.  B.  Beer,  7th  Batt.  ;  Lieut.-Col.  E.  G.  Soott,  8th  R.  R. ; 
Major  C.  J.  Short,  B.B.,  R.S.C. ;  Capt.  H.  F.  Peklky,  H.  Q.  Staff; 
Capt.  G.  H.  Balfodr,  8th  R.R.  ;  Capt.  E.  A.  MacNaohtan,  O.G.A. 

I  may  also  say  that  at  the  Dominion  Rifle  Association 
matches  the  ammunition  used  was  our  Canadian  ammunition, 
and  last  year  it  gave  satisfaction. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  was  at  the  rifle 
matches  here? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes.  This,  however,  is  such  an  important 
subject  that  I  will  have  an  investigation  instituted,  so  as  to 
ascertain  the  facts,  and  if  the  bon.  gentleman  will  let  me 
have  the  names  of  the  gontlomen  mentioned,  I  will  communi¬ 
cate  with  them  and  ascertain  what  the  complaints  are  which 
they  have  to  make. 

Mr.  VAIL.  What  is  the  relative  cost  of  cartridges  manu¬ 
factured  here  and  those  imported  ? 

Mr,  CARON.  I  have  already  stated  that  the  cost  of  our 
Canadian  cartridges  is  about  $20  per  thousand.  The  cost  of 
imported  cartridges— -we  have  not  imported  any  for  a  con¬ 
siderable  time-— was,  the  last  time  we  purchased  any,  be¬ 
tween  $16.50  and  $17  per  thousand  at  Woolwich. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  What  charge  of  cost  is 
made  to  the  force  by  obtaining  such  ammunition  as  is 
required  for  rifle  practice  from  the  cartridge  factory  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  We  charge  cost  price  to  the  force. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Then,  do  I  understand 
that  the  force  is  charged  more  since  the  cartridge  factory 
has  been  established  than  previously  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
to  know  whether  the  force  getting  our  Canadian  cartridges 
pay  more  than  they  paid  when  we  imported  English 
cartridges.  We  have  charged  the  force  exactly  the  same 
price  as  members  were  charged  when  we  were  importing 
English  cartridges.  If  the  price  was  $16.50  or  $17  they 
got  Canadian  cartridges  at  that  price.  I  thought  it  desirable, 
in  the  interest  of  the  force,  that  we  should  give  them  the 
cartridges  at  the  samo  price.  What  we  may  do  for  the 
future,  I  have  not  decided. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  have  noticed  some  com¬ 
plaints  made  in  the  public  press  as  to  the  ammunition  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  force  on  active  service  in  the  North-West.  We 
know  that  in  the  opinion  of  some  of  the  officers  in  the  active 
force  the  ammunition  was  defective,  and  I  may  be  pardoned 
for  saying  that  we  are  bound  to  see  that  the  ammunition 
manufactured  here  is  of  first-class  quality,  ball  ammunition 
particularly,  and  that  the  ammunition  put  in  the  hands  of 
the  force  on  active  service  shall  be  the  very  best.  One  of 
the  complaints  was  that  the  ammunition  prepared  at  our 
cartridge  factory  was  not  reliable ;  that  the  same  ammuni¬ 
tion  did  not  always  cover  the  same  range,  because  the 


powder  was  of  different  strength.  That  is  a  fatal  objection 
to  ball  cartridge.  While  I  have  looked  with  some  care  at 
the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  for  last  year,  with  res¬ 
pect  to  the  experiments  made,  I  cannot  refrain  from  draw¬ 
ing  attention  to  the  faot  that  complaints  are  made  as  to  the 
quality  of  the  ammunition  served  out  for  practical  use. 
The  experiments  made  with  the  ammunition  at  Quebec 
wore  thought  to  be  very  satisfactory.  Nevertheless,  it  is 
the  fact  that  a  number  of  complaints  have,  to  my  knowledge, 
been  made,  as  to  the  character  of  the  ammunition  put  into 
^he  hands  of  the  volunteers.  Ha9  the  Minister  considered 
the  question  of  establishing  a  system  by  which  ammunition 
which  had  remained  in  store  for  a  length  of  time  would  bo 
converted  into  blank  cartridge  ?  We  know  that  the  character 
of  the  powder  will  deteriorate  by  time,  and  the  attention  of 
the  Department  should  be  directed  to  the  advisability  of 
utilising  cartridges  that  may  have  remained  in  store  so  long 
as  to  be  of  no  practical  use. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  have  endeavored  to  ascertain  by  writing 
and  telegraphing  during  the  present  campaign  the  facts  in 
this  legard,  and  I  have  not  heard  a  single  complaint  from 
headquarters.  I  saw  in  the  press  some  complaints  about 
the  ammunition.  In  one  newspaper  it  appeared  to  be  in 
respect  of  heavy  ammunition  for  the  guns.  In  another 
newspaper  there  was  some  complaint  about  the  small 
arms  ammunition.  But  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
ascertain,  there  have  been  no  complaints  as  to  the 
ammunition  sent  to  the  front.  Previous  to  our  getting 
our  cartridge  factory  into  perfect  running  order  we 
had  to  keep  a  large  reserve  of  imported  ammunition. 
The  reserve  was  added  to  year  after  year,  owing  to 
the  fact  that  wo  did  not  require  it,  for  we  were  in 
times  of  profound  peace.  Not  once  but  on  several  occasions 
when  competitions  took  place  at  headquarters,  or  at  the 
Dominion  Rifle  Association  matches,  this  ammuniton,  which 
had  comprised  our  reserve,  on  being  served  out  turned  out 
to  bo  very  defective.  The  system  we  follow  at  our  cart¬ 
ridge  factory  and  Government  stores  is  that  all  ammunition 
which  is  condemned  is  turned  over  to  the  blank  cartridge 
department  and  is  converted  into  blank  cartridge,  the  ball 
being  extracted  and  used  in  making  new  cartridges. 
The  hon.  gentleman  remarked  that  the  quality  of  the  powder 
was  unequal.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  wo  im¬ 
ported  from  England  the  most  precise  and  perfect  instru¬ 
ments  known  to  science,  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  pow¬ 
der,  an  instrument  which  is  used  in  all  the  great  arsenals, 
such  as  Woolwich.  The  powder  which  is  used  for  manu¬ 
facturing  cartridges  is  put  to  every  possible  kind  of  test, 
chemical  and  otherwise.  Major  Prevost,  the  superintendent, 
who  has  been  a  close  student,  who  studied  at  Woolwich,  and 
is  known  to  be  a  great  authority,  makes  a  specialty  of  that 
subject.  He  is  constantly  testing  the  cartridges  and  the 
powder,  and  there  is  no  more  efficient  officer  in  the  service. 
Nothing  is  accepted  or  paid  for  by  tho  Department  unless 
the  matorial  which  enters  into  tho  manufacture  of  the 
cartridges  has  been  accepted  by  him.  We  have  taken 
every  precaution  which  can  be  taken,  and  I  hope  what  tho 
hon.  gentleman  said  about  the  inequality  of  the  cartridges, 
will  turn  out  to  apply  to  some  of  those  which  compose  the 
reserves  that  have  been  served  out.  In  any  case,  I  shall 
have  the  matter  investigated  without  delay.  I  hope  it  will 
bo  found  that  our  Canadian  cartridges  are  as  good  and  as 
perfect  as  the  report  of  those  skilled  marksmen  and  riflemen 
indicate  that  they  are. 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  is  gratifying  to  know  that  such  care  is 
taken,  but  I  may  say  that  during  the  last  year  I  heard 
myself  many  complaints  in  London  that  the  cartridges  were 
not  of  the  quality  which  should  bo  given  to  our  volunteers.  I 
would  ask  the  Minister  whether  he  has  imported  any  small 
arms  from  the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  or  arms  of  any 
description. 
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Mr.  CARON.  We  imported,  quite  lately,  that  is  since 
the  outbreak  in  the  North-West,  I  think  between  100  and 
150  Winchesters,  for  the  purpose  of  placing  them  in  the 
hands  of  the  scouting  party  which  was  organised.  Most 
of  these  men  have  been  living  for  years  in  the  west,  and 
they  were  accustomed  to  that  arm,  and  asked  that  it  should 
be  supplied  to  them. 


Mr.  CARON.  Of  course,  I  am  ready  to  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  any  information  we  possess,  but  I  do  not  want 
to  mix  up  in  this  discussion  matters  connected  with  the  out¬ 
break,  because  these  are  matters  that  will  have  to  be  dis¬ 
cussed  on  quite  a  different  basis ;  but  we  had  to  import 
about  3,000,000  rounds,  which  we  could  not  manufacture  in 
time. 


Mr.  LISTEE.  Was  the  ammunition  used  in  the  North- 
West  manufactured  in  our  own  factory  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes  ;  for  the  Sniders. 

Mr.  LISTEE.  I  see  that  last  year  the  vote  was  555,000, 
while  the  Auditor  General’s  Eeport  shows  that  only  $24,044 
were  expended. 

Mr.  CAEON.  My  attention  has  not  been  called  to 
that  particular  item  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Eeport,  but  I 
fancy  it  refers  to  $12,000  which  were  paid  to  the  Eeceiver 
General  for  ammunition  which  was  served  out  to  the  forces. 

Mr.  LISTEE.  Was  the  ammunition  furnished  to  our 
volunteers  for  small  arms  the  same  as  that  furnished  to  the 
North-West  Mounted  Police. 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes.  I  forgot  to  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  besides  the  Winchesters,  wo  imported  about  1,000 
Colt’s  revolvers.  We  had  no  revolvers  In  our  stores,  and  it 
was  necessary  to  get  them  on  short  orders.  The  ammuni¬ 
tion  for  the  Winchesters  was  the  same  as  for  the  Mounted 
Police,  and  so  was  the  ammunition  for  the  revolvers. 

Mr.  LISTEE.  You  manufacture  no  small  ammunition  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  No. 

Mr.  LISTEE.  One  would  suppose  so,  from  this  item. 


Mr.  CAMEEON  (Middlesex).  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
estimate  of  last  year  was  similar  in  amount  to  the  estimate 
we  are  now  discussing,  while  the  expenditure  was  some¬ 
thing  like  $24,000.  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  heard 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  what  additional  expenditure  he 
proposes  incurring  this  year  to  justify  his  asking  the  same 
vote  as  last  year,  which  was  largely  unexpended. 

Mr.  CAEON.  Last  year  Parliament  voted  a  sum  of 
money  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  tbe  Department  to  get 
out  new  field  battery  9  pounder  guns.  When  we  come  to 
the  vote  I  shall  explain  to  the  hon.  gentleman  how  wo  were 
successful  in  getting  twelve  guns  instead  of  eight  with  the 
money  voted.  Owing  to  the  pressure  at  Woolwich,  these 
guns  were  sent  very  much  later  than  we  expected  to  receive 
them.  Consequently,  the  amount  of  money  we  had  voted 
for  artillery  and  ammunition  was  not  fully  expended,  but 
we  estimate  for  it  now,  because  we  consider  that,  with  the 
amount  which  has  boen  carried  over  from  last  year  and  the 
amount  voted  this  year,  we  shall  be  only  getting  what  we 
require  for  the  two  years  to  serve  our  purpose. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Middlesex).  So  that,  practically,  the 
vote  for  next  year  will  be  $55,000  plus  $20,000  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes;  exactly. 

Clothing  and  great  ooats  . . . .  $90,000 


Mr.  CAEON.  That  refers  to  small  arms  or  rifles  as  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  artillery  or  cannon.  All  the  cartridges 
manufactured  for  the  Martini-Henry  or  Snider  are  called 
small  arms  ammunition. 

Sir  BICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Has  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  considered  the  expediency,  in  view  of  the  importance 
of  encouraging  good  marksmen  to  train  themselves  at 
our  ranges,  of  supplying,  at  somewhat  below  cost  price,  a 
reasonable  amount  of  ammunition  to  be  furnished  under 
proper  precautions  to  the  members  of  rifle  associations. 
Those  who  desire  to  make  themselves  good  shots  now-a- 
days  are  obliged  to  take  a  considerable  amount  of  time,  and 
the  amount  of  ammunition  they  require  is  probably  vastly 
greater  than  many  of  us  suppose.  I  find  that  those  who 
have  any  pretension  of  becoming  good  shots  require  to 
expend  as  much  as  1,000  or  1,200  rounds  per  annum. 
Many  of  these  men  are  privates  in  the  ranks,  and  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  devoting  a  considerable  amount  of  time  to  this 
practice,  there  is  a  tax  amounting  to  $16  or  $20  a  year 
imposed  upon  them,  for  the  purpose  of  making  themselves 
qualified  to  bo  of  use  to  us  if  their  services  were  called  for. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  Government  would  be  well  justi¬ 
fied  in  supplying  a  certain  quantity  of  ammunition  at 
moderate  prices  to  these  men,  with,  of  course,  due  precau¬ 
tions  against  abuse. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  may  say  that  we  have  been  working  in 
that  direction.  For  two  years  we  have  been  paying  the 
cost  of  the  transport  of  ammunition  and  supplying  the 
ammunition  itself  at  considerably  below  what  il  costs  us. 
As  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  we  give  it  considerably  below 
what  it  costs  us.  But  it  is  a  very  important  matter,  and  I 
think  we  cannot  do  better  than  increase  the  number  of  our 
riflemen.  Twenty  good  riflemen  with  good  arms  are  better 
than  a  hundred  men  who  are  not  efficient  in  the  art  of 
handling  the  rifle. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Hid  the  hon.  gentleman  import  ammunition 
for  the  Martini-Henri  rifle  ? 

Mr.  Caron. 


Mr.  LISTEE.  Are  these  manufactured  by  tender  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes,  by  tender,  largely  advertised.  The 
estimate  is  made  up  for  5,500  suits  of  uniform  clothing,  at 
an  average  cost  of  $10  per  suit,  and  6,000  great  coats,  at  an 
average  cost  of  $5.83. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  What  do  the  officers 
in  the  field  say  of  the  character  of  the  clothing  they  have 
had  in  the  late  campaign? 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  have  had  no  complaint  at  all,  and  the 
General,  who  is  a  good  judge,  says,  so  far  as  the  great  coats 
and  the  tunics  are  concerned,  that  he  never  saw  anything 
approaching  the  value  of  the  cloth; 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  hope  it  is  Canadian 
cloth. 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes ;  all  Canadian  cloth. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Middlesex).  Is  the  same  clothing  served 
out  to  the  forces  at  the  front  as  to  the  volunteers  in  their 
annual  drill  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  We  had  nothing  to  draw  on,  except  what 
remained  in  our  stores,  outside  of  the  ordinary  uniforms.  I 
ordered  some  light  homespun  coats,  which,  if  the  campaign 
had  continued  for  any  length  of  time,  would  have  been  very 
necessary  for  the  men,  being  much  lighter  than  the  heavy 
tunics ;  but  with  the  exception  of  2,000  or  3,000  suits  of  this 
homespun,  we  had  nothing  to  give  to  the  troops  at  the  front 
but  what  we  served  out  to  the  whole  force. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Were  these  tendered  for  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes;  all  tendered  for. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Middlesex).  There  have  been  complaints 
made  as  to  the  character  of  the  clothing  furnished;  and 
while  I  have  no  doubt  every  member  of  this  committee  will 
sympathise  with  the  disposition  to  procure  as  much  of  this 
clothing  as  possible  m  the  country,  still  I  think  our  first 
duty  is  to  our  volunteers.  Some  of  the  Deputy  Adjutants 
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General  complain  of  the  clothing  as  being  very  poorly  put 
together,  and  one  officer  suggests  that  each  officer  com¬ 
manding  a  corps  be  given  a  special  allowance  to  provide  for 
his  sewing  each  button  on  the  clothing.  That  is  an 
evidence,  in  itself,  that  the  character  of  the  clothing  is  not 
such  as  we  should  like  to  see  it. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  I  think  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  something  of  the  character  of  the  clothing  served 
out  to  the  volunteers,  and  my  observation  during  the  last 
two  or  three  years  is  that  the  clothing  has  very  much 
improved  in  quality.  The  difficulty  with  me  is  how  those 
people  can  furnish  clothing  of  so  good  a  character  for  the 
price.  The  great  coats,  I  believe,  are  not  equalled  by  those 
of  any  other  service. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I,  of  course,  defer  to  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman ;  but  I  think  W.  H.  Jackson, 
Deputy  Adjutant  General  of  Military  District  No.  1,  is  also 
a  good  authority.  He  is  at  the  front  at  present,  and  is  in 
control  of  this  department  in  the  force  now  on  service. 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Before  you  left  the  Chair, 
Sir,  I  was  drawing  your  attention  to  the  character  of  the 
clothing  furnished  the  service.  I  stated  that  the  report  of 
the  Minister  for  the  last  financial  year  indicated  that  some 
of  the  clothing  was  not  of  a  character  suitable  to  the  pur¬ 
pose.  I  then  referred  to  the  report  of  Col,  Jackson,  Deputy 
Adjutant  General  of  No.  1  Military  District,  who  states, 
under  the  head  of  equipment  and  clothing,  that  much  of 
the  equipment  is  very  old  and  worn.  The  forage  caps 
issued  by  the  Department,  he  says,  cause  many  complaints, 
on  account  of  their  being  quite  unsuited  to  tho  climate, 
either  in  summer  or  winter,  and  many  men,  willing  to 
volunteer,  decline  to  do  so  on  being  shown  tho  caps. 
Complaints  are  also  made  of  bad  clothing,  and  of 
the  make  of  the  trowsers  and  the  bad  sewing  on  of  the 
buttons.  The  character  of  the  clothing  has  more  than  once 
attracted  attention  through  the  press  ;  and  while  I  am 
willing  to  concede  to  the  Minister  the  desire  to  have  the 
clothing  manufactured  in  the  country,  the  first  necessity 
Bhould  be  that  its  character  is  durable.  Our  volunteers 
make  considerable  sacrifices,  and  it  is  certainly  discouraging 
that  the  clothing  should  be  of  the  character  described  in  the 
report  of  the  Adjutant  General.  It  must  have  been  a  matter 
of  observation,  too,  that  when  corps  come  into  camp  their 
uniforms  are,  in  very  many  instances,  very  badly  fitted.  Of 
course,  I  know  the  difficulties  that  exist  in  that  respect ;  I 
know  that  when  clothing  is  purchased  by  contract  it  is 
impossible  to  get  that  fit  which  volunteers  desire.  I  know 
that  in  some  instances  captains  commanding  companies 
have,  out  of  their  own  pockets,  paid  a  tailor  to  make  such 
alterations  as  were  deemed  neoessary.  Whether  the 
Department  will  think  well  to  make  an  allowance  to  tho 
captains  of  companies  to  meet  this  particular  case,  I  cannot 
say,  but  certainly  there  are  a  good  many  complaints.  There 
are  also  complaints  resulting  from  the  fact,  easily  accounted 
for,  that  there  is  such  a  large  proportion  of  volunteers  who 
are  new  men  at  each  camp  of  instruction,  some  of  the 
reports  indicating  that  the  number  of  recruits  is  as  large  as 
90  per  cent.  I  cannot  indicate  how  that  difficulty  should 
be  overcome,  but  I  think  it  should  receive  the  attention  of 
the  Department,  to  see  whether  some  means  could  not  be 
taken  by  which  the  men  enrolled  would  be  retained  at  their 
different  commands  for  their  entire  term  of  three  years. 
We  know  that  they  are  enlisted  for  three  years,  but  that 
the  Act  is  very  seldom  put  in  force,  and  it  is  worthy  of 
consideration  whether  some  means,  such  as  an  increase  of 
pay,  would  not  obviate  that  difficulty. 


Mr.  BERGIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  is  rather  unfortunate,  I  think,  in  residing  in  the  only 
district  from  which  there  is  any  complaint  as  to  the  char¬ 
acter  of  the  clothing  in  the  past  year.  I  have  read  the 
reports  of  officers  commanding  military  districts,  and  I  have 
failed  to  find  any  complaint  from  any  officer,  except  the  offi¬ 
cer  commanding  the  No.  1  Military  District.  All  the  others, 
who  refer  specially  to  the  clothing,  pronounce  it  to  be 
good  and  almost  invariably  in  good  condition.  I  notice  one 
exception,  and  that  is  where  the  inspecting  officer  says  the 
clothing  was  not  in  good  condition,  owing  to  its  having  been 
stored  by  the  officer  commanding  the  corps  in  a  damp  placo. 
It  is  impossible  for  the  Militia  Department  here  to  look  after 
every  store  that  is  in  cliarge  of  an  officer  commanding  a  corps 
or  a  company,  and  it  sometimes  happens  the  storehouses 
are  not  suitable.  In  this  case,  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  inevit¬ 
able,  because  it  was  in  one  of  the  districts  in  Manitoba,  and 
no  other  building  could  have  been  had  at  the  time.  Now, 
I  have  had  almost  as  long  experience  of  the  militia  as  any 
man  in  the  country.  For  many  years  I  have  had  the  honor 
of  commanding  a  corps,  and  I  can  venturo  to  say,  without 
contradiction,  based  upon  fact,  that  the  clothing  of  the 
militia  in  this  country  is  exceedingly  good,  far  better,  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  few  years,  than  it  ever  was  before.  I  am 
proud  to  say  that  since  the  clothing  has  been  made  from 
cloth  manufactured  in  this  country  it  is  very  much  better 
than  when  made  in  the  old  country.  The  objection  made 
by  Col.  Jackson  to  the  caps  is  tolerably  well  founded,  so  far 
as  the  hot  season  of  the  year  is  concerned  ;  but  it  is  a  most 
comfortable  cap  at  almost  any  other  season,  and  if  I  were 
disposed  to  bo  critical,  I  would  say  that  Col.  Jackson,  whon 
penning  those  lines,  penned  them  with  no  disposition  to  ask 
men  to  volunteer.  It  is  a  most  extraordinary  reason  to  be 
given  for  the  refusal  of  men  in  this  country  to  join  the  militia, 
that  the  shape  of  the  cap  does  not  suit  them.  I  did  not  think 
there  wore  many  man-milliners  in  the  volunteer  force, 
and  I  never,  until  I  saw  this  report  of  Col.  Jackson,  heard 
it  mentioned  as  a  reason  for  not  joining  the  militia  service. 
The  men  are  satisfied — have  good  clothing,  and  the  caps  fur¬ 
nished  them  are  of  good  material.  They  are,  porhaps,not  fitted 
for  walking  down  Broadway,  if  a  man  is  disposed  to  be  very 
particular  as  to  tho  stylo  of  his  dress,  but  they  are  comfortable 
and  serviceable,  and  not  at  all  injurious  to  the  health. 
There  is  another  objection  offered  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
admits  it  is  an  objection  that  cannot  be  met,  namely,  that 
the  clothing  supplied  from  the  Department  will  not  fit  every 
man  who  volunteers,  at  the  moment  he  volunteers  ;  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  himself  supplied  a  reason  why  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  not  to  permit  the  clothing  to  bo  changed  or 
fitted  to  each  volunteer,  because  it  is  the  custom  not  to 
prosecute  men  who  fail  to  complete  tho  full  term  of  their 
enlistment  in  the  service,  and  there  are  many  young  men 
who,  owing  to  Various  causes,  very  often,  at  the  period  of 
camp,  are  obliged  to  go  to  other  parts  of  the  country. 
They  leave  their  clothing  behind  them,  to  be  used  by  other 
men  who  take  their  places,  and  if  the  Militia  Department 
were  to  permit  the  cutting  up  of  clothing,  so  as  to  suit  each 
man  each  time  he  volunteered,  they  would  be,  in  a  littlo 
time,  without  any  clothing.  The  consequence  is,  that  men 
are  obliged  to  wear  olothing  a  little  too  large  for  them 
in  some  cases,  and  in  others  a  little  too  small ;  but 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  economy  that  these  should  not  be  cut 
up  and  made  over  for  every  man  who  wears  therm  In  the 
cities,  where  the  corps  are  of  a  more  permanent  character 
and  the  men  are  moro  apt  to  remain  during  the  full  period 
of  enlistment,  it  is  the  custom  to  alter  the  clothing  to  suit 
the  men,  and  I  believe  that  in  no  case  has  the  Militia  De¬ 
partment  suffered  any  loss  by  it,  the  corps  having,  generally, 
where  there  was  tho  loss  of  a  tunic  or  a  pair  of  trowsers,  in 
consequence  of  the  change,  made  it  up.  If  no  more  sub¬ 
stantial  objection  can  be  made  to  tho  clothing  furnished  by 
the  Militia  Department  than  this  very  curiously-worded 
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paragraph  of  Lieut.  Col.  Jackson’s,  the  only  one  in  all  the 
military  districts  who  says  the  clothing  is  not  of  good 
quality,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  be  satisfied 
that  there  must  have  been  some  mistake  made  by  Col. 
Jackson,  and  that  the  objection  is  not  very  well  founded. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Assuming  that  Col.  Jack- 
son  is  the  only  officer  who  has  any  fault  to  find  with  the 
clothing  supplied  by  the  Department,  wo  must  not  forget 
that,  according  to  the  number  of  military  districts  in  the 
Dominion,  he  represents  one-twelfth  of  the  whole  number 
of  volunteers,  and  besides,  his  command  is  much  larger, 
numerically,  than  many  others  of  the  twelve  Deputy  Adju¬ 
tants  General.  But  there  were  other  complaints  made,  pri¬ 
vately,  of  course,  and  perhaps  they  are  not  entitled  to  the 
same  amount  of  consideration  as  this.  I  do  not  assume  that, 
because  the  changes  are  frequent,  the  volunteers’  clothing 
should  not  fit  him.  I  think  it  would  be  a  doctrine  very 
prejudicial  to  the  success  of  our  volunteer  force  to  assume 
that  the  clothing  was  to  be  invariably  a  misfit  because 
somebody  else  might  come  along  afterwards  who  might  be 
compelled  to  wear  it. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  You  say  invariably  ;  I  say  occasionally. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  My  view  of  it  is,  that  it 
results  very  largely  from  the  fact  that,  in  the  country 
battalions  the  changes  are  very  numerous,  and  the  attention 
of  the  Department  should  be  drawn  to  the  fact,  with  a  view 
of  remedying  what  is  a  pernicious  state  of  affairs,  not  only 
as  far  as  the  clothing  is  concerned,  but  in  regard  to  the 
well-being  of  the  force.  It  must  be  clear  to  every  member 
of  the  committee  that  twelve  days’  drill  is  not  sufficient  to 
secure  to  the  country  that  value  for  the  expenditure  which 
we  expect.  If  some  course  were  adopted  by  which  the 
volunteers  were  kept  in  the  ranks  for  the  full  term  of  their 
enlistment,  the  clothing  could  be  altered  to  fit  them,  and  it 
would  not  be  argued,  as  a  reason  for  change,  that  some  one 
else  would  have  a  misfit  in  the  following  year.  [  think  a 
larger  fraction  of  the  very  fair  amount  which  we  expend 
on  the  volunteer  force  could  be  appropriated  to  giving  the 
men  a  few  cents  more  per  day.  I  find  that  where  the  muni¬ 
cipal  bodies  have  implemented  the  pay  of  the  volunteers 
by  25  cents  a  day,  the  character  of  the  battalions  is 
markedly  in  contrast  for  the  better  to  those  where  they  are 
only  paid  50  cents  a  day.  Perhaps  the  Minister  will  find 
in  that  direction  the  means  of  ovei  coming  the  difficulty 
that  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  well  as  myself,  admits  to  exist. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  quite  right  in 
drawing  my  attention  to  these  matters.  When  the  uniforms 
were  imported  from  England  the  complaints  were  just  as 
numerous,  and,  I  think,  more  numerous,  than  they  are  to-day. 
There  were  just  as  many  buttons  dropping  off  occasionally 
\,hen  the  uniforms  were  manufactured  in  England  as  there 
have  been  since  they  have  been  manufactured  in  Canada.  The 
hon.  gentleman  states  that  some  means  should  bo  adopted 
to  enforce  the  enlistment  of  tho  men  who  join  the  force  for 
the  three  years  of  their  service.  We  know  that,  in  a  country 
like  Canada,  men,  for  the  purposes  of  their  own  business, 
go  about  from  one  place  to  another,  and  I  think  that  so  far 
tho  system  has  worked  very  well.  Those  men  may  be 
serving  to-day  in  one  battalion  in  one  part  of  the  country 
and  next  year  in  another  battalion  in  another  part  of  the 
country,  but  whenever  we  have  required  them  we  have 
found  them  ready  to  fight  the  battles  of  the  country,  and 
they  have  done  it  most  effectually. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  According  to  last  year’s 
Public  Accounts,  we  have  paid  a  very  fair  sum  for  a  thorough 
inspection  of  tho  clothing,  between  $1,100  and  $1,200,  and  I 
think  that  Col.  Jackson’s  complaint  really  should  not  lie, 
when  that  amount  has  been  expended  in  the  inspection  of 
Mr.  Bergin. 


clothing,  and  in  seeing  that  they  are  received  from  the  con¬ 
tractor  in  good  condition. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  think  it  would  be  expecting  something 
from  the  Department  of  Militia  which  we  have  no  right  to 
expect,  if  the  uniforms  given  out  to  the  volunteers  were 
expected  to  fit  them.  Tho  least  that  can  be  expected  is,  I 
think,  that  something  should  be  done  to  make  them  as  good 
as  possible.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Bergin)  is  unjust  in  his  reference  to  Col.  Jackson.  Col. 
Jackson  is  an  officer  of  the  Government,  and  I  think  it  is  his 
duty  to  report  to  the  Government  the  condition  of  affairs 
exactly  as  they  are.  If  he  did  not  do  so  he  would  be  remiss 
in  his  duty.  I  have  not  the  pleasure  of  knowing  Col.  Jackson, 
but  I  believe  he  is  a  very  efficient  officer,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  has  reported  the  condition  of  affairs  as  he 
found  it.  He  represents  that  the  clothing  was  not  good  and 
was  not  properly  made  up.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Cornwall  was  unjust  in  his  reference  to  Col.  Jackson, 
because  that  officer  did  what  it  was  his  duty  to  do.  It  is 
not  pretended  that  the  statement  made  is  not  strictly  accu¬ 
rate,  and  if  it  is  true,  then  he  would  be  remiss  in  his  duty 
if  he  did  not  bring  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
Militia.  In  looking  over  the  report,  I  find  that  there  are 
other  complaints,  so  far  as  other  portions  of  the  service  are 
concerned.  There  are  complaints  as  to  the  arms  from 
several  of  the  commanding  officers — serious  complaints  that 
the  arms  are  old-fashioned  and  inefficient,  and  although 
there  are  no  other  complaints  as  to  the  clothing,  there  are 
abundance  of  complaints,  as  far  as  the  arms  are  concerned. 
I  think  these  gontlemen  would  not  be  doing  their  duty  if 
they  did  not  bring  these  matters  to  the  attention  of  the 
Department.  How  can  the  Minister  of  Militia  be 
expected  to  have  an  efficient  force  unless  the  officers 
bring  to  his  attention  everything  pertaining  to  it, 
everything  calculated  to  make  it  more  efficient  and 
more  fit  to  discharge  the  duties  it  is  expected  to  do. 
Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  clothing  is  better  than 
was  imported  from  England,  and  on  that  point  I  admit  that 
he  ought  to  be  a  better  judge  than  I  am.  But  we  have  seen 
reports  in  tho  newspapers  that,  when  the  volunteers  arrived 
at  Port  Arthur  on  their  way  to  the  North-West,  the  uni¬ 
forms  were  in  a  very  dilapidated  condition  indeed,  on 
account  of  the  inferior  material  of  which  they  were  made. 
Now  that  the  matter  has  been  brought  before  the  attention 
of  the  Minister,  I  hope  he  will  see  that  all  just  cause  of 
complaint  is  removed. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  An  hon.  gentleman  has  complained 
that  the  volunteers  do  not  serve  their  whole  time  of  three 
years.  Mv  opinion  is,  that  just  as  soon  as  a  volunteer  has 
learned  his  drill  he  should  step  out  and  let  some  other  man 
take  his  place.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  that  as 
many  men  as  possible  should  be  acquainted  with  drill.  Now, 
in  regard  to  the  clothing,  there  always  has  been  and  always 
will  be  complaints.  The  question  is  :  Are  the  clothes  made 
for  the  men,  or  are  the  men  made  for  the  clothes  ?  But 
take  it  all  in  all,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  uniforms  furnished 
the  volunteers,  that  are  made  in  this  country,  are  as  good  as 
any  that  you  can  find  in  any  other  country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  find  that  R.  J.  Webb  & 
Co.,  of  England,  supplied  clothing  for  the  value  of  $15, *776, 
while  the  amount  paid  for  military  clothing  in  Canada  is 
$25,000.  It  may  be  that  it  is  the  English  cloth  that  is  at 
fault ;  I  am  only  drawing  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to 
the  fact  that  complaints  have  been  made  by  the  volunteers 
themselves,  and  that  these  complaints  have  been  substantiated 
by  the  report  of  an  officer  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  may  state,  in  regard  to  the  clothing  im¬ 
ported  from  England,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  from 
previous  discussions  which  have  taken  place  in  Parliament, 
that  we  import  from  England  the  scarlet  tunics  because  we 
cannot  get  in  Canada  a  scarlet  cloth  in  which  the  oolor 
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would  hold.  On  account  of  the  small  quantity  of  cloth  which 
would  be  required  for  militia  purposes,  it  would  not  pay  to 
construct  a  factory  for  the  special  purpose  of  manufacturing 
that  cloth  in  Canada.  The  dyeing  process,  more  especially, 
would  make  it  very  expensive.  But  outside  the  scarlet  tunics 
and  the  scarlet  cloth,  all  the  other  military  clothing  is 
manufactured  in  Canada. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  Minister  is  quite  right  in  taking  that 
course.  When  I  was  at  the  head  of  the  Department  I  found 
it  impossible  to  got  scarlet  cloth  hero,  so  that  the  color 
would  stand ;  it  lasted  but  a  very  short  time.  I  see  the 
amount  asked  for  this  year  is  $90,000,  the  same  as  last  year, 
but  it  does  not  appear  whethor  the  balance  between  tho 
$47,740  expended  and  the  $90,000,  the  estimate  of  last  year, 
and  granted  by  the  House,  has  been  expended. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  it  is  one 
vote,  and  the  vote  was  transferred  over.  All  the  accounts 
covering  the  expenditure  have  not  been  paid  up.  Tho 
amount  has  been  carried  over,  so  as  to  meet  the  contracts 
which  were  given. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  observe  the  unexpended  balance  carried 
forward  is  $7,676  for  ammunition,  clothing  and  military 
stores. 

Mr.  CARON.  This  is  one  vote,  and  the  whole  of  that 
vote  was  carried  over.  It  cannot  be  divided,  and  so  it 
appeared  in  the  report  as  having  been  transferred  for  the 
payment  of  one  particular  class  of  goods,  and  no  other.  But 
the  contracts  have  boon  given  out,  and  the  money  will  be 
required  for  the  purpose  of  paying  these  contracts.  Tho 
whole  $90,000  will  be  expended. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  understood  tho  Minister  of  Militia 
and  the  late  Minister  of  Militia  to  say  that  we  manufactured 
all  the  cloth  necessary  for  the  volunteers  in  this  country, 
except  the  scarlet  tunics.  Now,  I  think  we  might  discon¬ 
tinue  altogether  the  scarlet  color  in  the  clothing  of  our 
volunteers,  because  it  makes  a  too  conspicuous  mark.  There 
is  no  better  target  and  no  bettor  color  for  an  enemy  to  shoot 
at  than  a  scarlet  tunic,  and  I  hope  the  militia  authorities  of 
this  country  will  consider  the  expediency  of  changing  that 
color  to  some  other — say,  grey  or  green — and  if  we  can 
manufacture  it  in  the  country,  so  much  tho  better,  and  then 
we  would  be  able  to  keep  that  industry,  at  least,  at  home. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  It  gives  me  pleasure  to 
be  able  to  coincide  with  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr. 
McCallum),who  has  just  spoken,  in  reference  to  scarlet  as  a 
color  for  uniforms.  I  believe  that  some  other  color  would 
be  much  better  for  tho  purpose  of  our  volunteer  forces.  I 
have  an  opinion  that,  for  purposes  such  as  our  Canadian 
volunteers  are  likely  to  be  used,  for  skirmishing  and  scout¬ 
ing  work,  the  red  uniform  is  an  objectionable  one.  While 
I  know  there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  in  its  favor,  on  account 
of  its  associations,  yet,  in  the  interest  of  our  volunteers,  we 
can  very  safely  abandon  that  feeling,  and  furnish  them 
clothing  adapted  to  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  I  have 
had  that  opinion  for  several  years,  and  it  is  strengthened 
by  the  fact  that  scarlet  clothing  is  very  hard  to  keep  clean, 
and  that  after  a  little  use  it  has  not  the  appearance  that  dark 
green  has.  It  would  be  decidedly  advantageous  to  the  vol¬ 
unteer  force  if  scarlet  tunics  were  abandoned. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  question  of  scarlet  versus  other  colors 
is  not  a  new  one.  It  has  been  discussed  by  high  authorities, 
and  the  result  of  the  experience  of  those  who  have  made  a 
special  study  of  the  matter  is  that  scarlet  is  the  best  of  all 
colors.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  if  you  take  a  rifleman 
uniformed  in  green  he  makes  a  better  mark  at  almost  any 
distance  than  a  man  wearing  scarlet.  I  do  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  military  critics  who  have  made  this  a  special  study  ;  but 
this  question  has  been  so  often  discussed  that  it  is  now  con¬ 
sidered  settled,  and  the  result  of  all  the  discussion  is,  that 


scarlet  is,  after  all,  the  best  color.  The  fact  of  scarlet  being 
retained  in  all  the  great  armies  of  Europe  must  necessarily 
indicate  that  it  cannot  be  so  bad  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
fancies  it  to  be. 

Mi*.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Those  who  have  accom¬ 
panied  the  forces  in  the  field,  have  criticised  the  scarlet 
uniforms.  I  have  soon  references  to  the  fact  that  it  was 
thought  that  corps  uniformed  in  red  offered  better  marks, 
and  it  was  suggested  that  their  losses  resulted,  to  some  extent, 
from  that  fact.  I  know  they  did  not  suffer  very  severely, 
but  we  must  remember  that  those  who  were  uniformed  in 
other  than  rod  were  those  who  wore  most  actively  engagod. 
I  am  not  aware  that  it  has  been  so  definitely  ascertained  that 
scarlet  is  the  preferable  color,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
indicates.  I  certainly  will  defer,  however,  to  tho  hon. 
gentleman’s  judgement,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, which  must 
necessarily  engage  his  attention  more  than  mine. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  had  occasion,  somo 
years  ago,  to  look  into  this  question,  and  I  read  something 
about  it ;  and  I  have  read,  not  the  whole  of  it,  but  I  havo 
looked  through  the  report  of  the  late  commission,  with  res¬ 
pect  to  the  volunteers  in  England.  There  is  a  general  con¬ 
sensus  of  opinion  among  military  men  that  red  is  a 
much  safer  color  than  rifle  green.  I  had  occasion  somo 
years  ago,  to  look  at  a  large  body  of  troops  in  review,  and 
those  with  red  uniforms  appeared  as  a  blurred  red  line, 
while  the  men  in  dark  green,  with  the  sun  light  behind 
them,  stood  out  with  markod  individuality.  There  can  bo 
no  doubt  that  red  is  a  much  safer  color  than  the  rifle  green. 
So  much  is  that  the  case,  that  the-  authorities  are  making 
all  the  volunteer  force  in  England  change  their  rifle  uni¬ 
forms  to  red,  and  they  are  doing  it  very  rapidly.  Tho  only 
question  that  is  still  not  quite  settled  is  as  to  whethor  a 
light  grey  is  not  a  safer  uniform  than  rod.  But  notwith¬ 
standing  that  question,  which,  I  believe,  is  not  yet  decided, 
the  recommendation  of  the  commission  is  that  all  the 
volunteers’  uniforms,  and  they  are  principally  grey,  shall 
be  given  up,  and  red  adopted  as  the  uniform  of  the  volun¬ 
teer  force. 

Mr.  PLATT.  What  is  the  average  timo  during  which  a 
great  coat  and  tunic  is  fit  for  use  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Up  to  throe  years  ago  wo  issued  groat 
coats  every  five  years.  Prom  the  superior  material  which 
we  have  secured  in  our  Canadian  factories,  I  believe  we  will 
be  able  to  save  two  years  upon  each  great  coat.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  in  ordinary  times  great  coats  and  uniforms 
will  last  five  years.  It  is  intended,  when  tho  men  at  present 
at  tho  front  return,  that  they  shall  bo  provided  with  a  com¬ 
plete  new  outfit. 

Mr.  PLATT.  The  condition  of  groat  coats  might  bo 
materially  improved  if  arrangements  were  made  by  which 
they  would  not  be  used  as  bedding.  In  camps  of  instruc¬ 
tion  both  great  coats  and  tunics  are  more  abused  in  the  tents 
than  outside.  Complaint  has  been  made  that  this  arises 
from  a  scanty  supply  of  blankets.  It  might  be  that  a  great 
saving  would  be  effected  if  more  blankets  wore  supplied, 
and  the  groat  coats  and  tunics  wore  put  carefully  away. 
Volunteers  lie  on  the  ground  in  their  great  coats  and  cover 
themselves  with  blankets.  During  wet  weather  tho  great 
coats  get  into  a  very  bad  condition,  and  are  not  fit  for 
parade.  The  trouble  about  buttons  being  rubbed  off  arises 
from  the  men  sleeping  in  their  great  coats.  Is  it  made 
imperative  that  great  coats  shall  bo  taken  to  tho  stores  after 
camp  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  PLATT.  That  is  one  of  the  regulations  that  is  not 
carried  out.  It  is  not  an  uncommon  thing  to  see  a  volun¬ 
teer  drawing  wood  in  a  military  great  coat,  and  laboring 
men  wearing  great  coats  and  pants.  In  many  cases  where 
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battalions  are  not  fit  for  service  on  account  of  the  bad  state 
of  their  clothing,  tho  explanation  is  that  the  men  have  been 
wearing  it  at  all  times,  and  have  not  taken  care  of  it.  I 
think  if  regulations  were  mado  compelling  tho  commanding 
officer  to  take  these  uniforms  immediately  after  camp  and  have 
them  properly  cleaned  and  stored,  a  great  saving  would  be 
effected.  From  my  experience,  I  have  noticed,  particularly 
with  regard  to  the  accoutrements  of  cavalry  men,  that  they 
are  frequently  taken  homo  and  left  in  a  barn  or  stable,  and 
when  collected  they  are  unfit  for  service  or  inspection.  I 
think,  supplying  two  or  three  blankets,  if  necossary,  to 
each  volunteer  in  camp,  would  also  be  the  means  of  effect¬ 
ing  a  groat  saving  in  clothes. 

Mr.  CAEON.  At  overy  camp  wo  usually  supply  two 
blankets  per  man,  which,  in  June,  should  be  sufficient,  and 
at  the  camps  of  instruction,  in  September,  we  havo  issued 
one  extra  blanket,  so  that  there  is  absolutely  no  reason  why 
the  great  coats  should  bo  used  for  bedding.  We  cannot,  of 
course,  send  bedsteads  to  the  camps,  but  as  the  men  havo 
plenty  of  straw,  as  well  as  their  blankets,  there  is  no  reason 
why  tho  great  coats  should  be  put  to  the  use  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  refers.  Our  blankets  are  some  of  the  very 
best  that  can  bo  found,  and  if  coats  are  used  as  bedding  it 
is  tho  fault  of  the  commanding  officer,  as  it  is  his  duty, 
when  the  camp  is  over,  to  take  care  that  the  uniforms, 
accoutrements,  etc.,  are  returned  to  him.  As  to  tho  use  of 
military  uniforms  outside  of  military  service,  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  after  five  years  these  uniforms  are 
disposed  of,  and  it  may  be  that  some  of  them,  after  being 
cast  off,  are  used  in  that  way.  I  would  sooner  see  tho  old 
ones  returned  when  they  are  replaced  by  the  new  ones,  but 
that  has  not  boen  tho  practice  heretofore. 

Mr.  PLATT.  With  regard  to  head  dress,  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  send  tho  volunteers  to  drill  this  year 
with  the  forage  cap  for  June  or  September  drill,  as  there  is 
great  complaint  on  that  score,  owing  to  the  fact  that  many 
of  the  volunters,  not  boing  accustomed  to  long  exposure  to 
the  sun,  get  their  faces  so  blistered  that  they  have  to  be 
sent  to  the  hospital,  boing  unfit  for  drill.  I  know  that  I 
havo  myself  given  certificates  allowing  them  to  bo  put  on 
the  sick  list.  Some  battalions  are  purchasing  helmets  them¬ 
selves  from  England,  and  if  holmots  or  some  cheaper  article 
could  be  supplied,  a  chango  in  tho  head  dress  would  bo  very 
desirable. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  may  say  that  that  question  is  now  being 
considered,  as  we  have  had  complaints  with  regard  to  it, 
and  I  hope  we  will  be  able  to  find  a  head  dress  which  is 
suitable  to  our  climate. 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  may  montion  that  some  battalions  have 
been  calling  on  their  friends,  and  have  been  raising  money 
by  concerts  and  other  ways,  to  pay  for  their  helmets,  and  I 
think,  in  such  cases,  the  Government  should  at  least  pay 
one-half. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  may  say  that  wo  allow  the  value  of  the 
forage  cap  to  those  battalions  which  import  helmets. 

Mr.  PLATT.  Does  that  apply  to  battalions  which  had 
forage  cap,  last  year,  and  aro  buying  holmots  this  year  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes. 

Mr.  YAIL.  With  regrad  to  this  item  of  military  stores, 
could  the  hon.  gentleman  give  us  any  idea  of  tho  quantity 
of  stores  on  hand  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  could  tell  tho  hon.  gentleman  what  wo 
are  estimating  for.  Thero  are  5,000  sets  of  accoutrements, 
including  haversacks;  5,000  blankets ;  500  tents;  matorial 
for  repairs  of  artillery,  etc. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Is  tho  regular  quantity  sufficient  for  this 
year  ? 

Mr,  Platt, 


Mr.  CAEON.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that, 
having  to  meet  an  emergency  this  year,  we  had  to  purchase 
a  good  many  stores  to  complete  what  we  had  on  hand.  The 
vote  taken  every  year  is  merely  to  keep  up  a  force  of  about 
32,000  men,  and  we  havo  very  little  surplus  over  what  was 
required  for  the  ordinary  wants  of  the  forces. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Middlesex).  Are  any  of  the  stores 
included  in  this  vote,  those  that  are  supplied  to  permanent 
corps  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes  ;  this  covers  not  only  the  ordinary 
volunteer  forces  but  the  permanent  corps — the  batteries 
and  the  schools  of  infantry  and  cavalry. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Middlesex).  Then  the  cost  of  the 
schools  of  infantry  and  cavalry  has  boen  increased  by  the 
amount  they  withdraw  from  these  stores  yearly  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes;  of  course. 

Public  armories  and  care  of  arms,  including 
pay  of  storekeepers,  caretakers,  storemen 
and  armorers  . . . .  $60,000 

Mr.  LISTEE.  Was  the  whole  vote  of  last  year  ex 
pended  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Yes. 

Drill  pay,  and  other  incidental  expenses  con¬ 
nected  with  the  drill  and  training  of  the 
militia . $250,000 

Mr.  YAIL.  Will  the  Minister  kindly  tell  us  what  he 
proposes  to  do  the  coming  year — how  many  men  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  drill,  and  whether  any  additional  amount  above  the 
$250,000  vote  was  expended  last  year  ? 

Mr.  CAEON.  Tho  estimate  for  this  year  is  for  twelve 
days’  drill  of  city  corps  and  brigades  of  garrison  artillery. 
The  estimate  is  for  9,500  officers  and  men,  at  an  average 
cost  of  '72  cents  each  per  day,  $77,760,  and  385  horses,  at  $1 
per  day  for  twelve  days,  $4,620,  making  $82,380.  We  also 
estimate  for  1,222  horses  and  10,000  officers  and  men, 
at  an  average  of  $1.10  each  per  day,  which  covers 
rations  and  pay,  $132,000;  transport  is  estimated  at 
about  $3  per  man,  $30,000,  and  camp  contingencies, 
$5,620  ;  making  the  estimate  of  $250,000.  Wo  intend  this 
year  holding  the  camps  of  instruction  and  having  the  usual 
drill  which  wo  have  had  during  the  past  four  or  five  years. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  observe,  that  while  the  vote  for  1883-84 
was  the  same  amount,  $250,000,  the  expenditure  was 
$314,000.  It  seoms  to  me  we  ought  to  keep  a  little  nearer 
tho  vote.  If  tho  hon.  gentleman  wants  more  money  it 
would  be  better  to  have  it  voted. 

Mr.  CAEON.  Last  year,  at  the  beginning  of  the  season, 
there  were  some  battalions  called  out  for  drill  which,  for 
so rne  reason,  could  not  turn  out  and  did  not  turn  out.  The 
Adjutant  General,  fancying  that  we  should  drill  as  many 
men  as  possible,  not  exceeding  the  vote  of  Parliament,  we 
took  some  other  local  corps.  Later  in  tho  season  the  corps 
which  had  boen  called  out  for  drill  went  through  their 
drill,  and  the  consequence  was  that  the  vote  was  exceeded. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  the  expenditure  for 
the  present  year  has  been  below  the  vote.  Of  course,  we 
do  not  know  yet  whether  it  will  come  up  to  the  full 
amount  of  the  vote,  from  the  fact  that  a  good  many  of  the 
battalions  drill  very  late  in  the  year,  and  they  have  the 
right  to  drill  up  to  the  last  day  of  this  month.  Conse¬ 
quently,  a  good  many  of  the  battalions  have  not  been  paid, 
and  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  know  how  far  the  vote  can  go. 

Mr.  LISTEE.  I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the  Minister 
of  Militia  to  consider  whether  the  system  which  has  been 
in  existence  many  years  past  is  really  one  in  the  interest 
of  tho  militia  force  generally.  Many  people  contend 
that  the  present  system  of  bringing  the  different  battalions 
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out  into  camp  once  every  two  years  is  of  no  advantage  to 
the  force.  We  know  that  the  volunteers  enlist  for  three 
years  and  that  the  law  requires  that  different  battalions 
shall  drill  for  twelve  dayB  at  least  every  two  years.  It  is 
possible  that  many  of  the  volunteers  may  only  attend  camp 
once  in  three  years,  and  we  know  that  in  practice  they 
have  only  six  days  for  drilling,  becauso  we  must  allow  two 
days  for  going  and  coming,  and  two  Sundays  in  the  twelve 
days.  Without  any  additional  instruction,  if  the  volunteers 
are  to  depend  on  the  instruction  they  receive  at  those 
camps  it  is  impossible  that  a  man  who  has  been  in  camp 
only  eight  days  can  receive  any  instruction  that  will  be 
valuable  to  him  two  or  three  days  from  that  time.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Minister  of  Militia  has  taken  means 
to  ascertain  how  many  men  of  the  different  battalions 
attend  camp  more  than  once.  I  fancy  that  if  that  infor¬ 
mation  were  sought  for,  it  would  be  found  that  the  rural 
battalions,  at  any  rate,  do  not  attend  more  than  once.  If 
that  is  so,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  instruction  the 
majority  of  our  volunteers  receive  there  can  be  of 
no  benefit  to  them  at  all,  and  we  cannot  expect  that  they 
will  be  at  all  efficient.  Therefore,  I  think  it  would  be  weil 
for  the  Minister  to  consider  whether  the  system  cannot  be 
improved — whether  we  should  not  have  a  more  efficient 
force,  if  the  number  of  the  volunteers  were  reduced  and  the 
length  of  the  drill  extended.  The  cost  of  this  annual  drill 
is  very  large,  some  $250,000,  a  large  tax  on  tho  people.  I 
believe  that  if  tho  number  of  our  volunteer  forces  were 
reduced  to  about  one-half,  and  the  drill  were  doubled,  we 
should  have  a  more  efficient  force  of  volunteers,  which  would 
be  quite  ample  in  time  of  danger  to  preserve  the  public 
peace.  There  is  another  consideration  connected  with  this 
subject.  If  the  Government  insist  on  expending  this  amount 
of  money  the  pay  of  the  volunteers  might  be  increased.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  pay  granted  for  attending  these  camps 
is  ridiculously  small — 50  cents  a  day.  That  fact  is  of  itself 
sufficient  to  deter  a  very  large  number  of  the  most  desirable 
young  men  of  the  country  from  going  into  camp  at  all.  It 
is  no  compensation  for  a  man’s  absence  from  his  business  or 
his  situation,  and  I  think,  depending  upon  the  volunteers  as 
we  do  and  must  do,  that  the  force  ought  to  be  made  as 
attractive  as  possible,  and  that  the  mon  who  enter  tho  force 
should  be  paid  as  fair  a  rate  of  wages  as  this  country  is  able 
to  pay  them.  In  tho  State  of  Michigan  I  know  that  the  volun¬ 
teers,  while  out  in  camp,  receive  $1  a  day  and  their  rations, 
and  I  think,  myself,  that  is  little  enough  when  you  consider 
the  fact  that  the  men  are  taken  away  from  their  labors  and 
are,  perhaps,  losing  wages  to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
they  are  receiving  from  the  Government,  besides  undergoing 
much  inconvenience.  Unless  you  see  your  way  to  compen¬ 
sate  them  for  the  trouble,inconvenience  and  loss  they  are  put 
to,  you  must  expect  to  have  our  volunteor  force,  to  a  certain 
extent,  inefficient.  Men  who  ought  to  be  trained  and  on 
whom  the  country  could  dopond  when  called  on,  find  sub¬ 
stitutes  to  go  into  camp,  so  that  often,  instead  of  the  regular 
volunteers,  the  other  men  turn  out.  Tho  only  remedy  for 
this  is  better  pay.  If  our  volunteers  were  paid  better  I 
believe  wo  would  have  altogether  a  more  efficient  force  than 
we  have  to-day. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  interest  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  takes  in  the  force.  The  suggestions  he  has  made  are 
really  very  important.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  as  far 
as  the  city  corps  are  concerned,  that  the  men  really  serve 
out  the  3  years  of  sorvico,  but  in  the  rural  corps  ho  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that  it  is  very  much  more  difficult  to  get  tho 
men  to  complete  their  term  of  service.  I  merely  express, 
not  my  own  views,  because  in  matters  of  that  kind  I  do  not 
retend  to  be  a  military  critic,  but  tho  views  which  have 
een  expressed  by  every  commanding  officer,  every  general 
who  has  been  in  command  of  our  militia  force,  when  I  say 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  camps  of  exercise  works  wonders  in 


increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  force.  I  believe  if  you 
get  a  number  of  battalions  together  in  camp  you  get 
more  drill  out  of  the  men,  from  the  fact  that  the 
competition  of  the  different  battalions  with  each  other 
creates  a  spirit  of  emulation,  which  contributes  very 
much  indeed  towards  improving  the  men.  Personally, 
I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  camp  exorcises.  Of  course,  I  can¬ 
not  help  admitting  it  would  be  a  very  great  advantage  if, 
instead  of  every  two  years,  we  were  to  drill  our  men  in 
camp  every  year,  because  the  more  drill  thoy  get  the  moro 
efficient  they  become.  But  hon.  gentlemen  must  not  for¬ 
get  that  this  year  we  are  under  very  heavy  expenses,  owing 
to  the  events  which  have  taken  place  in  tho  North-West; 
and  I  should  not  like  to  recommend  a  change  of  system  ; 
but  tho  question  is  one  which  will  have  to  be  considered 
shortly.  So  far,  our  system  has  worked  very  well ;  our 
voluntoers  in  active  service  have  done  wonders,  considering 
the  fact  that  they  had  never  been  previously  called  upon  to 
take  the  field.  It  would  bo  much  better  if  wo  could  adopt 
the  system  of  having  yearly  camp  exercises,  but  the  cost 
would  be  very  much  greater  than  what  it  is  at  present. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  merely  rise  with  regard 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton,  as  I  havo 
some  knowledge  of  the  feeling  of  the  force.  Naturally, 
their  disposition  is,  when  they  got  out  to  camp,  that  the 
drill  should  be  productive  of  as  much  permanent  benefit  as 
possible ;  and  it  is  generally  conceded  that  the  few  days 
spent  in  camp  are  of  very  little  benefit,  as  regards  per¬ 
manence.  If  we  are  going  to  pursue  the  present  system,  I 
fear  it  will  not  produce  as  many  benefits  as  we  could  reason¬ 
ably  expect.  Of  course,  I  realise  tho  force  of  the  Minister’s 
statement,  that  having  spent  so  much  money  this  year  and 
having  so  many  volunteers  under  arms  necessarily  cripples 
the  Government  in  their  efforts  to  give  tho  voluntoers  better 
drill ;  but  wo  must  not  forgot  that  those  men  who  havo  been 
in  tho  North-West  have  practically  been  securing  the  very 
best  experience,  and  that  they  will  return  trained  soldiers* 
But  a  large  fraction  of  the  force  which  has  not 
had  these  advantages  cannot  be  said  to  bo  in 
the  samo  state  of  efficiency.  I  am  satisfied  an  addition 
of  10  cents  to  tho  per  diem  allowance  of  the 
volunteers  would  produce  a  very  decided  advantage.  In 
the  report,  it  is  a  subject  of  vory  general  remark  that  tho 
corps  in  tho  rural  districts  do  not  keep  thoir  men  for  the 
full  time.  One  of  the  Deputy  Adjutants  General  remarks 
that  something  like  90  per  cent,  of  the  entire  force  is 
recruited  between  each  camp.  A  slight  increase  of  pay,  I 
believe,  will  remedy  this.  It  does  not,  I  think,  follow,  that 
there  is  a  greater  migration  of  population  in  the  rural  dis¬ 
tricts  than  in  the  city.  Of  course,  wo  know  that  there  are 
circumstances  which  tend  to  keep  the  volunteer  forcos  in 
the  cities  together  to  a  degree  which  cannot  bo  secured  in 
tho  country,  but  still  I  believe  that  a  slight  increase  of 
pay  would  have  a  great  effect  in  making  the  country 
corps  approach  nearer  tho  city  corps,  as  regards  the 
soldiers  completing  their  full  term  of  service.  I  would 
draw  tho  attention  of  the  Minister  to  tho  fact  that  one 
of  the  Deputy  Adjutants  General,  in  making  his  criticisms 
on  the  different  battalions  in  one  of  the  camps  of  instruction, 
remarked  that  the  pay  of  one  of  tho  battalions,  the  batta¬ 
lion  from  the  county  of  Bruce,  was  implemented  by  a  grant 
from  the  municipal  council  of  that  county,  and  that  this 
materially  tended  to  bring  in  together  a  much  better  class 
of  men.  This  is  proof  evident  that  were  tho  Govern  mont 
to  increase  the  pay  very  satisfactory  results  would  follow. 
But  we  would  get  men  to  turn  out  tho  second  year  who  had 
attended  the  previous  year’s  instruction,  and  consequently 
were  better  ablo  to  form  into  lino  and  do  military  duty  than 
those  who  turned  out  fresh  for  military  service. 

Mr.  PLATT.  With  respect  to  camps  of  instruction,  I 
agree  in  part  with  what  the  hon.  gontloman  has  already  said, 
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As  to  the  payment  of  the  volunteers  the  pay  of  the  rank 
and  file  should  be  slightly  increased,  not  largely  increased, 
as  that  is  not  necessary.  The  slight  increase  given  by  various 
municipalities  has  invariably  had  the  effect  of  sending  the 
best  company  from  the  municipality  which  paid  the  highest 
figure.  As  to  the  character  of  the  drill,  I  have  always  been 
of  the  opinion  that  two  drills  out  of  three  should  be  at 
battalion  headquarters  and  the  third  drill  at  brigade  camp. 
I  am  not  satisfied  that  brigade  camp  is  the  best  place  for  a 
raw  recruit.  He  will  not  learn  so  much  drill  there  as  at 
company  headquarters.  Perhaps  the  best  way  to  arrange 
the  drill  would  be  to  have  one  drill  at  company  headquarters, 
one  at  battalion  headquarters  and  one  at  brigade  camp.  I 
hope  the  Minister  will  select  some  good  camping  ground. 
I  have  no  sympathy  with  the  idea  that  certain  towns  should 
be  selected.  I  believe  claims  are  put  forward  by  one  town 
and  another,  some  offer  to  do  this  and  that,  in  order  to  get  the 
camp  there,  and  a  selection  is  made  without  regard  to  the 
ground  on  which  the  soldiers  have  to  drill.  In  the  3rd 
Military  District  the  only  suitablo  ground  is  at  Kingston, 
but  the  camp  has  not  been  there  for  many  years.  Last 
year,  at  Trenton,  the  ground  was  very  rough  and  unsuitable. 
I  do  not  accuse  the  Minister  with  selecting  those  grounds  in 
order  to  favor  the  residents  of  particular  towns,  but  it  is  not 
necessary,  where  we  have  such  a  ground  as  at  Kingston, 
that  the  camp  should  be  held  at  any  other  place.  Last 
year  there  was  a  division  of  the  brigade  camp  in  the  3rd 
District,  one-half  being  at  Trenton  and  the  other  at  Kingston, 
It  did  not  give  satisfaction,  and  increased  the  expense,  while 
it  did  not  give  the  soldiers  an  idea  of  brigade  drill.  As  to 
the  length  of  time  which  tho  force  should  be  in  camp, 
that  is  a  matter  of  dollars  and  cents.  If  there  were  plenty 
of  money,  fifteen  or  twenty  days  would  be  good  time,  but 
economy  must  be  considered,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  sug¬ 
gest  increased  expense.  As  little  time  as  possible  should  be 
spent  in  useless  parade.  Nothing  distresses  and  annoys 
men  so  much  as  useless  march  outs  and  review  days. 
Some  days  are  frequently  wasted  in  preparing  for  a  parade 
before  an  inspecting  officer.  A  great  deal  of  that  kind 
of  work  might  be  dispensed  with.  I  do  not  know  any 
feature  of  the  camp  of  instruction  which  does  so  much 
harm  as  the  canteen.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion, 
although  I  do  not  hold  extreme  views  in  regard  to  pro¬ 
hibition,  that  if  there  is  one  place  where  intoxicating 
liquors  should  bo  prohibited  it  is  in  brigade  camp.  Nothing 
does  so  much  injury  to  the  men  at  drill,  and  nothing  has 
roused  such  a  feeling  of  indignation  among  the  people  of  tho 
country.  In  my  capacity  as  surgeon,  parents  have  come  to 
to  me  and  asked  me  to  report  that  their  sons  were  unfit  for 
duty  :  not  that  they  did  not  wish  them  to  learn  drill,  but 
they  did  not  want  them  to  go  to  camp,  because  they  knew 
they  were  more  likely  to  contract  the  habit  of  drinking 
strong  liquors  there  than  anywhere  olse.  I  know  that 
young  men  who  never  take  liquor  elsewhere  drink  it  in 
brigade  camps.  They  think  beer  must  be  taken  ;  and  if 
they  are  not  used  to  drinking,  it  unfits  them  for  drill,  and 
the  hospital  tent  is  fillod  with  sick  young  men  in 
the  morning,  not  from  overwork,  but  from  carousals 
at  night  with  bottles  of  beer.  Canteens  should  be  abolished. 
We  may  safely  leave  it  to  grocers  to  supply  the  nscessaries 
for  the  men.  Nothing  would  so  conduce  to  the  welfare  of 
brigade  camps  as  the  total  abolition  of  all  intoxicants,  and 
we  should  not  allow  boer  or  large  beer  to  come  in,  because, 
where  one  kind  of  liquor  is  admitted  other  kinds  are  almost 
sure  to  bo  used.  No  sui'geon  who  has  any  humanity  about 
him  will  send  a  yourig  man  upon  drill  in  the  morning  when 
he  is  suffering  from  a  severe  headache.  A  great  many  drills 
are  lost  and  a  great  deal  of  timo  is  wasted  on  account  of 
the  canteens  in  the  camps.  Just  another  word,  with  regard 
to  tho  target  practice  at  tho  camps.  I  think,  in  the  intorest 
of  tho  force,  it  might  almost  be  done  away  with,  so  far  as 
camp  instruction  is  concerned.  Too  much  is  attempted  and 
Mr.  Platt. 
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little  or  nothing  is  done.  Recruits  are  not  fit  to  take  out 
before  a  target  until  they  have  had  a  chance  of  firing  blank 
cartridges.  I  have  seen  young  men  brought  out  to  target 
practice  who  never  fired  a  rifle  in  their  lives ;  the  first  time 
they  fire  they  are  hurt  by  the  recoil,  and  many  of  them  would 
not  fire  a  rifle  again.  The  rule,  then,  is  for  some  officer  to 
take  the  ground  and  fire  the  rounds  for  that  man.  I  see  in 
the  Minister’s  report  a  suggestion  that  only  half  the  number 
of  rounds  should  be  issued,  so  that  the  instructor  could  give 
more  attention  to  the  men  and  teach  them  how  to  hold 
tho  rifle.  Some  of  tho  rifles  give  a  rebound,  and  it  is 
not  very  pleasant  to  a  person  who  is  unaccustomed  to  their 
use.  I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  a  good  deal  of  the 
money  that  goes  for  the  purchase  of  ammunition,  to  be 
spent  in  target  practice  in  brigade  camps,  is  as  good  as 
thrown  away.  Just  another  point.  There  is  nothing  that 
a  battalion  is  so  proud  of  as  of  its  band  ;  and,  from  long 
experience  in  tho  volunteer  force,  I  have  invariably  noticed 
that  in  every  camp  of  instruction  where  several  battalions 
have  been  grouped  together  for  the  purposes  of  drill,  the 
battalion  that  has  the  best  band  was  the  best  battalion 
there.  I  believe  the  Government  should  encourage,  by 
every  means,  tho  formation  of  first-class  bands,  and  give  the 
bands  every  encouragement  after  they  are  formed. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  am  obliged  to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  submitted  his  views  on  these 
several  points.  I  quite  agree  with  him  in  reference  to  the 
canteens.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  in  1883,  when 
we  framed  the  new  regulations,  we  inserted  a  provision 
whereby  those  canteens  were  prohibited.  But  if  the  com¬ 
manding  officer  does  not  do  his  duty,  of  course  my  hon, 
friend  will  understand  how  difficult  it  is  for  us  to  control 
from  headquarters  a  matter  of  detail  like  this.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  rifle  practice,  I  have  always  believed  that 
giving  a  lot  of  ammunition  to  rural  troops  during  the  camp 
for  rifle  practice  is  practically  throwing  much  of  it  away. 
My  idea  is,  that  we  should  work  a  scheme  whereby  the 
ammunition,  instead  of  being  given  during  camp, 
would  bo  handed  over  to  the  different  battalions,  so 
that  they  might  form  associations  within  their  organi¬ 
sations,  and  havo  a  certain  number  of  days  for  practice. 
I  bolieve  that  schome  would  result  very  satisfactorily. 
I  think  Gen.  Middleton,  whose  attention  I  have  called 
to  this  matter,  views  it  very  much  in  the  same  light. 
I  also  agreed  with  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the  importance 
of  the  band  in  keeping  up  the  efficiency  of  the  battalion, 
but  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  we  have  given  as  much 
encouragement  to  that  branch  of  the  service  as  possible,  with 
the  means  at  the  disposal  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  SCR1VER.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  to  the  fact  that  he  has  not  said  anything  in  reply  to 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  made  by  several  members 
of  the  House,  with  reference  to  an  increase  of  pay  to  the 
volunteers. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  thought  I  had  answered  it,  by  stating 
that  this  yoar  we  have  a  very  heavy  expenditure  to  meet, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  select  some  year  of  pro¬ 
found  peace,  when  we  can  give  all  our  attention  to  that 
important  matter.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  year  it  will 
be  possible  for  us  to  increase  the  pay. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  Then  I  trust  that  another  year,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  be  at  the  head  of  the  Department, 
something  will  bo  done  in  this  direction.  Judging  from 
what  I  have  seen  in  my  somewhat  limited  experience,  it  is 
absolutely  necessary,  if  we  would  obtain  the  class  of  men 
that  it  is  dosirable  to  obtain  to  go  into  camp  instruction,  to 
pay  an  increased  compensation.  The  hon.  Minister  must 
be  aware  that  tho  wages  of  laboring  men  are  very  much 
higher  than  they  were  a  few  years  ago,  when  this  grade  of 
pay  was  fixed.  He  cannot  expect  efficient  men  to  go  to 
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the  camps  of  instruction  unless  they  receive  something 
equal  to* the  pay  that  they  get  at  home  as  farm  laborers  or 
as  mechanics. 

Mr,  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  The  hon.  Minister  will 
remember  that  the  pay  has  been  reduced  instead  of  advanced 
within  recent  years.  The  late  Government  increased  it  to 
60  cents  a  day,  and  those  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
force  at  that  time  are  aware  that  the  increase  tended  to 
raise  the  efficiency  of  the  force.  We  know  very  well  that 
long  range  rifles,  like  the  Martini-Henry,  are  pretty  severe 
on  untrained  shoulders,  and  that  shows  the  greater  neces¬ 
sity  for  training.  Without  being  able  efficiently  to  handle 
the  rifle  they  ai’e  very  incomplete  soldiers  indeed ;  and 
while  it  might  be  quite  improper  to  confine  practice  to  a 
single  day  during  the  drill,  or  to  enter  upon  practice  with¬ 
out  having  been  thoroughly  trained  into  the  manner  of 
placing  the  rifle  to  the  shoulder,  still  it  does  not  follow  that 
the  amount  of  practice  should  be  reduced,  but,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  it  should  bo  largely  increased. 

Contingencies .  $38,000 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Are  grants  for  drill  in 
connection  with  public  schools  included  in  this  amount  ? 
The  attention  of  the  Minister  was  drawn,  some  time  ago,  to 
the  advantages  that  might  result  from  furnishing  our  high 
schools  with  facilities  for  drill  instruction.  With  the  recent 
development  of  our  high  schools,  particularly  in  Ontario, 
very  material  results  might  be  produced  at  very  light 
expense.  There  aro  [05  high  schools  and  collegiate  institutes 
in  our  Province,  and  the  expense  of  training  the  pupils 
would  not  be  large.  Efficient  officers  are  turned  out  of  our 
military  schools,  and  their  services  could  be  obtained  at 
comparatively  little  expense.  My  connection  with  the 
collegiate  institute  in  my  own  town  has  taught  me  that  at  a 
very  slight  cost  we  are  able  to  secure  the  services  of  a 
thoroughly  efficient  drill  instructor,  and  he  has  produced 
surprising  results  in  one  or  two  seasons. 

Mr.  CARON.  This  question  is  a  very  large  one.  It  has 
already  been  brought  before  my  notice  by  the  Minister  of 
Education  of  Ontario.  In  that  Province  alone  there  are 
110,000  boys  in  the  different  schools,  who  would  require  to 
be  drilled  if  the  system  were  adopted.  In  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces  there  is  also  an  army  of  scholars.  The  adoption  of 
the  proposed  system  would,  therefore,  involve  a  very  large 
expenditure  for  instruction  and  procuring  arms.  It  is  a 
system  which  has  been  followed  with  great  success  in  Ger¬ 
many,  France  and  Switzerland.  We  cannot  undertake  that 
expenditure,  however,  this  year,  especially  in  view  of  the 
heavy  outlay  caused  by  the  North-West  troubles.  I  hope, 
possibly,  at  a  future  period,  that  we  may  discuss  it,  and  I 
should  like  to  see  the  schools,  the  high  schools  especially, 
placed  in  the  position  of  reciving  drill  instruction,  which 
would  prove  very  useful  in  developing  the  physique  of  the 
boys,  and  in  converting  those  boys,  in  later  life,  into  first- 
class  soldiers. 

Grant  to  Dominion  .Rifle  Association, .  $10,000 

Mr.  CARON.  This  is  the  same  amount  as  last  year.  It 
is  to  provide  for  a  Canadian  team  to  go  to  Wimbledon. 
Oar  men  have  brought  back  from  Wimbledon  valuable 
prizes,  including  the  Kolapore  cup  four  times.  The  team 
this  year  is  a  very  good  ono,  and  is  under  the  command 
of  Col.  Ross,  who  is  a  very  good  officer,  the  second  in 
command  being  Capt.  Clarke,  who  was  wounded  at  Fish 
Creek.  I  hope  our  Canadians  at  Wimbledon  w.ll  bo  as  suc¬ 
cessful  as  they  have  been  in  previous  years. 

Dominion  Artillery  Association .  $2,000 

Mr.  CARON.  I  must  ask  the  committee  to  drop  this 
item.  It  will  appear  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  for 
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last  year.  An  English  team  came  from  Shoeburyness,  and 
Her  Majesty  sent  a  prize  for  competition,  the  first  prize 
over  granted  by  the  Queen,  to  be  competed  for  in  any  of  the 
colonies.  The  English  team,  under  the  command  of  Lieut, 
Col.  Rae,  came  to  Canada  and  competed  with  our  Canadian 
artillery  team  at  the  Island  of  Orleans.  The  prize  which  we 
should  have  so  much  liked  to  have  kept,  was  carried  back  to 
England,  after  close  competition.  I  believe  these  compe¬ 
titions  have  the  best  possible  result.  For  this  vote  of 
$2,000  we  really  get  more  drill  out  of  the  artillerymen  and 
other  branches  of  the  service,  who  go  in  for  extra  drill,  for 
which  they  are  not  paid,  in  order  to  be  fit  for  competition, 
and  this  expenditure  does  good  service  in  this  way.  This 
year,  many  of  the  men  selected  to  shoot  on  the  team  in 
England  against  English  artillerymen,  are  at  the  front,  and 
I  thought  it  better  to  drop  the  amount:  Next  year  it 
will  be  put  in  again,  and  afford  us  an  opportunity  of  Bomb¬ 
ing  our  men  to  compete  at  Shoeburyness, 

Royal  Military  College  at  Kingston .  $59,000 

Mr.  CARON.  This  item  is  the  same  as  last  year.  The 
reports  of  the  Department  gives  the  particulars  as  regards 
the  number  of  cadets  at  the  college,  and  other  matters  in 
that,  connection.  I  may  say  that  those  iyho  have  come  up 
for  examination  to  be  admitted  this  year  amount  to  29, 
the  largest  number  we  ever  had.  Ws  have  had  to  limit  the 
number  to  65,  owing  to  insufficiency  of  accommodation. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex.)  As  regards  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  the  graduates  of  this  college,  a  return  was  recently 
submitted,  showing  that  there  was  a  comparatively  small 
number  employed  in  our  service,  although  it  was  under¬ 
stood,  as  a  reason  for  the  institution  of  the  college,  that  wo 
would  educate  a  class  of  young  men  who  would  be  at  our 
service  when  required,  either  in  the  civil  service  of  the  State 
or  our  military  service.  It  is  stated  that  many  of  the  gradu¬ 
ates  are  on  active  service  in  the  North-West.  If  so,  the 
committee  will  be  glad  to  have  that  statement  confirmed  by 
the  Minister  of  Militia.  I  have  been  looking  over  the  return 
brought  down  to  indicate  the  number  of  graduates  of  the 
military  college  who  were  holding  positions  in  the  different 
schools  of  instruction,  and  I  find  they  are  but  a  small  frac¬ 
tion.  If  the  instruction  they  received  is  of  the  value  we 
expect  it  is,  these  young  men  should  be  well  qualified  to  fill 
positions  in  the  different  schools  of  instruction,  but  we  found 
only  a  small  number  of  them  in  those  schools.  Of  course,  it 
may  be  that  they  have  refused  such  positions,  and,  of  course, 
we  know  a  number  of  them  hold  commissions  in  the  British 
service.  It  may  be  contended  it  is  not  to  the  advantage  of 
this  country  that  we  should  educate  young  men  for  the 
English  service,  but  it  is  a  fair  reply  to  say  that  they  are 
available  for  our  service  when  required ;  and  we  know  that 
one  or  two  of  them  who  hold  commissions  in  the  English  ser¬ 
vice  are  at  present  on  active  duty  in  the  North-West.  I 
think  the  services  of  these  young  men  should  be  taken 
advantage  of  to  a  greater  extent  than  appears  by  the 
returns.  Would  the  hon,  gentleman  inform  us  how  many 
military  school  graduates  are  now  in  active  service  in  the 
North-West? 

Mr.  CARON.  As  far  as  I  can  remember,  there  aro 
26  in  the  force  at  the  front,  and  that  is  really  a  very  large 
percentage. 

Sir  RLCHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  nearly  all  who 
have  graduated  and  aro  in  the  country. 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes,  and  that  includes  the  men  who  aro 
in  the  infantry  schools  and  also  the  General’s  aide-de-camp, 
and  3  in  the  Mounted  Police. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  very  glad  to  hoar 
that  statement ;  it  shows  conclusively  these  young  men 
have  all  doDo  their  duty.  Deducting  those  who  have 
recoivod  commissions  in  the  English  service,  and  who  aro 
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now  serving  Her  Majesty  in  another  capacity,  that  26 
must  be  by  far  the  largest  moiety  of  those  who  remain. 

I  take  the  opportunity  of  asking  the  First  Minister,  in  this 
connection,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  tho  Government 
to  appoint  a  reasonable  percentage  of  the  new  officers  who 
will  be  required  for  the  service  of  the  Mounted  Police  from 
the  ranks  of  the  military  graduates.  It  would  be  a  fair 
recognition  of  the  services  of  those  who  have  gone  to  the 
front,  that  from  the  twenty-six  who  have  gone  to  the  front, 
should  be  selected  for  appointments  in  the  Mounted  Police, 
those  who  have  shown  themselves  most  capable  and  most 
qualified  for  military  life. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  it  is  only  right 
that  a  fair  percentage  of  those  who  have  distinguished 
themselves  at  the  front,  cadets  of  the  military  college  as 
well  as  officers  of  the  various  corps,  should  be  given  prefer¬ 
ence  in  any  new  commissions  issued.  Then,  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  there  are  a  great  many  men  of  education 
Berving  in  the  ranks  of  the  Mounted  Police,  who  enlisted 
in  the  hopes  of  rising,  and  their  claims  will  have  to  be 
recognised. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
in  the  ranks  of  the  Mounted  Police,  in  our  time,  and  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  same  thing  has  continued  to  occu>',  there  was  a 
considerable  number  of  men  of  education.  I  do  not  know  that 
they  were  all  educated  on  exceptionally  good  subjects,  but  no 
doubt  among  them  there  can  be  found  a  fair  percentage  of 
men  who  deserve  promotion,  and  I  believe  it  would  be  very 
well  indeed,  in  our  service,  that  men  should  be  promoted  j 
from  the  ranks  if  they  show  reasonable  capacity.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  tho  Minister  say  that  those  cadets  who  have  shown 
themselves  specially  qualified  will  receive  promotion,  I 
suppose  about  20  officers  will  be  required. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  About  15. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  they  were  divided 
among  the  three  grades  the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  that 
would  allow  four  or  five  to  each.  I  have  never  myself  con¬ 
tended  that  every  man  who  passes  through  the  Royal  Mili¬ 
tary  College  should  be  held  qualified,  of  course,  for  a  com¬ 
mission  under  the  Government;  but  what  I  have  held  is  this, 
that  the  Government  ought  to  provide  a  number  of  places  in 
the  civil  or  military  service  of  the  Dominion,  or  in  the 
engineering  service,  as  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie) 
suggests,  for  at  least  as  many  as  the  British  Government 
takes  off  our  hands.  If  it  were  known  that  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment  gave  four  commissions  a  year,  distributed  among 
the  most  promising  cadets,  and  that  three  or  four  positions 
in  the  civil  service  were  given  to  those  who  deserved  them 
most,  and  who  were  recommended  by  the  commandant 
of  the  school,  it  would  add  very  much  to  the  utility 
and  efficiency  of  that  college;  and,  as  I  understand 
the  Government  limit  the  number  to  65,  that  would 
provide  for  one-half  of  the  graduating  class  each  year. 
If  the  Government  saw  their  way  to  make  that  announce¬ 
ment,  I  would  suggest  that,  as  tho  closing  exercises  of  the 
military  college  are  going  to  take  place  next  Tuesday,  it 
might  be  well  to  cause  the  announcement  to  be  officially 
made,  because  I  was  informed  by  the  commandant  that  the 
British  Government  had  tendered  a  number  of  unusually 
high  positions  among  the  engineers  to  be  granted  to  officers 
of  tho  proper  age ;  so  that  the  Government  would  incur  very 
little  risk  in  offering  to  those  who  graduate  with  reasonable 
honor  a  chance  for  a  place  in  the  civil  service.  The  British 
Government,  I  think,  has  given  as  many  as  a  dozen  com¬ 
missions  in  the  engineers  and  a  dozen  in  the  artillery,  24  in 
all.  I  shall  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  consider  that  matter, 
and  1  shall  ask,  on  concurrence,  what  the  decision  cf  the 
Government  is  upon  it.  I  would  suggest  that  they  offer, 
say,  four  appointments,  which  they  will  not  have  much 
difficulty,  I  fancy,  in  providing  for,  seeing  that  we  are 
increasing  our  military  force  at  a  considerable  rate. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


Pay  and  maintenance  of  A,  B  and  C  Batteries, 

Royal  Schools  of  Artillery,  at  Quebec,  Kingston 

and  Victoria,  B.C  /. . . . ......$172,700 

Mr.  TAIL.  What  is  the  reason  for  tho  $20,000  additional  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  That  is  for  the  purpose  of  organising  C 
battery  in  British  Columbia.  Last  year  we  took  a  very 
much  smaller  vote,  because  I  could  not  see  my  way  to 
organise  that  battery  last  year.  This  year,  however,  the 
military  advisers  of  the  Department  have  called  my  atten¬ 
tion  to  its  importance,  and  we  consider  that  we  shall  be  able 
to  organise  C  battery  exactly  like  A  and  B  batteries, 
except  that  we  shall  limit  it  to  100  men.  My  hon. 
friend  will  remember  that  A  and  B  batteries  are  com¬ 
posed  of  150  men  each.  They  are  always  up  to  the  lull 
strength — in  fact,  very  often  above  the  strength.  C  bat¬ 
tery  we  have  reduced  to  100  men,  because  we  believe  that 
we  can  compensate  the  increased  cost  of  living  in  British 
Columbia  by  reducing  the  number. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  It  is  proposed  to  increase 
the  strengh  of  the  permanent  force  to  350  men  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  And  a  portion  of  that  force 
it  is  contemplated  to  station  at  London,  and  a  portion  at 
Winnipeg  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  wish  to  enquire  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Minister  to  organise  this  battery  (C)  at  once  ? 

|  Mr.  CARON.  Yes  ;  as  soon  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  The 
plan  contemplated  is  to  have  some  men  of  the  Royal  Naval 
reserve.  The  difficulty  we  had  to  contend  with  was 
the  fact  that  the  labor  market  in  British  Columbia  took 
most  of  the  available  men,  and  it  was  difficult  to  recruit  in 
that  Province.  But  we  have  the  advantage  of  getting  a 
class  of  men  who  are  receiving  pensions  from  the  Imperial 
Government,  and  they  are  a  very  good  class  of  men. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  notice  in  the  Public  Accounts  that 
Lieut.  Col.  Holmes  received  pay  as  commandant  of  O 
battery  from  the  10th  of  August,  1883,  to  the  30th  June, 
1884,  amounting  to  $1,915,  besides  his  travelling  expenses 
from  Quebec,  amounting  to  $731.25.  I  presume  it  is  a  fair 
question  to  ask  how  it  is  that  this  officer  received  pay  for 
services  which  he  could  not  have  rendered,  inasmuch  as  his 
command  existed  only  on  paper? 

Mr.  CARON.  Lieut.  Col.  Holmes  is  Deputy  Adjutant 
of  the  district.  Previous  to  his  being  sent  up  there  General 
Laurie  was  Deputy  Adjutant  General,  but  he  resigned,  and 
we  sent  Col.  Holmes  up  to  replace  him  as  Deputy  Adjutant 
General.  He  will  command  tho  C  school  when  organised, 
and,  in  like  manner,  we  made  Col.  Maunsell  the  comman¬ 
dant  of  the  school  of  infantry  at  Fredericton,  the  Deputy 
Adjutant  General  for  the  district.  I  sent  Col.  Holmes  up 
and  made  Col.  Maunsell  the  commandant  of  A  school 
of  infantry  at  Fredericton  and  the  Deputy  Adjutant  General 
of  the  district ;  consequently  it  is  a  mere  misnomer,  in  so 
far  as  commanding  the  C  battery  is  concerned,  because 
C  battery  is  not  yet  organised.  It  is  a  reduction  in  the 
expenditure,  because,  besides  being  the  commandant  of  that 
school,  he  will  still  remain  Deputy  Adjutant  General. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  Does  he  not  receive  pay  as  Deputy 
Adjutant  General  ? 

Mr.  QARON.  No  ;  he  gets  pay  equivalent  to  the  allow¬ 
ance  made  to  Col.  Maunsell,  about  $360  extra.  Of  course, 
as  there  were  no  barracks,  ho  had  to  be  given  an  allowance 
to  pay  his  hotel  bill.  It  is  merely  an  ordinary  allowance. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  tho  total 
strength  of  A,  B  and  C  batteries  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  A  and  B  150  each ;  C  will  only  be 
100  men,  Tho  oxpenso  of  living  being  greater  in  BritisI} 
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Columbia,  I  thought  I  would  make  it  100,  instead  of  150 
men. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  it  the  intention  ot 
the  Government  to  have  these  men  who  are  to  be  stationed 
at  Victoria  instructed  in  the  use  of  torpedoes  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes  ;  that  is  a  part  of  our  programme. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  the  hop.  gentleman 
in  communication  with  the  Imperial  authorities  on  that 
point  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes  ;  we  have  been,  for  some  time. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  he  and  they  pro¬ 
pose  to  co-operate  together,  so  as  to  protect  the  harbor  of 
Victoria.  If  I  recolloct  aright,  the  harbor  is  particularly 
defensible  by  the  use  of  torpedoes. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes  ;  and  especially  Esqui- 
malt  Harbor. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  utilise  the  services  of  any  of  those  gentlemen  who 
have  undergone  a  three  months’  course  of  instruction  under 
Col.  Holmes,  in  the  formation  of  C  Battery  ?  How  many 
officers  will  be  attached  to  the  battery,  and  will  the  selec¬ 
tion  be  made  from  those  who  have  taken  out  certificates  in 
British  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  We  have  not  yet  been  able  to  decide  who 
the  officers  will  be.  I  do  not  know  the  qualifications  of  the 
gentlemen  to  whom  my  hon.  friend  refers,  and  the  organisa¬ 
tion  has  not  reached  that  point  when  I  could  tell  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  will  be  the  officers.  The  officer  commanding 
will  be  Col.  Holmes,  now  Deputy  Adjutant  General.  No 
doubt,  when  the  force  comes  to  be  organised,  all  those 
elements  will  have  to  be  properly  considered. 

Mr.  BAKER.  There  are  about  15  or  16  gentlemen  in 
British  Columbia  who  have  been  under  severe  training  for 
3  or  4  months,  at  considerable  disadvantage  to  them¬ 
selves,  and  have  taken  out  certificates.  I  have  letters  from 
them,  in  which  they  say  they  do  not  wish  to  be  overlooked 
in  the  formation  of  the  battery.  If  there  are  to  be  3  or  5 
officers  attached  to  it,  as  I  believe  there  will  be — 3  officers, 
paymaster-sergeant,  and  so  on — they  should  be  selected 
from  those  who  have  borne  the  heat  and  burden  of  the  day 
in  British  Columbia.  1  would  also  like  to  know  whether 
the  Minister  of  Militia  is  in  a  position  to  know  that  100 
men  can  be  got  out  there  for  the  pay. 

Mr.  CARON.  That  is  one  of  the  difficulties  we  have  to 
contend  against,  but  I  think  we  can  safely  get  the  100  men 
out  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  because  the  deficiencies  in 
pay  will  be  supplemented  by  the  pension  they  will  be 
receiving  from  the  Imperial  Government. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Could  the  hon.  gentleman  state  how  many 
officers  will  be  attached  to  C  Battery,  other  than  the 
commander. 

Mr.  CARON.  We  have  generally  5  in  a  battery  of  150 
men.  There  will  probably  be  3  or  4. 

Mr.  WELDON.  In  connection  with  the  volunteer  artillery 
in  St.  John,  I  would  inform  the  Miuistor  that  the  late 
appointment  of  Col.  Armstrong  has  given  groat  dissatis¬ 
faction,  and  a  number  of  the  officers  have  resigned.  Col. 
Armstrong  was  in  the  cavalry  in  King’s  county,  was  taken 
from  that  and  put  at  the  head  of  the  artillery.  It  is  hardly 
fair  towards  the  officers  who  have  been  long  in  the  artillery 
to  pass  over  them  and  to  appoint  Col.  Armstrong  to  the 
command  of  that  force.  I  have  no  objection  as  regards  Col. 
Armstrong,  personally,  because  ho  is  a  friend  of  mine,  but 
his  appointment  has  been  the  cause  of  a  great  deal  of  com¬ 
plaint.  You  can  scarcely  take  up  a  newspaper  in  which  you 
would  not  find  that  the  officers  are  sending  in  their  resigna¬ 


tions.  I  believe  that  now  about  10  officers  have  retired 
from  the  battery  on  this  account. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  know  little  about  the  appointment.  It 
came  through  the  regular  channel.  It  is  a  matter  the 
General  has  more  to  do  with  than  I.  I  know  very  little  about 
it,  except  that  the  recommendation  was  made  through  the 
official  channel.  I  knew  no  reason  why  it  should  not  bo 
accepted;  It  was  submitted  to  me  in  the  ordinary  course, 
and  I  sanctioned  it,  and  I  am  very  sorry  to  see  it  has  caused 
any  dissatisfaction.  My  hon.  friend  knows,  perhaps,  whether 
Col.  Atmstrong  has  taken  out  a  certificate  as  an  artil¬ 
lery  officer.  I  will  look  into  the  matter.  The  mere  fact 
of' his  being  a  cavalry  officer  would  not  prevent  him  from 
taking  command  of  the  battery. 

Pay  and  maintenance  of  Cavalry  and  Infantry 
School  corps  at  Quebec.  Fredericton  and 
Toronto . . . . . . $171,000 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Militia  to  a  matter  in  connection  with  tho  infantry 
school  at  Fredericton,  that  is,  with  reference  to  the  canteen. 
Very  strong  representations  have  been  made  to  me,  over 
and  over  again,  as  to  the  sale  and  use  of  intoxicating  liquors 
in  the  school  itself,  that  civilians  living  in  the  city  are  sold 
to,  and  others  are  invited  in  and  are  treated  to  intoxicating 
liquors  in  the  school.  I  think  this  ought  to  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Minister.  A  good  step  was  taken  in 
abolishing  the  canteens  in  the  summer  camps,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  it  would  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
people  of  Fredericton,  and  I  think  of  tho  school  itself,  if  the 
canteen  were  abolished  there.  Whatever  may  be  said  as 
to  the  necessity  of  liquors  as  medicine,  it  cannot  be  said 
that  they  are  useful  for  the  gooi  order  of  a  school,  com¬ 
posed,  for  the  most  part,  of  young  men. 

Improved  rifle  ordnance  . . . . . . . .  $3,000 

Mr.  CARON.  I  am  asking  $3,000  to  complote  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  guns  required  to  replace  tho  old  smooth-bore 
guns. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  was  done  with 
the  $15,000  voted  last  year  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  This  amount  was  voted  for  the  purpose  of 
importing  eight  9-pounder  guns  to  arm  the  different  hold 
batteries  which  wc  have  in  Canada,  and  which,  up  to  that 
time,  were  armed  with  the  old,  obsolete  smooth-bore  guns. 
By  negotiation,  we  were  able  to  get  twelve  guns  for  the 
amount  voted,  tho  Imperial  Government,  as  usual,  showing 
itself  very  woli  disposed  and  ready  to  help  us  in  every  way. 
Four  of  these  guns  have  been  sent  to  tho  Miramichi  battery, 
and  four  are  going  to  tho  Richmond  battery,  and  the  balance 
will  be  distributed  among  tho  other  batteries,  according  to 
seniority. 

Drill  sheds  aud  rifle  ranges .  . ,....$10,000 

Mr.  WATSON.  Are  all  the  rifio  ranges  to  receive  aid 
out  of  this  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Very  strong  petitions  havo  boon  pre¬ 
sented  from  the  Stony  Mountain  range  in  Manitoba.  Tho- 
rifle  association  in  Manitoba  has  spont  a  great  deal  of 
money  in  keeping  up  that  range,  and  it  has  sent  a  number 
of  good  shots  here,  and  has  contributed  its  full  share  to  the 
Wimbledon  team.  I  would  ask  that  the  Government  take 
this  matter  into  serious  consideration,  as  we  have  only  one 
range  in  the  Province,  and  will  aid  it  to  the  greatest 
possible  exent.  The  range  costs  the  association  a  great 
deal  of  money  to  keep  up,  and  the  members  have  to  go  to 
a  great  deal  of  expense  in  order  to  get  to  it.  About  throe 
year’s  ago  they  were  compelled  to  remove  from  Point 
Douglas,  which  they  petitioned  the  Government  to  grant 
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them.  I  hope  the  Minister  will  see  that  they  are  entitled 
to  receive  additional  aid. 

Gare  and  maintenance  of  military  properties...  $12,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  To  my  own  knowledge 
the  properties  in  Kingston  want  some  looking  after,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  front  wall  of  Fort  Henry.  I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  a  very  valuable  defence  now-a-days,  but  it  has  a  very 
unsightly  effect,  and  as  every  tourist  down  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  sees  it  crumbling  into  the  river,  I  think,  for  the 
credit  of  Canada,  something  might  be  done  in  regard  to 
it,  and  a  few  hundred  dollars  would  probably  be  enough  to 
put  it  in  a  proper  condition. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  would  like  to  know  from  the  Minister  with 
regard  to  certain  properties  belonging  to  the  Department, 
which  it  was  stated  were  no  longer  required  for  military 
purposes.  There  is  a  small  property  at  Digby  and  another 
at  Annapolis.  Have  they  been  transferred  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  When  any  property  is  declared  to  be  no 
longer  of  use  for  military  purpose,  it  is  transferred  over  to 
the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  seems  to  me  that  when  that  transfer  is 
made  it  should  bo  made  public. 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes  ;  it  will  be  made  public;  It  will  bo 
published  in  the  Official  Gazette. 

Public  Buildings — Ottawa — Additional  public 
buildings,  Wellington  street . . . . .  $176,000 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIM.  The  contractor  for  these 
buildings  is  Mr.  A.  Charlebois,  and  the  contract  is  dated 
the  20th  September,  1863,  for  the  sum  of  $295,000.  That 
does  not  include  the  iron  girders  nor  the  iron  roof.  The 
total  cost  is  estimated  at  $503,000.  But  in  the  specifications 
on  which  the  contract  was  based  there  was  a  certain  kind 
of  stone  mentioned  as  standard,  but  the  contractor  was  to 
furnish  stone  of  equal  quality  to  that  stone,  which  was  to  be 
satisfactory  to  the  chief  architect.  The  contractor  has  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  chief  architect  a  number  of  stones  as  samples, 
and  finally  the  chief  architect  declared  one  of  them  of  equal 
quality  to  that  demanded  by  the  specifications.  That  one 
came  from  St.  Simon,  near  to  Trois  Pistoles ;  but  after 
working  that  quarry  for  a  little  time,  it  was  found  it  would 
take  too  much  time  to  open  the  quarry,  and  have  the  stone 
in  large  quantities  and  in  proper  blocks.  The  contractor 
saw,  himself,  that  he  would  be  obliged  to  provide  some  other 
stone,  and  finally  that  stone  was  selected  which  is  now  on 
the  ground.  It  comes  from  a  quarry  in  New  Brunswick, 
and  is  brought  up  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  seems  a  long  way 
to  go  for  stone  for  Ottawa.  I  suppose  it  is  800  or  1,000 
miles  away.  Is  that  all  carried  by  railway  up  here  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes ;  it  comes  by  the  Inter¬ 
colonial,  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Atlantic  road. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  the  Minister 
has  considered  the  question  ;  but,  ordinarily  speaking,  I 
should  imagine  that  the  conveyance  of  stone  for  the  building 
here  must  add  enormously  and  unnecessarily  to  the  cost  of 
the-  construction.  Has  the  Minister  any  idea  of  what  the 
charges  are  per  cubic  foot,  or  per  toiso,  or  whatever  the 
measurement  may  be  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  cannot  say ;  but  whether 
the  distance  is  long  or  short,  the  contract  was  a  lump  sum 
of  $295,000 ;  and  therefore,  if  the  distance  is  shorter,  so  much 
tho  better  for  the  contractor ;  but  the  contractor  found  that 
the  stone  ho  was  obtaining  at  that  quarry  was  a  good  sand¬ 
stone,  which  satisfied  tho  chief  engineer,  and  that  he  could 
obtain  it  at  a  lower  rate  than  he  could  have  obtained  many 
other  stones  of  good  quality:  and  though  the  distance  was 
Mr.  Watson. 
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greater,  still  the  price  was  so  much  lower  that  he  was 
enabled  to  give  ua  a  stone  equal  in  quality  to  the  sample, 
and  he  may  even  save  5  cents  or  10  cents  on  it. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock— To  complete . .  $400,000 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  There  is  a  contract  for  this. 
The  contractors  are  Messrs.  Larkin,  Connolly  &  Co.  The 
approximate  amount  of  tho  contract,  at  schedule  prices,  is 
about  $375,000,  though  we  cannot  tell  exactly  what  it  will 
be.  Besides  that,  we  are  calling  for  tenders  for  the  caisson, 
and  the  contract  has  just  been  awarded  to  tho  Montreal 
Bridge  Company. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Did  not  the  British 
Government  contribute  to  this  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes,  they  will  give  $265,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the  work,  when 
completed,  be  large  enough  to  accommodate  a  first-class 
man-of-war,  or  as  large  a  man-of-war  as  comes  to  that 
station  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  believe  it  will,  but  I  do 
not  say  that  it  will  bo  able  to  accommodate  the  largest  ships 
of  the  navy.  I  do  not  think  it  will,  but  the  size  of  this  dock 
has  been  determined,  with  the  assent  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  approved  of  by  the  Admiralty,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  they  give  $265,000.  Besides  that,  we  have 
changed  one  end  of  the  dock.  It  was  designed  to  have  an 
entrance  at  one  end  and  an  exit  at  the  other,  to  go  into 
another  dock,  if  we  built  one.  As  it  was  not  likely  that  we 
would  build  another  dock  for  many  years,  it  was  thought 
better  not  to  lose  the  space  at  the  other  end,  but  to  round  it, 
as  we  have  the  Quebec  dock,  and  in  that  way  we  got  50  feet 
more  space,  without  a  very  large  addition  to  the  contract 
price.  That  has  been  approved  of  by  the  Admiralty. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Whai  is  the  dimension 

now  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  inside  length  will  bo 
380  feet  clear.  That  length  was  estimated  before  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  50  feet.  Now  it  will  be  130  feet. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  The  dock  is  large  enough  to 
accommodate  the  largest  class  of  vessel  that  has  ever  been 
out  there.  It  is  not  „  expected  that  a  vessel  more  than  400 
feet  long  will  ever  go  in  there.  Tbe  largest  man-of-war 
that  has  ever  been  there  was  386  feet  in  length. 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  and  Kaministiquia  River..  $70,000 

Mr.  TROW.  What  proportion  will  be  given  for  the 
harbor  at  Port  Arthur,  and  what  proportion  for  the  Kami¬ 
nistiquia  River? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  proportion  is  $28,000 
for  the  deepening  of  the  Kaministiquia,  and  the  balance  for 
the  breakwater  at  Port  Arthur.  The  local  authorities  at 
Port  Arthur  have  contributed  $25,000,  besides  this  amount. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  recollect  aright, 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  have  decided  to 
place  their  main  elevators  on  the  Kaministiquia  River,  and 
at  Fort  William. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  They  have  placed  one  at 
Port  Arthur  and  the  other  at  Fort  William. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  the  largest  is  at 
Fort  William  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes.  Many  people  thought 
the  bottom  of  the  river  would  be  sand.  It  has  been  found 
that  it  is  clay,  and  the  clay  is  very  hard.  The  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  themselves  have  been  digging 
lately.  Most  likely,  at  the  end  of  the  season,  wo  will  find 
there  is  a  largo  channel  going  up  as  far  as  the  works  done  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
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Mr.  TEOW.  Is  the  dredging  at  the  mouth  of  the  river 
in  the  bay,  or  does  it  extend  up  the  river  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  deepening  is  at  the  bar, 
and  that  has  been  cut.  How,  there  are  certain  spots  whei’e 
we  wish  to  have  the  same  depth  of  water  as  at  the  bar,  so 
that  large  vessels  may  go  up  the  river.  The  depth,  I  think, 
is,  on  the  average,  1G  feet,  and  the  width  100  feet.  There 
is  a  channel  3,700  feet  long,  100  feet  wide,  average  depth 
18  feet  through  the  centre  and  14J  feet  at  the  side. 

Mr.  TEOW.  That  work  properly  constructed  and  of 
sufficient  width  and  depth,  would  be  permanent,  for  it  is  a 
natural  bed  of  clay  which  has  to  be  removed,  and  once 
removed  there  will  be  no  difficulty  about  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  gratifying  to  discover  that  the  Minister 
finds  the  late  member  for  West  Tork  was  quite  right  with 
regard  to  the  place  for  the  establishment  of  a  harbor  at  Port 
Arthur.  We  remember  the  fierce  attacks  made  on  the 
Ministry  then  by  the  hon.  member  for  Niagara,  Mr.  Plumb, 
and  other  hon.  gentlemen.  We  remember  the  enquiries 
made  in  the  Senate  Chamber  with  regard  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  this  harbor  and  the  great  mistake  made  of  placing 
the  harbor  in  the  Kaministiquia  River  instead  of  at  Port 
Arthur.  Now,  tho  action  of  the  Government  completely 
vindicates  the  wisdom  of  the  course  adopted  by  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York  when  he  was  Minister  of  Public 
Works. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  do  not  know  that  opening  the  mouth 
of  the  Kaministiquia  is  adopting  the  policy  of  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  in  the  late  Government.  The  place  he 
selected  was  4  miles  up  the  river.  I  think  it  is  good  policy 
to  open  both  places,  both  Port  Arthur  and  the  mouth  of  the 
river.  The  harbor  accommodation  that  will  be  afforded  is 
very  great. 

Mr.  TEOW.  The  expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of  money 
at  Port  Arthur  is  quite  out  of  place,  for  the  simplo  reason 
that  Port  Arthur  has  no  harbor,  except  at  the  lake  itself, 
where  there  is  a  swoop  of  24  miles,  and  which  is  subject  to 
frequent  storms  and  squalls; 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  there  is  a 
sweep  of  24  miles.  Its  extreme  width  to  the  east  is  12 
miles,  and  on  the  south  and  north-west  it  is  completely 
sheltered.  As  to  waves  breaking  over  the  wharves,  there 
is,  on  a  wharf,  just  in  front  of  the  towD,  a  little  board  shed, 
which  has  stood  there  for  nearly  two  years,  and  which  a 
single  big  wave  would  have  swept  away.  This  proves  that 
the  harbor  is  well  sheltered. 

Mi\  TEOW.  I  have  seen  vessels  that  could  not  get  into 
the  harbor  for  an  entire  day. 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor .  $ 150,000. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  This  has  not  been  expended. 
It  is  a  large  sum,  and  we  do  not  want  to  make  any  mistake 
about  the  site.  The  chief  engineer  caused  a  certain  examina¬ 
tion  to  be  made.  I  decided,  after  consulting  with  the  chief 
engineer  of  the  Department,  to  postpone  the  matter  until 
he  could  visit  the  placo  himself,  in  order  to  obtain 
certain  information  he  required  about  tho  locality.  He 
will  then  be  in  a  position  to  make  his  report,  and  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  begin  the  work. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  this  bo  any  use, 
except  in  the  winter,  as  a  protection  against  tho  ice  ? 

Public  Buildings,  Nova  Scotia .  $91,626 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Amherst  public  buildings 
— the  whole  amount  required  to  complete  is  $29,798;  so 
that  tho  vote  of  1884-85,  $19,100,  will  complete  the  work. 
The  next  item,  Baddeck  post  office  and  Custom  house,  $4,000. 
That  is  in  the  county  of  Victoria,  N.  S.,  and  is  tho  county 


town.  I  think  the  population  is  small.  The  exports 
amounted  to  $89,926,  I  suppose  for  la9t  year.  Tho  next 
item,  Halifax  Dominion  buildings,  is  required  for  some 
repairs  to  the  floors,  $1,500.  Halifax  examining  warehouse 
— this,  with  the  vote  of  last  year,  will  complete  the  work. 
It  will  cost  altogether  about  $39,000.  North  Sydney  post 
office — that  has  not  gone  on  yet,  We  have  had  difficulty  in 
obtaining  a  proper  piece  of  land.  Sydney  marine  hospital 
—I  think  that  is  for  some  repairs. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Sydney  is  faring  pretty  well.  It  is  getting 
three  public  buildings. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  looks  big,  but  these 
items  have  been  there  for  two  years ;  $800  for  the  Sydney 
marine  hospital  is  for  the  erection  of  a  small  detached 
building  for  the  reception  of  dead  bodies.  Then  the  Truro 
Custom  house,  post  office  and  savings  bank — this  is  to  com¬ 
plete.  It  will  cost  about  $36,000.  Then  tho  Windsor  post 
office — $3,000  more  will  be  required  next  year.  The  cost 
will  be  about  $32,000.  Yarmouth  post  office  and  Custom 
house,  $L0,000.  This  work  is  proceeding;  it  will  cost 
about  $37,000. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  if  he  has 
fully  considered  the  application  that  has  been  mado  from 
Guysboro’  for  a  building  there.  I  see  there  is  no  sum  in 
this  Estimate  for  that  purpose.  Perhaps  he  is  to  place  an 
item  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  afraid  I  will  not  be 
able  to  answer  tho  hon.  gentleman  to-day.  I  think  he  will 
have  to  mention  this  question  when  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  come  down.  I  will  be  able  then  to  give  the 
answer.  I  could  not  expect  him  to  put  that  question 
among  these  matters,  because  this  work  was  not  mentioned 
among  these  items. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  If  we  are  to  indulge  in 
such  luxuries  as  revising  barristers,  and  all  that  sort  of 
thing,  you  cannot  expect  to  have  post  offices  and  Custom 
houses. 

Mr.  KIRK.  The  hon.  the  Minister  of  Customs  says  only 
$700  was  collected  in  Guysboro’,  last  year,  for  Customs. 
Looking  over  the  estimates  of  imports  and  exports  in  tho 
districts  in  which  Custom  houses  and  post  offices  have  been 
built,  I  find  that  Guysboro’  stands  at  tho  head  of  a  number 
of  them.  In  Amherst  the  exports  -are  $179,710,  and 
imports  $90,814 ;  in  Baddeck  the  exports  are  $50,643,  and 
imports  $36,321;  in  North  Sidney,  exports,  $142,694; 
imports  $93,116.  In  Sydney,  exports,  $205,725;  imports, 
$45,577 ;  in  Arichat,  exports,  $33,623;  imports,  $25,265.  In 
Guysboro’,  exports,  $196,689;  imports,  $32,530  ;  yet  tho  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  in  consequence  of  the  business  being 
so  small  in  Guysboro’  it  is  not  necessary  to  erect  a  building 
there. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Where  do  the  imports  come  from  ? 

Mr.  KIRK.  Never  mind  where  they  come  from,  they 
havo  come.  I  have  already  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Minister  has  reduced  the  imports  and  exports  of  the  port 
of  Guysboro’  by  eliminating  from  that  port  one  of  the  largest 
outports  in  the  country,  Port  Mulgrave,  which  has  been 
attached  to  tho  adjoining  county.  In  consequence  of  that, 
tho  showing  for  Guysboro’  is  much  smaller  than  it  would  bo 
otherwise.  It  would  be  quite  easy  for  the  hon.  Minister,  if 
he  were  to  take  away  all  the  sub-ports  in  Guysboro’,  to  show 
that  its  business  is  very  small. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  only  spoke  of  the  collection  of  Customs 
duties  at  that  port.  At  Amherst  $25,000  was  collected — I 
am  not  speaking  of  the  outports — while  only  $700  has  been 
collected  in  Guysboro’.  At  Mulgrave  only  $900  was 
collected  ;  so  that  even  if  that  were  added  to  Guysboro’  it 
would  not  make  much  difference. 
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Mr.  KIRK.  What  rent  are  you  paying  yearly  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  KIRK.  You  are  paying  treble  rent  for  a  building 
which  is  used  also  as  a  caucus  room  for  the  Conservative 
party  when  elections  are  being  held.  With  regard  to  the 
amount  collected  in  Guysboro’,  I  dare  say  that  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  analyse  the  amounts  collected 
in  the  ports  I  have  mentioned  the  same  result  as  in  the 
case  of  Guysboro’  would  be  ascertained. 

Public  Buildings,  Prince  Edward  Island . $91,525. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  Charlottetown  new 
Dominion  building  is  in  course  of  construction  now.  Mon¬ 
tague  post  office — a  lot  has  been  secured  for  the  erection  of 
the  building,  but  as  we  could  not  have  a  clear  title  imme¬ 
diately,  the  matter  is  being  investigated  by  the  Department 
of  Justice,  in  order  to  obtain  a  title.  Summerside  public 
building,  $10,000  ;  this  amount  will  not  cover  the  balance 
of  expend iture,  and  $3,000  more  will  be  required  next 
year.  The  total  cost  will  be  about  $33,000  or  $34,000, 
including  fencing,  etc. 

Mr.  WELDON.  With  regard  to  the  Charlottetown  new 
Dominion  building,  an  alteration  was  made  in  the  stone 
required.  It  was  got  from  Cumberland,  and  afterwards  it 
was  taken  from  the  River  John. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  In  the  specification  of  that 
building  the  same  conditions  were  put  as  were  put  in  all 
the  others;  that  is  to  say,  we  give  a  certain  standard  or 
sample,  and  the  stone  must  be  as  good  as  that.  In  this  case, 
the  stone  that  was  furnished  came  from  the  River  John. 
The  other  day,  it  was  said  the  stone  was  not  good  stone, 
and  I  sent  an  officer  down  and  he  ascertained  a  portion  was 
not  up  to  the  standard.  That  portion  was  set  aside.  Then 
he  went  to  the  quarry,  and  ascertained  that  on  exactly  the 
opposite  side  of  the  River  John  there  was  plenty  of  stone  lor 
the  work,  equal  to  the  sample. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  part  of  the  country  was  the 
sample  sent  from  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  have  not  the  specification 
here,  and  I  cannot  tell  what  part  of  the  country  it  came 
from. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the  sample 
was  obtained  from  Cumberland  county,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  from  what  part  of  the  county. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  McINTYRE.  Has  any  contract  been  entered  into 
for  the  building  at  Montague  ?  The  amount  was  voted 
three  years  ago,  and  now  I  see  it  is  revoted.  The  hon. 
gentleman  said  the  Government  were  taking  steps  to  take 
land  there,  but  they  are  taking  a  long  time  about  it.  It  is 
useless  to  place  amounts  in  the  Estimates  if  they  are  not  to 
be  used. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  We  have  secured  a  lot,  and 
wo  desired  to  have  the  title  clear,  but  it  has  to  be  investi¬ 
gated  by  a  barrister  from  the  Department  of  Justice,  as  it 
appears  that  it  was  not  a  good  one. 

Mr.  McINTYRE.  From  whom  are  you  getting  the 
land  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  Lambert  estate.  The 
lot  was  secured  for  $800,  and  the  money  has  been  deposited 
in  the  Bank  of  Montreal;  but  I  would  not,  no  matter  what 
the  pressure  might  be,  erect  a  building  on  a  lot  unless  I 
was  sure  the  title  was  good,  and  therefore  I  have  done  what 
I  have  in  many  other  cases — delayed  the  building  until  the 
title  is  proved  good, 

Mr,  Bowell. 


Mr.  MACDONALD  (King’s).  The  building  was  going 
to  Oo  pioceeded  with,  but  it  was  found  that  the  title  was  a 
little  defective.  The  matter  was  considerably  complicated, 
but  it  is  now  about  completed,  and  the  title  is  found  to  bo 
all  right.  No  doubt  the  Minister  will  proceed  with  the 
building  as  soon  as  possible. 

Public  Buildings,  New  Brunswick . .  $76,400 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Bathurst  post  office  and 
Custom  house,  $12,000,  The  amount  of  the  contract  is 
$18,325.  The  whole  building  will  cost  a  little  less  than 
$30,000.  The  vote  this  year  is  $12,000.  Nearly  the  same 
amount,  $11,600,  will  be  required  next  year  to  complete. 
Carleton  post  office,  $1,500.  This  will  complete  the  build¬ 
ing.  •  The  whole  cost  will  be  about  $13,600.  Dorchester 
penitentiary,  $22,000.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
constructions  are  going  on  there.  This  is  required  to  carry 
on  the  contract,  and  provide  for  the  most  urgent  wants  to 
which  attention  has  been  called  by  the  Minister  of  Justice. 
Next  year  we  will  have  to  provide  a  little  over  $8,000  to 
complete.  Moncton  post  office  and  Custom  house,  $12,000. 
This  sum  is  to  complete,  and  will  be  sufficient,  according  to 
the  statement  which  I  have. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  cost  will  be  about  $32,000. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  You  have  to  add  to  that 
the  furniture  and  fittings,  and  heating  apparatus  and  the 
incidentals.  It  will  cost  about  $40,000  altogether.  New¬ 
castle  post  office  and  Custom  house,  $20,000.  The  balance 
of  the  contract  is  $26,000,  and  the  incidentals,  the  heating 
apparatus,  and  so  on,  required  to  complete,  $33,000.  It  is 
only  on  the  way,  and  therefore  we  will  require  next  year 
about  $12,000  or  $15,000  more. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  does  the  Government  propose  to 
do  with  the  building  now  used  as  a  Custom  house  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  suppose  we  will  have  to 
dispose  of  it.  St.  John  Custom  house,  $1,400.  These  are 
small  repairs  to  the  building.  St.  Stephen’s  post  office  and 
Custom  house,  $7,500.  The  tenders  are  being  called  for 
now. 

Public  Buildings,  Quebec . . . $120,500 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Hull  post  office  and  Inland 
Revenue  offices,  $2,000  ;  Grosse  Isle  quarantine  station, 
$10,000.  All  this  is  required  to  make  some  repairs  in  the 
buildings.  As  happily  that  station  has  not  been  much  used 
for  a  number  of  years,  it  has  been  allowed  to  get  out  of  repair, 
and  last  year  we  thought,  in  view  of  the  danger  of  cholera, 
that  weought  to  put  the  place  in  proper  order,  and  therefore 
we  incurred  expenses  for  which  we  are  asking  a  vote  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates.  We  also  established  telegraph 
communication  with  Quebec,  in  order  thus  to  be  able  to 
communicate  freely  with  the  city.  Montreal  drill  hall, 
$90,000.  I  am  under  the  impression  that,  in  the  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates,  we  will  have  to  ask  a  vote  for  the  armo¬ 
ries.  The  building  is  nearly  complete.  The  Montreal 
examining  warehouse — to  complete.  That  building  was  in 
a  very  bad  state,  and  we  thought  at  a  time  wo  might  have  to 
rebuild  it  altogether.  All  the  girders  and  floors  wero 
gone,  and  we  had  to  renew  them.  Sorol  public  building, 
$19,000.  This  will  not  complete  the  work ;  wo  shall 
require  nearly  $11,000  next  year.  St.  Yincent  de  Paul 
penitentiary,  $19,500.  This  is  for  materials  and  tools  for 
the  use  of  convicts,  described  in  the  estimates  of  the  super¬ 
intending  architect  who  gives  the  items. 

Public  Buildings,  Ontario..... .  $227,610 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Amherstburg,  $8,000. 
There  is  a  public  building  being  erected  there,  and  this  is 
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towards  the  completion  of  the  work.  I  think,  however,  wo 
will  reqniro  $2,000  more  to  complete.  Brockville  post 
office  and  Custom  house,  $11,500;  this  completes  the 
building.  Berlin  post  office  and  Custom  house,  $12,500. 
About  $4,500  will  be  required  next  year  to  complete. 
Barrie  post  office — the  sum  of  $14,000  is  required  to  com¬ 
plete.  A  vote  will  be  required  next  year  of  a  little  less 
than  $5,000.  Brantford  post  office — repairs  and  improve¬ 
ments.  That  building  is  in  bad  order.  Cornwall  post 
office  and  Custom  house,  $8,500.  That  will  complete  the 
expense  on  this  building.  Clifton  post  office  and  Custom 
house,  $5,500.  This  will  complete  the  work.  Galt  post  office 
and  Custom  house,  $3,000.  This  is  towards  the  contract 
on  that  building,  but  we  will  require  next  year  a  little  more 
than  $14,000  to  complete  the  work.  Hamilton  post  office 
and  Custom  house,  $92,000.  I  think  this  will  complete 
the  work.  The  contractors  have  pushed  that  work  with 
great  vigor  and  to  the  great  satisfaction  of  the  Department. 
Kingston  penitentiary,  $8,000.  This  is  for  works  embraced 
in  the  estimate  of  the  superintending  architect  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  machinery  to  complete  the  permanent  gas  works, 
which  have  been  placed  under  contract,  and  for  loads 
of  sand  and  brick,  and  so  on.  Orangeville  post  office, 
$7,000.  This  building  is  proceeding  well,  but  we  will 
require  $4,500  next  year  to  complete.  Port  Hope  post 
office  and  Custom  house,  $4,500.  That  is  most  likely  to 
complete  the  work.  Peterborough  post  office  and  Custom 
house,  $10,000.  This  has  not  been  proceeded  with  yet. 
We  are  in  treaty  about  lands  for  the  buildings  there. 
Prescott  post  office  and  Custom  house,  $8,000.  That 
is  in  the  same  position.  Sarnia  immigrant  sheds.  We 
require  $150  more  for  that.  St.  Thomas  post  office  and 
Custom  house,  $13,600.  That  is  to  complete  the  work. 
Toronto  Inland  Revenue  building — we  require  some  repairs 
there,  to  the  amount  of  $1,660.  Toronto  examining  ware¬ 
house,  $12,600.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  recollect  that  we 
have  been  building  an  extension  to  the  examining  ware¬ 
house,  and  this  is  only  about  one-third  of  what  was  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  required,  but  we  could  not  afford  to  build  more 
last  year  and  this  year,  and  we  have  been  limited  to  the 
amount  of  money  which  has  been  given  to  us. 

Mr.  SMALL.  This  is  not  for  any  new  work,  is  it  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN;  No ;  we  have  taken  $25,000 
last  year  and  $12,000  this  year. 

Mr.  SMALL.  That  is  under  the  old  contract. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes,  I  think  so.  The  build¬ 
ing  we  have  erected  there  is  in  continuation  of  the  main 
building,  and  at  the  west  end  of  the  building  the  intention 
is  to  erect  another  building,  in  order  to  put  the  engine  and 
the  hoist,  so  that  the  building  may  be  more  useful  than  it 
can  be  as  it  is.  I  think  it  will  be  built  with  the  money 
given  us,  leaving  the  question  of  the  machinery  for  next 
year. 

Public  Buildings,  Manitoba .  $90,612 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Manitoba  ponitentary, 
to  pay  account  for  furniture  supplied  in  1880,  $112.  That 
is  an  old  account,  which  was  left  over  because  we  could  not 
find  tho  proper  officer  to  certify  it,  but  when  the  officer 
went  to  Winnipeg  we  gave  him  a  commission  to  report  on 
it,  and  the  account,  which  was  $134,  was  reduced  to  $112 
•Manitoba  penitentiary,  $37,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  that  tho  building  at 
Stony  Mountain  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes.  We  would  like  to  ask 
more  than  this,  but  wo  could  not  afford  to  ask  for  more  this 
year.  Wo  intend  to  erect  a  residence  outsido  for  the  warden,  I 


and  all  that  portion  now  occupied  by  him  will  be  turned  into 
new  cells,  and  we  think  that  by  that  means  wo  may  avoid 
going  to  the  cost  of  a  new  wing  for  perhaps  two  years 
more,  and  so  may  delay  the  expenditure  therefor.  Win¬ 
nipeg  drill  shed,  $3,500.  That  is  a  contract,  and  this  is  to 
meet  the  balance  of  the  contract,  and  provide  for  tho  fitting 
up  of  the  ar  mories  and  the  cost  of  the  superintendence. 
During  the  summer  a  portion  of  that  shed  was  blown  down, 
but  it  was  at  the  cost  of  the  contractor.  I  was  sorry  for 
him,  but  it  could  not  be  avoided.  Winnipeg  post  office, 
$50,009.  We  have  a  contract  for  that.  This  building  is 
proceeding  well,  but  we  will  have  a  large  sum  of  money  to 
provide  for  the  works  before  completing  the  building,  which 
will  cost  us  about  $90,000. 

Public  Buildings,  North-West  Territories .  $37,000 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Indian  industrial  schools  at 
Qu’Appelle  and  High  Rivor,  $11,000.  This  is  to  complete. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  is  it  there  was  no 
entry  last  year  if  this  is  to  complete  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  This  was  a  vote  given  to 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  by  Order  in  Council  it 
was  transferred  to  my  Department,  to  erect  the  buildings,  as 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  had  not  the  proper  officer  to 
loot  after  it.  I  saw  the  building  at  Qu’Appelle,  a  few  acres 
from  the  mission.  It  is  a  very  good  building,  and  I  think 
will  meet  the  wants. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  particular  information  to  give  about  the 
industrial  schools  ?  It  is  not  strictly  in  his  Department. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No  ;  I  suppose  it  will  como 
when  we  take  up  the  Indian  Department;  Regina  new 
Indian  offices,  $6,000.  The  Indian  office  is  near  the 
North-West  council  room,  and  this  was  found  too  small. 
There  was  not  sufficient  accommodation  for  offices  and 
committee  rooms,  and,  therefore,  as  this  building,  the 
Indian  office,  was  next  the  council  building,  we  thought 
we  would  make  communication  between  the  two,  and  build 
a  new  Indian  office  in  a  more  central  place.  For  that  pur¬ 
pose  we  asked  a  vote  of  $6,000.  Regina  jail  and  lunatic 
asylum.  This  building  has  been  put  under  contract  ;  tho 
amount  of  the  contract  is  about  $16,000. 

Repairs,  Furniture,  Heating,  etc .  $360,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Are  you  to  add  to  the 
electric  light  here  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  If  wo  have  the  electric 
light  in  this  Chamber  as  well  as  in  the  Senate  and  lobbies, 
we  will  require  to  have  engines  erected  below  the  cliff, 
because  it  would  not  be  safe  to  put  thorn  in  the  building 
here.  I  have  had  an  estimate  made,  and  the  whole  thing 
will  cost  between  $25,000  and  $27,000  as  the  first  expense. 
After  that,  I  am  told  by  my  officers  that  the  annual  expense 
will  be  about  two-thirds  or  one-half  the  cost  of  gas  now. 
If  the  money  is  put  at  my  disposal  this  year  I  will  try, 
before  next  Session,  to  have  better  light  in  this  Chamber. 
Then,  allowance  for  fuel  and  light  at  Rideau  Hall — this  is 
the  only  amount  given  to  tho  Governor  General. 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  Prince  Edward  Island — 
balance  of  reimbursement  to  the  Government  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  in  settlement  of  their 
claims  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
harbor  and  river  works  of  federal  importance, 

1st  July,  1873,  to  January,  1883  .  $24,210 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  sum  total 
which  is  being  paid  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  A  little  over  $77,000.  Tho 
mode  adopted  in  determining  this  amount  is  as  follows: — 
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There  was  a  claim  made  by  the  Island  Government  about 
the  harbors,  and,  with  the  consent  of  my  colleagues,  I 
appointed  a  commission  of  engineers  to  go  and  examine 
thorn.  They  were  accompanied  by  one  of  the  engineers  of 
tho  Local  Government,  and  they  brought  a  report  to  the 
chief  engineer  of  the  Department,  who  classified  the 
returns  made  by  that  board,  and  stated  which  of  these 
were  of  federal  importance  and  which  were  of  local  impor¬ 
tance.  That  was  laid  before  Parliament,  and  we  selected 
those  that  wo  considered  of  federal  importance. 

Sir  KICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Government  accept  this  sum  in  full  satisfaction  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes. 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  New  Brunswick . .  $31,000 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  St.  John  Harbor — Negro 
Point  Breakwater — $25,000.  This  is  a  very  important 
work  for  the  harbor  of  St.  John.  Storms  have  carried 
away  a  portion  of  the  work,  and  large  repairs  are  being 
made. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  1  should  like  to  know 
if  this  is  ever  coming  to  an  end.  This  breakwater  has  been 
a  source  of  expense  to  this  Dominion  for  about  fifteen  years. 
I  should  like  to  know,  approximately,  how  many  hundred 
thousands  of  dollars  it  has  cost  us  altogether. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  The  history  of  the  expendi¬ 
ture  is  this :  In  the  four  years  ending  June,  1877,  we 
expended  on  it  $145,000  ;  in  1878  we  spent  on  it  $80,000  ; 
in  1879,  $16,000;  in  1880,  $5,900;  in  1881,  $2,200;  in 
1882,  $5,200  ;  in  1883,  $30,000  ;  in  1884,  $41,000  ;  in  1885, 
$15,000  ;  and  now  we  are  asking  $25,000.  The  total  cost 
$344,000.  The  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  know  when 
we  will  see  the  end  of  it.  Well,  I  went  to  St.  John,  and  it 
was  so  long  I  could  not  see  tho  e  .d  of  it.  It  is  a  very 
important  work.  The  fact  is,  that  it  is  a  protection  of  the 
harbor.  It  is  a  necessity,  and  Parliament  has  always  found  ii 
so,  because  for  the  last  twelve  years  we  have  voted  these  large 
sums. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  This  is  for  extending  the 
breakwater  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes ;  I  think  that  in  the 
end  of  1882  the  storm  came  and  wo  had  to  expend  $30,000 
on  it. 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  Maritime  Provinces — Repairs 

and  improvements  generally .  $10,000 

Mr.  B  AKER  ( Yictoi  ia).  Inasmuch  as  British  Columbia  is 
one  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  whether  any  of  that  money  is  to  be  expended  there  ? 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  Quebec . . . .  $70,500 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  British  Columbia  may  not 
be  included  in  this,  but  she  will  not  be  forgotten.  With 
reference  to  the  item,  Chateau  Richer,  wo  have  been  dredg¬ 
ing  this  harbor,  and  this  expenditure  of  $2,000  will  remove 
the  boulders  and  widen  the  channel.  Quebec  marine  hos¬ 
pital  wharves,  $4,000.  I  think  it  was  the  member  for  Que¬ 
bec  (Mr.  Langelier)  who  said  that  some  people,  afflicted 
with  small-pox,  had  been  carried  through  the  city  of  Que¬ 
bec  to  the  hospital.  When  these  wharves  are  completed 
boats  will  be  able  to  go  direct  to  the  hospital  from  the  ships’ 
side,  without  touching  at  the  city  at  all.  Riviere  St.  Louis. 
This  is  to  complete  a  work  undertaken  three  years  ago  ; 
$5,000  will  complete  it.  Perce,  $3,000.  This  is  for  complet¬ 
ing  the  purchase  of  stone  and  timber,  and  for  the  labor 
necessary  to  complete  the  work  on  that  place. 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  Ontario . .  $55,500 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  With  reference  to  Colling- 
wood,  Lake  Huron,  $24,000,  this  is  required  for  the  con- 
Sir  Hector  Langevin. 
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struction  of  the  remaining  length  of  breakwater,  600  feet. 
Wilson’s  Channel,  Lake  Huron,  $4,500  ;  that  is  on  the 
course  of  vessels  going  west.  There  is  a  light-house 
on  a  rock  which  has  been  discovered  there  and  which 
is  about  10  feet  below  the  water.  By  making  that  rock 
disappear,  a  great  danger  would  cease  to  the  vessels  going 
westward.  Little  Current,  Lake  Huron,  $5,000.  This  work 
has  been  going  on  for  some  years  past,  and  I  understand 
from  the  chief  engineer  that  this  will  complete  the  work. 
Port  Hope  Harbor,  $1,500.  This  is  to  complete  the  repairs 
commenced  on  the  western  pier  and  towards  adding  a 
further  length  to  the  breakwater.  We  had  $7,000  voted 
last  year.  Thornbury,  Lake  Huron,  $1,000.  This  is  to  be 
applied  towards  opening  a  passage  of  12  feet  in  depth 
at  low  water.  Kingston  Harbor,  Lake  Ontario,  $4,000. 
That  is  a  continuation  of  the  works  which  have  been 
going  on  there  for  years  past. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  observe  that  there  was  a 
vote  last  year  of  $4,000  for  Bayfield  Harbor.  I  would  ask 
whether  that  sum  has  been  expended,  or  if  any  portion  of 
it  remains  unexpended  ?  I  would  also  ask  whether  the  hon. 
gentloman  has  let  the  works  there  by  tender,  or  how  they 
were  carried  out  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  As  this  harbor  is  not  one  of 
those  for  which  money  is  to  be  voted  this  year,  1  have  not 
the  information  with  me,  but  if  tho  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
to  have  the  information,  I  will  give  it  to  him  at  the  next 
sitting  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CAME  h  ON  (Huron).  I  understand  that  the  $4,000  has 
been  expended,  or  very  nearly.  1  also  understand  that  tho 
bon.  gentleman  did  not  let  this  work  by  tender,  but  did  it  by 
employing  a  superintendent  and  by  day’s  labor.  I  am  satis¬ 
fied,  from  the  information  I  have  received  from  the  locality, 
that  $100  worth  of  work  has  not  been  done  for  the  $4,000 
expended,  that  the  work  was  grossly  mismanaged,  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  whole  of  last  fall  the  superintendent  did  practically 
nothing.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  enquire  as  to  the  con¬ 
dition  of  that  harbor  and  the  value  of  tho  public  money 
expended  there,  he  will  find  that,  practically,  no  good  has 
been  done  by  this  large  expenditure  of  public  money.  It  is 
just  another  indication  of  the  absurd  notion  of  letting  public 
works  of  that  kind  be  done  by  day’s  labor  and  appointing 
some  favorite  of  the  Government  to  superintend  them,  as  in 
this  case.  I  believe  the  village  council  have  petitioned  the 
Department  on  this  subject,  and  I  know  that  the  people  of 
the  locality  have  complained  bitterly  that  the  liberal  grant 
which  was  made  has  been  squandered  and  wasted  in  this 
work. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
contradict  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  but  I  am  sorry 
that  he  did  not  call  my  attention  to  this  or  notify  me  that 
he  would  call  my  attention  to  it,  so  that  I  might  be  ready 
to  answer  him.  I  could  not  expect  that  this  would  come 
up  this  evening,  but  I  may  say  that  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
complaints  having  been  made  to  the  Department,  though 
there  may  be  some  that  I  do  not  know  of.  After  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  will  take  care  to  ascertain 
how  things  are,  and  I  will  state  them  as  they  are.  If  there 
has  been  mismanagement  there,  the  officer  who  has  mis¬ 
managed  will  have  to  answer  for  his  conduct. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
explain  why  the  works  were  not  let  by  tender  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  cannot  give  any  more 
information  about  that,  because  I  cannot  keep  those  things 
in  my  memory.  The  hon  gentleman  may  keep  that  one 
matter  in  his  memory,  because  his  attention  is  specially 
called  to  that  work  ;  but  if  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
350  different  works,  he  would  not  be  able  to  remember  them 
all,  or  would  probably  mix  a  few  of  them  with  the  others.  I 
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will  give  him  ample  information  the  next  time  I  come  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Is  it  not  the  rule  of  the 
Department  that  these  works  are  let  by  tender  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN.  The  rule  is  to  give  con¬ 
tracts  for  all  large  works,  but  when  there  are  small  works, 
and  it  is  considered  that  the  public  interest  does  not  require 
it,  and  that  the  work  will  be  done  better  by  days’  work,  it 
is  done  by  days’  work.  That  has  been  the  course  under  all 
Governments,  and  the  Public  Works  Act  does  not  require 
that  works  under  $10,000  should  be  put  under  contract.  I 
do  not,  however,  follow  that.  As  a  rule,  I  call  for  tenders. 
1  find  it  is  less  trouble  to  the  Department,  that  it  is  more 
satisfactory,  and  that  there  is  less  responsibility ;  but  some¬ 
times  we  have  to  do  it  by  days’  work ;  sometimes  it  is  a 
pressing  work,  and  in  this  case  I  cannot  remember  what 
this  money  was  for.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  go  on  with 
his  statement,  if  he  pleases,  but  I  am  unable  to  give  him 
the  information,  and  I  think  he  had  better  reserve  his  other 
remarks  until  I  am  in  a  position  to  answer  him,  and  until 
he  is  well  informed  about  it.  I  can  thank  him  for  calling  my 
attention  to  the  matter,  because  I  would  not  allow  an  officer 
of  my  Department  to  do  what  hs  should  not  have  done.  If 
he  has  not  followed  his  instructions,  if  he  has  squandered 
money,  he  must  be  punished,  but  until  I  have  the  proof  of 
it,  and  have  seen  the  chief  engineer,  I  cannot  accept  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  except  that  I  thank  him 
for  calling  my  attention  to  it.  I  will  enquire  into  it,  and 
will  be  able  to  meet  him  when  next  we  come  to  Parliament. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  happened  myself  to 
visit  that  locality  at  the  end  of  last  autumn,  and  at  that  time  I 
was  informed  by  some  of  the  people  on  the  spot — in  fact,  by 
some  of  the  parties  the  Public  Works  Department  were 
employing — that  they  had  been  at  work  upon  it  since  July. 
This  was  in  October  or  November.  The  whole  of  the 
entrance  to  this  small  harbor  was  choked  up  with  sand  to  a 
depth  of  10  or  12  feet,  I  should  say,  and  it  was  quite  appar¬ 
ent,  even  to  non-professional  parties,  that  from  whatever 
cause,  no  earthly  good  had  been  done  by  any  expenditure 
which  had  taken  place  up  to  that  time.  How  much  of  the 
$4,000  had  been  expended  up  to  the  date  of  my  visit  I  do 
not  know,  but  I  believe  a  good  deal  had  been  expended,  and 
1  suspect  more  than  one-half.  I  think  some  attempt  has  been 
made  to  remove  the  sand,  but,  at  any  rate,  at  the  present 
time  not  even  a  skiff  could  get  in  or  out  of  the  harbor,  it 
was  so  completely  choked  up.  This  harbor  of  Bayfield  has 
cost  us  a  good  deal  of  money  in  times  gone  by,  and  that 
coast  is  so  exposed  that  it  is  a  matter  of  importance, 
wherever  a  little  harbor  can  be  made,  to  give  a  chance  for 
the  smaller  craft  which  navigate  the  lake  to  run  in. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  observe  the  whole  vote  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  taken  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  less  than 
one-fifth  of  what  it  was  last  year.  This  does  not  indicate  a 
great  deal  of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  the  prosperous  condition  of  the  country. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  With  regard  to  the  harbor 
at  Bayfield,  an  attempt  was  made  to  open  the  bar,  and  two 
or  three  days  afterwards  a  storm  came  and  filled  it  up 
again  about  as  badly  as  it  was  at  first.  I  am  sure  that  the 
people  must  have  felt  sorry  to  see  all  the  work  and  monoj 
lost  that  wo  had  expended  there.  But  I  will  give  the 
whole  facts  to  the  hon.  gentleman  at  the  next  sitting  of 
the  House,  and  if  the  officer  has  misbehaved,  ho  will  have  to 
suffer  for  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  any  case,  I  would 
say  that,  unless  it  be  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
entirely  abandon  that  harbor,  it  is  really  necessary  to  take 
some  vote  for  the  purpose  of  removing  this  obstruction. 
The  character  of  that  coast  is  such  that  if  this  sand  forma¬ 


tion  is  left  alone  it  will  go  on  and  accumulate  to  such  an 
extent  that,  in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  it  would  be  an 
exceedingly  expensive  business  to  remove  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  This  is  the  only  harbor 
between  Goderich  and  Sarnia.  A  large  sum  of  money  has 
been  expended  for  that  harbor  and  a  large  portion  of  it  was 
from  private  sources.  When  this  work  was  first  attempted 
by  the  Dominion  Government  something  like  $20,000  had 
been  expended  by  the  local  authorities,  and  it  was  thought 
in  the  public  interest  that  a  like  sum  should  be  voted  by 
Parliament,  which  was  done.  If  the  work  is  allowed  to 
remain  as  it  is  the  harbor  will  be  wholly  useless  in  a  short 
time.  There  is  a  considerable  trade  there,  especially  by 
fishing  vessels  and  small  craft. 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  Manitoba . . .  $1,000 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  liko  to  ask  the  Minister  if  this 
is  the  only  vote  that  is  to  be  given  to  Manitoba  this  yeat  ? 
Last  year  $10,000  were  voted  for  making  surveys  in  the 
W ater  Hen  River,  and  the  most  of  that  money  was  expended 
in  preparing  plant  for  dredging  the  river  and  improving 
the  lake.  Nothing  has  been  done  with  that  plant,  and  yet 
it  is  all  on  hand,  lying  at  Westbourne.  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Minister  to  bring  down  something  in  the  Supplemen¬ 
tary  Estimates  whereby  that  plant  may  be  utilised  that  is 
now  lying  idle  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  These  items  are  the  ordi¬ 
nary  estimates  to  continue  works  already  undertaken  ;  for 
any  new  work,  the  items  will  be  found  in  the  Supplemen¬ 
tary  Estimates  that  are  yet  to  come  down,  and  I  cannot 
now  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  what  the  new  items  will  be. 

Dredging — To  meet  expenses.. . .  $117,400 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron),  Are  these  the  dredges  pur¬ 
chased  last  year  from  the  Yankees  for  $50,000  ? 

Mr.  KIRK.  Has  the  Minister  settled  where  the  dredg¬ 
ing  is  to  be  done  in  Nova  Scotia  this  year  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  These  works  are  done  in 
accordance  with  the  report  of  the  chief  engineer,  where 
they  are  most  needed.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  the 
exact  place,  because  the  reports  of  the  engineer  como  after 
the  Session. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Why  is  the  vote  so  much  less  this  year  than 
last  ?  Is  it  because  there  is  less  work  to  do  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  No;  it  is  not  because  we 
have  loss  work  to  do,  but  because  we  have  less  money  to 
expend. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  ask,  whore  is  it  intended  to  ex¬ 
pend  the  $10,000  in  Manitoba? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  dredge  has  been  em¬ 
ployed  in  clearing  the  entrance  from  Lake  Winnipeg  to  the 
Red  River,  but  it  had  only  commenced  the  work  at  the  close 
of  the  fiscal  year,  and  I  suppose  the  chief  engineer  will 
recommend  the  continuance  of  that  work. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Will  this  money  bo  all  expended  on 
Lake  Winnipeg  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  do  not  say  that.  It  will 
be  spent  where  it  is  most  needed. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  believe  the  dredge  Sir  Hector  was 
found  to  draw  too  much  water  to  get  over  the  bar  from  out¬ 
side,  so  that  it  had  to  commence  to  do  the  work  from  the 
river,  and  instead  of  conveying  the  mud  and  sand  out  into 
the  lake,  it  conveyed  it  up  into  the  rivor.  I  think  there 
was  some  mistake  in  getting  a  dredgo  drawing  8  feet  of 
water  to  go  over  a  6-feet  bar,  and  I  am  afraid  that  a  good 
deal  of  the  work  done  will  result  in  the  sand  being  again 
deposited  in  the  channel.  If  this  work  has  to  bo  done  over 
again  I  think  it  had  better  bo  dono  from  outside 
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Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  was  some  difficulty 
in  consequence  of  the  shallowness  of  the  water,  but  after¬ 
wards  the  dredge  did  good  service.  I  saw  her  there  myself, 
and  I  know  she  was  doing  good  service.  Some  time  may 
have  been  lost  in  trying  to  work  from  one  side  or  the  other, 
but  the  chief  engineer  tells  me  he  is  convinced  that  this 
dredge  will  do  the  work.  Of  course,  if  we  find  that  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  correct,  that  it  would  be 
useless  to  work  her,  we  would  have  to  stop  and  not  expend 
the  money ;  that  is  all.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  be  sure 
that  if  we  find  that  by  using  the  dredge,  as  he  has  stated, 
it  would  produce  that  effect,  we  would  not  expend  the 
money,  and  I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  for  calling  my 
attention  to  it. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  did  not  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  money  could  not  be  well  spent 
in  cleaning  out  this  channel.  I  think  it  can  be  spent  in  that 
way  there  as  well  as  anywhere  in  Canada,  but  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  working  back  side  foremost  to  carry  the  earth  up 
the  stream  when  it  ought  to  be  carried  down.  Usually, 
the  refuse  is  carried  out  into  the  lake  and  not  up  the 
river.  It  is  not  with  the  intention  of  having  the  Minister 
withdraw  this  expenditure  that  I  have  called  attention  to  it, 
but  I  think  he  should  enquire  into  it  before  he  expends 
more  money  there,  because  this  will  not  improve  the 
channel  as  it  should.  Lake  Manitoba  is  a  lake  on  which 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  traffic,  and  it  appears  that  the  troops 
and  supplies  from  the  North-West  are  to  be  brought  that 
way,  and  it  is  very  necessary  that  that  channel  should  be 
expanded. 

Telegraphs . - .  $15,250 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Reconstruction  of  line 
betweon  Battleford  and  Edmonton  via  Port  Pitt,  $12,000. 
The  line,  when  it  was  built  in  the  first  instance,  years  ago, 
was  not  located  where  it  should  be ;  there  are  swamps  and 
difficulties  in  the  way,  and  the  wood  for  the  poles  is  very 
bad.  Wo  think  that  by  building  the  line  in  a  north  west 
direction  we  might  succeed  better.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  say  whether  we  will  be  able  to  extend  it  this  year.  This 
amount  may  purely  and  simply  repair  the  line  as  it  stands 
now,  and  we  will  wait  until  next  spring  to  see  if  another  line 
will  be  built.  The  loop  line  between  Fort  Carlton  and  Stobart, 
on  the  Prince  Albert  branch,  $2,500.  Hon.  gentlemen  must 
have  seen  that  during  the  troubles  in  the  North-West  this 
little  line  was  much  required.  It  is  a  short  line  of  14  or  15 
miles.  Saskatoon,  Saskatchewan  to  Clarke’s  Crossing. 
$750.  This  is  to  help  the  Saskatchewan  people  to  have 
communication  with  the  main  line. 

Committeo  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1  o’clock, 
a.m.,  Saturday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  30th  Juno,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

CULLING  AND  MEASURING  OF  TIMBER. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  that  the  resolution  relating  to 
the  culling  and  measuring  of  timber  in  Ontario  and  Quebec 
be  concurred  in. 

Mr.  Watson. 
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Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  would  ask  what  articles  are  to  be 
culled  by  these  cullers— lumber,  spars,  masts,  and  what 
other  articles  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Heals  are  included. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  What  is  tho  standard  of  doals — how 
many  superficial  feet  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  About  1,980  feet. 

Resolution  concurred  in. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  movod  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
15 4)  further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  culling  and 
measuring  of  timber  in  tho  Provinces  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

SUPPLY— CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  considor  resolutions  reported  from 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Royal  Military  College  of  Canada . . .  $59,000 

Mr.  CARON.  I  promised  to  bring  down  the  names  of 
the  cadets  on  active  service ;  they  number  twenty-six  in  all. 
Their  names  are  as  follows :  Doucet,  Wise,  Weller,  Tomlin¬ 
son,  C.  E.  Cartwright,  Wood,  Casgrain,  Drayner,  Sanders, 
Nanton,  Coryell,  .Leonard,  Grcig,  Freer,  Sears,  Laidlaw, 
R.  Cartwright,  Ogilvie,  Chalmers,  Nuthell,  Rivers,  Perry, 
Laurie,  R.,  Strange,  Woodman,  Dixon  and  Hesketh. 

Indian  Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’ Appelle  and  High 

River — To  complete . . .  $11,000 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  it  would  bo  well  if  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  Indian  Affairs  would  givo  us  some  information 
with  regard  to  these  industrial  schools,  what  number  of 
Indian  children  are  attending  them,  who  is  in  charge,  and 
how  the  expenditure  has  been  incurred.  We  have  not  yet 
had  a  particle  of  information. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  plan  adopted  was  to 
utilise  the  public  buildings  at  Battleford  as  a  Protestant 
industrial  school,  and,  instead  of  having  one  large  industrial 
school  for  Catholics,  it  was  thought  better,  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  archbishop  and  bishop  in  the  North-West,  to 
have  two  smaller  schools,  one  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort 
Qu’Appelle  and  the  other  near  the  Rocky  Mountains,  under 
the  charge  of  Father  Lacombe.  These  schools  are  just  in 
their  infancy.  I  am  not  able  just  now,  without  notice  for 
papers,  to  say  what  progress  has  been  made. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  buildings  are  up. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  have  only  boen 
completed,  I  fancy,  but  they  are  still  in  an  inchoate  state. 
When  the  Indian  estimates  come  up  I  shall  be  glad  to 
obtain  the  information  for  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  understood  that  the  school  at 
Qu’Appelle  was  for  half-breeds. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no.  The  school  at 
Fort  Qu’Appelle  is  under  Father  Hugonnard.  It  is  in  the 
diocese  of  Archbishop  Tache.  The  other  school,  farther 
west,  is  for  the  Blackfeet  and  Blood  Indians  of  the  Rod 
Deer  River,  and  is  under  Bishop  Grandin,  Bishop  of  St. 
Albert.  Both  schools  are  for  Indian  children,  not  half- 
breeds. 

Harbors  and  Rivera — General  repairs  and 

improvements,  Maritime  Provinces .  $10,000. 

Mr.  YAIL,  A  very  large  proportion  of  this  sum  is,  to  my 
mind,  diverted  from  its  proper  purpose.  I  notice  by  the 
Public  Accounts  of  last  year  that  over  $2,000  from  the  year 
before  is  added  to  the  $10,000,  making  a  sum  of  $12,420,  of 
which  no  less  than  $4,300  was  paid  for  salaries  and  travel- 
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ling  expenses  of  engineers.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  hardly 
fair  to  charge  this  large  amount  out  of  so  small  a  grant, 
which  is  intended  for  the  repair  of  works.  I  merely  call 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  this  fact, 
so  that  he  may  make  a  little  enquiry,  and  see  if  these 
expenses  cannot  bo  charged  against  public  works  generally, 
so  as  to  leave  the  full  appropriation  for  repairs. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  We  had  not  a  special  vote 
for  these  engineers,  who  are  only  temporarily  employed, 
and  we  must  charge  the  expenditure  for  them  in  some  vote 
connected  with  the  region  where  they  are  employed.  If 
thoy  are  employed  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  we  charge 
the  expenditure  in  one  of  the  votes  for  that  Province 
instead  of  distributing  it  over  the  different  votes.  This  has 
always  been  the  case,  and  I  do  not  think  it  makos  any 
difference.  With  respect  to  the  vote  of  $4,000  last  year, 
for  the  improvement  of  Bayfield  Harbor,  I  am  sorry  the 
hon.  members  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
and  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  are  not  here,  as  the 
latter  of  those  two  gentlemen  made  a  statement  the  other 
day  about  the  harbor  and  was  supported  in  a  mild  way  by 
the  other  hon.  member,  who  evidently  did  not  attach  so 
much  importance  to  the  matter ;  and  I  then  said  that  if  the 
hon.  gentlemen  had  given  me  notice  that  they  intended  to 
bring  up  the  matter,  which  was  not  one  connected  with  the 
Estimates  then  before  the  House,  I  would  have  been  prepared 
to  have  met  them.  If  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  was  correct,  if  he  was  properly  informed — because  I 
do  not  suppose  any  hon.  member  would  make  a  statement 
knowing  it  to  be  incorrect — the  officer  who  had  misbehaved 
should  have  been  punished.  I  have  obtained  information 
from  the  Department  since  that  time,  and  I  will  read  the 
statement  I  have  obtained,  which  meets  the  accusation  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  : 

“  At  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  the  sum  of  $4,000  was  voted  for 
repairing  the  harbor  works  at  Bayfield,  Ont.  It  having  been  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Department  that,  owing  to  the  breach  through  the 
northern  pier,  the  sand  had  accumulated  at  the  mouth  of  the  harbor  to 
such  an  extent  as  to  completely  block  it  and  to  prevent  the  ingress  and 
egress  of  fishing  boats,  the  sum  of  $200  was  spent  in  opening  a  sufficient 
channel  to  permit  them  to  pass.  Arrangements  were  at  once  made  to 
procure  the  necessary  timber  for  repairing  the  breach  through  the  pier 
and  extending  the  pile  work  a  distance  ot  500  feet  eastwardly  into  the 
harbor,  in  order  to  protect  the  north  side  of  the  basin.  This  work  was 
commenced  in  July  last  and  fair  progress  was  made  up  to  October,  when 
it  was  found  necessary,  owing  to  stormy  weather,  to  suspend  work. 
This  spring  the  work  was  resumed  and  completed,  tbe  length  of  work 
done  being  slightly  over  600  feet.  In  confirmation  of  this  I  send  two 
photographs,  taken  by  the  engineer  in  charge  in  May  last,  showing  the 
position  and  nature  of  the  work  constructed  and  completed  by  the 
Department  at  Bayfield.  The  dredge  Challenge  is  under  order — as  soon 
as  it  has  completed  it3  work  at  Kincardine — to  proceed  to  Bayfield  and 
remove  the  shoal  which  has  accumulated.  The  material  removed  will 
be  placed  over  the  pile  work  to  make  a  solid  beach,  as  it  were,  to  the 
northward,  thus  strengthening  and  protecting  the  same.  The  work  above 
referred  to  was  done  by  day  labor,  under  the  supervision  of  Mr.  Gray, 
assistant  engineer  of  the  Department,  and  the  foremanship  of  Mr.  James 
Addison,  of  Goderich,  and  it  was  thus  done  because,  owing  to  the  extent 
of  damaged  work  in  the  north  pier,  it  was  impossible  to  prepare  a 
specification  of  the  work  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  repairs,  and  it  was 
considered  to  be  advisable  to  do  it  by  day  labor,  as  then  every  exigency 
could  be  met  and  overcome  at  once  and  without  delay.” 

The  dredge  was,  there  only  a  short  time,  doing  work  to  the 
extent  of  $200,  in  order  to  obtain  a  channel  for  fishing  boats 
whilo  the  work  of  closing  the  gap  in  the  north  pier  was 
being  performed.  The  work  proceeded  during  the  season 
and  was  completed  in  the  spring.  Thus,  we  have  closed  the 
gap  and  the  harbor  is  again  as  it  formerly  was,  with  this 
exception  :  there  is  a  sand  bar  which  was  formed  by  the 
fact  that  anothe?  outlet  had  been  formed  by  the  gap  in  the 
pier.  The  dredge  will  go  there  and  open  it  out.  1  have  no 
doubt  this  statement  will  be  satisfactory;  but  I  think  it  will 
b6  more  satisfactory  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  see  for 
themselves  how  the  work  is  done  ;  and  so  far  from  having 
squandered  the  $4,000  that  Parliament  gave  my  Department 


for  this  purpose,  the  money  has  been  put  to  very  good 
account,  as  these  two  photographs  show. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron,  I  think,  com¬ 
plained  that  the  work  was  undertaken  by  day  work  instead 
of  being  given  out  by  contract ;  that  the  nature  of  the  work 
required  to  be  performed  was  not  advertised  and  tenders 
were  not  asked  ;  and  he  said,  what  the  statement  of  tho 
Minister  seems  to  confirm,  that  the  harbor  is  still  obstructed 
by  the  sand  bar  at  its  entrance.  That  work  is  still  to  be  done. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  stated  what  the  cost  has  been 
for  the  repairs  to  the  pier,  whether  it  has  come  within  tho 
$3,000  estimated  or  not,  and  what  will  be  the  expense  of 
removing  the  sand  bar. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  In  regard  to  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Huron,  with  respect  to  tho 
work  being  done  by  day  labor,  I  gave  the  good  and  strong 
reason,  which  the  chief  engineer  stated,  that  it  was  so  done 
because  the  Department  did  not  know  the  exact  damage 
that  had  been  done  to  the  pier.  But  hon.  gentlemen  will 
see  that  the  new  work,  which  is  on  the  west  side  of  the 
harbor,  is  a  very  good  work,  and  now  that  the  silt  which 
has  accumulated  at  the  mouth  of  the  harbor  will  be  removed 
an!  thrown  behind  the  pile  work,  a  solid  work  will  bo 
obtained.  The  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  know  what  the 
cost  was.  It  has  cost  the  amount  of  money  which  Parlia¬ 
ment  placed  at  my  disposal,  and  a  little  more  money  will 
be  required,  which  will  be  taken  from  the  general  works 
account,  to  clear  the  bar,  which  expenditure  is  a  necessity 
in  order  to  put  the  work  in  proper  order.  I  have  made  this 
statement,  because  I  thought  it  was  due  to  my  Department 
and  to  myself  that  Parliament  should  know  that  this  work 
was  properly  performed,  and  that  the  money  expended  last 
year  in  opening  the  bar  was  only  the  small  sum  of  $200, 
and  it  was  necessary  in  order  to  facilitate  the  ingress  and 
egress  of  boats  while  the  other  work  was  being  executed. 

Dredging . .  $117,400 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  1  desire  to  ask  where  tho  new  dredg¬ 
ing  plant  will  be  procured  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  This  item  is  for  making 
large  repairs  to  three  of  the  present  dredges,  one  of  which 
wants  a  new  boiler  and  the  others  different  repairs.  It  is 
not  an  amount  to  be  expended  for  new  plant. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Is  it  for  repairs  on  dredges  procured 
at  Lockport  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE V IN.  No.  Those  dredges  are 
very  good  dredges  and  are  in  perfect  order.  As  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  remember,  those  were  obtained,  and  pro¬ 
perly  obtained,  at  that  place  at  that  time,  because  we  could 
not  produce  them  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Where  is  the  amount  of  $10,000  for 
dredging  in  Manitoba  to  be  expended  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  have  already  stated  that 
part  of  the  amount  will  have  to  be  paid  for  dredging  at  tho 
mouth  of  Red  River.  I  was  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
placing  obstruction  in  the  way  of  this  work  being  done,  and 
I  hinted  that  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  think  it  will  be  a 
good  work  and  in  the  proper  direction.  We  may  have 
experienced  difficulty  in  the  beginning,  but  those  will  bo 
overcome ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  little  spare 
time,  he  might  visit  the  work  and  see  how  it  is  progress¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  thought  probably  some  of  the  amount 
would  be  expended  at  Lake  Manitoba. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
answer  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  that  point. 
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MANITOBA  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  to  consider  certain 
further  proposed  resolutions  (p.  2889)  for  the  settlement  of 
the  claims  made  by  the  Province  of  Manitoba  on  the 
Dominion. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BL4KE.  I  thought  it  was  to  continue  at  $150,000, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  per  capita  allowance  is  based  on 
$150,000.  The  debt  is  based  upon  $125,000. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba  which  may  be  charged  against 
the  Province  under  these  two  heads  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say.  I  made 
special  enquiry  to  ascertain  if  I  could  obtain  the  informa¬ 
tion  for  the  House,  but  I  found  I  could  not.  There  has  been 
a  large  amount  of  expenditure,  covering  a  number  of  years, 
and  it  will  require  full  investigation  before  the  amount  to 
be  charged  against  this  increased  capital  account  can  be  ob¬ 
tained,  and  will  have  to  be  a  matter  of  investigation  in  the 
future  and  agreement  between  the  Province  and  the 
Dominion. 

On  resolution  2, 

Mr.  WATSON.  Has  the  Minister  any  idea  of  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  lands  which  will  be  transferred  to  Manitoba. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  1  have  made  enquiry,  and  one  or  two 
clerks  were  set  to  work  to  ascertain  the  quantity  of  swamp 
lands  that  would  be  included  in  that  portion  of  the  Province 
which  has  already  been  surveyed,  but  I  have  been  unable  to 
obtain  it,  as  I  expected.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
in  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  Province  not  yet  surveyed, 
it  is  impossible  even  to  form  an  approximate  idea  as  to  the 
amount  of  lands  that  will  be  covered  by  this  resolution.  I 
can  only  repeat  that  the  desire  and  the  intention  of  the 
Government  is  to  be  as  liberal  in  the  settlement  of  this 
question  as  they  possibly  can  bo  under  the  terms  of  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  understood  from  the  hon.  gentleman  before 
that  the  Government  did  not  assume  or  hold  that  they  were 
transferring  to  Manitoba  as  swamp  lands  those  lands  that 
were  rendered  unfit  for  settlement  by  the  overflow  of  Lake 
Manitoba.  I  understand  that  these  lands  that  are  over¬ 
flowed — and  they  amount  to  a  very  large  extent  of  territory 
during  the  season  of  high  water — are  lands  that  may  be 
rendered  fit  for  cultivation  and  settlement  by  some  improve¬ 
ment  in  the  drainage  of  the  country  by  dredging  the 
Waterhen  Biver,  and  that,  for  a  few  thousand  dollars’  expen¬ 
diture,  over  100,000  acres  would  bo  brought  within  the  range 
of  land  fit  for  settlement.  It  is  as  well  that  the  House  should 
know  what  they  are  doing  in  the  matter  because  it  would 
be  very  important  if  the  Government  of  Manitoba  knew 
that  they  would  obtain  100,000  acres  of  land  near  Winnipeg 
or  near  the  settled  part  of  the  Province  for  the  expenditure 
of  a  few  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  put  altogether 
too  wide  an  interpretation  on  the  language  I  used.  What  I 
said  was  that  lands  which  were  overflowed  in  the  spring  or 
fall  by  a  rise  of  water  could  not  be  termed  swamp  lands  ; 
and  I  think  the  interpretation  placed  upon  that  term  by 
the  United  States  Government  in  transferring  lands  to  the 
different  States  will  be  put  on  the  language  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Dominion.  Whether  the  lands  which  are  over¬ 
flowed  by  the  rise  of  water  in  Lake  Manitoba  will  come 
under  the  designation  of  swamp  lands  or  not,  I  repeat, 
what  I  said  the  other  night,  is  a  question  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  answer  distinctly.  There  are  large  areas  of  land 
in  Manitoba  which  are  occasionally  overflowed  in  the 
spring,  but  which  during  the  summer  become  dry,  and  not 
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only  fit  for  pasture  but  for  growing  the  best  crops.  I 
know  that  the  question  of  the  overflowed  lands  about 
Lake  Manitoba  has  been  before  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  a  number  of  years.  The  lands  have 
been  surveyed  and  estimates  have  been  made 
as  to  the  expense  that  would  be  incurred  in  lowering  that 
lake.  The  question  is  one  which  I  have  no  doubt  the  Man¬ 
itoba  Government  will  bring  before  the  Dominion.  If  the 
Dominion  Government  has  to  go  to  the  expense  of  lowering 
Lake  Manitoba  and  thereby  reclaiming  those  lands,  which 
a  few  years  ago  were  dry,  and  on  which  settlers  had  taken 
up  homesteads,  I  presume  the  lands  would  belong  to  the 
Dominion  Government,  being  the  result  of  its  expenditure. 
If,  however,  arrangements  should  be  made  between  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  and  the  Government  of  Mani¬ 
toba  for  the  transfer  of  these  lands  to  Mauitoba  on  condition 
of  their  being  drained  and  reclaimed,  that  will  be  a  question 
in  the  future  to  decide.  But  lands  which  are  occasionally 
overflowed  by  the  rise  of  water,  cannot  be  termed  swamp 
lands.  All  lands  decided  to  be  swamp  lands  will  go  to  the 
Province  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say 
that  these  lands  would  not  be  regarded  as  swamp  lands, 
and  would  not  be  transferred.  I  think  it  is  desirable  that 
we  should  understand  clearly  what  is  actually  transferred. 
Whether  the  Government  would,  outside  of  this  contract, 
propose  to  transfer  other  lands  to  Manitoba  on  condition  of 
something  being  done,  as  a  matter  of  public  policy,  is  a 
wholly  different  question.  But  what  Manitoba  is  entitled 
to  claim  under  this  contract  ought,  I  think,  to  be  clearly 
stated,  so  that  the  people  here  as  well  as  in  Manitoba  would 
see  precisely  how  one  party  to  this  contract,  at  all  events, 
interprets  and  understands  it,  and  so  that  the  House,  in 
giving  its  sanction  to  the  procedure,  may  know  precisely 
what  it  is  doing.  I  am  not  saying  that  we  should  not  deal 
fairly  and  even  liberally  with  the  Province  of  Manitoba; 
but  I  think  we  should  know  precisely  the  meaning  of  the 
contract,  so  that  if  any  discussion  arises — and  I  think  it  is 
quite  possibe  that  instead  of  laying  the  foundation  of  a 
settlement  we  may  be  laying  the  foundation  of  a  contro¬ 
versy — we  should  know  how  one  party  to  this  so-called 
settlement  interprets  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  must  say  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  spoken.  This  is  about  as  loose  a 
kind  of  legislation  as  was  ever  before  this  House.  This 
term  swamp  lands  may  apply  to  anything ;  one-half  of  the 
territory  of  Manitoba  was  swamp  land  at  one  timo,  and  I 
can  see  that  the  Province  of  Manitoba  might,  at  some  future 
time,  claim  what  we  never  intended  to  give.  It  seems  to  me 
that  before  this  legislation  is  passed  the  lands  should  be 
surveyed  and  should  be  definitely  located  in  the  Bill.  If 
that  is  not  done,  I  can  see  that  we  are  likely  to  have  a 
great  deal  of  correspondence  and  unpleasant  complications 
in  the  future  unless  we  concede  to  Manitoba  all  that  it  will 
claim. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  must  dissent  from  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  gentleman.  It  is  not  loose  legislation,  and  I  go  farther 
and  say  that  it  is  scarcely  possible  in  any  Bill  to  define 
what  swamp  lands  are.  I  do  not  see  how  there  could  be 
any  misunderstanding  of  the  resolution ;  or  how,  from  its 
wording,  any  difficulties  can  arise  in  the  future  more  than 
necessarily  arise  in  transferring  any  portion  of  the  territory 
from  one  authority  to  another.  The  resolution  says  dis¬ 
tinctly  : — 

“  That  all  lands  in  Manitoba  which  can  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Dominion  Government  to  be  swamp  lands  be  transferred  to  the 
Province  and  enure  wholly  to  its  benefit  and  uses.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  must  see,  and  I  think  the  committee 
will  agree  with  me,  that  this  question  must  be  one  of  future 
investigation  and  negotiation.  It  is  impossible  to  define 
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swamp  lands  in  the  resolution,  or  to  say  whether  a  piece  of 
land  that  is  under  water  in  the  spring  is  swamp  land,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  from  his  own  experience 
in  travelling  from  Emerson  to  Winnipeg,  where  the  land 
and  the  railway  were  under  water  for  days  and  weeks  at  the 
time  when  the  Eed  Eiver  overflowed.  Certainly  those  lands 
could  not  be  designated,  or  accepted  as  swamp  lands.  But 
swamps  land,  as  we  understand  them,  are  lands  which  are 
under  water,  and  which  cannot  be  cultivated  or  used  in  any 
way,  without  being  cleared  of  the  fallen  wood  and  the 
debris  which  prevents  the  escape  of  water,  or  without 
being  reclaimed  by  ditching.  I  take  for  granted  that  lands 
which  are  continuously  under  water,  and  which  are  not 
capable  of  being  utilised  but  by  means  of  a  drain  to  let  off  the 
water  so  as  to  make  them  not  only  pasture  or  meadow  lands, 
but  also  fit  for  the  raising  of  grain,  are  the  lands  that  would 
be  interpreted  to  mean  swamp  lands,  and  that  would  be 
conveyed  under  the  terms  of  this  resolution.  I  confess  I  do 
not  see  the  difficulty  my  hon.  friend  from  Northumberland 
does,  in  interpreting  the  clause. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  the  Government  ought  to  be 
able  to  come  to  some  conclusion  with  regard  to  the  lands 
around  Lake  Manitoba.  Elaborate  reports  have  been  made 
upon  these  lands,  and  they  cannot  expect  to  obtain  much 
more  information  regarding  them  than  they  have  at  present. 
For  that  reason  I  think  the  Government  ought  to  be  able  to 
form  an  opinion  and  tell  the  House  whether  those  lands  are 
to  be  regarded  as  swamp  lands  or  not.  The  hon.  Minister 
of  Customs  has  referred  to  the  lands  which  have  been  over¬ 
flowed  by  the  Eed  Eiver.  There  was  a  flood  there  one 
year,  but  that  is  not  a  frequent  occurrence  ;  but  the  lands 
around  Lake  Manitoba  have  been  overflowed  for  years.  The 
lake  has  receded,  but  it  is  liable  to  rise  again  at  any  time.  I 
I  think  those  lands  should  be  considered  swamp  lands. 
The  Minister  stated  that  swamp  lands  would  be  held  to  be 
lands  covered  with  water  all  the  year  round.  There  are 
very  few  such  lands  in  Manitoba,  as  they  generally  dry  off 
in  the  fall.  Under  such  an  interpretation,  a  very  small 
quantity  of  land  would  fall  to  Manitoba.  The  House 
bhould  understand  something  more  in  regard  to  what  sort 
of  a  “  deal  ”  it  was  making  with  that  Province  ;  it  would 
bo  more  satisfactory  to  Manitoba  and  to  the  Dominion  to 
know  what  class  of  lands  are  to  be  transferred  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  under  this  arrangement.  The  Government  should  be 
able  to  say  whether  the  lands  round  Lake  Manitoba  will  be 
classed  as  swamp  lands  and  be  transferred  to  the  Province. 
They  possess  sufficient  information,  for  the  facts  have  been 
obtained  during  different  years,  and  are  very  elaborately 
sot  forth  in  the  reports  of  engineers  who  have  surveyed 
those  lands.  This  matter  should  be  settled  before  the  final 
stage  is  taken. 

Mr.  OETON.  The  Minister  has  very  clearly  defined 
what  are  to  be  considered  swamp  lands  in  Manitoba.  I 
regret,  however,  some  of  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland,  in  respect  to  the  character  of 
the  lands  in  that  Province.  It  is  very  wrong  to  give  the 
impression  that  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  half  of  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  is  under  water.  It  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  said  so. 
Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  OETON.  The  Minister  of  Customs  said  that  the 
railway  between  Emerson  and  Winnipeg  is  frequently 
under  water.  I  have  never  seen  that  railway  under  water, 
not  even  the  greater  part  of  the  land  alongside  the  railway. 
Certain  portions  of  the  land  are  under  water  in  the  spring 
of  the  year ;  but  by  the  drainage  already  made  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  many  of  the  lands  have  been  relaimod 
and  many  of  those  which  were  formerly  under  water  are 
now  dry.  No  doubt,  as  the  Minister  stated,  the  class  of 
lands  which  will  be  considered  swamp  is  such  as  cannot  bo 


reclaimed  for  the  purpose  of  growing  cereals.  Any  land 
considered  mere  pasture  and  hay  land  will  be  included  in 
the  lands  to  bo  handed  over  to  the  Province.  That  is  a 
clear  and  well-defined  description  of  the  kind  of  swamp 
lands  to  be  handed  over  to  Manitoba. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  differ  from  the  hon.  gentleman,  who 
thinks  that  is  a  clear  definition  as  to  what  lands  will  be 
handed  over  to  Parliament.  The  definition  is  not  plain 
oven  to  the  Minister  himself.  There  is  nothing  defined  in 
the  resolutions  as  to  what  are  to  be  considered  swamp  lands. 
The  lands  ai’ound  Lake  Manitoba  to  which  I  have  referred 
have  been  reported  on  repeatedly  by  engineers  of  the 
Public  Works  Department,  and  if  the  Minister  will  look 
over  those  reports  he  will  be  in  a  position  to  say  whether 
those  lands  will  be  handed  over  to  Manitoba  or  not.  There 
are  elaborate  reports  on  them,  and  as  good  reports  as  can 
be  obtained.  It  is  desirable  that  the  people  of  Manitoba 
and  this  House  should  understand  whether  those  lands  arc 
to  be  handed  over  or  not.  In  those  reports  there  are  parti¬ 
culars  as  to  the  height  of  water,  and  the  quantity  of  land 
that  can  be  reclaimed  by  lowering  the  level  of  the  lako. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  not  know  to  the  Government 
whether  the  Manitoba  Government  would  desire  to  have 
those  lands.  The  arrangement  was  made  and  the  question 
was,  whether  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  would  accept  the 
proposition  made  as  a  settlement  of  the  claims.  Until  they 
knew  whether  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  would  accept 
the  proposition,  it  was  unnecessary  to  go  into  details.  At 
present  we  do  not  know  whether  the  Manitoba  Government 
desire  to  have  the  particular  lands  to  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  referred.  If  the  representatives  of  the  two  Gov¬ 
ernments  meet,  and  a  proposition  were  made  by  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Manitoba  for  the  Dominion  Government  to  hand 
over  the  lands  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred, 
then  the  matter  would  be  considered  by  this  Government, 
and  acting  on  the  information  <hey  possess  it  would  be  for 
this  Government  to  say  whether  they  would  give  those 
lands  as  coming  under  the  denomination  of  swamp  lands  or 
not.  Until  that  time  arrives,  it  is  premature  to  discuss 
what  lands  may  bo  included. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  matter  between 
the  two  Governments  alone,  but  the  representatives  have  a 
right  to  know  what  lands  will  be  transferred  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  when  these  resolutions  are  passed,  grant¬ 
ing  aid  to  the  Province.  It  does  not  rest  entirely  between 
the  Local  Legislature  of  Manitoba  and  this  Government. 
We  have  all  a  right  to  know  what  will  be  transferred  by 
these  resolutions.  So  far  as  regards  tho  Lake  Manitoba 
lands,  I  say,  as  representing  that  particular  portion  of  the 
Province,  that  they  are  looked  upon  as  among  the  best 
lands  that  can  be  reclaimed,  and  as  forming  about  the 
largest  tract  that  can  be  obtained  for  the  least  expendi¬ 
ture.  I  know  that  the  Province  expects  those  lands  to  be 
transferred,  and  it  is  not  out  of  place  to  make  these 
enquiries. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  think  it  is  out  of  place,  but  it 
is  prematuro  to  say  whether  those  particular  lands  will  bo 
handed  over  or  not. 

Mr.  WATSON.  This  House  should  bo  aware,  in  con¬ 
firming  this  arrangement,  as  to  what  lands  will  be  trans¬ 
ferred.  If  the  Minister  will  see  fit  to  look  ovor  the 
information  possessed  by  the  Government,  he  will  be  able 
to  tell  whether  the  Government  would  be  willing  to  hand 
those  lands  over  to  the  Provinco  or  not.  Manitoba  will  be 
willing  to  take  all  she  can  get,  and  look  for  more.  If  tho 
hon.  gentleman  will  state,  at  some  future  stage,  that  the 
lands  referred  to  round  Lake  Manitoba  will  be  transferred 
to  the  Province,  if  tho  Province  will  accept  them,  the  mat¬ 
ter  will  be  satisfactory. 
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Mr.  ORTON.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  read  the  report  with  respect  to  the  cost  of 
reclaiming  those  lands , 

Mr.  WATSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  ORTON.  He  will  recollect  that  the  estimated  cost  is 
something  enormous,  such  a  one  as  this  Government  should 
not  impose  on  the  Manitoba  Government  for  the  I'eclamation 
of  lands  round  Lake  Manitoba.  It  involves  also  questions 
concerning  the  navigation  of  Lakes  Winnipegoosis  and 
Manitoba,  whioh  comes  more  particularly  under  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Parliament.  The  hoD.  gentleman  has  not  shown  that 
justice  I  should  have  expected  him  to  show  with  respect  to 
the  Province  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  might  inform  the  House  that  I  am 
thoroughly  posted  in  the  matter.  I  know  the  lands  and  the 
lake,  and  I  know  the  estimated  cost  of  draining  these  lands 
is  50  cents  per  acre.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
those  lands  are  well  worth  reclaiming,  and  that  if  reclaimed 
some  of  the  finest  lands  in  the  Province  will  be  around  Lake 
Manitoba. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  have  had  an  extraordinary  statement 
from  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  Ho  says  it 
\tould  be  premature  to  enquire  into  the  exact  nature  of  this 
contract.  It  is  true  that  the  Government  of  Manitoba  and 
the  Government  of  Canada  had  entered  into  arrangements 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  subsidy  and  other  benefits 
that  Manitoba  is  to  receive  from  the  Dominion  ;  that  this 
settlement  between  the  two  Governments  is  subject  to  the 
ratification  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  on  the  one 
hand  aud  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  on  the  other ; 
but  the  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  premature  to 
enquire  into  to  the  exact  naturo  of  this  settlement 
before  either  party  has  ratified  it.  Now,  one  would  sup¬ 
pose  that  the  proper  course  for  Parliament  to  adopt  would 
be  to  make  itself  acquainted  with  the  nature  of  this  under¬ 
standing — to  ascertain  what  sort  of  a  bargain  it  is,  whether 
it  is  one  to  the  advantage  of  Manitoba,  whether  justice  has 
been  done  that  Province,  or  whether  the  Government  of 
Canada  has  been  prudent  in  the  arrangements  which  it  has 
made  with  the  Government  of  Manitoba.  It  certainly  does 
seem  to  me  that  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  a 
reversal  of  the  natural  order  of  proceedings  Most  parties 
entering  into  a  contract  or  arrangement  with  each  other 
undertake  to  ascertain  the  nature  of  the  contract  before  it 
is  finally  ratified  ;  and  I  think  that  is  the  course  which  pru¬ 
dence  requires  us  to  take.  Rut  the  Minister  of  Murine  and 
Fisheries  seems  to  have  as  little  knowledge  of  this  subject 
as  he  had  of  the  important  subject  of  the  Indian  trousers  a 
few  evenings  ago. 

Resolutions  concurred  in . 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  155) 
to  increase  the  yearly  subsidy  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba, 
and  for  other  purposes  therein  mentioned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

COUNCIL  OF  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  to  consider 
certain  proposed  resolutions  (p.  2531)  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  an  additional  member  of  the  Council  for  the 
North-West  Territory,  and  an  additional  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trate,  etc. 

(In  the  Committee). 

On  resolution  1, 

Mr.  CARON.  This  resolution  is  to  enable  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  appoint  another  stipendiary  magistrate  in  the 
Mr.  Watson. 


North-West.  The  people  of  Calgary  and  other  sections  of 
the  territory  have  urged  that  another  magistrate  be 
appointed.  Having  seen  the  difficulties  which  now  exist  in 
tbe  North-West,  we  consider  it  would  bo  reasonable  to  make 
provision  for  the  appointment  of  another  magistrate, 
because  we  have  no  doubt  the  work  must  be  very  largely 
increased  there  from  what  it  has  been  heretofore.  These 
gentlemen  have,  as  hon.  gentlemen  know  from  the  geo¬ 
graphy  of  the  country,  enormous  distances  to  travel.  It  is 
almost  impossible  for  them  at  times  to  be  in  the  locality 
when  their  services  are  most  needed.  One  resides  at 
Battleford,  another  at  Regina,  and  the  third  at  Fort 
McLeod,  and  the  resolution  proposes  to  appoint  a  fourth. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  may  be  that  an  additional  magistrate  is 
required  for  the  purpose  of  administering  justice  in  the 
North-West  Territory,  but  that  is  a  wholly  different  thing 
from  appointing  another  member  of  the  North-West  coun¬ 
cil.  At  the  time  the  Bill  was  introduced  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  for  the 
establishment  of  a  government  for  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tory,  it  was  provided  that  a  certain  number  of  members 
should  be  appointed  to  that  council  to  assist  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  framing  ordinances  and  administering  justice  in 
that  widely-extended  territory.  But  it  was  also  promised  in 
that  same  Bill  that  certain  members  of  the  council  should  be 
elected  by  the  people,  one  for  every  thousand  of  the  inhabi¬ 
tants,  and  that  when  the  council  consisted  of  a  certain  num¬ 
ber  of  elected  members  the  members  appointed  by  the  Crown 
should  then  cease  to  be  members  of  the  council.  In  fact, 
as  fast  as  circumstances  would  warrant  the  policy,  thoy  are 
to  give  to  the  council  a  representative  character.  It  was 
recognised  that  it  was  not  expedient  to  put  in  the  hands  of 
a  nominated  body  the  power  of  legislators  for  the  people  of 
that  district.  We  know  that  our  people  are  all  trained  to 
representative  institutions  ;  and  no  class  of  the  population 
are  so  little  likely  to  submit  to  the  restraints  of  government 
by  a  body  over  whom  they  have  no  control  as  the  popula¬ 
tion  residing  upon  a  border  settlement.  We  know  that  in 
this  country,  as  well  as  in  the  United  States,  the  people 
residing  upon  the  borders  acquire  habits  of  self-reliance  to 
a  larger  extent  than  those  living  in  towns  and  long- 
settled  districts,  and  if  they  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  parties  in  whose  hands  the  government  is  placed, 
they  are  not  likely  to  respect  very  much  the  ordinances 
and  laws  made  by  those  parties.  It  was  therefore  felt  to 
be  highly  expedient  that  the  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  our  distant  Territories  should  be  as  early  as  possible  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  enjoyed  the  confidence  and  respect 
of  the  people.  Now,  the  provision  for  the  election  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  council  still  continues  in  force.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  informed  us  of  the  number  of  elected 
members  now  in  the  North-West  council,  but  I  apprehend 
that  it  must  be  very  considerable;  in  my  opinion,  the  num¬ 
ber  is  sufficiently  large  to  exclude  the  nominated  members 
of  the  Crown  altogether.  Thore  is  no  reason  why,  with  the 
large  population  now  living  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
there  should  be  a  council  nominated  by  this  Government  at 
all.  The  council  should  bo  a  body  enjoying  the  confidence 
of  the  people  of  that  Territory.  They  should  be  chosen 
to  advise  the  Governor  from  those  whom  the 
people  themselves  have  elected.  There  is  no  reason 
why  the  principle  of  responsible  government  should  not  be 
fully  adopted,  in  so  far  as  we  have  entrusted  the  people  of 
the  North-West  Territories  with  the  affairs  of  government 
at  all.  Now,  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  the  people  of 
those  distant  regions  can  be  satisfied  with  having  a  council 
to  advise  the  Lieutenant  Governor  appointed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  at  Ottawa.  Why,  Sir,  we  might  just  as  well  say 
that  the  people  of  Canada  would  be  content  to  have  the 
Administration  of  this  country  chosen  by  the  Colonial  Min¬ 
ister  in  Downing  street.  There  would  be  as  much  propriety 
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in  that  proposition  as  there  is  in  this.  If,  as  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  states,  there  are  now  more  than  50,000  people 
who  are  settled  in  that  country,  it  is  monstrous  to  withhold 
from  them  the  right  to  elect  those  who  are  to  advise  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  as  the  executive  officers  in  that  coun¬ 
try.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  course  pursued  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  this  matter  has  been  a  highly  negligent  course. 
The  intention  was,  from  the  first,  when  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bast  York  introduced  that  Bill,  that  the  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernor  should  estimate  the  amount  of  subsidy  that  was 
required  for  carrying  on  the  government  of  that  country, 
and  that  a  vote  should  be  placed  at  his  disposal  the  moment 
that  there  was  a  sufficient  number  of  elected  members  of  the 
council  to  justify  such  a  proceeding, and  that  this  money  should 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  council,  precisely  for  the  same 
purposes  as  subsidies  are  given  to  the  various  Provinces  to 
carry  on  the  affairs  of  the  Provincial  Governments.  Now, 
what  is  the  hon.  gentleman  doing  ?  It  may  be  that  another 
stipendiary  magistrate  is  required  in  that  country.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  say  that  he  is  not ;  I  do  not  say  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  are  not  doing  what  is  right  and  proper  in  proposing 
to  appoint  another;  but  I  do  say  that  they  are  doing  what 
is  highly  inexpedient  and  highly  improper,  when  they 
propose  to  make  that  stipendiary  magistrate  a  member 
of  the  council,  which,  if  the  law  was  respected,  would 
long  ago  have  been  superseded  by  a  properly  constituted 
council,  enjoying  the  confidence  of  the  people  and 
chosen  from  amongst  them.  Why,  Sir,  the  Government 
here  have  no  more  right  to  appoint  a  member  of  that 
council  now — I  mean  a  constitutional  and  moral  right — 
than  they  would  have  to  appoint  the  executive  council  of 
Quebec  or  Ontario.  Are  not  the  people  who  reside  in 
that  country,  people  who  have  enjoyed  the  elective 
franchise  and  assisted  in  carrying  on  the  govern¬ 
ment  in  their  respective  Provinces,  before  they  removed  to 
the  North-West  ?  Are  they  not  just  as  competent  to  deter¬ 
mine  who  shall  be  councillors  to  advise  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  as  are  the  people  in  any  one  of  the  Eastern  Pro¬ 
vinces  ?  Sir,  I  say  that  this  proposition  is  a  monstrous 
one.  It  is  one  that  we  ought  not  to  entertain  for  a  moment, 
and  it  is  impossible  that  the  Government  could  have 
seriously  considered  it  before  making  this  proposition.  I 
say  this  in  all  sincerity.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  but  to 
look  at  the  North-West  Territories  Act  and  he  will  find  that 
whenever  the  population  has  reached  a  certain  number  in  a 
particular  district  they  have  a  right  to  elect  a  representa¬ 
tive,  and  when  there  are  a  sufficient  number  of  elected 
representatives  the  members  of  the  council  appointed 
by  the  Crown  shall  cease  to  be  members  altogether. 
What  right  has  this  Government  to  name  a  member  of 
the  council  to  advise  the  Lieutenant  Governor  ?  I  say 
the  time  has  gone  by  when  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
the  North-West  Territories  should  carry  on  the  Government 
as  he  may  see  fit,  acting  under  instructions  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  here,  which  is  the  same  thing  as  acting  under  the 
advice  of  men  appointed  by  the  Government  here.  Why, 
Sir,  it  was  an  attempt  of  this  kind,  in  1870,  that  led  to  the 
rebellion  in  Manitoba.  When  Governor  Macdougall  was  sent 
up  there,  the  Government  proposed  to  send  along  with  him  a 
number  of  councillors  as  advisors,  ignoring  the  people  of  the 
Territory  altogether,  and  now  the  Government  propose  to 
continue  the  same  policy  ^  They  propose  to  name  a  member 
of  the  council  in  that  Territory  when,  if  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  is  to  be  relied  upon,  there  are  already  a  large 
population  possessing  habits  of  self-reliance,  intelligent 
men,  men  accustomed  to  representative  institutions  in  the 
Provinces  from  which  they  emigrated,  and  they  ought  to 
have  the  councillors  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  chosen  from 
amongst  the  men  they  have  elected  to  be  members  of  their 
Assembly. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  object,  as  I 
understand  him,  to  the  appointment  of  a  new  stipendiary 


magistrate.  The  circumstances  of  the  country,  I  believe, 
establish  beyond  the  possibility  of  discussion,  that  there  is  a 
necessity  of  increasing  the  number  of  magistrates  now  in  tho 
North-West.  As  I  have  already  stated,  the  work  is  increas¬ 
ing  so  fast  that  the  present  incumbents  of  the  office  are 
not  sufficiently  numerous  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
situation.  The  only  objection  is,  as  I  understand  from  the 
hon.  gentleman,  that  the  new  stipendiary  magistrate  should 
be  appointed  a  member  of  the  council,  as  is  provided  by 
this  resolution.  I  really  cannot  see  in  what  way  this  pro¬ 
vision  is  so  obnoxious.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  see, 
admitting  that  we  have,  as  is  well  known,  in  the  council  of 
the  North-West,  these  magistrates  who  are  acting  as  stipen¬ 
diary  magistrates,  why,  when  increasing  the  number  of 
magistrates,  we  should  leave  out  the  new  man  who  is  to 
be  appointed.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  it  is  quite  a 
different  thing  appointing  a  new  member  of  the  council  and 
appointing  a  stipendiary  magistrate.  Thai,  of  course,  I 
admit,  but  I  consider  it  is  an  advantage  in  these  territories 
that  men  like  the  stipendiary  magistrates  should  have  seats 
in  the  council.  The  territory  was  a  new  one  in  which  it 
became  necessary  to  introduce  a  constitution  that  would 
apply  to  the  requirements  and  necessities  of  the  people, 
and,  as  I  have  said,  it  was  an  advantage,  in  framing  the 
regulations,  in  framing  the  laws  in  that  territory,  to  appoint 
men  who  possessed  legal  knowledge  and  had  legal  experi¬ 
ence  as  have  these  stipendiary  magistrates,  members  of  tho 
council.  I  do  not  see  in  what  way  we  are  trenching  on  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  the  people  of  those  territories.  If  the 
present  resolutions  are  before  Parliament,  it  is  at  the  request 
of  the  people  of  Alberta;  very  large  petitions  have  been 
presented  to  this  House  by  tho  hon.  member  from  Toronto 
(Mr.  Small)  asking  that  the  changes  provided  in  the  reso¬ 
lutions  should  take  place.  1  believo  the  people  of  Alberta 
are  sufficiently  intelligent  to  see  danger  if  there  is  any  dan¬ 
ger  threatening  their  liberties  in  this  matter,  and  would  not 
send  petitions  here  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  changes 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  will  deprive  them  of 
their  liberties. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Are  there  any  petitions  praying  for 
additional  members  of  the  council  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  So  I  understand. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Will  the  hon.  gontleman  read  me 
one  petition  to  that  effect,  I  understood  it  was  for  the 
appointment  of  a  magistrate.  At  a  public  meeting  in  Cal¬ 
gary,  it  was  pointed  out  there  was  no  necessity  for  Govern¬ 
ment  members  at  all. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  petitions,  1  understood,  ask  for  the 
appointment  of  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  and  also  that  he 
should  be  a  member  of  the  council.  If  not  correct,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  stand  corrected,  but  I  was  under  that 
impression.  In  any  case,  the  petitions  asked  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  new  stipendiary  magistrate.  I  should  like  to  know 
the  reason  why  one  more  stipendiary  magistrate  in  a  council, 
eight  members  of  which  are  elected  by  the  people,  and  in 
which  there  will  be  a  larger  number  of  elected  members 
under  the  Bill  to  be  introduced  based  on  these  resolutions, 
as  the  population  increases,  should  be  loft  out  when  his 
three  colleagues  have  seats  in  the  council.  As  far  as  I  can 
see,  there  is  no  danger  whatever,  so  far  as  the  liberties  of 
the  people  are  concerned,  and  I  believe  when  the  necessity 
exists  for  the  nomination  of  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  he 
should  be  treated  as  the  others  are  and  have  his  seat  in  tho 
council. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  sees  no  good 
reason  for  leaving  out  this  one  when  the  other  magistrates 
are  embraced.  If  the  law  is  respected,  and  there  is  any¬ 
thing  like  the  population,  if  there  is  half  the  population 
which  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  says  there  is  in  that 
country,  it  is  contrary  to  the  law  that  any  appointed  mem- 
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bei’  of  the  council  should  any  longer  be  a  member  of  the 
council.  Let  me  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to 
section  15  : 

“  When  and  so  soon  as  the  Lieutenant  Governor  is  satisfied  by  such 
proof  as  he  may  require,  that  any  district  or  portion  of  the  North-West 
Territories,  not  exceeding  an  area  of  one  thousand  square  miles,  con¬ 
tains  a  population  of  not  less  than  one  thousand  inhabitants  of  adult 
age,  exclusive  of  aliens  or  unenfranchised  Indians,  the  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernor  shall,  by  proclamation,  erect  such  district  or  portion  into  an 
electoral  district,  by  a  name  and  with  boundaries  to  be  respectively 
declared  in  the  proclamation,  and  such  electoral  district  shall  thence¬ 
forth  be  entitled  to  elect  a  member  of  the  council  or  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  as  the  case  may  be.” 

Section  2 1  provides  : 

“  When  the  number  of  elected  members  amount  to  21,  the  council 
hereinbefore  appointed  shall  cease  and  be  determined;  and  the  members 
so  elected  shall  be  constituted  and  designated  as  the  Legislative  Assem¬ 
bly  of  the  North-West  Territories.” 

That  Act  is  the  constitution  of  the  North-West  Territories, 
the  Government  exists  under  it.  If  the  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  has  been  acting  in  a  fraudulent  mannei*,  if  he  has  failed 
in  his  duty,  if  be  has  failed  to  secure  to  the  people  in  the 
various  districts  a  fair  representation,  that  may  be  reason 
for  calling  him  to  account ;  but  if  there  is  anything  like 
the  population  the  hon.  gentleman  claims  thei’e  is  in  that 
territoiy,  then  the  members  appointed  by  the  Crown  should 
no  longer  continue  to  sit  in  that  council.  Instead  of  going 
further,  the  Government  should  withdraw  fi’om  the  position 
and  respect  the  rights  of  the  people  therein,  so  far  as 
they  have  been  entrusted  with  the  power  to  govern  the 
country  and  to  elect  that  legislature.  These  men  called 
councillors  are  not  oi’dinai'y  advisors,  they  are  legislators, 
they  sit  in  the  body  that  legislates  for  the  people,  and  assist 
in  making  the  ordinances  by  which  the  people  are  governed. 
Unless  you  distrust  the  population  altogether  and  propose  to 
govern  them  by  militax-y  force — the  mounted  police  and  vol¬ 
unteers — you  should  leave  the  Government,  in  so  far  as  local 
affairs  are  concerned,  in  their  hands  just  as  it  is  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  people  of  the  different  Provinces.  They  best 
know  their  own  wants  and  they  constantly  complain  that  the 
Government  do  not  undei’stand  their  wants  and  their  circum¬ 
stances.  That  being  the  case,  it  is  a  serious  usurpation  to 
foist  upon  their  local  legislative  body  an  appointee  of  the 
Government  here.  The  condition  which  justified  the 
appointment  of  a  council  has  gone  by,  and  we  should 
recognise  the  fact  instead  of  forcing  an  appointee 
of  tlxe  Crown  upon  the  people  thei’e  as  a  legislator. 
The  time  has  come  when  they  will  seek  x’epresentation 
in  this  House  in  order  that  they  may  be  heard  h8re. 
I  think  that  a  more  imprudent  course  could  not  have  been 
adopted,  looking  at  the  circumstances  and  at  what  has  ti*an- 
spired  thei’e.  You  have  had  men  whom  you  knew  were 
loyal,  men  who  were  devoted  to  the  Government,  partisans 
of  the  Government,  aiding  and  abetting  the  rebellion 
against  the  Government.  Why?  Because  you  have  failed 
to  allow  them  that  fair  expression  of  their  views,  because 
you  have  failed  to  give  them  au  opportunity  of  administer¬ 
ing  their  own  affairs  in  their  own  way,  and,  instead  of 
profiting  by  events,  you  are  now  marking  out  a  coui’se 
of  a  different  character.  It  would  be  infinitely  wiser  and 
better,  that  you  should  retrace  your  steps  and  leave  the 
people  in  the  North-West  Territory  to  govern  themselves 
in  their  own  way,  in  so  far  as  you  have  entrusted  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  a  legislative  body  there. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  This  measui’e  is  one  of  great  impor- 
tance  to  the  North-West  Territory.  It  is  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  serious  invasion  of  the  rights  of  the  people  of 
the  North  West. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr,  LANGELIER,  Hon.  gentlemen  may  laugh,  because 
probably  thoy  have  not  x-oad  the  resolution  on  which  they 
are  going  to  vote.  It  is  proposed  to  allow  the  Governor 
Mr.  Mills. 


General  to  appoint  an  additional  stipendiai-y  magistrate  of 
the  North-West  Tan-itories,  according  to  section  5. 

Mr.  CARON.  Of  what  Act  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Of  the  North-West  Territories  Act, 
the  statute  of  1880,  chap.  25. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  Consolidated  Act. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  These  l’esolutions  provide: 

“  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Governor  General  to  appoint 
in  the  manner  provided  by  the  5th  section  of  the  North-West  Territories 
Act,  1880.  an  additional  member  of  the  council  for  the  said  Territories, 
and  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate  in  the  manner  provided  by  the 
74th  section  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  the  said 
Act.” 

If  we  turn  to  section  5  of  the  Act,  we  find  that  it  gives 
power  to  the  Governor  in  Council  to  appoint  a  stipendiary 
magistrate  who  is  to  be,  ex-officio,  a  member  of  the  council 
of  the  North-West.  The  l’osult  is  that  two  additional  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  council  may  be  appointed  under  these  resolu¬ 
tions  to  vote  in  the  council  of  the  North-West  against  those 
who  are  elected  by  the  people.  The  same  statute  says  that 
the  council  of  the  North-West  shall  be  composed  of  six 
members  appointed  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  with  an 
unlimited  number  of  members  elected  by  the  people. 
There  is  to  be  one  elected  by  the  people  for  each  electoral 
district  constituted  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the 
North-West,  and  when  it  is  ascertained  that  thei-e  is  a 
population  of  1,000  souls  ou  a  territoi’y  of  not  more  than 
1,000  square  miles.  Wo  have  no  information  before  us  to 
show  bow  many  electoral  districts  there  are  Suppose  there 
are  only  six. 

Mr.  CARON.  There  are  eight  elected  membei’S. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  smaller  the  number  the  worse 
the  measure  is.  The  representatives  of  the  people  in  tlxe 
North-West  have  all  the  power  possessed  by  this  House  or 
by  the  Legislatures  of  Quebec  or  Ontai’io,  and  if  this 
measure  passes,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  there  will  be 
eight  elected  members  of  the  council,  and,  instead  of  six 
now  appointed  by  the  Crown,  there  will  be  eight ;  so  they 
will  be  equally  divided. 

Mi’.  CARON.  We  are  pi’oviding  for  only  one. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  You  are  providing  for  two,  bxcau.se 
it  is  proposed  to  have  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate 
who  shall  be  a  member  of  the  council,  and  then  another 
member  of  the  council.  The  resolutions  provide  in  this 
way  for  the  appointment  of  two  members  of  the  council.  If 
the  resolutions  were  amended,  it  would  l’emove  one  serious 
objection,  but  as  they  stand,  they  constitute  a  very  serious 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  the  people  of  the  North-West.  No 
information  has  been  given  us  on  that  subject,  but,  if 
there  should  be  a  division  of  opinion  between  the  members 
of  the  council  appointed  by  the  Crown  and  the  members 
of  the  council  elected  by  the  people,  according  to  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  representatives  of  the 
people  would  now  be  in  a  majority,  but,  after  these  appoint¬ 
ments  are  made,  they  will  no  more  have  a  majority,  but 
they  will  he  over-ruled  by  tho  members  appointed  by  the 
Crown.  The  l-oasons  which  have  been  given  are  self- 
evident  against  such  a  principle  as  has  been  proposed,  even 
if  thei’e  were  no  other  objections.  Accoi’ding  to  clause  fi, 
whenever  any  territory  in  the  North-West  has  a  population 
of  1,000  on  a  teri'itory  of  1,000  square  miles,  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  may  constitute  that  an  electoral  district,  and 
clause  21  says  that,  as  soon  as  there  are  21  elected  membei’S 
of  the  council,  tho  members  appointed  by  the  Crown  shall 
cease  to  act,  and  the  name  of  the  council  shall  be  changed 
to  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  North-West  Territory. 
If  we  are  to  believe  the  information  given  us  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Agriculture  tho  other  night,  there  should  be  materials 
in  tho  North  West  for  electing  more  than  twonty-one  mem- 
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bars,  if  the  Lieutenant  Governor  did  his  duty  and  consti¬ 
tuted  electoral  districts  according  to  the  Act.  There  is  no 
reason  whatever  for  appointing  an  additional  member  of  the 
council  for  a  few  months  or  a  few  weeks,  until  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  constitutes  sufficient  electoral  districts  to  make  the 
elected  members  twenty-one,  when  there  would  be  no  more 
a  North-West  Council.  This  is  a  very  serious  proposal, 
one  which  constitutes  a  serious  invasion  of  the  rights  of 
the  people  of  the  North-West,  and  for  which  there  is  no 
justification.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  this 
should  be  postponed  until  we  get  some  further  information. 
It  is  stated  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  that  there  have  been 
petitions,  we  have  not  seen  those  petitions  ;  we  do  not  know 
what  they  ask;  thehon.  Minister  himself  does  not  know 
whether  they  ask  for  the  appoinmentof  an  additional  stipen¬ 
diary  magistrate  or  an  additional  member  of  the  council ;  and 
it  is  quite  possible  that  those  who  have  asked  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate  do  not  know 
that  by  doing  so  they  are  asking  for  an  additional  member 
of  the  council.  They  may  not  know  that  they  are  asking 
for  something  to  curtail  their  rights.  I  think  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  have  more  information  as  to  the  grounds  on  which  a 
demand  is  made  on  the  House  for  an  additional  stipendiary 
magistrate  and  two  new  members  of  the  council. 

Mr.  WELDON.  How  many  members  are  now  appointed  ? 

Mr.  GABON.  Six. 

Mr.  WELDON.  And  eight  elected— fourteen  in  all  ? 

Mr.  GABON.  Ye s,  and  the  present  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trate  will  make  another.  I  do  not  know  how  the  hon. 
gentleman  comes  to  understand  that  we  are  going  to  appoint 
two  new  members  of  the  council.  The  clause,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  provides  solely  for  the  appointment  of  a  stipendiary 
magistrate.  Under  the  Act  as  it  now  exists,  the  stipendiary 
magistrates  are  members  of  the  council.  The  intention  is 
that  the  one  we  are  going  to  appoint  under  this  resolution 
should  be  placed  exactly  in  the  same  position  as  the  other 
stipendiary  magistrates,  and  that  he  should  become  ex  officio 
a  member  of  the  council,  thus  increasing  the  council  by 
one  simply.  If  there  be  eight  elected  councillors,  the 
majority  still  remains  in  the  hands  of  those  elected  by  the 
people. 

Mr.  LANGELIEB.  The  resolution  says  most  plainly 
that  the  authority  asked  is  for  the  appointment  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  stipendiary  magistrate  and  an  additional  member  of 
the  council. 

Mr.  CABON.  That  additional  stipendiary  magistrate 
becomes  the  additional  member  of  the  Gouncil. 

Mr.  LANGELIEB.  If  that  is  what  is  intended,  it  would 
be  quite  enough  to  say  that  the  Governor  in  Council  shall 
have  power  to  appoint  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate 
under  clause  5,  which  says : 

“  The  Governor  General,  with  the  advice  of  the  Queen’s  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil  for  Canada,  by  warrant  under  his  privy  seal,  may  constitute  and 
appoint  such  and  so  many  persons,  from  time  to  time,  not  exceeding  in 
the  whole  6  persons,  of  which  number  the  stipendiary  magistrate  here¬ 
inafter  mentioned  shall  ex  officio  form  part,  to  be  a  council  to  aid  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  in  the  administration  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories.” 

The  resolution  refers  to  this  section,  and  provides  for  the 
appointment  of  an  additional  member  of  the  council  and 
an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate,  which  shows  clearly 
that  it  does  not  refer  to  the  same  officer.  I  do  not  say  such 
is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government,  but  it  is  impossible 
to  express  it  in  a  worse  manner  than  it  is  done  in  the  reso¬ 
lution. 

Mr.  CABON.  If  it  is  so,  it  can  be  remedied  in  tho  Bill ; 
but  the  resolution  is  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  one 


stipendiary  magistrate  who,  under  clause  5,  shall  be  ex 
officio  a  member  of  the  council  like  the  other  three  magis¬ 
trates.  The  resolution,  to  my  mind,  is  perfectly  clear  ;  it 
provides  merely  for  the  appointment  of  one  stipendiary 
magistrate,  and  I  think  it  necessary  to  state  that  that 
stipendiary  magistrate  should  also  be  a  member  of  the 
council.  It  is  for  that  purpose  that  these  words  have  been 
introduced. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Tho  5th  clause  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  stipendiary  magistrates  shall  be  members  of  the  council. 
That  Act  provided  for  an  appointed  council,  but  with  the 
view  that  as  fast  as  the  country  developed,  it  should  be 
superseded  by  an  elective  council ;  and  it  is  an  infraction  of 
the  constitution  of  the  North-West  Territory,  as  laid  down 
in  this  Act,  to  appoint  another  member,  because  I  think  the 
intention  of  the  Act  was  that  the  council  of  six  appointed 
members  should  gradually  melt  away  and  be  morged  in  the 
elective  council.  At  present  the  council  consists  of  fourteen 
members,  eight  of  whom  have  been  elected  by  the  people 
and  six  appointed  by  the  Government.  The  hon.  Minister 
now  proposes  to  appoint  a  seventh ;  but  he  says  the  majority 
will  remain  with  the  elected  members.  If  he  looks  at  the 
Act  ho  will  see  that  the  12th  section  provides: 

“The  Lieutenant  Governor  shall  preside  at  all  sittings  of  the  coun¬ 
cil  ;  he  shall  on  all  subjects  have  the  same  right  to  vote  as  councillors 
have,  with  a  casting  vote  in  case  of  a  tie.” 

So  that,  by  voting  with  the  seven  members,  and  then  hav¬ 
ing  the  casting  vote,  the  control  is  taken  from  the  elective 
members  of  the  council  and  thrown  into  tho  hands  of  the 
members  appointed  by  the  Government.  It  seems  to  me 
that  that  is  contrary  to  the  principle  of  the  Act,  and  it  is 
not  at  all  necessary,  in  the  present  juncture  of  affairs,  that 
this  stipendiary  magistrate  should  be  a  member  of  the 
council.  What  might  have  been  a  matter  of  policy  in  1880 
is  not  necessarily  proper  in  1885,  and  the  petitions  the  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  only  pray  for  a  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trate  in  the  District  of  Alberta,  and  it  seems  to  me,  in  order 
to  carry  out  the  constitutional  principle  set  forth  in  this 
Act,  which  is  in  accordance  with  our  own  institutions,  that 
even  if  a  stipendiary  magistrate  is  appointed  he  should  not 
bo  a  member  of  the  council.  It  will  be  subversive  of  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  and  will  be  practically  throwing  tho 
control  of  the  council  into  tho  hands  of  the  appointees  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  OBTON,  The  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  been 
very  successful  in  tho  past  in  the'nr  attempts  to  manufacture 
grievances,  and  the  object  of  the  present  discussion  is  to 
manufacture  a  new  grievance  for  the  people  of  the  North- 
West.  The  hon.  member  for  Botbwell  stated,  and  it  has 
been  repeated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic,  that  there 
was  a  grievance,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  the  North-West  Territory  to  now  have  an 
election  of  members  to  represent  the  people  in  tho  Territory. 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  be  perfectly  well  aware  that  it  is 
utterly  impossible  for  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  Terri¬ 
tory  to  be  in  a  position  to  hold  such  an  election,  from  the 
fact  that  the  Territory  is  entitled  to  more  representation. 
A  Bill  has  been  passed  during  the  prqgent  Session  empow¬ 
ering  the  Government  to  take  a  censtfe  of  the  population  of 
tho  Territory  with  the  object  of  giving  it  just  and  fair  repre¬ 
sentation.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  just  and  candid 
in  his  remarks  ho  would  have  stated  that  fact  to  the  House, 
instead  of  trying  to  create  the  impression  abroad  that  there 
was  a  grievance  existing  which  the  Government  were  mot 
trying  to  remedy. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken 
in  his  statement.  He  does  not  know  much  of  what  he  is 
talking  about.  Tho  North-West  Territories  Act  which 
provides  for  the  appointment  of  a  council,  also  provides  that 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  may,  upon  representations  made 
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to  him  at  any  time  that  there  exists  within  a  limited  area  a 
number  of  souls  entitled  to  a  representative,  authorise  a 
census  to  be  taken.  Such  censuses  have  been  taken  repeat¬ 
edly  in  the  North-West  Territories  by  the  local  authority, 
and  upon  proclamation  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  the 
members  of  the  council  have  been  added  to.  The  Census 
Bill  of  this  Session  has  no  such  purpose.  The  member  for 
East  York,  who  brought  i.i  the  provision  with  respect  to 
the  North-West  Territories,  did  not  pass  legislation  so  imper¬ 
fect  as  the  lion,  member  for  Wellington  supposes.  He  did 
not  leave  that  part  of  local  legislation  to  be  done  here  in 
1885,  when  the  law  was  that  the  council  might  be  increased 
when  the  population  was  sufficient  to  give  it  a  representa¬ 
tive.  The  hon.  gentleman  gays  we  are  manufacturing 
grievances.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  he  knows  all  about 
the  North-West,  having  been  there  a  few  weeks  at  different 
times.  I  know  the  grievance  exists,  that  the  representative 
system  has  not  been  applied  in  the  North-West.  I  know  it 
not  from  private  but  from  public  information,  and  it  is  to 
bo  found  in  the  newspapers  and  in  the  mouths  of  those  who 
come  from  the  North-West. 

Mr.  ORTON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  it  from  his  agonts 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  the  people  of 
the  North-West  are  such  foois,  idiots  and  babies  that  they 
will  believe  they  are  aggrieved,  though  they  are  not 
aggrieved,  because  some  agents  go  and  tell  them  so.  They 
are  just  as  intelligent  as  the  hon.  gentleman’s  constituents  in 
Wellington. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  never  referred  to  them  in  any  sense 
whatever. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  are  as  little  likely  to  be  gulled  by 
designing  politicians  as  are  the  people  of  Ontario.  I  say, 
this  question  of  the  rapid  creation  of  a  really  representa¬ 
tive  territorial  government,  is  one  of  the  last  consequence. 
If  the  Government  had  not  been  so  completely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive  as  it  has  been  for  some  time  past, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  the  North-West  to-day.  The 
power  of  that  Government  has  been  largely  impaired  by 
the  fact  that  so  large  a  proportion  of  the  council  was  com¬ 
posed  of  members  who  sat  there  as  representatives,  but 
were  never  elected.  It  was  difficult  to  arrange  it  other¬ 
wise  at  the  start.  I  admit  there  was  a  difficulty. 
I  remember  at  that  time  the  First  Minister  was 
opposed  to  the  proposal,  because  he  thought  it  was 
a  bad  thing  to  give  representative  institutions  to  the 
Territory.  He  would  have  the  council  all  nominated.  -  But 
to  propose  at  this  time  of  the  day,  after  we  have  had 
experience  of  the  consequences  of  the  lack  of  representative 
institutions  in  that  country,  to  impair  the  existing  power 
and  balance  as  between  popular  and  nominative  representa¬ 
tives,  is  something  most  extraordinary.  I  say  it  ought  not 
to  be  done.  1  know  of  no  public  reason  why  the  number  of 
nominated  members  of  the  council  should  be  increased  ;  but, 
if  tho  number  of  nominated  members  is  to  be  increased,  the 
number  of  elected  members  should  also  be  increased,  and 
increased  in  still  larger  proportion.  That  is  what  is  wanted. 
We  must  recognise  the  dissatisfaction  and  discontent  exist¬ 
ing,  because  we  do  not  choose  to  apply  there  the  principles  of 
popular  representative  government  which  we  here  would 
decline  to  live  without,  but  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
think  are  too  good  for  the  people  of  the  North-West. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  think  the  hon.  gentlemen  has  made 
remarks  that  are  not  justified.  He  has  referred  to  my  tem¬ 
porary  visits  to  the  North-West.  lama  resident  of  the  North- 
West;  I  have  been  there  several  years  and  havo  travelled 
a  good  deal  over  tho  country.  What  I  have  said  in  regard 
to  the  feeling  existing  there  is  likely  to  be  more  accurate 
than  the  reports  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred. 
I  know  for  a  fact  that  agitators  have  been  sent  there;  that 
letters  have  been  received  from  gentlemen  in  that  country 
Mr.  Blake. 


representing  the  party  opposite,  in  which  they  tried  to 
make  the  people  of  the  North-West  believe  that  they  are 
oppressed  and  ill-used  ;  and  I  maintain  that  there  has  been 
no  attempt  to  ill-use  the  people,  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
tho  Government  are  ready  at  any  time  to  give  them  their 
rights,  and  to  give  them  the  right  of  electing  members  to 
represent  them,  and  that  during  the  Session  the  Govern¬ 
ment  havo  taken  power  to  have  a  census  taken  in  the 
North-West,  with  a  view  to  giving  them  representatives. 
With  respect  to  the  power  given  the  Lieutenant  Governor  to 
cause  an  election  to  be  held,  I  do  not  see  anything  in  the 
Act  empowering  him  to  call  for  such  an  election  to  take 
place.  At  all  events  the  means  of  obtaining  the  census 
must  come  from  Ottawa,  because  it  is  from  this  Government 
the  sinews  of  war  have  to  be  obtained.  The  remarks  I 
made  were,  therefore,  not  out  of  place,  and  were  not  of  such 
an  ignorant  character  as  the  hon.  gentleman  would  lead  the 
House  to  believe. 

I  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  hon.  gentleman  evidently  thinks 
he  is  the  only  one  who  has  been  in  the  North-West.  I 
stated  in  his  absence  that  I  was  present  at  a  public  meeting 
at  Calgary  at  which  this  subject  was  brought  up,  and  at 
that  meeting  complaints  were  made  that  the  Government 
were  taking  away  from  the  people  the  right  of  self-govern¬ 
ment.  I  warn  the  Ministers  that  if  this  course  is  proceeded 
in,  evil  results  will  inevitably  follow.  The  people  are  deter¬ 
mined  that  no  attempt  to  keep  the  power  out  of  their  hands 
shall  succeed,  and  efforts  will  only  be  repelled  by  improper 
means. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Does  the  hon.  member  for  Welling¬ 
ton  (Mr,  Orton)  expect  the  House  to  believe  thatthe  people 
of  the  North-West  are  willing  that  the  Government  here 
should  send  nominated  persons  to  represent  them  in  their 
local  affairs  ?  He  knows  nothing  of  the  class  of  people  who 
have  settled  that  country  if  he  imagines  that  they  are  ask¬ 
ing  this  Government  to  send  up  men  there  to  regulate  their 
affairs.  You  might  as  well  suppose  that  petitions  would 
come  in  from  any  county  in  Ontario  asking  the  Government 
to  appoint  members  of  their  councils  so  as  to  overbalance 
their  own  local  representations.  If  the  Minister  wishes  to 
accomplish  this  object  I  can  tell  him  that  he  is  taking  the  very 
course  which  will  enable  him  to  do  it.  The  local  members 
are  in  a  majority  in  the  council,  but  if  this  Bill  passes,  that 
majority  will  be  at  the  end,  and  if  it  continues  in  the  same 
way,  you  will  go  on  for  all  time  appointing  more  stipendiary 
magistrates,  who  will  have  seats  in  the  council  and  will 
over  balance  the  local  members.  The  hon.  member  for  East 
York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  has  stated  what  has  occurred  at  a 
public  meeting.  I  had  the  honor  of  being  present  at  that 
meeting,  and  I  can  tell  the  House  that  that  was  not  all  that 
I  heard  on  that  subject.  I  know  the  people  of  that  section 
of  the  country  are  not  satisfied  that  their  local  affairs  should 
be  managed  by  men  who  are  appointed  by  this  Government. 
In  fact  it  would  b8  impossible  that  men  who  have  had  their 
training  should  bo  content  with  that  sort  of  thing.  The  great 
majority  of  tho  people  are  from  the  older  Provinces— 
largely,  indeed,  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  in  no  portion  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  to-day,  so  far  as  intelligence  is  concerned,  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  the  population,  are  the  people  better  qualified  to  take 
care  of  their  own  affairs  than  they  are  in  that  portion  of  the 
Dominion.  There  is  a  higher  average  of  intelligence  in 
proportion  to  tho  population  in  that  section  of  the  country 
than  in  any  other.  It  is  not  tho  lame,  the  halt,  and  the  blind 
that  go  to  the  front:  it  is  the  very  cream  of  the  old  Pro¬ 
vinces  who  have  gone  there — the  men  who  have  most  energy, 
tho  young  men,  those  who  havo  touched  the  highest  grade 
of  intelligence ;  and  to  expect  to  make  this  House  believe 
that  those  men  want  the  Government  to  appoint  represen¬ 
tatives  to  take  care  of  their  own  local  matters,  is  certainly 
undertaking  a  serious  contract. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon,  member  for  Centre  Wellington 
(Mr.  Orton)  said  we  wore  trying  to  manufacture  a  grievance 
for  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories.  The  hon, 
gentleman  altogether  under-estimates  the  general  intelligence 
of  the  people  of  the  North-West.  They  are  perfectly  com¬ 
petent  to  exercise  their  own  judgment  as  to  their  own  con¬ 
dition  and  circumstances,  and  so  much  is  this  the  case  that 
they  are  not  willing  to  take  their  grievances  or  their  lessons 
from  this  side  of  the  House  or  from  the  other.  They  are 
fully  competent  to  decide  what  is  best  in  their  own  interest 
and  they  claim  the  right  to  exercise  the  powers  of  self- 
government,  so  far  as  their  own  local  affairs  are  concerned, 
precisely  the  same  as  the  population  in  other  parts  of  the 
Dominion.  A  meeting  was  called  nearly  two  years  ago  at 
Prince  Albert,  which  was  largely  attended  by  the  people 
in  that  district,  and  they  declared  that  they  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  retention  of  the  nominated  side 
of  the  North-West  council.  They  said  tire  time 
had  come  when  it  should  come  to  an  end,  and  they  insisted 
on  the  council  being  entirely  in  their  own  hands.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  look  back  through  the  Saskatchewan 
Herald  he  will  find  a  report  of  that  meeting  some  time  in 
1883,  and  he  will  find  that  one  of  the  grievances  was  the 
nominated  members  of  this  North-West  council.  Now, 
the  hon.  gentleman,  whon  the  people  are  feeling  sore,  when 
the  country  is  agitated,  when  they  still  feel  that  they  have 
grievances  against  the  Administration,  proposes  to  aggra¬ 
vate  the  condition  of  things  existing  there,  by  the  nomina¬ 
tion  of  another  member  to  the  council.  I  think  that  ought 
to  come  to  an  end,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  population 
is  sufficiently  numerous  to  bring  this  council  to  an  end,  if 
proper  provisions  were  made  for  the  election  of  members 
to  represent  the  people  of  that  Territory,  If  the 
Minister  will  look  at  Section  15,  of  the  Consolidated 
Act  relating  to  the  Government  established  in  the  North- 
West  Territories,  he  will  find  that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  is 
limited  in  his  power  to  erect  representative  district  to  dis¬ 
tricts  of  1,000  square  miles  in  extent.  Now,  that  pro¬ 
vision  was  inserted  in  the  Act  at  an  early  period,  when 
there  were  but  a  lew  isolated  settlements  in  the 
North-West,  and  when  the  population  wore  scattered  round 
some  little  villages,  as  in  the  case  of  PriDce  Albert  and 
Battleford,  and  the  provision  was  made  with  reference  to 
those  settlements.  Now  facilities  are  given  for  the  popula¬ 
tion  extending  over  the  entire  territory;  the  people*  aro 
scattered  far  at d  wide;  the  building  of  the  railway  has 
furnished  those  facilities.  That  provision  of  the  law  ought 
to  be  amended  so  as  to  permit  the  whole  country  to  b.e 
divided  into  electoral  districts,  each  of  which  will  be  entitled 
to  Bend  a  representative  to  the  North-West  council.  The 
hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  undor  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  there  were  many  scattered  settlements  where  you  might 
not  bo  able  to  find  an  outlying  population  of  1,000  on  1,000 
square  miles  of  territory,  and  in  that  respect  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  amend  the  law  rather  than  to  undertake  to 
provide  for  further  appointments  to  the  council. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  Bill  provides  for  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  so,  so  far  tho  Bill  will  be  an  improve¬ 
ment  on  tho  present  law.  But  it  is  anything  but  an 
improvement.  It  is  wholly  contrary  to  tho  spirit  of  the  law 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  undertake  to  create  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  council  by  nomination  here.  Tho  timo  has  gone  by 
for  that,  and  I  am  satisfied  the  population  of  the  North-West 
will  not  tolerate  the  interference  of  the  Government  in  their 
domestic  legislation  by  appointments  of  this  sort;  and  I 
think  they  will  bo  unworthy  of  the  rights  of  freemen  if 
they  did  tolerate  such  a  thiDg.  It  is  impossible  that  tho 
government  of  that  country  can  bo  satisfactorily  carried 
on,  when  you  have  interferences  of  this  sort. 

Mr,.  ORTON.  The  hon.  gentleman,  by  implication, 
charged  mo  with  having  advocated  that  tho  Government 


i  in  Ottawa,  should  control  the  affairs  of  the  people 
of  the  North  West.  I  advocated  nothing  of  the  kind. 
What  I  stated  was  that  I  believed  the  people  of  the 
North-West,  who  had  petitioned  the  Government  to  appoint 
a  new  stipendiary  magistrate,  knew  what  they  were  doing. 
They  knew  that  every  stipendiary  magistrate  was  ex  officio 
a  member  of  the  council,  and  they  knew  that  if  they  peti¬ 
tioned  for  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate,  he  would 
be  ex  officio  a  member  of  that  council.  They  have  sufficient 
intelligence  to  know  what  they  were  doing,  and  I  do  not 
think  they  require  to  be  told  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
what  their  desires  and  intentions  are,  when  they  petition 
Parliament  to  that  effect.  I  desire  to  impress  the  fact  that 
the  statement  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  the 
Government  have  neglected  the  rights  of  the  people  there, 
is  wrong  ;  that  instead  of  that,  they  have  taken  the  neces¬ 
sary  steps  to  give  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories, 
at  an  early  date,  representation  according  to  their  popula¬ 
tion  in  an  intelligent  manner,  by  having  a  census  taken,  so 
that  electoral  districts  may  be  set  aside,  and  the  people 
may  fairly  have  an  opportunity  of  electing  members  to 
represent  them. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Cen¬ 
tral  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton),  that  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  do  not  want  to  be  dictated  to  as  to  what  are 
their  rights  or  their  wrongs,  or,  as  to  whether  they  have 
grievances  or  not.  He  says,  the  people  petitioned  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  appoint  another  stipendiary  magistrate  at  Calgary, 
Now,  I  feel  satisfied,  that  if  the  people  of  the  North-West 
had  had  the  power  to  petition  to  have  a  stipendiary  magis- 
rate  appointed,  who  should  be  a  member  of  the  council, 
they  would  have  done  so ;  and  I  think  tho  Government 
ought  to  take  an  early  opportunity  of  providing  that  sti¬ 
pendiary  magistrates  should  not  be  members  of  the  council 
ex  officio.  The  Government  should  take  lessons  from  the 
past,  and  should  avoid  appointing  more  officials  in  this 
North-West  than  they  can  possibly  holp.  I  do  not  know 
whether  these  stipendiary  magistrates  receive  anything 
additional  for  being  members  of  the  council,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  any  stipendiary  magistrate  appointed  by  the 
Government  should  be  a  member  of  the  council.  It  is  a 
thing  which  is  detestable  to  the  people  of  the  North-West, 
to  have  officials  appointed  by  this  Government  instead  of 
being  elected  by  tho  people.  The  sooner  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  realise  that  they  should  have  men  ruling 
over  the  country  who  are  elected  by  the  people,  tho 
better  it  will  be  for  tho  Government  and  for  the  country 
as  a  whole.  It  may  be  necessary  to  appoint  a  stipendiary 
magistrate  for  that  section,  or  it  may  bo  done  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  making  a  position  for  some  individual.  We  know 
that  such  has  been  tho  case  in  the  past.  In  1879,  Judge 
Ryan,  who  was  a  stipendiary  magistrate  in  tho  North-West 
Territories,  was  deposed  bocause  thopoitionof  the  territory 
within  his  jurisdiction  was  added  to  tho  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  it  was  only  a  few  months  afterwards  that  Judge 
Rouleau  was  appointed  in  his  place.  Wo  have  yet  to  learn 
whether  there  were  any  reasons  for  removing  Judge  Ryan 
and  appointing  Judge  Rouleau  unless  they  were  political 
reasons;  Judge  Ryan  filled  that  position  satisfactorily,  and 
no  reasons  have  been  given  by  the  Government  why  he 
was  dismissed,  except  that  a  portion  of  the  territory  he 
had  control  of  was  added  to  Manitoba.  I  might  inform  tho 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton)  that  if  ho 
looks  at  clauses  15  and  It!  in  the  Act  of  1880,  ho  will  find 
that  tho  LiouteDant  Governor  has  power,  at  any  time,  to 
hold  an  election  for  a  member  of  the  North-West  council 
in  any  district  which  has  sufficient  population ;  it  is  not  at 
all  necessary  for  him  to  wait  until  the  census  is  taken  undor 
the  Act  passed  by  this  House  this  Session.  During  the  time 
I  have  had  a  seat  in  this  Houso  I  have  heard  members  year 
after  year  urgiDg  tho  Government  to  give  the  North-West 
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Territories  representation,  and  the  people  of  that  country 
have  been  clamoring  for  representation,  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  North-West  Council.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
make  the  appointed  members  and  the  elected  members  of 
that  council  equal,  so  that,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  having 
the  casting  vote,  the  majority  will  be  the  appointees  of  this 
Government.  That  is  wrong.  If  it  is  necessary  to  appoint 
a  new  stipendiary  magistrate  for  the  North-West,  I  think 
the  Government  ought  at  once  to  provide  that  the  stipen¬ 
diary  magistrates,  if  members  of  the  council,  should  be 
elected  by  the  people.  Do  not  make  it  compulsory  upon 
them  to  be  members  of  the  council,  but  do  not  let  their 
appointment  disqualify  them.  If  the  people  choose  them, 
well  and  good ;  but  there  are  men  in  that  country  just  as 
able  to  make  laws  for  the  government  of  the  people  as  men 
appointed  by  this  Government. 

Hr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  regard 
it  as  so  very  objectionable  that  the  stipendiary  magistrate 
should  be  appointed  with  seats  in  the  council,  have  only  to 
refer  t)  the  statutes  to  find  that  that  was  the  policy  of  the  ex¬ 
tender  of  the  Government.  The  Act  of  1877  contains  the 
same  objectionable  clause  which  is  now  complained  of.  I 
have  not  heard  any  complaints  from  the  North-West  with 
regard  to  these  magistrates.  I  understood  that  the  petitions 
which  have  been  presented  required  that  the  stipendiary 
magistrates  should  be  treated  just  as  the  other  stipendiary 
magistrates  have  been  heretofore,  and  I  take  for  granted 
that  the  people  of  the  North-West,  knowing  that  every 
stipendiary  magistrate  had  a  seat  in  the  North-West 
Council,  had  they  considered  that  objectionable,  would 
certainly  have  requested  that  the  stipendiary  magistrate 
should  not  have  a  seat  in  the  council.  Clause  3,  in  the 
Act  of  1877,  states  : 

_  “  The  Governor  General  with  the  advice  of  the  Queen’s  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil  of  Canada,  by  warrant  under  his  privy  seal,  may  constitute  and 
appoint  such  and  so  many  persons,  from  time  to  time,  not  exceeding  in 
the  whole  six  persons  of  which  number  the  stipendiary  magistrates 
hereinafter  mentioned  shall  ex-officio  form  part,  to  be  a  council  to  aid 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  the  administration  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories.” 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to 
refer  him  to  clause  74  of  the  same  Act  which  provides  for 
the  appointment  of  barristers  of  five  years’  standing,  not 
exceeding  three,  as  stipendiary  magistrates.  So  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  the  hon.  gentleman  has  read  only  applies  to  three ; 
you  have  three  now,  and  you  are  appointing  another,  giving 
him  the  same  power  as  the  others,  which  the  Act  does  not 
give.  It  would  require  a  specific  power  to  make  a  new 
stipendiary  magistral^  a  member  of  the  council,  and  you 
are  not  taking  that. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  have  explained  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  increased  work  in  the  North- 
West  Tei’ritories,  it  has  become  necessary  to  increase  the 
number  of  stipendiary  magistrates,  and  I  need  not  refer  to 
the  petitions  which  have  been  presented,  asking  that  this 
appointment  should  bo  made,  to  show  that  the  people  them 
selves  consider  that  the  three  stipendiary  magistrates  ap¬ 
pointed  by  my  hon.  friend  the  ex-leader  of  the  Government 
by  that  Act,  are  not  now  sufficient  to  do  the  work  of  the 
Territories.  If  it  be  true  that  under  the  Act  which  I  have 
quoted  th8  hon.  gentleman  gave  to  his  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trates  the  power  of  advising  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in 
Council,  to-day,  when  it  becomes  necessary  to  appoint 
another  stipendiary  magistrate,  why  treat  him  differently 
from  the  others  who  have  been  appointed  heretofore  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  change  of  circumstances. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Because  the  Act  distinctly  provides 
that  the  elective  element  should  prevail  in  the  coui’se  of 
time,  and  that  the  nominative  element  should  cease  when 
the  number  of  elective  members  shall  roach  21 ;  and  if  the  I 
council  does  not  consist  of  21  elected  membors,  it  is  simply  ' 
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because  the  Lieutenant  Governor  has  neglected  his  duty. 
There  have  been  complaints  in  the  Territory  already.  I  have 
given  the  hon.  gentleman  an  instance  in  which  the  present 
state  of  things  was  publicly  discussed  and  complaiued  of, 
and  the  hon.  gentlemen  is  making  it  worse  instead  of  better. 
The  popular  element  should  be  strengthened,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  weakening  it  and  introducing  an  element  of 
discontent  which  will  produce  disastrous  consequences, 

Mr.  CARON.  The  only  difference  between  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  myself  is  that  he  established  the  principle 
of  giving  the  stipendiary  magistrates  a  seat  in  the  council. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Because  there  was  nobody  else  to 
sit  in  the  council. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  time  has 
come  to  change  that  policy  and  to  deprive  the  stipendiary 
magistrates  of  their  seats  in  the  North-West  council.  Well, 
we  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  time  has 
come  to  make  that  change,  and  we  will  hold  to  his  policy  of 
giving  stipendiary  magistrates  seats  in  the  council.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  the  Lieutenant  Governor  might  have 
been  derelict  in  his  duty  if  the  number  of  elected  members 
of  the  council  is  not  larger  than  it  is.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  by  section  15  of  the  North-West  Territory 
Act,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  is  given  power  to  erect,  into 
an  electoral  district  any  portion  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tory  not  exceeding  an  area  of  1,000  square  miles,  which 
contains  a  population  of  Lot  less  than  1,000  inhabitants.  By 
the  19th  section,  it  is  also  provided  that  when  any  electoral 
district  contains  a  population  of  2,000  inhabitants  of  adult 
age,  exclusive  of  aliens  or  of  unenfranchised  Indians,  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  shall  issue  his  writ  for  the  election  of 
a  second  member  for  the  electoral  district.  However,  not¬ 
withstanding  these  two  clauses,  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
considered,  and  there  has  been  a  long  correspondence  in 
reference  to  that  point,  that  having  once  constituted  an 
electoral  district,  it  was  not  within  his  power  to  change  it. 
Well,  the  Bill  which  will  follow  these  resolutions  will  pro¬ 
vide  for  this.  Now,  I  see  really  no  objection  to  this  resolu¬ 
tion  as  presented.  There  still  will  remain  a  majority 
in  the  hands  of  the  elected  members  of  the  council. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  No. 

Mr.  CARON.  There  are  eight  elected  members  of  that 
council  and  if  you  appoint  one  more  magistrate  and  make 
him  a  member,  you  still  remain  with  seven,  instead  of  six  to 
eight. 

■  Mr.  MILLS.  The  Governor  is  a  member,  and  he  has  two 
votes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Governor  has  a  vote  and  then  he  has 
another  vote.  You  will  have  seven  nominated  members 
who,  with  the  Governor’s  two  votes,  will  make  nine  votes 
against  eight  of  elected  members.  The  hon.  gentleman 
seems  to  think  that  because  at  the  very  commencement  of 
the  business,  when  there  was  hardly  any  population  in  the 
Territories  at  all,  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  proposed 
that  three  stipendiary  magistrates,  and  no  more,  should  be 
members  of  the  council.  That  was  intended  to  be  a  perman¬ 
ent  policy  under  which,  not  only  these  three  magistrates, 
but  also  any  future  stipendiary  magistrates  should  be  for  all 
times  members  of  the  Local  Government  of  the  North-West. 
That  is  practically  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  practically  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says,  because  he  says  that  we,  on  this  side,  are  objecting 
to  the  policy  of  my  hon,  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  But  the 
policy  of  my  hon.  friend,  when  there  was  hardly  any  popu¬ 
lation  in  the  Territories,  and  when  he  was  proposing  to 
I  appoint  not  exceeding  three,  and  for  some  time  there  wore 
I  only  two,  stipendiary  magistrates,  members  of  the  council, 
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was  that  these  three— and  that  was  the  maximum  number 
of  stipendiary  magistrates  who  could  be  members  of  the 
council — should  not  be  permanent,  because  he  looked  for¬ 
ward  to  the  time  when  there  would  be  sufficient  population 
in  the  Territories  to  elect  members  to  the  number  of  21 ; 
and  when  the  council  was  to  cease,  and  the  members,  21  in 
number,  were  to  constitute  a  Legislative  Assembly  of  the 
North-West  Territory,  Therefore,  the  provision  of  my 
hon.  friend,  under  which  the  number  of  nominated  coun¬ 
cillors  was  not  to  exceed  three  in  the  earliest  stages,  was 
not  to  be  a  permanent,  but  a  temporary  provision,  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  force  until  the  population  reached  the  required  figure 
to  enable  it  to  elect  21  members.  Now  the,  population  of  the 
Territories  is  sufficient  in  number  and  sufficiently  com¬ 
pressed  into  different  areas,  I  have  no  doubt,  to  accomplish 
that  result.  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  now  21  areas  of  one 
thousand  inhabitants  each,  or,  at  any  rate,  if  not  that  many 
areas,  there  are  sufficient  as  of  two  thousand  each  which 
can  return  and  who  are  entitled  to  two  members,  to  make  up 
the  deficiency.  But  if  not,  that  day  is  fast  approaching,  and 
under  these  circumstances  why  should  the  hon.  gentleman 
propose,  just  at  this  time,  to  add  to  the  representation  of 
the  nominative  against  the  elective  system  ?  He  says,  be¬ 
cause  the  people  of  Calgary  sent  a  petition  declaring  there 
was  a  deficiency  in  the  administration  of  justice,  and  that, 
since  they  required  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  they  evidently 
wished  to  have  an  additional  member  of  the  council.  In 
the  first  place,  what  the  people  of  Calgary  wanted  was 
justice,  and  the  only  way  they  could  get  it  was  by  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  and,  perhaps,  the 
people  of  that  area  might  be  content,  if  they  could  get 
justice  on  no  other  terms,  to  accept  the  condition  of  having 
an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate  added  to  the  council. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  My  hon.  friend  says  not.  He  says  they 
were  complaining  of  the  power  of  the  nominative  members, 
as  they  stand  at  present.  But,  in  any  case,  the  people  of 
Calgary  are  not  the  people  of  all  the  Territories.  They  are 
entitled  to  justice,  and,  if  the  necessity  of  the  case  require 
it,  to  another  magistrate,  but  are  not  entitled  to  impose  upon 
the  Territories  an  additional  nominated  member.  The  people 
of  the  North-West  Territory  are  in  a  different  position  now 
to  that  in  which  they  were  when  the  Act  was  passed.  Their 
circumstances  are  different.  The  exigencies  of  the 
country  then  required  as  many  mominated  mem¬ 
bers  as  we  proposed  should  be  appointed  ;  the 
exigencies  of  the  country  do  not  now  require  them. 
On  the  contrary,  they  require  that,  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
the  nominated  members  should  disappear  instead  of  being 
increased  by  Parliament.  There  is  no  reason  why  this 
magistrate,  whose  duties  are  to  be  judicial,  should  remain  a 
member  of  the  council,  simply  that  he  may  be  put  on  as 
high  a  pedestal  as  the  other  magistrates.  The  question  is 
what  are  the  rights  of  the  people  and  what  will  satisfy  the 
people.  When  my  hon.  friend,  Mr.  Mackenzie,  introduced 
this  measure,  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  the  First  Minister, 
objected  to  the  elective  element  being  introduced,  because, 
from  his  point  of  view,  it  was  too  soon  to  talk  of  such  a 
thing;  and  when  he  came  to  power  in  18*78,  the  rumor 
spread  abroad,  and  some  of  his  organs  announced,  that  a 
change  was  going  to  be  made  and  that  the  territorial  gov¬ 
ernment  which  the  hon.  gentleman  rather  condemned,  was 
going  to  be  abolished  or  modified .  The  moment  the  rumor 
spread  abroad,  which  it  did  in  18*79,  that  an  attempt  would 
be  made  so  abolish  the  territorial  government,  the  people  of 
the  Territories  were  aroused,  even  the  people  who  had  not 
at  that  time  the  benefits  of  the  representative  element,  but 
who  were  in  hopes  of  obtaining  it  in  course  of  time,  and 
whose  hopes  would  thus  bo  checked,  were  alarmed  exceed¬ 
ingly.  Repeated  applications  were  made  to  havo  a  census 
taken  in  the  District  of  Lorne,  amongst  others,  and  two 


censuses  were  taken  before  a  sufficient  number  of  persons 
were  found  to  entitle  them  to  a  member  of  the  council. 
They  were  taken  on  the  petitions  of  the  people,  anxious  to 
obtain  that  portion  of  self-government  which  the  Act  had 
guaranteed  to  them  as  soon  as  their  population  would  admit 
it.  The  Act  did  not  immediately  take  effect.  It  was  some 
time  in  the  year  1880,  I  think,  before  these  people  were 
entitled  to  a  representative  in  the  council.  In  February  of 
that  year  a  meeting  was  held  at  Duck  Lake  to  protest 
against  the  intention  of  the  Government,  as  stated  in  the 
ministerial  organs,  to  abolish  even  this  rudimentary  system 
of  government.  The  meeting  was  called  by  Father  Andre, 
and  was  addressed  by  him,  and  his  spoech  will  show  how 
the  people  felt,  so  loog  ago  as  1880,  on  this  subject: 

“  He  said  before  long  this  together  with  several  other  settlements 
will  be  entitled  to  representation  in  the  council  at  Battleford.  Then 
the  council  would  be  in  a  better  position  to  speak  in  the  name  of  the 
people,  to  press  their  wants  and  remedy  their  grievances  at  Ottawa.” 

He  proposed  that  they  should  send  a  petition  to  Ottawa 
against  the  idea  of  abolishing  the  territorial  government,  a 
share  in  which  these  people  had  not,  but  expected  to  get  in  a 
short  time,  and  a  protest  and  petition,  signed  by  numerous 
persons,  on  the  23rd  of  February,  1880,  was  sent  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  This  protest  and  petition  was  couched  in  the 
following  terms : 

“  That  your  petitioners  would  further  press  upon  your  hon.  House 
the  consideration,  that  as  the  inhabitants  of  the  North-West  Territories 
are  now  nearly  equal  to  the  population  of  the  Province  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia  or  of  Manitoba,  with  a  Dear  prospect  of  a  large  majority  in  tavor  of 
the  Territories,  it  will  be  manifestcdly  unfair  to  deprive  them  of  a  local 
council  in  which  several  settlements,  even  though  the  basis  of  represen¬ 
tation  under  the  present  be  not  extended,  are  not  now  or  will  shortly  he 
entitled  to  direct  representation.  Wherefore  your  petitioners  humbly 
pray  that  your  hon.  House  will  sanction  no  legislation  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  depriving  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories  of 
a  resident  local  government. 

Public  meetings  were  held  at  Prince  Albert,  St,  Laurent  and 
other  places,  in  the  spring  of  1880,  to  give  expression  to  the 
views  of  the  people  on  the  subject  of  the  suggested  abolition 
of  the  territorial  government.  The  feeling  was  all  but  uni¬ 
versal  in  condemnation  of  any  change,  and  petitions  against 
such  a  retrograde  step  were  almost  unanimously  signed. 
At  Prince  Albert,  a  couple  of  gentlemen  spoke  against 
taking  any  action,  one  of  them  being  reported  as  having 
said  that  it  would  be  much  the  better  course  to  let  Sir  John 
Macdonald  have  his  own  way  without  opposition  or  remon¬ 
strance,  as  he  knew  much  better  than  the  people  of  the 
country  could  possibly  do,  what  was  for  their  real  good.  But 
this  extreme  view  of  party  fidelity  did  not  find  an  echo 
in  the  mind  of  the  meeting,  people  preferring  to 
trust  their  own  judgment  to  that  of  a  gentleman  who  has 
never  seen  the  country,  and  who  could,  therefore,  know 
nothing  personally  of  its  requirements.  I  mention  these 
things  as  occurring  upon  a  rumor  that  it  was  intended  to 
deprive  the  people  of  that  territorial  system,  to  show  you 
how  satisfied  they  were  with  it,  and  how  important  it  is 
not  to  increase  the  absolute  as  well  as  the  relative  weight 
of  representation  by  our  resolution  of  to-day.  If,  at  a  period 
some  time  ago,  these  people  thought  that  it  was  important 
to  have  representation  here,  if  they  thought  it  was  important 
to  have  that  territory  divided  into  provinces,  how  much 
more  now  ought  we  not  to  add  to  the  weight  of  the  nomi¬ 
native  as  against  the  representative  element.  In  the  fall  of 
1882  the  people  of  Prince  Albert  petitioned  the  Government, 
and  one  clause  of  the  petition  runs  thus: 

“  And  whereas  the  North-West  Territories  is  increasing  in  population 
at  an  unprecedented  rate,  and  doubtless  next  year  a  lirger  immigration 
will  flow  in  from  all  parts  of  the  world,  and  certain  sections  of  the 
country  are  already  thickly  populated,  such  as  the  district  of  Saskat¬ 
chewan,  this  has  now  a  population  almost  as  large  as  the  Province  of 
British  Columbia,  and  as  it  is  impossible  that  the  inhabitants  cf  such  a 
large  tract  of  country  could  be  understood  by  the  representatives  sent 
to  Parliament  by  the  older  Provinces,  and  as  there  r,: settlements  such 
as  Prince  Albert  desirous  of  becoming  incorporated  as  towns,  and  as  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  roads  should  bo  improved,  bridges,  schools, 

1  and  other  public  buildings  should  be  erected,  to  keep  pace  with  the 
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immigration  flowing  in,  your  petitioners  believe  the  time  is  ripe  for 
forming  the  North-West  Territories  into  Provinces  with  the  powers  and 
privileges  of  the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.” 

I  read  that  to  you  as  bearing  directly  upon  a  proposition 
made  in  the  year  1885,  to  have  more  of  the  Crown  colony 
and  departmental  system  of  Government  than  that  which 
now  exists.  If,  four  or  five  years  ago,  they  thought  they 
ought  to  have  provincial  rights,  you  propose  to  say  now: 
No,  we  will  send  you  up  another  ruler  from  Ottawa.  Then, 
the  North-West  Council,  on  the  9th  October,  1883,  made 
another  representation — a  council  which  was  certainly  at 
that  time  composed  of  a  preponderating  element  of  nomin¬ 
ated  members. 

“  Your  memorialists  believe  that  the  success  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  is  of  such  importance  to  the  whole  Dominion  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  representation  for  the  Territories  should  be  had  in  Parlia¬ 
ment.  At  the  present  time,  the  people  of  the  North-West  are  wiihout 
representation  of  any  kind,  and  have  to  depend  solely  on  petitions  and 
memorials  to  make  their  wants  known.” 

There  was  a  mooting  at  Prince  Albert  in  October,  1883, 
and  amongst  the  resolutions  passed  at  that  large  meeting 
was  one  endorsing  the  view  that  tho  Territories  should  have 
representation  in  the  Dominion  Parliament.  Then,  there 
was  a  meeting  in  February,  1884,  atColleston  school  house, 
in  this  section,  and,  of  the  resolutions  that  were  passed, 
these  were  two : 

“  6.  That  the  North-West  Territory  are  entitled  to  representation  in 
the  Dominion  Parliament,  and  that  it  is  unjust  to  compel  the  settlers 
here  to  pay  taxes  until  such  representation  is  granted. 

“  7.  That  the  North-West  Council  should  be  composed  purely  of  rep¬ 
resentative  members,  and  that  it  should  exercise  the  same  powers  and 
enjoy  the  same  privileges  as  the  Provincial  Legislatures  in  the  estab¬ 
lished  Provinces.” 

That  shows  what  the  feeling  of  the  people  was,  and  that  is 
more  than  a  year  and  a  half  ago.  They  were  then  com¬ 
plaining  of  the  existing  nominated  element,  and  now  you 
say  :  Wo  will  add  anothernominated  member  to  the  council. 
Then  we  had  a  debate  here  in  tho  year  1884,  in  which  some 
of  these  questions  were  raised  and  suggested  to  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  House.  Then,  we  had  on  tho  15th  November, 
1884,  a  very  largely  signed  petition  passed  through  tho  Ter¬ 
ritories  which  prayed  tor  responsible  government  tor  the 
Territories.  This  was  not  confined  to  one  sectiou.  My  hon. 
friend  has  spoken  of  what  he  saw  at  Calgary  himself  and  at 
Moosomin  in  the  winter  of  this  year.  A  large  meeting  was 
hold,  and  a  resolution  was  passed  as  to  the  represen¬ 
tation  of  the  people  in  the  Government  of  the 
North-West  Territories.  I  might  give  many  more 
citations.  I  givo  these  to  show  that  the  people 
of  this  country  are  yearning,  as  we  ought  to  know  they 
would,  for  their  full  share  in  the  rights  of  citizenship  in  the 
Federal  Parliament,  and  for  a  fuller  meed  of  self-government 
in  the  country  in  which  they  live,  and  to  that  I  think  they 
are  entitled.  I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is  very  objection¬ 
able  to  commence  to  increase  the  weight  of  the  nominated 
as  against  the  elected  body.  You  say  the  elected  body  will 
have  a  preponderance,  but  there  may  be  unfaithful  mem¬ 
bers.  I  have  known  members  of  Parliament  who  have 
been  unfaithful  to  their  trust.  There  may  be  an  unfaithful 
elected  councillor  who  may  combine  with  tho  powers  that 
be,  who  may  combine  with  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
appointed  here  and  with  the  people  who  are  nominated  here, 
and,  if  a  question  is  on  the  balance,  you  will  find  that, 
although  the  weight  originally  preponderated  a  little  one 
way,  the  nominated  element  will  get  the  sway.  I  have  read 
with  attention  the  reports  of  the  proceedings  of  the  North- 
West  Council  and  the  comments  of  the  newspapers  upon 
those  reports,  and  I  have  seen  expressions,  I  may  go  so  far 
as  to  say  of  disgust,  but  certainly  of  regret,  as  to  the  ineffi¬ 
ciency  of  those  proceedings,  due,  as  was  stated,  to  the  pre¬ 
ponderance  of  the  nominated  as  distinguished  from  the 
elected  members.  If  that  is  so,  we  ought  not  to-day  to 
propose  to  increase  the  weight  of  the  nominated  as  con¬ 
trasted  with  the  elected  members. 

Mr.  .Blake. 


June  30, 


|  Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  think  it  would  be  advisable  to 
change  the  words  of  this  resolution.  If  tho  construction 
given  to  it  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  is  correct,  tho  wording 
should  be  altered,  otherwise  it  would  he  taken  that  here¬ 
after  eight  members  of  the  council  were  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Government.  Thero  is  no  difficulty,  because  it  is  under¬ 
stood  that  the  intention  of  the  Government  is  to  add  only 
one  member  of  the  council. 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes,  it  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  1  think  that  language  is  entirely  inapt  to 
express  the  intention  of  the  Government  in  the  sense  which 
they  profess  to  desire.  They  ask  to  appoint  a  member  to 
tho  North-West  Council,  but  they  also  ask  to  appoint  a 
stipendiary  magistrate  who^er  curiam  officii  will  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  North-West  Council.  You  might  appoint  a  mem¬ 
ber  who  was  not  a  stipendiary  magistrate  at  all. 

Mr.  CARON,  Not  under  clause  74. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  speaking  of  the  appointment  of  a 
member  of  the  council. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  would  remind  the  Premier  that 
according  to  the  74th  clause  the  limitation  is  to  authority. 
You  have  the  authority  already. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  additional  man  is  to 
be  appointed  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  74th  section. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  tho  stipendiary  magistrate.  That 
it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  General  to  appoint 
in  tho  manner  provided  by  the  5th  section,  an  additional 
member  of  council,  and  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate 
in  the  manner  provided  by  the  74th  section — that  is  what 
you  say.  You  say  you  are  going  to  appoint  an  additional 
member  of  council  by  one  section  and  an  additional  member 
of  council  by  another  section. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  in  amendment : 

That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  General  to  appoint 
an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  74th 
sectiou  ot  the  North-West  Territories  Act,  1880,  and  for  the  purposes 
mentioned  in  the  said  Act,  who  shall  be  an  additional  member  of  the 
council  of  the  said  Territories  ia  the  manner  provided  by  the  5th  section 
of  the  Act. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  in  amendment  to  the  amendment 
to  strike  out  the  words  :  “  Who  shall  be  an  additional  mam' 
her  of  the  council  of  tho  said  Territories.” 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Blake)  negatived. 

Amendment  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  agreed  to. 

On  resolution  2, 

Mr.  CARON.  This  resolution  is  to  make  provision  for 
recapturing  insane  persons  who  havo  escaped  from  the 
asylum.  At  the  present  time  these  uufortuDato  people  are 
sont  to  Manitoba,  and  the  Dominion  Government  has  to  pay 
the  Government  of  Manitoba  so  much  per  head  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  insane.  It  is  providing  the  moans  of 
maintaining  inmates  when  tho  transfer  to  another  asylum, 
which  is  in  course  of  construction,  takes  place. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  141)  respecting  the  Administration  of  Justice  and 
other  matters  in  the  North-West  Territories. — (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald.) 

HARBOR  OF  THREE  RIVERS. 

Mr.  BO W ELL  moved  the  second  reading  ot  Bill  (No.  150) 
to  authorise  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum  to  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  of  tho  harbor  of  Three  Rivers. 

Mr,  MILLS.  Explain. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  already  explained  this  proposal 
upon  two  occasions.  It  is  simply  to  enable  the  Government 
to  loan  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers  a  sum  of 
money  upon  debentures  issued  by  the  Board  of  Commission¬ 
ers,  in  order  to  relieve  them  from  paying  6  per  cent.,  which 
rate  they  now  pay,  upon  the  bonds  issued  by  them  ;  and 
also  in  addition  to  the  sum  already  borrowed  of  $03,600,  to 
loan  an  additional  sum  of  about  $18,400  to  enable  them  to 
complete.  That  will  be  a  loan  to  them  upon  the  security 
of  the  debentures  of  the  harbor. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  sum  do  they  now  pay,  and  what  will 
they  pay  under  the  new  arrangement  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  at  present  pay  6  per  cent. ;  under 
the  present  arrangement  they  will  pay  4  per  cent. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  amount  annually  under  each 
heading  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  amount  already  expended  is 
$63,600,  upon  which  they  are  paying  6  per  cent.  It  is 
proposed  to  loan  an  additional  sum  of  $18,400,  to  enable 
them  to  complete,  making  a  total  sum  of  $82,000  at  4  per 
cent.  The  revenue  of  the  harbor  will  more  than  cover, 
with  the  proceeds  of  the  leases  into  which  they  have  already 
entered  with  certain  parties,  4  per  cent,  on  the  full  amount 
of  the  loan. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  annual  amount  of  revenue.? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  revenue  from  harbor  dues  is  $3,900, 
and  from  rents  of  wharves  assured  $2,000,  making  a  total 
of  $5,900. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hoes  any  portion  of  that  form  a  sinking 
fund,  or  is  it  a  perpetual  charge. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No ;  it  is  for  25  years. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  see  any  arrangements  by  which 
the  principal  is  to  be  paid  off.  The  Harbor  Commission¬ 
ers  might  expend  the  surplus,  over  the  sum  required  for 
the  payment  of  interest,  and  there  would  be  nothing  to 
meet  the  principal. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  no  provision  for  sinking  fund 
as  it  is  expected  that  the  increase  of  the  business  of  the 
port,  after  the  improvements  have  taken  place,  will  be  such 
as  will  enable  them  to  pay  the  debentures  when  they  fall 
due. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  ought  to  be  some 
provision  for  sinking  fund,  as  it  is  certainly  legislating  in  a 
rather  extraordinary  way  not  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  the  principal. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
a  good  one,  and  perhaps  it  would  be  as  well  to  provide  for 
some  sinking  fund,  even  though  it  should  be  a  very  small 
one.  I,  therefore,  suggest  that  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  after 
the  word  “  whatever  "  the  following  words  be  added  : 

And  the  said  commissioners  shall  also  pay  to  the  said  Finance  Minister 
every  half  year  as  aforesaid,  one-half  of  1  per  cent,  as  sinking  fund, 
towards  the  redemption  of  said  debentures. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Is  there  a  provision  for  the  imposition  of 
harbor  dues  or  tolls  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  under  the  Act  which  incorporates 
them, 


Mr.  MILLS.  Have  they  power  to  fix  the  amount  of  the, 
tolls  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  that  is  in  tho  hands  of  the  Governor 
in  Council. 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  could  not  increase  then  without  tho 
consent  of  the  Government  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  No,  nor  could  they  go  on 
with  new  work  without  the  previous  sanction  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  Council. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  sinking  fund  rate 
is  a  very  low  one-— not  sufficient  to  pay  it  up  in  tho  tirno. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  It  would  not  bo  enough,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  have  such  confidence  in  the  growth 
of  the  place,  and  in  the  effect  of  these  works,  that  with  no 
other  encumbrance  upon  the  board,  this  will  be  quite 
enough. 

Mr,  MILLS.  One-half  per  cent,  every  six  months  means 
one  per  cent,  per  annum. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  makes  one-fourth  in  every  25  years. 

I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  can  be  accused  of  dealing 
niggardly  with  the  city  of  Three  Rivers — a  place  so  largely 
dependent  on  the  lumbering  business,  which  is  every  year 
becoming  less. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  quite  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  accuse  my  hon.  friend  of  dealing  niggardly  with  tho 
city  of  Three  Rivers. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  WELDON.  Are  these  debentures  overdue  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  No. 

Mr.  WELDON.  How  can  you  call  them  in  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  These  people  wish  it  so, 
because  they  know  they  could  not  pay  their  interest,  and 
therefore  they  would  bo  only  too  glad  to  give  up  their 
debentures  and  have  thorn  redeemed.  In  fact,  that  is  tho 
reason  the  Bill  was  introduced. 

Mr.  WELDON.  How  can  this  Parliament  declare  that 
the  interest  shall  not  be  paid  after  a  certain  date  ?  That 
interferes  with  civil  rights. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  debenture  holders  are  entitled  to 
certain  rights  under  their  contract,  and  I  do  not  think  wo 
ought  to  provide  absolutely  that  those  rights  shall  bo 
changed  or  modified.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  he  is  quite 
sure  they  will  bring  in  their  debentures  for  redemption. 
Yery  well,  let  him  trust  them  for  that  ;  but  do  not  provide 
that  if  they  refuse  to  bring  them  in  you  will  not  give  them 
any  interest,  because  the  law  is  such  that  they  are  entitled 
to  it. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  In  compliance  with  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  I  would  suggest  that  all  the 
words  after  the  words  “  Harbor  Commissioners,”  in  the  8th 
line,  be  struck  out.  That  leaves  tho  bondholders  free. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  Bill  reported  with  amendments 
which  read  tho  first  and  the  second  times  and  concurred  in, 

CONSOLIDATED  INLAND  REYENUE  ACT. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  second  tho  reading  of  Bill  (No.  146) 
to  amend  tho  Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1883.  Ho 
said  :  Ono  part  of  the  Bill  is  intended  to  provide  for  tho 
better  carrying  out  of  tho  regulations  of  tho  Act.  Owing  to 
the  deficiencies  in  the  Act  as  it  now  stands,  our  officers  in 
many  cases  have  not  been  able  to  secure  convictions.  Anbtlior 
change  is  consequent  on  the  increased  duty  placed  on  cigars 
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this  Session.  A  very  important  question  is  that  of  a  drawback 
to  distillers  on  whiskey  which  must  be  kept  on  the  distillers 
premises  for  a  certain  time.  This  drawback  is  allowed  in 
the  old  country  and  in  the  United  States,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  allowed  here.  No  allowance 
is  to  be  made  unless  the  spirits  have  been  kept  in  wood  or 
in  such  ventilating  tanks  as  are  approved  of  by  depart1 
mental  regulations  during  the  whole  period  for  which 
abatement  is  claimed.  The  allowance  to  be  made  will  not 
exceed  six  per  cent,  for  the  first  year,  four  per  cent,  for  the 
second  year,  and  three  per  cent,  for  the  third  year  and  two 
per  cent,  for  each  succeeding  year  up  to  seven  years  in  all. 
Some  of  our  officers  have  visited  the  distilleries  in  the 
United  States  and  consulted  the  excise  officers  in  that 
country,  and  the  opinion  of  the  American  excise  officers  is 
that  these  allowances  are  about  fair  for  shrinkage  by 
evaporation ;  but  this  is  not  absolute,  because  after 
all  the  spirits  will  be  regauged.  It  has  been  remarked 
in  the  newspapers  that  the  principle  adopted  here 
of  prohibiting  the  sale  of  any  but  mature  whiskey  was 
a  scheme  concocted  by  the  distillers  to  create  a  monopoly. 
It  is  only  fair  to  state  that  while  the  distillers  asked  for  the 
first  clause  and  the  drawback  for  shrinkage,  no  suggestion 
was  received  from  any  one  of  them  with  regard  to  this  other 
clause.  This  was  a  suggestion  made  by  the  committee, 
after  giving  the  matter  a  good  deal  of  attention,  and  which  I 
thought  worthy  of  consideration.  The  object  is  to  have  the 
purest  spirits  put  in  the  market,  and  prevent  the  sale  of 
adulterated  liquors. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  there  any  process  by  which  it  has  been 
ascertained  that  although  not  stored  in  woods,  but  in  pro¬ 
perly  ventilated  tanks  this  process  of  improvement  will  go 
on  as  well  as  in  wood  ?  If  stored  in  metal  tanks,  the  spirits 
might  as  well  be  bottled  as  the  process  of  adulteration  must 
go  on  in  order  to  have  improvement.  I  have  seen  it  stated 
that  a  process  has  been  discovered,  which  is  now  in  use,  by 
which  this  improvement  can  be  obtained  almost  as  soon  as 
the  liquor  is  distilled. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  From  what  I  can  learn,  the  maturing 
of  whiskey  takes  place  in  wooden  vessels.  I  have  seen  the 
reference  the  hon.  gentleman  alludes  to,  but  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  no  idea  of  that  process  having  been  successfully 
carried  out.  There  are  certain  preparations  or  drugs  that 
may  be  put  into  the  liquor  that  will  apparently  remove  the 
objectionable  elements  sought  to  be  removed  by  adulteration, 
but  in  reality  they  only  conceal  them.  Being  put  in  wooden 
vessels  and  kept  there,  the  evaporation  proceeding  through 
the  wood,  is  the  only  means  of  purifying  the  spirits. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  are  theso  ventilating  tanks  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  do  not  know  what  is  meant  by  ven¬ 
tilating  tanks  ;  they  must  be  wooden  vessels.  In  a  large 
distillery  they  have  copper  tanks. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  What  is  the  proposed  amendment  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  In  committee,  I  shall  either  have  to 
amend  that  section  limiting  the  period  when  liquor  may  be 
entered  for  consumption,  or  strike  it  out. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understand  that  the  hon.  gontloman  will 
either  eliminate  the  section  altogether  or  will  make  provi¬ 
sion  for  the  sale  at  any  time  of  spirits  which  are  to  be  used 
for  methylated  spirits  or  vinegar  or  anything  of  that  kind  ; 
not  that  he  has  any  proposition  for  continuing  it  in  a  modi¬ 
fied  form. 

Mi’.  COSTIGAN.  I  shall  either  strike  it  out  altogether, 
or,  if  amendments  can  be  made  to  meet  the  objection  of 
manufacturers,  and  also  in  the  direction  of  new  distilleries 
which  may  bo  established,  I  shall  proposo  the  amendment. 

Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  Cosxigan. 
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ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  the  return  brought  down  relating  to  the 
boundary  of  Ontario,  the  only  papers  were  letters  lrom  the 
Secretary  of  State,  Earl  Derby,  enclosing  copy  of  the  order 
for  the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  and  a  letter  from 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Ontario  with  the  proposed  draft 
Bill.  There  was  no  letter  from  the  Government  here  acknow¬ 
ledging  either  of  those  communications,  and  there  was  no  in¬ 
timation  as  to  the  views  of  the  Government  with  reference 
to  any  proposition,  either  the  one  made  by  the  Imperial  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  the  one  made  by  the  Government  of  Ontario. 
Has  there  been  any  further  correspondence  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  those  commu¬ 
nications  have  been  acknowledged.  There  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  semi  official  and  verbal  communication  between  the 
Minister  of  Justice  and  the  Attorney  General  of  Ontario  on 
that  subject.  The  Minister  of  Justice  is  in  Toronto  and  will 
be  back  to-morrow,  and  I  fancy  there  will  be  some  more 
information  about  it  then. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  when  be 
will  bring  down  the  correspondence  in  reference  to  the  fish¬ 
eries  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  expected  to  have 
roceivod  the  assent  to-day,  but,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  I  have 
not. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Steam  mail  service  between  the  United  States  and 

Victoria,  British  Columbia .  $17,640 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  desire  to  ask  the  Minister  if 
it  is  contemplated  to  increase  that  subsidy,  owing  to  the 
increased  number  of  trips.  At  the  present  time  they  are 
making  five  trips  every  month  during  the  summer,  between 
April  and,  I  think,  the  end  of  October. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  would  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
it  is  not  the  intention  to  increase  the  subsidy  at  presont. 

For  subsidy  to  line  of  steamers  to  run  fortnightly 

between  Fiance  and  Quebec . . .  $60,000 

Mr.  VAIL.  How  many  trips  are  they  required  to  make 
in  a  year  ?  Who  is  the  contractor  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  agreement  has  been  made  with  the 
Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Company  through  their  represen¬ 
tative  and  manager,  Mr.  Wood,  for  $2,000  per  trip.  Pay¬ 
ment  has  been  made  for  one  trip.  I  am  not  able  to  inform 
the  hon.  gentleman  of  whom  the  company  is  composed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  us  what  the 
service  is  that  is  performed,  how  the  contract  is  let,  and 
what  is  there  to  warrant  this  expenditure  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  contract  was  entered  into  with  this 
company  for  a  service  between  Franco  and  Quebec  during 
certain  seasons  of  the  year,  the  vessels  to  land  at  Halifax  or 
some  of  the  maritime  ports. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Has  the  French  Government  granted  an  equal 
sum  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  I  think  not;  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  the  stipulation  that  is  in  the  former  vote  has  been  left 
out  on  this  occasion. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Eon.  gentleman  will  see  that  the 
authority  given  by  Parliament  was  to  pay  this  sum  provided 
the  Government  of  France  gave  an  equal  subsidy,  and  he 
says  the  Government  of  France  did  not  give  any  subsidy. 
The  question  is,  then,  under  what  authority  was  the  $2,000 
paid. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  We  have  only  paid  for  one 
trip,  $2,000,  so  that  if  we  had  used  the  $50,000  it  would 
have  been  $4,000  a  month  for  the  whole  year.  In  paying 
only  $2,000  we  have  really  remained  within  the  vote 
of  Parliament,  and  within  the  intention  of  Parliament, 
because  we  have  expended  only  one-half  the  amount  that 
we  would  have  expended  each  month  if  the  French 
Government  had  given  an  equal  amount ;  and  now  we  ask 
that  this  course  be  followed  for  the  next  year  instead  of  the 
vote  of  the  year  before,  otherwise  France  would  not  give 
the  necessary  amount.  Therefore,  we  thought  it  better  to 
try  to  open  commercial  communication  with  France,  even 
with  half  of  the  subsidy,  in  order  to  obtain  an  outlet  for  our 
commerce. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  but  Parliament  was  asked  to  agree  to 
a  scheme  of  steam  communication  between  France  and 
Quebec  upon  a  basis  that  $100,000  was  to  be  contributed  as 
a  national  encouragement,  one-half  by  France  and  one-half 
by  Canada.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done  has  been 
to  expend  $2,000  of  the  $50,000  granted  on  that  condition, 
/without  the  performance  of  that  condition,  not  in  pursuance 
of  the  intention  of  Parliament  at  all  but  in  contraven¬ 
tion  of  the  vote  and  of  the  intention  of  Parliament, 
because  the  intention  of  Parliament  was,  that  this 
amount  should  be  given  only  on  these  conditions,  and 
it  was  the  hon.  gentlemen  themselves  who  proposed 
these  conditions.  They  said  themselves  that  $100,00(1 
was  the  least  public  encouragement  that  would  enable 
us  to  have  an  efficient  line  and,  having  done  so,  they 
decided  that  each  country  ought  to  pay  half.  Then,  not 
having  been  able  to  cai’ry  out  that  arrangement,  they  seem 
to  have  made  an  arrangement  unwarranted  and  unauthorised, 
and  of  a  different  character.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
think  the  committee  is  entitled  to  know  what  style  of 
steamers  and  of  what  power  were  employed  and  how  it 
comes  about  that  an  efficient  arrangement  has  been  made 
for  $50,000  when  the  Government  thought  it  would  require 
a  public  encouragement  from  both  countries  of  $100,000  a 
year.  Then  one  wants  to  know  what  is  the  meaning  of 
this  arrangement  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken  about  as 
between  France  and  Halifax.  rihe  vote  of  Parliament  was 
between  France  and  Quebec,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  a  certain  number  of  trips  are  to  be  made  between 
France  and  Halifax.  That  may  be  a  very  proper  thing; 
but  if  we  are  going  to  arrange  for  a  line  of  communication 
all  the  year  round,  between  France  and  Quebec  during  the 
shipping  season  and  between  France  and  Halifax  during  the 
winter,  a  vote  should  be  taken  accordingly.  Now  we  are 
told  that  a  contract  or  arrangement  has  been  made,  and  the 
particulars  should  be  brought  down.  Hon.  gentlemen  have 
been  asking  for  steamship  subsidies  in  various  quarters  for 
a  number  of  years.  They  have  been  projected  by  specula¬ 
tors.  Now  it  is  said  this  service  is  arranged  for.  If  so,  we 
should  know  particulars  of  the  arrangement ;  how  many 
trips  are  to  be  made  between  France  and  Quebec,  how  many 
between  Halifax  and  France ;  what  is  the  result  of  the  trip 
that  has  taken  place,  and  what  are  the  prospects  as  to  the 
future. 

Mr.  PAINT.  Some  of  the  facts  are  these.  I  happened 
to  see  the  agent  here  last  week.  There  are  two  ships 
running;  they  are  something  under  2,000  tons,  and  are 
first-class  ships.  The  service  is  from  Quebec  and  Halifax 
to  Havre,  touching  at  Swansea,  in  Wales. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Now  that  the  Deputy  Assistant  Minister 
has  explained  the  matter,  perhaps  the  Minister  will  throw 
some  light  upon  it. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  have  not  the  full  terms  of  the  contract 
here,  but  I  will  bring  them  down  before  I  ask  concurrence, 
in  order  that  full  information  may  be  given,  and  I  will 
present  any  further  information  I  obtain. 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  French  Government  would  not  vote  a 
subsidy.  They  required  that  two  of  the  ships  should  be 
officered  by  French  officers  and  should  fly  the  French  flag. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose  that  some  one  on  the  Treasury 
benches  is  acquainted  with  these  interesting  matters  as  to 
the  negotiations  with  France,  and  the  great  difficulty  which 
prevented  the  success  of  the  scheme  of  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Or  is  all  the  wisdom  on  this  subject  to  be  found 
in  the  rank  and  file  of  the  ministerial  party  ? 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  may  say,  also - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  as  black  as  it  is 
painted. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  further  informa¬ 
tion  on  this  subject.  It  is  pretty  evident  from  what  the 
Minister  said,  and  from  what  the  Deputy  Ministers  also 
stated,  that  the  French  Government  did  not  think  trade 
between  Canada  and  France  of  sufficient  consequence  to 
justify  any  expenditure  for  this  purpose.  Before  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  undertakes  to  commit  the  country  to  this  expen¬ 
diture  we  are  entitled  to  know  what  they  expect  to 
accomplish.  In  what  way  do  they  expect  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  country  by  subsidising  a  mail  steam  line 
between  Canada  and  France  ?  There  are  trade  relations 
between  Canada  and  the  United  Kingdom  to  offer  some 
justification  for  a  subsidy  to  a  line  of  steamers  between 
those  points.  But  what  is  the  trade  between  Canada  and 
France  to  justify  an  expenditure  of  that  kind  ?  Surely 
mail  communication  required  with  France  could  be  had 
through  the  United  Kingdom.  France  does  not  take  our 
raw  products,  and  the  present  trade  policy  of  the  country  is 
such  as  not  to  encourage  the  importation  of  manufactured 
goods  from  France.  Besides,  the  Government  have  never 
succeeded  in  securing  more  than  two  or  three  immigrants  a 
year  from  that  country.  Looking  at  the  present  state  of 
the  public  revenue  and  the  large  expenditure  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  Parliament  is  entitled  to  further  information  on  this 
subject  before  the  vote  is  passed,  and  it  is  not  sufficient  that 
the  Minister  promises  to  bring  down  a  statement  as  to  the 
form  of  the  contract,  for  what  is  required  is  to  know  what 
justification  there  is  for  entering  into  such  a  contrect.  In 
pursuing  the  present  course  the  Government  have  treated 
the  committee  with  indignity. 

Mr.  PAINT.  One  of  the  ships  sailed  from  Halifax,  not 
more  than  two  weeks  ago,  for  Havre,  with  a  cargo  and  24 
first-class  passengers.  The  capital  for  building  the  ships 
has  been  furnished  by  France,  Scotland  and  Halifax. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  know  that  one  of  the  steamers 
came  to  Quebec  some  time  ago,  but  positively  refused  to 
take  any  cargo  from  that  port.  It  seemed  to  me  most  extra¬ 
ordinary  that  a  line  receiving  a  subsidy  should  decline  to 
take  any  cargo  from  Quebec.  I  know  a  firm  who  had  pre¬ 
pared  a  lot  of  deals  to  send. 

Mr.  PAINT.  What  was  the  description  of  the  cargo  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Deals. 

Mr.  PAINT.  A  first-class  steamer  cannot  carry  deals, 
and  pay. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  steamer  declined  to  take  any 
cargo  whatever  from  Quebec.  The  facts  of  the  matter  were 
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published  in  the  newspapers.  There  was  a  good  deal  of 
correspondence  in  the  papers  about  it,  and  I  may  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  name  of  the  firm  was  Plamondon 
&  Auger;  and  it  appears  from  these  statements  that  this 
so-called  line  which  is  subsidised  for  travel  between  France 
and  Quebec,  does  not  touch  at  Quebec  at  all.  This  same 
steamer,  it  was  stated,  went  down  to  Montreal  with  about 
one-third  of  a  cargo,  taking  nothing  from  Quebec  at  all. 
Now,  I  say,  if  that  is  the  case,  that  cannot  be  construed  as 
performing  the  contract. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  After  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  Mcgantic  (Mr.  Langelier),  I  would  ask  the 
committee  to  allow  this  item  to  stand,  until  fnllenquiry  can 
be  made  into  the  statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
made.  If  a  vessel  which  is  subsidised  in  order  to  create  a 
trade — for  I  think  I  may  use  that  expression — between 
France  and  this  Dominion — refuses  to  carry  freight  when 
offered  from  a  Canadian  port,  it  strikes  me  it  would  be  a 
very  good  reason  for  annulling  the  contract.  I  may  say, 
however,  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  that 
if  the  Parliament  of  Canada  at  its  last  Session  voted 
$50,000  per  annum,  in  order  to  subsidise  steamers  to  ply 
between  some  port  in  France  and  some  ports  in  Canada,  in 
order  to  build  up  a  trade  which  has  not  in  the  past  existed 
between  those  countries,  conditional  upon  the  French  Gov¬ 
ernment  giving  an  equal  sum  or  more  to  subsidise  them,  and 
if  the  Government  of  Canada  could  secure  such  a  service  as 
was  contemplated  when  the  first  vote  was  made,  without 
being  aided  or  subsidised  by  the  French  Government,  the 
object  for  which  the  money  was  appropriated  has  been 
accomplished  ;  and  there  could  be  very  little  difference  to 
this  country,  whether  the  French  Government  really  sub¬ 
sidised  the  line  or  not,  unless  that  subsidy  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  secure  the  services  of  such  a  class  of  vessels  as 
was  contemplated  when  the  vote  was  given,  although  the 
contract  may  not  have  been,  as  intimated  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  strictly  in  accord  with  the  reading  of  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  know  what  the  terms  of  the 
contract  may  be,  but  having  some  knowledge  of  ship-own¬ 
ing  for  a  number  of  years,  and  knowing  something  about 
the  trade  of  carrying  lumber,  I  may  say  that  I  can  quite 
understand  why  the  owner  or  master  of  a  first-class  steamer 
would  decline  to  carry  lumber.  The  truth  is  that  the 
freights  on  lumber  for  some  years  back  have  been  so 
low  that  no  first-class  steamers  will  carry  it,  unless  they 
carry  enough  to  ballast  the  vessel.  It  is  true  that  even 
the  Allan  vessels  and  other  steam  vessels  frequently 
take  a  portion  of  their  cargo  in  deals,  not  because  it 
pays  them  to  do  so,  but  because  sometimes  it  is  necessary, 
when  they  cannot  get  a  full  return  cargo,  to  take  part  of  a 
cargo  in  timber,  which  is  a  non-paying  freight  for  a  steam¬ 
ship,  at  a  merely  nominal  price.  Now,  I  can  quite  under¬ 
stand  a  vessel  coming  to  Quebec  and  refusing  to  be  chartered 
at  the  current  rates  to  carry  deals  to  either  British  or  French 
ports,  and  if  the  rates  are  not  sufficient  to  pay  the  vessel 
it  would  naturally  go  to  Montreal  and  try  to  get  another 
freight  there.  That  is  quite  consistent,  and  is  in  itself  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  contract  should  be  open  to  be 
cancelled.  It  was  not  because  the  lumber  was  offered  at 
Quebec  any  more  than  if  it  had  been  offered  at  Bathurst, 
Miramichi  or  any  other  place,  but  simply  because  the 
freight  was  not  of  a  character  to  pay  the  ship  for  the 
expense  of  carrying  it.  I  can  quite  understand  that  it 
might  be  desirable  and  very  probable  that  a  trade  should  be 
opened  up  with  France,  but  it  is  open  to  the  Government  to 
enter  into  a  contract  or  not,  and  they  can  put  in  such  con¬ 
ditions  as  will  best  promote  trade  and  best  suit  the  interests 
of  the  country.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Megan  tic  (Mr.  Langelier)  is  perfectly  accurate  in  his  state¬ 
ment,  but  that  is  no  reason,  in  my  opinion,  for  cancelling 
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the  contract,  without  looking  into  the  fact  of  whether  the 
freight  was  at  such  a  rate  as  would  warrant  the  vessel  in 
carrying  it. 

Mr.  McLELAN,  I  may  say  that  I  met  the  agent  of  the 
vessel  in  question  during  the  last  trip,  and  he  mentioned  to 
me  that  he  had  offered  deals  as  part  of  his  cargo  at  Quebec, 
and  he  gave  the  price  and  it  appeared  to  me  to  be  so  low 
that  it  could  not  have  been  carried  even  on  a  sailing  vessel. 
He  declined  it  because  it  was  even  below  the  ordinary  sail¬ 
ing  ship  rates,  and  those  would  be  a  loss  for  any  steamship 
to  carry.  Ho  mentioned  to  me  that  he  had  about  one  hundred 
tons  at  Quebec,  and  that  he  was  going  to  Charlottetown  and 
then  to  Halifax  to  complete  his  cargo,  not  with  lumber,  but 
with  other  goods  which  would  tend  more  to  develop  the 
trade  between  the  two  countries  than  the  carrying  of  deals. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  The  explanation  of  the  Minister  of 
Marine  is  quite  different  from  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier).  We  understood  from 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  that  the 
cargo  had  been  infused  positively,  but  now  we  see  that  the 
company  did  not  carry  it,  simply  because  the  rates  were 
not  satisfactory — an  explanation  which  puts  the  matter  on 
a  different  footing  altogether. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  gave  the  information  as  I  saw  it, 
for  it  was  published  in  all  the  newspapers  in  Quebec  and  a 
great  deal  of  indignation  was  expressed  about  it.  No  answer 
was  given  to  the  communication  of  Messrs.  Plamondon  & 
Auger,  which  was  not  that  they  did  not  agree  upon  terms 
but  that  there  had  been  a  positive  refusal  to  take  any  goods 
from  Quebec.  I  do  not  myself  know  whether  the  informa¬ 
tion  was  correct  or  not,  but  that  was  what  was  stated  in 
the  newspapers  of  the  city. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  we  to  understand  that  the  arrange¬ 
ment  is  such  that  the  vessel  is  to  touch  at  different  ports, 
or  that  it  is  to  make  stated  trips  from  Quebec,  calling  at 
Halifax,  Swansea  and  Havre ;  for  we  hear  now  the  steamer 
was  to  call  at  Charlottetown.  Of  course,  one  of  the  ele¬ 
ments  for  which  I  suppose  we  pay  a  subsidy  is  the  loss  in 
departing  at  stated  periods  from  certain  ports,  thus  giving 
merchants  the  certainty  of  obtaining  pretty  rapid  despatch, 
but  if  the  vessel  is  to  go  on  a  sort  of  coasting  through  the 
Dominion,  picking  up  a  cargo  here  and  there,  that  may  be 
a  very  good  service,  but  it  is  a  different  kind  of  service  from 
that  which  I  understood  from  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
undertakes  to  paint  the  lily. 

Mr.  WELDON.  In  regard  to  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Richmond  (Mr.  Paint),  that  the  French  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  not  give  the  subsidy  because  they  wanted  a 
French  vessel,  it  was  put  forward  as  one  reason  for  this 
grant  last  year  that  it  was  given  to  two  French  vessels  in 
order  to  obtain  from  the  French  Government  $75,000  instead 
of  $50,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  wish  it  distinctly  understood  that  the 
language  used  by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr. 
Langelier)  induced  me  to  ask  the  committee  to  let  the  item 
stand,  that  is,  that  the  owners  or  managers  of  the  boat 
refused  to  accept  not  only  deals  but  any  other  kind  of 
goods  from  Quebec.  One  can  scarcely  conceive  that  pos¬ 
sible,  but  when  it  is  stated  on  the  authority  of  a  member  of 
this  House  the  actual  facts  should  be  ascertained.  I  must 
take  exception  altogether  to  the  view  of  this  question  taken 
by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  No  one  over  supposed 
that  a  small  subsidy  of  this  kind  was  granted  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  establishing  a  line  of  steamers  running  direct 
from  Queboc  to  Havre  or  any  other  port  in  France. 
It  was  always  understood  that  if  a  cargo  could  not 
be  obtained  in  Montreal  or  Quebec  the  vessel 
plying  between  the  Dominion  and  France  should  be 
allowed  to  call  at  any  other  port  to  make  up  her  cargo.  It 
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would  scarcely  be  fair  to  ask  any  steamer,  particularly  one 
of  that  size  and  value,  to  sail  from  only  one  port  of  the 
Dominion  to  a  port  in  France,  whether  it  had  any  cargo  or 
not.  The  object  in  making  the  grant  was  to  build  up  a 
trade  that  has  not  existed  in  the  past,  and  in  order  that 
every  part  of  the  Dominion  might  benefit  by  it,  the  vessel 
was  to  be  p '  rmitted  to  go  to  any  port  in  the  Dominion  to 
complete  her  cargo.  Nothing  could  be  of  greater  advan¬ 
tage  to  the  Island  of  Prince  Edward  than  for  a  vessel  of 
that  character  to  call  at  Charlottetown  or  Georgetown  or 
any  other  port  of  that  Island  in  order  to  obtain  canned 
fish - 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Or  cattle. 

Mi-.  BOWELL — or  horses  for  shipment  to  Europe,  and 
if  the  cargo  could  not  be  completed  there,  the  vessel  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  go  to  Halifax  or  to  some  other  Dominion 
ports  and  then  proceed  on  her  voyage.  It  was  never 
intended  to  have  a  weekly  or  a  fortnightly  line.  The  object 
was  to  give  so  much  a  trip  between  this  Dominion  and  some 
port  in  France,  and  so  increase  the  trade  of  the  country 
and  build  up  a  direct  communication  between  France 
and  Canada,  so  that  immigrants  might  take  advantage  of  a 
line  of  that  kind.  It  was  also  hoped  that  Canadian  mer¬ 
chants  might  receive  their  goods  as  cheaply  as  possible,  and 
that,  after  ascertaining  what  we  could  furnish  to  the  markets 
in  France,  we  could  send  goods  direct  to  that  country,  and 
thereby  enable  our  exporters  to  secure  the  full  benefit  of 
their  own  trade. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  grant  as  proposed  was  to  promote 
steam  communication  between  France  and  Quebec,  not 
between  France  and  Canada,  and  the  proposal  this  year  is 
the  same.  It  may  not  be  a  wise  proposal ;  the  suggestion 
the  hon.  gentleman  makes  now  may  be  much  wiser — 
that  it  should  be  between  any  port  in  Canada  and  France  ; 
but  that  is  not  the  proposal  in  the  vote.  The  original  inten¬ 
tion  as  stated  by  my  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  (Mr.  Wel¬ 
don)  —  I  very  well  remember  the  discussion — was  that  the 
subsidy  should  be  no  less  than  $125,000  a  year,  we  to  pay 
$50,000 ;  and  we  were  so  cunning  that  we  were  going  to 
have  French  steamers,  which  would  get  the  advantage  of 
the  tonnage  or  mileage  bounty  given  by  the  French  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  thus  practically  make  the  French  pay  $75,000  of 
$125,000.  This  is  a  considerable  subsidy  from  the  public 
to  promote  this  trade,  and  it  ought  to  secure  a  very  good 
line,  and  frequent  and  tolerably  direct  communications. 
Even  $50,000  a  year  is  a  very  considerable  subsidy.  I  do 
not  know  what  these  2,000  ton  vessels  consume  of  coal  per 
trip ;  but  I  fancy  that  subsidy  goes  a  pretty  long  way 
towards  paying  their  coal  bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  there  is  no  trade 
to  be  promoted  at  present  by  the  subsidy  given  to  this  line 
of  steamers,  but  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  securing  trade. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  say  it  was  for  that  exclusively. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  it  was  a  trade  to 
be  created,  and  a  trade  to  be  created  is  certainly  a  trade 
that  does  not  exist ;  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  neither  last 
year  nor  this  have  given  the  House  the  slightest  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  how  the  trade  was  to  spring  up.  We  know  that 
the  commercial  policy  of  France  is  not  one  favorable  to  the 
establishment  of  an  extensive  trade  with  this  country,  and 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  in  what  this  extraordinary 
trade  that  is  to  be  built  up  is  to  consist.  In  the  debate  that 
took  place  last  year  on  the  subject,  not  the  slightest  inform¬ 
ation  was  given  as  to  what*the  nature  of  this  trade  was  to 
be.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposed  to  subsidise  a  line  of 
steamers,  and  seemed  to  assume  as  conclusively  established 
that  if  tho  subsidy  were  given,  a  trade  would  actually  spring 
up.  I  take  the  following  from  the  debate  of  last  year  : — 


“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  object  to  any  term  so  long  as  ten  years.  The 
contracts  given  to  the  Allan  Line  have  never  exceeded  five  years.  Is 
not  the  bounty  referred  to  confined  to  French  bottoms  ? 

“Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Then  the  bounty  could  only  be  obtained  by  the 
vessels  being  built  in  France. 

“Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  If  they  were  built  here  and  sold  to  France 
a  sum  would  be  obtained,  but  a  smaller  one. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  About  one-third. 

“  Mr.  DESJARDINS.  Besides  the  bounty  given  on  ships  built  in 
France,  there  is  another  bounty  granted  to  ships  running  under  the 
French  flag.  For  instance  :  If  there  were  four  steamers  of  2,500  tons 
each,  the  bounty  of  construction  would  be  $128,000,  while  the  bounty 
for  navigation  would,  supposing  there  was  a  fortnightly  service,  reach 
$101,000  or  605,000  francs  besides.” 

That  is  they  would  obtain  $229,000  from  France  and 
$50,000  from  this  country.  This  would  be  a  very  excellent 
and  profitable  arrangement,  no  doubt,  for^the  company,  but 
in  what  way  will  it  profit  this  country  ?  What  particular 
trade  or  business  do  the  Government  expect  to  benefit  by 
subsidising  these  lines  ?  Because  it  is  well  known  that  a 
Canadian  line  of  steamers  would  not  obtain  these  profits 
which  the  hon.  Minister  and  his  supporters  said  it  was  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  Government  to  secure.  We  are  bound 
to  assume  the  Government  are  dealing  in  this  matter  as  a 
private  corporation  would  deal  with  their  own  money  ;  we 
are  bound  to  assume  that  the  Government  are  acting  in  the 
interests  of  the  people,  but  we  have  the  right  to  know 
what  particular  interest  or  interests  are  to  be  benefited. 
Surely  the  Minister  must  have  some  idea  upon  this 
question.  We  cannot  assume  that  there  are  certain  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  Government  interested  in  a  particular  line  of 
steamers  who  are  expected  to  be  benefited  by  contributions 
taken  from  the  public  treasury ;  we  cannot  suppose  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  seeking  to  help  their  friends  and  protect  them 
against  losses  by  putting  their  hands  into  the  public 
treasury  and  distributing  public  money  amongst  them. 
What  is  the  interest  of  this  country  the  Government  hope 
to  promote  by  subsidising  this  line  ?  Surely  they  have  in¬ 
formation  on  this  subject.  They  must  have  formed  their 
opinions  upon  intelligent  data,  and  where  is  the  data  upon 
which  those  conclusions  were  reached.  That  information 
we  are  entitled  to  have  and  the  committee  should  have  it 
before  passing  this  vote. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  (Translation).  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  really  surprised  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier)  has  taken,  upon  that  question 
which  interests  peculiarly  the  city  of  Quebec,  the  position 
he  has  just  taken.  The  hon.  member  must  know  that  there 
is  not  only  the  lumber  trade  we  can  do  with  France.  There 
are,  in  our  country,  large  mines  of  phosphate  and  other 
mines;  there  is  the  cattle  trade;  there  are  thousands  of 
articles  we  can  exchange  with  our  old  mother  country,  and 
I  do  not  understand  why  the  hon.  member  comes,  in  this 
occurrence,  and  speaks  against  the  interests  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  and  especially  against  tho  interests  of  the  city, 
of  which  he  is  proud  of  being  mayor.  If  he  wished  to  be 
useful  to  the  city  of  Quebec,  I  think  that,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  he  had  better  remain  silont.  When  ho  said  bore 
that  the  French  company  refused  to  take  any  freight  from 
Quebec,  he  has  done  that  city  the  worst  service  he  could  do. 
He  told  us  that  we,  from  the  city  of  Quebec,  did  not  require 
the  opening  of  commercial  relations  with  France,  and,  under 
a  disguised  form,  he  asks  the  Parliament  not  to  vote  the 
$50,000  the  Government  are  willing  to  give  to  the  city  of 
Quebec.  It  is  under  such  circumstances  that  the  people  of 
Quebec  could  say:  O  God,  deliver  us  from  our  friends,  and 
especially  from  our  mayor  I  The  hon.  member  mentioned 
the  names  of  Mr.  Auger  and  Mr.  Plamondon  as  those  of 
whom  freight  was  refused.  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr. 
Auger  and  Mr.  Plamondon  form  the  whole  of  the  city 
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of  Quebec ;  I  know  that  it  is  not  very  long  ago  since, 
if  they  were  not  proprietors  of  the  whole  city 
of  Quebec,  they  were,  at  any  rate,  proprietors  of 
L'Electeur,  a  paper  edited  by  the  brother  of  the  member  for 
Megantic.  Since  that  time,  I  believe  that  those  familiar 
and  intimate  relations  have  disappeared,  and  more  exten¬ 
sive  relations  with  France  are  also  likely  to  vanish.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  for  the  same  reason,  but,  at  any 
rate,  I  think  that  the  refusal  met  with  by  MM.  Auger  and 
Plamondon,  should  not  be  a  reason  why  we  should  refuse  to 
the  city  of  Quebec  the  advantages  that  the  Parliament  and 
the  Government  particularly  are  willing  to  give  them.  If 
one  bird  is  not  the  spring,  the  proposition  not  accepted  of 
MM.  Auger  and  Plamondon  should  not  have  any  influence 
on  the  decision  of  this  Parliament,  and,  notwithstanding  the 
desire  shown  by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  of  vindicat¬ 
ing  the  private  interests  of  MM.  Auger  and  Plamondon, 
I  believe  that  the  interests  of  the  city  of  Quebec  ought  to 
be  the  first.  I  hope,  considering  those  interests  more  gen¬ 
eral,  that  the  House  will  be  disposed  to  take  a  note  of  the 
words  of  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic,  so  that  they  will 
not  forget  that,  apart  from  the  lumber  trade,  there  are 
also  in  the  city  of  Quebec  other  things  with  which  it  is 
possible  to  freight  a  vessel.  As  I  have  said  before,  we  have 
the  cattle  trade  ;  we  have  the  phosphates  ;  we  have  also 
the  products  of  various  mines,  and  in  all  those  things, 
there  is  enough  not  only  to  freight  one  vessel, 
but  a  great  number  of  vessels,  for  France.  For  those 
reasons,  I  hope  that  the  Minister  of  Customs  will  be  disposed 
to  defer  the  jwasf  threat,  so  to  speak,  he  made  to  us  of  not 
giving  that  subvention,  and  that  he  will  give  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  and  the  city  of  Quebec  the  advantages  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  willing  to  give  them,  advantages  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Megantic  would  deny  them. 

Mr.  LANGELIEB.  I  have  in  my  hands  a  paper  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  city  of  Quebec,  L'Evenement,  a  ministerial 
paper,  and  in  it  I  find  the  following  leading  article.  It  is 
headed  “  Why  ?  ” 

“  We  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  a  fact  which 
seems  to  be  most  singular.  It  is  known  that  the  Government  have 
granted  a  considerable  subsidy  to  the  new  line  of  steamers  plying 
between  Havre  and  Montreal.  Our  despatches  from  the  latter  city 
inform  us  that  the  Ulunda,  the  first  steamer  that  has  gone  up  the  St. 
Lawrence,  has  left  that  city  with  scarcely  100  tons  of  freight.  The 
despatch  adds  that  the  agents  of  the  company,  Carbray  k  Routh,  were 
in  hopes  that  the  cargo  of  the  Ulunda,  could  be  completed  at  Halifax. 
One  thing  that  surprises  us  enormously  is  this:  We  are  just  informed 
that  Auger  &  Plamondon,  lumber  merchants  of  this  city,  who  have 
made  considerable  sales  in  France,  and  who  were  relying  on  that  line  to 
send  their  lumber  goods  to  France,  have  been  informed  that  the  steamers 
of  that  company  would  not  stop  at  Quebec  to  take  any  portion  of  their 
cargo.  We  do  not  understand  why  Quebec  should  be  deprived  of  the 
advantage  which  that  line  is  calculated  to  afford  to  our  merchants  who 
have  any  business  transactions  with  France.” 

That  line  if  subsidised  by  the  Government,  one  of  its  steam¬ 
ers  leaves  Montreal  without  obtaining  a  complete  cargo,  a 
firm  at  Quebec  offered  to  complete  the  cargo,  and  the  com¬ 
pany  refused  to  stop  at  Quebec. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  What  was  the  price  of  freight  named  ? 
For  the  whole  thing  turns  on  the  price. 

Mr.  BQWELL.  What  is  the  date  of  that  article. 

Mr.  LANGELIEB.  The  3rd  of  June.  Whether  the  facts 
are  correct  or  not,  I  do  not  know.  I  take  my  information 
from  the  newspaper  article  and  the  correspondence  which 
appeared  in  the  paper,  and  the  statements  have  never  been 
contradicted.  The  hon.  member  for  Montmagany  (Mr. 
Landry)  said  I  was  complaining  that  the  French  line  did 
not  stop  at  Quebec.  There  is  no  French  line.  The  two 
steamers  have  been  built  on  the  Clyde,  and  they  are  owned 
by  English  shareholders.  I  do  not  complain  of  that,  but 
there  is  no  use  calling  it  a  French  line.  It  is  a  line  running 
between  Havre  and  Montreal,  which  does  not  stop  at 
M.  Landry  (Montmagny). 


Quebec.  I  remember,  when  the  Ulunda  visited  Quebec  for 
the  first  time,  that  the  Captain  invited  a  certain  number  of 
newspaper  men  and  prominent  citizens  to  visit  her.  She  was 
found  to  be  a  vei’y  fine  steamer,  quite  new,  about  2,000  tons 
burden,  and  was  much  praised,  and  it  was  expected  after  the 
reception  she  had  that  she  would  come  back,  but  she  only 
stopped  to  change  pilots.  There  is  another  line  to  which  I 
have  called  the  attention  of  the  House,  the  Beaver  line, 
whose  steamers  do  not  stop  at  Quebec,  but  we  have  nothing 
to  say  against  the  Beaver  line  because  it  is  not  subsidised, 
by  the  Government.  When  we  have  a  line,  however,  subsi¬ 
dised  to  the  extent  of  $50,000  a  year  to  do  service  between 
the  port  of  Quebec  and  France,  and  which  will  not  stop  to 
receive  cargo  at  Quebec,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  the  reason 
why.  The  hon.  member  said  the  cargo  was  not  suitable. 
Had  the  steamer  been  able  to  obtain  a  full  cargo  or  nearly 
so  in  Montreal,  I  could  understand  that  objection ;  but  as 
she  had  only  100  tons  of  cargo  and  her  capacity  was  2,000 
tons,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  she  refused  to  take 
cargo  at  Quebec.  Other  steamers  which  cannot  complete 
cargo  at  Montreal,  complete  with  deals  at  Quebec,  and  why 
this  subsidised  line  should  not  follow  a  similar  course 
requires  explanation. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  only  a  word  to  add  in  explana¬ 
tion  to  the  statement  I  made.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  read 
the  correspondence  in  the  newspaper. 

Mr.  LANGELIEB.  The  editorial. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  editorial,  in  which  it  is  charged 
that  a  vessel  subsidised  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  be¬ 
tween  Canada  and  France,  refused  to  take  a  cargo  from 
Quebec.  I  suppose  the  vessel  was  going  from  Montreal  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIEB.  Yes. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  He  says  they  had  only  10')  tons  at 
Montreal,  and  they  refused  to  stop  and  take  deals  at  Quebec. 
I  can  quite  understand  why  that  is  so.  My  hon.  friend  says 
that  steamships  are  at  this  moment  taking  deals  from 
Quebec.  I  know,  and  I  have  stated  before,  that  even  the 
Allan  steamships— -first-class  vessels — take  a  portion  of 
deals  when  they  cannot  fill  up  otherwise,  or  when  they 
have  a  heavy  cargo  of  wheat,  and  as  they  do  not  desire  to 
sink  their  vessels,  take  a  lighter  cargo  of  wood  to  make  up 
for  it.  It  is  very  evident  to  me  why  this  vessel  did 
not  take  the  deals  at  Quebec.  It  is  probable  that 
the  freight  was  insufficient,  probably  £2  a  standard  for 
carrying  deal,  and,  when  you  take  into  account  the 
enormous  duties  which  are  imposed  at  Quebec,  owing 
to  the  action  of  the  ship-laborers’  society,  and  other 
extravagant  expenses  there  which  they  impose  upon 
vessels,  I  can  understand  that  that  would  create  reluctance 
to  take  a  cargo  at  Quebec.  No  one  can  make  me  believe 
that  a  business  agent,  controlling  steamships  in  Liverpool 
or  in  Montreal,  would  allow  the  ships  to  go  without  a  cargo 
or  refuse  to  take  paying  freight  at  either  Quebec  or  Montreal 
or  anywhere  else.  Everyone  knows  that  deals  are  not 
freight  to  make  a  paying  cargo  for  steamships  ;  everyone 
knows  that  a  steamship  will  not  take  them  if  she  can  pos¬ 
sibly  take  anything  else.  If  she  has  enough  to  ballast  her, 
it  would  pay  her  better  to  run  down  a  few  hundred  miles  to 
some  other  port  in  order  to  get  a  paying  freight  I  bolieve 
the  true  reason  was  that  the  freight  offered  was  not  as 
much  as  would  bo  remunerative  in  view  of  the  heavy 
charges  in  the  port  of  Quebec.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
this  editorial  has  never  been  answered.  Is  that  a  reason 
why  this  vote  should  be  refused  ?  Because  an  efitorial  was 
written  making  statements  as  to  the  management  of  the 
line  which  have  not  been  answered  ?  There  are  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  editorials  written  which  are  never  answered. 

I  have  written  several  myself  which  have  not  been  answer¬ 
ed.  I  know  that  the  reason  was  that  most  of  them  could 
not  be  answered,  but  I  have  written  some  that  could  have 
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been  answered.  As  a  business  man  I  say  that,  considering 
the  offer  which  was  made,  I  would  rather  let  the  ship  go 
empty  than  go  into  Quebec  and  pay  fhe  additional  insur¬ 
ance,  the  cost  of  loading,  and  the  enormous  charges  which 
the  Union  in  Quebec  has  imposed  upon  ships,  which  is  some¬ 
thing  iniquitous.  I  can  understand  why  the  owner  or  the 
agent  of  a  steamship,  who  would  not  refuse  to  stop  and 
take  a  cargo  which  would  be  remunerative,  would  refuse  to 
take  a  portion  of  his  cargo  when  he  did  not  know  that  it 
would  pay. 

Mr.  PAINT.  Apart  from  all  this,  the  cargo  was  not 
ready,  neither  would  it  have  been  for  several  weeks. 

Mr.  YAL1N.  (Translation.)  Will  the  hon.  member  for 
Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier)  tell  me  what  these  gentlemen 
wished  to  ship  ?  If  I  understand  aright  what  has  just  been 
said,  it  was  lumber,  deals,  which  it  was  intended  to  ship. 
But  I  do  not  understand  how  Mr.  Auger  could  ship  lumber, 
because  he  is  a  notary.  Did  he  have  any  documents  to 
ship,  I  wonder  ?  Then,  Mr.  Plamondon  is  a  tanner.  He 
might  ship  leather,  hides  or  anything  of  that  kind,  but 
besides  that,  I  do  not  think  that  he  can  be  considered  as  an 
authority  in  the  lumber  trade.  I  never  knew  him  to  buy  a 
board  or  a  deal.  For  my  part,  I  will  tell  the  hon.  member 
for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier)  that  if  we  wish  to  ship  any¬ 
thing  to  France  we  can  do  so.  I  myself  have  shipped  to 
France  large  cargoes,  not  only  of  lumber,  staves  and  deals,  but 
I  have  shipped  grain  ;  large  quantities  of  grain  may  be  seut 
there.  But  as  to  notaries  or  tanners,  steamers  cannot  be 
sent  for  them,  if  they  only  wish  to  send  a  few  boards  as 
samples,  as  they  are  called  in  the  trade.  I  do  not  see  why 
the  Government  should  base  their  opinion  on  the  report  of 
these  gentlemen,  one  of  whom  is  a  notary  and  the  other  is 
in  the  leather  trade.  They  are  probably  respectable  people 
in  their  professions ;  but  we  do  not  know  them  as  merchants 
at  Quebec,  and  they  have  never  shipped,  in  the  sense  of  the 
editorial  which  the  hon.gentloman  is  trying  to  use,  in  order 
to  induce  a  steamer  to  call  at  Quebec.  Every  day  we  can 
stop  steamers  at  Quebec  to  ship  lumber.  So  that  this  is  no 
reason  why  the  Government  should  take  notice  of  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Megantic  has  just  said  ;  and  I  hope  that 
the  Government  will  not  take  any  heed  of  it. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  under¬ 
stand  the  translation  that  I  gave  of  the  article  I  have  just 
read,  I  will  give  it  to  him  in  French.  It'  reads  as  follows  : 

“  We  do  not  understand  why  Quebec  should  be  deprived  of  the  advan¬ 
tage  which  that  line  is  calculated  to  afford  to  our  merchants  who  have 
any  business  transactions  with  Fiance.  That  line  is  subsidised  by  the 
Government.  One  of  their  steamers  leaves  Montreal  without  having 
been  able  to  obtain  a  cargo.  A  Quebec  firm  offers  to  contribute  towards 
its  cargo,  and  the  Quebec  agent  refuses.  Why  is  that?  ” 

And  the  article  further  states-— and  I  can  say  that  the 
hon,  member  for  Montmorency  (Mr.  Valin)  is  as  badly 
informed  on  the  profession  of  Messrs.  Auger  &  Plamondon 
as  he  is  on  the  facts—tbe  article  says : 

“  We  are  just  informed  that  Auger  &  Plamondon,  lumber  merchants 
of  this  city,  who  have  made  considerable  sales  in  France,  and  who  were 
relying  on  that  line  to  send  their  lumber  goods  to  France,  have  been 
informed  that  the  steamers  of  that  company  would  not  stop  at  Quebec 
to  take  any  portion  of  their  cargo.” 

Mr.  YALIN.  (Translation.)  Is  it  a  fact  that  Messrs. 
Auger  &  Plamondon  are  lumber  merchants?  How  long 
have  they  been  in  that  business  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  This  shows  that  the 
hon.  member  does  not  know  what  is  taking  place  in  Quebec. 
These  gentlemen  have  been  in  the  lumber  business  in  Que¬ 
bec  for  seven  or  eight  years.  As  I  said  awhile  ago,  there 
may  be  more  than  one  Auger  in  the  world.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  knows  a  Mr.  Auger  who  is  a  notary,  but  there  is 
more  than  ono  Mr.  Auger  in  Quebec.  There  is  also  a  Mr. 
Auger,  who  has  been  in  the  lumber  trade  for  over  twenty 
years. 


Mr.  VALIN.  (Translation.)  I  can  tell  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  that  there  is  not  one  Mr.  Auger,  nor  one  Mr.  Plamon¬ 
don,  known  at  Quebec  as  lumber  merchants. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  It  is  quite  possible 
that  the  hon.  member  does  not  know  that;  no  doubt  there 
are  a  great  many  other  things  that  he  does  not  know.  But 
it  is  a  perfectly  positive  fact  that  there  is  a  Mr.  Auger  who 
is  a  lumber  merchant  in  Quebec,  and  has  been  for  several 
years.  The  hon.  member  for  Montmorency  (Mr.  Valin)  says 
that  a  lumber  cargo  should  not  be  taken  from  a  parly 
because  that  party  happens  to  be  a  notary.  Well,  has  a 
ship-owner  the  right  to  require  from  those  who  wish  to  use 
his  vessel  that  they  should  pass  an  examination  ?  And  if 
he  is  offered  cattle  for  a  cargo,  has  he  a  right  to  say  :  Hold 
on  a  bit ;  are  you  a  lawyor  or  a  notary  or  a  cattle  doaler  ? 
The  hon.  member  has  not  always  exercised  the  same  pro¬ 
fession  ;  he  has  been  a  ship-builder,  he  has  done  something 
else  before  that,  and  will  probably  do  something  else  after. 

Mr.  VALIN.  (Translation.)  The  hon.  member  will  under¬ 
stand  that  when  one  abandons  a  trade,  one  must  be  known  in 
a  second  trade  or  in  a  third.  But  hero  these  gentlemen 
have  never  changed  their  profession,  and  they  will  proba¬ 
bly  exercise  it  for  a  long  time  without  carrying  ou  a  trade 
of  any  kind. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  (Translation.)  I  shall 
ask  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  if  he  really  believes  this 
editorial  of  L'Ev6nement,  of  which  he  has  just  quoted  an 
extract,  as  evidence,  and  whether  ho  believes  in  that  evi¬ 
dence  ?  Evidently  he  cannot. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Some  time  ago  I  had  an  interview 
with  the  agent  of  the  steamship  company.  I  did  not 
pay  particular  attention  to  what  he  said,  but,  as  far 
as  I  can  remember,  I  will  explain  it  to  the  House.  Ho 
told  me  that  there  was  no  real  offer  at  Quebec  at  all  ;  the 
whole  thing  being  contingent  upon  a  sale  being  made  in 
France.  The  agents  iD  Quebec  were  to  cable  to  Havre  to  see 
if  they  could  sell  these  deals  so  that  they  could  make  a  fair 
cargo  for  the  vessel,  and  I  think,  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Northumberland  has  stated,  that  the  price  was  to  be  only 
40s.  a  standard,  a  very  low  price.  I  believe  the  agent  would 
have  taken  that  if  it  was  a  firm  offer,  but  if  they  kept  the 
steamer  there  waiting  it  would  not  be  enough  to  pay,  as 
there  was  a  very  slight  probability  of  getting  anything. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  It  would  bo  as  g  )od  an  answer  to 
say  that,  because  it  was  rot  paying  to  g  )t  a  cargo  in  Que¬ 
bec  or  any  other  port  in  Canada,  these  steamships  could  go 
to  New  York,  although  they  have  a  subsidy.  The  subsidy 
is  voted  to  them  as  an  encouragement,  and,  if  they  go  to  a 
port  simply  because  they  get  paying  freight,  they  should 
not  come  to  our  ports  at  all  unless  they  get  a  paying  freight. 
Whether  the  information  given  is  correct  or  not,  it  is  not 
in  accordance  with  the  information  given  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs).  The  information  given  in  the 
paper  is  that  the  agent  said  he  would  not  take  any  cargo  in 
Quebec.  These  are  the  words  of  the  editorial. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  Do  you  believe  that? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  have  been  informed  that  the  steam¬ 
ers  of  that  company  would  not  stop  at  Quebec  to  take  any 
portion  of  their  cargo. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  drew  inaccurate 
deductions  altogether  from  the  utterance  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Halifax.  What  he  stated  was  that  thero  was 
no  bond  fide  offer  made  to  this  steamer  of  any  freight,  but 
that  they  desired  the  steamer  to  remain  in  Quebec  until 
they  could  ascertain  from  France  whether  they  could 
obtain  a  market  for  their  deals.  That  was  the  statement. 
I  do  not  vouch  for  tho  accuracy  of  it,  because  I  know 
nothing  about  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that,  unless 
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they  would  do  that,  they  might  go  to  New  York  with  equal 
propriety,  or  to  any  other  American  poit,  to  get  their 
cargo.  There  was  nothing  to  warrant  that  deduction  from 
the  language  of  my  hon.  friend.  On  the  contrary,  if  the 
statement  made  by  the  member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs)  be 
correct,  the  steamship  company  had  a  good  reason  for  not 
remaining.  I  asked  the  committee  to  allow  the  vote  to 
stand,  in  order  that  I  might  ascertain  what  were  the  facts  of 
the  case.  Before  we  go  into  committee  again  I  will 
endeavor  to  ascertain  whether  the  statement  made  in  the 
paper  which  has  been  read  is  borne  out  by  the  facts. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  The  editorial,  as  read  and  translated 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier),  does  not 
at  all  convey  the  meaning  given  to  it  by  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  The  paper  does  not  say  that  the  ship  has  refused  any 
cargo  at  all.  They  have  refused  that  kind  of  cargo,  and  that 
is  all,  and  that  is  the  meaning  of  the  article, 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  They  have  refused  that  particular 
cargo,  and  stated  in  their  refusal  that  they  would  take  none 
at  all.  That  is  the  statement  in  the  paper. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  also 
give  us  the  correspondence  that  took  place  with  France  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  As  far  as  I  can.  But  I  can  only  reiterate 
what  I  have  said:  If  we  have  accomplished  the  object 
which  Parliament  had  in  view  in  granting  the  subsidy,  I 
cannot  see  what  difference  it  makes  to  Canada  whether 
France  gave  a  subsidy  or  not ;  but  I  will,  as  far  as  possible, 
ascertain  what  the  facts  are. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  want  to  know  what  the  trade  is  to  be 
also. 

Bern  postponed. 

For  subsidy  to  line  of  steamers  to  run  between 
Liverpool,  or  London,  or  both,  and  St. 

John,  N.B.,  Halifax,  N.S.,  a  port  in  the 
Dominion  to  be  the  terminal  port .  $25,000 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  has  been  done  under  that  grant  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  subsidy  is  paid  to  the  Furniss  line 
of  steamers  at  the  rate  of  $1,500  a  trip  Up  to  the  1st  June 
eleven  trips  have  been  made,  and  $16,500  have  been  paid 
under  the  contract.  The  contract  is  still  continued.  1  sup¬ 
pose  they  run  either  to  Liverpool  or  London,  wherever  they 
can  get  freight. 

Subsidy  to  steamer  between  Campbellton  and 

Gaspe,  and  intermediate  ports  .  $12,500 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  steamer  performs  this  service  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Admiral. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  have  understood  that  this  steamer 
does  not  make  connection  with  the  railway  from  St.  John, 
with  the  night  train  that  brings  western  passengers,  and 
that  she  leaves  Dalhousie  before  the  morning  train  arrives. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  informed  by  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  that  connection  is  made  at  Dalhousie.  Thero  may  be 
times  when  the  train  is  behind,  or  the  vessel  may  be  delayed 
by  stress  of  weather. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  am  informed  that  she  leaves  in  the 
morning  before  the  night  train  from  the  west  arrives,  and, 
consequently  the  passengers  have  to  remain  over. 

For  steam  communication  from  Port  Mulgrave, 
at  the  terminus  of  the  Eastern  Extension 
Railwaj',  to  East  Bay,  Cape  Breton .  $6,000 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  would  like  to  enquire  whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  intend  to  put  an  additional  sum  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  to  enable  this  service  to  be  performed  during  the 
winter  season.  It  seems  that  this  subsidy,  together  witb  an 
amouut  nearly  equal  to  that  granted  by  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Nova  Scotia,  enables  the  steamer  to  do  the  work  in 
Mr.^BowELL. 
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the  summer  season  only.  The  steamer  that  was  under  con¬ 
tract  for  the  performance  of  this  service  in  summer  ran 
nearly  all  the  winter  between  Port  Mulgrave  and  Cape 
Canso  and  Arichat.  Application  has  been  made  for  an 
additional  subsidy  to  enable  the  steamer  to  continue  the 
service  for  another  year,  and  a  strong  petition  has  been  sent 
up  by  the  people  of  those  ports  for  that  purpose.  I  think 
$6,000  more  would  support  a  boat  all  the  year  round,  and 
the  traffic  that  is  accumulating  on  this  route  would  prove 
very  profitable  to  the  vessel. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  in  a  position  now  to  say  whether 
the  Government  will  add  anything  to  this  amount  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates.  I  have  made  a  note  of  it,  how¬ 
ever.  . 

To  provide  for  subsidy  of  $1,500  a  voyage,  for  five 
voyages,  of  steamers  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
to  Great  Britain,  or  a  continental  port . .  $7,600 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Was  that  taken  advan¬ 
tage  of  during  the  past  year  ? 

Mr,  BOWELL.  No  ;  not  for  the  past  two  years. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  service  being  performed  there  now.  A  gentle¬ 
man  has  started  a  vessel  running  from  Miramichi  to 
Liverpool  and  calling  at  Charlottetown.  He  has  performed 
one  satisfactory  trip  both  ways,  affording  great  accommoda¬ 
tion  both  to  Miramichi  and  Charlottetown.  She  is  now  on 
her  second  trip.  I  hope  some  arrangement  will  be  made, 
not  only  to  give  an  additional  subs  dy  to  that  vessel,  but  to 
furnish  a  first-class  vessel  that  will  perform  the  service  that 
is  needed.  I  hope,  uuder  the  circumstances,  that  not  only 
$1,500  but  an  additional  subsidy  will  be  granted  as  they 
deserve  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  There  has  been  an  application  before 
the  Government  for  two  months  for  the  service  of  which 
the  hon,  member  for  St.  John  speaks.  In  expectation  of 
getting  this  subsidy  a  vessel  has  been  purchased  called  the 
Clifton ,  Al,  2,665  tons,  and  she  is  now  running  between 
Miramichi,  Prince  Edward  Island  and  Great  Britain,  London 
1  believe.  She  is  put  on  to  carry  produce,  potatoes,  oats, 
cattle,  horses  and  sheep,  and  fill  up  with  lumber  when  she 
cannot  get  a  more  remunerative  cargo.  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  to  the  application  made,  and  to 
endorse  the  statement  of  the  member  for  St.  John.  I  hope 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  an  amount  will  appear  for 
a  service  between  Charlottetown  and  Miramichi." 

Steam  service  between  Canada  and  Antwerp .  $24,000 

Mr.  YAIL.  How  many  trips  have  been  made  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  White  Cross  line  received  $2,000  a 
trip  up  to  1st  June  last.  Six  trips  have  been  made,  and 
$12,000  paid  in  accordance  to  the  contract. 

Mr.  YAIL.  At  whose  instance  was  tho  grant  made  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  really  cannot  say  just  now. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  that  this  line,  as 
well  as  the  line  to  Germany,  brings  out  beet-root  sugar  at 
14  shillings  a  ton,  which  sugar  comes  into  competition  with 
the  West  India  sugar,  and  is  killing  out  the  West  India 
trade.  The  vessels  cany  nothing  back  from  this  country. 
They  go  to  American  ports.  They  call  at  Halifax  on  the 
return  trip,  and  some  one  runs  up  to  the  post  office  for  the 
letters.  Sometimes  thore  is  only  one  letter,  and  then  they 
sail.  They  leave  nothing  in  the  port.  There  is  nothing  to 
ship  by  them.  I  consider  the  grant  is  wholly  thrown  away, 
and  if  is  merely  to  encourage  beet-root  sugar  importation, 
which  has  the  result  of  driving  away  the  West  India  trade. 
I  do  not  think  this  sum  should  be  voted. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  any  contract  been 
made,  and,  if  so,  what  are  its  terms  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  There  is  a  contract,  but  I  am  not  able 
to  say  what  its  terms  are.  I  will  make  enquiries. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Nodoubt  there  is  much 
to  be  said  as  to  the  policy  under  certain  conditions  of  assist¬ 
ing  in  developing  trade  between  this  country  and  other 
countries,  where  there  exists  material  for  carrying  on  con¬ 
siderable  trade.  I  have  very  great  doubt  as  to  whether 
many  of  these  grants  have  not  been  made  without  looking 
very  far  ahead  to  see  what  we  could  exchange  with  those 
countries,  The  facts  which  the  hon.  member  for  Digby 
(Mr.  Tail)  mentioned  are  rather  significant  and  suggestive. 
In  coming  down  after  certain  sums  have  been  paid  by  the 
country  on  these  accounts,  the  Minister  should  be  able  to 
give  considerable  details  as  to  what  trade  is  going  on.  The 
hon.  member  for  Digby  has  stated  that  there  is  practically 
no  export  trade  from  Canada  either  to  Antwerp  or  Ger¬ 
many.  The  Minister  of  Customs  will  be  able  to  inform  us 
on  that  head,  whether  considerable  quantities  of  our  goods 
have  been  shipped  by  those  lines.  To  merely  bring  over  at 
very  low  rates  a  considerable  quantity  of  beet-root  sugar  is  a 
service  which  can  be  performed  at  less  cost  than  the  amount 
of  this  vote. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  may  be  possible — I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  say  that  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  has  not 
made  a  correct  statement — that  the  vessels  bring  out  beet¬ 
root  sugar.  The  committee  will  remember  that  the  prin¬ 
cipal  object  the  Government  and  the  House  had  in  view 
when  they  placed  that  item  in  the  Estimates,  and  also  the 
item  respecting  communication  with  Germany,  was  in 
order  to  secure  German  immigration  to  this  country,  know¬ 
ing,  as  they  did,  that  the  vessels  coming  from  Antwerp  and 
German  ports  to  the  United  States  carried  immigrants  to 
that  country.  It  was  believed  that  by  giving  a  subsidy  to 
these  steamship  lines  and  compelling  them  to  land  at  a 
Canadian  port  the  result  would  be  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  German  immigration  would  be  induced  to  come  to 
Canada. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Has  that  hope  been  realised  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  To  a  considerable  extent. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Will  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  tell  us  how 
many  immigrants  were  brought  out  by  this  line  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  a  very  large  number.  The  steamers 
have  been  very  unfortunate.  The  company  have  lost  two 
or  three  steamers. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Not  this  line. 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes;  if  it  is  the  lino  I  think  it  is,  from  Mon¬ 
treal  to  Antwerp,  of  which  Mr.  Munderloch  is  agent.  Several 
immigrants  have  come  out.  Most  of  them  have  settled  in 
this  section  of  the  country,  and  many  have  gone  west  to  the 
Pacific.  Quite  a  large  number  of  Belgians  have  settled  in 
Quebec. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Yery  few  immigrants  have  settled  in  Nova 
Scotia  during  last  year,  probably  a  dozen, butldo  not  think 
any  considerable  number  came  by  that  line,  and  really  the 
only  object  there  can  be  in  subsidising  this  line  would  seem 
to  be  to  bring  in  sugar  into  this  country  to  compete  with 
the  West  India  sugar. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  think  that 
the  importation  of  beet-root  sugar  would  injure  the  West 
India  sugar  trade.  If  it  had  that  effect  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  encourage  its  importation,  but  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  must  recollect  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
our  refiners  to  have  the  same  class  of  sugar  that  is  used  in 
the  Scotch  refineries,  and  if  we  shut  out  a  certain  proportion 


of  this  beet-root  sugar  it  would  do  the  West  India  trade 
very  much  harm.  There  would  be  less  sugar  refined  in  the 
Dominion  altogether,  because  the  low  grade  Scotch  sugars, 
which  are  made  to  a  largo  extent  out  of  this  beet-root  sugar, 
would  compete  so  closely  with  our  own  refiners  that  they 
would  not  be  able  to  compete  with  it.  It  is  quite  certain 
that  our  refineries  in  the  Dominion  are  using  a  far  larger 
proportion  of  cane  sugar  than  is  used  in  Scotland,  and  they 
want  a  certain  proportion  of  the  beet-root  sugar,  which  is  a 
hard,  crystallised  sugar,  to  mix  with  the  cane  sugar.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  to  the  interest  of  our  refiners,  or 
to  the  interest  of  the  West  India  trade,  which  we  all  wish 
to  see  prosper,  and  especially  the  Maritime  Provinces,  that 
this  small  proportion  of  beet- root  sugar  should  be  shut  out. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  not  a  question  of  shutting  out  beet¬ 
root  sugar,  as  the  hon  gentleman  seems  to  think,  but 
whether  we  shall  provide  free  freights  for  beet-root  sugar, 
as  against  the  regular  freights  which  are  paid  on  the  West 
India  sugar. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  was  not  speaking  of  the  question  of  sub¬ 
sidies  at  all,  which  is  another  question,  but  I  was  answering 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail). 
He  argued  that  it  would  bo  to  tho  disadvantage  of  the  West 
India  trade  to  allow  a  certain  proportion  of  this  beet-root 
sugar  to  come  in.  I  was  trying  to  point  out  that  was  not 
the  case. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
looked  at  the  statistics  of  the  West  India  trade,  otherwise 
he  would  have  seen  that  the  encouragement  of  the  importa¬ 
tion  of  this  beet-root  sugar  has  had  the  effect,  within  the 
last  six  months  of  the  last  year,  of  bringing  in  seven  ti  mes 
as  much  from  foreign  countries  as  we  imported  before, 
while  that  imported  from  the  West  Indies  has  been  about 
28  per  cent,  of  that  which  was  imported  for  the  previous 
six  months.  If  subsidising  vessels  to  bring  in  beet-root 
sugar  will  have  that  effect  on  the  West  India  trade,  which 
is  the  most  important  trade  that  Halifax  has,  or  can  have, 
the  hon;  gentleman  must  see  that  although  it  might  benefit 
one  or  two  refiners  it  must  ultimately  injure  our  trade  with 
the  West  Indies. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  will  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argu¬ 
ment,  that  seven  times  as  much  beet-root  sugar  came  in 
during  those  six  months  as  came  in  for  the  corresponding 
period  of  the  previous  year,  but  that  does  not  prove  that  it 
injured  the  West  India  trade;  because  he  will  find  that  if 
he  shut  out  that  sugar  the  sugar  would  not  be  refined  in 
the  Dominion.  I  say,  if  you  shut  it  out  it  will  be  impossible 
for  our  refiners  to  compete  with  the  Greenock  sugar,  and 
instead  of  the  sugar  coming  in  from  the  West  Indies  it 
would  come  in  as  rofined  or  cheap  yellow  sugar. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  where  the  hon.  gentleman  begs 
the  question,  as  he  did  in  answer  to  my  interjection.  He 
seems  to  think  that  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail) 
is  proposing  that  beet-root  sugar  should  be  shut  out  in  some 
way  or  other .  My  hon .  friend  does  not  propose  that,  but 
he  says  if  you  subsidise  a  steamer  trading  from  a  port  which 
enables  it  to  import  beet-root  sugar  free,  if  you  practically 
give  free  freight  for  beet-root  sugar,  while  West  India  sugar 
has  to  be  imported  in  vessels  which  have  to  find  paying 
freights,  you  are  producing  unfair  competition  between  the 
two.  Put  them  both  on  the  same  footing,  and  if  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  import  beet-root  sugar,  import  it  at  a  proper  freight, 
as  you  do  with  the  other.  But  you  are  giving  an  undue 
advantage  to  the  one,  because  you  are  practically  importing 
beet-root  sugar  free  while  the  other  has  to  pay  a  freight. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  do  not  think  I  was  begging  the  question. 
I  was  replying  fairly,  I  think,  to  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail),  whose  line  of  argument  was 
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not  the  same  as  that  of  the  hon.  the  leadex*  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion.  As  to  the  advisability  of  these  subsidies,  that  is  one 
question,  and  I  am  prepared  to  defend  them  from  another 
standpoint  altogether.  But  I  was  not  speaking  of  that 
question  at  all. 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  is  plain,  as  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
has  stated,  that  if  you  subsidise  steamers  to  bring  beet-root 
sugar  hei-e,  and  you  do  not  do  the  same  for  Wost  India 
sugar,  you  are  certainly  giving  a  great  advantage  to  the 
one  over  the  other,  in  the  matter  of  competition.  Under 
the  present  system  I  understand  you  can  import  beet-root 
sugar,  which  has  96  per  cent,  of  saccharine  matter  in  it,  and 
land  it  at  Halifax  at  $3.90  per  100  pounds,  whereas  it  costs 
$4.25  to  import  it  from  Demerara,  which  is  at  a  little  less 
distance  away  than  Germany.  And  when  you  consider 
that  Detnerara  sugar  has  only  85  or  86  per  cent,  of 
saccharine  matter,  and  beet-root  sugar  has  96,  it  makes 
a  difference  in  that  respect  alone  of  something  liko  $1 
per  hundred.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  this  is 
bringing  beot-root  sugar  into  very  close  competition  with 
the  other. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  we  want  to  see 
is,  whether  we  are  getting  value  for  our  money  in  these 
subsidies.  Now  this  subsidy  to  Antwerp  and  the  subsidy  to 
Germany  must  be  taken  together,  and  we  ought  to  have 
from  one  Minister  or  another  some  details  of  the  trade  which 
has  been  developed.  In  the  first  instance,  when  you  create 
a  trade,  as  the  Minister  of  Customs  recently  said,  a  good 
deal  must  be  taken  on  trust,  but  after  the  steamers  have  been 
employed  a  cei'tain  number  of  months  or  years  we  ought  to 
receive  full  details  of  what  has  been  done,  what  sort  of 
trade  is  in  process  of  being  developed  ;  and  as  to  that  we 
have  not  received  any  information  as  yet,  except  from  the 
hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail). 

Mi-.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  disputed  the  point  I 
made,  that  one  or  two  of  these  steamers  have  been  lost. 
The  steamei’s  which  were  put  on  were  understood  not  to 
make  more  than  six  or  seven  trips  the  first  year.  I  think 
it  was  the  second  year  or  the  last  of  the  first  year  that  two 
of  these  steamei’s  were  lost,  which  has  had  the  effect  of 
disarranging  things.  The  object,  of  course,  was  to  encour¬ 
age  the  ti'ade,  and  a  better  man  or  a  more  painstaking  man 
than  this  gentleman  could  not  have  been  found  in  the 
country.  He  has  been  of  great  assistance  in  bringing  immi¬ 
grants  from  Antwei’p,  from  which  agi’eat  deal  of  the  German 
immigration  comes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  asking  to 
what  extent  German  immigrants  have  availed  themselves 
of  this  line  of  steamers,  and  the  Minister  was  not  able  to 
give  the  House  any  information  ou  this  subject.  The  hon. 
gentleman  comes  down  again  and  asks  us  to  vote  $24,000  to 
subsidise  this  lino.  We  ask  what  the  steamers  are  doing 
for  the  money,  how  far  they  have  succeeded  in  securing 
immigration  to  this  country,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  given  any  information  at  all.  On  the  contrai-y,  he  said 
it  was  a  lino  of  steamers  that  had  been  singularly  unfor¬ 
tunate — that  had  lost  two  of  its  steamers.  Several  hon. 
gentlemen  said  the  steamer’s  lost  did  not  bolong  to  this 
line  at  all. 

Mr.  POPE.  They  did. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  was  asked  what 
the  terms  of  the  contract  with  this  line  of  steamei's  wei’e, 
and  ho  said  he  was  unable  to  give  the  House  that  informa¬ 
tion.  So  that  we  have  the  Ministers  coming  down  and 
asking  for  this  subsidy  without  stating  what  the  terms  of 
the  contract  are  or  what  advantages  the  country  has  secured 
from  this  contract  during  the  past  12  months. 

Mi-.  BO  WELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  a  vei’y  happy 
faculty  of  putting  words  in  people’s  mouths  which  they 
Mr.  Stairs. 
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never  uttered.  He  said  I  was  unable  to  state  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  what  the  terms  of  the  contract  wei’e.  I  read  the 
terms  of  the  contract,  and  I  informed  the  committee  how 
many  ti’ips  had  been  made  and  how  much  money  had  been 
paid. 

Mr,  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  had  not  them. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  said  I  had  not  the  conditions  of  the 
contract,  but  I  gave  the  terms  of  the  conti’act,  so  far  as  the 
money  subsidy  is  concerned,  and  stated  that  the  reason  for 
subsidising  both  of  these  lines  was  for  the  purpose  of 
encoui’aging  German  immigration. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  find,  ou  looking  at  the  returns  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Agriculture,  that  the  total  number  of  immigrants 
who  arrived  at  Halifax  during  the  past  year  was  5,604. 

Mr.  POPE.  They  come  to  Montreal. 

Mr.  VAIL.  These  steamers  are  to  run  from  Halifax,  and 
they  go  to  United  States  ports  and  load  there,  and  call  back 
at  Halifax. 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  in  winter ;  they  come  to  Montreal 
in  summer. 

Mx\  VAIL.  The  nationalities  of  the  immigrants  I  find  to 
be:  English,  4,097;  Scotch,  197;  Irish,  697;  and  other 
counti’ies,  608. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Minister  of  Customs,  of  course,  told  us 
how  much  money  was  paid  and  how  many  trips  wore  made, 
but  the  question  is  much  wider  than  that :  we  want  to  know 
what  advantage  is  derived  from  this  subsidy.  When  we 
are  told  that  the  object  is  to  encourage  immigration - - 

Mr.  POPE.  And  trade. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  main  object  was  to  encourage 
immigi’ation.  A  little  while  ago,  when  we  were  at  the 
ti’ade,  it  was  immigrants ;  now,  when  we  get  to  tbe  immi¬ 
grants  it  is  ti'ade.  What  I  have  to  say  is,  that  we  ought 
to  know  what  has  been  done  in  the  way  of  encouraging 
trade,  so  far  as  that  was  the  object,  and  what  has  been  done 
in  the  way  of  obtaining  immigration,  so  far  as  that  was  the 
object ;  and  when  the  Government,  after  having  asked  for 
these  votes,  as  speculative  votes,  and  having  got  the  money, 
come  down  and  ask  us  to  renew  them,  we  ai’e  entitled  to 
know  in  detail  what  the  result  of  the  experiment  has  been. 
That  is  information  wo  ought  to  have ;  but  here  we  are,  in 
the  sixth  month  of  the  Session,  in  Supply,  and  hon.  Minis¬ 
ters  are  not  yet  in  a  position  to  give  information  on  which 
these  Estimates  can  be  intelligently  disposed  of  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  My  hon.  friend  asks  me  to  read  these  remarks  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  last  year: 

“  This  is  an  arrangment  made  with  a  line  of  steamers  to  sail  between 
Antwerp  and  Canada,  once  a  month,  $2,000  for  the  round  trip.  The 
company  made  five  or  six  trips  last  summer.” 

That  was  in  the  summer  of  1883  ;  they  have  been  doing 
business,  I  presume,  during  the  summer  of  1884,  and  now 
we  have  come  to  the  third  year  : 

“  The  object  of  granting  the  money  is  to  encourage,  if  possible,  Ger¬ 
man  immigration.” 

The  Minister  of  Finance  did  not  say  trade.  If  it  had  been 
the  Minister  of  Immigration,  I  suppose  he  would  have  said 
trade. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  say  both. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  take  care, 
he  will  fall  between  the  two  stools,  and  get  lost,  like  those 
steamers  : 

“  We  provide  that  the  vessels  shall  be  of  certain  size  and  speed  and 
have  accommodation  for  steerage  passengers.  The  arrangement  made 
with  respect  to  tie  Hamburg  service  is  that  they  shall  perform  not  less 
than  ten  trips  during  the  year.  One  of  the  steamers  was  lost  on  the 
way,  having  some  passengers  on  board.1' 
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If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  only  arrange  that  the  rest  of 
the  steamers  should  be  lost,  perhaps  we  should  get  rid  of 
the  subsidy. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  German  immigration  to  Montreal  and 
Quebec  does  not  seem  to  be  very  great.  I  see  that  during 
the  past  year  none  at  all  arrived  at  the  port  of  Quebec 
from  Germany  or  Norway,  and  in  the  arrivals  and  depar¬ 
tures  at  Montreal  the  number  of  Germans  is  put  down  at  58. 

Mr.  MILLS.  So  that  the  result  of  this  expenditure  of 
§43,000  for  these  two  lines  is,  at  most,  to  secure  less  than 
100  people  from  Germany,  although  we  know  that  the 
larger  number  of  Germans  and  Norwegians  who  come  to 
this  country  come  by  way  of  Liverpool,  and  not  by  these 
lines  of  steamers. 

For  steam  communication  between  Canada  and 

Germany  . . . « . •  •••» $24,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  port  of  Germany 
does  this  line  sail  to  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  was  to  promote  immigration,  and 
surely  the  Minister  ought  to  know  what  port  the  vessels 
sail  to. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  explained  the  other,  which  I  happened  to 
know  by  chance. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  the  Minister  will  tell  us  what 
Minuter  we  are  to  apply  to. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Minister  of  Finance. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  cable  to  ascertain, 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  the  item  had 
better  stand  until  you  get  your  reply. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  better  consult 
the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  (Mr.  Paint)  on  this  subject. 
He  is  the  only  man  in  the  House  who  knows  anything  about 
these  questions. 

Maintenance  of  Government  steamers . .  $130,000 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  steamers  Sir  James  Douglas, 
British  Columbia  $15,000  estimated  for  her  repairs.  Not 
expected  to  be  anything  more  than  the  ordinary  wear  and 
tear.  No  special  repairs,  except  a  new  screw  and  probably 
a  shaft.  The  Napoleon ,  $26,000;  the  Druid,  §20,000 ;  the 
Newfield,  extensive  repairs  and  new  boiler,  $26,000,  main¬ 
tenance  and  repairs.  A  portion  of  tbe  repairs  have  been 
paid  out  of  18:4-85.  This  year  the  New  field  has  earned 
nearly  enough  to  pay  for  her  repairs  by  salvage  in  assisting 
other  steamers.  The  Northern  Light,  estimated  $20,000, 
not  very  large  repairs,  but  tbe  ordinary  expenses  of  running, 
from  $18,000  to  $20,000  last  yea.r.  The  repairs  amounted 
to  something  like  $20,000  last  year  ;  she  will  not  require 
any  special  repairs.  Lansdowne,  $22,000,  estimated  for  the 
running  expenses.  Total,  $130,000. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  is  the  total  cost  of  the  Lansdowne  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  not  the  figures,  but  it  borders  on 
$55,000  to  $65,000. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Whore  are  those  different  steamers  en¬ 
gaged  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  Sir  James  Douglas  on  the  Pacific 
coast;  the  Napoleon  and  Druid  in  the  Gulf;  the  Newfield 
about  the  northern  part  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island  ;  the  Lansdowne  intended  to  be  employed  in 
the  Bay  of  Fuudy. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Has  anyT  attompt  been  made  to  increase 
the  speed  of  the  Lansdowne  ? 


Mr.  McLELAN.  The  engineer  recommended  a  new 
screw,  but  it  has  been  found,  on  later  trial,  that  when  sub¬ 
merged  more  at  the  stern  she  does  better. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  dees  not  include  any  of  the  original 
cost  of  the  Lansdowne  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  this  amount  for  the  Northern  Light 
include  what  is  necessary  to  make  her  fit  for  service  during 
the  approaching  winter  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  it  embrace  any  portion  of  the  ico 
boat  service  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No ;  nothing  further  for  the  ice  service, 
but  only  for  the  running  of  the  Northern  Light.  She  was 
specially  repaired  last  year  out  of  the  expenses  1884-85,  and 
this  year  she  does  not  require  heavy  repairs. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  expected  repairs  belong  to  the  vote 
of  this  year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  $20,000  was  put  down  for  maintenance. 
Wo  keep  the  engineer  on  all  the  year  round.  We  have  to 
take  the  engine  apart  and  make  the  ordinary  repairs. 
Almost  every  season  some  considerable  part  of  the  machi¬ 
nery  has  to  go  to  the  foundry  and  workshops  to  be  put  in 
order.  From  $2,000  to  $6,000  is  the  ordinary  repairs  dur= 
ing  the  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  there  any  intention  to  propose  another 
vote  for  another  steamer  for  that  communication  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  have  had  enquiries  made  as  to  the 
best  means  of  crossing  at  the  cape.  We  have  had  a  man 
engaged  in  examining  the  service  there.  He  spent  some 
weeks  while  the  boats  were  crossing,  and  took  obser¬ 
vations,  and  he  will  visit  the  place  shortly,  so  as  to  have 
observations  in  summer  and  winter.  On  receiving  the 
results  of  his  observations  we  will  decide  what  action  to 
take, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  this  some  one  who  is  familiar  with  the 
locality  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  was  with  the  Northern  Light  one 
winter,  and  he  crossed  a  number  of  times  on  the  ice  at  the 
cape. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  hope,  after  the  experience  of  this  yea-, 
hotter  arrangements  will  be  made  in  connection  with  the 
winter  crossing.  I  think  it  has  been  made  very  plain  that 
the  arrangements  are  not  such  as  they  ought  to  be,  as  to 
the  shelter  and  the  accommodation  and  the  suoplies.  I 
■  hiDk  that  ought  to  demand  the  attention  of  the  Minister. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  intended  to  improve  the  system  of 
crossing.  The  matter  has  been  placed  under  the  charge  of 
my  Department.  Before  it  was  managed  by  a  contract  from 
the  Post  Office  Department,  and  privato  individuals  had  the 
matter  under  their  control.  The  system  was  much  in  want 
of  some  controlling  head,  and  it  was  decided  to  place  it  under 
my  Department,  in  connection  with  the  Northern  Light,  as 
the  officials  in  that  Department  were  more  likely  to  be 
familiar  with  that  service.  We  hope  that,  by  next  season, 
we  will  have  the  service  better  attended  to. 

Mr.  YA1L.  I  am  told  that  the  Lansdowne  is  even  slower 
than  the  Glendon.  I  did  not  think  it  was  possible  that  any 
steamer  could  be  slower  than  the  Glendon .  I  hope  it  is  not 
the  case,  for  she  has  cost  a  groat  deal  of  money.  If  the 
engines  are  t~o  small  for  the  hull,  a  great  mistake  has  been 
mace. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  When  they  learned  the  trim  of  the 
vessel,  the  screw  had  a  better  hold  of  tho  water,  and  I  think 
she  averaged  from  to  8J  knots  an  hour.  That  is  not  a 
very  great  speed  for  a  steamer,  but  the  Lansdowne  was  not 
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intended,  for  a  fast  boat.  After  the  plans  wei’e  made,  it  was 
thought  better  that  she  should  be  built  for  ice  service,  and 
before  she  was  launched  she  was  sheated  with  a  covering, 
which  decreases  her  speed  about  2J  knots  an  hour.  I  am 
told  by  engineers  that,  by  changing  the  screw,  that  will  be 
to  a  great  extent,  remedied. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Was  there  anything  in  the  contract  as  to 
speed  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  understood  from  the  Minister 
that  $26,000  was  to  be  expended  on  the  steamer  Sir  James 
Douglas 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No  ;  we  estimate  $15,000  for  this  year 
for  the  Douglas. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  For  repairs? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No;  for  the  maintenance  of  the  vessel 
and  for  any  repairs  that  may  be  needed.  She  will  require 
a  new  screw  and  a  new  shaft. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  The  speed  of  the  vessel  is  very 
much  under  what  it  ought  to  be  at  that  cost. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  this  include  the  Canadienne  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  her  armament? 

Mr.  McLELAN,  Two  or  four,  I  am  not  sure  which. 

Mr.  WELDON.  She  was  used  as  a  ram  last  fall ;  she  ran 
down  a  vessel  in  Gaspe  Bay. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  PLATT.  We  should  like  to  have  some  information 
as  to  the  expenditure  of  the  money  voted  last  year,  and  some 
intimation  that  this  was  not  an  issue  whereby  some  advan¬ 
tage  to  the  commercial  and  mercantile  interests  of  the  coun¬ 
try  were  united. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Since  1882  we  have  had  the  examina¬ 
tion  of  masters  and  mates  on  our  coasting  and  inland 
service  A  number  of  men  have  been  examined  and  certi¬ 
ficates  issued  in  the  last  two  years,  and  I  think  the  service 
has  been  greatly  improved  in  this  way. 

Mr.  PLATT.  Is  the  Minister  aware  that  the  law  has 
been  disregarded  in  many  cases,  as  to  the  production  of  cer¬ 
tificates  at  the  different  ports  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  must  be  the  fault  of  the  collectors 
of  Customs,  in  not  asking  for  the  certificates.  I  know  that 
many  vessels  have  been  held  by  the  collectors  because  the 
master  or  mate  had  not  got  his  certificate. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  vote  is  $500 
more  than  it  appears  to  be,  because,  on  the  next  page  I  find 
that  $500  is  entered  for  John  Taylor,  with  a  note,  “  pre¬ 
viously  paid  out  of  vote,  examination  of  masters  and  mates, 
as  he  also  acts  as  clerk  to  the  chairman  of  the  board.” 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Is  any  portion  of  that  sum  used  for 
the  schools  of  navigation  that  used  to  exist  at  Quebec,  Hali¬ 
fax  and  St.  John  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  the  city  of  Quebec  we  have  been 
paying  a  man  there  who  taught  the  school,  and  we  have 
appointed  him  examiner  of  masters  and  mates.  In  that 
way  he  has  been  enabled  to  maintain  the  school,  and  has 
given  a  good  deal  of  assistance  to  those  who  are  desirous  of 
obtaining  certificates  of  masters  and  mates.  But  at  St. 
John  and  Halifax  there  is  no  sum  given  to  any  of  the 
teachers  of  the  schools  of  navigation. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART W RIGHT,  What  about  that  $500  ? 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  We  cannot  exactly  fix  the  amount, 
because  it  depends  something  on  the  travelling  fees  of  the 
examinei’s  of  masters  and  mates,  and  we  did  not  reduce  that 
$500,  not  knowing  what  their  travelling  expenses  might  be 
this  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  was  spent  last 
year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  $5,580,  and  the  fees  were  $'!,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  My  recollection  of  the  duties  of  collec¬ 
tors  of  Customs  is  that,  as  a  rule,  when  the  captains  and 
mates  upon  vessel  land  at  their  ports,  perhaps  once  a  year, 
and  they  have  ascertained  that  they  are  duly  licensed  to 
perform  their  duties,  they  are  not  in  the  habit  of  troubling 
them  afterwards.  However,  as  the  hon,  gentleman  has 
called  attention  to  it,  I  will  make  enquiries,  and  see 
whether  that  duty  has  been  neglected  to  the  extent  the 
hon.  gentleman  mentioned.  It  must  always  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  inspectors  of  these  boats,  before  they  aro  per¬ 
mitted  to  run  in  the  spring,  satisfy  themselves  that  the 
captains  and  mates  who  are  to  manage  the  boats  are  pro¬ 
perly  certificated.  If  they  are  not,  they  will  not  grant 
them  the  permit  or  allow  the  vessel  to  run  at  all.  It  may 
bo  that  the  collectors,  knowing  that  to  be  the  duty  of  the 
inspectors,  may  not  have  been  as  rigid  as  they  were  for¬ 
merly  in  asking  for  this  certificate. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria.)  It  has  not  unfrequently  hap¬ 
pened  in  Victoria  that  the  mate  of  a  vessel  may  possess  a 
master’s  certificate  for  an  inland  coasting  vessel,  and  the 
captain  of  the  boat  is  an  American  citizen,  having  no  cer¬ 
tificate  at  all.  The  mate  goes  to  the  Custom  house  and 
clears  the  vessel  ;  then,  even  before  the  hawser  is  let  go,  up 
jumps  the  Yankeg  skipper  and  takes  charge  of  the  vessel 
right  in  our  own  waters.  I  would  like  to  see  that  put  a 
stop  to.  I  have  seen  that  myself  several  times  from  the 
docks  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company’s  wharves. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  We  will  have  that  attended  to. 

For  purchase  of  life-boats,  stations  and  life-pre¬ 
servers,  maintenance  of  crews  and  rewards  for 
saving  life .  $8,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  just  remark 
to  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  that  on  the  coast  of 
Lake  Huron,  which  he  knows  is  extremely  exposed,  there 
have  been  of  late  some  demands,  I  believe,  submitted  to  him 
for  the  establishment  of  one  or  more  additional  life  boat 
stations.  The  trade  of  Lake  Huron  is  very  considerable  and 
increasing,  and  it  is  hard  to  imagine  a  coast  upon  which 
there  is  more  danger  than  that,  when  there  is  a  severe  gale 
from  the  south  or  south-west,  or  even  from  the  north-west. 
Several  points  have  been  named — has  the  hon.  gentleman 
come  to  any  decision  as  to  the  desirability  of  establishing  an 
additional  life-boat  station  on  Lake  Huron  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  From  information  that  I  have  received, 
applications  that  have  been  made  to  the  Department,  I  have 
felt  that  one  might  be  established  at  Collingwood.  It  is 
contracted  for  and  is  being  built.  I  propose  to  station  one 
at  Collingwood,  one  at  Pelee  Island,  one  at  Cobourg,  one  at 
Goderich,  one  at  Fort  Stanley  and  one  at  Toronto.  Toronto 
has  been  a  station  for  life-boats  before,  but  the  the  boat 
was  not  very  good,  and  it  was  proposed  to  put  one 
of  the  moro  modern  boats  at  Toronto.  I  have  adopted  the 
plan  of  appointing  a  captain  and  paying  him  something  for 
taking  charge  of  the  boat,  and  he  selects  the  crew.  These 
men  are  to  practice  once  a  fortnight,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
season  we  pay  them  for  the  number  of  times  they  have 
practised. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Has  the  Minister  any  life-saving 
station  at  Long  Point,  upon  Lake  Erie,  which  is  the  most 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2947 


exposed  portion  of  the  whole  coast  ?  Moro  wrecks  occur 
there  than  at  any  other  point  upon  Lake  Brie,  or,  in  fact, 
upon  any  of  the  upper  lakes. 

Mr.  LAWSON.  There  are  several  points  on  Lake  Huron 
a  little  farther  west  where  it  was  contemplated  to  have  life¬ 
saving  boats.  The  shipping  is  increasing  very  largely  on 
the  western  lakes,  and  I  think  there  are  other  points 
farther  west  than  Collingwood  where  it  is  very  desirable 
to  have  something  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  McLBLAN.  I  know  there  are  a  number  of  other 
applications.  I  am  having  them  considered,  and  we  will 
probably  have  a  few  more  boats  constructed  when  this  con¬ 
tract  is  terminated,  and  it  has  proved  satisfactory. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  There  is  a  great  need  for  life-saving 
appliances  farther  west  than  the  points  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Algoma. 

Mr.  McLBLAN.  I  have  not  with  me  a  list  of  the  points 
that  have  been  named,  but  only  those  that  we  are  consider¬ 
ing  now. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  any  station  is  to  bo  placed  on  the 
north  shore  of  Lake  Erie,  certainly  there  should  be  one  at 
Long  Point.  Port  Stanley,  which  the  Minister  mentioned, 
is  by  no  means  as  exposed  as  the  coast  along  Long  Point. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  would  impress  upon 
the  Minister  the  necessity  of  establ  ishing  a  life-boat  service 
at  Burlington  Beach,  near  the  Burlington  Bay  Canal.  There 
have  been  several  wrecks  there  and  a  number  of  lives  lost 
within  a  few  years.  Certainly  it  is  most  desirable  that 
there  should  be  some  service  of  that  kind  established. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  I  desire  to  enquire  of  the  Minister 
whether  the  Government  have  decided  to  give  a  fitting 
reward  to  Mr.  Joseph  Yincent,  a  brave  man,  in  recognition 
of  saving  numerous  lives  from  drowning. 

Mr.  McLBLAN.  The  matter  has  been  under  the  considera' 
tion  of  the  Department,  it  having  been  brought  to  our 
notice  that  this  man  has  saved  between  thirty  and  forty 
people  from  drowning  in  and  about  the  harbor  of  Montreal. 
It  certainly  is  a  case  deserving  of  some  testimonial  from  the 
Government,  and  a  testimonial  is  in  course  of  preparation. 

Mr.  PLATT.  As  regards  the  location  of  the  life¬ 
saving  stations,  the  Minister  has  told  us  that  it  is  a  very 
difficult  matter  to  decide  on  the  exact  location  on  a  long  line 
of  coast  with  many  dangerous  points.  But  there  are  stations 
at  points  within  fifteen  miles  of  which  there  has  not  been 
a  wreck  for  ten  or  fifteen  years.  Hon.  members  who  point 
out  dangerous  places  will  not  be  likely  to  got  life-boats 
placed  at  them.  I  cannot  understand  why  the  very  simple 
method  is  not  adopted  of  asking  master  mariners  to  give 
their  opinion.  The  Minister  has  the  names  of  all  certifi¬ 
cated  masters  and  mates  for  our  inland  waters,  and  ho 
might  easily  issue  circulars,  asking  them  to  state  what 
points  were  most  in  need  of  life-saving  stations,  and  it 
should  be  understood  that  their  answers  will  rule  the 
Department.  It  is  true  that  in  one  case  they  were  asked 
as  to  tho  location  for  a  life-saving  station.  But  their  recom¬ 
mendation  was  not  followed,  and  it  was  placed  where  the 
mariners  said  it  would  be  no  use.  It  is  all  very  well  to  send  a 
marine  engineer  to  report.  But  neither  the  Department  nor 
Parliament  know  anything  about  such  matters,  compared 
with  the  knowledge  possessed  by  tho  mariners.  Their 
advice  and  direction  should  be  satisfactory  in  every  case. 
Unless  our  life-boats  or  life-saving  stations  are  moro  effici¬ 
ently  maintained  in  the  future  than  in  the  past,  it  is  not 
worth  while  for  the  Government  to  spend  much  money  in 
increasing  the  number.  It  would  bo  better  to  increase  the 
efficiency  of  those  already  in  existence.  I  soe  by  a  return 
which  was  brought  down  at  tho  close  of  last  Session,  asking 
for  the  location  of  all  the  life-boats  in  Qanada  and  a  descrip¬ 


tion  of  the  boats  and  other  particulars,  that  a  very  meagre 
statement  is  furnished.  A  single  page  contains  the  whole 
1’eport  of  the  life-saving  service  of  this  country,  which  costs 
$8,000  a  year.  There  were  only  8  life-boats  last  year  on  our 
extended  and  dangerous  coast.  The  crews  amount  to  very 
little  ;  there  are  no  articles  of  enlistment;  there  is  a  captain, 
who  is  paid  a  small  salary  for  taking  care  of  the  boat.  He  has 
to  select  a  crew  and  practice  twice  a  month.  He  gets  a 
crew  together -—any  body  he  can.  If  the  Minister  will  look 
at  the  accounts  he  will  find  he  has  not  paid  the  same  crew 
twice,  but  that  there  whs  a  different  set  of  men  every  time. 
There  is  no  instruction  given  to  the  crew,  for  there  are 
no  teachers.  They  draw  their  pay ;  but,  as  I  have  said, 
there  is  no  instructor  and  no  prescribed  system  of  drill  for 
them  to  pursue  while  on  the  water.  In  Prince  Edward 
county  we  have  two  excellent  boats ;  but  we  have  the 
captains  and  boats,  and  they  are  all.  The  locations  are  not 
the  best,  and  sometimes  the  boats  are  not  available.  Incase 
of  a  disaster  occurring  near  the  station  volunteer  crews 
have  to  be  depended  on,  and  I  believe  they  are  not  able  to 
get  out  the  boat  in  anything  like  a  respectable  length  of 
time.  One  of  the  boats  is  no  less  than  one  or  two  miles  from 
the  shore.  When  it  was  necessary  to  get  it  out  last  fall 
a  man’s  team  was  taken  from  tho  field,  against  his 
earnest  protests,  and  after  several  hours  the  boat  was 
dragged  to  the  shore  on  sleds.  The  captain  was  not  so 
much  to  blame,  for  he  had  no  crew  to  call  upon.  No  man 
need  join  him  unless  he  chooses.  On  that  occasion  only  four 
of  the  crew  selected  by  the  captain  got  into  the  boat,  after 
all.  If  there  were  a  few  stations  really  efficient,  where 
crews  were  stationed,  and  had  efficient  instruction  and 
obtained  some  idea  of  what  drill  or  practice  should  be,  that 
would  be  of  some  use.  To  expend  the  present  amount, 
without  speaking  of  a  larger  sum,  will  be  throwing  money 
away,  if  the  service  continues  of  the  present  charac¬ 
ter.  If  there  were  one  good  station,  entirely  efficient, 
which  would  form  the  model  for  other  stations  and  give 
spirit  to  the  service,  other  crews  would  take  pride  in 
bocoming  efficient.  We  have,  however,  no  regular  crews. 
The  character  of  the  boats  is  perhaps  all  that  can  be 
desired  in  boats  costing  the  sum  expended.  I  should  like 
the  Minister  to  state  where  the  boats  ordered  are  being 
constructed. 

Mr.  McLBLAN.  It  is  true  we  have  not  had  many  stations 
at  which  captains  and  crews  were  appointed  and  were  kept 
in  practice.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his  own  county 
has  tho  first  and  only  ones,  with  the  exception  of  one 
appointed  a  few  weeks  ago.  The  life-boats  referred  to  in 
the  list  by  the  hon.  gentleman  are  old  metallic  life-boats. 

Mr.  PLAIT.  It  included  the  surf-boats. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes  ;  and  yours  too.  The  places  of 
the  station  where  certain  boats  should  be  found  were  stated. 
In  case  they  were  called  for,  crews  could  be  gathered 
together  and  go  out.  In  consequence  of  this  system,  and 
of  tbe  boats  not  being  in  chaVge  of  anyone,  they  were 
neglected,  and  when  called  for  were  very  often  unfit  to  use. 
I  have  been  trying  this  other  plan.  I  purchased  from  Buf¬ 
falo  two  of  the  most  improved  boats  of  tbe  present  day. 
They  were  placed  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  county.  I 
bad  the  captain  of  tho  life-boat  service  of  the  lakes  of  tho 
United  States,  Captain  Dobbin,  come  and  examine  the  loca¬ 
tion  and  points  at  which  the  boats  were  to  be  placed.  Cap¬ 
tain  Dobbin  decided  that  the  point  referred  to  by  tho 
hon.  gentleman  was  tbe  best  point  for  the  boat, 
because  the  roads  led  to  different  places ;  and  the 
boats  are  on  carriages,  and  can  be  dragged  by  teams.  Some¬ 
times  you  have  to  go  to  the  windward  of  where  the  wreck 
is,  in  order  to  bo  carried  within  reach  of  the  wreck.  Cap¬ 
tain  Dobbin,  who  has  had  very  long  experience  in  the  life¬ 
saving  services  on  the  lakes  in  tho  United  States,  has  said 
that  that  was  a  proper  place  to  locate  tho  boat,  and  he  also 
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approved  of  the  location  of  one  at  Wellington.  At  Welling¬ 
ton  the  boat-house  is  built,  and  at  Poplar  Point  the  boat¬ 
house  was  rented  for  a  time,  but  tho  matter  came  up  this 
spring,  and  I  have  directed  that  a  boat-house  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  there. 

Mr.  PLATT.  On  the  lake  shore  side  or  tho  bay  side  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  on  the  same  point  where  Cap!. 
Dobbin  had  it  located.  1  have  twelve  of  these  boats 
building,  six  for  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  six  for  the 
lakes.  These  others  are  being  built  on  the  same  patterns, 
but  they  are  not  so  costly  as  those  wo  imported.  1  propose 
to  put  them  in  charge  of  a  captain,  making  him  responsible 
for  the  care  of  the  boat  and  the  training  of  the  crew,  and  we 
will  see  that  he  performs  those  duties. 

Mr.  SPBOULE.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Prince  Edward  (Mr.  Platt)  that  this  $8,000  is  practically 
wasted.  I  think  it  is  a  small  sum  to  put  against  tho  value 
of  even  one  life  saved,  if  it  were  saved  in  one  year  or  five 
years  ;  and  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  sum  is  not 
larger,  and  that  more  life-saving  stations  are  not  to  be 
established.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  Minister  has  decided  to 
place  one  at  Owen  Sound,  and  I  think  that  with  the 
increasing  trade  which  is  going  on  on  Georgian  Bay  there 
should  be  more.  When  the  Jane  Ward  was  lost  at  Colling- 
wood,  some  thirteen  lives  were  in  imminent  danger,  close  to 
the  shore,  but  as  there  was  no  life-saving  station  there  the 
people  who  were  looking  on  from  the  shore  were  helpless ; 
whereas,  if  they  had  had  a  boat  and  a  captain  they  could 
have  had  a  voluntary  crew,  who  would  have  gone  to  the 
wreck  and  perhaps  have  saved  these  lives,  but  they  were 
lost  because  there  were  no  appliances  to  save  them.  I  thiuk 
the  Minister,  instead  of  asking  for  $8,000,  should  have  asked 
for  a  much  larger  sum,  for  the  establishment  of  more  of 
these  stations.  I  think  one  should  have  been  established 
between  Meaford  and  Owen  Sound,  and  also  one  or  two  on 
Manitoulin  Island,  where  there  have  been  some  disastrous 
wrecks  tho  last  few  years,  and  almost  every  one 
of  them  within  a  short  distance  of  the  shore.  The 
sailing  there  is  peculiarly  dangerous,  and  in  many 
cases  had  there  been  life-saving  appliances  there  is 
no  doubt  a  number  of  lives  couid  have  been  saved. 
I  think  there  is  no  difficulty  in  ascertaining  at  what 
points  it  is  most  desirable  to  place  these  stations,  for  it  is 
only  necessary  to  look  at  the  records  of  where  these  wrecks 
have  taken  place  in  order  to  ascertain  the  most  important 
points  to  place  them.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Prince  Edward  (Mr.  Platt),  with  reference  to  having  trained 
men  to  man  these  boats  ;  but  even  if  that  were  not  done, 
and  a  boat  and  a  captain  were  supplied  at  the  proper  places, 
I  have  no  doubt  they  would  be  very  serviceable  in  saving 
many  lives,  which  otherwise  would  be  lost. 

Mr.  PLATT.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  have  failed  to 
comprehend  my  remarks  if  he  thinks  I  complain  that  the 
amount  is  too  large.  It  is  Dot  the  amount,  but  the  char¬ 
acter  of  the  expenditure,  that  I  complain  of. 

Mr.  SPBOULE.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say 
that  the  money  was  practically  wasted. 

Mr.  PLATT.  That  might  be  the  case  if  $100,000  instead 
of  $8,000  were  spent,  if  the  service  was  inefficient.  I  believe 
that  the  money  has  been  too  much  scattered,  and  that  we 
should  have  had  a  life-saving  station  which  would  serve  as 
a  school  of  training  for  the  ctews  of  other  stations.  We 
have  eight  or  ten  stations,  and  we  are  about  to  establish 
some  ten  or  twelve  more  by  this  same  expenditure,  and  for 
that  number  of  stations  $8,000  is  not  sufficient  to  carry 
them  on  successfully  or  efficiently.  With  reference  to  the 
location  of  life-boat  stations  in  my  own  county,  I  cannot 
possibly  see,  nor  can  any  of  the  sailors  in  that  part  of  the 
country  see,  why  the  life  boat  should  be  placed  on  the  bay 
Mr.  MoLelan. 


side,  where  by  no  possibility  can  wrecks  occur,  and  from 
which  the  boat  could  not  be  taken  to  the  lake  shore,  except 
by  carrying  it  on  a  wagon.  I  could  not  see  why  it  should 
have  been  placed  where  it  is,  unless  for  the  convenience  of 
the  captain.  The  station  at  Wellington  is  looked  upon  by  tho 
mariners  on  that  coast  as  being  an  out-of-the-way  place,  but 
as  the  life-boat  house  has  been  built  there,  I  suppose  the 

I  station  will  remain.  I  would  strongly  urge  the  sending 
|  one  man  from  each  crew  in  connection  with  the  life-boat  ser- 
!  vice,  to  the  United  States  for  instruction,  in  order  to  qualify 
j  them  as  the  instructors  of  the  others.  These  captains  are 
desirous  of  receiving  instruction,  but  they  have  received  no 
I  list  of  instructions.  I  have  taken  the  pains,  so  far  as  my 
!  own  county  is  concerned,  to  procure  books  of  instructions 
from  the  other  side,  and  they  have  been  endeavoring  to 
learn  something  of  the  system.  But  what  they  corn- 
plain  of  most  is,  that  they  have  no  enlisted  crew.  They 
may  have  volunteers  to  act  under  them  during  a  season, 
but  they  may  dislike  the  first  drill,  and  they  cannot 
be  got  back.  I  think  the  service,  as  on  the  other  side, 
should  bo  regulated  by  law,  that  the  crews  should  be 
enlisted,  and  should  be  as  much  under  the  command 
S  of  the  captain  as  if  they  were  in  military  ser- 
|  vice.  At  present  the  captain  has  no  command  of  them, 
and  when  they  go  out  in  the  boat  one  is  as  much  a 
captain  as  the  other.  Then  there  are  complaints  of  the 
absence  of  tho  appliances  which  should  accompany  each 
boat.  I  believe  that  there  are  only  three  or  four  life-belts, 
I  or  life-preservers,  as  they  are  commonly  called.  There  is 
|  not  one  for  each  of  the  crew,  to  say  nothing  of  those  whom 
I  they  seek  to  rescue.  There  should  bo  at  least  twelve  pre¬ 
servers  or  belts  for  each  boat.  I  am  glad  the  Minister  is 
securing  the  building  of  these  boats  on  this  side  of  the  line, 
instead  of  getting  them  built  at  Buffalo,  and  I  suppose  the 
boat  wagons  will  likewise  be  built  here.  The  two  wagons 
which  came  to  my  own  county  were  built  in  Buffalo,  the 
freight  was  paid  by  rail  to  the  town  of  Picton,  12  miles 
beyond  Wellington,  although  it  was  known  that  they  were 
to  be  stationed  there,  and  they  remained  for  some  time  dry¬ 
ing  in  the  sun,  and  then  it  cost  $8  or  $10  to  take  them  back 
to  Wellington.  In  various  ways  the  service  has  been  so 
managed  that  tho  people  now  look  upon  it  as  of  no 
account.  There  is  no  county  on  the  inland  lakes 
where  a  better  crew  can  be  got  than  in  the 

county  of  Prince  Edward,  if  they  have  sufficient 

encouragement.  I  have  no  doubt  the  suggestions  I  have 
given  to  the  Minister,  if  acted  upon,  will  do  something 
towards  infusing  some  spirit  into  the  life-saving  ser¬ 
vice,  and  I  hope  that  the  Minister  will  establish  one  station 
which  will  be  looked  upon  as  a  school,  or  centre,  for  the 
training  of  other  crews.  That  can  never  be  done  until  we 
have  an  enlisted  crow,  and  some  drill  instructions  sent  out 
to  them  They  have  not  even  any  instruction  as  to  the 
resuscitation  of  tho  apparently  drowned  ;  they  know  noth¬ 
ing  about  it.  That  is  one  of  the  first  things  taught  to  the 
enlisted  surf  men  on  the  other  side  ;  but  here,  when  a  man 
is  rescued,  who  has  been  a  few  minutes  in  the 
water,  no  attempt  would  be  made  to  resuscitate  him. 
The  men  feel  themselves  so  helpless  that  they  do 
not  care  to  remain  in  the  service.  With  regard  to  the 
rewards  for  saving  life,  I  would  like  the  hon.  Minister  to 
stato  on  what  principle  they  are  given  ;  how  does  he  obtain 
his  information  as  to  whether  they  are  deserved  or  not? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Generally,  a  report  is  made  by  the  ship 
that  rescues;  then  wo  send  an  enquiry  to  the  captain  of  the 
rescued  crew,  and  taking  the  two  together,  we  see  what  has 
been  the  nature  of  the  service — whether  it  has  been  especi¬ 
ally  hazardous  or  not — and  regulate  our  reward  according 
to  the  risk  run,  and  according  to  tho  detention  of  the  ship 
for  the  purpose.  Sometimes  the  ship  has  to  lay  alongside 
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of  the  wreck  for  24  houi'S  before  it  is  able  to  rescue  the 
crow,  and  in  that  case,  although  the  captain  has  not  risked 
his  life,  he  is  considered  entitled  to  some  reward  as  well  as 
the  person  who  mans  the  force  to  rescue  the  crew. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  I  wish  to  enquire  of  the  Minister  if  it 
is  a  fact  that  there  are  no  life-belts  supplied  to  the  crew  of 
the  life-boat  service  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  do  provide  life-bells.  I  was  sur¬ 
prised  to  hear  that  somo  of  the  crews  were  without  them, 
and  I  will  make  enquiry  in  reference  to  that.  The  boats 
are  made  self-righting  and  self-baling, 

Mr.  PLATT.  There  are  life-belts  sent  to  the  stations,  but 
there  are  not  sufficient  for  the  crew. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  should  be  one  for  each  member 
of  the  crew,  ana  some  extra  for  rescued  people. 

Mr.  PLATT.  To  show  the  necessity  of  having  persons 
in  command  of  these  boats  who  understand  them,  I  will 
mention  an  instance  in  which  the  life-boat  at  Poplar  Point 
was  called  upon  to  capture  a  vessel  that  had  parted  its  cable 
and  got  out  to  sea.  When  the  crew  returned  and  got  near 
the  shore  the  boat  was  half  full  of  water,  and  they  did  not 
know  the  reason  ;  so  they  left  the  boat  in  the  water,  and 
got  out  themselves,  and  let  it  remain  in  the  water  all  night, 
and  it  was  hauled  out  of  the  water  in  the  morning  by  a 
team  of  horses.  This  happened  simply  because  they  did  not 
know  how  to  regulate  the  valves  at  the  bottom  of  the  boat. 
That  could  not  occur  if  there  had  been  a  man  there  who 
understood  the  management  of  the  boat.  I  think  these 
boats  are  admirable  if  they  are  manned  by  crews  who  under¬ 
stand  them;  but  the  sailors  and  fishermen  of  that  coast 
prefer  their  own  boats,  because  they  understand  them,  and 
could  do  better  Service  in  them  than  with  these  boats,  if 
these  boats  were  managed  by  competent  men,  who  under¬ 
stood  their  business,  they  could  stand  any  sea  on  that 
coast ;  but  the  men  have  not  yet  learned  how  to 
manage  them.  My  question  with  regard  to  the 
rewards  for  saving  life  had  especial  reference  to  the 
granting  of  medals  and  watches,  and  the  character  of 
the  evidence  which  comes  before  the  Minister  as  to  the 
men  entitled  to  recognition.  No  doubt  the  Department  has 
been  played  upon,  to  a  certain  extent,  for  the  distribution  of 
the  rewards  has  not  been  conducted,  in  my  opinion,  as  it 
should  have  been.  I  need  only  refer  to  tho  awarding  of 
watches  in  two  instances  which  occurred  in  my  own  county 
during  the  past  year,  to  convince  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
some  other  system  of  securing  evidence  should  be  adopted 
than  that  which  now  exists.  The  two  instances  I  refer  to, 
tho  hon.  gentleman  will  call  to  mind.  I  am  sure  the  evi¬ 
dence  was  purely  of  an  interested  character.  There  was 
nothing  those  men  had  done  in  the  past  20  years  to  entitle 
them  to  recognition  above  their  fellow  sailors  and  fishermen 
on  that  coast.  The  secret  was,  that  those  two  men  were 
disaffected  politicians ;  they  had  both  been  promised  light¬ 
house  positions,  and  failed  to  get  them,  and  being  supporters 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  they  felt  themselves  entitled  to 
recompense,  and  in  order  to  keep  them  to  their  first  love 
they  were  rewarded.  I  do  not  say  these  men  are  not 
deserving,  but  I  say  there  are  scores  who  have  done  as  much 
and  perhaps  more  in  saving  life,  and  they  will  feel  that 
those  two  men  were  selected  for  some  particular  purpose. 
If  that  is  the  manner  in  which  tho  public  mone}^  devoted 
to  rewards  for  saving  life  is  expended  throughout  tho 
country,  it  is  worse  than  thrown  away,  and  might  better  be 
applied  in  some  other  way.  I  would  be  willing  to  vote 
almost  aDy  amount  of  money  to  make  our  life-saving  service 
what  it  should  be. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say 
that  those  men,  a  number  of  years  ago,  did  save  life. 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  did  not  say  that. 


Mr.  McLELAN.  Suppose  it  was  several  years  ago  that 
this  occurred,  and  those  men  were  never  rewarded, Ido  not 
think  the  Government  were  to  blame,  or  I  was  to  blame,  in 
recognising  the  rescue  of  life  that  they  effected,  because  a 
number  of  years  passed  since  it  occurred.  I  met  one  of 
thoso  men  in  my  visit  to  his  county  ;  I  saw  his  wife,  who 
detailed  the  circumstances  of  one  case  to  me,  which  I  think 
was  certainly  deserving  of  recognition  by  the  Government. 
I  had  some  enquiries  made  as  to  another  case  that  was  men¬ 
tioned  to  me  at  the  time  ;  reports  were  made  to  me  upon  it, 
and  I  thought  those  men  were  entitled  to  some  recognition 
for  the  rescue  of  life  they  accomplished  somo  years  ago,  in 
order  that  it  might  have  an  influence  on  the  men  along  tho 
coast  generally.  They  will  see  that  their  efforts  to  rescue 
lives  are  not  to  bo  passed  unheeded  and  unrecognised  by  tho 
Government.  If  nothing  else  were  chargeable  against  me 
at  the  end  of  my  political  career,  but  having  rewarded  a 
couple  of  men  who  risked  their  lives  to  save  the  lives  of 
others,  I  will  get  off  very  well. 

Mr.  PLATT.  With  regard  to  one  case  that  occurred 
twenty-five  years  ago,  I  think  tho  old  man  was  deserving 
of  recognition  and  should  have  been  recognised  at  the  time, 
but  in  the  other  instance  one  man  was  selected  and  the  rest 
of  the  crew  overlooked.  The  rest  of  tho  crew  regarded  it 
as  an  iDsult  that  they  should  have  been  overlooked,  because 
they  did  not  happen  to  have  a  gx-ievance  against  the  Gov° 
ernment. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  knew  nothing  of  their  politics. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  IIow  many  years  ago 
was  this  instance  of  gallantry  performed  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  it  was  a  continuation  of  in¬ 
stances,  dating  back  twenty-five  years  and  coming  down  to 
a  few  years  ago.  Some  hon.  members  from  Quebec  have 
referred  to  a  case  in  Montreal,  which  has  been  brought  to 
my  notice,  of  a  man  in  the  harbor  of  Montreal  wbo  has 
rescued  some  thirty  or  forty  lives  at  various  times.  The 
habit  has  grown  upon  him  of  saving  lives,  and  it  ought  to 
have  some  recognition,  and  the  case  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
county  was  something  similar. 

Mr.  PLATT.  There  is  just  one  instance  in  tho  whole  of 
his  long  career  where  a  life  was  saved,  by  individual  effort. 
In  most  instances,  8  or  10  men  share  the  danger  and  should 
share  the  reward.  Though  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  knew 
nothing  about  their  politics,  the  impression  exists  in  the 
neighborhood  where  these  people  reside  that  politics  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  it.  A  few  summers  ago,  at  the  time  the 
agitation  was  raised  in  favor  of  these  two  individuals,  a  young 
lady  at  the  Bay  of  Quinte  rescued  her  comrade  at  tbe  risk  of 
her  own  life.  Her  mother  applied  to  the  same  party  who 
obtained  the  recognition  for  these  individuals,  and  the  reply, 
in  the  first  place,  was,  that  her  case  should  bo  considered 
with  the  others.  On  repeating  the  request,  sho  was  told 
that  he  had  since  learned  she  was  not  a  very  good  friend  of 
his  at  the  elections  and  could  not  expect  any  favors.  I 
would  suggest  to  the  Minister  that  that  money  could  bo 
well  spent  in  encouraging  the  fishermen  on  the  long  line  of 
dangerous  coast  of  my  county.  The  life-boat  at  Poplar 
Point  could  be  removed  if  tho  hon.  gentleman  would 
give  a  bounty  of  from  $10  to  $15  to  whoever  would  keep  a 
boat  of  a  certain  standard  always  in  readiness  on  the  coast, 
with  an  additional  bounty  for  every  life  saved.  The  coast 
is  not  a  dangerous  one;  only  one  life  has  been  imperilled 
since  tho  lite-boat  was  stationed  there,  and  in  that  case  the 
rescue  was  not  effected  by  life-boat,  but  by  brave  fishermen 
in  their  own  boat. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  wish  to  set  tho  hon.  gentleman  right 
with  reference  to  the  bringing  of  the  life-boats  and  taking  the 
one  to  Picton  instead  of  leaving  it  at  Trenton.  My  hon.  friend 
was  not  in  the  country  then,  and  I  was  acting  head  of  the 
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Department.  Positive  orders  were  given  to  have  the  boat 
left  at  Trenton,  and  carried  over  the  railway  to  its  destina¬ 
tion  ;  but  from  some  blunder,  it  was  carried  to  Picton 
instead.  To  carry  it  from  Picton  to  its  destination  cost 
nothing  from  Toronto,  as,  owing  to  the  generosity  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  these  boats  were  carried  over  the 
whole  of  this  line  free. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Where  are  the  boats  to  bo  put? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  They  have  not  been  finally  located  yef* 

Mr.  PLATT.  Has  any  change  been  made  at  Sambro 
Island  since  a  year  ago  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  not  located  the  boats  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  yet. 

Mr.  WELDON.  In  the  case  of  the  loss  of  the  Amsterdam 
on  Sable  Island,  there  were  serious  charges  made  in  Ameri¬ 
can  papers  against  the  people  on  the  Island. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  jdacing  two  improved  lights 
there.  I  have  put  a  new  superintendent,  a  young, 
energetic  man,  who  has  had  a  great  deal  of  experience; 
and  I  am  about  putting  a  telephone  wire  across  the  island, 
about  20  miles,  connecting  the  three  stations,  so  that 
information  may  be  conveyed  from  one  station  to  another 
and  all  be  able  to  concentrate  at  one  point  in  case  of  neces¬ 
sity. 

Mr.  WELDON.  There  were  letters  written  complaining 
of  the  conduct  of  the  people  on  the  island.  Were  any  com¬ 
plaints  made  to  the  Department  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Two  or  three  men  got  liquor  on  board 
ship. 

Investigation  into  wrecks  and  collection  of  infor¬ 
mation  relating  to  disasters  of  shipping .  $1,500 

Mr.  PLATT.  Will  the  Minister  state  if  his  officers  were 
at  all  to  blame  for  the  disaster  on  the  Sambro  Island  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  not  got  it  here,  but  I  can  bring 
it  down  to-morrow.  1  know  of  no  irregularity  brought 
before  me,  of  any  officer  who  was  neglecting  the  working  of 
the  Department. 

Canadian  registration  of  shipping  . . .  .  $500 

Mr.  McLELAN.  This  is  for  the  registration  of  shipping. 
The  surveyors  are  paid  by  fees  from  the  owners  of  vessels, 
but  the  registrars  have  to  keep  a  set  of  books. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Did  not  the  Imperial  Government  fur¬ 
nish  the  books  and  forms  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No  ;  wo  are  called  upon  now  to  do  that. 

Montreal  and  Quebec  water  and  river  police.... . $40,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  a  vote  which 
has  gone  on  increasing  steadily  for  half  a  dozen  years,  until 
it  has  assumed  very  respectable  proportions.  It  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  there  has  been  any  increase  in  the  trade 
which  has  caused  this  large  increaso,  or  even  this  increase 
of  this  year.  What  is  proposed  to  be  done  with  the  $2, 000 
additional,  and,  in  fact,  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  with 
tho  whole  $10,000  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  Montreal  thero  will  be  some  increase 
by  the  extension  of  the  service,  by  which  the  ground  they 
have  to  go  over  and  watch  is  increased  ;  and  the  offices  that  we 
keep  at  Montreal  have  been  found  to  be  unfit  for  the  health  of 
tho  occupants,  so  that  we  have  been  obliged  to  take  new 
premises,  and  some  considerable  expense  will  be  incurred 
in  fitting  up  the  new  premises;  and,  with  two  additional 
men,  the  extra  sum  has  to  be  asked  for. 

Removal  of  obstructions  in  navigable  waters .  $2,000 

Mr.  YAIL.  How  much  of  this  vote  was  spent  last  year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  $350. 

Mr.  Rowell, 


Mr.  YAIL.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  vote  might  he  made 
more  useful.  I  am  sure  that  a  good  deal  more  than  that 
could  have  been  spent  with  advantage  to  the  people.  I  am 
afraid  that  this  service  does  not  receive  the  attention  from 
the  Department  which  it  should. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  When  there  has  been  a  wreck  in  a 
harbor  or  a  channel  my  Department  attends  to  its  removal. 
When  it  is  a  natural  obstruction,  rocks  or  boulders  or  any¬ 
thing  of  that  kind,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  attends 
to  it. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  thought  the  Department  of  Marine 
attended  to  the  removal  of  boulders. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No;  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  is 
tho  boulder  man. 

Salaries  and  allowances  of  lighthouse  keepers .  $172,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  causo  of 
the  increase? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  a  very  considerable  increase 
in  tho  number  of  lights.  Wo  established  more  than  20  last 
year  ;  and  quite  a  number  of  these  were  not  in  operation 
until  late  in  the  season  ;  and  the  full  year’s  salary  was 
not  paid  last  year,  but  they  will  be  in  operation  this  year, 
and  tho  amount  will  be  required.  Before  the  close  of  1886 
a  large  number  will  be  added  to  the  lights. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Has  the  Minister  a  list  of  those  erected  last 
year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  They  are  all  mentioned  in  tho  report. 
There  were  about  23  or  24  from  the  year  1883  to  1884. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Were  they  mostly  in  tho  Maritime  Provinces 
or  in  the  Upper  Provinces  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  are  building  more  westward  now. 
There  have  been  some  built  in  the  Lower  Provinces. 

Mr.  KIRK.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  last  year 
that  a  light  should  be  put  on  Goose  Island,  in  Guysboro’ 
county,  but  I  do  not  think  that  has  been  done. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  the  Minister  awai’e 
that  the  practice  prevails,  I  do  not  know  how  extensively, 
among  tho  lighthouse  keepers,  of  regularly  farming  out  the 
work  assigned  to  them  ?  Not  a  few  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
employes  are  in  the  habit  of  sub-leasing  the  work  they  are 
bound  to  do  to  other  parties,  and  getting  tho  work  done  at 
half  or  two-thirds  the  salary,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  This  matter  has  been  brought  to  my 
attention,  and  tho  parties  have  been  notified  that  they  must 
attend  to  tho  business  thomselvos  or  resign,  and  in  all  cases 
the  man  who  receives  the  appointment  must  understand 
that  he  must  perform  the  duty  and  not  farm  it  out.  It 
sometimes  happens  that  a  man,  from  illness,  asks  leave  of 
absence  for  a  few  months,  and  names  a  party  to  replace  him, 
and  if  we  ascertain  that  tie  is  capable  of  attending  to  the 
duties,  we  give  the  leave  of  absence  and  put  that  party  in 
charge.  But  wh(  re  it  comes  to  our  notice  that  the  party 
has  not  attended  to  tho  duty,  wo  remove  him  at  once. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Is  it  not  customary,  where  a  father  is 
appointed,  for  instance,  as  lighthouse  keepor,  that  the  son 
may  do  the  work,  and  the  father  not  attend  to  it  at  all 
himself?  The  Minister  is  aware  that  that  is  the  custom. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  many  cases  the  man  who  is  appointed 
is  assisted  by  his  family,  but  ho  is  supposed  to  bo  there  as 
the  overseer  of  the  light.  Sometimes  a  man’s  sons,  some¬ 
times  his  daughters,  and  sometimes  his  wife  do  a  great 
deal  of  the  work  connected  with  the  lighthouse;  but  our 
inspectors,  in  making  their  rounds,  always  enquire  into  these 
matters,  and  it  there  is  any  neglect  of  duty  it  is  always 
brought  to  our  notice. 
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Mr.  KIRK.  Has  it  ever  been  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Minister  that  in  one  case,  at  any  rate,  in  the  county  of 
Guysboro’,  where  the  light  is  on  an  island,  the  person  who 
is  appointed  lives  on  the  mainland,  while  his  son  lives  on 
the  island  and  keeps  the  light  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  aware  of  that. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  known  instances  where 
daughters  keep  them,  and  they  are  much  better  and  cleaner 
kept. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  dare  say  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  right  enough,  but  in  cases  where  it  is  in  the 
family  one  does  not  want  to  be  too  critical.  But  the  point 
I  mentionnedis  totally  distinct — that  is,  the  cases  of  farming 
out  lighthouses,  because  I  have  heard  of  cases  in  which  the 
work  has  been  seriously  neglected.  The  temptation  in 
those  cases  is  always  to  take  the  man  who  will  do  it  for  the 
smallest  sum,  and  he  is  very  apt  to  be  very  indifferent 
about  performing  the  work. 

Mr.  PLATT.  Sometimes  the  substitute  to  whom  the 
keeping  of  the  lighthouse  is  farmed  out  may  be  of  service 
in  detecting  the  appropriation  of  the  Government’s  supplies. 

I  would  like  to  ask  what  has  become  of  the  complaints  that 
have  been  made  to  the  Department  fr<  m  the  substitute  of 
the  lighthouse  keeper  at  Knapp’s  lighthouse,  near  Kingston. 
I  have  it  on  good  authority  that  complaints  were  made  by 
the  substitute  that  the  lighthouse  keeper  was  in  the  habit 
of  appropriating  Government  supplies  to  his  own  use. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  recollect  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers.  I  know  we  have  one  or  two 
investigations  going  on  now  into  charges  against  lighthouse 
keepers  for  misconduct. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  a  matter  of  noto¬ 
riety  in  some  parts  of  the  country  that  the  barns  and  houses 
of  men  who  are  lucky  enough  to  be  lighthouse  keepers  are 
always  painted  in  the  identical  colors  that  the  Government 
supplies  for  the  use  of  the  lighthouses.  I  suppose  their  eyes 
become  familiarised  with  these  colors  and  they  find  them 
suitable  for  their  own  barns  and  houses.  There  is  no  doubt 
a  good  deal  of  speculation  is  going  on  in  a  small  way  by 
some  of  these  lighthouse  keepers.  My  hon.  friend  was  allu¬ 
ding  to  Knapp’s  lighthouse.  I  think  I  heard  something 
about  that,  and  formal  complaints  were  made  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  here.  The  Minister  might  bring  us  some  information 
as  to  what  was  done.  My  recollection  is,  that  the  report 
was  made  to  the  Department,  I  think,  a  couple  of  years  ago, 
and  an  investigation  was  promised,  but  none  took  place. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  make  enquiries  into  the  case. 

Agencies,  rents  and  contingencies  in  lighthouse 

and  coast  service . «... .  $20,290 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  an  increase  of  $2,290.  Our 
building  at  Charlottetown  was  burned  last  year,  and  we  are 
compelled  to  rent  one.  Then  there  were  $1,721  previously 
charged  to  maintenance  of  lights.  These  two  items  make 
up  the  difference. 

Maintenance  and  repairs  to  lights,  fog-whistles, 
buoys  and  beacons,  humane  establishments 
and  provision  depots . . . . .  $308,900 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  an  increase  in  this  service. 
During  the  last  year  22  or  23  new  lights  have  been  added. 
I  wish  to  place  automatic  fog-horns  at  points  where  there 
are  now  steam  whistles.  The  expense  of  the  former  is 
much  less  than  the  latter,  and  the  change  is  therefore 
desirable,  as  an  economical  one.  The  old-fashioned  steam 
whistles  take  from  200  to  300  tons  of  coal  a  year,  while  the 
fog-horn  can  be  ran  for  about  70  tons.  I  am  having  twelve 
or  thirteen  constructed.  It  is  intended  to  place  them  where 
steam  whistles  now  exist,  and  to  retain  the  latter.  The 
Americans  have  duplicates  of  whistles  or  horns  at  their 


stations.  The  cost  of  an  automatic  fog  horn  is  $1,000, 
exclusive  of  patentee’s  fee,  cost  of  transporting  and  raising 
them.  I  have  tried  gas  buoys  in  the  lower  St.  Lawrence. 
During  my  visit  to  England  I  made  particular  enquiries  as 
to  them,  both  at  London  and  Glasgow,  and  I  felt  they  were 
desirable  on  our  waters.  I  imported  two  and  placed  them 
on  the  St.  Lawrence.  They  are  charged  with  condensed 
gas,  are  anchored  at  certain  points,  and  burn  night  and  day 
lor  about  three  months.  Ship  owners  and  mariners  are 
delighted  with  them,  for  they  enable  vessels  to  bo  brought 
up  instead  of  being  compelled  to  anchor  all  night.  If  it  is 
found  that  the  rough  weather  in  the  fall  does  not  extin- 
guish  them,  it  will  be  desirable  to  procure  a  larger  supply. 

Mr.  KIRK.  What  is  the  expense  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  They  cost  about  £700  each.  They 
burn  ninety  days.  They  contain  gas  condensed,  and  they 
are  supplied  at  intervals  with  gas  in  a*condensed  form, 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  Will  a  fog-alarm  be  placed  at  the  south 
side  of  Grand  Manan  this  season  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes, 

Mr.  WELDON.  In  regard  to  the  lightship  Miramichi 
and  the  Lady  Gordon,  I  desire  to  say  a  word,  about  this  parti¬ 
cular  case.  The  vessel  was  going  up  harbor  in  charge  of  a 
pilot,  and  damage  was  done  to  the  lightship.  The  pilot 
commissioners  entirely  exonerated  the  pilot  from  blame  ; 
but,  notwithstanding  that,  the  Department  commenced  a 
very  expensive  suit  in  the  Admiralty  Court  against  tho 
owners  of  the  vessel.  The  suit  has  been  dismissed.  There 
is  a  most  extraordinary  provision  in  our  law,  entirely  con¬ 
trary  to  the  English  law,  making  owners  responsible  when 
pilots  are  in  charge  of  vessels.  The  owner  of  the  vessel  is 
a  very  activo  opponent  of  this  Government.  He  opposed 
the  Minister  of  Finance  at  the  last  election— and  that 
gentleman  has  been  put  to  heavy  expense,  although  tho 
court  not  only  decided  the  case  in  his  favor,  but  sai  1  that 
the  Government  should  pay  the  costs.  And  after  putting 
the  party  to  this  expense,  they  should  meet  the  expenses  ho 
would  be  put  to.  Communication  was  made  to  tho  Minister, 
but  tho  matter  was  persisted  in,  with  the  result  I  have 
stated. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  pilot  commissioners  may  have,  on 
the  trial,  given  different  evidence  than  what  was  given  to 
the  Department.  It  was  reportod  to  tho  Department  that 
the  ship  was  in  fault  entirely,  and  the  owner  of  tho  vessel, 
when  applied  to,  having  made  no  answer,  there  was  rib 
alternative  but  to  call  on  him  as  usual  to  make  good  tho 
damages. 

Mr.  WELDON.  He  stated  that  he  replied  both  to  tho 
legal  gentlemen  in  the  case  and  to  the  Department,  repudia¬ 
ting  all  liability,  but  it  shows  that  tho  Department  must 
not  have  investigated  the  subject,  because  the  result  is  a 
large  amount  of  costs,  when  on  investigation  the  decision 
of  the  pilot  commissioners  is  sustained  by  tho  f’ice  Admir¬ 
alty  Court. 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  wish  again  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Minister,  as  I  did  last  year,  to  a  petition  received  from  tho 
mariners  of  Lake  Ontario,  as  to  tho  necessity  for  changing 
tho  doranged  lights  at  Weller’s  Bay.  The  hon.  gentleman 
promised  to  send  engineers  there  to  report,  but  nothing  has 
been  done.  They  represent  that  thofo  lights  are  not  in  duo 
range  with  the  best  channel,  that  they  are  too  low  to  be  of 
any  real  service,  and  that  the  buoys  are  not  placed  in  tho 
proper  position.  The  channel  has  shifted  considerably  since 
these  representations  were  made,  and  the  matter  is  conse¬ 
quently  of  greater  importance.  In  consequence  of  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  these  lights,  one  or  two  vessels  have  been  stranded 
there  in  the  past  year.  I  hope  another  year  will  not  elapse 
before  the  Minister  sees  that  his  engineer  visits  this  place. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  Were  the  lights,  as  originally  placed, 
correct  ? 

Mr.  PLATT.  The  sailors  say  not. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  cannot  be,  surely.  They  were 
placed  there  by  the  late  Government. 

Mr.  WELDON.  By  a  change  in  our  Act  Canadian  ves¬ 
sels  are  under  a  liability  from  which  British  vessels  are  free 
under  the  Merchants  Shipping  Act.  I  understood  that  our 
Act  was  an  exact  copy  of  the  British  Act,  but  there  has  been 
a  most  radical  change,  and  one  which  seriously  affects 
Canadian  vessels. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  mentioned  that 
matter  to  me  a  short  time  ago,  and  it  is  now  under  considera¬ 
tion, 

Cape  Race  Light . . . $1,300 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  may  say,  with  reference  to  this  item, 
that  a  proposition  has  been  made  to  us  by  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment.  There  is  a  tax  imposed  on  all  vessels  coming  to 
Canada  by  the  British  Government,  for  the  light  at  Capo  .Race, 
and  from  those  dues  there  has  been  a  large  accumulation, 
amounting  to  something  like  £13,000  or  £14,000  sterling, 
and  they  have  proposed  to  us  to  band  over  the  maintenance 
of  this  light  and  pay  us  over  a  certain  sum,  which  would 
probably  enable  us  to  abolish  this  tax  on  our  shipping. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  is  the  cost  of  keeping  it  up  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  According  to  my  estimate,  it  costs  the 
British  Government  more  than  we  would  be  ablo  to  do  it 
for,  I  think  that  $1,300  and  the  interest  on  the  sum  they 
offer  to  give  us  will  maintain  the  light  and  allow  our  ship 
ping  to  go  through  free. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Does  not  foreign  shipping  pay  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes;  all  north  of  a  certain  point. 

Completion  and  construction  of  lighthouses  and 

fog-alarms,.... . . . . .  $40,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon  gentleman 
has  not  furnished  us  with  the  details  of  this.  Generally 
speaking,  a  sort  of  memorandum  was  placed  in  our  hands, 
giving  us  these  details. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  not  had  it  printed,  but  I  have  a 
memorandum  here.  I  propose  to  place  a  light  at  the 
entrance  of  Lake  Nipissing,  a  fog-alarm  at  Caribou  Island, 
Lake  Superior,  and  another  fog-alarm  at  Thunder  Cape, 
The  Americans  have  placed  a  fog-alarm  on  their  point,  and 
mariners  say  that  when  they  pick  that  up  and  hold  it,  if 
they  have  another  on  our  point,  they  can  get  to  Port 
Arthur,  even  in  foggy  weather.  There  are  lights  and  fog¬ 
horns  to  be  put  up  at  various  other  places,  and  the  balance 
of  the  vote  is  to  be  applied  to  lights  which  have  been 
undertaken.  The  estimates  wo  have  made  have  been  low, 
and  it  is  necessary  to  complete  the  lights  which  are  under 
way. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  lighthouses  now  in  operation  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  About  590. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  like  to  call  the  hon.  Minister’s 
attention  to  the  Quaco  Head  lighthouse,  which  was  burned 
down  in  1881,  as  showing  the  importance  of  not  changing 
the  site  of  lighthouses.  The  effect  of  changing  in  this  case 
has  been  very  disastrous.  The  lighthouse  was  on  a  reef 
opposite  the  bay,  and  when  it  was  burned  a  new  one  was 
constructed  on  the  head,  where  four  or  five  acres  of  land 
were  purchased  at  a  cost  of  $40  an  acre.  Since  then  there 
have  been  four  or  five  vessels  lost.  In  ono  case,  that  of  the 
A.  J.  Baxter,  Mr.  R.  Brown  and  Hebov  Brown  made  two 
trips  to  the  vessel  and  rescued  a  lady  passenger  and  the 

Mr.  Platt. 
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crew,  and  they  are  certainly  deserving  of  reward. 
One  is  the  assistant  keeper  of  the  lighthouse,  although 
I  do  not  know  but  that  since  then  he  has  been 
dismissed.  The  old  lighthouse  keoper,  who  was  there  28 
years,  has  been  dismissed  or  superannuated,  and  a  man  named 
Charles  Brown  has  been  appointed  in  his  place.  Last  year 
a  large  three-masted  American  schooner  struck  on  the  reef. 
One  man  escaped  and  the  rest  of  the  crew  were  lost;  and  a 
most  unfortunate  circumstance  was,  that  the  mate  and  several 
other  raon  got  on  the  foundation  of  the  old  lighthouse, 
whore  they  remained  all  night  and  porished,  and  where 
their  bodies  were  found  in  the  morning.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  feeling  throughout  the  community  about  the  light¬ 
house  keeper  hearing  the  cries  of  those  men  and  making  no 
efforts  to  save  them.  I  think  it  my  duty  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  tho  Minister  to  this  matter,  to  show  that  the  change 
of  the  site  of  the  lighthouse,  instead  of  being  a  benefit,  has 
been  an  injury,  causing,  not  only  a  great  loss  of  property, 
but  a  loss  of  life. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  the  hon,  gentleman  is  going  a 
little  too  far  in  saying  that  all  that  loss  of  life  was  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  change  of  site,  which  was  made  by  the 
the  advice  of  nautical  men  who  visited  the  placo  and 
reported  in  favor  of  the  change.  I  think  the  wreck  he 
refers  to  took  place  in  a  thick  snow  storm  and  fog,  when 
it  was  impossible  that  any  light  could  be  seen. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  There  were  appropriations  made  for 
certain  lights  upon  the  great  lakes  in  former  years.  I  sup¬ 
pose  these  lights  will  be  gone  on  with  by-and-bye.  For  the 
Victoria  light,  the  Spanish  River  light,  and  some  beacons  on 
Lake  Superior,  appropriations  were  made  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  remember  the  particular  ones 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to,  but  all  for  which  appropria¬ 
tions  were  made  are  under  way. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Every  lighthouse  in  that  part  of  the 
country  has  been  placed  in  the  position  where  it  would  do 
the  most  good.  All  the  lighthouses  are  admirably  placed 
and  admirably  managed,  and  all  we  want  is  a  good  many 
moisof  them.  I  simply  call  attention  to  the  matter,  so 
that  it  may  not  be  overlooked. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Since  the  spring  of  1883  there  have 
been  no  less  than  four  vessels  lost  at  Quaoo,  and  there  was 
never  a  wreck  on  that  reef  before.  I  do  not  recollect,  from 
the  correspondence  that  was  brought  down,  that  any 
nautical  man  examined  that  site.  But  there  are  the  facts, 
that  when  tho  light  was  on  the  old  place  there  were  no 
wrecks,  and  probably,  if  the  light  hai  been  on  the  reef  when 
that  vessel  was  wrecked,  it  might  have  been  seen  in  time, 
and  13  or  14  lives  might  have  been  saved. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  would  like  to  enquire  again  about  the 
preparation  made  some  years  ago  to  erect  a  lighthouse  ou 
Goose  Island.  Last  year  I  was  informed  the  reason  why 
the  building  was  not  erected  was  that  there  was  difficulty 
experienced  in  procuring  the  land  on  which  the  officer 
reported  the  house  would  be  built.  The  Minister  stated, 
last  year,  he  intended  to  expropriate  the  land  and  proceed 
with  the  building  of  the  house. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  get  the  information  ani  bring  it 
dewn. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  Has  attention  been  called  to  the  light¬ 
house  at  Colbar?  I  have  some  friends  there,  who  told  me 
it  was  the  general  impression  the  lighthouse  was  not  in  the 
proper  place.  When  the  house  was  on  the  reef  the  vessels 
had  better  warning  than  now,  when  it  is  inside  the  reef.  I 
have  a  great  deal  of  confidence  in  the  judgment  of  Mr. 
Harding,  but  really  this  is  a  very  serious  matter,  and  I 
would  like  to  know  whethor  it  is  on  his  report  the  house 
was  built  inside  the  reef. 
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Mr.  MoLELAN.  My  recollection  is  that  it  was  on  Mr. 
Harding’s  report  that  the  change  was  made. 

Mr.  WELDON.  With  reference  to  telephonic  and  tele¬ 
graphic  communication  on  Sable  Island,  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  it  would  cost  about  $100,000.  Has  ho  had  communica¬ 
tion  with  the  American  or  English  Governments,  as  this  is 
a  matter  in  which  these  Governments  should  bear  a  share  ? 
Sable  Island  is  right  in  the  track  of  vessels  bound  for  tjhe 
United  States  and  England. 

M*r.  KIRK.  Where  is  it  intended  to  erect  those  #!gnal 
stations  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  To  the  greatest  extent,  along  the  Gulf  of 
St.  Lawronce,  part  of  which  is  along  the  coast  of  Nova 
Scotia. 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  would  bring  to  the  Minister’s  attention 
the  pressing  necessity  there  is  for  a  signal  station  at  the 
Strait  of  Canso,  in  connection  with  the  Point  Tupper  light¬ 
house.  It  is  only  half  a  mile  from  whore  the  large  steamers 
pass  daily,  and  it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  report  them 
to  their  owners  or  agents. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  corroborate  the  statement  of  tho  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  for  Richmond  (Mr.  Paint).  In  1882,  when  wo  were 
running  our  elections,  my  opponent  stated  thoro  wore  $1,000 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  purpose  of  oi’ectiog  signals  in  Guys- 
boro’.  Not  one  single  dollar  has  been  expended.  I  would 
ask  if  those  $7,000  are  to  be  expended  in  that  county? 

Fish-breeding,  building  fishways  and  clearing  rivers . $35,000 

Mr.  WELDON.  Can  tho  hon.  gentleman  tell  us  anything 
about  the  success  of  the  fish-breeding  establishments? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  They  are  treated  at  length  in  the  reports 
submitted  to  the  House,  and  we  hear  reports  every  year 
that  they  are  of  much  benefit.  In  reference  to  tho  Nepisi¬ 
quit,  a  gentleman  was  here,  with  whom  I  had  a  conversation, 
and  I  asked  him  if  he  would  not  put  in  the  form  of  a  letter 
to  mo  the  evidence  which  he  had.  I  received  from  him  a 
letter,  dated  tho  8th  June,  in  which  ho  says: 

"As  evidence  of  the  practical  results  following  the  planting  of  salmon 
fry,  from  the  Restigoucbe  and  Miramichi  hatcheries,  in  the  river  Nepisi- 
quit,  I  have  the  honor  to  report  some  facts  that  have  come  within  my 
own  observation.  Id  the  year  1881,  after  the  planting  of  fry  from  the 
Restigouche  hatchery,  in  1878,  in  the  Nepisiquit  there  was  a  larger  than 
usual  return  of  grilse  to  that  river,  tho  majority  of  which,  being  larger 
and  very  different  in  form  from  true  Nepisiquit  grilse,  left  no  doubt  a3 
to  their  parentage.  They  were  the  product  of  the  Restigouche  fry 
planted  in  1878.  So,  in  like  manner,  in  1883,  after  the  planting  of  fry 
from  the  Miramichi  hatchery,  there  was  an  unusual  supply  of  grilse  in 
the  Nepisiquit.  Now,  except  to  a  close  observer,  the  Miramichi  grilse 
are  not  very  unlike  those  of  the  Nepisiquit;  the  excess  in  number  were 
due  to  the  planting  of  fry  from  the  Miramichi,  aDd,  as  removing  any 
question  on  this  point  during  the  following  year,  1884,  the  fly-nshers 
upon  the  river  and  the  net-fi3hers  upon  the  coast  observed  a  marked  dis¬ 
tinction  in  most  of  the  salmon  taken,  unlike  the  Nepisiquit  salmon,  and 
concur  in  the  opinion  that  they  were  Miramichi  salmon,  and  thus  the 
most  natural  conclusion  that  these  were  the  products  of  the  planting  of 
the  fry  from  the  Miramichi  hatchery  in  the  waters  of  the  Nepisiquit,  in 
1880.” 

That  is  sufficient  on  the  point  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  would  ask  tho  Minister  whether  he  has 
made  any  attempt  to  stock  tho  rivers  that  run  into  Lake 
Ontario  with  salmon.  That  was  done  for  a  timo,  at  any 
rate,  and  every  year  I  believe  salmon  have  been  running 
up  the  stream  as  far  as  Newcastle,  just  as  they  did  up  to  the 
streams  in  former  years,  tho  Humber,  tho  Don,  and  tho 
Credit:  they  have  abandoned  those  streams  on  account  of 
the  mill  dams  which  have  beon  erected  upon  them,  but 
they  have  always  been  running  up  to  Newcastle,  whore 
the  hatchery  is.  I  understood  that  the  salmon  wero  to  be 
deposited  in  a  number  of  streams  running  into  Lake 
Ontario,  but  I  have  not  heard  or  seen  whether  the  result 
was  successful  or  not.  There  was  anothor  interesting 
experiment  tried,  by  putting  young  salmon  fry  into  some 
of  the  rivers  that  run  into  Lake  Huron,  to  tost  the  quos- 1 
tion  whether  it  was  possible  for  salmon  to  exist  without  ^ 
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getting  to  salt  water.  Certainly,  they  do  exist  in  Lake 
Ontario,  and  some  say  they  go  to  the  salt  water,  and  some 
say  they  only  go  to  the  deep  waters  in  Lake  Ontario.  Rut, 
at  any  rate,  if  they  had  succeeded  in  getting  the  young 
salmon  to  retui*n  to  the  rivers  where  they  were  spawned, 
in  Lake  Huron  they  would  noChave  had  an  opportunity  of 
climbing  up  Niagara  Falls  on  the  way  back  from  the  sea. 
Perhaps  the  Minister  will  tell  us  as  to  the  result  of  the  ex¬ 
periment. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  the  information  he  requires.  I  was  under  the  impres¬ 
sion  that  thero  had  boon  no  salmon  in  tho  Newcastle  stream 
of  late  years.  I  understood  from  Mr,  Wilmot,  the  manager 
of  the  Newcastle  hatchery,  that  those  salmon,  a  number  of 
years  ago,  were  very  abundant  in  that  stream,  but  they 
had  now  disappeared  entirely.  Ho  attributed  that  to  the 
water  having  becomo  warmer  as  tho  country  became  denuded 
of  its  forests. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Two  years  ago  I  made  application  to  tho 
Department  for  a  supply  of  salmon  fry,  and  I  got  ton  cans, 
of  which  I  placed  four  in  an  inland  lake  in  which  there  was 
no  salmon.  There  is  a  creek  leading  out  of  this  lake  into 
another  lake,  and  between  the  two  there  is  a  mill  race.  At 
the  setting  in  of  cold  weather  the  miller  discovered  that  a 
large  number  of  them,  in  passing  through  tho  mill  race, 
had  been  killed  by  the  wheels.  They  wero  4  to  G  inches 
long.  They  had  beon  put  in  in  the  spring,  and  this  was  in 
the  fall. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  believe  that  tho 
diminution  in  the  number  of  our  fish  is  due  to  tho  habits  of 
the  fishormen  in  destroying  tho  fish  during  tho  breeding 
season.  In  portions  of  Lake  Ontario  I  have  observed  con¬ 
stantly  that  in  spite  of  the  orders  of  the  Department 
immense  quantities  of  fish  about  spawning  timo  are  seized 
and  taken. 

Mr.  LISTER.  So  far  as  the  fisheries  in  tho  Georgian  Bay 
and  about  Cockburn  Island  are  concerned,  some  complaints 
were  made  that  the  inspectors  there  were  negligent.  Tho 
close  season  is  not  at  all  observed  by  the  fishermen.  I  havo 
been  told  by  persons  of  tho  highost  respectability  that  they 
havo  seen  fish  taken  off  the  boats  of  those  fishermen  by  tho 
shovel  full.  It  is  notorious  that  such  is  the  caso.  If  that 
systerq  of  fishing  is  to  go  on  for  any  length  of  timo,  it  will 
result  in  tho  depletion  of  Lako  Huron  of  its  fish,  and  it  will 
be  a  great  misfortune  to  tho  peoplo  engaged  in  that  indus¬ 
try. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  havo  given  a  good  deal  of  attention 
to  the  close  season  for  fish  in  the  Georgian  Bay  and  the 
north-western  lakos,  and  this  year  I  have  extended  the  time 
for  about  twenty  days,  as  I  am  satisfied  tho  close  season 
was  not  long  enough,  and  I  hopo  by  that  means  to  avoid 
the  great  destruction  of  fish  at  the  spawning  season.  It  is 
difficult  to  regulate  or  control  this  matter  and  to  prevent 
the  catch  of  fish  during  that  season,  but  with  tho  extension 
of  time  and  with  increased  diligence  I  hope  to  protect  tho 
fish  largely  during  the  spawning  season. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Tho  fisheries  in  Lake  Huron  aro  largoly 
within  the  district  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  as 
is  also  Cockburn  Island.  I  believe  the  cause  of  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  fish  is,  to  a  considerable  degree,  due  to  over  fishing. 
Tho  natives  and  half-breeds  and  Indians  depend  a  great  deal 
upon  the  fish  they  catch,  and  suffer  a  good  deal  from  over 
fishing  by  people  who  come  from  a  distance.  There  is  one 
system  which  I  think  ought  to  be  abolished,  and  that  is  the 
system  granting  boat  licenses.  A  band  of  men  get  a  boat 
license  for  $5  ;  they  go  out  at  all  prohibited  seasons  and 
into  all  places,  and  they  have  no  interest  in  preserving  the 
fish,  but  to  catch  as  many  as  they  can.  I  think  the  best 
system  is  to  grant  licenses  for  certain  places  for  certain 
areas  in  which  they  can  fish,  because  tho  holder  of  a  license 
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lias  an  interest  in  protecting  the  ground  and  prevent  it 
from  being  over  fished. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  is  not  the  wish  of  the  fishermen  in 
the  Georgian  Bay  to  have  their  licenses  localised ;  they 
wish  to  have  boat  licenses.  Then  they  had  very  good  fish¬ 
ing  grounds,  and  were  fishing  among  other  fishermen. 
When  stormy  weather  camo  they  got  under  the  shelter  of 
the  island,  and  they  fished  with  much  greater  advantage 
than  their  competitors.  At  Meaford,  Owen  Sound,  Coliing- 
wood,  and  as  far  as  Penetanguishene,  the  system  of  licensing 
localities  has  been  abolished,  and  they  have  licensed  only 
boats.  My  experience  as  to  the  abuse  of  the  fisheries  is  not 
that  of  the  member  who  last  spoke.  I  think  the  fishermen 
of  the  Georgian  Bay  observe  fairly  well  the  regulations, 
and  do  not  fish  in  the  close  season.  Many  of  the  abuses,  I 
am  told,  como  from  Americans  fishing  in  Georgian  Bay  and 
Lake  Huron. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  fishermen  have  exhausted  all  the 
fisheries  of  the  Georgian  Bay,  and  are  now  going  west  and 
depleting  the  waters  of  Algoma  and  depriving  people  of  the 
means  of  living.  In  a  few  years  there  will  be  no  fish  to 
dispute  about.  In  Algoma  fish  is  the  staff  of  life  with  the 
Indians  and  half-breeds,  and  it  is  to  the  Indians  there  the 
same  as  buffalo  was  to  the  Indians  of  the  plains.  Some  of 
the  Indians  are  half  starving  on  account  of  the  lack  of  fish. 
The  fishermen  of  Georgian  Bay  should  remain  nearer  home, 
and  there  should  be  some  plan  adopted  for  restraining 
them. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  object  can  bo  obtained  by  com¬ 
pelling  the  fishermen  to  use  a  larger  mesh  for  their  nets. 
The  present  not  is  two  small,  and  large  quantities  of  small 
fish  are  taken.  Under  the  net  regulations  this  evil  will  be 
avoided  in  futuro. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  information  I  have  with  respect  to 
the  fishermen  having  a  right  to  fish  in  the  Georgian  Bay 
and  at  Cockburn  Island  is  of  such  a  reliable  character  that 
I  can  prove  the  statements  I  have  made,  that  those  fisher¬ 
men  have  thrown  from  their  boats  shovels  full  of  the  ova  of 
the  fish  they  have  caught  during  the  close  season.  The 
company  to  which  I  refer  is  a  very  extensive  one,  and 
carries  on  fishing  on  a  large  scale.  It  has  a  very  large 
number  of  men  employed,  large  numbers  of  boats  and  steam 
tugs.  They  catch  thousands  of  dollars  worth  of  fish  every 
month  and  carry  it  to  Detroit  and  other  ports,  where  it  finds 
a  ready  sale.  It  is  of  very  little  consequence  to  consumers 
whether  it  is  caught  in  the  close  season  or  not ;  but  it  is  of 
vital  consequenco  to  the  Indians  that  tho  close  season  should 
be  observed,  as  otherwise  their  full  supply  is  destroyed.  If 
one  inspector  is  not  sufficient,  more  inspectors  should  be 
appointed  ;  and,  at  all  events,  the  close  season  should  be 
rigidly  kept  and  offenders  punished.  What  I  have  said  I 
am  fully  prepared  to  prove. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  close  season  was  formerly  only  ten 
or  twelve  days.  The  Department  have,  very  properly, 
extended  it  to  one  month. 

Mr.  KIRK.  The  question  of  protecting  river  fisheries  is 
ono  of  considerable  difficulty.  Tho  regulations  in  Nova 
Scotia  are  sufficiently  stringent,  but  it  is  difficult  to  have 
them  carried  out.  It  would  bo  cheaper  to  protect  tho 
rivers  than  to  supply  them  with  fry  from  the  hatcheries. 
Another  cause  of  the  decline  in  tho  supply  of  fish  is  tho 
condition  of  the  streams  in  some  localities.  A  petition 
was  presented  to  tho  Department,  asking  that  a  sum  of 
money  should  be  placed  in  the  Estimates  to  clear  the  debris 
from  Country  Harbor.  As  regards  Indian  Harbor,  tho 
stream  sometimes  fills  up  with  sand,  and  a  small  amount 
should  bo  expended  annually  to  keep  it  free  from  obstruction 
Then,  again,  there  are  several  stroams  upon  which  there  are 
dams,  which  obstruct  the  streams  and  which  inquire  fish- 
Mr.  Dawson. 
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ways.  There  is  one  to  which  the  Minister’s  attention  has 
been  called  several  times,  and  it  has  been  reported  upon  by 
the  overseer  this  year  as  well  as  last.  It  is  called  Fisher’s 
mill  dam,  and  there  should  be  one  of  the  best  fish- ways 
placed  in  it.  I  have  recommended,  on  several  occasions, 
that  a  wardon  should  be  appointed  at  this  place.  There  has 
been  a  fish-way  there  for  some  time,  but  it  is  one  of  the  old 
kind,  and  does  not  suit  very  well.  It  is  on  the  east  branch 
of  tho  East  .River  of  St.  Mary’s.  I  believe  salmon  do  not 
go  through  there  now,  but  gaspereaux  and  trout  do,  and  if 
a  proper  fish-way  were  put  in,  I  have  no  doubt  salmon  would 
also  get  through. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  With  regard  to  the  Newcastle  fishery,  I 
have  taken  a  little  trouble  in  looking  into  the  results  as 
regards  speckled  trout.  I  find  that  since  1877  they  have 
been  laying  down  a  largo  number  of  eggs  and  hatching  out 
a  great  quantity  of  fry  —from  50,000  to  200,000  eggs  a  year, 
and  nearly  as  many  fry  are  reported  as  hatched.  Now,  I 
cannot  find  in  the  reports  any  statement  of  the  places  where 
these  fry  or  eggs  have  been  distributed,  nor  can  I  find  any¬ 
thing  of  the  practical  results  which  have  been  arrived  at 
through  all  this  expenditure.  It  is  a  matter  which  is  of 
groat  personal  interest  to  many  people  in  this  country,  and 
it  has  also  some  commercial  importance.  There  appear  to 
be  about  one  million  of  eggs  produced  for  distribution  to 
about  one-half  as  many  fry  hatched  out,  and  if  any  intel¬ 
ligence  or  care  had  been  exercisiod  in  spreading  those 
through  tho  streams  of  Ontario,  instead  of  having  the  fish  a 
great  deal  scarcer  every  year,  wo  would  havo  found  them 
increasing  in  quantity.  We  know  that  in  Franco  and  Ger¬ 
many,  if  a  man  has  a  stream  or  croek  on  his  place,  ho 
makes  it  a  source  of  revenue  as  well  as  pleasure,  by  culti¬ 
vating  and  producing  trout.  They  learn  how  to  extract 
tho  ova  and  place  them  where  a  little  running  water  will 
hatch  them  at  a  proper  time  of  the  year.  There  is  nothing 
to  ^prevent  that  being  done  in  Ontario.  I  believe,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  the  Government  do  not  peddle  out  eggs 
or  fry,  or  sell  them  to  individuals.  I  suppose  they  distribute 
them  in  the  streams,  free ;  and,  at  any  rate,  1  see  no  returns 
of  money  from  the  sale  of  them. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  None  are  sold. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  You  could  not  have  searched  very  far 
back,  or  you  would  have  found  how  they  are  distributed. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  they  are  not  sold,  I  am  afraid  there  is 
something  very  much  like  it  going  on  in  Newcastle.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  Department  does  not  allow  them  to  hatch  out  eggs 
to  be  bought  by  tho  manager  there  to  hatch  and  sell.  That 
would  be  tho  same  thing,  and  I  have  some  correspondence 
on  that  point  from  two  different  sources.  I  havo  a  letter 
to  a  friend  of  mine  from  Mr.  Wilmot,  in  which,  when  en¬ 
quiries  are  made  about  getting  young  fry,  he  says  that  he 
cannot  supply  them ;  that  the  eggs  are  short,  but  he  will  try 
to  get  them  from  other  people,  at  so  much  a  thousand  ;  he 
will  hatch  them  free,  and  then  they  can  go  and  get  them. 
Now,  it  is  an  extraordinary  thing  that  in  two  different  years 
and  to  two  different  persons  there  should  be  a  complaint  of 
such  a  short  supply,  because  in  everyone  of  those  years, 
from  1877  to  1884,  I  find  that  nearly  double  tho  quantity  of 
eggs  were  laid  down  as  tho  quantity  of  fry  reported.  The 
fii’st  letter  was  in  November  1881,  in  which  Mr.  Wilmot 
replies  to  a  gentleman  who  is  establishing  a  pond  which  he 
is  anxious  to  havo  stocked.  It  is  a  very  fine  ono  ;  I  have  seen 
it  myself. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Was  it  brook  trout  ? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Yes ;  ho  writes,  in  November,  1881 : 

“  If  you  will  let  mo  know  at  Christmas  what  numbers  you  will  want, 

I  will  be  able  to  tell  you  what  they  will  cost,  as  the  only  amount  you 
will  require  to  pay  will  be  the  first  cost  of  the  eggs.” 

Then  he  says  he  will  hatch  them  for  nothing;  but  he  does 
not  say  how  much  they  will  cost.  Then,  in  November,  1882, 
he  says : 
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“  I  sent  off  my  orders  for  all  eggs  asked  for  some  time  ago,  and  I  am 
almost  afraid  it  is  too  late  now.  But  if  you  telegraph  me  what  number 
you  want,  I  will  wire  the  breeders,  and  know  if  they  cau  send  them  on 
to  me  yet.  Do  not  delay  in  this,  as  one  or  two  days  will  make  a  great 
difference.  They  will  cost  you  $5  a  thousand,  and  we  will  hatch  them 
gratis.” 

So,  at  any  rate,  he  is  there  hatching,  at  Government  expense, 
eggs  for  breeders.  My  correspondent  gives  me  the  follow¬ 
ing  account  of  what  subsequently  took  place : — 

“With  regard  to  Wilmot  and  the  fish,  hi3  price  was  $5  per  1,000,  for 
eggs  and  hatched  fry.  I  gave  an  order  for  15,000,  and  after  detaining 
me  for  six  months,  he  disappointed  me,  which,  in  reality,  meant  a  year’s 
loss,  when  I  determined  to  go  to  the  United  States  to  see  Seth  Green  at 
Rochester,  and  while  there  he  offered  to  furnish  me  with  anything  he 
had  free  of  cost.  He  says  if  Wilmot  had  sent  an  order  for  any  number, 
they  would  have  been  sent  free  of  cost,  too.” 

That  is  very  extraordinary,  when  Mr.  Wilmot  says  ho 
had  to  send  $5  a  thousand.  The  othor  gentleman 
received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Wilmot,  dated  September,  1881, 
and  ho  says,  in  reply  to  enquiries  on  the  same  subject: 

“  With  regard  to  young  fry  produced  from  the  ova,  we  sometimes 
obtain  eggs  for  private  individuals  by  their  supplying  us  with  the  funds 
to  purchase  the  eggs,  and  then  we  hatch  them  out  here  gratis.  The  eggs 
are  usually  sold  by  American  dealers  for  from  $1  to  $5  a  thousand.  If  we 
secure  a  lot  of  eggs,  as  we  sometimes  do,  from  the  Lower  Provinces,  the 
mode  of  the  disposal  of  the  fry  from  them  is  through  the  Minister  of 
Marine  at  Ottawa.  Formal  application  is  necessary.” 

1  think  it  is  extraordinary  that  the  establishment  there 
cannot  stock  streams  free  if  the  Government  are  maintaining 
it  in  that  way,  and  it  is  still  more  unfortunate  if  the  means 
supplied  are  usod  only  to  enable  some  one  else  to  sell  trout 
ova  in  the  country,  when  it  is  certain  that  an  enormous 
number  of  ova  are  produced  in  the  year. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Not  very  many  of  speckled  trout ; 
thero  were  only  50,000  last  year. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  This  year,  1882,  there  wore  200,000. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  hope  the  horn  gentleman  will  give 
me  the  names  of  the  parties,  because  he  makes  a  charge 
against  Mr.  Wilmot,  and  it  is  necessary  that  it  should  be 
investigated. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Yes;  I  will  lot  you  have  the  names  at  once. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  believe  Mr.  Wilmot  does  that 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  profit.  I  know  that  many  of  the 
United  States  hatcheries  charge  for  their  fry  and  ova.  I 
dare  say  that  if  an  individual  applied  to  Mr.  Seth  Green  or 
to  some  of  the  State  hatcheries,  he  would  get  the  fry  for 
nothing,  but  they  would  not  give  it  as  a  matter  of  business. 
If  Mr.  Wilmot  is  able  to  pui’chase  across  the  border  from 
parties  who  are  making  a  business  of  hatching  and  selling 
the  fry,  for  an  individual  in  our  own  country,  who  wants  to 
supply  a  stream  or  a  lake,  and  if  Mr.  Wilmot  hatched  them 
in  the  Government  hatchery,  I  do  not  think  ho  would  be 
doing  anything  very  wrong.  All  the  fish  hatched  out  thero 
are  distributed  more  or  less  in  every  county  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario  where  there  are  streams  which  he  considers  suit¬ 
able  for  the  fish,  and  to  which  there  are  means  of  trans¬ 
porting  the  young  fry  without  injury. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  have  had  communication  with  Ameri¬ 
cans  on  the  same  subject,  and  I  know  they  are  in  the  habit 
of  selling  the  ova.  A  gentleman  in  Rochester  to  whom  I 
have  written  several  times  has  informed  me  that  they  could 
be  purchased  at  the  same  price  the  hon.  gentleman  states, 
$5  a  thousand.  I  think  he  is  entirely  wrong  when  he 
says  there  is  no  knowledge  of  where  fish  fry  are  distributed. 
To  my  own  knowledge,  for  some  years  past,  they  have  been 
distributed  in  the  Georgian  Bay, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  talking  of  speckled  trout  only. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  thought  ho  had  referonco  to  all  the 
fish  hatched  out  at  that  hatchery.  The  speckled  trout  have 
been  very  limited.  When  they  havo  been  applied  for  to 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  an  order  has  always 
been  given  for  them,  when  they  are  there,  and  as  far  as  I 


know,  in  my  part  of  the  country,  where  they  have  been  put 
into  the  streams,  they  have  done  very  well. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing  if 
the  Department,  in  order  to  promote  tho  increase  of 
speckled  trout  throughout  the  country,  would  direct  the 
preparation  of  a  little  pamphlet  of  some  kind,  instructing 
the  people  as  to  their  protection,  such  as  allowing  shrubs 
and  bushes  to  grow  along  the  streams.  It  is  well  known 
that  many  streams  become  unfit  for  trout  because  tho 
temperature  of  tho  water,  owing  to  exposure  to  the  sun, 
becomos  too  high,  and  if  trees  are  allowed  to  grow  along  tho 
banks  they  keep  tho  temperature  of  tho  water  low  in 
summer.  If  a  few  instructions  of  that  kind  were  given,  and 
it  were  announced  that  the  people  could  obtain  fry,  and 
even  if  township  municipalities  were  notified  that  they 
could  havo  streams  stocked,  it  would  bo  a  good  thing  for 
the  country. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  see  that  one  P.  McCarrum  and  ono 
J.  B.  Moody  are  appointed  overseers  for  tho  north  branch 
of  the  Sydenham  River.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  what 
licenses  have  been  taken  out  to  fish  in  that  river  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer  that 
question ;  but  even  in  cases  whore  no  licenses  are  taken 
out,  if  there  be  fish  in  the  river  it  is  very  necessary  to 
appoint  wardens  and  overseers  to  protect  it. 

Mr.  LISTER.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  are  no  fish  in 
that  river  of  any  commercial  value.  It  was  only  the  othor 
day  that  I  received  a  letter  from  a  friend  in  my  own  county, 
pointing  out  that  to  keep  Mr.  Moody  in  the  position  of  over¬ 
seer  is  perfectly  ridiculous.  Mr.  Moody  has  drawn,  for  a 
number  of  years,  $50  a  year,  and  has  done  absolutely 
nothing.  There  is  not  a  fish  that  can  bo  got  between  tbo  two 
points  where  he  is  overseer. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  These  overseers  are  distributed  all  over 
the  country,  but  were  appointed  by  the  late  Government. 
There  are  a  number  in  my  county  drawing  $50  a  year,  who 
have  not  done  a  day’s  work  all  the  time  they  have  boon 
appointed.  If  thoy' wore  discharged  now  it  would  be  said 
they  wore  discharged  because  they  were  political  opponents. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Mr.  Moody  was  appointed  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment.  It  is  a  matter  of  no  consequence  to  me  whether  an 
officer  is  a  Conservative  or  Reformer.  But  it  is  not  reason¬ 
able  that|so  many  men  should  bo  paid  for  doing  nothing. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Strike  off  all  the  wardens  in  the  Dominion 
for  doing  nothing  and  you  would  have  nothing  loft. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Let  tho  hon.  gentleman  namo  some  in 
his  county  ? 

Mu,  KIRK.  I  could  namo  dozons  of  them,  who  do  not  loavo 
their  houses,  so  little  work  havo  they. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Will  tho  hon.  gentleman  send  mo  their 
names  ? 

Mr.  KIRK.  No ;  I  am  not  going  to  give  any  names.  It 
is  not  to  be  expected  that  for  tho  small  paj'  thoy  got  theso 
men  are  going  to  watch  tho  streams  day  and  night  to  find 
out  who  are  violating  the  law.  Thoy  will  wait  until  some¬ 
one  comes  and  tells  them.  I  believe  it  would  bo  better  for 
tho  Minister  to  havo  fewer  men  and  pay  them  moro  salary. 

Fishery,  protection  steamers  anti  vessels — Mainten¬ 
ance  and  repairs . .  $50,000 

Mr.  McLELAN.  With  reference  to  this  item.  I  explained 
that  tho  Canadian  fisheries  would  bo  placed  under  chargo 
of  tbe  Fisheries  Department,  and  it  is  nocossary  that  monoy 
should  be  voted  for  the  fishery  service.  We  hope  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  spend  a  large  amount,  but  it  is  possible 
no  result  may  boroached  with  the  United  Statos,  and  it  may 
be  necessary  for  us  to  provide  for  the  protection  of  our 
fisheries.  I  purpose  to  take  tho  Druid  and  devote  hor 
to  that  purpose,  and  I  propose  to  call  tenders  shortly  to 
make  tho  proper  repairs  and  fit  her  for  the  service, 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  necossary  we  should 
have  some  idea  how  the  Government  propose  to  -use  the 
voto.  Are  we  going  to  have  a  lot  of  small  boats  or  powerful 
steamers  to  cruise  about,  or  what  do  the  Government  pro¬ 
pose  to  do  to  protect  the  fisheries  with  this  vote  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  explained  that  the  Canadienne 
is  to  be  maintained,  and  will  be  employed  on  that  service, 
and  that  the  steamer  Druid  is  to  be  fitted  with  now  engines 
and  boilers  and  will  be  devoted  to  that  servico.  We  have  a 
number  of  other  steamers  that  may  be  occasionally  employed 
for  that  service ;  and  then  comes  a  question,  whether  it  may 
not  be  advisable  to  employ  some  sailing  vessels,  which  may 
have  the  appearance  of  fishing  vessels.  I  think  it  is  true, 
as  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  says,  that  this 
vote  is  rather  insufficient,  but  if  the  arrangements  we  have 
made  had  not  beon  arrived  at,  we  would  have  asked  for  an 
additional  sum.  In  the  meantime,  this  may  suffice, 
before  the  fishing  season  of  next  year  arrives  the  House 
will  assemble  again,  and  we  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  understood  that  the  Druid  was  included 
in  the  voto  for  Government  steamers. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  something  in  that  vote  for  her, 
but  I  now  propose  to  have  new  engines  and  boilers 
made,  and  she,  perhaps,  may  not  be  taken  away  from  the 
service  until  later  in  the  season,  in  the  fall  or  winter. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
to  a  paragraph  in  Overseer  Rogers’  report,  in  reference  to 
the  county  of  Guysboro’  : 

“  The  fishermen  of'Chedabucto  Bay  complain  of  the  damage  done  their 
fishing  gear  by  the  American  seiners,  and  with  justice,  as  from  forty  to 
fifty  sail  could  be  seen  at  one  time  sailing  to  and  fro  through  the  nets, 
etc.,  for  several  weeks,  and  the  fishermen  say  that  whenever  and  wher¬ 
ever  their  gear  came  ia  the  way  of  the  Americans,  who  were  casting 
their  seines,  it  was  ‘out  knife  and  cut  away.’  Mr.  Tory  fears  fatal 
results  will  follow  a  continuation  of  such  acts,  as  the  fishermen  will  not 
endure  it.  It  calls  for  protection  on  the  part  of  the  Government.’  ’ 

It  appears  to  me  that  this  i3  a  matter  which  requires  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  I  can  myself  corroborate  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Tory  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Last  year 
I  counted  37  sail,  and  I  am  quite  sure  there  were  more 
than  that,  who  were  seining  at  the  time,  and  they  paid  no 
respect  to  the  nets.  Some  of  the  fishermen  lost  all  their 
nets.  It  was  done  sometimes  in  the  night  and  sometimes  in 
the  day,  and  they  always  denied  it,  and  said  it  was  some 
other  vessel.  The  people  were  very  much  incensed  about 
it  last  year,  and  this  yeaF  the  feeling  will  bo  intensified, 
because  1  know  they  feel  very  strongly  in  regard  to  the 
Americans  being  allowed  to  fish  in  their  waters  without 
any  compensation. 

Canadian  Fisheries  Exhibit . . . .  $1,500 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  are  two  or  three  unsettled 
accounts  in  connection  with  the  fisheries  exhibition,  and 
there  are  some  expenses  in  connection  with  the  exhibition 
in  the  hall  here  in  Ottawa,  which  is  open  to  the  public. 
It  is  also  desirable  that,  if  any  valuable  specimens  are 
offered,  they  should  be  secured,  so  that,  if  over  we  have  to 
make  another  exhibition,  wo  should  have  the  material  at 
hand. 

Services  by  persons  in  Customs  and  Fishery  Depart¬ 
ments  and  other  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
distribution  of  the  fishing  bounty  and  collectf&n 
of  Statistics .  $4,000 

Mr.  VAIL.  Last  year  tho  Minister  suggested  that  the 
whole  of  this  work  might  be  done  through  the  Customs. 
Has  that  been  acted  upon  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  a  great  many  cases  it  has.  The 
Customs  officers  have  boen  used  and  paid  for  that  service. 

Mr.  KIRK.  In  looking  over  the  reports  of  the  fishery 
overseers  of  tho  different  Provinces,  I  notice  that  they  com- 
Mr.  MoLelan. 


slain  of  the  falling  off  of  the  lobster  fishery,  and  of  the  fact 
that  lobsters  are  smaller  now  than  they  were  formerly. 
They  attribute  this  to  over-fishing,  but  I  am  informed  by  the 
fishermen  that  that  is  not  tho  only  reason,  but  that  another 
reason  is,  the  time  at  which  the  fish  aro  caught.  They  say 
that  the  close  season  is  not  a  suitable  one.  "You  will  destroy 
more  fish  by  fishing  for  lobsters  when  they  are  spawning 
and  the  shell  is  soft,  in  one  week,  than  you  ^yill  destroy  in  a 
month  at  any  other  season.  Besides  that,  at  fhat  season  they 
are  not  fit  for  food,  and  should  not  be  caught.  The  question 
is,  what  is  the  proper  time  during  which  to  protect  those 
fish.  The  fishermen  say  no  lobster  should  be  caught  after 
the  middle  of  July.  The  regulations  allow  them  to  be  caught 
up  to  the  1st  August,  and  the  Government  have  allowed 
them  to  be  caught  up  to  the  15th  August,  and  then  allow 
no  fishing  in  the  fall  of  the  year.  The  regulations,  our 
people  think,  would  be  much  better  if  the  fishing  were  stop¬ 
ped  on  the  15th  July  and  thence  to  the  end  of  August. 
They  destroy  more  fish  during  thoso  six  weeks  than  they 
do  in  all  the  rest  of  the  year ;  and  it  would  be  much  better 
for  the  fishermen  themselves,  if  they  were  stopped  from 
fishing  on  the  15ih  of  July  and  allowed  to  commence  again 
on  the  1st  September.  I  know  the  packers  object  to  it. 
They  want  as  long  a  time  as  possible ;  they  object  to  being 
obliged  to  open  up  their  factories  in  the  fall  of"  the  year, 
and  would  prefer  fishing  a  little  longer'in  the  spring  of  tho 
year.  That  is  the  x-eason  they  press  upon  the  Government 
to  be  allowed  to  fish  when  they  ought  not  to  bo  allowed  to 
fish  at  all.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  make  the  seasons 
vary  in  diffei'ent  parts  of  the  Province.  So  far  as  Guys¬ 
boro’  is  concerned,  at  any  rate,  the  fishermen  agi’ee  that 
fish  ought  not  to  be  caught  later  than  the  middle  of  July, 

Scientific  Institutions— Grant  for  meteorological 
observatories,  including  instruments  and  cost 
of  telegraphing  weather  warning . .  $50,000 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  was  a  very  large  increase  in  the 
voto  of  last  year,  in  order  to  provide  for  additional  stations 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  and  several  storm  signals 
have  boon  put  up  at  Port  Arthur  and  other  points,  and  in 
ordor  to  completo  them  $500  more  is  required. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  is  the  object  of  changing  the  vote 
in  New  Brunswick  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  was  formorly  a  special  sum,  and  was 
placed  under  the  supervision  of  the  meteorological  service. 

Mi\  PAINT.  In  connection  with  this  vote,  it  has  been 
brought  to  my  notice  by  leading  parties  in  the  county  of 
Richmond  and  by  the  lockmaster  at  St.  Peter’s  Canal,  where 
over  a  thousand  vessels  pass  every  year,  that  there  is  a 
necessity  for  a  storm  signal  station  there. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  stations  has  the 
gentleman  opened  in  the^North-West  Territory? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  ready  to  name  them.  I 
think  most  of  the  stations  along  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
have  been  made  signal  stations,  and  about  fifty  in  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  forty-five  along  the  lino  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Why  should  $1,500  betaken  out  of  a 
special  vote  gi-anted  to  New  Brunswick  last  year,  and  put 
into  the  gen ei’al  vote  this  year?  A  year  or  two  ago  Mr. 
Murdoch  was  relieved  from  his  position  after  thirty  years’ 
servico,  and,  apparently,  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
expense,  but  now  it  appears  that  the  expense  will  be 
increased. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  wore  two  gentlemen  employed, 
and  ono  was  dispensed  with,  and  tthe  other  does  the  whole 
servico. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Mi*.  Murdoch  was  in  charge  of  the 
meteorological  service  altogether.  Mr.  Hutchinson  dropped 
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the  timo  ball  at  noon,  that  was  all  he  had  to  do.  Mr.  Murdoch ,  1 
a  most  efficient  and  invaluable  officer,  was  dit-missed,  and 
Mr.  Hutchinson  was  put  in  charge  of  both  employments. 
Whether  he  is  capable  of  performing  the  work  or  not  I  am 
not  able  to  say. 

Marine  hospitals  for  sick  and  distressed  seamen .  $62,000 

Mr.  McLELAN.  At  St.  John  we  have  a  hospital  that  is 
maintained  out  of  this  fund.  At  Halifax  we  have  an  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  general  hospitals,  which  we  pay  so  much  for 
over}’  patient.  At  various  other  points  we  have  the  samo 
arrangement.  We  employ  a  physician  at  a  salary  ranging 
from  $  100  to  $400  a  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  amount  required 
for  each  Province  should  bo  stated,  instead  of  six  Provin¬ 
ces  being  lumped  together  in  one  sum  of  $35,000. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  amounts  are  as  follows :  The 
large  hospital  at  Quebec,  $20,000 ;  various  other  hospitals, 
Quebec,  85,000;  Nova  Scotia,  $13,000 ;  New  Brunswick, 
$11,000  ;  Prince  Edward  Island,  $1,400  ;  British  Columbia, 
$4,000. 

Mr.  VAIL.  A  very  large  amount,  collected  by  the  sick 
mariners’  fund,  is  paid  in  by  Nova  Scotia  ;  and  the  amount 
received  is  comparatively  small,  remembering  that  its  ports 
are  open  all  the  year  round.  The  Department  should  be 
very  liberal  with  respect  to  small  bills  sent  in  for  parties 
when  there  is  no  marine  hospital  at  the  place. 

Superintendence  of  Insurance  . .  $6,250 


of  the  Government,  because  he  was  not  only  a  clever 
man,  but  he  had  proved  himself  to  bo  a  very  valuable 
officer,  and  there  may  be  some  difficulty  in  getting  a  man  to 
perform  the  duties  as  satisfactorily  to  the  Government  and 
in  the  interests  of  the  servico  as  Mr.  Cherriman  has  done, 
and  it  was  a  matter  of  very  great  regret,  on  the  part  of  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley,  that  he  was  obliged  to  make  the  recom¬ 
mendation  he  did. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
hear  the  cause.  If  it  had  been  any  cause  other  than  ill 
health,  I  should  have  hesitated  to  agree  to  the  superannua¬ 
tion,  especially  for  the  reason  that  when  we  wore  obliged 
to  bring  in  an  officer  from  outside  we  wore  compelled 
to  make  a  bargain  such  as  has  been  referred  to.  If  the 
superintendent’s  health  is  such  that  it  will  not  allow  him  to 
continuo  in  his  position,  it  is  another  mattor. 

Mr.  VAIL.  He  has  always  received  a  largo  salary, 
$4,000. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  You  cannot  secure  a  man  of  his  ability 
and  of  the  position  he  held  in  educational  institutions  with¬ 
out  paying  a  large  salary. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Wo  get  enough  out  of 
the  insurance  companies  to  pay  it. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjournod  at  1:45  a.m., 
Wednesday, 


Mr.  VAIL.  Is  this  item  necessary?  I  thought  the 
superintendent  had  retired. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  is  to  be  superanuated  on  1st  August, 
but  he  is  still  actively  engaged  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties.  It  is,  of  course,  intended  to  fill  his  place. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  not  many  years 
since  the  superintendent  was  appointed  ;  I  appointed  him 
myself  10  years  ago.  Professor  Cherryman  is  not  such  an 
old  man  as  to  require  to  be  superannuated  after  10  years 
service,  and  it  will  undoubtedly  involve  a  very  considerable 
addition  to  our  superannuation  allowances.  It  is  a  matter 
that  requires  to  be  seriously  considered.  The  professor  is  a 
man  of  very  considerable  mathematical  ability,  and  I 
believe  he  has  done  his  work  well,  and  is  quite  capable,  for 
years  to  come,  of  doing  his  work  well.  He  is  far  too  young 
a  man  to  be  superannuated,  at  a  heavy  charge  to  the  public 
service,  without  grave  reason. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  reason  is,  that  he  made  application 
himself,  and  he  insists  upon  its  being  carried  out,  on  account 
of  his  health,  he  not  being  able  to  continue  the  performance 
of  his  duties;  that  is  established  beyond  a  doubt,  although 
apparently  he  is  a  healthy  man.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  is  quite  correct ;  it  will  add  quite  an  addition 
to  the  superannuation  fund,  from  the  fact  that  when  ho  was 
appointed  it  was  with  a  distinct  understanding  that  when 
he  retired,  having  been  appointed  at  an  advanced  age,  he 
should  have  ten  years  added  to  his  term  of  service.  That 
was  part  of  the  condition  on  which  ho  agreed  to  accept  the 
appointment.  I  was  not  aware  under  what  Government  he 
was  appointed  until  tho  hon.  gentleman  from  South  Huron 
informed  the  House  that  ho  was  appointed  by  himself;  but 
when  the  question  came  before  the  Treasury  Board  I  was 
very  much  surprised  to  find  that  ten  years  were  to  be  added 
to  his  length  of  service  ;  but  on  investigating  the  documents 
in  the  Finance  Department,  it  appeared  that  one  of  tho  con¬ 
ditions  on  which  he  accepted  the  position  was,  that  that 
number  of  years  was  to  be  added  to  his  term  of  service  when¬ 
ever  he  should  be  superanuated.  Tho  resignation  of  Prof. 
Cherriman  was  not  done  with  any  desiro  on  the  part 
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Wednesday,  July  1st,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 


Prayers. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  150)  to  authorise  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum 
to  tho  Harbor  Commissioners  of  the  Harbor  of  Threo  Rivers. 
— (Mr.  Bowell.) 

ADDITIONAL  STIPENDIARY  MAGISTRATE,  NORTH¬ 
WEST  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  CARON  moved  concurrence  in  tho  report  of  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Wholo  on  certain  resolutions  for  the  appointment 
of  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate  under  the  North- 
West  Territories  Act,  1880,  who  shall  be  an  additional 
member  of  tho  council  of  the  said  Territories. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  in  amendment  that  tho  said  resolu¬ 
tions  bo  not  now  concurred  in,  but  bo  referred  back  to  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  with  instructions  to  strike  out  the  pro¬ 
vision  for  tho  new  stipendiary  magistrate  being  a  member 
of  the  council. 


Houso  divided  on  the  amendment. 


Bernier, 

Blake, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Campbell  (Rentrew), 
Cartwright, 

C&sgrain, 

Catudal, 

Charlton, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Edgar, 

Fisher, 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 

Guay, 

IIoltoD, 

Innes, 

Kirk, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

McCraney, 

McIntyre, 

Mclsaac, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 


Platt, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells,— 37, 
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Abbott, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bosse, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

Farrow, 

Girouard, 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 
Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kilvert, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McDougald  (L’ictou), 
McDougall  (0.  Breton) 
McGreevy, 


McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tapper, 

White  (Hastings), 

, White  (Renfrew), 

Wood  (Brockville). — 67. 


Amendment  negatived. 

Resolutions  concurred  in  and  referred  to  committee  on 
Bill  (No.  141)  respecting  the  administration  of  justice,  and 
other  matters,  in  tho  North-West  Territories. 


Mr.  McLELAN*  In  Sackville,  St.  John  and  Fredericton. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  will  be  the  amount  for  St.  John  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  $100,  speaking  from  memory. 

Superintendence  of  Insurance .  $6,250 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  stated  the  other  night  that  Professor  Cherriman’s 
resignation  was  accepted,  to  take  effect  on  the  1st  of  August, 
and  that  the  superannuation  allowance  was  agreed  upon. 
What  is  the  amount  of  that  saperannuation  allowance  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  speak  under  correction,  but  I  think  it 
is  based  upon  20  years’  service — that  is,  10  years  of  actual 
service  and  the  10  years  which  is  added  under  the  agree¬ 
ment  made  at  the  time  he  was  brought  into  the  service. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT,  1883. 

Amendments  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  Bill 
(No.  134)  respecting  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  were 
read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  beg  to  move : 


SUPPLY-CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolutions  reported  from 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Steam  communication  between  the  United  States 

and  Victoria,  B.  C . . . $ 17, 640  00 

Mr.  BAKER  (Yictoria).  I  would  like  to  havo  the  words 
“  San  Francisco”  substituted  for  United  S.atos  ”  in  this 
vote.  We  have  mail  communication  between  Puget  Sound 
and  Yictoria.  This  appears  to  bo  a  clerical  error,  and  it 
should  be  “  San  Francisco  ”  in  accordance  with  tho  terms  of 
union. 

Steam  communication  between  Canada  and 

Antwerp .  $24,000  00 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Wo  want  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  was  promised  to  us  on  this  itom  and  tho  follow¬ 
ing  one,  and  which  should  havo  been  given  in  committee. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  just  sent  for  the  papers,  and  the 
item  may  perhaps  be  allowed  to  stand  in  the  meantime.  I 
believe  the  only  information  asked  for  last  night,  that  we 
were  unable  to  give,  was  the  points  at  which  those  steamers 
were  to  touch  in  Germany. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  was  more  than  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  was  some  infor¬ 
mation  about  the  exports. 

Mr.  YA1L.  It  was  stated  that  the  object  of  this  subsidy 
was  to  increase  tho  immigration  from  Germany,  and  I 
think  we  showed  plainly  from  the  returns  that  there  was  no 
increase  in  immigration  in  that  way.  That  was  one  of  the 
things  the  Minister  promised  to  look  into,  and  there  was 
also  the  quostion  of  tho  extension  of  the  trade.  I  think  ho 
should  give  us  a  reason  why  these  subsidies  are  granted  at 
all.  My  own  opinion  is  that  the  money  is  worse  than 
thrown  away. 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers  and  Vessels — Main¬ 
tenance  and  repairs .  $50,000  00 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  would  like  to  ask  whether  any  of 
this  vote  will  bo  used  to  provide  vessels  for  the  protection 
of  the  fisheries  in  case  nothing  should  come  out  of  the 
expected  negotiations  with  tho  American  Government. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes,  for  the  protection  of  tho  soa 
fisheries. 

Grant  for  meteorological  observatories .  $50,000  00 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  like  to  know  how  tho  amount 
for  Now  Brunswick  is  divided,  and  in  what  places. 

Mr,  Blake. 


That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be 
referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  with  instructions  to 
amend  the  same  by  adding  thereto  the  following  clause  : 

Section  16  of  the  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed,  and  the  following  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor : 

“  The  applicant  shall  with  his  application  deposit  a  fee  of  $10,  which 
shall  be  repaid  to  him  in  case  his  application  is  refused.” 

I  presume  tho  Government  have  no  objection  to  this  clause 
being  added  to  the  Bill.  Under  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  of  1878  provision  was  made  for  druggists  to  obtain 
licenses  from  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council  in  the  res¬ 
pective  Provinces.  By  the  Act  of  1884,  that  provision  was 
repealed,  and  thereafter  it  became  necessary  for  druggists  to 
apply,  under  the  Liquor  Act  of  1883,  for  licenses,  those  appli¬ 
cations  having  to  be  made,  under  the  Act  of  1884,  to  the  com¬ 
missioners  appointed  under  tho  Act  of  18  83.  Therefore,  under 
the  law  as  it  stands  at  present,  tho  applications  for  licenses, 
whether  by  liquor  sellers  or  druggists,  are  required  to  be 
made  to  tho  commissioners  appointed  under  the  Act  of 
1883;  and  the  section  of  tho  Act  of  1883  requires  that  every 
applicant  for  a  license  shall  make  a  deposit  of  $10  with  the 
commissioners,  as  a  foe  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  premises  and  advertising  the  nature  of  the 
application.  That  provision  can  hardly  apply  to  the  case 
of  the  druggists,  because  the  examination  that  is  necessary 
in  tho  case  of  hotel  keepers  is  not  at  all  necessary  in  the 
case  of  druggists.  As  a  case  in  point,  I  might  mention  that 
I  receivod  a  communication  during  the  present  Session 
from  a  druggist  in  my  constituency,  in  which  he  stated  he 
had  made  his  deposit  of  $10  with  his  application,  but  that 
his  premises  had  never  been  examined  and  no  Govern¬ 
mental  expenditure  of  any  kind  contracted,  and  the  only 
outcome  at  all,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  was  that  it  cost 
him  $10.  His  experience  no  doubt  is  that  of  all  others 
whose  applications  havo  been  refused.  The  same  remarks, 
though  not  to  the  same  extent,  apply  to  the  applications 
of  hotel  keepers.  It  appears  to  me  that  those  who  applied 
for  permission  to  carry  on  a  trade,  which  permission  was 
ultimately  refused,  should  be  refunded  the  money  they 
deposited.  Under  tho  Act  of  Ontario,  no  fee  is  exacted 
from  tho  unsuccessful  applicant.  There  are  precedents  in 
favor  of  refunding  tho  money  under  such  circumstances. 
For  example,  when  parties  apply  to  this  House  for 
private  Bill  legislation,  the  invariable  rule  is,  I 
believe,  when  tho  application  is  unsuccessful,  to  return 
the  foe,  and  in  this  particular  case  the  same  rule 
should  be  followed.  Not  only  in  the  future  should 
that  be  the  policy  it  should  be  retroactive,  ■  though 
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I  regret  that,  as  a  private  member,  I  am  unable, 
under  the  rules  of  the  Houso,  to  move  that  this  pro¬ 
vision  be  retroactive.  It  seems  to  me  to  bo  'a  special 
hardship  in  regard  to  the  past,  that  all  the  fees  which  have 
been  paid  to  the  commissioners  have  been  practically  value¬ 
less,  as  the  Act  under  which  they  mado  the  payments  has 
been  declared  ultra  vires,  so  that  every  applicant,  whether 
successful  or  unsuccessful,  has  simply,  under  the  Act,  been 
compelled  to  pay  a  fee  of  $1.0,  for  which  ho  gets  no  value, 
and  for  which,  under  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands,  ho  is 
not  going  to  got  value.  I  will  not  press  the  matter  further 
now.  I  have  no  doubt  the  fairness  of  the  position  I  take 
is  such  that  it  will  recommend  itself  to  the  favorable  consi¬ 
deration  of  the  Government  and  the  Houso. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that  this  section 
ought  to  bo  introduced  in  committee  in  the  first  placo, 
but  I  do  not  take  that  point.  The  point  I  take  is  that  this 
is  an  amendment  to  the  McCarthy  Act,  aDd  I  do  not  think 
wo  ought  to  take  up  one  clause  of  the  Act  more  than 
another  until  we  have  the  Bill  before  us.  W e  cannot  well 
be  supposed  to  have  the  Act  before  us  when  this  Bill  is 
merely  to  suspend  those  portions  of  tho  McCarthy  Act  which 
have  been  declared  by  the  Supreme  Court  ultra  vires.  A 
decision  will  bo  obtained  this  autumn,  I  have  no  doubt,  be¬ 
fore  Parliament  meets  again  in  Jauuary,  and  then  wo  can 
deal  with  this  question  more  properly,  as  with  many  others 
that  very  likely  will  arise.  I  ask  tho  House  not  to  accept 
tho  amendment  on  that  ground,  but  to  keep  the  Bill  as  it 
is,  leaving  the  rest  of  the  Act  intact.  At  this  late  stage  wo 
cannot  well  go  into  the  discussion  of  tho  McCarthy  Act. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron  j.  I  regret  very  much  tho  posi¬ 
tion  the  hon.  gontloman  has  taken.  Although  I  have  advo¬ 
cated,  both  by  voice  and  vote,  a  strict  enforcement  of  the 
Temperance  Act,  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  Parliament 
should  inflict  an  injustice  upon  those  who  have  boon  hon¬ 
estly  engaged  in  tho  liquor  trade.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
knows  quite  well  that,  under  the  provisions  of  his  Act  of 
1883,  the  liquor  dealers  of  this  country  are  being  subjected 
to  great  annoyance  and  troublo  in  their  businoss  and  put  to 
very  considerable  expense.  The  hon.  gentleman  assured 
them  that  ho  would  secure  tho  passing  of  an  Act  by  tho 
Dominion  Parliament,  restoring  to  the  municipalities  the 
power  of  dealing  with  the  liquor  question,  taken  from 
them  by  the  Local  Legislatures.  He  succeeded  in  get¬ 
ting  an  Act  passed  through  Parliament,  not  restoring  it  to 
the  Local  authorities,  but  taking  it  into  his  own  hands,  by 
appointing  a  Board  of  License  Commissioners  to  deal  with 
the  whole  question.  Theso  commissioners  havo  issued  a  largo 
number  of  licenses.  I  find,  in  reply  to  a  return  called  for,  that 
6,054  applications  have  been  made  for  Dominion  licenses,  and 
each  applicant  had  to  deposit  $10,  making  a  total  deposit  of 
$60,500.  True,  a  number  of  the  applicants  did  not  tako  out 
licenses.  Their  eyes  were  opened  by  the  decision  of  the 
Privy  Council  and  tho  decision  of  the  Suprome  Court,  and 
they  found  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill  was  valueless  ;  but 
the  applications  and  deposits  were  made,  and  such  as 
obtained  licenses  had  to  pay  $5.00  more,  tho  total  paid  to 
the  Board  of  License  Commisionors  being  $77,336.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  this  is  a  Bill  for  a  specific  purpose,  that  of 
suspending  the  clauses  of  the  McCarthy  Act  which  tho 
court  has  declared  ultra  vires,  and  that  it  would  not  bo 
right  to  engraft  on  the  Bill  any  other  provision  ;  but  he 
forgets  that  tho  board  are  still  proceeding  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties,  that  they  are  still  granting  licenses  and  will 
continue  to  grant  licenses  unless  we  obtain  a  decision  of  the 
court  before  next  license  year  comes  around.  It  is  a  hardship 
to  people  engaged  in  a  trade  legalised  by  Parliament  that  they 
should  bo  harassed  and  put  to  expenses  and  costs  by  reason 
of  the  Act  passed  by  this  Parliament,  and  the  only 
redress  that  they  can  expect  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern, 
ment,  a  redress  which  they  have  a  right  to  expect,  is  that 


tho  moneys  illegally  and  improperly  taken  from  them  under 
color  of  this  Act,  which  turns  out  to  bo  no  Act  of  Parliament, 
should  bo  rofundod  them.  They  havo  paid  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  sum  of  $77,336,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  ask  for  $60,000  for  the  past 
financial  year,  for  tho  purpose  of  meeting  the  expense  of 
carring  out  this  Act.  Besides  tho  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  this  Bill  now  passing  through  Parliament  will  not 
suspond  tho  operation  of  the  Act  entiroly.  It  only  suspends 
tho  portions  which  tho  Superior  Court  has  declared  to  bo 
beyond  our  competency.  Tho  Supreme  Court  appears  to  have 
decided  that  this  Parliament  has  tho  right  to  grant  licenses 
for  wholesale  purposes  and  for  tho  sale  of  liquor  upon  vessels. 
Tho  hon.  gentleman’s  board  throughout  tho  whole  Dominion 
havo  still  the  power  under  this  Act,  with  which  tho  Bill 
now  before  Parliament  doos  not  interfere,  of  granting 
licenses  for  the  sale  of  liquor  wholesale  and  for  tho  sale  of 
liquor  on  board  vessels.  Therefore  it  is  only  right  that  tho 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend  should  pass,  and  that  those  who  seo 
fit  to  make  an  application  to  the  board  of  license  commission¬ 
ers  appointed  by  tho  Government,  but,  who  do  not  take  out 
licenses  from  such  board,  should  have  restored  to  them  tho 
money  they  had  paid  on  their  application.  I  go  further ;  I 
think  every  dollar  that  has  been  taken  from  the  licensed 
victuallers  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  under  color  of  this 
statute,  should  be  restored  to  them  by  tho  Government,  and 
the  Government  ought  to  stay  tho  hands  of  the  licensing  board 
entirely  until  the  question  has  been  finally  decided  by  tho 
Privy  Council  as  to  tho  right  of  this  Parliament  to  deal,  not 
only  with  the  retail  trade,  but  with  the  wholesale  trado  and 
with  licensing  vessels  for  the  sale  of  liquoi’.  However,  as 
my  hon.  friend  says  that  a  private  member  of  the  House  can¬ 
not  by  tho  rules  of  Parliament  ask  to  restore  to  the  licensed 
dealers  the  money  improperly  taken  from  them,  wo  ask,  at 
all  events,  that  in  future,  in  making  application  for  licenses 
which  are  not  taken  out,  the  money  shall  be  restored 
to  the  applicants.  There  is  another  great  difficulty  in 
the  enforcement  of  this  Act,  to  which  I  call  tho  attention  of 
tho  First  Minister.  In  almost  every  county  in  Ontario,  the 
licenso  inspector  is  not  in  sympathy  with  the  Scott  Act 
movement,  but  is  in  sympathy  with  the  liquor  vendors.  In 
Ihe  majority  of  casos,  tho  boards  aro  composed  of  raoti  who 
are  not  in  sympathy  with  the  Scott  Act,  and  in  almost 
every  caso  the  inspector  is  opposed  to  it.  In  Milton,  in  tho 
county  of  Halton,  a  meeting  was  held  and  tho  difficulties  of 
enforcing  the  Act,  an  Act  of  tho  Parliament  of  Canada, 
were  clearty  pointed  out  by  the  frionds  of  the  temperance 
cause.  On  the  22nd  June,  1885,  a  meeting  was  held  in  Mil- 
ton  and  the  following  resolution  was  passed  : — 

“  Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  be  instructed  to  at  once  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Dominion  Government  to  the  situation  and  ask  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  furnish  funds  to  put  the  enforcing 
machinery  at  present  in  existence  into  operation.” 

And  a  person  by  the  namo  of  Brothers,  who  is  an  advo¬ 
cate  of  the  temperance  cause  and  takes  a  livoly  interest  in 
tho  movoment,  writes,  enclosing  tho  resolution,  in  tho  fol¬ 
lowing  terms : — 

“  I  was  instructed  to  communicate  with  the  Government  regarding 
the  Scott  Act  here.  They  appointed  officials  here  who  refused  to  take  a 
hold  of  any  case3  of  liquor  selling  unless  the  costs  were  secured  by  a 
guarantee  or  deposit,  and  we  would  like  to  find  out  whether  the  Domin¬ 
ion  intends  to  furnish  funds  to  carry  out  the  law  or  not.  Will  you  please 
give  the  copy  of  the  resolution  enclosed  to  the  Department  and  ask  them 
to  let  us  know  or  find  out  yourself  and  do  so,  though  it  would  perhaps 
be  better  to  get  the  Department  to  communicate  with  us.  We  would 
then  have  something  from  the  Government  direct. 

“  Yours  truly, 

“  W.  D.  BROTHERS.” 

This  letter  is  addressed  not  to  mo,  but  to  an  hon.  member 
who  handed  it  to  me,  and  I  call  attention  to  it  because  I 
know,  from  other  information  in  my  possession,  as  well  as 
from  this,  that  in  many  cases  where  the  Scott  Act  is  in 
force  the  Dominion  board  are  not  in  sympathy  with  it  and 
peremptorily  refuse  to  tako  the  first  step  to  enforce  it,  Tho 
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Scott  Act  is  the  law  of  the  Dominion,  and  the  Dominion 
authorities  ought  to  see  that  the  provisions  of  the  law  are 
properly  and  strictly  enforced. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  hon.  gei  Hainan  is  riding 
two  horses.  First  he  is  with  the  licensed  victuallers,  and 
then  ho  is  with  the  Scott  Act.  What  ho  has  said  is  not 
strictly  correct.  He  states  that  all  the  inspectors  aro 
in  sympathy  with  the  licensed  victuallers  and  opposed 
to  the  Scott  Act  people.  That  may  be  thecase  in 
Huron,  but  it  is  not  tho  case  in  Hastings,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  right  to  stand  up  and  accuse  men 
who  aro  not  here  to  take  their  own  part,  when  ho  has  no 
evidence  to  prove  it.  I  believe  the  officers  selected  by  tho 
Government  as  inspectors  aro  good  men,  and  are  anxious  to 
discharge  their  duty  in  tho  public  interest,  not  to  injure  the 
Scott  Act  people  or  to  injure  those  who  aro  engaged  in  tho 
sale  of  liquor.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  the  money  should 
be  refunded,  but  the  next  moment  he  admits  that  this  matter 
is  to  be  appealed  to  the  Privy  Council  in  order  to  decide 
whether  we  have  the  right  to  legislate  upon  it  or  not.  I  think 
it  will  be  time  enough  to  refund  this  money  when  wo  find 
out  whether  we  have  tho  right  to  givo  these  licenses  or  not. 
It  is  not  decided  yet.  I  am  satisfied  tho  Government  will 
do  what  is  right.  We  do  not  intend  to  take  money  from 
the  liquor  dealers  unjustly,  or  to  treat  them  wrong¬ 
fully.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  a  wrong  being  done 
by  this  Parliament,  but  he  forgets  that  it  was  the  Provincial 
Parliament  of  Ontario  that  did  the  wrong,  and  that  many 
hundreds  of  tho  parties  engaged  in  tho  sale  of  liquor  begged 
for  a  Dominion  Act,  in  order  to  get  out  from  tho  tyrannical 
Acts  of  tho  Local  Government,  to  get  out  from  the  tyranny 
of  tho  commissioners. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  You  cannot  deny  it,  and  to  get 
out  from  the  tyranny  of  the  inspectors,  who  said  :  You 
must  do  as  we  say  or  you  will  not  have  a  license.  They, 
the  dealers  in  liquor,  wanted  to  got  out  from  the 
tyranny  and  the  dishonesty  and  want  of  justice  on 
the  part  of  tho  inspectors  and  the  license  commis¬ 
sioners,  and  they  are  only  too  anxious  and  glad  that  they 
should  como  under  tho  Dominion  Act,  because  there  is 
at  all  events,  under  that  Act,  one  officer  whom  tho  people 
elect,  and  that  is  the  warden.  There  was  a  time  when  they 
could  control  tho  council,  and  when,  I  contend,  the  law 
was  better  administered  and  tho  licensed  people  kept  better 
houses  and  gave  better  accommodation,  and  when  they  had 
not  to  pay  so  much  for  their  licenses  ;  they  had  only  to  pay 
$30,  and  now  they  have  to  pay  $60  or  $70  ;  and  I  say  they 
are  unfairly  treated  by  the  Local  Government.  When  it  i 
decided  whether  this  Parliament  has  the  right  to  grant 
liconses  or  not,  tho  Government  will  do  what  is  right  by 
the  licensed  victuallers  of  tho  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  why 
should  they  not  ?  They  ought  to  bo  fairly  dealt  with. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  he  is  satisfied  in  his  own  mind, 
that  they  will  be  fairly  dealt  with,  but,  in  order  to  make  a 
point  against  tho  Government,  ho  is  riding  that  horse.  He 
has  rode  tho  temperance  horso  a  long  time,  and  now  he 
wants  to  rido  tho  other  horse. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  could  not  manage  to  ride 
the  Indian. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  1  know  the  Indians  in  my 
part  of  the  country,  and  they  aro  all  right— a  great  many 
of  them  bettor  and  whiter  than  you  aro.  Thank  God  we 
have  nono  of  your  breed  on  the  reserve. 

Mr.  McCRANEY.  I  came  into  tho  Houso  as  tho 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  was  announced,  and,  having 
received  this  letter  and  not  having  looked  at  it,  I  handed  it 
Mr,  Cameron  (Huron), 


over  to  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron).  It 
comes  from  tho  Secretary  of  the  Scott  Act  Alliance  in  the 
county  of  Halton,  and  shows  how  tho  Act  is  working  there 
under  tho  machinery  wo  have  at  present.  When  the  Act 
was  first  passed  in  the  county  of  Halton,  the  friends  of 
tho  Scott  Act  not  having  tho  machinery  to  enforce  it,  went 
io  tho  Local  Government  and  asked  them  to  give  them 
tho  machinery.  The  Local  Government  agreed  to  appoint 
a  stipendiary  magistrate,  an  inspector  and  three  commis¬ 
sioners,  and  to  receive  the  fees  and  pay  the  stipendiary 
magistrate  as  well  as  the  inspector,  which  they  did,  and  the 
Act  worked  well  until  such  time  as  the  new  machinery  under 
tho  McCarthy  Act  camo  in.  Commissioners  were  appointed 
under  tho  McCarthy  Act,  but  some  of  them  aro  not  in  sym¬ 
pathy  with  the  Act.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against  those 
gentlomon,  I  beliove  they  are  all  honorable  men;  and, 
as  has  been  stated  by  tho  hon.  member  for  West 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  a  large  number  of  the  com¬ 
missioners  appointed  under  that  McCarthy  Act  are  not 
in  sympathy  with  the  Scott  Act  in  Scott  Act  counties. 
I  can  Dame  a  numbor  of  counties  in  which  the  whole  three 
of  the  commissioners  are  pronounced  opponents  of  the 
Scott  Act,  where  the  inspectors  aro  pronounced  opponents 
of  the  Scott  Act,  and  where  tho  county  attorneys  are  pro¬ 
nounced  opponents  of  the  Scott  Act.  I  have  been  told  such 
is  the  case  in  tho  county  of  Dufferin,  and  that  such  is  the 
case  in  the  county  represented  by  the  hon.  member  who 
has  just  spoken — so  much  so  that  these  commissioners, 
instead  of  licensing  tho  regularly  licensed  druggists  in  the 
county  of  Huron,  have  granted  to  nearly  30  hotel  keepers 
licenses  to  sell  under  the  druggist  clause,  and  have  charged 
them  no  fees,  so  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  under  the  present 
machinery  to  enforce  the  Scott  Act.  The  people  aro  now 
complaining,  and  they  want  to  know  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  provide  proper  machinery 
for  enforcing  tho  Act.  On  this  point  I  will  read  a  few 
words  from  a  letter  writton  by  a  gentleman  who  has  had 
large  experience  in  enforcing  the  Act  in  the  county  of 
Halton.  Speaking  of  tho  McCarthy  Act  he  says  : 

“You  know  how  this  was  forced  upon  us  against  our  will,  and  you 
can  truthfully  say  that  it  has  done  much  harm,  and  done  more  to  retard 
the  progress  of  tbe  successful  working  of  the  Scott  Act  in  Halton  than 
any  other  cause,  and  the  whole  blame  lies  at  tho  door  of  the  Dominion 
Government  ” 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Give  us  the  name. 

Mr.  McCRANEY.  The  name  is  W.  H.  Young,  stipends 
ary  magistrate  for  Halton.  I  do  not  think  he  will  object 
to  my  giving  his  name.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  say  that  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  Canada,  having  given  us  this  law,  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  are  in  duty  bound  to  provide  tho  machinery  for  enforc¬ 
ing  that  law,  and  I  think  thoy  ought  now  to  let  us  know 
what  they  intend  to  do  in  reference  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  1YES.  The  hon.  gentleman  speaks  about  giving 
machinery  to  the  Scott  Act  people.  We  went  so  far  as  to 
take  an  order  from  the  bottom  of  the  paper  and  move  it  to 
tho  top,  and  proceed  with  it,  and  pass  through  this 
House  a  Bill  framed  and  drafted  by  tho  Dominion  Alliance. 
Wo  were  told  that  was  the  machinery  they  wanted,  and 
before  that  Bill  has  been  finally  assented  to  by  tho  Governor 
General,  tho  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Parliament 
of  Canada  ought  to  givo  them  machinery.  If  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  means  that  one-half  the  revenues  of  this  country  are 
to  be  devoted  to  the  detection  of  infractions  of  this  law,  and 
to  pay  costs  whore  people  see  fit  to  go  around  and  make 
complaints  that  they  cannot  prove,  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  tho  Parliament  of  Canada  will  bo  disposed  to 
appropriate  money  for  that  purpose.  I  think  that  many  of 
tho  members  of  this  House  would  prefer  to  see  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  using  a  little  more  care  with  reference  to  paying  tho 
expenses  of  efforts  to  pass  the  Scott  Act  in  counties  whore 
the  sentiment  of  the  people  is  not  ripe  for  it. 
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Mr.  McCRANEY.  If  the  House  will  allow  me  to  malge 
an  explanation. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  A  personal  explanation  of  course,  but 
no  reply. 

Mr.  McCRANEY.  I  just  wish  to  say  that  the  machinery 
I  referred  to  was  the  appointment  of  men  who  would  see 
that  the  Act  was  fairly  carried  out. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  motion  for  third  reading, 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  believe  under  the  rules  I  am  not 
entitled  to  any  reply,  having  simply  moved  an  amendment, 
but  I  suppose  on  the  motion  for  the  third  reading  I  am  at 
liberty  to  refer  to  the  subject  again.  I  wish  to  refer  to~fhe 
reasons  assigned  by  the  First  Minister  for  not  granting  this 
amendment  at  this  date.  He  says  this  is  a  Bill  simply  to 
suspend  the  McCarthy  Act.  I  would  remind  him  that 
when  this  Bill  goes  through,  the  McCarthy  Act  for  the 
whole  of  the  year  1885  is  suspended,  and  no  matter  what  is 
the  result  of  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  you  are  ren¬ 
dering  valueless  all  the  applications  and  all  the  licenses 
granted  by  the  commissioners  for  this  year.  Therefore,  practi¬ 
cally,  when  this  Act  is  suspended,  no  matter  what  may 
be  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  the  effect  will  be  that 
during  the  year  1885  this  Act  has  no  validity,  and  yet  dur¬ 
ing  the  whole  of  this  year  the  commissioners  have  exacted 
these  fees.  The  applicants,  out  of  respect  for  the  legisla¬ 
tion  on  the  Statute  Book,  put  in  their  applications.  I  think 
under  these  circumstances  the  Government  is  bound  as  a 
matter  of  honor  to  return  the  amount  of  money  they  have 
paid,  no  matter  what  may  be  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  respecting  this  Bill  in  the  future.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Hastings  (Mr.  White),  who  accuses  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  more  particularly  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  with  desiring  to 
ride  two  horses,  has  himself  attempted  that  feat. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Three  horses. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  He  deplores  the  hardships  to  which  the 
licensed  victuallers  have  been  subjected,  and  bo  proposes  to 
add  to  those  hardships  by  refusing  to  grant  thorn  relief 
under  the  present  circumstances.  If  they  have  had  to  pay 
such  high  fees,  if  they  have  been  so  harassed,  why  does  he 
help  to  increase  their  burdens,  as  ho  now  proposes  to  do  in 
refusing  his  sanction  to  the  little  portion  of  relief  that  was 
here  suggested  ?  I  hope  that  before  Parliament  rises  the 
Government  will  see  that  it  is  their  duty  towards  these  men 
who,  out  of  respect  to  the  law,  have  made  their  applications 
in  the  year  1885,  and  which  applications  have  been  practi¬ 
cally  rendered  useless  now,  to  return  this  fee. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  do  not  want  to  add  to  the 
burdens  of  the  licensed  victuallers ;  tho  hon.  goutlomau  was 
mistaken  in  Baying  so.  I  said  that  when  it  shall  be  finally 
decided  that  this  Government  had  no  right  to  pass  the 
McCarthy  Act  and  to  grant  licenses,  the  Government  ought 
to  take  into  consideration  whether  they  should  reiund  the 
money.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  money  ail  being  refunded  in 
case  it  is  decided  that  wo  had  no  right  to  pass  the  Act. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  licenses  have  been 
increased,  ho  knows  it  was  tho  Local  Government  and  not 
this  Government  who  increased  them,  that  it  was  the  Local 
Government  who  increased  the  burdens  on  tho  people,  and 
put  them  in  the  position  they  are  in  now. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  IN  THE  NORTH 
WEST  TERRITORIES. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  14 1 ) 
respecting  the  administration  of  Justice  and  other  matters 
in  tho  North-West  Territories. 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  CARON.  This  amendment  is  to  remove  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  the  power  of  the  North-West  Council  to  impose  a 
fine  not  exceeding  $100.  By  the  Act  as  it  now  stands  tho 
power  of  the  council  is  thus  limited.  Stipendiary  Magistrate 
Richardson  and  some  others  thought  that  by  this  limitation 
there  was  some  doubt  cast  upon  the  right  of  the  council  to 
impose  imprisonment  as  a  penalty.  It  was  pointed  out  to 
them  that  this  was  given  by  an  Order  in  Couocil ;  but  still 
as  tho  limitation  is  considered  to  be  an  unnecessary  one  in 
view  of  the  very  large  powers  wtqjch  tho  North-West 
Council  now  possess,  it  is  deemed  advisable  to  strike  it  out. 

Mr.  EDGAR,  Then  it  strikes  out  the  limitation 
altogether  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes. 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  CARON.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to  make 
it  clear  that  the  North-West  Council  had  power  to  pass  the 
school  ordinances  which  wore  passed  at  tho  last  session  of 
the  council.  In  order  to  remove  doubt  about  this  power 
the  clause  provides  that  this  amendment  shall  date  back  to 
the  date  when  the  North-West  Territory  Act  came  into 
force.  From  the  information  given  to  me  it  appears  that 
some  correspondence  took  place  between  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  the  North-West  Territory  and  between  some  of 
the  stipendiary  magistrates  and  iho  Department  of  Justice, 
The  doubt  was  raised  in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  at 
some  places  in  the  Territories  there  is  not  as  yet  a  system 
of  taxation.  This  amendment  has  been  introduced  for  tho 
purpose  of  removing  any  doubt  and  relieving  the  old  Act  of 
any  disability. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  school  system  was  a  voluntary  ono  - 
and  could  be  adopted  by  the  people  of  the  district  if  they 
pleased.  The  effect  of  this  amendment  will  be  that  the 
Governor  in  Council  could  pass  a  school  ordinance  without 
the  consent  of  the  district. 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  the  Act  relating  to  tho  North-West 
Territories  was  first  adopted,  in  1875,  there  was  some  dis¬ 
cussion  on  representation  and  taxation,  and  I  think  the 
conclusion  generally  reached  was  that  it  was  not  desirable 
to  violate  the  fundamental  principle  recognised  in  tho 
English  constitution,  that  whore  there  is  no  representation 
there  should  be  no  power  of  taxation.  That  was  recognised, 
and,  although  the  North-West  Council  was  intended  to  be 
given  power  to  establish  school  districts  and  provide  a  school 
system,  it  was  left  optional  with  the  people  to  decide  how 
far  they  would  agree  to  a  system  of  taxation  for  school  pur¬ 
poses.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  depart  from  that 
principle,  and  to  provide  that  the  council  of  the  North- 
West,  in  which  a  majority  of  votes  would  be  cast  by 
those  who  are  nominated  by  tho  Crown  and  not  by  those 
elected  by  the  people,  should  have  the  power  to  provide  for 
the  imposition  of  taxation  upon  the  people  of  the  North- 
West.  That  would  be  a  very  wide  departure  from  a  well 
recognised  rule.  What  is  the  fundamental  rule  recognised 
in  regard  to  taxation  ?  It  is  not  that  taxation  is  votod  by 
Parliament  simply  as  a  representative  body,  but  it  is  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  House  of  Commons  as  a  delegated  body.  The 
taxation  imposed  on  the  people  and  the  subsidies  given  to 
the  Crown  are  given  by  those  to  whom  they  properly 
belong,  and  Parliament  decides  for  what  purposes  tho 
Crown  may  use  the  money  offered  it.  Now,  the  bon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  introduce  a  wholly  new  doctrine, 
and  that  is  that  property  may  be  taken  from  the  holders 
thereof  without  their  consent.  The  hon.  gentleman  also 
proposes  to  make  that  law  which  has  not  been  law  up  to 
this  moment.  He  proposes  to  introduce  a  principle  which 
ho  says  has  been  recognised  by  tho  Government  of  Ontario 
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in  the  Streams  Bill.  He  proposes  that  that  which  was  not 
law  shall  be  made  law  by  this  Parliament,  and  it  shall  not 
only  be  made  law,  but  it  shall  be  dated  back,  so  as  to  come 
into  effect  from  the  passing  of  the  North-West  Territories 
Act.  No  matter  how  contrary  to  law  that  may  be,  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  by  this  Bill  to  make  it  law. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAO  DONALD.  I  am  not  advised  as  to 
how  any  doubt  should  have  arise)©  as  to  the  part  of  the  sec¬ 
tion  which  is  intended  to  be  amended  ;  but  some  doubt  has 
arisen  in  the  North-West,  and  on  the  representations  made, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  that  portion  of  the  section.  The 
hon.  gentleman  will  see  if  he  reads  the  section  in  the  Act  of 
1880  that  it  will  not  have  the  effect  of  subjecting  the  people 
to  taxation  without  representation.  We  will  suppose  that 
the  words  which  are  to  be  left  out,  are  left  out,  and  I  will 
read  the  clause  as  it  stands : 

“  The  Lieutenant  Governor  by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  Council 
or  Assembly,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  pass  all  necessary  ordinances  in 
respect  to  education  ;  but  it  shall  therein  be  always  provided  that  the 
majority  of  the  ratepayers  of  any  district  or  portion  of  the  North-West 
Territories,  or  any  lesser  portion  or  sub-division  thereof,  by  whatever 
name  the  same  may  be  known,  may  establish  such  schools  therein  as 
they  may  think  fit,  and  make  the  necessary  assessment  and  collection  of 
rates  therefor  ;  and,  further,  that  the  minority  of  the  ratepayers  therein, 
whether  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic,  may  establish  separate  schools 
therein,  and  in  such  latter  case,  the  ratepayers  establishing  such  Pro¬ 
testant  or  Roman  Catholic  separate  schools,  shall  be  liable  only  to  assess¬ 
ments  of  such  rates  as  they  may  impose  upon  themselves  in  respect 
thereof.’  ’ 

In  both  cases  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  with  the  consent  of 
the  council  or  the  assembly,  may  pass  all  the  necessary 
ordinances  for  the  purposes  of  education,  but  such  ordin¬ 
ances  must  provide  that  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  in 
any  district  or  portion  of  the  North-West,  must  do  so  and 
so  in  the  way  of  making  the  necessary  assessment  and 
collection  for  the  purposes  of  these  schools.  It  seems  to 
me  that  as  the  establishment  of  the  schools  themselves  and 
the  levying  of  the  rate  is  left  to  a  majority  of  the  rate¬ 
payers,  the  question  of  representation  without  taxation 
cannot  well  come  in. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that  we  should 
be  asked  to  pass  this  clause,  amending  the  law  as  it  now 
stands,  when  the  Minister  who  is  responsible  for  putting 
the  measure  through  the  committee,  cannot  give  us  any 
explanation  of  the  necessity  for  the  amendment,  and  the 
First  Minister  cannot  tell  us  the  nature  of  the  doubt  which 
is  supposed  to  render  that  amendment  necessary.  We  are 
informed  that  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  correspon¬ 
dence  on  the  subject,  but  we  have  not  seen  or  read  that 
correspondence ;  they  do  not  communicate  the  correspon¬ 
dence  to  us,  or  give  us  any  opportunity  of  forming  an 
intelligible  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  of  passing  such 
an  amendment,  or  making  the  amendment  retroactive. 
All  sides  admit  that  retroactive  legislation  is  only  to  be  jus¬ 
tified  by  special  circumstances;  and  when  such  legislation  is 
proposed,  the  special  reason  or  emergency  should  be  stated 
to  us  in  order  to  justify  the  passing  of  such  a  law.  I  think, 
therefore,  both  as  to  the  general  amendment  and  as  to  the 
circumstances  of  its  being  retroactive  in  its  effect  that  some 
explanation  is  required.  I  would  understand  this  clause  as 
it  stands  in  the  Bill,  to  intend  that  the  people  in  any  dis¬ 
trict,  before  any  general  or  special  ordinances  are  passed  in 
effect  creating  municipal  institutions  in  that  district,  shall 
organise  themselves  into  municipalities,  which  they  cannot 
do  without  taxation;  and  the  first  step  for  them  to  take  if 
they  want  schools,  is  to  secui'e  the  local  municipal  institu¬ 
tion,  of  which  the  necessary  and  the  wholesome  ingredient 
is  a  local  system  of  taxation,  to  sustain  those  institutions. 
There  was  a  practical  test  of  their  wanting  schools,  or  of 
their  being  able  to  establish  schools  in  a  particular  district. 
When  any  portion  of  the  Territories  had  been  put  in  a 
position  that  there  was  a  local  system  of  taxation  estab¬ 
lished,  thereupon  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  with  the  con- 
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sent  of  the  council,  could  establish  school  ordinances,  and  the 
local  system,  the  local  machinery  or  ordinances,  are  carried 
out  under  that.  Now,  what  is  the  doubt,  what  is  the  diffi¬ 
culty  ?  What  is  the  intention  hereafter  ?  Is  it  intended,  for 
example,  that  general  ordinances,  establishing  schools  all 
over  the  North-West  Territories,  or  in  any  portion  of  them 
in  which  the  nominated  council  is  to  have  preponderance, 
may  bo  passed  as  they  think  it  expedient,  and  is  there  to 
be  some  compulsion  on  the  people  to  raise  the  funds  or  to 
be  a  dead  letter  until  they  do  establish  a  local  system  of 
taxation  and  raise  the  necessary  funds  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that,  although  the 
amendment  may  be  open  to  the  remarks  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  made,  on  reading  the  clause  again,  the  object  is  clear. 
It  is  a  case  of  the  cart  before  the  horse.  According  to  the 
Act  the  system  of  taxation  must  bo  established  first.  I  take 
it  that  the  moment  this  Act  was  passed,  which  was  in  1880, 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council  passed  a  law  establish¬ 
ing  a  system,  and  in  the  same  Act  they  provided  that  the 
schools  should  be  established,  and  that  Act  contained  all 
the  clauses  of  this  Act.  It  is  done  at  the  same  time  pari 
passu.  It  is  quite  clear  that  a  doubt  has  been  raised  whether 
there  must  not  be  a  special  system  of  taxation  adopted  first 
by  a  separate  Act,  before  the  second  portion  of  the  Act  can 
come  into  force. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hob.  gentleman’s  suggestion  is  purely 
hypothetical,  and  it  is  based  on  an  error,  because  this  clause 
was  introduced  in  the  original  Act  of  1815,  and  has  been 
the  law  over  since,  while  the  Minister  who  is  in  chargo  of 
the  Biii  vouchsafed  the  information  that  it  was  only  last 
Session  that  this  difficulty  arose.  So  it  will  not  do  for  an 
ingenious  and  a  subtle  mind  to  conjecture  an  explanation 
without  the  facts  to  sustain  it, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  this  amendment  is  only  to  correct  an 
error  in  one  clause,  why  do  we  require  to  change  the  gen¬ 
eral  law  which  is  a  good  one?  We  do  not  think  that  this 
clause  can  possibly  mean  what  the  First  Minister  suggests, 
because  it  does  not  say  a  general  system  of  taxation  for  the 
whole  North-West,  but  only  applies  to  separate  districts  or 
portions.  It  means  that  when  in  any  separate  district,  or 
portion,  a  system  of  taxation  is  adopted,  they  may  mako 
provision  for  separate  and  other  schools. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  This  is  not  an  isolated  case 
at  all.  It  applies  to  scores  of  cases  in  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories.  To  my  mind  it  is  quite  clear  they  cannot  have  a 
school  or  a  school  section  in  any  portion  of  the  North-West 
Territories,  they  cannot  impose  taxes  on  themselves  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  a  school  unless  there  has  been  first 
adopted  in  the  district  of  which  the  school  section  forms  a 
part,  a  system  of  taxation.  This  is  only  another  instance 
of  how  thoroughly  ignorant  hon.  gentlemen  are  of  the  con¬ 
dition  of  affairs  in  the  North- West.  This  difficulty  arose 
two  years  ago  in  the  village  of  Moose  Jaw,  which  was  not 
then  incorporated, and  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  yet.  The  people 
there  undertook  to  establish  a  school  and  to  assess  them¬ 
selves  to  pay  a  teacher,  but  when  they  came  to  levy  the 
taxes  they  found  they  could  not  do  it,  because  the 
township  in  which  Moose  Jaw  is  situated  had  never  adopted 
a  system  of  taxation ;  and  Moose  Jaw  itself,  not  having  been 
incorporated  as  a  village  or  town,  had  no  system  of  taxa¬ 
tion.  The  difficulty  is  not  limited  to  Moose  Jaw;  it  has 
existed  in  several  places  in  the  North-West,  and  I  think  the 
Government  must  have  heard  of  it.  I  know  that  the  auth¬ 
orities  of  Moose  Jaw  had  correspondence  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  this  subject  so  far  back  as  1883.  I  was  consulted 
by  parties  in  November,  1883,  and  I  recommended  com¬ 
munication  with  the  Lieutenant  Governor  and  with  the 
Government  at  Ottawa.  This  is  not  an  isolated  case,  but 
there  are  similar  cases  in  many  places  in  the  North-West 
Territories ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  very 
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few  districts  in  the  North-West  has  any  system  of  taxation 
been  yet  adopted. 

Mr.  CARON.  It  seems  to  mo  that  this  amendment 
exactly  meets  the  point  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar)  has  just  stated.  He  says  he  sees  no  objection  at 
all  to  our  confirming  the  ordinance.  That  is  really  what  this 
amendment  is  doing.  Doubt  having  existed  as  to  the  North- 
West  Council  having  the  power  to  pass  a  school  ordinance, 
this  clause  removes  that  doubt,  and  really  confirms  the  ordi¬ 
nance  which  has  been  passed.  I  think  it  is  very  desirable 
that  in  the  future  there  should  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  powers 
of  the  conncil,  and  this  amendment  provides  that  in  the 
future  there  can  be  no  doubt.  It  is  quite  true,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  said,  that  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  school  section  must  be  preceded  by  a  system  of 
taxation.  That  law  is  left  as  it  has  existed,  but  I  think  it 
is  right  that  the  doubt  I  have  inferred  to  should  be  removed 
by  this  amendment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  we  should 
understand  what  the  result  of  this  amendment  is  going  to 
be.  My  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  (|^r.  Weldon),  from  a 
cursory  perusal  of  the  Act  of  1880,  has  been  unable  to  find 
a  clause  which  immediately  preceded  the  school  clause  in 
the  original  Act.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister 
to  the  cast  of  the  original  Act.  The  first  portion  of  the  10th 
clause  is  as  follows:  — 

“  Whenever  any  electoral  district  shall  be  found  to  contain  not  less 
than  1,000  inhabitants,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  by  and  with  the 
consent  of  the  eouncil  or  assembly,  as  the  case  may  be,  may  pass 
ordinances  erecting  the  same  into  a  municipal  corporation  or  corpora¬ 
tions  as  they  may  ihink  fit :  and  thenceforth  the  power  of  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  and  council  or  assembly  as  herein  conferred  in  respect  of 
taxation  for  municipal  purposes  shall  cease.” 

That,  I  believe,  is  in  the  new  Act ;  but  my  hon.  friend  has 
been  unable  to  find  in  it  this  portion  of  the  10th  clause  : 

“  And  every  such  municipal  corporation  shall  thenceforth  have  the 
right  to  pass  by-laws  for  raising  within  such  municipality  by  taxation  a 
revenue  for  municipal  purposes  in  such  district,  and  for  the  collection 
and  appropriation  of  the  same  in  the  promotion  thereof ;  and  the  Lieute¬ 
nant  Governor  and  council  or  assembly,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  pass 
any  ordinance  or  ordinances  prescribing  the  powers  and  authorities 
which  may  be  exercised  by  any  such  municipal  corporation  and  the 
mode  and  extent  of  such  taxation  ;  provided  that  the  power  herein  given 
to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  and  council  or  assembly,  as  the  case  may  be, 
of  taxation  for  local  purposes  of  such  district  shall  not  be  prejudiced  by 
the  erection  of  the  same  into  a  municipality  or  municipalities,  but  such 
power  shall  continue  vested  in  them  in  respect  of  local  purposes  not 
comprised  within  such  municipal  purposes  as  to  which  powers  may  be 
conferred  by  any  ordinance  or  ordinances  as  aforesaid.” 

So  that  there  was  a  power  to  erect  districts  into  municipal 
corporations  ;  there  was  a  power  given  to  the  municipalities 
so  erected  to  tax  for  the  purposes  for  which  they  were 
allowed  to  tax,  and  the  power  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
and  Council  to  impose  local  taxation  for  that  class  of  pur¬ 
poses  ceased ;  but  there  remained  the  other  power  to  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  to  pass  ordinances  in  respect  to  other 
purposes,  such  as  education,  and  the  ratepayers  of  the  dis¬ 
trict  were  to  make  the  necessary  assessments  and  collec¬ 
tion.  So  that  it  seems  to  me  the  original  cast  of  the  legis¬ 
lation  intended  that  unless  and  until  the  municipal  corpo¬ 
rations  had  power  to  levy  rates  for  school  purposes,  it  was 
intended  that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  should  have  powers 
to  assess  for  schools  ;  but  that  when  the  local  corporation  was 
clothed  with  power  to  tax  for  school  purposes,  it  should  go 
on  and  create  schools,  and  then  the  latter  portion  of  the 
10th  section  should  apply.  If  the  latter  part  be  left  out, 
that  may  have  created  a  doubt,  but  wo  should  know  what  is 
the  exact  nature  of  the  doubt  find  what  the  result  of  the 
legislation  is  going  to  be.  If  we  havo  no  power  to  pass 
this  local  legislation  we  may  bo  left  in  a  worse  position 
than  before.  We  want  to  have  the  power,  either  indirectly 
through  the  medium  of  the  Council  of  the  North-West 
Territories  to  levy  rates  for  the  purpose  of  a  sustaining 
schools,  or  power  directly  by  ourselves  ;  but  the  nature  of 
the  doubt  not  being  now  explained  to  us,  I  am  not  satisfied 


that  we  shall  make  a  satisfactory  piece  of  legislation  even 
now.  If  your  intention  is  that  there  shall  be  local  taxation 
for  school  purposes,  though  there  is  no  municipal  organisa¬ 
tion  for  any  other  purpose,  you  might  very  well  have  put 
in  more  words  than  there  are  here.  Bf  your  intention  is 
they  shall  have  a  school  only  when  there  is  a  municipal 
institution  of  wider  range  established,  that  is  a  different 
thing,  but  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  to  say  what 
provisions  in  the  present  law  are  substituted  for  those 
which  appear  to  have  been  stricken  out  of  the  10th  section 
of  the  original  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  fancy  that  the  diffi¬ 
culty  of  establishing  these  municipalities  was  found  to  be  a 
bar  to  the  introduction  of  the  school  system,  tinder  the 
old  Act,  the  establishment  of  a  municipality  must  precede 
any  school  whatever.  Well,  the  settlers  are  even  now  scat¬ 
tered,  and  in  1880  they  were  still  more  so,  in  small  groups 
all  over  the  North-West.  There  were  not  a  sufficient 
number  to  establish  a  municipality,  but  quite  sufficient  to 
establish  a  school  system,  and  therefore,  I  presumo,  in 
order  to  enable  any  group  of  parents  or  settlers  to  establish 
a  school  system  without  establishing  a  municipality  in  the 
first  place,  this  law  was  adopted  : 

“  It  shall  therein  be  always  provided,  that  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers 
of  any  district  or  portion  of  the  North-West  Territories,  or  any  lesser 
portion  or  sub-division  thereof  by  whatever  name  the  same  may  be  known 
may  establish  such  schools  therein  as  they  may  see  fit,  and  make  the 
necessary  assessment  and  collection  of  rates  therefor.” 

They  form  themselves  into  a  school  district  and  tax 
■  themselves  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  sclibol.  That 
is  evidently  the  intention  of  the  clause,  and  this  is  merely 
to  confirm  it  and  remove  doubt, 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Act  of  1877  provides  : 

“The  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council  orlthe  Lieutenant  Governor,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  have  such  powers  to  make  ordinances  for  the  government 
of  the  Norik-West  Territory,  as  the  Governor  in  Council  may,  from 
time  to  time,  confer  upon  him,  provided  always  such  powers  shall  not  at 
any  time  be  in  excess  of  those  conferred  by  the  92nd  and  93rd  sections 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  in  1867,  upon  the  Legislature  of  the 
several  Provinces  of  the  Dominion. 

I  remember  well  there  was  an  Order  in  Council  prepared 
under  this  provision  of  the  Act,  defining  what  the  powers  of 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council  in  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritory  should  be,  and  among  the  powers  conferred  upon 
him,  under  this  section,  was  one  providing  for  legislation  on 
the  subject  of  schools,  and  the  power  to  pass  ordinances  iu 
relation  to  public  schools,  and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that 
ample  power  was  given  under  that  section.  That  law  is 
continued,  and,  in  all  probability,  if  the  Local  Legislature 
there  has  legislated  upon  the  subject,  they  will  havo  as 
ample  power  to  deal  with  it  as  the  hon.  gentleman  now  pro¬ 
poses  to  give  them. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  CAEON.  This  is  to  remove  a  doubt  as  to  dealing 
with  electoral  districts  when  created. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  As  the  clause  stands  now,  it  is  not  stated 
that  when  an  electoral  district  is  divided  into  two  electoral 
districts,  whether  the  member  for  the  old  electoral  district 
will  continue  to  sit  and  the  people  wait  until  his  term 
expires  before  they  can  get  another  momber.  Words  of 
this  kind  might  be  added  :  They  shall  be  entitled  to  elect  a 
member  after  the  expiration  of  the  term  of  the  sitting 
member,  or  on  a  vacancy  occurring,  for  ^-ny  cause,  in  the 
representation  of  the  electoral  district.  Otherwise,  you 
would  postpone  the  additional  representation  until  tho  next 
general  elections. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  called  tho  attention  of  tho  Minister 
to  section  15 :  “  When,  and  so  soon  as  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  is  satisfied  by  such  proof  as  ho  may  require,  that 
any  districts  or  portion  of  the  North-West  Territories,  not 
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exceeding  an  area  of  1,000  square  miles.”  At  the  time 
the  Act  was  framed  there  were  three  settlements,  Prince 
Albert  settlement,  Battleford  settlement,  and  the  one  in  the 
vicinily  of  Fort  Macleod,  and  the  object  no  doubt  of 
this  provision  was  to  prevent  migratory  people,  who 
resided  porhaps  amongst  the  Indians,  being  counted 
among  the  electors  and  to  discourage  the  scat¬ 
tering  of  electors  over  a  wide  extent  of  territory. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  will  6ee  that  this  is  a  very 
limited  territory  ki  a  sparsely  settled  country  to  erect  into 
an  electoral  district,  and  that  a  very  much  larger  territory 
ought  to  be  embraced.  50  miles  square  makes  2,500  square 
miles,  and  no  doubt  the  small  representation  in  the  North- 
West  Council  is  in  part  due  to  the  fact  that  a  large  popula¬ 
tion,  scattered  over  a  large  extent  of  territory,  is  so  sparse 
that  you  cannot  find  1,000  adults  on  1,000  square  miles. 
That  ought  to  be  remedied,  and  the  Act  ought  to  be  so 
amended,  that  the  North-West  Council  should  be  authorised 
to  make  such  boundaries  as  they  see  proper  for  their 
electoral  districts.  Otherwise  you  may  have  more 
than  half  the  population  of  the  territory,  for 
many  years  to  come,  wholly  unrepresented.  You 
cannot  erect  into  an  electoral  district  any  terri¬ 
tory  that  does  not  contain  1,000  adult  persons  an  these 
narrow  limits.  If  you  were  to  say  that  it  should  be  100 
miles  square,  in  a  sparsely  settled  district,  it  would  not  be 
very  large  in  that  country,  and  it  would  contain  10,000 
square  miles*  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  it  is  highly 
expedient  that  the  restriction  should  be  removed,  and  that 
provision  should  be  made  as  to  the  term  for  which  the 
council  are  to  be  elected. 

Mr.  CAPON.  By  the  15th  clause,  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  just  been  referring,  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
may  erect  into  an  electoral  district  any  portion  of  the 
North-West  Territories  not  exceeding  an  area  of  1,000 
square  miles  which  contains  a  population  of  not  less  than 
1,000  inhabitants  of  adult  age,  exclusive  of  aliens  or  unen¬ 
franchised  Indians.  By  the  19th  clause  it  is  provided  that, 
when  such  electoral  district  contains  2,000  such  inhabitants, 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  shall  issue  his  writ  for  the  election 
of  a  second  member  for  such  electoral  district.  The  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Governor  is  of  opinion,  as  far  as  the  information  I 
have  goes,  that,  having  once  constituted  an  electoral 
district,  he  is  not  able  to  change  it,  and  it  is  to  remove  that 
doubt  that,  concurring  in  the  view  entertained  by  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  the  Bill  has  been  prepared  to  meet 
the  difficulty.  I  believe  also  that  one  of  the  members  of 
the  council,  Mr.  Jackson,  when  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  was  in  the  North-West,  had  a  conversation 
with  him  in  reference  to  this  very  important  matter  from 
their  standpoint,  and  he  asked  to  have  the  law  so  amended 
that  the  boundaries  of  an  electoral  district  could  be  altered. 
The  two  things  upon  which  this  Act  appoars  to  lay  stress 
are  that  the  area  of  the  electoral  district  shall  not  be  more 
than  1,000  square  miles,  and  that  the  population  shall  not 
be  less  than  1,000  inhabitants  of  adult  age.  The  amend¬ 
ment,  as  now  proposed  by  the  Bill  to  section  19,  has  been 
framed  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  this  difficulty,  and  I 
think  it  does.  It  meets  exactly  what  was  suggested, 
enabling  the  Lieutenant  Governor  to  divide  any  electoral 
district  which  has  more  than  2,000  ^habitants  into  two 
electoral  districts,  issuing  his  writ  for  the  purpose  of  allow¬ 
ing  another  member  to  bo  elected  to  represent  that  district. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  what  we  ought  to  endeavor  to 
attain  is  the  early  and  speedy  representation  of  the  various 
localities  which  have  a  substantial  number  of  inhabitants. 
I  do  not  think  we  can  place  too  much  stress  upon  that 
safety  valve  which  is  given  by  the  system  of  represen¬ 
tation.  I  think  we  ought  to  regard  the  mode  of  settlement 
as  it  has  happened  in  the  North-West.  The  Act,  when 
passed  by  my  hon,  friend,  was  wholly  speculative  and 
Mr.  Mills, 
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experimental,  and  at  that  time  there  wore  just  three  settle¬ 
ments,  although  at  least  two  settlements  were  not  then,  or 
for  some  years  afterwards,  large  enough  to  get  the  benefit 
of  it.  Wb_at  I  would  like  to  see  is  this  :  I  would,  in  the 
first  place,  adopt  the  principle  of  dividing  the  districts, 
instead  of  agreeing  that  there  should  be  a  second  member 
for  the  same  district.  It  would  be  more  satisfactory,  in 
dealing  with  local  affairs,  that  the  different  localities  should 
elect  their  own  members  than  that  a  large  number  should 
elect  two  members  by  a  single  vote.  It  would  be  more  just 
and  reasonable.  Suppose  you  have  a  district  in  which  there 
are  1,000  square  miles,  in  which  there  are  1,900  adult 
souls.  You  cannot  provide  either  that  that  district 
should  bo  divided,  under  the  amendment,  or  that  a  second 
member  should  be  given  to  it;  but,  immediately  outside 
of  that  district,  there  may  be  500  adults  settled  ;  so  that 
you  could  cut  that  district,  with  the  adjacent  districts,  into 
two  districts  each  with  more  than  1,000  square  miles,  and 
each  with  more  than  1,000  souls.  What  is  wanted  is  that, 
when  you  come  round  to  the  last  session  beforo  the  elec¬ 
tion,  the  council  should  reconsider  the  divisions.  Take  the 
case  of  the  Lome  district.  If  you  find  that,  in  that  1,000 
square  miles,  there  are,  with  an  adjacent  part  not  exceeding 
another  1,000  square  miles,  2,000  people,  you  might  get  in 
the  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  districts,  and  you  might 
thus  have  it  declared  that  there  should  be  proper  represen¬ 
tation  at  the  earliest  practicable  opportunity.  I  do  not 
think  we  can  hope  that,  in  so  short  a  time  as  two  years, 
you  can  effectual make  provision,  except  with  regard  to 
the  so-called  general  election,  but  you  must  wait  for  the 
termination  of  the  existing  man’s  term.  But,  in  the  rapid 
changes  of  population  and  condition  which  we  hope  for  in 
that  country,  if  there  shall  have  supervened  a  change  in 
the  affairs  of  that  country,  an  arrangement  of  the 
bounds  would  be  a  thing  which  it  would  be 
very  desirable  to  bring  about,  and  we  should  have 
facility  to  do  that.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  would  find  it 
very  important  to  have  it  arranged  in  that  way  rather  than 
that  there  should  be  a  larger  area  with  two  members.  I 
believe  it  would  be  better,  for  example,  to  emphasise  it  by 
a  locality,  but  there  might  be  a  member  for  the  easterly 
portion  or  the  southerly  portion  of  tbe  Lorne  district,  and 
another  member  for  the  upper  portion,  and  that  would  be 
better  than  to  have  two  members  for  the  whole  district.  No 
doubt,  in  order  to  get  the  two  members,  you  will  have  to 
take  larger  bounds  but  you  will  got  the  men  in  faster  and 
you  will  get  them  to  represent  smaller  areas  in  fact,  and 
smaller  area  of  population,  and  you  will  have  a  better  result 
than  by  this  plan. 

Mr.  MILLS.  A  district  of  50  miles  square  would  contain 
2,500  squaro  miles,  and  you  might  find  a  population  of  over 
1,000  adults  entitled  to  elect  a  member  for  such  a  district, 
whereas,  if  you  confino  it  to  about  33  miles  square,  which 
would  mako  1,000  square  miles,  you  would  not  have  that 
poDulation,  and  you  might  have  a  number  of  such  districts 
succeeding  each  other, which,  under  this  law,  could  not  have 
any  representation  at  all.  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  even 
a  sparse  population  should  have  representation  given  to  it, 
and  I  think  the  time  has  gone  by  when  a  distinction  of  this 
kind  should  obtain.  We  have  had  many  constituencies  in 
Ontario  which  contained  more  than  1,000  square  miles 
before  the  population  was  as  largo  as  it  now  it.  There  was 
the  western  district  for  instance,  which  included  Essex, 
Kent  and  Lambton,  and  which  at  one  time  returned  a  mem- 
bo  r  to  the  Legislature  of  Canada;  and  those  three  counties 
contained  a  much  lai’ger  area  than  the  one  I  have  men¬ 
tioned.  Thon  there  was  the  district  comprising  Huron, 
Grey  and  Bruce,  which  wias  very  much  larger  than  even  the 
western  district,  and  that  returned  a  member.  I  think  the 
restriction  here  is  no  longer  appropriate,  looking  at  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  and  the  CMiditions  of  settle- 
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ment.  We  know,  too,  that  distance  is  even  less  regarded 
in  a  prairie  country  than  it  is  in  the  older  portions  of 
Canada. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  the  whole  system 
is  but  experimental  in  the  Act  of  1880,  and  the  previous  Act, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  must  be  fully  considered  here¬ 
after,  with  the  view  of  bringing  the  legislative  bodies  more 
in  accordance  with  the  system  in  the  Provinces.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  at  present  that  it  would  be  well  to  alter  tbe 
area,  but  in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  the  West  Hiding,  I  would  suggest  to  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  charge  of  tbe  Bill,  that  to  the  amendment 
which  says  :  “  Tbe  19th  section  of  the  Act  is  hereby 

amended  by  adding  thereto  the  words  :  ‘  Or  he  may,  in  the 
manner  aforesaid,  erect  such  electoral  district  into  two  elec 
toral  districts,  each  of  which  shall  be  entitled  to  elect  a 
member  ;  ’  ”  these  words  to  be  added  :  “  with  the  advice 
of  the  council  or  assembly,  as  the  case  may  be,  rearrange 
the  electoral  districts  or  any  of  them  from  time  to  time.” 
That  is  to  say,  he  may,  with  the  advice  of  his  council,  ger¬ 
rymander  the  different  districts  so  as  to  meet  the  case  men¬ 
tioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  tbe  West  Hiding,  that  there 
may  be  in  one  electoral  district  1,900  people  and  there  may 
be  a  few  outside.  In  order  to  meet  such  a  case  he  may,  with 
the  advice  of  the  assembly,  rearrange  them  so  as  to  bring 
these  people  in. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  suggest  that  somo  indication  be 
made  in  order  to  secure,  as  far  as  possible,  a  representation 
for ‘each  district  of  1,000  square  miles  with  1,000  souls 
in  the  territory,  or  something  of  that  kind.  You  will 
find  tbe  phrase  just  now  used,  “  rearrange  the  electoral  dis¬ 
tricts,”  is  an  extremely  vague  one. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  objection  to 
that  at  all. 

Mr.  EDGAE.  The  number  of  one  adult  to  the  square 
mile,  come  to  think  of  itj.is  a  considerable  population  in  a 
new  country,  because  it  involves  a  population  of  at  least 
two  and  a  half  to  the  square  mile,  including  children,  and 
requires  a  much  more  dense  population  than  I  think  ought 
to  be  required  in  that  country.  Now,  I  have  just  been 
looking  at  the  density  of  population  in  some  of  the  United 
States.  Our  population,  according  to  this  scale,  must  be 
about  2  5  to  the  square  mile.  In  Colorado  the  population 
is  1*9  to  the  square  mile ;  in  Idaho  there  is  not  l  to  the 
square  mile;  in  Montana  nothing  like  1  to  the  mile; 
Nevada,  less  than  1  to  the  mile;  New  Mexico,  just  1  ; 
the  State  of  Oregon,  1*8 ;  Utah,  1*7;  Washington  Terri¬ 
tory,  1*1;  so  that  the  population  to  the  mile  that  we 
require  for  representation  in  any  portion  of  the  North- 
West  is  much  more  dense  than  in  any  of  the  States  I  have 
mentioned. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  I  think  the  point  in  relation  to  dis¬ 
tance  in  the  North-West  is  well  worth  the  attention  of  the 
Government.  There  is  no  doubt  that  in  that  prairie  country 
distances  appear  less  than  half  what  they  do  in  the  older 
Provinces.  People  there  think  less  of  50  miles  than  we  do  of 
20.  Even  in  Ontario,  some  counties  are  a  100  miles  in  length. 
When  thrown  into  a  square,  a  1,000  square  miles,  come  within 
a  small  fraction  of  a  block  32  miles  square.  Now,  an 
adherence  to  that  principle  that  there  must  be  1,000  adult 
persons  in  that  area,  deprives  all  those  portions  where 
the  population  is  more  scattered,  from  representation. 
There  are  many  practical  reasons  in  the  North-West  why 
that  rule  should  be  varied.  It  is  certain  to  be  the  case  that 
farms  will  be  much  larger  in  area  than  they  are  here. 
There  is  a  necessity  that  pastures  should  contain  a  greater 
area  than  they  have  in  this  country.  Moreover,  the  season 
is  closely  limited  at  both  ends,  and  it  will  bo  found  neces¬ 
sary  to  do  a  certain  amount  of  ploughing  at  a  time  when 
the  crop  is  maturing.  There  are  many  reasons  why  this 


rigid  rule  of  32  miles  square  should  not  bo  adhered  to, 
because  if  it  is  there  are  many  parts  which  are  more  thinly 
settled  which  will  bo  without  representation. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  beg  to  submit  the  following  amendment 
to  that  clause  whioh  I  think  covers  the  points  brought  out 
in  this  discussion  : — 

Or  he  may,  with  the  advice  of  his  council  or  assembly,  as  the  cas ® 
may  be,  from  time  to  time  rearrange  such  electoral  districts  or  any  o_ 
them,  so  as  to  secure  as  far  as  possible  the  representation  of  each  elec 
toral  district  of  not  less  than  1,000  square  miles,  and  containing  1,000 
inhabitants  of  adult  age. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  CARON.  The  object  of  this  clauso  is  to  enable  the 
Government  to  appoint  another  stipendiary  magistrate.  I 
explained  yesterday  that  the  people  of  the  districts  consider 
this  necessary  owing  to  the  increased  population  and  busi¬ 
ness. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  CARON.  The  attention  of  the  Government  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  in  cases  of  appeal  to  the  Queen’s 
Bench  of  Manitoba  no  provision  has  been  made  up  to  the 
present  time  to  allow  costs  to  successful  parties.  It  was 
thought  desirable  to  amond  the  law  so  as  to  make  the  neces¬ 
sary  provisions. 

On  section  10, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  What  aro  the  provisions  of  the  North- 
West  Territories  Act  as  to  declaring  a  person  to  be  insane, 
because  this  seems  to  be  a  very  serious  clause  ?  It  gives  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  power  to  shut  up  persons  in  asylums 
or  other  places  for  almost  any  timo  he  chooses.  Thoro 
should  be  some  provision  as  to  how  a  person  is  to  bo  declared 
insane.  In  the  other  Provinces  a  certificate  signed  by  two 
doctors  is  required. 

Mr.  CARON.  Sections  10,  11,  12,  and  13  are  intended  to 
take  the  place  of  the  Act  42  Vic.,  cap.  1,  section  13.  This 
Act  makes  provision  for  the  keeping  of  lunatics  in  Manitoba 
penitentiary.  At  present  those  unfortunate  people  have 
been  kept  at  a  temporary  lunatic  asylum  in  Manitoba.  The 
intention  is  ultimately  to  remove  them  to  Selkirk  lunatic 
asylum,  pending  tho  erection  of  a  proper  building  at  Regina. 
Section  10  corresponds  with  section  1  of  42  Vic.,  cap.  28. 
Some  little  departure  was  made  from  that  section,  and  the 
present  section  has  been  drawn  more  in  conformity  with  tho 
section  of  the  Procedure  Act  relating  to  insane  prisoners, 
33  and  34  Vic.  The  additions  are  principally  upon  two 
points.  First,  by  the  Act  of  1879,  tho  Lieutenant  Governor 
only  acted  when  authorised  by  the  Governor  General.  It 
was  found  in  the  experience  of  those  who  were  applying 
the  law,  that  a  great  deal  of  time  was  lost  and  a  great  deal  of 
useless  correspondence  had  to  be  exchanged,  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  the  authority  to  which  I  have  just  been  refer¬ 
ring.  It  is  considered  better  that  the  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  of  the  North-West  Territories  should  be  allowed  to 
Act  on  his  own  responsibility,  the  same  as  the  Lieutenant- 
Governors  of  the  Provinces  do.  In  the  second  place,  by 
the  Act  of  1879,  the  Governor  General  could  only  authorise 
tho  Lieutenant  Governor  to  act  when  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  person  was  afflicted  with  permanent  insanity.  This 
has  been  omitted,  and  I  think  it  is  a  desirable  omission  to 
make.  The  Lieutenant  Governor  has  been  authorised  to 
act  in  respect  of  any  insane  person  who  is  under  any  law 
or  ordinance  kept  in  custody  until  the  Lieutenant  Governor’s 
pleasure  is  known.  Section  11  corresponds  with  section  3 
of  tho  Act  of  1879,  without  any  material  change.  Section 
12  is  new,  and  is  necessary  to  legalise  the  transfer  which  was 
made  from  Manitoba  penitentiary  to  the  temporary  lunatic 
asylum  of  Manitoba,  and  also  the  transfer  which  it  will  be 
necessary  to  make  irom  that  place  of  confinement  to  tho 
asylum  to  be  erected  at  Selkirk,  Section  13  is  the  section 
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which  provides  to  the  maintenance  of  lunatics,  and  it  was 
the  subject  of  discussion  upon  one  of  the  resolutions  which 
I  had  the  honor  to  bring  down  yesterday. 

Mr.  EDGAB.  I  daresay  all  the  machinery  which  is 
provided  for  here,  is  quite  necessary,  but  what  1  would  like 
to  know,  is,  how  a  person  is  declared  or  found  insane,  in 
the  territories,  under  what  law  or  ordinance,  so  that  he 
can  be  dealt  with  under  this  clause  ?  We  are  providing  that 
all  these  stringent  and  arbitrary  measures  which  override 
the  ordinary  rules  of  law,  shall  be  put  in  operation  with 
respect  to  any  person  who  under  any  law  or  ordinance  in 
force  in  the  North-West  Territories,  is  kept  in  custody  as 
insane.  It  all  depends  on  that.  I  do  not  dispute  the 
wisdom  of  that  provision,  provided  we  are  told  what  the 
ordinances  of  the  North-West  Territories  are  as  to  the 
insane,  because  they  ought  to  be  understood  by  the  House. 

Mr.  CABON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right  in 
stating  that  every  possible  precaution  should  be  taken,  and 
that  this  law  should  be  guarded  by  every  possible  means,  lest 
under  such  extensive  powers  abuses  might  occur.  It  struck 
me  as  much  as  it  strikes  the  hon.  gentleman  at  present, 
and  I  took  particular  trouble  to  ascertain  what  had  been 
done,  and  if  since  the  Act  was  put  in  opei’ation,  any  abusos 
had  taken  place.  In  the  North-West,  so  far  as  I  can  ascer¬ 
tain,  every  precaution  is  taken.  No  lunatic  can  be  placed 
in  an  asylum  without  the  order  of  a  stipendiary  magistrate. 
That  is  a  very  great  source  of  protection  to  these  unfortun¬ 
ate  people.  Knowing  the  high  judicial  position  occupied 
by  the  stipendiary  magistrates,  it  is  plain  that  leaving  it  to 
them  to  issue  an  order  without  which  no  insane  porson  can 
be  placed  in  confinement,  gives  all  possible  protection 
against  abuses  of  any  kind.  These  orders  are  also  sent  down 
here  for  approval,  and  great  care  is  taken  with  regard  to 
them  by  the  Department  of  Justice.  That  is  another  source 
of  protection.  They  are  gone  over  by  the  deputy,  or  the 
Minister  of  Justice  himself,  and  every  possible  precaution 
is  taken  to  see  that  they  are  perfectly  right. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  would  be  advantageous  if  these  orders 
were  published  in  the  volume  of  the  statutes,  the  same  as 
the  general  orders,  because  in  the  majority  of  cases,  the 
ordinances  relating  to  government  in  the  Territories,  are 
not  printed  or  very  widely  distributed.  They  embrace,  I 
suppose,  but  a  limited  space,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  they 
might  not  be  published  along  with  the  statutes  of  Canada. 
I  think  this  is  specially  desirable,  so  long  as  nominated 
members  continue  to  be  member’s  of  the  council,  and  the 
Government  and  Parliament  are  largely  responsible  for 
their  acts. 

On  section  14, 

Mr.  CABON.  This  clause  refers  to  the  salo  of  arms  in 
the  North-West.  Beforring  to  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice  when  he  introduced  this  Bill,  I  see  he 
stated  that  it  was  prepared  after  consultation  with  Colonel 
Bichardson,  one  of  the  stipendiary  magistrates,  and  it  was 
deemed  advisable  after  that  consultation,  that  the  burden  of 
proof  should  lie  with  the  person  who  has  arms  in  his  posses¬ 
sion,  to  show  that  he  has  a  license  to  carry  them.  The 
smooth  bore  shot  guns  will  be  the  only  arms  which  will 
be  left  to  the  Indians  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  All 
fixed  ammunition  and  arms  of  precision  are  taken  from 
them.  It  is  considered  that  smooth  bore  shot  guns  will  be 
sufficient  to  enable  them  to  carry  on  the  hunting  and  killing 
of  the  fur  bearing  animals  and  the  small  game  which  abound 
in  that  district. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  section  would  deal  with  the  case  of  a 
private  individual  selling  or  exchanging  his  own  arm  with 
another.  Of  course  I  quite  agree  as  to  the  importance  of 
some  provision  which  will  ensure  no  more  of  these  danger¬ 
ous  weapons  getting  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians  ;  but  we 
Mr,  Caron. 
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must  see  that  the  genei’al  convenience  of  the  public  is 
interfered  with  as  little  as  possible.  A  settler  may  go  up 
there  and  he  may  have  a  rifle  or  something  of  that  kind  ; 
he  may  get  hard  up,  and  another  settler  may  come  along 
with  whom  he  may  want  to  exchange  his  rifle.  This  Bill 
prevents  that.  Would  it  not  bo  better  to  confine  the  limita¬ 
tion  to  the  class  of  persons  you  are  providing  for  ?  I  do 
not  much  object  to  licenses  being  required  from  persons 
making  a  trade  of  selling  arms  ;  that  is  one  thing,  but  in  a 
country  like  that,  I  can  understand  a  very  frequent  com¬ 
merce  of  the  kind  I  have  described  in  arms  and  ammunition 
between  the  settlers  themselves  ;  and  it  would  seem  to  be  a 
hard  thing  that  that  should  be  prevented,  unless  the  hon. 
gentleman  showed  that  there  was  a  public  danger  which 
required  a  restriction  of  that  kind  to  be  imposed  upon  white 
men. 

Mr.  CABON.  I  think  it  would  be  very  difficult,  more 
especially  under  present  circumstances,  to  prevent  these 
arms  getting  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians  if  the  trading 
and  bartering  of  them  were  allowed.  I  have  no  doubt  tho 
day  will  come  when  this  restriction  will  be  removed ;  but 
at  present  I  think  it  is  necessary,  and  I  am  confirmed  in 
my  opinion  from  having  read  the  discussion  which  took 
place  in  another  Chamber  where  a  similar  objection  was 
urged.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  allow  the  clause  to 
remain  as  it  is. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  under  present 
circumstances  the  ordinary  settler  will  be  very  glad  to  see 
this  clause.  It  cannot  be  too  stringent  at  this  moment. 
The  great  object  is  to  collect  arms  of  precision,  and  not 
allow  them  to  be  in  tbe  hands  of  certain  classes.  If  a  white 
person  went  into  the  country  having  arms  in  his  posses¬ 
sion,  and  happened  to  sell  them  to  Indians  or  a  half  breed 
or  a  horse  thief,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  trace  them. 
The  Bill  requires  that  he  shall  have  them  in  his  possession. 
That  is  stringent  but  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we 
should  know  where  the  arms  are.  The  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  will  appoint  commissioners — magistrates  of  the  country 
who  will  be  commissioners — and  any  respectable  person 
going  to  a  magistrate  will  get  permission  to  carry  a  wea¬ 
pon.  It  is  registered  that  ho  has  that  weapon,  and  if  he 
cannot  produce  it  at  any  time,  he  will  be  obliged  to  show 
to  whom  ho  has  sold  or  traded  it.  Without  that,  you  have 
no  means  of  tracing  the  clandestine  exchange  of  arms. 
This  is  only  a  temporary  provision,  which  I  daresay  will 
disappear  as  the  country  grows  older ;  but  at  present  I  can 
assure  tho  committee  it  will  give  satisfaction  and  confidence 
to  the  settlers. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  reason  certain  powers  are 
given  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  and  others  to  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  Council  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  Lieutenant  Governor 
and  council  is  a  legislative  body. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  an  administrative  body  in  a  larger 
degree  than  a  legislative  body. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  only  sits  once  a  year 
for  a  few  weeks. 

Mr.  MILLS.  You  trust  them  with  tho  liquor  business. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Does  tho  hon.  gentleman  intend  to  include 
pistols  and  revolvers  in  this  provision  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  may  just  say  that  I  perceive  tho  difficul¬ 
ties  of  the  situation,  but  at  the  same  time  I  feel  there  would 
bo  a  very  great  danger  of  difficulty  arising  from  this  pro¬ 
vision.  You  are  dealing  with  a  sparsely  settled  community 
at  a  very  great  distance,  and  you  are  practically  taking  the 
arms  out  of  the  hands  of  white  men  unless  they  get  those 
permits.  I  have  not  read  the  debate  which  took  place  iq 
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the  other  Chamber,  and  I  have  not  the  grounds  of  the  satis¬ 
faction  produced  by  its  perusal  in  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
Minister;  but  I  do  entertain  some  apprehension  lest,  in  our 
laudable  desire  to  prevent  dangerous  characters  having 
arms,  we  may  interfere  with  the  protection  of  peaceable 
subjects. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  cannot  help  thinking  this  measure  will  be 
regarded  with  very  great  displeasure  in  the  North-West 
Territory.  There  is  good  and  sufficient  causo  for  taking 
arms  out  of  the  hands~of  the  Indian  population.  They  no 
longer  subsist  by  the  chase,  as  there  is  none  there,  and  we 
wish  to  confine  them  to  their  reservations  and  put  it  out  of 
their  power  to  be  dangerous  to  the  new  settlers  ;  but  to 
provide  for  disarming  the  entire  population  and  treat  the 
white  people  as  people  not  fit  to  be  entrusted  with  arms,  to 
deal  with  them  as  the  Russian  Government  deals  with  the 
Poles,  does  seem  a  very  extraordinary  course  to  adopt,  when 
our  desire  is  to  encourage  immigration  and  the  settlement 
of  the  country.  I  believe  the  people  of  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritory  will  regard  this  with  great  indignation,  and  I  think 
with  just  reason.  If  you  have  a  sparse  population,  which 
you  cannot  sufficiently  defend  against  the  murderous  attacks 
of  the  Indians,  to  say  to  them  :  You  shall  not  have  arms  in 
your  possession  without  a  license,  is  to  say  to  them  :  you 
shall  not  go  into  the  country  and  take  up  lands  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  cultivation  and  settlement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  read  the  whole  clause  or  he  would  not  say  so.  In  the 
first  place,  there  must  be  permission  given  by  the  Lieute¬ 
nant  Governor  in  Council  or  a  commissioner  appointed  by 
him  to  have  arms.  Then  the  Governor  in  Council  may, 
from  time  to  time,  issue  general  regulations  for  the  granting 
of  permission  to  sell,  exchange,  trade,  barter,  give  or 
possess  arms  or  ammunition.  The  5th  clause  provides  : 
“  The  provisions  of  this  section  respecting  the  possession  of 
arms  and  ammunition  shall  not  apply  to  any  officer  or  men 
of  Her  Majesty’s  forces  of  the  militia  force  or  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police  force.”  Then  “  the  Governor  in 
Council  may,  from  time  to  time,  declare  by  proclamation 
that  upon  and  after  a  day  therein  named,  this  section  shall 
he  in  force  in  the  North-West  Territory  ” ;  so  that  until 
the  issue  of  the  proclamation  this  clause  shall  not  be  in 
force.  “  Or  in  any  place  or  places  therein  in  such  procla¬ 
mation  designated,  and  upon  and  after  such  day  but  not 
before,  the  provisions  hereof  shall  take  effect  and  be  in 
force  accordingly.”  Then  the  7th  section  provides  :  “  The 
Governor  in  Council  may,  in  like  manner,  from  time  to 
time,  declare  this  section  to  be  no  longer  in  force  in  any 
such  place  or  places,  and  may  again,  from  time  to  time, 
declare  it  to  be  in  force  therein.”  This  refers  to  districts 
where  an  insurrection  or  outbreak  may  take  place,  and  this 
restriction  will  be  taken  away  when  the  exigency  is  passed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  spirit  in  which  the  Government  pro" 
poses  this  section  is  that  such  proclamation  will  be  issued 
only  in  case  an  emergency  shall  arise  in  particular  districts, 
and  that  it  will  have  force  only  for  a  limited  period  of  time. 
From  his  original  statement,  I  would  have  supposed  he  had 
intended  to  give  the  Act  a  wider  application,  and  to  act  in 
a  different  spirit  from  that  which  he  has  indicated.  We 
are  certainly  giving  the  power  to  the  Governor  in  Council 
at  once  to  put  the  whole  North-West  under  this  restriction. 

Mr.  FAIRBANKS.  I  think  it  is  but  right  that  the  Indians 
should  not  be  allowed  to  have  military  rifles  ;  the  Indian 
is  a  very  different  person  with  a  Winchester  in  his 
hands  from  what  he  is  without  it.  No  one  can  read 
the  report  of  the  Mounted  Police  without  gathering 
from  it  that  the  tendency  on  his  part  is  to  become 
rather  saucy,  and  nothing  would  please  the  settler  more 
than  to  find  that  rifles  are  no  longer  to  be  in  the  possession 
of  the  Indians.  There  is  no  necessity  that  they  should  have 


them,  for  with  the  exception  of  a  few  tribes  who  inhabit 
the  mountain  ranges  and  hunt  the  wild  sheep,  which  are 
outside  range  of  shot,  there  is  no  chase  that  requires  the 
use  of  the  rifle.  But  if  thoro  is  to  bo  any  restriction  placed 
on  the  white  settler  having  the  rifle,  I  fear  we  are  stepping 
on  to  thin  ice,  treading  upon  dangerous  ground. 

Bill  reported  with  amendments. 

Mr.  CARON  moved  that  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved  that  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the 
committee,  with  instructions  to  amend  the  same  so  as  to 
provide  that  electoral  districts  may  be  established  embracing 
areas  of  2,000  square  miles. 

Mr.  CARON;  As  I  have  already  stated,  we  consider  that 
it  is  more  advisable  before  making  any  such  change  that  wo 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  consulting  the  local  author- 
ities  on  that  point.  I  think  for  the  present  the  Bill  should 
remain  as  it  is. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  local  authorities  will  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  considering  this  proposition  after  wo  have  adopted 
it ;  and  if  they  do  not  choose  to  enlarge  their  districts,  they 
will  not  be  under  obligation  to  do  so.  This  takes  away  no 
power,  but  simply  gives  them  the  discretion  they  are  best 
able  to  exercice  in  that  territory.  I  may  remind  this 
House  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  informed  us 
there  are  more  than  100,000  people  in  that  territory,  and 
there  are  only  8  representatives,  which,  at  most,  would  not 
represent  a  population  exceeding  25,000.  There  must  be  a 
very  large  population  scattered  over  that  territory  that  is 
not  embraced  in  these  electoral  districts,  and  it  is  easy  to 
understand  why  not.  They  are  not  sufficiently  numerous 
to  constitute  the  required  number  within  thoareaof  a  1,000 
square  miles. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  opposed  to  this 
amendment,  because  by  it  Parliament  would  be  expressing 
an  opinion  it  ought  not  to  express  before  consulting  the 
local  authorities. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  are  getting  very  particular  about  the 
local  authorities,  so  particular  that  we  will  not  allow  them, 
should  they  think  it  wise,  to  give  more  representation  to 
the  people  of  the  North-West.  We  are  passing  a  law  under 
which  it  is  impossible  for  them,  if  they  think  it  wise,  to 
give  representation  to  the  people,  unless  they  fiud  in  a 
1,000  square  miles  1,000  souis.  And  we  are  so  particular 
about  their  interests  and  so  afraid  that  they  will  be 
oppressed  by  the  weight  of  our  opinion  that  we  refuse  to  give 
them  the  opportunity  of  having  representation  for  a  district 
extending  for  2,000  square  miles  unless  1,000  souls  are 
found  in  it.  I  am  afraid  we  are  running  into  extremes. 
There  has  been  too  much  neglect  in  the  past,  and  there  is 
too  nice  a  distinction  in  the  present. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  The  addition  of  1,000  square  miles  to 
1,000  square  miles  would  only  make  a  difference  from  the 
centre  to  the  outside  of  the  square  of  about  miles.  A 
square  containing  2,000  square  miles  would  be  45  miles 
across,  and  a  square  containing  1,000  square  miles  would  be 
32  miles  across,  so  that  there  is  only  a  difference  of  6'£  miles 
from  the  centre  in  consequence  of  the  addition  of  1,000 
square  miles.  In  a  country  where  the  roads  are  good,  and 
you  have  not  to  make  the  angles  as  you  do  here,  the  dis¬ 
tance  is  immaterial. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Mills. 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Armstrong,  Edgar,  MrOraney, 

Bain  (Wentworth),  Fairbank,  Milts, 

Bernier,  Forbes,  Paterson  (Brant), 

Blake,  Gillmor,  Platt, 

Bouraasa,  Guay,  Ray, 
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Burpee, 

Holton, 

Rinfret, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Innes, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Cartwright, 

Springer, 

Casgrain, 

Laurier, 

Livingston, 

Trow, 

Catudal, 

Vail, 

Charlton, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Mackenzie, 

Nats  : 

Messieurs 

Weldon.—  37. 

Abbott, 

Gagne, 

McDougall  (0.  Breton), 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Gigault, 

McGreevy 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gordon, 

McLelan, 

Beaty, 

Grandbois, 

Massue, 

Bell, 

Guilbault, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Guillet, 

Haggart, 

Orton, 

Bergin, 

Hall, 

Paint, 

Blondeau, 

Hickey, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Boss6, 

Homer, 

Pope, 

Bowell, 

Hurtean, 

Pruyn, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Kaulbach, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Carling, 

Kilvert, 

Ross, 

Shakespeare, 

Caron, 

Kranz, 

Cochrane, 

Labrosse, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Colby, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Costigan, 

Landry  (Montinagny), 

Stairs, 

Outhbert, 

Lange  vin, 

Taschereau, 

Daly, 

Lesage, 

Taylor, 

Desaulniers  (Mask’g6),  Macdonald  (King’s),  Temple, 

Desaulniers  (St.  Ma’ce), Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Townshend, 

Desjardins,  Mackintosh,  White  (Cardwell), 

Dickinson,  Macraaster,  White  (Hastings), 

Dodd,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Renfrew), 

Dugas,  McCallum,  Wood  (Brockville), 

Farrow,  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (WestmTd).— 79. 

Foster, 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendments  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

INLAND  EE  VENUE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  146)  to 
amend  the  Consolidated  Inland  Eevenue  Act,  1883. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  is  a  new  clause,  is  it 
not  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No ;  there  is  now  a  penalty  in  refer 
once  to  spirits,  and  we  are  ex tending  it  to  malt. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  seems  to  me  that  an  innocent  per¬ 
son  might  be  made  to  suffer  under  this  clause.  A  carter  or 
a  teamster  who  was  engaged  to  move  some  of  this  stuff 
illegally  manufactured,  without  any  knowledge  that  it  was 
illegal,  might  be  compelled  to  forfeit  his  horses  and  all  that 
ho  had. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  Customs  law,  I  think,  provides  for 
tho  same  thing,  and  I  suppose  that,  if  the  party  proves  his 
innocence,  he  would  not  have  to  pay  any  penalty.  Some 
such  provision  is  necessary,  as  we  havo  had  casos  of  this 

kind. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  There  is  a  change  here  from  the  old 
Act.  The  old  Act  attached  the  penalty  to  the  selling  of  the 
package,  the  barrel  or  cask,  while  this  attaches  the  penalty 
to  the  sale  of  the  contents  of  the  package. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  question  is  whether  that 
is  not  a  little  too  stringent.  Suppose  a  person  went  into  a 
cigar  factory,  for  instance,  and  saw  an  empty  cigar  box  and 
asked  to  have  it  to  keep  a  plant  in,  or  for  some  other 
innocent  purpose.  If  the  label  remained  on  that  box  tho 
manufacturer  would  be  liable  to  a  penalty. 

Mr.  Fairbank. 


Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes,  but  manufacturers  will  take 
means  to  make  themselves  acquainted  with  the  provisions 
of  this  Act. 

On  section  8, 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  is  entirely  new.  Distillers  have 
for  some  time  complained  that  they  have  a  right  to  a  refund 
for  the  shrinkage  in  spirits  that  are  warehoused,  and  they 
claim  that  they  are  actually  paying  duty  on  a  quantity  of 
spirits  that  they  do  not  put  into  the  market.  In  England 
and  in  the  United  States  the  Government  allows  this  draw¬ 
back,  and  we  propose  to  do  the  same.  Having  now  a  high 
class  of  excisemen,  who  have  been  thoroughly  trained  by 
practical  examinations,  this  new  system  may  be  adopted 
with  safety. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  This  clause  means  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  English  law  with  respect  to  abatement.  This 
means  a  loss  of  revenue,  except  the  proposition  which  was 
in  the  resolution,  which  was  somewhat  changed  before  it 
passed  through  committee,  is  carried  out  in  another  form 
and  an  extra  duty  is  imposed  on  spirits.  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  impose  an  extra  5  cents  a  gallon, 
which  we  were  given  to  understand  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  do,  in  order  to  make  up  the  loss  of  reve¬ 
nue  that  will  follow  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  Finance  Minister  would  answer 
the  question  if  he  were  here. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  part  of  the  whole  proposition.  The 
scheme  of  the  Government  was  said  to  be  to  impose  an  addi¬ 
tional  5  cents  a  gallon,  but  in  effect  to  give  it  back  again, 
so  that  the  revenue  might  not  be  diminished.  The  form  of 
the  proposition  was  objectionable.  The  Government  had 
no  right  under  constitutional  rules  to  give  the  power  of 
taxing  the  people  to  the  Governor  in  Council.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  yielded  to  this  objection,  and  it  was  understood 
they  would  obtain  in  proper  constitutional  form  this  inerease 
of  duty.  We  have  not  seen  any  proposal  to  raise  the  duty, 
and  therefore  may  suspect,  in  fact  I  have  suspected  it  for 
some  time,  that  looking  at  the  period  of  the  Session  at  which 
we  have  arrived,  there  has  been  some  change  in  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  and  it  is  not  intended  to  protect  the 
revenue  against  the  change  that  will  be  effected  by  this 
Bill.  We  ought  to  know  what  the  policy  of  the  Government 
is  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  year  there  will  be  no  loss  of 
revenue  by  the  operation  of  this  clause.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  necessary  to  make  any  changes  now.  Parliament  will  meet 
again  before  the  revenue  can  be  affected  by  this  provision. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No.  Whiskey  will  evaporate  during  the 
next  12  months,  as  it  has  done  before. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  some  remarks 
have  been  made  in  this  House  and  in  the  country  which 
were  rather  unfair  to  the  distillers.  It  has  been  said  that 
they  were  taking  advantage  of  this  notice  that  was  given 
to  them  of  an  increase  of  duty,  and  that  this  was  a  put  up 
job  between  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  and  tho  distil¬ 
lers  to  get  $1,000,000  into  the  treasury. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No,  it  was  the  other 
way. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  did  not  charge  the  distillers  with  being 
so  anxious  to  assist  the  hon.  gentleman  by  depleting  their 
pockets  of  large  sums. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  committee  having  struck  that 
clause  out  of  the  Bill,  I  cannot  ask  the  committee  to  put  it 
in  again  ;  and  I  must  go  on  with  the  Bill  as  it  now  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  not  a  wholly  satisfactory  answer. 
The  committee  struck  the  clause  out  at  the  Minister’s  re¬ 
quest  upon  the  objection  being  taken,  to  which  no  answer 
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could  bo  given,  that  it  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  con¬ 
stitution  that  the  Governor  in  Council  should  be  given 
power  to  impose  burdens  on  the  people  ;  but  those  burdens 
were  to  be  imposed  by  the  Act  of  the  Legislature.  The 
statement  was  certainly  implied,  and  I  think  it  was  stated, 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  was  unchanged,  and  that 
which  made  it  important  to  make  the  proposal  still  remain¬ 
ed,  and  the  Government  would  endeavor  to  accomplish  it  in 
a  proper  and  constitutional  manner,  Now  the  Minister 
has  hinted  that  it  is  not  his  intention  this  Session  to  pro¬ 
pose  that  increase  of  duty,  because  no  difficulty  will  arise 
for  12  months.  Being  reminded  that  whiskey  will  evapo¬ 
rate  during  the  next  12  months  as  it  has  during  previous 
periods,  and  that  there  will  be  a  diminution  of  revenue.  He 
has  no  answer  to  that  argument,  and  he  falls  back  on  the 
committee  and  says  he  has  no  alternative  but  to  go  on  with 
the  Bill.  If  so,  it  must  be  upon  the  understanding  that  the 
present  proposal  is  to  pass  without  making  any  effort  to 
replenish  the  revenue.  I  think  the  revenue  would  have 
been  diminished  in  any  event,  because  I  do  not  think  the 
5  cents  additional  would  have  been  equivalent  to  the  reduc¬ 
tion.  The  first  proposal  was  in  form  a  permissive  one,  and 
the  Governor  in  Council  might  have  said  that  they  would 
not  raise  the  duty  by  5  cents  on  the  gallon.  1  do  not 
remember  that  the  statement  was  made  that  he  had  “  put 
up  a  job.” 

Mr.  C03TIGAN.  That  statement  was  made  in  the  news¬ 
papers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  the  newspapers  may  have  said  so, 
but  of  course  the  newspapers  are  not  subject  to  those  rules 
of  politeness  and  elegance  of  speech  which  we  so  studiously 
observe  in  this  chamber.  Therefore,  I  would  not  say  that 
hon.  gentlemen  had  “put  up  a  job  ”  on  them,  but  would 
say  that  they  had  combined  together  to  extract  a  large 
amount  from  the  pockets  of  Abe  distillers,  first  of  all  by 
threatening  them  with  5  cents  additional  duty  and 
threatening  them  with  an  indefinite  restriction  in  the 
power  of  vending  their  goods,  and  in  order  to  avoid  which 
restriction  and  the  increase  of  duty,  they  withdrew  a 
very  large  quantity  of  spirits.  In  fact  I  hoard  of 
one  firm  who  had  paid  in  a  cheque  of  $450,000 
in  a  single  case,  and  I  do  not  suppose  that  they  wou  d  be 
very  much  gratified  with  this.  But  having  done  this,  the 
hon.  gentleman  now  proposes— perhaps  to  compensate  them 
— to  say  to  them:  Well,  gentlemen,  it  is  true  I  played  rather 
a  sharp  game  on  you  ;  I  did  threaten,  or  frighton,  or  induce 
you  to  pay  in  these  largo  amounts,  but  I  will  mako  it  up, 
I  will  give  you  drawbacks  ;  I  will  not  charge  you  duly,  so 
that  you  will  bo  able  to  do  very  well,  as  it  is  well  known 
that  you  are  a  closo  combination,  that  you  combine  to  keep 
the  prices  up,  and  that  as  the  Customs  are  so  much  in  excess 
of  the  Excise,  you  can  succeed  in  doiDg  so ;  so  do  not  think 
so  badly  of  us;  wo  were  hard  up;  wo  wanted  the  money 
badly,  but  we  have  taken  this  plan  of  compensating  you. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  As  I  understand,  the  point  taken  was 
that  this  clause  was  objectionable  becauso  it  placed  the 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor  in  Council.  1  think 
perhaps  I  was  in  error  in  stating  that  there  would  be  no 
loss  of  revenue  during  the  balance  of  this  year,  but  I  am 
quite  satisfied  that  it  is  not  the  intention  that  there  should 
be  any  loss  of  revenue.  However,  that  difficulty  will  have  to 
be  made  up  in  some  way,  and  some  other  steps  will  have  to 
bo  taken  to  meet  the  deficiency. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Of  course  the  committee  will 
take  it  for  granted,  after  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said, 
that  the  5  cents  will  be  put  in  a  proper  constitutional  way. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understood  that  that  was 
the  arrangement  the  other  night — that  the  objection  was 
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that  the  Governor  in  Council  should  have  the  power.  If 
that  is  the  case,  and  if  it  will  cover  the  shrinkage — though 
I  think  that  is  doubtful — the  objection  is  to  a  large  extent 
removed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Minister  will  recollect  that  I  a'-ked 
for  some  information  as  to  the  ventilating  tanks  which 
are  mentioned  here. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  only  information  I  can  give  is 
that  it  is  claimed  by  the  distillers  and  all  others  with  whom 
I  have  discussed  this  point,  that  spirits  can  only  be  matured 
by  evaporation  through  wood. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  a  speculative  suggestion.  Up  to 
this  time,  there  has  apparently  been  no  method  discovered 
of  accomplishing  this  useful  evaporation,  which  causes  to 
depart  some  of  the  noxious  qualities  of  the  whiskey.  I 
think  wo  had  better  deal  with  it — what  is  ascertained  up  to 
this  time  ;  because  if  you  have  some  of  these  tanks,  there 
might  perhaps  be  an  evaporation  or  a  going  out  of  the 
whiskey  by  the  ladle  ;  it  might  be  counted  twice.  If 
science  has  not  yet  discovered,  in  the  prosecution  of  its 
laborious  efforts  to  make  whiskey,  an  innocuous,  useful,  and 
nourishing  drink,  any  method  except  by  keeping  it  in 
wood,  had  we  not  better  in  the  meantime  refer  to  what  has 
been  done  up  to  this  time,  and  if  by  next  year  the  distillers 
can  Convince  the  hon.  gentleman  that  there  is  some  other 
method,  he  can  then  enlarge  this  provision  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN,  Perhaps  it  would  be  as  well  to  amend 
the  clause  in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon, 
gentleman,  and  make  it  apply  only  to  evaporation  in  wood. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  9, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Minister  has  perhaps 
had  under  his  notice,  as  other  members  of  the  House  have 
had,  a  circular  in  which  very  strong  representations  havse 
been  made  with  reference  to  this  clause.  It  is  a  circular 
from  Montreal.  It  points  out  that  the  effect  of  the  clause 
is  simply  to  create  a  monopoly  of  the  liquor  interost. 
Without  committing  myself  wholly  to  it,  I  think,  when  the 
matter  is  brought  before  the  House,  the  Minister  should 
give  some  explanations.  The  circular  also  points  out  that, 
if  it  were  necessary  to  retain  the  whiskey  for  two  years 
before  any  of  it  should  go  into  consumption,  such  an  amount 
of  capital  will  bo  required  to  carry  on  the  business  as  to 
place  a  monopoly  in  the  hands  of  the  fetf  engaged  in  it  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  have  seen  the  circular  the  hon, 
gentleman  refers  to.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  objections  to 
this  clause  have  come  from  persons  who  are  interested  in 
the  manufacture  of  methylated  spirits  and  vinegar,  because 
there  is  no  provision  made  in  the  Bill  to  allow  them  to  get 
tho  spirits  for  such  manufacturing  purposes  With  regard 
to  the  complaint  of  monopoly,  I  do  not  think  there  is  much 
danger  of  that,  but  I  intend  to  remove  even  that  causo  of 
complaint.  I  propose  to  add  to  the  section: 

“  Provided  always  that  spirits  may  be  entered  and  removed  for  con¬ 
sumption  at  any  date  for  chemical  or  manufacturing  purposes  only, 
when  such  entry  and  removal  are  made  and  effected  in  accordance  with 
regulations  in  that  behalf  made  by  th^  Governor  in  Council ;  and  pro¬ 
vided  also  that,  in  the  ease  of  new  distilleries  established  after  the  let 
day  of  July,  ls87,  by  any  person  who  is  not  the  holder  of  a  license  as  a 
distiller  on  the  1st  day  of  July,  1885,  ths  distiller  licensed  in  respect 
thereof  may  enter  and  remove  torconsumptiou  for  any  purpose  one-third 
part  of  the  product  of  such  distillery  at  any  time  after  it  is  manufactured 
during  the  two  year3  next  following  the  issuing  of  the  license  relating 
to  such  distillery,  and  that  during  the  three  years  next  following  the 
expiry  of  the  raid  two  years  such  licensee  may  enter  and  remove  for 
consumption  for  any  purpose  one-third  part  of  the  product  of  such 
distillery,  which  third  part  has  been  manufactured  for  at  least  12 
months.” 
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The  effect  of  this  will  be  to  bring  any  new  distillery  that 
may  be  started,  under  the  operation  of  this  Act  by  slow 
degrees. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Minister  has  fallen  into 
another  difficulty  in  trying  to  remedy  this.  When  the  reso¬ 
lutions  were  under  discussion  the  other  night,  the  strong 
reason  urged  for  this  change  in  the  law  was  that  it  had 
been  demonstrated  that  it  was  unhealthy  to  use  spirits  too 
soon  after  they  had  been  distilled, and  the  Government  hav¬ 
ing  an  eye  to  the  public  health,  had  instituted  this  change 
in  the  law.  But  the  amendment  the  hon.  Minister  proposes 
is  designed  to  let  out  on  the  community  one-third  of  the 
quantity  the  new  distiller  may  produce  in  this  highly  dan¬ 
gerous  condition.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  could  devise 
any  remedy  for  that  difficulty. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
have  allowed  some  one  else  to  make  that  speech.  In  his 
first  speech  he  represented  a  certain  class  of  the  community 
who  issued  circulars  denouncing  this  clause  as  an  attempt 
to  place  the  distilling  of  liquor  in  this  country  in  the  hdnds 
of  a  few  men.  I  pointed  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  how  1 
proposed  to  remove  that  objection.  Then  he  rises  and  goes 
to  the  other  side  of  the  question  and  says,  that  having  asked 
the  House  to  adopt  this  principle  on  the  ground  that  the 
matured  whiskey  was  better  for  the  consumers  in  point  of 
health,  I  am  now  going  to  throw  one-third  of  the  product  of 
the  new  distilleries  on  the  community  without  being  matured. 
There  may  be  something  in  the  argument,  but  we  cannot 
always  accomplish  all  we  wish  to  accomplish.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  admit  that  if  this  legislation  is  carried 
through,  the  bulk  of  the  spirits  distilled  in  the  country  will 
come  under  the  operation  of  this  Act.  Still,  in  order  not  to 
appear  unjust  to  the  new  distillers,  we  allow  them  to  dispose 
of  one-third  of  the  quantity  they  may  manufacture  without 
being  matured. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  There  are  some  people  who  get  case-harden¬ 
ed.  Could  we  make  any  arrangement  by  which  they  would 
sell  only  to  case-hardened  people  who  would  not  be  hurt? 

Sir  KICHARD  CARTWBIGET.  Is  the  hon.  Minister 
awarre  whether  this  restriction  which  he  proposes  has  been 
introduced  elsewhere,  and  if  so,  where  it  is  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  do  not  know  any  other  country 
where  it  prevails  ;  but  that  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
introduce  it  here. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  It  is  all  very  well  to  talk  about  this  being 
a  measure  for  the  public  health.  I  do  not  think  anyone  in 
the  House  is  carried  away  by  that  story.  I  think  every¬ 
body  understands  that  it  is  a  measure  to  give  monopoly  to 
a  few  large  distillers.  There  are  only  a  few  in  the  country, 
and  notwithstanding  the  concessions  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  to  make,  the  Bill  will  prevent  anyone  else  going 
into  the  business.  It  may  or  may  not  be  a  good  thing  for 
the  country  to  give  monopolies  in  whiskey ;  but  that  is 
going  to  be  the  result.  Suppose  a  new  distiller  is  allowed 
to  take  out  a  small  portion  of  the  new  whiskoy  he 
manufactures ;  when  he  goes  a  little  farther  he  will 
not  be  allowed  to  take  out  any  portion,  and  it  will 
require  enormous  capital  to  remain  in  the  business. 
I  do  not  suppose  any  existing  distiller  will  be  able  to  do 
business  when  this  comes  into  force  without  putting  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  into  the  particular  portion  of  their  business 
that  will  require  them  to  keep  all  this  stuff  in  stock.  Some 
of  them  will  have  to  put  in  $2,000,000,  or  $3,000,000,  or 
$4,000,000,  for  that  purpose,  and  in  that  way  they  will  be 
able  to  keep  everybody  else  out  of  the  trade  as  long  as  they 
like,  and  create  an  enormous  monopoly.  If  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman  can  show  that  it  is  for  the  good  of  temperance  or 
tho  health  of  the  community  that  there  should  be  this 
Mr.  COSTIGAN. 
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enormous  monopoly,  there  will  bo  some  ground  for  voting 
this  change  in  the  law.  Otherwise  there  will  be  no  ground, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  ought  to  confine  ourselves  to  persua¬ 
sion  and  not  go  into  prohibition  or  restriction.  Wo  ought 
to  persuade  the  liquor  dealers  without  money.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  offers  them  a  handsome  bonus  for  keeping  whiskey 
in  stock,  and  to  prevent  them  selling  for  those  years  with 
the  consequence  referred  to.  It  may  bo  very  serious  ; 
there  may  be  a  limited  supply. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  said  I 
should  not  have  mado  tho  two  speeches  I  did,  but  I  did  not 
commit  myself  to  the  circular.  I  took  care  to  say  that  I 
had  simply  brought  it  under  notice.  I  also  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  the  Minister  (Mr.  McLolan)  who  was  in  chargo  of 
the  resolutions  before,  had  pointed  out  that  the  object  of 
this  provision  was  to  benefit  public  health,  and  1  said  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Costigan)  could  not  reconcile  both 
his  amendments.  The  circular  said  it  was  not  necessary 
for  the  public  health  that  the  liquor  should  be  kept  in  store, 
because  the  quality  of  the  spirits  was  not  improved  by  it, 
and  that  the  new  process  of  manufacture  overcame  that 
difficulty  as  to  age.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  able  to  say 
positively  it  is  an  absolute  necessity,  in  order  to  have  pure 
spirits,  that  age  should  be  upon  them,  he  will  contradict 
one  statement  in  the  circular  that  age  is  not  necessary  to 
secure  purity  of  spirits.  If  it  be  not  necessary,  it  does 
look  as  if  there  was  some  force  in  the  complaint  that  tho 
tendency  of  this  clause  will  be  to  create  a  monopoly. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Having  once  come  to  the  conclusion 
to  ask  Parliament  to  allow  a  drawback  to  the  distillers  of 
whiskey  that  is  being  purified  in  wood,  the  question  came, 
not  from  the  distillers  but  from  the  Department,  whether, 
if  the  maturing  of  this  whiskey  makes  it  a  better  and  a 
safer  article  to  use,  it  would  pot  be  well  to  try  and  lead  up 
to  that  point  where  nothing  but  mature  whiskey  would  be 
used. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  do  that  by  making  it  profitable  to  the 
men  who  keep  it. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  We  do  it  still  further  by  the  2nd 
clause.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated,  in  referring  to  that 
circular,  that  there  was  some  other  chemical  means  by 
which  the  same  object  can  be  obtained,  that  is,  the  maturing 
of  the  spirits.  From  all  we  can  learn,  every  9  out  of  1 0 
agree  that  the  ageing  of  whiskey  in  wood  is  the  only  means 
of  improving  its  quality  or  maturing  it.  With  regard  to  the 
particular  process  alluded  to  in  the  circular,  I  have  learned 
— -I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  correct  or  not— -that  by  some 
chemical  process  you  may  introduce  such  elements  or  drugs 
into  the  whiskey  as  will  cover  up  the  objectionable  elements 
that  you  require  to  eliminate  by  evaporation,  but  that 
when  you  come  to  use  the  whiskoy  you  find  these  objection¬ 
able  elements  are  still  in  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  by 
any  chemical  or  mechanical  means  has  succeeded  in  covering 
up,  much  less  removing,  the  objectionable  parts  of  the 
clause.  Every  body  knows  that  fresh  bread  is  unwhole¬ 
some  and  that  it  ought  to  be  kept  a  little  time  before  being 
used.  Let  us  restrict  the  consumption  of  fresh  bread. 

On  section  10. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Under  this  clause,  every 
person  who  exposes  or  offers  for  sale,  or  who  removes  from 
the  place  of  manufacture  any  compounded  article  which  is 
not  designated  by  some  label  or  brand,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  hereinafter  contained,  shall  incur  a  penalty 
of  $50.  Any  innocent  person  who  does  not  know  any¬ 
thing  of  the  law,  and  it  is  not  expected  that  people  should 
know  this  law  except  those  who  come  under  its  operation 
as  manufacturers,  and  who  happens  to  buy  and  sell  a  com¬ 
pounded  article  in  good  faith,  contrary  to  the  provi- 
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sions  of  this  measure,  will  incur  this  penalty.  The  penalty 
should  be  upon  the  manufacturer  and  not  the  innocent 
person  unless  the  Minister  has  some  reason.  I  do  not  know 
why  we  should  take  this  extra  precaution  which  bears  not 
upon  the  compounder  but  upon  the  innocent  purchaser. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  think  the  section  is  open  to  that 
construction,  although  it  is  not  intended. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Then  we  had  better  alter  the 
wording  of  it. 

Mr.  COSTIG-AN.  The  words  “  the  person  who  removes 
for  sale  ”  would  cover  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  quite  agree  with  the 
Minister  that  there  must  be  strong  provisions  made  to 
prevent  fraud,  but  a  license  is  granted  every  year  to  com¬ 
pounders,  and  a  druggist  or  grocer  may  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  obtaining  a  compounded  article  from  a  certain 
compounder,  and  after  the  license  has  expired  and  has  not 
been  renewed,  the  merchant  may  go  on  buying  from  tbe 
man  who  is  illegally  compounding,  without  knowing  that 
he  has  no  license.  The  danger  is  that  the  innocent  person 
may  suffer  for  the  guilty.  In  the  case  I  have  named,  the 
druggist  or  grocer  would  be  subject  to  the  penalty,  though 
he  was  perfectly  innocent. 

Mr.  COSTIG-AN.  I  think,  if  we  make  the  change  which 
I  have  suggested,  we  will  meet  the  difficulty.  If  a  man  has 
been  doing  business  with  a  firm  he  will  see  that  there  is 
something  wrong  if  the  goods  are  not  labelled. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Then  the  Minister  trusts  to 
the  label  as  a  warning  to  the  merchant  who  purchases? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes. 

On  section  17, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  In  this  clause  the  words, 
“  having  knowledge  of  the  fact,”  which  were  in  the  old  Act, 
have  been  dropped  out.  I  should  like  to  ask  why,  because 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  officer  should  have  a  knowledge  of 
the  fact  before  he  seizes. 

Bill  reported,  and  amendments  concurred  in. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN,  in  moving  that  the  House 
x’esolve  itself  into  Committee  to  consider  certain  proposed 
resolutions  (page  2531)  to  grant  the  further  subsidies 
therein  mentioned  towards  the  construction  of  the  rail¬ 
ways  therein  described,  said  :  The  resolutions  that  I  have 
to  move  for  the  consideration  of  this  House  refer  to  a  very 
important  subject  connected  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  This  Parliament  has  voted  large  subsidies  to  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  in  order  that  the  system  of  rail¬ 
ways  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  might  by  that  line  be  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and  also,  in  order  that  we 
might  open  the  Territories  of  the  North-West,  and  form, 
including  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  one  great  country 
extending  from  ocean  to  ocean.  That  policy  has  been  followed 
from  year  to  year,  until  now  we  are  on  the  eve  of  seeing  the 
Pacific  Railway  completed  from  the  Pacific  Ocean  to 
the  city  of  Montreal.  The  fact  is,  that  in  a  very  few 
months  the  realisation  of  our  wishes  in  that 
direction  will  bo  a  fait  accompli,  and  that  great 
work  will  have  been  completed  in  a  little  more  than  half 
the  time  that  was  stipulated  at  first.  But  that  great  road 
would  not  produce  all  tho  results  that  Parliament  and  the 
people  anticipated  from  it  if  we  were  to  stop  half  way,  and 
to  bring  it  from  the  shores  of  the  Pacific  only  to  the  city 


of  Montreal.  The  policy  of  this  Government  has  been  to 
secure  the  connection  of  that  railway,  not  only  with  the 
harbor  of  Montreal,  but  also  to  extend  it  to  the  port  of  Que¬ 
bec,  at  all  events,  for  the  summer,  and  that  during  the  win¬ 
ter  months  it  should  communicate  with  the  seaports  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  by  an  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  from  Montreal.  That  policy  was  promulgated  and 
supported  by  Acts  of  Parliament  passed  last  Session,  by 
which  we  voted,  for  a  direct  line  from  Montreal  to  the  sea¬ 
ports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  a  yearly  sum  of  money 
during  a  number  of  years,  in  order  to  assist  the  construction 
of  that  extension  from  Montreal  to  §t.  Andrews,  St. 
John  and  Halifax.  On  the  other  hanj^  Parliament,  at 
its  last  Session,  expressed  its  desire  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  should  be  extended  from  Montreal  to 
Quebec  by  the  north  shore  of  tho  St.  Lawrence. 
An  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  to  that  effect,  and  certain 
conditions  were  inserted,  by  which  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  could  extend  its  line  from  Montreal  to  Quebec, 
or  failing  that,  certain  other  conditions  were  put  in  the  law. 
Thus  the  policy  of  Parliament  and  this  Government  has 
been  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  shall  be 
extended  on  the  south  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  down  to 
the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  on  the  north 
shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  by  the  North  Shore  Railway  to 
Quebec  and  thence  by  the  Intercolonial.  To  follow  this 
policy  the  Government  had  the  honor  to  submit  to  this 
House  certain  resolutions,  thh^Eirst  of  which  relate  to  tho 
extension  of  the  Intercolonial,  or  a  branch  of  the  Interco¬ 
lonial,  if  you  may  call  it  so,  from  River  du  Loup  or  River 
Quelle,  in  Quebec,  to  Edmonston,  in  New  Brunswick.  During 
a  previous  Session,  I  think  it  was  in  1882,  Parliament 
passed  the  Act  45  Yic.,  cap.  14,  by  which  certain  subsidies 
were  given  to  certain  railways,  and  amongst  them  one  for 
a  railway  from  a  point  on  the  Intercolonial,  at  River  du 
Loup  or  River  Quelle,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  to  Edmon¬ 
ston,  in  New  Brunswick,  S3, 200  per  mile,  or  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $240,000.  This  subsidy  has  been  on  the  Statute 
Book  since  1882,  but  it  has  been  found  to  be  insufficient 
for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing  what  Parlia¬ 
ment  had  in  view  ;  and,  moreover,  the  survey  of 
the  line  has  shown  that  while  it  was  supposed  to  be  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  75  miles,  it  has  proved  to  bo  83  miles  in  length, 
and,  therefore,  the  subsidy  voted  by  Parliament  at  its  Session 
of  1882  was  found  not  to  meet  the  exigency,  because  8  miles 
were  without  a  subsidy.  The  intention  of  the  Government 
is  to  ask  this  House  to  sanction  an  increase  of  the  subsidy 
by  $2,800  per  mile,  in  order  to  make  it  altogether  $'>,000  por 
mile,  and  lor  the  8  miles  which  the  lino  is  shown  to  be  over 
and  above  the  75  miles,  the  proposal  of  the  Government  is 
to  vote  $6,000  per  mile,  in  order  that  the  83  miles  may  bo 
covered  by  a  subsidy  of  $6,000  per  mile.  This  road  is  an 
important  I’oad,  It  is  an  important  link,  because  it  will 
place  tho  city  of  Quebec,  the  district  of  Quebec,  and  a  large 
portion  of  tho  Province  of  Quebec,  which  cannot  bo  put  in 
communication  with  the  lower  Provinces  by  the  proposed 
short  route  from  Montreal  on  the  south  shore  railway  by  the 
Eastern  Townships,  in  communication  with  St.  John  and 
other  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  also  will  de¬ 
velop)  the  northern  portion  of  New  Brunswick,  which  is 
now  without  communication  by  railway.  This  route  will 
also  facilitate,  by  the  extension  of  the  Canada 
Pacific  Railway  from  Montreal  to  Quebop,  the 

commercial  intercourse  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  with  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  and  vice  versa.  And,  therefore,  we 
are  of  opinion  that  the  proposition  of  the  Government 
to  aid  this  road  and  increase  its  subsidy,  so  as  to  securo  its 
construction,  is  one  that  will  bo  acceptable  to  this  House  as 
well  as  the  country.  I  come  now  to  speak  of  tho  proposed 
short  line  on  the  south  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  In 
accordance  with  the  promise  made  to  this  House  last  Ses- 
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sion,  that  the  Government  would  see  proper  surveys 
made,  in  order  to  ascertain  which  line  was  the  best  and 
shortest  between  Montreal  and  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  the  Government,  through  the  Department  of 
Railways,  gave  directions  to  engineers  to  go  and  examine 
the  country  and  certain  routes,  in  order  to  see  which  was 
the  most  desirable  and  the  shortest  and  best  for  the  country 
and  to  secure  the  objoct  Parliament  had  in  view  in  voting  a 
certain  sum  of  money  during  a  certain  number  of  years  for 
that  purpose.  Those  lines  have  been  surveyed  :  (1)  from 
Montreal  via  Sherbrooke,  Moorehead  Lake  and  Mettawam- 
keag.  (2)  Montreal  via  Sherbrooke,  north  of  Moorehead 
Lake  and  Canterbury.  (3)  Montreal  via  Quebec  and 
Hartland.  (4)  Montreal  by  River  Ouelle  or  St.  Rochs  and 
Edmonston.  (5)  Montreal  via  Quebec,  River  du  Loup  and 
Edmonston.  These  five  lines  were  examined  and  surveyed, 
and  the  engineers,  after  their  labors  in  the  field  had  been 
performed,  reported  to  headquarters,  and  during  the 
winter  they  have  prepared  plans  and  specifications.  The 
result  has  been,  so  far  as  the  distance  in  miles  and 
rades  and  curves  are  concerned,  as  follows I  had 
etter  make  the  comparison  between  the  different 
lines  from  the  same  point  to  the  same  point ; 

thus  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  more  clearly  the  difference  in 
length  and  in  other  respects  to  St.  Andrews,  St.  John  and 
Halifax,  respectively.  By  the  southern  route  via  Metta- 
wamkeag  and  Macadam  to  St.  Andrews,  430  miles  ;  by  the 
southern  route  vid  Canterbury  to  St.  Andrews,  444  miles ; 
by  the  northern  route  vid  Quebec  and  St.  Chai’les  to  St. 
Andrews,  491  miles;  by  the  northern  route  vid  Quebec  and 
St.  Rochs  to  St.  Andrews,  543  miles ;  by  the  northern 
route  vid  Quebec  and  River  du  Loup  to  St.  Andrews,  578 
miles ;  so  that  these  five  routes,  as  to  length  in  miles,  stand 
thus:  430,  444,  491,54  4  and  578.  Now,  to  St.  John, 
taking  the  routes  in  the  same  oi'der,  we  have,  first,  the 
southern  route  by  Mettawamkeag,  472  miles  ;  by  the  Can¬ 
terbury  route,  472  miles ;  by  the  northern  l’oute  vid  Que¬ 
bec  and  St.  Charles,  517  miles ;  by  Quebec  and  St.  Rochs, 
569  miles ;  and  by  River  du  Loup,  604  miles ;  so  that  to 
St.  John  the  distances  stand  thus:  472,  472,  517,  569  and 
604.  The  distances  in  miles  to  Halifax  are  as  follows  : — B  by 
the  Mettawamkeag  route,  720  miles;  by  Canterbury,  72 1 
miles;  by  Quebec  and  St.  Charles,  744  miles;  by  Quebec 
and  St.  Rochs,  796  miles;  and  by  Quebec  and  River  du 
Loup,  831  miles;  and  the  distances  to  Halifax  stand 
thus:  720,  721,  744,  796,  831.  The  grados  to  St.  Andrews, 
St.  John  and  Halifax,  by  the  first  route,  are  74  feet  a  mile  ; 
on  the  southern  route  by  Canterbury,  74  feet  per  mile  ;  by 
Quebec  and  St.  Charles,  85  feet;  by  Quebec  and  St.  Rochs, 
85  ;  by  Quebec  and  River  du  Loup,  85  ;  so  that  the  grades 
vary  fi,’om  74  for  the  two  first  lines  to  85,  wlrch  is  the 
maximum  for  the  three  others.  The  curves  for  the  first 
route  are  6,  6  and  10,  respectively,  to  St.  Andrews,  St.  John 
and  Halifax,  and  thoy  are  thp  same  for  the  Canterbury 
route.  For  the  route  by  Quebec  and  St.  Charles  they  are 
6,  10  and  10.  For  the  route  by  Quebec  and  St.  Rochs 
they  are  10,  10  and  10,  to  St.  Andrews,  St.  John  and 
Halifax,  respectively,  and  they  are  the  same  for  the  River 
du  Loup  route.  So  that  the  distances  to  St.  Andrews,  to 
St.  John  and  to  Halifax  are  tho  shortest  by  the  Mettawam¬ 
keag  i-oute,  though  the  diffoi’ence  between  it  and  the  Canter¬ 
bury  route  is  not  very  great.  As  to  St.  Andrews,  it  is  14 
miles  more;  to  Halifax,  1  mile  ipore,  and  the  others  ax’e 
still  laiger.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  House  will  wish 
to  know  what  are  the  l-ailways  that  form  these  different 
lines — or,  at  least,  tho  shortest  lino ;  and,  of  course,  I  will 
give  the  others,  if  hon.  gentlemen  desire  to  have  them.  I  will 
take  the  Mettawamkeag  first.  That  road  from  Monti’eal  to 
St.  Andi’ews  will  be  composed  of  tho  Montreal,  Portland  and 
Boston  Railway,  20  miles,  built ;  then  section  “  A  ”  of 
survey,  80  miles,  to  be  built ;  then  the  International 
Railway,  89  miles  built;  then  section  “C”  of  survey,  136 
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miles  to  be  built ;  then  tho  European  and  North  American 
Railway,  62  miles  built;  then  the  blew  Brunswick  and  Canada 
Railway,  43  mile3  built ;  so  that  the  liuo  to  St.  Andrews 
gives  you  214  miles  of  railway  built,  and  216  miles  to  be 
built,  making  the  430  miles.  To  St.  John  the  lines  are  the 
Montreal,  Portland  and  Boston,  20  miles  built ;  section  “  A  ” 
survey,  80  miles  to  be  built;  International  Railway,  t9  miles 
built ;  section  “  C  ”  of  survey,  136  miles  to  be  built;  European 
and  North  American  Railway,  62  miles  built.  All  these 
are  the  same  as  the  first  route  and  the  following  are  differ¬ 
ent  :  the  St.  John  and  Maine  Railway,  instead  of  the  New 
Brunswick  and  Canada,  85  miles  built,  making  256  miles 
built  and  216  to  bo  built.  Then,  from  Montreal  to  Hali¬ 
fax  by  that  same  route,  we  have  tho  Montreal,  Port¬ 
land  and  Boston,  the  same  as  in  the  first  instance,  20 
miles  built;  section  “A”  of  survey,  80  miles  to  be  built; 
the  International  Railway,  89  miles  built,  the  same  as 
befoi’e  ;  section  “  C  ”  of  survey,  136  miles  to  be  built ;  the 
European  and  North  American  Railway,  62  miles  built ; 
while  the  following  ai'e  diffei’ent :  tho  St.  John  and  Maine 
Railway,  19  miles  built;  unsurveyed,  113  miles;  Intel’- 
colonial  Railway,  201  miles  built;  making  a  total  fi’om 
Montx’eal  to  Halifax  built  391,  and  to  be  built  329  miles. 
That  is  the  same  as  the  two  others,  plus  113  miles  to  build. 
That  is  the  l’outo  vid  Mettawamkeag.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  House  wishes  the  same  figui’es  with  regal’d  to 
tho  others,  but  if  they  do  I  will  give  them. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  By  the  second  route,  which 
is  the  Canterbury  route,  Montreal  to  St.  Andrews,  we  have 
the  Montreal,  Portland  and  Boston,  20  miles  built ;  section 
“A”  of  survey,  80  miles  to  be  built;  the  Intercolonial,  89 
miles  built;  soction  “  B  ”  of  survey,  191  miles  to  be  built; 
New  Brunswick  and  Canada  Railway,  64  miles  built ; 
making  172  miles  built  and  271  miles  to  be  built.  Then, 
from  Montreal  to  St,  John,  by  the  Canterbury  routo,  we 
have  the  Montreal,  Portland  and  Boston,  20  miles  built; 
section  “  A  ”  of  survey,  80  miles  to  bo  built;  International 
Railway,  89  miles  built;  soction  “  B  ”  of  survey,  217  mile3to 
bo  built;  St.  John  and  Maine  Railway,  66  miles  built; 
making,  from  Montreal  to  St.  John,  175  miles  built  and  297 
miles  to  be  built.  Montreal  to  Halifax — Montreal,  Port¬ 
land  and  Boston  Railway,  20  miles  built;  section  “A”  of 
survey,  80  miles  to  be  built;  International  Railway,  89 
miles  built;  section  “  B”  of  survey,  212  miles  to  be  built; 
not  surveyed,  119  miles  to  be  built;  Intercolonial  Railway, 
210  miles  built;  making  a  total  of  310  miles  built  and 
411  miles  to  be  built.  By  the  third  route,  which  is  the 
northern  route  via  Queboc  and  St.  Charles  : 

Built.  To  be  built. 


Montreal  to  St  Andrews — 

North  Shore  Railway . .  .  172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway .  15  ...... 

Section  “  D  ”  of  survey .  197 

New  Brunswick  and  Canada  Railway....  107 

Total .  294  197 

Montreal  to  St.  John — 

North  Shore  Railway .  172  . . 

Intercolonial  Railway .  15  . 

Section  “  D  ”  of  survey .  197 

New  Brunswick  Railway .  . . .  64  . . 

Fredericton  Branch  Railway .  ?3  . 

St.  John  and  Maine  Railway . .  46  . 

Total . 320  197 

Montreal  to  Halifax- 

North  Shore  Railway . 172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway . 16  . 

Section  “  D  "  of  survey .  . . .  197 

New  Brunswick  Railway . . . 64  . 

Not  surveyed  . . . .  95 

Intercolonial  Railway .  201  . 


Total . . . .  452  292 
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By  the  fourth  route,  via  Quebec  and  St.  Kochs  : 

Built.  To  be  built. 


Montreal  to  St.  Andrews — 

North  Shore  Railway .  172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway . 59  . 

Section  “  E  ”  of  survey .  105 

New  Brunswick  Railway . 113  . 

New  Brunswick  and  Canada  Railway...  91  . 

Total .  438  105 

Montreal  to  St.  John — 

North  Shore  Railway .  172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway.. .  59  . 

Section  “  E  ”  of  survey . . .  105 

New  Brunswick  Railway .  1G4  ...... 

Fredericton  Branch  Railway .  23  . 

St.  John  and  Maine  Railway .  46 

Total.. .  464  105 

Montreal  to  Halifax — 

North  Shore  Railway . .  . 172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway . 69  ...... 

Section  “  E  ”  of  survey.... .  105 

New  Brunswick  Railway .  164  . 

Not  surveyed . . . . .  95 

Intercolonial  Railway . 201  . 

Total . 696  200 

The  last  route  is  the  Northern  route  via  Quebec  and 
Kiviere  du  Loup : 


Montreal  to  St.  Andrews — 

Built.  To  be  built. 


North  Shore  Railway . - .  172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway .  116  . 

Section  “  F  ”  of  survey .  . .  83 

New  Brunswick  Railway . 113  . 

New  Brunswick  and  Canada  Railway  .....  94  . 

Total .  495  83 

Montreal  to  St,  John- 

North  Shore  Railway... . 172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway. .  118  . 

Section  “  F  ”  of  survey . . .  83 

New  Brunswick  Railway . . .  164  . 

Fredericton  Branch  Railway. . . .  23  . 

St.  John  and  Maine  Railway .  46  . 

Total .  521  83 

Montreal  to  Halifax — 

North  Shore  Railway . . 172  . 

Intercolonial  Railway . 116  . 

Section  “  F  ”  of  survey .  83 

New  Brunswick  Railway .  164  . 

Not  surveyed . . .  95 

Intercolonial  Railway  . 201  . 

Total .  653  178 


Hon.  gentlemen  must  see  by  these  figures  of  distances  that 
the  Mottawamkeag  and  Macadam  route,  430  miles,  is  the 
shortest ;  the  next  is  the  Canterbury  route,  444  miles  ;  and 
the  others  are  respectively  491  miles,  543  miles  and  578 
miles.  By  the  Mettawamkeag  route  the  distance  to  build 
to  St.  Andrews  and  St.  John  is  216  miles.  This  route  has 
been  found  to  bo  the  shortest  of  the  five  lines  that  have 
been  surveyed.  The  object  was,  if  possible,  to  find  a  line 
on  Canadian  territory  all  through.  The  only  line  entirely 
on  Canadian  territory  is  the  line  by  Kiviere  du  Loup,  which 
is  578  miles  to  St.  Andrews,  compared  with  430  miles  by 
the  Mettawamkeag  and  Macadam  route,  or  the  shortest  by 
148  miles;  to  St.  John  the  distance  by  the  Mettawamkeag 
route  is  472  miles,  against  604  miles  by  the  Kiviere  du 
Loup  route,  a  difference  of  132  miles  ;  to  Halifax 
the  distance  by  the  Mettawamkeag  route  is  720 
miles,  against  831  miles  by  the  Kiviere  du  Loup 
line,  making  a  difference  to  Halifax  of  111  miles. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  also  observe  that  this  short  line — the 
shortest  we  can  find — is  a  lino  which  will  compete,  as  far 
as  wo  can,  with  the  line  from  Montreal  to  Portland.  If  I 
am  not  misinformed,  the  distance  from  Montreal  to  Port¬ 
land  is  297  miles,  and  the  shortest  route  we  can  find  from 
Montreal  to  St.  John,  St.  Andrews,  Halifax  or  Louisbourg,  is 


much  longer  than  that;  the  shortest  to  St.  Andrews  is 
430  miles.  Therefore,  with  all  our  desiro  to  have  a  lino,  if 
possible,  that  could  compete  with  some  chance  of  success 
with  the  Portland  line,  that  would  pass  through  Canadian 
territory  from  the  moment  it  leaves  Montreal  to  the  time  it 
would  reach  a  port  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  we  have 
been  unable  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  we  could  adopt 
that  line  around  by  Kivi&re  du  Loup  as  the  shortest  line. 
Nevertheless,  we  have  thought  it  was  due  to  that  large 
section  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  the  Ottawa  region,  a 
large  portion  of  which  could  not  take  advantage  of  the 
short  line,  the  shortest  we  can  find  to  fheso  ports  in  the 
Lower  Provinces,  that  we  should  give  a  chance  to  that 
region  to  get  to  St.  John,  Halifax,  St.  Andrews,  and  other 
sea-ports  of  the  Lower  Provinces,  by  increasing  the  subsidy 
on  that  short  piece  of  road,  83  miles,  from  Kiviere  du  Loup 
to  Edmonston.  But  though  we  encouraged  that  line,  we  had 
to  look  elsewhere  to  find  the  shortest  routo  practicable 
under  the  circumstances,  and  after  examining  the  whole 
matter  we  found  that  this  line,  No.  I  line,  going  to  St. 
Andrews  and  St.  John  and  Halifax-— the  Mettawamkeag 
route,  if  we  can  distinguish  it  so — -is  the  shortest  of  all  the 
lines  that  have  been  surveyed.  Wo  have  been  told  by  Mr. 
Light,  one  of  the  engineers  employed  to  survey  certain  linos 
in  tho  Province  of  Quebec  for  this  object,  that  another  lino 
might  be  considered,  which  they  called  tho  combination 
liue ;  we  have  been  told  that  it  might  be  made  the  shortest 
line ;  we  have  been  told  that  that  line,  which  had  been 
examined  also  by  Mr.  Wicksteed,  through  the  Etchemin  val¬ 
ley  towards  Hervey,  might  be  found  to  be  the  shortest  line. 
It  would  have  been  our  duty  to  examine  that  line,  and  if 
found  so  much  shorter,  or  at  all  shorter  than  the  other  line, 
to  see  whether,  in  every  sense,  in  every  aspect,  it  could  be 
considered  tho  best  line.  Under  those  circumstances  I 
caused  another  map  to  be  prepared  for  this  purpose, 
showing  the  proposed  Mettawamkeag  route  to  St, 
Andrews  and  the  other  ports  and  to  Louisbourg,  which 
eventually,  I  hope,  will  be  found  the  greatest  sea¬ 
port  of  Canada,  the  point  where  steamers  will  come 
from  Europe  in  a  shorter  time  than  they  can  reach 
any  other  point  on  this  continent,  and  therefore  show  that 
after  all  the  European  pioneers  of  this  country,  the  French, 
when  they  selected  Louisbourg  as  a  great  boulevard  against 
their  enemies,  selected  really  the  harbor  which  will 
be  the  harbor  of  tho  future.  At  all  events,  I  asked  tho 
chief  engineer  of  railways  to  prepare  this  other  map,  and  to 
show  on  it  an  air  line  from  Montreal  to  Louisbourg,  that 
is  to  say,  the  straight  line  from  one  point  to  the  other.  I 
have  had  that  line  drawn,  and  tho  Mettawamkeag  routo  is 
contrasted  here  with  the  other  lines  passing  through  Quebec 
and  the  other  portions  of  the  territory;  and  the  result  is,  that 
this  Mettawamkeag  route  is,  at  its  greatest  distance  from 
the  air  line,  distant  20  miles  from  it ;  that  is  to  say,  that 
the  distance  to  the  air  line,  from  tho  point  which  is  the  far¬ 
thest  on  the  Mettawamkeag  route  from  the  air  line,  is  20 
miles,  whilst  the  most  distant  point  on  the  othor  lines 
through  Quebec  is  80  miles  from  the  air  line.  It  is  impos¬ 
sible  that  any  calculation  can  show  that  a  line  which  is  80 
miles  at  a  number  of  points  from  tho  air  lino  can  be  shorter 
than  the  other  line,  which  is,  at  its  most  distant  point,  dis¬ 
tant  about  20  miles  from  the  air  line.  It  stands  to  reason, 
though  there  are  curves,  that  if,  instead  cf  putting  a  curve, 
you  draw  a  line  from  Montreal  to  the  extremo  point, 
and  another  line  to  the  point  whore  it  reaches  tho  air  line 
on  the  Quebec  routo,  and  do  tho  same  thing  for  tho 
Mettawamkeag  route,  you  will  find  that  that  will  make  two 
triangles  ;  and  it  is  elementary  that  the  longest  side  of  a 
triangle  is  shorter  than  the  two  other  sides.  Therefore,  if  tho 
distance  from  tho  base  to  tho  farthest  point  of  the  triangle 
is  20  mile3,  tho  route  or  distance  of  the  two  sides  of 
that  triangle  must  be  shorter  than  that  of  the  two  sides  of 
the  other  triangle,  in  which  tho  distance  from  the  base  to 
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the  highest  point  is  80  miles.  Therefore,  with  all  my 
goodwill  to  ray  native  city  of  Quebec,  with  all  the  desire  to 
do  all  I  could  for  it,  facts  aro  tacts,  truth  is  truth,  and  I 
must  go  by  the  facts  and  the  truth.  I  have  only  to  see 
which  of  these  linos  is  the  shortest,  which  is  the  best,  and 
which  we  should  adopt,  in  order  to  carry  out  tho  policy  of 
Parliament  and  this  Government,  of  connecting  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Rail  way  at  Montreal  with  tho  harbors  of 
the  lower  Provinces  by  the  shortest  route.  The  result  of 
that  examination  is,  that  the  Government  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  to  recommend  that  this  line,  the  Mettawamkeag 
X’oute,  be  adopted  as  tho  shortest  and  the  best  line.  I  think 
this  will  do,  at  all  events,  for  tho  present,  as  the  exposi  of 
the  reasons  why  the  Government  think  they  should  adopt 
this  line.  Now,  I  come  to  the  third  portion  of  these  reso¬ 
lutions,  which  relates  to  the  extension  of  tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  from  Montreal  to  Quebec  by  tho  North 
shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  North  Shore  Railway. 
The  House  will,  no  doubt,  remember  that  last  year  an  Act 
was  passed  authorising  certain  subsidies  and  grants  for  and 
in  respect  of  certain  lines  of  railway  therein  mentioned. 
Amongst  these,  there  was  an  item  to  this  effect : 

“For  the  extension  of  the  Canadin  Pacific  Railway  from  its  terminus 
at  St.  Martin's  junction,  near  Montreal,  or  some  other  point  on  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec,  in  such  manner  as  may 
be  approved  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $6,000 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $960,000.” 

Then  it  was  provided  by  the  Act  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  within  six  months  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  could  come  to  an  understanding  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  or  the  authorities  of  the  North 
Shore  Railway,  as  it  is  stated  here: 

“  To  purchase  the  North  Shore  Railway  from  St.  Martin’s  junction  to 
Quebec,  or  may  obtain  control  of  the  same,  or  may  make,  with  the  own¬ 
ers  of  the  said  railway,  such  arrangements  as  will  allow  the  said  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  extend  its  railway  to  Quebec,  failing 
which  the  provisions  contained  in  the  three  following  sections  may 
take  effect.” 

That  was  not  done.  The  six  months  elapsed,  and  a  few 
months  more,  and  nothing  done,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  other  clauses  of  the  Act  mentioned  there  might  have 
come  into  effect,  but  the  provisions  of  the  Act  were  that  the 
Pacific  Railway  Company  could  make  a  bargain  or  a  treaty, 
or  come  to  an  understanding  with  certain  individuals  or 
companies  for  the  purpose  of  building  for  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  the  extension  of  its  line  from  Montreal,  or  some  point 
on  the  Pacific  Railway,  to  Quebec,  by  tho  north  shore,  and 
that,  whenever  that  treaty  was  made  and  signed  between 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  these  parties, 
then  these  parties  would  apply  to  the  Government  of 
Canada  and  obtain  from  them  a  charter,  which  the  Act 
authorised,  with  the  powers  ordinarily  given  to  such  com¬ 
panies,  and  that  the  Government  could  then  promise  them 
tho  subsidy  of  $960,000  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  build¬ 
ing  of  that  line,  of  course,  with  the  necessary  conditions  of 
building  so  many  miles,  ar,d  so  on.  That  was  not  done. 
This  Act  has  not  had  the  effect  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  Parliament  expected,  and  therefore  it  has 
remained  what  wo  call  in  French  lettre  morte— a  dead  letter. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Government,  knowing  its 
intention  and  the  intention  of  Parliament  to  extend  the 
Pacific  Railway  from  Montreal  to  Quebec,  thought  that  it 
should  try  to  obtain  that  result  by  some  additional  legisla¬ 
tion,  and  some  additional  aid,  if  possible.  Therefore, 
those  resolutions  have  been  laid  before  the  House, 
but  they  will  have  to  be  modified  in  one  or  two 
points,  and  I  will  state,  in  a  few  minutes,  in  what  direction. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  should  state  that  tho  Government, 
being  very  axious  that  the  desire  and  the  wish  and  the 
intention  of  Parliament,  and  their  own  intention,  should  bo 
carried  into  effect,  have  opened  negotiations  with  tho  Grand 
Trunk  Rail  way  Company,  as  well  as  with  the  Canadian  Pacifio 
Railway  Company,  to  ascertain  how  far  those  companies 
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would  be  disposed  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Government 
and  of  Parliament;  and  it  has  come  to  this  point,  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  who  control  tho  North 
Shore  Railway  by  the  stock  they  possess,  have  doclared 
to  the  Government  that  they  aro  ready  to  transfer  and  sell 
the  North  Shore  Railway  from  Montreal  to  Quebec  under 
certain  conditions  of  payment  to  reimburse  them,  and  tho 
Jacques  Cartier  Branch,  or  Junction  Railway,  under  certain 
conditions  of  price,  in  order  to  recoup  them  the  amount 
paid  by  them  for  tho  stock  of  the  company,  which  will 
go,  of  course,  with  the  railway  to  be  transferred,  and  also 
the  price  of  certain  improvements  made  on  the  road.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  are  disposed  and  ready 
to  take  the  North  Shore  Railway  under  these  conditions,  so 
that  the  North  Shore  Railway  would  pass  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  with  the  amount  of  debt  due  to 
the  Queboc  Government  on  that  road  and  also  the  bonds 
which  are  the  first  mortgage  after  the  debt  to  the  Quebec 
Government.  Then  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
are  ready  to  sell,  and  have  promised  that  they  will  sell,  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  are  ready  to  accept 
and  have  stated  so  on  their  side.  Under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  when  we  come  to  the  paragraph  next  before  the 
last  of  these  resolutions,  I  will  move  that  all  the  words  after 
“  North  Shore  Railway  ”  in  tho  fourth  line,  should  be 
expunged,  down  to  the  word  “  then,”  in  the  second  line 
from  the  end  of  the  clause.  The  Government  will  ask  also 
to  have  power  to  purchase  this  railway,  if  it  is  found  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  purpose  for  which  Parliament  has  voted  the 
money,  and  that  these  words  should  be  added  to  the  6  th 
paragraph : — 

And,  if  it  should  be  expedient  so  to  do,  in  order  to  facilitate  obtain¬ 
ing  such  access - 

That  is  access  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec— 

the  Governor  in  Council  may  acquire  the  North  Shore  Railway,  and 
may  apply  the  said  sum  of  $1,500,000,  or  any  part  thereof,  in  aid  of  such 
acquisition,  and,  upon  such  acquisition,  may  transfer  or  lease  such  rail¬ 
way  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  subject  to  such  obliga¬ 
tions  as  the  Government  shall  have  assumed  in  acquiring  it. 

The  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  the  money  the  House  is 
now  asked  to  vote  is  not  a  million  and  a-half,  because  we 
already  voted  last  Session  $960,060,  as  I  stated  a  few  min¬ 
utes  ago,  for  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  also  $200,000  for  the  the  Jacques  Cartier  Junction  Rail¬ 
way,  so  that  $340,000  is  the  additional  vote  now  proposed,  in 
case  that  amountis  required,  to  attain  the  objects  that 
this  House  and  the  Government  have  in  view,  and  had  in 
view  in  voting  this  sum  last  Session,  and  in  passing  two  or 
three  statutes  since  1880.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
explained  these  resolutions  so  as  to  bo  understood ;  at  all 
events,  I  have  endeavored  to  do  so,  and  I  now  move  that 
you  leave  the  Chair  and  the  House  resolve  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  these  resolutions. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  resolution  1, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  1882  tho  Government  informed  us, 
when  inviting  us  to  vote  a  subsidy  of  something  under 
$250,000  for  this  branch,  that  they  were  satisfied  it  would 
be  adequate  to  accomplish  the  purpose  in  view,  that  they 
had  made  propor  enquiries  and  were  satisfied  that  the 
result  which  they  proposed  to  Parliament  to  achieve  could 
be  achieved  at  that  oxponso.  The  Minister  has  now 
informed  us  that  tho  Government  have  been  disappointed  in 
that  expectation,  and  they  have  now  brought  down  to  us  a 
proposal  which  doubles  the  charge.  I  desire  to  know  what 
enquiries  have  been  made,  what  information  has  been 
received,  and  what  pledges  have  been  obtained  on  which  the 
Government  bases  this  renewed  and  enlarged  estimate  as 
adequate  to  accomplish  the  object  in  view  ? 
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Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  best  answer  I  can  give 
is,  that  though  this  statute  was  passed  on  the  17th  of  May, 
1882,  over  three  years  ago,  the  road  has  not  yet  been  built. 
One  of  the  companies  has  just  done  enough  to  keep  itself 
alive,  like  all  other  railway  companies — just  enough  to  save 
the  charter;  but  the  fact  is,  that  the  railway  has  not  been 
undei  taken.  If  I  remember  a  right  there  are  two  companies  ; 
there  is  a  company  incorporated  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
and  the  other  in  the  Province  of  New  Br  unswick  ;  but 
although  there  are  two  companies,  they  could  not  obtain  the 
necessary  funds  to  build  this  road.  The  83,200  per  mile 
would  not  suffice.  We  have  been  informed  by  the  parties 
connected  with  these  companies  that  if  the  subsidy  were 
increased  to  $0,000  they  have  no  doubt  they  could  obtain 
the  ncessary  funds  to  carry  on  that  work.  I  suppose  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  very  well  acquainted  with  that  route, 
but  I  understand  that  though  a  good  portion  of  the  road  is 
rather  level,  a  part  of  it  is  far  from  being  so,  where  the 
grades  will  be  heavy,  and  therefore  it  will  be  a  difficult  road 
to  build.  Nevertheless,  I  think  this  road  from  Riviere  du 
Loup  will  not  be  more  difficult  than  the  New  Brunswick 
route. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  failed  to  make  myself  understood.  What 
I  stated  was,  that  in  1882,  when  we  were  askod  to  grant  this 
subsidy,  we  were  informed  by  the  Government  that  having 
made  the  necessary  enquiries  to  enable  them  to  speak  upon 
the  subject,  they  had  satisfied  themselves  that  that  sum 
would  be.adequate  to  accomplish  the  object  they  proposed 
to  us,  by  giving  about  a  quarter  of  a  million  to  achieve,  that 
is,  a  connection  between  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
Edmonston,  on  the  New  Brunswick  Railway.  They  have 
failed  in  the  accomplishment  of  that  object.  The  expecta-  ; 
tions  which  they  led  Parliament  to  entertain  have  been 
disappointed,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  the  best 
answer  to  my  question  is  that  fact.  Now,  I  want  that  fact 
explained.  What  I  object  to  is,  that  we  are  told  by  the 
Government  that  certain  sums  will  be  adequate  to  achieve 
certain  results,  that  we  are  asked  to  vote  these  sums  on  that 
assurance,  and  that  a  little  while  afterwards  we  are  told : 
Oh,  they  are  not  adequate  ;  you  must  double  the  amount,  in 
order  to  accomplish  the  result.  I  want  to  understand  how 
it  was  that  the  expectations  of  the  Government,  after  having 
made  proper  enquiries  and  based  their  statement  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  upon  the  result  of  those  enquiries,  have  been  disap¬ 
pointed.  Next,  I  want  to  understand  what  better  assurance 
there  is  now,  what  further  enquiry  has  taken  place,  what 
further  investigation  has  been  had,  which  enables  Parliament 
now  to  say  that  even  double  the  money  will  accomplish  the 
result. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  think  the  answer  I  gave 
in  the  first  place  is  a  very  good  one,  and  certainly  the 
best  the  hon.  gentleman  could  expect  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  namely,  the  fact  that  although  the  money  had  been 
voted  for  three  years  the  road  has  not  yet  beeD  built, 
though  that  road  is  a  very  desirable  one,  though  it  would 
open  direct  communication  between  the  Province  of  Quebec 
and  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  though  it  would  open 
a  very  fine  countrj,  though  it  would  open  a  large  trade 
between  the  two  Provinces  :  nevertheless  the  subsidy  that 
Parliament  authorised  the  Government  to  give,  has  not 
been  sufficient  to  induce  any  company  to  undertake  the  work. 
The  fact  that  it  has  not  been  aeked  for  shows  that  it  was 
not  tufficient.  The  hon.  gentleman  wants  more  explana¬ 
tion  than  that.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
during  the  last  few  years  railways  in  America  have  not 
been  a  very  favorable  investment  for  capitalists  in  England, 
and  therefore  those  railways  which  it  was  considered 
could  be  built  with  the  aid  of  a  subsidy  of  $3,200  have  not 
been  built,  and  no  one  has  ventured  to  undertake  the  enter¬ 
prise.  I  do  not  see  that  as  regards  ihe  Provinces  com¬ 
prising  the  Confederation  there  was  any  good  reason 


why  capitalists  should  lose  confidence  and  not  invest  their 
money  in  building  railways.  But  hon,  gentlemen  know 
that  the  lino  which  divides  us  from  the  United 
States  is  a  political  line,  a  lino  which  exists  on  paper  and 
is  indicated  by  meets  and  bounds ;  but  it  is  a  line  which 
does  not  prevent  capitalists  believing  that  railways  which 
fail  on  the  American  side,  where  a  great  deal  of  stock  has 
been  watered,  are  in  some  ways  connected  with  our  railways, 
and  the  result  has  been  that  those  who  invested  money  have 
lost  it.  Capitalists  do  not  make  a  difference  between  the 
two  countries  ;  they  call  it  all  America,  and  determine,  on 
the  grounds  I  have  indicated,  that  they  will  not  invest  their 
money  there.  I  know  this  perfectly  well.  When  I  went  to 
England  for  different  purposes  I  found  great  ignorance  pre- 
vailing  about  the  position  of  Canada.  The  people  were  con¬ 
founding  Canada  and  the  United  States;  it  was  America  all 
the  time  ;  and  therefore  wo  had  the  misfortune  to  be  placed 
with  our  cousins  on  the  other  side  of  the  line  and  to  suffer 
for  the  misdeeds  of  some  of  their  people ;  and  the  result  has 
been  that  these  railway  projects  have  not  had  the  success 
that  was  expected.  Very  tew  of  those  railways  to  which 
Parliament  voted  a  subsidy  of  $3,200  a  mile  have  as  yet  been 
successfully  undertaken.  A  few  of  them  have  been  com¬ 
menced  and  they  are  being  pushed  forward  quietly,  perhaps 
too  quietly  for  the  expectations  of  those  who  have  underta¬ 
ken  the  work.  In  this  case,  though  this  road  seems  to  bo  a 
very  good  one,  yet  we  find  that  the  promoter’s  of  this  rail¬ 
way  cannot  raise  the  capital  with  a  subsidy  of  $3,200  a  mile, 
but  an  additional  amount  would,  in  all  probability,  give  them 
the  success  which  they  have  not  yet  achieved.  I  hope  this 
explanation  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  explanation  were  accepted  as  satis¬ 
factory  I  would  be  very  easily  satisfied.  I  say  that  the 
statements  made  in  1882  have  turned  out  to  be  unjustified 
by  the  facts.  We  were  told  at  that  time  that  the  money 
voted  would  secure  the  object  we  had  in  view.  I  ventured 
to  say,  the  other  day,  and  I  repeat  it  to-night,  that  it  is  a 
very  serious  thing  for  the  Government  to  propose  to  Par¬ 
liament  to  embark  in  various  enterprises,  upon  the  assur¬ 
ance  that  the  grants  of  money  will  be  adequate  to  execute 
the  policy  which  they  propose,  and  the  Government,  two  or 
three  years  afterwards,  or  one  year  later,  as  is  the  case  with 
some  of  the  proposals  before  us,  to  come  and  say  :  We  were 
all  wrong ;  but  you  have  agreed  to  the  policy,  and  we  must 
now  furnish  the  means  which  we  are  told  will  be  adequate  to 
accomplish  the  result  desired.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
of  course,  the  gauge  of  the  New  Brunswick  Railway.  Are 
the  75  or  83  miles  from  River  du  Loup  to  Edmonston  to  be 
of  the  gauge  of  the  Intercolonial  or  new  Brunswick  Rail¬ 
way  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  understand  the  gauge  of 
the  two  railways  is  the  same. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  gauge  will  be  the  same  as  the 
Intercolonial  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  gauge  is  the  same. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  has  been  widened.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  stated  that  the  alignment  would  bo  equal  to 
that  of  the  New  Brunswick  Railway.  He  is,  no  doubt, 
aware  that  that  is  not  regarded  as  a  first  class  line. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  said  the  worst  portion  of 
the  83  miles  to  bo  built  would  bo  better  than  the  New 
Brunswick  Railway. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  an  easy  road  to  build. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  is  an  easy  road  to  build 
for  a  long  distance. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  told  that  the  New  Brunswick  Rail¬ 
way  cost  botweon  $8,000  to  $9,000  a  milo.  It  was  cheaply 
built.  I  am  speaking  of  it  as  a  nasrrow  gauge  road.  Has 
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the  hon.  gentleman  received  from  the  promoters  of  this 
enterprise  any  estimate  as  to  what  the  cost  of  the  83  miles 
will  be  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  Government  have  no  information 
as  to  what  the  cost  of  the  railway  will  be  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  No  more  than  we  have  for 
other  railways.  We  suppose  that  this  road  will  cost  about 
the  same  as  other  railways  built  recently  in  other  portions 
of  the  country.  Taking  that  into  account,  wo  think  a  sub 
sidy  of  $5,000  a  mile  is  not  too  large. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  may  remark  that  as  a  sort  of  offset,  I 
cannot  call  it  a  compensation,  for  the  misfortunes  in  which 
Canada  has  been  involved  by  being  confounded  with  the 
United  States  sometimes  in  the  opinion  of  capitalists,  and 
our  greater  financial  strength  and  money  power  being  thus 
obscured  from  the  eyes  of  the  world  for  a  time,  it  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  cost  of  railway  construction  on  this 
continent  has  been  at  a  very  low  ebb  for  the  last  two  years, 
partly  due  to  those  difficulties  which  have  resulted,  perhaps, 
in  a  good  many  projected  railways  failing  to  proceed,  and 
partly  to  the  state  of  the  iron  trade,  and  in  reducing  tho 
cost  of  rails.  As  a  result,  the  cost  of  construction  on  a  good 
many  lines,  more  particularly  in  the  north-western  States, 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota  and  others— -where  it  is 
not  buried  in  the  water  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded 

is  very  low.  That  is  to  be  considered  when  we  determine 
the  amount  of  public  assistance  required.  Tho  original 
proposal  mado  to  Parliament  was  based  upon  a  principle, 
and  it  was  this :  the  subsidy  of  $3,200  per  milo,  including 
sidings,  would  iron  the  road,  and  it  would  bo  sufficient  in¬ 
ducement  to  enable  a  contract  to  be  made  for  building  the 
road.  Tho  price  of  steel  is  very  low,  and  there  is  a  compa¬ 
rative  low  price  for  labor  as  well.  When  we  are  told  now 
that  the  cost  of  building  the  road  is  to  be  about  double  that 
what  it  ought  to  have  cost,  I  feel  that  it  is  due  to  us  to 
furnish  some  more  accurate  information  as  to  the  estimated 
cost  of  tho  road  and  as  to  the  financial  scheme  of' the  company. 
We  have  been  disappointed  before,  and  now  when  another 
scheme  is  laid  before  this  House  by  the  Government,  no 
information  is  furnished,  beyond  that  given  by  the  promoters, 
that  they  could  not  build  for  $3,200  per  mile,  but  they  now 
think  they  can  get  on  with  $6,000.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
u  proper  preliminary  enquiry  upon  which  to  base  public 
grants,  and  I  think  it  is  the  more  important  because  this 
grant  has  been  on  the  Statute  Book  for  three  years.  There 
have  been  two  companies  incorporated :  they  have  been 
doing  something  or  other,  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  and 
they  ought,  at  any  rate,  to  have  been  able  to  furnish  him 
with  fuller  materials  upon  which  to  base  the  assurance  that 
this  sum  if  granted,  will  bo  adequate  to  the  purpose. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Will  the  hon.  Minister  explain  why  it 
is  that  there  is  an  alternative  proposition — one  lino  by 
Riviere  du  Loup,  and  the  othev  by  Riviere  Ouelle  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  By  the  Act  of  1882  the 
grant  was  for  a  railway  from  a  point  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  at  Riviere  du  Loup,  or  at  Riviere  Ouelle  ;  of 
course,  we  aro  increasing  the  grant  by  this  resolution,  and 
wo  want  it  to  be  for  the  same  railway. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  This  was  three  years  ago,  and  since  that 
time  the  Government  have  had  a  survey  made  of  the 
Riviere  du  Loup  valley.  They  have  had  time  to  make  up 
their  minds  which  line  should  be  subsidised.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  no  survey  has  boon  made  by  the  Government  of  the 
Riviere  Ouelle  valley,  and  I  would  like  to  know  if  it  is 
proposed  to  dispose  of  the  subsidy  without  further  survey. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  surveys  havo  been 
made  by  tho  company. 

Mr.  Blake. 


Mr.  LAURIER.  Yes  ;  but  the  Government  have  thought 
proper  to  have  a  survey  of  one  line  made  by  their  own  engi¬ 
neers.  Is  it  proposed  to  give  the  subsidy  without  further 
survey,  or  to  dispose  of  it  only  after  a  survey  has  been 
made  of  the  Riviere  Ouelle  valley  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  There  was  a  survey  made 
by  the  Government  for  another  purpose,  and  of  course  it 
answers  this  purpose  as  well.  The  survey  of  the  Rividre 
Ouelle  Company  was  made  by  themselves,  and  therefore  the 
information  is  there.  It  is  complete.  The  company  will, 
of  course,  have  to  take  the  line  which  is  best  for  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  company,  and  also  best  in  tho  interest  of  tho 
public,  and  the  Government  will  have  to  see  which  line  is 
the  best  in  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  hardly  think  that  is  a  good  answer. 
The  hon.  Minister  says  the  survey  has  been  made  with  tho 
object  of  ascertaining,  I  suppose,  whether  or  not  it  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  that  this  line  should  be  subsidised. 
It  cannot  have  been  for  any  other  purpose.  The  subsidy  was 
granted  under  the  idea  that  it  was  in  the  public  interest  go 
subsidise  one  or  other  of  these  roads.  If  the  Government 
propose  to  dispense  with  the  survey  in  one  case,  what  is  to 
enable  them  to  decide  between  the  two  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  With  regard  to  the  statement  mado  by 
the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  as  to  the  cost  of  the 
New  Brunswick  Railway,  I  think  he  is  correct  as  to  the 
cost  per  mile ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  that  road 
was  constructed  as  a  narrow  gauge  road,  and  in  the  cheapest 
and  most  rapid  way  possible  to  reach  a  given  point.  The 
curves  were  very  sharp,  and  the  bridges  were  of  a  tempor¬ 
ary  character.  It  went  through  the  valley  of  the  St.  John, 
and  there  were  no  heavy  engineering  difficulties  met  with, 
so  that  it  was  very  cheaply  constructed.  As  to  the  cost,  the 
gauge  has  to  be  broadened  to  make  it  the  same  as  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway,  and  then  they  have  gone  on  for  the  last 
three  or  four  years  replacing  the  cheap  temporary  structures 
by  ihoso  of  a  heavier  and  more  permanent  character;  and 
besides  having  in  view  making  it  part  of  the  through  line, 
they  intend  to  alter  the  road  very  materially,  as  to  its  curves, 
etc.  Whether  $6,000  per  mile  is  sufficient  or  not,  I  may  say 
the  New  Brunswick  Railway  Company  were  very  anxious 
to  push  the  road  through,  as  they  repeatedly  represented 
that  if  a  subsidy  of  $6,000  per  mile  were  given  they  were 
prepared  to  push  the  road  through  vigorously,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  they  will  do  so. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  there  been  any  representations 
made  by  the  New  Brunswick  Railway  Company  to  the 
Government  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  chief  engineer  says 
that  there  was  an  offer  on  the  part  of  that  company, 
through  its  president,  to  build  a  railway,  if  they  had  had  a 
subsidy  of  this  kind, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Because  I  moved,  three  or  four  months 
ago,  for  any  correspondence  which  had  taken  place  between 
the  Government  and  any  railway  companies  with  regard  to 
subsidies,  in  order  to  have  this  information  with  reference 
to  the  propositions  which  I  suspected  would  come  down. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  do  not  suppose  that  it 
was  considered  that  that  motion  covered  this  case,  because 
there  was  no  subsidy  given  to  that  company,  or  to  a  com¬ 
pany  which  had  been  incorporated. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Which  was  the  company  that  was  to  have 
it? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  were  two  companies. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes;  and  one  of  the  two  was  to  have  it.  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  it  was  the  company,  but  it  was  not 
named  in  the  resolution,  so  it  was  not  thought  worth  while 
to  give  Parliament  the  information. 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  may  say  that  Mr.  Burpee  was  vice- 
president  or  manager  of  the  road,  and  that  he  was  hore ;  and 
he  told  mo,  in  conversations  I  had  with  him,  that  the  com¬ 
pany  would  consider  a  subsidy  of  $6,000  sufficient  to  put 
the  road  through,  though  he  did  not  seem  very  anxious  about 
it  at  the  time.  But  if  this  subsidy  was  voted  and  given  to 
them  they  would  undertake  to  push  the  road  through. 
There  was  no  desire  to  get  the  subsidy,  but  they  wanted  to 
see  the  road  built. 

Mr.  BLONDEAU.  I  would  like  to  know  the  reason  why 
the  route  has  been  changed.  We  are  told  that  it  is  from  St. 
Bochs  to  Edmonston ;  but  I  know  a  route  has  been  surveyed 
from  Biviere  Ouelle  to  Edmonston,  and  I  hope  the  report  of 
that  survey  will  be  brought  down  before  this  matter  is 
decided. 

Mr.  LAUBIEB.  I  happen  to  know  there  has  been  no 
survey  in  the  Biviere  Ouelle  valley.  I  heard  the  Minister 
speak  to-day  of  the  line  to  St.  Bochs.  What  line  is  it  ? 

Sir  HECTOB  L  ANGEVIN.  It  appears  that  the  engineer 
who  was  sent  to  survey  this  line  reported  that  he  could  not 
come  out  at  Biviere  Ouelle,  as  there  were  difficulties  in  the 
way,  and  he  came  out  at  St.  Bochs.  I  do  not  know  how  far 
that  is  from  Biviere  Ouelle,  but  it  is  in  the  next  or  the 
second  parish  from  there,  and  that  is  the  reason  the  name 
of  St.  Bochs  was  inserted. 

Mr.  LAUBIEB.  Who  was  the  engineer  ? 

Sir  HEOTOB  L  ANGEVIN.  Mr.  Crawford. 

Mr.  BLONDEAU.  I  am  surprised  that  he  did  not  come 
out  there.  He  had  to  start  from  Biviere  Ouelle  to  make 
his  survey,  and  ho  made  that  survey  before  he  made  the 
survey  to  Biviere  du  Loup,  and  then  he  made  his  report  for 
this  line.  It  was  the  same  engineer,  Mr.  Crawford.  We 
have  been  promised  the  report  of  this  survey,  and  we  have 
not  got  it  yet. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  seems,  from  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Minister,  that  the  engineer  made  every  effort  to  reach  my 
hon.  friend’s  point,  and  he  could  not  got  there.  The  Minister 
said  the  diffiulties  of  the  country  wero  too  great. 

Mi\  BLONDEAU.  All  I  know  is,  that  he  started  from 
Biviere  Ouelle  to  Edmonston  ;  but  we  have  no  more  infor¬ 
mation  about  it.  We  should  have  the  report  of  the  survey. 
I  wish  to  know  which  is  the  host  route  ;  if  tho  Biviere  du 
Loup  is  the  best,  all  right. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  engineer  did  commence  to  survey 
from  Biviere  Ouelle  to  Edmonston,  perhaps  he  never 
was  able  to  get  to  Edmonston.  But  probably,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  lei' praph  to  the  engineer,  he  might  find 
him  somewhere  between  Biviere  Ouelle  and  Edmonston. 

Mr.  BLONDEAU.  He  had  to  go  to  Ste.  Anne  instead  of 
St.  Bochs  ;  but  he  did  not  go  to  either  place,  and  he  has  not 
been  to  Edmonston  ;  he  went  to  Biviere  du  Loup,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  this  is  the  way  the  public  money  is 
voted. 

On  resolution  2, 

Mr.  DODD.  I  would  like  to  ask  why  it  is  that  this  reso¬ 
lution  varies  from  that  which  was  brought  down  last  year, 
inasmuch  as  Sydney  and  Louisbourg  are  left  out  ?  I  trust  the 
Government  do  not  intend  to  ignore  that  important  part  of 
this  Dominion,  and  that  Something  will  be  done  for  it,  in 
some  way  or  other.  The  claims  of  that  island  have  often 
been  represented  to  this  House;  and  just  now,  when  the 
Imperial  Government  are  taking  steps  to  estabhbh  one  of 
their  coaling  stations  there  for  the  protection  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  marine,  I  think  we  should  have  some  information  as  to 
whether  this  Government  are  going  to  increase  the  subsidies 
already  granted,  if  they  are  found  insufficient  to  secure  a 
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railway  through  the  island.  In  case  of  war  or  invasion,  I 
think  it  is  necessary  that  wo  should  have  a  line  of  railway 
to  some  Atlantic  port  on  that  island,  so  that  the 
militia  troops  of  Canada,  who  have  shown  themselves 
quite  capable  of  defending  this  country,  would  be 
enabled  to  repel  an  eaemy  seeking  to  destroy  the 
collieries  of  that  important  section  of  tb$>  country. 
I  know  of  no  part  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to  which  the 
Government  are  under  so  many  obligations  as  to  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton,  because  at  the  last  election  it  sent 
five  representatives  to  support  them,  the  first  time  since 
Confederation,  and  it  should  not  be  ignored.  I  trust  wo 
shall  receive  from  some  member  of  the  Government  a  state¬ 
ment  that  something  is  to  be  done,  and  that  we  are  not 
entirely  to  be  ignored,  as  this  resolution,  in  its  present  form, 
would  indicate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  point  out  to  my 
hon.  friend  that  provision  has  been  made  already  for  build¬ 
ing  a  railway  through  Cape  Breton,  either  to  Sydney  or 
Louisbourg,  and  there  is  a  chartered  company  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  There  has  never,  however,  been  any  location  survey 
made  through  Cape  Breton,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  come  down  to  Parliament  this  Session,  and 
ask  Parliament  for  a  grant  for  a  location  survey  through 
the  island,  in  the  first  place.  Then,  I  do  not  know,  but  I 
hope  that  either  the  company  which  has  now  got  the  charter, 
or  some  other  company,  may  build  the  road.  My  hon.  friend, 
in  moving  the  resolutions,  has  stated  that  we  look  forward 
to  Louisbourg  being  the  great  Atlantic  port  for  Canada 
some  day  or  other,  that  it  is  the  port  nearest  to  Europe, 
shortening  the  distance  to  Europe,  and  there  are  great 
expectations  by  those  who  have  considered  the  question — for 
instance,  certain  men,  such  as  the  president  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bail  way,  Mr.  Stephen,  who  is  very  enthusiastic  on 
that  point — believe  that  will  be  a  point  of  departure  eventu¬ 
ally  for  first-class  steamers  carrying  passengers  from  the 
Atlantic  States,  as  well  as  from  Canada,  to  Europe.  People 
who  fear  the  long  sea  voyage  will  choose  that  line. 
Whether  that  will  be  realised  1  cannot  say;  but,  no  doubt, 
that  road  will  be  built.  The  Government  have  shown 
goodwill  towards  it,  Parliament  has  shown  goodwill  to¬ 
wards  it  by  the  vote  of  last  year,  and  there  will  be  a  grant 
asked  for  the  survey. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Another  very  important  road  overlooked 
this  year  is  the  important  Jink  connecting  Annapolis  and 
Digby. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  missing  link. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  missing  link.  The  grant,  last  year,  of 
$3,000  a  mile,  is  not  quite  enough  to  ensure  the  completion 
of  the  road,  and  I  was  in  hopes  of  seeing  another  $3,000 
a  mile  added  this  year.  There  ai’e  two  or  three  heavy 
bridges  to  be  built,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will  see 
their  way  to  add  another  $3,000  to  the  subsidy.  Of  courso, 
the  smaller  Provinces  are  not  in  a  condition  to  subsidiso 
their  roads  at  present. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  congratulate  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Dodd) 
on  the  admirable  manner  in  which  he  wields  the  whip  and 
the  fortunate  results  he  has  obtained  by  the  process.  These 
results  do  not  come  upon  us  with  the  pleasant  shock  they 
would  if  we  had  not  seen  it  stated  in  the  newspapers  that 
there  was  to  be  a  survey  in  the  island  of  Capo  Breton.  It 
is  fortunate  for  my  hon.  friend  that  there  has  been  a  pro¬ 
longation  of  the  Session,  for  without  it  he  would  not  have 
got  the  survey.  Being  here,  fortunately,  in  July,  he  has  had 
time  to  melt  the  Government  into  a  survey ;  and  while  the 
other  parts  of  the  Dominion  are  getting  railways,  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  have  engineers.  I  know  there  will  be  a 
great  deal  of  difficulty  in  deciding  where  the  route  shall  be, 
as  that  is  a  delicate  question  in  the  island.  However 
united  the  hon.  mombers  may  be  in  their  primo  duty,  as 
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members  of  the  island,  in  supporting  the  Government, 
there  may  be  a  little  discord  among  them  as  to  the  way  the 
engineers  should  go  through  the  island  ;  but  T  do  not  want 
to  disturb  the  harmony  of  the  happy  family  by  saying  any¬ 
thing  more  on  this  point. 

Mr.  GILI^IOR.  I  was  pleased  to  see  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  mako  reference  to  St.  Andrews  so  fre¬ 
quently,  but  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  it  is  not 
referred  to  in  these  resolutions.  This  third  resolution 
is  for  a  line  of  railway  connecting  Montreal  with  the  har¬ 
bors  of  St.  John  and  Halifax  via  Sherbrooke,  Moosehead 
Lake  and  Mettawamkeag,  but  there  is  not  a  word  about  St. 
Andrews.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  inserted,  because  it  comes 
first  in  order.  If  it  has  been  an  oversight,  I  would  like  to 
have  it  inserted.  I  would  move  that  St.  Andrews  be 
inserted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  one  point  I  do  not  observe  the 
Iron,  the  Minister  mentioned  in  his  explanations  before  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair.  Of  course  it  is  not  of  much  conse¬ 
quence  ;  it  is  only  a  little  more  than  $1,500,000.  We  were 
told  last  year  the  $170,000  a  year  for  fifteen  years  would  be 
adequate  to  accomplish  the  result  set  before  us  by  this  reso¬ 
lution,  and  the  subsidy  is  now  to  be  made  $250,000  a  year 
for  twenty  years.  I  desire  to  know  how  it  turns  out  that 
the  $170,000  for  fifteen  years  is  inadequate,  and  on  what 
calculation  it  is  now  proposed  to  vote  $250,000  a  year  for 
twenty  years,  making  an  addition  of  $1,500,000  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  vote  of  last  year. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  (Translation.)  Before 
this  motion  is  adopted  I  have  a  few  words  to  say  on  that 
subject.  In  the  first  place.  I  must  express  my  regret  that 
the  Government  should  have  comprised  under  one  single 
resolution  the  three  questions  which  they  submit  to  the 
approval  of  this  House.  The  resolution  which  they  have 
just  proposed  and  which  is  now  under  consideration  involves 
three  distinct  votes :  one  in  favor  of  the  Riviere  du  Loup  to 
Edmondston,  one  in  favor  of  the  short  line  through  Sher¬ 
brooke,  and  one  in  favor  of  the  terminus  which  it  is  intended 
to  give  to  Quebec.  This  terminus  was  promised  last  year 
by  the  Government ;  it  was  promised  to  the  country  at  large, 
and  therefore  the  Government  are  bound  to  keep  their  pro¬ 
mise.  As  regards  the  choice  of  the  short  line,  that  question 
was  not  decided  last  year  by  the  Government, 
and  if  I  remember  what  certain  newspapers  have  said 
—for  I  am  too  discreet  to  state  all  that  I  have  heard 
■ — the  Government  had  decided  to  let  Parliament 
choose  for  themselves  whatever  line  was  thought  to  be  the 
shortest.  Now,  people  have  come  down  with  surveys.  It 
will  be  remembered  that  the  Government  had  promised  us 
surveys  of  the  most  extensive  and  complete  kind.  Have 
they  given  them  to  us?  I  do  not  think  that  we  have 
obtained  all  that  we  have  a  right  to  expect.  To  quote  only 
one  instance,  I  may  state  among  the  returns  brought  down 
by  the  Government  we  do  not  see  any  mention  of  the  sur¬ 
vey  made  by  the  Government  officers  of  the  line  known  as 
the  combination  line.  That  line  has  been  completely 
ignored.  Not  only  that,  but  in  the  official  remarks  which 
we  have  before  the  House,  we  see  that  the  report  sent  to 
the  Railway  Department  by  Mr.  Right  has  been  violently 
criticised  by  the  chief  engineer  of  the  Government  railways, 
and  not  only  violently  criticised,  but  I  must  say  maliciously 
criticised,  and  I  think  I  ought  to  use  a  still  stronger  expres¬ 
sion  while  speaking  of  that  criticism.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman, 
in  that  report  we  find  : 

“  Mr.  Light  gives,  on  page  7,  the  distance  from  Montreal  to  Hervey 
via  Quebec  aa  248  miles.  This  should  be  406  miles.” 

Here  is  the  answer.  Mr.  Light  claims  that  he  has  said  the 
following :  — 

“  What  I  did  say  was  :  ‘  The  distance  from  Montreal  t©  Hervey  vici 
Quebec,  to  build,  i&  248  miles.’  (See  page  55,  engineer’s  report).  The 
Mr.  Landry  (Montmagny). 


omission  of  these  two  little  words,  to  build,  makes  all  the  difference  in  the 
statement.” 

And  further  on  the  ongineor  again  attacks  Mr.  Light  on 
account  of  another  distance,  which  Mr.  Schreiber  tries  to 
rectify  in  the  same  dishonest  manner.  He  concludes  as 
follows 

“  I  have  not  looked  into  the  matter  of  distances,  etc-,  beyond  the  7th 
page,  but  I  fear  they  may  be  no  more  accurate  than  those  I  have  remarked 
upon.” 

The  engineer,  Mr.  Chairman,  makes  this  dishonest  criticism 
— dishonest  is  the  word — to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  the 
report  of  Mr.  Light  was  not  worth  looking  at.  I  think  that 
before  proceeding  with  these  resolutions,  before  adopting 
them,  before  choosing,  with  the  Government,  the  short  line 
via  Sherbooko  and  Mettawamkeag,  we  ought  to  have  the 
reports  which  were  promised  on  several  occasions  by  the 
Government  last  year.  For  my  part,  in  spite  of  all 
the  goodwill  1  may  bear  to  the  Government, 
I  must  say  that  I  cannot  accept  these  resolutions  as  long  as 
we  have  not  a  correct  report  of  the  surveys  which  have 
been  made,  or  more  satisfactory  explanations.  The  Metta¬ 
wamkeag  line  has  been  compared  to  any  other  line,  and  we 
see  by  Mr.  Schrieber’s  report  that  113  miles  of  that  line  are 
still  unsurveyed ;  its  grades  and  curves  are  unknown,  and 
therefore  we  have  none  of  the  points  of  comparison  which 
would  be  needed  to  compare  that  line  with  any  other  line. 
The  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  said,  awhile  ago,  that  he 
had  compared  that  combination  line  with  the  other  line,  but 
the  terms  of  comparison  which  he  has  taken  appears  to  me 
to  be  somewhat  extraordinary.  He  said :  If  we  draw  an 
air  line,  we  find  that  the  combination  line  lies  at  a  distance 
of  80  miles  from  that  air  line,  while  the  Mettawamkeag  line 
is  only  at  a  distance  of  20  miles  from  it.  If  the  combina¬ 
tion  line  was  to  be  a  railway  built  as  theoretically  as  that 
air  line,  I  could  understand  that  the  comparison  might  be 
somewhat  correct ;  but  when  we  are  building  a  line  of  rail¬ 
way,  we  must  keep  account,  not  only  ofathe  length  of  the 
road,  but  also  of  the  difficulties  which  are  to  be  met  by  the 
locomotive.  The  curves  and  grades  are  as  many  factors, 
which  we  must  not  omit  to  keep  account  of  when  reckoning 
the  distance,  and  if  a  locomotive  can  draw  forty  cars  on  a 
road  whose  gradients  are  more  or  less  steep,  and,  perhaps,  a 
little  longer  than  another,  it  must  not  be  inferred  that  that 
road  is  longer  than  a  neighboring  line,  shorter  in  length,  but 
on  whrch  a  locomotive  could  only  draw  twenty  cars  by  reason 
of  the  steepness  of  grades.  Now,  if  we  look  at  the  profile 
of  the  road— I  have  it  before  me,  and  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  laying  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  so  that  any  one  may 
look  at  it — wo  find  that  the  Intercolonial  has  a  level  of  1,873 
feet,  and  that  the  highest  level  of  the  Intercolonial  is  750 
feet.  Well,  It  will  be  readily  understood  that  a  locomotive 
going  over  that  road,  with  20  or  30  cars  attached  to  it,  will 
meet  such  difficulties  that  the  road  will  be  virtually  longer ; 
that  it  is  only  shorter  in  appearance  on  account  of  the 
summits  being  higher.  There  is  one  report  of  Mr.  Light  to 
the  Government,  which  is  now  before  the  House.  That 
report  shows  that  what  is  called  the  combination  line  is  10 
miles  shorter  than  the  Mettawamkeag  line ;  consequently, 
if  it  is  intended  to  choose  the  shortest  line,  instead  of  making 
a  theoretical  reckoning,  as  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works 
has  done,  we  may  and  we  ought  to  guide  ourselves  on  the 
figures  given  by  that  engineer,  and  adopt  that  combination 
line.  Let  it  be  proved  to  mo  that  these  figures  are  false 
and  I  will  be  the  first  to  reject  them  and  to  pronounce  in 
favor  of  the  Mettawamkeag  line ;  but  as  long  as  there  is  no 
proof  that  Mr.  Light’s  import  is  false,  and  that  the  report 
concerning  the  other  line  is  correct  in  all  its  details,  I  shall 
believe  that  I  have  not  before  me  sufficient  information  to 
make  a  judicious  choice,  and  in  that  case  it  is  my  duty  to 
require  from  the  Government  that  they  should  lay  before 
us  all  the  necessary  papers.  Here  is  another  fact  which 
corroborates  my  assertion,  and  which  shows,  besides,  what  is 
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the  feeling  of  the  Government  engineer.  Mr.  Schreiber,  in 
the  5th  page  of  his  report,  says : 

“  The  line  between  Quebec  and  Chesuncook  'has  not  been  surveyed.’) 
Here  is  what  Mr.  Light  answers  to  that : 

“  I  have  always  considered  that  a  survey  of  this  line  was  most  impor¬ 
tant,  and  strongly  recommended  to  Mr.  Schreiber  that  it  should  be 
made  by  telegram  dated  18th  August.  1884.  His  reply  was  a  peremptory 
refusal.  Mr.  Wicksteed’s  barometrical  examination  was  subsequently 
ordered,  having  the  result,  already  stated,  of  corroborating  my  figures.” 

So  that  here  is  an  engineer  who  works  not  only  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  but  also  in  the  interest  of 
the  country  at  large,  because  if  a  shorter  line  is  found,  which 
will  pass  through  Quebec,  1  believe  it  is  the  country  at  large 
which  will  be  benefited  by  it ;  here  is  an  engineer  who  asks 
the  Government  to  allow  him  to  make  an  instrumental  sur¬ 
vey  on  a  certain  line,  and  tho  Government  engineer  answers 
by  a  flat  refusal.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that  jus¬ 
tice  has  not  been  done  to  the  country;  justice  has  not  been 
done  to  tho  Province  of  Quebec,  and  the  promises  of  the 
Government  have  not  been  kept.  It  order  that  the  Me tta- 
wamkeag  line  may  be  preferred  to  all  others,  wo  are  told 
that  it  is  a  few  miles  shorter  than  the  combina¬ 
tion  line  or  any  other  line.  And  what  is  the  argument 
which  is  brought  forward  ?  They  say:  It  is  the  shortest 
line,  and  therefore  it  must  bo  chosen,  because  traffic  will 
follow  that  route  in  preference  to  any  other  which  would 
be  longer.  But,  Mr,  Chairman,  if  a  bridge  is  built  at  La- 
chine — as  it  will  be  the  necessary  consequence  of  the  choice 
of  the  Mettawamkeag  line — the  same  argument  ought  to 
apply,  and  the  moment  trade  finds  a  shorter  route 
to  go  to  Portland,  by  the  Portland  and  Montreal 
route,  the  southern  line  will  become  completely  useless, 
because  traffic  will  never  follow  that  route.  The  argument 
which  may  answer  to  choose  between  the  different  lines 
from  Montreal  to  the  seaboard,  must  hold  good  for  traffic 
in  its  choice  of  the  shortest  lino,  and  will  undoubtedly  bring 
on  the  choice  of  the  direct  line  between  Montreal  and 
Portland.  To  do  away  with  this  inconvenience  we  must 
legislate  so  as  to  bring  the  Pacific  extension  by  the  northern 
route,  which  will  place  the  bridge  over  the  river  more  to  tho 
east ;  and  the  traffic  being  a  great  deal  further  than  Montreal 
in  its  passage  over  the  American  lines,  will  have  more 
chance  to  pass  into  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Prom  that 
point  of  view,  the  interests  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  of 
tho  Province  of  Quebec  and  of  the  country  at  large,  requires 
that  the  line  which  is  intended  to  direct  the  Montreal  traffic 
towards  the  Maritime  Provinces  should  cross  tho  river  at 
the  most  eastern  point ;  the  more  so,  since  the  eloquence 
of  figures  indicate  in  the  most  positive  manner  that  it  is 
that  line  which  the  Government  ought  to  choose,  since  it 
will  most  certainly  insure  the  flow  of  trade  towards  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  I  am  not  speaking  now  about  the 
Quebec  terminus ;  the  statement  which  has  just  been  made 
by  the  Government  shows  that  nothing  is  done  ;  that,  on 
the  contrary,  all  remains  to  be  done ;  offers  have  been 
made,  or  at  least  negotiations  are  going  on  with  the 
Pacific  Railway  and  the  North  Shore  Railway  for  the 
sale  of  that  road ;  but  nothing  has  been  absolutely  settled, 
and  from  the  very  words  of  tho  hon.  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  wo  are  told  that  he  will  move  an  amendment 
to  tho  resolutions  asking  for  tho  power,  if  it  should  be  ex¬ 
pedient.  There  is  still  that  restriction — to  acquire  the  North 
Shore  Railway  from  the  Grand  Trunk  Company,  to  give  it 
to  tho  Pacific  Company.  As  I  said  at  the  beginning  of  my 
remarks,  I  regret  that  these  three  resolutions,  affecting 
three  distinct  questions,  have  been  combined  into  one. 
There  is  one,  perhaps  two,  which  might  suit  us;  but  if  one 
of  them  does  not  please  us,  then  the  Government  will 
forgive  us  if  the  three  resolutions  have  to  suffer  from  the 
fact  that  we  cannot  approve  of  them  as  a  whole  in  a  clause 


such  as  that  to  which  I  have  just  referred,  as  regards  the 
shortest  line.  For  these  reasons,  the  Government,  before 
asking  us  to  vote  on  these  resolutions,  must  fulfil  the  pro¬ 
mise  they  have  made  to  us,  to  make  a  complete  survey  of 
these  different  lines,  a  survey  which  will  enable  members 
who  are  not  here  to  defend  tho  interests  of  our  constituents 
to  tell  them  :  Well,  we  have  accepted  the  views  of  the 
Government,  because  it  has  been  proved  to  us,  by  figures, 
that  this  route  will  be  the  shortest;  but  as  long  as  that 
proof  is  not  given,  I  believe  we  cannot  accept  this  resolution, 

Mr,  HAL  I  j.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for  _  Mon  t- 
magny  (Mr.  Landry),  I  may  say  that  when  the  lino  by 
Quebec  was  first  suggested,  there  was  no  pretension 
whatever  that,  a  shorter  lino  could  be  found  between 
Montreal  and  the  seaports  of  the  lower  Provinces  than 
tho  one  proposed  via  Sherbrooke  and  Moosehead  Lake. 
The  only  pretension  urged  was,  that  for  patriotic  reasons 
it  was  extremely  desirable  that  the  line  should  be  built 
through  on  Canadian  soil.  The  application  for  a  survey 
was  based  entirely  on  that  ground.  Not  a  single  hon. 
member  who  asked  the  Government  at  that  time  to  con¬ 
sent  to  a  survey,  advanced  any  pretension  that  by 
this  route  could  a  shorter  line  bo  found  than  by  way 
of  Sherbrooke  and  Moosehead  Lake.  We  must  assume 
that  those  from  Quebec  who  advocated  so  strongly  the 
building  of  the  line  entirely  through  Canadian  terri¬ 
tory  did  so,  in  the  first  place,  from  patriotic  motives,  but 
we  may  also  assume,  without  impropriety,  that  they  ware 
actuated  to  some  extent  by  motives  of  self  interest;  becauso, 
if  that  route  were  adopted,  it  would  secure  the  extension  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  maritime  ports  via 
Quebec.  In  order  to  secure  that,  a  bridge  across  the 
St.  Lawrence  at  Quebec  was  necessary  and  Mr.  Light,  of 
Quebec,  a  civil  engineer,  had  prepared  a  very  elaborate 
plan  for  the  construction  of  such  a  bridge,  and  was  most 
pronounced  in  his  advocacy  of  that  line.  The  Government 
acceded  to  the  very  reasonable  request,  that  if  a  line  could 
be  found  on  Canadian  soil  which  would  give  an  approxim¬ 
ately  short  route  to  the  maritime  ports,  that  line  should  be 
chosen,  and  consented  to  the  survey.  The  conduct  of  the 
survoy  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Light.  It  required  but 
little  investigation  after  Parliament  adjourned  to  determine 
that  it  was  an  impossibility  that  a  short  commercial  line, 
which  was  a  desideratum ,  and  which  had  been  promised  to 
the  lower  Provinces,  could  be  secured  on  Canadian  soil.  Mr. 
Light,  however,  with  a  laudable  desire  to  have  his  name  con¬ 
nected  with  the  construction  of  tho  bridge  for  which  ho  had 
prepared  a  plan,  having  come  to  the  conclusion  that  tho  lino 
which  was  advocated  here  by  the  representatives  of  Quoboc, 
and  for  which  a  survey  was  promised,  was  not  practicable, 
started  the  theory  that  it  was  possible  a  shorter  line  could 
be  found  by  way  of  Quebec,  even  if  it  crossed  the 
State  of  Maino.  It  was  a  startling  theory,  becauso  it  was 
asserting  that  the  two  sides  of  a  trianglo  could  bo  made 
shorter  than  the  base  line.  His  project  was  taken  up  by 
parties  interested  in  tho  city  of  Quebec,  and  the  survoy, 
which  was  authorised  by  Government  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  a  line  on  Canadian  soil,  was  diverted  from  that 
purpose,  to  give  him  the  oppoi’tunity,  by  any  mothod  in  his 
power,  of  securing  a  short  lino  by  way  of  Quobec  through 
the  State  of  Maine.  He  had  ontire  charge  of  the  survey, 
selected  his  own  route  and  employed  his  own  engineers, 
and  the  following  aro  tho  distances  ho  reported  :  From  Que¬ 
bec  to  St.  Andi’ews  by  the  line  ho  surveyed,  482  miles; 
as  against  430  miles  by  way  of  Shorbi'ooke  and  Moosehead 
Lake ;  to  St.  John,  a  distance  of  508  miles  against  472 
by  way  of  Sherbi’ooke,  and  to  Halifax  735  miles  against  720 
by  way  of  Sherbrooke. 

Mi\  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  Those  figuros  are  not 
proved . 
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Mr.  HALL.  They  are  taken  from  Mr.  Light’s  own  report, 
and  they  show  distances  in  favor  of  Sherbrooke  of  52  miles 
to  St.  Andrews,  36  miles  to  St.  John,  and  15  miles  to  Hali¬ 
fax,  over  the  line  by  way  of  Quebec.  Even  with  these  dis¬ 
tances,  Mr.  Light  did  not  report  that  he  had  found  a  line 
which  he  could  recommend.  He  stated  in  effect  that  it  was 
hardly  practicable,  but  he  believed  that  a  little  distance 
further  south  or  north  of  the  line  he  had  surveyed,  a  practi¬ 
cable  line  could  be  secured.  This  report  was  sent  in  on 
the  23rd  March, 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  The  hon.  member  is 
speaking  of  the  line  surveyed  by  Hartland,  and  not  the 
combination  line  at  all. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  am  coming  to  the  combination  line  pre¬ 
sently,  but  that  is  not  the  line  which  Mr.  Light  professed  to 
have  surveyed.  The  report  of  the  other  survey  coming  in 
about  the  same  time,  gave  Mr.  Light  the  opportunity  to  dis¬ 
cover  that  the  distances  were  considerably  shorter  by  way 
of  Sherbrooke ;  and  three  days  later,  on  the  26  th  March, 
without  having  gone  over  the  country  and  without  having 
any  additional  information,  Mr.  Light  sends  in  a  supple¬ 
mentary  report  upon  what  he  calls  the  “  combination  line.” 
This  has  been  designated  a  theoretical  line,  and  such,  I  think, 
I  can  prove  it  to  be.  He  shows  the  distance  to  St.  Andrews  by 
that  route  to  be  453  miles,  againsf  430  miles  by  way  of 
Sherbrooke;  the  distance  to  St.  John  481  miles,  against 
472  by  way  of  Sherbrooke ;  and  the  distance  to  Halifax  710 
miles,  against  720  by  way  of  Sherbooke.  The  only  point  to 
which  he  found  the  line  was  shorter  was  Halifax,  and  that 
only  by  a  distance  of  10  miles.  The  Government,  of  course, 
bad  before  them  these  two  conclusions,  the  one  the 
result  of  thorough  surveys  as  far  as  Mettawamkeag,  and 
the  knowledge  the  engineers  possessed  of  the  130 
miles  beyond  that,  over  an  almost  level  country, 
with  no  engineering  difficulties  ;  and  on  the  other 
side,  they  had  the  assumption  by  Mr.  Light  that  a  line  could 
be  secured  over  the  route  he  had  designated.  In  order  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  between  these  two  lines,  the  first  thing 
which  would  naturally  occur  to  members  of  the  Government, 
and  which  will  occur  to  members  of  the  House,  would  be  : 
which  is  by  nature  or  superficially  the  shortest  line  ;  and  in 
determining  that,  the  most  natural  and  common  sense  me¬ 
thod  would  be  to  determine  which  was  the  shortest  by  an 
air  line.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  referred  to  a 
portion  of  this  subject.  I  was  not  aware  he  had  had  any 
examination  made  of  it,  and  I  took  care  to  have  the  air  lines 
measured  on  a  standard  map  by  a  competent  engineer.  I  find 
that  the  air  line  distance  by  way  of  Sherbrooke  to  "St. 
Andrews,  is  316  miles  and  to  St.  John  330  miles.  Of  course, 
in  reference  to  Halifax,  my  argument  would  be  all  the 
stronger  if  I  took  the  air  line ;  but  that  would  be  unfair, 
because  it  would  involve  the  crossing  of  the  Bay  of  Pundy ; 
so  I  take  Salisbury,  which  is  a  common  point  to  both  these 
lines,  and  I  find  it  is  by  an  air  line  from  Montreal  412  miles. 
The  shortest  distance  that  can  be  reckoned  from  Montreal 
to  Quebec  is  by  the  North  Shore  Eailway,  which  is  172  miles 
in  length.  That  is  the  line  adopted  by  Mr.  Light  himself 
in  all  his  calculations.  Taking  that,  and  adding  it  to  the 
distance  by  air  line  by  that  route,  the  result  is,  that  the  dis¬ 
tance  from  Montreal  to  St.  Andrews  is  408  miles  ;  to  St. 
John,  444  miles;  and  to  Salisbury,  472  miles;  being  a 
difference  in  favor  of  the  Sherbrooke  line  of  92  miles  to 
St.  Andrews,  114  miles  to  St.  John,  and  60  miles  to 
Salisbury.  I  think  it  would  strike  anyone  who  applied 
the  ordinary  principles  of  common  sense  to  it,  that  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  overcome  those  figures.  They 
are  confirmed  by  the  measurements  taken  at  the  instance 
of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  determining  that  the 
surveyed  line  by  way  of  Sherbrooke  was  only  20  miles  from 
the  air  line,  while  that  by  the  combination  line  was  80 
miles.  There  is  another  matter  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
Mr.  Hall. 
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tion  in  deciding  between  those  two  reports,  and  that  is  the 
character  and  professional  standing  of  the  parties  who 
made  these  investigations.  It  is,  of  course,  a  matter  of 
some  delicacy  to  refer  to  any  gentleman’s  professional  stand¬ 
ing,  nor  would  I  do  so  now  had  not  Mr.  Light  made  insin¬ 
uations  and  charges  against  the  Government  engineer,  and 
also  made  a  reflection  upon  the  staff  which  had  been  selected. 
I  think  he  has  done  gross  injustice  to  those  who  are  interested 
in  what  I  believe  to  be  the  shortest  line,  and  therefore  my 
comments  upon  Mr.  Light  and  his  professional  position  are 
simply  made  in  refutation  of  such  aspersions.  In  the  first 
place,  I  refer  to  Mr.  Light’s  assumption  of  title  and  position. 
His  reports  are  signed  by  him  as  a  member  of  the  Institute 
of  Civil  Engineers  for  Great  Britain.  I  have  looked  over 
all  the  catalogues  of  that  institution,  and  I  hold  in  my  hands 
the  last  catalogue  published,  and  I  fail  to  find  the  name  of 
Mr.  Light  there,  although  we  find  the  names  of  gentlemen 
whom  we  know  very  well — Mr.  Schreiber,  Mr.  Fleming 
and  Mr.  Petersen — appear  in  each  addition  of  it.  By  some 
strange  mishap  Mr.  Light’s  name  appears  to  have  been 
omitted  from  every  catalogue  published.  Then,  he  styles 
himself  Government  engineer  for  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
I  have  received  a  telegram  from  a  provincial  Minister, 
stating  that  Mr.  Light  is  not  and  has  not  been,  for  two  or 
three  years,  in  the  employ  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Because  they  have  nothing  for  an 
engineer  to  do.  As  long  as  they  had,  he  was  the  engineer. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  am  going  to  state  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  ceased  to  be  their  engineer.  It  is  the  misfor¬ 
tune  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  that  he  was  their  engineer. 
He  was  their  engineer  when  the  north  shore  road  was 
located  and  constructed.  The  portion  of  the  road  from 
Montreal  to  Ottawa  had  first  been  constructed  and  com¬ 
pleted.  The  first  line  that  was  located  from  Quebec  was 
what  was  called  the  shore  line,  giving  an  independent 
ennnection  to  the  city  of  Montreal.  The  line  had  been 
located  and  the  contract  made  for  the  construction  of  that 
line,  but  interests  at  Terrebonne  were  brought  to  bear,  to 
make  the  Government  think  a  line  by  Terrebonne  would  be 
more  desirable,  and  Mr.Light,  for  some  reason,  seemed  to 
concur  in  that  view,  when  he  was  called  upon  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  report  upon  it. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  As  Mr.  Schreiber  is  doing  to-day. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  think  the  sequel  will  turn  out  differently 
from  what  it  did  in  the  ease  of  Mr.  Light.  Mr.  Light 
reported,  in  the  first  place,  that  by  going  by  way  of  Terre¬ 
bonne  there  would  be  a  saving  of  over  1,000  feet  of  iron 
truss  bridging,  that  there  would  be  only  two  slight  curves 
upon  that  route,  as  compared  with  15  curves  on  the  shore 
line,  and  that  there  would  be  a  saving  of  $289,312  in  the 
construction  of  that  line.  The  Government,  it  seems,  were 
not  quite  satisfied.  The  report  astonished  them  somewhat, 
and  they  obtained  the  reports  of  other  engineers,  which  con¬ 
tradicted  Mr.  L;ght,  to  some  extent.  Mr.  Light  made  a 
second  examination  some  eleven  months  afterwards,  and  on 
the  17th  December,  1877,  reported  that  the  saving  by  this  line 
would  be  $531,458,  or  $200,000  more  than  he  had  first 
reported.  Upon  the  strength  of  that  report,  which  seemed  to 
be  very  carefully  prepared,  and  which  he  gave  upon  his 
authority  as  Government  engineer,  the  Government  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec  changed  this  shore  line  to  the 
Terrebonne  line,  although  it  had  the  effect  of  depriving 
them  of  the  independent  connection  with  tho  city  of 
Montreal,  as  they  would  have  had  by  the  other  line,  and 
left  them  with  a  terminue  8  miles  distant  from  that  city. 
What  was  the  result  ?  Instead  of  the  iron  bridging  being 
1,000  feet  shorter  upon  the  Terrebonne  line,  it  proved  to  be 
1,600  feet  longer ;  the  curvature,  instead  of  being,  asreportod, 
proved  to  be  in  the  ratio  of  86  to  182,  that  is,  about  1  to  2 
instead  of  2  to  15,  a  very  material  change.  As  to  cost,  the 
result  was  something  very  astonishing.  Instead  of  saving 
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$531,458,  as  Mr.  Light  had  promised,  the  Government 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  not  only  paid,  under  Mr. 
Light’s  own  certificates,  the  full  amount  of  the  old  con¬ 
tract,  but  also,  upon  his  certificates,  half  a  million  dollars  in 
addition,  and  the  claim  is  not  yet  settled  ;  so  that  his  calcu¬ 
lations  were  over  a  million  dollars  wrong,  even  upon  his 
own  subsequent  admission.  The  Government  wei’e  so 
dissatisfied  with  the  result  that  they  resisted  the  claim,  and 
the  matter  went  to  arbitration ;  and  when  Mr.  Light,  as  a 
witness  before  the  arbitrators,  was  confronted  by  the  state¬ 
ments  he  had  made  himself,  under  which  the  Government 
had  been  induced  to  make  these  changes,  the  only  explana¬ 
tion  he  could  give  of  the  discrepancy  was,  that  ho  had 
acted  upon  insufficient  data.  At  the  time  he  had  made  these 
surveys,  not  hastily,  but  extending  over  a  neribd  of  eleven 
months,  he  had  been  acting  in  this  official  capacity  and 
made  these  reports  upon  the  responsibility  of  his  official 
position,  and  yet  there  resulted  this  disastrous  and  unac¬ 
countable  discrepancy.  The  House  has  to  consider,  under 
these  circumstances,  with  such  a  record  as  Mr.  Light  has, 
when,  in  the  present  case,  he  does  not  pretend  even  to 
have  made  any  instrumental  survey  over  the  line  he 
recommends,  whether  it  is  wise  to  accept  his  theory  with 
reference  to  this  combination  line.  Apart  from  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  distance,  however,  which  I  think  is  satisfactorily 
settled  by  the  reports  before  the  House,  there  are  some 
other  advantages  in  favor  of  the  Sherbrooke  line  which 
should  be  referred  to.  There  is,  in  the  first  place,  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  bridging,  for  although,  of  course,  connection 
with  the  lower  Provinces  cannot  be  secured  except 
by  a  bridge  across  the  St.  Lawrence,  it  is  to  be 
remembered  that  a  bridge  already  exists  at  Montreal 
which  may  be  perhaps  utilised  in  some  form  ;  and,  under 
any  circumstances,  there  is  no  claim  or  expectation  that 
any  company  seeking  to  build  a  line  by  way  of  Sherbrooke, 
will  obtain  Government  aid  for  the  construction  of  a  bridge 
across  the  river  at  that  point.  Now,  all  the  reports  of  Mr. 
Light  are  based  upon  the  construction  of  this  bridge  at 
Quebec  at  Government  expense.  It  is  true  that,  with 
his  capacity  for  elasticity  in  figures  to  which  I  have 
referred,  he  has  reduced  the  estimated  cost  to  some 
$3,000,000,  but  other  competent  engineers  have  estimated 
that  the  expense  cannot  be  less  than  $7,000,000,  to  be 
added  to  the  cost  of  the  railway,  in  order  to  secure  con¬ 
nection  by  way  of  Quebec.  Then,  with  reference  to  grades. 
Of  course,  Mr,  Light  has  made  a  very  serious  point  against 
the  line  by  way  of  Sherbrooke,  that  there  is  a  grade  of  74 
feet.  He  ignores,  or  at  least  omits  to  mention,  the  fact 
that  the  line  by  way  of  Quebec  is  governed  continually  by 
tho  grade  of  85  feet  from  Hochelaga,  upon  the  north  shore 
road,  as  it  is  impossible  to  get  out  of  Montreal  and  make 
tho  connection  which  he  recommends  by  way  of  the  north 
shore  without  overcoming  that  grade  of  85  feet,  which 
must  govern  the  whole  lino  for  through  freight.  It  is  to 
be  borne  in  mind  th  .t  a  grade  upon  a  road  which 
has  only  been  laid  out  for  local  purposes  may  pos¬ 
sibly  be  reduced.  Tho  International  Railway  has  been 
built  partly  for  local  purposes  —  but  it  has  demon¬ 
strated  the  important  fact,  that  the  height  of  land 
can  be  got  over  by  a  grade  not  exceeding  74  feet ; 
that  grade  can  be  probably  very  much  reduced,  as  well  as 
the  curvature,  which  is  objectionable  in  its  presont  form. 
But  Ave  know,  at  any  rate,  the  worst,  that  74  feet  grade  is 
the  highest  that  wo  will  obliged  to  meet  with  in  making 
connection  by  way  of  Sherbrooke;  whereas,  by  way  of 
Quebec  we  have  to  overcome  a  grade  of  85  feet  in 
getting  out  of  Hochelaga,  and  we  do  not  know  what  other 
grades  we  may  have  to  meet  in  going  over  the  height  of 
land.  The  altitude  on  this  theoretical  line  has  only  been 
barometrically  ascertained,  and  even  Mr.  Wicksteed  him¬ 
self,  who  surveyed  a  portion  of  the  line,  reports  that  it 
was  very  unsatisfactory  in  that  respect,  and  that  he 
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found  a  great  discrepancy  between  the  barometrical 
indications  at  particular  points  in  going  and  returning. 
When  we  bear  in  mind  that  a  single  inchin  the  variation  of 
the  barometer  indicates  over  800  feet  difference  in  altitude, 
it  is  easy  to  perceive  how  very  far  astray  Mr.  Wicksteed  may 
have  been  in  depending  upon  the  barometer  for  ascertain¬ 
ing  the  altitude  over  this  line.  Then  there  is  another 
feature  in  relation  to  this  lino  by  way  of  Sherbrooke,  in 
respect  of  which  there  is  no  authentic  information  before  the 
House,  but  which  I  state  because  I  have  personal  know¬ 
ledge  with  reference  to  it,  and  that  is,  its  extreme  free¬ 
dom  from  obstruction  by  snow.  Last  winter  was  one 
of  the  most  trying  for  obstruction  by  snow  that  has 
ever  been  known.  The  Intercolonial  Railway  was  blocked 
for  nearly  a  week,  with  no  trains  passing  over  it.  The  Grand 
Trunk  in  that  vicinity  was  also  blocked  for  two  or 
three  days  at  a  time,  and  tho  trains  were  cancelled.  But 
the  International  Railway,  during  the  whole  of  last  winter, 
with  four  trains  a  day  passing  over  it,  was  never  delayed  over 
half  an  hour.  Now,  I  think  that  is  a  very  important  consider¬ 
ation  in  endeavoring  to  establish  the  best  connection 
with  the  lower  Provinces.  Another  feature  is  the  fact 
that  if  the  line  by  way  of  Sherbrooke  be  adopted,  and  the 
International  line  be  consolidated  with  it,  we  have  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  a  charter  which  has  already  been  obtained  for  the 
construction  of  a  line  through  the  State  of  Maine.  That 
charter  was  obtained  with  a  good  deal  of  difficulty.  The 
Legislature  has  only  biennial  sessions,  and  two  years 
must,  at  all  events,  elapse  before  another  charter 
can  be  obtained ;  and  therefore  it  is  perfectly  impos¬ 
sible  for  any  other  railway  company  to  make  any 
arrangement  for  constructing  a  line  through  Maine, 
before  a  delay  of  two  years  has  elapsed.  Then  (in  contra¬ 
diction  to  Mr.  Light’s  own  statement  in  that  respect),  we 
have  already  railway  communication  with  Quebec,  by  which 
the  district  of  Quebec  would  get  the  advantage  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  this  short  line  by  Sherbrooke.  As  an  illustra¬ 
tion  of  Mr.  Light’s  unfairness  in  his  representations,  I  read, 
on  page  5  of  his  report : 

“  This  line,  termed  the  ‘International,’  has  been  traced  by  way  of 
Sherbrooke  to  Lake  Megan  tic.” 

The  line  has  been  built  and  in  operation  for  tho  last  five 
years,  with  four  trains  passing  upon  it  daily,  yet  Mr.  Light 
has  the  fairness  to  speak  of  it  in  his  report  as  a  line  that 
“  has  been  traced.”  Again,  ho  says : 

“  The  disadvantage  to  Quebec  of  such  a  line  may  be  briefly  stated. 
No  connection  with  the  city  of  Quebec  could  be  made  with  it,  because 
its  extra  length  would  destroy  its  usefulness.” 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  connection  has  been  made.  The 
Quebec  Central  Railway,  running  from  Sherbrooke  to 
Quebec,  has  been  in  operation  for  the  last  three  or  four 
yoars.  At  the  last  Session  of  this  Parliament,  in  anticipa¬ 
tion  of  the  eventual  adoption  of  tho  short  line  by  Sherbrooke, 
the  Government  gave  a  bonus  to  encourage  a  line  to  con¬ 
nect  the  Quebec  Central  at  Beauce  Junction  with  the  Inter¬ 
national  Railway,  in  order  to  give  Quebec  better  con¬ 
nection  with  that  line.  I  may  say,  and  it  will  please  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  took  a  good  deal  of  interest 
in  that  line,  last  year — that,  in  addition  to  tho  railway 
of  139  miles  in  length,  from  Sherbrooke  to  Quebec,  which 
has  been  running  for  a  number  of  years,  under  the  impetus 
of  this  bonus  given  last  year,  17  miles  of  this  extension, 
through  the  valley  of  tho  Chaudiore,  giving  this  better  con¬ 
nection  to  Quebec,  have  been  built  during  the  last  summer, 
and  inspected  and  accepted  by  the  Government  engineer. 
Taking  all  these  facts  into  consideration,  on  tho  one  hand 
the  certainty  of  a  practicable  route  in  close  proximity  to 
tho  air  line,  giving  the  best  average  connection  with  the 
three  seaports  of  St.  Andrews,  St.  John  and  Halifax,  and 
acceptable  as  such  to  tho  representatives  from  those  locali¬ 
ties  ;  on  the  other,  a  line  contrary  to  natural  selection,  and 
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only  theoretically  reported  upon,  I  think  there  will  be  no 
hesitation  on  the  part  of  hon.  members  in  this  House,  in 
deciding  that  the  Government  have  acted  intelligently  and 
judiciously  in  accepting  the  line  by  way  of  Sherbrooke ;  and 
that  in  doing  so  they  have  fulfilled  the  condition  of  their 
original  resolution,  “  to  secure  the  shortest  and  best  practi¬ 
cable  line  for  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
system  to  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.” 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  I  have  only  a  word  to 
add  in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Sher¬ 
brooke  (Mr.  Hall),  and  it  is  this:  Tlie  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  answer  a  single  word  of  my  argument;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  proceeded  to  abuse  Mr.  Light.  Why  did  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  accept  Mr.  Light  as  the  engineer,  if  they  have  no 
confidence  in  him,  and  if  he  is  not  able  to  do  the  work  ? 

Mr.  HALL.  Quebec  insisted  on  having  him. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  If  Quebec  insisted  on 
having  a  bad  officer,  could  not  the  Government  put  him 
aside  and  appoint  another  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the 
grade  will  be  15  feet  from  Mile  End  to  Hochelaga,  If  so,  it 
would  be  the  same  by  his  own  route.  From  Montreal  he 
would  have  to  cross  at  Lachine. 

Mr.  COLBY.  Is  not  the  hon.  gentleman  aware  that  there 
is  a  line  from  Back  River  to  Lachine  in  operation  to-day  ? 

Mi'.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  There  is  one  from  St. 
Therese  to  Quebec.  We  shall  not  want  to  pass  by  Mile  End. 
I  do  not  object  to  passing  by  Sherbrooke ;  but  the  Govern¬ 
ment  promised  us  that  we  should  have  a  thorough  explora¬ 
tion  of  the  whole  route.  Have  we  had  that  exploration  ? 
If  hon.  gentlemen  can  prove  that  the  short  line  is  by  Sher¬ 
brooke,  we  will  go  by  that  route.  If  not,  let  us  be  at  liberty 
not  to  select  that  route. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  the  route  by  Sherbrooke,  but  I  shall  content 
myself  by  offering  a  few  remarks  with  respect  to  Mr.  Light. 
I  did  not  expect  to  see  him  placed  on  trial  here  to-day.  He 
happens  to  be  my  personal  friend,  and  he  does  not  need  a 
defender.  The  way  the  matter  proceeded  reminds  me  of 
the  old  saying:  “  No  case,  abuse  the  plaintiff’s  attorney.” 
That  seemed  to  be  the  course  pursued  by  the  member  for 
Sherbrooke.  He  said  Mr.  Light  assumed  a  title  which  he 
does  not  possess.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Light  is  a  man  who  would 
take  any  title  to  which  he  is  not  entitled.  In  addition  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr. 
Landry),  I  must  say  that  it  was  a  most  extraordinary  pro¬ 
ceeding  for  the  Government  to  have  selected  Mr.  Light  if  he 
is  such  a  bad  and  unreliable  man  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Sherbrooke  has  stated;  and  if  such  were  the  case,  the 
Government  would  deserve  severe  censure  for  having 
employed  such  an  officer.  But  this  is  not  the  first  time 
that  Mr.  Light  has  been  placed  in  charge  of  most  important 
works.  Perhaps  the  member  for  Sherbrooke  does  not 
know  that  Mr.  Light  was  one  of  the  district  engineers  for 
the  construction  of  the  Intercolonial,  and  that  he  had  four 
sections  under  his  charge  as  engineer.  He  was  chief 
engineer  lor  the  construction  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  ; 
and  1  happened  to  be  in  the  Government  during  a  portion  of  the 
construction  of  that  railway,  and  if  we  had  lound  Mr.  Light, 
who  was  appointed  by  our  predecessors,  such  a  bad  officer, 
he  would  have  been  dismissed.  But  we  found  him  a  first- 
class  engineer  in  all  respects.  As  to  the  point 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrook :  engineers  had 
very  little  to  do  with  the  selection  of  the  line  through 
Terrebonne,  Politicians  have  had  infinitely  more  to  do  with  it 
than  engineers  have.  If  the  question  had  been  left  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  engineers  I  do  not  know  what  their 
recommendation  might  have  been  ;  but  I  know,  as  a  fact, 
that  engineers  had  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  terminus.  The  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke 
made  several  errors  as  to  the  cost  of  building  the  two  lines. 

Mr.  Hall. 


There  is  the  strong  point  of  economy  in  favor  of  the  line 
that  was  selected  at  first,  the  route  by  St.  Martin.  It  saves 
8  or  10  miles,  and  a  very  large  bridge  over  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  this  matter  further  at 
present.  Mr.  Light’s  reputation  as  an  engineer  is  perfectly 
made,  and  the  particular  reason  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Sherbrooke  gave  for  attacking  Mr.  Light  was  that  Mr. 
Light  himself  had  attacked  Mr.  Schreiber.  This  is 
not  the  case.  Mr.  Light  was  defending  himself 
against  most  extraordinary  misrepresentations  of  his 
report  made  by  Mr.  Schreiber.  Mr.  Schreiber,  for  instance, 
made  him  say  something  quite  ridiculous,  and  what  he 
never  said,  that  the  distance  between  Montreal  and  St.  John 
is  only  246  miles.  Mr.  Light  never  said  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  said  that  between  Montreal  and  St.  John,  by  the 
line  proposed,  there  were  246  miles  {o  build.  Yery  dishon¬ 
estly  Mr.  Schreiber  struck  out  those  two  words,  “  to  build,” 
and  made  Mr.  Light  say  that  the  distance  was  246  miles. 
Mr.  Light  was  only  doing  himself  justice  in  defending  himself 
against  misrepresentations  which  had  been  made  by  Mr. 
Schreiber.  I  am  reminded  that  Mr.  Light  has  been  em¬ 
ployed  as  Government  engineer  in  Nova  Scotia  for  20  years, 
and  has  also  been  employed  in  New  Brunswick.  I  only 
want  to  rebut  the  aspersions  cast  on  Mr.  Light’s  character 
about  the  surveying  question.  As  regards  the  general  ques¬ 
tion,  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  it,  until  we  have  fuller 
estimates  from  the  Government  as  to  the  line  which  they 
propose  to  follow. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  another  point  in  the  resolutions,  namely,  an  omission  of 
the  line  to  Salisbury,  and  in  the  copy  of  the  resolutions 
which  appear  in  the  Yotes  and  Proceedings  this  link  is  not 
mentioned.  I  assume  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
that  this  link  shall  be  a  part  of  the  short  line.  I  find  it  laid 
down  on  the  map  I  have  before  me,  and  certainly  no  through 
line  to  Halifax  or  Louisville  could  be  considered  complete 
without  that  branch,  and  the  amount  of  subsidy  proposed 
to  be  given  should  be  sufficient  to  secure  the  construction  of 
that  branch.  I  think  it  desirable  that  in  the  resolution  or 
Bill  this  should  be  specified. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MYCDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  look  at  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  on  which  the  reso¬ 
lutions  appear,  page  665,  he  will  find  that  the  point  is 
covered.  In  order  to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Charlotte  I  move  that  the  resolution  be  amended  by 
inserting,  after  the  words,  “  harbors  of,”  the  words,  “  St. 
Andrews.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  desire  to  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Sher¬ 
brook  a  question,  and  that  is,  what  is  the  difference  in  di  i- 
tance  between  Sherbrooke  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  and  between 
Sherbrooke  and  Portland,  Maine,  on  the  proposed  Inter¬ 
national  line  ;  and  also  what  reason  the  people  of  St.  John, 
N.B.,  have  for  believing  that  the  company  will  select  that 
city  as  the  port  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  in  preference  to 
Portland  ? 

Mr.  COLBY.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  addressed  his 
enquiry  to  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke,  but  with  your 
permission  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  answering  it,  because 
I  have  a  memorandum  of  figures  and  distances  which  I 
think  will  give  the  desired  information.  The  distance  from 
Montreal  to  Portland  via  Bangor  is  486  miles — that  is  the 
nearest  possible  way  that  Portland  can  be  reached  by  the 
International  Railway.  The  distance  from  Montreal  to 
Portland  by  a  road  now  in  operation,  and  available  for  the 
purposes  of  connecting  Montreal  and  Portland,  independently 
of  the  Grand  Trunk,  is  272  miles,  making  a  difference  of  2  :4 
miles ;  so  we  can  hardly  believe  that  there  would  be  a  great 
deal  of  anxiety  on  the  part  of  anybody  to  reach  Portland  by 
way  of  Bangor  at  an  excess  of  distance  of  214  miles  on  an 
aggregate  of  486  miles. 
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Mr.  IRVINE.  That  is  not  the  question  I  asked.  What 
is  the  difference  in  distance  between  Portland  and  Sher¬ 
brooke  and  St.  John  and  Sherbrooke  ?  It  is  not  comparing 
the  Grand  Trunk  line  between  Montreal  and  Portland  with 
the  Sherbrooke  line,  but  it  is  the  difference  in  distances. 
We  are  led  to  believe  that  we  are  building  a  road  to  benefit 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  I  contend  that  we  are  building 
a  road  to  benefit  the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  have  not  the  figures  in  precisely  the 
form  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  his  enquiry,  but 
I  think  from  the  data  before  him  he  can  easily  ascertain  the 
difference  in  these  distances.  The  gist  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  suggestion  is  this :  Objection  has  been  made  in  some 
quarters  to  the  southern  line  by  way  of  Sherbrooke  and 
Moosehead  Lake,  that  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  divert 
trade  to  Portland  and  the  harbors  in  the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COLBY.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  troubled  with 
that  idea,  and  others  seem  to  have  the  same  solicitude. 
Well,  anything  more  senseless  than  that — really,  I  must  beg 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon  ;  I  do  not  mean  anything  per¬ 
sonal — but  to  anyone  who  has  studied  the  situation  and  has 
looked  at  the  figures,  anything  more  senseless  could  hardly 
be  conceived.  We  are  shortly,  I  suppose,  to  have  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  completed  to  the  St.  Lawrence  River. 
We  are  to  have  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  connected 
with  all  the  principal  cities  and  places  of  business  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  and  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  on  the 
north  side  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River.  We  are  to  have  the 
Pacific  Railway  bringing  down,  in  the  near  future,  as  we 
believe,  large  quantities  of  produce,  and  large  numbers  of 
passengers  from  the  west,  seeking  the  seaboard ;  and  I  think 
we  may  fairly  assume  that  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of  that 
railway,  in  the  interest  of  commerce,  in  the  interest  of 
the  Dominion  at  large,  that  all  freights  coming  down  over 
that  railway,  whether  they  come  over  the  main  line, 
whether  they  come  over  the  Minneapolis  connection,  which 
we  hope  before  many  years  will  be  built  to  the  Sault, 
whether  they  come  by  the  Ontario  and  Quebec,  or  by 
any  other  portidn  of  that  system,  to  have  conven¬ 
ient  outlets  to  the  seaboard.  Now,  I  suppose  we 
cannot  direct  these  things  precisely  as  we  might  wish.  It 
would  be  impossible,  I  suppose,  by  building  an  air  line  to  the 
nearest  lower  provincial  port,  to  divert  and  control  all  the 
trade  which  might  come  from  the  westward  seeking  Europe. 
Those  things  will  go,  and  should  go,  by  different  channels, 
and  will  be  consigned  by  different  ways.  If  any  portion  of 
that  freight  seeks  Portland,  seeks  the  Maine  ports,  it  will 
go  to  Maine  by  the  shortest  route,  other  things  being 
equal.  The  Portland  and  Ogdensburg  road  is  completed, 
with  the  exception,  I  think,  of  8  miles,  which  are  graded — 
it  is  independent  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pailway,  independent 
of  all  adverse  influences,  and  isopen  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  or  to  any  railway  wishing  to  carry  freights  to 
Portland,  by  a  distance  of  only  272  miles,  or  27  miles  shorter 
than  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway.  Access  is  thus  provided  to 
the  Maine  ports  if  commerce  seeks  it,  or  if  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  people,  in  their  interest,  desire  it.  If  freight 
wants  to  go  to  Maine  for  shipment  it  will  go  to  the  only  har¬ 
bor  in  Maine  which  is  at  all  likely,  for  a  reasonable  period,  to 
be  suitable  for  trans- Atlantic  commerce.  It  will  go  there  by 
a  line  27  miles  shorter  than  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
instead  of  going  2 14  miles  by  the  other  route,  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  suggests.  Now,  the  objection  made  to  the 
southern  route,  that  it  does  connect  with  railways  in  the 
State  of  Maine,  that  it  will  do  business  in  connection  with 
that  State,  instead  of  being  a  well  founded  objection  to  that 
route  is,  to  my  mind,  a  strong  argument  in  its  favor. 
In  seeking  the  best  route  to  the  Maritime  ports  we 
must  take  commercial  as  well  as  engineering  consider¬ 
ations  into  account.  We  require  a  road  which  will 


be,  if  possible,  self-sustaining — a  road  which  will  pay— 
a  useful,  commercial  road  ;  and  I  am  sure,  ail  other  things 
being  equal,  a  railway  making  connections  with  the  cities  in 
the  State  of  Maine  and  with  railways  already  existing  in  that 
State,  will  stand  a  better  chance  for  trade  and  business  than 
a  railway  passing  far  away  north,  and  not  connecting 
with  those  systems.  It  is  well  known  to  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  that  Bangor  is  a  great 
distributing  point  for  a  large  lumbering  distx-ict  to  the  north 
of  it.  That  portion  of  the  State  of  Maine,  which  projects 
into  Canada, which  we  may  say,  geographically,  belongs  to 
and  should  be  part  of  it,  has  Bangor,  as  its  distributing  point ; 
and  large  quantities  of  flour,  pork  and  other  articles  con¬ 
sumed  by  lumbermen  are  distributed  from  that  point.  This 
road  by  Sherbrooke  is  the  nearest  way  by  which  Bangor 
could  reach  Chicago,  and  the  great  flour  and  pork 
centres,  and  consequently  wo  can  compete  for,  and  I  think 
we  may  expect,  a  very  considerable  portion  of  that  trade. 
We  want  a  live  commercial  road,  as  well  as  a  good  road  in 
other  respects.  Now,  I  had  supposed,  until  very  recently, 
that  there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  where  the  location  of 
the  short  line  was  to  be.  Just  so  long  as  we  were  construct¬ 
ing  lines  of  railway  through  the  Eastern  Townships  at 
our  own  expense,  with  the  expectation  that  they 
would  be  portions  of  the  short  line,  just  so  long  as  we 
were  devoting  our  private  energies  and  our  municipal 
and  provincial  aid  to  the  construction  of  the  short  line, 
we  were  not  interfered  with  ;  just  so  long  as  there  was  an 
expenditure  and  a  sacrifice,  we  had  the  monopoly ; 
there  was  no  question  where  the  short  route  was  to  be, 
but  the  moment  it  was  known  that  a  money  subsidy  was 
to  be  granted  other  competitors  entered  the  field. 
Now,  no  man  who  looks  at  the  map,  and  has  any  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  country,  can  fail  to  see  that  the  line  from 
Montreal  by  way  of  Sherbrooke  and  Mettawamkeag  to  St. 
Andrews,  to  St.  John,  to  Salisbury,  the  common  point  for 
Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  Capo  Breton  and  Prince 
Edward  Island,  is  a  shorter  line  than  any  it  is  possible  to 
obtain  by  way  of  Quebec.  It  is  unfortunate  that  we  have  to 
discuss  the  character  of  those  who  give  us  information — that 
we  have  to  discuss  the  professional  reputation  of  the 
friend  of  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Lan- 
gelier)  ;  but  what  he  lays  before  us  I  think  we  may  discuss 
with  all  fairness.  Now,  in  looking  at  Mr.  Light’s  report  of 
this  mythical  line,  which  has  no  existence,  except  in  his  own 
imagination,  I  do  not  know  whether  most  to  admire  the 
audacity  and  ingenuity,  or  to  bo  amazed  at  the  disengonu- 
ousness  and  deceptiveness  of  that  report.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  possible  to  find  anywhere  so  much  misrepre¬ 
sentation  in  so  few  pages  as  is  crowded  into  the  pages 
of  that  report.  I  would  not  say  that  unless  I  was  sure 
that  I  could  demonstrate  it  to  the  mind  of  my  hon. 
friend,  the  friend  of  this  engineer,  the  hon.  member  for 
Megantic.  What  does  he  do  ?  He  illustrates  his  report  by 
a  map,  which  he  says  is  Mr.  Tache’s  map,  an  authentic  map, 
upon  which  he  lays  the  down  line  which  he  advocates. 
The  hon.  member  lor  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher)  I  think  knows 
where  Sutton  Junction  is,  and  I  think  he  knows  that  there 
is  a  distance  of  20  miles  between  Sutton  Junction  and  the 
point  north  of  Waterloo,  where  the  line  actually  runs  ;  and 
Mr.  Light,  in  order' to  deceive  the  public  with  regard  to  the 
length  of  this  line — for  I  can  conceive  of  no  other 
purpose — he,  the  engineer  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
who  ought  to  know  so  much  about  it — in  the  map 
which  he  represents  as  authentic  rues  the  line  20 
miles  south  of  where  it  ought  to  go,  in  order  to  show 
a  curvature  downwards  and  a  curvature  backwards,  making 
an  apparent  difference  of  40  miles  to  tho  eye.  What  elso 
does  this  engineer  do  ?  Mr.  Light  tells  us  about  his  pro¬ 
posed  combination  line  running  from  Chaudiere  Junction  to 
Chesuncook  Lake, where  it  connects  with  tho  line,  surveyed 
by  Mr.  Denven  Smith,  and  tells  us  that  the  distanco 
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would  be  105  miles.  If  any  gentleman  will  draw  a  straight 
line  between  these  points  on  the  official  map  he  will  see 
that  the  distance  by  air  line  is  105  miles,  and  Mr.  Light 
knows  that  through  that  country  you  must  allow  about 
20  per  cent,  for  curvature,  so  that  instead  of  being  105 
miles  the  distance  should  be  126  miles ;  and  if  you  read 
his  report  you  will  find  that  he  gives  you  the  grades  and 
the  curvatures  and  summits  and  distances,  although  there 
never  has  been  an  instrumental  survey  or  measurement  of 
that  route,  and  no  man  knows  anything  about  the  grades  or 
curvatures  or  summits,  except  what  Mr.  Wicksteed  ascer¬ 
tained  by  a  barometrical  survey,  which  he  himself  pro¬ 
nounces  unreliable.  And  now  let  me  show  another  little  bit  of 
disingenuousness  on  Mr.  Light’s  part,  which  you  will  find  if 
you  look  at  page  6  of  his  report ;  and  I  wish  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  hon.  gentlemen  to  this  point,  in  order  that  they 
may  explain  it,  if  it  is  susceptible  of  explanation.  Mr. 
Light  says  : 

11  East  of  Mettawamkeag,  I  measure  the  distance  over  the  existing 
lines  of  railway,  through  St.  John  to  Halifax  ” - - 

Mr.  Light,  in  giving  his  comparison  of  the  distances, 
makes  the  southern  route  run  down  to  Me  Adam,  St,  John, 
and  thence  to  Halifax  by  the  Intercolonial.  Then  he  tells 
us  why  he  does  it;  he  says  : 

“  While  Mr.  Schreiber  estimates  over  113  miles  of  country,  which  is 
unsurveyed  — 

The  country  referred  to  is  that  between  Fredericton  and 
Salisbury.  Then  he  adds  : 

“  This  fact  accounts  for  the  further  variance  in  our  figures,  I  have 
taken  my  measurements  over  the  existing  lines  of  railway  from  a  practi¬ 
cal  conviction  that  the  same  will  be  in  use  for  many  a  year  to  come.” 

That  is  the  way  Mr.  Light  throws  the  southern  route  by 
way  of  St.  John  to  Salisbury — because  the  113  miles  have 
been  unsurveyed,  and  because  for  many  years  that  work 
will  not  be  used.  And  yet  what  does  Mr.  Light  do  ?  He 
appropriates  that  same  113  miles,  only  he  calls  it  19  miles 
less  than  it  is,  as  a  portion  of  his  own  line.  Mr.  Schreiber 
honestly  makes  allowances  for  curvatures,-  while  Mr.  Light 
makes  it  out  to  be  an  air  line,  and  steals  19  miles  in  the 
transaction ;  and  that  is  the  way  be  makes  out  his  route. 
I  say  that  an  engineer  to  do  that  deliberately,  to  deceive 
persons  who  know  nothing  about  this  route  or  the  country 
through  which  it  runs,  is  unworthy  of  credit.  Why  had  he 
not  the  honesty  to  say :  These  105  miles  have  not  been 
surveyed;  I  do  not  know  the  curvatures  or  grades,  but  I 
believe  the  line  when  surveyed  will  not  be  longer  than  105 
miles.  But  he  tells  us  the  grades  and  curves  and  distances, 
when  there  never  has  been  an  instrument  put  upon  the  line. 
More  than  that :  ho  pledges  bis  professional  reputation, 
which  is  held  so  high  in  some  quarters,  to  all  these  figures 
when,  according  to  bis  own  report,  50  miles  of  his  line 
have  not  been  surveyed,  and  so  far  as  we  know  never  have 
been  stepped  upon  by  mortal  man.  What  is  the  secret 
of  the  grand  combination  line  ?  Mr.  Light  was  employed 
because  he  has  the  confidence  of  the  people  of  Que¬ 
bec.  That  is  the  reason  he  was  selected.  It  was  in  order 
that  the  reports  might  come  from  a  man  in  whom  the  people 
of  Quebec  would  have  confidence  he  was  instructed  to 
make  a  careful  survey.  Of  what  line?  The  very  line 
he  recommended.  He  selected  his  own  line  before  ho  set 
out ;  he  wrote  to  a  member  of  the  Government,  indicating 
where  he  wanted  to  run  the  line ;  he  ran  a  line  of  his  own 
selection,  and  was  obliged  to  condern  it  in  the  winter  after 
he  returned.  The  line  he  had  recommended  and  surveyed 
he  was  obliged,  when  he  came  back  and  looked  over  his  figures, 
to  condemn ;  but  shortly  after  he  put  in  this  condemnatory 
report,  he  finds  a  good  line  has  been  found  to  Mettawam¬ 
keag  and  sees  he  has  to  do  something  to  meet  this  new 
aspect  of  the  case.  He  says :  “  The  line  now  advo¬ 

cated  passes  through  the  said  lake  to  Mettawamkeag.  And 
in  order  to  meet  this  altered  view  of  the  matter  a  revised  or 
Mr.  Colby. 
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supplementary  report  was  submitted  on  the  ]  0th  of  May  in 
place  of  the  first.  The  first  report  was  his  official  report, 
but  finding  then  that  the  report  was  going  to  be  useless, 
so  far  as  a  report  in  favor  of  any  northern  route  was  con¬ 
cerned,  and  to  meet  the  altered  position  of  the  case,  he 
suggests  this  hypothetical  line.  He  takes  his  distances  on 
the  map,  as  any  gentleman  may  see  for  himself,  without 
making  any  allowance  for  curvatures.  When  he  finds 
his  own  line  is  to  be  condemned  and  cannot  be  adopted,  he 
thinks  of  this  combination  line,  50  miles  of  which  have 
never  been  walked  over,  no  portion  of  which  has  been  sur¬ 
veyed,  and  in  reference  to  which  we  have  no  reliable  data. 
It  is  too  much  to  attempt  to  impose  either  upon  the  good 
nature  or  credulity  of  this  House,  to  ask  us  to  delay  this 
important  matter  until  further  exploration  be  made,  to  see 
if  some  possible  line  running  around  by  Quebec  cannot  be 
found.  There  are  other  considerations  suggested  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall).  The  bridge 
at  Quebec  is  an  absolute  essential  to  the  carrying  out 
of  the  line  by  Quebec.  The  bridge  at  Lachine  is  a  com¬ 
mercial  necessity;  it  will  be  built  as  such  without  any 
subsidy  from  the  Government ;  it  has  been  contracted  to  be 
built  already  by  the  Quebec  and  Ontario  road ;  they  have 
set  aside  the  funds  for  that  purpose ;  it  is  essential  to  their 
system.  But  in  order  to  build  the  Quebec  bridge,  what 
must  we  do  ?  Mr.  Light  says  they  will  require  a  guarantee 
of  $5,000,000  for  a  period  of  25  years,  at  4  per  cent,  inter¬ 
est.  They  will  require  the  exact  maximum  amount 
which  is  proposed  to  be  used  as  a  subsidy  for  this  entire 
short  line  vid  Sherbrooke.  The  whole  subsidy  for  that  line 
will  bo  required  to  build  the  bridgo  at  Quebec.  Mr.  Light 
says  it  will  be  self-sustaining.  How  ?  The  Intercolonial, 
he  says,  will  give  it  an  immense  revenue.  Will  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  for  a  moment,  consider  the  idea  of  transferring  the 
business  of  the  Intercolonial  from  the  Grand  Trunk  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  in  order  to  show  favoritism  to 
one  corporation  over  the  other  ?  Ho  not  we  all  know  that 
the  road  from  Kichmond  to  Levis  would  bo  of  no  value 
whatever  were  it  not  for  the  Intercolonial  traffic. 
The  North  Shore  road  takes  the  business  between  Quebec 
and  Montreal  largely,  the  boats  taking  their  share  during 
the  season  of  navigation.  What  would  the  Quebec  and 
Levis  section  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Bailway  be 
worth  if  Mr.  Light’s  project  were  approved.  If  it  were 
thought  good  policy  to  ruin  that  section  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Eailway  line  by  giving  the  trade  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bail  way,  our  own  .traffic  ou  the  Intercolonial  will 
have  to  pay  for  it.  That  traffic  is  now  carried  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Bailway  at  reasonable  rates  over  the  Victoria  bridge, 
but  if  we  build  a  bridge  at  Quebec  and  charge  ourselves 
tolls  in  order  to  pay  the  interest  on  the  cost  of  the  bridge, 
we  will  be  transferring  money  from  one  pocket  to 
another.  Whatever  the  Intercolonial  contributes  to 
the  traffic  of  the  bridge  will  be  a  tax  on  our  own  road. 
The  bridge  at  Lachine  is  recognised  as  a  necessity ;  the 
Victoria  bridge  is  found  to  be  inadequate  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  trade  and  commerce,  and  not  only  is  the  Lachine 
bridge  to  be  used  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  system 
of  railways,  but  other  railways  leading  to  New  York 
and  Boston  feel  the  necessity  of  having  this  bridge,  and  are 
propared  to  make  contributions  to  build  it.  At  all  events, 
the  Dominion  will  be  relieved  from  any  applications  for 
subsidy  for  the  building  of  this  bridge  at  Lachine.  There  are 
many  points  I  would  like  to  discuss  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  but  I  do  not  want  to  woary  the  House.  1  say  that 
the  Maritime  Provinces  have  the  right  to  this  promised  as¬ 
sistance.  There  has  been  no  controversy  on  that  point ;  there 
seems  to  be  no  objection  to  granting  the  amount  asked  for, 
so  far  as  we  can  judge  from  the  discussions  hitherto,  and  from 
our  going  into  committee  without  any  debate.  It  is  only  a 
question  of  route,  and  I  say  that  the  Eastern  Townships 
have  contributed  more  than  any  other  section  of  the* 
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Dominion  to  the  great  works  which  have  received  aid  from 
the  Local  and  Dominion  Governments,  in  comparison  with 
the  benefits  we  have  received  from  them.  We  have  helped 
to  build  your  railways  and  your  wharves  and  your  light¬ 
houses.  We  have  helped  to  build  up  and  improve  the  canal 
system ;  but  where  has  any  expenditure  been  made  in  the 
Eastern  Townships?  We  have  not  asked  for  it,  though  we 
have  taken  our  share  of  the  public  burden.  Our  own  enter¬ 
prises  have  "been  built  up  largely  by  our  own  contributions. 
The  township  in  which  I  live,  and  which  will  be  benefited 
by  this  road,  has  contributed  no  less  than  $250,000  to 
railways.  The  counties  of  Sherbrooke  and  Compton  have 
contributed  a  quarter  of  a  million  of  dollars  to  a 
railway  which  should  become  a  portion  of  this  system. 
The  county  of  Brome  has  contributed  $196,000  to  railways 
which  cross  the  system  and  will  be  tributaries  to  it,  and 
will  be  benefited  by  it.  The  county  of  Shefford  has 
contributed  $350,000  to  railways,  which,  very  likely,  will 
be  tributaries  to  this  system  or  become  part  of  it.  I 
might  go  through  the  list ;  no  less  than  $1,500,000  have  been 
contributed  by  the  municipalities  in  the  Eastern  Townships 
to  railways  which  will  be  portions  of  this  line  or  tributaries 
to  it,  so  that  these  people  will  get  the  benefit,  and  they  num¬ 
ber  no  less  than  250,000.  I  say  a  quarter  of  a  million  of 
people  who  have  contributed  a  million  and  a-half  of  money 
to  railways  which  will  be  a  portion  of  this  line  or  tributary 
to  it,  are  entitled  to  receive  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  this  House,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they  will  receive 
it,  inasmuch  as  they  never  have  been  in  a  position  to 
ask  for  favors  of  any  description.  This  is  not'  asked  as 
a  favor,  bat  only  to  indicate  that  if  a  locality  of  the 
northern  route  would  like  to  have  this  subsidy,  there  are 
other  localities  in  other  parts  of  Quebec  which  would 
be  entitled  to  it  on  such  considerations.  But  it  will 
not  be  decided  on  these  considerations;  it  will  be  de¬ 
cided  upon  broader,  upon  common  sense  and  upon  com¬ 
mercial  principles.  If  you  are  building  a  line  to  the  nearest 
Atlantic  port,  St.  Andrews,  you  would  go  via  Sherbrooke ; 
because  a  line  vid  Lennnoxville  is  only  four  miles  from  the 
straight  lino.  Draw  a  straight  line  from  Montreal  to  St. 
Andrews,  and  it  passes  only  four  miles  from  Lennoxville, 
which  is  the  most  remote  point  from  the  airline.  If  you  draw 
a  line  from  Montreal  to  St.  John  it  passes  only  eight  miles 
from  Lennoxville,  Go  by  way  of  Quebec,  and,  as  has  been 
stated  by  the  Minister,  and  also  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Sher¬ 
brooke,  you  get  from  80  to  96  miles  to  the  north  of  the  air 
line.  Draw  a  straight  line  from  Montreal  to  Salisbury,  and  it 
carries  you  by  this  route,  which  is  as  nearly  an  air  line  as 
is  practicable,  except  through  a  dead  level,  flat  country. 
What  more  is  wanted  ?  It  is  proved  to  be  a  practicable  road. 
I  had  heard  certain  objections  made  to  the  International  road. 
I  had  heard  it  said  that  the  maximum  grade  on  that  road 
was  74  feet,  and  I  wanted  to  know  the  inwardness  of  that, 
and  so  I  wrote  to  the  engineer  who  located  the  road,  and 
thei  e  is  not,  in  this  country,  a  better  engineer  for  that 
purpose.  He  has  just  located  450  miles  of  the  eastern 
section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  he  tells 
me  that  they  were  limited  to  a  66  feet  maximum  in 
locating  that  road.  That  was  thought  suitable  for  the 
present  requirements  of  the  road.  For  a  short  distance  a 
74  feet  grade  was  used,  but  it  was  with  the  view  of  subse¬ 
quently  changing  it,  so  that  the  grade  would  be  66  feet  to 
the  mile,  and  this  engineer  assured  me  that  the  whole  line 
from  Lennoxville  to  the  boundary  could  be  brought  down, 
without  considerable  expense  and  without  lengthening  it, 
to  60  feet  to  the  mile  as  a  maximum.  That  answers  every 
practical  requirement.  You  cannot  pass  over  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  or  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  or  any  rail¬ 
way  between  this  and  the  seaboard,  without,  of  necessity, 
passing  over  certain  points  where  considerable  grades  exist, 
because  we  all  know  that  those  ranges  of  mountains  which  are 
known  in  the  United  States  as  the  Green  Mountains  and  the 
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White  Mountains,  extend  into  Canada  and  reach  to  the 
St.  Lawrence  and  to  the  ocean.  You  have  to  cross  them 
somewhere  before  you  get  to  the  seaboard,  and  there  must 
be  a  short  distance  of  grades  which  are  not  equal  to  the 
level  grades  to  be  found  in  the  valley  of  the  St.  Lawrence. 
It  has  been  sufficiently  demonstrated  that  this  is  the  shortest 
practicable  route,  and  that,  in  every  sense,  whether  you 
take  its  commercial  advantages,  or  take  it  as  being  a  com¬ 
promise  road  for  all  these  ocean  ports,  it  is  the  best.  The 
road  which  the  Government  engineer  prefers  in  his  report 
is  not  the  best  route  to  St.  Andrews,  for  there  is  a  shorter 
route  to  St.  Andrews.  It  is  not  the  shortest  route  to  St. 
John,  but  it  is  the  shortest  route  to  JIalifax,  which  is  the 
most  distant  point,  and  it  is  not  sufficiently  inconveniont  to 
St.  Andrews  or  St.  John  to  make  it  objectionable  on  that 
account.  As  a  compromise  road,  to  reach  the  ports  of  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  and  to  serve  Prince  Edward 
Island,  it  is  the  best  that  can  be  drawn.  Though  it  is  not 
the  shortest  line  to  St.  Andrews  or  St.  John,  it  saves  over  400 
miles  to  St.  Andrews,  300  miles  to  St.  John  and  140  or  150 
miles  to  Halifax,  in  comparison  with  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way,  and  is  the  route  which  would  command  the  largest 
amount  of  traffic.  There  is  another  thing  which  I  desire 
to  mention  here,  and  which  I  ask  those  hon.  gentlemen 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces  to  consider  seriously.  As  my 
hon.  friend  from  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall)  has  indicated, 
there  is  but  one  chartered  road  across  the  State  of  Maine, 
and  that  is  by  the  Megantic  route.  No  meeting  of  the 
Maine  Legislature  occurs  for  two  years,  and  therefore 
no  charter  can  be  obtained  for  two  years  across  the 
State  of  Maine.  No  short  line  can  be  built  to  the  Maritime 
Provinces  except  across  the  State  of  Maine,  and  conse¬ 
quently,  if  this  line  be  not  adopted,  you  have  no  guarantee 
that  for  two  years  to  come  our  friends  from  the  Maritimo 
Provinces  can  begin  to  see  their  expectations  realised.  And 
who  knows  what  changes  may  take  place  within  two  years  ? 
The  thing  is  within  their  grasp  now,  and  they  can  have  it 
if  they  wish.  If  they  postpone  it  for  two  years  more,  who 
knows  what  changes  may  come  over  Governments,  what 
changes  may  come  over  parties,  or  what  changes  may  come 
over  the  country.  No  one  knows  what  two  years  may 
bring  forth.  Now,  a  very  strong  desire  was  felt  to  obtain  a 
charter  on  the  north  side  of  Moosehead  Lake,  in  the  interests 
of  this  same  Megantic  line,  and  at  a  time  when  it  was  not 
known  which  would  be  the  best  route.  The  company 
wanted  to  secure  the  best  route,  but  they  had  not  made 
a  survey,  and  they  did  not  know  whether  they  would 
go  south  of  the  Moosehead  Lake  or  go  north  of  it, 
and  they  wishod  to  obtain  a  charter  that  would  enable 
them  to  take  either  of  those  routes.  But  they  were 
emphatically  told  :  No  ;  you  must  have  no  road  that  does 
not  connect  with  our  system  of  railways  ;  and  would  any 
one  say  that  they  were  not  right  ?  What  advantage  can  it 
be  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  Maine  to  have  a  railway 
passing  north  of  Moosehead  Lake  and  running  into  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick,  without  making  any  connection 
with  the  Maine  system  of  railways  ?  It  would  throw  the 
traffic  which  now  comes  down  to  Bangor,  the  lumber  sup¬ 
plies  and  everything  that  goes  to  their  own  cities  and  over 
their  own  railways,  over  an  alien  railway  and  to  a  for¬ 
eign  country.  Well,  none  of  us  are  so  disinterested 
as  to  be  willing  to  do  that  under  like  circumstances, 
and  the  people  of  Maine  are  not  so  unselfish  as  to 
be  willing  to  do  that  either,  and  they  refused  to  give 
a  charter  to  a  railway  passing  north  of  Moosehead 
Lake. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COLBY.  Hon.  gentlemen  say,  “  hear,  hear.”  Do  they 
moan  to  imply  that  they  expect  that  we  are  going  to  send 
the  commerce  of  this  country  214  miles  by  a  roundabout 
way,  in  order  to  reach  a  Maine  harbor  ?  There  are  local 
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interests  in  the  north  part  of  Maine  that  would  be  injured 
seriously  if  a  railway  was  to  pass  through  that  State,  which 
was  in  no  sense  tributary  to  their  own  railway  system,  and 
which  would  enable  a  Canadian  railway  to  furnish  supplies 
to  the  lumbermen  of  those  regions,  instead  of  doing  it  them¬ 
selves.  They  are  within  their  right,  and  they  refused  to 
give  to  this  Megantic  road  the  privilege  of  locating  a  line 
on  the  north  side  of  Moosehead  Lake,  and  they  would 
not  permit  the  Megantic  road  to  pass  Lake  Moosehead 
on  the  route  now  proposed,  unless  they  would  under¬ 
take  to  make  a  connection  of  eight  miles  with  the  rail¬ 
way  running  to  Bangor.  I  know  how  the  Bangor  people 
feel  about  that  matter.  I  have  been  to  Bangor  myself,  and 
have  had  consultations  with  those  gentlemen ;  I  tried  to 
enthuse  them  on  the  subject,  but  they  would  not  enthuse  a 
bit — not  enough  to  put  their  hands  in  their  pockets.  They 
say  :  We  have  no  objection  to  your  road  coming  here,  but 
we  have  serious  objection  to  your  road  running  through  the 
north  part  of  the  State  and  making  no  connection  with  our 
system  of  railways,  so  that  we  can  get  no  advantages  from 
it.  And  they  took  a  business  view  of  the  matter.  I  have 
no  doubt  it  will  be  a  great  convenience  to  the  commerce  of 
that  State,  aud  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the  road  is  built  via 
Moosehead  Lake  it  will  supply  the  whole  of  the  lumbering 
district  to  the  north  of  it,  and  all  the  freights  of  those 
regions  will  be  carried  over  this  railway,  because  it  is  the 
shortest,  the  most  direct,  and  it  will  work  in  harmony,  to  a 
certain  extent,  with  their  own  system  of  railways.  Now, 
I  would  impress  upon  our  friends  from  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  the  fact  that  no  Legislature  in  Maine  will  meet  for 
two  years  to  come,  and  if  they  determine  upon  postponing 
this  work  for  another  year  or  two,  in  order  to  see  whether 
this  mythical  route  may  not  prove  to  be  an  actual  route, 
they  incur  the  great  risk  that  usually  attends  upon  delays. 
I  think  they  have  the  thing  now  within  their  grasp,  if  they 
choose  to  hold  it,  judging  from  the  sentiment  in  the  House. 
Last  Session  135  members  of  the  House  to  28  favored  the 
subsidy  given  then ;  that  subsidy  is  to-day  repeated  and 
enlarged,  and  there  seems  to  be  no  fault  found  with  the 
amount ;  so  I  take  it  that  it  is  conceded  that  the  amount  is 
acceptable  to  this  House.  The  only  thing  to  be  determined 
on  now  is  the  route.  On  that  point  I  think  enough  has 
been  put  in  evidence  before  the  House,  together  with  the 
map  that  has  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  to  show  that  the 
shortest  route  is  via  Sherbrooke  and  Megantio,  that  it  is  the 
best,  as  a  compromise  route,  the  most  advantageous  to  the 
maritime  ports  for  commercial  purposes,  and  that  as  an 
engineering  route  it  is  the  most  practicable  which  can  be 
adopted.  I  think  these  points  have  all  been  established, 
and  I  am  therefore  in  favor  of  this  resolution. 

Mr.  BUBPEE.  I  am  quite  willing  to  endorse  the  route 
as  indicated  by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  as  well  as  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  if  carried 
out  in  its  entirety.  But  the  eastern  portion  of  the  route  has 
not  yet  been  put  forward  in  as  satisfactory  a  light  as 
it  was  possible  to  do.  The  distance  from  Fredericton  to 
Salisbury  has  been  described  as  95  miles,  but  it  is  only  85 
miles.  It  is  described  as  not  having  been  surveyed.  Well, 
it  has  all  been  measured,  it  has  all  been  traced,  and  more 
than  half  of  it  has  been  surveyed  and  located, 
so  that  the  road  is  well  known.  So  that  in  these 
two  respects  it  is  more  favorable  than  has  been 
represented  by  either  Mr.  Schroiber  or  Mr.  Light. 
But  I  would  like  a  little  more  information  from  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works.  I  do  not  find  any  fault  with  the 
money  that  is  given.  Considering  the  amount  of  mileage 
that  is  to  be  built,  I  think  the  grant  is  not  too  much.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  Government  have  taken  means  to  ascertain 
whether  it  can  be  built  for  that  amount.  I  see  by  the  reso¬ 
lution  that  it  starts  at  Montreal  and  ends  at  Halifax  ;  that 
would  include  a  bridge,  I  presume,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Mr.  Colby. 
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Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  has  mentioned.  Now,  I  wish  to 
know  if  this  road  is  to  start  from  the  southern  bank  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  or  from  the  city  of  Montreal  ?  Is  this  amount  to 
include  the  cost  of  buiding  a  bridge  across  the  St.  Lawrence  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  is  nothing  about  a 
bridge.  The  road  is  to  go  from  the  south  bank  of  the  St. 
Lawrence. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  river  must  be  crossed.  Is  it 
proposed  to  cross  the  river  at  Montreal  or  at  Lachine  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  question  asked  by  the 
member  was  whether  any  part  of  the  subsidy  is  to  be 
appropriated  for  building  a  bridge.  I  say  no. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Will  the  road  cross  at  Montreal  or 
at  Lachine  ?  The  river  must  be  crossed  atone  point  or  the 
other*  The  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  has 
stated  that  it  is  intended  to  cross  the  river  from  Lachine 
to  Caughnawaga.  Is  such  the  fact,  or  is  it  the  intention 
of  the  company  to  build  a  bridge  directly  from  Longueuil 
to  St.  Lambert  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  member  for  Sunbury. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  Then,  I  take  it  for  granted  that  no 
portion  of  the  money  will  be  devoted  to  building  a  bridge. 
Is  it  decided  definitely  whether  it  will  cross  the  lake  or  go  on 
the  southern  side  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  To  cross  the  lake. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  Is  there  any  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the 
bridge  across  the  lake  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  How  long  will  the  company  have  to  com¬ 
plete  the  road  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Two  years  to  begin,  and  four 
years  to  complete. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  think  that  is  too  long  a  time.  I  -would 
press  on  the  Government  that  it  should  be  two  years  to 
complete,  instead  of  four.  It  is  very  important,  in  the  interest 
of  the  whole  route,  that  the  road  should  be  proceeded  with 
simultaneously  at  different  points.  If  the  company  have 
four  years  to  complete,  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
will  have  a  long  time  to  wait  before  they  will  get  any 
benefit  from  it. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  This  is  the  ordinary  time.  I 
am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  finds  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  has  been  built  so  rapidly,  that  we  must  now  build 
every  other  work  with  the  same  rapidity.  This  company  has 
not  equal  means.  They  will,  of  course,  do  the  best  they  can,  as 
it  is  in  their  interest  to  build  it  as  rapidly  as  possible.  If  the 
term  were  diminished  to  two  years,  those  undertaking  the 
work  might  have  more  difficulty  in  raising  the  funds.  The 
hon.  member  has  no  doubt  followed  the  proceedings  in  the 
Railway  Committee,  and  is  aware  that  this  is  a  very  ordinary 
concession  made  to  a  company  undertaking  a  work  of  such 
magnitude. 

Mr.  LAURIER..  A  good  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the 
relative  merits  of  the  different  routes.  It  will  not  be  oppor¬ 
tune  to  discuss  this  subject  until  the  Government  have 
submitted  further  information.  I  have  one  word  to  offer 
to  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead. 
He  gave  it  as  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  choice  made  by 
the  Government  that  the  counties  through  which  the  road 
will  pass  have  contributed  several  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars  to  railway  construction.  I  do  not  want  to  depreciate 
in  any  way  the  efforts  made  by  those  counties,  but  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
money  which  has  been  expended  in  the  Eastern  Townships 
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in  the  construction  of  railways,  if  not  the  greater  portion, 
has  been  derived  from  the  municipal  loan  fund. 

Mr.  COLBY.  No. 

Mr.  LAUBIER.  In  Shefford  the  whole  of  it  was  so 
derived.  In  other  counties  it  was  much  the  same. 

Mr.  COLBY.  No;  very  little,  except  Shefford. 

Mi*.  LAURIER.  The  county  of  Shefford  has  contributed 
$300,000  to  railways,  and  derived  that  amount  from  the 
municipal  loan  fund,  on  which  it  has  never  paid  a  cent, 
either  principal  or  interest.  We  are  entitled  to  have  more 
information  on  this  subject  than  that  already  given.  Will 
the  Minister  explain  why,  in  computing  the  distance  between 
Montreal  and  Sherbrooke,  the  distance  is  computed  over  the 
Montreal,  Portland  and  Boston  Railway. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  is  because  that  road  is 
already  built,  and  we  take  advantage  of  the  railways 
already  built,  provided  they  do  not  increase  the  distance 
much. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  reason  I  asked  for  an  answer  was 
this :  It  has  always  been  understood  that  the  Short  Line 
Railway,  so  far  as  this  line  has  beeD  laid  out,  is  to  tap  the 
St.  Lawrence  and  carry  over  a  bridge  at  Lachine.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  there  were  216  miles  to  build:  that  is, 
80  miles  between  Cbambly  and  Huntsville,  and  136  miles 
between  the  international  boundary  and  Mettawamkeag. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  suppose  the  engineer  has  taken  the 
existing  railways  and  the  existing  bridges.  In  case  a 
change  should  be  made,  instead  of  the  distance  to 
be  constructed  being  lengthened  it  may  be  mate¬ 
rially  shortened.  The  distance  from  Lachine  to  St.  John’s, 
Quebec  is  about  20  miles,  the  same  as  the  other  line  already 
constructed.  When  you  strike  St.  John’s,  Quebec,  you  strike 
a  road  running  all  the  way  to  Sherbrooke,  so  instead  of  hav¬ 
ing  80  miles  to  build  you  have  only  20  to  build.  The 
Stanstead,  Shefford  and  Chambly  road  is  in  operation  from 
St.John’s  to  Waterloo,  where  it  connects  with  the  Waterloo 
and  Magog,  which  connects  with  the  Sherbrooke,  and 
the  lino,  with  little  alteration,  is  very  likely  the 
best  possible  to  go  through  that  country.  So  that  the 
change  may  very  likely  result  in  utilising  80  miles  of  rail¬ 
way  already  built,  instead  of  20.  That,  I  say,  may  be 
among  the  probabilities. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  would  be  utilising  a  portion 
already  built. 

Mr.  COLBY.  Yes. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  more  explanation  we  have  the  more 
confused  we  are,  because  it  is  stated  that  between  Chambly 
and  Lennoxville  a  new  line  would  have  to  be  built.  We 
were  not  to  make  use  of  railways  already  existing,  but  the 
subsidies  contemplated  the  construction  of  80  miles  of  new 
■*  road  between  those  places. 

Mr.  COLBY.  Precisely  so. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Not  precisely  so,  because  we  would  use 
a  portion  already  existing. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  do  not  understand  that  there  is  anything 
in  the  report  of  the  engineers,  or  in  the  recommendation  of 
the  Government,  to  prevent  them  making  the  best  possible 
arrangement  in  the  interests  of  the  country.  It  may*  be  that 
there  are  better  arrangements  than  any  indicated  in 
the  engineer’s  report,  I  suppose  the  Government 
resolutions  are  based  on  the  engineer’s  report,  but 
my  own  individual  opinion  is,  that  if  the  bridge  is  located  as 
high  up  as  Lachine, it  will  ultimately  result  in  arrangements 
being  made  quite  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  in  which  an 
economy  may  be  effected  from  what  it  would  cost  to  build 
an  entirely  new  80  miles  of  railway. 


Mr.  LAURIER.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Government 
selecting  the  best  route,  but  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  know 
exactly  what  the  Government  consider  the  best  route,  when 
they  are  asking  for  the  peoples’  money.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  it  is  within  the  possibilities  that  instead  of  build¬ 
ing  a  new  line  between  Chambly  and  Lennoxville,  use  may 
be  made  of  the  line  already  constructed  between  Lennox¬ 
ville  and  St.  John’s.  But  the  Government  have  not  so  stated. 
The  Minister  of  Public  Works,  when  explaining  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  stated  that  on  this  line  216  miles  of 
new  railway  would  have  to  be  built — 136  between  the  end 
of  the  International  Railway  and  Mettawamkeag,  and  80 
miles  between  Sherbrooke  and  Lennoxville.  If  that  be  so,  we 
know  where  the  subsidy  will  go,  and  we  can  judge  whether 
the  subsidy  is  excessive  or  not.  But,  if  instead  of  applying  it 
towards  building  the  railway  between  Lennoxville  and 
Chambly,  it  is  proposed  to  make  use  of  a  part  of  railway 
already  existing,  we  ought  to  know  it.  We  have  a  right 
to  know  what  is  proposed  to  be  done. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  do  not  know  but  this  is  very  well  as  ad  cap- 
tandum,  but  I  certainly  think  it  is  not  business  like.  If  the 
Government  suppose  that  possibly  it  might  be  thought  best 
to  utilise  a  road  belonging  in  part  to  foreigners,  I  do  not 
think  that  they  should  so  limit  themselves  in  their  declar¬ 
ations  in  Parliament,  or  in  their  Bill  in  the  House,  that 
they  should  place  themselves  entirely  at  the  mercy  of 
those  people,  and  bo  obliged  to  do  it.  The  Government 
state  an  available  proposition ;  they  state  what  can  be  done 
by  the  construction  of  this  line,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
complains  of  anything,  he  complains  that  they  did  not  pre¬ 
clude  themselves  from  doing  something  better,  if  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  should  present  itself.  I  think  the  Government  acts 
wisely  in  not  doing  so.  The  Government  do  not  know 
whether  this  road  can  be  acquired  on  any  terms.  I  stated 
this  for  the  information  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  amongst 
the  possibilities  which  had  occurred  to  my  own  mind ;  but 
the  Government  do  not  intend  to  build  a  railway,  nor  do 
they  propose  to  place  themselves  in  negotiation  with  rail¬ 
way  owners.  The  Government  is  not  the  party  to  move  in 
any  matter  of  that  kind,  but  they  need  not  limit  themselves 
in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  absolutely  necessary  to  acquire 
a  road  which,  perhaps,  could  not  be  acquired  at  all,  and 
which  it  might  not  think  best  to  acquire;  I  mentioned 
that  as  a  possibility  more  favorable  to  the  company  than 
anything  suggested  in  the  Government  resolutions. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  take  complete  issue  with  the  hon. 
gentleman,  even  on  the  score  of  business.  When  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  asking  the  people  to  vote  them  the  money  we 
have  a  right  to  know  how  they  will  apply  that  money,  and 
it  is  business  that  we  should  know  exactly  how  they  will  do 
so.  If  they  think  there  are  one  or  two  methods  in  which 
they  can  apply  the  money,  let  them  say  so.  I  do  not  object 
to  their  stating  their  policy,  whether  it  is  building  a  new 
railway  or  making  use  of  an  existing  railway,  but  the 
House  should  know  exactly  what  they  are  doing  when  they 
are  voting  the  money.  So  far,  the  Government  has  said 
nothing  of  the  possibilities  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Stanstead  now  suggests.  The  explanation  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is,  that  the  subsidies  shall  go  towards  building  216 
miles  of  railway,  including  the  80  miles  between  Sherbrooke 
and  Chambly  ;  and  if  it  is  upon  the  tapis  that  the  money  is 
to  be  expended,  not  only  as  suggested  by  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  but  as  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Stan¬ 
stead,  then  I  say  we  are  entitled  to  know  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  themselves. 

Mr.  HALL.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  overlook  the 
fact  that  it  is  a  matter  of  indifference  to  the  Government  or 
to  the  country  whether  a  section  is  acquired  and  im¬ 
proved,  or  built  anew.  Estimating  that  the  cost  will  be 
$20,000  a  mile  for  the  585  miles  to  Salisbury,  it  would 
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amount  to  $11,700,000,  on  which  $250,000  a  year  is  less 
than  2J  per  cent.  So  that  this  subsidy  which  is  being  given 
is  just  about  one-half  the  interest  on  a  bond  for  the  cost  of 
the  construction  and  equipment  of  that  road,  whether  it  is 
built  new  or  acquired  and  improved ;  and  the  statement 
about  the  portion  built  and  to  be  built,  I  understand,  is 
made  by  the  Government,  not  as  a  matter  of  much  con¬ 
sequence  to  the  House,  but  as  determining  the  facility  and 
the  rapidity  with  which  the  line  could  bo  completed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  I  think  there  is  a  very  important 
consideration  as  to  that.  I  do  not  understand  that  we  are 
to  vote  away  the  public  money  in  order  to  aggrandise 
private  fortunes.  Nobody  can  deny  that  if  there  is  any 
merit  in  this  scheme  whatever,  the  result  of  its  completion 
must  be  largely  to  enhance  the  value  of  those  lines  already  I 
constructed,  which  are  now  to  become,  instead  of  isolated 
local  lines,  also  parts  of  a  great  through  line.  They  are 
there  ;  somebody  owns  them  ;  but  is  it  to  be  said  that  be¬ 
sides  paying  a  large  subsidy  towards  the  construction  of  the 
links  which  are  to  give  them  an  enhanced  value,  we  are  to 
give  the  public  funds  in  order  that  somebody  may  buy 
somebody  else’s  property  ?  I  say  the  enhanced  value  of 
those  lines  is  a  piece  of  great  good  fortune  to  the  proprie¬ 
tors  of  those  lines,  without  our  giving  public  money  in 
order  to  their  being  bought.  Let  them  be  thrown  into  the 
common  stock  of  the  new  through  line,  at  what  price  may 
be  agreed  upon  between  the  fortunate  proprietors  of  the 
new  combination  ;  but  do  not  let  it  be  said  that  the 
public  are  to  pay  for  those  lines  at  the  enhanced 
value  they  will  acquire  as  new  lines.  It  seems  to  me 
we  are  entitled  to  know  on  what  basis  this  proposal  is  made. 
The  Minister  of  Public  Works  did  not  think  it  worth  while 
to  tell  us  how  it  was  that  a  subsidy  of  $170,000  a  year  for 
15  years,  which  we  were  assured  emphatically  last  year  was 
enough  to  accomplish  this  object,  is  now  to  be  changed  into 
a  subsidy  of  $250,000  a  year  for  20  years.  I  have  given  the 
capitalised  value  of  this  subsidy ;  it  is  an  addition  doubling 
the  amount  of  last  year.  I  asked  Sir  Charles  Tupper  last 
year  how  he  knew  $170,000  a  year  was  enough.  He  said 
he  could  not  tell,  but  he  assured  us  that  he  had  made 
enquiries,  and  that  it  was  enough.  Now  we  are  not  told 
that  more  is  necessary  or  why  it  is  necessary,  except  that 
we  see  it  in  the  resolution.  Is  it  necessary  because  it  is 
found  necessary  to  buy  the  proprietors  of  these  large  roads 
and  pay  them  for  them  ?  The  hon.  member  for  Stanstead 
(Mr.  Colby)  said,  awhile  ago,  that  as  long  as  there  were 
sacrifices  and  expenditures  to  be  involved  by  themselves, 
they  had  a  monopoly.  Well,  they  were  promoting  their 
own  interest.  Some  of  the  municipalities  which  have 
paid  inordinate  sums  and  have  not  reaped  the  fruits 
have  suffered  some  misfortune.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  intended  to  recoup  them ;  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
intended  to  purchaso  the  International  line— not  only  to 
give  it  an  enhanced  value  as  the  concern  it  will  become  as 
part  of  the  through  line,  but  also  to  give  the  money  to  buy 
it  at  that  enhanced  price.  The  hon.  member  for  Sher¬ 
brooke  (Mr.  Hall),  a  little  while  ago,  spoke  of  Mr.  Light, 
whom  I  do  not  know ;  but  he  was  employed  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  to  make  this  survey,  and  I  suppose  he  had  their 
confidence,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  said  he  knew  Mr.  Light, 
because,  as  the  Government  engineer  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  he  had  made  a  report  as  to  the  north  shore  in 
consequence  of  influences  from  Terrebonne.  Well,  we  know 
what  that  meant ;  it  was  not  because  Terrebonne  had  more 
voices,  but  because  the  voice  that  spoke  for  Terrebonne  in 
the  Legislature  of  Quebec  was  the  most  powerful  voice  in 
that  Legislature ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  the  un¬ 
fortunate  results  that  were  achieved  by  Mr.  Light,  because 
the  Prime  Minister  of  that  day  wanted  the  road  changed 
to  suit  his  constituency.  And  to-day  we  have  a  gentleman 
appointed  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  in  this  House,  in 

Mr,  Hall. 


whose  charge  Mr.  Schreiber  is,  who  has  been  directing 
these  surveys,  who  is  the  political  officer  responsible  for  the 
direction  of  these  surveys,  and  for  the  orders  in  which  these 
surveys  are  given;  and  he  is  not  in  the  House  at  this 
moment  listening  to  this  discussion. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  here. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  he  is  here  ;  but  he  is  on  the  back 
benches.  He  comes  forward  now,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  him. 
It  is  in  his  Department  in  which  these  surveys  have  been 
going  on,  but  he  does  not  take  charge  of  the  resolutions ; 
they  are  not  placed  in  his  hands  to  move. 

Mr.  POPE.  Nor  was  it  under  my  charge  the  surveys 
were  made. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  I  do  not  know  to  whom  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  deputy  and  engineer  was  allotted  for  the 
surveys. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  refused  to  take  any  part  in  these  surveys. 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  said  he  would  do  it  himself  when  I 
accepted  the  position  of  Acting  Minister  of  Railways. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  the  acknowledged  incompatibility 
in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  position.  That  is  what  I  complain 
of ;  I  say  he  ought  not  to  have  been  appointed  Acting  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways  during  the  time  these  great  interests  were 
decided,  because  his  personal  interests  were  such  as  to  pre¬ 
vent  him  acting  in  that  position. 

Mr.  POPE.  No ;  I  have  no  personal  interest. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  is  reported  to  have  a  large  personal 
interest  in  the  International  Railway. 

Mr.  POPE.  You  should  not  take  everybody’s  reports. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  won’t  give  me  any¬ 
body’s  report.  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that  the  hon .  gen¬ 
tleman  should  have  been  appointed  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  at  the  time  and  under  the  circumstances  that  this 
change  was  to  be  made.  I  think  it  would  have  been  better 
that  the  political  officer  at  the  head  of  that  Department 
should  not  have  had  the  interest  the  hon.  gentleman  had  in 
the  solution  of  this  question.  That  very  circumstance  was 
not  to  disqualify  the  hon.  gentleman  continuing  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment;  but  he  had  his  own  Department,  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  and  Statistics.  But  why  should  he  be  taken 
out  of  the  Department  of  Railways,  which  had  to  settle  this 
question  ?  Now  I  have  extracted  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
the  admission  that  he  felt  himself  he  could  not  touch  this 
question,  and  that  the  First  Minister  had  to  instruct  Mr. 
Schreiber,  that  he  had  to  give  orders  about  the  surveys,  as  the 
political  person  responible  for  all  this,  although  up  to  this 
instant  he  had  suppoi-ed  the  Acting  Minister  was  the  person 
responsible.  There  was  a  hidden  hand,  and  the  hidden 
hand  is  now  disclosed. 

Mr.  POPE.  No ;  there  was  no  hidden  hand. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  it  was  the  hon.  gentleman’s  hand,  for 
his  was  the  hand  we  saw. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  was  the  open  hand  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  it  was  not,  because  it  is  only  to-night 
that  we  learn  it  was  his  hand.  But  although  the  Prime 
Minister  wrote,  I  dare  say  the  hon.  gentleman  was  at  his 
ear. 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  you  sure?  What  a  dreadful  position 
for  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  to  be  in,  that  he  could  not 
even  speak  to  the  First  Minister  about  an  important  affair. 
What  a  shocking  position  for  him  to  be  in.  Would  it  not 
be  very  much  better  if  he  were  not  Acting  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  too  thin. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  really  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  state¬ 
ment  is  too  thin,  quite  too  thin,  so  thin  that  we  understand 
it.  It  is  a  polite  way  of  saying  it  was  managed  in  this  par¬ 
ticular  manner.  Here  we  are  with  this  proposal,  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  acknowledged  he  could  not  take 
part  in  it.  I  did  not  know  his  disability  went  so  far  that 
he  could  not  say  a  word  about  it,  even  in  private.  We  have 
this  important  admission,  that  in  the  decision  of  this  matter 
we  are  deprived  of  the  responsibility  of  even  the  Acting  Min¬ 
ister.  We  want  information  of  the  principle  upon  which 
this  subsidy  has  been  fixed.  Is  it  on  the  principle,  which 
is  now  ascertained,  that  the  hon,  gentleman’s  railway  and 
others  will  have  to  be  bought,  and  the  public  money  will 
have  to  be  paid  for  them  ?  Is  it  on  the  principle  that  a  part 
of  the  subsidy  will  have  to  go  in  thatw%?  If  so,  how 
much  ?  When  we  find  an  addition  of  $1,500,000  to  the  sum 
said  to  be  sufficient  last  year,  and  find  that  addition  co-inci¬ 
dent  with  the  announcement  that  we  require  the  Interna¬ 
tional  line,  we  have  a  right  to  be  informed  what  sum  of 
money  is  to  go  into  the  acquisition  of  the  International 
line. 

Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  The  hon.  member  for  Megan- 
tic  (Mr.  Langelier)  put  me  a  question  whilst  the  hon.  member 
for  Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee)  was  addressing  the  House,  and  of 
course  I  could  not  then  answer  it.  As  I  said  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Sunbury,  this  vote  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
bridge  at  Montreal.  The  vote  is  for  a  line  of  railway  to 
connect  Montreal  with  St.  Andrews,  St.  John  and  Halifax, 
via  Sherbrooke.  When  the  time  comes  to  apply  this  sub¬ 
sidy  due  the  line  mentioned  here,  of  course  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  take  care  that  the  connection  between  the  south 
shore  and  the  St.  Lawrence  be  made  in  such  a  way  as  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  trade  and  the  public  interests 
generally.  There  are  different  ways  of  making  the  con¬ 
nection.  Of  course,  there  is  always  the  Victoria  bridge,  and 
then  the  proposed  Lachine  bridge.  That  question  has 
not  come  up.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake) 
has  asked  what  is  to  be  done  with  this  money,  whether  it 
is  to  be  employed  in  purchasing  this  line  or  the  other, 
or  whether  it  is  to  build  the  216  miles  which  are  mentioned 
in  the  tabular  statement  I  gave  as  a  portion  of  the  line 
which  is  not  built,  and  which  must  be  built,  if  we  want  to 
have  a  complete  line  from  Montreal  to  St.  Andrews,  St.  John 
or  Halifax  No  doubt  this  money  will  go  towards  securing  a 
line  from  Montreal  to  these  ports.  How  will  that  money 
be  employed  ?  As  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  it  is  so  much  a 
year  for  so  many  years ;  therefore,  the  Government  must 
see  that  the  conditions  of  the  vote  be  fulfilled  ;  that  is  to 
say,  they  must  have  proof  positive  that  this  line  will  be 
obtained,  which  is  considered  the  shortest  and  the  best 
under  the  circumstances,  from  Montreal  to  the  maritime 
ports.  I  cannot  say  whether  there  will  be  so  much  for 
rolling  stock  or  so  many  miles  built,  but  when  I  gave  these 
figures  about  the  miles  built  and  to  be  built,  I  wished  to 
show  in  what  position  was  the  line  for  which  we  were 
asking  a  subsidy.  A  portion  of  the  line  is  built  and  a  por¬ 
tion  is  not  built,  and  the  company  that  will  be  formed  must 
6how  that  they  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this 
vote ;  that  is  to  say,  that  this  line  will  be  obtained, 
by  which  we  can  reach,  for  example,  St.  Andrews  by 
a  line  not  to  exceed  430  miles,  as  mentioned  here. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  said  we  must  not 
use  this  money  to  increase  the  private  fortunes  of  anyone. 
There  is  no  desire  or  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  use  this  money  in  any  other  way  than  the  resolu¬ 
tion  says,  purely  and  simply,  that  is,  to  give  to  the  company 
the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from 
Montreal  to  the  seaboard  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  That 
is  the  sole  object  we  have  in  view.  The  amount  of  money 
is  large,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  but  we  believe,  on  the 
information  we  have  now  from  our  chief  engineer,  that  this 


sum  is  required.  This  vote  is  a  heavy  one,  no  doubt,  but 
it  is  a  vote  which,  after  all,  will  give  good  return  to  the 
country.  It  will  secure  our  connection  between  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Pacific  by  the  shortest  route  possible  under  the 
circumstances.  Of  course,  if  we  do  not  build  this  direct 
line  we  would  have  to  see  our  trale  go  from  Montreal  to 
Portland.  Then  all  the  advantages  of  the  terminus  of  such  a 
great  railway  in  winter  would  be  to  the  benefit  of  the  United 
States.  We  do  not  wish  this.  In  the  same  way  that  we' 
have  taken  care  that  our  railway  shall  not  be  tapped  in 
British  Columbia  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  our  enterprising  neighbors,  who  have  their  own 
rival  railway,  the  Northern  Pacific,  so  we  thought  that  we 
should  not  allow  them  to  benefit  at  the  Atlantic  end  of  the 
railway ;  or,  after  all  the  sacrifices  we  have  had  to  make,  to 
obtain  the  terminus  at  Portland  or  elsewere  in  the  United 
States.  We  thought  the  railway  should  end  on  our  own 
territory  on  the  Atlantic  shores,  so  as  to  give  us  the  benefit 
of  the  cargoes  which  are  to  be  sent  abroad  and  the  return 
cargoes  which  would  secure  to  us  the  benefit  of  that  foreign 
trade.  Under  these  circumstances,  we  expect  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  will  not  refuse  to  make  this  sacrifice  again  in  order  to 
complete  this  system.  After  the  large  sacrifices  the  country 
has  made  for  the  opening  of  the  North  West  by  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  though  this  vote  of  $80,000  a  year  for 
twenty  years  is  considerable,  nevertheless  we  think  it  is 
not  such  as  to  warrant  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  Parliament. 
Parliament  would  wish  to  complete  its  work  by  linking 
the  two  oceans  by  its  railway  route,  and  therefore  we 
believe  that  the  vote  which  we  are  asking  will  bo 
cheerfuly  granted  by  Parliament.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Durham  has  alluded  to  Mr.  Light.  As  far  as  he  is 
known  to  me  personally,  I  have  nothing  against  him,  and  I 
have  never  known  anything  against  him,  except  what  was 
stated  to-night  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  brought  reports  and 
statements,  and  of  course  were  responsible  for  those  state¬ 
ments.  The  hon.  gentlemen  who  made  them  must  have  had 
good  data,  and  I  am  only  sorry  that  the  opportunity  has 
occurred  to  bring  them  here,  because  it  is  always  a  pity 
that  a  man  in  the  position  of  Mr.  Light  should  be  dam¬ 
aged  in  his  reputation.  But  if  these  figu  res  are  not  correct, 
as  given  by  the  hon.  gentlemen,  the  latter  must  take  the 
consequence.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  has  given 
his  version  of  the  way  in  which  the  North  Shore  was  ox- 
tended  to  Terrebonne,  and  so  on. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  it  is  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall). 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  has  added  something  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke,  in  giving  the  name  of  a  gentle¬ 
man  connected  with  the  Government,  ono  of  my  colleagues. 
I  am  sorry  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State  is  not 
here,  because  f  have  no  doubt  he  would  have  been  perfectly 
able  to  defend  himself  before  the  House,  and  I  hope  he  will 
be  iD  better  health  to  morrow,  so  that  he  may  answer  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham.  As  to  these  resolutions 
being  in  my  hands,  this  is  not  the  first  time  that  one  Minister 
takes  a  portion  of  the  work  of  another  Minister,  and  brings 
up  a  matter  and  does  his  best  to  lay  it  before  the  House  and 
to  help  his  colleagues.  I  did  so  the  other  day,  in  regard  to 
the  railways  in  the  North-West  and  their  land  subsidies, 
though  those  were  matters  connected  with  the  Department 
of  the  Interior.  I  am  not  Minister  of  that  Department,  but 
I  was  askod  by  the  First  Minister  to  take  charge  of  that 
matter,  and  I  did  so,  as  I  have  done  now ;  and,  no  doubt,  I 
might  ask  some  of  my  colleagues  to  take  some  of  my  work, 
if  1  were  not  in  good  health. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  reference  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 

I  must  say  that  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  having 
pointed  out  that  it  was  influence  from  Terrebonne  which 
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caused  this  change  in  the  Act,  and  that  it  was  made  on  the 
reports  of  the  chief  engineer  of  the  Province  at  the  time — 
a  very  unfortunate  selection — I  pointed  out  where  the  influ¬ 
ence  from  Terrebonne  was. 

Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  The  hon.  member  for  Sher¬ 
brooke  spoke  of  influences,  but  he  gave  no  name.  It  was 
my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  who  gave  the  name  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  Durham,  when  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
in  the  House,  will  repeat  in  his  presence  what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  member  can  report  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  what  I  have  said,  and  if  he  has  anything  to 
say  in  answer  he  can  say  it.  I  have  no  occasion  to  repeat 
my  remarks.  I  pointed  out  that  the  influences  from  Terre¬ 
bonne  were  obviously  those  of  the  member  for  Terrebonne, 
who  was  the  First  Minister  of  the  Province. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  He  was  not  the  First  Minister 
at  the  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No ;  he  was  not  at  that  time  the  First 
Minister,  but  he  was  the  Provincial  Secretary  ;  he  was  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  for  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  the 
DeBoucberville  Government.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said 
ho  has  no  doubt  Parliament  will  grant  this  cheerfully,  and 
that  it  is  an  addition  of  $80,000  a  year  for  20  years.  But 
there  is  also  $170,000  for  5  years,  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
forgot  to  mention.  And  the  present  value  of  the  whole,  as 
I  have  said,  is  a  million  and  a-half.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  great  results  are  going  to  be  achieved  by  it.  We  will 
not  discuss  that  question  now  ;  wo  may  differ  in  opinion  as 
to  the  magnitude  of  the  results.  Last  Session  I  stated  that 
I  had  always  desired  to  see  shorter  communication 
between  the  different  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  ;  that 
I  thought  it  was  a  geat  mistake  not  to  have  had  that  shorter 
communication,  even  before  the  Intercolonial  was  built. 
I  believed  a  great  error  had  been  committed  at  that  time, 
in  not  accomplishing  the  short  communication  between  the 
two  Provinces,  and  one  of  the  serious  consequences  of  this 
step  is  in  relation  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  itself.  But 
that  is  not  of  prime  consequence.  The  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  tell  us  that  he  has  any  assurance  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  that  they  are  going  to  take  the  through 
traffic  of  their  railway  to  the  provincial  ports.  He  has  no 
such  assurance.  But  the  company  have  announced  their 
policy.  We  know  what  they  propose  doing.  We  have  found 
them  going  to  Portland  and  negotiating  for  facilities  there. 
We  have  found  them  discussing  the  question  of  the  Port- 
land  and  Ogdensburgh.  We  have  heard  Mr.  Stephen  declar¬ 
ing  publicly  that  they  were  desirous  of  obtaining  a  Port¬ 
land  connection,  and  indicating  their  understanding  of  what 
the  people  of  Portland  would  do,  in  order  that  they 
might  make  that  connection.  At  that  time  the 
city  of  Montreal  was  their  summer  port  and  they 
wanted  to  go  to  Portland  for  their  winter  port. 
Why  ?  Not  because  they  disliked  the  Maritime  Provinces  or 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  as  some  people  have  said.  I  do  not 
believe  they  have  any  feeling  of  liking  or  disliking  about  it, 
but  it  was  from  commercial  considerations  that  they  believed 
they  should  reach  Portland.  I  have  heard  hon.  gentlemen 
in  this  House,  at  least  one,  say  that  it  was  hatred  for  the 
city  of  Quebec  which  actuated  them.  I  had  no  idea  that 
they  were  moved  by  either  love  or  hatred ;  I  thought  they 
were  passionless  in  the  matter.  They  believed,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  that  Portland  was  their  objective  point  for  their 
through  traffic.  Well,  if  they  believed  that,  and  if  they  make 
that  connection,  I  suppose  that  it  will  be  from  purely  com¬ 
mercial  considerations.  The  hon.  member  for  Stanstead 
(Mr.  Colby)  told  us  that  there  was  a  line  of  road  something 
over  200  miles  long  between  Montreal  and  Portland,  but  he 
did  not  tell  us  what  the  distance  would  be  by  the  proposed 
route.  But  that  is  not  the  question.  The  question  which 
Mr.  Blake. 


I  put  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and  which  he,  experienced 
in  avoiding  giving  answers  to  difficult  questions,  answered 
by  a  patriotic  effusion,  was  this :  Last  Session  we 
were  told  that  this  subsidy  of  a  capital  value  of 
under  $1,900,000  would  accomplish  this  result.  This 
Session  we  are  told  it  will  take  a  subsidy  of  the 
capital  value  of  $3,400,000.  I  asked  him  to  state  how  it 
was  that  he  told  us  last  Session  that  this  first  sum  would 
suffice  for  building  this  road,  and  that  twelve  months  after¬ 
wards  he  comes  down  and  tells  us  that  he  was  mistaken, 
and  that  he  requires  $1,500,000  more.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  it  is  based  upon  the  report  of  the  engineer.  But  I 
have  not  seen  any  report  of  the  engineer  which  says  that 
this  additional  subsidy  is  requisite,  or  that  it  will  answer. 
It  must  be  a^verbal  report  of  the  engineer.  Bat  is 
that  sufficient  data  ?  After  we  have  been  deceived  and 
disappointed  last  year,  after  the  experience  of  last  year,  is  it 
enough  to  say  that  the  chief  engineer  thinks  this  $1,500,000 
is  necessary  and  that  it  will  suffice  ?  I  say  there  is  no 
satisfactory  information  upon  which  Parliament  is  to  be 
called  upon  to  agree  with  the  Ministers  who  were  so 
egregiously  mistaken,  as  they  now  say  they  were,  last  year. 
But  what  were  the  data  of  last  Session  ?  Upon  what  ground 
was  it  that  last  Session  we  were  told  that  a  subsidy,  the 
capital  value  of  which  is  under  $1,900,000  a  year,  would  do 
this  work  ?  The  infcrmation  was  kept  in  the  Ministers’ 
breasts,  but  they  told  us  that  they  had  acquired  it,  and  a  confid¬ 
ing  Parliament  believed  their  statement  and  voted  a  subsidy. 
And  this  Session  we  get  no  more  information,  except  the 
statement  that  they  were  all  wrong  themselves,  that  their 
information  was  imperfect  and  inaccurate,  and  that  they 
require  a  million  and  a-half  more.  Who  is  to  get  this  mil¬ 
lion  and  a-half,  and  why  is  it  required  ?  On  what  basis  is 
it  that  $150,000  for  another  five  years  and  $80,000  for 
twenty  years  are  now  required,  when  $120,000  for  fifteen 
years  was  ample  twelve  months  ago  ?  That  is  an  important 
question,  because  we  have  no  assurance  in  the  face  of  these 
facts,  that  we  will  not  be  called  upon  next  Session  to  vote  a 
still  further  sum.  I  think  after  the  experiences  of  last  year, 
when  the  Ministers  have  come  down  and  told  us  that  they 
were  disappointed  in  their  expectations  of  last  year,  they 
ought  to  have  brought  some  data,  some  tangible  informa¬ 
tion  to  guide  us  in  our  decision,  some  information  from 
those  persons  who  are  to  take  an  interest  in  this  matter, 
some  information  from  the  anonymous  iudividuals  who  are 
at  the  back  of  all  this  transaction,  which  will  show,  first  of 
all,  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  so  much,  and  secondly, 
that  so  much  would  do. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  This  question  is  so  important  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  that  1  must  ask  permission  to  point  out 
some  of  the  reasons  which  induce  me  to  support  the  line 
which  has  been  selected  by  the  Government.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Quebec  East  (Mr.  Laurier)  has  fallen  into  an  error,  I 
presume  inadvertently,  as  to  the  length  of  the  road  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  these  resolutions.  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  there  were  216  miles  to  be  built. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  is  what  the  Minister  said. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  think  the  chief  engineer  estimated  the 
distance  from  Fredericton  to  Salisbury  at  95  miles,  and  the 
distance  as  given  by  the  Minister,  I  understood,  was  the 
distance  which  was  necessary  to  reach  St.  John.  But  of 
course  it  is  necessary  to  reach  Halifax,  which  requires 
about  113  miles.  But  the  whole  length  which  it  will  be 
necessary  to  construct  to  reach  the  ports  in  Nova 
Scotia,  will  be  something  like  300  miles.  We  have 
heard  a  good  deal  to-night  upon  the  question  of  routes 
and  distances,  and  we  have  heard  about  a  line  by  Quebec, 
and  this  line  which  has  been  chosen  by  the  Government, 
represented  in  Mr.  Schreiber’s  report  as  No.  6.  I  may 
say  that  a  very  careful  examination,  even  before  the 
subject  was  brought  before  the  House,  convinced  me 
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that  the  line  (No.  6)  was  the  best  that  could  be  chosen  in  the 
interest  of  Halifax,  and  it  is  in  that  interest  alone  that  I 
support  it.  There  have  been  objections  raised  against  it, 
and  it  has  been  said  that  a  shorter  line  could  have  been 
found  by  way  of  .Richmond.  Now,  I  think  if  any  kon. 
member  will  look  at  the  map  we  have  before  us  this  even¬ 
ing,  he  will  see  that  it  is  impossible  to  get  a  line  that  is 
much  shorter  by  an  air  line  from  Eichmond  than  the  one 
chosen.  Because,  if  you  continue  the  line  from  Eichmond 
to  a  point  where  it  will  connect  with  the  line  surveyed  by 
Vernon  Smith,  which  runs  to  a  considerable  distance  to  the 
north  of  Moosehead  Lake,  you  will  find  that  line  goes  as  far 
north  of  the  air  line  as  the  line  No.  6  at  the  most  distant 
point  diverges  to  the  south.  So,  even  if  an  air  line  could 
be  got  to  Eichmond,  to  a  point  connecting  with  Vernon 
Smith’s  line,  it  would  not  materially  shorten  the  distance. 
And  when  a  line  is  carried  from  Eichmond  you  would  have 
to  allow  the  ordinary  curvature,  which  would  make  the  air 
line  that  is  being  sought  for  about  as  long  as  No.  6.  There 
has  been  one  point  touched  this  evening  which  needs  a  little 
consideration,  I  think.  It  is  in  connection  with  diverting 
trade  to  United  States  ports.  The  reason  why  I  support 
this  line  (No.  6)  is  because  I  am  convinced  there  is  no 
more  danger  of  trade  being  diverted  to  American  ports  by 
this  line  than  if  we  ran  a  line  20  or  30  miles  to  the  north. 
If  the  through  trade  of  the  Dominion  is  to  go  to  American 
ports,  it  is  quite  certain  that  a  distance  of  20  or  30  miles, 
north  or  south,  is  not  going  to  affect  it.  I  believe  that  is  cer- 
tain,  and  think,  therefore,  the  line  chosen  by  the  Government, 
all  things  taken  into  consideration,  is  the  one  which  gives 
us  the  best  chance  of  sending  to  the  ports  of  the  lower 
Provinces  a  good  share  of  the  trade  of  the  west.  There  is 
another  important  matter  that  should  not  be  forgotten. 
It  is  that  the  resolutions  are  to  provide  for  one  com¬ 
plete  line  to  Salisbury,  from  the  south  shore  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  opposite  Montreal.  It  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  it  should  be  one  line,  not  a  line  worked 
or  operated  by  different  companies  and  under  different 
control.  The  Government  have  entered  into  a  contract 
to  give  the  people  of  the  lower  Provinces  this  one  line 
to  Salisbury,  Nova  Scotia,  and  connections  with  St.  John 
and  St.  Andrews,  and  possibly,  at  some  future  day,  with 
Louisburg.  If  that  is  the  case,  it  would  be  wise  for  the 
Government  to  consider  the  advisability  of  providing,  at 
some  future  stage,  that  a  condition  should  be  imposed  upon 
the  company  which  makes  the  contract  for  the  construction 
of  the  line,  that  it  should  be  completed  and  a  junction 
effected  with  the  Intercolonial,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
permitted  to  terminate  at  any  intermediate  points.  This  is 
of  vast  importance  to  the  lower  Provinces,  and  I  trust  when 
the  Bill  is  introduced  such  a  condition  will  be  inserted. 

Sir  HBCTOE  LANGEVIN.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  be  kind  enough  to  send  me  his  suggestion  in  writing,  so 
that  it  may  be  considered  before  we  take  another  stage. 

Mr.  STAIES.  I  shall  have  great  pleasure  in  sending  it. 
There  is  another  most  important  point  in  connection  with 
the  interest  of  the  Maritme  Provinces,  and  it  is  that  the  line 
from  Montreal  to  Salisbury  shall  be  under  the  control  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway .  I  will  read  letters  which  have  been 
received  from  the  president  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
Company,  which  will  throw  some  light  upon  this  point,  and 
will  answer,  to  a  certain  extent,  some  of  the  objections 
urged  to  these  resolutions  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham.  In  a  letter  dated  25th  February,  1885,  the  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  addressing 
you,  Mr.  Chairman,  said  : 

“Ottawa,  26th  February,  1886. 

“M.  B.  Daly,  Esq.,  Ottawa: 

“  Dear  Bir,— I  am  in  receipt  of  the  letter  of  the  24th  instant,  Bigned  by 
yourself  and  Messrs.  Wood  and  Stairs,  upon  the  subject  of  the  extension 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  so  as  to  con¬ 
nect  it  with  the  Ports  of  St.  Andrews,  St.  John,  Halifax  and  Louiabourg. 


“  With  reference  to  the  matter  of  the  location  of  such  an  extension 
as  you  refer  to,  I  beg  to  say  that  my  opinion  remains  unchanged  by  the 
various  surveys  that  have  been  made.  On  the  contrary,  my  previous 
opinion  has  been  confirmed,  and  1  am  fully  satisfied  that  the  best  line 
would  be  a  line  running  as  directly  as  possible  from  Montreal  via  Sher¬ 
brooke,  Moosehead  Lake  and  Fredericton  to  Moncton,  utilising  existing 
lines  as  far  as  practicable.  I  may  further  say  that  if  the  Government 
should  decide  adequately  to  subsidise  such  a  line,  it  could,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  be  completed  within  two  years  from  the  date  of  the  contract. 

“  I  estimate  that  a  first-class  road,  thoroughly  equipped,  would 
involve  a  capital  cost  of  $12,600,000.  While  I  am  not  now  in  a  position 
to  commit  my  colleagues  to  an  actual  offer  to  undertake  the  work,  1 
feel  safe  in  saying  that  with  a  subsidy  of  $300,000  a  year  for  20  years 
the  Atlantic  and  North-Western  Railway  Company  would  be  willing  to 
enter  into  a  contract  with  the  Government  to  make  the  direct  connec¬ 
tion,  as  above  stated.  Speaking  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  I  may  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  if  such  a  railway  were  built, 
the  latter  company  would  undertake  to  lease  and  operate  it,  provided 
suitable  provision  were  made  for  the  carrying  of  freight  over  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  from  Moncton  to  Halifax. 

“  I  may  add  that  Moncton  would  be  the  proper  point  to  connect  the 
Louisburg  Railway  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.’’ 

“  I  am,  dear  Sir, 

“  Yours  very  truly, 

“GEO.  STEPHEN.” 

In  addition,  there  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Stephen,  of  a 
later  date,  16th  June,  1885,  as  follows: — 

“  Thb  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Co., 

“  Office  of  the  President, 

“Montreal,  16th  June,  1886. 

“  M.  B.  Daly,  Esq.  : 

“  J.  F.  Stairs,  Esq. : 

“Sirs, — Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  16th  June  on  the  subject  of  the 
proposed  short  line  between  Montreal  and  the  sea-ports  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick,  I  have  to  say  that  the  route  indicated  therein  is,  in 
the  light  of  our  present  knowledge,  the  best  that  has  been  proposed,  and 
this  route  is  preferred  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  any 
other  that  has  been  suggested . 

“  I  will  say,  further,  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  to  take  up  this  scheme  a3  a  natural  and  necessary  sup¬ 
plement  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  it  now  exists. 

“  The  company  will  be  ready  without  loss  of  ime  to  enter  into  nego¬ 
tiations  with  the  Government  for  carrying  out  this  project,  as  soon  as 
the  necessary  legislation  is  obtained.” 

“  I  am,  Sirs, 

“  Yours  truly, 

“GEO.  STEPHEN,  President .” 

In  view  of  those  two  letters,  there  is  a  possibility, 
almost  a  certainty,  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Com= 
pany  being  able  to  secure  this  line  and  work  it  to  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces.  One  of  my  reasons  for  supporting  the 
present  line  is,  because  we  have  a  better  chance,  in  fact,  the 
only  chance,  of  securing  their  assistance  in  this  work  if  we 
adopt  it.  I  believe  it  is  impossible  for  many  reasons  to  take 
up  the  Quebec  line.  Great  delay  would  certainly  take  place 
in  securing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  at  Quebec  and  mak¬ 
ing  further  arrangements  to  connect  with  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  If  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  do  not 
soon  see  a  fair  chance  of  getting  trade  to  our  own  ports, 
it  will  be  diverted  to  American  ports,  and  it  will  be  out  of 
their  power  to  prevent  it.  This  is,  to  myself  and  other 
members  of  the  lower  Provinces,  very  important  indeed. 
We  have  to  consider,  and  I  have  always  considered,  the 
trade  interests  of  our  own  Provinces.  In  view  of  the  expen¬ 
diture  that  has  taken  place  in  the  North-West  and  in  build¬ 
ing  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  people  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  have  a  right  to  ask  for  a  sufficient  subsidy 
to  enable  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  own  that 
road.  I  am  sure  the  propositions  contained  in  the  reso¬ 
lutions  will  be  supported  generally  throughout  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces.  As  has  been  ably  pointed  out  by  hon. 
gentlemen  in  supporting  the  resolutions,  this  chance 
is  one  of  the  most  valuable  that  could  have  been  found. 
It  suits,  in  the  highest  possible  degree,  the  citizens  of  Halifax 
and  the  people  ot  Nova  Scotia ;  it  suits,  more  nearly  than  any 
other,  the  people  of  St.  Andrews,  St.  John,  and  other  pans 
of  New  Brunswick.  In  view  of  these  considerations,  I 
think  the  Government  have  acted  wisely,  and  that  those 
who  are  interested  will  be  able  to  support  this  line.  If 
there  have  been  criticisms  against  it,  I  think  a  full  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  circumstances  existing  will  justify  the  course 
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of  the  Government,  especially  when  we  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  that  it  is  an  impossibility  for  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  procure  a  connection  with  the  Maritime 
Provinces  by  any  other  line,  and  the  absolute  necessity 
which  exists  for  a  line  which  will  secure  us  connection  with 
the  railway  system  of  the  west,  not  only  having  the  shortest 
line  to  Montreal,  but  also — which  is  far  more  important,  in 
my  opinion — having  extensions  into  the  west,  to  connect  us 
with  the  great  grain  centres,  not  only  of  Canada,  but  even  of 
Chicago — I  say,  in  view  of  these  considerations  it  is  of  vital 
importance  that  we  should  endeavor  to  get  such  a  line 
worked  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

Mr.  LESAGE.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Chairman,  before 
these  resolutions  are  adopted  in  committee,  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject,  and  to  examine 
their  intrinsic  value.  I  do  not  intend,  at  this  late  hour  of 
the  night,  to  make  a  long  speech,  especially  as  it  might  be 
considered  that  I  have  more  than  a  personal  interest  in  the 
question,  but  there  is  a  fact  which  the  present  discussion 
has  shown  to  me,  a  fact  which  had  not  yet  come  under  our 
notice,  and  which  I  would  have  noticed  with  regret.  That 
fact  is,  according  to  the  speech  delivered  by  my  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall),  and  that  delivered 
by  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby), 
I  would  always  have  thought  that  in  railway  matters  the 
engineers  were  competent  authorities.  1  had  never  dared 
to  speak  on  the  question  of  the  short  line  in  this  House 
without  having  under  my  hand  the  papers  required  to 
establish  tho  position  which  I  occupied  as  a  member  from 
the  district  of  Quobec,  and  having,  by  chance,  the  combi¬ 
nation  line  wi  thin  my  district,  I  say  1  have  noticed  the  fact 
that  it  seems  that  all  the  engineers  are  dishonest  men.  The 
hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  has  taken  as  his  ground  for 
the  discussion  of  the  question  in  which  we  are  interested 
in  so  high  a  degree,  and  in  which  he  is  interested  person¬ 
ally,  like  myself — and  I  do  not  try  to  conceal  that  fact — that 
the  engineers  who  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Schreiber  are  men 
who  have  made  false  reports.  My  hon.  friend  from  Stan¬ 
stead,  corroborating  these  assertions,  even  went  further. 
Not  only  did  he  pretend  that  Mr.  Light  had 
made  a  report  more  or  less  reasonable  or  rational, 
and  I  will  even  say  a  report  signed  beforehand, 
but  ho  has  'oven  tried  to  force  upon  us,  from  a 
sympathetic  point  of  view,  in  a  most  brilliant  peroration, 
such  as  he  is  always  Wont  to  make,  the  question  of  the 
short  line,  on  account  of  the  sacrifices  which  the  munici¬ 
palities  of  tho  Eastern  Townships  had  made  in  favor  of  the 
roads  which  are  connected  with  this  line.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
wish  to  put  myself  here  in  the  favorable  position  which  my 
county  has  given  me  on  that  question.  It  is  true  that  the 
famous  combination  line  which  has  been  so  much  discussed 
to-night,  and  which  has  been  discussed  in  a  more  or  less 
partial  manner,  in  my  opinion,  goes  through  the  county  of 
Dorchester,  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  county  of  Dorchester,  which  is  com¬ 
posed  of  sixteen  large  parishos,  has  sent  to  the  hon.  First  Min¬ 
ister,  who  was  then  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  petitions 
signed  by  the  great  majority  of  the  county  and  representing 
the  most  influential  part  of  the  population,  reminding  him,  in 
the  first  place,  of  a  lact  which  had  been  recorded  in  the 
Parliamentary  papers  by  the  then  Minister  of  Railways,  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  who  had  declared  that  the  shortest  and 
most  advantageous  line  would  be  chosen.  I,  as  member  for 
the  county  of  Dorchester,  and  our  friends  thought,  accord¬ 
ing  to  a  report  made  in  1834  by  Mr.  Yule,  civil  engineer, 
that  wo  had  the  shortest  and  tho  most  advantageous  line,  and 
under  those  circumstances  I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to 
ask  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  for  a  survey  of  the 
Etchemin  valley.  That  was  kindly  granted  to  me. 
Mr.  Light,  provincial  engineer,  waB  sent  to  make  a 
barometric  survey,  as  far  as  the  Maine  boundary. 

Mr.  Stairs. 
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A  little  later  on,  not  being  satisfied  with  that  survey,  which 
was  not  a  complete  survey  of  the  valley,  I  renewed  my 
demand  to  the  Minister  of  Railways,  who  answered  that 
satisfaction  would  be  given  to  me.  In  the  course  of  the 
two  following  months,  Mr.  Wicksteed,  an  engineer  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Ottawa  Railway  Department,  was  sent,  and 
he  said  to  me,  in  an  interview  I  had  with  him:  “  I  was  sent 
here  to  make  a  barometric  survey  of  tho  valley  of  the 
Etchemin  River.”  I  said  to  him :  “I  do  not  think  that  this  will 
be  useful,  for  it  has  already  been  done  by  Mr.  Light.”  Mr. 
Wicksteed  said :  “  It  is  not  made  over  tho  whole  road.”  Then 
he  made  a  barometric  survey  from  Chaudiere  Junction  to 
Lake  Churchill,  which  is  about  40  miles  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Maine  boundary.  A  little  later  on,  I  again  insisted 
upon  the  Government  placing  us  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  other  rival  lines,  by  granting  us  instrumental  surveys. 
Tho  answer  was  favorable,  and  I  think  I  may  remind  this 
House  that  in  two  different  circumstances  my  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry)  and  myself, 
have  put  questions  to  tho  Government,  asking  for  instru¬ 
mental  surveys.  These  have  not  been  made,  and  therefore 
I  think  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Stanstead,  has  gone 
a  little  too  far  when  he  compared  the  various  lines  and 
when  he  pronounced  in  favor  of  the  International.  Why 
should  Mr.  Schreiber  be  more  credible  than  Mr.  Light,  Mr. 
Wicksteed  or  Mr.  Yernon  Smith?  They  are  three  engineers 
whom  we  had  not  asked,  but  whom  we  had  accepted  from 
the  Government ;  and  when  these  reports  are  discussed  before 
the  House,  we  are  told  that  they  are  not  true,  that  they  are 
exaggerated  reports.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  you,  what 
are  we  to  believe?  For  my  part,  when  I  submitted  the 
question  to  the  Government,  I  have  not  made  a  sectional 
question  of  it ;  I  made  a  federal  question  of  it.  We  had  the 
promise  from  the  Government  that  the  shortest  and  the 
most  favorable  line  would  be  chosen.  It  seems  to  me  that 
that  promise  was  sacred,  and  when  we  asked  for  surveys, 
and  when  I  had  the  honor  to  present  petitions,  such  as  those 
which  I  have  mentioned,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  was  a  proof 
that  we  were  not  making  a  local  question  of  it.  Bear  in 
mind,  that  on  the  south  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  from  the 
county  of  Levis  to  the  State  of  Maine,  on  an  area  covering 
sixty-seven  miles  in  length  and  fifty  miles  in  breadth,  there 
is  not  one  solitary  railway.  The  question  now  before  us 
cannot  be  discussed  before  the  House  from  a  sectional  stand¬ 
point.  Sixteen  parishes  are  saying  to  the  Government : 
If  you  wish  to  carry  out  the  policy  inaugurated  by  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  that  is,  to  have  a  through 
line  on  Canadian  soil,  although  we  have  not  the  advantage 
of  having  direct  communications  with  the  large  centres,  we 
are  ready  to  sacrifice  all  that  in  favor  of  the  policy  you  have 
inaugurated.  We  are  now  asking  you  if  you  wish  to  have 
the  short  line.  Considered  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  dis¬ 
tance,  and  taking  into  account  the  curves  and  grades,  we 
ask  you  to  adopt  the  line  of  the  River  Etchemin,  if  it  offers 
more  advantages.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can  say  it  here,  I  do 
not  fear  to  be  contradicted  by  the  reports  of  any  engineers. 
The  Etchemin  River  valley  does  not  need  any  favor. 
It  is  a  bed  formed  by  nature  for  a  railway.  It  has  been 
repeated — and  Mr.  Schreiber  has  not  feared  to  make  false 
statements  to  support  his  contention — he  has  pretended 
that  Mr.  Light  made  false  statements.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  am  not  an  engineer,  I  am  not  a  railway  man  ;  I  am  unable 
to  say  whether  Mr.  Light  stated  real  facte  or  not,  but  I  say 
that  Mr.  Schreiber,  when  he  saw  fit,  in  order  to  give  more 
weight  to  his  own  assertions,  to  strike  off  certain  words 
from  a  report,  in  order  to  kill  that  report,  put  himself  in  a 
very  bad  position  indeed.  The  valley  of  the  Etchemin 
River,  as  I  said  just  now,  does  not  want  any  favors.  And  I 
repeat  it,  we  want  surveys  by  competent  engineers,  in  whom 
we  have  confidence.  We  ask  for  a  report  made  after  a 
survey,  and  not  a  report  prepared  and  signed  beforehand ; 
that  is  all  we  ask.  It  seems  to  me  I  am  taking  a  very  dis- 
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interested  position  when  I  stand  up  to-day  to  defend  the 
north  shore  line,  I  who  live  on  the  south  shore.  I  must 
say  that  I  am  not  sectional,  and  if  I  were,  I  would  perhaps 
have  some  reason  to  favor  the  south  shore.  But  I  hold 
myself  above  these  considerations,  to  see  only  the  general 
interest  above  private  intei’ests.  But  at  the  same  time  I 
desire  to  rectify  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead 
(Mr.  Colby),  remarks  which  he  made  in  good  faith,  I  hope, 
but  which  are  not  correct.  These  gentlemen  do  not  know 
the  line  of  the  River  Etchemin.  All  that  I  have  asked  is 
reports  by  competent  engineers.  In  this,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  do  not  find  fault  with  the  Government,  for  I  know  that 
they  have  been  well  disposed  towards  myself  and  towards  my 
county  as  regards  the  barometric  surveys.  It  may  be  there 
are  special  reasons,  unknown  to  me,  for  having  refused  more 
than  that,  when  more  was  asked,  but  still  I  could  not  get 
satisfaction.  I  have  not  had  the  advantage  of  visiting  the 
location,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Government,  when 
they  submitted  these  reports,  might  have  made  them  more 
complete.  The  hoc.  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  given 
us  the  distances  between  Montreal  and  St.  John,  Hervey 
and  Halifax.  How  is  it  that  the  Government  should  have 
come  to  such  an  important  decision,  when  it  is  found,  by 
the  discussion  which  has  just  taken  place,  from  both  sides 
of  the  House,  that  it  is  almost  unanimously  admitted  that 
all  the  reports  of  the  engineers  were  false,  that  some  130 
miles  of  the  line  which  has  been  chosen  as  being  the 
shortest  line  are  yet  unexplored,  and  may,  in  some  places, 
have  grades  of  more  than  100  feet  ?  All  this  may  be  sup¬ 
posed,  for  it  has  been  stated  that  the  engineers  have 
exaggerated  the  reports  and  deviated  from  the  route.  I 
appeal  especially  to  the  members  from  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  so  that  they  may  not  suppose  that  I  am  dealing 
with  the  question  from  a  sectional  standpoint.  It  is  a 
federal  question,  and  my  county  has  signed  petitions, 
praying  that  the  line  should  pass  where  the  interests  of  the 
Dominion  should  be  best  promoted.  How  is  it,  I  say,  that 
the  Government  appropriates  such  a  large  sum  without 
these  correct  reports,  and  especially  when  the  result  will 
be  to  isolate  from  the  Pacific  trade  the  whole  district  and  the 
city  of  Quebec,  that  old  city  which  possesses  such  a  large  and 
magnificent  harbor,  that  city  which  is  so  richly  endowed  by 
nature.  Still  the  Government  decides  this  important  question 
in  the  sense  indicated  by  their  resolutions,  and  we  find  in  Mr. 
Schreiber's  report,  a  report  which  was  quoted  very  often 
here  to-night,  that  over  130  miles  of  the  International  line 
have  never  been  explored.  But  if,  later  on,  the  railroad 
could  not  go  through  there,  owing  to  insuperable  engineei’- 
ing  difficulties,  and  we  are  not  sure  that  that  will  never 
happen,  where  would  we  be  ?  I  am  in  favor  of  the  short 
line ;  but  I  am  in  favor  of  a  surveyed  line,  whatever  it  may 
be.  However,  I  must  say  that  I  am  not  in  favor  of  a  line 
which,  according  to  competent  ’engineers  connected  with 
the  Administration  and  under  the  control  of  the  Minister  of 
JRailways,  has  not  been  surveyed.  Why  should  Mr. 
Schreiber  be  more  credible  than  Mr.  Light,  Mr.  Smith  or 
Mr.  Sullivan,  who  have  given  locations  on  maps,  which 
have  been  distributed  to  members  of  this  House  ?  In  such 
a  position,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  ill  at  ease,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  Government  might  have  postponed  the  question 
until  reliable  surveys  should  have  been  made.  It  is  evident 
that  if  all  the  reports  which  are  in  favor  of  our  line  are 
taken  away  from  us,  all  I  have  to  do  is  to  resume  my  seat, 
and  to  submit  to  that  which  is  inevitable.  According 
to  competent  authorities,  I  had  considered  Mr.  Light 
as  an  able  engineer,  and  as  a  man  capable  of 
making  an  honest  and  comprehensive  report  to  the 
Government  and  the  country.  It  seems  that  I 
was  mistaken.  That  is  just  possible;  but  I  should  like 
to  have  the  proof  of  my  error.  If  wo  go  across  the  Maine 
boundary  and  if  we  strike  Lake  Chesuncook  ;  if  it  is  esta- 
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Wished  by  Mr.  Yernon  Smith’s  report  that  on  certain 
distances  there  are  grades  of  50  feet  per  mile,  which  may  be 
brought  down  to  an  average  of  35  feet,  and  when  wo  see 
Mr.  Schreiber  pretending  that  the  valley  of  the  Etchemin 
River  has  grades  varying  between  53  and  84  feet,  I,  who 
have  been  living  in  that  district  for  the  last  fifteen  years, 
say  that  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  Mr.  Light  is  right,  in 
the  present  case.  And  yet  I  do  not  wish  to  force  my  opinion 
upon  the  House.  I  simply  ask  that  before  a  question  of 
such  importance  for  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  for  the 
district  of  Quebec  is  decided,  especially  when  the  lino  which 
I  am  patronising  goes  through  the  northern  part  of  the 
State  of  Maine,  which  is  the  best  timboi'ed  part  of  that  State, 
and  whose  lumber  must  all  come  through  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  and  when  that  line  is  71  miles  shorter  on 
American  territory  than  the  International  line  to  the  south 
would  be,  I  say  that  in  the  face  of  these  considerations  we 
should  have  instrumental  surveys  to  determine  which  is  the 
shortest  and  the  most  favorable  I’oute.  Let  it  be  proved  to 
me  that  the  International  line  is  the  shortest  aud  the  most 
advantageous,  and  I,  with  my  whole  county,  will  be  ready  to 
accept  it.  But  it  is  not  with  such  reports  as  those  which  are 
now  before  the  House  that  I  will  accept  the  verdict  of  those 
who  patronise  the  Sherbrooke  and  Mettawamkeag  line.  It 
has  been  pretended,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  that  Mr, 
Light  had  made  a  false  report;  and  yet  Mr  Schreiber  has 
said  somewhere, while  criticising  Mr.  Light’s  import  (page  7), 
that  the  distance  from  Montreal  to  Hervey  via  Quebec  was 
248  miles.  This,  he  added,  should  be  406  miles.  The  words 
“  to  be  built  ”  had  been  omitted  intentionally,  no  doubt.  It 
seems  to  me  that  I  have  a  perfect  right  to  think  that  Mr. 
Schreiber  is  not  more  credible  than  Mr.  Light,  even  if  there 
should  be  a  doubt  on  that  point.  If  these  reports  are  so 
contradictory,  let  us  re-establish  the  position  and  let  us  have 
reliable  surveys,  and  if  the  conclusions  at  which  we  arrive 
are  in  favor,  with  due  regard  to  the  general  interest  of  the 
country,  of  a  line  other  than  our  own,  I  am  ready  to  say  to 
the  Government :  Let  it  bo  adopted,  and  we  will  be  satisfied. 
I  am  very  sorry  to  contradict  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
but  it  is  not  I  who  contradict  him;  it  is  an  engineer’s  report. 
In  the  first  report  submitted  to  this  House  is  found  the 
description  of  the  different  lines.  Mr.  Light  gives  a  com¬ 
parison  between  the  different  routes  for  the  proposed  short 
line  between  Montreal  and  the  ports  of  St.  John  and  Halifax, 
that  is  to  say,  by  two  lines,  one  by  Sherbrooke  and  Megan- 
tic,  the  other,  the  combination  line,  via  Quebec.  Here  is 
the  tabular  statement  which  he  gives  : 


Via 

Quebec  &  Difference 

Description  of  the  line.  Sherbrooke.  Combina-  in  favor 

tion  Line,  of  Quebec. 


From  Montreal  via  Megantic  and  Passa- 

dumkeag,  to  St.  John . . 

do  do  do 

to  Halifax . 

do  do  &  Mettawamkeag, 

to  St.  John . .  ...... 

do  do  do 

to  Halifax  . . . 

do  via  combination  line,  to 

St.  John  . . .  .  . . 

Grade,  maximum  per  mile  . 

Curve,  minimum . 

Highest  point  above  the  sea  level  . . 

Power  of  traction .  . j 

Cost,  including  bridges  over  the  St. ) 
Lawrence,  via  combination  line,  to  J- 

Cost,  including  bridges  in  both  cases,  ) 
from  Mettawamkeag  via  combination  >■ 
line  to  Hervey . . . ) 


525 

801 

481 

767 

491 

74 

""2,600 

20  loaded 
cars. 

10,240,000 

11,200,000 


481 

44 

710 

91 

481 

10 

710 

57 

481 

10 

40 

34 

4  degrees. 
1,200 

800 

40  loaded ) 
cars.  j 

20 

8,470,000  1,770,000 
10,500,000  700,000 


Now,  wo  have  the  bridge  question.  I  shall  not  deal  with  it 
lengthily,  because  it  is  very  late;  but  it  would  seom  to  mo 
that  the  question  of  the  connection  between  the  northern  and 
southern  shore  can  bo  easily  solved.  The  part  with  which  I 
have  dealt  has  reference  to  distances.  1  havo  given  factei 
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taken  Irom  the  reports  of  civil  engineers,  which  were  sub 
mitted  to  the  House.  If  these  are  not  accurate,  let  us  have 
new  surveys.  I  do  not  say  that  they  are  accurate,  nor  that 
they  are  inaccurate  ;  I  do  not  know  ;  but  if  I  can  contend 
that  they  are  right,  and  if  others  may  contend  that  they  are 
not,  there  is  such  a  grave  doubt,  in  this  case,  that  the  matter 
must  necessarily  be  the  subject  of  further  enquiries.  We 
are  asked :  How  are  you  going  to  connect  the  north  shore 
with  the  south  shore  ?  It  is  the  question  of  the 
bridge.  I  never  was  an  advocate  nor  an  opponent  of 
the  bridge;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  question  is 
secondary.  When  one  hundred  and  fifty  to  two 
hundred  millions  of  dollars  may  be  appropriated  for  an 
undertaking  such  as  the  Pacific  Eailway,  it  seems  to  me 
that  an  amount  of  four  or  five  millions,  when  it  is  a  question 
of  giving  satisfaction  to  all  the  eastern  Provinces,  which 
have  so  largely  contributed  towards  the  construction  of  the 
Pacific  Eailway,  is  a  matter  of  a  very  secondary  nature.  It 
is  very  true  that  the  Pacific,  if  it  wishes  to  come  vid  Sher¬ 
brooke  to  Mettawamkeag,  can  only  do  it  on  condition  of 
building  a  bridge  at  Lachine.  It  can  be  calculated  that  a 
bridge  at  Lachine  will  cost  over  $3,000,000,  and  a  bridge 
before  Quebec,  with  a  double  track,  ought  to  cost,  accoi’ding 
to  the  report  of  Mr.  Bunless,  only  $5,000,000,  with  the  abut¬ 
ments.  Now,  if  we  give  satisfaction,  from  a  short-line 
point  of  view,  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec,  I  say  the  construction  of  the  bridge  at 
Quebec  ought  to  be  looked  at  from  a  more  liberal  stand¬ 
point.  We  have  readily  voted  for  the  Pacific  with  pleasure 
and  enthusiasm,  of  late  yeai’s.  We  have  done  so  again 
lately,  and  we  are  ready  still  to  help  it  along,  with  all  our 
might,  until  its  completion.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
must  consider,  in  a  special  manner,  the  intei’ests  of  the 
great  eastern  Provinces,  and  give  them  satisfaction,  as  far 
as  possible.  For  all  these  reasons,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I 
said  a  moment  ago,  it  would  be  a  question  which  it 
would  be  interesting  to  discuss  more  fully.  But  at  this 
late  hour,  perhaps  I  have  already  said  too  much,  especially 
in  the  French  language,  before  an  audience  which  is  partly 
English-speaking.  And  yet  I  am  anxious  to  define  the 
position  which  I  occupy.  I  said  I  hope  that  the  question  of  a 
short  line  ought  not  to  be  considered  as  a  sectional  question, 
but  as  a  federal  question.  And  the  district  of  Montreal 
having  been  benefited  by  the  Pacific — a  matter  of  which 
we  are  proud,  and  which  was  obtained  partly  through  the 
exertions  of  the  member's  from  Quebec— we,  the  members 
from  Quebec,  are  in  a  position  to  tell  our  friends  generally, 
that  after  having,  for  a  year  past  voted  from  $35,000,000  to 
$40,000,000  to  complete  the  Pacific,  we  will  not  see  it,  if  the 
present  resolutions  are  adopted ;  and  here  is  the  way  I 
explain  the  matter  :  It  is  because  the  short  line  question 
involves  the  whole  question  of  the  Pacific  extension  and  of 
the  advantages  which  would  be  derived  therefrom  by  that 
district  and  by  the  Maritime  Provinces.  The  true  short 
lino  would  be  one  stai’ting  from  Monti’eal  and  going  to  the 
seaboard.  We  have  always  understood  that  the  terminal 
port  on  the  Atlantic  would  be  a  Canadian  seaport.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  Pacific  reaching  Portlandf  on  account  of  its 
commercial  necessities,  to  sustain  competition  or  to  compete 
with  other  lines.  I  am  not  against  that.  All  our  great 
railroad  lines,  including  the  Grand  Trunk,  go  to  Port¬ 
land.  The  Pacific  wishes  to  go  there.  I  have  no  objection. 
But  when  we  are  voting  such  a  large  sum  of  money  to  bring 
the  Pacific  to  a  Canadian  port,  I  say  that  it  ought  to  go 
there ;  and  I  may  add  that  if  the  Pacific  wishes  to  go  to  an 
American  port,  they  ought  to  go  at  their  own  expense ;  we 
have  no  need  of  voting  any  money  for  that.  Let  them  do 
it  themselves,  if  it  suits  them.  I  am  not  against  the  l’equire- 
ments  of  trade,  but  we  are  voting  here  in  this  House,  before 
the  country  at  large,  a  cei'tain  amount,  to  appropriate  it  to 
the  development  of  the  resoui’ces  of  the  different  Pi’ovinces 
of  the  Dominion  ;  we  vote  in  view  of  the  results  which  we 
Mr.  Lesaqe. 
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expect.  That  is  the  position.  We  have  heard  the  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  saying,  a  few  moments 
ago,  that  the  Eastern  Townships  were  entitled  to  a  share  in 
this  Pacific  question.  My  hon.  friend  knows  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  whether  French  or  Eng¬ 
lish,  are  all  as  one  man  on  matters  concerning  this  Province. 
My  hon.  friend  knows  that  we  are  by  no  means  jealous  of 
the  Eastern  Townships,  and  that  on  the  conti’ary  we 
admire  them  in  the  successful  efforts  which  they  have  made 
for  their  own  inprovement.  But  there  is  one  fact  which  we 
must  bear  in  mind,  and  that  is,  that  the  city  of  Sherbrooke 
has  now  three  railroads — the  Grand  Trunk,  Farnham  and 
Magog  and  the  South-Eastern — which  connect  with  the 
Passumpsic,  besides  the  Quebec  Central,  which  runs  from 
L6vis  to  Sherbrooke.  Therefore,  in  that  respect,  it  seems 
to  me,  that  our  friends  are  well  supplied.  If  we  take  a  glance 
at  the  map  of  the  district  south  of  Quebec,  what  do  we  see  ? 
We  see  no  railroad  whatever.  I,  for  my  part,  live  in  a  very 
important  district ;  and  fi’om  L6vis  to  the  boundary  line, 
composed  of  old  parishes,  some  of  which  have  been  settled  for 
some  fifty  or  sixty  years,  and  all  have  been  settled  for  at 
least  thirty  years ;  there  is  not  one  solitary  railway  for  twenty 
leagues  in  a  bee  line  and  fifty  miles  crossways .  I  do  not  make 
this  remark  with  regard  to  the  Pacific  question,  but,  if  my 
hon.  friend  bases  his  claims  on  the  amount  voted  by  the 
different  municipalities  of  that  district  to  develop  their  lines 
of  railways  and  give  them  what  he  calls  vested  rights  to  the 
possession  of  the  Pacific,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  complete 
want  of  railway  facilities  must  weigh  a  little  on  the  other 
side  of  the  scale.  And  yet,  Mr.  Chairman,  all  I  have  asked, 
and  all  I  am  now  asking  from  the  Government,  before  these 
resolutions  are  adopted — and  I  regret  to  say  that  I  cannot 
accept  them  without  that — is,  that  they  should  give  us  a 
reliable  instrumental  sui-vey,  to  be  made  by  engineers  in 
whom  we  have  confidence.  The  discussion  will  then  come 
up  before  the  House,  and  if  tho  short  line  is  then  located  by 
t  he  House  vid  Sherbrooke,  after  having  been  surveyed  and 
explored  instrumentally  on  the  whole  length  of  the  line, 
then  I  will  agree  to  it,  and  I  will  vote  for  that  moasure;  and 
I  am  sure  that  my  county  will  not  find  fault  with  me.  Such 
is,  in  substance,  the  position  I  now  take.  I  hope  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  take  my  suggestions  into  consideration,  and 
will  give  me  credit  for  the  frankness  of  my  views  on  this 
question. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN  moved  to  strike  out,  in  the 
7  th  paragraph,  all  the  words  botween  the  words  “  North 
Shore  Eailway  ”  and  the  words  “  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,” 
and  inserting  the  following  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph : 

And  if  it  should  be  expedient  so  to  do,  in  order  to  facilitate  obtaining 
such  access,  the  Governor  in  Council  may  acquire  the  North  Shore  Rail¬ 
way,  and  may  apply  the  said  sum  of  $1,500,000,  or  any  part  thereof,  in 
aid  of  such  acquisition  ;  and  upon  such  an  acquisition,  may  transfer  or 
convey  or  lease  the  said  railway  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  subject  to  such  obligations  as  the  Government  shall  have  assumed 
in  acquiring  it. 

Mr.  LAUEIEE.  I  understood  the  Minister  to  state  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway  had  agi*eed  to  sell,  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to  purchase,  the  North  Shore. 
Will  the  hon.  gentleman  give  the  terms  of  agreement 
between  tho  two  companies. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN.  Tho  understanding  between 
these  companies  is  this,  that  tho  Grand  Trunk  Eailway  sells 
the  North  Shore  on  these  terms :  The  Grand  Trunk  Eail¬ 
way  will  receive  the  amount  paid  by  them  as  stock  in  the 
company,  and  by  which  they  became  proprietors  of  the  road, 
and  an  additional  sum  for  improvements  made  by  them 
on  the  railway  since  they  have  had  it,  and  they  will  deliver 
the  railway  free  of  all  charges  and  liabilities,  except  the 
two  debts  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  knows.  The  first  is 
the  debt  to  the  Quebec  Government  of  $3,500,000,  for  which 
the  Government  of  Quebec  has  a  mortgage,  and  then  the 
sum  of  $1,725,000,  which  forms  the  amount  of  the  bonds  on 
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the  road  issued  by  the  company.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  will  take  the  railway  on  those  conditions,  and  will 
probably  have,  in  addition,  a  sum  of  money  to  complete  the 
terminal  facilities  at  Quebec,  in  the  way  of  elevators,  and 
the  renewal  of  certain  wooded  bridges,  so  as  to  put  the  road 
in  the  same  condition  as  other  portions  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Will  the  hon,  gentleman  state  the 
amount  of  stock? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  think  about  $250,000  or 
$260,000. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  There  are  other  large  claims  against 
the  North  Shore  Railway  Company  for  right  of  way  in  the 
city  of  Quebec,  and  not  only  claims,  but  judgments,  some  of 
which  have  been  taken  as  tar  as  the  Supreme  Court.  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  provision  has  been  made  to 
secure  these  claims.  Among  the  claimants,  I  may  mention, 
are  the  nuns  of  the  Hotel-Dieu  and  the  Ursuline  nuns,  who 
have  obtained  judgments,  which  have  been  confirmed  by 
the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  and  have  been  taken  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  There  have  been  two  or  three  other 
judgments  obtained  in  the  city  of  Quebec  against  the  North 
Shore  Railway  for  damages  to  the  passage  of  the  line 
alongside  the  River  St.  Charles.  These  persons  will  loso  any 
means  to  get  their  claims  paid. 

Mr.  IVES.  What  means  have  they  now  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  They  have  the  railway. 

Mr.  IVES.  There  are  the  mortgage  bonds  ahead. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  intention  is,  as  I 
stated  just  now,  to  obtain  the  railway  free  of  all  debts, 
except  $3,500,000  of  the  Quebec  Government  and  the  bonds 
to  the  extent  of  $1,125,000.  The  Government  will  take 
care  that  the  road  is  delivered  without  the  debts  the  hon. 
gentleman  speak  of. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  give  any  state 
ment  about  tho  additional  improvements  which  have  been 
made  by  the  Grand  Trunk  ?  Can  he  say  what  they  consist 

of? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No  ;  I  have  no  information 
of  that  this  evening;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
the  undertaking  of  the  Grand  Trank  is  to  deliver  the  road 
free.  As  the  Government  have  the  money  in  their  hands, 
they  must  see  that  the  railway  will  be  free  of  all  debts 
before  the  money  is  paid. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  under¬ 
stand  my  question.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  the 
price  to  be  paid  to  tho  Grand  Trunk  was,  first,  $250,000  for 
the  stock  and  $250,000  for  improvements  made  by  the 
GraDd  Trunk  since  it  acquired  the  ownership  of  the  road. 
What  I  wanted  to  know  was,  what  these  improvements 
consist  of  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Since  the  railway  passed 
from  the  hands  of  the  Government  to  the  hands  of  the 
syndicate,  which  is  represented  now  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
Company,  a  number  of  improvements  have  taken  place.  I 
think  the  new  line  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Megantic,  for  which  large  sums  were  to  be  paid,  was  one  of 
the  improvements.  Then  there  are  improvements  of  other 
kinds.  Of  course,  the  Government  have  to  take  care  that 
everything  connected  with  the  road  will  be  put  into  such  a 
shape  that  all  the  improvements  are  paid  for  ;  that,  in  fact, 
everything  the  company  would  have  to  pay  themselves  if 
they  were  selling  tho  road  is  paid,  so  that  the  property  will 
be  free. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  My  question  was  not  intended  to  refer 
to  the  application  of  the  money,  but  to  ascertain  what 
improvements  have  been  made  by  the  company.  Apart 


from  the  change  of  the  line  in  Quebec,  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  improvements  having  been  made  by  the  company. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  And  that  has  been  paid  before.  Some 
$250,000  was  paid  by  the  North  Shore  Railway  since  it  was 
purchased  from  the  Government  of  Quebec  for  these 
improvements. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  (Translation).  Is  it  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  purchase  the  North  Shore 
Railway,  or  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  to  purchase  it  for  themselves  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  (Translation).  According  to 
the  resolution,  the  Government  will  purchase  the  railway, 
if  necessary,  for  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  lot 
the  Pacific  Railway  Company,  as  far  as  possible,  purchase 
it  themselves,  and  they  will  interfere  with  only  if  the  com- 
pany  would  not  purchase  it. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  (Translation).  If  tho 
negotiations  did  not  succeed,  what  would  secure  the  terminus 
of  the  Pacific  to  the  city  of  Quebec  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  (Translation).  The  resolu¬ 
tions  will  show  the  hon.  member  what  the  guarantee  is. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  (Translation).  I  may 
possibly  see  it,  and  perhaps,  I  do  not  see  it. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  (Translation).  Well!  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  member  to  read  the  resolutions  before  concur¬ 
rence  and  I  am  sure  they  are  correct, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  In  the  correspondence  between  the  Grand 
Trunk  Company  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  which  was  published,  I  think  I  saw  it  stated  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  had  offered  certain  facilities  to  enable  th»e 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  get  this  line  from  the  Grand 
Trunk  without  purchase.  Has  any  reciprocal  arrangement 
been  made  ?  Has  the  Grand  Trunk  any  traffic  arrange¬ 
ments  over  this  line  after  it  gets  into  the  hands  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  If  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way  Company  sells  this  road  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  of  course  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
will  be  in  the  same  position  as  if  it  had  built  the  road  itself, 
and  if  the  Grand  Trunk  Company  wish  to  pass  over  that 
road  it  will  have  the  same  rights  as  any  other  company  has 
to  pass  over  the  road  of  another  company.  I  have  no  doubt 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  will  be  glad  to  facil¬ 
itate  the  traffic  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS  (Maskinonge).  (Translation.)  If 
I  understood  aright  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Montmagny :  If  the  two  companies,  the  Grand  Trunk 
and  Pacific  do  not  agree,  what  position  will  be  taken  by  the 
Government  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  The  reso¬ 
lutions  state  what  will  happen .  There  is  a  million  and  a 
half  voted  to  build  another  line. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS  (Maskinonge).  (Translation.)  That 
is  just  the  point.  I  do  not  think  the  two  companies  can 
ever  agree.  But  if  they  should  happen  to  come  to  an  agree¬ 
ment  which  would  satisfy  the  city  of  Quobec,  which  seems 
to  me  the  most  hard  to  please  at  the  present  moment,  it 
seems  to  me  that  all  the  counties  on  the  north  shore  would 
be  satisfied;  but  in  the  opposite  case,  what  is  this  lino  which 
it  is  intented  to  build  on  the  north  shore  ?  I  have  heard 
quite  often,  since  I  have  had  the  honor  of  being  a  member  of 
this  House,  that  the  Government  or  tho  Pacific  Railway 
Company  would  build  a  lino,  following  nearly  the  direction 
of  the  present  road,  between  Montreal  and  Quobec.  I  do 
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not  believe  any  such  thing.  A  great  many  members  from 
the  north  shore  would  be  anxious  to  know  where  the  new 
road  would  bo  built.  Would  the  Government  be  disposed 
to  build  a  road  which  would  run  parallel  to  the  present  one  ? 
Or  would  they  be  disposed  to  build  what  we  call  the  Great 
Northern,  which  would  start  from  Lachute,  or  from  a 
certain  point  on  the  Ottawa  River,  between  Montreal 
and  Ottawa  ?  This,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  very  important 
question.  It  is  contended  that  this  road  cannot 
bo  built ;  that  the  thought  of  it  even,  is  ridiculous. 
Well,  if  that  question  of  the  Great  Northern  is 
ridiculous  before  the  House,  why  did  the  Government 
mention  it  in  their  resolutions  ?  Why  do  they  come  and 
tell  ns  that  if  the  North  Shore  Railway  is  not  bought  by 
the  Government  or  by  the  Pacific  Railway  Company,  a  new 
line  will  bo  built?  Is  it  possible  that  it  is  intended  to 
build  it  along  the  line  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  ?  It  is 
impossible  to  suppose  it.  Would  the  people  of  the  Province 
■of  Quebec  permit  that  five  or  ten  millions  more  be  appro¬ 
priated  to  build  a  railway  which  would  run  from  Montreal 
to  Quebec,  alongside  of  the  North  Shoreline?  No;  that 
is  impossible.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  it  is  really  the 
intention  to  build  a  railway,  which  would  be  an  extension 
of  the  Pacific,  as  far  as  Quebec,  I  contend  that  that  line  ought 
to  start  from  Lachute  or  from  a  certain  point  on  the  Pacific 
line  between  Montreal  and  Ottawa.  At  all  events,  I  think 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Government  would  do 
well  to  promise  us  that  the  new  line  which  is  to  be  built, 
will  start  from  the  Pacific  Railway,  on  the  Ottawa  River, 
and  would  run  towards  Quebec,  through  the  interior. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  (Translation.)  I  believe 
the  hon.  member  can  give  his  fears  as  regards  the  line 
through  the  interior  or  the  Great  Northern,  as  he  has 
styled  it.  I  stated  awhile  ago  what  were  the  agreements 
which  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Pacific  promised  to  make 
with  the  Government.  Now,  I  have  moved  to  amend  the 
resolutions,  so  that  the  Government  may  have  the  power 
to  buy,  if  need  be,  the  North  Shore  Railway,  and  to  sell  it 
or  lease  it  for  a  long  term  to  the  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
in  case  an  accident  should  happen.  But  there  is  no  fear  of 
that.  These  companies  are  important  companies,  presided 
over  by  honorable  men,  and  when  two  such  companies 
make  promises,  such  as  they  have  made  to  the  Government, 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  their  promises  will  be 
broken.  Therefore,  I  think  my  hon.  friend  has  no  need  to 
fear  about  the  construction  of  a  second  line. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS  (Maskinonge).  (Translation.)  I 
have  no  fear  on  the  subject  of  the  construction  of  a  second 
lino.  On  the  contrary,  I  would  much  prefer  that  the 
second  line  should  be  built,  but  I  have  not  understood 
where  the  Government  would  build  this  second  line,  in 
case  that  they  should  not  succeed  in  making  those  agree¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  LA.URIER.  The  hon.  Minister  spoke  of  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  $1,500,000.  As  I  understood  him,  he  only  accounted 
for  an  expenditure  of  $500,000. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  said  $460,000  for  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  the  balance  in  improving  tho 
road,  giving  terminal  facilities  at  Quebec,  changing  some 
of  the  bridges,  and  putting  the  road  in  a  condition  equal  to 
that  of  the  other  portions  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Those  terminal  facilities  are  already 
provided  for  in  the  resolution  concerning  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  ;  $200,000  were  reserved  for  them,  which 
is  much  more  than  will  be  expended.  I  do  not  know 
what  ®t4ier  terminal  facilities  are  to  be  provided. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  On  concurrence,  I  will  bring 
down  a  statement  of  that. 

Committee  rose  and  reported, 

Mr.  Desaueniers. 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
tho  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:45  a.m., 
Thursday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  2nd  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  rise  to  call  attention  to  the  irregular 
hours  at  which  we  meet  in  this  Chamber.  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  the  principle  upon  which  these  hours  are  so  irregu¬ 
lar.  We  arranged,  some  time  ago  to  meet  at  half-past  one; 
it  was  suggested  that  the  hour  should  be  two,  but  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  insisted  on  making  it  half-past  one.  Since  that 
time  the  practice  has  grown  up  of  our  not  meeting  until 
two,  and  sometimes  after  that  hour.  Relying  on  that  prac¬ 
tice  many  members  have  not  assembled  here  before  two; 
but  yesterday  you  took  the  Chair  at  something  like  a  quar¬ 
ter  before  two,  and  to-day  it  is  something  like  a  quarter 
past  two.  Our  hour  of  meeting  in  the  evening  is  half-past 
seven ;  by  the  unspoken  practice,  it  is  thought  to  be 
eight  o’clock ;  but  many  times  it  is  not  until 
some  time  after  eight.  I  do  not  impute  this  to  your 
not  being  ready  to  take  the  Chair,  but  to  the  practice  which 
has  grown  up,  of  postponing  the  meeting  until  such  time  as 
it  is  convenient  for  the  Ministers  to  come  in,  when  you  are 
sent  for.  That  is  not  the  practice  in  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  it  was  not  the  practice  in  this  Parliament  for¬ 
merly  ;  when  Mr.  Cockburn  was  Speaker,  he  always  came 
in  at  the  appointed  hour.  I  maintain  that  we  ought  to 
commence  business  at  the  appointed  hour,  particularly 
when  the  hour  is  so  early  as  half-past  one  ;  but  to  come 
here  at  half- past  one  and  wait  until  two,  or  until  such  time 
as  the  Ministers  are  ready,  is  nothing  less  than  intolerable. 
But  after  what  took  place  yesterday  I  shall  feel  bound 
hereafter  to  be  here  at  half-past  one,  and  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  on  every  occasion  in  the  future  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  House  has  not  been  able  to  enter  on 
business  at  the  appointed  hour,  whatever  that  hour  may  be. 
I  do  not  stickle  at  the  hour,  which  is  regulated  by  the  rules 
of  the  House,  but  if  it  is  to  be  departed  from,  it  should  be 
by  common  consent  across  the  House.  It  is  not  right  that 
the  time  of  the  members  of  this  House  should  be  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Ministers,  and  that  the  business  of  the  day 
should  commence  at  such  time  as  they  please,  instead  of 
such  time  as  the  Order  of  the  House  prescribes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  true  that  in  England 
the  Speaker  takes  the  Chair  generally  at  ten  minutes  after 
the  hour  fixed,  without  regard  to  tho  requirements  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  There,  however,  the  Government 
has  a  very  largo  staff  of  members  of  the  Government  who 
do  not  belong  to  the  Cabinet,  and  who  are  always  supposed 
to  be  in  their  places,  especially  the  junior  Lords  of  the 
Treasury.  It  is  said  their  only  business  is  to  make  a  House 
and  cheer  the  First  Minister.  Here  we  have  no  such  assist¬ 
ance,  and  occasionally,  as  was  the  case  with  the  Govern, 
ment  of  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  the  Government  do  not 
come  exactly  up  to  the  time,  and  one  can  understand  that. 
There  are  acts  of  the  Administration  which  sometimes  are 
very  pressing,  and  which  require  to  bo  attended  to,  for  fear  of 
injury  to  the  public  service,  and  sometimes,  in  consequence, 
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we  may  be  delayed  for  half  an  hour  or  so,  but  on  the  whole , 
I  think  we  have  been  tolerably  punctual. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  wo  are  as  punc¬ 
tual  as  the  hon.  gentleman  was  when  he  was  on  this  side. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly  not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  And  we  did  not  grumble, 
because  we  knew  the  necessity  of  the  Government  of  the 
day.  When  a  subject  of  pressing  importance  is  before  them 
it  has  to  be  discussed ;  there  may,  perhaps,  be  differences  of 
opinion  which  have  to  be  arranged.  It  is  not,  surely,  too 
much  for  any  Government  to  ask  that  the  House  should 
wait  half  an  hour  on  occasions  of  that  kind ;  and  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  on  this  side  he  will  find  that  exigency  as 
much  as  we  do,  or  as  much  as  the  hon.  member  for  East 
York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  did.  We  must  remember  that  the 
Government  have  very  little  time  to  consider  these  matters. 
We  sit  all  day  and  all  night,  and  we,  perhaps,  may  be 
excused  if  we  are  sometimes  twenty  minutes  or  half  an  hour 
too  late. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought 
to  be  excused,  certainly,  because  it  is  impossible  to  get 
through  the  Government  business  in  five  months.  Formerly 
it  could  be  done  in  two  months,  but  now  it  cannot  be 
managed  in  five  months. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  admit  it  was  an  extraordinary 
omission  on  my  part  not  to  perceive,  as  one  cause  of  these 
delays,  the  differences  of  opinion  the  hon.  gentleman  men¬ 
tions,  which  so  frequently  prevail,  and  which  require  seme 
time  to  be  adjusted.  I  feel  that  perhaps  I  have  been  a  little 
harsh  after  that  open  confession  of  the  hon.  gentleman ; 
but  I  must  say  that  almost  immediately  after  the  hour  of 
half-past  one  was  fixed,  it  was  called  two  in  practice,  and  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  going  to  be  anything  else  in  the  future  ; 
but  while  an  uncertainty  prevails  as  to  the  hour,  every  one 
of  us  is  to  be  inconvenienced  to  come  here  and  kick  our 
heels  about  this  Chamber  for  some  time  before  the  House 
meets.  If  the  Ministers  find  it  so  difficult  to  be  here  at  half¬ 
past  one,  let  two  be  the  hour,  but  do  not  let  us  fix  the  hour, 
and  not  be  ready  for  business  when  it  has  arrived. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Call  it  two. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  you 
have  heard  your  lecture. 

RAILWAY  CONNECTION  WITH  CAPE  TORMENTINE. 

Mr.  WELDON  (for  Mr.  Davies)  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  intend  taking  any  practical  steps  during 
the  present  year  to  secure  railway  communication  between 
Cape  Tormentine  and  some  point  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way?  If  so,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  ask 
Parliament  for  the  money  to  build  a  branch  from  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  to  the  cape,  or  to  propose  to  Parliament 
the  granting  of  a  subsidy  for  the  construction  of  a  private 
line?  Can  the  Government  state  when  railway  connection 
between  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  Cape  Tormentine 
will  be  complete  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Government  have  had  that  question 
under  consideration,  and  the  result  of  their  deliberation  will 
be  made  known  before  the  House  rises. 

SALES  OF  DOMINION  LANDS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRTGHT  asked,  What  sum  has 
has  been  received  up  to  date  on  account  of  sales  of 
Dominion  lands,  for  fiscal  year  1881-85?  2.  What  sum 
has  been  expended  up  to  date,  and  charged  to  capital 
account,  for  surveys  of  lands  in  the  North-West,  during  the 
present  fiscal  year  ? 


Mr.  MoLELAN.  With  respect  to  the  amount  received 
for  sales  of  Dominion  lands,  I  have  the  amount  up  to  19th 
June,  $371,801,  and  the  amount  expended  $271,425. 

CORNWALL  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  LISTER  asked,  What  was  the  amount  of  the  con¬ 
tract  price  for  the  Cornwall  post  office  and  Custom  house 
buildings  ?  What  was  the  amount  paid  under  the  con¬ 
tract  ?  What  was  the  amount  claimed  for  extras,  and  the 
amount  paid  for  extras  ?  What  was  the  amount  paid  for 
furnishing,  and  to  whom  was  such  amount  paid  ?  Was  the 
furnishing  supplied  by  contract,  under  tender,  or  how  ? 
Who  was  the  contractor  for  the  building  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN-  The  amount  of  the  con¬ 
tract  price  for  the  building  was  $27,698,63,  and  that  amount 
has  been  paid  for  the  contract.  The  contractors  claimed 
for  extras  $12,087.30,  The  amount  paid  to  them  in  full 
payment  was  $8,059.20.  The  amount  paid  for  furnishing 
was — for  letter  box  fronts,  $1,188;  post  office  fittings, 
$2,811 ;  hot  water  apparatus,  $1,575.  The  letter  box  fronts 
and  the  hot  water  apparatus  were  publicly  tendered  for, 
and  the  lowest  tender  for  each  was  accepted.  The 
fittings  were  tendered  for  by  the  contractor  for  the 
building,  and  judging  by  similar  work  in  other  build¬ 
ings,  the  price  being  reasonable,  the  work  was 
awarded  to  him.  These  fittings  are  of  similar  character  in 
most  of  the  post  offices,  but  require  modification  in  the 
details,  which  it  is  found  can  be  more  satisfactorily  arranged 
by  the  Post  Office  Department  after  the  building  is  erected. 
As  the  proper  cost  of  the  fittings  can  readily  be  arrived  at, 
it  is  considered  only  fair  that,  if  the  contractor  has  faith¬ 
fully  carried  out  his  contract,  ho  should  be  awarded  the 
work  connected  with  the  fittings,  provided  his  price  is 
reasonable ;  and  this  course  has  been  adopted  in  many  cases, 
such  as  Montreal,  Windsor,  Brantford,  Stratford,  Chatham, 
Clifton,  Woodstock,  Sussex,  Carleton,  and  other  plac.es. 

FISH  INSPECTOR  IN  THE  CITY  OF  ST.  JOHN. 

Mr.  WELDON  asked,  Has  any  appointment  of  a  fish 
inspector  in  the  city  of  St.  John  been  made  in  place  of  the 
late  G.  S.  Young  ?  If  not,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  fill  the  vacancy,  and  when  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  certificate  of  qualification  required 
by  law  has  been  forwarded  within  a  day  or  two,  and  action 
will  be  taken  on  it. 

MAJOR  GENERAL  LAURIE. 

Mr.  KIRK  asked,  For  what  purpose  was  Major  General 
Laurie  sent  to  the  North-West  ?  What  duties  has  he  per¬ 
formed  there,  and  what  are  his  duties  now  ?  What  is  his 
pay  ?  Is  he  still  on  duty  in  the  North-West  ?  Is  it  usual 
to  have  two  general  officers  to  command  so  small  a  force  as 
was  engaged  in  suppressing  the  rebellion  in  the  North- 
West  ? 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  There  are  three  generals. 

Mr’  CARON.  Major  General  Laurie  offered  his  services 
to  serve  in  the  North-West  Territories.  Those  services 
were  accepted.  He  sank  his  rank  as  major  general.  His 
services  were  offered,  as  those  of  everyone  else,  to  assist  in 
quelling  the  disturbance  in  the  North-West.  He  was  placed 
by  General  Middleton  in  command  of  the  base,  first  at  Swift 
Current,  and  afterwards  at  Moose  Jaw.  He  is  still  on  duty, 
unless  he  has  been  relieved  by  the  major  general.  Wo 
have  in  our  force  at  present  three  majors  general. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  What  about  tho  pay  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  matter  of  pay  has  not  been  settled 
yet.  Major  General  Laurie  is  receiving  a  ponsion  from 
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England,  and  it  was  thought  advisable  to  leave  it  to  be 
settled  afterwards. 

THE  LAST  ENGLISH  LOAN. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  What  commission  has  been 
paid  to  the  agents  on  the  last  loan  of  £4,000,000  effected  in 
London  ?  What  “  allowances  ”  have  been  made  to  parties 
tendering  for  said  loan  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Theso  particulars  have 
not  yet  reached  us,  but  I  suppose  they  will  reach  us  in  a 
day  or  two. 

THE  ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  does  the  First  Minister  propose  to 
submit  to  Parliament  the  Address  inviting  Imperial  legisla¬ 
tion  on  the  subject  of  the  boundaries  of  Ontario  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  know  that  we 
are  going  to  submit  an  Address  to  ask  the  Imperial  Legis¬ 
lature  to  deal  with  it.  I  said  the  House  would  deal  with 
the  subject,  and  that  it  would  be  brought  before  the  House 
during  the  present  Session. 

PROTESTANT  YOLUNTEERS  IN  THE  65tu  BAT 
TALI  ON. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  para¬ 
graph  or  statement  made  with  reference  to  the  treatment 
of  Protestant  volunteers  in  the  North-West.  I  suppose  our 
laws  guarantee  freedom  of  conscience  and  worship  to  our 
volunteers  as  well  as  to  other  citizens.  I  find  a  statement 
copied  from  the  Edmonton  Bulletin,  of  13th  June,  to  the 
following  effect:— 

“  On  Sunday  morning  last,  about  nine  o'clock,  Capt.  Dea  Troismai’ 
sons  ordered  No.  2  Company  of  the  65th  Battalion  to  fall  in  for  church 
parade,  it  being  the  intention  to  have  the  company  parade  to  St.  Albert 
to  take  part  in  the  services  of  Procession  Sunday  on  Corpus  Christi  Day 
One  of  the  privates,  named  Cawthorne,  a  Protestant,  refused  to  fall  in, 
saying  that  he  had  promised  the  minister  to  attend  the  Presbyterian 
Church  on  that  day.  The  captain  demanded  what  right  he  had  to 
promise  to  attend  any  church  without  consulting  him,  and  after  some 
words,  ordered  him  into  the  guard  room.  Six  others  also  refused  to  fall 
in.  Col.  Ouimet  was  then  sent  for,  and  he  ordered  the  men  to  fall  in. 
Private  Conway  said  he  would  fall  in,  but  would  not  go  to  church,  and 
used  some  disrespectful  language.  He  was  sent  to  the  guardroom.  The 
remaining  five  fell  in  and  the  colonel  told  off  three  for  extra  guard  duty, 
and  ordered  the  remaining  two,  on  their  still  refusing  to  go,  to  the 
guardroom,  with  Conway  and  Cawthorne.  On  Monday  the  four  who 
had  been  sent  to  the  guard  room  were  brought  up  for  trial  before  the 
colonel.  Conway  was  not  allowed  to  speak  in  his  own  behalf,  and  was 
sent  to  the  bastion  for  eight  days  on  bread  and  water.  The  remaining 
three  were  dismissed." 

1  see  that,  in  the  regulations  and  orders  for  the  militia  of 
Canada  for  1883,  it  is  provided  as  follows  : — 

“  268  In  assembling  troops  for  public  worship  in  the  field,  care  is  to 
be  taken  that  they  are  not  brought  together  in  numbers  greater  than 
the  voice  will  reach.  Soldiers  attending  divine  service  are  to  wear 
their  side  arm3. 

“  269.  Everv  man  is  to  be  at  full  liberty  to  attend  the  worship  of 
Almighty  God  according  to  the  forms  prescribed  by  his  own  religion, 
when  military  duty  does  not  interfere. 

“  270.  Men  of  any  religious  denomination,  if  their  number  shall 
exceed  20,  are  to  be  regularly  marched  to  and  from  their  own  places  of 
public  worship  under  the  command  of  an  officer,  or  in  charge  of  a 
sergeant,  if  not  exceeding  that  number.  The  officer  or  sergeant  is  to 
remain  with  them  during  the  performance  of  the  service." 

If  this  report  contained  in  the  Edmonton  Bulletin  is  correct, 
a  gross  violation  of  the  rights  of  conscience  on  the  part  of 
these  men  has  been  perpetrated.  I  ask  whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  havo  any  information  in  reference  to  the  matter, 
and,  in  the  event  of  this  statement  proving  true,  what  steps 
they  would  propose  to  take  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  Department  have  had  no  information 
whatever  about  the  facts  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just 
been  submitting  to  the  House.  My  attention  was  drawn  to 
it,  I  believe  yesterday,  by  the  leader  of  the  Government.  I 
Mr.  Gabon. 
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think  the  hon.  gentleman  had  mentioned  the  fact  to  him. 
I  immediately  telegraphed  to  get  all  the  information  from 
Col.  Ouimet  and  the  officers  at  headquarters,  in  relation 
to  the  case.  Until  I  receive  that,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
express  my  opinion.  The  regulations  are  perfectly  clear, 
and  the  rules  are  quite  sufficient  to  deal  with  any  case  of 
that  kind.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has  very  properly  said, 
every  man  is  allowed  to  follow  the  worship  and  go  to  the 
church  he  belongs  to;  but  until  I  get  the  information  which 
I  have  asked  for,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  anything 
more  about  it. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  hope  the  hon  gentleman  has  com¬ 
municated  by  telegraph  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  I  have. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  And  that  the  persons  who  are  suffer¬ 
ing  punishment  for  the  rights  of  conscience  have  been 
immediately  released  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  I  am  not  sure  that  they  are  suffering 
punishment  for  the  rights  of  conscience  until  I  hear  more 
about  it. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  When  was  the  message  sent  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Yesterday,  as  soon  as  I  heard  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend  from 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  told  me  he  was  going  to  call 
attention  to  this  matter.  Of  course,  if  this  has  been  done, 
it  is  an  outrage.  That  question,  it  so  happens,  was  settled 
long  ago  in  Cana  la,  when  the  79th  Regiment  came  to 
Montreal.  They  were  ordered  to  march  to  church,  The 
chaplain  was  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England,  as  was 
usual  in  those  days.  The  men  grumbled  a  good  deal,  but 
they  marched  to  church — under  protest,  however— and  on 
the  way  the  band  played  a  tune.  That  was  the  last  time 
that  rule  was  enforced. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  may  just  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  another  statement  that  I  have  seen  in  the 
newspapers  of  this  city.  It  is  that  one  uf  the  prelates  in  the 
North-West  who  was  desirous  of  officiating  in  religious  ser¬ 
vices  on  behalf  of  the  bulk  of  the  prisoners,  was  refused  the 
privilege — I  think  it  was  Bishop  Grandin  himself.  I  think 
some  enquiry  ought  to  be  made  on  that  subject.  Though 
these  persons  are  accused,  I  do  not  see  why  they  should  be 
denied  the  consolations  of  religion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  personally  in  some 
degree  responsible  for  that.  I  was  aware  that  there  was 
going  to  be  a  large  number  of  prisoners  coming  down  to 
Regina,  and  that  the  means  of  keeping  them  secure  were 
very  inefficient,  so  I  sent  a  short  telegram — I  may  say  in 
cipher — to  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  stating  that  no  person 
should  be  allowed  to  see  them  just  now.  I  never  thought  it 
would  deprive  them  of  any  religious  instruction.  The 
moment  that  was  mentioned,  a  telegram  was  sent,  of  course, 
that  it  was  not  in  any  way  to  interfere  with  the  right  to  see 
their  own  clergymen. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  Since  there  is  a  general  disposition 
to  regulate  these  affairs  in  the  North-West,  perhaps  it  might 
bo  well  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  some  corres¬ 
pondence  and  reports  published  in  the  Mail  and  in  the 
Manitoba,  and  other  papers,  regarding  the  treatment  of  the 
natives  by  the  soldiers  after  the  several  engagements.  I 
have  here  a  correspondence  from  the  Mail,  dated  19th  June, 
and  it  is  translated  into  French,  I  will  read  it  as  I  find  it : 

“  What  a  distressing  picture  is  offered  by  these  poor  families,  cruelly 
plundered  and  stripped  by  the  volunteers  !  The  soldiers  only  came  out 
of  the  houses  of  the  half-breeds  after  having  broken  wnatever  they  could 
not  carry  away;  stoves,  clocks,  bedsteads,  tables,  etc  ,  were  all  merci¬ 
lessly  destroyed  by  these  raving  maniacs.  Poor  mothers  of  families,  wi o 
had  only  one  bed  and  one  blanket,  were  brutally  deprived  of  these  arti¬ 
cles.  The  soldiers,  being  unable  to  carry  off  the  bed,  took  hold  of  the 
blanket,  and  splitting  with  their  knives  the  ticking,  which  contained  the 
feathers,  enjoyed  the  barbarous  sport  of  throwing  them  to  the  wind. 
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“Let  me  now  say  a  word  to  induce  the  Government  to  aid  these  half- 
breed  families  who  have  lost  all  they  had  at  St.  Laurent  and  at  Fish 
Creek.  A  great  many  of  the  half-breeds  in  that  district  were  loyal ; 
others  were  dragged  into  the  insurrection  against  their  will,  and  cannot 
consequently  be  held  responsible  for  the  result.  Moreover,  in  spite  of 
the  strict  orders  given  by  General  Middleton,  the  soldiers  have  robbed 
and  destroyed  everything  they  could  lay  their  hands  upon  in  that  region, 
leaving  the  residents  in  the  most  destitute  condition. 

“  I  see  by  the  papers  that  Mr.  Caron  has  contradicted,  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  a  report  similar  to  the  present  one,  written  by  your  corres¬ 
pondent  ‘  G.  H.  H.’  Nevertheless,  that  report  was  not  only  strictly 
true,  but  it  was  even  put  in  a  very  mild  form.  It  is  likely  that  the 
volunteers  have  not  destroyed  the  property  belonging  to  those  loyal 
half-breeds  simply  for  the  fun  of  it.  They  wanted  to  bring  home  with 
them  souvenirs  of  the  campaign,  and  I  must  say  that  they  cleaned  out 
everything.  But  whether  they  acted  through  love  of  plunder  or  through 
a  desire  of  carrying  away  with  them  souvenirs  of  the  campaign,  it  is 
certain  that  they  have  only  left  skin  and  bones  to  the  naif-breeds. 
What  will  become  of  these  poor  people  next  winter,  if  the  Government 
do  not  come  to  their  aid,  is  more  than  I  can  say,  but  it  cannot  be  the 
policy  of  the  Government  to  let  them  starve  to  death.” 

Now,  there  are  other  correspondences  which  corroborate 
these  facts,  and  I  believe  they  are  of  such  a  nature  that  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Militia  will  be  pleased  to  take  the  matter 
into  consideration  and  to  see  what  is  to  be  done  under  the 
circumstances.  If  it  is  true  that  tho  half-breeds  have  been 
treated  in  that  manner  by  a  certain  number  of  volunteers, 
I  believe  that  something  more  than  a  simple  report  should 
be  had, 

Mr.  CAEON.  (Translation.)  In  answer  to  my  hon. 
friend,  who  has  called  my  attention  to  the  facts  mentioned 
in  this  newspaper  article,  I  must  say  that  as  to  that  part  of 
the  correspondence  which  speaks  of  the  most  stringent 
orders  being  given  by  General  Middleton  to  prevent  silch 
disorders  as  those  which  are  complained  of,  I  have 
received  a  communication  direct  from  tho  General,  stating 
that  he  had  given  the  most  absolute  orders  to  that  effect. 
I  have  even  called  his  attention  to  the  facts  mentioned  in 
that  article,  and  the  General  has  answered  that,  as  far  as  he 
had  been  able  to  judge  of  the  facts,  he  did  not  believe  in 
these  reports.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr. 
Langelier)  has  approved  these  reports  which  have  been 
read  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Hochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins), 
and  ne  said  that  he  had  already  called  my  attention  to 
these  facts  ;  but  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  forgets  that 
he  has  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  panes  of  glass 
had  been  broken  in  a  village  which  had  been  under  fire 
during  three  days.  I  thought  thero  was  nothing  there  to 
be  wondered  at.  He  also  called  my  attention  to  the  fact 
that  an  unfortunate  sewing  machine  was  broken  during 
the  fight.  I  then  replied  to  the  hon.  member,  what  I 
repeat  to-day,  that  the  official  despatches  which  wore 
sent  to  me  from  the  seat  of  war  did  not  mention  the  fact 
that  that  sewing  machine  had  been  broken.  As  regards 
tho  facts  mentioned  in  that  correspondence,  a  certain  allow¬ 
ance  must  be  made,  because,  when  a  village  is  under  fire 
during  two  or  three  days,  and  when  it  is  overrun  by  a 
small  army — for  we  then  had,  at  that  moment,  quite  a 
large  number  of  men  there — it  is  just  possible  that  such 
little  irregularities,  winch  cannot  fail  to  take  place  in 
limes  of  trouble,  should  have  taken  place.  But  as  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  make  out,  from  tho  official  reports  sent 
to  me  by  tho  General,  I  believe  that  these  other  reports 
have  been  greatly  exaggerated. 

Mr.  LANGELIEE.  (Translation.)  The  hon.  Minister 
has  referred  to  the  questions  put  by  me  some  time  ago.  The 
question  I  have  put  was  taken  word  for  word  from  tho  Mail 
correspondence;  there  was  not  one  word  from  me,  and  what 
I  have  read  in  tho  Mail  is  not  at  all  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Minister.  The  Mail  correspondent  has  never  pro- 
tonded  that  that  sewing  machine  had  been  broken  by  bomb¬ 
shells  or  cannon  balls  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  has  stated  that 
alter  the  fight  was  over  the  soldiers  entered  the  houses  by 
breaking  the  windows  and  doors.  The  hon.  Minister  has 
made  fun  of  that.  I  believe  that  is  not  a  fit  subject  for 


joking,  irony  or  witicisms.  I  did  not  charge  General  Mid¬ 
dleton  with  having  authorised  these  acts  ;  on  the  contrary, 
the  correspondence  in  question  stated  that  tho  General  had 
given  stringent  orders  to  prevent  them.  The  same  thing 
has  been  repeated  since  in  other  Mail  correspondences.  I 
did  not  speak  of  them,  because  I  did  not  wish  these  poor 
unfortunates  to  be  insulted  by  the  answers  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia.  I  now  see  the  same  thing  repeated  in 
two  correspondences  of  the  Manitoba,  a  Conservative  news¬ 
paper.  I  believe  that  question  is  of  such  gravity  that 
people  might  dispense  with  joking  and  irony  on  this  sub¬ 
ject.  If  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  had  friends  or  relations 
in  these  places  he  would  not  be  so  fond  of  joking  about  it. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  ask  that  the  Clerk  reads  the  articlo 
in  English. 

Mr.  LANGELIEE.  I  have  already  road  that  article  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings.)  This  is  not  the  way  to  treat 
the  House.  Thero  is  no  gentleman  in  this  House  who 
does  not  understand  the  English  language,  but  some  gentle¬ 
men  do  not  understand  the  French,  and  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  all  this  discussion  in  English,  and  the  article  read 
in  English  also.  We  are  all  equally  interested  in  what  is 
going  on  in  the  North-West. 

OFFICIAL  EE  POET  FEOM  THE  NOETH-WESI. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  call  tho  attention  of  tho  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  fact  that  the  official  reports  and  des¬ 
patches  with  reference  to  the  various  engagements  between 
the  troops  and  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West,  and  which 
I  tired  of  asking  for  long  ago,  and  which  it  was  understood 
were  in  some  shape  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  have 
not  yet  been  laid  before  the  House.  We  have  not  had 
before  us  up  to  this  day  a  single  word,  officially,  with 
reference  to  any  one  of  these  events,  already  many  weeks 
old ;  and  surely  there  must  be  full  reports  of  many  of  those 
affairs  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  told  the  leader  of  tho  Opposition  that, 
when  the  reports  were  received,  I  would  bring  them  down, 
and  I  shall  do  so.  I  got  one  three  or  four  days  ago;  1  got 
a  telegram  from  the  Major  General  stating  that  he  was  pre- 
paring  an  official  report  concerning  Batoche  and  Fish  Creek. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  cannot  expect  that  I  shall  lay 
before  the  House  reports  before  1  have  received  them.  He 
must  know  that  the  Major  General  has  been  on  the  move 
ever  since  Batoche.  He  has  been  following  Big  Bear  north 
of  Fort  Pitt,  and  has  been  kept  constantly  occupied.  I  havo 
given  to  the  House  all  the  information  I  have  received. 
However  short  or  scanty  it  may  appear  to  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  I  gave  him  all  tho  information  I  had.  When 
the  other  comes  I  will  lay  it  on  tho  Table. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  gave  a  momorandum  of  what  was 
required.  There  was  the  question  of  the  Duck  Lake  fight 
and  the  evacuation  of  Fort  Carlton.  These  are  in  the  police 
papers,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  pro¬ 
duced.  Then  there  is  tho  fight  at  Batoche,  of  which,  no 
doubt  the  general  has  made  a  report,  and  a  considerable 
interval  of  time  has  elapsed  since  the  battle  of  Fish  Creek. 
There  ought  to  be  an  account  of  that  engagement. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  do  not  intend  to  bring  down  these 
papers  until  I  can  put  them  before  tho  House,  becauso  tho 
most  of  them  are  quite  incomplete  unless  taken  up  as  a 
whole. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CAEON.  The  hon.  gontloman  laughs,  but  it  is  a 
fact.  The  manner  in  which  tho  troops  were  disposed  of 
makes  it  very  inconvenient  to  tako  ono  report  and  lay  it 
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on  the  Table.  The  l’eport  of  the  battle  of  Fish  Creek  is 
almost  textually  what  I  have  read  in  the  House,  and  whit 
has  appeared  in  the  papers. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  The  returns  asked  for  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  timber  licenses  granted  within  the  disputed  terri¬ 
tory  of  the  North-West  and  in  British  Columbia  have  not 
yet  come  down,  though  I  have  asked  for  them  repeatedly. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  been  induced  to  rise,  from  the 
spirit  of  enquiry  that  seems  to  pervade  this  House,  simply 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Govern ment  whether 
the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway  Company  have  yet  given  him 
the  returns  ordered  by  this  House,  or  whether  they  still 
treat  the  Order  of  the  House  with  contempt,  and  if  the 
latter  be  the  case,  whether  the  Government  intend  to  let 
the  Session  close  without  insisting  on  the  company  paying 
that  respect  to  the  Order  of  the  House  to  which  the  House 
is  entitled. 

Sir  JOHN  Ai  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  any  more  information  than  I  gave  him  when  he 
last  made  the  enquiry. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  was  not  much. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  can  only  asssure  the 
hon.  gentleman  the  step  the  Government  will  take  is  under 
the  gravest  consideration. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  inform  us 
when  the  fisheries  correspondence  will  be  brought  down  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  bring  it  down 
until  His  Excellency  returns.  He  will  be  here  in  a  few 
days. 

QUESTION  OF  PEIYILEGE. 

Mr.  OETON.  I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  privilege.  The  News  Record,  an  Opposition  organ 
printed  in  my  county,  thus  refers  to  me  : 

“  Dr.  Orton  Shirks  thb  Vote. 

“  It  will  be  seen  by  the  yeaa  and  nays,  published  elsewhere  in  this 
paper,  that  the  name  of  the  member  for  Centre  Wellington  does  not 
appear  as  voting  either  for  or  against  the  proposition  to  permit  wine 
and  beer  to  be  sold  in  counties  that  may  hereafter  adopt  the  Scott  Act. 
In  this  instance  the  doctor  evidently  thought  discretion  the  better  part 
of  valor.  Hence,  after  taking  part  in  the  debate,  when  the  critical 
moment  arrived,  he  ignominiously  shirked  the  vote.  And  in  doing  so 
we  believe  that  Dr.  Orton  made  a  grave  mistake.  Because  the  issue  is 
one  of  practical  importance  to  his  constituents,  and  therefore  he  ought 
to  have  had  the  courage  and  manliness  to  come  squarely  out  and  show 
what  side  he  is  on.  *  *  *  But  whatever  view 

Dr.  Orton  may  take  of  the  question,  he  ought  to  have  had  the  moral 
courage  to  stand  his  ground  and  vote  as  his  judgment  dictated.  It  was 
unmanly  to  dodge  out  of  the  House  and  shirk  the  vote.  School  boys 
are  punished  for  playing  truant ;  and  members  of  Parliament  being 
older  and  in  positions  of  greater  responsibility  are  still  less  excusable 
when  at  a  critical  juncture  they  desert  their  post  and  step  aside  from 
the  path  of  duty.  The  doctor’s  best  friends  and  warmest  political  sup¬ 
porters  feel  that  he  did  wrong  in  dodging  the  vote  on  the  beer  and  wine 
clause.” 

Now,  it  is  a  well  known  fact  that  X  have  very  pronounced 
opinions  upon  this  question.  And  not  only  have  I  expres¬ 
sed  them  in  this  House  but  also  in  my  county  previous  to 
my  election.  My  views  are  entirely  known  to  my  consti¬ 
tuents.  So  far  from  shirking  the  vote,  I  wish  to  state  here 
that  though  I  was  called  away  by  telegraph  to  attend  the 
Assize  Court  in  Toronto,  whoro  I  had  a  case,  had  I  thought 
my  voto  would  be  counted  or  would  not  be  paired,  I  would 
have  run  the  risk  of  losing  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
rather  than  have  shirked  expressing,  by  my  vote,  my 
opinion  on  an  Act  which  I  have  always  considered  unjust  in 
its  operation,  and  therefore  dishonest  and  utterly  worthless 
as  a  temperance  measure.  I  desire  to  state  that  on  that 
occasion  I  requested  the  hon,  member  for  Lunenburg  (Mr. 
Kaulbach)  to  pair  with  me.  He  agreed  to  pair  with  me, 
and  I  spoke  to  the  whip  on  our  side,  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Toronto  (Mr.  Small),  and  I  think  the  fact  of  my  being 
Mr.  Caeon. 
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paired  can  also  bo  testified  to  by  the  hon.  the  Deputy 
Speaker.  The  reason  why  the  hon.  member  for  Lunenburg 
voted  on  that  occasion,  I  do  not  know.  He  has  never 
explained  to  me  the  reason,  and  as  a  matter  of  privilege,  I 
have  the  right  to  demand  that  his  vote  be  struck  off  or 
mine  added  to  the  opposite  side. 

ADMINISTEATION  OF  JUSTICE  IN'  THE  NOETH- 
WEST  TEEEITOEY. 

Mr.  CAEON  moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (No.  141)  res¬ 
pecting  the  administration  of  justice  and  other  matters  in 
the  North-West  Territory. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the 
third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred  back  to  the  committee 
with  instructions  to  amend  the  same  so  as  to  relax  the  res¬ 
trictions  imposed  on  white  settlers  as  to  the  possession  of 
fire  arms.  I  think  this  provision  of  the  Bill  is  a  very  objec¬ 
tionable  one.  The  constitutional  rule  is  that  it  is  one  of 
the  rights  of  a  British  subject  to  have  fire  arms  in  his  pos¬ 
session  ;  it  is  in  fact  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  declaration 
of  rights.  We  see  in  the  constitution  of  the  United  States 
when  they  were  copying  the  fundamental  privileges  of 
British  liberty,  a  provision  that  Congress  shall  not 
have  power  to  deprive  any  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  his 
right  to  bear  arms.  This  provision  originated  in  a  country 
that  had  its  border  settlements,  that  had  its  difficulties  with 
the  Indians,  and  so  far  were  they  from  being  disposed  to  adopt 
the  rule  which  the  Government  propose  to  introduce  here, 
a  rule  similar  to  that  which  has  prevailed  in  the  disturbed 
districts  of  Ireland,  that  they  have  found  it  all  the  more 
necessary  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  law  in  that  par¬ 
ticular,  and  to  secure  absolutely  against  even  legislative 
interference  the  right  of  the  citizen  to  have  arms  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  protecting  himself.  Sir,  we  appreciate  in  this  country 
the  principle  of  self-government.  We  admit  tl at  the  great 
mass  of  our  population  are  disposed  to  obey — and  to  uphold 
the  law,  and  to  maintain  peace  and  order  in  so  far  as  they 
have  the  power.  It  would  be  an  extraordinary  commentary 
upon  our  ability  to  maintain  free  institutions  if  it  were  held 
that  the  condition  of  the  settlers  in  the  more  distant  parts 
of  the  country  was  such  that,  instead  of  being  a  class  who 
could  be  relied  upon  to  uphold  peace  and  good  government, 
it  was  necessary  to  disarm  them  in  the  interests  of  peace 
and  order.  Now,  I  think  if  there  is  anyone  class  of  the 
community  who,  more  than  another,  require  to  retain  this 
inestimable  privilege  of  British  freemen,  it  is  that  class  of 
men  who,  denying  themselves  the  ordinary  advantages  of 
living  in  an  old  settled  community,  go  out  into  the  distant 
territories  of  this  Dominion  to  make  new  homes  for  them¬ 
selves.  No  doubt  we  have  in  the  North-WestTerritory  a  cer¬ 
tain  class  of  men  who  do  not  appreciate  the  principles  of  self- 
government,  the  Indians  of  the  North-West,  and  they  require, 
to  a  certain  extent,  at  all  events,  to  be  under  restraint  and 
supervision.  In  ordinary  civil  matters  they  do  not  enjoy 
the  full  rights  of  citizens  ;  you  exercise  a  certain  sur¬ 
veillance  over  them,  and,  in  a  large  degree,  you  undertako 
to  discharge  for  them  the  duties  which  white  men  dis¬ 
charge  for  themselves.  Because  they  do  not  fully  appreci¬ 
ate  the  privileges  which  belong  to  free  men,  you  withhold 
from  them  the  use  of  firearms  of  a  particular  class.  I 
think  that  is  a  wise  provision.  You  deal  with  them  in  that 
particular  just  as  you  regulated  in  times  past  the  sale  of 
intoxicants.  But,  Sir,  the  white  population  are  in  a  wholly 
different  position,  and  you  say  to  these  men  who  are  living 
scattered  over  the  prairies,  that  they  shall  not  be  entitled, 
as  a  matter  of  right,  to  retain  fire  arms  in  their 
possession,  that  they  shall  not  have  a  right  to  defend 
their  homes,  and  to  protect  themselves  against  flho 
attacks,  against  the  threats  of  the  Indians.  In 
fact,  if  wo  were  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
we  would,  in  a  great  measure  invite  attack  on  the  white 
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population;  wo  would  make  it  difficult  to  retain  tho  white 
population,  and  wo  would  impose  serious  restraints  upon 
future  settlement.  I  am  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  there 
is  no  measure  which  would  cause  a  greater  feeling  of 
insecurity  and  excite  more  indignation  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  tho  North-West  than  thi3  proposition  to  place  it  in 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  disarm  the  white  popula¬ 
tion.  Those  people  are  entitled  to  our  sympathy,  to  our 
confidence.  We  are  inviting  them  to  go  there  and  take 
possession  of  the  waste  land.  Wo  expect,  in  time,  they 
will  become  a  prosperous  and  contented  pooplo.  We  hope 
the  country  will,  at  no  distant  period,  fill  up  with  popula¬ 
tion  so  that  they  may  enjoy  the  advantages  that  belong 
to  all  older  and  wealthier  communities.  But  if  we  say 
to  those  people :  You  shall  not  have  arms  in  your  pos¬ 
session  ;  you  shall  not  be  trusted ;  we  do  not  believe  you 
will  seek  to  maintain  law  and  order ;  that  you  will 
be  on  the  side  of  good  government  but  rather  against 
it;  that  you  need  to  be  restrained  rather  than  to  exercise  the 
privileges  of  freemen ;  then  we  are  doing  that  which, 
beyond  any  other  measure  proposed  this  Session,  will  tend 
to  create  discontent  and  prevent  the  settlement  of  tho  coun¬ 
try.  Holding  those  views  I  propose  the  amendment  which 
I  have  read.  The  course  pursued  by  tho  Administration 
this  Session  is  a  very  extraordinary  one.  The  first  propo¬ 
sition  we  had  was  to  enfranchise  tho  savages,  and  failing 
to  do  that,  in  eonsequenco  of  the  war  and  the  strong  feeling 
that  existed  in  the  country  against  such  a  proposition,  the 
Government  now  propose  to  place  the  white  and  civilised 
settlers  upon  tho  footing  of  savages. 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  not  my  intention  after  the  discussion 
which  took  place  yesterday  to  go  into  this  matter  very 
fully  to-day.  I  merely  wish  to  answer  one  remark  made  by 
the  hon,  gentleman  in  addressing  the  House.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  stated  that  by  the  Bill  as  amended 
the  Government  are  attempting  to  deprive  white  citizens  of 
the  right  of  possessing  arms.  The  hon.  gentloman  has  not 
looked  into  the  question  so  fully  as  he  generally  examines 
questions.  On  reading  the  Bill  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see 
that  with  a  permit  any  white  citizen  can  possess  arms.  Tho 
reason  why  this  clause  was  introduced  was  obvious.  Since 
the  troubles  which  have  taken  place  in  the  North-West  the 
white  people  themselves  are  very  anxious  to  keep  all  arms, 
except  those  specified  in  the  Bill,  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Indians.  The  clause  provides  that  in  order  that  white  set¬ 
tlers  may  hold  arms,  it  is  necessary  that  each  one  shall 
obtain  a  permit  from  the  Lieutenant  Governor.  The  reason 
for  inserting  this  provision  is  that  it  wiil  be  quite  easy  for 
the  arms  to  be  traced  and  found.  Under  the  circumstances 
the  clause  is  a  very  good  one.  Of  course  it  is  special  legis¬ 
lation  for  a  special  purpose,  but  its  necessity  has  been 
doubly  demonstrated  by  the  events  which  have  taken  place 
in  the  North-West,  and  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  believing  that  this  clause  should  be  struck  out  and 
the  amendment  inserted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  looked  at  the  debate  in  tho  Senate 
on  this  subject,  and  I  confess  I  do  not  see  any  strong  reasons 
adduced  in  support  of  the  Bill.  Wo  must  consider  the  con¬ 
dition,  position  and  circumstances  of  the  country  and  tho 
character  of  the  population.  Tho  character  of  tho  whito 
population  is  eminently  one  which  fits  them  to  be  trusted 
with  arms.  That  is  tho  ordinary  right  of  British  citizens, 
secured  to  them  in  effect  by  the  great  charter ;  and  it  is 
secured  to  citizens  of  the  American  Republic  by  tho  consti¬ 
tution  ;  and  it  ought  not  to  be  taken  away  from  settlers  in 
the  North-West,  and  the  power  should  not  bo  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive  to  take  away  that  right.  They  have 
done  nothing  to  disgrace  themselves  so  as  to  render  them 
subject  to  such  action.  It  is  said  that  a  white  settler  may 
possess  arms  if  ho  obtains  a  permit.  Look  at  the  geograph¬ 
ical  area  of  the  country  and  the  distances  which  have  to  be 
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traversed,  and  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  a  permit  is  appa¬ 
rent.  We  have  to  consider  their  position  relatively 
to  that  of  the  Indians.  It  is  proposed  that  the  Indians 
shall  be  allowed  to  have  smooth  bores ;  but  the  smooth 
bores  which  whites  use  are  breach-loaders.  The  modern  gun 
is  a  breach-loader  for  which  fixed  ammunition  is  used ;  and 
so  you  deprive  the  whito  men  of  weapons  for  different  pur¬ 
poses — I  will  not  say  for  sporting  purposes,  because  I  be¬ 
lieve  there  are  important  purposes  in  the  North-West  beyond 
those  of  sport — when  you  provide  that  white  men  shall 
not  carry  guns  having  fixed  ammunition.  The  sporting  gun 
of  the  white  has  fixed  ammunition  ;  the  Indian’s  sporting 
gun  is  a  smooth  bore ;  and  therefore  you  allow  the  Indian 
to  sport,  but  you  do  not  allow  the  white  man  to  sport  with¬ 
out  a  permit.  I  retain  the  opinion  I  uttered  yesterday,  that 
it  is  a  proper  thing  to  prevent  the  sale  of  those  weapons  to 
the  Indian  population,  and  the  possession  of  them  by  that 
population  should  be  very  stringently  guarded;  but  a  pro¬ 
vision  which  places  in  the  hands  of  the  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernor  the  power  to  determine  whether  any  white  man  is 
worthy  of  having  a  breach-loader,  rifle  or  revolver  is  one 
which  ought  not  to  be  placed  on  our  Statute  Books. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  agree  with  tho  hon.  gontlo- 
man.  It  will  bo  imposing  a  great  hardship  on  settlers  in 
the  North-West  if  they  are  prevented  from  exercising  the 
right  of  having  weapons  with  which  to  defend  their  homes. 
The  Government  should  not  place  the  white  settlers  under 
the  power  and  control  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  and 
compel  them  to  ask  a  permit  from  him.  That  is  a  great  and 
an  extensive  country,  and  unless  the  white  settlers 
have  a  right  to  have  arms  to  defend  themselves  from  the 
Indians,  people  certainly  would  not  like  to  go  into  the  coun¬ 
try.  I  believe  the  Government  should  not  place  these 
restrictions  on  the  white  settlers  of  the  North  West,  and  I 
consider  it  my  duty  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
gentleman. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  only  just  seen  the  amendment, 
and  indeed,  I  have  only  just  seen  tho  clause  of  the  Bill.  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down.  I  think  it  would  be  a  great  hardship  if 
the  people  settling  in  that  country  wore  not  permitted  to 
have  arms  to  defend  themselves.  What  will  be  the  effect 
of  passing  such  a  provision  ?  Will  settlers  want  to  go  out 
there,  where  their  lives  and  their  property  may  be  endan¬ 
gered,  and  where  they  will  not  bo  allowed  the  free  privi¬ 
lege  of  having  arms  in  their  possession  to  protect  them¬ 
selves  and  their  families  ?  I  think  the  effect  of  that  clause 
will  be  most  detrimental  to  tho  future  settlement  of  that 
country,  and  will  remain  a  stigma  on  the  legislation  of  the 
country  that  passed  it.  • 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  entirely  agree  with  tho  remarks  of  tho 
hon.  member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  White),  the  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  and  those  who  have 
expressed  themselves  on  this  side,  I  believe  it  would  be  a 
great  hardship,  in  the  present  state  of  affairs  in  tho  North- 
West,  to  prevent  the  white  settlers  from  having  rifles  in 
their  possession.  I  think  that  not  only  should  the  people 
have  the  privilege  of  buying  arms  for  themselves,  but  that 
the  Government  should  take  on  thomsolves  the  purchase  of 
a  oertain  number  of  rifles  to  arm  the  people  thero.  Of 
course,  from  the  remarks  made  by  tho  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia,  some  time  ago,  I  am  not  surprised  at  his  bringing 
in  a  Bill  of  this  description,  because  he  as  much  as  imputed 
disloyal  motives  to  tho  white  settlers  of  Prince  Albert  and 
other  portions  of  the  North-West.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  tho  settlers  of  that  country  aro  as  loyal  as  any 
in  the  Dominion,  and  will  make  good  use  of  their  arms  in 
protecting  themselves  from  the  invasions  of  the  red  men 
of  tho  west,  and  I  hope  tho  amendment  will  bo  adopted. 
So  far  as  fowling  piecos  aro  concerned,  I  do  not  know 
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whether  this  ammunition  will  apply  to  cartridges  or  not ;  I 
should  not  suppose  that  it  would  apply  to  any  but  rifle 
cartridges.  Of  course,  if  shells  for  shot  guns  are  to  be 
classed  as  fixed  cartridges,  it  would  be  a  monstrous 
thing  to  pass  such  legislation,  and  to  compel  sportsmen 
to  use  the  old  muzzle  loading  guns  as  sporting  pieces  ; 
and  I  hopo  the  clause  will  be  so  amended  that  the  white  men 
may  have  breech  loading  guns  in  their  possession  as  well  as 
rifles.  Rifles  are  used  for  sporting  purposes  in  the  North- 
West.  I  believe  the  Indians  should  be  deprived  of  rifles, 
hut  that  the  white  settlers  should  have  all  the  privileges  of 
white  settlers  in  any  part  of  the  Dominion.  The  idea  of  the 
settler,  when  he  wants  to  have  a  rifle  or  a  revolver  in  his 
possession,  having  to  get  a  permit  from  the  Lieutenant 
Governor,  is  absurd.  The  Lieutenant  Governor  may  do,  as 
I  beliove  he  has  done  with  regard  to  liquor  permits  for  the 
North-West  Territories — he  may  sign  a  lot  of  blank  permits 
to  be  filled  in  by  anyone  who  may  happen  to  have  a  little 
patronage  in  that  country,  and  who  will  give  them  to  his 
friends,  while  any  one  who  may  be  supposed  to  be  disloyal, 
as  the  Minister  of  Militia  would  stylo  him,  or  who  has  not 
sufficient  influence  with  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  will  be 
deprived  of  a  rifle  to  protect  himself. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  quite  agree  with  many  of  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  on  this  subject.  I  think  it  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  the  white  settlers  of  that  country 
should  have  arms  to  protect  themselves.  I  had  the  honor 
of  being  present  at  a  deputation  of  white  settlers  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Prince  Albert,  who  waited  on  General 
Middleton,  and  presented  him  with  an  address  after  the 
battle  of  Batoche ;  and  after  the  address  was  presented,  the 
General  said  he  was  astonished  to  find  such  a  large  number 
of  settlers  in  that  country  without  arms,  and  he  recom¬ 
mended  every  one  of  them  to  arm  himself  with  a  rifle.  In 
fact,  he  stated  that  in  England,  people  living  a  few  miles 
distant  from  one  another,  kept  firearms  in  their  houses.  I 
certainly  hope  the  Government  will  reconsider  this  Bill. 
I  also  think  that  the  power  given  to  the  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  of  the  North-West  Territories  would  rot  be  a  wise  one, 
for,  however  carefully  he  might  exercise  that  power,  he 
would  bo  liable  to  be  misinterpreted.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson). 
I  think  he  is  mistaken  in  his  remarks  with  regard  to  grant¬ 
ing  blank  pei-mits  for  keeping  liquor.  I  do  not  think  that 
such  blank  permits  ever  were  issued  in  the  North-West,  and 
I  kno  tv  very  well  that  even  the  warmest  supporters  of  the 
Government  have  the  greatest  difficulty  in  the  world  in 
getting  permits  from  him.  Nor  can  I  entirely  endorse  the 
lion,  gentleman’s  remarks  even  with  regard  to  the  white 
settlers.  I  regret  to  say  that  I  have  myself  heard 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  white  settlers  of  the  North- 
West,  which  were  not  loyal  and  true  to  the  country. 
I  attended  a  meeting  of  the  Farmers  Union  at  Winnipeg, 
and  I  heard  remarks  made  there  which  were  calculated  to 
agitate  the  people,  and  foster  a  rebellious  feeling — in  fact, 
to  give  encouragement  to  those  who  desired  to  rebel.  I 
am  also  perfectly  aware  of  the  fact,  that  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  Prince  Albert,  there  were  some  white  settlers 
there  who,  during  the  recent  troubles,  were  not  as  loyal  as 
they  should  have  been,  and  who  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
the  rising  which  occurred.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that 
this  Mr.  Jackson  who  was  Riel’s  secrotary,  was  a  leading 
advocate  of  the  Farmers’  Union,  and  a  strong  friend  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  His  utterances  on  many  occasions,  as 
told  to  me,  wore  of  the  most  rebellious  character.  In 
interviewing  him,  though  it  was  said  he  was  crazy,  he  recalled 
every  step  he  took  with  reference  to  the  encouragement  ho 
gave  to  Riel,  and  the  reasons  he  joined  him.  They  were 
cortainly  very  peculiar  reasons,  but  such  reasons  as 
actuated  many  others  in  that  country,  not  from  any 
grievances  he  could  lay  his  hands  on,  but  from  some 
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genoral  complaint  against  the  party  who  happened  to  be 
in  power.  So  far  as  I  could  ascertain,  those  general  com¬ 
plaints  were  nothing  more  than  arose  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  had  different  views  from  those  held  by  gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  benches  to-day.  Indeed,  I  know  well  that  this 
family  of  Jacksons  not  only  had  repeatedly  entertained  Riel 
in  their  house,  but  they  were  very  bitter  opponents  of  the 
present  Government,  because  I  had  that  fi’om  the  members 
of  the  family  themselves,  and  especially  the  mother  of  this 
Jackson  who  was  with  Riel.  At  the  same  time,  I  believe 
that  the  great  majority  of  those  who  expressed  those  extreme 
and  improper  views  in  connection  with  the  rebellion,  never 
desired  or  intended  in  their  hearts  to  take  up  arms  against 
the  powers  that  be,  and  they  themselves  were  perhaps  the 
most  frightened,  when  they  found  that  the  result  of  their 
improper  remarks  was  to  give  encouragement  to  the  real 
enemies  of  our  country.  I  certainly  hope  some  improvQ- 
ment  will  be  made  in  this  measure,  by  which  the  white 
people  of  the  North-West  will,  at  any  rate,  bo  able  to  arm 
themselves  for  self-protection  and  other  purposes. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  believe  in  the  propriety  of  sui-rounding 
tho  possession  of  firearms  by  the  Indians  with  all  the 
necessary  precautions.  This  course  has  been  adopted  in 
the  United  States,  and  I  believe  we  have  much  to  borrow 
fi-cm  them  in  that  respect;  but  as  to  the  pi’oprietyof  extend¬ 
ing  this  measure  to  the  white  population,  I  have  my 
doubts.  I  do  not  beliove  the  majority  of  the  white 
population  of  the  North-West  should  be  punished  for 
the  deeds  of  a  certain  poi’tion  of  them  who  have  been  chiefly 
instrumental  in  bringing  about  the  late  rebellion.  I  believe 
also,  that  wo  are  enacting  a  provision  which  it  will  be 
impossible  to  carry  out.  Look  at  tho  extensiveness  of  that 
vast  territory,  with  50,000  or  GO, 000  people  scattered  over 
it,  and  you  will  see  how  difficult  it  will  be  to  put  this  Act 
into  operation,  compelling  every  white  settler  to  make  a 
declaration  with  respect  to  his  having  firearms  in  his  pos¬ 
session,  except  by  means  of  an  army  of  inspectors  or  com¬ 
missioners.  It  is  all  vei’y  well  for  such  a  law  to  exist  in 
France,  where  the  country  is  thickly  settled,  and  whei-e 
municipal  officers  are  appointed  to  execute  the  law ;  but  in 
the  Territories,  with  their  sparse  population,  I  believe  it  is 
impossible,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  proper  to  enact  a  law 
tho  execution  of  which  will  be  impossible. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  sorry  I  was  not 
here  at  the  beginning  of  this  debate,  as  I  was  engaged  in 
another  place.  A  number  of  objections  havo  been  made  to 
the  disarming  clauses  of  this  Bill,  which  should  of  course 
have  every  consideration.  Under  tho  circumstances,  there¬ 
fore,  I  shall  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  146)  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Inland  Revenue 
Act,  1883. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  committee  to  consider  the  following  resolutions: — 

That  it  i3  expedient  to  impose  an  entry  tee  or  duty  of  fifty  dollars  on 
everj  person  of  Chinese  origin  entering  Canada  ; 

That  no  vessel  carrying  Chinese  immigrants  to  any  port  in  Canada 
shall  carry  more  than  one  such  immigrant  for  every  fifty  tons  of  its  ton¬ 
nage  ; 

That  the  master  of  any  vessel  bringing  Chinese  immigrants  to  any 
port  of  Canada  shall  be  personally  liable  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  payment 
of  such  fee  or  duty  in  respect  of  any  immigrant  carried  by  such  vessel. 

Ho  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  pretty  severely  criticised  on 
another  occasion,  because,  without  going  altogether  outside 
of  my  subject,  I  happened  to  make  inference,  in  speaking 
upon  the  question  before  the  House,  to  historical  reminis- 
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cences.  Although  the  question  of  Chinese  immigration  is  a 
great  deal  more  tempting  in  that  direction  than  that  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  I  shall  not  expose  myself  to 
such  criticism  on  this  subject.  I  shall  have  other  consider¬ 
ations  to-day  to  lay  before  this  House.  The  questions 
incidental  to  Chinese  immigration,  which  are  numerous, 
which  date  from  an  early  period  in  history — all  the 
different  questions  which  might  be  raised  in  connection 
with  that  subject  have  been,  I  think,  fully  laid  before  the 
House  in  the  report  which  the  commissioners  appointed  to 
enquire  into  the  subject  of  Chinese  immigration  submitted 
some  time  ago.  That  report  contains  an  elaborate  examin¬ 
ation  of  the  question.  I  shall  content  myself  with  stating 
that  last  session  a  motion  was  made  by  one  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  representing  the  city  of  Victoria,  British  Columbia,  to 
the  effect  “  that  in  the  opinion  of  this  House*  it  is 
expedient  to  enact  a  law  prohibiting  the  entrance  of  Chinese 
into  that  portion  of  Canada  known  as  British  Columbia.”  I 
must  say  that  at  the  time  ^  was  rather  struck  with  a  feel¬ 
ing  of  surprise,  which  I  am  sure  has  been  shared  by  many 
hon.  members  of  this  House,  that  a  demand  was  made  for 
legislation  to  provide  that  one  of  the  first  principles  which 
have  always  guided  the  English  people  in  the  enactment  of 
their  laws  and  regulations  for  the  maintenance  of  the  peace 
and  prosperity  ot  the  country,  should  be  violated  in  exclud¬ 
ing  from  the  shores  of  this  great  country,  which  is  a  part  of 
the  British  Empire,  members  of  the  human  family.  I  then 
remembered  having  read  years  and  years  ago,  when  England 
was  attacked  for  giving  shelter,  not  only  to  suspicious  stran¬ 
gers  and  to  political  refugees,  but  to  men  who  had  proclaimed 
the  assassination  of  the  rulers  of  Europe  as  a  maxim,  and 
had  tried  several  times  to  put  their  nelarious  doctrine  into 
practice,  that  the  English  writers  and  statesmen  answered 
that  British  soil  was  open  to  any  member  of  the  human 
family  not  committing  upon  the  land  any  of  the  offences 
coming  within  the  province  of  the  laws  of  the  country. 
That  motion  was  met,  after  certain  discussion  in  this  House, 
by  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  who  promised  those  who  were  complaining  of  the 
evils  of  Chinese  immigration  into  British  Columbia,  and 
who  eloquently  and  forcibly  put  before  Parliament  the 
grievances  of  their  Province,  that  the  Government  of  Canada 
would  take  the  matter  into  their  earnest  consideration, 
and  that  immediately  after  the  Session,  during  the  recoss 
at  least,  a  commission  would  be  appointed  and  sent 
to  British  Columbia  to  enquire  into  the  trade  relations, 
the  social  relations,  and  those  moral  considerations  which, 
it  was  alleged,  made  Chinese  immigration  undosirable. 
Faithful  to  the  sense  of  duty  that  they  were  discharging 
towards  their  constituents,  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  British 
Columbia,  who  were  disposed  to  press  that  measure,  yielded 
to  the  request  of  the  Government,  on  the  assurance  that  not 
later  than  this  Session  legislation  would  be  brought  in,  if 
the  enquiry,  which  would  be  made  during  the  recess,  would 
bear  out  the  statements  made  before  the  House  by  those 
hon.  gentlemen  and  justify  the  legislation  they  asked  for. 
The  commission  was  appointed  the  4th  July,  and  on  the  8th 
July  I  proceeded,  as  one  of  the  commissioners  to  make  the 
investigation  which  the  Government  considered  necessary 
to  be  made.  I  proceeded  to  California,  the  classical 
.  land,  I  might  say,  of  the  struggles  between  anti-Chinese 
advocates  and  pro- Chinese  sympathisers.  On  arriving  at 
San  Francisco  1  commenced  the  work,  with  the  assistance 
of  the  secretary  of  the  commission,  whose  name  is  attached 
to  the  report  which  was  laid  before  the  House,  and  whose 
researches  in  history,  have  contributed  so  largely  to  the  con¬ 
siderable,  I  might  say  complete,  exposition  of  the  Chinese 
question.  The  Government  intended  that  the  members 
of  the  commission  should  put  themselves  in  communi¬ 
cation  with  the  people  and  obtain  all  the  information  that 
might  be  had  from  those  versed  in  the  question.  About 
three  weeks  were  spent  in  taking  such  information  in  San 


Francisco,  and  the  information  obtained  will  be  found  in 
the  repoi’t.  I  proceeded  to  British  Columbia  to  meet  there 
my  colleague,  the  other  commissionei’,  Mr.  Justice  Gray, 
who  had  been  jointly  appointed  with  me,  and  I  met  him  in 
Victoria  about  the  4th  or  5th  of  August.  On  the 
9lh  we  held  our  first  meeting,  and  after  that  time, 
during  three  weeks,  we  took  all  the  information 
and  evidence  wo  could  reasonably  expect  to  obtain, 
and  the  result  of  that  we  have  inserted  in  our 
report.  I  cannot  hero  avoid  mentioning  that  a  certain 
amount  of  feeling  appeared  to  exist,  on  the  arrival  of 
the  commissioners  in  Victoria,  which  found  utterance 
in  a  kind  of  protest  that  was  at  first  presented,  and  then,  I 
will  not  say  withdrawn,  but  requested  to  bo  withdrawn. 
The  protest  says  that  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  and 
the  commissioners  had  not  given  to  the  proper  authorities 
in  British  Columbia  the  necessary  notice  to  hold  that 
enquiry.  It  is  my  duty  to  state  here,  as  I  did  at  the 
time,  that  I  thought  the  fact  being  public,  it  having 
been  made  known  by  the  hon.  members  of  British  Columbia 
and  by  the  answer  given  by  the  Government  in  this  House, 
that  a  commission  would  bo  held,  the  complaint  or  protest 
was  certainly  not  one  that  was  completely  justifiable. 
More  than  that,  a  long  time  before  the  commission  sat  at 
Victoria,  letters  had  been  sent  to  the  Provincial  authorities 
on  the  20th  July  and  to  the  municipal  authorities  about  the 
same  time,  so  that  all  those  concerned  in  the  question  had 
full  opportunity  to  know  that  it  was  their  duty  to  bring 
before  the  commissioners  all  the  evidence  they  could 
in  support  of  their  views.  More  than  that,  the  members 
of  the  Provincial  Cabinet,  acting  upon  the  advice  or 
rather  the  command  of  the  House,  presented  in  the  month 
of  May,  I  think,  or  in  the  beginning  of  the  year  1884,  a 
detailed  petition  to  the  Federal  Government,  setting  forth 
that  legislation  had  already  been  passed  in  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  of  British  Columbia,  and  that  the  facts  which  had 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  authorities  of  the  Provincial 
Legislature  were  sufficient  to  warrant  the  petitioners  in 
their  demands.  That  petition  contained  all  the  grievances 
which  were  then  and  will  now  bo  raised  with  regard  to 
Chinese  immigration.  And  the  facts  which  it  gave  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  demand  were  presumed  to  be  known  at 
least  to  those  who  had  signed  the  petition.  However,  the 
question  of  Chinese  immigration  is  one  which  interests  the 
whole  Dominion,  not  one  single  Province,  although  up  to 
this  present  moment,  only  one  Province  has  raised  its  voice 
against  such  increasing  immigration,  and  I  dare  say  for  the 
very  good  reason  that  this  is  the  only  Province  where 
Chinese  immigration  has  developed  to  any  important  figure. 
After  having  heard  the  witnesses  who  appeared,  after  having 
had  from  the  authorities,  both  municipal  and  provincial,  all 
the  information  and  official  documents  that  were  wanted,  the 
commissioners  visited,  as  much  as  they  oould,  the  principal 
points  of  the  Province  to  gathor  the  information  which  they 
thought  was  required.  We  visited  New  Westminster.  Wo 
made  the  journey  as  leisuroly  as  we  could  on  the  line  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  from  Port  Moody  as  far  as  tho 
Thompson  Eiver,  and  we  collected  important  information 
there  in  relation  to  the  subject  of  our  mission.  I  would  be 
more  tempted,  if  I  were  at  tho  beginning  of  my  remarks,  to 
give  a  description  of  that  most  magnificent  and  picturesque 
country.  Eeally  it  would  be  worth  while  in  tho  future  for 
tourists  to  coma  from  all  parts  of  the  world  to  admire  tho 
beauties,  unequalled  in  any  country,  of  the  canyons  of  the 
Fraser  Eiver  on  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  I 
have  been  a  good  deal  over  tho  world,  I  have  visited  more  than 
one  country,  I  have  visited  in  Europe  those  countries  which 
are  most  renowned  lor  the  grandeur,  the  picturesqueness,  the 
inattendu  of  their  scenery,  and  I  have  never  seen  anything  to 
surpass  the  beauty  of  the  sight  when  one  arrives  at  Mount 
Hope,  seeing  there,  what  I  saw,  like  in  a  dream,  an  anchor 
made  by  tho  glaring  ice  on  the  top  of  the  mountain,  as  if 


the  hope  of  the  country  was  well  rested  in  that  colony,  so 
true  to  the  Crown  and  so  decided  to  mark  its  way  in  the 
path  of  the  progress  of  Confederation.  But  I  must  come 
now  to  the  rather  prosaic  part  of  my  duty,  to  put  before 
the  House  the  work  we  have  done,  the  conclusions  we 
arrived  at,  and  those  which  the  Government  expressed 
by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  We  visited,  after 
having  gone  over  that  part  cf  the  country,  the  beauti¬ 
ful  port  of  Nanaimo.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  mooting  there 
our  friend  the  able  representative  of  that  part  of  British 
Columbia,  and  I  must  say,  to  the  credit  of  the  country  he 
represents,  that  happy  days,  days  of  wealth,  days  of  pros¬ 
perity,  grand  days  are  in  the  future  for  Nanaimo,  with  its 
mines  of  the  greatest  wealth,  with  its  immense  facilities  for 
navigation  and  landing — for  it  is  one  of  the  features  of  the 
coast  on  the  whole  of  the  straits  in  British  Columbia  that 
vessels  of  the  largest  tonnage  can  come  and  load  in  still 
water  at  a  natural  wharf  made  by  the  granite  of  the 
shores.  We  visited  Nanaimo  and  saw  the  works  of  the 
two  great  mining  companies ;  one  at  the  head  of  which 
is  Mr.  Dunsmuir,  the  proprietor  of  the  three  mines 
worked  by  the  company  ;  the  other  which  is  under  the 
control  and  superintendence  of  Mr.  Bobbins.  We  could 
see  there  things  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  our  investi¬ 
gation.  After  having  accomplished  that  duty  we  came 
back,  and  with  all  the  evidence  and  information 
necessary  to  place  before  this  Parliament  and  this 
country,  I  might  Bay  before  the  world,  a  complete 
record  of  the  question,  the  commissioners,  with  the 
valuable  assistance  of  the  Secretary,  prepared  the  report 
which  has  been  laid  before  the  House.  We  thought 
it  was  worth  our  while  to  add  to  the  evidence  we 
had  gathered  ourselves,  to  the  personal  information  we 
had  taken  ourselves  without  any  special  testimony  of  wit¬ 
nesses,  a  condensation  of  the  very  valuable  though  volumin¬ 
ous  evidence  which  in  1876  had  been  taken  before  the  com¬ 
mission  appointed  at  that  time  by  the  United  States  Congress. 
1  think  it  is  not  out  of  my  way  to  mention  at  the  present 
moment  the  steps  which  had  been  taken  in  British 
Columbia  to  bring  the  question  of  Chinese  immigration 
before  the  Government,  and  to  bring  it  to  an  end,  as  I  hope 
it  will  be  brought,  by  the  adoption  of  the  measure  the  second 
reading  of  which  I  shall  soon  have  the  honor  to  propose.  In 
a  paper  which  has  been  submitted  to  us,  I  see  that,  so  far 
ago  as  1876,  a  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  9th  May,  was  adopted  in  favor  of  legislation  to  prevent 
this  Province  being  overrun  by  the  Chinese  population,  to 
the  injury  of  the  settled  population  of  the  country.  Later 
on,  on  tho  31st  July,  1878,  another  resolution  of  the  Legis¬ 
lative  Assembly  was  passed  and  concurred  in  against  the 
employment  of  Chinese  laborers  on  public  works,  the  Local 
Government  not  to  be  responsible  for  the  payment 
on  contracts  if  the  contractors  used  Chinese  labor. 
In  1879,  on  the  28th  of  March,  a  select  committee  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly  made  a  report  in  which  they  adverted 
to  tho  veto  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  an  Act 
similar  to  the  Queensland  Act,  and  drawing  attention  to 
the  fact  that  Her  Majesty  Queen  Victoria  had  been  pleased 
to  sanction  the  Queensland  Act  concerning  Chinese  immi¬ 
gration,  notwithstanding  the  treaty  with  China,  which  had 
always  been  urged  in  the  United  States  as  a  bar  to  the 
enforcement  ol  the  different  enactments  of  the  California 
Legislature.  I  may  state  here  that,  as  soon  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Dominion  had  decided  to  take  this  matter  into 
consideration,  we  received  from  the  Imperial  authorities  a 
communication  stating  that  notwithstanding  the  commercial 
treaty  between  Great  Britain  and  China,  the  Imperial 
authorities  left  the  Canadian  Government  free  to  dispose  of 
the  question  as  they  deemed  expedient.  In  the  report  I 
have  mentioned,  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  Her 
Majesty  had  sanctioned  the  Queensland  Act,  I  find  this 
paragraph : 
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“It  has,  however,  been  admitted  that  this  Legislature  has  no  power 
to  pass  the  Queensland  Act,  as  its  provisions  would  interfere  with  trade 
and  commerce,  and  thus  conflict  with  the  British  North  America  Act, 
which  confers  the  regulation  of  that  subject  upon  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

“As  the  Australians  are  now  organising  a  combined  movement  to 
obtain,  if  possible,  from  the  Imperial  Government  such  measures  of  pro¬ 
tection  against  the  further  influx  of  Chinese  into  their  country,  the  time 
would  seem  opportune  for  united  or  independent  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Dominion  in  the  same  direction. 

“  Your  committee  have  ascertained  that  several  measures  of  an  anti- 
Chinese  tendency,  and  more  or  less  restrictive  in  character,  have  been 
passed  in  New  Zealand,  and  in  Victoria  and  other  Australian  colonies, 
but  have  been  disallowed  by  the  Home  Government.” 

In  1880,  on  tho  21st  of  April,  a  resolution  was  passed  by 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Victoria,  asking  that  the  Queens¬ 
land  Act  should  be  made  the  basis  of  legislation  by  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  It  might  be  well,  perhaps,  that  I  should 
mention  now  tho  principal  provisions  of  the  Queensland 
Act.  It  provides  that  any  vessel  bringing  Chinese  passen¬ 
gers  as  immigrants  shall  bring  no  more  than  one  Chinaman 
to  every  ten  tons  burthen  of  the  vessel,  and  that  every  such 
Chinese  immigrant  shall  pay  an  entry  fee  of  £10,  and 
imposing  penalties  upon  the  master  of  the  vessel  or  other 
persons  when  contravening  the  Act.  In  the  7th  section 
there  is  a  proviso  to  the  effect  that  if  at  any  time  within 
three  years  from  the  date  of  landing  or  arrival  of  any 
Chinese  in  respect  to  whom  such  sums  shall  have  been  paid, 
he  shall  depart  from  the  colony,  tho  sum  that  he  had  to  pay 
shall  be  remitted  to  him  on  his  departure  from  the  colony. 
That  feature  has  not  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  On  tho  26th  February,  1882,  the  British  Columbia 
Legislature  passed  another  resolution,  and  a  Minute  of  the 
Executive  Council  dated  the  7th  March  was  sent  to  the 
Dominion  Government  requesting  them  not  to  employ 
Chinese  labor  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  and  askmg 
us  to  assist  white  immigration.  The  answer  given  to  the 
provincial  authorities  is  to  be  found  in  tho  following  docu¬ 
ment.  The  then  Acting  Secretary  of  State,  sent  a  letter  to 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  the  following  terms : — 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  hss  had  under  his  consideration  in  council  the  resolutions  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  of  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  which  were 
embodied  in  a  minute  of  your  Executive  Council  of  the  9th  March  last, 
a  copy  of  which  wa3  enclosed  in  your  despatch  of  the  16c.h  of  that 
month,  in  reference  to  the  advisability  of  assisting  immigration,  and 
inducing  the  railway  contractors  to  employ  white  rather  than  Chinese 
labor  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  that  Province. 

“  I  have  now  to  state,  for  the  information  of  your  Government,  that 
his  executive  is  advised  that  there  are  no  means  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  to  induce  the  contractors  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
to  import  and  employ  the  labors  of  white  immigrants  on  their  works 
instead  of  Chinese. 

“  If,  however  the  contractor  desires  to  prepay  the  passages  of  white 
laborers  from  the  United  Kingdom,  the  utmost  facilities  of  assisted 
ocean  passages,  and  such  services  as  can  he  rendered  by  the  agents  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  will  be  freely  afforded.  Transportation 
across  the  continent  is,  however,  at  present,  both  difficult  and  expensive, 
and  the  Government  have  not  at  their  disposal  any  means  to  assist  such 
movement  of  immigrants. 

“  The  advantages  offered  by  British  Columbia  a3  a  field  for  settlement 
of  immigrants,  have  been  fully  set  forth  in  authentic  publications  dissem¬ 
inated  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  promote  immigration  to 
that  Province,  which  will,  However,  be  difficult  until  the  transconti¬ 
nental  railway  through  Canadian  territory  is  completed.” 

The  executive  of  British  Columbia,  in  a  Minute  of  Council 
of  19th  August,  1882,  which  was  transmitted  by  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  asked  the  Dominion  Government  to 
promote  the  necessary  legislation  : 

“  For  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  immigration  of  Chinese  to  this 
Province,  and  for  the  prevention  of  their  employment  upon  Dominion 
public  works  ;  and  further  to  provide  that  in  the  event  of  a  charter 
being  granted  to  a  railway  or  other  public  work  in  British  Columbia,  a 
clause  may  be  inserted  preventing  their  employment  thereon.” 

In  1883,  on  the  28th  February,  the  Legislative  Assembly 
passed  a  resolution  again  making  a  request  similar  in  subs¬ 
tance  to  tho  one  I  have  mentioned.  Tho  outlines  of  an  Act 
were  submitted  to  the  Government  as  those  which  would  be 
satisfactory  to  tho  petitioners,  that  is  to  say,  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people  of  British  Columbia.  I  daro  say  that  at 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


8005 


the  present  moment  the  Act  they  then  proposed  would  not 
be  sat;sfactory  to  them,  and  we  hope  that  the  legislation  now 
proposed,  and  which  is  more  stringent  than  the  Bill  they 
suggested,  will  satisfy  the  most  exacting,  as  well  as  the  most 
reasonable  men  who  are  interested  in  the  progress  of  the 
Province.  In  1884  the  British  Columbia  Legislature  sent  a 
petition  to  this  Government  asking  that  “  an  Act  be  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  Dominion  Government  restricting  and  regu¬ 
lating  the  immigration  of  Chinese.”  I  am  quoting  this  last 
and  most  forcible  demand  of  British  Columbia  to  compare 
it  with  the  measure  which  is  now  before  the  House,  the 
title  of  which  and  the  provisions  of  which  are  exactly  the 
same  as  suggested  by  the  petition  of  1884.  I  might  now, 
perhaps,  mention  the  measures  of  repression  adopted, 
the  different  Acts  passed  by  several  colonies  and  nations 
of  the  4 world  in  respect  to  Chinese  immigration  into 
those  countries.  As  far  back  as  the  end  of  the  16th 
century  and  the  begginning  of  the  17th,  in  the  Island  of 
Manila,  the  Chinese  were  found  to  bo  too  numerous, 
too  obtrusive  and  too  much  inclined  to  encroach  upon  the 
rights  of  others.  We  read  in  history  that  edicts  and  regula¬ 
tions  were  resorted  to  to  prevent  the  influx  of  Chinese; 
they  had  become  so  numerous  that  the  Spaniards 
took  up  arms  in  1603,  and  a  general  massacre 
ensued  in  which  30,000  Chinese  were  killed. 
In  1634,  30,000  Chinese  were  still  on  the  island.  Another 
massacre  took  place  in  which  20,000  wore  killed  and  at 
that  time  7,000  surrendered.  Strange  to  say  50  years  after¬ 
wards  the  Chinese  wore  again  masters  of  the  island,  and  it 
was  only  after  a  strong  administration  had  passed  a  decree 
that  they  were  expelled  in  1709.  In  1762  thc}r  were  still 
in  sufficient  numbers  on  the  island  to  be  of  great  assistance 
to  the  British  forces  in  conquering  it.  In  Java  the 
same  treatment  was  given  the  Chinese  by  the  Dutch  popu¬ 
lation  who  had  settled  upon  that  island.  In  1730  a  measure 
of  oppression  was  passed  against  them,  and  in  1740  the 
Chinese  were  all  deported  ;  but  a  little  time  afterwards  the 
race  had  returned  in  such  numbers  that  history  relates  that 
10,000  of  them  were  killed.  At  Singapore,  Penang,  Malacca 
under  British  rule  there  are  now  over  200,000  Chinese,  who 
are  considered,  I  must  say,  as  most  valuable  sottlers  in  the 
interest  of  British  trade  in  those  islands.  In  tho  Australian 
colonies  to  which  wo  have  to  look  for  legislation  in  regal’d  fo 
this  question,  an  Act  was  passed  in  Victoria  in  1864,  which 
was  afterwards  repealod  by  an  Act  passed  in  1865,  which 
contained  the  following  provisions  “  The  master  of  every 
ship  having  passengers  on  board  shall  distinctly  specify  and 
state  in  his  list  of  passengers,  to  be  examined  by  the  Collector 
of  Customs,  those  who  are  Chinese  im  migrants,  and  in  default 
the  offender  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  £200.”  Penalties 
are  also  enacted  against  those  who  obstruct  officers  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  their  duty.  By  the  Act  of  1881  a  penalty  of  £100 
was  imposed  upon  all  owners  and  masters  of  vessels  who  carry 
a  greater  number  than  one  Chinese  immigrant  for  every  100 
tons  register  of  the  vessel,  and  each  immigrant  is  called  upon 
to  pay  £10  entry  money,  an  exception  to  those  penalties 
being  made  in  the  case  of  Chinese  who  come  into  the 
colony  and  who  are  British  subjects.  I  must  say  that  tho 
provisions  of  the  statute  appear  to  be  rather  severo.  In 
Now  South  Wales,  in  1881,  legislation  was  passod  somewhat 
similar  to  that  1  have  already  mentioned,  and  also  imposing 
an  entry  payment  of  £10.  If  we  wanted  precedents  for  legis¬ 
lation  upon  the  subject  we  would  have  to  come  to  the  United 
States.  The  Chinese  restriction  Act  was  passed  on  the  5th 
August,  1882,  after  an  agitation  that  had  continued  from  1872 
to  that  date,  or  over  10  years.  That  Act  was  not  superseded 
exactly  but  was  amended  by  an  Act  passed  in  1884,  on  tho 
5th  day  of  August,  which  came  into  force  90  days  after  it  was 
passed,  and  is  to  continue  for  ten  years.  That  legislation,  as 
is  well  known,  is  prohibitory  legislation.  As  to  whether  it  has 
worked  beneficially  in  California  is  a  question  which  is  not 
yet  well  settled.  Whether  it  is  owing  to  the  too  great 


stringency  of  the  law  or  to  the  persistency  and  constancy  of 
tho  Chinese  immigrants  coming  into  that  renowned  land,  it  is 
difficult  to  say  ;  but  complaints  are  made  that  the  Act  up  to 
this  moment  has  not  worked  very  satisfactorily,  and  has  given 
rise  to  a  great  many  suits  and  proceedings  before  the  courts. 
So  we  see  that  almost  everywhere  the  Chinese  have  grown, 
except  where  British  rule  prevails,  they  have  gradually 
grown  to  such  an  extent  that  stringent  measures  had  to  be 
taken  against  them.  From  1849  to  1859,  after  the  period  of 
the  discovery  of  gold  in  large  quantities  in  California, 
Chinese  immigration  b-gan ;  and  not  only  was  it  well 
received  in  the  United  States,  but  it  was  welcomed,  it  was 
induced  to  come.  And  whon  a  treaty  had  been  made  with 
China,  opening  five  of  her  ports  to  the  commerce  of  the 
European  nations  that  had  forced  that  treaty  on 
her,  every  one  knows  that  in  1856  a  special  treaty 
called,  I  think,  the  Burlinghame  Treaty,  was  entered  into, 
at  the  instance  of  the  American  Government,  between  China 
and  the  United  States,  creating  more  intimate  relations  with 
tho  American  Government  than  even  those  which  had  been 
imposed  by  these  European  nations  upon  China  by  tho  first 
treaty.  Strange  to  say,  in  that  land  of  extreme  liberty, 
persecution  raged  as  fiercely  as  amongst  the  Spaniards  of 
Manila  one  hundred  years  before,  and  the  strong  arm  of  tho 
federal  authority  could  alone  prevent  tho  renewal  of  those 
brutal  massacres.  “  Although,”  an  American  writer  says, 
“they  had  been  welcomed,  and  they  were  our  friends; 
although  in  1862,  they  took  part  in  tho  processions  of  the  4th 
of  July,  and  were  received  as  good  citizens  of  tho  United 
States,  if  they  chose  to  be  so;  yet  in  1872  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  them  to  show  themselves  at  our  leasts 
and  holidays;  they  would  not  have  dared  to  mix  in  the 
national  festivities.”  Between  1872  and  the  date  of  tho 
passing  of  an  Act  of  Congress  the  most  atrocious  acts  of 
barbarity  wei’e  committed  upon  them,  under  the  eyes 
of  the  authorities  of  the  State  of  California — committed 
against  a  peaceful  population,  who  had  been  brought 
to  American  shores  by  American  diplomacy,  and  by 
the  inducements  of  American  merchants  and  agents. 
The  “  Sand-lotterg,”  as  they  were  called,  having  at  their 
head  the  notorious  Dennis  Kearney,  kept  San  Francisco  in  a 
state  of  terror,  and  everyone  who  has  read,  knows  what 
atrocities  were  committed  during  a  long  period  of  time,  under 
the  eyes  even  of  the  Federal  authorities  without  repression. 
It  is  true  that  there  the  laboring  olemont,  the  voting  element, 
in  a  great  measure,  in  that  land  of  universal  suffrage,  pre¬ 
vailed,  and  was  soon  turned  into  a  mob  element — an  element 
which  was  so  strong  as  to  prevent  even  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  from  enforcing  the  laws  of  that  country.  That  reminds 
me,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  a  little  reminiscence  of  those  days,  a 
word  of  witty  sarcasm  attributed  to  the  Chinese  Consul 
General  in  San  Francisco,  and  it  will  prove  that  that  nation 
is  not  so  far  behind,  or  so  degenerated  as  some  people  would 
believe  them  to  bo.  The  wit  of  the  answer  which  was  given  by 
this  gentleman,  was  worthy  of  any  English  or  French  wit. 
The  story  goes  to  say  that  one  day,  before  the  eyes  of  an 
officer,  two  or  three  young  Chinese  children  were  pelted  by 
soldiers,  first  with  apples  and  then  with  stones.  An  English 
gentleman  who  happened  to  be  present,  had  remonstrated, 
but  in  vain,  and  had  reported  the  inhumane  conduct  of  the 
soldiers  and  the  criminal  stupidity  of  the  officer.  The  Consul 
General  heard  of  it,  and  being  on  his  way  to  Washington, 
when  he  was  there,  ho  made  representations  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  asking  him  that  the  authorities  should  take  pro¬ 
ceedings  so  as  to  punish  the  offenders.  The  American 
Minister  after  hesitating  a  littlo,  smiled  and  said  :  “  Well 
you  know,  sir,  I  think  it  is  very  wrong  that  such  a  thing 
should  have  happened,  but  you  know  the  presidential  elec¬ 
tions  are  coming,  and  we  must  reckon  upon  tho  Irish  votes, 
and  the  Irish  population  are  all  down  on  your  people  and 
|  thoy  would  resent  any  action  taken  in  this  matter.  I  am 
I  much  afraid  you  will  have  to  swallow  tho  insult  to  your  follow 
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countrymen,  as  I  will  have  to  swallow  the  humiliation  of.  not 
enforcing  the  penalties  which  should  have  followed  the  out¬ 
rage  which  was  committed.”  “  Well,  sir,”  replied  the  Consul 
General,  “  I  do  not  know  what  answer  to  send  to  my  master, 
unless  I  would  advise  him  to  send  the  Chinese  to  Ireland,  the 
only  place  where  the  Irish  do  not  rule.”  It  was  well  known 
that  in  California,  this  bad  treatment  was  going  on  with  im¬ 
punity,  so  far  as  the  ruling  and  voting  element  in  the  com¬ 
munity  was  concerned.  Well,  in  British  Columbia,  the  first 
comers  of  Chineso  origin,  have  also  been  welcomed.  The 
question  of  how  their  presence  in  British  Columbia  is 
now  appreciated  is  one  which  I  suppose  this  House  will 
not  have  any  difficult  to  understand  or  to  judge  by 
the  expression  of  opinion  of  the  Legislature  of  British 
Columbia,  and  of  the  representatives  of  British  Columbia  in 
this  House.  Are  we  to  discuss  here  what  is  the  reason  of  this 
violent  opposition  to  Chinese  immigration  ?  The  opposition 
to  Chinese  immigration  is  two-fold.  Some  people  say  that 
they  are  a  degraded  race ;  they  are  a  mischievous  race ;  they 
are  an  uncivilised  race  ;  they  are  barbarians  of  some  kind; 
and  tho  advanced  civilisation  developed  under  British  insti¬ 
tutions,  cannot  suffer  such  aD  element  on  British  territory. 
Others  say  no,  no,  it  is  not  that,  but  they  are  actually  invad¬ 
ing  all  the  different  paths  of  industry.  If  you  allow  them 
to  come  iD,  they  are  going  to  monopolise  every  kind  of  labor 
and  industry  in  the  country,  and  with  the  hordes  of  hundreds 
of  millions  that  inhabit  the  Chinese  Empire,  no  one  knows 
what  America  will  become,  if  a  check  is  not  put  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  upon  the  invasion  of  these  barbarians.  I  must  say  that 
both  in  California  and  British  Columbia,  opinions  are  divided 
as  to  the  appreciation,  abstractively,  of  the  Chinese  race  and 
Chinese  immigration.  In  California,  if  you  consult  the  manu¬ 
facturer  or  the  railway  contractor,  the  vine  grower,  the  land 
reclaimer,  the  mining  proprietor ;  if  you  consult  the  man 
who  wants  to  develop  some  largo  now  industry  in  the  country 
— for  California  is  still  a  new  country — requiring  a  large 
amount  of  labor,  and  not  having  at  hand  all  the  labor,  and 
especially  all  the  cheap  labor,  which  is  necessary  to  make 
those  works  productive,  they  will  tell  you  that  Chinese  immi¬ 
gration  has  been  and  still  can  be  made  useful  and  desirable. 
In  British  Columbia  amongst  the  foremost  men  in  tho 
community,  opinions  are  divided  as  to  the  good  that  has 
been  produced  by  Chinese  immigration  and  the  evil  which 
would  eventually  be  produced  if  Chinese  immigrants  were 
driven  out  of  the  country.  In  general,  the  wealthy 
class,  the  best  educated  class,  is  favorable  to  the  Chinese. 
There  is  perhaps  no  question  that  has  so  much  divided 
writers,  thinkers,  historians  and  philosophers  as  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  what  is  really  Chinese  civilisation  and  whether 
China  is  an  effete  nation  or  a  nation  having  attained  a 
peculiar  perfection,  which  has  stood  the  ravages  of  cen¬ 
turies  which  have  gone  over  other  nations  and  other 
societies,  and  under  which  those  nations  and  societies  have 
sunk  and  disappeared.  I  only  mention  these  differences  of 
opinion.  If  you  open  books  treating  upon  that  subject  you 
will  find  opinions  divided,  with  certainly  a  majority  of  the 
writers,  historians  and  thinkers  in  favor  of  the  yellow  race 
rather  than  against.  At  tho  same  time  you  will  find  con¬ 
tradictions  in  these  appreciations.  Well,  Sir,  what  are  the 
bad  qualities  or  the  defects  which  prevent  us  from  accept¬ 
ing  that  immigration  as  desirablo  ?  In  the  whole  of  the 
investigations  we  have  made — I  do  not  speak  of  tho  books 
that  have  been  written  upon  the  subject — with  perhaps  one 
or  two  exceptions,  which  will  not  count  at  present,  the  con¬ 
clusion  has  always  beeD,  and  very  naturally,  tho  same.  Ho 
doubt,  Sir,  Chineso  immigration  has  been  useful;  no  doubt 
it  has  done  a  great  deal  of  good ;  no  doubt  it  may  still  do 
a  great  deal  of  good;  no  doubt  if  all  the  Chinese  immi¬ 
grants  were  taken  away  from  tho  State  or  the  Province, 
great  injury  would  bo  done  to  the  State  or  the  Province  ; 
but  wo  prefer  white  immigrants  to  Chinese  immigrants. 
There  exists  a  certain  natural  repulsion  to  these  people. 

Mr.  CfiArLEAUi 


July  2, 


What  is  the  reason  for  that  kind  of  repulsion,  which  I 
must  say  is  almost  general  and  natural  ?  Is  it 
because  of  the  color  of  the  race?  Surely  not.  Though 
the  negro  population  is  certainly  more  distinct  and 
should  be  more  repulsive,  we  do  not  see  that  black 
immigration  has  been  prevented  by  the  means  which  have 
been  used  to  prevent  Chineso  immigration  into  the  diffe¬ 
rent  countries  of  tho  world.  How  is  it  that  when  people 
are  discussing  this  question,  they  cannot  avoid  not  only 
expressing  themselves  strongly  against  the  incoming  of  that 
race,  but  using  invectives  almost  instinctively  against  them  ? 
Is  it  by  reason  of  their  color  ?  No.  Is  it  by  reason  of 
their  dress  ?  Why  should  it  be  ?  Certainly  there  are 
other  nations  in  tho  world  who  dress  more  extraordinarily 
than  the  Chinese.  The  garment  tho  Chinaman  wears  is 
after  all  not  very  different  from  the  workingman’s  blouse 
in  France.  Is  it  on  account  of  the  dress?  I  do  not  think 
so.  Is  it  on  account  of  the  manner  in  which  they  braid 
their  hair,  or  the  manner  in  which  they  shave  a  part  of 
their  head  ?  Surely  not ;  tho  shaving  of  the  head  is  an  element 
of  cleanliness  ;  and  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  the  braided 
queue  is  after  all  not  so  repulsive  as  the  mothods  of  wearing 
hair  in  eomeothor  nations— Indians,  for  instance,  who  do  not 
excite  the  same  repulsion  as  the  Chinese.  Is  it  their 
religion  ?  Why  should  it  be  ?  They  are  not  fanatics  ; 
they  have  never  interfered  with  the  religion  of  others  ; 
they  are  peaceful  in  that  respect.  It  is  said  that  the 
Chinese  are  free-thinkers — that  their  religion  is  rationalism 
run  to  decay.  Well,  in  some  parts  of  tho  world,  which  are 
considered  to  be  very  enlightened,  some  people  are  regarded 
as  more  highly  gifted  intellectually  than  others  if  they  put 
forward  their  title  of  free-thinkers,  of  having  the  right  to 
criticise  their  own  creed  and  that  of  others.  It  cannot  be 
that.  Is  it  their  way  of  living  ?  After  all,  when  we  regard 
it  closely,  it  certainly  cannot  be  their  diet.  They  eat  and 
drink  lightly,  which  is  a  virtue  with  us.  Is  it  their  way  of 
living  altogether  in  filthy  dwellings,  where  many  are  con¬ 
gregated  together,  aud  where  ventilation  necessary  to  life 
is  not  found  ?  That  reason  would  certainly  have  a  good 
application,  if  by  it  bad  health  or  diseases  wore  engendered. 
Nothing  of  the  kind — and  I  say  it  most  emphatically — has 
been  shown  either  in  the  United  States  or  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia.  All  that  can  be  said  is  that  Chinese  quarters  wore  a 
most  unenviable  neighborhood.  People  at  times  speak  as 
if  leprosy  was  a  common  disease  among  tho  Chinese  immi¬ 
grants.  Well,  I  have  interrogated  many  of  those  who  were 
able  to  speak  on  that  subject,  and  the  only  case  of  so-called 
leprosy  which  was  mentioned  by  any  of  the  witnesses — and 
certainly  not  well  disposed  witnesses — was  not  only  contest¬ 
ed,  but  was  denied  by  the  professional  man  having  charge  of 
the  gaol  where  the  case  was  reported  to  have  been  discovered. 
It  is  true  that  the  neighborhood  of  the  different  quarters 
where  they  reside  are  not  tempting  or  attractive.  This  might 
be  remedied  no  doubt  by  municipal  legislation.  Still,  I 
must  say  that  cleanliness  for  cleanliness,  disorder  for  dis¬ 
order,  repulsive  appearance  for  repulsive  appearance,  I  have 
seen  in  some  of  the  streets  of  San  Francisco  something  that 
was  a  great  deal  worse  than  tho  worst  sights  I  have  seen  in 
what  they  call  the  Chineso  slums.  No  doubt  this  is  a  condi¬ 
tion  which  is  found  in  cortain  classes  of  humanity,  as  well 
amongst  tho  Chinese  as  other  races.  I  had  occasion  to  visit 
some  of  the  good  Chinese  restaurants  in  San  Francisco.  I 
visited  a  couple  of  high  class  Chineso  clubs,  and  I  confess 
that  the  comforts,  the  luxuries  of  life  are  as  well  appreciated 
and  as  easily  found  as  amongst  the  best  of  ourselves.  Have 
we  repulsio a  for  them  because  they  lack  courage?  Surely 
not.  It  is  truo  they  are  a  timid  people,  but  they  have  a  kind 
of  courage  which  is  considered,  amongst  some  civilised 
nations,  as  heroism.  The  fact  is  that  we  are  naturally  dis¬ 
posed,  through  inconscient  prejudices,  to  turn  into  defects 
even  their  virtues.  In  support  of  my  pretension  1  might 
quote  here  one  of  the  writers  on  the  subject,  and  one  who, 
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in  my  estimation,  has  really  taken  up  the  subject,  not  only 
with  great  vigor,  but  perhaps  in  the  best  possible  sense.  He 
says : 

“He  is  generally  honest,  it  is  true,  but  the  most  prominent  Chinese 
merchant  in  San  Francisco  admitted  that  his  race  was  honest  simply 
because  it  was  the  best  policy,  and  for  no  other  reason.  Now,  a  man 
who  is  honest  from  the  mere  force  of  logic,  simply  because  honesty  is 
generally  the  best  policy,  must  inevitably  be  dishonest  in  the  exceptional 
case  when  dishonesty  i3  the  best  policy.” 

This  is  the  argument  the  writer  puts  forward  as  one  of  the 
arguments  against  the  Chinese.  I  think  it  would  not  be 
right  to  blame  a  people  for  boasting  that  they  are  honest 
because  thoy  have  found  out  that  honesty  is  the  best  policy. 
I  have  always  understood  that  amongst  civilised  people  it  is 
a  maxim  which,  when  followed  out,  is  rather  a  sign  of  per¬ 
fection  than  degradation. 

“  The  two  races  are  further  separated  by  fundamental  differences  in 
language,  in  dress,  in  customs,  in  habits  and  social  peculiarities  and 
prejudices.  In  all  these  respects  the  Chinese  differ  from  us  more  than 
any  known  race.  Even  their  virtues  are  not  the  same  as  ours.  While 
they  are,  as  a  nation,  more  apprehensive  of  danger  than  we,  and  more 
selnshand  cowardly  in  avoiding  it,  in  the  presence  of  death  they  display 
a  rare  intrepidity  and  yield  up  their  lives  with  a  courage  which  we 
should  consider  heroic  in  one  of  ourselves.” 

We  have  seen  during  the  war  which  has  been  waging  the 
last  two  or  three  years  between  China  and  one  of  the  first 
nations  of  Europe,  that  the  Chinese  have  proved  themselves 
to  be  individually,  certainly  not  deserving  the  accusation 
of  cowardice,  which  is  one  of  the  vices  put  forward  as 
explaining  the  repulsion  felt  against  them. 

“They  excel  us  in  industry  and  economy,  but  they  are  even  more 
eckless  and  prodigal  when  they  choose  to  indulge  themselves.” 

So  much  for  those  who  accuse  the  Chinese  of  natural  avarices. 
It  is  true,  they  are  generally  prudent  and  saving,  but  when 
they  are  willing  to  be  liberal  their  liberality  really  borders 
on  extravagance. 

“There  is  nothing  in  lheir  religion  or  in  their  education  to  counteract 
or  ameliorate  those  tendencies.  Their  religion  is  rationalism  ran  to 
decay;  their  education  is  principally  directed  to  forms  and  ceremonies. 
In  fact,  their  civilisation  is  so  ancient  that  it  has  become  rotten. 

“  Thus  the  Chinaman  has  brought  to  us  and  planted  within  our  border 
all  the  vicious  practices  and  evil  tendencies  of  his  home,  aggravated 
somewhat,  perhaps,  by  the  circumstance  that  he  has  lost  what  little 
restraint  his  home  Government  imposed  upon  him  without  submitting 
to  the  restraint  of  ours.” 

Wbat  is  mentioned  boro  as  being  something  repulsive  to  our 
civilisation  is,  when  reasoned  out,  not  sufficient  reason  to 
explain  that  hatred,  that  natural,  instinctive  repulsion  felt 
towards  them.  What,  then,  is  the  real  reason?  I  have 
stated  first,  those  differences  in  physical  peculiarities, 
in  dress,  in  habits,  which  might  not  bo  an  object 
of  special  attention  and  special  estrangement,  were  it 
not  for  the  prejudices  which,  at  every  moment,  point 
out  to  those  differences  and  produce  that  repulsion. 
Suppose  for  example,  says  a  writer,  that  red-headed  men 
were  rigidly  excluded  from  general  society  and  compelled 
to  consort  together.  The  ‘result  would  be,  that  in  a  few 
generations  we  should  have  a  red-headed  sept,  and  after 
aions  of  ages  it  might  be,  or  at  least  it  might  be  belioved 
that  there  were  mental  as  well  as  physical  differences 
between  us.  Physical  peculiarities  tend  to  make  other  and 
less  important  divergencies  conspicuous,  and  in  this  and 
other  ways  are  constantly  operating  to  isolate  the  race 
possessing  them  from  other  races.  1  am  inclined  to  think 
that  physical  peculiarities  which  now  pass  unnoticed  might, 
if  a  prejudice  were  aroused  against  them,  ultimately  result 
in  the  separation  and  isolation  of  new  races  and  septs  now 
unknown.  Upon  the  whole,  I  doubt  if  there  is  any  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  the  fraternisation  of  races  so  difficult  to  over¬ 
come  as  this  one  of  physical  peculiarities,  and  the  prejudices, 
sometimes  very  idle  and  senseless,  which  are  begotten  of 
them.  The  continuation  of  the  prejudices  engendered  by 
those  differences  is  certainly,  and  has  been,  acting  very 
forcibly  upon  the  estrangement  of  the  Chinese  race  amongst 
other  nations.  We  are  prone  to  generalise  the  fault  of  the 


individual  culprit  and  attach  its  stigma  to  the  whole  nation 
to  which  it  belongs.  A  Chinese  servant  runs  off  with  my 
spoons;  I  hasten  to  vociferate  that  all  Chinamen  will  steal. 
An  Indian  horse-trader  tells  mo  a  falsehood  I  feel  safe  to 
say  that  no  Indian  evor  told  the  truth.  Worse  than  this, 
the  sin  committed  against  me  is  taken  up  by  my  race  as  a 
sin  committed  against  our  whole  family,  and  individual 
crimes  are  thus  catalogued  into  national  grievances.  This 
sort  of  race  hostility  is  materially  strengthened  by  a  largo 
class  of  men  who  find  their  principal  scope  feeling  and 
fostering  race  enmities. 

To  them  the  community  is  everything,  the  indivi¬ 
dual  is  nothing.  Insult  them  and  you  may  be  forgiven,  but 
insult  their  sept  and  you  have  committed  an  unpardonable 
sin.  Lobt  in  such  a  generalisation,  they  becomo  morbidly 
sensitive  as  to  the  community’s  honor,  fretfully  irritable  as 
to  its  grievances,  and  inordinately  jealous  of  its  rivals  or 
competitors.  For  such  small  cattle  they  are  capable  of  a 
great  deal  of  harm.  It  is  admitted  that  Chinese  immigra¬ 
tion  has  done  an  immense  amount  of  good,  both  in  the 
United  States  and  British  Columbia.  In  the  States,  what 
are  the  great  works  thoy  not  only  have  aided  in  building 
up,  but  which,  without  their  assistance,  could  not  have  been 
built?  These  people  have  been  the  cause  of  the  prompt, 
efficient,  and  profitable,  building  of  the  Union  Pacific,  the 
Central  Pacific,  and  the  Southern  Pacific,  the  greatest 
enterprises  of  modern  industry.  I  am  sure  I  will  not  be 
contradicted  by  those  who  know,  when  I  say  that  they  have 
been,  not  only  a  good  element  but  a  most  efficient  element, 
in  the  carrying  out  of  the  works  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  What  is  the  testimony  rendered  to  them  by 
those  who  have  employed  them  ?  I  was,  when  visiting 
British  Columbia,  brought  in  contact  with  the  general 
superintendent,  I  think,  at  all  events  he  was  acting,  and  was 
really,  the  assistant  contractor,  a  gentleman  by  the  name, 
if  1  am  not  mistaken,  of  Michaol  Haney,  who  was  conducting 
the  works  of  Mr.  Onderdonk  the  contractor.  He  was  an 
Irishman  of  pure  water,  and  boasted  of  it  with  reason.  He 
had  all  the  intelligence,  the  wit,  the  pertinacity,  and  the 
vigor  of  his  nationality.  That  gentleman  told  me  that  when 
he  came  to  take  charge  ol  the  works  he  had  decided — ho 
was  quite  a  young  man,  I  must  say,  to  his  credit,  a  few 
years  over  20 — not  to  employ  Chinese  laborors,  if  possible, 
in  the  buildiog  of  the  road.  Moro  than  that,  I  think  that 
at  the  time  the  contractor  imported  from  the  States  other 
workmen  who  were  christened  a  rather  singular  name  ;  they 
were  called  Onderdonk’s  lambs;  they  wei’e  not  Chinese. 
Every  one  will  understand  the  difficulty,  in  districts  where 
there  is  no  administration  of  justice  to  speak  of,  of  con¬ 
trolling  and  directing  an  assemblage  of  10,000  people.  That 
gentleman  had  come  with  a  distinct  determination  to  do 
without  Chinese  labor.  Read  his  testimony,  and  you 
will  see  that,  by  himself,  without  any  other  reason  but  the 
experience  he  had  of  these  men  at  work,  he  came  to  a  con¬ 
clusion  diametrically  opposed  to  his  former  views;  his 
testimony  goes  to  show  that,  as  far  as  practical  work  is  con¬ 
cerned,  as  good  patient  laborers,  as  peaceful  men,  important 
to  bring  to  success  such  an  enterprise  under  such  difficulties 
as  attend  the  building  of  those  roads  in  the  wilderness, 
they  were  the  best  kind  of  people.  That  was  the  evidence 
which  in  San  Francisco  was  given  before  by  Mr.  Crocker 
of  the  Central  Pacific,  and  by  several  other  gentlemen  who 
were  examined  and  who  gave  the  same  testimony  in  favor  of 
the  Chinese  laborers.  What  is,  then,  the  reason  of  that  anti¬ 
pathy  ?  Have  they  not  done  good  work  ?  They  have  built 
theso  immense  works  in  the  State  of  California.  They  have 
done  more.  One  of  the  most  important  industries  in  the 
State  of  California  is  that  of  fruit  growing,  vine  growing. 
By  those  who  are  cognisant  of  that  industry  it  is  plainly 
admitted  that,  without  that  cheap  labor,  that  most  important 
industry  would  not  have  succeeded ;  and  that  industry 
represents  millions  in  the  great  Pacific  State.  Another  one 
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will  tell  you  that  in  the  work  of  reclaiming  lands  they  have 
done  great  service.  I  think  we  have  in  the  report  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Roberts,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  the  president 
of  a  land  reclamation  company  there.  In  the  evidence 
of  that  gentleman  you  will  find  that  that  kind  of  work 
could  not  be  done  by  other  than  Chinese  laborers,  that  j 
white  men  could  not  do  the  work,  that  it  was  even  dan¬ 
gerous  to  them;  and  once  again  I  am  called  to  ask  whether 
their  habits  and  their  diet  are  against  good  health  and  the 
most  natural  physical  requirements  of  a  human  being, 
properly  behaving  himself.  And  I  say  that  generally  they 
are  not  subject,  in  other  countries  and  in  ours,  to  those 
diseases  which  are  so  frightful  in  their  ravages  amongst  the 
white  men.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  in  China  typhoid 
fever  is  almost  unknown.  These  people  wore  employed 
at  reclaiming  lands  in  California  which  the  white  men 
could  not  do.  The  Chinese  have  done  it  to  the  extent  in 
one  year,  of  between  4,000,000  and  5,000,000  acres,  repre¬ 
senting,  when  reclaimed,  a  value  of  between  $75  and  $100 
per  acre.  Mr.  Roberts  said  that  the  Chinese  in  California 
have  been  adding  to  tho  wealth  of  the  State  and  to  the 
wealth  of  tho  country  generally  between  $80,000,000  and 
$90,000,000  in  work  which,  without  their  assistance  would 
not  have  been  done,  or  which  it  would  have  taken  a  great 
lapse  of  time  to  perform.  So  California  owes  to  Chinese 
the  vine  growing,  the  fruit  growing,  the  land  reclaiming, 
they  have  also  engaged  in  mining.  In  the  States,  as  in 
British  Columbia,  the  Chinese  have  taken  a  great  deal  to 
gold  mining,  and  strange  to  say  in  a  great  measure  in  British 
Columbia,  as  in  California,  they  have  been  to  a  great  extent 
engaged  in  taking  up  claims  that  had  been  worked  and 
abandoned  as  worthless,  and  they  have  had  great  difficulties 
in  getting  licenses,  and  owing  to  those  difficulties  they  pre¬ 
ferred  working  as  they  have  done,  taking  these  abandoned 
claims  and  working  them  with  a  small  profit,  but  still  with  a 
profit.  It  is  true  that  I  was  told  in  British  Columbia:  That  is 
wrong ;  it  is  true  that  these  claims  were  abandoned,  and 
that  nobody  was  looking  at  them,  but  it  is  wrong  to  see  a 
Chinaman  working  there,  because  it  is  future  wealth  for  after 
generations,  when  the  country  becomes  thickly  populated, 
and  that  gold  might  bo  taken  up  by  white  immigrants. 
That  is  a  very  poor  argumont.  If  the  Chinese  were  giving 
nothing,  wero  producing  nothing  for  the  country,  1  could 
understand  that,  but  in  a  moment  I  shall  state  what  is  the 
value  of  a  Chinese  immigrant  in  this  country  as  woll  as  in 
other  countries.  I  was  saying  that  they  have  done  good 
work  so  far  in  the  States  and  in  British  Columbia,  and  I 
was  asking  the  question  :  Why  is  there  such  an  antipathy? 
That  antipathy  exists,  and  the  only  reason,  or  tho  great 
reason  for  it,  is  in  the  antagonism  between  the  Chinese 
and  the  other  laborers.  It  is  not  to  bo  found  really 
in  any  other  cause  than  the  competition  of  cheap  labor 
with  laborers  who  want  to  exact  a  higher  price.  Is 
tho  object  of  tho  white  laborer,  in  trying  to  force 
himself  into  the  building  of  works  and  tho  carrying  on  of 
industries  at  higher  wages  than  tho  cheap  labor  which  is 
offered  by  the  Chinese — is  that  a  laudablo  object,  and  is 
Parliament  going  to  come  to  the  rescue  ?  That  is  the  ques¬ 
tion  which  this  measure  will  decide,  I  think,  in  a  way  accept¬ 
able  to  all.  But  let  me  say  that  there  aro  not  differences 
enough  between  tho  two  races  to  prevent  them  from  living 
together,  if  the  knowledge  was  not  spread  now  all  over  tho 
world  that  tho  Chinese,  with  his  frugality,  with  his  sobriety, 
with  his  contentment  with  very  little,  with  his  assiduity  to 
labor,  with  his  quiet,  peaceable  conduct  when  at  work,  is  a 
superior  instrument  in  tho  hands  of  the  builder  and  of  the 
manufacturer,  especially  for  works  of  great  magnitude 
requiring  many  hands,  and  requiring  necessarily  cheap 
labor  to  be  brought  to  a  successful  issue.  During  the 
discussion  before  Congress,  I  think  the  point  was  made 
with  the  greatest  eloquence  by  Senator  Jones  of  Nevada. 
He  used  the  language  of  a  laborer.  Surely  few  miners 
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would  have  been  found  to  say  what  Mr.  Jones  has  put  in 
their  mouths,  but  Mr.  Jones  in  his  expressions  had 
felt  really  and  rightly  the  pulse,  had  given  the  keynote  of 
the  situation  in  California,  in  British  Columbia,  and  all  over 
the  world : 

‘‘  While  my  work  is  very  arduous,”  says  the  laborer,  “  I  go  to  it  with 
a  light  heart  and  perform  it  cheerfully  because  it  enables  me  to  support 
my  wife  and  my  children.  I  am  in  a  position  to  bring  up  my  daughters 
to  be  good  wives,  and  faithful  mothers,  and  to  offer  my  sons  better 
opportunities  in  life  than  I  had  myself.  I  cheerfully  contribute  to 
support  those  churches,  charitable  institutions  and  other  objects  that 
enter  into  our  daily  life ;  but,  after  I  have  maintained  my  family  and 
performed  these  duties,  not  much  is  left  of  my  wages  when  the  week  is 
ended. 

“How  is  it  with  the  Chinaman?  The  Chinaman  can  do  as  much 
work  underground  as  I  can.  He  has  no  wife  and  family.  He  performs 
none  of  these  duties.  Forty  or  fifty  of  his  kind  can  live  in  a  house  no 
larger  than  mine.  He  craves  no  variety  of  food.  He  has  inherited  no 
taste  for  comfort  or  for  social  enjoyment.  Conditions  that  satisfy  him 
and  make  him  contented  would  make  my  life  not  worth  living,” 

This  is  the  feeling  of  the  workingmen,  and  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  say  that  it  is  not  excusable  or  even  justifiable.  It 
is  no  argument  to  tell  the  American  laborer  that  if  he  would 
livo  as  the  Chinaman  lives  he  might  subsist  on  the  China¬ 
man’s  wages.  It  has  taken  the  Chinaman  centuries  to  learn 
to  live  on  so  little.  “  With  the  lapse  of  time  his  necessities 
have  gradually  accommodated  themselves  to  his  small  earn¬ 
ings  until  now  very  little  suffices  to  procure  him  abundance. 
He  has  made  a  prodigious  stride  toward  the  ideal  ration  of 
a  straw  por  day.  Early  education  and  constant  habits  have 
so  led  him  to  practice  the  closest  economy,  that  economy 
has  itself  become  a  habit,  and  no  longer  involves  self-denial. 
Tho  world  around  him  has  graduated  itself  down  to  his 
standard.  His  butcher,  his  baker,  his  candlestick-maker, 
his  manufacturer,  his  merchant  and  his  common  carrier 
have  reduced  their  prices  to  suit  his  measure.  The  doctor 
who  attends  his  sick  and  the  priest  who  buries  his  dead 
demand  little  because  he  gets  little.  Labor  can  afford  to 
be  cheap  when  everything  else  is  cheap.  But  we  cannot 
expect  labor  to  be  cheap  when  everything  else  is  dear.” 
Now,  as  I  said  before,  we  find  a  universal  repulsion  against 
the  Chinese,  and  a  desire  to  prevent  their  encroachment 
upon  the  white  population.  We  have  seen  in  the  reviews 
and  periodicals  accounts  of  the  progress  that  Chinese 
merchants  have  made.  In  the  English  colony  at  Hong  Kong, 
Governor  Pope  Henessy  stated  in  1877  that  the  number  of 
houses  belonging  to  the  British  and  German  citizens  were 
decreasing,  while  the  trade  beneficial  to  the  general  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  empire  was  increasing.  Wherever  the  China¬ 
man  has  got  a  foothold  he  has  succeeded  in  all  the  occupa¬ 
tions  he  has  undertaken,  and  has  become  a  most  formidable 
rival,  indeed  a  successful  rival,  to  the  white  man.  It  may 
be  asked,  how  is  it  that  the  Government  are  yielding  to  the 
prejudices  of  race  and  class  in  restricting  Chinese  immigra¬ 
tion  to  Canada  ?  Why  do  you  not  allow  the  Chinaman  to 
remain  if  he  does  his  duty  ?  He  has  done  it  in  a  certain 
measure.  I  have  heard  it  stated,  for  instance,  in 
California,  that  Chinamen  send  home  on  tho  average  $300 
every  year.  An  examination  of  the  earnings  and  expenses 
of  a  workingman  shows  that  this  cannot  be  correct ;  the 
Chinese  laborer  earns  on  an  overage  about  $25  a  month  or 
$225  for  nine  months’  work,  which  is  the  averago  per 
year.  But  on  the  other  hand  he  has  to  spend  for  his  food, 
clothing  and  rent  ;  and  on  this  point  wo  obtained  informa¬ 
tion  from  the  assistant  consul  of  San  Francisco,  Huang  Sing 
Chen,  a  very  intelligent  man,  who  gave  a  great  deal  of 
assistance  to  the  commissioners.  If  tho  Chinaman  spends 
$10  or  $11  a  month  for  food  and  clothing  he  does  not  save 
even  $100.  In  San  Francisco  the  Chinese  reside  in  hovels, 
but  they  pay  a  rental  of  $15  to  $16  a  month.  In  Victoria 
perhaps  the  rental  is  loss,  but,  evon  if  a  Chinese  pays  only 
$2  a  month,  that  would  make  $24  a  year.  Then  they 
expend  on  tools  and  travelling  expenses  $10  ;  taxes  $5  ; 
doctors  $3  and  other  expenses  $5.  He  expends  for  all  pur- 
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poses  $182  a  year  that  would  only  leave  him  $43  as  his  net 
earnings. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  state 
how  many  Chinese  there  are  living  in  those  tenements  that 
pay  $2  a  month  ? 

Mr.  CRAPLEAU.  1  do  not  know  how  much  the  Chinese 
are  paying  for  rent,  but  I  said  that,  taking  it  for  granted 
that  they  pay  on  an  average  $2  per  mouth  for  their  lodging, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  is  an  extra  amount — — 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  Eiftoon  men  in  one  cabin  pay  $2 
a  month. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  estimate  expenses  that  I  have 
given  have  been  published  on  the  Pacific  coast,  and  I  do 
not  care  about  discussing  them.  I  have  seen  eight  or  ten 
men  in  one  tenement,  and  they  wore  paying  as  much  as  $50 
or  $60  a  month. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  It  is  not  so  in  Victoria. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  In  Victoria  they  are  better  treated. 
That  is  the  reason  why  the  Chinese  of  Victoria  appear  to  be 
a  great  deal  better  than  in  other  places  whore  we  saw  Chi¬ 
nese,  but  I  am  sure  they  do  not  pay  $2  for  lodgings  for 
fifteen  men.  Putting  even  a  margin  of  50  per  cent,  on  that 
statement,  you  will  see  that  each  man  would  at  least 
spend  in  the  country  a  sum  of  at  least  $100  a  year.  I 
know  that  the  Chinese  in  their  living  obtain  nothing  but 
that  for  which  they  pay  very  doarly.  I  am  not  pleading 
for  them.  They  have  undoubtedly  spent  in  the  country  a 
largo  amount  of  money,  and  I  shall  show  by  statistics  that 
the  goods  coming  from  China  have  been  in  a  large  measure 
consumed  by  tho  Chinese  population  in  the  Province.  Let 
us  say  that  each  Chinese  laborer  spends  $100  a  year,  this 
would  give  a  result  of  $962,900,  taking  9,629  as  the  exact 
number  of  Chinese  laborers  in  13ritish  Columbia.  Each  of 
them  pays  to  the  state  in  duties,  provincial  and  municipal 
taxes,  over  $25  per  head,  and  the  absolute  value  of  the 
Chineso  labor,  a  value  which  remains  as  a  capital  invested 
in  the  country,  is  not  overrated  at  two  dollars  a  day,  mak¬ 
ing  for  the  9,629  laborers,  at  tho  rate  of  230  days  a  year,  a 
total  of  $1,429,280  of  net  profit  for  the  country.  I 
have  indicated  the  real,  fundamental  reason  why  opposition 
is  given  to  Chinese  immigration.  I  am  satisfied  that  my 
statement  will  not  be  contradicted  when  I  say  that 
prejudice  and  rivalry  are  the  main  sources  of  opposition 
to  their  presence  amongst  us.  But  are  we  for  that 
reason  not  to  take  into  consideration  the  social  and 
moral  condition  of  the  country  where  they  are  living  ?  Are 
we  to  ignore  feelings  and  antipathies  ?  Is  it  not  necessary, 
for  a  Government  dealing  with  questions  on  its  responsibi¬ 
lity,  to  respect  even  prejudices  ?  Are  we  not  obliged 
very  often  to  respect  pi’ejudices  ?  Ho  we  not  respect 
them  vex-y  often  in  our  legislation  ?  I  think  that  this 
would  alone  constitute  a  sufficient  reason  for  any  legislation 
the  Government  may  choose  to  enact  in  respect  to  the 
Chinese  :  that  they  are  a  stumbling  block  in  the  way  of  the 
development  of  the  country,  in  the  way  of  any  Government 
on  account  of  those  prejudices  that  are  founded  on  facts  that 
cannot  bo  ignored.  That  Chineso  labor  has  taken  tho 
place  of  white  labor,  which  might  not  so  far  have  come  into 
the  counti'y,  but  which  must  come  in  the  future,  is  likely  to 
create  a  sentiment  in  the  country  that  tho  Goveimment  can¬ 
not  ignore.  Whatever  views  we  may  entertain  I  do  not 
think  hon.  members  would  differ  in  the  conclusion  to  which 
we  arx’ived  after  the  investigation  I  made  with  my  bi’Other 
commissioner  in  tho  United  States  and  in  British  Columbia. 
Opinions  differ  on  this  question,  but  no  one  differs  in 
this,  that  we  would  infinitely  prefer  that  white  immi¬ 
grants  should  occupy  the  field,  We  examined  witnesses  in 
British  Columbia,  and  Dr.  Helmcken  stated — though  it  is 
not  reported  in  his  evidence — the  matter  in  a  very  clear 
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manner.  He  said  tho  whole  thing  is  very  simple;  “we 
want  you  to  prevent  the  influx  of  Mongolians  because 
we  want  to  be  here  ourselves,  and  do  not  want  others  to 
be  here.  You  will  not  consider  it  strange  if  wo  tell  you 
that  as  good  Englishmen  we  see  no  reason  why  any  men 
except  good  Englishmen  should  live  in  this  country.” 
I  knew  in  what  sense  the  witness  said  that.  There  was 
no  reason,  he  thought,  for  anybody  living  in  a  British 
colony  but  Englishmen.  “We  are  despotic — you  know  it ; 
as  regards  our  customs  and  usages  and  habits  we  are  despotic 
in  a  certain  sense ;  and  you  know  it.”  And  we  all  know  it. 
But  we  nave  to  condone  that,  and  to  do  the  best  we  can 
among  oui’selves;  but  there  will  always  be  a  certain  amount 
of  feeling  existing,  not  to  the  same  extent,  perhaps,  because 
differences  exist,  in  regard  to  the  Chinese ;  and  when  they 
come  in  large  numbers  they  threaten  us,  not  the  peace  of 
the  country,  and  not  the  morals  of  the  country,  but 
they  hurt  the  sentiments  of  the  people.  From  tho 
whole  of  the  evidence  taken — of  course  there  is  immorality 
amongst  the  Chinese,  as  there  is  amongst  other  nations  in 
like  classes — it  is  evident  also  that  immorality  among  the 
Chinese  does  not  prevail  to  the  extent  often  mentioned ;  for 
if  immoi’ality  was  carried  on  to  that  extent,  the  intense  feel¬ 
ing  which  would  be  aroused  against  the  Chinese  would  lead 
to  lynching,  and  no  one  could  prevent  summary  justice 
being  dealt  out  in  cases  when  such  crimes  as  have  been  inti¬ 
mated  had  been  committed  by  Chinese  domestic  servants. 
We  know  that  when  similar  crimes  were  committed  in  tho 
Southern  States  by  a  l'ace  to  which  the  white  race  had  anti¬ 
pathies,  lynching  was  the  order  of  the  day  for  many  years. 
Everyone  knows  that  no  one  could  prevent  the  Chinese  from 
being  similaxdy  punished  if  such  outrages  were  committed 
by  them.  They  are  not  better  than  other  races,  but  they 
have  virtues  as  well  as  vices.  The  Government  cannot, 
howovor,  ignore  the  national  or  provincial  feeling,  the  fool¬ 
ing  that  prevails  among  the  white  population.  A  number 
of  the  witnesses  esaminod  by  the  commission  declai-ed  that 
people  could  not  keep  house  in  Bx’itish  Columbia  and  would 
bo  obliged  to  leave  the  country,  being  unable  to  obtain 
efficient  servants,  except  for  the  Chinese  domestics.  As  to 
tho  immense  fisheries  in  British  Columbia  the  yield  of 
which  was  last  year  no  less  than  $1,498,082,  they  could  not 
have  been  developed  except  for  the  Chinese.  The  same 
may  be  said  of  the  coal  mining  industry ;  tho  export  of 
that  product  amounted,  during  the  thi’eo  last  years,  to 
622, 897  tons,  or  $2,178,353.  Max’ket  gai’dening,  that  great 
luxury  of  the  rich  and  the  poor,  that  important  factor  in  the 
economy  of  a  new  country,  is  entii’ely  a  Chinese  ci’eation. 
But  in  spite  of  all  those  facts,  the  Government  cannot  ignoi’e 
that  a  wave  is  coming  up,  and  I  say  it  would  be  a  blot  on 
the  administration  of  the  Government,  not  to  take  action  as 
wo  have  taken  it.  I  may  have  my  own  personal  opinion  of 
what  I  have  i*ead,  and  of  the  intelligence  I  have  been  able 
to  obtain  on  this  question,  but  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friends 
who  represent  Biitish  Columbia  in  this  House,  that  if  they 
were  to  go  back  to  their  Province  without  legislation  of 
somo  kind  being  ax’rived  at  in  the  direction  of  settling  this 
problem,  the  peace  of  the  counti-y  would  be  threatened. 
Such  legislation  is  not  new.  Great  Britain  has  permitted 
her  colonies  to  pass  such  legislation  and  nobody  has  com¬ 
plained.  I  know  that  some  may  find  fault  with  this  measure, 
though  it  is  not  an  arbitrary,  a  despotic,  or  a  cruel  measure; 
but  it  will  at  least  have  the  result  of  effectually  checking 
Chinese  immigration  into  Bi’itish  Columbia,  to  a  very  largo 
extent ;  in  fact  I  may  say  that  it  will  probably  almost 
extinguish  Chinese  immigration,  oxcept  to  a  desirable  extent 
and  of  a  desirable  kind.  I  have  been  rather  surprised  at 
some  of  the  criticisms  of  this  Bill.  I  find  that  some 
journals  have  called  it  a  dx-aconian  measure,  whilo 
others  said  it  was  a  milk  and  water  measure. 
I  say  tho  measure  was  necessary  ;  I  say  that 
legislation  was  demanded  by  men  who  understood  what 
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they  were  doing,  and  what  are  the  exact  conditions  of  things 
in  British  Columbia.  It  was  a  good  thing  that  there  should 
be  a  large  influx  of  Chinese  immigration  at  the  time  when 
the  resources  of  British  Columbia  were  at  an  early  stage  of 
their  development,  but  I  say  the  evil  will  be  less  when  our 
great  transcontinental  railway  is  completed,  although  even 
then  there  are  some  works  which  will  moro  profitably  be 
done,  some  industries  which  will  be  more  profitably  deve¬ 
loped,  with  the  cheap  labor  which  will  remain  in  that  Pro- 
vince.  I  do  not  think  that  any  one  will  object  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  people  of  British  Columbia  do  not  object, 
to  seeing  the  class  come  into  their  country  who  make  up 
the  respectable  merchants  whom  I  saw  in  the  stores  of 
Victoria,  whom  I  mot  in  the  drawing  room  at  a  reception 
held  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  that  Province.  To 
such  a  class  I  am  sure  nobody  there  will  object;  except  the 
few  to  whose  declamations  reasonable  men  will  not  attach 
much  importance.  But  I  say  that  the  mass  of  Chinese  immi¬ 
grants  are  of  a  class  who  necessarily  will  compete  with 
the  laboring  men,  with  the  ordinary  workingmen  of  the 
country,  and  I  say  it  is  little  wonder  that  objections  should 
be  raised  to  the  large  immigration  of  that  class.  I  noticed 
that  the  other  day  some  resolutions  were  passed  by  a 
a  trades  union  meeting  at  Montreal.  With  regard  to  trades 
unions,  I  may  say  that  I  have  my  own  personal  opinions  with 
regard  to  these  organisations.  I  do  not  favor  trades  unions, 
nor  do  I  think  that  strikes  are  good  thingsfor  the  protection 
of  the  laborers  themselves.  I  think  that  the  laborers  of  Mont¬ 
real  have  shown  their  good  sense  in  the  fact  that  they  have 
not  engaged  in  that  kind  of  strife  for  many  years,  since  the 
time  when  they  were  led  into  a  strike  by  that  celebrated 
demagogue,  Mederic  Lanctot,  and  that  they  are  not  disposed 
to  be  deluded  another  time.  They  paid  too  dear  for  their 
experiment  at  that  period.  I  think  the  good  work  of  trying 
to  find  a  level  between  labor  and  capital  and  of  allaying  the 
jealousies  and  ill-feeling  which  necessarily  spring  up 
between  the  poor  and  the  rich,  of  trying  to  prevent  one 
class  from  attempting  to  get  the  best  of  the  other  class-— I 
say  that  this  task  never  can  be  well  accomplished  by  mere 
organisations  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
contest.  The  task  is  one  which  belongs  to  those  who  teach 
the  virtues  that  make  good  Christians  and  good  citizens ; 
it  belongs  to  those  who  teach  the  virtues  of  obedience 
and  contentment,  in  whatever  calling  in  life;  to 
those  who  will  say,  and  who  will  be  understood  in 
saying,  that  the  laborer  in  his  quiet  labor,  or  amongst 
his  family  after  his  day’s  work,  has  perhaps  more 
real  comfort  and  happiness  in  life  than  the 
man  who  is  engaged  in  the  legislation  of  his  country,  or  the 
great  statesman  who  reaches  the  height  of  honor  and  power, 
who  knows  little  of  the  comfort,  pleasure  and  real  happi¬ 
ness  which  a  good,  kind,  peaceable,  and  peaceful  laborer  en¬ 
joys  in  his  home.  I  say  the  solution  of  that  great  problem, 
which  is  threatening  the  old  institutions  of  Europe,  threat¬ 
ening  them  with  revolution  ;  tho  great  problem  of  labor 
against  capital,  is  not  to  be  solved  by  such  organisations  or 
societies,  composed  of  those  who  are  most  interested  in  rais¬ 
ing  up  these  feelings  of  jealousy  and  enmity  between  different 
classes  of  tho  community.  But  I  say  at  the  same  time,  that 
it  is  a  natuial  and  well-founded  desire  of  British  subjects,  of 
tho  white  population  of  this  Dominion,  who  come  from  either 
Britain  or  the  other  European  States  and  settle  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  that  their  country  should  be  spoken  of  abroad  as  being 
inhabited  by  a  vigorous,  energetic,  white  race  of  people  ;  I 
say  that  it  would  be  much  more  pleasant  to  have  this  said 
of  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  than  to  have  that 
Province  even  if  it  grew  richer  than  it  is,  with  two-thirds  of 
its  population  composed  of  a  race  which  is  not  similar 
to  ours,  and  which  cannot  assimilate  with  ours.  That  is  the 
difficulty,  and  we  know  it,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  overcome  it. 
The  Chinese  government,  conservative,  exclusive  as  it  is, 
will  understand  the  policy  of  protection  which  we  are  forced 
Mr.  Chapleau. 


to  adopt,  notwithstanding  our  desire  to  keep  friendly  relations 
with  their  nation.  The  Chinese  race,  good  as  it  is,  perfect, 
it  you  like,  cannot  and  will  not  assimilate  with  the  whites — 
I  do  not  say  because  they  are  too  bad  ;  I  simply  state  the  fact. 
If  may  be  pretended  that  it  is  owing  to  the  perfection  of 
their  social  organisation,  but  I  was  reading  the  other  day 
an  article  from  one  of  the  great  religious  writers  of  France, 
who  would  certainly  not  be  suspected  of  being  at  all  demo¬ 
cratic  in  his  ideas,  belonging  rather  to  tho  class  of  ultra- 
montaire  writers.  He  was  comparing  the  two  civilisa¬ 
tions— tho  civilisation  of  China  with  that  of  Europe — and 
he  said  that  tho  Chinese  had  proved  the  perfection  of  their 
social  organisations  by  the  fact  that  they  had  absorbed 
other  nationalities,  and  not  only  absorbed  them,  but  drowned 
them  out,  so  to  speak  ;  because  though  they  had  a  national 
existence  extending  over  42  centuries,  they  had  been  able  to 
resist  to  tho  present  day  every  innovation  and  had  made  of 
the  various  people  they  had  absorbed,  the  same  nationality 
as  themselves,  with  the  same  laws,  the  same  customs,  the 
same  religion,  and  tho  same  institutions.  For  centuries 
past,  email  colonies  of  these  people  have  established  them¬ 
selves  amongst  the  most  powerful,  the  most  absorbing 
nations  of  the  globe,  and  in  no  case  have  they  lost  a 
particle  of  their  individual/,  of  their  national  character. 
They  have  one  of  the  finest  countries  in  the  world. 
Every  body  knows  that  China  is  composed  of  all  kinds  of 
different  climates,  that  its  productions  are  exceedingly 
varied  and  that  it  is  probably  the  best  watered  country  in 
the  world.  One  of  the  reasons  why  I  consider  that  in 
Canada  we  do  not  stand  in  the  same  relation  to  what  is 
called  the  Chinese  question,  as  they  do  in  the  United  States, 
and  one  reason  why  we  are  not  in  danger  of  being  overwhel¬ 
med  with  “  hordes  of  Mongolians,”  as  some  would  seem  to 
fear,  is  in  the  fact  not  only  of  our  race,  but  of  our  climate. 
There  is  no  danger  of  that.  I  would  be  ashamed  to  be  a 
British  subject,  or  to  be  of  tho  nationality  to  which  I 
belong,  if  I  believed  for  a  moment  that  the  survival  of  the 
fittest  would  be  the  survival  of  the  Ciiinese  race  on  this 
continent.  The  Chinese  have  said  themselves  that  they  do 
not  want  to  come  to  this  part  of  our  country,  that  its  climate 
is  too  cold.  It  is  true  that  some  have  gone  to  New  York,  and 
that  some  have  gone  to  Montreal ;  but  the  climate  is  too  cold 
for  them.  On  the  shores  of  British  Columbia  where  nature 
has  been  bountiful  in  climate,  in  vegetation  and  scenery,  and 
then,  as  it  were,  the  breeze  from  the  old  coqntry  comes 
to  them,  regenerating  their  nationality  to  such  a  degree  that 
they  do  not  even  want  to  be  buried  in  the  land  they  come 
to  colonise.  They  only  come  to  the  country  to  got  labor-,  and 
in  doing  that  they  only  pursue  a  laudable  object ;  but  they 
do  not  want  to  assimilate  with  us,  and  wo  do  not  want  to  as¬ 
similate  with  them.  As  a  piece  of  wood  in  the  tissues  of  the 
human  body,  unless  it  is  removed,  must  cause  disease  in  the 
places  around  it,  and  ultimately  to  the  whole  body,  so  the 
civilisation  of  Chinese,  introduced  into  Christian  civilisa¬ 
tion,  must  disappear,  or  it  will  be  a  cause  of  danger  to 
the  community.  There  is  no  danger,  it  is  true,  to  our 
politics,  as  the  Chinese  have  not  the  right  of  voting.  I 
asked  the  Consul  General  of  China  if  his  people  wanted  the 
right  to  vote.  “  Oh,  no,”  he  said,  “  we  do  not  want  that ;  ” 
and  he  added,  with  a  good  deal  of  reason,  “  if  we  sided  with 
one  political  party,  we  should  have  the  hatred  of  the  oppo¬ 
site  political  party.”  1  suggested  that  perhaps  the  sym¬ 
pathy  of  the  other  side  would  more  than  compensate 
for  that.  He  said,  “we  do  not  want  to  interfere  ;  we  are 
laborers  who  have  come  out  here  to  work,  and  when 
it  is  done,  wo  go  back  to  our  own  country ;  we  may  have 
enriched  ourselves,  but  surely  we  have  not  made  you  poorer.” 
Now,  the  Government  have  thought  that  the  time  has  come 
to  introduce  legislation,  which  in  a  few  words,  to  conclude 
my  remarks,  I  will  explain  to  the  House.  The  Bill  pro¬ 
vides  first  lor  the  payment  of  850  for  the  entry  of  any 
Chinaman  into  the  country,  by  land  or  by  water.  The  pay* 
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ment  is  to  be  made  at  the  time  be  enters.  If  he  returned 
to  his  country  and  came  back  to  Canada,  ho  would  have  to 
pay  the  second  time,  with  the  proviso  that,  when  he  has 
landed  and  identified  himself,  as  a  former  resident  in  Canada, 
the  money  will  be  re-imbursed  to  him.  No  vessel  carrying 
Chinese  immigrants  shall  carry  more  than  one  Chinese 
immigrant  for  every  50  tons  of  its  tonnage.  Some  thought 
that  was  too  low,  and  that  one  for  100  tons  would  not  bo 
too  high,  but  with  50  tons,  a  vessel  of  3,000  tons  of  tonnage 
would  not  be  allowed  to  carry  more  than  60  immigrants. 
It  will  bo  said  probably  that  the  steamers  plying  between 
San  Francisco  and  Victoria  every  week  might  bring  a  large 
number  of  them  into  Canada.  These  steamers  have  a 
capacity  of  not  more  than  2,000  tons,  and  so  would  not  be 
able  to  carry  more  than  40  Chinese  passengers  ;  so  that, 
multiplying  the  number  by  52,  there  would  not  be  a  large 
number  of  immigrants  every  year.  But  I  think  the  greatest 
safety  lies  in  the  payment  of  the  sum  of  $50,  which  is 
quite  sufficient  to  prevent  any  penniless  laborer 
from  coming.  Another  clause  provides  that  no  vessel  car¬ 
rying  Chinese  immigrants  will  have  a  right  to  land  a  single 
passenger  until  the  master  of  the  vessel  delivers  to  the  Con- 
troler  of  immigration  a  detailed  list  of  all  the  Chinese 
passengers  on  board ;  and  until  a  medical  officer  shall 
examine  the  passengers  to  see  that  none  having  any  infec¬ 
tious  or  contagious  disease  aro  on  board.  That  is  a  precaution 
against  the  alleged  propagation  of  disease  by  Chinese  immi¬ 
gration.  The  Controller  of  the  immigration  will  keep  a 
register  of  the  immigrants  and  give  a  list  of  the  same 
to  the  Provincial  authorities.  The  officer  of  Customs  can 
be  appointed  to  such  a  position.  There  is  a  clause  in 
the  Bill  providing  for  the  appointment  of  an  interpreter 
at  a  salary  of  $3,000.  One  of  the  great  objections  made 
against  Chinese  immigration  has  been  that  the  cost  of  the 
administration  of  justice  was  very  large,  because  it  was 
very  difficult  to  obtain  trustworthy  interpreters  who 
knew  the  language  of  the  offenders  or- of  the  witnesses. 
Therefore  we  thought  it  would  bo  well  to  have  a 
Chinese  interpreter,  and  the  Government  will  select 
a  man  as  far  as  possible  not  having  Chinese 
proclivities.  By  that  means  the  administration  of  criminal 
justice  in  the  Province  at  least  will  be  facilitated.  Now,  I 
have  only  one  word  to  add.  I  must  give  this  testimony  in 
favor  of  those  who  have  asked  for  this  legislation,  that  no 
one  wanted  to  have  legislation  to  expel  or  exile  the 
Chinese  now  in  the  Province.  But  they  do  not  want  to  have 
an  increase  of  them.  Everybody  knows  that  the  work  of 
the  Pacific  Bailway  has  been  carried  on  successfully  with  a 
large  number  of  those  men  as  laborers  ;  At  one  time  6,000 
or  7,000  were  employed  as  such ;  every  one  knows  that 
these  men,  if  they  are  in  the  charge  of  a  company,  are 
likely  to  seek  employment  in  some  other  great  work  under¬ 
taken  in  other  countries  ;  as  they  are  skilled  men  in  that 
kind  of  work,  they  would  no  doubt  be  like  those  travelling 
bands  of  laborers  who  in  old  times  built  up  all  large  works  in 
various  parts  of  Europe.  A  great  number  of  those  who  have 
been  working  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  will  emi¬ 
grate  to  China,  and  those  coming  to  the  country  must 
necessarily  be  superior  to  the  undesirable  class  who  should 
not  be  allowed  to  come  into  British  Columbia.  In  passing 
this  law  we  must  not  forget  an  important  consideration. 
We  know  that  the  prospect  of  trade  with  China  is  a  subject 
that  has  engaged  the  attention  of  all  the  Governments  of 
Europe  ;  and  at  one  time  a  bloody  war  was  the  consequence 
of  the  refusal  of  that  country  to  opon  its  ports  to  the 
commerce  of  the  world.  The  commerce  of  a  nation 
of  350,000,000  inhabitants  is  a  commerce  not  to  be  despised ; 
and  everyone  will  understand  at  the  same  time,  what  has 
been  discussed  all  over  the  country,  that  the  prospect  of 
bringing  Asiatic  trade  through  the  channel  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway  would  render  that  great  national  work  of 
importance  and  profit  to  the  country.  Every  body  knows 


that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  enterprising  people  at  the 
head  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  to  build  a  fleet  of 
large  steamers  for  the  trade  between  China,  Japan,  and 
British  Columbia.  We  know  very  well  that  that  trade  can 
be  made  prosperous.  We  must  know,  at  the  same  time,  that 
it  would  not  bo  wise  or  prudent  on  our  part  to  legislate  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  cause  a  bad  impression  on  that  nation, 
which,  is  a  proud  nation.  I  must  say  that  every  time  I  have 
met  with  the  dignitaries  of  China,  thoy  have  said  they 
expected  always  to  have  fair  play  from  us  and  that 
they  respected  the  English  people  and  the  Government 
more  than  any  Government  in  the  world.  It  is  true  at  tho 
time  they  were  not  on  very  favorable  terms  with  another 
nation  not  very  far  from  England.  I  think  our  relations  with 
China  should  be  thoso  of  a  people  desiring  to  have  good 
commercial  intercourse  with  them.  They  have  no  reason 
to  blame  us  for  protecting  ourselves  ;  they  would  have 
reason  to  blame  us  if  we  were  to  pass  a  measure  which  will 
be  considered  as  cruel  towards  their  fellow  countrymen. 
With  these  remarks,  I  move  the  resolutions  preparatory  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  As  I  have  said,  a  good  part  of 
my  remarks  is  merely  personal  impressions,  another  part  is 
merely  quotations  or  expressions  of  opinion  of  others,  but 
the  conclusions  I  have  come  to  are  those  of  the  Government, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  accept  tho  measure  which  is 
thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  not 
only  in  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  but  in  the  whole 
of  British  North  America. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEABE.  It  is  with  some  feeling  of  plea¬ 
sure  I  rise  on  the  present  occasion  with  reference  to  this 
Chinese  matter,  I  do  not  intend  making  a  speech ;  in  fact, 
I  have  made  up  my  mind  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  offer 
any  remarks  at  all  on  this  question,  as  I  think  the  House 
has  boen  informed  of  all  the  phases  of  this  question  over 
and  over  again.  I  simply  rise  to  express  my  pleasure  at 
tho  prospects  the  people  of  British  Columbia  have  of  being 
relieved  of  the  scourge  they  have  been  suffering  under,  to  a 
certain  extent  at  least.  It  is  with  pleasure  I  support  the 
provisions  of  this  Bid,  because,  whilst  it  may  not  be  all 
that  some  people  would  require,  at  the  same  time  it  is  the 
beginning  of  better  days,  it  is  getting  in,  as  we  sometimes 
remark,  the  thin  end  of  the  edge.  Wo  have  commenced 
well  to-day,  and  I  hope  we  will  not  stop  until  we  have  com¬ 
pleted  the  good  work.  I  cannot  help  making  a  few  remarks 
on  the  many  quotations  tho  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
given  this  House  this  afternoon,  and  which  are  calculated  in 
my  mind  to  mislead  it.  With  regard  to  the  Chinese  paying  $2 
a  month  rental,  the  ovidence  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  given  is  that  of  the  Chinese  agents.  Now  it  is  well 
known  to  every  man  who  knows  anything  at  all  of  the  Chinese 
character,  that  they  are  not  to  be  relied  upon  in  scarcely  any 
particular  ;  hence  this  man’s  word  in  this  case  is  not  to  be 
relied  upon.  With  regard  to  the  statement  that  these  men 
pay  $2  a  month  rent,  hon.  gentlomen  not  acquainted  with 
the  question  would  naturally  conclude  that  each  Chinaman 
pays  $2  a  month  rent.  That  is  not  the  case.  In  these 
cabins  where  they  pay  $2  a  month,  and  some  of  them  only 
pay  $1.50,  you  will  find  10  or  20  Chinese.  That  is  the  way 
they  live.  I  desire  to  quote  from  the  report  of  the  Chinese 
commission,  just  one  or  two  extracts  from  the  evidence  of 
men  in  that  Province  well  posted  on  the  subject.  Many  of 
the  quotations  which  have  been  made  in  favor  of  the  Chinese 
have  been  taken  from  American  sources ;  I  would  view 
the  matter  as  it  concerns  British  Columbia,  and  to  show  you 
the  people  of  British  Columbia  do  not  believe  the  word  of 
tho  Chinese,  is  not  difficult.  Here  is  tho  ovidence  of  the 
hon.  Mr.  Drake,  president  of  tho  council  in  our  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  : 

“  I  have  been  a  resident  in  British  Columbia  since  1859,  practising  my 
profession  as  a  barrister  and  solicitor.  The  Chinese  did  not  appear  in 
any  large  number  until  after  1870,  but  even  before  that  time  they  gra¬ 
dually  absorbed  all  the  light  labor  which  used  to  be  done  by  white 
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people.  They  first  invaded  the  washing  interests,  and  gradually  ousted  the 
women  who  did  this  work;  then  they  absorbed  the  market-garden  work, 
and  are  now  the  sole  suppliers  of  garden  produce  ;  and  in  all  the  vari¬ 
ous  industries  which  require  light  work  they  have  driven  all  competitors 
from  the  field.  The  effect  of  this  is  that  white  people  will  not  come  to 
compete  with  the  Chinese,  and  one  consequence  is  that  all  persons 
requiring  house-work  done  are  driven  to  employ  Chinese  at  extravagant 
wages.  $25  to  $30  a  month  is  the  ordinary  rate  of  wages,  and  they  are 
so  well  organised  that  if  any  attempt  is  made  to  reduce  the  wages  it  is 
impossible  to  obtain  a  servant.  They  will  not  compete  against  each 
other,  and  the  ordinary  law  governing  demand  and  supply  is  entirely 
evaded  by  a  higher  law  of  compulsion.  If  any  one  attempts  to  act  for 
himself  in  this  direction,  the  general  body  have  means  at  their  disposal 
to  compel  obedience  to  their  rules.  False  charges  are  trumped  up 
against  the  offender,  or  his  fears  are  worked  upon  so  that  they  dare  not 
disobey  their  secret  rulers.” 

They  have  organisations  amongst  themselves  and  ignore 
the  laws  of  the  land  entirely. 

“  I  have  had  a  very  large  experience  in  Chinese  cases,  especially  in 
criminal  cases,  and  I  find  that  where  Chinese  alone  are  concerned,  a 
conviction  is  hardly  ever  obtained.” 

We  often  hear  the  remark  :  Look  at  your  court  statistics  ; 
they  show  conclusively  there  is  not  as  much  crime  among 
the  Chinese  as  some  people  make  out.  Bat  the  reason  is 
they  are  seldom  discovered. 

“  The  calendar  of  convictions  gives  no  criterion  of  the  number  of 
offences.  Several  murders  have  been  committed  and  no  cltie  to  the 
perpetrators.  The  administration  of  justice  obtains  no  assistance  what¬ 
ever  from  the  Chinese  themselves  ;  if,  however,  the  question  is  one 
between  Chinese  and  white  persons,  ttie  Chinese  strain  every  nerve  to 
obtain  a  conviction,  and  are  utterly  indifferent  whether  the  charge  is 
brought  against  the  real  criminal  or  some  other  white  person. 

“  The  Chinese  are  utterly  unacquainted  with  truth,  and  it  is  a  univer¬ 
sal  comment  on  their  evidence  that  you  cannot  believe  anything  they 
say.  They  shelter  themselves  under  their  ignorance  of  the  English  lan¬ 
guage  so  that  no  cross-examination  can  reach  them,  and  it  is  generally 
believed  that  the  interpreters  guide  the  evidence.  In  one  case  tnat  came 
before  me,  a  charge  of  murder  was  preferred  against  a  Chinese,  and  he 
was  arrested.  The  murder  was  committed  at  Seattle,  and  the  presence 
of  the  prisoner  distinctly  sworn  to.  I  was,  however,  in  a  position  to 
prove  that  the  prisoner  was  on  his  way  from  San  Francisco  to  Victoria 
at  the  time  of  the  alleged  offence,  and  after  producing  that  evidence  the 
prosecutors,  who  were  applying  for  extradition,  abandoned  further  pro¬ 
ceedings,  but  compelled  the  prisoner’s  friends  to  pay  $250  for  expenses, 
Stating  if  they  did  not  do  so  they  would  have  him  arrested  on  some 
other  charge.  The  reason,  I  after  discovered,  was  that  the  prisoner  had 
refused  to  pay  a  sum  to  a  secret  society  which  exists  among  them.  They 
are  governed  by  laws  of  their  own,  entirely  uncontrolled  by  the  laws  of 
the  country  where  they  reside.” 

This  is  the  class  of  people  we  are  asked  to  legislate  against 
here  to-day. 

“  Prostitution  of  the  most  flagrant  character  is  carried  on  wherever  a 
few  men  are  collected.  The  women  are  slaves  and  sold  by  their  impor¬ 
ters  at  prices  varying  fron  $300  to  $600.  Cases  connected  with  the 
system  have  frequently  been  brought  before  the  court,  and  in  no  case 
have,  I  think,  the  true  facts  ever  been  elicited.  The  complaint  of 
inveighling  boys  into  these  dens  of  infamy,  and  the  diseases  which  are 
there  caught,  aie  numerous  and  painful.” 

These  are  facts  which  have  been  referred  to  in  this  House 
on  previous  occasions,  but  they  have  been  doubted,  and 
insinuations  have  been  made  that  they  were  not  true. 

“  The  Chinese  are  not  settlers  in  any  sense  of  the  word  ;  they  are  no 
benefit  to  the  country  as  settlers  ;  they  tend  to  exclude  a  more  valuable 
population,  and  even  where  they  are  engaged  in  numbers  the  employers 
would  prefer  white  people  but  cannot  get  them.  The  numbers  that  are 
in  the  Province  it  is  very  difficult  to  estimate,  as  the  leading  merchants 
do  not  wish  the  numbers  to  be  known,  but  there  can  be  very  few  short 
of  18,000.  It  is  not  expected  that  those  present  should  be  driven  away, 
but  it  is  hoped  that  such  restrictive  legislation  will  be  passed  as  to 
prevent  their  influx.  There  are  sufficient  numbers  here  to  fulfil  all  the 
requirements  of  labor  for  years  to  come,  and  if  restriction  is  grantod  we 
shall  find  that  white  labor  will  become  more  plentiful  at  once.” 

That  corresponds  exactly  with  statements  made  in  this 
House  on  previous  occasions.  Now,  I  desire  to  give  the 
evidence  which  has  been  referred  to  this  afternoon  in  regard 
to  the  railways.  I  will  give  the  evidence  of  one  man, 
Nelson  Bennett,  formerly  of  Toronto,  contractor  for  the 
Cascade  division  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Bailway. 

“Q.  Do  you  employ  many  Chinese  ?— A.  Not  as  many  as  white 
laborers.  We  employ  Chinese  because  we  are  at  present  showing 
things,  just  because  we  need  them.  I  prefer  white  labor  if  I  can  get  it. 
I  am  partial  to  Scandinavian  labor  if  that  can  be  got.  Two  Chinamen 
are  worth  about  one  white  man. 

“  Q.  How  much  do  you  pay  the  Chinamen? — A.  Eighty  cents  a  day, 
and  they  furnish  themselves  with  board  and  tents.” 

Mr.  Shakespeare. 


Is  it  possible  that  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  or  in 
this  country  will  think  for  one  moment  that  it  is  possible  for 
a  white  man  to  live  and  support  a  family  on  such  wages  ? 

“  Q.  And  how  much  do  you  pay  the  white  laborer  ? — A.  Two  dollars 
a  day,  and  I  furnish  tents  and  they  pay  their  own  board. 

“  Q.  Then  you  get  the  Chinaman  for  less  than  half? — A.  Yes  ;  but 
we  get  no  trade  from  them.  They  furnish  themselves  through  their  own 
officers  and  stores,  whereas  the  white  men  buy  their  provisions  and 
clothiDg  from  us.  We  make  a  profit  on  that,  and  the  difference  bstween 
$2  a  day  for  the  white  man  and  eighty  cents  for  the  Chinaman  is  com¬ 
pensated  by  the  profits  on  that  trade  and  the  greater  amount  of  work 
done  by  the  white  man.  Half  the  number  of  white  men  is  cheaper  for  a 
contractor  than  double  the  amount  of  Chinamen.  They  have  not  much 
endurance.  Men  that  do  not  eat,  they  cannot  endure. 

1  ‘  Q.  What  is  your  system  of  employing  them?  Do  you  deal  indivi¬ 
dually  with  them? — A.  No;  we  hire  them  in  companies  or  gangs. 
When  you  hire  them  in  gangs  you  cannot  individualize  them,  and  con¬ 
sequently  if  you  have  a  trouble  with  one  Chinaman  it  is  a  trouble  with 
the  whole  gang.  On  the  other  hand,  if  you  have  trouble  with  one  white 
man  you  can  discharge  him  alone. 

They  are  so  united,  and  so  complete  are  thoir  organisations, 
that,  if  you  offond  one  man,  they  will  all  put  down  their 
tools  and  quit  work,  until  you  settle  with  the  man  who  has 
been  the  causo  of  it. 

“  Q.  We  have  been  told  that  if  a  Chinaman  was  not  satisfactory  he 
was  pointed  out  and  at  once  removed  ?— A.  Yes  ;  and  the  next  moment 
he  is  in  another  gang. 

“Q.  Is  there  anything  else  which  occurs  to  you  as  likely  to  prove 
useful  to  the  Commission  in  its  enquiry? — A.  The  Chinaman  is  of  no 
earthly  account  in  a  country.  If  you  employ  white  laborers  one  out  of 
tea  settles  in  the  country.  We  find  this  in  Montana  where  we  employ 
white  laborers  altogether;  but  on  this  coast  where  Chinamen  are 
employed  you  will  find  500  miles  at  a  stretch  without  settlement  except¬ 
ing  railroad  employes.” 

I  think  that  is  an  answer  to  th9  many  quotations  that  have 
been  made  by  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State.  Those 
people  are  still  coming  into  our  Province.  I  received  a 
letter  two  days  ago  from  one  of  our  merchants  in  the  city 
of  Yictoria.  He  says  : 

“  Two  shiploads  of  Chinamen  arrived  yesterday,  numbering  803.  The 
same  day  a  steamship  arrived  from  San  Francisco  with  97.” 

So  that  within  24  hours  the  population  of  that  Province 
increased  about  900.  He  says  : 

“  It  is  impossible  to  populate  the  country  with  whites  when  so  many 
Chinamen  are  coming  in.  Now  that  the  railway  is  near  completion,  we 
are  beginning  to  feel  the  effects,  and  next  year  will  be  still  worse.” 

The  idea  is  that  when  the  railway  is  complete,  these  men 
will  have  no  work  to  do,  and  they  will  be  a  greater  curse 
to  the  people  of  that  Province  than  they  are  even  at  the 
present  time.  We  are  told  that  there  is  no  leprosy 
amongst  the  Chinese.  Why,  there  can  be  any  amount  of 
evidence  obtained  in  British  Columbia  on  that  question,  and 
one  reason  why  it  was  not  given  was  that  persons  who 
had  the  information  were  opposed  to  the  commission,  and 
deemed  it  unnecessary,  and  hence  they  failed  to  appear. 
We  are  told  that  these  Chinese  in  California  built  large 
works.  Admitting  all  that,  admitting  that  they  build  these 
large  works,  is  it  to  be  granted  that  we  are  to  allow  this 
element  to  come  into  our  Province  and  monopolise  all  the 
labor  there  is,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  white  men  ?  What  is 
the  fact  ?  There  is  not  a  year  that  passes  by  but  hundreds 
of  men  go  to  British  Columbia  and  have  to  return 
because  they  cannot  get  employment,  and  yet  there 
is  abundance  of  employment  in  that  Province  to-day 
which  is  monopolised  by  these  people.  Yet  we  are  told 
they  are  such  a  beautiful  class  of  people,  they  are  so  intelli¬ 
gent,  so  nice,  so  accommodating,  so  gentle,  so  obliging,  that 
we  should  favor  them  and  allow  them  to  come  in  as  they 
please.  The  people  of  that  Province  are  united  upon  this 
question,  as  former  petitions  have  shown,  and  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  the  people  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  are 
waking  up  to  this  question,  as  is  shown  by  the  fact  that 
petitions  havo  been  sent  to  this  Parliament  this  Session 
from  different  parts  of  Canada  asking  the  Government  to 
legislate  upon  this  question  to  prevent  any  further  immi¬ 
gration  of  these  people  to  this  country.  That  shows  that 
the  people  of  this  Dominion  are  unanimous  in  favor  of 
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legislation,  and  I  am  happy  to  see  there  is  a  prospect  of 
getting  a  little  relief  in  this  direction. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Yictoria).  It  is  a  very  old  saying  that 
every  dog  has  his  day,  and  a  cat  nine  lives.  Every  Pro- 
vince  in  this  Dominion  has  had  what  is  called  its  day  ;  the 
time  has  now  arrived  when  British  Columbia  should  have 
its  day.  The  remarks  of  the  bon.  gentleman  who  inti’o- 
duced  this  Bill — if  he  will  not  feel  offended  at  my  criticising 
those  remarks,  not  in  an  unfriendly,  though  in  a  slightly 
unfavorable  way — one  would  almost  imagine  were  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  Bill  rather  than  in  favor  of  it.  It  would  appear 
to  me  that  nine-tenths  of  his  remarks  were  leaning  towards 
what  he  was  pleased  to  term  pi*o-Chinese  rather  than  anti- 
Chinee.  He  said  that  the  British  Columbia  members  were 
not  actuated  solely  by  prejudice  against  the  Chinese  l’ace. 
In  that  he  is  certainly  correct— at  least  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned.  I  have  unquestionably  not  the  slightest  prejudice 
against  the  Chinaman  as  an  individual,  but  I  have  a  dislike 
to  their  presence  in  British  Columbia  as  a  collective  mass, 
because  1  know  it  is  disadvantageous  to  the  Province  and 
distasteful  to  by  far  the  greater  number  of  those  persons 
who  sent  me  to  represent  them  in  this  House.  I  have  been 
accused  of  not  being  as  stx-ongly  anti-Chinese  as  some  of  my 
constituents  desire,  still  I  consider  that  in  this  matter  I  have 
not  to  consult  my  own  individual  feelings,  as  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  done  to-day,  but  I  have  to  speak  for  thoso 
people  whom  I  represent  in  this  House.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  stated  that  there  were  apparently  two  classes  of  people 
who  came  before  the  Chinese  commission— anti-Chinese 
advocates  and  pro-Chinese  supporters.  Now,  the  anti- 
Chinese  advocates,  I  think,  are  confined,  moi’e  particularly, 
to  the  laboring  classes  and  to  the  ti’ades’  unions,  than  to  the 
mechanics  and  the  more  educated  portion  of  the  people ; 
and  the  pro-Chinese  supporters,  as  he  terms  them,  ai-e  con¬ 
fined  almost  exclusively  to  those  people  who  are  conducting 
industries  in  that  Province — the  shoe  factories,  the  can¬ 
neries  on  the  Fraser,  the  coal  mines  at  Nanaimo  and  similar 
entei’prises.  In  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Royal  Com¬ 
mission,  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  those  who  are  in  favor 
of  keeping  the  Chinese  in  the  Province  were  almost  entirely 
those  who  have  some  interest  to  serve  by  means  of  the  Chinese 
presence  and  their  cheap  laboi\  Therefore,  it  is  not  surpris¬ 
ing  that  they  were  willing  to  give  their  evidence  before  the 
commissioners,  knowing  that  their  own  pockets  would  be 
touched  if  any  steps  were  taken  to  di’ive  out  the  Chinese,  or 
to  restrict  their  immigration.  The  Secretary  of  State  also 
says  that  when  the  commissioners  arrived  in  Yictoria  con¬ 
siderable  feeling  was  evinced  against  them.  Now,  Mr.  Speakei', 
I  think  there  is  good  gi’ound  for  the  existence  of  that  feeling. 
The  people  then  felt  and  still  feel  that  after  having  given 
expression  to  their  wants  and  requirements  in  the  Local 
House  by  a  resolution  which  was  carried  by  16  to  8,  and 
when  their  representatives  in  this  House,  in  the  present  Par¬ 
liament,  as  well  as  those  who  preceded  us,  have  argued  so 
strenuously  and  so  long  in  favor  of  the  restriction  of  Chi¬ 
nese  immigration,  I  say  it  was  a  little  distasteful  to  tho 
people  when  the  Government  appointed  a  commission  to  go 
over  the  whole  ground  in  so  short  a  space  of  time  as  two  or 
three  weeks,  which  the  representatives  of  the  people  had 
taken  sevei’al  years  to  explain  to  this  House.  Thei’efore,  I 
think  it  is  pardonable  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Victoria 
and  British  Columbia  if  they  express  themselves  as 
annoyed  and  surprised  at  the  appointment  of  that 
commission.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  also  stated  that  tho 
only  Province  in  this  Dominion  which  had  raised  its  voice 
against  the  immigration  of  Chinese  was  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  said  we  had  demands  from  Ontario 
and  other  places,  and  I  mentioned  tho  city  of  Montreal. 

Mr.  BAKER.  In  the  earlier  part  of  his  remarks  he  did 
state  that  so  far  as  ho  was  informed  only  one  Pi-ovince  had 
raised  its  voice* 


Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  said  that  British  Columbia  was  the 
only  Pi’ovi nee  where  the  people  wei’e  suffering  from  Chinese 
immigration. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Of  course,  I  accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement.  But  as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  number  of  laboring 
associations  in  the  older  Pi’ovinces,  in  Hamilton,  Toronto, 
Montreal  and  Quebec,  have  l'aised  their  protest  against  tho 
immigration  of  Chinese  into  the  Dominion.  I  will  read  to 
tho  House  the  following  resolution  which  has  been  sent  to 
mo  from  tho  city  of  Hamilton  : 

“  The  following  resolutions  were  unanimously  adopted  by  the  wage- 
workers  of  Hamilton,  and  I  was  instructed  by  resolution  of  Labor  Con- 
i  ventiou  to  forward  the  same  to  you  : 

“  Whereas,  the  system  of  importing  pauper  and  Chinese  labor  to  this 
country  by  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  does  not  in  any 
way  protect  the  industries  of  our  country  or  increase  the  wealth  of  the 
producers,  but  the  importation  of  pauper  and  coolie  labor  in  an  already 
glutted  labor  market  brings  and  increases  poverty  and  its  attending 
erils.  The  enforcement  of  labor  contracts  made  in  foreign  countries, 
detiimental  to  the  interests  of  wage-earners  of  Canada,  will  result  in  a 
degrading  competition  that  will  break  the  noble  spirit  of  labor  and 
render  our  slavery  unbearable.  We  denounce  the  actions  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  criminal  in  protecting  the  manufacturer  and  strangling  compe¬ 
tition  by  the  many  unfair  advantages  derived  from  such  protection, 
while  the  producers  are  taxed  in  order  to  increase  their  number  and 
cheapen  the  cost  of  producti  m. 

“  Therefore,  be  it  resolved,  that  the  workingmen  of  Hamilton  con¬ 
demn  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  allowing  the  importation  to  our 
shores  of  pauper  immigrants,  and  call  upon  them  to  take  measures  to 
return  such  foreign  paupers  as  are  now  in  our  laud  and  to  legislate 
against  the  arrival  of  others. 

“  That  we  demand  the  recall  of  the  emigrant  agents  and  lecturers 
employed  by  the  Government  and  the  application  of  the  money  appro¬ 
priated  for  their  remuneration  to  some  public  work  upon  which  some 
unemployed  Canadians  can  earn  their  bread.  That  we  especially  pro¬ 
test  against  the  introduction  of  Chinese  labor  in  any  part  of  the 
Dominion,  and  call  upon  the  Government  to  send  back  all  Chinese  now 
in  Canada,  cr  enforce  such  a  poll  tax  a3  will  drive  then  hence. 

“  That  we  demand  the  repeal  of  all  laws  that  do  not  bear  equally 
upon  capital  and  labor,  and  the  substitution  therefor  of  such  laws  that 
will  protect  the  laborer’s  rights  from  the  encroachments  of  selfish  capi¬ 
talists. 

“  That  the  workingmen  of  Hamilton  refrain  from  giving  support  to 
either  of  the  political  parties  in  tne  future,  until  such  time  as  they  secure 
by  legislation,  not  promises,  their  rights. 

“  The  flag  of  liberty  unfurl, 

To  float  throughout  our  land, 

From  power  traitors  hurl 
And  let  the  righteous  stand.  ” 

Now,  I  do  not  road  this  for  the  sake  of  condemning  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  anything  they  may  have  done,  but  simply  to 
prove  that  there  are  pei’sons  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion 
than  that  of  British  Columbia  who  advocate  the  restriction 
and  even  the  prohibition  of  Chinese  laborers,  and  some  even 
go  so  far  as  to  ask  that  we  expel  those  who  are  already  here. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  loft  the  Chaii*. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  BAKER.  When  tho  House  rose  at  six  o’clock,  I 
was  endeavoring  to  follow,  with  soft  and  humble  tread,  the 
remarks  of  the  Secretary  ot  State.  He  made  reference  to 
the  l’oport  of  tho  special  commission  appointed  in  tho 
United  States  in  1876-77.  I  have  not  tho  advantage  of 
having  perused  that  document,  because,  like  many  other 
documents,  I  find  it  is  not  in  the  Library  at  tho  present 
moment ;  but  I  am  convinced  that  the  general  tone  of  that 
report  was  strongly  anti-Chinese,  so  far  as  the  United 
States  wei’e  concerned,  and  led  to  the  legislation  which 
followed  in  1880.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  referred  to  the 
pressure  which  had  been  brought  to  bear  by  the  Local 
Legislature  of  British  Columbia,  as  embodied  in  the  repre- 
sentations  made  on  9th  May,  1876,  and  subsequently  on 
31st  July,  1878.  Those  wore  also  with  a  view  to  tho 
enactment  of  restrictive  legislation  upon  the  Chinese 
question.  I  think  that  while  we  are  discussing 
this  subject,  which  is  the  moBt  important  that  can 
possibly  be  discussed  in  this  House,  so  far  as  British  Columbia, 
an  important  part  of  this  vast  Dominion,  is  concerned,  it  is 
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only  fair  that  those  who  have  preceded  us  in  this  House 
should  have  credit  for  the  utterances  they  have  made  and 
for  their  humble,  though,  up  to  the  present,  fruitless,  endea¬ 
vors  to  secure  that  legislation  which  I  am  now  happy  to 
say  we  are  really  about  to  secure  for  our  Province.  On  8th 
March,  1818,  Mr.  Bunster,  who  is  well  and  no  doubt  favor¬ 
ably  known  to  a  good  many  members,  took  up  the  question, 
and  moved  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  a  clause  should  be 
inserted  in  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway 
Company  that  no  Chinese  should  be  employed  upon  that 
work.  I  notice  also,  on  referring  to  Hansard,  that  the  ex¬ 
leader  of  the  Government  of  that  day  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  and 
also  Mr.  Thompson  and  the  present  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
spoke  on  that  motion,  and  did  not  think  the  time  had 
arrived,  in  consideration  of  the  fact  that  no  detriment 
should  be  placed  in  the  way  of  the  contractors  prosecuting 
the  building  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  when  such  a 
clause  should  be  placed  in  the  contract.  I  notice  that  one 
of  the  previous  representatives  of  Victoria  district  (Mr. 
DeCosmos)  did  not  speak  on  that  occasion.  The  resolution 
of  Mr.  Bunster  was  in  these  terms : 

“  That  the  Government  insert  a  clause  in  each  and  every  contract  let 
for  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  no  man 
wearing  his  hair  longer  than  5^  inches  shall  be  eligible  for  employment 
on  said  work,  under  a  penalty  varying  from  $100  to  $1,000,  or  imprison¬ 
ment  for  three  and  twelve  months  respectively,  &c.,  6c.” 

Later,  on  24th  February,  1879,  Mr.  DeCosmos  enquired 
if  the  “  Act  (passed  by  the  Local  Legislature)  to  provide 
for  the  better  collection  of  Provincial  taxes  from  Chinese,” 
last  Session,  would  be  disallowed  or  not,  and  was  informed 
by  the  Ministry  of  the  day  that  said  Act  and  other 
Acts  of  the  Legislature  of  British  Columbia  wero 
then  under  the  consideration  of  the  Government;  and 
further,  that  the  Act  to  which  the  enquiry  had 
reference  had  been  declared  ultra  vires  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  British  Columbia,  or  one  of  the  judges  thereof, 
and  that  said  decision  had  not  been  appealed  from. 
On  16th  April,  1879,  Mr.  DeCosmos  moved  that  the  petition 
of  N.  S.  and  some  1,500  others,  respecting  Chinese  labor,  be 
considered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  but  with  a  view  to 
arriving  at  a  more  practical  conclusion  than  could  possibly 
be  attained  in  committee,  he  asked  the  House  to  allow  him 
to  substitute  for  said  resolution  (of  which  notice  had  been 
given)  the  following  resolution,  and  by  that  means  refer 
the  matter  to  a  special  committee:  That  the  petition  from 
N.  S.  and  others  of  tho  Province  of  British  Columbia,  pray¬ 
ing  for  the  passing  of  an  Act  to  restrict  further  immigra¬ 
tion  of  Chinamen ;  also,  that  in  the  construction  of  the 
Intercolonial  Bailway  the  employment  of  Chinese  labor 
may  be  prohibited ;  and  that  the  Act  of  the  Provincial 
Government  of  British  Columbia,  in  placing  the  local  rate 
upon  the  Chinese  in  the  country,  may  be  confirmed,  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  report  on  the  same  and 
generally  on  Chinese  labor  and  immigration  as  affecting  the 
Dominion,  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers ;  said 
committee  to  consist  of  Messrs.  DeCosmos,  Williams, 
Charlton,  Bunster,  Bannerman,  Trow,  Brooks,  Thomp¬ 
son  and  Connell.  Tho  motion  was  agreed  to.  I  beg  to 
state,  although  I  have  sought  for  that  report,  I  have  been 
unable  to  find  it,  and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  whether 
any-  special  report  from  the  select  committee  was  ever  laid 
before  the  House.  lam,  however,  credibly  informed  that  a 
short  report,  tending  in  the  direction  in  which  we  are  now 
walking,  was  laid  before  the  House  and  embodied  in  the 
Votes  and  Proceedings.  On  24th  March,  1880,  Mr. 
DeCosmos  moved  that  all  petitions  respecting  Chinese, 
presented  to  this  House  during  present  Session,  be 
printed  in  Votos  and  Proceedings,  which  was  so 
amended  as  to  read  “  be  printed  for  use  of  members,” 
If  that  has  been  done,  I  have  also  been  unsuccessful  in  my 
research.  I  may  say  that  I  desire  to  place  those  facts  and 
dates  on  record,  as  they  are  of  the  highest  importance  to 
Mr.  Bakkr  (Victoria). 
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our  constituents  and  also  to  the  people  generally  of  British 
Columbia,  who  are  so  thoroughly  absorbed  at  the  present 
time  on  this  Chinese  question.  On  21st  April,  1880,  Mr. 
DeCosmos  again  moved  for  select  committee  to  be  appointed, 
to  whom  should  be  referred  all  petitions  presented  to  the 
House  during  the  then  present  Session  respecting  Chinese 
immigration,  who  shall  report  on  the  same,  and  generally 
on  Chinese  labor  and  immigration,  as  affecting  the 
Dominion  ;  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and 
to  report  from  time  to  time;  said  committee  to  consist  of 
Messrs.  DeCosmos,  Williams,  Charlton,  Bannerman,  Brooks, 
Trow,  Ouimet,  Thompson,  Connell,  Mclnnes,  Schultz,  five 
of  whom  are  to  form  a  quorum.  The  motion  was  agreed 
to.  I  have  been  very  desirous  to  see  this  report  of  the 
select  committee,  but  I  have  been  unable  to  find  it,  and  I 
therefore  can  only  conclude  that  no  report  was  presented  to 
the  House.  On  17th  February,  1881,  Mr.  Bunster  moved  for  a 
return  of  the  duties  collected  on  rice  and  powder  for  the  year, 
and  he  entered  at  some  length  into  the  Chinese  question.  The 
hon.  gentleman  at  that  time  endeavored  to  show  that  the 
dnty  had  been  taken  off  rice  and  retained  on  gunpowder, 
thereby  placing  the  miners  of  British  Columbia  at  a  consider¬ 
able  disadvantage,  so  far  as  the  Chinese  were  concerned.  On 
14th  March,  1881,  Mr.  Bunster  objected  to  the  Chinese  being 
included  in  tho  Bill  for  the  naturalisation  of  aliens.  On  12th 
April,  1882,  in  Committee  of  Supply,  under  the  head  of 
immigration,  some  further  slight  references  were  made  by 
Mr.  Bunster  to  this  important  subject.  On  12th  May,  1882, 
Mr.  DeCosmos  again  refers  to  Chinese  immigration,  and 
quotes  the  United  States  Bill  of  1876-77,  to  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  referred,  and  also  to  the  enact¬ 
ments  of  Australia,  whereby  £10  per  head  is  charged  upon 
all  Chinamen  coming  to  the  colony,  and  also  a  restrictive 
Act,  making  it  impossible  for  more  than  one  Chinaman  for 
every  100  tons  of  the  tonnage  of  a  vessel  to  enter  the 
colony.  Again,  on  13th  May,  1832,  Mr.  Bunster  refers  to  the 
subject  on  a  question  of  privilege,  and  objects  to  the  duty 
being  taken  off  rice  while  that  on  powder  remained. 
Now,  in  tho  Session  of  1883,  this  matter,  as  everybody  is 
doubtless  aware,  was  brought  up  in  this  House;  and  again, 
in  1884,  not  only  by  myself  and  colleague,  but  by  every 
member  coming  herefrom  the  Province  of  British  Columbia, 
and  wo  endeavored  to  show,  and  1  think  successfully,  that 
it  was  important,  not  only  to  the  Province  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  but  to  the  Dominion  at  large,  that  some  such  legislation 
as  we  are  now  discussing  should  be  enacted.  Even  as 
recently  as  1884  the  Legislature  of  British  Columbia  en¬ 
acted  a  law  upon  this  subject.  The  principal  feature  to 
which  I  shall  refer  was  that  embodied  in  the  preamble  of 
the  measure,  in  which  they  assert,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
that  the  Local  Legislature  has  something  to  do  with  legis¬ 
lation  of  that  nature.  I  find,  in  the  proceedings  of  that 
Legislature,  referring  to  this  subject,  they  say : 

“  Instead  of  sustaining  the  action  of  the  Provincial  Government  and 
Legislature  and  that  of  the  members  of  British  Columbia  in  the  Federal 
Parliament  on  the  subject  of  the  prohibition  of  Chinese  immigration,  the 
Dominion  Government  appointed  a  commission,  composed  of  the  hon. 
Mr.  Chapleau,  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Dominion,  and  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Justice  Gray,  of  this  Province,  to  enquire  into  and  report  upon  the  Chi¬ 
nese  question.  The  enquiry  did  not  seem  to  be  so  thorough  as,  if  under¬ 
taken  at  all,  the  importance  of  the  subject  fairly  demanded  that  it  should 
have  been.  It  is  to  ne  hoped,  however,  that  hurried  and  imperfect  as  the 
enquiry  in  this  Province  was,  sufficient  information  has  been  obtained 
by  the  commissioners  to  induce  them  to  report  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  the  urgent  need  of  restrictive  legislation  being  undertaken  during 
the  ensuing  session  of  the  Dominion  Parliament.  It  will  be  for  you  to 
consider  whether,  in  view  of  the  Chinese  Immigration  Act  passed  last 
Session  having  been  disallowed  by  the  Dominion  Government,  it  is 
advisable  to  repeat  legislation  on  the  subject  during  the  present 
Session.” 

This  appears  in  the  speech  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  to 
the  Legislature.  Further  on,  during  the  Session  of  that 
Legislature,  I  find  that  they  again  took  up  the  subject  of 
Chinese  immigration,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
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previous  Act  passed  in  1883  had  been  disallowed.  The 
petition  ran  in  these  words  : 

“  That  we  view  with  great  alarm  the  thousands  of  Chinese  coolies 
continually  arriving  in  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  and  while  we 
regard  this  country  as  free  to  every  man  seeking  an  opportunity  to  better 
his  condition  in  life,  we  deem  it  but  just  and  right  that  ihose  who  come 
to  our  shores  shall  not  be  such  as  to  work  injury  to  the  moral  and  mate- 
terial  welfare  of  the  Dominion. 

“That  the  unlimited  admission  cf  the  race  of  people  known  as  Chinese 
coolies  does  work  such  injury  to  our  country,  for  the  following  reasons  : 

“  That  they  do  not  come  to  make  a  home  or  settle  in  the  country,  or 
to  add  to  the  country’s  wealth ;  but  to  prey  upon  our  natural  resources, 
and  take  what  they  earn  out  of  the  country. 

“  That  they  are  leprous  in  blood  and  unclean  in  habits. 

“  That  they  are  destructive  of  the  means  by  which  the  white  mechan¬ 
ical  and  laboring  classes  earn  a  living  wage. 

“  That  there  are  immoral  pract’ces,  debasing  habits  and  contagious 
diseases,  peculiar  to  this  people,  which  they  have  already  introduced  to 
an  alarming  extent  upon  this  continent,  and  against  which  we  have  a 
right  to  defend  ourselves  and  our  children 

“We  therefore  humbly  pray  for  the  enactment  of  such  laws  as  will 
prohibit  any  farther  introduction  of  this  undesirable  class  of  people  into 
any  part  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.” 

Now,  that  is  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  representatives 
of  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  26  in  number,  in  the 
Local  House  of  Parliament.  These  gentlemen  represent, 
cpllectively,  exactly  the  same  people,  precisely  the  same 
country,  identically  the  same  wants  and  requirements  of 
those  people  that  we  represent  in  this  Federal  Parliament ; 
and  they  thus  stated  their  objection  to  the  introduction  ot 
any  more  Chinese  into  that  Province.  I  do  not  give  these 
utterances  altogether  as  my  own,  because  I  do  not  go  quite 
to  the  same  extent,  as  regards  the  leprosy  in  the  blood,  or 
the  unclean  habits  of  the  Chinese,  as  I  am  not  familiar  with 
those  facts.  Personally,  I  havo  never  seen  any  Chinaman 
with  leprosy,  nor  am  1  as  well  posted  as  some  gentlemen 
in  this  House  may  think  I  ought  to  be,  living  so  much  among 
them,  upon  the  unclean  habits  of  that  race.  But  for  as  much 
as  this  testimony  is  worth,  I  have  read  it,  because  it  emanates 
from  a  constitutional  authority  existing  in  the  Province 
of  British  Columbia.  Later  on  during  the  Session,  I  notice 
the  following : — 

“  That  we  are  glad  to  hear,  too,  the  chief  commissioner  wa3  also 
instructed  by  His  Honor  to  urge  upon  the  Dominion  Government  the 
absolute  necessity  of  either  recognising  the  right  of  the  Province  to 
legislate,  with  a  view  of  checking  the  increase  of  Chinese  in  our  midst, 
or,  failing  that,  to  induce  the  Dominion  Government  to  substitute  effec¬ 
tive  federal  legislation  calculated  to  remedy  the  evil  complained  of.” 

Now,  in  view  of  these  utterances,  hou.  gentlemen  in  this 
House  can  quite  understand  why  we  are  so  strenuous  in  our 
endeavors  and  so  loud  in  our  efforts  to  secure  that  legisla¬ 
tion  which  we  desire,  individually  as  well  as  collectively.  I 
notice  in  the  Debates  of  the  Local  House  that  thoy  com¬ 
plained  somewhat  bitterly  that  after  legislation  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  should  have  passed,  to  the  effect  that  the  time  had  arrived 
that  legislation  should  ensue  for  restrictive  and  regulative 
measures  affecting  the  Chinese,  the  Dominion  Government, 
in  their  wisdom,  should  havo  seen  the  necessity  of  appointing 
that  commission  at  all.  However,  I  am  willing  to  bow  to 
the  greater  wisdom  of  the  combined  rulers  of  this  con¬ 
federacy,  and  to  say  that  they  must  bo  in  a  better  position 
to  know  why,  aftor  the  resolution  which  was  passed,  it  was 
necessary  to  send  that  commission  out  to  mako  further 
investigation  or  glean  additional  facts.  One  thing  is 
certain:  the  result  of  that  commission  has  been  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  a  very  nice  volume,  called  a  report  on  Chinese  immi¬ 
gration.  It  is  highly  interesting,  and  a  good  deal  that  is  in 
it  is  certainly  true.  A  good  deal  of  it  has  been  collated  from 
such  persons  as  have  only  taken  a  one-sided  view  of  the 
disabilities  of  which  wo  complain.  Later  on,  on  the  9th  of 
February,  1884,  I  see  they  again  passed  a  resolution  in  the 
Local  House,  setting  forth  the  reasons  why  restrictive  if  not 
prohibitive  legislation  with  regard  to  the  Chinese  should  be 
adopted  by  this  Parliament.  Again  on  the  25th  February, 
1885,  in  the  latter  part  of  their  Votes  and  Proceedings,  I 
find  these  expressions : 


“  The  Chinese  are  alien  in  sentiment  and  habits. 

“  2.  They  do  not  become  settlers  in  any  sense  of  that  word.  They  have 
no  intention  of  permanently  settling  in  the  country,  but  come  for  the 
purpose  of  trading  and  laboring,  in  order  to  return  to  their  native  country 
with  the  means  to  pass  the  remainder  of  their  days  in  ease.  The  Chinese 
population  chiefly  consists  of  male  adults,  and  thus — without  the  res¬ 
ponsibility  of  providing  for  a  family — they  come  in  unfair  competition 
with  white  labor. 

“  They  are  the  slaves  or  coolies  of  the  Chinese  race,  accustomed  to 
live  on  the  poorest  fare  and  in  the  meanest  manner,  and  hence  their 
presence  tends  to  the  degradation  of  the  white  laboring  classes. 

“  Their  presence  exerts  a  baneful  influence  in  restricting  the  immigra¬ 
tion  of  white  labor,  and  especially  in  the  class  of  house  servant!,  who 
will  not  be  brought  into  contact  with  this  race. 

“  They  have  a  system  of  secret  societies  which  encourages  crime 
amongst  themselves,  and  which  prevents  the  administration  of  justice.” 

This  is  another  matter  which  I  am  not  preparod  to  say,  of 
my  own  knowledge,  actually  exists ;  but  in  the  opinion  of  a 
great  many  in  British  Columbia,  and  certainly  in  Victoria, 
whenever  a  Chinaman  or  a  gang  of  Chinamon  are  suspected 
of  a  theft  or  a  murder,  or  any  other  atrocious  crime,  there  is 
always  a  difficulty  in  getting  sufficient  evidence  among  them 
to  convict  the  offender,  or  even  to  discover  who  the  prin¬ 
cipal  culprit  is. 

“  The  use  of  opium  has  extended  throughout  the  Province,  to  the 
demoralisation  of  the  native  races,  and  the  Chinese  encourage  the  use 
of  this  drug  amongst  others  of  our  own  rising  population. 

“  And  we  urgently  request  that  some  restrictive  legislation  be  passed 
to  prevent  our  Province  from  being  completely  overrun  by  Chinese. 

“  And  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the  honorable 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada.’’ 

On  the  2nd  March,  1885,  the  foregoing  expressions  wero 
again  reiterated  in  the  Chamber  of  said  Assembly  and 
(being  a  reproduction  it  is  unnecessary  to  embody  them  in 
these  remarks)  formed  the  principal  feature  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion  then  passed,  viz. ; 

“  That  the  following  address  be  forwarded  by  the  Speaker  to  his 
Excellency  the  Governor  General  in  Council : — 

“  We,  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  Province  of  British  Columbia, 
extremely  regret  th9  disallowance  of  the  Act  for  the  prevention  of  the 
immigration  of  Chinese,  passed  at  its  last  Session. 

“  The  disallowance  of  the  Act,  according  to  the  correspondence,  did 
not  proceed  from  a  view  of  its  being  unconstitutional,  but  because  tho 
Act, was  regarded  as  inexpedient. 

“  We  see  nothing  to  change  the  carefully  considered  representations 
and  opinions  which  we  have  heretofore  expressed  on  the  Chinese  ques¬ 
tion,  and  which  from  time  to  time  have  been  communicated  to  and 
urged  upon  the  Dominion  Government.” 

Now,  although  I  havo  not  bad  timo  to  read  tho  whole  of 
tho  Chinese  report  which  has  been  pi-esented  to  this  House, 
I  think  my  residence  of  twelve  years  in  tho  Provinco  of 
British  Columbia  enables  me  to  speak  with  some  authority 
on  this  subject  without  the  labor  of  reading  such  a  massive 
volume  as  that  report.  But  even  in  that  report  reference 
is  made  to  the  fact  that  there  exists  among  the  Chinamen 
the  excessive  use  of  opium,  which  is  being  disseminated  to 
a  great  extent  among  the  juniors  of  the  white  population. 
I  think  these  facts  speak  for  themselves,  and  show  that  it 
is  highly  desirable  that  a  class  whose  habits  are  such  as  are 
described  here  should,  if  possible,  be  prohibited  from  coming 
into  a  civilised  country  at  all.  But  that  in  any  case  they 
should  be  restricted.  Some  of  tho  evidence  in  tho  Chinese 
report  is  of  a  very  tentative  nature  ;  some  of  it  is  very 
much  in  favor  of  l’estrictive  measures.  I  notice,  particularly 
at  page  188,  the  evidence  given  by  Mr.  King,  a  merchaut 
of  San  Francisco,  in  which  he  says  : 

“  All  Chinese  coolies  embark  at  Hong  Kong.  Have  superintended 
the  examination  orimmigrants  to  comply  with  the  coolie  laws  of  tho 
United  States  Government,  which  law  enables  the  consul  to  exact 
large  fees  from  every  coolie,  which  the  ships  pay,  and  requires  them 
to  charge  more  charter  money.  *  *  *  On  their  arrival  they  are 
packed  like  hogs  to  such  companies,  having  his  contract  vised,  and 
commences  his  fees  to  ensure  the  care  of  sick,  and  return,  dead  or  alive, 
but  not  his  pay  from  the  contractor,  but  that  he  shall  fill  his  part,  if 
able  to  compel  him,  the  coolies,  to  do  it,  or  prevent  his  return  until 
he  does.  When  breaking  his  contract  the  companies’  spies  hound  him 
to  prevent  his  return  to  China,  by  arranging  with  the  steamship 
company,  or  through  Chinese  in  the  steamship  company’s  employ,  to 
prevent  his  getting  a  ticket,  and  if  obtained  by  others  for  him,  he  will  be 
forcibly  stopped  on  the  day  of  sailing  by  a  large  force  of  the  six  com¬ 
panies'  highbinders,  who  can  always  be  seen  guarding  them.  Highbinders 
are  men  employed  by  these  companies  here  to  hound  and  spy  upon  these 
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Chinese,  and  pursue  them,  if  they  do  not  comply  with  their  contract,  as 
they  see  fit  to  judge  it.  *  *  *  The  principal  reason  why  other  sections 
of  China  do  not  come  here  is  the  enmity  and  the  cause  of  trouble  arising 
between  the  two  sections  or  adjoining  counties,  as  now  here,  and  the 
greater  ignorance  of  this  country,  because  those  speak  a  different  dialect 
from  the  other  sections  of  China.” 

If  this  statement  is  correct,  as  I  believe  it  to  be,  inasmuch 
as  there  are  some  nineteen  Provinces  in  China  proper,  and 
at  least  eight  different  dialects,  it  appears  to  me  that  there 
will  be  very  great  difficulty  in  selecting  an  interpreter  who 
will  be  able  thoroughly  to  understand  the  dialects  of  the 
Chinamen  who  come  from  various  parts  of  China.  Further 
on,  in  his  evidence,  ho  says : 

“Not  half  a  dozen  legitimate  families  can  be  found  in  the  Pacific 
States  among  the  Chinese.  Often  women  who  have  been  bought  bear 
children,  who  are  cared  for  and  treated  as  their  children,  care  being 
bestowed  to  raise  them,  especially  if  males.  The  companies  only  know 
how  many  Chinese  women  are  in  this  country,  and  they  never  tell,  fear¬ 
ing  an  outcry.  Few  come,  except  from  Chinese  brothels,  or  raised  for 
prostitution  in  China,  which  is  a  business  there.  On  arrival  they  are 
sold  to  live  with  some  one  man  in  the  city  or  the  interior,  or  live  in 
some  brothel  in  the  city.” 

And  so  on,  (See  pages  188  to  195  of  the  printed  report 
of  the  .Royal  Commission  on  Chinese  immigration, 
appointed  by  Government  of  Canada.)  In  that  testi¬ 
mony,  which  is  embodied  in  the  report  of  the  Chinese 
commissioners,  I  think  there  is  sufficient  to  show  that 
the  Chinese  women  are  not,  like  Cesar’s  wife  above  sus¬ 
picion,  and  that  there  exists  among  the  Chinese,  both  male 
and  female,  a  very  low  scale  of  morality.  The  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  in  his  remarks,  did  not  place  any  very  groat  stress 
upon  their  immorality.  In  fact,  if  I  remember  correctly 
what  he  said,  he  gave  the  House  to  understand  that  their 
morals  wore  certainly  no  worse  than  those  of  the  corres¬ 
ponding  grade  of  white  men.  That  I  take  exception  to, 
becasuo  1  know,  from  living  in  a  part  of  the  world  where 
they  are  to  bo  found  in  great  numbers,  that  their  morals 
are  almost  beyond  description.  In  fact,  to  thoroughly 
describe  their  state  of  immorality  I  should  have 
to  use  language  that  would  entitle  me  to  be  called  to  order; 
and  I  shall  therefore  not  attempt  it,  but  leave  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  draw  their  own  conclusions.  It  is  pleasing,  how¬ 
ever,  to  know  that  the  legislation  which  has  already  taken 
place  in  the  Australian  colonies  of  Victoria  and  New  South 
Wales  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  immigration  into 
those  portions  of  Her  Majesty’s  dominions  have  been 
assented  to  by  Her  Majesty,  and  that  with  regard  to  the 
legislation  we  are  about  to  adopt  Imperial  objections,  as 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  informed  us,  have  been 
entirely  waived,  so  that  it  entirely  rests  with  the  hon. 
members  of  this  House  to  say  whether  or  not  a  particular 
Province,  laboring  under  so  great  and  peculiar  disabilities  as 
those  I  have  been  endeavoring  to  describe,  shall  have  legis¬ 
lation  which  will  remove  those  disabilities.  The  Local 
Government  have  at  various  times  protested  against  the 
influx  of  Chinese  into  British  Columbia ;  they  have  sent 
memorial  after  memorial  on  the  subject,  and  the  people 
have  done  the  same  thing ;  the  municipalities 
have  also  protested  against  the  influx  of  Chinese. 
Therefore,  I  cannot  conceive  that  any  more  testimony  is 
required  to  prove  that  tho  whole  people,  with  very  few 
exceptions — tho  exceptions  being  those  who  are  interested  in 
certain  industries  that  require  Chinese  labor  and  who  desire 
to  get  tho  greatest  amount  of  work  for  tho  srSallest  amount 
of  money  possible — raise  no  objection  to  the  legislation  now 
before  the  House.  In  order  to  show  the  objection  to  Chinese 
in  different  parts  of  the  world,  tho  hon.  tho  Secretary  of 
State  was  good  enough  to  refer  to  what  took  place  in 
Manila  some  years  ago.  There  ho  clearly  shows  that  the 
Chinese  were  in  the  habit  of  making  very  great  encroach¬ 
ments  on  the  rights  of  tho  white  people.  To  such  an  extent 
did  they  do  this  that  tho  Spaniards,  in  1603,  massacrod 
about  23,000  of  them.  Subsequently,  another  30,000 — 
because  it  is  an  easy  matter  for  a  population  varying  from 
450,000,000  to  500,000,000  to  supply  the  gap  caused  by  the 
Mr.  Bakeb  (Victoria), 


death,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  of  23,000  —came  to  that 
island,  but  these  also,  the  hon.  gentleman  stated,  in  1109, 
were  expelled.  In  tho  spring  of  1162  they  came  to  the 
front  again,  and  eventually  tried  to  conquer  that 
island.  Tne  hon.  gentleman  also  referred  to  Java, 
Singapore,  Penang,  Malacca  and  the  Australian  col¬ 
onies,  and  to  the  Acts  passed  by  them.  All  these 
references  clearly  show,  to  my  mind,  it  is  utterly  impos¬ 
sible  to  keep  down  the  aspirations  of  the  Chinese  race  ; 
they  show  that  if  the  Chinese  have  the  opportunity  to 
grasp  (their  motto  being  “that  they  should  take  who  have 
the  power,  and  they  should  keep  who  can”)  as  it  were, 
everything  that  comes  in  their  way,  no  matter  at  what 
sacrifice  or  by  what  means,  they  will  certainly  secure 
everything  they  can.  What  an  unfortunate  position 
would  this  place  British  Columbia  in,  situated  as  she  is, 
so  far  from  the  centre  of  the  Dominion.  We  have 
frequently  in  this  House  had  it  cast  in  our  teeth  that  the 
population  of  British  Columbia  is  very  sparse  ;  that,  in  fart, 
there  are  not  more  than  26,000  or  28,000  whites  there. 
The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.-B.I.  (Mr.  Davies) 
was  good  enough,  on  one  occasion,  to  tell  the  House  that 
the  Province  of  British  Columbia  did  not  possess  more  than 
10,000  white  peoplo.  In  that  he  was  vastly  in  error,  because 
there  are  certainly  from  26,000  to  30,000  white  people  in  that 
Province.  Unless  some  such  restrictive  Act  as  this  is  put 
in  force,  there  never  will  be,  notwithstanding  the  closely 
approaching  completion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  a 
very  large  influx  of  population  into  British  Columbia.  Unless 
the  Chinese  are  first  removed,  so  as  to  admit  of  the 
possibility  of  whilo  peoplo  coming  in,  with  a  fair 
prospect  of  success  in  settling  the  Province  and  in  labor 
competition,  tho  immigration  of  this  desirable  class  will  not 
reach  any  figure  worth  mentioning.  The  Governments  in 
Victoria  and  in  New  South  Wales,  as  everybody  in  this 
House  knows,  have  been  allowed  by  the  Imperial  Govern¬ 
ment  to  restrict  the  importation  of  Qhinese,  and  their  legis¬ 
lation  has  had  the  desired  effect,  of  not  only  keeping  out 
that  undesirable  class,  but  of  affording  a  great  impetus  to 
tho  influx  of  the  population  which  it  is  desirable  and  neces¬ 
sary  these  colonies  should  have,  in  order  that  their  develop¬ 
ment  may  be  promoted.  I  have  no  doubt  tho  same  results 
will  follow  from  tho  legislation  which  I  feel  certain  this 
House  is  about  to  give  us.  The  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State, 
in  his  remarks,  referred  to  tho  matter  of  dress.  He  said 
that  objections  cannot  be  taken  to  the  dress  of  the  Chinese. 
Certainly  not.  I  do  not  know  that  anybody  in  British 
Columbia  has  ever  taken  exception  to  the  dress  worn  by  the 
Celestials.  On  the  contrary,  the  general  opinion  is  that  it 
is  a  very  cool,  airy,  clean  and  becoming  dress,  to  the  fellow 
who  wears  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  exception 
cannot  be  taken  to  the  way  in  which  they  wear  their  hair. 
I  think  not,  because  their  head  is  shavon  very  close,  leaving 
enough  hair  to  be  brought  down  and  plaited  in  what  is 
commonly  known  as  the  pig-tail.  No  doubt  this  fashion  of 
wearing  the  hair  is  very  clean,  and  more  particularly  when 
one  of  this  unfortunate  class  is  thrust  into  prison,  it  is  very 
easy  to  keep  it  clean.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  said  no  one 
could  object  to  their  religion.  I  agree  with  him  that  no  one 
can  take  exception,  because  wo  know  very  little  about  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Because  they  have  none. 

Mr.  BAKER.  They  claim  to  have  some,  I  believe. 
The  Mongolian  worships  a  god  of  his  own,  and  there¬ 
fore  he  has,  I  suppose,  what  he  is  pleased  to  term  religion. 
It  is  not  to  bo  found  in  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
commission  that  anybody  objected  to  their  religion. 
I  do  not  think  that  such  a  factor  has  ever  been,  in 
legislation,  even  tho  most  unimportant  question  of  con¬ 
sideration.  Their  mode  of  living  certainly  is  a  matter 
to  be  complained  of,  for  the  simple  reason  that  they 
can  and  do  live — or,  rather,  they  exist — upon  certainly 
pot  anything  more  extravagant  than  about  20  cents  a  day, 
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and  I  think  in  that  estimate  I  am  allowing  them  possibly 
5  cents  a  day  more  than  they  really  spend.  At  this 
rate,  the  Chinaman  can  really  live  in  his  way  luxuriously 
for  about  $6  a  month.  The  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State 
referred  also  to  what  they  pay  for  their  cabins,  which,  he 
said,  was  $2  a  month.  My  colleague  (Mr.  Shakespeare) 
corrected  that  statement.  In  fact,  there  were  several  state¬ 
ments  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  which  I  would  like 
to  have  corrected,  but  innate  modesty  and  parliamentary 
courtesy  prevented  me  from  interrupting  his  eloquent 
speech.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  do  pay  $2  a  month  for 
their  cabins,  but  not  individually  ;  they  pay  collectively. 
For  instance,  Chang  Wah  or  Wang  Key  may  take  one  of 
these  cabins,  and  then  he  gets  all  his  cousins  into  it,  as  many 
as  they  can  pack,  like  sardines  in  a  box,  and  they  divide  $2 
monthly  rental  among  them  ;  so  that,  taking  an  average  of 
ten  for  a  cabin,  which  is  a  fair  estimate  for  an  ordinary 
cabin,  each  man  pays  20  cents  a  month.  I  am  sure  their 
clothing  does  not  cost  $2.50  a  month  each,  so  that  the  whole 
thing  would  be  something  under  $9.  The  Secretary  of 
State  places  it  at  $1 1.  I  consider,  and  I  believe  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  strictly  within  the  figures,  that  $9  is  as  much  as  they 
ever  spend  upon  themselves  per  month.  Then,  again,  the 
Secretary  of  State  said  that  the  average  maintenance  would 
be  about  $25  a  month.  I  suppose,  to  a  certain  extent,  he 
may  be  right :  that  is,  if  you  take  only  those  who  work  for 
wages,  but  there  are  those  who  are  in  business,  who  carry 
on  the  opium  trade,  and  who  carry  on  the  business  of  first- 
class  Chinese  merchants,  and  if  you  take  an  average  of  the 
earnings  of  those  merchants,  and  those  who  have  gardens,  out 
of  which  they  reap  large  profits,  and  combine  it  with  the 
average  of  the  working  men,  you  will  find  that  the 
average  wage-earning  of  the  Chinese  is  very  much 
higher  than  the  estimate  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  same  hon.  gentleman  certainly  did  the  Chinamen 
the  credit  to  say  that  they  were  essentially  a  liberal  race. 
Their  liberality  is  certainly  unbounded,  in  anything  that 
pertains  to  display,  but  I  have  never  known,  in  the  city  of 
Victoria,  any  Chinaman  give  anything  substantial  to  a 
church,  a  charitable  institution,  a  hospital,  a  Protestant 
orphans’  home,  a  Roman  Catholic  orphans’  home,  or  any  of 
those  institutions  which  do  so  much  good  in  any  country.  A 
Chinaman  seldom  or  ever  puts  his  hand  in  his  pocketfora  10 
cent  piece  for  such  a  purpose.  Therefore,  their  liberality  is 
confined  exclusively  to  one  kind,  that  of  display.  If  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  General  were  going  there  to-morrow,  or  any  member 
of  the  Cabinet,  John  Chinaman  would  come  out  most 
liberally  to  entertain  them,  putting  up  most  magnificent 
arches,  and  doing  anything  for  display.  Anything  that 
pleases  the  eye  of  the  Chinamen  they  are  willing  to  pay 
for,  and  they  are  very  frequently  known  to  go  in  for  those 
displays  at  the  expense  of  their  stomachs.  It  is  not  so  when 
they  are  domestic  servants.  Then  John  Chinaman  obtains 
and  enjoys  as  good  a  dinner  as  anyone  else,  and  frequently 
eats  more  heartily,  knowing  he  has  not  to  pay  for  it.  My 
colleague  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  mentioned  the  fact  this  after¬ 
noon,  that  within  the  last  month  two  vessels  arrived  in  Royal 
Roads,  port  of  Victoria,  and  that  on  board  of  these  vessels 
there  were  900  Chinamen.  To  be  preciso,  on  the  22nd  June, 
907  Chinese  arrived  in  the  port  of  Victoria,  B.C.,  by  sailing 
vessel  direct  from  Hong  Kong  and  by  mail  steamer  from 
San  Francisco.  They  represent,  says  the  Colonist : 


“  Nine  hundred  and  seven  individual  reasons  why  the  Chinese  Restric¬ 
tion  Act  should  be  strictly  enforced.  The  following  are  the  names  of  the 
vessels,  with  number  of  Chinese  brought 

Alden  Besse,  Captain  O’Brien . 

W.  H.  Besit,  Captain  Gibbs . 

Martha,  Captain  McPherson . 

Queen  of  Pacific,  Captain  Alexander . 

907 

To  whom  this  large  lot  of  Celestials  is  consigned  is  not  known,  though 


it  is  believed  that  Tai  Chong  A  Company  have  a  considerable  number  of 
them.” 

Each  of  said  vessels  brought  about  500  tons  of  a  general 
cargo.  The  Colonist  concludes  by  saying  : 

“  Bow  these  Chinese  are  to  be  disposed  of  is  hard  to  imagine,  consider¬ 
ing  the  fact  that  this  fall  will  see  work  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
finished,  and  Island  Railway  construction  will  also  be  completed  in  about 
nine  months  ;  we  have  altogether  too  many  Chinese  in  this  country  now, 
and  this  recent  consignment  is  like  adding  the  last  straw.” 

He  did  not  state  how  many  were  males  and  how 
many  were  females  ;  but  I  will  state,  without  fear 
of  successful  contradiction,  that  there  were  not  10 
females  in  the  whole  900.  Hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
know  that  we  are  all  human,  and  that  we  all  have  our 
human  failings,  and  so  great  a  disparity  between  the  males 
and  females  of  an  importation  like  that  is  not  likely  to  lead  to 
any  result  which  would  stand  decent  criticism  ;  but  it  would 
be  a  little  impolitic  and  lacking  in  good  taste,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  to  discuss  it  in  this  House  with  so  many  ladies  in 
the  galleries.  I  shall,  therefore,  leave  hon.  gentlemen  to 
draw  their  own  inferences  from  so  great  a  disparity  between 
the  male  and  female  importation  of  Chinese,  not  only  into 
British  Columbia  but  into  every  part  of  the  world.  There 
is  no  doubt,  in  one  regard,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
right.  I  will  not  say  that  he  is  only  right  in  one  regard, 
but  he  is  very  pointedly  so  in  one  regard,  and  that  is,  that 
the  trades’  unions  and  working  class  associations  are  much 
more  opposed  to  the  immigration  of  the  Chinese  element  than 
we  are,  who  occupy  professional  positions,  or  are  engaged  in 
trade,  for  the  simple  reason  that  we  are  all  likely,  in  this 
world,  to  sing  out  when  the  shoe  pinches,  and  no  doubt 
it  does  pinch  the  white  laborer  much  more  than  it  does  those 
who  employ  the  Chinese  as  domestic  servants,  or  in  can¬ 
neries,  or  in  boot  factories,  or  in  other  occupations.  They  are 
brought  into  infinitely  closer  and  keener  competition  with  the 
Chinese  and  consequently  are  much  more  vociferous  in  their 
declamation  and  exclamation  than  we  are,  who  do  not  feel 
so  pointedly  the  grievance  under  which  they  suffer.  The 
hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  also  made  the  remark,  and  I  do 
not  say  this  in  an  offensive  way,  because  everyone  in  this 
House  speaks  the  truth,  or  comes  as  near  to  it  as  he  possibly 
can,  that  the  difference  in  the  feelings,  the  sentimental  part, 
as  between  the  white  and  the  Chinese  race,  will  never 
allow  them  to  assimilate.  The  Indian,  I  think,  in  our  part 
of  the  world,  is  the  nearest  approach  to  the  Chinaman,  and 
yet  they  never  seem  to  chum  up.  They  are  never  seen 
together.  Although  there  are  a  very  large  number  of 
Indian  women,  Chinamen  never  marry  them,  or  in  any  way 
are  brought  into — I  will  not  say  close  proximity — but  have 
not  any  kind  of  intercourse,  with  them.  They  disassociate 
entirely.  They  have  no  trade  relations,  no  relations  of  any 
kind.  If  that  is  the  case,  how  much  less  likely  is  it  that  the 
Chinaman  and  the  whiteman  will  assimilate  ?  I  would  like 
to  ask  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  if  he  would  like  to 
live  in  the  samo  room  with  a  Chinaman  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Yes 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  You  would  ?  Then  there  is 
no  accounting  for  taste.  I  think,  from  what  we  know  of  the 
Chinese  race,  what  we  know  personally,  and  what  has  been 
told  us  in  this  House  by  those  who  repi’esent  the  consti¬ 
tuencies  where  those  individuals  so  largely  predominate, 
there  is  sufficient  to  convince  us  that  they  are  a  most 
undesirable  class  to  be  brought  into  our  midst,  and  that 
they  will  never  become  permanent  settlers.  In  fact, 
although  the  Secretary  of  State  says  that  possibly  $43  a 
year  is  about  all  they  take  out,  I  know  for  a  fact,  from  the 
statistics  in  the  banks,  that  the  ordinary  Chinaman  who 
works  for  monthly  wages  saves  certainly  from  $20  to  $25 
a  month,  that  is  about  $300  a  year  ;  and  about  every 
three  years,  or  certainly  every  four  years,  regular  batches 
of  these  Chinamen  go  away,  with  from  $75(1  to  $1,000  in 
their  pockets.  They  obtain  drafts  from  the  banks  in 
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Victoria  upon  the  hanks  in  Hong  Kong,  and  away  they  go, 
and  the  place  which  knew  them  once  knows  them  no  more, 
for  ever — but  they  send  back  their  cousins  ;  so  that,  after 
they  have  sucked  the  orange  and  thrown  away  the  peel, 
they  send  others  to  do  the  same  ;  and  in  that  way  the 
population  of  British  Columbia  will  not  only  be  of  an 
undesirable  class,  unless  it  is  restricted,  but  it  will  never 
consist  of  anything  but  a  transient  population.  The 
Secretary  of  State  also  made  reference  to  some  con¬ 
versation  which  he  had,  either  with  an  Englishman 
or  with  several  Englishmen,  and  stated  that  they  had 
given  utterance  to  some  such  expression  as  this  :  that  you 
know  very  well  Englishmen  are  essentially  arbitrary, 
despotic,  and  even  sometimes  cruel.  Now,  I  deny  that 
impeachment.  I  rejoice  that  I  am  an  Englishman,  and, 
although  by  adoption  a  Canadian  and  a  representative  of  a 
Canadian  constituency,  still  an  Englishman,  and  I  do  not 
like  to  hear  those  things  said  about  Englishmen,  which  are 
far  from  being  the  case.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  the  State  said  it  inadvertently,  and  not  with 
the  intention  of  giving  offence  to  me  individually  or  to  any 
other  Englishman,  any  more  than  I  would  say  anything 
offensive  to  or  of  a  Frenchman  ;  but  he  recounted  a  conversa¬ 
tion  which  he  had  had,  which  led  to  the  conclusion  that,  in  a 
colony  which  is  essentially  British  and  thoroughly  loyal, 
as  loyal  as  any  Province  in  the  Dominion,  to  the  British 
Crown,  those  Englishmen  who  are  there,  (and  they  are 
a  people  composed  principally  of  Englishmen),  have 
made  up  their  minds  to  this:  We  are  going  to  have 
the  Chinamen  out  of  the  country,  at  any  rate. 
To  a  certain  extent  he  is  right  when  he  speaks  oftho  labor¬ 
ing  classes.  There  is  no  doubt  that  they  are — to  use  the 
expression  that  v?  as  used  the  other  day  about  the  temperance 
people — intoxicated  with  their  success.  The  laboring  classes 
at  the  present  time  are  very  strongly  anti-Chinese,  and  they 
may  be  led  away  with  their  success  to  do  almost  anything, 
not  only  to  restrict  those  who  are  coming  in  but  to  drive 
out  those  who  are  in.  Now,  this  does  not  refer  to  those 
right-thinking  Englishmen  of  which  that  community  mainly 
consists,  and  who  are  composed  principally  of  the  better 
class  of  mechanics  and  the  upper  middle  classos.  I  have 
already  stated  that  we  are  not  without  precedent  for  legisla¬ 
tion  of  this  character.  In  Victoria,  Australia,  and  in  New 
South  Wales,  Acts  have  been  passed,  and  on  the  5th  August, 
1882,  the  United  States  passed  a  prohibitory  measure 
to  last  for  ten  years.  Now,  if  we  were  to  pass  a  prohibitory 
measure  for  ten  years,  I  think  there  would  be  no  necessity 
after  that  for  either  restrictive  or  regulative  legislation  at 
all.  However,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  satisfied  with  the  honesty 
of  purpose  and  the  good  intention  of  the  Government  in 
bringing  forward  this  measure  at  the  earnest  and  persistent 
requests  of  the  British  Columbia  members  in  this  House, 
and  I  think  the  people  of  British  Columbia  will  be  satisfied 
that  if  it  does  not  give  all  they  want  it  will,  at  least,  be  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge,  and  they  will  hope  that  it  will  be 
well  driven  home .  The  Secretary  of  State  also  referred  to 
the  treaty  ports  of  Canton,  Shanghai,  Amoy,  Foo-choo-foo, 
Ning  Po  (and  Hong  Kong,  of  course  being  a  British 
possession  since  the  treaty  of  1840-41.)  Now,  as  I 
suggested  last  year,  if  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  who  so 
ably  seconded  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  would  throw 
open  only  the  ports  of  Montreal,  Quebec,  Halifax,  St. 
John  and  Niagara,  as  those  through  which  Chinese  immi¬ 
grants  might  come  into  this  country,  and  then  let  them 
filter  through  the  Eastern  Provinces  and  through  the 
United  States,  British  Columbia  would  never  be  troubled 
with  any  of  them.  I  think  if  these  ports  were  thrown 
open  as  those  only  through  which  the  Mongolians  might 
enter  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  very  few  of  them  would 
ever  reach  British  Columbia,  and  then,  possibly,  no  such 
legislation  as  we  are  now  advocating  would  be  needed.  The 
Secretary  of  State  also  referred  to  the  atrocities  committed 
Mr.  Baker  (Victoria}. 


July  2, 


by  the  Irish  under  Dennis  Kearney,  in  California,  and  that 
the  Irish  ruled  everywhere  except  in  Ireland.  Now,  I 
submit  we  cannot  accept  the  breaches  of  the  peace  com¬ 
mitted  by,  as  he  termed  them,  the  lower  order  of  the  Irish 
in  San  Francisco,  or  any  other  part  of  California,  as  being 
the  normal  condition  of  things  in  this  country.  It  is  a  very 
safe  maxim  that  we  should  speak  of  a  man  as  we  find  him. 
In  British  Columbia,  although  recently  we  have  had  mass 
meetings  held  and  resolutions  passed,  some  of  them  certainly 
very  loud  and  declamatory  in  their  nature,  and  although 
there  may  have  been  some  threats  of  harsh  measures  if 
legislation  did  not  ensue,  I  do  not  think  that  in  the  minds, 
and  certainly  not  in  the  hearts,  of  those  people,  was  there 
any  thought  of  perpetrating  such  acts  as  have  been  com¬ 
mitted  in  California.  Now,  to  show  that  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  British  Columbia  represent  the  popular  sentiment  in 
asking  for  this  legislation,  I  would  mention  that  not  long 
ago  the  municipal  council  of  Victoria - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh !  carried  ! 

Mr.  BAKER.  If  I  am  a  little  tedious  on  this  subject,  it 
is  because  I  believe  that  of  all  the  measures  introduced  into 
this  Parliament  since  British  Columbia  entered  the  Confe¬ 
deration  there  has  never  been  one  so  important  as  that 
which  we  are  now  discussing,  to  the  people  of  British 
Columbia,  and  therefore  I  am  desirous  of  placing  on  record, 
not  only  the  utterances  of  public  men,  but  also  the  expres¬ 
sion  of  public  bodies.  On  the  12th  March  of  this  year,  the 
municipal  council  of  Victoria  passed  resolutions  in  respect 
to  this  matter,  of  which  I  have  received  a  copy,  and  I 
believe  that  all  the  other  members  of  British  Columbia  are 
often  in  receipt  of  similar  complaints  from  their  constituents 
about  the  Chinese.  The  letter  accompanying  this  resolu¬ 
tions  says  : 

“  I  beg  to  hand  you  copy  of  resolution  passed  at  a  public  meeting 
held  in  the  City  Hall,  Thursday  evening  last,  the  6th  instant  ;  also  a 
resolution  passed  by  the  municipal  council  at  their  regular  meeting 
held  last  evening,  in  relation  to  the  report  of  the  Chinese  Commission, 
whichl  have  been  instructed  to  forward  to  you.” 

Now  these  resolutions  are  not  passed  in  order  that  the  clerk 
of  the  municipality  may  have  the  pleasure  of  writing  me  an 
official  letter  and  sending  them  to  me  for  my  own  beneft 
and  special  edification.  He  certainly  expects  me,  in  my 
representative  capacity,  to  do  something  with  them,  and  I 
conceive  it  to  be  my  duty  to  inform  the  hon.  members  of 
this  House  what  those  resolutions  contain  : 

“  Whereas,  the  reports  and  recommendations  made  by  the  commis¬ 
sioners  upon  the  question  of  Chinese  immigration  are  such  as  to  render  it 
necessary  that  this  council  as  the  representatives  of  the  municipality  of 
the  city  of  Victoria,  should  bring  before  our  representatives  at  Ottawa 
our  great  disappointment  at  and  disapproval  of  the  conclusions  arrived 
at  by  the  commissioners,  Messrs.  Chapleau  and  Gray,  and  express,  at 
the  same  time,  the  views  of  this  council  thereon,  and  on  the  question 
generally,  in  order  that  further  efforts  may  be  encouraged  for  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  the  unqualified  and  repeatedly  expressed  wish  of  the 
people  here,  through  their  representatives,  to  prevent,  by  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  the  immigration  of  Chinese  into  this  Province. 

“Be  it  therefore  resolved,  that  this  council  record  its  unreserved  dis¬ 
sent  from  the  recommendations  made  by  the  commissioners,  to  continue 
to  allow  Chinese  to  come  into  this  Province  in  large  numbers  upon  the 
terms  named  by  them.” 

The  terms  named  by  them  are  not  such  as  are  embodied  in 
this  Bill,  but  such  as  appear  in  the  report,  more  particu¬ 
larly  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Justice  Gray,  who  thought  a 
small  fine  of  $10,  or  what  is  commonly  known  as  head 
money,  to  that  amount,  should  be  exacted  from  every  China¬ 
man  entering  tho  Province.  At  that  time  the  people  of 
the  city  of  Victoria  were  under  the  impression  that  the 
recommendations  of  the  commission  would  be  the  extent  of 
legislation  in  this  House  during  the  present  Session.  That 
is  the  reason  the  resolutions  were  passed.  They  go  on  to 
say: 

“  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  council  the  findings  of  the  _  commission¬ 
ers  are  not  justified  by  the  facts  :  that  the  presence  of  Chinese  is  and 
has  been  highly  injurious  to  the  industrial  population  of  the  Province, 
and  that  our  representatives  in  the  Dominion  Parliament  at  Ottawa  be 
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requested  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Dominion  Government  the  views 
expressed  in  this  resolution,  and  urge  npon  them,  by  every  constitutional 
means  at  their  command,  the  necessity  that  still  exists  for  immediate 
legislation  to  restrict  the  immigration  of  Chinese  into  Canada  as  being 
antagonistic  to  the  moral,  social  and  material  well  being,  not  only  of 
this  Province,  but  of  the  Dominion  at  large.” 

Although  I  am  sorry  to  detain  the  House  with  these 
details,  owing  to  the  unprecedentedly  prolonged  Session, 
I  know  that  if  any  other  member  were  placed  in  the 
position  which  I  occupy  in  regard  to  this  all-absorbing  topic 
of  Chinese  immigration,  he  would  pursue  precisely  the  same 
course  as  I  am  adopting.  I  may  state  frankly  to  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  that  I  am  not  placing  this  matter  in  such  punctil¬ 
iously  minute  detail  before  the  House  for  the  sake  of  what 
is  known  as  political  clap-trap,  because  I  am  free  to  confess 
that  if  I  should  run  another  election,  and  the  people  who 
sent  me  here  do  not  feel  inclined  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
candid  expressions  of  the  individual  and  the  honest  working 
of  that  individual,  they  are  very  welcome  to  send  some  one 
else  in  my  place,  and  I  do  not  know  but  that  I  would  profit 
by  it  myself  more  largely  than  anyone  else.  But  I  certainly 
apprehend  it  to  be  my  duty,  as  these  resolutions  were  sent 
by  a  representative  institution  to  me  as  a  representative,  to 
lay  them  before  the  House,  so  that  hon.  members  may  have 
in  their  possession  as  many  facts  as  possible.  The  resolutions 
go  on  to  say : 

“  Whereas  the  action  of  the  commissioners,  Messrs.  Ohapleau  and 
Gray,  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  Chinese  question,  has,  to  a  great 
extent,  failed  to  recommend  such  measures  as  would  be  calculated  to 
remedy  the  evil  effects  of  the  presence  of  Chinese  in  onr  midst,  and 
if  their  recommendations  were  to  be  wholly  acted  on  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada,  it  would  necessarily  fail  to  accomplish  the  object 
desired. 

“  Be  it  therefore  resolved,  that  this  meeting  mark  its  disapproval  of 
such  portion  of  the  commissioners’  report  and  recommendation  as 
shall  be  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  the  Province,  and 
that  our  representatives  in  Parliament  be  requested  to  urge  upon  the 
Government  the  necessity  of  immedi»tely  adopting  the  strongest 
restrictive  measures  as  to  Chinese  immigration.” 

These  resolutions  were  moved  at  that  meeting  by  Mr.  Duck, 
member  of  the  Provincial  Parliament,  now  Minister  of 
Finance  of  the  Province,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Theodore 
Davie,  also  a  member  of  the  Provincial  Parliament,  and  they 
are  certified  to  by  Mr.  R  P.  Rithet,  the  mayor  of  Victoria, 
yhere  can  be  no  doubt,  therefore,  as  to  the  authenticity  and 
reliability  of  the  resolutions  I  havo  read.  I  do  not  wish  to 
inflict  on  the  House  all  the  material  I  have  here,  because  we 
have  arrived  at  a  period  of  the  Session  when  we  desire  to 
return  to  our  homes,  and  no  one  is  more  anxious  to  get  home 
than  I  am  myself.  At  the  same  time,  when  we  consider  that 
some  fifty-seven  days  were  occupied  in  “Francheese,”  as  some 
hon.  members  called  it,  [  need  not  make  any  great  apology 
for  inflicting  on  them  in  return  a  little  Chinese.  We  have 
also  received  telegrams  from  our  constituents,  because  they 
are,  to  a  certain  extent,  uninformed  even  in  substance,  let 
alone  details,  as  to  what  legislation  is  about  to  be  enacted 
with  respect  to  the  Chinese,  and  they  are  even  sceptical 
as  to  whether  the  Bill  will  pass  or  not.  I  have  received 
the  following  telegram  amongst  others  : — 

“  Mass  open  air  meeting,  citizens  Victoria,  last  evening,  four  thousand 
people  present,  conclusion  of  appeal  adopted.  We  demand  that  Chinese 
Restriction  Bill  be  passed  this  Session,  and  it  be  so  amended  as  to  go 
into  operation  on  1st  July,  1885.  For  years  we  have  waited  for  this 
relief  and  our  patience  is  exhausted.  Full  text  forwarded  by  mail. 

“(.Signed)  W.  A.  Robertson.” 

I  read  these  documents  in  common  justice  to  those  who 
sent  them,  and  in  order  that  the  contents  may  be  made 
known  to  the  House  and  made  matter  of  record.  I  shall 
not  tiro  out  the  House  by  reading  an  excellent  article  from 
the  “  Resources  of  British  Columbia,”  on  this  subject,  but 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  hand  it  to 
the  reporter  to  be  included  in  these  humble  remarks : 

“  THE  GREAT  CHINESE  QUESTION. 

“  The  workingmen’s  meeting  in  Victoria  on  the  Chinese  question  was 
remarkable,  alike  for  the  intelligence  and  eloquence  of  the  speakers,  and 
the  order  and  moderation  displayed. 


“  We  were  glad  to  notice  that  the  workingmen  have  discovered  tha 
the  strength  of  their  case  does  not  lie  in  villifying  the  Chinese,  and  in 
raking  up  against  them  all  kinds  of  accusations,  both  true  and  untrue, 
but  in  the  great  fact  that  it  is  with  them,  and  with  all  of  us,  a  question 
of  how  to  avoid  a  desperate  struggle  for  existence,  and  that,  where  the 
white  man  and  the  Chinese  come  into  competition,  the  Chinese  must 
prevail,  unless  the  white  man  will  descend  to  the  same  sordid  level  of 
his  competitor.  No  doubt  the  white  man  can  do  a  better  day’s  work 
than  the  Chinaman,  but  the  latter  can  beat  him  in  being  able  to  accept 
a  continually  descending  scale  of  wages.  The  reason  why  the  latter 
can  do  this  is  because  the  Chinese  can  herd  together  in  the  most  con¬ 
tracted  of  habitations,  if,  indeed,  their  miserable  abodes  are  worthy  of 
being  so  called,  and  on  account  of  their  economical  mode  of  living. 

“  It  will  be  found,  if  onr  workingmen  attempt  to  meet  the  Chinese  on 
their  own  ground  and  accept  Chinamen’s  wages,  that  the  Chinese  will 
accept  lower  and  still  lower  wages,  until  the  workingman  is  fully 
starved  out.  Besides,  the  Chinese  are  very  clever  workmen.  What  a 
Chinaman  cannot  do  has  yet  to  be  determined.  His  imitative  powers 
are  extraordinary,  and  he  is  wanting  neither  in  perception  nor  manual 
dexterity.  What  he  now  does  and  does  so  well,  is  often  with  little 
training  and  tools  of  the  clumsiest  description.  With  proper  mechanical 
appliances  and  with  a  system  of  apprenticeship,  it  is  hard  to  understand 
how  any  mechanic  in  the  world,  even  the  ill-paid  mechanics  of  Europe, 
could  exist  side  by  side  with  such  a  competitor.  It  is,  therefore,  impos¬ 
sible  for  our  workingmen  to  compete  against  the  Chinese,  and  unless 
they  receive  the  legislative  protection  to  which  they  are  entitled,  they 
must  leave  the  Province  and  seek  a  clime  where  Chinese  are  unknown. 

“  So  patent  is  this  to  all  thinking  and  observant  minds,  that  we  should 
be  astounded  at  the  blindness  of  most  of  our  capitalists  and  merchants,  if 
we  were  not  well  aware  that  they  are  blinded  by  that  they  consider 
their  self-interests,  and  are  utterly  indifferent  to  the  welfare  of  the 
workingman,  so  long  as  the  Chinaman  will  work  for  them  at  less  wages. 
We  are  willing  to  grant  that  a  Chinaman  will,  on  the  whole,  do  his 
work  more  satisfactorily,  in  proportion  to  his  wages,  than  the  white 
man. 

“  He  is  not  so  strong  as  the  white  man,  but  then  he  works  for  half  the 
money  the  white  man  asks,  and  he  never  ‘sauces’  his  employer,  and 
will  keep  steadily  at  work,  seemingly  indifferent  to  leisure.  Granting 
that  this  is  all  true,  what  will  the  merchants  and  capitalists,  who  consi¬ 
der  this  so  satisfactory  an  answer  to  the  cry  of  ‘  the  Chinese  must  go,’  say, 
when  their  time  comes  to  compete  with  the  Chinese  merchant  and  mid¬ 
dleman,  or 1  compradore,’  who  will  gladly  accept  aquarter  of  their  profits, 
and  who  consider  neither  buggy-ri  ling,  yachting,  nor  even  the  Union 
Club,  as  belonging  to  the  necessities  of  life.  Will  they  then  regard  the 
question  so  complacently  as  one  merely  affecting  the  labor  market  ?  They 
are  attempting  to  decry  the  movement  as  a  mere  political  manoeuvre,  and 
the  workingmen  as  merely  the  tools  of  a  political  party,  but  they  will 
find  out  their  mistake  before  very  long,  and  bitterly  must  they  repent  it 
if  they  do  not  discover  it  in  time.  Some  time  ago  we  were  endeavoring 
to  impress  upon*  one  of  out  most  influential  citizens  the  necessity  of 
getting  rid  of  the  Chinese.  His  reply  was:  ‘Well,  but  I  really  cannot 
see  how  we  are  to  do  without  them.  Somehow,  we  can  treat  a  China¬ 
man  almost  as  a  woman.  I  can  put  a  Chinaman  in  our  kitchen  and  he  is 
most  useful  there  ;  but,  you  know,  I  could  not  do  that  with  a  white 
man,  and  there  are  no  women  to  be  had.”  We  will  grant  the  truth  of 
this  reply  as  matters  now  stand,  but  it  is  eminently  unsatisfactory, 
and  the  fault  lies  at  the  doors  of  those  who  make  it.  There  are  lar*e 
numbers  of  young  women,  both  in  Canada  and  England,  who  would 
gladly  co  me  out  and  work  at  Chinamen’s  wages,  as  they  stand  at  present 
if  they  were  assured  of  employment  when  they  arrived,  and  it  would  be 
very  easy  to  establish  an  agency  for  the  purpose  (in  London)  of  choosing 
henestand  steady  young  women  for  such  work.  But  the  employers  are 
indifferent  in  the  matter — are  accustomed  to  the  Chinese  and  perhaps 
have  got  to  prefer  their  homely  features  to  those  of  a  bright-faced  girl. 
Our  young  women  have  been  taught  to  look  upon  domestic  service  as 
•  Chinamen’s  work,’  and  to  despise  it  accordingly,  but  if  some  eastern 
girl  were  introduced  and  the  Chinese  turned  away,  Victoria  women 
would,  after  a  time,  look  upon  such  employment  in  a  different  light. 
And  this  forms  another  and  very  serious  grievance  with  our  working¬ 
men.  A  steady  man,  the  man  we  most  want,  and  who  is  certain  to  be  of 
use  to  us,  naturally  looks  forward  to  finding  a  wife,  and,  if  he  is  wise, 
he  well  knows  that  he  can  find  no  better  wife  than  among  those  women 
who  have  proved  themselves  the  best  servants  and  have  become  skilful 
household  management.  But  this  is  also  denied  him.  The  woman 
who  should  become  his  wife  is  shutout  by  the  very  race  that  is  crowding 
him  out  of  his  existence. 

“A  short  time  ago  most  of  our  capitalists  were  in  a  state  bordering  on 
panic,  verging  indeed  on  the  contemptible,  at  the  thought  of  the  arrival 
of  the  Russians.  They  set  up  a  great  cry  of  “  T  o  arms  1  To  arms  1” — 
towards — not  the  Chinese,  whom  they  employ,  but  towards  the  white 
workingmen,  who  are  going  about  in  search  of  work,  and  who  might 
starve  for  what  they  cared,  and  appealed  to  the  loyalty  of  these  men  to 
volunteer  to  save  their  Queen  1  What  loyalty  can  a  man  have  towards  a 
place  that  refuses  him  a  home — that  in  reply  to  his  cry  for  work  gives 
him  a  stone  ?  What  loyalty  is  there  to  our  Queen  to  protect  a  few  men 
whose  only  God  and  Queen  is  themselves  and  their  pockets  ? 

“  The  workingman’s  reply  was  unanswerable — ‘  You  would  have  the 
Chinese,  ask  him  to  fight  for  you.  We  have  nothing  to  lose,  and  our 
country  is  the  country  that  will  give  us  a  living.’  Her  Majesty’s  birthday 
has  just  been  celebrated  with  every  outward  token  of  the  utmost  loyalty. 

“We  venture  to  say,  however,  that  loyalty  so  brilliantly  displayed,  is, 
in  many  of  our  capitalists  and  merchants,  mere  sentimental  loyalty,  if, 
indeed  as  much  as  that,  which  would  not  stand  a  test  which  would  in 
any  way  affect  their  pockets.  A  good  deal  of  money  was,  no  doubt, 
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spent  upon  the  celebration,  but  with  many  the  sole  reason  for  contribu¬ 
ting  to  the  outlay  has  been  to  bring  mony  into  the  city.  We  rejoice  to 
see  the  day  so  celebrated,  because  such  celebrations  tend  to  create  the 
loyalty  that  is  so  much  wanting.  But  what  loyalty  can  there  be  without 
deeds  ?  To  be  loyal,  we  must  begin  by  being  loyal  to  one  another,  and 
the  man  who  pretends  to  be  loyal  to  his  Queen  and  is  loyal  neither  to 
his  city  nor  his  countrymen,  is  a  thorough  hypocrite.  The  Chinese  are 
loyal  to  one  another,  and  will  always  employ  a  Chinaman  when  it  is 
possible — but  many  of  our  merchants,  capitalists  and  contractors  are 
loyal  neither  to  the  workingmen  nor  to  themselves.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  workingman  is  expected  to  be  loyal  to  the  merchants  and  to  take  up 
arms  in  their  defence,  even  if  he  have  to  give  up  a  situation  which  he 
has  obtained  with  difficulty,  and  which  will,  he  knows,  be  filled  by  a  Chi¬ 
naman,  directly  he  gives  it  up.  We  remonstrated  with  one  merchant, 
who  employs  a  Chinaman  as  porter,  on  the  shortsightedness  of  so  doing, 
and  he  replied,  in  mock  humility  :  1  You  may  be  right,  but  what  can  1 
do  ?  My  standing  in  this  city  is  not  high  for  my  example  to  be  followed 
by  any  one,  and  if  I  do  not  do  as  others  do  I  shall  lose  in  the  end.’  This 
is  true  a3  regards  the  individual,  but  it  is  no  excuse  for  the  merchants. 
Some  man,  of  greater  acuteness  than  the  rest,  should  call  a  meeting  of 
the  principle  men  and  get  them  to  pledge  themselves  not  to  employ  any 
Chinamen,  after  a  certain  date,  and  not  to  rent  any  buildings  to  them 
But  this  is  not  done,  because,  we  suppose,  what  is  everybody’s  business 
is  nobody’s  business. 

“In  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle  of  the  I9thof  March  last,  appeared  a 
very  interesting  letter  from  the  Hong  Kong  correspondent  of  that  paper, 
which  should  serve  as  a  warning  to  those  of  our  citizens  who  are  still  so 
blind  to  the  danger  ahead  of  them. 

“  What  he  writes  is  fully  borne  out  by  what  we  learn  from  other 
sources.  He  tells  us  that  in  Hong  Kong  general  merchandise  is  coming 
mors  and  more  into  the  hands  of  the  Chinese,  all  the  American  firms 
have  retired  from  it,  and  only  two  or  three  of  the  English  and  German 
companies  are  left.  Competition  is  next  to  impossible.  The  Chinese 
sell  nearly  everything  that  is  sold  at  the  general  retail  shop,  and  usually 
at  three-quarters  or  half  the  price.  The  Queen’s  road  is  the  principal 
retail  thoroughfare  in  Hong  Kong.  At  the  Chinese  importing  shops  on 
the  road  the  housekeeper  can  get  his  fine  groceries,  his  wines,  liquors, 
and  everything  needed  to  maintain  a  luxurious  table,  at  prices  at  which 
no  foreign  dealer  can  afford  to  sell  them.  He  can  get  his  furniture 
made  by  cabinetmakers  who  keep  by  them  and  are  constantly  using 
the  sample  or  pattern  book  of  the  best  furniture  firms  in  London  White 
cabinetmakers  and  carpenters  are  unknown  there.  A  gentleman  who 
wishes  to  be  well  clad  has  no  occasion  to  go  to  a  foreigner  for  any 
article  of  dress — the  Chinese  tailor  absolutely  swarms  in  Bong  Kong. 
The  Chinese  shoemaker  is  quite  as  apt  of  hand  as  the  Chinese  tailor,  and 
so  engrosses  the  businsss  that  he  has  not  a  single  foreign  competitor. 
The  mechanical  skill  of  the  Chinese  is  equally  remarkable  ;  they  fill 
alike  all  branches  of  mechanical  labor  ;  they  build  jtinks,  small  steamers, 
tugs  and  steam  launches,  the  last  usually  under  foreign  superinten¬ 
dence,  and  they  are  the  sole  workmen  at  the  docks  and  machine  shops. 
Their  embroidery,  their  carvings  in  wood  and  ivory,  their  pottery  and 
their  silks,  are  famed  all  the  word  over.  The  Chinese  build  the  houses 
in  which  the  foreigners  live,  furnish  and  decorate  them,  and  then  clothe 
feed  and  serve  the  occupants  themselves.  The  pleasure  of  being  waited 
upon  by  a  retinue  of  Chinese  servants,  the  dolce  far  niente  of  life  in  a 
summer  land,  the  servile  homage  offered  by  an  apparently  subject  race, 
create  an  atmosphere  of  self-satisfaction,  a  kind  of  glamor,  which 
renders  invisible  the  tyranny  of  the  real  rulers,  and  the  indescribable 
subjection  of  the  white  race,  which  is  inevitable  and  not  far  distant. 
To  hasten  their  own  discomfiture,  the  English  colonists  are  educating 
the  Chinese  in  their  public  schools,  and  fitting  them  to  hold  the  posi¬ 
tions  of  clerks,  book-keepers  and  other  places  that  require  intelligence 
and  a  certain  amount  of  education.  The  result  will  be,  that  speaking 
English  fluently,  and  easily  acquiring  the  necessary  amount  of  commer¬ 
cial  knowledge,  they  will  soon  fill  the  counting  houses  of  Hong  Kong,  as 
their  untaught  countrymen  have  filled  the  workshops  and  retail  avenues 
of  city  business.  The  type-setting  and  the  foreign  job  printing  and 
newspapers  in  Hong  Kong,  as  well  as  elsewhere  in  China  (and  here  we 
personally  feel  the  rub,  for  no  trade  or  business  squeaks  until  the 
Chinese  infringe  upon  it),  is  all  done  by  native  compositors,  with  the 
exception  of  a  few  hybrid  immigrants  from  Macao  The  business  of 
book-binding  is  all  done  by  Chinese  workmen,  even  where,  as  is  some¬ 
times  the  case,  the  establishment  is  the  property  of  foreigners,  but  most 
of  the  took-binderies  where  all  kinds  of  blank  books  are  made,  and  not 
a  few  of  the  printing  offices  also,  are  owned  and  entirely  operated  by 
Chinese.  And  now  comes  the  rub  for  you,  our  blind  selfish  friends  1 
The  insurance  business  is  gradually  getting  into  the  hands  of  the  Chi¬ 
nese  capitalists,  and  they  will  eventually  capture  and  absorb  the  ship¬ 
ping  business  ;  they  already  furnish  a  large  portion  of  the  engineers  and 
pilots  doing  duty  on  the  small  steam  craft  that  ply  in  the  harbors  and 
for  short  distances  along  the  coast.  They  understand  the  making  and 
working  of  steam  engines,  and  already  two  shipping  companies  have 
been  formed,  although  with  indifferent  success. 

“We  have  quoted  the  Hong  Kong  correspondent  because  we  do  not 
pretend  to  be  hesinterested  in  this  vital  question  and  no  man  is  a  pro¬ 
phet  in  his  own  country.  He  sounds  the  knell  of  Hong  Kong  and 
Victoria  in  the  following  words  : — ‘  With  these  facts  before  us,  it  is  not 
hard  to  cast  the  horoscope  of  Hong  Kong.  As  the  Chinese  population 
increases,  the  foreign  element  will  gradually  disappear,  or  be  limited  to 
fewer  avenues  of  business.  In  twenty-five  years  there  will  not  be  a 
foreigner  engaged  in  any  branch  of  retail  trade,  and  few  firms  in  ship¬ 
ping,  banking  or  taking  insurance  risks.  Foreign  mechanics,  artisans 
and  clerks  will,  long  ere  that,  have  disappeared,  having  been  either 
pauperised  or  driven  back  to  their  native  lands  by  cheap  Chinese  labor. 

Mr.  Baker  (Victoria). 


The  foreign  society  of  Victoria  will  comprise  a  few  bankers,  a  few  ship¬ 
pers,  clinging  by  the  eyelids  to  the  wreck  of  ancient  commercial  inter¬ 
ests,  a  dozen  lawyers,  principally  supported  by  Chiuese  patronage  ;  a 
handful  of  missionaries,  a  bevy  of  sleek  and  well-fed  civil  officials,  and  a 
few  score  officers  in  foreiga  flamingo  uniforms,  whose  regiments  will  be 
needed  to  suppress  guild  riots  and  to  aid  the  police. 

“  The  question  is,  however,  far  too  serious  for  any  joking.  All  evid¬ 
ence  points,  as  we  have  shown,  to  the  certain  destruction  that  will 
come  upon  all  white  traiers  in  Victoria  if  our  capitalists,  both  great 
and  small,  do  not  make  common  cause  with  the  workmen.  Standing 
aloof,  as  they  are  now  doing,  they  must  inevitably  be  discomfitted,  For 
either  the  workingmen  will  succeed  in  their  appeal  to  the  workingmen 
of  the  Dominion,  and  united  they  will  prevail  upon  the  Dominion 
Government  to  grant  their  just  demands,  or  they  will  be  defeated  for 
want  of  the  support  which  all  true  men  are  bound  to  afford  them,  and 
will  be  compelled,  sooner  or  later,  to  leave  British  Columbia  and 
abandon  its  capitalists  to  their  just  fate,  of  being,  in  their  turn,  crowded 
out  by  the  ubiquitous  Chinese. 

“  Chinatown  is  a  terrible  cancer  in  the  very  heart  of  Victoria  and 
must  be  removed,  whatever  may  be  the  cost,  before  it  spreads  itself  over 
the  whole  of  our  fair  city.  We  call,  therefore,  upon  all  our  citizens  to 
join,  while  there  is  time,  the  workingmen  in  the  movement,  and  as  the 
workingmen  have,  in  their  despair,  appealed — and  wisely,  too— to  their 
fellow-workmen  of  the  rest  of  the  dominion,  let  our  citizens  bring  all 
their  influence  to  bear  on  the  Dominion  Government  to  grant  the  peti¬ 
tion  which  has  so  long  and  so  patiently  been  submitted  to  it.  As  to 
the  workmen,  we  wish  them  every  success,  and  advise  those  of  the 
eastern  Provinces  to  support  their  fellow-workmen  in  their  distress, 
with  all  their  heart  and  all  their  strength. 

“  The  horse  would  not  be  the  patient  slave  to  man  that  he  is  if  he 
knew  his  own  strength,  and  the  same  may  be  said  of  the  workingman. 

“Let  our  workingmen  steadily  write,  knowing  no  party,  and  agitate 
steadily,  persistently,  and  with  the  fame  moderation  as  hitherto  ;  and 
in  the  end  victory  must  be  theirs.  Their  strength  is  so  great,  it  they 
did  but  know  it,  that  they  cannot  fail  when  justice  is  with  them.’’ 

Seven  or  eight  years  ago  Mr.  Bunster  stated  in  this  House  that 
there  were  3,000  Chinese  in  British  Columbia.  1  may  safely 
state,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  there  are  certainly 
five  or  six  times  that  number  now.  Opinions  differ  as  to  how 
many  there  really  are,  because  the  Chinese  always  want  to 
avoid,  if  possible,  payment  of  what  was  formerly  known  as 
the  school  tax,  but  which  is  now  known  as  the  provincial 
revenue  tax.  Chinese  merchants,  to  whom  these  people 
are  consigned,  do  not  care  to  have  the  exact  number  of 
Chinese  in  the  city  or  Province  known.  But  I  find,  on  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  immigration  report  of  last  year,  that  the  Domin¬ 
ion  immmigratioh  agent  for  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia  says : 

“Unfortunately,  there  were  but  few  avenuea  of  employment  open  till 
the  island  railroad  was  commenced  in  the  fall,  and  numbers  of  men 
were  thus  disappointed  in  their  expectations  during  the  spring  and 
summer  months.  Many  of  these  called  over  and  over  again  seeking 
work,  and  though  willing  to  take  Chinamen’s  wages,  at  almost  any 
kind  of  labor  these  undesirable  people  are  doing,  yet  they  found  it 
impossible  to  obtain  employment.  ” 

Now,  in  the  statistics  which  he  gave,  he  shows  that  3,183 
Chinamen  entered  British  Colnmbia  from  the  1st  January  to 
the  31st  December,  1884  ;  and  I  believe  that  that  estimate 
is  considerably  under  the  mark.  But  that  one  donation  to 
the  present  Chinese  population  of  British  Columbia,  is  equal 
to  the  Chinese  population  of  the  Province  which  existed  8 
years  ago,  when  this  legislation  was  first  sought  in  the 
Dominion  Parliament.  The  immigration  agent  also  says  : 

“  Additions  to  the  Chinese  population  number  more  than  half  as  many 
again,  as  several  Chinese  from  Ban  Francisco  were  reported  as  steerage 
passengers  and  counted  with  the  whites  during  the  first  part  of  the 
year.  Nearly  200  of  these  people  left  this  city  a  few  days  ago  on  the 
S3.  Sardonyx ,  for  Hong  Kong.  A  few  of  them  may  probably  return, 
but  a  large  majority  went  home  to  reside  permanently  in  China.” 

I  mention  these  facts  to  show  that  the  Chinese  population 
of  British  Columbia  not  only  is,  but  has  been,  steadily  on  the 
increase,  year  by  year,  and  even  within  the  last  month  tes¬ 
timony  goes  to  show  no  less  than  900  have  been  added  to 
that  particular  class  of  immigrants.  I  also  notice,  in  the 
report  of  the  Minister  of  Mines,  recently  receivod,  that  during 
the  year  1884  of  the  total  number  of  people  employed  upon 
the  various  gold  mines  of  the  Province,  49 1  were  white 
miners  and  1,360  Chinamen,  or  pretty  nearly  three  to  one, 
in  the  following  localities  : 

CARIBOO— Barkbrvillb  Division  :  Williams  Creek,  Mosquito  and  Red 
Gulch,  Sugar  and  Hardscrabble  Creeks,  Lowhee  Creek,  Grouse  and 
Canadian  Creeks,  Antler  Creek  (Upper  and  Lower),  Cunningham 
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Creek  (Upper),  Conklin  Gulch,  Stouts  Gulch,  Steven’s,  Begg’s  and 
California  Creeksw— desultory  mining.  Lightning  Creek  Division  ■ 
Lightning  Creek,  Last  Chance  Creek,  Van  Winkle  Creek,  Chisholm 
Creek,  Davis  Creek,  Ruchon  Creek,  Slough  Creek  and  Devil’s  Canon, 
Nelson  Creek,  Burn’s  Creek,  Peter’s  and  Campbell’s  Creeks,  Swift 
River  and  Fountain  Creek,  Deadwood  and  Barry  Creeks,  Cottonwood 
and  Lower  Lightning  Creek— desultory  mining.  Keithley  Creek  Divi¬ 
sion:  Keithley  Creek,  Suoeshoe  Creek,  Harvey  Creek,  North  Fork, 
Quesnelle  River,  Spanish  Creek,  South  Fork,  Quesuelie  River,  Cedar 
Creek,  Horsefly  River,  Quesuelie  River  (from  Forks  40  miles  down), 
Fraser  River  (from  6  miles  below  Quesnelle  down  to  Williams  Lake). 
Qubsnellemooth  Division  :  Fraser  River  (commencing  6  miles  below 
Quesnelle  and  30  miles  up  the  River),  Cottonwood  River  (from  Bridge 
to  Fraser  River),  Quesnelle  River  (from  mouth  20  miles  up)  Hixon 
C  reek  • 

CASSIAR  — Laketown  Division  :  Dease  Creek,  Thibe;t  Creek,  Defot 
Creek — desultory  mining.  McDame  Creek  Division  :  McDame  Creek, 
Snow  Creek,  Quarts  Creek,  Rose.lla  Creek,  Poor  Man’s  Creek,  Dennis 
Creek,  Deloire  River. 

LILLOOET — Fraser  River  (from  Foster’s  Bar  to  mouth  of  Chilcotin 
River,  including  Bridge  River). 

YALE — Desultory  mining  on  bars  and  benches  of  Fraser  and  Thompson 
Rivers. 

KOOTENA  F— Wild  Horse  Creek,  Moyea  River  and  tributaries,  Pal¬ 
mer’s  Bar,  Bull  River,  Canon  Creek,  Quartz  Creek,  Dutch  Creek,  Finlay 
Creek,  Quartz  Claims,  Kicking  Horse  Section,  Quartz  Creek,  Kootenay 

Lake. 

OMINECA — Manson  and  other  Creeks. 

SKEEN  A— Lome  Creek. 

In  other  words,  of  a  total  number  of  1,900  people  employed 
in  these  mines,  no  less  than  1,366  were  Chinamen  ;  so  that 
if  at  any  time  they  chose  to  show  a  hostile  or  revengeful 
spirit  towards  the  whites,  they  outnumbered  them  three 
to  one,  and  they  might  create  a  large  amount  of  trouble, 
which  it  would  be  difficult  to  allay  in  those  places.  Now, 
as  already  stated,  the  Chinese  come  principally  from  Hong 
Kong,  but  there  are  other  ports  from  which,  if  they  do  not 
come  directly,  they  come  by  way  of  Hong  Kong,  and  ship 
from  there.  It  is  easy  to  imagine,  with  a  mail  steamer 
plying  between  San  Francisco  and  Victoria,  which  now  runs 
every  five  or  six  days,  between  the  months  of  April  and  No¬ 
vember,  vessels  of  from  1,800  to  2,200  tons — that  even  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  they  can  and  probably  will  bring 
in  at  least  forty  Chinamen  per  trip  every  five  days.  Now, 
taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that  prohibitory  legislation 
is  in  force  in  the  United  States,  it  is  reasonable  to  infer  that 
those  Chinamen,  particularly  in  the  State  of  California,  will 
be  very  prone  to  find  their  way  to  the  ports  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  scatter  themselves  through  the  various  districts  of 
that  Province.  By  the  vessels  I  have  mentioned  there  would 
be  forty  coming  in  every  five  days,  which  would  be  240  a 
month,  or  something  like  3,000  a  year,  from  that  source  alone. 
But  tbat  is  not  the  only  source  from  which  they  could  come. 
We  have  a  steamer  running  between  Portland  and  Victoria 
every  fortnight  or  three  weeks,  and  it  is  quite  possible  that 
even  in  that  steamer,  which  is  one  of  not  more  than  800  tons, 
a  certain  number  would  come  from  that  particular  direction. 
Then  there  are  daily  steamers  of  from  450  to  550  tons  from 
Puget  Sound,  and  each  and  every  one  will  bring  in  some 
Chinamen,  notwithstanding  the  restrictions  of  this  Bill. 
Last,  but  not  least,  we  have  to  guard  against  the  wholesale 
importation  from  the  Chinese  ports  direct,  that  is,  in  vessels 
which  do  not  come  for  the  sake  of  the  freight  on  their 
cargoes,  except  their  live  cargoes  of  Chinamen.  They  come 
with  the  distinct  knowledge  that  they  will  get  so  much  per 
head  for  the  passage  money  of  so  many  Chinese  coolies,  or, 
in  a  more  refined  form,  it  is  a  species  of  slave  traffic.  They 
are  sent  from  Hong  Kong,  Shanghai,  or  Canton,  as  the  case 
may  be,  to  the  ports  of  British  Columbia,  and  then  distributed 
through  the  Province.  There  is  also  the  fear  that  some  may 
elect  to  go  to  California,  and  thus  cause  trouble  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  These  havo  been  known  to 
come  at  the  rate  of  from  650  to  800  in  a  vessel,  and  as  many  as 
ten  vessels  in  two  months.  Now,  I  do  not  apprehend  that  they 
will  come  in  as  large  numbers  as  that  in  future,  because 
there  will  not  be  the  supply  of  that  class  of  immigrants, 
unless  there  is  a  demand  or  occupation  for  them.  At  the 
present  time,  I  am  happy  to  state  the  British  Columbia 


section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  about  completed, 
and  the  graving  dock  is  also  well  under  way.  Both  of 
these  works  have  as  many  Cuinamen  employed  as  will  be 
required  for  their  completion,  and  if  not  there  are  many 
available  from  those  already  there,  so  that  I  think  that  we 
may  fairly  let  the  future,  as  regards  contractor’s  and  their 
requirements  in  the  matter  of  a  Chinese  working  population, 
take  care  of  itself.  To  show  you  how  easy  it  is  to 
have  a  large  influx  of  Chinese  population  in  British 
Columbia,  T  have  only  to  mention  the  fact  that  these  ves¬ 
sels  that  I  have  more  recently  referred  to — sailing  vessels, 
bringing  almost  exclusively  live  freights  of  Chinamen,  can 
certainly  make  that  passage  in  forty-two  days  from  Hong 
Kong  to  Victoria  Now,  with  all  these  Chinese  ports  and 
other  ports  in  such  close  proximity  to  British  Columbia,  it  is 
much  more  probable,  not  only  from  the  experience  of  the 
past,  but  from  what  we  may  reasonably  apprehend  in  the 
future,  that  Chinese  immigration  will  be,  if  not  exclusively, 
almost  entirely,  directed  to  the  Province  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  that  the  rest  of  the  Dominion  will  not  feel  tangibly 
that  evil  of  which  we  so  bitterly  complain.  Therefore,  I  think 
that  inasmuch  as  this  House  has  not  only  to  legislate  for  indi¬ 
vidual  Provinces, but  that  we  are  sent  here  to  do  the  best  in  our 
humble  endeavors  for  the  benefit  of  the  Dominion  as  a  whole, 
it  is  clearly  our  duty  to  seriously  take  into  consideration 
the  representations  which  have  been  made  by  the  members 
who  represent  that  Province  in  this  House,  and  give  them, 
unless  we  see  very  good  reasons  why  we  should  not,  that 
which  they  so  earnestly  desire.  Now,  it  will  be  a  matter  of 
some  interest  to  this  House  to  know  that  Shanghai  is  5,220 
miles  from  Victoria;  Hong  Kong,  5,760  miles;  Canton, 
5,880;  Yokohama,  Japan,  4  200  ;  Hacadadie,  Japan,  3,900  ; 
Auckland,  New  Zealand,  6,120;  Sydney,  Australia,  6,780 ; 
Melbourne,  Australia,  7,260  ;  Port  Elizabeth,  Australia,  via 
Cape  Horn,  10,860 ;  Honolulu,  Sandwich  Islands,  2,340  ; 
Valparaiso,  South  Pacific,  5,880;  Coquimbo,  5,760;  and 
Iquiqui,  5,340.  These  are  the  shortest  distances,  being  calcu¬ 
lated  on  the  arc  of  a  great  circle,  which  any  mariners  there 
may  be  in  this  House  will  know  are  the  shortest  distances 
upon  which  any  vessel  can  sail.  So  that  even  with  these  die- 
t-mces  between  said  places  the  Chinese  ports  are  farther  from 
British  Columbia  than  British  Columbia  is  from  the  capital 
of  this  Dominion,  and  still  tbat  Province  is  sufficiently  well 
known  to  John  Chinaman  to  induce  him  to  come  over  those 
long  sea  voyages  of  close  on  6,U00  miles  to  I’each  it.  Now, 
it  is  not  my  intention  to  detain  the  House  any  longer  upon 
these  resolutions,  as  I  have  claimed  the  clemency  of  this 
House  for  a  sufficient  period.  I  shall  not,  therefore,  inflict  the 
House  with  any  more  extracts,  although  I  have  lots  of  them 
here,  much  as  I  would  like  to  place  them  on  record,  by  hand 
ing  them  to  Hansard  for  insertion,  so  that  my  constituents 
might  read  them.  We  are  at  present,  as  I  understand,  sim¬ 
ply  dobating  the  expediency  of  the  resolutions  before  the 
House ;  the  first  is : 

“  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  an  entry  fee  or  duty  of  $50  on  every 
person  of  Chinese  origin  entering  Canada.” 

That  resolution  I  can  heartily  support.  I  would  not  like 
to  see  more  than  $50  imposed  upon  them,  because  I  do  not 
think  it  is  expedient  to  make  the  monetary  fine  any 
heavier  for  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  or  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada  than  that  imposed  by  the  colonies  of  Vic¬ 
toria  and  New  South  Wales.  But  with  regard  to  the 
second  resolution : 

“  That  no  vessel  carrying  Chinese  immigrants  to  any  port  in  Canada 
shall  have  more  than  one  such  immigrant  for  every  60  tons  of  its 
tonnage.” 

I  think  it  would  meet  with  greater  favor  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia  if  we  made  it  one  for  every  100  tons.  I  have  endeavored 
to  show  the  large  numbers  that  will  come  in,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  restrictive  legislation,  and  I  think,  owing  to  the 
number  of  sources  from  which  they  can  be  imported,  that 
we  should  make  this  resolution  a  little  more  restrictive,  and 
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even  then  it  will  only  be  equally  restrictive  with  the  law  in 
force  in  Australia,  namely,  one  to  every  100  tons.  With 
regard  to  the  third  resolution  : 

“  That  the  master  of  any  vessel  bringing  Chinese  immigrants  to  any 
port  of  Canada  shall  be  personally  liable  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  such  fee  or  duty  in  respect  of  any  immigrant  carried  by  such 

vessel.” 

I  think  it  is  certainly  highly  desirable  that  the  master  of  a 
ship  should  be  made  as  responsible  for  everything  that 
pertains  to  freight  of  that  kind  as  he  is  in  the  case  of  freight 
of  every  other  kind.  In  conclusion,  I  have  only  a  word  to 
say  about  female  domestic  servants.  It  is  said  that  a 
China  man  will  perform  the  same  functions  as  thrbe  female 
domestic  servants  will  perform.  The  Chinaman  certainly 
will  perform  the  functions  of  cook,  gardener,  housemaid, 
chambermaid,  and  almost  every  other  kind  of  work  that  it 
is  possible  to  mention.  I  have  shown  that  other  labor  will 
not  come  until  these  fellows  go — that  it  is  necessary  to 
restrict  the  immigration  of  the  Chinese,  so  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Provincial  and  Dominion,  may  be 
successful  in  their  endeavors  to  bring  out  a  number  of  the 
much  desired  class  of  white  female  domestics  ;  and  I  would 
like  to  know  if  there  is  an  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
House,  although  there  are  some  who  crack  up  the  useful¬ 
ness  of  the  Chinese,  who  would  not  prefer  a  bright¬ 
eyed  maiden  to  attend  his  table.  I  think  there  is 
not  a  gentleman  in  this  House  who  would  not  infinitely 
prefer  to  have  his  table  properly  arranged,  his  food  nicely 
cooked,  and  all  those  duties  which  are  necessary  in  a  well 
kept  household  performed  by  white  women  and  girls  in  pre¬ 
ference  to  Mongolians.  But  we  shall  never  be  able  to  get 
them  until  we  show,  by  every  legitimate  means,  by  every 
honest  piece  of  legislation,  and  by  every  honestly  and  freely 
expressed  conviction,  that  we  are  really  sincere  in  our 
desire  to  prevent  this  vory  undesirable  class  of  immigrants 
coming,  not  merely  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  but  more 
particularly  into  the  Province  of  British  Columbia.  I  thank 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  hon.  gentlemen,  for  the  patient  hear¬ 
ing  you  have  given  me,  and  I  oaly  hope  this  legislation 
will  pass  through  this  House  without  a  single  dissenting 
voice. 

Mr.  GORDON.  I  am  almost  afraid  to  trespass  on  the 
good  nature  of  this  House  to-night.  I  am  sure  it  is  a  com¬ 
pliment  to  British  Columbia  that  in  a  mid-summer  Session, 
two  or  three  hours  of  patient  hearing  is  granted  to  the 
discussion  of  any  question  affecting  our  distant  Pro¬ 
vince.  I  certainly,  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  that 
Province,  feel  it  my  duty  to  congratulate  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  upon  the  action  they  have  taken  with  reference  to 
the  Chinese  question.  I  have  felt,  since  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament  when  the  resolutions  passed  committing  this 
House  unanimously  to  a  measure  respecting  and  regulating 
Chinese  immigration,  that  the  Government  would  deal  with 
this  question  satisfactorily.  That  the  Government  intended  to 
keep  their  pledge  to  this  House.  At  that  time,  it  will  be 
remembered,  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Government 
assurod  the  House  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  send  a  commission  to  British  Columbia  to  examine  the 
question  in  its  various  details.  No  exception  was  taken 
to  that  declaration  on  either  side,  neither  was  any 
exception  taken  to  the  passing  of  the  motion.  I  felt 
a  little  surprised,  when  the  commission  reached  British 
Columbia,  that  exception  was  taken  by  many  people  to  the 
appointment  of  the  commission.  I  felt  that  this  House 
had  committed  itself,  that  the  Government  had  committed 
itself,  to  the  appointment,  and  I,  for  one,  felt  it  would  be  a 
relief  to  the  mombers  of  that  Province  to  have  an  indepen¬ 
dent  commission  go  out  and  examine  into  this  question, 
which  had  been  so  often  brought  before  this  House  by  the 
members  from  that  Province.  What  were  we  doing?  We 
were  coming  to  this  Parliament,  six  members  of  a  distant 
Province,  asking  this  Parliament  to  violate  all  the  traditions 
Mr.  Baker  (Victoria). 
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of  parliamentary  government  in  Canada  since  it  had  self- 
government.  We  were  asking  this  Parliament  to  restrict 
people  from  coming  into  the  Dominion,  something  that  had 
never  before  been  done  or  asked,  and  I  felt  it  would  relieve 
the  mombers  of  that  Province,  who  were  acting  in  no  other 
respect  than  from  a  sincere  sense  of  their  duty,  if  an  inde¬ 
pendent  commission  was  sent  to  the  Province  to  report  to 
the  Government.  I  have  to  congratulate  the  Government, 
further,  upon  the  fact  that  this  Bill,  which  is  now  before  the 
House,  is  far  in  excess  of  what  the  people  expected  at  the 
ti  me  the  report  of  the  commission  was  published.  At  the 
time  the  commission  was  in  British  Columbia,  there  was  a 
general  feeling  of  distrust,  that  the  commission  was  a  mere 
pretext  for  avoiding  the  question -and  delaying  the  question. 
For  those  reasons,  I  shall  not  go  into  the  past  his¬ 
tory  of  the  question.  I  shall  not  enter  into  the  details  of 
the  character  of  the  Chinese  or  their  habits,  or  the  rental 
they  pay.  I  assume  that  Parliament,  when  we  passed  that 
resolution  last  year,  saw  there  was  a  difficulty  coming  that 
would  reach  every  part  of  Canada,  if  some  action  were  not 
taken.  I  felt  assured  it  was  no  longer  necessary  on  the 
part  of  the  members  from  that  Province  to  enter  into  the 
details  of  the  character  of  these  people.  I  shall  not,  there¬ 
fore,  attempt  to  do  so  to-night.  I  do  not  agree  with  my 
hon.  friend,  who  states  that  he  would  not  like  to  see  more 
than  $50  imposed  on  them.  Individually,  I  would  like  to 
see  the  tax  $500 ;  but  I  am  willing  to  yield  to  the  feelings 
of  tho  House,  in  order  to  get  what  can  be  obtained.  I  am 
in  favor  of  giving  this  measure  a  fair,  andtest  I  feel  satisfied 
this  Parliament  will,  from  time  to  time,  provide  any  furthor 
remedy  that  may  be  necessary.  With  regard  to  the  various 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  it  may  not  come  up  to  what  some  people 
may  anticipate ;  but,  on  the  whole,  the  Government,  in 
bringing  these  resolutions  before  this  House,  have  shown  a 
good  faith  towards  the  people  of  British  Columbia  far  in 
excess  of  our  anticipation  when  the  report  of  the  commission 
was  issued.  I  shall  not  detain  the  House,  but  simply  express 
my  sincere  congratulations  to  the  Government  and  the 
commission  on  the  results  obtained. 

Mr.  HOMER.  When  this  Chinese  question  camo  before 
Parliament,  in  the  Session  of  1883,  I  took  the  position  that 
it  was  premature  at  that  time  to  restrict  the  importation  of 
Chinese  labor  into  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  on  the 
ground  that  the  facilities  existing  at  that  time  for  obtaining 
white  labor  were  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  labor  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Province.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
then,  was  not  more  than  half  completed.  The  Pacific 
division  was  almost  entirely  dependent  upon  the  Chinese 
labor  for  its  construction.  Therefore,  if  a  restrictive  measure 
had  been  enacted  and  enforced  at  that  time,  the  probability  is 
that  a  strike  would  have  been  made  of  Chinese  labor  along  the 
road,  which  would  have  caused  heavy  loss  to  the  contractors, 
for  which  they  could  make  a  heavy  claim  up'on  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  At  the  same  time,  I  stated  that  so  soon  as  there 
was  a  certain  prospect  of  securing  sufficient  white  labor  for 
the  purpose  of  railway  construction  and  carrying  on  the 
various  industries  of  the  country,  I  would  then  give  my 
support  to  a  measure  restricting  tho  further  importation 
of  Chinese  labor.  Last  Session  this  measure  again  came 
before  the  House,  and  I  took  the  position  that  the  time  had 
then  arrived  when  we  should  enact  restrictive  measures, 
because  the  Southern  Pacific  Railway  was  completed  to  a 
point  on  Puget  Sound,  within  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Bri¬ 
tish  Columbia.  From  that  road  a  large  number  of  railway 
laborers  had  been  discharged,  and  by  that  road  a  large 
immigration  was  conveyed  to  the  State  of  Oregon,  Washing¬ 
ton  Territory,  and  to  British  Columbia.  From  those  different 
sources  and  from  the  Chinese  already  in  the  Province 
could  be  obtained  all  the  labor  required  for  the  purposes  of 
railway  construction  and  for  carrying  on  the  various 
industries  of  the  Province,  and  from  that  time  to  the  present 
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there  has  been  a  surplus  of  labor  in  British  Columbia ;  in 
fact,  a  great  deal  of  white  labor  has  had  to  leave  it  within  the 
last  six  months,  owing  to  the  avenues  of  labor  being  filled 
with  Chinese.  This  whole  question  has  to  be  considered 
from  one  point,  and  that  is  labor;  whether  we  shall,  by  the 
free  importation  of  Chinese  labor,  convert  British  Columbia 
into  a  Chinese  colony,  or  restrict  the  importation  of  Chinese 
labor  and  retain  that  Province  for  the  white  population. 
That  is  the  point  which  this  Bill  has  to  decide.  It  is  my 
firm  conviction,  as  it  is  the  firm  conviction  of  nine-tenths  of 
my  constituents,  that  unless  a  restrictive  measure  is  enacted 
that  Province  will  become  a  Chinese  colony.  The  small 
amount  of  wages  for  which  Chinese  labor;  the  small 
amount  upon  which  they  can  subsist,  having  no 
family  to  support,  or,  if  they  have,  the  family  reside 
in  China,  where  they  can  live  very  cheaply.  They 
do  not  settle  in  the  country ;  they  make  but  few  im¬ 
provements  in  it ;  they  do  not  assist  to  build  up  the  country ; 
they  do  not  spend  their  earnings  in  the  country,  with  the 
exception  of  the  small  amount  it  requires  for  them  to  exist 
.  upon.  The  surplus  they  take  with  them  to  their  native 
country,  and  when  one  leaves  the  country,  others  arrive  to 
fill  his  place,  and  they,  in  their  turn,  after  two  or  five  years’ 
residence,  leave,  with  their  8500,  or  81,000,  or  $2,000,  for 
their  native  country,  where  they  can  live  for  the  remainder 
of  their  days  in  comfort  and  peace.  What  is  the  case  with 
the  white  immigrant  ?  He  settles  in  the  country;  he  sends 
for  his  family  ;  they  improve  the  country ;  they  engage  in 
various  branches  of  business  and  contribute  to  the  general 
wellare  and  prosperity  of  the  country.  So  you  will  see  that, 
owing  to  the  small  requirements  of  the  Chinese,  it  is  quite 
impossible  for  white  labor  to  compete  with  them.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  very  people  whom  we  wish  to  settle  in  the 
country  and  to  assist  in  building  it  up  will  not  emigrate  to 
it  when  they  know  they  have  to  come  in  contact  with,  and 
to  compete  with,  Chinese  labor.  Many  of  the  immigrants  who 
went  to  British  Columbia  in  the  last  few  years  have  been 
obliged  to  leave  again,  because  they  saw  they  could  not 
compete  with  Chinese  labor  ;  that  with  the  labor  of  their 
hands  they  could  not  realise  sufficient  to  build  per¬ 
manent  homes  and  to  make  themselves  comfortable  in 
that  country.  Unless  a  restrictive  measure  is  passed, 
I  feel  sure  that  the  business  of  that  country,  and  the  various 
industries,  will  all  pass  into  the  hands  of  a  few  capi¬ 
talists,  with  Chinese  to  perform  the  labor,  and  that  all 
individual  enterprise  will  be  crushed  out.  In  Australia  they 
passed  a  restrictive  measure,  seeing  what  the  result  would 
be  of  the  free  importation  of  Chinese  labor.  In 
California  they  enacted  a  prohibitive  measure,  know¬ 
ing  what  the  result  would  bo.  Iu  neither  of  these 
countries  were  the  Chinese  equal  to  those  in  British 
Columbia.  In  California,  with  a  population  of  1,000,000 
whites,  they  had  but  60,000  Chinese,  which  is  only  6  per 
cent,  of  the  entire  population.  In  Australia  the  percentage 
was  still  less,  while  in  British  Columbia  we  have  15,000 
Chinese  to  a  population  of  30,000  whites.  I  shall  not  refer 
to  their  manners  or  customs,  or  to  the  immorality  of  those 
people.  That  is  a  question  which  has  been  thoroughly  dealt 
with  by  others ;  neither  do  I  attach  that  importance  to  these 
points  which  many  do.  The  great  question  which  we  have 
to  decide  is  the  labor  question.  Unrestricted  Chinese  labor 
means  unrestricted  poverty  for  the  white  man.  It  means 
the  conversion  of  British  Columbia  into  a  Chinese  colony, 
from  which  they  can  spread  and  demoralise  the  whole 
labor  market  of  the  Dominion  ;  and  in  order  to  prevent  an 
occurrence  of  this  kind  in  the  future,  I  would  ask  every 
hon.  member  of  this  House  to  give  his  support  to  the  Bill 
now  before  Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


On  resolution  2, 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  would  ask  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  this  Bill  if  he  would  kindly  act  upon  my  sugges¬ 
tion,  and  make  it  100  tons,  the  same  as  in  the  Australian 
Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  As  I  have  stated,  the  proportion  is 
already  very  large.  A  vessel  fitted  out  to  carry  3,000  tons 
could  only  carry  60  of  them.  I  think  my  hon.  friends 
should  be  satisfied.  At  all  events,  if  it  was  shown,  between 
now  and  another  Session,  or  within  a  year,  that  it  had  not 
the  effect,  no  doubt  the  Government  would  see  that  the 
regulation  would  be  made  more  strict  than  it  is  now. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  do  not  want  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  think  me  too  persistent  and  importunate  in  this 
matter,  but  it  is  a  matter  vitally  affecting  my  constituents, 
and  they  have  urged  me  very  strongly  on  this  point  of  the 
tonnage  ;  and  I  should  fail  in  my  duty  if  I  did  not  ask  the 
Government  to  accede  to  their  wishes  and  to  increase  the 
tonnage. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  This  is  a  very  good  instal¬ 
ment.  You  had  better  take  this. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  We  have  to  be,  and  we  are, 
very  thankful  for  small  mercies,  but  it  is  a  very  good  prin¬ 
ciple  in  life  to  take  all  you  can  get  and  ask  for  more. 

Resolutions  reported  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  order  for  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  124)  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese 
immigration  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada  be  discharged, 
and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  156)  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  immigration  into 
the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

CHINESE  INTERPRETER. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  Committee,  to  consider  a  certain  proposed  resolution 
(see  page  2421)  respecting  the  appointment  and  remunera¬ 
tion  of  the  controller,  the  interpreter  and  ether  persons 
who  may  be  appointed  under  the  Bill  regulating  and  restrict¬ 
ing  Chinese  immigration  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  resolution  1, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  really  think  we  ought 
to  have  some  explanation  of  the  supposed  necessity  for 
inflicting  this  additional  charge  upon  us.  For  aught  that  I 
can  see,  al!  the  duties  that  are  required  to  be  discharged  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  restrictive  measures 
that  the  House  has  consented  to  might  be  very  easily  dis¬ 
charged  by  the  regular  Dominion  officials  at  the  port  of 
Victoria.  I  presume  there  is  very  little  risk  of  Chinamen 
in  any  numbers  making  their  way  into  Canada,  oxcept  at 
one  or  two  ports  in  British  Columbia,  where  we  already 
have  a  sufficient  number  of  Dominion  officials,  and  I  say  that 
adding  $4,000  or  $5,000  more  to  the  yearly  expenditure  of 
the  country  is  very  objectionable.  However,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  hear  what  the  Minister  in  charge  has  to  say  for 
this,  which  appears  to  me  to  be  an  unusual  and  unnecessary 
I  expense. 
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Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
right  in  saying  that  it  will  be  a  charge.  If  there  is  no 
immigration  there  will  be  no  need  of  an  officer,  and  we  can 
abolish  the  office.  If  there  is  an  immigration  the  salary 
would  not  be  a  very  large  amount  ;  probably  $500  a  year 
would  be  sufficient,  and  this  could  be  very  nearly  all  col¬ 
lected  from  the  entry  fees  paid  by  the  immigrants.  If  the 
immigration  is  more  numerous  there  will  he  more  fees  col¬ 
lected,  which  will  be,  no  doubt,  sufficient  to  pay  the  officers 
to  be  appointed.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  the  Collector  of  Customs  at  the  port  of  Victoria  might 
do  this  work.  I  am  sure  that  another  officer  will  be  required. 
The  Bill  provides  that  at  the  minor  ports  the  Dominion 
officers  in  charge  may  be  appointed  to  perform  the  duties  of 
controller  of  immigration  without  any  sensible  addition  to 
the  salary.  The  only  expenditure  which  we  shall  have  to 
provide  for  will  be  that  of  an  interpreter.  I  think  that  an 
interpreter  is  really  needed.  He  is  needed  for  the  C  A  nose 
who  will  remain.  There  are  now  between  13,000  and  15,000 
Chinese  in  the  Province,  and  if  a  third  of  them  remain  an 
interpreter  would  still  be  needed,  and  it  will  he  for  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  administration  of  justice  to  have  one  appointed. 

I  may  be  told  that  the  administration  of  justice  in  British 
Columbia  should  be  supported  by  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  influx  of  Chinese 
has  taken  place  against  the  will  of  the  provincial  authorities. 
I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any  extravagance  in  this  expen¬ 
diture.  The  Bill  will  provide  that  all  the  Chinese  residing 
in  British  Columbia  shall  secure  a  license  of  residence,  that 
is  to  say,  a  certificate  of  residence,  at  the  time  this  Bill 
comes  into  force.  I  do  not  think  that  the  collector  of 
Customs  could  really  perform  that  duty.  The  keeping  of  a 
register  will  be  a  considerable  task,  and  looking  after  that 
immigration  will  also  take  up  a  good  deal  of  time.  Steamers 
arrive  at  least  once  a  week  at  the  port  of  Victoria. 

Mr.  MILLS.  How  will  it  be  with  regard  to  the  Chinese 
who  land  at  San  Francisco  and  then  come  over  into  Canada  ? 
Will  they  be  subject  to  the  same  restrictions  that  are 
imposed  upon  Chinese  coming  directly  from  China  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes ;  by  land  or  by  water,  and  coming 
from  any  country. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  It  will  be  impossible  to  enforce 
the  provisions  of  this  law  without  the  appointment  of  an 
officer  to  discharge  the  duties  which  this  Bill  creates  in  the 
city  of  Victoria ;  at  least,  I  am  sure  that  the  Custom  house 
officer  is  already  fully  employed.  That  is  the  principal  port 
where  the  Chinese  arrive.  In  fact,  I  have  seen  as  many  as 
1,000  Chinese  arrive  there  in  one  day. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  see  no  objection,  certainly,  to 
the  expenditure  on  this  account.  It  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  we  should  have  an  interpreter  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  this  Act ;  but  I  do  foresee  a  great  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  the  selection  of  a  proper  interpreter.  It  is 
certainly  absolutely  necessary,  for  the  proper  working  out 
of  this  Act,  that  there  should  be  an  interpreter,  and  it  will 
be  a  matter  of  serious  difficulty  to  obtain  such  an  officer, 
who  will  possess  general  confidence  for  uprightness,  truth¬ 
fulness,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Will  there  be  difficulty  in  obtaining 
such  an  officer  at  the  salary  mentioned  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  BAKER.  Not  so  much  on  that  score,  but  from  the 
fact  that  there  are  at  least  eight  different  Chinese  dialects 
and  these  immigrants  do  not  all  speak  the  same  language 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Nearly  the  whole  of  the  immigra¬ 
tion  comes  from  one  Province.  I  think  an  interpreter, 
judiciously  chosen,  would  be  able  to  do  the  work. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  any  idea  whether 
the  interpreter  will  be  an  English  person  speaking  Chinese 
or  a  Chinaman  speaking  English  ? 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  If  possible,  he  will  be  an  Englishman 
speaking  Chinese. 

Mr.  HOMER.  I  think  there  will  be  very  little  difficulty 
in  securing  an  interpreter.  I  do  not  think  it  desirable  to 
have  a  Chinaman. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  hope  the  interpreter  will  not 
be  a  Chinaman.  There  are  plenty  of  white  men  capable  of 
speaking  the  Chinese  language.  I  have  conversed  with 
one  or  two  myself. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  It  is  quite  evident  that  the  inter¬ 
preter  should  not  be  a  Chinaman. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  153) 
further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  and  to  provide  for  the  completion  and 
successful  operation  thereof. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Before  the  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  I 
desire  to  offer  a  few  remarks.  Of  the  $5,000,000  of  loan  to 
be  made  to  the  railway  company,  I  suppose  $1,000,000  is 
intended  to  go  for  equipment.  In  a  printed  circular,  signed 
by  Mr.  Stephen,  which  was  sent  round  the  House,  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  $5,000,000  were  required  were  stated.  Among 
those  was  $1,000,000  for  equipment.  I  suppose  those  pur¬ 
poses  are  the  purposes  for  which  the  $5,000,000  is  intended 
to  be  applied.  If  not,  perhaps  the  Minister  will  inform  me. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  $5,000,000  is  intended  for  paying  off 
the  floating  debt. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  see,  in  the  requirements  set  out  by  Mr. 
Stephen  as  those  for  which  he  wants  to  raise  money,  either 
by  means  of  this  $5,000,000  or  out  of  additional  moneys 
which  the  Government  have  given  the  company  facilities  to 
to  raise  by  a  rearrangement  of  the  securities,  $1,000,000  is 
mentioned  for  equipment.  It  is  a  little  difficult  to  under¬ 
stand  how  that  can  be.  It  will  be  recollected  that  on  2nd 
March  I  made  a  motion  respecting  certain  items  that  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  progress  estimates  of  the  railway,  respecting 
rolling  stock.  It  appeared  that  when  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
was  Minister  of  Railways  he  signed  his  last  progress  esti¬ 
mate  on  7th  April,  1884,  and  in  that  progress  estimate  he 
held  back  from  the  payment  to  the  company,  on  the  western 
end  of  the  eastern  section,  justwhere  the  work  was  going  on, 
near  Callander,  $450,700  ;  and  it  appeared  by  the  very  next 
progress  estimate,  which  was  signed  by  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways, that  that  whole  sum  so  held  back  for  rolling  stock 
was  paid  to  the  company,  although  no  rolling  stock  appeared 
to  have  been  supplied  in  the  meantime.  In  fact,  the  road 
was  not  so  far  constructed  that  rolling  stock  on  that  portion 
was  required.  It  also  appeared  that  about  the  same  time, 
at  the  other  end  of  the  eastern  section,  $68,000  which  had 
been  held  back  for  rolling  stock  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
was  also  paid  over  to  the  company  by  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways,  making  in  all  about  $518,000  that  was  paid 
over  to  the  company,  and  paid  by  them  for  grading,  instead 
of  being  held  for  rolling  stock.  It  was  not  very  easy  to 
understand  how  that  happened,  and  the  House  passed  a 
resolution,  on  my  motion  for  a  return, calling  for  some  explan¬ 
ation  as  to  how  that  happened,  and  as  to  what  information 
the  Government  had  between  7th  April,  when  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  held  thai  money  back  to  provide  rolling  stock,  and 
1st  May,  when  the  Acting  Minister  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  hold  it  back  any  longer,  but  paid  it  over  to  the  company. 
A  return  has  been  brought  down,  in  answer  to  my  motion, 
and  I  find  that  it  is  explained  in  this  way :  In  fact,  there 
can  be  only  one  explanation — that  the  rolling  stock  was 
not  required,  or,  of  course,  the  money  would  have  been  held 
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back  by  the  Government  until  it  was  procured.  On  27th 
April  there  appears  to  be  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Minister  by 
Mr.  Schreiber,  in  which  he  refers  to  a  memorandum  of 
rolling  stock  upon  the  line  between  Montreal  and  Port 
Moody  on  22nd  September,  1883,  and  he  showed  that  on 
the  length  of  the  line,  2,900  miles,  there  were  236  engines, 
126  passenger  cars,  48  box  cars  and  6,125  freight  cars. 
And  in  another  memorandum,  in  order  to  show  what  num¬ 
ber  of  engines  will  be  required  for  this  line,  a  statement  is 
given,  showing  the  details  of  train  service  prior  to  the 
opening  of  the  road  for  traffic  from  Montreal  to  Port  Moody. 
They  give  the  engines  for  through  trains  so  many,  local 
trains  so  many,  pilot  engines,  shunting  engines,  etc.,  making 
195  altogether,  and  then  he  adds  12  per  cent,  for  engines  in 
the  shops  for  repairs,  or  a  total  of  218,  while  Mr.  Schreiber’s 
letter  shows  that  there  were  twelve  more  than  that,  or  236. 
Now,  if  the  passenger  cars  were  in  the  same  proportion,  it 
would  appear  clear  to  the  engineer  that  there  was  a  suffi¬ 
cient  amount  of  rolling  stock,  and  he  goes  on  that  ground, 
and  reports  to  the  Minister  as  follows  :  — 

“  As  the  line  run3  through  a  large  extent  of  unsettled,  undeveloped 
country,  it  is  probable  that  this  rolling  stock  would  be  nearly  sufficient 
for  the  traffic  upon  the  first  opening  of  the  road  ;  hence,  I  am  applying 
the  whole  of  the  $27,000,000,  with  the  exception  of  $283,000,  to  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  works  of  construction.” 

It  appears  that  there  was  at  that  time  sufficient  rolling  stock 
on  the  road  when  it  was  to  be  opened  for  traffic.  However, 
Mr.  Stephen,  in  his  statement,  shows  that  in  1884  they  had 
expended  in  the  additional  equipment  $517,000  ;  so,  appa¬ 
rently,  they  had  enough  equipment  on  the  road  to  open  with, 
when  Mr.  Schreiber  made  his  statement,  and  in  the  year 
1884  they  added  one-half  a  million  more  for  equipment, 
and  still  it  seems  that  Mr.  Stephen,  when  ho  comes  before 
the  House  and  makes  a  statement  of  what  he  wants  the 
money  for,  says  they  require  $1,000,000  more  for  equipment, 
and  among  the  items  are  locomotives,  and  so  on.  Now,  that 
is  rather  extraordinary,  and  I  think  requires  some 
explanation  from  the  Minister.  Of  course  when  Mr. 
Schreiber  sent  in  his  letter  it  was  not  for  the  purpose 
of  applying  for  further  assistance  from  the  Government, 
but  in  order  to  get  over  the  difficulty  that  the  Minister 
felt,  when  he  allowed  tho  money  which  had  beon  kept  back 
for  rolling  stock  to  be  otherwise  applied.  The  money  was 
kept  back  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  for  rolliug  stock,  and  it 
was  applied  in  tho  payment  of  the  grading  and  other  work 
of  that  kind,  according  to  the  estimates.  Now,  let  us  see 
for  a  moment  if  that  money  was  really  wanted  for  that  other 
work.  It  will  be  remembered  that  on  the  same  occasion, 
on  asking  for  this  return,  I  also  asked  for  more  information, 
which  seemed  to  me  to  be  very  important,  about  the  cost 
of  the  line  beginning  at  100  miles  west  of  Callander  and 
ending  at  200  miles  west  of  Callander — or  a  distance  of  100 
miles.  The  profiles  of  that  road  had  been  brought  down 
to  the  House,  and  from  an  examination  of  them,  and  from 
what  other  information  I  was  able  to  get,  it  seemed  to  mo 
perfectly  clear  that  the  cost  of  that  100  miles  was  a  very 
great  deal  less  than  the  amount  that  the  Government  was 
advancing  to  the  company  for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
it,  out  of  loan  and  out  of  subsidy;  because,  in  the  first  20 
miles  of  that  road  they  were  advancing  at  the  rate  of  $23,000 
per  mile,  and  on  the  last  80  miles  of  the  100  they  were 
advancing  at  the  rate  of  $27,000  per  mile.  What  I 
contended  was,  that  the  Government  should  not  certainly 
advance  more  than  the  cost  of  the  road,  and  I  asked  the 
Government  to  bring  down  the  estimates  and  the  statement 
of  quantities  upon  which  they  had  based  their  calculations 
that  they  ought  to  pay  the  company  $23,000  and  $27,000 
per  mile  for  that  work,  and  I  also  asked  them  to  bring 
down  a  statement  that  the  railway  company  could  make  for 
them,  of  the  actual  quantities  of  the  work  done,  when  the 
road  was  finished  and  paid  for.  In  reply  to  that  Order  of 
the  House,  a  statement  was  brought  down.  That  statement 
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showed  that  so  far  as  the  Government  estimate  was  con¬ 
cerned  they  had  acted  upon  most  extraordinary  and  loose 
information.  It  says,  that  the  way  they  arrived  at  the  pro¬ 
bable  cost  of  the  road  was  by  comparing  it  with  similar 
work  on  the  line  of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway.  They  did 
not  take  any  pains  to  see  what  the  quantities  were,  or  what 
the  cost  would  be,  although  the  Government  had  made  it  its 
business  to  build  railways  since  the  construction  of  the 
Intercolonial  Iiailway.  It  has  been  building  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway,  and  there  was  no  difficulty  whatever  in  the 
Government  taking  tho  prices  in  the  various  contracts  they 
had  made  on  that  road,  and  taking  the  quantities  out  of  the 
profiles  and  thus  ascertain  what  the  road  was  going  to  cost. 
I  ventured  to  do  that  as  well  as  I  could,  upon  the  information 
which  was  then  before  me,  aud  I  found  that,  so  far  as  I  could 
see,  the  Government,  on  this  portion  of  the  road,  were  paying 
to  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  out  of  loan  and 
subsidy,  about  $10,000  per  mile  more  than  the  road  was  actu¬ 
ally  costing  them  at  tho  time  ;  of  course,  giving  them  9,000 
acres  of  land  grant  per  mile  besides,  and  giving  them  the  road 
and  everything  else  that  goes  with  it.  Since  then  we  have 
not  got  any  information  Irom  the  Government,  but  upon  a 
requisition  of  tho  Government  to  carry  out  that  Order  of  the 
House,  Mr.  Yan  Horne  sent  to  tho  Government,  and  they 
brought  down  a  statement  of  the  quantities  of  the  work  done 
on  that  line,  in  detail,  giving  all  the  particulars  and  the  items. 
Now,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  arriving  at  what  the  cost 
of  that  part  of  the  line  was,  after  we  had  that  information. 
I  have  taken  tho  trouble,  from  the  data  we  have  in  our 
possession,  to  make  an  estimate  of  what  that  piece  of  lino 
costs  the  railway  company  to  build,  and  we  know  what  the 
Government  have  paid  them  towards  it.  I  find  that  taking 
the  statement  of  quantities  which  Mr.  Yan  Horne  gave  in 
his  statement,  which  accompanied  his  letter  to  the  Minister 
of  the  17th  of  March,  1885,  and  taking  the  prices  from  the 
contractof  Marks  &  Conmee  on  the  higher  scale  of  the  tenders 
which  were  accepted  by  this  Government  on  section  “  A,  ” 
118  miles  from  English  Eiver  to  Eagle  Eiver,  a  remote  and 
difficult  part  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  line — taking  the  higher 
scale  for  the  earlier  construction,  I  find  this  result :  I  find 
that  the  clearing  of  1,350  acres  on  that  100  miles,  at  $22  per 
acre,  the  price  of  section  “  A,”  amounted  to  $29,700  ;  close 
cutting,  at  tho  prices  and  the  quantities  given  by  Mr. 
Yan  Horne,  $2,625;  grubbing,  based  on  the  prices  and 
quantities  given  by  Mr.  Yan  Horne,  $4,900.  Then  we  come 
to  the  heavy  item  of  earth  excavation,  of  which  Mr.  Yan 
Horno  says  there  are  1,336,848  cubic  yards.  Now,  there 
were  two  classes  of  prices  in  Marks  &  Conmee’s  tender — 
one,  26  cents  a  yard,  and  the  other  with  10  cents  a  yard 
added  when  there  was  a  longer  haul.  Now,  I  put  in  a  con¬ 
siderably  larger  portion  of  this  earth  excavation  as  being  on 
a  long  haul  than  there  was  in  the  work  on  section  “A”  and 
I  find  that  at  26  cents  a  yard  it  produces  $330,000,  and  a 
portion  at  36  cents  a  yard  $24,000.  Then  there  is  cemented 
earth.  That  is  what  it  is  called  in  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Yan  Horne,  which  I  do  not  find  anything  analogous 
to  in  any  of  the  tenders  of  these  contractoi’S.  It  is  not  loose 
rock,  but  it  is  cemented  earth,  and  it  was  not  tendered 
for  in  Marks  &  Conmee’s  tender  at  all,  but  I  estimate  it  at 
double  the  other,  50  cents  a  yard,  which  makes  $132,898 
for  that  item.  Eock,  202,456  yards,  which  I  estimate  at 
Conmee’s  tender  of  $1.55,  makes  $313,806.  Loose  rock, 
86,198  yards,  at  95  cents  a  yard,  Conmee’s  tender,  $81,888. 
-The  bridging  was  estimated  for  by  the  Government 
at  $1,500  a  mile,  which,  in  that  part  of  the 
country,  is  a  pretty  heavy  estimate ;  but  I  take  their  own 
estimato  for  that,  which  makes  $150,000.  Then,  service 
roads  was  an  item  which  was  not  in  Marks  &  Conmee’s 
tendor — about  $250  a  mile,  and  that  is  $25,000  more.  Then, 
there  is  a  large  number  of  other  works,  such  as  rails, 
sleepors,  track-laying,  engineering,  buildings,  water 
I  service  and  ballasting,  all  of  which  woro  estimated  by  tho 
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Government  on  the  scale  they  had  settled,  and  which  they 
called  standard,  and  they  paid  $5,100  a  mile  for  this  service. 
The  hon.  Minister,  in  reply  to  questions  I  put  to  him  early 
this  Session,  gave  me  the  details  of  that  estimate.  That, 
for  the  100  miles,  amounts  to  $510,000.  The  total  cost, 
therefore,  of  that  100  miles,  if  we  take  these  prices  and 
quantities,  about  which  there  can  be  no  possible  dispute, 
amounts  to  $1,605,000.  Now,  what  amount  of  money  have 
the  railway  company  received  from  the  Government  in  actual 
cash  towards  assisting  them  to  build  this  section  of  the  road  ? 
They  received,  first,  $23,00(Ja  mile,  on  20  miles,  which  makes 
$460,000 ;  they  received  $27,000  a  mile  on  the  other  80  miles, 
which  makes  $2,160,000  ;  making,  in  all,  $2,620,000  in  cash, 
which  the  company  received  from  the  Government  this  last 
year  to  assist  them  to  build  a  piece  of  road  which  cost 
$1,600,000,  or  $1,014,000  more  in  actual  cash  than  that 
road  cost  them  to  build.  This  estimate  is  made  from 
figures  which  any  practical  man  can  test  and  under¬ 
stand  for  himself.  In  addition  to  that,  they  received  9,000 
acres  of  choice  land  per  mile  in  the  North-West  in  respect  of 
this  portion  of  the  road,  which,  even  at  $1  per  acre — and  I 
have  heard  rumors  that  it  is  recently  estimated  as  worth 
$1.50 — would  make  $900,000  more  ;  so  that  they  received 
from  the  Government  on  this  100  miles,  nearly  $2,000,000 
in  money  and  land  more  than  the  road  actually  cost 
them  to  build.  Now,  this  is  a  part  of  the  section  on 
which  it  is  said  the  company  are  spending  so  much  more 
than  they  had  estimated.  Perhaps  the  other  end  of  this 
section  about  Lake  Superior  has  cost  a  great  deal  more 
than  this  end ;  but  wo  must  remember  that  the  company 
got  a  great  deal  more  from  the  Government  for  it,  if  it  did 
cost  more.  For  a  long  distance  they  got  $80,000 
or  $90,000  a  mile  from  the  Government  for  that 
expensive  portion  of  the  road ;  and  if  the  estimates 
which  we  have  not  got  for  that  part  of  the  road  show 
up  in  the  same  way  as  these,  the  company  must  have 
got  in  proportion  a  great  deal  more  than  the  cost  of  the 
construction  of  that  part  of  the  road.  At  any  rate,  as  far  as 
we  have  the  figures  and  details,  they  show  that  on  one  part 
of  the  road  the  company  have  been  receiving,  on  every 
mile,  just  about  what  I  estimate  on  the  data  before  me  in 
March  last,  that  is  to  say,  $10,000  a  mile  more  than  it  cost. 
These  are  figures  it  is  impossible  to  controvert;  so  far  as  this 
part  of  the  line  is  concerned,  they  are  unanswerable,  and,  in 
the  face  of  that,  I  think  we  should  have  a  little  more  explana¬ 
tion  from  the  Government,  before  we  are  asked  to  pass  this 
Bill  through  its  second  reading. 

Mr.  WEIGHT.  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  this  question 
at  any  length,  as  I  think  the  subject  has  been  exhausted. 
But  I  wish  to  consider  for  a  moment  some  remarks  which 
fell  from  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies). 
In  a  speech  characterised  by  singular  force,  power  and 
eloquence,  he  pointed  out  the  Protean  shapes  assumed  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  applying  to  this  House  for 
additional  subsidies.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  assumed  that, 
when  the  original  contract  was  made,  wo  were  treating 
with  the  millionaires,  plutocrats  and  merchant  princes  of 
the  world ;  that  the  accumulated  wealth  of  the  old  world 
would  be  applied  to  the  advancement  of  the  interests  and 
development  of  the  resources  of  the  new  ;  that  the  great 
social  problems  would  receive  solution,  and  the  hoards 
wrung  from  the  toil  and  the  sweat  of  the  starving  millions 
of  Europe  would  be  repaid  with  interest  on  the  western 
prairies,  where  plutocrat  and  proletarian,  lion  and  lamb, 
would  lie  down  together  in  that  pleasant  paradise.  It  was 
to  be  a  millennial  period,  when  all  wrongs  would  be  righted, 
and 

“  Bertram’s  might  and  Bertram’s  right, 

Would  meet  on  Ellangowan’s  height.” 

The  Baron  Von  Eeinach,  and  the  Count  of  Monte  Cristo  and 
their  congeners  would  take  an  intelligent  interest  in  the 
Mr.  Edgar. 
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Dominion  generally,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  par¬ 
ticularly,  and  afford  us  precise  information  as  to  the  price 
of  gold  in  Amsterdam.  But  all  is  vanity  and  vexation  of 
spirit.  The  millionaires,  merchant  princes,  and  pluto¬ 
crats  disappeared  like  the  baseless  fabric  of  a  dream  ;  and 
the  Baron  Von  Reinach,  and  the  Count  of  Monte  Cristo, 
retired  to  their  chateaux  in  Spain,  and  their  castles  in  Bohe¬ 
mia.  It  was  the  old,  old  story  over  again.  Some  one  must 
do  the  work  or  face  the  responsibility.  This  duty,  in  the 
last  resort,  devolved  upon  the  tax-payers  of  the  Dominion, 
the  toilers  on  the  sea  and  the  toilers  on  the  land.  After 
assuming  many  shapes,  after  playing  the  parts  of  Claude 
Duval,  or  Jack  Sheppard,  these  commercial  condottieri  had 
at  last  assumed  the  garb  of  mourning  and  donned  the  weeds 
of  the  widow  and  the  orphan.  In  doing  this,  they  manifested 
their  wisdom.  Widows  have  played  an  important  part  in 
political  and  social  matters.  As  a  rule  for  general  application, 
the  advice  of  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Weller  to  his  son  Samuel, 
may  be  taken  as  correct — 14  beware  of  vidders.”  But  there 
are  exceptions  to  this  general  rule.  Who  does  not  remember 
tho  charming  acquaintance  of  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well,  the  widow  Macliree  ?  Who  does  not  remember  the 
fascinating  female  who  melted  the  iron  heart  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland,  the  widow  Murphy  ?  Who 
does  not  remember  the  important  part  played  by  that 
estimable  female  in  the  history  of  the  country  ?  Who  does 
not  remember  the  pleasant  picture  painted  with  such 
artistic  skill  and  power  by  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  The  pleasant 
cottage  in  the  very  heart  of  the  great  forest  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick.  One  knew  by  the  smoke  that  so  gracefully  curled 
that  if  there  is  peace  to  be  found  in  this  world  the  heart 
that  is  humble  could  look  for  it  hero.  The  Sabbath  stillness 
of  the  scene,  the  lovely  widow  surrounded  by  her  youDg 
orphans,  drawing  the  lacteal  fluid  from  the  patient  Brindle, 
and  the  warning  wail  of  the  banshee,  the  baying  of  the  blood 
hounds,  the  neigh  of  the  iron  horse,  ravening  for  his  prey. 
In  the  evening,  everything  was  peaceful  and  prosperous;  in 
the  morniDg,  all  was  desolation  and  despair.  In  the  dark¬ 
ness  of  night,  the  widow’s  cow  had  drifted  to  her  doom  ; 
but  there  was  balm  in  Gilead.  The  knightly  member 
came  to  the  rescue  of  his  fair  constituents.  The  widow 
obtained  compensation,  and  the  hon.  member  immotality. 
By  this  kindly  and  generous  act,  he  won  his  brevet  rank  in 
the  nobility  of  his  country.  But  by  the  generosity  of  his 
acts  ho  was  declared  noble  by  an  earlier  creation,  by  the 
imposition  of  a  mightier  hand.  It  is  no  wonder  that  all 
opposition  melted  away  like  a  snow  ball  before  the  noon 
day  sun  : 

“  And  now  his  name  sounds  stirring  in  many  a  forest  lone, 

Like  the  trumpet  call  of  the  Light  Brigade  when  they  charged  the 
Russians  home. 

And  the  bushmen  pour  to  Bacchus  libations  many  a  score 
When  they  think  of  Peter’s  triumph  on  their  wild  New  Brunswick 
shore. 

And  in  the  long  nights  of  winter  when  the  cold  north  wind  blows, 
When  the  boys  are  making  the  axe  helves  and  the  girls  are 
knitting  hose, 

When  Francois  mends  his  moccasins  and  Sophie  warms  her  toes, 
With  shouting  and  with  triumph  still  is  the  story  told, 

How  well  Sir  Peter  fought  the  fight  in  the  brave  days  of  old.” 

Well,  widow  Murphy  baa  disappeared  and  the  widow 
Stephen  reigns  in  her  stead.  The  pines  of  New 
Brunswick  give  place  to  the  tall  masts  of  the  ships 
bearing  treasure  and  tribute  to  the  commercial  capital 
of  the  Dominion.  In  the  foreground  the  mighty  St. 
Lawrence  sweeps  on  its  majestic  way  to  the  ocean ;  in  the 
background  Mount  Royal  looms  up  in  all  its  splen¬ 
dor  and  beauty.  As  the  chill  and  gray  morning  dawns,  the 
widow  Stephen  leaves  her  humble  habitation,  her  squalid 
cot  and  proceeds  to  Ottawa  to  milk  her  parliamentary  cow. 
The  orphans,  Van  Horne  and  Smith,  smile  pleasantly  at  the 
prospect  of  renewed  refreshments.  But  a  wail  is  borne 
upon  tho  breeze,  like  the  wolf’s  long  howl  on  Oonalaska’s 
shore.  It  is  the  lament  of  the  Opposition  banshee  ;  it  is 
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the  neigh  of  the  demon  horse,  which  has  destroyed  the 
cow  of  the  widow  Murphy  and  is  on  the  track  of  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  jersey  of  the  widow  Stephen.  Such  is  the  inter¬ 
pretation  which  I  place  on  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  I  do  not  believe  that  he  is  a  seer  or  has  the  gift  of 
second  sight.  I  am  more  disposed  to  adopt  the  generous, 
enterprising  policy  of  the  hoa.  member  for  Northumber¬ 
land  than  the  cool  and  cautious  one  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
1  am  disposed  to  give  reasonable  assistance  to  the  widow 
and  to  cast  in  my  lot  with  the  orphan.  During  the  month 
of  November  last,  I  went  over  a  portion  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  and  I  have  been  requested  by  some 
of  my  friends  to  give  my  impressions  of  it,  and  of 
what  has  been  termed  our  magnificent  heritage  in  the  great 
North-West.  I  may  state  my  visit  was  of  a  very  brief  and 
hurried  character,  and  that  consequently  I  could  only  see  a 
small  portion  of  the  country  and  study  to  some  slight  extent 
its  general  features  and  outlines.  You  will  recollect  that 
during  last  Session  there  was  much  discussion  concerning 
the  North-West  generally,  and  the  railway  particularly. 
Among  others,  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar  delivered  a 
speech  characterised  by  great  force  and  power  and  eloquence, 
in  which  he  pointed  out  the  marvellous  resources  of  that 
marvellous  land.  It  was  thought  by  many  that  his  picture 
was  painted  in  too  gorgeous  and  glowing  colors,  its  hues 
more  resembling  those  of  a  California  sunset  than  the  cool 
gray  tints  of  our  northern  skies.  I  remember  telling  that 
hon.  gentleman  that  if,  instead  of  devoting  his  fine  talents 
to  speculative  purposes,  he  had  turned  his  attention  to 
imaginative  literature,  Canada  would  have  boasted  a  great 
writer,  superior,  in  many  respects,  to  Sir  Walter  Scott, 
Dickons,  Thackeray  and  the  great  masters.  But  I  must 
mako  an  amend  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  must  con¬ 
fess,  from  what  I  saw  in  my  brief  visit  to  the  North- 
West,  that  he  was  right  and  I  was  wrong.  Although 
somewhat  skeptical,  I  was  bound,  as  a  patriotic  Canadian, 
to  believe  that  we  had  in  that  country  a  veri¬ 
table  garden  of  Eden.  Yet  I  must  confess  that  I  started 
on  a  journey  with  much  misgiving,  feeling  that,  like 
Blanche  Amory,  in  Thackeray’s  “  Pendennis,”  I  should  be 
awfully  disillusioned.  As  you  are  well  aware,  it  was  con¬ 
sidered  by  many  that,  in  taking  possession  of  the  northern 
portion  of  this  continent,  the  Canadian  Government 
assumed  a  terrible  responsibility,  and  incurred  such  gigan¬ 
tic  obligations,  that  if  the  fruition  did  not  realise  the 
anticipation,  the  result  must  be  cf  the  most  disastrous 
character.  It  was  thought  we  had  taken  a  leap  in  the  dark 
and  that  it  was  doubtful  whether  we  would  land  on  safe 
and  solid  ground  or  be  plunged  in  some  Serbonian  bog, 
some  bottomless  quagmire,  which  would  swallow  up  the 
prosperity,  the  credit,  and  the  future  of  the  inhabitants  ox 
the  older  Provinces.  I  must  confess  that  I  was  somewhat 
of  a  pessimist,  and  while  I  was  prepared  to  face  the  inevit¬ 
able,  yet  I  could  not  but  watch  the  solution  of  this  problom 
with  much  anxiety.  Well,  time  passed,  and  the  destines 
of  the  Dominion  were  being  moulded  into  the  shape 
which  they  now  assume.  It  was  agreed  on  all 
hands  that  a  railroad  from  ocean  to  ocean  was  absolu¬ 
tely  necessary,  in  order  to  link  the  Provinces  together. 
When,  at  last,  this  policy  assumed  definite  shape,  and  the 
arrangements  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  were 
finally  concluded,  a  change  came  over  the  spirit  of  our 
dreams.  We  had  entered  upon  a  new  phase  of  our  national 
existence,  and  it  was  necessary  that  we  should  assume  the 
garb  as  well  as  the  proportions  of  manhood.  You  will 
remember  the  old  fable,  which  tells  us  of  what  occurred  in 
a  pleasant  meadow,  when  a  frog,  animated  by  a  laudable 
ambition,  wished  to  rival  the  proportions  of  an  ox  which 
was  grazing  near  it.  Well,  we  commenced  the  process  of 
inflation,  and  then,  as  a  natural  consequence,  came  the  great 
boom,  that  marvellous  sirocco  of  speculation  which  swept 
over  the  land  and  produced  such  singular  results.  Our 


Castilian  castles  assumed  the  most  magnificent  proportions. 
We  had  entered  into  the  pleasant  land  of  Beulah,  a  land  of 
corn  and  oil,  of  milk  and  honey.  We  had  discovered  the 
El  Dorado,  and,  in  all  its  pomp  and  pride,  the  New  Jerusalem 
dawned  upon  our  vision.  It  was  the  eyndicatorial 
heaven  ;  it  was  the  land  of  Paradox.  The  colder  the  cli¬ 
mate  the  warmer  one  became  ;  the  frost  was  to  the  North- 
West  what  the  irrigation  of  the  Nile  was  to  Egypt; 
by  a  wise  dispensation  the  Chinook  winds  played  on 
land,  the  roll  of  the  gulf  stream  on  the  ocean,  and 
gave  a  balmy  and  spring-like  atmosphere  to  the  bleak 
regions  of  the  north.  It  was  a  land  of  gold 
and  silver  and  precious  stones.  The  cattle  upon  a 
thousand  hills  are  ours.  Millions  upon  millions  of  the  rich¬ 
est  prairie,  pasture  and  wheat  lands  of  the  world  had  come 
into  our  possession.  The  wildest  dreams  of  the  gi'eat  Irish 
satirist  had  been  more  than  realised.  It  was  an  agricul¬ 
tural  Elysium.  If  you  tickled  the  land  with  the  hoo  or  the 
plow  it  laughed  with  a  harvest.  The  cool  mountain  streams 
on  their  way  to  the  ocean  ran  over  shining  pebbles  of  gold 
and  silver,  and  rubies  and  other  precious  stones;  and  we 
have  the  authority  of  one  of  the  most  practical  members  of 
this  House,  who  assured  the  people  of  England  only  last 
fall,  that  everywhere  through  the  great  North-West,  wealth 
could  be  had  for  the  picking  up.  As  Dr.  Johnson  said  of 
Thrale’s  brewery,  it  was  the  potentiality  of  wealth  beyond 
the  dreams  of  avarice.  The  excitement  of  that  period  of 
national  insanity  produced  halucinations  not  unlike  the 
delusions  of  the  opium  eater.  The  lessons  of  the  past  and 
the  perplexities  of  the  present  were  forgotten,  and  we 
launched  our  bark  boldly  on  the  sea  of  speculation.  It 
became  our  business  to  trade  in  the  difficult  and  dangerous 
wares  of  the  future.  Well,  we  had  entered  into  a  very 
pleasant  paradise  ;  but  the  trail  of  the  speculator  was  over 
it  all.  The  dream  was  a  very  gay  and  gorgeous  one, 
but  alas  for  the  hour  of  awakening  1  The  banquet  had 
been  very  gay  and  brilliant,  but  when  tho  flowers  fadod 
and  the  lights  were  extinguished  and  tho  chill  and  gray 
morning  dawned,  our  sensations  were  not  of  so  pleasant  a 
character.  We  had  to  learn  the  stern  lesson  that  the 
doctrine  of  compensation  obtains  in  public  as  well  as  in 
private  life,  that  action  is  followed  by  reaction,  stimulation 
by  depression.  It  is  the  ancient  doctrine  of  Nemesis,  which 
keeps  watch  in  the  universe,  and  lets  no  violation  of  law, 
either  physical  or  moral,  go  unpunished.  We  had  the  feast 
and  wo  must  have  the  famine.  We  had  gone  up  like  a 
rocket  and  we  must  come  down  like  a  stick.  As  the  country 
was  unduly  exalted  so  it  was  unduly  depressed.  The  opti¬ 
mists  had  their  innings  and  the  period  of  tho  pessimists  was 
to  set  in.  Then  came  the  saturnalia  of  tho  croakers  and 
the  cowards  and  the  descendants  of  doubting  Thomas.  All 
the  creeping,  the  crawling  and  crouching  things  which 
fatten  on  tho  dead  forms  of  nobler  creatures  flocked  to  their 
unholy  feast.  It  was  the  old,  old  story  over  again,  they  said ; 
history  was  repeating  itself.  It  was  tho  Darien  scheme  once 
more  which  lured  the  sober  Scots  to  their  ruin  ;  it  was  tho 
South  Sea  Bubble  in  another  time  and  clime ;  it  was  the 
Mississippi  Madness,  with  which  Law  deluded  tho 
Frenchmen  of  the  regency  to  their  destruction.  The 
land,  they  said,  was  not  an  agricultural  Elysium  but  an 
abomination  of  desolation;  it  is  well  called  the  “  Great  Lono 
Land,”  for  it  was  never  intended  for  human  habitation  ; 
it  had  been  intended,  they  said,  for  tho  ferae  naturae,  the  fur¬ 
bearing  animals ;  it  was  a  happy  hunting  ground  whore  tho 
Nimrods  of  the  north  and  the  nightly  hunters  of  muskrats 
might  indulge  in  the  pleasures  and  secure  the  profits  of  the 
chase  in  security ;  it  was  a  veritable  Siberia,  an  Alsatia,  a 
Cavo  of  Adullam,  into  which  all  who  were  in  debt  and  diffi¬ 
culty, all  the  outlaws  from  human  justice  and  humanity  might, 
in  their  exile,  find  congenial  companionship ;  it  was  a  land 
of  blizzards,  cyclones,  grasshoppers  and  syndicators.  What 
the  locusts  spared,  that  the  syndicate  devoured*  The  cold  was 
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bo  intense  that  when  the  clergymen  depicted  the  horrors  of 
the  infernal  regions,  they  dared  not  speak  of  the  fire  that  is 
not  quenched,  lest,  in  order  to  thaw  themselves  out,  their 
hearers  should  rush  incontinent  to  the  lake  of  fire  and  brim¬ 
stone.  It  was  said  that  these  holy  men  depicted  the  place 
of  everlasting  punishment  as  a  cold,  icy,  glacial  inferno, 
where  the  mercury  was  always  solid — a  place  something 
like  that  terrible  palace  of  ice  in  which,  with  fiendish 
cruelty,  Catharine  of  Eussia  immured  her  unhappy  victims. 
For  mortal  sins  Winnipeg  was  the  inferno  where  protracted 
punishment  was  meted  out  by  a  curious  course  of  con¬ 
gelation  ;  for  venal  offences  the  northern  regions  were 
selected,  where  the  sinner  would  find  his  agony  short¬ 
ened.  The  doom  of  this  land  of  the  aurora  borealis  had 
been  to  be  always  cursed  and  governed  by  monopolists. 
As  it  was  in  the  beginning  so  would  it  be  to  the  end.  The 
despotism  of  the  muskrat  hunters,  who  acted  under  the 
charter  granted  by  the  Second  Charles,  was  not  of  so  gal¬ 
ling  and  grinding  a  nature  as  that  of  the  muskrat  hunters 
who  acted  under  the  charter  granted  by  the  Canadian  Par¬ 
liament.  In  the  first,  they  had  been  scourged  by  whips  in 
the  second  by  scorpions.  It  was  a  land  without  wood  or 
water,  without  trees  to  shelter  the  unhappy  exiles  from  the 
scorching  heat  of  summer  or  in  winter  from  the  fierce 
winds  which  swept  and  howled  in  their  agony  over  this 
desolate  land.  It  was  a  land  where,  owing  to  the  early 
frosts  in  the  fall  and  the  late  frosts  in  the  spring,  agricul¬ 
tural  operations  were  uncertain  and  precarious.  The  only 
crop  to  be  cultivated  with  any  certainty  was  that  of 
English  and  Canadian  idiots.  It  was  a  first-class  country 
for  Esquimaux,  Greenlanders,  Mennonites  and  Icelanders. 
It  was  also  a  first-class  country  for  other  human  beings  to 
emigrate  from.  Well,  in  November  last  I  was  somewhat 
reluctantly  induced  to  visit  the  crater  of  this  extinct  vol¬ 
cano,  this  debateable  ground,  this  land  scorched  by  specula¬ 
tion,  scourged  by  grasshoppers  speculators  and  syndica¬ 
tors,  this  paradise  of  projectors,  promoters  and  prodigal  sons. 
We  had  an  exceedingly  pleasant  journey,  and  it  was  some¬ 
where  said  that  we  travelled  in  a  very  humble  and  unpreten¬ 
tious  fashion  being  desirous  of  realising  the  hardships 
which  might  attend  the  hardy  settlers  on  their  way  to 
the  land  of  the  setting  sun;  If  all  who  make  that  journey  do 
it  in  as  pleasant  and  as  comfortable  way  as  we  did,  they  can 
have  no  reasonable  ground  for  complaint.  The  weather 
was  exceedingly  fine,  although  the  season  was  somewhat 
late.  We  passed  through  portions  of  many  of  the  northern 
States  of  the  Union,  and  so  far  as  one  could  judge  in  the 
cars,  we  were  forced  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  soil 
of  our  own  prairie  country  was  superior  to  that  of  the  United 
States.  We  also  visited  some  of  the  large  cities,  among 
them  the  famous  city  of  Chicago.  Some  years  ago  this  city 
was  described  by  a  western  poet  in  the  following  terms: — 

“  Oh,  Sodom  was  some  and  Gommorrah  was  great, 

And  in  Venice  each  man’s  an  lago, 

But  the  towns  of  the  plain  were  free  from  all  stain, 

Compared  with  that  of  Chicago.” 

We  did  not  see  this  wonderful  wickedness,  but  we  saw  many 
proofs  of  the  intelligence,  wealth,  ability  and  enterprise  of 
the  inhabitants  of  that  marvellous  city.  We  crossed  the 
headwaters  of  many  of  the  great  rivers  of  the  continent,  the 
Mississippi,  the  Missouri,  the  Columbia,  the  St.  Lawrence, 
the  Saskatchewan,  the  Assiniboine,  Bed  Kiver  and  others. 
The  weather  was  exceedingly  fine,  and  for  14  days  we  care¬ 
fully  and  minutely  examined  our  magnificent  heritage  and 
the  parts  thereunto  adjacent  almost  always  at  the  rate  of  40 
miles,  and  sometimes  at  the  rate  of  60  miles  an  hour.  Our 
view  was  consequently  somewhat  of  the  birds-eye  character, 
but  notwithstanding  the  hurried  nature  of  our  visit,  wo  were 
able  to  take  in  many  of  the  broader  outlines  and  features  of 
the  country,  and  from  information  which  we  received  from 
many  gentlemen  with  whom  we  were  acquainted  we  were 
enabled  to  arrive  at  certain  conclusions  with  regard  to  its 
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present  position  and  future  prospects.  We  spent  a  portion 
of  two  days  in  the  famous  city  of  Winnipeg,  which,  like  all 
the  Western  States,  is  one  of  magnificent  distances.  Of  the 
future  growth  and  prosperity  of  the  city,  I  think  there  can 
be  no  doubt.  It  is  surrounded  by  an  agricultural  country 
which,  when  it  passes  out  of  the  hands  of  speculators  into 
those  of  actual  settlers,  will  prove  one  of  the  richest  in  the 
world,  and  when  its  farmers  adopt  the  system  of  mixed 
farming  instead  of  confining  themselves  to  one  product,  as  at 
present,  their  success  must  be  assured.  This  statement  will 
apply  to  the  North-West  generally.  The  foundations  of 
Winnipeg  have  been  laid  broad  and  deep,  and  many  of  its 
public  and  private  edifices  would  be  creditable  to  any  city 
on  the  continent.  When  its  waste  places  are  filled  up,  it 
will  be  one  of  the  foremost  cities  of  the  Dominion.  It  is 
the  centre  of  a  colossal  railroad  system,  which  of  itself 
will  secure  its  prosperity.  It  is  inhabited  by  an  active, 
energetic  and  enterprising  people,  who  will  learn  wisdom 
and  moderation  in  the  future  from  lessons  of  the  past.  Our 
reception  was  of  a  most  pleasing  and  kindly  character. 
We  had  a  most  interesting  and  entertaining  interview  with 
His  Grace  Archbishop  Tache,  who  gave  us  much  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  past  history  of  the  country,  its  present 
condition  and  future  prospects.  We  had  heard  much  from 
the  representatives  of  the  Farmers’  Union  of  the  despotism 
which  was  said  to  prevail  in  the  syndicatorial  regions.  It 
was  once  said  that  the  Government  of  Louis  XLY  was  a 
despotism  tempered  by  epigrams.  It  appeared  to  us  that 
the  despotism  of  His  Majesty,  Norquay  1.,  was  tempered  by 
a  public  opinion  still  more  lively  and  epigrammatic.  Under 
our  English  system,  Her  Majesty’s  Attorney  General  is  one 
of  the  most  important  functionaries.  As  justice  constituted 
is  the  state,  so  the  Attorney  General  is  the  special  custodian 
and  guardian  of  its  interests.  From  time  immemorial  his 
function  has  been  to  see  that  no  offender  goes  unwhipt  of 
justice.  Active  and  zealous  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties, 
this  most  kindly  and  genial  gentleman,  for  such  I  believe 
him  to  be,  performed  this  function  not  wisely  but  too  well. 
A  public  meeting  was  held,  and  it  was  decided  that 
sauce  for  the  goose  was  sauce  for  the  gander,  and  that 
what  was  good  for  the  unhappy  prisoner  could  not  be 
bad  for  the  Attorney  General.  You  will  remember  that 
during  the  great  French  revolution  a  terrible  cry  arose  in 
the  streets  of  Paris  of  the  aristocrats  to  the  lamp  post. 
Well,  we  were  told  that,  on  the  day  preceding  our  arrival, 
a  great  cry  arose  in  the  streets  of  Winnipeg,  of  the  Attorney 
General  a  la  lanteme.  With  a  wise  discretion,  which 
proved  the  highest  order  of  military  ability,  he  made  a 
strategetical  movement  not  unlike  the  famous  retreat  of 
Moreau  from  the  Black  Forest,  from  the  land  of  the  meteor 
flag  to  that  of  the  stars  and  stripes,  and  by  these  means 
saved  himself  from  an  unpleasant  exaltation.  The  next 
morning  we  left  Winnipeg  about  7  a.m.  and  reached  Eegina 
about  5  p.m.  All  this  day  we  passed  over  a  fine  prairie 
country,  and  everything  we  saw  was  new  to  us  who  came 
Horn  the  older  Provinces.  The  Bell  farm  is  one  of  the  mod¬ 
ern  agricultural  marvels.  We  saw  everywhere  the  tracks  of 
the  countless  herds  of  buffaloes  which  once  wandered  over 
these  vast  solitudes;  now  their  white  skeletons  dot  the 
plains.  Innumerable  prairie  chickens  surround  every  wheat 
stack.  The  lakes  and  water-courses  were  literally  teaming 
with  geese  and  ducks  and  othor  wildfowl.  On  our  return, 
we  saw  a  herd  of  thousands  of  cattle  with  its  atten¬ 
dant  cowboys,  on  its  way  from  Montana,  to  be 
shipped  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to  Chi¬ 
cago.  The  animals  seemed  in  excellent  condition. 
We  saw  many  Indians  who  seemed  to  be  well  fed 
and  clothed.  We  were  told  that  they  were  gradually 
acquiring  the  arts  of  agriculture,  and  would  soon  be  self- 
sustaining.  Eegina,  like  Brandon,  Moose  Jaw,  Calgary, 
Medicine  Hat,  Portage  la  Prairie,  and  all  the  other  cities  of 
the  plain,  is  surrounded  by  excellent  land,  admirably  suited 
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for  the  culture  of  wheat  and  all  other  products.  They  are 
centres  of  great  agricultural  districts,  and  their  future  pros¬ 
perity  is  undoubted.  When  we  went  to  bed  that  night, 
the  ground  was  covered  with  snow;  when  the  morning 
dawned  we  were  in  another  clime.  At  nightfall  winter 
lingered  in  the  lap  of  autumn ;  in  the  morning  spring  clasped 
us  in  her  warm  embrace.  The  air  was  pleasant  and  balmly ; 
the  sun  was  shining  brightly  ;  the  change  was  as  though  it 
had  been  caused  by  magic.  We  had  reached  the  country 
where  the  Chinook  winds  exercised  their  benign  influence. 
We  saw  some  herds  of  antelopes,  and  tho  scenery  in  the 
vicinity  of  Calgary  and  the  country  drained  by  tho  Bow 
River  was  very  fine.  The  country,  so  far  as  one  could  judge 
from  the  cars,  was  very  beautiful  and  pleasant,  and  seemed 
to  be  admirably  fitted  for  pasture.  We  saw  the  sheep 
ranches  of  Senator  Cochrane,  and  its  flocks  seemed  to  bo  in 
good  order.  About  noon  we  had  our  first  glimpse  of  tho 
Rocky  Mountains.  A  long  line  of  silver,  marking  tho 
limit  of  the  great  prairie  ocean,  a  long  line  of  coast 
over  which  the  white  waves  were  perpetually  breaking. 
As  we  moved  along  swiftly  and  silently,  a  change  came  over 
the  landscape,  a  strange  mirage  appeared  to  porvade  the 
atmosphere.  One  could  understand  how  the  famous  fata 
morgana  had  startled  the  hunters  and  travellers  in  these 
lonely  regions.  As  we  advanced  the  forms  which  the  clouds 
and  the  mountains  assumed  became  still  more  strange, 
weird  and  fantastic.  In  the  folk  lore  of  almost  every 
nation  there  is  a  reference  to  some  lost  city,  some  mys¬ 
terious  land,  which  has  disappeared  from  sight,  but  which 
at  some  unexpected  moment  dazzles  tho  eye  of  the  hunter 
and  traveller  and  then  disappears  in  tho  same  strange 
manner.  Plato  gives  us  a  glimpse  of  this  in  his  lost  Island 
of  Atlantis.  In  Hypatia  Mr.  Kingsley  tells  us  how  the 
fierce  Berseker  camo  from  the  lrozen  regions  of  the  North 
and  ascended  tho  Hot  Nile  in  search  of  the  lost  city  of 
Asgard.  Mr.  Washington  Irving  has  reproduced  the  story 
in  his  Adelantado  of  the  seven  cities.  And  there  is 
a  beautiful  Irish  legend  which  tells  us  how  the  fishermen, 
off  tho  Isle  of  Arran,  see  rising  from  the  waves  the  beautiful 
towers  and  gardens  of  Hy-Brasail,  tho  lovely  island  of  the 
blest.  As  we  move  towards  that  glittering  mountain  range, 
we  could  understand  how  it  was  that  poets  and 
painters  had  not  oven  attempted  to  depict  those  moun¬ 
tain  solitudes.  With  every  chance  of  movement  there  came 
a  change  in  the  magnificent  panorama  which  was  unrolled 
before  us.  Magnificent  cities,  with  gorgeous  palaces  and 
cloud-capped  towers,  and  great  cathedrals  appeared  on 
every  side.  Now  the  grand  and  substantial  architecture  of 
the  great  European  cities  loomed  up  before  us.  Then  tho 
mosques  and  minarets  of  the  Orient  flashed  upon  the  sun¬ 
light — and  then  a  marvellous  mirage— a  great  sheet  of  water, 
a  vast  inland  sea ;  and  one  could  fancy  that,  rising  from  its 
lagoons,  Yenice  in  all  her  brightness,  the  peerless  queen  of 
the  Adriatic,  dawned  upon  our  vision.  At  last  we  entered 
the  great  mountain  range,  and  the  contrast  between  the 
vast  prairie  ocean  and  the  vast  sea  of  mountains  was  so  great 
that  we  are  lost  in  wonder  and  awe.  That  mountain  ram¬ 
part  it  appeared  impossible  for  humanity  to  scale  or  conquer. 
Involuntarily  the  words  of  the  Second  Spirit  in  “  Manfred  ” 
sprung  to  our  lips.  The  mountains  wore  so  gigantic  and 
colossal,  the  human  beings  threading  thoir  recesses  so  weak, 
puny  and  small,  we  could  not  but  imagine  the  genius  of  the 
place  addressing  us  in  the  words  of  the  famous  invocation  : 

“  Mont  Blanc  ia  the  monarch  of  mountains  ; 

We  crowned  him  long  ago 
On  a  throne  of  rocks,  in  a  robe  of  clouds, 

With  a  diadem  of  snow. 


Around  his  waist  are  forests  braced, 
The  avalanche  in  his  hand  ; 

But  ere  it  falls,  that  thundering  ball 
Mast  pause  at  my  command. 


The  glacier’s  cold  and  restless  mass 
M  ves  onward  day  by  day  ; 

But  I  am  he  who  bids  it  pass, 

Or  with  its  ice  delay. 

I  am  the  spirit  of  the  place, 

Could  make  the  mountains  bow 

And  quiver  to  their  cavern’ d  base — 

And  what  with  me  would’st  thou  ?” 

Heine  tells  us,  that  once  when  he  was  in  the  mountains  of 
Jura,  he  was  so  impi’sssed  with  the  awful  sublimity  and  gran- 
dour  of  the  scene  that  he  forgot  ho  had  been  the  arch  mocker 
and  scoffer,  and  skeptic  of  his  age  ;  that  ho  had  laughed 
at  and  scorned  everything  that  men  and  women  held 
in  reverence  and  honor  ;  that  he  had  tarampled  every 
system  of  human  belief  under  his  feet ;  that  he  had  subjected 
everything  divine  to  his  searthing  analysis  and  merciless 
criticism,  but  when  a  little  child  came  to  him  with  her 
catechism  in  her  hand  and  said,  “  Sir,  what  do  you  believe 
in  ?”  He  bowed  his  head  reverently  and  replied,  in  the 
words  of  the  grand  formula  of  the  Christian  faith  : 

“  I  believe  ia  God,  the  Father  Almighty,  maker  of  heaven  and  earth.” 

I  think  that  every  one  must  experience  this  feeling  who 
enters  those  mountain  solitudes,  and  of  necessity  must  look 
from  the  finite  up  to  the  infinite.  On  we  speed  through 
mountain  passes  and  defiles,  tho  Devil’s  Head  and  many  a 
castellated  crag  looking  down  on  us  with  grim  defiance, 
until,  sweeping  by  Silver  City  and  many  a  mountain 
hamlet,  we  reach  the  line  which  separates  the  great  North- 
West  from  British  Columbia.  Then  wo  give  throe  cheers  for 
the  Pacific  Province;  and  some  of  us  thought  sadly  of  tho 
kindly,  able  and  genial  gentlemen  who  came  to  us  from  their 
far  off  western  homes,  who  won  all  hearts  by  their  kind¬ 
ness,  frankness,  and  manliness  ;  who  always  defended  so 
bravely  the  rights  of  their  magnificent  Province,  and  who, 
alas,  too  many  of  them,  sleep  tho  sleep  that  knows  no 
waking.  At  last  we  reach  the  summit.  It  was  in  the  dusk 
of  the  evening,  “  amid  tho  gloaming  and  tho  mirk,”  that 
we  descended  into  the  valley  of  the  shadow  of  the  great 
Columbian  pass.  Here  the  scenery  was  superbly  grand. 
Above  us  towered  the  hoary  and  snow  capped  head  of 
Mount  Stephen  ;  far,  far  below  us  was  the  great  canyon 
at  the  bottom  ot  which  the  silver  thread  of  the  rivor  went 
on  its  flashing  and  dashiDg  way  to  tho  ocean.  The 
mountain  sides  were  covered  with  shrubbery  and  timber, 
and  as  the  shadows  flitted  to  and  fro,  with  every 
passing  moment  we  had  a  change  of  scene.  We  wore  moving 
slowly  along  the  mountain  side  on  tho  verge  of  the  dread 
abyss,  drinking  in  at  every  pause  the  awful  grandeur  and 
sublimity  of  the  scene,  a  whisper  reached  us :  “  Have  you 
any  dear  friend  in  Canada  you  would  like  to  see  again ;  for 
if  a  bolt  should  broak,  or  a  wheel  give  way,  your  journey 
will  be  a  short  one.”  We  replied  there  were  many  in  Can¬ 
ada  whose  hands  we  would  like  to  clasp  once  more,  but  that 
to  some  extent  wo  were  fatalists,  and  quoted  tho  old  Moslem 
proverb : 

“  On  two  days  it  steads  not  to  rnn  from  your  grave  : 

The  appointed  and  the  nnappointed  day. 

On  the  first,  neither  balm  nor  physician  can  save  ; 

Nor  thee  on  the  sscond,  the  universe  slay.” 

We  also  quoted  tho  more  cheerful  philosophy  of 
tho  Boston  transcendentalist  who,  when  a  horse  ran 
away,  said  that  she  trusted  in  Providence  until 
the  breeching  broke,  then  matters  became  mixed  and  she 
lost  confidence  in  things  generally.  We  said  that  the  Sas¬ 
katchewan  had  so  far  borne  us  faithfully  and  well,  and  we 
trusted  her  good  conduct  would  continue  to  the  end.  The 
fact  that  she  was  constructed  for  the  directors  and 
not  for  the  commonalty,  did  not  diminish  our 
confidence  in  her,  and  if  she  should  go  back 
upon  her  record ;  if,  at  an  imprudent  moment, 
she  should  kick  over  the  traces ;  if  a  coupling  bolt  should 
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break,  or  the  breeching  should  give  way ;  if  facilis  est 
descensus  might  be  freely  translated  into  a  rough  and  tumble 
descent  into  a  canyon,  where  could  we  find  a  quieter  spot  in 
which  to  await  the  sounding  of  the  last  trumpet  ?  Where  a 
more  magnificent  mausoleum  than  that  great  canyon  ? 
Where  a  grander  headstone  than  Mount  Stephen  while  the 
Columbia  would  chant  for  us  a  perpetual  requiem,  and  the 
good  Saskatchewan  would  clasp  us  lovingly  in  her  arms, 
and  scare  the  coyotes  and  the  mountain  wolves  from  their 
prey  ?  The  answer  was  as  old  as  the  time  of  Homer.  You 
will  romember  that  Achilles  says  ho  would  rather  bo  on 
earth  the  meanest  herdsman  of  Admettus,  than  be  in  death 
the  greatest  king  that  ever  roigned  in  Hades.  A  magnifi¬ 
cent  mausoleum  down  there  may  be  all  very  fine,  but  I 
would  much  rather  be  with  my  poor  little  girl  in  Montreal. 

I  may  state  that  the  danger  of  a  descent  was  more 
apparent  than  real,  and  that  it  is  the  intention  to 
obviate  the  necessity  of  descending  this  pass  by  the  cons¬ 
truction  of  a  tunnel  which  can  be  done  at  a  comparatively 
trifling  cost.  The  nest  morning  we  visited  the 
Golden  City,  the  point  where  the  Kicking  Horse 
joins  the  Columbia  River.  The  weather  was  very  fine,  and 
as  we  walked  a  portion  of  the  way  we  had  a  very  plea¬ 
sant  time.  The  scenery  here  is  very  grand.  Far  up  the 
mountain  side  we  saw  tote  roads  over  which  innumerable 
teams  were  drawing  supplies  for  tho  railway.  Every  now 
and  then  the  carcass  of  an  animal  marked  the  spot  where  a 
mis-step  had  been  made.  Wo  crossed  the  Kicking  Horse 
eleven  times,  passing  through  four  tunnels.  Some  of  the 
bridges  were  not  unlike  that  of  Al-Sirat.  In  Golden  City  we 
found  one  of  those  mountain  settlements  so  graphically 
described  by  Bret  Harte.  Railway  men,  Mounted  Police, 
hunters,  gamblers,  miners  and  Indians  form  a  strange  social 
conglomerate.  Wo  saw  tho  outcasts  of  Poker  Flat ;  we 
shared  in  the  luck  of  Roaring  Camp  ;  Higgles  and  Mliss 
appeared  in  bodily  form  beforo  us.  1  wished  to  form  the 
acquaintance  of  Brown  of  Calaveras,  and  Tennessee’s  part- 
ner,  but  as  they  were  engaged  in  a  protracted  game  of  draw, 
whatever  that  might  be.  I  could  not  do  so.  The  scenery 
in  this  vicinity  was  very  wild  and  grand.  The  white 
crests  of  the  Selkii*k  Range  in  the  distance,  the  flashing 
river  below,  the  mountains  raising  their  heads  towards 
heaven,  tho  strange  inhabitants  of  Golden  City — ail  formed 
a  pictux’e  which  Bierstadt  or  our  own  Canadian  Forbes, 
alone  could  paint.  Bi’et  Harte’s  lines  breathe  the  very 
spirit  of  this  wild  region  : 

“  Above  the  pines,  the  moo'i  was  slowly  drifting, 

The  river  sang  below, 

The  dim  Sierras  far  away  uplifting 
Their  minarets  of  snow. 

The  roaring  camp  fires,  with  rude  humor  painted 
In  ruddy  tones  of  health, 

The  haggard  lace  and  form  of  those  who  fainted 
In  the  fierce  race  for  wealth.” 

There  was  a  little  cemetery  on  the  mountain  side  in  which 
was  a  newly  made  grave.  We  were  told  that  a  few  days 
beforo  a  man  had  passed  in  his  cheques  :  that  is,  had  been 
shot.  It  was  said  to  have  been  a  case  of  self-defence,  of  wild 
western  justice.  The  victor  had  been  admitted  to  bail,  pond¬ 
ing  his  trial  in  a  higher  court,  and  was  now  woi’king  in 
sight  of  tho  little  mound  which  marked  tho  spot  where  the 
vanquished  was  so  quietly  sleeping.  We  were  much 
impressed  with  tho  appearance  and  soldierly  bearing  of  the 
detachment  of  Mounted  Police  at  this  place,  under  the  com¬ 
mand  of  Captain  Steele.  We  thought  that  these  brave 
young  Canadian  soldiers  were  a  credit  to  tho  country  and  the 
service  to  which  they  belonged.  The  officers  appeared  to  be 
admirably  fitted  for  their  difficult  and  trying  positions, 
and  we  were  assured  they  were  officers  and  gentlemen,  in 
tho  highest  and  best  sense  of  the  woi’d.  We  heal’d  of  many 
instances  of  their  bravery  and  dauntless  coui’age,  and  also  of 
their  coolness  in  dealing  with  tho  fierce  western  Indian  and 
Mr,  Wright. 


the  fiercer  whitos  of  those  regions  ;  we  were  assured  it 
was  impossible  to  estimate  too  highly  the  services  which 
this  force  has  rendered  to  the  cause  of  law  and  order  iu 
these  western  isles.  I  say  this  the  mox’e  willingly,  because 
it  appears  to  me  at  this  time  the  foi’ce  is  under  a  cloud 
which  I  trust  will  be  soon  dispelled.  Hei’e  I  may  perhaps 
be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words  regaining  the  railway 
itself.  It  appeai’ed  to  me  that  th8  manner  in  which  this 
road  has  been  constructed  thi’ough  the  rocky  mountains  was 
one  of  the  modern  engineering  marvels  ;  the  coui’age, 
practical  ability,  and  engineering  skill,  displayed  in  the 
performance  ofj  this  most  difficult  work,  is,  I  believe, 
unparallelled  in  railway  history.  In  Mr.  James  Ross  the 
company  have  secured  tho  services  of  a  gentleman  admirably 
fit  to  cope  with  the  difficulties  of  the  situation.  The  great 
success  achieved  by  him  in  the  Rockies  will  doubtless  be 
followod  by  like  results  in  the  Selkirk  Range.  So  far  as  the 
railway  generally  is  concerned,  I  should  say  that  not  only 
has  it  been  constructed  with  extraordinary  rapidity,  but  in  a 
most  substantial  and  workmanlike  manner.  The  testimony 
of  all  with  whom  we  came  in  contact  was  that  the  General 
Superintendent,  Mr.  Egan,  and  the  officers  generally  of  the 
western  section  were  not  only  men  of  great  practical  ability, 
who  thoroughly  understood  their  business,  and  who  also 
are  endowed  with  a  spirit  of  kindness  and  courtesy  to  the 
general  public,  which  is  worthy  of  all  praise.  The  same 
may  bo  said  of  Mr.  McTavish  and  tho  officers  of  the  Laud 
Department.  Well,  we  had  reached  the  end  of  the  track. 
We  had  had  an  exceedingly  pleasant  journey,  but  we  had 
failed  in  one  object  of  our  mission.  We  expected  to  follow 
the  grizzly  to  his  lair  and  to  obtain  some  of  the  spoils  of  the 
chase.  Therowas  a  mysterious  disappearance  of  one  of  our 
party,  who  wished  to  secure  the  skin  of  a  grizzly,  but  his 
search  was  in  vain,  and  hs  returned  to  us  a  sadder  and  wiser 
man.  On  our  way  back,  wo  remained  a  few  hours  at  Regina, 
where  we  received  a  warm  welcome  from  many  old  friends. 
Thence  we'  proceeded  to  Winnipeg,  thence  down  the 
Kaministiquia,  passing  on  our  way  that  historical  building, 
the  Neebing  Hotel ;  thence,  after  a  pleasant  voyage 
around  that  magnificent  sheet  of  water,  Thunder  Bay, 
we  landed  at  the  prosperous  town  of  Port  Arthur. 
The  scenery  in  this  vicinity  is  exceedingly  romantic 
and  beautiful.  Although  the  country  adjoining  it  is 
somewhat  broken  and  undulating,  we  were  assured  that 
in  addition  to  its  unlimited  wealth  it  possesses  in  some  parte 
agricultural  capabilities  not  unlike  those  of  the  famous 
Eastern  Townships.  I  have  a  vision  of  a  splendid  building 
composed  of  the  red  stone  of  that  region,  perched  on  the 
great  eminence  which  overlooks  that  magnificent  sheet  of 
water,  where  letters  and  customs  will  combine  to  add  to  the 
prosperity  of  tho  inhabitants  of  this  region.  Thence  we 
wont  to  Mepigon,  passing  over  a  portiou  of  the  famous 
bridge  which  is  one  of  the  finest  structures  of  this  kind  that 
I  have  ever  seen.  It  is  composed  of  the  red  stone  of  that 
region,  and  its  appearance  is  very  beautiful.  Thence  back 
to  Port  Arthur,  where  we  had  a  most  hearty  welcome,  and 
so  home.  I  will  give  briefly  my  own  impression  of  the 
country  through  which  wo  passed.  Some  time  ago,  I  read 
in  an  American  paper  a  statement  which  will  apply  to  the 
country  we  are  now  considering.  A  distinguished  American 
statesman,  who  resides  in  the  vicinity  of  Boston,  lost  by 
death  a  young  and  beautiful  wife  to  whom  he  was  devotedly 
attached.  Brooding  over  her  loss,  he  would  not  be  com¬ 
forted,  although  many  a  fair  consoler  offered  to  supply  her 
place.  With  the  enterprising  and  adventurous  spirit  of  his 
race,  he  determined  to  follow  her  into  the  celestial, 
as  Orpheus  did  his  bride  into  the  tropical  regions. 
Accordingly  he  consulted  a  famous  medium,  who  was  armed 
with  all  the  powers  of  modern  mystical  science,  and  by  the 
process  of  what  is  termed  materialisation  she  stood  in  all 
her  pristine  beauty  before  him.  Tho  interview  was  very 
tender  and  touching,  and  can  be  better  imagined  than 
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described.  At  length  he  enquired  as  to  the  intellectual  cul¬ 
ture  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  celestial  abode,  whether  the 
writings  of  .Ralph  Waldo  Emerson  and  Oliver  Wendell 
Holmes  were  properly  appreciated  and  whether  the  system 
of  lectures  was  in  consonance  with  the  civilisation  of  the 
age.  Deceiving  satisfactory  replies,  ho  inquired  as  to  the 
surroundings  of  the  celestial  city.  In  a  tono  of  mingled 
beattitude  and  regret,  she  told  him  it  was  beautiful 
exceedingly,  so  beautiful  that  the  imagination  could  not 
conceive  nor  the  tongue  describe  it,  but,  she  said,  of  course, 
it  is  not  Boston.  Well,  one  touch  of  nature  makes  the 
whole  world  kin.  There  is  some  spot  on  earth  which  is  our 
home,  some  little  hut  among  the  bushes  which  is  doaror  to 
us  than  the  whole  world  besides  ,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
to-day  the  brave  hearts  from  Severn  and  from  Clyde  and 
from  the  banks  of  Shannon  who  uphold  the  honor  of  Eng¬ 
land  on  the  hot  sands  of  Egypt,  and  the  brave  Canadian 
boys  who  upheld  the  honor  of  Canada  in  the  frozen 
regions  of  the  north,  before  they  gather  themselves 
together  for  some  desperate  charge,  cast  one 
lingering  look  towards  some  English,  Scottish  or  Canadian 
homo,  some  little  Irish  sheeling  far  up  the  mountain  sides, 
where  the  dear  ones  at  homo  are  praying  for  the  brave  lads 
who  have  loved  them,  and  who,  they  know,  will  win  the 
day  for  their  Queen  and  country  or  die,  as  becomes  men  of 
their  race,  with  their  face  to  the  field  and  their  feet  to  the 
foe.  Wei!,  notwithstanding  the  vast  expanse  of  fertile 
prairie  land,  notwithstanding  those  magnificent  mountains, 
notwithstanding  the  marvellous  resources  of  this  marvellous 
country,  to  me  it  is  not  the  land  of  my  birth,  it  is  not  the 
great  Province  of  Quebec,  it  is  not  the  county  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent.  I  would  not  advise  the 
inhabitants  of  Ontario,  Quebec,  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia,  Prince  Edward  Island,  or  British  Columbia,  who 
are  at  all  in  comfortable  circumstances,  to  leave  a  certainty 
for  an  uncertainty.  If  they  apply  the  same  patience,  per¬ 
severance,  the  same  energy  and  courage,  in  the  old  land, 
which  is  necessary  to  success  in  the  new,  they  do  not 
require  a  change  ;  but  if  they  must  leave  the  homos  and 
the  graves  of  their  fathers,  if  the  restless  spirit  of  our  race 
is  upon  them,  if  the  blood  of  the  old  sea 
kings  runs  hotly  in  their  veins,  if  the  nomadic  spirit  impels 
them  irresistibly  to  a  change,  if  they  are  animated 
by  the  spirit  of  the  grand  old  French  missionaries  and 
explorers  and  voyageurs,  I  would  say  in  God’s  namo, .  go 
forth,  not  to  the  United  States,  but  to  the  land  over  which 
the  old  flag  still  flows,  and  where  the  men  of  the  best  blood 
of  the  Dominion  has  laid  the  foundation,  broad  and  deep, 
of  a  mightj  empire,  where  you  can  have  every  variety  of 
soil  and  a  salubrious  climate,  where  you  can  obtain  an 
honorable  independence  on  the  cheapest  and  easiest  terms. 
Montesquieu  tells  us  that  the  lands  which  a  man  inhabits, 
the  air  he  breaths,  the  mountains  and  rivers  which  are  his 
neighbors,  the  climate  and  all  the  impressions  which  result 
from  it — in  a  word,  the  external  world — exercises  upon  him 
the  greatest  influence.  He  says  :  “  Give  me  the  map  of  a 
country,  its  configuration,  its  climate,  its  waters,  its  natural 
productions,  its  geology,  its  botany,  all  its  physical  geo¬ 
graphy,  and  I  pledge  myself  to  tell  you  what  will  bo  the 
man  of  that  country  and  what  place  that  country  will 
occupy  in  history.”  It  appears  to  me  there  can  be  no  doubt 
of  the  place  the  North-West  will  occupy  in  history.  It 
must,  of  necessity,  be  a  great  one.  I  was  forced  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  in  that  country  we  had  a  land  where 
many  millions  of  the  toilers  and  proletarians  of  tho  old 
country  could  find  happy  homes;  and  I  ha7e  great  author¬ 
ities  for  coming  to  this  conclusion.  Their  Excellencies  Lord 
Dufferin  and  the  Marquis  of  Lome,  specially  studied  this 
country  with  the  view  of  understanding  its  capabilities  for 
colonisation  and  settlement ;  and  they  were  convinced  that 
it  was  admirably  adapted  for  both.  Then  the  members  of 
the  British  Association,  who  visited  that  country  last  fall, 


tell  us  the  same  story  ;  then,  every  member  of  our  House 
who  has  gone  there  confirms  their  statements.  A  gentle¬ 
man  of  my  own  acquaintance,  who,  for  20  years,  was  a 
neighbor,  Mr.  John  Mather,  of  whose  integrity,  judgment, 
and  reliability,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  has  assured  me  those 
statements  are  literally  correct;  and  when  I  was  in  the 
North-West  I  formed  the  acquaintance  of  a  gentleman, 
whose  name  is  a  household  word  through  that  region,  and 
who,  I  believe,  has  done  us  yeoman  services  during  this 
emergency,  Mr.  Taylor,  the  American  Consul  at  Winnipog, 
who  assured  me,  as  he  has  assured  the  public  in  his  speeches 
and  writings,  that  in  that  great  North-West  we  have  the 
wheat  fields  of  the  world.  I  was  forced  to  come  to  the 
conclusions  that  in  that  country  we  have  a  land  of  which 
the  Dominion  may  be  proud.  It  is  a  land  inhabited  by  a 
people  in  the  very  flush  and  prime  of  manhood,  the  very 
flower  of  the  Canadian  people  ;  a  land  where  the  weather 
is  at  times  exceedingly  cold,  but  at  the  same  time 
bracing  and  healihy.  Its  inhabitants  bear  upon 
their  countenances  the  impress  of  its  healthfulness,  whose 
women  have  exceedingly  lovely  and  rosy  complexions, 
and  the  men  are  pictures  of  health  and  manhood.  I 
told  them  I  thought  in  that  healthy  and  bracing  climate 
they  had  discovered  the  fountain  of  perpetual  youth  which 
Ponce  de  Leon  sought  so  long  in  vain.  It  is  a  land  where 
a  man  of  moderate  means  and  courage  and  perseverance 
can  obtain  an  honest  independence  on  the  cheapest  and 
'easiest  terms,  where  the  toilers  of  the  world  can  stand  erect 
and  call  no  man  master.  I  would  advise  everyono  who 
wishes  to  escape  from  the  sorceries  of  this  western  enchant¬ 
ress  not  to  enter  within  her  borders ;  she  casts  a  glamor 
upon  all  who  do  so,  and  makes  them  perpetually  her  slaves. 
It  was  said  of  the  Norman  nobles  who  were  sent  to  conquer 
Ireland,  that  they  became  so  enchanted  with  the  beauty  of 
the  green  isle,  the  loveliness  of  the  women,  and  the  bravery 
of  the  men,  that  they  became  more  Irish  than  the  Irish 
themselves.  So  I  think  it  will  be  with  all  who  enter  our 
western  domain.  I  trust  that  all  who  do  so  will  have  as 
pleasant  a  trip  as  I  have  had,  and  leave  the  country  with 
as  many  pleasant  and  kind  recollections. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  tho  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  POPE.  I  propose,  after  the  word  “dollars,”  in  tho 
5th  line,  to  amend  by  inserting  tho  words  “  or  equivalent 
thereof  in  sterling  money  of  Groat  Britain.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  propose  also  to  strike  out  the  words  “  and 
also  including  the  interests  of  tho  company  in  railway  lines 
leased  to  it.”  This  includes  loasod  lines,  which  will  bo 
covered  by  the  bonds  which  it  is  proposed  to  issue,  and 
consequently  the  rights  of  the  company  in  the  leased  lines 
would  be  kept  by  these  bonds  during  their  currency  for  50 
years.  The  object  is,  that  the  company  may  hold  their 
leases  on  these  lines.  It  does  not  change  the  hold  of  tho 
Government  in  the  slightest  degree,  until  the  whole  amount 
of  the  loan  is  paid  in.  Thei’o  can  be  no  object  in  the  world 
in  having  these  as  security  for  tho  bonds  ;  in  fact,  I  believe 
that  it  will  not  enhance  the  valuo  of  tho  bonds,  though  it 
may  be  a  great  drawback  to  tho  company. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then,  of  course,  a  consequential  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  be  made,  creating  a  lien,  I  suppose  in  the  same 
shape  as  the  Algoma  branch. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  that  plan  will  have  this  result,  that 
the  general  public,  whom  it  is  proposed  to  invite  to  take 
these  bonds,  will  have  a  less  security  than  as  arranged 
under  the  resolutions  and  under  tho  Bill  as  it  now  stands, 
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and  all  those  inconveniences  which  were  suggested  as 
possible  to  follow  from  the  statement  of  the  company,  as  to 
the  importance  of  the  leased  lines  to  the  whole  enterprise, 
will  follow,  in  so  far  as  the  public  takers  are  concerned.  I 
do  not  intend  to  renew  the  discussion,  but  simply  to  re-state 
the  proposition  which  was  made  the  other  day,  and  which 
I  understood  had  been  conceded,  which  was,  that  according 
to  the  company’s  statement  many  times  repeated,  and 
particularly  according  to  their  report,  and  the  speech  of 
their  president  the  other  day,  the  leased  lines  were  essential 
to  the  proper  and  profitable  working  of  the  enterprise. 
These  essential  attributes  to  the  proper  and  profitable  work¬ 
ing  of  the  enterprise  it  is  proposed  not  to  embrace  in  the 
security  to  be  offered  to  the  public  takers  of  the  bonds,  and 
by  consequence  it  is  intended  so  far  to  render  the  bonds  less 
inviting. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  may  say  that,  from  information  the  com¬ 
pany  have  got,  they  think  it  will  not  render  the  bonds  loss 
valuable,  but  that  it  will  be  more  difficult  to  dispose  of  them 
without  this  arrangement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  may  say  that  the  com¬ 
pany  is  of  opinion  that  the  fact  of  the  bonds  being  a  charge 
on  these  leased  railways  will  affect  the  sale  of  the  bonds, 
on  the  ground  that  it  will  be  considered  in  England  that 
they  are  more  or  less  responsible  for  the  rental  of  these 
leased  roads.  I  do  not  see  the  argument  myself,  but  that 
is  the  reason  given  ;  and  the  company  express  very 
strongly  their  belief  that,  from  the  habits  of  the  people 
who  deal  in  these  kinds  of  things,  the  fact  of  there  being  a 
mortgage  on  these  leased  lines,  which  lines  are  subject  to 
the  rental  which  is  to  bo  paid  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  complicates  matters  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  so  much  that  it  will  operate  against  tho  ready  sale 
of  the  bonds.  Of  course,  we  can  have  no  objection  to 
assisting  them  in  the  sale  of  their  bonds  as  far  as  possible. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  glad  tho  hon.  gentleman  has,  on 
one  question,  at  least,  differed  from  tho  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway ;  but  though  he  does  differ  from  them,  he  still  yields 
to  their  wishes  notwithstanding ;  and  it  is  just  possible 
that  this  is  not  tho  only  difference  of  opinion,  in  which, 
notwithstanding,  the  views  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
may  prevail.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  wants  to  assist 
them  sell  their  bonds.  Well,  I  presume  the  English  nego¬ 
tiators  of  bonds — I  admit  they  have  been  fooled  very  often, 
it  is  true — well,  I  admit  they  have  been  fooled  very  often  ; 
but  I  presume  they  have  an  ordinary  measure  of  acuteness, 
and  it  will  depend  on  this  consideration :  Do  they 
think  there  is  profit,  direct  or  indirect,  on  these  leased  lines 
or  not  ?  If  they  do,  they  may  think  the  loss  of  the  bonds 
will  affect  them  injuriously.  Surely,  if  they  think  the 
leased  lines  are  an  encumbrance  on  the  main  enterprise, 
they  would  rather  be  without  them.  Either  one  of  two 
things — the  report  is  true,  or  the  bonds  must  be  less  inviting 
to  the  public. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  so.  The 
road  is  free  from  encumbrance,  except  those  bonds.  These 
bonds  are  the  first  charge  on  the  railway.  The  railway  is 
of  more  value  than  the  encumbrance.  They  say  :  We  have 
a  lien  here ;  we  have  not  looked  into  the  security  ;  we  are 
satisfied  with  having  a  first  charge  on  the  $35,000,000,  and  we 
do  not  want  to  see  whether  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  bond¬ 
holders  or  not  to  pay  the  rental  and  keep  the  leased  lines. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  it  may  be  so.  If  it  is  so,  it  cer¬ 
tainly  is  an  extraordinary  commentary  upon  the  accounts 
we  have  had  of  the  value  of  these  leased  lines.  But  to 
accomplish  the  result  the  hon  gentleman  now  desires  to 
accomplish  for  tho  public  investor,  he  says  how  very  impor¬ 
tant  it  is  to  arrange  that  that  obligation  should  not  exist — 
in  fact,  that  he  is  so  much  afraid  that  investors  would  not 
touch  tho  bonds  if  they  were  on  the  leased  lines  at  all. 

Mr.  Blake. 


Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD;  I  did  not  say  they  would 
not  touch  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  they  would  not  touch  them  at  so 
good  a  price — that  their  value  would  be  impaired  if  .the 
leased  lines  were  covered  by  them.  We  all  remember  the 
story  of  the  worthy  gentleman  who  had  a  clean  piece  of 
paper  to  which  he  appended  his  name,  and  who  said  that 
it  was  worth  a  penny  a  moment  ago,  but  it  was  worth 
nothing  now.  This  is  a  little  like  that.  The  leased  lines 
are  so  very  bad  that  if  we  stick  them  into  the  security  they 
would  only  make  it  worth  loss  than  before.  But  if  the  inves¬ 
tor  says  :  I  have  a  clean  thing  without  these  lines  ;  there 
are  obligations  upon  them  and  they  may  not  be  paying 
their  way,  and  I  may  be  brought  in  to  pay  their  way  for 
them ;  you  see  how  important  it  is  that  there  should  be  a 
clean  thing  for  the  investor,  and  that  the  accounts  should 
be  kept  so  that  if  they  do  not  pay  their  way  and  there  is  a 
little  deficiency,  it  should  not  be  thrown  on  the  main  line 
of  the  railway.  This  investor,  who  has  been  pictured  to  us 
as  so  very  skittish,  and  so  very  apt  to  shy  at  the  security  if 
it  covers  the  leased  lines,  may  say  :  I  perceive  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Canada  have  taken  a  security  on  those  leased 
linos,  but  they  do  not  offer  them  to  us  ;  how  is 
that  ?  Oh  !  we  thought  you  would  not  like  it ;  in  point  of 
fact,  there  is  nothing  in  thoso  leased  lines,  and  you  are 
better  without  them.  Well,  if  that  is  so,  there  is  a  possibility 
of  the  leased  lines  not  paying  their  way  ?  Yes ;  we  do  not 
like  to  mention  it,  but  that  is  the  fact.  Then,  is  it  quite 
clear,  if  there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  leased  lines,  that  that 
deficiency  will  not  come  out  of  us  ?  That  is  what  I  pointed 
out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  I  pointed  out  the  importance  of 
a  separate  arrangement.  I  fancy  the  shy  investor,  if  he 
takes  so  shaky  a  security,  will  want  to  see  that  he  is  not 
charged  in  any  sense  with  the  rentals  of  those  leased  lines, 
in  case  there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  profits  of  the  leased  line3 
themselves.  There  is  no  such  provision  now,  as  I  have 
explained.  The  company  have  declined  to  keep  their 
accounts  in  any  such  way.  They  are  keeping  the  accounts 
of  the  whole  railway  as  one  concern,  rendering  it  impossible 
for  us  to  tell  whether  the  leased  lines  do  or  do  not  make  a 
profit.  That  fusion  of  tho  main  enterprise  with  the  leased 
lines,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  will  bo  so  alarming 
to  tho  public  investor,  has  taken  place,  in  practice,  and  the 
proposals  made  on  this  side  of  the  House,  so  far  to  separate 
them  as  to  have  the  accounts  separate,  so  that  they  will  show 
how  much  money  the  leased  lines  earn  or  how  they  are 
deficient,  have  been  rejected. 

On  section  3, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  here  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  bring  in  the  charge  on  the  leased  line,  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  charge  is  now  kept  on  the  Algoma  branch 
by  the  Act  of  last  Session.  I  propose  to  add  the  following 
words  : — 

And  the  interest  of  the  company  in  any  railway  line  leased  to  it 
shall  also  be  charged  with  the  said  lien  and  charge  to  the  same  extent 
and  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  same  had  been  expressly  included  as 
being  so  charged  with  the  property  and  securities  mentioned  in  the  said 
Act;  provided,  that  the  rights  vested  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  to  exercise,  from  time  to  time,  any  powers  granted  to  any  of 
the  companies  whose  lines  are  leased  to  it,  may  be  so  exercised,  if  and 
when  such  exercise  is  specially  sanctioned  by  the  Governor  in  Council.” 

Ou  the  preamble, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  to  be  obsorved,  after  what  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario  has  said,  that  tho  paper  which 
has  been  brought  down  indicates  that  of  the  sum  of  $700,000, 
which  was  provided  by  the  loan  of  last  Session  for  equip¬ 
ment,  some  $286,000  only  has  been  applied  to  equipment, 
and  the  difference,  $114,000,  has  been  applied  to  construc¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  the  proposal  which  is  now  made,  one 
element  of  which  is,  we  would  give  a  million  dollars  for 
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rolling  stock  and  equipment  and  another  sum  for  fixed 
equipment,  is  an  element  which  is  required  in  consequence, 
admittedly  now,  of  the  provisions  of  last  Session  having 
been  inadequate  even  to  complete  the  road,  according  to  the 
narrow  and,  to  my  opinion,  absurd  interpretation  placed 
upon  the  word  “complete”  in  the  course  of  discussion. 
The  $27,000,000  was  to  complete.  Of  that  $27,000,000, 
$1,700,000  was  for  equipment,  but  $286,000  only  of  the 
$1,700,000  has  been  applied  to  equipment;  $1,414,000, 
which  was  to  be  applied  to  equipment,  has  been  applied  to 
construction,  and  we  are  now  giving  more  money  to  com¬ 
plete  that  equipment,  which  was  to  be  provided  lor  out  of 
the  $27,000,000,  but  the  sum  which  was  to  pay  for  that  has 
been  used  in  this  so-called  completion,  leaving  this  equip¬ 
ment  unprovided  for. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  engineer  reported  that  the  equipment 
was  sufficient  to  commence  this  operation.  My  hon.  friend 
says  that  was  done  in  May.  I  do  not  think  it  was;  but  it 
was  done  ;  so  it  is  immaterial  when.  The  hon.  gentleman 
can  understand  how  this  $1,000,000  is  put  in  here  to  finish 
the  furnishing  of  the  rolling  stock  which  the  company  will 
require  after  the  road  is  fairly  opened.  The  engineer 
reported  at  that  time  that  there  was  rolling  stock  enough 
to  commence  operations,  but  not  to  carry  on  a  large 
operation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  hold  in  my  hand — not  literally,  but  I  have 
it  in  an  apartment  very  near  here — the  engineer’s  statement, 
under  his  own  hand,  made  last  Session,  and  handed  to  me  by 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  showing  the  details  of  the  estimate  of 
$27,000,000,  and  it  comprised  $1,700,000  for  rolling  stock 
and  the  balance  for  construction.  He  then  estimated  that 
$1,700,000  would  be  wanted  for  equipment.  A  little  later, 
he  declares  that  only  $286,000  is  wanted  for  equipment,  but 
the  balance  is  required  for  completion,  and  he  takes  the 
$1,400,000  reserved  for  equipment  and  puts  it  to  construc¬ 
tion  ;  and,  that  being  done,  before  the  road  is  completed  they 
come  down  and  tell  us  that  $  1,000,000  is  wanted  for  equipment 
and  some  hundreds  of  thousands  or  millions  more  for  fixed 
equipment ;  so  it  is  plain  that  there  was  a  playing  with  these 
estimates,  and  that  the  sum  was  used  because  it  was  wanted 
for  construction.  The  engineer  stated  that  ho  was  reserv¬ 
ing  an  adequate  amount  for  completion,  that  is,  $1,700,000. 
They  found  they  had  not  enough  to  finish,  and  they  took 
$1,400,000  and  put  it  to  completion,  and  now  they  say  :  We 
want  more,  and  it  is  evident  it  is  because  the  estimates  of 
last  year  wholly  failed  to  borne  out,  even  upon  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  meaning  of  “  completion,”  which  is  some¬ 
thing  you  can  look  at  but  cannot  go  upon. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

Amendments  read  the  second  timo  and  concurred  in,  on 
a  division. 

SUPPLY  — GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  AND 
ADVERTISING. 


Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  wish  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  to  a  matter  which  is  of  considerable 
importance,  with  regard  to  the  public  expenditure,  and  at 
this  late  stage  of  the  Session  I  will  be  as  brief  and  as  concise 
as  possible.  I  have  given  considerable  attention  to  the 
question  I  am  about  to  bring  before  the  House,  and  I  have 
lound  that  the  following  sums  have  been  spent  during  the 
year  for  printing  and  advertising,  outside  of  the  regular 
contracts,  according  to  the  Auditor  General’s  report — adver¬ 
tising,  $54,079.85  ;  printing  pamphlets,  maps,  etc.,  for  the 
Agricultural  Department,  $81,667.06  ;  half  the  amount  paid 
for  the  Rev.  Mr.  Bray’s  pamphlet,  which  was  charged  to 
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Dominion  lands,  $2,500;  paper  used  in  printing  pamphlets, 
$27,660.79;  advertising  and  printing  for  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way,  $28,319;  printing  Civil  Service  list,  $7,688.74;  total 
amount  expended,  $201,915.44  altogether,  outside  of  the 
sum  paid  to  the  contractors  for  the  parliamentary  and  depart¬ 
mental  printing.  Before  proceeding,  I  wish  to  refer  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  Customs  in  the 
House  the  other  evening,  with  regard  to  a  statement  which 
was  made  by  myself,  with  reference  to  the  amount  which 
was  paid  by  order  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  on  a  judgment 
given  by  that  court,  to  McLean,  Roger  &  Co.,  for  damages 
sustained  by  them  for  extra  printing  which  was  given  out 
to  other  parties,  which  should  have  been  included  in  their 
contract.  The  Minister  of  Customs  said  : 

“  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  error  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant,  quite  unintentional,  no  doubt,  in  reference  to  the  time 
covered  by  the  suit  entered  by  McLean  &  Roger,  by  which  they  obtained 
a  verdict  of  over  $69, 000.  He  said  it  covered  a  year  of  printing  done  dur¬ 
ing  this  Administration,  and  to  prove  that  satisfactorily,  he  said  the  suit 
was  not  entered  for  a  year  or  eighteen  months  after  this  Government  came 
into  power.  The  action  was  not  entered  into  until  a  year  or  eighteen 
months  after  this  Government  came  into  power,  and  it  was  only  after 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament  that  it  was  finally  adjusted  on  tfie  award 
made  by  the  Exchequer  Court.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in  error  in  say¬ 
ing  it  covered  any  part  of  the  printing  done  by  the  present  Administra¬ 
tion.  I  think  I  can  establish  that  fact,  for  I  have  the  dates  and  the 
items  in  my  office,  and  will  be  happy  to  show  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
he  is  in  error. 

“  Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  T  was  so  informed  by  an  authority  I  have 
no  reason  to  doubt,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  show  me,  as  fie  says 
he  will,  a  convincing  statement,  I  will  be  convinced.  I  think  my 
authority  is  very  good,  and  until  I  see  those  statements,  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  admit  I  am  wrong. 

“  Mr.  BO  WELL.  From  my  experience  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  do  not 
expect  him  to  admit  that  he  is  wrong.  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  the  confidence  he  places  in  me.  He  is  not  prepared  to 
accept  my  statement  when  i  tell  him  I  have  the  proof,  but  says  he  has 
the  statement  from  a  gentleman  who  is  a  good  authority.” 

Now,  when  I  made  that  statement  I  thought  I  had  good 
authority  for  it,  and  since  that  time  I  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  obtain  an  extract  from  the  court  record,  which  is 
as  follows : — 

“  Exchequer  Court. — Alexander  McLean  and  John  Charles  Roger  vs. 
Queen. 

“  Action  commenced  by  petition  of  right,  dated  14th  January,  1880. 
Petition  filed  22nd  April,  1881.  Award  covered  from  1st  October,  1874, 
to  31st  October,  1879.  Amount  of  award,  $69,781.43.” 

Now,  Mi’.  Speaker,  the  House  will  remember  that  the  emo¬ 
tions  were  held  in  September,  1878,  and  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  formed  in  October  of  the  same  year,  and  con¬ 
sequently,  according  to  this  record,  one  year  and  one  month 
was  included  in  the  judgment  which  was  given  by  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  giving  McLean  &  Roger  damages  on  the 
account  referred  to.  I  think  I  have  satisfactorily  answered 
the  statement  which  was  made  by  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
and  the  House  will  see  now  that  he  did  me  an  injustice  in 
making  the  statement  he  did  to  the  House.  Furthermore, 
I  will  refer  to  a  statement  which  was  made  by  the  hon  - 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  in  reference  to - - 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Let  me  ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  before 
ho  goes  further— for  if  I  have  been  wrong  I  shall  bo  glad  to 
be  set  right — if  he  examined  the  records  to  find  what  dates 
were  included  in  that  account  from  September,  1878,  to 
October,  1879 ;  or  has  he  just  taken  the  record  of  the 
dates  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  have  just  taken  a  record  of  the 
dates. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Then,  you  did  not  examine  the  account 
to  see  if  there  was  any  of  the  work  performed  between  the 
time  of  the  elections  in  1878  and  1879? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  included  one  year  and  one  month 
of  the  time  of  the  present  Administration,  and  I  fancy,  from 
the  record  they  have  made  since  in  giving  work  to  outside 
parties,  that  there  cannot  be  any  doubt  with  regard  to  the 
amount  that  was  given  during  that  year  and  one  month. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  You  verify  my  opinion  of  you. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  At  all  events,  I  think  I  have  estab¬ 
lished  the  fact  that  the  statement  I  made  was  correct.  I 
did  not  refer  to  any  amount  that  was  done  undor  this  Ad¬ 
ministration  ;  but  I  think  I  have  established,  beyond  doubt, 
that  the  Minister  of  Customs  did  me  an  injustice  in  that 
statement,  and  that  my  statement  was  correct.  I  wish  also 
to  refer  to  another  matter  which  was  discussed  at  that  time, 
with  reference  to  the  publication  of  the  Report  of  the  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey.  It  was  stated,  during  that  debate,  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  in  relation  to  the  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey  Report : 

“It  was  originally  printed,  I  believe,  by  Mr.  John  Lovell,  of  the  city 
of  Montreal.  When  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  came  into  office,  it 
was  transferred  to  the  Herald  office,  the  late  Senator  Penny  and  Mr. 
Wilson  being  at  that  time  the  proprietors  of  the  Montreal  Herald.  It 
remained  in  that  office  until  the  change  of  Government,  and  then  the 
managing  director  of  the  Montreal  Gazette,  finding  that  a  job  of  this  kind 
had  been  done  at  the  Montreal  Herald  office,  made  application  to  have 
it  done  at  the  Gazette  office,  and  it  was  done  there  ;  but  it  was  done  at  a 
price  very  much  lower,  and  the  price  now  arranged  to  be  given,  and  to 
be  given  for  it  next  year,  is  very  much  lower  than  the  price  paid  to  the 
Herald  office  during  the  time  they  had  it.” 

Furthermore,  I  wish  to  quote  from  the  same  Hansard  a 
remark  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Government,  who  said: 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Geological  Report  was  printed  at 
Montreal  by  his  directions,  in  consequence  of  the  Director  General  living 
there.  It  was  given  to  the  Montreal  Herald  in  his  time  at  a  higher  price 
than  it  has  been  done  for  since  by  the  Montreal  Gazette.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  show  the  correctness  of  the 
statement  I  made  on  that  occasion  by  an  authority  which  I 
think  this  House  will  consider  good;  it  ought  not  to  be  dis¬ 
puted,  at  least  by  the  gentlemen  who  sit  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  benches— I  give  the  authority  of  the  Montreal  Gazette 
as  to  prices  paid  for  this  work  in  the  time  of  the  Mackenzie 
Administration.  The  Montreal  Gazette ,  of  the  18th  April, 
said  : 

“  During  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  term,  and  during  the  earlier  years  when  it 
was  printed  by  the  Gazette,  it  was  done  at  what  are  called  confidential 
rate3,  that  is,  50  cents  per  1,000  ems,  but  the  Government  have  recently 
changed  this,  and  now  pay  for  it  at  what  are  known  as  the  Ontario 
rates, ’that  is  35  cents.” 

I  will  also  quote  from  the  Toronto  Mail,  the  Ontario  organ 
of  the  Government,  which  said,  on  the  2 1st  of  April : 

“It  was  found  that  the  Government  had  simply  continued  the  system 
as  to  the  printing  of  the  Geological  Survey  Reports  which  was  iaagu- 
rated  by  the  Mackenzie  Government.  The  only  difference  under  the 
two  administrations  is,  that  the  price  now  paid  is  much  less  than  it  was 
in  1874-78.  During  the  latter  period  the  cost  of  printing  the  Geological 
Survey  Reports  was  50  cents  per  thousand,  whereas  it  is  now  only  65 
cents.” 

Now,  I  think  I  have  established  the  fact  by  these  authori¬ 
ties  that  the  work  was  done  during  the  Mackenzie  regime 
at  50  cents  per  thousand.  The  Montreal  Gazette  says  so,  the 
Toronto  Mail  says  so,  and  I  believe  the  records  of  the  House 
will  say  so;  consequently,  there  cannot  be  any  dispute  with 
regard  to  that.  Now,  1  want  to  show  the  House  that  the 
statement  made  by  the  Montreal  Gazette  and  the  statement 
made  by  the  Toronto  Mail  are  totally  incorrect,  and  in  order 
to  do  so  I  will  refer  the  House  to  the  account  which  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Auditor  General’s  report,  page  209.  'The 
account  for  the  work  is  published  in  lull,  and  it  shows  there 
were  3,500  copies  of  the  report  published  at  the  Montreal 
Gazette  office.  The  composition  was  paid  for  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  rates:  181,000  ems,  plain,  at  50  cents;  434,000  ems 
catalogue  at  *75  cents;  25,000  ems  tabular  at  $1.  Or  all 
told  640,000  ems  at  an  average  price  of  69  cts.  per  thousand. 
I  think  I  have  established  beyond  a  doubt  the  truth  of  the 
statement  I  made,  that  a  very  much  larger  price  is  now 
being  paid  for  this  work  than  was  paid  for  doing  it  during 
the  Mackenzie  regime.  I  have  established  the  fact  by 
quotations  made  from  the  Toronto  Mail  and  Montreal 
Gazette,  and  I  may  refer  to  the  Auditor  General’s  report  to 
show  that  he  also  thinks  an  exorbitant  price  is  paid  for  the 
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work.  In  a  letter  he  addressed  to  the  Director  of  the  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey  he  says : 

“  Please  let  me  know  why  your  report  for  1881-82  and  Mr.  Macoun’s 
report,  were  printed  at  the  Montreal  Gazette  offije  instead  of  by  the 
parliamentary  contractors  at  Ottawa.  I  estimate  the  difference  in  cost 
at  $790.10.” 

I  think  I  have  established  beyond  doubt  that  the  statements 
I  made,  with  respect  to  this  work  given  to  the  Montreal 
Gazette,  were  correct ;  and  therefore  I  leave  that  branch  of 
the  subject.  I  now  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  another  matter  which  is  referred  to  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  report,  and  has  been  referred  to  in  this  House 
before,  and  that  is,  the  printing  of  the  Civil  Service  list  by 
the  St.  Hyacinthe  Courier .  The  Auditor  General  has 
endeavored  on  several  occasions,  as  can  be  seen  by 
letters  which  are  to  be  found  in  his  report  of 
last  year  and  the  year  previous,  to  overcome  the 
difficulty  which  has  arisen  with  respect  to  the  prices 
to  be  paid  by  the  Government  for  printing  given  to 
outside  parties.  The  Auditor  General,  1  suppose,  is  endea¬ 
voring  to  discharge  his  duty  in  this  matter,  and  he  has  had 
some  difficulty  in  bring  the  Government  to  believe  that  he 
is  right,  or,  at  all  events,  to  agree  with  him  in  the  position 
he  has  taken,  with  respect  to  payments  to  be  made  for  this 
class  of  work.  The  printing  of  the  Civil  Service  list 
amounts  to  a  large  sum  of  money.  The  Government  saw  fit 
to  purchase  for  the  proprietor  of  the  St.  Hyacinthe  Courier 
the  type  to  be  used  in  the  publication  of  those  lists,  at  a  cost 
of  $3,931.12,  which  ought  to  have  been  given  to  the  regular 
contractor  at  much  lower  rates.  The  Auditor  General  calls 
the  attention  of  the  Under  Secretary  to  the  fact  that 
$1,857.34  were  charged  in  excess  of  the  prices  which  the 
regular  Government  contractors  could  have  charged  under 
their  contract.  But,  contrary  to  the  opinion  expressed  by 
the  Auditor  General,  that  this  amount  should  be  deducted 
from  the  account  rendered  by  the  St.  Hyacinthe  Courier,  the 
Treasury  Board,  after  considering  the  matter,  decided  that 
the  ruling  of  the  Auditor  General  should  be  set  aside,  and 
that  this  money  should  be  paid  to  that  newspaper,  in  spite 
of  the  protest  entered  by  the  Auditor  General. 
I  observe  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  another 
pet  this  year.  The  report  of  the  Chinese  commission  was 
given  to  the  Montreal  Minerve,  and  was  printed  by  that 
journal.  In  the  Supplementary  Estimates  I  find  the  sum 
of  $4,369.60  provided  for  the  payment  of  that  work.  I  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  examine  that  account,  but  I  am 
perfectly  satisfied  the  work  has  been  done  at  what  are  called 
confidential  rates,  and  the  prices  paid  are  very  largely  in 
excess  of  the  prices  at  which  it  would  have  been  done  by 
the  regular  parliamentary  contractors.  I  believe  an  hon. 
member  of  this  House  is  interested,  if  not  directly,  indi¬ 
rectly,  in  that  newspaper,  which  is  published  in  the  city  of 
Montreal.  The  Minister  of  Militia  has  also  his  pets,  and 
two  years  ago  he  purchased  type  for  Mr.  Foote,  of  the  Que¬ 
bec  Chronicle,  for  his  use  in  printing  the  militia  list.  I  find 
this  year  that  the  militia  list  has  again  been  issued  in  the 
same  form,  and,  I  suppose,  by  the  same  party.  Further¬ 
more,  I  observe,  in  addition  to  publishing  it  in 
that  shape,  the  Minister  of  Militia  has  seen  fit  to  pub¬ 
lish  the  same  list  in  his  report.  He  has  had  the  type 
reset  at  Ottawa,  and  the  list  forms  a  large  number 
of  pages,  and  thus  adds  to  the  cost  of  the  report.  I  can 
understand  readily  why  he  directed  the  work  to  be 
given  to  his  friend  in  Quebec.  That,  I  suppose,  was  to  be 
considered  as  a  legitimate  perquisite,  and  it  seems  to  have 
been  not  only  necessary  that  the  information  should  be  thus 
printed  in  special  form,  but  that  the  Minister  should  have 
it  printed  in  Ottawa,  and  embodied  in  his  annual  report.  I 
fail  to  see  any  necessity  for  extravagance  of  this  kind  being 
perpetrated  by  the  Government.  A  few  words  with  respeci 
to  the  advertising  given  by  the  Government  to  the  news¬ 
papers.  Any  hon.  member  who  gives  the  subject  the 
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slightest  attention  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
great  deal  of  extravagance  is  indulged  in  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  dispensing  advertising  patronage  to  the  Canadian 
newspapers.  The  advertising  given  out  last  year  by  the 
Government,  according  to  the  Auditor  General,  amounted 
to  $54,079.85.  I  will  give  some  of  the  items:  Belleville 
Intelligencer ,  the  organ  of  the  Minister  of  Customs,  $271 . 86  ; 
Berlin  News ,  $232.82;  Brockville  Times ,  $206.80;  Mon¬ 
treal  Gazette ,  $737.70;  Montreal  Herald,  $246 ;  Shareholder , 
$719.90;  Star,  $619.80  ;  Quebec  Chronicle,  $808,31 ;  Toronto 
Mail,  $1,278.55 ;  and  other  amounts  in  proportion,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  to  the  importance  and  influence  of  the  organs  of  the 
Government.  In  the  city  of  Ottawa,  I  find  that  the  Citizen 
got  $515.17,  and  the  Investigator  $147.90. 

Mr.  LISTER.  What  paper  is  that  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  There  is  something  strange 
about  that  paper.  It  is  a  paper  which  I  find  is  published 
semi-occasionally  in  the  city  of  Ottawa.  It  makes  its 
appearance  once  a  year,  when  the  House  is  about  to  meet, 
and  I  have  here  a  specimen  of  this  publication.  Its  edito¬ 
rials  are  devoted  to  lauding  the  good  qualities  of  some  par¬ 
ticular  Ministers  of  the  Crown — and  I  have  no  doubt  they 
are  possessed  of  many  good  qualities—and  in  speaking  in 
high  terms  of  praise  of  their  abilities  as  Ministers  of  the 
Crown.  You  see  the  sizo  of  this  journal,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  circulates  to  any  great  extent  outside  of  this  building. 
I  know  we  are  all  favored  with  one  copy  when  we  come 
here,  but  I  never  happen  to  see  another  after  the  first. 
This  little  journal,  I  find,  contains  an  advertisement  from 
the  Department  of  Public  Works,  another  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  another  from  the  Assistant  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Crown  Lands,  another  from  the  Department  of 
Public  Works,  another  from  the  Department  of  Marine, 
another  with  regard  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  another 
from  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  another  from  the 
Post  Office  Department,  and  another  from  the  Department 
of  Inland  Revenue.  Now,  I  think  that  is  a  very  good 
exhibit  for  the  little  Investigator,  and  for  the  work  that 
journal  performed  last  year  it  was  paid  the  sum  of  $147.90. 
Then  the  Regina  Leader  got  $1,710.68,  and  I  think  I  may 
refer  to  an  account  which  was  rendered  by  that  journal. 

An  hon,  MEMBER.  Who  is  the  editor  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  Mr.  Nicholas  Flood  Davin 
is  the  editor,  and  he  seems  to  be  a  particular  favorite  with 
the  present  Government.  I  find  in  the  Auditor  General’s 
report,  page  367,  that  the  Regina  Leader  rendered  an 
account  for  the  publication  of  mining  regulations,  and  in 
one  charge  which  helps  to  make  up  the  amount  I  mention, 
I  see  that  the  Queen’s  Printer  has  seen  fit  to  raise  the 
amount  of  the  account  which  was  rendered,  that  gentlemen 
evidently  thinking  that  the  Regina  Leader  man  knew 
nothing  about  his  own  business,  that  he  did  not  charge 
enough,  and  consequently  he  increased  the  price  $31.93.  I 
find  that  he  dealt  in  the  same  liberal  way  with  the  Winnipeg 
Times,  the  account  of  that  paper  for  publishing  the  mining 
regulations  having  been  raised  $35.78.  Furthermore,  I 
find  that  the  Brandon  Mail  rendered  an  account  for  the 
same  work,  and  that  the  Queen’s  Printer  raised  the  number 
of  lines  which  the  proprietor  of  that  journal  charged  for, 
and  he  was  paid  a  larger  sum  than  he  demanded  in  the 
first  place.  I  think  it  must  be  admitted,  from  these  facts,  that 
this  Government  acts  in  a  very  paternal  way  with  regard 
to  their  newspapers,  and  it  is  also  evident  that  the  officers 
of  the  Government  have  an  idea  that  the  men  who  publish 
newspapers  in  support  of  the  Government  do  not  know 
their  own  business,  and  do  not  know  how  to  charge  enough, 
and  when  their  accounts  are  brought  down  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  they  are  raised  to  the  sum  which  the  Government 
thinks  they  are  entitled  to  receive.  That  certainly  is  very 
generous  treatment.  I  would  just  say,  in  connection  with 


this  matter,  that  I  believe  a  vast  amount  of  money  is  being 
squandered  annually  by  this  system  of  advertising.  When 
they  advertise  for  contracts  to  be  let,  the  advertisements 
aro  distributed  all  over  the  Dominion,  whether  there  is  any 
chance  or  not  of  the  advertisements  proving  of  any  benefit 
to  the  Government  or  to  the  country.  I  think  there  is  a 
fearful  waste  of  money  in  this  regard,  and  it  is  evident  that 
the  money  is  spent  more  for  the  purpose  of  subsidising  the 
organs  of  the  Government  than  benefiting  the  public 
service.  Besides  this  amount  of  $54,079.85,  which  I  have 
referred  to  as  having  been  paid  for  advertising  by  the 
several  Departments,  I  find  that  $28,319  was  paid  for  adver¬ 
tising  and  printing  for  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  This 
work  was  dispensed  among  the  organs  of  the  Government 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces  principally,  some  of  them  receiv¬ 
ing  very  large  amounts  of  money,  footing  up,  in  some  cases, 
to  $  1,000  for  this  work.  Now,  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  facts  in  connection  with  the  work 
which  is  given  out  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  I 
find  the  following  statement  in  the  Ottawa  Citizen  of  the 
22nd  April,  headed  “  Facts  about  the  Pamphlets” : 

“  The  number  of  publications  issued  and  circulated  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  in  1884  was,  at  all  points,  2,597,579.  The  total  cost  of  this 
service  was,  in  the  calendar  year,  $80,066.01,  including  paper  and  all 
charges  for  freight.1’ 

By  referring  to  the  Auditor  General’s  report,  I  find  that  the 
Ottawa  Citizen  made  a  mistake  of  only  $27,660.79.  That 
can  probably  be  easily  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
Ottawa  Citizen  is  one  of  the  favorites  of  the  Government, 
and  receives  its  proportion  of  patronage,  sometimes  in  a  very 
liberal  way.  This  year  the  proprietors  of  that  paper  have 
not  been  favored  so  extensively  as  in  former  years,  but  they 
received  an  advance,  amounting  to  $1,600,  for  work  which 
was  not  done,  which  was  not  delivered,  and  of  which  no  ac¬ 
count  can  be  given.  In  addition  to  that,  they  were  paid  over 
$500  for  advertising,  amounting  in  the  whole,  to  over  $2,100 
in  the  past  year.  I  do  not  wonder  so  much  at  the 
Citizen's  statement,  which  I  have  read  from  that  journal, 
and  which  I  have  conclusively  proven  to  be  incorrect.  It 
is  evident  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  organs  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  the  Montreal  Gazette,  the  Toronto  Mail  and  the 
Ottawa  Citizen,  to  misrepresent  everything  they  possibly 
can  with  regard  to  this  printing  matter  ;  but  I  feel  it  to  be 
my  duty,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  to  reveal  the  facts  in 
connection  with  the  matter,  so  that  the  country  will 
thoroughly  understand  them.  And  in  connection  with  the 
publications  issued  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  I  do 
not  believe  that  they  are  issued  in  a  way  which  will  be  of 
benefit  to  the  country.  I  have  been  astonished,  ever  since 
I  have  been  a  member  of  this  House,  at  the  way  in  which 
this  literature  is  given  out  to  members  of  this  House,  to  bo 
circulated  throughout  Ontario  and  the  other  Provinces.  We 
are  told  that  this  literature  is  prepared  and  printed  at  great 
cost,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  immigrants  to  como  here, 
and  when  we  come  down  here,  we  find  some  members  busily 
engaged  in  this  House,  during  three  months,  in  directing 
pamphlets,  which  have  been  printed  by  the  order  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  to  their  own  constituents.  I 
think  it  is  safo  to  say  that  tons  aud  tons  of  this  literature, 
which  is  supposed  to  be  published  to  induce  immigrants  to 
come  to  this  country,  is  sent  by  members  to  their  consti¬ 
tuents,  to  show  them  that  they  remember  them  here.  Now, 
I  think  this  system  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to.  I  do  not  think 
it  does  either  the  members  themselves  or  their  constituents 
any  good,  or  tends  to  increase  the  population  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  to  circulate  that  kind  of  literature  in  this  country.  If 
it  is  to  be  circulated,  it  ought  to  be  circulated  in  countries 
from  which  it  is  expected  to  obtain  immigrants.  Now,  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some  of  those 
publications,  and  to  give  some  particulars  as  to  the  price  at 
which  they  have  been  printed,  and  the  number  of  editions 
that  have  been  published.  I  think  it  is  important  that  the 
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House  should  be  put  in  possession  of  these  facts,  which  I 
have  gone  to  considei’able  trouble  to  collect ;  and  I  wish  to 
state  here,  from  my  experience  in  the  newspaper  and 
printing  business,  that  I  am  positive  the  statements 
I  am  going  to  make  are  strictly  true  in  every  respect,  and  are 
incontrovertible.  I  ask  the  criticism  of  any  gentleman  in 
this  House  or  out  of  it  upon  them,  and  I  defy  any  contradic¬ 
tion  of  the  figures  I  am  about  to  give.  Of  the  tenant  farm¬ 
ers’  report,  there  were  a  large  number  of  editions  printed  ; 
and  in  order  to  show  how  this  patronage  was  dispensed,  I 
wish  to  state  that  the  journal  to  which  I  shall  refer  first,  the 
Hamilton  Spectator,  is  the  property  of  a  company  composed 
of  Messrs.  Southam  &  Carey,  and  some  other  gentlemen, 
and  that  the  same  firm  own  a  job  printing  office,  connected 
with  the  Toronto  Mail  newspaper.  I  find  that  in  July,  1883, 
that  company  received  an  order  for  50,000  copies  of  the 
tenant  farmers’  report,  for  which  they  were  paid  $3,134.40. 
In  May,  1884,  they  received  another  order  for  53,000  copies, 
for  which  they  were  paid  $3,458.86.  The  Toronto  Mail  job 
office,  which  is  owned  by  the  same  company,  also  received 
an  order,  in  May,  1884,  for  51,158  copies  of  the  same  publi¬ 
cation,  which  cost  $3,126.04.  Then  I  find  that  an  account 
was  rendered  by  the  Spectator  company,  without  any  date, 
lor  51,479  copies,  for  which  they  were  paid  $2,979.99.  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  the  date  was  the  same  at  which  the  other  order  was 
given  to  the  same  company  for  the  same  work. 
The  Auditor  General,  in  his  report,  notes  that  no 
date  was  attached  to  this  account.  Then,  the  same 
company  were  favored  with  the  publication  of  what 
is  known  as  the  Guide  Book.  On  the  26th  of  June, 
1883,  they  delivered  54,000  copies  of  that  book,  for  which 
they  received  $3,205.08.  On  18ih  August,  1883,  they  had 
another  order  for  31,000  copies,  for  which  they  were  paid 
$1,992.81,  and  I  find  that  to  this  amount  must  be  added 
$1,500,  which  they  drew  during  the  previous  year  on 
account,  and  which  was  referred  to  in  the  Auditor  General’s 
previous  report.  The  total  amount  paid  for  this  work,  to 
the  Spectator  company,  was  $17,897.18;  and  they  also 
received  advertising,  in  addition,  to  the  amount  of  $301.02 ; 
so  that  the  total  amount  which  went  to  the  Hamilton  Spec 
tator  company  during  the  last  year,  for  printing  and  adver¬ 
tising,  was  $18,198.20.  Now,  I  wish  to  go  into  some  of  the 
details  of  this  account.  There  was  paid  for  composition,  at 
35  cents  a  thousand,  on  those  orders,  $747.04,  which  would 
have  cost,  at  the  contractors’  price,  10  cents  a  thousand, 
$71.20  ;  so  that  the  excess  paid  to  the  Spectator  company 
on  composition  was  $375,84.  They  were  paid  for  press 
work,  20,865  tokens,  at  30  cents.,  $6,259  50.  They  were 
allowed  to  charge  for  20,865  tokens  of  250  impressions 
each— -because  that  is  what  a  token  means— -when  only 
10,433  tokens  were  printed,  which  the  contractors  would 
have  done  for  10  cents  a  token,  amounting  to  $1,043,30  ;  so 
that  the  excess  paid  to  the  Spectator  company  was  $5,216.20 
on  press  work  alone.  Now,  I  cannot  see  why  those  journals 
which  are  favored  with  the  patronage  of  the  Government 
should  be  allowed  to  charge  for  work  which  they  do  not 
perform.  I  see  by  the  accounts  which  have  been  rendered 
that  they  are  not  only  allowed  to  charge  for  double  the 
amount  of  work  they  actually  performed,  but  they  are  paid 
for  it  at  30  cents  a  token,  whereas  the  Government  con¬ 
tractors  are  only  allowed  to  charge  10  cents  a  token,  which 
I  consider  is  a  gross  outrage.  For  stitching,  covering, 
folding  in  maps,  etc,  the  Spectator  company  charged  $10,425 
for  the  tenant  farmers’  report  and  the  guide  book.  This 
work  could  have  been  contracted  for,  at  ordinary  binder’s 
rates,  for  say,  $7  per  1,000,  or  $2,030,  which  shows  an  excess 
paid  for  binding  to  the  Spectator  company  of  $8,395.  So 
that  they  received  on  these  jobs  a  total  excess  of  $13,287.04 
over  the  regular  prices  on  work  which  cost  $17,897.18. 
It  was  not  ouly  necessary  to  feed  the  Hamilton  Spectator  at 
the  rate  of  $18,000  a  year,  but  this  same  tenant  farmers’ 
report  was  given  to  the  Montreal  Herald  office ;  for  I  find 
Mr.  Somerville  (Brant). 
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that  cn  the  19th  of  February,  1884 — I  believe  that  was 
before  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell) 
became  proprietor  of  that  journal — the  Montreal  Herald 
received  an  order  for  50,000  copies  of  this  same  pamphlet 
which  was  printed  by  the  Hamilton  Spectator,  for  which  it 
was  paid  $2,767.20,  at  the  same  extravagant  rates  which 
were  paid  to  the  Hamilton  Spectator.  I  find  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  not  only  dispenses  this  patronage  to  the  journals 
which  support  them,  but  they  do  not  forget  their  other 
friends,  for  I  find  that  the  Allan  Steamship  Company,  which 
has  recently  been  subsidised  to  the  extent  of  $126,000  a  year 
for  carrying  the  mails — which  is  considered  by  those  who 
know  what  that  service  is  worth,  to  be  double  what  ought 
to  be  paid  for  it — is  favored  by  having  its  advertisements 
placed  in  these  pamphlets  free  of  any  charge.  It  is  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  country  that  the  Allan  line  should  be  favored 
above  all  other  steamship  lines,  by  having  their  advertise¬ 
ments  printed  and  circulated  at  the  expense  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Now,  I  will  devote  a  little  attention  to  the  patronage 
which  has  been  given  to  the  Montreal  Gazette.  I  find 
the  Gazette  was  favored  with  the  printing  of  a  pamphlet 
on  British  Columbia  during  the  past  year,  and  published 
five  editions  of  that  pamphlet — a  32-page  pamphlet,  with 
cover  and  map.  The  account  was  rendered  5th  October, 

1883,  for  185,000 ;  in  January,  1884,  140,000 ;  in  March, 

1884,  54,000;  in  April,  1884,  56,000;  in  June,  1884, 
25,250 ;  or,  all  told,  in  a  little  over  eight  months,  five  editions, 
amounting  to  460,250  copies,  at  a  cost  of  $9,211.15.  I  find 
that  the  composition  of  these  pamphlets  was  paid  for  four 
times,  although  stereotype  plates  wore  used  in  the  printing, 
and  the  composition  was  paid  for  at  35  cents  per  1,000, 
which,  multiplied  by  4,  makes  the  total  amount  paid  at  the 
rate  of  $1.40  per  thousand,  fourteen  times  more  than  the  con¬ 
tractors’  rate,  10  cents  per  thousand.  I  admit  the  amount 
paid  for  composition  is  not  very  much,  because  it  was  not 
a  large  pamphlet.  It  was  composed  of  32  pages  and  con¬ 
tains  185,000  ems,  but*  still  the  difference  paid  the  Montreal 
Gazette,  as  contrasted  with  the  contractors’  rates,  amounted 
to  $117.30.  There  was  paid  for  press  work  for  these 
pamphlets,  11,046  tokens  at  30  cents,  $3,313.80,  when  only 
5,523  tokens  were  actually  printed,  which  the  contractor 
would  have  charged  for  at  10  cents  per  token,  or  $552.30, 
showing  an  overcharge  of  no  less  than  $2,761.50  on  press 
work  over  and  above  what  the  contractors  would  have 
charged,  or  five  times  the  contractor’s  price.  For  binding 
460,250  copies,  the  price  charged  was  $4,768.02,  and  the 
work  could  be  done  for  $4  per  thousand  in  any  bindery,  which 
would  amount  to  $1,841,  or  an  excess  paid  on  binding  of 
$2,921.02.  The  following  are  the  overcharges  to  which  I 
have  just  referred  : — 


Excess  paid  on  binding. . .  $2,927  02 

“  “  composition  .  117  30 

!<  “  press  work .  2,761  50 


$5,805  82 


Thus,  on  a  work  which  cost,  all  told,  $9,211.15,  there  is  an 
overcharge  of  $5,805.82  over  and  above  the  ordinary  business 
profit.  But  this  was  not  all  the  Montreal  Gazette  got 
during  the  past  year,  in  the  way  of  Government  pap,  as 
the  Public  Accounts  reveal  the  following  payments  :  — 

For  pamphlets  for  Immigration  Department..  $9,211  15 


Printing  Geological  Report .  2,876  14 

“  reports  on  fossil  plants .  126  45 

“  proceedings  Royal  Society . . .  6,321  29 

Advance  for  work  in  process .  1,500  00 

Advertising . . .  737  70 


$19,772  73 


And  I  find  there  was  an  advance  made  on  the  work  in  pro¬ 
gress,  and  in  this  regard  the  Gazette  is  in  the  same  position 
as  the  Ottawa  Citizen.  It  is  very  convenient  for  the  organs 
to  have  the  Dominion  Government  acting  in  the  capacity 
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of  their  banker.  When  hard  up  they  draw  on  the 
Government  for  sums  ranging  from  $500  to  $1,500.  The 
Gazette  drew  for  work  in  progress  $1,500,  and  received  for 
advertising  $737.07,  making  a  total  of  $19,772.73,  for  print¬ 
ing  and  advertising,  as  the  total  amount  the  Gazette  received. 
It  is  said  I  have  no  right  to  put  in  this  amount  the  sum 
paid  for  printing  the  proceedings  of  the  Boyal  Society. 
True,  that  account  was  not  rendered  in  the  name  of  the 
Gazette,  but  the  order  was  given  to  Dawson  Bros.,  of 
Montreal,  who  get  their  printing  done  at  the  Gazette  office, 
and  this  report  was  printed  there,  because  it  bears  the  im¬ 
print  Gazette.  It  must  be  admitted  that  the  Gazette  had  to 
furnish  the  paper,  to  print  the  book,  and  to  pay  for  the 
binding;  and  by  the  accounts  rendered  the  Government 
it  is  impossible  to  say  how  much  was  paid  for  binding 
and  paper.  Take  off  $1,772.73  for  the  paper  which  was 
used  in  the  publishing  of  the  book,  and  for  the  binding, 
and  that  is  double  the  amount  which  might  properly  be 
allowed  for  it-the  Montreal  Gazette  pocketed, during  last  year, 
$18,000  for  printing  and  advertising.  I  do  not  kuow  that 
the  “  exigencies  of  party  ”  require  that  the  Gazette  should 
be  paid  this  exorbitant  sum  for  Government  printing.  It 
is  not  in  the  interest  of  the  country  or  to  the  credit  of  the 
Government  that  they  should  pay  these  large  subsidies  to 
the  chief  organs  in  Montreal  and  elsewhere.  Fuidhermore,  I 
believe  there  is  an  Act  in  force  with  regal’d  to  the  indepen¬ 
dence  of  Parliament,  in  which  it  is  provided  that  no  member 
of  the  House  shall  have  any  interest  in  a  Government  con¬ 
tract.  I  do  not  say  that  any  member  of  the  House  is 
directly  interested  in  the  Gazette,  but  I  believe  it  is  the 
general  opinion  that  a  gentleman  who  occupies  a  seat  here 
has  some  indirect  interest  in  that  paper.  It  does  not  add 
to  the  independence  of  Parliament  that  by  the  organisation 
of  a  company  a  member  of  this  House  can  have  an  interest 
in  Government  patronage,  and  that  these  exorbitant  prices 
should  be  paid.  Now,  I  find  that  the  Quebec  Chronicle  has 
been  favored  again.  It  was  not  sufficient  that  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Militia  should  purchase  type  for  Mr.  J.  J".  Foote,  of 
the  Quebec  Chronicle,  to  enable  him  to  print  Militia  lists, 
and  he  was  favored  with  four  editions  of  the  pamphlet  ‘'What 
Farmers  Say,”  from  10th  April  1883,  to  February,  1884,  and 
the  actual  amount  paid  to  the  Quebec  Chronicle  was  $3,780.48. 
The  composition  was  paid  for,  considering  the  number  of 
editions  published,  at  $1.13  instead  of  10  cents,  or  11  times 
the  contractors’  price.  The  press  work  was  paid  for  at  30 
cents  instead  of  10  cents,  and  for  double  the  quantity  of  work 
actually  pei’formed.  I  will  not  refer  to  very  many  more  of 
these  interesting  accounts,  but  there  is  one  document  which 
deserves  particular  attention,  and  that  is  the  pamphlet  which 
you  all  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  here  the  other  evening, 
when  it  was  produced  by  the  member  for  Queen’s  P.E.L 
(Mr.  Davies),  the  celebrated  National  Policy  pamphlet,  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Bev.  A.  J.  Bray,  of  Montreal.  There  is  a 
history  connected  with  this  pamphlet.  I  have  authority 
for  stating  that  the  speculation  was  entered  into  in  the  city 
of  Montreal  by  the  Bev.  Mr.  Bray  and  some  associates,  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  up  an  advertising  scheme.  They  formed 
a  company  for  that  purpose,  and,  after  having  soliciting 
orders  for  and  obtained  a  large  number  of  advertisements, 
they  thought  it  would  be  advisable  to  draw  upon  the 
Government  for  a  slice.  The  Bev.  A.  J.  Bray  had  been  of 
service  to  the  Government  in  many  respects  in  times  past; 
he  was  a  friend  of  the  Government,  and  he  naturally  thought 
the  Government  would  be  very  likely  to  patronise  his 
little  book.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  refer  to  the  con¬ 
tents  of  that  book.  It  has  been  shown  that,  instead  of  being 
useful  as  a  medium  for  securing  immigration  to  this  coun¬ 
try,  it  was  worse  than  useless.  It  has  been  asserted  that 
Mr.  Stewart,  of  Montreal,  now  the  publisher  of  the  Times, 
was  interested  in  the  publication.  The  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  stated  the  other  night  that  he  gave  the  order  for  this 
work  to  Mr.  Stewart.  I  will  not  dispute  the  correctness  of 


that,  but  Mr.  Stewart  was  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  Bev. 
A.  J,  Bray  in  this  transaction,  and  he  did  not  secure  any  of 
the  plunder  for  this  job.  He  tendered,  as  all  the  newspaper 
and  job  offices  in  Montreal  tendered  for  it.  His  happened 
to  be  the  lowest  tender,  and  he  received  the  work,  but  he 
received  no  portion  of  the  plunder  which  was  given  to  the 
Bev.  A.  J.  Bray  in  connection  with  the  publication  of  this 
pamphlet.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  Government  must 
have  been  ashamed  of  this  matter  themselves,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  I  find,  by  the  records  of  the  House,  that  it  was 
ordered  by  the  First  Minister  that  2,500  copies  of  this  work 
should  be  charged  to  the  Dominion  Lands  Department. 
It  was  rather  too  much  for  the  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  carry  such  a  load  as  the  payment  of 
$1  a  piece  for  5,000  copies  of  this  publication.  I 
believe  the  whole  $5,000  was  wasted,  because  I  do  not 
think  it  was  any  benefit  to  the  country  to  have  that  publi¬ 
cation  circulated.  It  may  have  been  a  benefit  to  the  hon. 
gentlemen  whose  portraits  were  given  to  the  public  and 
whose  characters  were  depicted  in  such  glowing  terms  in  a 
few  pages  of  that  pamphlet,  but  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  I  do  not  think  it  was  necessary  that  the  publica¬ 
tion  should  have  been  purchased  at  all  by  the  Government  ; 
and  I  will  state  that,  after  figuring  on  the  work,  I  find 
that  the  Government  paid,  in  excess  of  the  actual  value  of 
that  publication,  no  less  than  $3,500  to  the  Bev.  A.  J. 
Bray.  This  order  to  the  Bev.  A.  J.  Bray  is  about  on. a  par 
with  the  job  which  was  given  to  the  Stephenson  Brothers 
in  the  town  of  Chatham,  that  is,  the  publication  of  the 
report  of  the  Boyal  Commission  in  regard  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway.  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  Messrs. 
Stephenson,  who  are  sons  of  a  gentleman  who  now  holds  an 
office  under  the  Dominion  Government  in  the  North-West, 
and  who  was  at  one  time  the  member  for  Kent  in  this  House, 
and  a  strong  supporter  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  received 
the  order  for  printing  this  Boyal  Commission  report;  that 
they  never  touched  the  work,  never  set  a  type  in 
connection  with  the  publication  of  that  work,  never  read 
a  proof,  never  handled  the  copy  in  any  way  whatever ;  but 
they  were  favored  with  the  order  for  that  work,  and  came 
to  Ottawa  and  handed  the  work  over  to  the  Government 
contractors,  who  did  it  at  their  regular  rates,  I  suppose,  or 
probably  more  than  their  regular  rates,  taking  it  socond 
hand.  At  any  rate,  the  Messrs.  Stephenson  pocketed  $3,000 
in  clear  cash  for  this  work  which  they  never  touched.  This 
was  a  wilful  waste  of  the  public  money,  and  this  matter  of 
giving  the  Bev.  Mr.  Bray  $3,500  more  than  the  pamphlet 
actually  cost  was  also  a  wilful  waste  of  the  public  money. 
There  is  another  interesting  job  which  I  wish  to  refer 
to,  and  this  is  probably  the  most  interesting  of  all  the 
interesting  jobs  I  have  referred  to  as  yet.  It  appears  that  the 
Government  or  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  deemed  it  was 
necessary,  in  the  interest  of  his  Department  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  country  at  large,  that  this  Government  should 
publish  a  pamphlet  in  German,  and  they  looked  about  to 
find  some  man  who  would  undertake  the  work.  It  happened 
that  they  struck  Mr.  H.  W.  Bennett,  of  the  Prescott 
Messenger.  I  do  not  know  how  it  came  about  that  he  was 
picked  out  among  all  the  newspaper  men  of  the  country  for 
the  publication  of  a  German  pamphlet,  for  it  must  be 
obvious  to  the  House  that  he  was  in  no  way  in  a  position 
to  publish  German  work.  Tt  was  stated  in  another  place 
in  this  House  that  before  he  got  this  order  ho  was  inter¬ 
viewed,  or  he  interviewed  some  member  oftho  Government 
in  regard  to  this  work,  and  he  was  promised  the  work  if  he 
would  furnish  his  office  with  German  type.  It  is  well  known 
to  every  member  of  this  House  that  Prescott  is  not  in  a 
German  settlement,  and  that  there  are  very  few,  if  any, 
Germans  within  the  reach  of  the  circulation  of  the  Prescott 
Messenger,  and  that  no  German  work  is  required  to  be 
printed  in  that  neighborhood;  and  it  seems  strange  that  the 
Government  should  pitch  upon  Mr.  H.  W.  Bennett  to  do 
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this  work;  but,  at  any  rate,  they  did,  and  we  find  that  he 
was  favored  with  two  orders  for  the  guide  book  in  German. 
In  September,  1883,  he  received  an  order  for  30,000  copies, 
for  which  he  was  paid  an  advance  of  $379. *70  previous  to 
the  delivery.  For  this  order  he  was  paid  $4,107.50.  The 
composition  was  allowed  at  $  1  per  thousand.  It  is  well 
known  to  every  practical  printer  in  the  country  that 
German  composition  is  charged  for  at  no  greater 
prices  than  English  composition,  and  that  a  German 
newspaper  man  charges  the  same  for  the  composition 
in  German  as  the  proprietor  of  an  English  newspaper 
would  charge  for  the  composition  in  English.  But 
we  find  that  this  favorite  of  the  Government  was 
allowed  $1  per  thousand  for  composition,  and  was  allowed 
for  press  work  at  30  cents.  In  May,  1884,  he  got  another 
order  for  20,000  more  of  this  pamphlet,  for  which  he  was 
paid  $2,764.15,  and  for  the  composition  again  at  $1  per 
thousand,  and  the  same  for  press  work ;  he  was  allowed  to 
charge,  like  all  the  others,  for  double  the  amount  of  press 
work  that  he  actually  did.  Well,  after  this  matter  came  up 
in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  I  received  a  letter  from 
a  German  publishing  house  in  the  county  of  Waterloo.  The 
proprietors  of  that  journal  asked  me  to  send  them  a  copy  of 
this  German  pamphlet,  and  a  copy  of  the  account  which  was 
rendered  to  the  Government.  I  complied  with  their 
request,  because  I  wanted  to  have  some  one  to  back 
me  up  in  the  statements  I  was  about  to  make  to  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  and  to  this  House,  in  regard  to 
these  printing  accounts,  and  I  received  a  letter  from  the 
publishers  of  that  German  newspaper,  in  which  they  say 
that  “  after  a  careful  calculation  the  work  can  be  done  here 
for  $1,800  ;  ”  and  the  letter  further  says  “  that  the  foreman  of 
another  office  in  the  same  town  also  made  an  estimate  and 
he  arrived  at  the  same  figure.”  Now,  it  will  be  seen,  as  I 
have  said,  1  hat  the  total  cost  of  this  work  was  $6,871.65. 
The  sum  this  work  would  have  cost  if  the  order  had  been 
given  to  any  German  printer  in  this  country  would 
have  been  $1,800,  which  shows  that  the  excess  paid 
on  this  job  was  no  less  than  $5,071.65.  The  excess  paid  on 
this  one  pamphlet  would  buy  a  Bteam  press,  a  steam  engine, 
and  all  the  type  that  would  be  required  to  furnish  the 
office  of  the  Prescott  Messenger.  In  giving  this  work  to  the 
Prescott  Messenger  the  Government  presented  to  the  propri¬ 
etor  of  that  paper  enough  money  to  buy  his  office  and  fur¬ 
nish  it  with  all  the  material  he  requires  in  his  business, 
together  with  a  power  press  and  a  steam  engine  to  drive 
it.  I  do  not  know  that  I  will  particularise  any  more  of  these 
jobs,  but  I  will  just  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
of  the  statements  that  were  made  by  the  gentlemen  who  now 
occupy  the  Treasury  benches  when  they  were  in  the  cold 
shades  of  Opposition,  with  regard  to  the  course  they  would 
pursue  if  they  were  ever  favored  with  the  confidence  of  the 
people  of  this  country  again.  I  find  that  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley,  in  the  election  contest  of  1878,  stated  as  follows: — 

“  Had  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member  been  in  power 
during  the  last  five  years,  he  wa3  satisfied  that  the  average  expenditure 
would  not  have  exceeded  22J  millions,  where  the  Mackenzie  Govern¬ 
ment  had  levied  24  millions.” 

I  find  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  a  speech  in  the  House, 
before  the  election,  in  187&,  said  : 

“  I  trust  I  have  satisfied  the  House  that  it  is  not  a  question  of  high  or 
low  taxation  any  further  than  this,  inasmuch  as  we  governed  the  country 
with  smaller  taxation,  and  inasmuch  as  we  are  prepared  to  govern  the 
country  again  without  these  extravagant  expenditures  which  have 
been  made  by  the  present  Government  since  they  have  been  entrusted 
with  power.  All  that  we  ask  is,  not  that  the  taxation  of  the  people 
Bhall  be  increased — because  we  do  not  require  so  much  money  as  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  as  we  have  Bhown  by  our  economy  in  the  past,  and 
which  we  are  prepared  to  practice  in  the  future;  but  that  the  money 
shall  be  levied  in  such  a  way  as  will  furnish  employment  for  the  people 
and  provide  the  means  of  having  the  taxation  which  is  levied  upon 
them.” 

Now,  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  subject 
opened  up  by  these  statements.  I  am  not  going  to  refer  to 
Mr.  Somerville  (Brant). 
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the  fact  that  they  have  failed  to  furnish  employment  to  the 
people,  and  therein  they  have  failed  to  provide  the  people 
with  the  means  of  paying  the  taxation  which  is  levied  upon 
them.  They  have  kept  their  promises  by  increasing  the 
annual  expenditure  of  the  Dominion  from  twenty-three  and 
a  half  millions  to  thirty-three  and  a-half  millions  I  This  is  a 
fair  sample  of  the  economy  practised  by  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  after  all  the  professions  they  made  before  the  elections 
of  1878.  Then  I  find  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  in  the 
House,  while  in  Opposition  : 

“  I  say  the  Government  have  no  right  to  have  a  surplus.  If  they  have 
a  surplus,  they  should  endeavor  to  get  rid  of  it  by  lightening  the  taxes 
on  the  people.” 

Well,  they  have  had  surpluses,  but  they  have  not  carried 
out  the  doctrine  which  was  laid  down  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper.  They  have  been  boasting  of  their  surpluses  for 
years  past,  but  they  were  obtained  by  imposing  an  exor¬ 
bitant  taxation  on  the  people  of  this  country.  I  would  like 
to  ask  what  they  have  done  with  their  surpluses  ?  They 
have  got  rid  of  them,  not  by  reducing  taxation,  but  by 
extravagant  expenditure  io  every  department  of  the  public 
service ;  by  creating  offices  for  relations  of  their 
own  and  for  relations  of  their  political  friends  ;  by  giving 
extravagant  aid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company ; 
by  bonusing  purely  local  railways,  to  keep  their  supporters 
solid,  and  by  giving  large  grants  to  railways  in  which 
members  of  the  Government  themselves  are  interested. 
Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  that  the  people’s  money 
should  be  expended  in  dispensing  advertising  patronage  to 
organs  of  the  Government,  and  subsidising  them  in  this 
manner.  1  do  not  think  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  news¬ 
papers  themselves.  A  newspaper  that  has  to  be  fed  in  this 
way  at  the  public  crib  does  not  deserve  the  confidence  of 
tbe  people.  I  say  it  destroys  its  own  influence — though  it 
may  not  destroy  its  influence  with  the  Government — but  it 
destroys  its  own  influence  in  the  community  where  it  cir 
culates.  On  several  occasions  we  have  had  notable  instances 
of  the  influence  which  was  possessed  by  independent  jour¬ 
nals,  journals  which  are  not  afraid  to  speak  their  own  mind, 
I  would  just  refer  incidentally  to  the  noble  instance  which 
was  furnished  by  the  Montreal  Witness  two  years  ago,  when, 
in  the  interests  of  the  public  who  travel  by  sea  it  ventured  to 
expose  in  its  columns  the  treatment  which  had  been  received 
by  immigrants  who  came  over  in  the  Allan  line  ol  steamers. 
It  is  well  known  that  the  Allan  Company  is  a  powerful  cor¬ 
poration — it  is  probably  the  most  wealthy  to  be  found  in 
Canada.  It  has  great  influence  in  Montreal,  and  it  has  great 
influence  with  the  Dominion  Government,  as  we  have  found 
in  times  past.  That  company  saw  fit  to  enter  a  suit  against 
the  Witness  for  $50,000  damages  for  having  libelled,  as  they 
said,  the  company,  by  publishing  the  article  complained  of, 
showing  the  public  that  the  company  was  not  treating 
immigrant  passengers  by  their  steamships  in  a  proper  way. 
The  suit  was  fought  out  in  the  courts,  and  to  the  credit  of 
the  jury  which  tried  the  case  it  found  a  verdict  for  the  defen¬ 
dants.  If  the  Montreal  Witness  had  been  a  subservient 
journal,  if  it  had  been  fed  with  Government  pap,  if  it  had 
been  fed  with  Allan  line  pap,  if  it  had  depended  for  its 
life  upon  any  Government  or  corporation,  as  these  organs 
seem  to  depend  upon  this  Government  for  life  and  subsist¬ 
ence  every  day,  it  could  not  have  had  independence  to  make 
the  statement  it  did  make  in  the  interest  of  the  public  at 
largo.  That  was  a  notable  instance  of  what  a  Iree,  untram¬ 
melled  and  independent  press  can  do  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people.  Where  "do  we  find  the  organs  of  tho  Government, 
the  Montreal  Gazette,  Toronto  Mail,  Hamilton  Spectator, 
Regina  Leader,  all  those  journals  which  are  fed  so  sys¬ 
tematically  by  this  Government?  We  find  them  con¬ 
stantly  praising  this  Government*  Every  iniquity  prac¬ 
tised  by  this  Government  is  ignored  by  those  journals. 
They  see  eye  to  eye  with  the  Government  on  every  public 
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question  under  discussion.  We  have  had  noteworthy  instances 
of  this  during  this  Session  and  last  Session.  We  found, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  this  Government  was  wasting 
the  public  money,  by  expending  extravagant  sums  in  aiding 
railways,  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  their  following 
in  this  House — that  the  Government  was  advancing 
immense  sums  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company, 
and  this  year  has  been  doing  the  same  thing — those  organs 
all  sang  the  same  tune.  They  never  can  criticise  fairly 
any  action  of  the  Government,  but  they  sink  their  inde¬ 
pendence  completely.  They  lose  their  influence,  or  ought 
to  lose  it,  with  the  intelligent  electors  of  the  Dominion. 
Daring  this  Session,  notably  in  the  ca.se  of  the  Franchise 
Bill,  those  organs  have  made  some  queer  statements.  The 
Montreal  Gazette ,  as  has  been  stated  by  the  member  for 
South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  had — I  was  going  to  say 
independence,  but  I  hardly  think  that  word  would 
be  applicable  ;  but  it  did  state  with  respect  to  that  Bill, 
especially  the  clause  relating  to  Indians,  that  if  the  Bill 
really  meant  ^hat  was  said  by  Opposition  organs  that 
journal  would  oppose  the  measure.  It  was  proved 
in  this  House  that  the  Bill  did  really  mean 
what  the  Opposition  organs  said.  We  had  the 
evidence  of  the  leader  of  the  Government  himself 
that  the  Opposition  interpreted  the  Bill  properly.  Did  the 
Montreal  Gazette  have  sufficient  independence,  after  this 
was  made  plain,  to  carry  out  the  resolution  which  it  made 
— that  it  would  oppose  the  Bill  if  it  contained  any  such 
provisions  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  The  Montreal  Gazette  was 
whipped  into  line,  as  all  the  organs  are,  if  ever  they  mani¬ 
fest  the  sligntest  independence.  The  Montreal  Gazette , 
Toronto  Mail,  Hamilton  Spectator  and  London  Free  Press, 
and  all  those  journals  receiving  patronage  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  sang  the  same  tune.  They  misrepresented  a  great 
deal  of  what  was  said  in  this  House  by  the  Opposition,  and 
from  day  to  day,  week  to  week,  month  to  month,  during 
that  discussion,  they  misrepresented  the  Bill,  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  Opposition,  and  they  sustained  the  Govern¬ 
ment  which  paid  them  for  doing  so.  We  may  have  a  par¬ 
tisan  and  subservient  Senate,  as  I  believe  we  have ;  we  may 
have  a  corrupt  Government,  as  I  believe  we  have  ;  we  may 
have  a  venal  House  of  Commons,  as  I  believe  we  have  ;  but 
with  all  these,  if  we  were  possessed  of  a  free  and  indepen¬ 
dent  press,  the  country  might  hope,  in  time,  to  throw  off  all 
those  barnacles  from  the  ship  of  State  and  eventually  secure 
honest  government. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Like  the  Government  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  We  have  it  in  Ontario — 
that  is  where  we  have  honest  government.  But  when  the 
press  of  the  country  is  a  purchasable  and  purchased  press, 
there  is  not  much  safety  for  the  Dominion.  When  public 
opinion  is  led  by  men  who  are  openly  bribed  to  mislead  and 
misrepresent  public  questions,  there  cannot  bo  much  hope 
of  the  purification  of  the  public  service.  I  hope  the  facts  I 
have  pi-esented  to-night  will  be  of  service  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  of  service  to  the  newspapers  to  which  I  refer.  It 
would  be  more  to  their  credit  if  they  acted  in  a  different 
manner  with  respect  to  this  printing  question.  I  know  for 
a  fact  that  after  the  first  Session  1  was  down  here,  after  I 
took  a  little  trouble  to  investigate  the  accounts  and  expose 
the  jobs  being  constantly  perpetrated,  immediately  after¬ 
wards  there  was  a  perfect  swarm  of  proprietors  of  news¬ 
papers  round  the  office  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  ask¬ 
ing  him  for  pity’s  sake  to  give  them  a  little  patronage.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  he  was  induced  to  dispense  a  little  more 
patronage  than  ho  otherwise  would  have  done  had  not 
an  exposure  been  made.  But  I  hope,  for  the  future,  tho 
members  of  the  Government  will  see  that  it  is  their  duty 
to  conserve  the  interests  of  tho  people  and  be  a  little  more 
economical  in  their  expenditure  in  this  regard. 


Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  We  had  a  threshing  bee  in 
another  place  over  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  having  at  that  time  pretty  thoroughly  separated  the 
wheat  from  the  chaff,  I  do  not  propose  at  this  time  to  detain 
the  House  more  than  a  few  moments,  while  I  refer  to  two 
or  three  of  the  more  palpable  mistakes  into  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  fallen.  In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  dealt  with  three  classes  of  patronage — 
as  he  calls  it — which  is  given  to  some  of  the  newspapers 
of  this  country.  The  first  of  these  is  the  printing  of  the 
Report  of  the  Geological  Survey;  and  what  I  want  to  point 
out  in  regard  to  that  is,  that  the  Geological  Survey  Eeport 
forms  no  part  of  the  contract  for  the  public  printing,  but  is 
expressly,  by  arrangement  with  the  contractors  themselves, 
exempted  from  it,  and  for  the  reason  that  the  work  is  of  a 
character  which  it  was  believed  by  those  in  charge  of  the 
Geological  Survey  Department  could  not  be  done,  or  ought 
not  to  be  done,  in  the  same  style  as  our  ordinary  Blue  Books 
are  printed.  I  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  has  looked  at  the 
volumes  of  the  Geological  Reports -I  do  not  say  as  they  are 
printed  now,  but  as  they  have  been  printed  during  the  last  ten 
or  twelve  years—  and  will  compare  them  with  the  ordinary 
Blue  Books  of  Parliament,  he  will  admit  at  once  that  there 
is  a  vast  difference  in  the  character  and  style  of  the  work, 
and  that  it  would  not  be  creditable  to  this  country  to  send 
out  books  of  that  kind,  if  they  were  printed  in  the  manner 
in  which  our  ordinary  Blue  Books  are  printed.  But  I  desire 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  seems  to  be  a 
rather  disingenuous  statement  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  When 
discussing  this  matter  the  other  evening,  I  said  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  reduced  the  price  of  printing  that  report.  Formerly 
it  was  printed  by  the  Messrs.  Lovell,  in  Montreal,  and  when 
the  late  Government  came  into  office  the  printing  was  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Montreal  Herald  office,  and  for  the  first  time 
went  into  a  newspaper  office  to  be  printed,  as  distinguished 
from  an  ordinary  job  printing  office.  The  price  paid  for  it 
then  was  50  cents  per  thousand  ems — the  ordinary  com¬ 
position  price  for  that  kind  of  work — and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  charged  me  with  having  misstated  the  price  as 
now  paid.  I  notice  by  the  Hansard  report — and, 
if  I  remember  aright,  I  corrected  it  in  the 
revised  edition — that  I  am  made  to  say,  in 
the  daily  edition,  that  the  price  which  has  since  been  paid 
has  been  a  very  much  reduced  price.  The  statement  which 
I  did  make,  the  statement  which  I  thought  I  was  careful  in 
making,  was  that  the  Government  had  now  reduced  the 
price,  and  that  the  price  now  paid  was  very  much  less  than 
what  was  formerly  paid.  That  was  brought  out  in  evidonce 
in  another  place.  The  hon.  gentleman  quotes  from  the 
Auditor  General’s  Eeport,  that  the  price  paid  last  year  to  the 
printers  of  the  Geological  Survey  Eeport  was  50  cents  for 
ordinary  composition,  75  cents  for  other  classes  of  work, 
and  $1  for  other  classes  of  work  ;  and  hon.  gentlemen  about 
him  cheered  those  statements,  as  if  they  implied  that 
whereas,  during  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  Administration  50  cents  was 
paid,  a  higher  price  was  paid  now.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  if  he  is  a  printer,  knows  that  the  price  of  50 
cents,  paid  during  the  Mackenzie  regime,  was  increased  to  75 
cents  for  certain  classes  of  work,  and  to  $1  for  other  classes 
of  work. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  Gazette  does  not  say 
so. 

Mr.  WHLTE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  as 
a  printer — and  therein  comos  tho  disingenuousness  of  his 
statement,  which  has  been  contradicted  by  what  is  practi¬ 
cally  the  sworn  testimony  of  the  officers  of  the  Government, 
examined  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee — he 
knows  that  when  he  undertakes  to  assume  that  because  50 
cents  is  stated,  that  means  50  cents  for  all  classes  of  work. 
H  any  one  went  into  his  office  and  asked  him  what  he  would 
chargo  for  printing  a  particular  job,  and  ho  said  50  cents  a 
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thousand,  he  knows  perfectly  well  that  if  he  got  the  job, 
under  the  well  established  rules  of  the  trade,  for  tabular 
work  and  for  figure  work,  he  would  be  paid  certain  higher 
established  prices,  and  that  without  these  being  even  men¬ 
tioned,  they  coming  in  under  the  regular  rules  of  the  trade ; 
and  I  state  here,  on  my  responsibility,  that  that  same  prin¬ 
ciple  of  accounting  applied  during  the  time  Mr.  Mackenzie 
was  in  office.  So  much  for  that  particular  work.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  printing  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Royal  Society.  Now,  that  matter  was  dealt 
with  in  another  place,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  ought 
to  have  known,  if  his  memory  had  not  failed  him, 
that  the  statement  he  made  to-day  was  calculated 
to  deceive  this  House.  He  knows  perfectly  well  that  the 
Government  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  printing 
of  the  Royal  Society’s  Report.  What  the  Government, or'rather 
Parliament,  did,  was  to  vote  $5,000  to  the  Royal  Society,  to 
enable  it  to  get  its  transactions  printed,  and  it  was  no 
matter  of  patronage  by  this  Government  in  connection 
with  the  printing  of  that  work.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  the  Gazette  office  got  $5,300  for  the  printing  of 
that  work.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  or  he  ought  to 
know,  that  that  statement  is  incorrect.  I  have  in  my  hand 
a  letter  which  was  obtained  from  Dawson  Bros.,  by  the 
manager  of  the  Montreal  Gazette  office,  in  answer  to  a  letter 
from  him,  in  which  Dawson  Bros,  esplain  how  that  work 
was  done  ;  and  though  it  is  a  matter  of  business  which  does 
not  affect  Parliament  in  the  least,  with  which  Parliament 
has  nothing  to  do,  I  will  read  the  letter.  The  letter  is 
dated  on  the  24th  of  April,  after  the  discussion  took  place  in 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  It  is  as  follows 

“  Dear  Sir, — Your  letter  of  the  23rd  is  before  us,  and  in  reply  we  beg  to 
say  that  the  printing  of  the  Royal  Society  transactions  is  entirely  in  our 
hands,  and  that  if  we  had  the  work  done  at  your  office  it  is  because  we 
found  there  the  best  facilities  for  doing  the  work. 

“The  volume  is  a  large  one,  and  being  divided  into  five  sections, 
going  on  simultaneously,  each  section  being,  moreover,  composed  of  the 
contributions  of  many  authors,  it  demands  the  lock-up  of  a  very  large 
mass  of  type,  both  in  small  pica  and  long  primer,  but  especially  in  small 
pica.  The  work  must  therefore  be  done  in  an  office  like  yours,  which  has 
very  large  fonts  of  these  styles,  and  can  permit  them  to  be  locked  up  for 
an  indefinite  time. 

“  Yours  truly, 

“  Dawson  Bros.” 

Now,  Sir,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  tho  amount  received  by  the 
Montreal  Gazette  office  for  the  printing  of  that  report  was 
simply  a  matter  of  composition  and  press  work,  and  was  not 
half'  the  sum  mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  The 
Messrs.  Dawson  supplied  the  paper;  they  did  the  binding; 
and  a  committee  of  the  Royal  Society,  headed  by  Dr.  Sterry 
Hunt,  the  chairman  of  that  committee,  supervised  the  print¬ 
ing.  They  came  to  the  office  and  read  the  proofs,  and  it 
was  a  matter  with  which  the  Government  had  no  more  to 
do  than  they  had  with  the  publication  of  the  admirable  work 
of  Mr.  Bourinot,  which  was  also  printed  at  the  Gazette  office, 
and  for  copies  of  which  the  Government,  I  believe,  sub¬ 
scribed  ;  and  therefore,  with  as  much  propriety,  it  might  be 
said  that  that  was  Government  patronage  bestowed  upon  the 
Montreal  Gazette.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the 
matter  of  pamphlets,  and  again  ho  is  disingenuous.  Ho  re¬ 
ferred  to  a  particular  pamphlet  called  “  British  Columbia  ” 
and  he  tells  us  that  there  were  five  editions  of  that 
work,  and  that  the  composition  was,  therefore,  charged 
five  times  over ;  and  he  went  on  to  show  what  an  extrava¬ 
gant  job  that  was,  and  how  utterly  extravagant  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  in  permitting  it.  He  said,  if  that  work 
had  been  done  by  tho  public  contractors  there  would  have 
been  but  one  composition,  and  that  the  Gazette  got  some 
seventeen  times  much - 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  Fourteen  times. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell) — fourteen  times  as  much  as 
would  have  been  obtained  by  the  Government  printers. 
Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  Government 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


printers  in  Ottawa  are  perpetually  printing  extra  or  new 
editions  of  the  same  work.  Take,  for  instance,  blank  forms 
from  the  Customs  Department.  A  certain  number  are 
ordered,  and  if  the  printer  is  skilful,  if  he  knows  his  busi¬ 
ness — and  judging  by  the  success  of  the  contractors  in  their 
work,  upon  which  I  congratulate  them,  a  success  which  I 
do  not  begrudge  them — if  they  are  skilful,  they  have  ©very 
one  of  those  forms  stereotyped,  and  every  time  a  new  order 
is  sent  to  them,  precisely  the  same  composition  is  charged, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows ;  and,  therefore,  if  this  work 
went  to  the  contractors  here  for  five  editions,  they  would 
not  charge  only  one  composition,  but,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows,  if  the  same  work  was  repeated  over  and  over  again, 
they  charge  every  time  a  separate  composition.  But  one 
point  was,  that  there  was  an  enormous  price  paid  for  the  work 
in  connection  with  the  matter.  Why,  Sir,  when  I  tell  you 
that  of  this  $9,000,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  said  was  paid 
for  the  400,000  copies  of  this  pamphlet,  the  amount  paid  for 
composition  was  $17  for  each  edition,  this  House  will  under¬ 
stand  how  scrupulously  honest  the  hon.  gentleman  was,  and 
how  exceedingly  careful  he  was  not  to  deceive  the  House  in 
any  way  in  the  statement  he  made.  But  with  regard  to  this 
and  other  pamphlets,  what  are  the  facts  which  were  brought 
out  in  evidence  by  officers  of  the  Government  in  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  Public  Accounts  ?  There  it  was  established  that  since 
1872  there  has  not  been  one  single  pamphlet  printed  by  the 
public  contractor,  This  work  has  always  been  done  in  the 
same  way;  the  late  Administration-— and  I  am  not  using  the 
tu  quoque  argument,  but  am  dealing  with  the  facts  as  they 
exist — gave  out  similar  pamphlets  to  outside  offices  owned 
by  friends  of  the  Government,  and  not  one  single  pamphlet 
was  ever  given  to  the  public  contractor.  The  same  policy 
has  been  pursued  by  this  Government,  with  this  difference, 
that  the  price  has  been  very  largely  reduced.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  the  evidence  which  was  given  by  the  Queen’s 
Printer  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  he  knows  that 
on  one  edition  of  the  pamphlet  relating  to  British  Columbia, 
of  56,000  copies,  at  the  prices  which  were  given  for  that 
kind  of  work  by  the  late  Administration,  the  cost  would 
have  been  $1,506,  while  the  price  actually  paid  by  this 
Government  was  $1,034,  or  nearly  50  per  cent.  less.  On 
another  pamphlet,  “  What  Farmers  Say,”  of  which  50,000 
copies  were  printed,  the  price  which  would  have  been  paid 
under  the  former  Government  was  $2,653.50,  while  the  price 
paid  by  this  Government  was  $1,495.67,  and  these  figures 
were  made  up  in  the  office  of  the  Queen’s  Printer  and  were 
given  in  evidence  in  the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts,  the 
hon.  gentleman  knowing  all  the  time  that  that  evidence  had 
been  given.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
matter  of  advertising,  and  he  tolls  us  that  it  is  an  outrage  that 
advertising  should  be  given  to  friendly  newspapers.  Dues 
the  hon.  gentleman  not  know  that  advertising  must  be 
given  somewhere— that  the  Government  must  advertise  ? 
If  they  do  not  advertise— if  they  let  contracts,  for  instance, 
without  advertising— Ijventure  to  say  thattt©  hon.  gentleman 
would  be  the  first  to  blame  them  for  it.  The  advertising, 
therefore,  must  be  done,  and  does  the  hon.  gentleman  not 
know  that  it  has  always  been  the  practice  of  all  Governments 
to  give  the  advertising  to  papers  friendly  to  them  ?  That 
is  a  legitimate  patronage  which  the  press  has,  and  it  is  about 
tho  only  patronage  tho  press  generally  has,  in  connection 
with  the  political  party  which  they  favor  being  in  office. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  back  to  a  historic  event 
which  took  place  in  this  country  in  1864,  he  will  find  that 
tho  late  George  Brown,  the  leader  of  the  Liberal  party  at 
that  time,  when  the  coalition  which  led  to  the  adoption  of 
Confederation  was  formed,  issued  a  circular  to  the  Reform 
newspapers  throughout  the  Province  of  Ontario,  in  which 
he  stated  that  if  they  supported  Confederation  they 
would  have  the  patronage  of  the  Government;  whereas, 
if  they  would  not  support  it  they  would  not  have  the 
patronage  of  the  Government.  I  remember  my  hon. 
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friend,  the  late  Senator  Penny,  denouncing  that  circular 
as  an  outrage— as  an  insult,  in  fact,  to  tho  press  of 
Canada.  But  it  was  defended  in  the  Toronto  Globe,  on 
the  ground  that  the  advertising  patronage  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  always  went,  and  must  always,  in  the  very 
nature  of  the  caRe,  go  to  friendly  newspapers,  and  to 
friendly  newspapers  practically  alone.  But  I  hnd  that  this 
Government  have  not  been  confining  themselves  to  friendly 
newspapers.  The  hon.  gentleman,  for  instance,  stated  $600 
as  the  amount  received— over  the  average  of  the  newspapers 
he  quoted — by  the  Montreal  Star.  Everyone  knows  that 
the  Montreal  Star  is  not  a  Conservative  or  Ministerial  news¬ 
paper  ;  evoryoDe  knows  that  it  boasts  of  being  a  thoroughly 
independent  newspaper;  but  those  who  read  it  carofully 
know  that  it  has  always  three  woids  for  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  for  one  that  it  has  for  this  side  of  the  Bouse.  But 
it  is  a  paper  with  a  large  circulation— perhaps  a  larger 
circulation  than  any  other  paper  in  Canada  to-day. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  Government  want  to 
get  it  over. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  venture  to  say  the  hon* 
gentleman  would  not  make  that  statement  in  the  presence 
of  the  proprietor  of  the  Montreal  Star.  It  shows,  Sir,  that 
he,  a  newspaper  man,  he  who  once  occupied  the  position  of 
president  of  a  press  association,  if  I  mistake  not,  so  degrades 
the  profession  to  which  he  belongs,  so  fouls  his  own  nest — 
and  every  one  knows  that  it  is  an  ill-bird  that  does  it — as  to 
say  that  $600  can  turn  over  the  Montreal  Star.  Shame  on 
him,  Mr.  Speaker  1  A  gentleman  occupying  the  position  he 
does  ought  not  to  make  a  statement  of  that  kind.  He  knows 
it  is  not  true.  I  know  that  statement  is  not  in  order;  but 
I  trust,  Sir,  under  the  circumstances,  with  an  insult  of  that 
kind  cast  at  the  press,  that  one  may  be  permitted 
to  transgress  the  rule  of  order  to  the  extent 
of  saying  that  he  ought,  at  any  rate,  to  know 
it  is  not  true.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  dealt  with 
the  question  of  the  independence  of  the  press.  Well,  Sir,  I 
do  not  think  the  press  is  on  its  trial  here.  The  Government 
are  on  their  trial,  always  on  their  trial,  not  only  when 
Parliament  is  sitting,  but  during  the  recess  as  well ;  and, 
looking  at  their  records  in  connection  with  public  printing, 
remembering  that  they  have  not  done  what  hon.  gentlemen 
did  whon  tbey  were  in  office,  distribute  the  ordinary 
printing  of  tho  Departments  to  their  friends,  but  have 
simply  continued  these  two  classos  of  work,  or  rather  one 
class — because  the  Report  of  the  Geological  Survey  is  not 
in  the  contract  at  all — havo  simply  continued  tho  policy 
with  regard  to  the  printing  of  these  pamphlets,  but  at  a 
much  lower  price  than  their  predecessors  were  in  tho  habit 
of  paying,  I  venture  to  say  that  they  can  vory  well 
appeal  to  tho  public  judgment  as  to  their  treatment 
of  this  particular  question.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  made  a 
statement  with  reference  to  tho  Messrs.  Allan  having  an 
advertisement  in  one  of  those  pamphlets.  That  was  also 
explained  in  the  Public  Accounts  Gommittee.  They  got 
that  advertisement  as  a  compensation  for  circulating  the 
pamphlets  through  their  1,200  agencies  in  Groat  Britain. 
It  was  about  the  cheapest  way  in  which  that  could  be  done, 
and  it  was  paid  for  in  that  way.  I  do  not  intend  to  delay 
the  House  on  this  questiou  any  longer.  I  thought  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  these  few  statements  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
gentleman. 

Mr.  SOMERYILLE  (Brant).  I  wish  to  say  a  word  of 
personal  explanation.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has  twisted  the  expression  I  made 
about  the  Montreal  Star.  The  imputation  I  wished  to  cast 
was  on  the  Government,  not  on  the  Montreal  Star  at  all. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  tho  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply. 

(In  tho  Committee.) 


Subsidy  to  a  line  of  steamers  to  run  fortnightly  be¬ 
tween  France  and  Quebec,  provided  the  French 
Government  appropriates  a  sum  equal  to  the 
amount  contributed  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
for  the  same  services .  $50,000 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  asked  to  let  this  item  stand, 
particularly  on  account  of  the  statements  made  by  tho  hon. 
member  for  Montmorency,  and  also  to  bo  enabled  to  lay 
before  the  House  a  statement  of  the  contract  into  which  the 
Government  has  entered  with  the  Halifax  Steamship 
Company.  Before  entering  into  the  question  of  the  con¬ 
tract,  I  desire  to  state  that  1  asked  the  hon.  member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs),  who  was  personally  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Wood,  the  agent  of  the  lino,  to  telegraph  and  ascertain 
the  facts  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  statement  made 
by  the  member  for  Montmorency.  These  answers  are  very 
explicit.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  reads  them,  it  will  bo 
found  that  the  statements  made  on  the  authority  of  Messrs. 
Plamondon  &  Auger,  in  the  Quebec  Chronicle,  are  entirely 
unfounded.  A  contract  under  this  item  has  been  entered 
into  with  the  Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Company.  The 
contract  is  for  a  fortnightly  lino  between  Canada  and 
Havre,  sailing  alternately  from  the  St.  Lawrence  and 
Halifax,  from  the  St.  Lawrence  during  the  seven  months 
following  the  opening  of  navigation,  and  from  Halifax 
the  remainder  of  the  year.  When  a  full  cargo  cannot  be 
obtained  in  Canada  for  France,  tho  company  are  to  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  go  to  Boston  or  Portland  for  cargo,  but  in  all 
cases  they  must  stop  at  Halifax  or  some  Canadian  port.  The 
duration  of  the  contract  is  five  years.  During  the  first  three 
years  there  are  to  be  20  round  trips,  and  during  the  last  two 
years  fortnightly  trips  all  the  year  around,  the  subsidy  in 
no  case  to  exceed  the  $50,000  voted  by  Parliament.  They 
are  specially  permitted  to  call  at  Charlottetown  and  Pictou 
if  any  cargo  can  be  obtained  at  these  points.  Goods  for 
Canada  must  be  landed  in  Canada  before  the  vessel  sails  for 
any  other  port.  All  steerage  passengers  shall  be  landed  in 
Canada  and  not  ticketed  or  re -shipped  for  the  United  States, 
Canadian  merchants  to  have  preference,  and  special  provi¬ 
sion  is  made  against  discriminating  rates  against  Canadian 
ports.  Most  hon.  gentlemen  at  all  acquainted  with  the 
trade  from  tho  Uuited  States  and  Canada  must  know  that 
in  many  cases  discriminating  rates  were  established  in  favor 
of  American  ports,  but  special  provision  is  made  that  Cana¬ 
dian  merchants  shall  not  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage  com¬ 
pared  with  the  Americans.  Their  service  was  to  commence 
1st  of  April,  1885 ;  the  stoamers  to  bo  first-class,  special 
survey  at  Lloyds  or  tho  French  Buroau  Veritas,' *  with  a 
carrying  capacity  of  2,000  tons,  and  speed  not  less  than 
11  knots,  and  to  bo  managed  by  first-class  officers. 
They  are  obliged  to  carry  whatever  mails  are  given  to  them 
at  the  different  ports  at  which  they  call,  and  to  deliver 
them  at  their  destination,  without  any  additional  charge  to 
the  Government,  other  than  that  which  is  paid  for  tho  all¬ 
round  trip,  $2,000.  Tho  contract  may  be  declared  void  at  any 
time  by  the  Finance  Minister,  in  case  of  a  violation  of  any 
of  the  conditions  of  the  contract,  and  he  is  to  bo  the  solo 
judge  as  to  whethor  the  contract  was  violated  or  nut.  Theso 
are  the  terms  of  the  contract  into  which  this  company  has 
entered  with  the  Government.  Tho  question  of  building 
up  a  trade  between  this  country  and  France  has  been  dis¬ 
cussed  in  this  House  so  often,  almost  every  Session  for  tho 
last  seven  or  eight  years,  that  I  do  not  deem  it  at  all 
advisable  to  repeat  what  has  been  said  on  former  occasions ; 
but  I  am  glad  to  know,  from  tho  tolograms  received,  that 
the  vessel  has  been  enable  to  obtain  a  cargo  in  Canada,  and 
that  there  is  every  prospect  of  its  succeeding.  We  only 
hope  may,  in  order  tbat  tbe  desire  of  Parliament  in 
voting  this  sum  may  bo  realised. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Tho  following  are  tho  telegrams  sent 
and  received.  I  sent  the  second  one,  as  tho  first  did  not 
seem  to  be  understood  : — 
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“  To  Joseph  Wood,  Halifax,  N.S. : 


“  Ottawa,  30th  June,  1885. 


“  Criticism  in  House  to-night  on  refusal  of  TJlunda  take  freight  at 
Quebec,  Langelier  said,  agents  said  steamers  would  not  take  any  there. 
Wire  me  full  particulars  refusal  to  take  deals,  and  particulars  of  any 
other  freight, 

/‘(Signed)  John  P.  Staibs.” 


“Ottawa,  30th  June,  1885. 

“  To  Joseph  Wood,  Halifax,  N.S. : 

“  Refer  to  letter  in  Quebec  Morning  Chronicle ,  3rd  June,  respecting 
refusal  to  take  oargo  Quebec  in  connection  mine  to-night.  Give  an 
answer  to  it. 

“(Signed)  John  F.  Stairs.” 

Tbo  following  is  the  answer  received 

"Halifax,  30th  June,  1885. 
“John  P.  Stairs,  M.P.,  House  of  Commons,  Ottawa : 

“  No  freight  offered  at  Quebec  to  Ulunda.  Quebec  agent  enquired 
day  before  she  sailed  if  we  would  offer  room  for  deals.  I  refused, 
because  nothing  was  certain,  and  steamer  ready  to  leave  ;  100  tons  got 
in  Montreal.  Positively  we  were  never  offered  any  deals.  Please  inform 
House  we  could  not  afford  to  stop  2,000-ton  steamer  at  Quebec  waiting 
doubtful  cable  from  Prance.  It  was  a  broker’s  enquiry  of  no  value 
whatever. 

“(Signed)  Joseph  Wood.” 

As  I  thought,  very  likely,  that  Mr.  Wood,  the  manager,  had 
not  access  to  the  letter  from  the  Quebec  Morning  Chronicle 
quoted  in  the  House,  I  sent  him  the  following  extract:— 

“  Plamondon  &  Auger  write  to  Quebec  Chronicle  of  3rd  June  : 

‘  What  is  the  reason  that  the  pioneer  vessel,  the  first  of  the  line  between 
Quebec  and  Havre,  refuses  to  take  freight  at  this  port.  We  have  con¬ 
tracted  for  and  made  sales  to  several  parties  in  France,  with  the  expec¬ 
tation  of  being  able  to  ship  by  this  line.  To  our  great  surprise,  we  were 
told  by  the  agent  for  the  line  at  Quebec  that  the  steamer  Ulunda  will 
not  be  permitted  to  stop  here  for  freight,  although  this  line  receives  a 
large  subsidy  from  the  Dominion  Government.’  Were  any  orders  given 
that  this  or  any  other  steamer  of  the  line  would  not  stop  at  Quebec. 
Contradict  this  explicitly,  if  not  true.  Your  telegram  yesterday  not 
clear  on  this  point.” 

And  I  received  the  following  reply  :  — 

“  No  orders  were  given  not  to  stop  at  Quebec.  On  the  contrary,  I 
stopped  Ulunda,  on  arrival,  25th  May,  at  Quebec;  kept  her  there  three 
days  ;  got  not  a  single  offer  of  cargo  ;  sent  her  to  Montreal ;  kept  her 
there  five  days  ;  got  100  tons;  ordered  her  right  away,  when  ready. 
Quebec  enquiry  for  deals  came  too  late,  and,  as  already  explained, 
was  only  enquiry.  The  statement  that  we  refused  to  stop  at  Quebec 
for  cargo  is  entirely  false.” 

Then  I  sent  another  : 

“  I  understand  Ulunda  got  nothing  at  Quebec.  Of  what  descrip¬ 
tion  goods  did  Montreal  cargo  consist,  and  what  from  Halifax  on  both 
trips  ? 

The  reply  is  as  follows  :  — 

“  Montreal  cargo  all  potash ;  Halifax  cargoes,  lobsters.  Twenty 
cabin,  four  steerage  passengers.  Eight  thousand  cases  lobsters  here 
now  waiting  our  steamer.” 

1  presume  that  refers  to  the  sailing  of  the  next  steamer 
which  is  to  go.  I  think  the  telegram  sent  by  Mr.  Wood  is 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  statement  made  in  Quebec,  as  to 
the  refusal  of  the  steamers  to  take  this  freight,  is  not 
correct.  This  trade  between  France  and  Canada  is  a  most 
important  one  to  the  people  of  Canada,  for  this  reason  :  that 
it  is  impossible  for  us  to  ship  goods  to  France  indirectly  with¬ 
out  having  to  pay  an  extra  amount  of  duty.  That  is  a  very 
great  disadvantage  under  which  we  lio.  It  may  be  probable 
that  it  will  take  some  time  to  build  up  this  trade,  but  I  think 
that,  if  the  people  are  content  to  accept  such  services  as  this 
line  of  steamers  can  give,  as  the  trade  develops,  better  facili¬ 
ties  can  be  provided.  If  we  have  no  direct  trade  with  Canada 
the  exporters  of  our  products  to  France  are  at  a  great  dis¬ 
advantage,  because  the  trade  with  the  United  States  is  large 
enough  to  go  directly  from  their  own  ports.  It  has  been 
true,  in  the  past,  that  some  portion  of  the  prodtfbts  of 
Canada  have  been  sont  through  the  United  States,  and,  in 
order  to  secure  entry  into  France  at  the  ordinary  rates  of 
duties,  they  went  as  American  goods.  I  think  it  would  be 
well,  if  this  subsidy  encouraged  the  trade  sufficiently,  to 
Mr.  Stairs, 


support  a  good  line  of  steamers,  so  that  in  time  it  might  be 
carried  on  without  any  subsidy  at  all. 

Mr.  MLLLS.  I  think  it  is  very  desireable  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  be  prepared  to  give  to  the  House  some 
information  upon  the  character  of  the  cargoes,  and  their 
amount  and  value,  which  go  from  Canada  to  the  continent 
of  Europe,  and  come  from  the  continent  of  Europe  back  to 
Canada.  We  have  three  lines  of  steamers  subsidised  by 
the  Government,  and  hon.  gentlemen  pretend  to  justify 
these  subsidies,  on  the  ground  that  they  are  to  build  up,  at 
an  early  day,  a  trade  between  this  country  and  the  con¬ 
tinent  of  Europe.  The  statements  of  the  member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs)  and  the  Minister  of  Customs,  go  to  show 
that  these  lines  of  steamers  are  practically  running  between 
American  ports  and  the  continent  of  Europe,  and  they  are 
subsidised  to  call  at  our  ports.  It  shows  how  small  is  the 
amount  of  freight  carried  from  Canada,  because,  if  there 
were  any  considerable  amount,  it  would  not  require  a  sub¬ 
sidy  to  induce  those  steamers  to  call  at  Halifax  or  other 
points  on  their  way  between  American  ports  and  the  con- 
tinent  of  Europe.  I  think  the  statement  made  by  the 
member  for  Halifax  and  the  Minister  of  Customs  shows 
that  really  there  is  at  the  present  time  very  little  trade 
indeed  between  Canada  and  the  continent  of  Europe,  and  in 
my  opinion  there  is  nothing  that  will  justify  the  very 
large  expenditure  incurred  by  the  Government. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported. 

TEADE  RELATIONS— NEWFOUNDLAND  AND  THE 
DOMINION. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  desire  to  ask  the  question  of  the 
Minister  in  relation  to  a  very  important  question  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  trade  between  Canada  and  Newfoundland.  I 
received  the  following  telegram  a  short  time  ago  : — 

“  Newfoundland  duty  on  Canadian  flour  $1  a  barrel,  gone  into  force. 
Newfoundland  merchants  telegraphing  their  correspondents  here  to 
stop  jobbing.” 

This  is  of  great  importance  to  the  trade,  as  it  is  an  important 
object  to  ascertain  whether  any  steps  have  been  taken,  and 
what  they  are,  to  avoid  this  difficulty  in  the  trade  negotia¬ 
tions  between  Newfoundland  and  Canada.  I  would  like  to 
know  if  the  Ministry  can  give  me  some  assurance  that  the 
matter  is  being  arranged  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Telegrams  of  a  similar  character  have 
been  received  by  the  Government  to-day,  and  we  expect  to 
deal  with  this  to-morrow  in  some  way.  The  Parliament  of 
Newfoundland  imposed  an  extra  duty  upon  certain  pro¬ 
ducts  coming  into  that  country  from  other  countries  that 
have  the  right  of  fishing  in  their  waters,  in  case  they  should 
put  a  duty  upon  the  fish  they  have  caught  in  Newfound¬ 
land  and  shipped  to  their  country, 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Is  it  likely  that  some  amicable 
arrangement  will  bo  entered  into  ? 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVTN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2  a.m., 
Friday, 
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The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  DISTUBBANCE  IN  THE  NOETH- WEST— CIVIL 
SEEVICE  VOLUNTEEBS. 

Mr.  EDGAE.  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Government  in  reference  to  some  members  of  the  Civil 
Service  who  are  out  as  volunteers  in  the  North-West.  I 
have  observed  that  some  of  the  educational  institutions  and 
the  Law  Society  of  Ontario,  I  think,  have  allowed  students 
who  have  gone  ou.t  on  service  with  the  militia  to  have  their 
standing  as  if  they  had  passed  the  examination.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  Government  whether,  as  a  Civil  Service 
examination  has  taken  place  while  these  troops  have  been 
out,  it  would  not  be  worth  while  for  them  to  see  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  not  allowing  the  examination  to  be  lost  for  the 
members  of  the  service  who  are  out  in  the  North-West. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  question  has  been, 
and  is  now  before  the  Government,  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  civil  servants  who  have  gone  out  to  fighf  the 
battles  of  their  country  shall  be  recompensed  for  their 
services  at  the  front,  as  well  as  the  services  of  all  other 
militia  men. 

CULLING  AND  MEASUEING  OP  TIMBEE. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
154)  further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  culling  and 
measuring  of  timber  in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  think  the  hon.  Minister  promised 
us  some  information  the  other  day  in  reference  to  the  mode 
of  inspecting  spars  and  masts,  by  what  measurement  they 
were  inspected,  and  what  was  the  standard  measurement. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  find  that  the  measurement  adopted 
in  Quebec  is  similar  to  that  adopted  in  the  other  Provinces. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  Then  the  measurement  is  obtained  by 
multiplying  the  diameter  by  the  length.  I  do  not  see  how 
the  measurement  in  board  measure  can  be  obtained  in  that 
way. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Eenfrew.)  The  contents  of  the  stick  is 
not  the  question  which  arises  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  masts 
and  spars  at  all.  The  length  of  the  mast  and  spar  must  be 
in  a  certain  proportion  to  the  diameter.  It  is  not  computed 
by  board  measurement  at  all.  The  stick  is  to  be  three 
times  in  feet  the  diameter  in  inches  at  one-third  from  the 
bottom. 

Bill  read  the  second  timo,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  would  like  to  know 
from  the  Minister  what  was  the  total  loss  on  this  to  the 
consolidated  revenue  for  the  last  year  or  two  ?  What 
were  our  net  receipts  and  expenditures  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Tho  receipts  are  about  $43,000,  and 
the  whole  expenditure  $71,000  in  round  numbers,  leaving  a 
loss  to  the  revenue  of  $28,000.  That  was  duo  to  the  falling 
off  in  trade,  and  partially  to  the  reduction  of  tho  fee  that 
was  formerly  charged.  But  the  present  Bill  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  increase  the  charges  upon  the  consolidated  revenue  ; 


on  the  other  hand,  there  will  be  much  less  of  a  charge  than 
at  present ;  there  will  be  a  reduction  of,  I  think,  $3,000  or 
$4,000  by  this  arrangement. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  We  were  promised  that 
although  at  the  time  the  deficit  [could  not  be  extin¬ 
guished,  it  would  be  gradually  reduced  to  nothing.  It  is 
clear  that  $20,000  a  year  is  a  large  sum  to  pay.  It  looks 
very  much  as  if  an  unnecessary  number  of  pensioners  were 
being  placed  on  the  public  Treasury,  which  is  neither  in  the 
interest  of  the  country  or  of  the  trade. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  is  becoming  more  evident  every  day 
that  reductions  must  be  made  both  in  the  culling  depart¬ 
ment  and  the  different  offices.  1  propose  to  work  out  the 
reduction,  and  to  commence  it  by  the  reductions  proposed 
in  this  Bill,  and  next  year  to  effect  a  saving  in  the  offices 
at  Quebec.  Next  year  the  reduction  will  amount  to  from 
$5,000  to  $6,000. 

Sir  EICHARD  CAETWEIGHT.  We  shall  be  glad  of 
that.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  say,  approximately,  within 
what  space  of  time  he  will  be  able  to  make  the  receipts 
equal  the  expenditure,  or  what,  does  he  suppose  will  finally 
be  the  extra  charge  under  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  depends  greatly  upon  the  lumber 
trade ;  and  all  I  can  be  expected  to  do  is  to  assure  the 
House  that  this  reduction  of  staff  and,  therefore,  of  expendi¬ 
ture,  will  be  made.  It  is  quite  evident  that  the  staff  is  too 
large.  With  respect  to  the  objection  of  increasing  the 
number  of  pensioners :  that  is  one  of  those  things  which  is 
unavoidable.  When  hon,  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power 
they  found  the  necessity  of  dealing  with  this  Department. 
They  found  the  staff  too  large,  and  they  reduced  it  by 
placing  on  the  retired  list  26  or  27  cullers.  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  add  more  than  8  or  10  to  that  list,  and  that  at  the 
same  rate  as  those  who  were  previously  retired. 

Mr.  LANGELIEE.  What  authority  will  decide  as  to 
whether  cullers  are  incapable,  by  reason  of  age  or  otherwise, 
from  pursuing  their  business  ?  There  is  nothing  in  the  Bill 
to  show  what  is  the  authority  to  decide  that  point,  which  is 
one  of  great  importance. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  have  to  place 
a  little  confidence  in  the  Department  fairly  administering 
the  law. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  do  not  object  to  the  Department 
deciding  the  question;  but  the  Bill  does  not  state  whether 
the  Minister  or  supervisor  of  cullers  will  decide  it. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  first  action  taken  will  be  by  the 
supervisor  of  cullers  at  Quebec.  If  he  certifies  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  that  “A”  and  “B”  have  reached  that  age  when  they  are 
incapable  of  performing  the  duties  of  culler,  then  the  cases 
will  be  taken  up  by  the  Department.  Several  communica¬ 
tions  have  been  made  to  me  by  gentlemen  who  differ  in- 
politics  from  the  party  at  present  in  power,  as  to  how  the 
men  will  be  treated.  I  have  in  all  cases  assured  them  that 
no  man  will  be  removed  for  political  purposes.  If 
he  is  incapable  of  performing  the  duty,  then  he  will  be 
placed  upon  the  retired  list.  That  is  all  the  assurance  I  can 
give. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Eenfrew).  I  am  pleased  to  hear  the  Min¬ 
ister  state  that  no  culler  will  be  removed  for  political 
reasons.  In  1877  tho  Bill  was  introduced  by  tho  Minister 
of  Inland  Bovenue,  which  contained  a  provision  nearly 
similar  to  that  in  this  Bill.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  a  good 
many  cullers  were  i-emoved  for  political  reasons  at  that 
timo.  I  would  suggest  that  “  1880  ”  bo  replaced  by  “  1878,” 
and  that  the  words,  “  all  who  may  since  bo  employed,”  bo 
added. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Is  it  not  time  to  con¬ 
sider  whether  there  is  any  real  propriety  or  necessity  in 
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having  those  persons  pensioned  after  a  certain  period  of 
service.  They  are  not  civil  servants.  I  would  not  inter¬ 
fere  with  those  who  are  now  members  of  that  distinguished 
fraternity,  but  why  should  everyone  who  undertakes  to  be 
a  culler  be  qualified  to  receive  a  pension,  when  it  may 
appear,  for  some  reason,  that  it  is  undesirable  to  employ 
him  any  longer. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  thought  I  had  given  the  reason 
already.  I  had  before  me  the  example  of  our  predecessors 
in  that  case,  and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  fair  to  those  who 
are  now  engaged  in  that  service  to  depart  from  the  rule  which 
has  been  followed  so  long.  It  must  also  be  remembered  that 
the  lumber  trade  has  contributed  a  very  large  sum  to  this 
fund. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  case  stands  thus  ; 
That  the  country  is  taxed  $28,000  a  year  for  the  purposes 
of  this  trade.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  so  far 
as  the  men  who  are  at  present  actually  engaged,  and  as  to 
whom  it  may  bo  said  that  some  kind  of  understanding  has 
been  arrived  at,  it  may  be  impossible  to  refuse  them  a  retir¬ 
ing  pension.  But  the  question  is  why  the  cullers  who  may 
hereafter  bo  appointed  should  be  pensioned,  while  the  coun¬ 
try  is  taxed  to  a  considerable  extent  for  the  benefit  of  the 
cullers  or  tho  trade?  It  is  true,  a  part  of  this  money  comes 
from  the  lumber  trade,  but  at  the  same  time  there  is  a  steady 
annual  deficit,  which  is  paid  by  the  country  at  large. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  As  I  understand  the  Bill,  there 
is  no  provision  for  pensioning  cullers  who  may  be  attached 
to  the  office  hereafter,  but  only  those  who  are  employed  at 
present. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  The  Minister,  appa¬ 
rently,  does  not  so  understand  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  That  is  how  I  understand  it, 
and  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  looks  at  ihe  Bill,  he  will 
so  understand  it  too.  As  to  the  country  being  put  to  the 
expense,  I  would  just  say  that  up  to,  I  think,  1874,  the  fees 
which  were  collected  from  the  lumbermen  in  connection 
with  the  culling  of  timber  in  Quebec,  were  much  in  excess 
of  the  requirements  of  the  office.  It  is  true  there  have 
been  some  deficits,  but  I  think,  taking  the  whole  receipts 
since  Confederation,  it  will  be  found  that  there  is  still  a 
small  surplus  in  favor  of  the  office.  This  Bill  provides 
that  the  Governor  in  Council  shall  have  the  power  to  raise 
tho  tariff  of  fees  whenever  it  may  be  necessary  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  the  office,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenue,  for  the  time  being,  will  exercise  that 
power  when  it  is  found  that  the  surplus  previously  col¬ 
lected  from  the  lumbermen  shall  have  been  exhausted. 
With  regard  to  pensioning  the  cullers,  a  larger  number  of 
them  were  employed  in  the  office  than  was  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  and  in  1877  the  then  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue — from 
the  pressure  which  was  brought  to  bear  on  him  by  members 
in  the  trade — -of  there  being  a  largo  number  of  cullers  who 
were  wholly  incapable  of  discharging  their  duties,  deemed 
it  expedient  to  reduce  the  staff  considerably,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  bo  considered  fair  to  discharge  these  men 
without  making  some  provision  for  them.  The  sum  of  $200 
was  regarded  by  the  Government,  of  which  the  hoo.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  was  a  member,  as 
a  fair  annuity,  and  it  is  not  now  proposed  to  increase  it. 
Therefore,  as  it  does  not  apply  to  those  who  may  hereafter 
be  appointed,  I  think  there  can  be  no  objection  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  it  is  clearly  under¬ 
stood  and  stated  that  that  was  the  case,  it  would  meet  the 
objection  I  raised.  What  I  objected  to  was,  that  when  there 
was  a  serious  deficit  every  year,  every  man  should  be 
entitle!  to  a  pension  on  retiring.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  right  in  saying  that  when  we  found  that  there 
were  employed  a  great  many  more  cullers  than  were 
wanted,  in  the  interests  of  the  country  and  the  trade,  at 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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large  salaries,  some  such  arrangement  as  he  mentioned  was 
proposed.  I  think  it  saved  a  good  deal  of  money  to  the 
country,  and,  if  I  remember  aright,  tho  hon.  member  for 
Renfrew  was  one  of  those  who  complained  of  the  unneces¬ 
sary  burdens  which  wero  placed  on  the  trade. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  Minister  state  what  is  the  balance 
still  to  the  credit  of  the  fund,  if  any;  also  the  amount  of  the 
deficit  for  the  last  financial  year. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  As  I  understand,  the  surplus  has  been 
exhausted,  and  there  is  a  slight  balance  on  the  other  side 
of  tho  ledger. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  what  I  understood.  I  think  the 
surplus  was  exhausted  at  the  last  financial  year,  and  I  think 
there  is  about  $30,000  on  the  wrong  side. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No,  I  think  it  is  about  $18,000  or 
$19,000.  With  regard  to  the  question  put  by  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  the 
Bill  does  not  establish  the  principle  of  gratuities  to  that 
class  of  officers.  It  recognises  the  general  principle  that 
where  an  office  is  abolished  in  the  public  interest  the  holder 
of  the  office  is  entitled  to  consideration.  It  is  only  in  cases 
where  a  reduction  is  made  in  the  staff  in  the  public  interest 
that  the  granting  of  annuities  would  be  considered  at  all. 
It  will  be  several  years  before  a  new  appointment  is  made, 
at  any  rate. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  On  that  subject  I  wish  to  make  this  obser¬ 
vation.  You  ai*e  dealing  with  what  is  apparently  a  dimin¬ 
ishing  industry.  On  two  occasions  there  has  been  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  staff,  because  it  was  too  large  for  the  current 
exigencies  of  the  office.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be 
well  for  the  future  to  make  an  express  provision  which 
would  disentitle  those  who  come  in  from  any  expectation  of 
an  annuity.  Then  the  men  who  came  in  would  come  in 
upon  that  risk  and  understanding.  As  a  general  rule,  when 
men  come  into  a  public  office,  it  is  supposed  to  be  perman¬ 
ent — that  the  public  service  would  continue  to  require  them. 
In  this  case  there  are  serious  risks  of  the  public  service  not 
requiring  them,  as  has  occurred  on  two  occasions,  and  it 
seems  to  me  the  hon.  Minister  should  make  an  express  pro¬ 
vision  to  disentitle  them  from  any  expectation. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  agree  thoroughly  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  ;  but  no  such  change  may  take  place  for  perhaps 
ten  yoars,  and  I  do  not  think  we  should  bind  the  actions  of 
any  future  Parliament.  Mon  who  accept  the  position 
ought  to  consider  its  uncertainties. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  after  this  debate,  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  appoints  new  men  without  such  a  clause,  the  expecta¬ 
tion  would  be  created,  and  the  Parliament  will  not  be  free 
to  act  in  the  future  when  another  reduction  may  be  made. 
What  we  want  to  do  is  to  prevent  the  raising  of  a  claim, 
which  we  can  only  do  by  declaring  the  conditions  on  which 
the  men  are  appointed. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  This  Bill  makes  no  provision 
outside  of  those  already  employed.  It  does  not  provide  for 
any  gratuity  to  those  who  may  hereafter  bo  appointed. 
Therefore,  it  lies  with  this  Legislature  to  deal  with  those 
cases  which  aiise  hereafter,  and  if  Parliament  in  future 
sees  fit  in  its  wisdom,  to  grant  a  gratuity,  I  do  not  see  that 
we  can  prevent  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Wo  cannot,  by  any  law  we  pass  to-day, 
prevent  a  future  Parliament  from  doing  it  in  its  wisdom,  if  it 
pleases.  But  we  may  impose  an  equitable  obligation  to  do 
it.  I  know  that  in  1877  when  we  made  a  reduction  we  paid 
a  gratuity,  and  in  1880,  when  we  made  another  reduction  we 
paid  a  gratuity ;  and  when  we  have  the  Minister  declaring 
that  that  was  in  accordance  with  the  general  policy  of  the 
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country.  I  think  the  probability  is  that  in  ten  years  hence, 
if  we  are  called  upon  to  reduce  the  staff,  we  shall  say  that 
these  men  entered  the  office  on  expectations  based  on  two 
former  occurrences  and  on  the  statement  of  the  Minister 
also  as  to  the  policy  that  we  are  not  free,  but  are  tied. 
Of  course,  the  Parliament  is  not  tied  by  our  Act,  because  it 
may  be  generous  if  it  chooses,  but  it  may  feel  bound,  under 
the  circumstances  1  have  stated,  to  give  a  gratuity  that  it 
would  not  give  if  it  were  free. 

M  r.  MACKENZIE.  I  would  suggest  that  after  the  words, 
“  until  1876  ”  you  insert  “  or  who  may  be  employed  up  to 
the  time  of  the  passage  of  this  Act  only.” 

Amendment  agreed  to,  and  committee  rose  and  reported 
Bill  with  amendments. 

Amendments  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  third 
time  to-morrow. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  to-morrow.  We  do  not  sit  to-mor¬ 
row,  it  is  the  4th  of  July. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
propose  that  we  should  adjourn  on  the  4th  of  July  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  refused  to  pro¬ 
pose  that  we  should  meet  on  the  4th  of  July. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  sat  on  the  1st  of  July  and  voted 
several  millions  to  the  State  of  Maine  to  build  a  railway 
there. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  we  are  carrying  out  the  Act  on  the  4th. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  the  third  time  on  Monday. 

MILITIA  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  CARON  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  152) 
to  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act,  1888.  He  said: 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  give  authority  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  increase  the  number  of  the  permanent  corps  now 
in  existence  from  750  to  1,000  men.  This  Bill  is  required 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  two  new  schools  of 
iniantry,  one  to  be  established  at  London  and  the  other  at 
Winnipeg. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  wish  to  say  briefly  that  the  impression 
remains  which  I  entertained  before  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposed  the  change  in  the  law  of  which  this  is  an 
extension,  that  much  more  could  be  done  by  another  use  of 
the  public  money  which  is  to  bo  expended  in  this,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  with  reference  to  the  North-West.  My  opinion  is 
that  a  more  liberal  encouragement  of  the  formation  of  local 
corps  through  that  country  would  be  an  infinitely  wiser  and 
more  effective  application  of  the  public  moneys  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country  than  the  establishment  of  a  corps 
or  school  at  Winnipeg. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  For  how  long  are  these  men  to  be 
enrolled  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Three  years. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  all  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  No,  it  is  not  in  the  Bill.  The  Militia 
Act,  section  21  provides  that  the  750  men  thereby  authorised 
shall  bo  in  the  service  for  periods  of  throe  years  continuous 
service.  This  Bill  does  not  so  provide,  but  says  “for  con¬ 
tinuous  service.”  Is  there  to  be  any  limit  of  time  or  are 
these  mon  enrolled  lor  an  indefinite  period  of  time  ?  Is  this 
the  commencement  of  the  creation  of  a  standing  army  for 
all  time.  I  think  it  is  a  mistake  to  drop  the  words  “  three 
years,”  and  I  suggest  that  the  Minister  should  amend  the 
Bill  by  inserting  them  before  the  word  “  continuous.”  If 
he  does  not,  I  shall  move  the  Bill  back  to  Committee  for 
this  purpose. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  ask  your  opinion,  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  to  how  far  this  Bill  is  in  ordor.  It  is  in  terms  a  Bill  to 
authorise  an  addition  to  the  number  of  men  of  250.  The 
Act  provides  that  the  whole  strength  of  the  force  which 
Her  Majesty  is,  by  the  21st  section  of  the  Consolidated 
Militia  Act  of  1883,  authorised  to  raise,  may  beany  number 
of  men  not  exceeding  1,000,  it  provides  that  250  more  mon 
may  bo  raised.  The  Consolidated  Militia  Act,  of  courso, 
provides  for  the  pay  of  all  the  men  who  may  be  raised.  The 
practical  result  of  this  Bill,  if  it  should  bo  passed  in  this 
shape,  is  therefore  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  250  more 
men.  Can  that  be  done  without  a  resolution  and  by  such  a 
clause  as  this  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  money  must  be  voted  in  the  Esti¬ 
mates. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  there  is  an  annual  vote  for  the 
militia,  but  the  rate  at  which  the  militia  officers  are  to  be 
paid  is  fixed  by  the  Act. 

Mr.  CARON.  This  is  only  taking  authority  to  increase 
the  number  of  men.  The  pay  of  the  men  must  come  bofore 
Parliament,  and,  if  it  is  not  authorised,  of  course  the  men 
cannot  be  paid,  but  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  necessary  to 
introduce  resolutions  before  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  point  is  really  a  very  important  one. 
I  do  not  so  much  say  it  is  necessary  to  initiate  this  measure 
by  resolution  any  more  than  it  was  to  initiate  the  Conso¬ 
lidated  Militia  Act  by  resolution,  but  the  Consolidated 
Militia  Act,  which  provided  for  the  creation  of  this  force, 
provided  also  for  the  pay  of  this  force,  and  the  resolutions 
providing  for  the  pay,  although  there  is  an  annual  vote, 
were  brought  in,  and  properly  so,  in  committee,  as  the 
journals,  which  I  have  here,  show.  The  clauses  providing 
for  the  pay  were  in  blank,  and  they  were  put  into  the  Bill 
in  committee.  This  proposes  to  deal  with  the  existing 
statute,  which  provides  for  the  pay  of  all  the  forces  to  bo 
raised  under  it,  and  you  propose  to  add  to  their  force  ;  and, 
of  course,  if  the  Bill  passes  in  this  form,  you  add  to  the 
charge  because  you  make  the  money  clauses  applicable  to 
250  more  men,  or  one-third  more.  Therefore,  if  the  Bill 
passes  in  this  shape,  we  shall,  without  a  preliminary  com¬ 
mittee,  have  practically  added  to  the  public  charge. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think  that,  when  the  reso¬ 
lutions  were  moved  in  the  first  instance  for  the  Militia  Bill, 
the  object  was  not  to  determine  by  those  resolutions  the  sum 
of  money  to  be  paid  for  the  militia,  but  to  determine  the  rate 
—  at  all  events,  that  is  as  far  as  I  recollect  it — the  rate  per 
man,  to  say  how  much  money  might  be  paid  to  the  men 
who  would  serve  under  that  Militia  Act.  That  has  been 
done.  My  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Militia  does  not  ask 
to  change  that  rate,  but  only  says  that  instead  of  750  men 
we  ask  that  the  number  shall  be  1,000  men.  The  rate 
remains  the  same,  and  the  amount  of  money  will  be  put  in 
the  Estimates  if  this  is  passed,  and  then  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  will  determine  whether  that  sum  is  in  accordance 
with  the  rate  fixed  by  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
militia.  But  we  are  obliged  every  year  to  come  down  and 
ask  the  money  from  Parliament  notwithstanding  that  thoso 
resolutions  were  passed.  The  rate  of  pay  is  to  be  the  same 
for  the  250  additional  men  as  for  the  750.  Of  course  the 
question  that  has  arisen  is  a  very  nice  one,  and  it  may  as 
well  be  settled  now  ;  but  I  think  there  is  something  in  tho 
statement  I  made  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  will  explain  to  the  hon.  gentloman  my 
view  of  that  matter.  When  tho  Act  was  passed  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  to  authorise  the  creation  of  a  force  of  so  many  mon 
at  such  a  rate  of  pay,  and  by  multiplying  tho  rate  by  tho 
number  of  men  you  understood  tho  total  amount  of  public 
charge  that  was  being  authorised  by  the  Act.  Of  course, 
it  was  understood  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  vote  the 
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Estimates  every  year.  But,  notwithstanding  that  fact,  Ave 
had  to  have  a  committee  before  we  could  get  the  clause  into 
the  Bill.  What  is  proposed  now  is  to  increase  the  number 
of  men  to  whom  the  rate  Bhall  be  applicable,  to  make  it 
1,000  instead  of  750,  and  thus  to  increase  the  public  charge. 
Parliament  did  not  say  that  the  Government  shall  have  any 
definite  power  of  raising  the  number  of  men  at  their  will. 
Parliament  said :  You  may  raise  and  pay  750  men  at  this 
rate,  and  we  know  what  we  propose  to  do.  But  if  you  now 
add  one-third  to  the  number  of  the  men  you  add  one-third 
to  the  public  charge,  and  that  you  do  without  a  preliminary 
resolution. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  Perhaps  so,  but  would  it 
not  be  better  to  ascertain  the  facts  by  seeing  what  that 
resolution  was.  I  have  not  seen  it.  Perhaps  the  resolution 
was  only  to  determine  the  rate  for  each  man  without  deter¬ 
mining  the  number. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  so. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  If  the  resolution  did  not 
state  that  it  was  a  force  of  750  men,  I  think  we  could  go  on 
with  this  in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  resolution  had  reference  to  the  legisla¬ 
tion  before  us.  We  had  a  Bill  before  us  authorising  the 
creation  of  a  force  not  exceeding  750  men,  and  we  had  a 
resolution  before  us  authorising  the  pay  for  the  force  at 
such  rates,  therefore  we  had  the  whole  effect  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  before  us.  That  is  not  the  case  now. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes,  we  have  the  number 
of  men  and  the  rate  that  is  fixed  by  law  to  be  paid  them. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  beg  to  remind  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  that  these  resolutions  state  that  no  sum  of  money  shall 
be  paid  without  being  included  in  the  Estimates.  The  rate 
of  pay  which  was  introduced  into  the  Bill  was  to  fix  the 
salary  that  would  be  given  to  the  officers  and  men.  As  it 
now  stands  we  could  have  paid  the  officers  and  men  belong¬ 
ing  to  tho  different  schools  out  of  the  sum  voted  by  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  the  ordinary  militia ;  but  this  Bill  does  not  preclude 
the  Minister  of  Militia  from  paying  tho  schools  of  infantry 
and  the  schools  of  gunnery  out  of  the  ordinary  sum  voted  by 
Parliament  every  year  for  militia  purposes ;  consequently 
I  thought,  and  1  think  now,  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
initiate  the  Bill  by  a  preliminary  resolution. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  find  on  the  Journals  of  1883  that  a 
resolution  was  then  introduced,  on  which  a  clause  in  the 
Militia  Act  was  founded,  which  regulated  the  rate  to  be 
paid  to  the  various  branches  of  the  service.  The  resolution 
was : 

!1  That  it  is  ^jpedient  to  provide  that  the  pay  of  the  officers  and  men 
of  the  active  militia  land  force,  for  each  day’s  drill  of  three  hours,  under 
section  45  of  the  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  laws  affecting  the 
militia  of  Canada.” 

But  that  is  not  the  section  which  is  now  being  amended. 
The  section  now  being  amended  is  section  21  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Militia  Act,  and  that  does  not  appear  to  have  boon 
founded  upon  a  resolution.  That  clause  provides  that  a  cer 
tain  number,  not  exceeding  750  men,  may  be  enlisted  for 
continuous  service  out  of  the  force  authorised  by  tho  Act. 
Now  it  is  proposed  to  empower  the  Department  to  increase 
that  force  to  a  number  not  exceeding  1,000,  but  the  pay  for 
that  force  has  to  como  before  tho  House  by  a  Message  and 
bo  voted  annually,  and  if  it  is  not  voted  annually  the  force 
cannot  be  paid  and  will  have  to  be  disbanded.  I  do  not 
think,  therefore,  under  these  circumstances,  that  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  this  clause  should  be  founded  upon  a  resolution. 

Bill  read  the  second  time  on  a  division,  and  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  Blake. 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CARON.  In  order  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  I  pro¬ 
pose,  after  the  word  “  for,”  to  add  the  following  words : 
‘‘  periods  of  three  years  of  continuous  service.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  original  clause  provided  for  a 
division  into  three  corps.  The  present  proposal  is  very 
much  larger,  because  it  proposes  to  give  power  to  divide 
this  1,000  men  into  as  many  corps  as  you  see  fit.  Is  it  the 
intention  to  take  that  power  deliberately  and  to  divide  this 
number  into  more  than  five  different  corps  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  This  is  the  reason  why  I  put  this  into  the 
Bill  :  Take,  for  instance,  the  school  at  Winnipeg.  It  was 
the  intention  to  organise  a  corps  of  150  men.  This  year  I 
do  not  propose  to  organise  a  corps  stronger  than  100  men. 
But  it  may  be  necessary,  in  view  of  the  situation,  instead 
of  having  one  corps  of  100  men,  for  instance,  to  have  one  of 
200  men.  I  thought  that  if  Parliament  knew  that  the 
Department  could  not  go  beyond  the  strength  of  a  1,000 
men,  it  would  leave  discretion  to  the  Department  to  divide 
that  force  as  circumstances  might  require. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  does  not  answer  my  question.  The 
hon.  gentleman’s  point  is  concentration  ;  mine  is  division. 
His  original  Act  provided  for  not  more  than  three  compa¬ 
nies  of  infantry.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  suggests  is  that, 
although  ho  wants  to  take  power  to  have  250  more  men  who 
may  make  two  companies  of  infantry  nominally,  he  may 
wish  to  have  those  250  under  one  command  and  at  one 
place.  That  would  still  be  accomplished  if  he  provided  that 
there  should  be  not  more  than  five  companies  of  infantry. 
But  by  the  proposal  he  now  makes  he  takes  power,  by  divid¬ 
ing  the  force,  to  have  seven,  eight  or  ten  companies  of 
infantry.  If  you  have  troops  at  different  points,  it  is  impos¬ 
sible  to  maintain  them  at  the  same  expense  as  if  they  were 
all  at  one  point.  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  the  whole 
five  companies  being  at  one  point  at  one  time,  and  although 
the  Minister’s  intention  is  to  have  them  at  London  and 
Winnipeg,  he  might  have  them  all  at  Winnipeg  for  a  time. 
By  his  present  proposal  the  hon.  gentleman  may  divide  tho 
force  into  ten  companies  instead  of  five,  and  have  them  at 
ten  different  points,  and  then  the  expenditure  would  be 
increased. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  intention  really  is  to  create  two  new 
companies  of  infantry.  I  have  no  objection  to  insert  that  in 
the  Bill — the  force  to  be  divided  into  such  corps  as  is  pro¬ 
vided  by  clause  21  of  the  Consolidated  Act  of  1883,  with 
the  addition  of  two  companies  of  infantry. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  this  the  whole  provision  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  submit  to  Parliament  this  Session 
with  respect  to  the  North-West  militia  force  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is.  When  the  Estimates  were  up  I  had 
occasion  to  state  that  the  corps  which  were  organised  in  tho 
North-West  during  the  troubles  as  permanent  corps  will  be 
retained  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  militia  force.  But  out¬ 
side  of  the  91st  and  92nd,  the  militia  will  not  be  increased 
beyond  what  is  contemplated  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  reports  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
local  officers  and  of  the  officor  who  is  commanding  the 
forces  confirm  the  fact  which  I  have  dealt  upon,  the  extreme 
importance  of  tho  formation  of  local  corps  and  perhaps  of 
mounted  infantry  corps  in  various  points  of  the  North- 
West.  My  opinion  is  that  special  attention  should  be  given 
to  tho  formation  of  those  corps,  and  that  in  a  country 
sparsely  settled  as  that,  with  settlements  so  remote,  it  is  of 
extreme  consequence  that  this  subject  should  be  dealt  with, 
and  dealt  with  this  Session. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  to  the  fact  that  the  corps  which  it  is  oontem* 
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plated  to  organise  will  be  a  mounted  infantry  corps. 
Whatever  decision  we  have  arrived  at  has  been  reached 
after  consultation  with  the  Major  General.  He  believes  that 
with  the  increased  Mounted  Police  force  and  the  corps  we 
are  going  to  organise  in  Winnipeg,  the  force  will  be  quite 
sufficient. 

Mr.  WELDON  How  many  officers  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  are  in  the  infantry  schools  ?  There  is  not  one,  I 
believe. 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  not  considered  an  advantage  to 
appoint  an  officer  from  one  locality  to  a  school  in  the  same 
locality.  In  other  schools  there  are  officers  from  tho  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  who  have  proved  themselves  thoroughly 
competent.  Mr.  Seers  is  a  cadet  of  tho  Royal  Military 
College. 

Mr.  WELDON.  He  is  an  officer  of  the  38th  regiment  of 
the  Imperial  service. 

Mr.  CARON.  That  may  be  so.  Whether  he  has  served 
in  the  English  army  or  not,  he  remains  a  Canadian  and  a 
cadet  turned  out  by  the  Royal  Military  College.  He  is  like 
Mr.  Freer  in  this  respect.  I  thought  it  would  be  of  great 
advantage  to  have  cadets  who  had  been  in  the  army  and 
seen  active  service,  and  those  officers  to  whom  I  have 
referred  both  served  in  Egypt. 

Bill  reported,  and,  as  amended,  concurred  in. 

MANITOBA  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  155) 
for  the  final  settlement  of  the  claims  made  by  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  on  the  Dominion. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  would  suggest  that 
the  word  “  Crown  ”  should  be  put  in  after  the  word  “  all.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  if  he  has  any  idea  of  the  quantity  of  land  which  will 
be  transferred  to  Manitoba  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  I  have  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  so  far  as 
the  surveyed  parts  of  Manitoba  were  concerned,  calculations 
were  being  made  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  with 
a  view  of  supplying  the  House  with  that  information. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  certainly  did,  but  when  we  were  in 
committee,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  was  absent,  I  stated 
that  I  was  unable  to  obtain  the  information. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  looked  over  the 
reports  of  the  different  surveyors  who  have  surveyed  the 
lands  south  of  Lake  Manitoba,  as  to  whether  that  land  will 
be  included  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  not  looked  over  them,  but  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  reports  would  not  give  such  information 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  for,  from  the  simple  fact  that 
the  handing  over  of  the  swamp  lands  was  not  contemplated 
when  tho  reports  were  made. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  misunderstands  my 
question.  These  lands  were  reported  on,  and  on  looking 
over  the  reports  it  might  be  decided  whether  or  not  they 
would  be  included. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  condition  of  that  particular 
lot  of  land  is  extremely  unsatisfactory.  Ono  hon.  Minister, 
in  discussing  this  question,  said  it  would  be  premature  to 
decide  it;  that  it  should  not  bo  decided  now,  but  at  a 
subsequent  time  ;  that  Parliament  should  be  left  in  the 
dark  for  the  present.  I  think  we  should  know  what  sort  of 
a  bargain  we  are  making.  It  might  be  impossible  to  know 
how  many  acres  there  are,  but  I  think  that  with  regard  to 
tho  surveyed  portions  of  the  Province,  an  approximate 
estimate  might  be  formed,  and  the  general  principle  of 
decision  which  has  been  reached — especially  as  the  bargain 
is  not  left  to  form  the  subject  of  subsequent  dispute — as  to 
what  the  meaning  of  the  term  “  swamp  lands  ”  is,  with 
reference  to  those  particular  lands  which  were  not  long 
ago  cultivable  lands  not  covered  by  water,  but  have  since 
by  reason  of  the  overflow  of  the  lake,  been  covered  with 
water.  I  say  whether  these  lands  are  included  or  not,  is 
certainly  something  which  we  ought  to  know.  Is  it  to  be 
a  matter  of  negotiation  or  arbitration  to  clear  away  the 
doubts,  or  are  we  to  have  a  repetition  of  the  plan  of  having 
it  clothed  in  designed  obscurity,  the  legislation  we  are 
passing  as  we  did  in  another  piece  of  legislation  the 
other  day? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  almost  impossible 
sometimes  to  find  a  definition  which  is  more  explicit  than 
the  word  itself.  You  cannot  find  words  to  explain  more 
clearly  what  “yes”  means  or  “no”  means,  than  the 
words  themselves.  So  with  the  word  “  swamp,”  a  term 
which  is  as  well  known  in  the  country  as  dry  land.  It  has 
its  meaning.  It  certainly  does  not  mean  land  periodically 
overflowed  by  water  or  by  inundation.  It  is  swamp  land, 
or  marsh  land,  as  understood  by  everybody— where  water 
and  earth  and  liquid  mud  permanently  cover  the  land, 
Everybody  knows  what  a  bog  in  Ireland  is,  and  everybody 
knows  what  a  swamp  in  Canada  is.  The  check  provided 
for  here  is  sufficient  to  guard  against  the  Government 
giving  away  any  other  land ;  wo  do  not  leave  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  to  decide  what  swamp  land  is,  because  it  must  be 
proved  to  be  such  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  central  authority 
here.  I  do  not  know  that  we  can  make  it  any  more 
explicit.  Swamp  means  a  swamp,  marsh  means  a  marsh, 
water  moans  water,  yes  means  yes,  and  no  means  no. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  are  still  in  the  bog.  The  hon.  gentle* 
man  has  told  us  it  is  difficult  to  define  the  term  more  clearly 
than  yes  or  no ;  but  what  I  object  to  is  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  given  us  yes  or  no.  I  am  not  asking  him  at 
this  moment  to  alter  his  definition  ;  I  am  asking  what  his 
definition  means  as  applied  to  tho  lands  of  tho  particular 
locality  I  referred  to.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  tho  diffi¬ 
culty  has  not  arisen  in  the  United  States.  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  did  not  hear  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  may  have  arisen,  because  I  am  afraid 
a  good  many  things  happon  that  neither  of  us  hear  of.  But 
the  circumstances  are  peculiar  as  to  those  particular  lands, 
and  they  may  not  have  arisen  in  another  country.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  very  clear  what  swamp  lands 
mean.  If  it  is  so  clear,  he  will  have  no  difficulty  in  tolling 
me  whether  thoso  are  swamp  lands  or  not. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  is  not  a  new  question.  It  came  up 
the  other  day,  when  I  stated  that  the  lands  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  do  not  come  within  the  moaning  of  this 
Act — that  lands  temporarily  overflowed  by  water  could  not, 
in  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  be  considered  swamp  lands.  I 
specially  referred  to  tho  land  overflowed  by  Lake  Manitoba, 
which  if  reclaimed  by  lowering  one  of  the  outlets  of  tho 
lake  and  allowing  the  surplus  water  to  flow  into  Lake 
Winnipeg  or  some  other  lake,  could  notupdor  those  circum¬ 
stances  be  considered  swamp  lands. 
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Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  must  say  I  do  not  like  this  legisla¬ 
tion.  I  objected  to  it  the  other  day  and  gave  my  reasons. 
I  think  it  is  entirely  ambiguous,  and  is  going  to  lead  to  a 
vast  amount  of  correspondence  and  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  with  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  I  think  the 
Government  should  be  more  definite  in  their  legislation.  If 
they  have  made  an  arrangement  with  Manitoba  to  give 
them  the  swamp  lands,  they  ought  to  find  out  what  they 
are  giving ;  they  ought  to  know  what  they  are  doing.  But  this 
general  power  to  take  swamp  lands  is  something  entirely 
too  indefinite  for  the  legislation  of  this  country.  When 
asked  what  swamp  lands  were,  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Customs  said  he  would  put  the  same  definition  upon  the 
term  as  was  put  on  it  in  the  United  States.  It  is  a  matter 
of  notoriety  that  some  of  the  greatest  swindles  in  that  coun¬ 
try  have  occurred  under  this  term — that  great  corporations 
have  obtained— -under  the  guise  of  swamp  lands,  good  coal 
lands  and  fertile  agricultural  lands.  Wo  do  not  want  a 
repetition  of  that  in  this  country,  and  when  this  matter 
comes  up  again  in  a  few  years,  we  do  not  want  Manitoba  to 
claim  the  same  definition  of  swamp  lands  as  that  which  has 
prevailed  in  the  United  States.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  defin¬ 
ition  which  I  think  would  cover  the  ground  :  swamp  lands 
are,  first,  muskeg ;  second,  a  permanent  marsh  ;  third,  lands 
which  are  perennially  wet  and  undrained,  and  useless  for 
agricultural  purposes. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  last  one,  I  think,  would  cover  the 
whole. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Very  woll,  take  the  last ;  but  do  not 
let  us  legislate  in  this  ambiguous  way,  and  call  up  troublo 
on  ourselves  and  have  the  time  of  Parliament  taken  up  in 
the  future  in  discussing  Manitoba’s  claims  and  rights  in 
this  matter.  I  think,  when  wo  are  giving  away  a  portion 
of  a  whole  Province,  it  should  be  something  more  definite 
than  that  provided  in  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  In  the  State  of  Minnesota,  noar  the 
boundary  line,  for  hundreds  of  miles  together,  the  lands  are 
swamp  lands.  They  are  not  necessarily  bogs  or  swamps, 
but  they  are  declared  to  be  swamp  lands  f  >r  a  certain  pur¬ 
pose— --for  taking  them  over  to  the  State.  There  are  moun¬ 
tains  and  valleys  in  those  swamp  lands.  They  are  not  equal 
to  prairie  lands,  perhaps ;  but  in  those  swamp  lands  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  good  land,  and  it  is  an  arrangement  made 
between  the  Federal  and  the  State  Governments  as  to  what 
lands  shall  be  given.  I  suppose  that  definition  would  be 
applicable  to  this  case. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  a  valuable  contribution ;  the  hon. 
First  Minister  and  myself  know  more  about  swamp  lands  in 
the  United  States  than  we  did  a  few  minutes  ago.  The  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  says  that  some  of  the  greatest 
swindles  in  the  United  States  have  occurred  under  this 
term,  and  my  hon.  friend  who  is  familiar  with  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  says  that  mountains  come  under  the  definition 
of  swamp  lands,  and  that  lands  which  are  not  swamps  or 
bogs  may  bo  swamp  lands  for  the  purpose  of  being  trans¬ 
ferred.  If  that  be  so,  I  think  we  are  in  a  very  serious  pre¬ 
dicament  when  we  propose  to  use  this  term,  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  is  as  plain  as  yes  for  yes  and  no  for  no,  par¬ 
ticularly  when  we  have  a  marginal  note  attached  to  the 
Bill  by  the  Minister  of  Customs,  which  says  we  are  going 
to  use  the  term  in  the  same  sense  as  the  United  States#has 
used  it,  with  the  consequences  the  hon.  member  for  Nor¬ 
thumberland  and  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  have  just 
stated. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  may  be  that  in  the 
State  of  Minnesota  mountains  are  swamps.  I  do  not  think 
that  in  the  rest  of  the  world  they  have  been  accounted 
swamps,  unless  Noah  called  Mount  Ararat  a  swamp,  which 
was  covered  with  water  when  his  ark  struck  there ;  but 
mountains  are  certainly  not  swamps  according  to  Johnson’s 
Mr.  Bowell. 


or  any  other  dictionary.  The  hon.  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland  says  ho  wants  this  term  explained  in  such  a  manner 
that  there  will  be  no  further  trouble.  There  would  be 
further  trouble  if  wo  did  not  pass  these  resolutions.  We 
have  made  a  bargain  with  Manitoba,  and  the  Legislature  of 
Manitoba  has  passed  a  Bill  adopting  these  terms.  If  this 
Parliament  does  not  approve  of  this  arrangement  let  it  say 
so,  but  the  whole  thing  is  up,  and  we  must  take  the  conse¬ 
quences. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Both  parties  are  subject  to  the  inter¬ 
pretation. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  thought  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  were,  as  a  general  rule,  in  favor  of  State  rigbts,  I 
think  I  have  heard  some  of  them  say  the  lands  should  be 
handed  over  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba—that  Manitoba 
should  be  in  the  same  position  as  Ontario  and  Quebec,  and 
have  its  own  lands.  But  what  we  really  desire  to  do  is 
this:  The  original  arrangement  was  made,  as  the 
House  knows,  at  the  time  the  lands  were  supposed 
to  be  much  more  valuable  than  they  are  believed 
to  be  now — during  the  time  of  the  boom.  The  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  agreed  to  drain  certain  swamps 
on  condition  of  getting  half  the  recovered  land,  the 
Dominion  keeping  the  other  half.  They  tried  the  experi¬ 
ment,  they  spent  the  money,  and  found  that  they  lost  by 
the  operation.  Subsequently,  looking  at  the  example  of 
the  United  States,  of  giving  the  swamp  lands,  we  said  :  We 
cannot  ask  the  Dominion  Parliament — it  is  not  likely  that  the 
Dominion  Parliament  would  vote  money,  for  the  purpose  of 
draining  those  swamps  and  making  them  fit  for  settlement; 
and  therefore  we  had  better  hand  those  lands  over,  so  that 
the  enterprise  and  capital  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  may 
be  employed  in  draining  those  lands  whenever  they  think 
it  will  pay  them  to  do  so.  If  we  did  not  do  so,  then  those 
lands  must  remain  in  their  present  state.  The  Dominion  of 
Canada  will  not,  I  think,  in  our  generation  spend  any 
money  in  draining  the  swamps.  Then  we  ought  to  allow 
the  Province  of  Manitoba  or  capitalists  to  do  so.  I  have 
little  doubt  that  the  Government  of  Manitoba  will  find 
enterprising  capitalists  who  will  take  up  a  swampy  country, 
and  agree  to  drain  it,  for  a  certain  proportion  of  the  lands, 
and  that  country  will  be  made  fit  for  settlement  and  popu¬ 
lation,  and  indirectly  will  be  of  great  service  to  tho  Domin¬ 
ion  by  adding  to  the  wealth  and  to  the  population  of  the 
country,  although  we  give  up  the  swamp  lands  which  in 
our  hands  would  be  utterly  valueless. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  speaks  as  if  we  had 
some  objection  to  the  bargain.  The  question  which  we  are 
now  considering  is  what  the  bargain  is.  We  want  to  under¬ 
stand  that.  Then  the  hon,  gentleman  says  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  said  they  thought  Manitoba  should  have 
her  lauds,  and  that  we  are  now  objecting.  We  are  not 
objecting  to  Manitoba  getting  the  lands,  but  we  want  to 
know  what  she  is  getting.  He  says  we  are  in  favor  of  State 
rights.  Yes,  but  we  are  not  in  favor  of  State  quarrels  ;  wo 
are  not  in  favor  of  putting  a  state  of  controversy  between 
Manitoba  and  the  Dominion,  or  of  leaving  the  bargain  prac¬ 
tically  at  the  option  of  the  Dominion  to  put  further  pressure 
upon  the  Province  in  connection  with  the  interpretation  of 
it.  We  want  the  meaning  to  be  made  as  plain  as  circum¬ 
stances  will  permit,  so  that  there  may  be  no  ground  for 
controversy  in  carrying  out  the  bargain,  so  that  the  settle¬ 
ment  itself  shall  not  be  the  cause  of  quarrel,  dispute  and 
controversy. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  might  be,  and  the 
arrangement  might  be  clearer  if,  in  the  settlement,  the  word 
“  swamp  ”  was  defined,  but  it  has  not  been  defined,  and  they 
have  passed  their  law  accepting  the  swamp  lands  under  this 
arrangement,  and  if  we  defino  the  swamp  lands  in  a  way 
different  from  that  in  which  they  would  look  at  it,  we  would 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


3049 


start  with  a  quarrel  instead  of  ending  with  one.  The  hon. 
gentleman  admits  that  he  is  willing  that  Manitoba  should 
have  the  lands  within  the  Province.  Then,  the  larger  and 
the  wider  the  construction  is,  and  the  more  lands  they  get 
under  their  claim,  the  more  agreeable  it  will  be  to  the  hon. 
gentleman.  The  arrangement  being  made,  and  the  word 
“  swamp  ”  not  being  defined  in  their  Act,  it  ought  not  to  be 
defined  in  our  Act.  It  may  be,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  that  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
word  “  swamp  ”  had  been  explained  in  their  Act,  and  then 
we  could  have  had  the  same  explanation  in  our  Act ;  but  it 
would  be  no  use  for  us  to  put  it  in  without  their  consent, 
and  have  the  arrangement  upset  ab  initio. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  difficulty  arises  from  the  imper¬ 
fect  character  of  the  bargain  the  hon.  gentleman  makes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  says  it  would  be  better  to  have  the 
definition  in  the  arrangement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  said  from  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  point  of  view. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  from  the  common  sense  point  of 
view  it  would  have  been  better  to  have  a  definition  of  the 
word  “swamp.”  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  a  bargain 
which  is,  as  it  now  appears,  inadequate,  vague,  obscure  and 
likely  to  lead  to  trouble. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  a  swamp  is  drained,  that  would  be  swamp 
lands. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  about  the  Lake  Manitoba  lands? 

Mr.  POPE.  They  are  exactly  in  the  same  position. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  they  are  swamp  lands. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  admit  that  if  they  are  swamp  lands, 
they  are  swamp  lands. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  cannot  be  supposed,  when  you  are  going 
to  give  the  swamp  lands  to  the  Province,  that  you  are 
going  to  give  lands  fit  for  nothing.  It  would  be  no  object 
to  give  them  lands  that  were  not  worth  a  copper  after  they 
got  them.  The  best  lands  we  have  in  the  country  may  be 
and  are  swamp  lands.  Any  agriculturist  who  is  accustomed 
to  drain  lands  knows  that  the  land,  when  drained,  which 
has  been  the  deposit  of  years,  is  often  the  finest  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  yet  that  is  swamp  land.  I  do  not  think  there  will 
be  any  difficulty  at  all. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  decide  for  both  parties,  there  would  be  no  diffi¬ 
culty,  if  he  remained  in  the  same  mind  for  two  days;  but  as 
he  is  not  to  decide  for  both  parties,  and  as  he  differs  pretty 
completely  from  the  Minister  of  Customs  in  the  circum¬ 
stances  I  have  brought  forward,  I  am  afraid  there  will  be 
some  difficulty. 

Mr.  WATSON.  In  looking  at  the  return  of  a  report  of 
the  survey,  I  find  that  Mr.  Guerin,  in  1881,  reported  to  the 
Government  as  follows  :  He  made  a  calculation  that  696,320 
acres  are  to-day  flooded,  that  is,  around  Lake  Manitoba, 
which  might  be  lowered  by  an  expenditure,  which  appears 
to  be  a  very  extravagant  amount ;  but  he  intends  to  make  a 
canal  from  Lake  Manitoba  to  Lake  Winnipeg,  from  the 
Pairford  River  and  through  Lake  St.  Martin.  The  total 
amount  of  plant  and  work  and  keeping  this  in  repair  he 
estimates  at  $281,000.  He  puts  the  value  of  the  land, 
when  the  water  is  lowered,  at  $2  an  acre,  which  would 
be  $1,692,640.  This  report  of  Mr.  Guerin  is  commented 
upon  by  Mr.  Perley,  and  he  states  to  the  Government  that 
Mr.  Guerin  has  made  a  very  careful  examination  of  the 
lake  and  of  these  lands.  I  would  call  attention  also  to  the 
correspondence  between  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  of  I 
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Manitoba  and  the  Government.  Under  date  of  the  25th 
June,  1881,  the  Minister  says,  in  his  report : 

“  I  beg  leave  to  report  that  the  settlements  in  the  vicinity  of  Lake 
Manitoba  affected  by  the  overflow  of  the  waters  of  the  said  lake  are 
suffering  severely  from  the  superabundant  water  ;  that  many  of  the 
settlers  have,  from  this  cause,  been  unable  to  harvest  any  crop  for  three 
or  four  years  ” 

Now,  I  consider  that  any  land  that  would  be  overflowed  for 
four  years,  so  that  the  settlers  could  not  harvest  their  crops, 
should  be  deemed  swamp  lands.  That  was  in  1878,  1879, 
1880  and  1881,  and  they  have  been  vacant  since  that  time, 
though  the  lake  has  receded  somewhat;  but  they  will  not 
be  occupied  unless  the  lake  is  lowered  and  kept  lowered : 

“Constant  appeals  for  relief  are  made  to  this  Department  by  the 
settlers  in  the  affected  localities.  These  settlers  complain  that  unless 
immediate  relief  is  accorded  them,  they  will  be  forced  to  appeal  to  the 
American  Consul  here  for  a  location  in  the  United  States.” 

The  Government  have  apparently  paid  very  little  or  no 
attention  to  the  reports  sent  in  by  the  Local  Legislature  of 
Manitoba,  by  the  Minister  Public  Works  of  that  Province, 
and  by  other  deputations,  for  this  lake  remains  without  a 
dollar  having  been  spent  on  it  since  1881.  I  know  that 
the  Local  Government,  from  the  reports  which  have  been 
made,  expect  that  these  lands  around  Lake  Manitoba  will 
be  transferred  to  the  Province  ;  and  I  think  that,  after  the 
reports  that  have  been  made  and  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  to  these  lands,  and  the  number  of  years  they  were 
covered  with  water,  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  and  other 
gentlemen  might  be  able  to  state  whether  it  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  that  these  lands  should  be  termed  swamp 
lands  or  not.  We  ought  to  have  some  clear  idea  as  to  what 
construction  shall  be  placed  on  this  term  “  swamp  lands.” 
The  Minister  of  Customs  says  that  these  lands  will  not 
be  termed  swamp  lands,  but  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
states  that,  in  his  opinion,  they  would  be  termed  swamp 
lauds.  According  to  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  the  settlers  in  that  vicinity  could  not  harvest  a 
crop  for  four  years,  on  account  of  high  water.  Surely, 
lands  of  that  description  ought  to  be  termed  swamp  lands. 
They  cannot  be  termed  agricultural  lands,  and  the  question 
is,  whether,  under  this  Bill,  those  lands  would  be  termed 
swamp  lands  or  not. 

Mr.  MU  LOCK.  I  think  the  term  “swamp,”  if  it  is 
synonymous  with  “  swamp  lands,”  is  vague,  and  may  lead 
to  some  confusion.  If  you  turn  to  Worcester’s  Dictionary, 
you  find  the  definition  there  given  is  : 

“Spongy  land;  low  ground,  filled  with  water;  soft,  wet  ground, 
marshy  ground  ;  land  wet  and  spongy,  usually  covered  with  water.” 

Now  is  it  proposed  to  assign  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
all  lands  that  come  within  any  one  of  these  definitions  ? 
How  are  you  to  deal  with  the  case  of  a  section,  a  part  of 
which  may  be  considered  swampy  and  a  part  of  which  may 
be  good  arable  land  ?  Is  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
not  to  get  the  whole  section  because  a  portion  of  it  may  be 
deemed  swampy,  or  is  it  to  lose  the  whole  section  because 
it  is  not  all  swamp  ?  Or  what  portion  of  the  section  is  it  to 
get?  When  the  contract  was  made  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  if  I  remember  rightly,  it  was 
provided  that  in  case  a  certain  quantity  of  a  section  was 
unfit  for  cultivation,  the  company  could  reject  the  whole 
section. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  have  discovered  precisely  what  a 
swamp  is  now. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Don’t  get  into  it. 

Mr.  DAWSON : 

“Low  ground,  saturated  with  water;  wet,  spongy  land;  a  quaggy, 
boggy  place  ;  a  marsh  ;  a  bog  ;  a  morass. 

“  Where  wild  Oswego  spreads  her  swamps  around. 

“  A  swamp  differs  from  a  bog  and  a  marsh  in  producing  trees  and 
shrubs,  while  the  latter  produce  only  herbage,  plants  and  mosses.” 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  find  any  mountains  in  that 
description. 

Mr.  T.ROW.  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Minister  if  any 
swamp  lands  have  heretofore  been  ceded  to  Manitoba  under 
a  previous  arrangement.  I  ask,  because  there  is  a  very 
large  swamp  in  the  Boyne  settlement,  which,  some  years 
ago,  I  think,  was  ceded  to  Manitoba,  and  they  undertook  to 
drain  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot,  without  notice, 
answer  that  question.  I  know  the  G-overnment  of  Mani¬ 
toba  say  they  lost  money  by  the  operation,  but  whether  the 
land  has  been  reclaimed  I  do  not  know.  I  will  enquire  and 
see. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  suppose,  if  any  land  has  been  reclaimed 
in  the  past  by  the  Local  Government  spending  their  money 
upon  it,  that  would  be  transferred  under  this  arrangement  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  If  any  portion  of  those 
lands  have  ceased,  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  to  be 
swamp  lands,  they  will  not  go  over  to  Manitoba. 

Mr.  ROSS.  I  may  say  that  the  Local  Government  did  get 
some  lands  from  the  Dominion  Government,  because  the 
latter  had  an  auction  sale,  and  sold  a  large  quantity  of  those 
lands  three  years  ago.  If  they  sold  them  they  gave  deeds 
for  them,  and  if  they  did  that,  the  Local  Government  must 
have  got  a  grant  from  this  Government.  I  refer  to  the 
lands  in  the  Boyne  marsh. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  member  for  North  York 
(Mr.  Mulock)  spoke  of  the  land  arrangements  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  I  think  there  is  a  dif¬ 
ference  between  that  company  and  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  In  this  case  the  Government  have  it  entirely  within 
their  power  to  say  what  the  term  “swamp  lands”  shall 
mean ;  but,  in  the  other  case  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  had  it  entirely  within  their  power  to  say  what 
lands  they  should  accept. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  think  the  objection  taken  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 
Government.  You  can  scarcely  travel  over  the  North-West 
for  more  than  two  or  three  miles  without  finding  portions 
of  sections  that  form  large  “  sloughs,”  as  they  are  called  in 
that  country,  which  are  swamps,  or  bogs,  or  marshes,  or 
something  of  that  character.  Now,  I  think  the  Government 
and  the  House  ought  to  understand  what  they  are  doing. 
Suppose  there  is  a  quarter  section  or  whole  section  of  land 
upon  which  there  is  one  of  these  sloughs,  which  is  mud,  grass 
and  water,  all  mixed  together,  would  that  bo  conveyed 
under  this  Bill  ?  or  would  the  whole  section  go,  in  case 
three-fourths  of  that  section  was  dry  land  and  cultivable  ? 
Would  it  be  construed  as  it  is  in  the  American  Act,  that 
wherever  a  portion  of  a  township  is  swamp  they  take  the 
whole  township  ?  I  am  afraid  that  is  the  construction  that 
will  be  put  upon  this  Bill  by  the  Manitoba  people.  It  is 
true  that  our  Government  may  put  a  different  construction 
on  it,  and  if  so,  that  will  lead  to  correspondence,  to  expen¬ 
sive  negotiations,  and  new  arrangements,  and  will  lead  to 
the  time  of  this  House  being  taken  up  in  discussions. 

On  the  preamble, 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  As  we  have  now  got  through  the  Bill, 
except  tho  preamble,  if  the  Government  would  amend  it,  so 
as  to  give  all  ungranted  lands,  all  lands  not  given  to  rail¬ 
ways  and  not  granted  to  individuals,  all  lands  not  granted 
to  benevolent  institutions,  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  they 
would  get  my  entire  support.  I  would  rather  see  that  done 
than  to  see  this  Bill  pass  in  its  present  shape.  That  would 
be  a  finality  ;  but  the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  trouble, 
negotiations  of  all  kinds  and  expense. 

Bill  reported  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Dawson. 


CHINESE  IMMIGRATION. 

The  Resolution  respecting  the  appointment  and  remunera¬ 
tion  of  the  controller,  interpreter  and  other  persons  who 
may  be  appointed  to  restrain  and  regulate  Chinese  Immi¬ 
gration  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada  was  concurred  in  and 
referred  to  the  Bill  (No.  156.) 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
156)  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  immigration  into  the 
Dominion  of  Canada. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee.  > 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  5, 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  should  like  to  repeat  my  suggestion,  that 
the  tonnage  should  be  increased  to  100  tons.  I  have  been 
particularly  urged  to  press  this  on  the  Government,  and  I 
would  be  failing  in  my  duty  if  I  did  not  do  so. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see— as  has 
been  said  by  his  colleagues— that  the  beginning  is  a  good 
one,  and  if  the  first  experiment  prove  that  this  is  not  strict 
enough,  the  regulation  will  be  made  more  strict. 

On  section  8, 

Mr,  CHAPLEAU.  I  move  that  the  section  be  amended 
by  adding,  after  the  word  “  payment,”  “  in  default  of  pay¬ 
ment,  to  imprisonment  for  a  term  not  exceeding  12 
months.”  And,  also,  after  “  Her  Majesty,”  “and  shall  be 
seized  by  any  officer  charged  with  the  duty  of  carrying 
this  Act  into  effect,  and  be  dealt  with  accordingly.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  1 1 , 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  would  move  the  insertion  of 
the  following  words  :  “  and  such  other  books  and  documents 
as  he  may  be  instructed  from  time  to  time  to  keep.” 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  That  goes  by  itself. 

On  section  23, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  been  informed,  and  I  think 
the  information  valuable,  that  if  six  months  from  1st  Janu¬ 
ary  were  allowed,  a  number  of  Chinese  would,  within  that 
time,  secure  what  is  called  double  residence,  by  coming 
from  San  Francisco  to  British  Columbia,  and  they  would 
return  immediately,  after  obtaining  the  certificate,  which 
might  be  traded  away,  as  opportunity  might  offer.  I  there¬ 
fore  propose  this  amendment: 

That  as  regards  any  vessel  sailing  from  any  port  on  the  continent  of 
North  America,  this  Act  shall  come  into  force  one  month  after  the  pas¬ 
sing  thereof,  and  as  regards  ports  in  China,  six  months  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  would  respectfully  urge  on 
the  Minister  that  the  whole  Act  should  come  into  force  on 
1st  October  of  this  year.  For  vessels  arriving  from  China, 
and  be  operative  in  ten  days  from  its  passage  as  far  as  the 
United  States  are  concerned.  The  distance  between  Hong 
Kong  and  Victoria  can  be  traversed  in  twenty-eight  days. 
So  that  information  can  bo  conveyed  after  the  passage  of  this 
Act  in,  say  thirty  days,  which  would  be  ample  time  to  warn 
every  person  there  who  had  the  intention  of  leaving,  to  go 
into  British  Columbia  before  the  Act  came  into  force,  and 
ample  time  would  be  afforded  to  intending  shippers  of 
Chinamen  to  complete  their  contracts  within  a  reasonable 
time.  I  am  not  underrating  tho  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  because  we  are  all  delighted  with  the  Bill  as  far  as  it 
goes,  and  have  reason  to  felicitate  ourselves  upon  the  success 
achieved  therefor,  and  which  we  hope  will  very  nearly  if  not 
entirely  meet  the  requirements  of  British  Columbia,  but  it 
would  give  the  people  of  British  Columbia  still  greater 
pleasure  if  my  suggestion  were  adopted. 
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Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  reasonable. 
The  period  of  twelve  months  was  first  mentioned,  because 
we,  too,  thought  that  a  reasonable  time,  but  representations 
having  been  made  by  my  hen.  friend  and  his  colleagues 
from  British  Columbia,  we  thought  that  probably  if  a  year 
was  given  a  large  number  of  immigrants  might  come  in  in 
some  other  way.  I  think  the  concessions  we  have  made  in 
that  respect  will  be  quite  sufficient,  and  if  we  adopted  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  it  might  interfere  with 
the  contracts  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Yictoria).  I  am  deeply  sensible  of  the 
concessions  the  Government  have  made,  nor  am  I  unreason¬ 
able  in  my  request  now  made,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
were  in  my  position  be  would  advocate  precisely  the  same 
provisions  as  I  am  advocating  now. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  dare  say  ;*and  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
were  in  my  position  he  would  do  as  I  am  doing  now. 

Mr.  BAKE  R.  That  entirely  depends  upon  circumstances. 

Bill  reported  with  amendments. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL.  * 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  Bill  (No.  103) 
respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise,  be  referred  back  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  for  the  purpose  of  amending 
the  same.  He  said  :  The  first  amendment  is  as  follows: — 

By  inserting  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  of  the  second  clause, 
defining  the  meaning  of  the  word  “  city,”  the  following  words  :  except 
the  cities  of  Hull  and  St.  Hyacinthe,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  which, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  shall  be  held  to  be  towns. 

I  explained,  in  the  discussion  before,  that  the  value  of  pro¬ 
perty  in  these  two  cities  is  not  equal  to  that  in  most  other 
cities,  and  we  propose  that  for  the  valuation  of  property 
they  shall  be  considered  as  towns  ;  otherwise,  a  good  many 
men  who  now  have  votes  might  be  disfranchised.  Then 
the  definition  of  farmer’s  son  have  been  altered  a  good 
deal  by  extending,  its  meaning  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act ; 
but  there  is  no  provision  made  for  the  meaning  of  the  son 
of  an  owner  of  real  property  other  than  a  farmer.  There¬ 
fore,  I  propose  this  amendment : 

By  inserting  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  of  the  second  clause  defin¬ 
ing  the  meaning  of  the  expression  farmer’s  son,  the  following  words  : 
Son  of  an  owner  of  real  property  in  cities  and  towns,  means  any  male 
person,  not  otherwise  qualified  to  vote,  and  being  the  son  of  an  owner  and 
occupant  of  real  property,  and  includes  a  grandson,  stepson,  or  son-in- 
law  ;  and,  in  counties,  means  any  male  person  not  otherwise  qualified  to 
vote,  and  being  the  son  of  an  owner  and  occupant  of  real  property  other 
than  a  farm,  and  includes  a  grandson,  stepson  or  son-in-law. 

Then,  in  accordance  with  a  pro  mine  I  made,  the  Bill  was 
amended  on  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock),  to  provide  that  in  the  case  of  tenants 
in  counties,  where  the  residence  is  not  specified  in  the 
assessment  roll,  the  valuation  of  the  property  should  be 
prima  fade  evidence  of  the  right  of  the  tenants  to  vote,  if 
the  property  is  assessed  at  $150;  but  by  some  accident 
that  provision  is  not  made  quoad  cities  and  towns,  and 
therefore  I  propose  that  the  Bill  be  further  amended  : 

By  inserting  after  the  word  “  certificate”  in  the  last  line  of  sub-section 
4,  of  clause  3,  the  following  words  :  And  providing,  further,  that  where, 
on  any  revised  or  final  assessment  roll,  the  amount  of  the  tenant’s  rent 
is  not  stated,  the  fact  that  the  real  property  in  respect  of  which  he  is 
entered  on  such  roll  as  the  tenant  thereof  is  assessed  in  cities  at  $300 
or  more,  or  in  towns  at  $200  or  more,  shall  be  held  to  be  primO,  facie 
evidence  of  his  right  to  be  registered  as  a  voter. 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  the  Bill  was  last  under  consideration 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern, 
ment  to  provide  that' a  judge  might  be  the  revising  officer 
within  his  own  judicial  district,  and  also  to  provide  that  the 
judge  should  not  only  sit  for  the  electoral  district 
within  which  he  might  reside,  but  also  for  part  of  an  elec¬ 
toral  district  which  might  be  within  his  judicial  district  and 
outside  of  the  electoral  district  in  which  he  resided.  The 
schedules  of  the  Bill  were  amended  accordingly ;  but  the 
various  clauses  of  the  Bill  would  require  some  amendment 


in  the  same  direction,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  said  he  would 
have  amendments  prepared  by  the  law  clerk,  but  he  has  not 
mentioned  them  now.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  he 
has  these  amendments  ready  ; 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  13th  clause  we 
can  insert  the  provision  that  the  judge  can  be  appointed 
revising  officer  for  an  electoral  district  within  his  county,  or 
for  any  portion  of  an  electoral  district  within  his  county. 
That  would  meet  the  case,  I  think. 

Mr.  MILLS.  So  far  as  that  particular  clause  is  concerned ; 
but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  adheres  to  the  promise  he 
made,  and  I  suppose  he  does,  to  make  provision  to  that 
effect,  when  we  get  into  committee  it  will  be  necessary  to 
make  some  little  alterations  in  other  sections.  For  instance, 
the  revising  officer  is  to  have  an  office  within  the  district. 
Section  15,  in  one  part,  provides  that  if  the  list  is  not  printed 
the  revising  officer  may  charge  for  a  copy  of  it  at  the 
rate  of  6  cents  for  every  10  names,  while  according  to  the 
first  part  of  the  section  he  must  have  the  list  printed,  and 
then  the  price  will  not  exceed  5  cents  a  copy.  My 
impression  was,  that  part  of  this  clause  was  struck  out, 
but  it  is  clear  that  if  this  was  to  stand,  the  revising  officer 
would  never  have  the  list  printed,  because  it  would  always 
be  to  his  interest  to  furnish  the  list  at  10  cents. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  can  amend  that  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  MILLS.  As  the  28th  clause  stands  at  present,  it  is 
not  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  cause 
to  be  printed  in  the  Gazette  any  portion  of  the  voters’  list 
until  the  entire  list  for  the  electoral  district  is  completed  ; 
so  that,  if  there  was  one  polling  division  in  which  the  list 
was  not  completed,  the  list  of  the  whole  electoral  district 
would  be  inoperative.  Other  sections  assume  rightly  that 
the  list  for  any  municipality,  when  it  is  completed  and  cer¬ 
tified,  should  go  into  operation.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
necessary  to  amend  section  28,  to  make  it  correspond  with 
the  other  sections.  Section  44,  for  instance,  is  not  con¬ 
sistent  with  section  28,  as  it  now  stands.  Then,  I  would 
compare  section  44  with  section  58.  Section  44,  I  appre¬ 
hend,  is  intended  to  operate,  not  in  the  first  election  or  in 
the  preparation  of  the  first  voters’  lists,  but  in  all  subse¬ 
quent  voters’  lists ;  but  section  58  is  intended  to  apply  in  the 
case  of  the  first  voters’  list.  It  would  be  better  for  the 
First  Minister  to  strike  out  the  first  three  lines  and  a-half 
of  section  58,  and  allow  the  proviso  to  stand  for  the  whole 
section.  I  mention  this,  so  that  when  we  go  into  commit¬ 
tee,  if  there  is  no  objection,  the  committee  may  revise  all 
these  sections. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  that,  because  we  ought  to  have  the  Act  as  per¬ 
fect  as  possible. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  proposed  to  make 
some  amendment  with  reference  to  the  Indian  voters. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No ;  I  asked  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  to  give  me  a  copy  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  he  proposed  to  move. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  object  to  amend¬ 
ing  the  law  relating  to  Indian  voters  in  such  a  way  as  to 
provide  that  the  Indians  who  reside  upon  their  reserves  and 
vote  should  be  enfranchised  Indians,  leaving  those  off  the 
reserves  to  qualify  the  same  as  any  other  party  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  reopening  the 
whole  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Not  necessarily. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  do  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  only  mentioning  matters  about  which, 
I  think,  there  will  be  no  controversy. 
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Sir  JOHN”  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  we  can  consider  all 
these  matters,  except  that  in  reference  to  the  Indians, 
included  under  my  motion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  had  better  go  into  committee  to  recon¬ 
sider  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  we  cannot  do  that. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Perhaps  the  First  Minister  would 
allow  the  amendment  of  which  I  gave  notice  to  be  consi¬ 
dered  at  the  same  time,  in  reference  to  Indian  agents  inter¬ 
fering.  I  was  obliged  to  leave,  and  in  my  absence  the 
amendment  met  with  some  criticism  from  some  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  was  not  adopted,  though  the 
First  Minister  was  agreeable  to  the  adoption  of  it.  I  have 
since  been  able  to  satisfy  those  who  objected  to  it  that  it 
might  be  considered  of  some  use. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  we  would  get  on 
faster  if  I  were  to  move  my  resolutions,  and  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  were  to  move  these  clauses  in  their  proper  order. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  There  is  one  amendment  which  I  am  sure 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  adopt,  because  it  is  clearly  an 
omission.  It  was  agreed  that  the  actual  value  should  be 
prima  facie  evidence  of  the  rental  of  a  tenant,  if  the  rental 
was  not  on  the  assessment  roll.  The  provision  has  been 
made  for  counties,  but  the  hon,  gentleman  has  forgotten  to 
make  it  in  the  case  of  towns. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  part  of  my  pre¬ 
sent  motion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  see  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  definition 
he  has  given,  speaks  of  “  Mongolian  or  Chinese  race.”  I  do 
not  remember  that  the  word  “  Mongolian  ”  was  in  the 
amendment,  and  that  would  exclude  the  Japanese,  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  propose  to  exclude. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  word  “Mongolian” 
was  there,  decidedly. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  a 
copy  of  the  motion  I  made,  and  I  think  it  would  save  time 
if  he  would  put  that  in  with  his  other  amendments.  I  have 
noticed  that  any  motion  made  by  him  seems  to  prevail 
much  more  readily  in  the  committee  and  in  the  House  than 
if  it  were  made  by  anyone  else,  and  I  think  it  would  expe¬ 
dite  matters  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  put  that  in  with 
his  other  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  again  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  the  first  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  read,  as  to  the  interpretation  of  the  word 
“  city.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  it  is  pretty  clear  that  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  amendment  is  made  purely  for  political  consi¬ 
derations,  and  is  not  based  upon  any  principle.  When  this 
subject  was  under  consideration  we  reminded  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  in  the  case  of  the  town  of  Sandwich  there 
was  a  population  of  about  1,000  inhabitants;  that  in  the  case 
of  the  village  of  Leamington  there  was  a  population  of  2,000 
and  upwards ;  in  the  case  of  the  village  of  Essex  Centre 
there  were  over  2,000;  in  the  village  of  West  Tilbury, 
over  2,000 ;  Wallaceburg,  over  2,000  ;  in  the  town  of  Both- 
well  there  is  less  than  1,000.  The  principle  upon  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  professes  to  proceed,  that  these  are 
towns  rather  than  cities,  does  not  apply  to  these  two  cases 
alone,  but  to  a  score  of  other  instances  that  were  pointed 
out  by  the  hpn.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulook)  when 
the  Bill  was  under  consideration. 

Mr.  Mills. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  go  into  the 
populations  and  sizes  of  all  the  various  villages  and  towns, 
but  we  take  up  these  two  cities,  which  wero,  properly,  am¬ 
bitious.  They  ought  to  have  remained  as  towns  ;  then  there 
would  be  no  difficulty.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  quite  correct  in  stating  that  this  amendment  is  made  for 
political  purposes.  It  is  true  that  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  county  (Mr.  Wright)  is  a  Conservative  and  sup¬ 
ports  the  Government,  but  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Bernier  sup¬ 
ports  the  Government,  though  it  adds  to  his  constituency, 
or  rather  leaves  his  constituency  exactly  as  it  was  before. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  now  move  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  read,  with  regard  to  farmers’  sons. 

Amendment  agreed  to.  ♦ 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  called  my  attention  to  the  need 
of  making  the  same  provision  with  respect  to  tenants  for 
counties  as  in  cities  and  towns ;  I  therefore  move  the 
amendment  which  I  read  to  the  House  before  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  point  was,  whether  it  would  not  be 
just  as  well  as  to  allow  the  tenant  to  vote  in  both  cases — 
first,  if  he  has  the  rental  that  is  required  of  him  here,  or  if 
his  property  is  worth  that  amount.  If  he  has  property 
valued  at  $150,  let  him  vote  on  it;  it  will  save  a  good  deal 
of  trouble  in  enquiring  into  deeds,  etc. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  offends  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  Act,  which  is  that  the  tenant,  in  order  to  have 
a  vote,  must  pay  a  certain  rental.  In  order  to  expedite 
matters,  the  clause  says,  that  even  in  a  county,  the  fact  that 
he  is  assessed  for  $150  shall  he  prima  facie  evidence,  in  the 
absence  of  evidence  to  the  contrary,  that  he  pays  the  requi¬ 
site  rent. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  with  amendments. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  beg  to  move  that  -the  Bill  be  not  now 
read  the  third  time,  but  be  referred  back  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  in  order  to  amend  the  same,  by  adding  a 
new  clause,  as  follows  : — 

That  any  person  being  an  agent  within  the  meaning  of  the  Indian 
Act,  1880,  and  who,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  seeks  to  induce  or 
compel  any  person,  being  an  Indian  or  of  part  Indian  blood  and  quali¬ 
fied  to  vote  only  in  respect  of  property  forming  part  of  a  reserve,  as 
defined  by  said  Act,  to  cause  his  name  to  be  registered  as  a  voter  or  to 
vote  or  refrain  from  voting  at  any  election  of  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  if  found  guilty  thereof, 
shall  be  punishable  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $200  or  by  imprisonment 
for  any  term  not  exceeding  six  months,  or  by  both,  and  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  hold  any  office  or  place  of  emolument  in  the  appointment  of 
the  Governor  or  Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs  for  a  period 
of  two  years  from  the  date  of  his  conviction.” 

Bill  re-committed  and  amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred 
back  to  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  in  order  to  amend  the  same, 
so  as  to  provide  that  a  judge  may  be  the  revising  officer  for  the  whole  of 
his  judicial  district ;  and  also  to  amend  sections  15,  28  and  58. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  amendment  is  cer¬ 
tainly  not  necessary.  It  is  now  provided  that  the  judge 
may  be  the  revising  officer  for  the  whole  of  the  electoral 
district,  or  a  portion  of  the  electoral  district,  which  is  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  wants.  If  the  judge  has  a  certain  judi- 
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cial  district,  a  portion  of  which  belongs  to  another  electoral 
district,  the  Government  may  appoint  the  judge  as  revising 
officer  for  that  portion  of  the  judicial  district  which  belongs 
to  another  electoral  district.  That  is  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Government  in  either  case,  so  that  I  do  not  think  that 
there  is  any  object  in  that  part  of  the  amendment.  Then, 
as  to  the  latter  part  of  the  amendment,  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  say  how  he  proposes  to  amend  these  clauses. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  the 
fact  that  as  the  Bill  now  stands  the  revising  officer  for  an 
electoral  district  must  be  the  revising  officer  of  the  whole 
district.  Of  course,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  chooses  to  leave 
the  Bill  in  a  position  which  makes  it  impossible  to  appoint 
a  judge  for  his  entire  judicial  district,  he  is  taking  a  position 
contrary  to  the  promises  which  ho  made  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  promised  to  adopt 
amendments  which  would  make  the  Bill  more  workable. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to 
section  18. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  not  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  According  to  section  14,  wherever  the 
revising  officer  is  referred  to,  it  is  provided  that  he  shall  be 
the  revising  officer  for  the  whole  district.  The  whole  plan 
of  the  Bill  is  such  that  unless  it  is  amended  a  judge  cannot 
be  the  revising  officer  for  his  judicial  district. 

Bill  re-committed  and  amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  Bill  as 
amended  be  now  taken  into  consideration’ 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  place  a  motion  in  your  hands, 
which  I  shall  do  without  any  remarks,  as  the  question  has 
already  been  fully  discussed.  1  move  : 


Nats: 

Messieurs 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Daly, 

Dawson, 


Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagn6, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Hessou, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 


Desaulniers  (Maski’ge),McCallum, 

Desaulniers  (St.  Maurice)McDougald  (Pictou), 
Dickinson,  McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Dodd,  McLelan, 

Dugas,  McNeill, 

Farrow,  Massue, 

Ferguson(L’ds  &  Gren.), Moffat, 

Amendment  negatived. 


Orton, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Essex), 
Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  ( Albert), 
Wallace  (Fork), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 

,  Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westm’ld), 
Woodworth, 

Wright — 96. 


After  Recess. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  28)  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Drainage 
Company— (Mr.  Haggart. ) 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 


That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the 
purpose  of  amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  for  leaving  with  the 
people  the  control  of  the  voters’  lists  by  officers  of  their  own  selection  ; 
and  for  avoiding  the  useless  expense  of  double  machinery  for  preparing 
voters'  lists,  the  extra  expense  contingent  upon  a  Dominion  Franchise 
Bill,  and  the  confusion  and  annoyance  to  the  people  resulting  from  two 
distinct  methods  of  preparing  and  revising  voters’  lists  :  by  providing 
that  each  Province  shall  be  allowed  to  judge  of  the  proper  requirements 
for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  within  its  own  limits  (inasmuch  as  the 
diversities  of  conditions  in  different  Provinces  render  it  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  to  fix  a  uniform  franchise  for  the  entire  Dominion  that  will 
fully  meet  the  conditions  and  wants  of  each  separate  Province)  ;  and  that 
a  uniform  franchise  for  each  Province,  for  both  provincial  and  Dominion 
elections,  shall  be  secured,  by  providing  that  the  voters’  lists  used  in 
each  Province,  in  the  election  of  members  of  the  Dominion  House  of 
Commons,  shall  be  voters’  lists  in  each  Province  prepared  under  the 
laws  of  such  Province,  and  in  use  for  the  election  of  members  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  each  such  Province. 

House  divided  on  amendment : 

Yeas  : 


Messieurs 


Armstrong, 

Fisher, 

Mclsaac, 

Auger, 

Forbes, 

Mills, 

Bernier, 

Geoffrion, 

Mulock, 

Blake, 

Gigault, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bourassa, 

Gillmor, 

Platt, 

Burpee, 

Guay, 

Ray, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Gunn, 

Rinfret, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Holton, 

Scriver, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Innes, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cartwright, 

Irvine, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Casgram, 

Kirk, 

Springer, 

Catudal, 

Langelier, 

Sutfierland  (Oxford), 

Charlton, 

Laurier, 

Trow, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Lister, 

Vail, 

Dupont, 

Livingston, 

Watson, 

Edgar, 

McCraney, 

Weldon, 

Fairbank, 

McIntyre, 

Wells.— 51. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  Bill  (No.  103) 
respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  bog  to  move: 

That’the  said  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for 
the  purpose  of  amending  the  same  as  follows :  —By  inserting  after 
clause  8,  the  following  clause  : — In  the  Provinces  of  British  Columbia 
and  Prince  Edward  Island  besides  the  persons  entitled  to  be  registered 
as  voters,  and  to  vote  under  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  Act,  every 
person  who  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  same  : — 

1.  Is  of  the  age  of  21  years  and  is  not  by  this  Actor  by  any  law  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  disqualified  or  prevented  from  voting,  and 

2.  Is  a  British  subject  by  birth  or  naturalization  and  resident  of  this 
Province,  and  is  extitled  to  vote  in  the  said  Provinces  respectively  by 
the  laws  now  severally  existing  in  the  same,  shall  have  a  right  to  be 
registered  as  a  voter  and  to  vote  so  long  as  he  shall  continue  to  be 
qualified  to  vote  under  the  provisions  of  the  said  last  mentioned  laws 
and  no  longer. 

He  said  :  In  18  >4,  the  Legislature  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
passed  a  Bill  conferring  manhood  suffrage  on  the  people  of 
that  Province.  At  that  time  many  were  opposed  to  the 
measure.  It  was  looked  upon  as  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  property  ;  a  measure  fraught  with  great  danger  to 
the  State,  and  it  was  thought  that  mob  rule  ;  with  all  its 
concomitant  evils  would  be  the  result.  The  experience  of 
30  years  had  proved  the  failure  of  those  predictions.  No 
evil  consequences  followed  the  extension  of  the  franchise  ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  results  have  been  in  every  way  advan¬ 
tageous,  and  those  most  hostile  to  manhood  suffrage  at  that 
time  are  now  desirous  of  having  it  retained.  It  was  supposed 
that  the  electors  admitted  to  the  privilege  of  the  franchise 
by  that  Bill  would  attach  themselves  en  masse  to  the  Radical 
element.  The  contrary  has  been  the  case,  and  it  is  well 
known  that  a  majority  of  that  class  of  electors  support 
the  Liberal  Conservative  party.  The  knowledge  of  this  fact 
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induced  the  Hon.  David  Laird,  Minister  of  the  Interior  in 
the  late  Government,  to  introduce  a  Bill  into  this  House, 
intended  to  wipe  out  as  voters  all  those  who  voted  on  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  That  Bill  passed  the  House,  and  was  supported 
by  hon.  members  who  now  look  upon  the  very  slight  res¬ 
triction  of  the  franchise  which  will  result  from  the 
Bill  before  the  House  with  righteous  indignation  ;  and 
the  young  men  of  Prince  Edward  Island  have  to  thank 
their  friends  in  the  Senate  that  they  have  nut  been 
deprived  of  a  voice  in  the  election  of  their  representatives. 
Efforts  of  various  kinds  have  been  made  to  palliate  this 
attempt  to  rob  our  young  men  of  the  franchise ;  it  has  been  said 
that  it  was  only  intended  as  a  temporary  measure,  to  be 
in  force  until  the  Local  Government  should  pass  a  registra¬ 
tion  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  while  I  fully  admit  the  right  of  this 
House  to  fix  the  franchise  and  control  the  machinery  by 
which  its  members  are  to  be  elected,  I  deny  its  right  to 
coerce  a  Provincial  Government  into  passing  a  registration 
Bill,  or  to  compel  it  to  assume  any  part  of  the  expense  of 
Dominion  elections,  or  to  disfranchise  any  body  of  elec¬ 
tors  till  it  had  done  so.  The  case  is  clear ;  it  was  a  deliberate 
and  most  unjustifiable  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  late  Min¬ 
ister  of  the  Interior  to  get  rid  of  a  class  of  voters  that  were 
obnoxions  to  him,  and  no  amount  of  special  pleading  can 
deprive  it  of  that  character.  My  hon.  colleague  seems  to  be 
imbued  with  much  the  same  spirit ;  he  is  very  anxious  to 
have  the  names  of  franchise  voters  struck  off  the  list ;  he 
considers  it  arbitrary,  unjust  and  outrageous  that  the  present 
list  should  be  taken  as  primd  facie  evidence  of  the  right  to 
vote.  Sir,  1  do  not  share  with  my  hon.  colleague  this 
extreme  anxiety  to  have  names  struck  off  the  voters’  list ;  on 
the  contrary,  Sir,  it  would  be  to  me  a  matter  of  regret  if 
even  one  voter  should  bo  struck  off,  and  I  hope  the  House 
»  will  see  the  injustice  of  depriving  any  class  of  the  franchise 
who  have  once  exercised  that  privilege.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  is  a  very  liberal  one,  verging  closely  upon  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  ;  in  most  of  the  Provinces  it  will  enlarge  the 
franchise,  but  in  Prince  Edward  Island  it  will,  to  some  extent, 
restrict  it.  Now  Sir,  while  I  admit  that  it  may  be  advis¬ 
able  to  have  a  uniform  franchise  for  the  whole  Dominion,  I 
contend  that  it  would  be  impolitic  and  unjust  to  make  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  retroactive  ;  it  would  be  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  the  age,  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  intention 
of  this  Bill,  to  deprive  any  man  who  has  once  enjoyed  it 
of  the  right  to  vote.  My  experience  of  manhood  suffrage  is, 
that  those  who  vote  under  it  are  as  intelligent  and  indepen¬ 
dent  as  any  other  class  of  electors,  and  they  have  invari¬ 
able  exercised  their  privilege  in  a  manner  becoming  to  them¬ 
selves  and  reflecting  credit  on  the  Province  to  which  they 
belong.  Sir,  this  amendment  is  intended  to  secure  the 
franchise  to  all  who  have  ever  voted  under  manhood  suf¬ 
frage  or  who  would  have  been  entitled  to  vote  under 
the  old  law  at  the  next  general  election,  and  I  trust  that  the 
good  results  which  I  feel  sure  will  follow  the  extension  of 
the  franchise,  effected  by  this  Bill,  will  remove  the  doubts 
and  scruples  of  those  who  are  now  opposed  to  manhood 
suffrage,  and  that  before  a  second  general  election  shall 
take  place  that  system  of  voting  will  be  adopted,  and  every 
educated  honest  citizen  of  this  Dominion,  will  be  entitled 
to  record  his  vote  for  the  representatives  who  are  to 
make  the  laws  under  which  he  lives. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (King’s,  P.E.I).  Since  we  have 
failed  in  retaining  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  the 
full  privilege  they  have  hitherto  enjoyed,  I  have  much 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s.  I  should  be  sorry  to  be  a  party  to  depriving 
voters  of  any  privilege  which  they  now  enjoy.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  although  uniformity  is  not  actually  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  Bill,  it  is  highly  desirable.  As  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia  are  the  only  Provinces  in 
which  the  franchise  has  been  restricted  to  any  extent, 
Mr.  Jenkins. 


I  hope  the  House  will  accept  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Jenkins).  The  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  have  every  confidence  that  the  leader  of 
the  Government  will  not  be  a  party  to  disfranchising  any 
of  the  electors  of  that  Province,  and  I  hope  the  House  will 
see  proper  to  adopt  the  amendment.  No  doubt  this 
House  has  a  porfect  right  to  pass  a  Franchise  Bill,  making 
arrangements  for  carrying  out  its  own  elections,  and  I 
hope  that,  under  the  cii'cu instances,  it  will  not  be  deemed 
necessary  to  disfranchise  any  of  the  electors  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  congratulate  hon.  gentlemen  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  on  their  change  of  views  with  respect  to  this 
question.  A  few  moments  ago  they  voted  down  the  princi¬ 
ple  of  conferring  on  the  various  Provinces  the  same  qualifi¬ 
cations  for  voters  for  members  of  this  House  as  for  the 
local  elections  in  those  Provinces.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  willing  to  disfranchise  a  large  number  of  voters  in  every 
other  Province,  but  he  protests  against  any  voters  in  his 
own  Province  being  disqualified  under  the  Bill.  I  do  not 
know  why  hon.  gentlemen  should  deny  to  other  Provinces 
the  rights  which  they  claim  for  their  own  ;  but  it  is  evident 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  looked  at  the  qualifications 
of  voters  in  the  other  Provinces,  or  he  would  hardly  agree 
to  the  restriction  of  the  franchise  at  the  expense  of  the  other 
Provinces.  I  do  not  know  a  Province  in  which  the  Bill 
extends  the  franchise,  because  in  Ontario,  Quebec,  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  many  thousands  of  those  who 
are  now  entitled  to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  will  be 
denied  that  privilege. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  think 
that  the  members  from  Prince  Edward  Island  are  v ery 
inconsistent.  The  privileges  enjoyed  with  regard  to  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  members  for  the  Dominion  Parliament  in  the  last 
Dominion  election  are  to  be  continued,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said,  a  few  moments  ago,  that  we  voted  against  a  reso¬ 
lution  giving  the  same  privilege  to  the  other  Provinces. 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  correct.  The  last 
resolution  simply  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  voters’  lists 
should  be  taken  in  each  Province  for  the  Dominion  elec¬ 
tions;  and  in  Prince  Edward  Island  we  have  no  voters’ 
list,  affd  if  the  resolution  had  carried,  it  would  have  been 
necessary  to  change  the  whole  Bill  and  to  disqualify  a  large 
number  of  people  in  that  Province.  But  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Jenkins)  does  not  at 
all  break  upon  the  uniformity  of  the  Bill.  If  passed  by  this 
House,  as  I  hope  it  will  be,  it  will  only  confer  the  right  to 
vote  on  the  electors  of  Prince  Edward  Island  who  voted  at 
the  last  election,  so  long  as  they  continue  in  the  possession 
of  tho  franchise  that  entitled  them  to  vote  at  that  election  ; 
and  the  young  men  coming  of  age  shall  have  to 
conform  to  the  law,  the  same  as  people  in  other 
parts  of  the  Dominion.  I  look  upon  the  amendment  as 
very  important  to  the  electorate  of  Prince  Edward  Island — 
to  those  who  have  exercised  the  privilege  of  voting  there 
for  twenty-five  years  or  more.  The  hon.  mover  of  the 
amendment  stated  that  twenty-five  years  ago,  or  upwards, 
when  manhood  suffrage  was  introduced  into  the  Province, 
a  great  deal  of  uneasiness  was  felt  by  the  property  holders, 
that  it  was  too  radical  a  change,  and  they  very  much  feared 
that  tho  men  enjoying  the  right  of  suffrage  would  deprive 
them  of  the  rights  and  privileges  they  formerly  enjoyed. 
But  such  has  not  boon  the  case.  Alter  an  experience  of 
twenty-five  or  thirty  years  of  manhood  suffrage,  the  most 
tenacious  to  uphold  that  privilege  are  the  property  hold¬ 
ers  of  the  Province,  and  the  people  of  that  Province  look 
upon  that  privilege  as  one  of  their  dearest  and  most 
cherished  rights.  Although  the  Bill  before  the  House  is  a 
very  liberal  and  progressive  measure,  and  very  com¬ 
prehensive  in  its  details,  almost  amounting  to  manhood 
suffrage,  yet,  in  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward 
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Island,  it  will,  in  a  small  degree,  restrict  the 
vote,  and  a  few  young  men  and  perhaps  a  few  old 
men  who  enjoyed  that  privilege  before  will  be  deprived  of 
it  by  the  Bill.  I  therefore  trust  that  this  amendment  will 
pass  and  that  the  privilege  those  people  have  enjoyed  so  long 
will  be  retained  to  them.  We  laid  the  foundation  of  this 
amendment  a  few  weeks  ago,  when  this  House  adopted  the 
provision  that  the  poll  books  should  be  taken  as  the  basis 
upon  which  the  revising  officer  should  make  up  his  list,  tn 
places  where  no  voters’  list  is  in  existence.  The  revising 
officer  will  have  no  difficulty  at  all.  The  poll  book  will  be 
prima  facie  evidence  of  the  right  of  the  elector  to  vote.  I 
was  surprised  to  observe  in  the  Yotes  and  Proceedings 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  who,  I 
regret  to  see,  is  absent  from  his  seat  in  the  House,  gave 
notice  of  an  amendment,  that  all  those  who  are  not  possessed 
of  certain  qualifications  in  Prince  Edward  Island  should  be 
struck  off  the  list.  His  amendment  is  as  follows  : — 

“  That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same  by  striking  out  the  provision  making  the  poll  books 
at  the  last  election,  in  each  electoral  district  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
primci  facie  evidence  of  the  right  to  vote  of  the  persons  whose  names  are 
in  such  poll  books  as  voters,  and  by  providing,  in  lieu  thereof,  that  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  the  revising  officer  for  each  district  shall,  as  soon 
as  possible  after  taking  the  oath  of  office,  obtain  certified  copies  of  the 
assessment  lista  in  the  cities  and  towns  where  there  are  such  lists,  and, 
in  the  counties  outside  of  the  cities  and  towns,  certified  copies  of  the 
last  revised  assessment  rolls  of  each  school  district,  and  that  such  lists 
shall  be  taken  as  primci  facie  evidence  of  the  value  of  the  lands  therein 
mentioned.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  pretended  to  be  very  much  in  favor  of 
manhood  suffrage  in  his  speeches  in  this  House  ;  he  seemod 
to  be  very  desirous  that  the  privilege  enjoyed  by  the  people 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  so  long  should  be  continued  to 
them;  but  he  was  very  much  afraid  that  the  poll  books 
should  be  taken  as  the  basis  for  the  voters’  list,  and  he  gave 
notice  of  this  amendment  to  strike  off  all  the  names  of  those 
on  the  poll  books,  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  take  the  assessment 
lists  of  school  districts  throughout  the  Province.  I  am  very 
much  surprised  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  go  that  far. 
If  you  do  not  take  the  poll  books  in  the  Province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  as  a  basis,  you  cannot  have  a  voters’  list  at 
all.  We  know  that  it  is  a  very  easy  matter  to  strike  a  name 
off  the  list  while  it  is  very  difficult  to  get  an  elector,  particu¬ 
larly  during  the  busy  season,  to  come  forward  to 
get  his  name  put  on  the  list.  The  salaries  of  the 
school  teachers  are  paid  by  the  Provincial  Government  ; 
the  school  district  may  vote  a  supplement  to  the  salary  or 
not,  and  it  may  have  an  assessment  list  or  not,  just  as  it 
chooses,  or  the  people  may  voluntarily  subscribe  an  amount 
for  the  Tunning  of  the  school.  So  that  a  list  could  not  bo 
framed  at  all  in  that  way,  and  I  am  glad  the  right  hon. 
First  Minister  adhered  to  his  proposition  to  retain  the  poll 
book  as  the  basis  on  which  the  revising  officer  would  make 
his  list  in  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  We  had 
at  one  time  a  registration  of  voters  in  that  Province.  It 
was  the  intention  of  the  late  Government  to  disfranchise  a 
large  proportion  of  the  population,  or  otherwise  to  coerce 
the  Province  into  the  expense  of  preparing  the  voters’  list. 
The  people  of  the  island  were  very  indignant  at  that  propo¬ 
sition.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  now  speak  of  uniformity, 
but  this  was  a  great  breach  of  uniformity.  While  in  all  the 
other  Provinces  the  same  franchise  that  qualified  an  elector 
to  vote  for  a  member  of  the  Provincial  Legislature  qualified 
him  to  vote  for  a  member  of  this  House,  Prince  Edward 
Island  was  made  an  exception.  We  had  two  sets  of 
qualifications  there  ;  one  was  manhood  suffrage,  on  which 
members  of  the  House  of  Assembly  or  the  Lower  House 
were  elected  ;  the  other  was  a  higher  qualification,  based  on 
the  ownership  of  £100  worth  of  property,  on  which  legisla¬ 
tive  councillors  were  elected.  In  the  Bill  introduced  into 
this  House  in  1874  that  qualification  was  adopted  for  tho 
election  of  members  to  this  House.  It  is  true,  that  provi¬ 
sion  was  rejected  in  the  Senate,  and  the  rights  and  privilege 


enjoyed  by  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  were  con¬ 
tinued  to  them  by  the  action  of  the  Senate  at  that  time. 
Now,  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  McIntyre),  who 
was  in  the  House  at  that  time,  and  who,  I  am  glad  to  see,  is 
in  the  House  this  evening,  in  addressing  this  House  a  few 
days  ago  on  this  question,  stated  that  it  made  little  or  no 
difference  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  whether 
the  Senate  adopted  that  amendment  to  the  Bill  or  not.  As 
the  hon.  gentleman  on  that  occasion  referred  to  myself,  I 
will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  an  extract  from  his  speech, 
and  correcting  him  in  a  few  particulars.  Referring  to  the 
clause  in  the  Bill  as  it  went  from  this  House,  he  said  : 

“  This  clause  was  of  a  merely  temporary  character,  and  was  inserted 
only  to  make  provision  until  the  Local  Legislature  passed  a  registra¬ 
tion  Act,  which  they  did  the  very  next  Session.  So  whatever  difficulty 
was  caused  by  inserting  this  clause  was  completely  removed  by  the  Act 
of  the  Local  Legislature.  This  clause  would  never  have  been  inserted 
had  it  not  been  known  that  the  Local  Legislature  was  about  to  pass  a 
registration  Act.  This  was  merely  a  temporary  clause,  and  whether  it 
was  thrown  out  by  the  Senate  or  not,  made  no  difference  in  regard  to 
the  island.” 

Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  quite  correct  in  that  state¬ 
ment.  It  may  have  been  intended  as  a  temporary  clause, 
but  it  would  be  a  permament  matter,  unless  the  island 
Legislature  went  to  the  expense  of  providing  a  voters’  list. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  the  island  Legislature  did  do 
so  at  the  very  next  Session  of  the  Legislature.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  correct  in  that  regard.  The  island 
Legislature  did  not  pass  a  Registration  of  Voters’  Act  until 
1877,  three  years  after  the  Act  of  1874  was  passed.  If  the 
Senate  had  not  amended  the  Bill,  and  an  election  had  taken 
place  in  Prince  Edward  Island  in  the  interim  between  1874 
and  1877,  at  least  three-fourths  of  the  electors  of  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  Island  would  have  been  disfranchised.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  complained  very  loudly  of  the  measure  now  before  the 
House,  and  said  it  would  disfranchise  a  great  many  of  tho 
young  men  and  the  old  men  in  that  Province,  but  the  Act 
passed  at  that  time  would  have  disfranchised  three-fourths 
of  the  electors  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  This  Bill,  while  it 
is  not  as  liberal  as  we  would  desire,  is  still  a  very  liberal 
measure.  A  man  owning  $150  worth  of  property  has  the 
right  to  vote;  tho  tenant,  the  occupant,  the  farmer’s  son, 
the  mechanic’s  son,  the  fisherman,  have  the  right  to  vote, 
while,  under  the  Bill  of  1874,  as  it  went  from  this  House  to 
the  Senate,  no  man  in  Prince  Edward  Island  would  have 
had  a  vote  unless  he  had  $325  worth  of  real  estate,  I  cannot 
understand  how  any  hon.  gentleman  who  tacitly  assented  to 
to  the  disqualification  of  so  many  under  that  Bill  can 
say  that  this  Bill  is  a  gross  infringement  of  tho  rights 
of  the  people  of  that  Province.  It  may  be  said  that 
I  go  too  far  when  I  say  that  threo-fourths  would  be 
disfranchised  by  that  Bill;  but  on  looking  over  the 
election  lists  in  the  Province,  I  find  that  at  the  last 
election  for  legislative  councilors  in  Queen’s  county, 
the  metropolitan  county,  the  vote  polled  was  1,491, 
while  the  vote  polled  at  the  last  partial  election  for  tho 
House  of  Commons  was  6,816;  so  that  under  the  Laird  Bill 
more  than  three-fourths  of  the  people  would  have  been  dis¬ 
franchised.  In  1876,  one  year  before  tho  Registration  of 
voters’  Act  was  passed  in  the  Province,  the  Hon.  David 
Laird,  Minister  of  Interior  in  the  late  Government,  resigned, 
and  was  appointed  Governor  of  the  North-West  Territory. 
An  election  was  held  in  the  county  of  Queen’s,  in  October, 
1876,  for  a  representative  ia  the  place  of  Mr.  Laird.  If 
that  Bill  had  not  been  amended  by  the  Senate  throe- 
fourths  of  the  electors  of  Queen’s  would  have  been  disfran¬ 
chised  at  that  time,  so  that  it  made  a  very  important  differ¬ 
ence  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  whether  that 
Bill  was  allowed  to  pass  as  it  wont  from  this  House  or  was 
amended  by  the  Senate.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  would 
make  very  little  difference.  I  have  an  authority  which  he 
will  not  dispute,  the  high  authority  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  who  is  not  only  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
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leader  but  is,  I  believe,  the  recognised  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  members  from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  that 
hon.  gentleman  stated  that  the  temporary  provision  in 
the  Laird  Bill  evoked  a  storm  from  one  end  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  to  the  other,  a  justifiable  storm, 
because,  as  a  temporary  provision,  I  say  it  was  unjustifiable. 
I  need  not  deal  with  the  merits  of  this  question  at  any 
greater  length.  The  subject  is  well  known  to  hon.  mem¬ 
bers.  I  trust  we  have  their  sympathy,  and  I  hope  we  shall 
have  their  support.  Hon.  members  from  all  parts  of  the 
country  do  not  desire  to  deprive  any  person  who  once 
exercised  the  right  of  the  franchise  of  that  high  privilege, 
and  although  the  Bill  is  of  a  very  liberal  nature,  and  I 
have  supported  it  for  many  reasons  all  through,  it  does  not 
go  as  far  as  I  would  wish,  and  I  would  like  to  have  con¬ 
tinued  to  the  free  and  independent  and  intelligent  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  who  have  exercised  the  franchise 
before,  the  right  which  they  have  hitherto  possessed. 

Mr.  McINTYRE.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  from  Prince  Edward  Island  who  have  preceded  mo 
have  occupied  a  very  peculiar  position  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
They  coveniently  forget  that  their  names  are  on  record  as 
voting  for  the  second  reading,  which  included  the  adoption 
of  the  whole  Bill.  Now  they  pretend  to  be  very  anxious  to 
mitigate  the  evil  they  have  already  committed,  by  reading 
amendments,  which  they  know  very  well  will  not  be  accepted 
by  the  Government  of  which  they  are  prominent  supporters. 
It  is  a  foregone  conclusion  that  they  will  not  be  accepted, 
but  those  gentlemen  must  have  tbeir  names  on  record 
against  depriving  the  men  who  sent  them  here  of  their 
votes.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  this  is  a  very  liberal  Bill  ; 
but,  instead  of  sticking  to  the  Bill,  he  talks  about  a  Bill 
passed  here  some  ten  years  ago,  with  which  we 
have  nothing  in  the  world  to  do  at  present.  His 
speech  was  intended  to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  to  draw  their  atten¬ 
tion  away  from  this  Bill  to  one  passed  ten  years 
ago.  I  will  show  how  liberal  this  Bill  is,  and  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  understands  by  liberality.  In  Prince  Edward 
Island  manhood  suffrage  prevailed  for  those  who  had  no 
property  qualification,  and  after  performing  their  statute 
labor  or  paying  $1,  which  was  its  equivelent,  they  could 
vote.  How  are  they  going  to  vote  to-day?  On  the 
qualification  of  $1  they  formerly  had  a  vote,  and  to-day  that 
qualification  is  raised  to  $300  for  income.  Again,  as  far  as 
property  is  concerned,  any  person  having  property  of  the 
value  of  40  shillings  a  year,  or  $6.40,  had  the  privilege  of 
voting,  and  the  lowest  qualification  under  this  Bill  is  $20  a 
year  rental.  There  is  a  great  difference  between  voting  on  a 
qualification  of  $6.40  and  $20  a  year.  This  is  some  of  the 
liberality  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  is  attached  to  this  Bill. 
Of  course,  if  a  person  has  property  he  has  a  vote  on  all 
occasions,  but  it  is  the  young  men  who  have  no  property 
who  are  favored  by  the  manhood  suffrage  qualification.  I 
look  upon  this  Bill  as  a  step  in  the  wrong  dii-ection — at 
least,  so  far  as  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia 
are  concerned.  We  are  going  back  to  a  state  of  affairs 
which  prevailed  30  or  40  years  ago.  According  to  this 
Bill  the  poll  books  used  at  the  last  election  are  to  be  taken 
as  prima  facie  evidence  of  those  whose  names  appear 
thereon  having  a  right  to  vote.  But  there  are  hundreds  of 
persons  whose  names  appear  on  the  poll  books  who  will 
have  no  vote,  because  they  voted  at  the  last  election  on  the 
manhood  suffrage  qualification.  Then  there  is  that  class  of 
young  men  who  have  since  become  of  age,  and  they  have 
as  good  a  right  to  be  put  upon  the  list  as  those  who  are 
now  on,  yet  they  cannot  vote,  because  they  have  no 
qualification.  If  these  men  who  really  have  no 
qualification  are  left  on  the  poll  book,  it  will  be 
due  altogether  to  the  goodwill  of  persons  on  both 
sides  of  politics  in  refraining  to  take  objection 
Mr.  Hackett. 


to  them ;  because,  if  any  person  desires  to  have  their  names 
struck  off,  it  can  be  done.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke 
before  me  referred  to  the  Bill  of  1874,  and  had  a  good  deal 
to  say  about  its  disfranchising  tendency.  On  a  former 
occasion  I  stated  that  this  clause  which  referred  to  Prince 
Edward  Island  was  for  the  purpose  of  affording  a  sort  of 
registration  of  voters  until  the  Local  Legislature  should 
pass  a  registration  Act,  which,  the  hon.  gentleman  says, 
they  did  about  two  years  after  that,  I  think  it  was  passed 
previous  to  1877,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  I  shall 
close  my  remarks  by  moving  an  amendment  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  county  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  : 

That  all  the  words  after  “  that  ”  be  left  out,  and  the  following  be 
inserted  :  to  amend  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  the  provincial  quali¬ 
fication  of  voters  in  Prince  Edward  Island  shall  continue  to  be  the 
qualification  of  voters  for  the  election  of  members  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
much  chance  of  that  amendment  to  the  amendment  carrying, 
as  on  a  previous  occasion  the  House  has  declared,  in 
unmistakeable terms,  against  it;  therefore,  I  fancy  there  is 
not  much  use  in  discussing  that  point.  The  question  really 
before  the  House  is  the  amendment  moved  by  my  hon.  friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Jenkins),  and  I  shall  say  at  once  that  I  accept 
that  amendment.  The  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills) 
declared  that  as,  a  short  time  ago,  we  had  voted  against  the 
resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  it  would  be  quite  inconsistent  for  us  to  support 
this.  Ido  not  see  that  at  all.  The  motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  was  against  the  principle  of  this  Bill, 
namely,  that  the  Dominion  Parliament  should  fix  the 
franchise  for  the  election  of  members  to  this  Parliament, 
instead  of  leaving  it  to  the  Local  Legislatures.  That  is  the 
principle  of  this  Bill;  therefore,  those  hon.  gentlemen  who 
voted  against  that,  and  at  the  same  time  support  this 
amendment,  are  in  no  way  guilty  of  inconsistency.  I  think, 
however,  that  this  amendment  is  practically  of  very  little 
importance.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  (Mr. 
Hackett)  that  under  the  present  Bill  almost  every  man  can 
vote.  I  heard  a  Liberal  say  that  any  man  in  Canada  who 
could  not  vote  under  one  or  other  of  the  franchises  provided  in 
this  Bill  deserves  to  be  in  the  poor  house,  and  will  find  his 
way  there.  Whether  it  be  as  a  property  owner,  real  or  per¬ 
sonal,  or  under  the  income  clause,  or  as  a  wage-earner — by 
some  means  or  other,  every  independent  man  in  this  country 
— such  is  the  happy  condition  of  the  country — that  the  peo¬ 
ple  earn  enough  and  ought  to  own  enough  property  to  have  a 
vote.  So  I  think  that  the  number  of  men  who  will  be  added 
to  the  list  in  Prince  Edward  Island  by  adopting  this  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  exceedingly  small — so  small  as  not  to  really 
affect  the  election  in  any  constituency  on  the  island.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  a  sentiment  about  it,  and  the  hon. 
gentlemen  contend  that  no  man  who  now  has  a  vote  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  or  British  Columbia  ought  to  be  dis¬ 
franchised.  Now,  this  Bill  is  not  a  disfranchising  Bill  in 
any  way  whatever.  The  hon.  member  for  Both  well  said 
that  people  were  disfranchised  by  it.  I  say  they  are  not. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  perhaps,  alludes  to  the  Bill  that  is  to 
come  into  force  in  Ontario  in  January  next.  But  that  is  a 
matter  in  the  future.  The  present  Bill,  which  has  been 
introduced  before,  and  is  introduced  this  Session,  is  an 
enfranchising  Bill,  and  very  many  men,  a  large  number  of 
men,  who  hitherto  have  had  no  vote  in  Dominion  elections, 
will  come  in  under  this  Bill — there  is  no  doubt  about  that. 
It  is  an  enfranchising  Bill.  Those  who  hitherto  have  had 
votes  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia  might 
feel  aggrieved  if  any  few  of  them  were  cut  off  by  this  Bill, 
and  as  it  will  not  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill  substan¬ 
tially,  and  will  only  affect  the  men  who  now  have  a  vote, 
and  will  have  no  effect  in  the  future,  I  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Jenkins). 
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Mr.  MILLS.  What  about  Manitoba  ? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  First  Minister  has  just  stated  that 
this  is  not  a  disfranchising  Bill.  Now,  to-day  I  took  the 
trouble  to  see  how  the  case  stood  in  a  couple  of  wards  in  the 
•city  of  Ottawa,  to  see  whether  this  was  a  disfranchising  Bill 
or  not.  We  know  that  under  the  new  Act  of  Ontario,  voters 
who  are  entitled  to  vote  for  members  of  the  Ontario  Legis¬ 
lature  are  at  present  entitled  to  vote  for  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Now,  in  the  Act  passed  by  the  Ontario 
Legislature  the  qualification  of  owners,  tenants  or  occupants 
of  real  estate  in  cities  is  $200;  the  qualification  adopted 
by  this  Bill  for  cities  is  $300  in  respect  of  real  property. 
Now,  in  this  city,  the  last  assessment  rolls  printed  were 
made  in  1879.  I  ascertained  that  in  By  ward,  in  this 
city,  there  were  82  persons  assessed  in  respect  of  real 
property  valued  between  $200  and  $300.  These  men 
will  have  the  right  to  vote  under  the  Ontario  Act, 
but  if  this  Bill  is  passed  they  will  be  disfranchised. 
I  take  another  ward.  I  take  Ottawa  ward,  in  this  city,  and 
I  find  there  are  181  persons  in  that  ward  alone  who  will  be 
disfranchised  by  this  Bill.  In  those  two  wards  there  are  263 
names  on  the  assessment  roll  for  1879,  the  last  printed,  who 
will  be  disfranchised  by  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  because 
the  Ontario  Act  is  the  law  to  day.  It  is  not  a  speculative 
matter  ;  it  is  not  what  may  be  the  law — it  is  what  is  the 
law  to-day.  It  was  passed  and  came  into  operation  on  1st  J uly 
for  a  great  many  purposes.  For  all  purposes  connected 
with  assessment,  for  instance,  ii  is  the  law  to  day,  and  after 
1st  January  it  will  be  the  law  in  all  respects,  and  we  do  not 
expect  elections  before  that  date.  That  does  not  include 
another  class  who  will  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill,  that  is  the 
class  of  wage-earners  and  income  voters,  who,  if  they  have 
an  income  of  $250,  have  a  vote  to-day  under  the  Ontario 
Act,  whereas  by  this  law  such  persons  will  not  have  a  vote, 
unless  possessed  of  an  income  of  $300.  There  will  be  a  very 
considerable  class  who  will  come  between  $250  and  $300  in 
regard  to  income,  who  will  be  positively  and  absolutely  dis¬ 
franchised  by  this  Bill  when  passed.  I  dare  say,  in  each 
constituency  of  this  Dominion — and  Ottawa  sends  two 
members — there  will  be  as  many  disfranchised  by  this  Bill 
as  in  these  two  wards  of  Ottawa  city.  If  that  is  correct, 
then  by  this  clause  there  will  be  over  25,000  disfranchised 
through  the  Province  of  Ontario  alone  by  the  operation  of 
this  Bill ;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  tells  the 
House  that  this  is  not  a  Bill  to  disfranchise. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  should  like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  effect  this  Bill  will  have  upon  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia.  I  understood  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  to  say  that  this  Bill  will  disfranchise  large  num¬ 
bers  in  all  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  Having  taken 
the  trouble  to  ascertain  what  the  effect  will  be  in  the  county 
of  Halifax,  I  beg  to  state  that  I  have  received  from  Halifax 
the  assessment  roll  for  five  polling  sections,  which  can  be 
taken  as  representative  districts.  They  include  fishing, 
farming  and  mining,  and  a  careful  analysis  of  the  figures 
shows  that  in  those  five  polling  sections  there  were  944 
resident  ratepayers  at  the  last  assessment.  Under  the  old 
Nova  Scotia  Act — the  House  will  recollect  that  it  was  stated 
there  was  a  new  Act  passed  during  the  last  Session  of  the 
Local  Legislature — 652  of  those  ratepayers  would  be  qualified 
to  vote  under  the  real  estate  qualification.  The  only  class 
that  could  possibly  be  disfranchised  under  the  present 
Dominion  Bill  would  be  those  who  were  entered  under  the 
real  and  personal  property  qualification.  Out  of  659  quali¬ 
fied  votors  there  would  be  only  7  who  would  be  disqualified 
and  not  have  the  right  to  vote  under  the  Dominion  Bill, 
which  does  not  include  a  real  and  personal  property  qualifica¬ 
tion.  So,  if  there  was  nothing  else  in  the  Dominion  Bill, 
the  House  will  see  that  there  was  an  insignificant  number 
of  persons  disqualified  in  the  five  sections  for  want  of  real 
and  personal  property  qualification  as  under  this  Bill. 
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Under  the  Dominion  Bill  there  will  be  the  same  number  of 
persons  qualified  out  of  those  944  as  thore  would  be  under 
the  local  Act,  as  far  as  the  real  estate  qualification  is  con¬ 
cerned,  as  owners,  that  is,  652.  Then,  there  will  be  a  very 
large  number,  indeed,  of  persons  qualified  under  this  Bill 
on  account  of  the  different  way  in  which  the  qualification 
is  arrived  at,  the  one  being  by  assessment  and  the  other 
actual  value.  Anyone  who  will  take  tbe  trouble  to  look 
over  the  lists  will  perceive  that  there  are  a  very  large  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  on  the  list  in  those  polling  sections,  and,  of 
course,  this  will  cover  very  many  persons  who  come  within 
a  few  dollars  of  having  the  amount  necessary  to  qualify. 
In  running  my  eye  down  the  list,  I  saw  several  amounts, 
such  as  $145,  $140  and  $130.  Under  the  present  local  Act 
those  would  not  be  qualified  to  vote  ;  but  under  the  Dom¬ 
inion  Bill  it  is  certain  they  will  be  qualified  to  vote.  There 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  but  that  there  will  be  200,  at 
least,  qualified  as  real  estato  owners  under  the  Dominion 
Bill  who  are  not  qualified  under  the  local  Acts,  either  past 
or  present.  Besides,  I  find  there  are  37  persons  whose  names 
are  not  on  the  list  who  will  probably  be  qualified  to  vote 
under  the  qualification  for  fishermen,  namely,  owning  $150 
worth  of  real  estate,  fishing  tackle,  etc.  They  are  not 
qualified  to  vote  under  the  local  Act,  because  they  have 
not  the  fishing  qualification;  for  under  the  local  Act  they 
must  have  personal  property  to  the  value  of  $300, 
whereas  the  amount  is  only  $150  to  qualify  as  fishermen 
under  the  Dominion  Bill.  On  looking  over  the  asses- 
ment  rolls  it  appears  that  very  few,  not  more  than  one  or 
two  out  of  the  seven,  were  qualified  under  the  real  and  per¬ 
sonal  property  qualification.  Besides,  on  looking  over  the 
assessment  lists,  I  noticed  there  are  219  ratepayers  whose 
names  appear  on  those  rolls  who  have  property  sufficient 
to  qualify  one  or  more  sons  under  the  Dominion  Bill.  Those 
parties  did  not  vote  under  the  Nova  Scotia  Act,  and  there¬ 
fore,  strictly  speaking,  they  cannot  be  said  to  be  disfran¬ 
chised,  but  there  has  been  an  enlargement  of  the  franchise. 
I  do  not  want  to  deceive  the  House,  and  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  explaining  that  the  Act  passed  last  year  will 
give  those  persons  qualifications  the  same  as  they  will  have 
it  under  the  Dominion  Bill.  I  have  added  also  the  fisher¬ 
men,  and  there  are  a  very  large  number  who  will  be  quali¬ 
fied,  because  they  own  sufficient  real  estate  and  nets  to  give 
them  the  vote  under  this  Bill,  which  they  do  not  possess 
under  the  local  Act.  Instead  of  their  being  disfranchised, 
there  will  be  really  an  enlargement  of  the  franchise,  to  the 
extent  of  700  votes,  at  least. 

Mr.  LAURIE  R.  I  am  one  of  those  who  do  not  believe 
in  universal  suffrage.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  right  in  prin¬ 
ciple,  for  I  believe  that  the  primary  principle  which  ought  to 
govern  this  matter  is  that  the  regulation  of  the  franchise 
should  belong  to  each  Province,  and  if  you  have  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  universal  suffrage,  and  if  the  people  there 
are  satisfied  with  it,  I  would  not  be  a  party  to  depriving 
them  of  it,  any  more  than  I  would  be  a  party  to  the  major¬ 
ity  in  this  House  imposing  on  us  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
a  more  extended  suffrage  than  prevails  in  that  Province. 
The  Prime  Minister  has  stated  that  he  would  not  deprive 
any  voter  in  Prince  Edward  Island  of  the  suffrage.  I  say 
that  the  same  principle  of  justice  requires  that  votes  should 
not  be  given  to  any  man  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  or  any 
other  Province,  to  whom  the  Legislature  of  that  Province 
has  not  thought  proper  to  give  the  vote.  For  this  reason, 
I  am  prepared  to  vote  for  the  amendment  and  the  sub- 
amendment. 

House  divided  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  McIntyre  to 
the  amendment. 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Armstrong,  Gillmor,  Mclsaac, 

Auger,  Guay,  Mills, 
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Bernier, 

Blake, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Oatudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Edgar, 

Pairbank, 

Fisher, 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 


Gunn, 

Hackett, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Jenkins, 

Kirk, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 
Macdonald  (King’s), 
Mackenzie, 
McCraney, 

McIntyre, 


Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 50. 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness) 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Farrow,  Montplaisir, 

Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren)Orton, 


Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagn6, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John) 
Mackintosh, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McCallum, 


Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townehend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (fork), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 


McDougild  (Pictou), 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)McDougall  (C.  Breton),  Wigle, 
Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McLelan,  Wood  (Brockville), 

Dickinson,  McNeill,  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Dodd,  Massue,  Woodworth. — 95. 

Dugas,  Moffat, 


Amendment  to  amendment  negatived. 


Mr.  WELDON.  So  far  as  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  is  concerned,  some  material  alterations  in  the  fran¬ 
chise  have  been  made,  and  some  of  my  hon.  friends  have 
indicated  the  changes  which  will  take  place  in  some  of  the 
constituencies  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  I  have  in 
previous  speeches  referred  to  the  effect  of  the  Bill  upon  the 
voters  of  the  city  of  St.  John,  and  I  regret  that  many  voters 
in  that  city,  who  have  been  exercising  the  franchise  for 
years,  will  be  deprived  of  that  privilege.  I  think  if  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia  are 
to  be  regarded  in  this  matter,  it  is  right  that  the  claims  of 
the  classes  to  which  I  have  referred  in  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick,  who  will  be  disfranchised  if  this  Bill  passes 
in  its  present  shape,  should  also  be  considered.  There  are 
a  number  of  people  who  are  in  possession  of  large  and 
valuable  properties  in  the  cities  of  St.  John  and  Portland 
who  will  be  disfranchised  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  and  others  who  now  enjoy  the  franchise  by  virtue 
of  their  being  freemen  of  the  city.  I  venture  to 
think  that  if  the  Minister  of  Finance  were  present  he 
would  agree  with  me  that  these  men  should  not  be  deprived 
of  the  franchise,  for  I  believe  the  Minister  of  Finance  owes 
many  a  vote  in  the  city  of  St.  John  to  the  very  class  whom 
this  Bill  will  disfranchise.  Holding  these  views,  I  would 
move  an  amendment  to  the  amendment : 


To  insert  the  words  “  New  Brunswick”  after  the  words  “British  Col¬ 
umbia,”  and  to  strike  out  the  words  “  in  the  Provinces  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia  and  Prince  Edward  Island,”  and  insert  the  followings  In  order  to 
enable  persons  now  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Provinces  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward,  to  vote  at  future  elections  of 
the  members  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  said  Provinces. 

Mr.  LaurIEB. 


Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  regret  very  much  indeed  that 
the  First  Minister  has  accepted  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward  Island,  if  I  understand 
that  amendment.  I  have  listened  patiently  and  with  inter¬ 
est  to  the  discussion,  and  I  have  endeavored  to  understand 
the  amendment.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  understand  it  fully ;  but 
if  I  do  understand  it,  I  regret  very  much  that  it  has  been 
accepted,  inasmuch  as  I  should  feel  constrained  to  vote 
against  it.  A  few  moments  ago  I  sent  for  the  amendment 
to  read  it  for  myself,  but  was  not  able  to  get  it,  as  it  was  in 
the  hands  of  some  other  hon.  member,  and  as  there 
was  no  notice  given  of  it,  I  may  not  be  familiar  with 
its  details ;  but  if  I  understand  it,  it  proposes  to  give 
Prince  Edward  Island  the  right,  for  the  first  electoral 
list  that  will  be  made  under  this  law,  to  act  on  the 
law  of  Prince  Edward  Island  as  it  exists  to-day :  that  is,  to 
take  the  present  qualification  as  the  basis  of  the  lists  for  the 
federal  elections,  and  that  is  to  continue  for  all  the  voters 
who  will  then  be  found  entitled  to  vote,  so  long  as  they  live  ; 
but  if  new  voters  come  forward  they  must  qualify  under 
the  law  that  applies  to  other  parts  of  the  Dominion.  The 
result  of  that,  according  to  my  interpretation,  is  that  a 
young  man  who  is  to-day  21  years  of  age,  and  otherwise 
qualified  under  the  island  law,  will,  if  he  lives  to  be  81  years 
of  age,  be  entitled  to  vote  for  60  years  longer  without  the 
necessity  of  acquiring  any  other  qualification ;  whereas,  a 
young  man  who  is  only  20  years  of  age,  just  one  year  younger, 
will  come  in  next  year,  and  if  he  should  not  happen  to  have 
the  necessary  qualification  under  the  present  Bill,  will  not  be 
entitled  to  vote  at  all  during  the  same  length  of  time.  More¬ 
over,  that  exception  destroys  the  uniformity  of  the  Bill.  I 
feel  that  I  could  not  vote  against  the  amendment  proposed 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John  (Mr. 
Weldon)  if  I  did  not  vote  against  the  other;  I  feel  that  I 
should  vote  against  both,  I  shall  therefore  vote  against  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  arid  also  that 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr, 
Jenkins),  if  my  explanation  of  it  is  correct. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  differ  from  the  conclusions  of  the  hon  . 
member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry).  It  is  an  old  saying  that 
half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no  bread.  I  would  prefer  universal 
suffrage  all  over  the  Dominion,  as  they  have  it  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  to  the  franchise  of  this  Bill ;  but  it  is  clear, 
from  the  last  division,  that  we  cannot  get  universal  suffrage 
for  Prince  Edward  Island,  or  for  any  of  the  other  Provinces. 
Now,  I  am  willing  to  accept  for  New  Brunswick  what  has 
been  conceded  by  the  Premier  to  Prince  Edward  Island ;  that 
is,  I  am  willing  to  take  the  lists  of  New  Brunswick  as  they 
stand  now,  and  allow  those  whose  names  are  now  on  the 
voters’  lists  to  continue  there  as  long  as  they  live,  and 
accept  for  those  who  will  come  in  after  this  year  the 
franchise  which  is  adopted  for  the  whole  Dominion,  rather 
than  these  electors  should  be  disfranchised  whose  names  are 
now  on  the  lists.  Now,  I  think  New  Brunswick  has  a  good 
case  in  this  matter,  and  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me  under¬ 
stand  on  what  principle  this  concession  can  be  denied  to  us 
if  it  is  granted  to  Prince  Edward  Island.  The  real 
estate  qualification  in  New  Brunswick  is  based  on  $100 
worth  of  property.  By  this  Bill  it  is  made  $150,  and  we 
havo  official  accounts  from  the  officers  of  five  counties  show¬ 
ing  the  number  of  persons  who  have  not  property  to  the 
value  of  $140,  and  whose  names  will  be  struck  off  the  list. 
In  the  county  of  York  there  will  be  804 ;  in  Queen’s,  527 ;  in 
Sunbury,  394;  Charlotte  550 ;  and  Carleton  over  300.  Now, 
what  we  ask  by  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
John  (Mr.  Weldon)  is  that  these  people  should  be  put  upon 
the  same  footing  as  those  who  are  enfranchised  in  Prince 
Edward  Island.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  can  give  a  good 
reason  why  this  should  not  be  conceded  to  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  as  well  as  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  should  like  to 
hear  it.  This  is  uniformity  with  a  vengeance;  it  is  mak- 
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ing  fish  of  one  and  flesh  of  another  in  earnest.  I  do  ask  the 
consideration  of  the  House  for  this  amendment,  which  is 
based  on  the  principle  that  the  different  Provinces  should  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Surely  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  have 
the  same  right  to  consideration  as  the  people  of  British 
Columbia  and  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  If  the 
prejudices  and  the  passions  and  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  one  Province  be  considered,  are  not  those  of  the  people 
of  another  Province  to  be  considered  ?  The  hon.  First 
Minister  says  he  does  not  think  it  will  make  much  difference 
in  the  island  of  Prince  Edward — that  he  believes 
there  will  be  very  few  persons  enfranchised  under  the 
amendment  he  has  accepted  who  would  be  disfranchised  it 
the  amendment  were  rejected,  but  he  believes  it  is  a  proper 
concession  to  make  to  those  gentlemen,  who  propose  that 
no  man  should  be  disfranchised  who  has  the  franchise  now 
in  these  Provinces.  It  has  been  pointed  out  to  him  repeat¬ 
edly,  in  the  course  of  these  discussions,  that  large  numbers 
of  persons  would  be  disfranchised  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  and  surely  the 
same  rule  should  apply  to  them.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
denies  the  statistics  which  have  been  given,  and  says  there 
would  be  very  few  disfranchised  in  New  Brunswick, 
can  any  more  be  said  with  regard  to  Prince  Edward 
Island  ?  But  apparently  a  very  large  number  will 
be  disfranchised  in  New  Brunswick,  not  merely  with 
reference  to  the  property  qualification,  but  also,  as  the 
hoD.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  McIntyre)  pointed  out, 
with  reference  to  the  personal  property  qualification,  under 
which  a  very  large  proportion  of  his  constituents  voted  — 
a  qualification  which  is  not  recognised  by  this  Bill  at  all. 
Now,  what  is  justice  for  one  Province  is  justice  for  another. 
Hath  not  a  Jew  eyes,  affections,  passions  ?  Is  not  a  New 
Brunswicker  as  much  to  be  considered  as  a  Prince  Edward 
Islander  on  the  Atlantic  coast  or  a  British  Columbian  on  the 
Pacific  coast  ?  As  my  hon.  friend  has  said,  are  fish  to  be 
made  of  one  and  flesh  of  another  ?  Is  an  exception  to  be 
made  of  one  and  no  exception  to  be  made  of  the  other  ? 
What  sort  of  justice  is  this  ?  It  is  the  deformity  of  unifor¬ 
mity,  Sir. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  This  is  all  very  brave 
talking,  Mr.  Speaker,  but  there  is  an  important  difference 
between  the  two  cases.  In  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British 
Columbia  everybody  has  the  right  to  vote,  and  therefore  the 
operation  of  this  Act  is  alleged,  in  some  degree,  to  cause  the 
disfranchisement  of  some  men  j  but  there  is  a  property  quali¬ 
fication  in  New  Brunswick,  not  identical  with  that  provided 
by  this  Bill ;  but  one  of  the  most  experienced  men  in  elections 
in  that  Province  is  my  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Finance, 
who  is  not  here,  and  he  says  this  Bill  will,  on  the  whole, 
largely  increase  the  votes  in  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  It  will  disfranchise  a  good  many. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  two  franchises  do 
not  run  on  all  fours ;  every  qualification  is  not  nominally 
the  same ;  but  in  the  various  franchises  given  by  this  Bill 
the  number  of  voters  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick, 
from  the  best  information  I  have  got,  will  be  largely 
increased.  Therefore,  there  is  no  similarity  between  the 
two  cases. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us  that,  on 
the  whole,  the  Bill  that  he  has  submitted  will  give  to  New 
Brunswick  as  liberal  a  franchise  as  it  now  has. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Larger. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  he  forgets  that  his  Bill  will  disfranchise 
many  persons  in  New  Brunswick.  It  is  all  very  well  to 
deal  in  generalities,  but  the  hon.  members  for  King’s  (Mr. 
McIntyre)  and  Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee)  have  gone  into  this 


matter  with  care,  and  have  obtained  the  necessary  infor¬ 
mation,  and  have  stated  that,  in  one  constituency,  upwards  of 
400,  and  in  another  upwards  of  800,  will  be  disfranchised. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  in  Prince  Edward  Island  a 
considerable  number  of  people  will  be  enfranchised  ;  but  is 
it  any  compensation  to  one  man  that  another  has  received  the 
franchise  when  he  is  disfranchised  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
confer  the  franchise  upon  a  few  who  do  not  now  possess  it. 
I  do  not  object  to  his  conferring  the  franchise,  but  Ido  object 
to  his  disfranchising  those  who  are  possessed  of  the  elective 
franchise  now.  I  pointed  out,  when  this  Bill  was  under 
discussion,  that  except  lor  some  offence,  no  one  who  has 
enjoyed  the  franchise  in  England  is  disfranchised  when 
there  is  a  change  made  in  the  qualification  of  voters  ;  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  undertaken  to  disfranchise  a  large 
number  of  the  people  of  this  country.  One  of  my  hon. 
friends  went  into  a  calculation,  and  showed  that  he  had 
disfranchised  upwards  of  130,000  in  the  Dominion  of  Can¬ 
ada  ;  and  I  say  it  is  monstrous  to  deprive  those  who  have 
enjoyed  the  elective  franchise  of  that  inestimable  privilege, 
when  nothing  has  been  done  to  show  that  they  are  un¬ 
worthy  of  the  trust  committed  to  them.  That  is  what  he 
does.  My  hon.  friend  from  Sunbury  pointed  out  that,  in  his 
constituency,  several  hundred  persons  would  be  disfran¬ 
chised  ;  and  he  asks  that  the  Bill  be  so  amended  that  those 
persons  who  now  possess  the  elective  franchise  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  enjoy  the  right  they  now  have.  The  First 
Minister  says  that  there  are  no  parties  in  New 
Brunswick  who  will  be  disfranchised.  If  he  is  right 
— I  do  not  admit  that  he  is,  but  if  so— this  amendment 
could  do  no  harm  ;  it  would  leave  the  parties  just  as  they 
are  now.  There  would  be  no  semblance  of  injustice,  although 
no  more  would  have  the  franchise  than  those  to  whom 
he  proposes  to  give  it.  What  harm  is  done  by  this  double 
security  against  disfranchisement  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
gives  the  franchise  now  to  those  whom  he  proposed  a  few 
days  ago  to  disfranchise  in  British  Columbia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island.  What  right  have  these  people  to  the  elec¬ 
tive  franchise  that  the  people  in  New  Brunswick,  who  have 
had  it  up  to  this  moment,  cannot  assert  ?  The  proposition 
is  a  monbtrous  one,  one  that  this  House  ought  not  to  enter¬ 
tain.  This  House  has  humiliated  itself  on  more  than  one 
occasion  during  this  Session  at  the  instance  of  the  First 
Minister.  It  has  said  and  unsaid  the  same  thing  many  times 
this  Session.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  asking  hon.  members 
to-night  to  unsay  what  they  have  said  with  regard  to  Prince 
Edward  Island.  I  do  not  object  to  that.  He  was  wrong 
before  ;  he  is  more  nearly  right  now.  But  let  him  do  the 
justice  to  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  that  he  says  he  can 
do  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  ;  let  him  deal  out 
the  same  measure  of  justice  to  the  people  in  one  Province 
that  he  proposes  to  allow  to  the  people  in  another.  In  this 
Dominion  we  suppose  that  we  stand  upon  a  footing  of  equali¬ 
ty.  I  am  not  willing  to  refuse  to  the  smallest  Province  what 
I  would  claim  for  the  largest  and  most  populous  Province  in 
the  Dominion.  Let  us  respect  the  rights  the  people  have 
hitherto  enjoyed,  and,  to  do  that,  let  us  vote  for  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  New  Brunswick. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  was  somewhat  surprised  when  my 
hon.  friend  behind  me  stated  to  me  that  some  400  would  be 
disfranchised  in  Queen’s  county,  N.B.  I  could  hardly  believe 
it,  but  I  took  the  trouble  to  send  home  and  have  the  list 
examined  in  my  own  county  of  Charlotte,  and  I  learned, 
though  there  were  two  voting  places  in  which  the  lists  were 
not  then  available,  that  there  were  530  disfranchised  under 
this  Bill.  As  to  who  can  vote  under  this  Bill,  it  is  a  mere 
matter  of  speculation.  I  know  as  much  about  it  as  the 
Finance  Minister,  and  he  knows  no  more  about  it  than  any 
one  else.  We  cannot  tell  how  many  will  be  enfranchised 
until  the  new  list  is  made  up,  but  in  the  meantime  I  am 
I  satisfied  that  some  will  be  disfranchised.  It  is  a  mere  mat* 
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ter  of  speculation  how  many,  and  I  cannot  say  how  many, 
but  some  will  be,  and  who  knows  how  many  will  be  qualified 
under  it  ?  They  may  qualify  under  the  wage-earners’  qua¬ 
lification,  or  they  may  prevail  upon  somebody  to  value 
their  property  at  $150  when  it  has  been  valued  here¬ 
tofore  at  $100.  I  do  not  see  how  the  Government  can 
give  the  right  to  two  Provinces  and  refuse  it  to  others. 
I  cannot  go  to  all  these  500  or  600  men  who  are 
disfranchised,  to  all  appearance,  and  tell  whether  they 
will  be  able  to  vote  under  some  other  qualification  or  not. 
The  same  thing  may  be  said  also  as  to  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia.  My  hon.  friend  from  Kent, 
N.  B.  (Mr.  Landry)  says  he  is  going  to  vote  against  both 
amendments.  No  doubt  there  will  be  some  disfranchised 
in  his  county.  He  does  not  want  that.  They  voted  to  send 
him  here.  Why  should  he  not  claim  for  them  the  same 
privilege  that  the  Government  is  willing  to  concede  to 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia  ?  I  cannot  see 
on  what  principle  it  can  be  refused.  My  opinion  is,  that 
there  will  be  10,000  disfranchised  in  New  Brunswick,  and 
how  many  of  these  will  be  enfranchised  under  this  Bill  who 
can  tell  ?  It  will  do  no  harm,  however,  to  let  those  who 
have  been  enfranchised  remain  so.  If  the  amendment  is 
not  adopted,  it  will  be  inconsistent,  and  will  not  be  dealing 
fairly  with  all  the  Provinces. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  The  fact  is,  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Pirst  Minister  in  this  matter  is  wholly  unjustifiable, 
and  no  one  knows  it  better  than  the  First  Minister 
himself.  He  proposes  to  allow  every  man  in  the  island 
of  Prince  Edward  and  in  British  Columbia,  who  is 
now  entitled  to  a  vote,  to  retain  that  right  as  long 
as  he  lives,  and  when  my  hon.  friend  from  St  John 
(Mr.  Weldon)  submits  a  similar  proposition,  the  hon. 
gentleman  refuses  it  to  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  cases  are  different,  and  I  agree 
with  him.  Wherein  does  the  difference  lie  ?  In  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia  they  have  universal 
suffrage ;  every  man  is  entitled  to  vote.  A  man  may  be 
here  to-day  and  he  may  be  somewhere  else  to-morrow  ; 
he  has  no  ties  in  the  country  that  will  justify  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  allowing  him  to  retain  the  right  to  exercise 
the  franchise.  In  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  no 
man  can  vote  unless  he  has  a  property  qualification,  unless 
he  has  a  house  and  land,  unless  he  has  a  home ;  and  unless 
he  has  property  to  the  amount  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
exacts  by  this  Bill  to  qualify  him  he  is  not  entitled  to  vote. 
But  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia  no  such 
qualification  exists.  In  New  Brunswick  the  very  men  who 
have  a  claim  upon  the  consideration  of  this  House,  the  very 
men  whose  homes  are  in  the  Province,  are  deprivedof  a  vote 
by  this  Bill.  I  ask  what  justification  there  can  be  for  this 
proposition  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  he  has  largely 
extended  the  franchise.  How  has  he  extended  it  ?  He  has 
given  the  Micmac  Indians  of  New  Brunswick  a  vote,  and  he 
proposes  to  cut  off  the  freemen  of  the  city  of  St.John,  who 
are  now  entitled  to  exercise  the  franchise.  Tot  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  pretends  to  say  there  is  some  distinction  between  the 
two  cases.  There  is  no  distinction  that  would  give  the 
voters  in  the  island  a  right  to  vote,  and  he  knows  it.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  his  followers  in  this  House  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  have  notified  him  that  they  dare  not 
go  back  to  their  constituents  unless  he  makes  this  change. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  full  well  that  unless  he  makes 
this  change  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia, 
instead  of  having  nine  supporters  from  those  Provinces  he 
would  not  have  one.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  guided  by  no 
principle.  With  him,  it  is  a  pure  question  of  expediency. 
He  is  willing  to  sacrifice  every  principle  for  the  sake  of 
political  exigencies.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks,  no  doubt, 
that  he  can  secure  the  support  of  three  members  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  six  from  British  Columbia  by 
Mr.  Gillmoe. 


doing  them  the  full  measure  of  justice  that  he  is  not  willing 
to  do  to  any  other  Province,  and  he  calls  that  fair  play  and 
justice  to  all.  Sir,  ray  hon.  friend  has  said  that  the  First 
Minister  has  dragged  his  supporters  through  an  amount  of 
filth  and  dirt  during  this  whole  contest  that  is  not  credi¬ 
table  to  himself  or  to  them,  and  he  will  have  to  drag  them 
through  a  good  deal  more  filth  and  dirt  before  he  gets  this 
Bill  through  in  the  shape  it  is  now. 

Mr.  IEtYINE.  When  I  spoke  upon  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  1  gave  it  as  my  opinion  that  none  of  my  consti¬ 
tuents  would  be  disfranchised  by  it.  Since  then  some  of  my 
colleagues,  in  conversation  with  me,  have  assured  me  that  I 
was  not  correct,  and  so  I  took  the  trouble  to  write  home  to 
tho  secretary-treasurer  of  my  county  to  look  over  the  new 
assessment  rolls  of  this  year  and  to  send  me  the  result.  I 
asked  him  to  see  if  there  were  any  persons  assessed  between 
$100  and  $150  in  real  estate  and  in  personal  property.  I 
received  a  letter,  which  I  am  willing  to  show  to  the  First 
Minister,  and  this  letter  states  that  in  my  county  there  are 
some  300  names  on  the  assessment  roll  who  will  be  disfran¬ 
chised  under  this  Bill,  as  not  having  the  qualification 
required  by  it.  Now,  Sir,  the  First  Minister  stated  that 
the  Finance  Minister,  his  colleague  from  New  Brunswick, 
was  a  good  authority  on  this  subject.  He  may  be,  but  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  the  assessors  appointed 
under  the  law  of  New  Brunswick  are  equally  as  good  autho¬ 
rity,  if  not  better.  They  are  required  to  take  an  oath  to 
value  the  property  of  the  inhabitants  for  assessment  pur¬ 
poses  as  correctly  as  they  would  the  property  of  a  deceased 
person.  They  go  from  door  to  door  to  assess  the  real  and 
personal  property  of  every  person,  and  I  think  it  must  con¬ 
ceded  that  they  are  better  authority  than  either  the  First 
Minister  or  the  Finance  Minister. 
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Cuthbert,  Macdonald  (King’s),  Wallace  (Albert), 

Daly,  Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Wallace  (York), 

Daoust,  Mackintosh,  White  (Cardwell), 

Dawson,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge),McCallum,  White  (Renfrew), 

Desaulniers  (St.M’rice),McDougald  (Pictou),  Wigle, 

Dickinson,  McDougall  (C  .  Breton),  Wood  (Brockville), 

Dodd,  McLelan,  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Dugas,  McNeill,  Woodworth. — 96. 

Amendment  to  amendment  negatived. 


Mr.  WATSON.  In  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  at  present, 
the  qualification  for  voters  is  $100  in  cities,  towns  and  vil¬ 
lages,  as  well  as  in  country  municipalities.  I  feel  satisfied 
that  under  this  Bill,  as  it  stands  at  present,  a  great  number 
of  the  electors  of  Manitoba  will  be  disfranchised  ;  therefore, 
I  hope  the  First  Minister  will  consent  to  attach  Manitoba 
to  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia,  and  give 
them  the  same  rights.  If  he  does  not  do  so,  he  will  be 
doing  a  great  injustice  to  many  people  in  Manitoba.  There¬ 
fore,  I  beg  leave  to  move,  in  amendment  to  the  amendment : 

To  leave  out  the  words  “  the  Provinces  of  British  Columbia  and 
Prince  Edward  Island,”  and  to  insert  the  following:  “in  order  to 
enable  persons  now  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Provinces  of  British  Col¬ 
umbia,  Prince  Edward  Island  and  Manitoba  at  future  elections  for 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  said  Provinces,” 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Watson  to  the 
amendment. 
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steadily  endeavored  to  impress  on  the  House  the  necessity  of 
uniformity,  that  whatever  law  may  be  made  for  one  Province 
shall  be  applicable  to  another  Province.  Only  this  after¬ 
noon,  when  a  suggestion  was  made  as  to  a  proposed  change, 
the  First  Minister  replied  that  it  would  in  tei  fere  with  the 
principle  of  uniformity — that  was  in  regard  to  tenants’ 
right  to  vote.  This  evening  the  First  Minister  has  announced 
that  the  franchise  enjoyed  in  the  two  extreme  Provinces 
should  not  be  interfered  with.  He  has  affirmed  as  a  prin¬ 
ciple  that  because  men  enjoy  manhood  suffrage  the  vote 
should  not  be  taken  away  from  them.  If  that  is  a  sound 
principle,  it  is  applicable  generally;  and  the  same  right 
must  be  extended  to  every  citizen  of  the  Dominion.  If  he 
thinks  it  is  an  unsound  principle  to  disfranchise  any  citizen 
in  British  Columbia  or  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  ask  him  to 
extend  that  principle  to  every  other  Province.  On  what 
principle  is  he  proposing  to  disfranchise  the  electors 
in  Ontario  and  Quebec  or  Manitoba  ?  If  you  take  the 
old  law  in  Ontario,  and  compare  the  rights  of  tenants, 
it  will  be  found  that  they  are  restricted  by  this  Bill. 
Under  the  local  law  the  tenant  was  not  obliged  to  be  in 
possession  of  the  property  demised,  in  order  to  have  a  vote. 
Under  this  Bill  he  will  require  to  be  in  possession.  If  you 
compare  this  measure  with  the  enlarged  Bill  recently 
passed  by  the  Ontario  Legislature,  it  is  evident  that  a  large 
number  of  people  will  be  disfranchised.  In  Algoma  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  is  in  force  to-day.  is  it  fair,  then,  that  the 
voters  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia,  who, 
but  for  this  amendment,  would  not  be  entitled  to  vote  on 
that  qualification,  should  have  the  franchise,  while  many  of 
the  citizens  of  Algoma  would  be  disfranchised.  For  those 
reasons  I  propose  the  following  amendment,  which  follows 
exactly  the  language  of  the  amendment  respecting  Prince 
Edward  Island : 

That  the  following  words  be  added  :  In  the  Provinces  of  Ontario, 
Quebec,  Manitoba,  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  besides  the  persons 
entitled  to  be  registered  as  voters  under  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this 
Act,  every  person  who,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  same,  first,  is  of 
the  age  of  21  years,  and  is  not  by  this  Act  or  by  any  law  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  disqualified  or  prevented  from  voting ;  and  second,  is  a 
British  subject  by  birth  or  naturalisation,  and  a  resident  in  the  Province, 
and  is  entitled  to  vote  in  the  said  Provinces  respectively  by  the  laws 
now  severally  existing  in  the  same,  shall  have  a  right  to  be  registered 
as  a  voter,  and  vote,  so  long  as  he  shall  continue  to  be  qualified  to  vote 
under  the  provisions  of  the  said  last  mentioned  laws,  and  no  longer.” 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  the  First  Minister  will  make  a 
mistake  if  he  departs  from  the  principle  on  which  this  meas¬ 
ure  is  founded.  He  has,  during  the  discussions  on  the  Bill, 
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Amendment  to  the  amendment  negatived. 


Mr.  LANGELIER.  It  was  expected  that  the  amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  would  be  accepted  by  the  Government.  Almost 
immediately  the  First  Minister  said  he  would  not  accept  the 
amendment.  Now  that  amendment  is  accepted,  or  some¬ 
thing  to  the  same  effect,  and  I  think  that  the  members  from 
the  Province  of  Quebec  should  see  that  their  Province  is  as 
well  treated  as  the  other  Provinces,  and  therefore  I  move  . 


That  the  Bill  be  not  now  considered,  but  that  it  be  reierred  back  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  therein  another 
clause,  as  follows  :  In  the  Province  of  Quebec,  besides  the  persons  who 
are  er  titled  to  be  registered  as  voters,  and  to  vote,  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  every  person  who,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  same,  is  of 
the  age  of  21  years,  and  is  not  disqualified  by  this  Act,  or  by  any  law  of 
the  Dominion  ;  who  is  a  British  subject  by  birth  or  naturalisation, 
and  is  entitled  to  vote  in  such  Province,  under  the  laws  now  existing 
in  the  same,  shall  have  the  right  to  be  registered  as  a  voter,  and  to 
vote,  as  long  as  he  shall  be  qualified  to  vote  under  the  provisions  of  the 
last  mentioned  laws,  and  no  longer.” 
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Mclsaac, 

Wells. — 44. 

Geoffrion, 

Mills, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Abbott, 

Ferguson(Leeds&Gren.)Moffat, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Fortin, 

Montplaisir, 

Foster, 

Orton, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gagne, 

Paint, 

Barnard, 

Girouard, 

Pinsonneault, 

Beaty, 

Gordon, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Bell, 

Grandbois, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Guilbault, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Guillet, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Bergin, 

Hackett, 

Ross, 

Royal, 

Billy, 

Hesson, 

Blondeau, 

Hickey, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Bowell, 

Homer, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Jamieson, 

Sproule, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Jenkins, 

Stairs, 

Carling, 

Kaulbach, 

Taschereau, 

Caron, 

Kilvert, 

Tasse, 

Chapleau, 

Labrosse, 

Taylor, 

Cimon, 

Colby, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Temple, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Townshend, 

Costigan, 

Mr.  Mulock. 

Laugevin, 

Tupper, 

Coughlin,  Lesage,  Vanasse, 

Curran,  Macdonald  (King’s),  Wallace  (Albert), 

Cuthbert,  Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Wallace  (York), 

Daly,  Mackintosh,  White  (Cardwell), 

Daoust,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Hastings), 

Dawson,  McCallum,  White  (Renfrew), 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge),  MeDougald  (Pictou),  Wigle, 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice), McDougall  (0.  Breton),  Wood  (Brockville), 
Dickinson,  McLelan,  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Dodd,  McNeill,  Woodworth. — 95. 

Dugas,  Massue, 


Amendment  to  the  amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Before  the  motion  is  carried,  I  wish  to 
give  a  few  words  of  explanation  of  the  vote  I  have  already 
given  on  this  question.  I  have  always  held  that  this  Act  is 
wide  enough ;  that  it  would  be  unlikely  that  any  person  of 
21  years  of  age,  in  the  enjoyment  of  health  and  able  to  earn 
a  livelihood,  would  not  bo  able  to  vote  under  this  Act.  With 
regard  to  the  amendment,  however,  if  there  is  a  necessity 
for  it  for  British  Columbia  or  Prince  Edward  Island,  then  I 
say  it  should  apply  to  all  the  other  Provinces.  I  agree 
with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  on  this 
question,  and  if  a  vote  were  taken  upon  it,  I  should  record 
my  opinion  in  favor  of  the  views  I  have  expressed. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Jenkins. 

Yeas  : 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Armstrong, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Bernier, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Oameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Cimon, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Desaulniers  (Mask’nge), 
Desaulniers  (St.M’rice), 
Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

Fairbanfe, 


Messieurs 

Fisher, 

Forbes, 

Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

GeofFrion, 

Gillmor, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Gunn, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Holton, 

Homer, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Labrosse, 

Langelier, 

Lange  vin, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McCallum, 

McCraney, 

MeDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (0.  Breton) 
McIntyre, 

Mclsaac, 


McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Massue, 

Mills, 

Montplaisir, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Scriver, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Springer, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Trow, 

Tupper, 

Vail, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

WeH8 

White’  (Cardwell), 

White  (Hastings), 

,  Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westm’land)-114 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Auger, 

Bourassa, 

Catudal, 

Girouard, 

Guilbault, 

Kirk, 


Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (Montmagny), 
Lesage, 

Mulock, 

Ross, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 


Sproule, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Temple, 

Vanasse, 

White  (Renfrew).— 17. 


Amendment  agreed  to  and  the  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 


(In  the  Committee). 

Mr.  MILLS.  Supposing  one  of  the  parties  living  on  the 
island  should  leave,  and  should  take  up  his  residence  else¬ 
where,  he  will  cease  to  be  a  voter  for  the  time  being,  but  if 
he  returns  to  the  island,  does  he  stand  on  the  same  footing 
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as  any  other  person  without  property  ?  I  understand  that  a 
large  number  of  those  persons  on  Prince  Edward  Island,  who 
have  hitherto  voted  on  property,  are  tishermen,  who  some¬ 
times  reside  on  the  island  but  occasionally  reside  elsewhere. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  carrying  through  a  Bill  undertaking 
to  qualify  a  number  of  parties  to  vote;  he  is  introducing 
what  is  a  serious  disintegrating  element,  for  he  cannot  sup¬ 
pose  that  the  Bill  will  remain  in  its  present  form  for  any 
length  of  time,  and  therefore  he  should  explain  what  he 
intends  by  the  clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Bill  speaks  for  itself* 

Mr.  MILLS.  No,  it  does  not.  What  is  the  legal  effect 
of  it  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  has  some  intention  with  regard 
to  those  to  whom  he  purposes  to  give  a  vote,  and  1  ask  him 
what  is  his  intention  ? 


Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)  Mackintosh,  White  (Hastings), 

Dasaulniers(St.Maurice)McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Renfrew), 
Dickinson,  McOallum,  Wigle, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (Brockville), 

Dugas,  McDougall(CapeBreton)  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Farrow,  McLelan,  Woodworth. — 92. 

Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren)McNeill, 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  move  : 

That  the  BUI  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  3rd  sub-section  of  the  4th  section,  by 
omitting  the  words  “  and  50,"  in  the  second  line  of  the  said  sub-section. 

This  is  to  make  the  property  qualification  $100  instead 
of  $150. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Burpee. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  we  ought  to 
know  the  purport  of  an  amendment  which  is  distinctly 
contrary  to  what  was  declared  to  be  the  object  of  the  Bill. 
No  doubt  the  object  was  to  save  the  hon.  gentleman’s  friends 
in  Prince  Edward  Island. 


Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  currently  rumored  in  this  Chamber 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  is  the  revered  parent  of 
this  clause,  and  that  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward 
Island  is  only  its  foster  parent.  The  hon.  gentleman  hav¬ 
ing  drawn  it  up,  ought  to  know  and  ought  to  tell  the 
House  its  exact  purport. 

Bill  reported  with  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  Bill  as 
amended  be  now  taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  beg  to  move  : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  with 
instructions  to  amend  it,  so  as  to  provide  that  every  person  having  the 
right  to  vote  at  the  elections  for  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  any”  Pro¬ 
vince  shall  have  the  right  to  vote  at  elections  for  the  House  of  Commons. 


House  divided  on 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudel, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Dupont, 

Fairbank, 

Fisher, 

GeofFrion, 


Abnott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulange9), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

BiHy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


amendement  of  Mr, 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Gigault, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Kirk, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

McIntyre, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  fKent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King's) 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Langelier. 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 41. 


Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanas3e, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 


Yeas  : 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 

Forbes, 


Messieurs 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Langelier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Braut), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Temple, 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells. — 37. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Duthbert, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Fortin, 

Foster, 

Geoffrion, 

Gigault, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Moatmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 


Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Desaulniers  (St.  M ’rice),  Mackintosh, 

Dickinson,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dodd,  McOallum,  » 

Dugas,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dupont,  McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Farrow,  McLelan, 

Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren)McNeill, 

Amendment  negatived. 


Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

TassA, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
,Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth. — 89. 


Mr.  TROW  moved : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
with  instructions  to  amend  the  same  so  as  to  provide  that  the  qualifica¬ 
tions  of  voters  for  the  Province  of  Ontario  for  the  election  of  members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  the  same  as  that  which  may  be  fixed  as 
the  qualifications  of  voters  tor  the  election  of  members  to  the  Legislative 
Assembly  of  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Trow. 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 


Armstrong,  Geoffrion, 

Auger,  Gillmor, 

Bernier,  Holton, 

Burpee,  Innes, 

Cameron  (Middlesex),  Irvine, 
Campbel  (Renfrew),  Langlier, 
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Laurier, 

Liater, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nats  : 
Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandboia, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Heason, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz 
Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Desaulniers  ( Maski’  nge)  Mackintosh , 
Desaulniers(St.  Mau’ce)McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Farrow,  McLelan, 

Ferguson(Leeds&  Gren) 

Amendment  negatived. 


Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St  Georges, 

Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells. — 36. 


McNeill, 

Massue, 

Moflat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 

White  (Renfrew), 

Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth. — 88. 


Mr.  ARMSTRONG-.  I  rise  to  move  an  amendment  to  the 
tenant  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  I  wish  to  call  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter’s  attention  to  that  clause  for  a  few  moments.  I  find 
there  is  an  invidious  distinction  made  between  the  tenant 
and  the  other  two  classes  who  vote  on  property  qualifica¬ 
tions.  As  regards  the  owner  of  property,  there  is  nothing 
required  with  regard  to  the  amount  of  interest  he  has  in  the 
property ;  he  is  simply  required  to  be  nominally  the  owner  of 
it.  The  property  may  be  mortgaged  for  all  it  is  worth,  and 
he  may  be  in  debt  besides,  but  still  he  is  allowed  to  vote  on 
the  property.  Then,  again,  as  regards  the  occupant,  itis  not 
necessary  he  shall  have  any  monetary  interest  in  the  pro 
perty  at  all.  He  may  be  simply  a  squatter,  but  still  he  has 
a  right  to  vote.  It  is  entirely  different  when  we  come  to 
the  tenant  clause.  There  the  distinction  is  made,  that  he  must 
pay  a  certain  amount  of  rent,  no  matter  what  the  intrinsic 
value  of  the  property  may  be.  Not  only  that,  but  a  certain 
portion  of  that  rent,  up  to  $20,  shall  be  paid  before  he  will 
be  allowed  to  vote.  I  say,  again,  that  is  an  invidious  dis¬ 
tinction.  Then  I  find  there  is  one  class  of  tenants  entirely 
debarred  from  the  franchise.  The  section  only  provides  for 
two  classes  of  tenants :  first,  the  class  that  pays  the  rent  in 
money  ;  and  next,  the  class  that  pays,  instead,  in  kind,  or  a 
part  of  the  produce  of  the  land.  But  in  Ontario,  and  I  suppose 
in  the  other  Provinces  as  well,  there  is  a  large  class  of  tenants 
not  included  under  either  of  those  heads.  We  have  often 
tenants  who,  instead  of  paying  money  or  produce,  remune¬ 
rate  the  owner  by  making  improvements,  by  making,  for 
instance,  fences,  or  clearing  a  portion  of  the  land,  or  drain¬ 
ing  a  portion  of  the  land,  or  erecting  buildings,  or  in  some 
way  or  other  not  included  in  either  of  these  classes.  This 
I  take  to  be  a  great  hardship.  A  tenant  of  this  class  may 
be  paying  a  large  consideration.  The  property  he  is  hold¬ 
ing  may  be  worth  $1,000  or  $10,000,  and  the  consideration 
he  is  giving  for  the  use  of  it  may  amount  to  hundreds  of 
dollars ;  yet,  under  this  Bill,  he  will  have  no  right  to  vote. 
The  clause,  as  it  stands  now,  requiring  that  this  rent  shall 
be  paid,  will  also  be  troublesome  in  finding  out  the  correct 
amount  of  rent,  and,  in  many  cases,  will  cause  a  good  deal 
of  annoyance.  That  annoyance  may  be  very  much  inten- 
Mr.  Trow. 


sified.  Poverty  is  no  disgrace,  if  a  man  has  not  brought  it 
on  himself  through  his  own  misconduct,  but  there  is  no  man, 
no  matter  how  poor  he  is,  who  wishes  to  have  that  poverty 
flaunted  in  the  face  of  the  public.  Under  the  Bill, 
as  it  is,  when  a  tenant  goes  to  vote,  the  first  question 
asked  is  whether  he  has  paid  his  rent  or  not ;  and 
it  has  always  been  open  to  the  landlord,  if  he  is  on 
the  opposite  side  of  politics,  to  trump  up  a  bill  against 
him  and  dispute  whether  he  has  paid  the  amount  ot  rent 
required  or  not.  Not  only  that,  but  we  can  easily  conceive 
a  poor  tenant  may  often  be  subjected  to  another  species  of 
annoyance.  We  know  that  not  only  candidates,  but 
agents,  are  in  the  habit  of  canvassing  a  party  who  is 
supposed  to  have  a  vote.  A  tenant  who  is  unable  to  pay 
his  rent  may  be  from  day  to  day  annoyed  by  these  parties 
coming  to  solicit  his  vote,  and  at  last,  in  order  to  get  rid  of 
them,  he  will  have  to  acknowledge  that  he  has  not  and 
is  not  able  to  pay  his  rent.  I  say,  again,  an  invidious 
distinction  is  made  against  the  tenant.  It  may  bo  said  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  that  not  the  value  of  the  property,  as 
regards  the  tenant,  but  the  rent  paid,  is  to  be  the  qualifica¬ 
tion.  But  why  should  a  principle  of  that  kind  be  adhered 
to  when  it  is  not  only  going  to  debar  a  large  number  of 
voters  from  the  franchise,  but  is  going  to  make  an  invidious 
distinction,  not  productive  of  any  good  or  not  answering 
any  useful  purpose  ?  I  beg  to  move,  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  the  qualification  of  a  tenant 
shall  be  determined  by  the  actual  value  of  the  property  of  which  he  is 
tenant,  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  occupant  or  owner  in  all  the  Provinces 
in  which  the  actual  value  appears  on  the  assessment  roll. 


House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr, 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Armstrong. 

Armstrong, 

Geoffrion, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Auger, 

Gillmor, 

Ray, 

Bernier, 

Holton, 

Rinfret, 

Burpee, 

Innis, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Irvine, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Langelier, 

Springer, 

Cartwright, 

Laurier, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Casgrain, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Trow, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Vail, 

McCraney, 

Watson, 

Fairbank, 

Mills, 

Weldon, 

Fisher, 

Forbes, 

Mulock, 

Nats  ; 

Messieurs 

Wells.— -37. 

Abbott, 

Ferguson(Leeds&Gren.)McNeill, 

Allison, 

Fortin, 

Massue, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Foster, 

Moffat, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Girouard, 

Orton, 

Barnard, 

Gordon, 

Paint, 

Beaty, 

Grandbois, 

Pinsonneault, 

Bell, 

Gillett, 

Pruyn, 

Benoit, 

Hackett, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Bergeron, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Billy, 

Royal, 

Blondeau, 

Homer, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Bowell, 

Jamieson, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Jenkins, 

Sproule, 

Carling, 

Kaulbach, 

Stairs, 

Caron, 

Kilvert, 

Taschereau, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse. 

Landry  (Kent), 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Coughlin, 

Townshend, 

Curran, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Tupper, 

Cuthburt, 

Langevin, 

Vanasse, 

Daly, 

Lesage, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Daoust, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Wallace  (York), 

Dawson, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

White  (Cardwell), 

Desaulniers  ( Maski’ n ge) Mackintosh, 

White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  (St.Mau’ce)McMillan,  (Vaudreuil), 

White  (Renfrew), 

Dickinson, 

McCallum, 

Wigle, 

Dodd, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Wood  (Brockville), 

Dugas, 

McDougall  (C.  Breton), Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Farrow, 

McLelan, 

Woodworth.— 87. 

Amendment  negatived. 
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Mr.  SOMEEYILLE  (Brant)  moved  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  so  as  so  provide  that  the  sons  of  owners,  occupants 
and  tenants,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  who  are  natural-borne  or  natur¬ 
alised  British  subjects  of  twenty-one  years  of  age,  and  whose  fathers  are 
upon  the  revised  assessment  roll  for  real  property,  in  cities  and  towns, 
of  the  actual  value  of  $400,  and  in  incorporated  villages  and  townships 
for  $200,  shall  be  entitled  to  have  their  names  eniered  upon  the  voters’ 
list  and  to  vote  for  the  election  of  members  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Amondment  negatived  on  the  following  division  : 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 
Forbes,  ^ 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs. 

Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.),  McNeill 

Fnrt.in-  _ 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 33. 


Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (MontmagDy) 
Langevin, 

Lesaee, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bo  well, 

Campbell  (Victoria) 

Carling, 

Caron,  ”  •) 

Colbv, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Outhbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust,  _ _ 

Dawson,  Macdonald  (Sir 

Desaulniers  fMaski’nge)Maekintosh,  White  CHastimjcif 

Desaulniers  (St. M’ricejbMcMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Renfrew)' 
Dickinson.  McOallum,  ”  Wigle,  }’ 

Duvas  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (Brockville), 

&  M°?°,UKa11  (0-  Breton),  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Harrow,  McLelan,  Woodworth-87. 

Mr.JSIoCEANEY  moved,  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill ,  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  any  male  person,  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  ot  Ontario,  who  is  a  British  subject  by  birth  or  naturalisation,  who 
is  twenty-one  years  of  age,  and  who  is  entered  upon  the  revised  assess¬ 
ment  roll  as  tenant  for  real  property  of  the  actual  value,  in  cities  and 
towns,  of  $200,  and  in  incorporated  villages  and  townships,  of  $100, 
shall  be  entitled  to  have  his  name  entered  upon  the  voters’  list  for  such 
city,  town,  incorporated  village  or  township,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  to 
vote  at  the  election  of  a  member  for  the  House  of  Commons. 

Amendment  negatived  on  tae  following  division 

Yeas  : 


Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (dastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 
ohn),  White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 
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Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mnlook, 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce). 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail,  ^ 

Watson,  ^ 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Bernard, 

Bp  i  tty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Outhbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Nays: 

Messieurs. 

Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren. 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesaee, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Desaulniers  fMaski’ng6)Mackintosh, 
Desaulniers  (St,  M’ rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Farrow,  McLelan, 

Mr.  INNES  moved  in  amendment 


), McNeill, 

Masson, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robserton  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Tascherean, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
,Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth.— 87. 


That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
every  male  person,  being  a  British  subject  of  twenty-one  years  of  age, 
and  being  entered  upon  the  last  revised  assessment  roll  as  owner  or 
occupant  of  real  property  of  the  value,  in  cities  and  towns,  of  $200,  and 
in  incorporated  villages  and  townships  for  $100,  shall  be  entitled  to  have 
his  name  placed  on  the  voters’  list  and  to  vote  for  the  election  of  a  mem¬ 
ber  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division : 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

mT 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Outhbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Teas :  ) 

Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs. 

Ferguson  (L’ds&jGren.),  McNeill 

Fnrt.in.  nr _ 


Paterson  (Brant), 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Fortin, 
Foster, 
Girouard, 
Gordon, 
Grandbois, 
Guillet, 
Hackett, 
Hesson, 
Hickey, 
Homer, 
Jamieson, 
Jenkins, 
Kaulbach, 
Kilvert, 
Kranz, 


Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 


Labrosse. 

Landry  (Kent),  xuwusu 

Landry  (Montmagny),  Tupper, 

Langevin,  Vanasse,  ’ 

Lesage,  Wallace  (Albert), 

Macdonald  (King’s),  Wallace  (York), 

- - Macdonald  (Sir  John),  White  (Cardwell). 

Desaulniers  fMaski  ngo)Mackintosh,  White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  (at.  M’ rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Renfrew) 
Dickinson,  McCallnm,  Wigle, 

n„/’  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (Brockville), 

Farrow  McDougall  (O.  Breton), Wood  (Westmoreland), 

tarrow’  .McLelan,  Woodworth-87. 
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Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  desire  to  move  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  direction  that  I  favored  when  the  different  clauses 
of  the  Bill  were  discussed  in  committee.  I  strongly  favored  the 
proposition  which,  was  then  made,  that  those  in  charge  of  the 
preparation  of  the  local  electoral  lists,  in  other  words,  the 
clerks  of  the  different  municipalities,  should  have  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  primary  lists  under  this  Bill.  The  men  who 
have  had  the  preparation  of  those  lists  in  their  hands 
throughout  the  Province  of  Ontario  have  done  their  work 
satisfactorily  ;  they  are  men  of  all  political  parties,  and  they 
have  been  actively  supervised  by  the  municipal  councils  of 
their  own  municipalities,  while  there  has  been  an  appeal  to 
the  judge.  Under  this  Bill,  the  preparation  of  the  lists  is 
left  in  the  hands  of  one  individual,  who  has  not  such  super¬ 
vision  exercised  over  him.  While  I  take  exception  to  the 
change  proposed  for  these  reasons,  I  also  take  exception  to 
the  course  pursued  in  this  matter  in  the  Bill  now  under 
discussion,  because  I  believe  we  are  passing  over  an  efficient, 
a  reliable,  a  thoroughly  responsible  body  of  men,  who  have 
had  these  duties  to  discharge  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  have,  in  much  the  greater  number  of  instances, 
discharged  them  with  a  credit  which  certainly  should  not 
he  reflected  upon  by  the  course  proposed  by  this  Bill. 
Independent  of  political  reasons,  these  men  are  able  to  dis¬ 
charge  the  duties  of  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists 
throughout  the  Province  of  Ontario  with  care,  and  so  as  to 
secure  to  us  what  is  the  main  purpose  of  any  electoral  sys¬ 
tem,  the  success  of  the  party  that  is  in  the  majority.  I 
deny  that  the  same  purpose  can  be  as  efficiently  secured  by 
this  Bill.  This  Bill  proposes  to  remove  the  control  of  the 
voters’  lists  from  the  people  themselves  to  an  appointee  of 
the  Government  of  the  day,  a  course  which,  I  think,  will 
result  in  great  dissatisfaction  among  the  people.  Independent 
of  these  reasons  there  is  that  of  expense.  In  the  present 
case  we  are  assuming  a  responsibility  which  can  be  avoided 
by  the  adoption  of  the  proposition  I  desire  to  make.  For 
all  these  reasons,  I  beg  to  move,  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  cf 
amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
lists  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  those  who  now 
prepare  the  voters’  lists  for  the  election  of  members  to  the  Provincial 
Legislature. 

Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division  : — 

Yeas  : 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 
Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCranev, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 


Nays  ; 
Messieurs. 


Paterson  (Brant), 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Mr.  Innes. 


Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbaoh, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 


McNeill,  , 

Massue, 

Moffat,  } 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tassd, 

Taylor, 

Townshead, 


Curran,  Landry  (Montmagny), 

Cuthbert,  Langevin, 

Daly,  Lesape, 

Daoust,  %  Macdonald  (King’s), 

Dawson,  Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Mackintosb, 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’ rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (U.  Breton) 

Farrow,  McLelan, 


Tupper, 

Vauasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
,Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth — 87. 


Mr.  LANGELIER.  L  have  an  amendment  of  a  some¬ 
what  similar  nature  to  that  which  has  been  negatived, 
which  applied  only  to  the  Province  of  Ontario.  My  amend¬ 
ment  will  apply  to  the  whole  Dominion.  It  is  this  : 

That  the  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  the  lists  of  the  electors 
qualified  under  this  Act  shall  be  prepared  by  the  same  officers  and  in 
the  same  manner  as  those  of  the  electors  qualified  to  vote  at  elections 
for  the  Legislative  Assemblies  in  the  several  Provinces. 

Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 
Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Alills, 

Mulock, 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weidon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Nays  : 

Messieurs. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria) 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesape, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Mackintosh, 
Desaulniers  (St.  M’ rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Farrow,  McLelan, 


McNeill, 

Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn,  1 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor,  • 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 

White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth— 87. 


Mr.  LISTER.  I  bog  to  move  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  in  case  of  an  appeal  upon  the 
claim  of  any  person  to  be  put  upon  the  voters’  list  or  the  right  to 
remain  upon  such  list,  such  person  may  vote,  but  his  ballot  shall  not  be 
counted,  but  shall  be  sealed  up  by  the  deputy  returning  officer  in  an 
envelope  endorsed  with  the  polling  division,  the  election  and  the  num¬ 
ber  opposite  the  voter’s  came  upon  the  poll  book,  and  such  ballots  shall 
b9  forwarded  fo  the  court  in  which  such  appeal  is  pending,  and  when 
the  appeal  is  decided  the  court  shall  certify  to  the  returning  officer  the 
votes  to  be  added,  if  any,  to  the  number  counted  for  each  candidate, 
and  the  return  shall  be  corrected  accordingly,  and  the  court  shall  also 
certify  the  result  of  the  appeal  to  the  revising  officer,  who  shall  amend 
the  voters’  lists,  so  far  as  may  be  necessary,  in  accordance  with  such 
certificate. 
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Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division:  — 

Ysas  : 

Messieurs 


Armstrong! 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Ml?' 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria) 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nats  : 

Messieurs. 

Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.), 
Fortin, 


Paterson  (Brant) 
Day, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Desaulniers  ('Maski’nge)Mackintosh, 
Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice),McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  MoDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Farrow,  McLelan, 


McNeill, 

Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
.Wood  (Westmoreland), 
W  oodworth. — 87. 


Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  desire  to  move  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  It 
is  permitting  an  appeal  from  the  adjudication  of  the 
revising  officer,  and  is  substantially  the  proposition  which 
the  First  Minister  submitted  in  the  Bill  as  originally  intro¬ 
duced  into  the  House.  Under  this  Bill,  where  the  revising 
officer  is  not  a  judge  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county  court 
judge,  but  there  is  no  appeal  beyond  that.  I  propose,  by  this 
amendment,  that  there  shall  be  an  appeal  from  the  adjudica¬ 
tion  of  the  judge  of  the  county  court,  or  the  judge  of  the 
Superior  Court,  as  the  case  may  be,  when  he  is  the  revising 
officer  or  the  judge  in  appeal.  I  think  the  amendment  is  of 
the  first  possible  importance.  It  is  the  law  in  England,  and 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  the  law  here.  The  proposition  that  the 
First  Minister  has  submitted  to  Parliament  in  this  Bill  is  that 
where  the  revising  officer  is  not  the  judge  there  shall  bo  an 
appeal  to  the  judge,  but  whero  the  revising  officer  is  the 
judge  there  shall  be  no  appeal  from  his  decision.  Wo  know 
that  under  this  Bill  important  and  difficult  questions  of  law 
are  likely  to  arise,  and  I  think  it  is  of  the  first  consequence 
that  we  should  have  the  law  properly  settled.  In  my  amend¬ 
ment,  I  propose  that  there  shall  be  an  appeal  from  the  adju¬ 
dication  of  the  judge  to  a  Superior  Court.  The  amendment 
covers  the  whole  propositions  contained  in  the  original  Bill 
introduced  by  the  First  Minister,  together  with  the  neces¬ 
sary  machinery  for  working  it  out.  I  beg  leave  to  move,  in 
amendment: 


That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
adding  to  section  47  the  following  sub-sections  : — 

(a.)  Any  person  or  persons  who,  under  the  foregoing  sections,  shall 
have  made  complaint,  according  to  the  practice  therein  provided  for  in 
respect  of  the  list  of  voters  in  any  polling  district,  with  respect  to  the 
final  revision  thereof,  whether  such  list  be  the  first  or  any  subsequent 
voters’  list  for  the  polling  district,  prepared  under  this  Act,  or  any  per¬ 
son  or  persons,  with  reference  to  whom  such  complaint  was  made,  who 


shall  be  dissatisfied  with  the  decision  on  any  point  of  law  of  the  revising 
officer  or  the  judge  in  appeal,  in  respect  of  such  complaint,  may  give  to 
the  revising  officer  or  such  judge,  within  seven  days  after  the  day  of  such 
decision,  notice  in  writing  of  his  desire  to  appeal  to  a  superior  court 
from  such  decision,  stating  shortly  in  such  notice  the  decision  complained 
of  and  his  reasons  for  appealing  against  it ;  and  the  revising  officer  or 
such  judge  shall,  as  soon  as  he  conveniently  can  do  so,  state,  in  the  form 
of  a  special  case,  the  facts  established  according  to  his  opinion  by  the 
evidence,  and  necessary  to  be  laid  before  the  court  above  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  said  point  ot  law  ;  also  his  own  decision  on  the  same,  as  nearly 
as  may  be,  according  to  the  form  and  practice  provided  for  the  stating  and 
hearing  of  a  special  case  in  the  court  intended  to  be  appealed  to,  and 
he  shall  then  sign  the  same  as  revising  officer  or  such  judge,  and  shall 
require  the  appellant,  or  his  counsel  or  agent,  after  reading  the  same  to 
him,  to  sign  a  declaration  at  the  end  of  such  special  case  in  the  words  : 

‘  I  appeal  from  the  above  decision  after  which  the  revising  officer  or 
judge  shall  endorse  the  said  case  with  the  names  of  the  parties,  appellant 
and  respondent,  if  there  be  a  respondent  or  party  desiring  to  maintain 
the  decision  appealed  from,  and  the  number  of  the  polling  district,  and 
the  name  of  the  electoral  district  thereby  affected,  and  shall  deliver  to 
such  appellant,  or  his  counsel  or  agent,  a  certified  copy  of  such  case, 
and,  also,  if  required,  to  the  respondent,  or  his  counsel  or  agent. 

(6  )  No  such  appeal  shall  be  allowed  or  entertained  against  any  de¬ 
cision  of  the  revising  officer  or  judge  upon  any  matter  of  fact,  or  the 
admission  or  rejection  of  evidence  adduced  or  offered  on  any  matter  of 
fact,  but  the  appeal  shall  be  allowed  only  on  some  point  or  points  of  law, 
as  before  mentioned.  With  the  consent  of  the  revising  officer  or  judge, 
any  number  of  persons  desiring  to  appeal  on  the  same  point  or  points  of 
law  may  be  joined  in  the  same  statement  of  case,  making  it  one  appeal. 

( e  )  The  appeal  shall  be  in  the  form  of  a  petition  to  the  court,  accom¬ 
panying  the  statement  of  the  case,  certified  by  the  revising  officer  or 
judge,  and  praying  that  the  voters’  list  in  question  may  be  amende!  by 
the  insertion  or  omission  of  the  name  or  names  alleged  to  be  wrongfully 
omitted  or  inserted,  or  otherwise,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  shall  be  pre¬ 
sented  on  behalf  of  the  appellant,  at  the  next  sitting  of  the  court 
appealed  to,  after  the  expiration  of  the  said  notice  of  appeal,  by  any  bar¬ 
rister  or  advocate  practising  therein. 

(d  )  A  copy  of  the  petition  must,  at  least  four  days  befjre  such  pre¬ 
sentation,  have  been  served  upon  the  revising  officer  or  judge,  and  upon 
ihe  party  in  whose  favor  the  decision  appealed  from  was  given,  with  a 
notice  of  the  time  and  place  at  which  the  petition  will  be  presented, 
such  service  being  made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  any  ordinary  case 
of  summons  to  appear  before  such  court  in  civil  cases  or  in  auy  other 
manner  prescribed  by  any  rule  made  by  any  court  in  that  behalf  under 
this  Act.  The  revising  officer  or  judge,  and  the  opposing  party  (if  any) 
may  appear  by  any  barrister  or  advocate  practising  in  the  court,  upon 
whom  any  order  made  by  the  court  in  the  ca3e,  or  any  notice  or  other 
proceeding  therein,  may  be  validly  served. 

(e  )  If  the  petitioner  or  petitioners  does  not  or  do  not  appear  on  the 
day  on  which  the  petition  is  to  be  presented,  or,  appearing,  withdraws 
or  withdraw  his  or  their  petition,  the  case  shall,  on  the  application  of 
the  revising  officer  or  judge,  or  any  other  party  on  whom  the  petition 
has  been  served,  as  aforesaid,  be  dismissed  as  respects  such  petitioner  or 
petitioners,  and  the  polling  list  shall,  as  to  him  or  them,  remain  un¬ 
altered  : 

If  the  petitioner  or  petitioners  appear,  and  neither  the  revising  officer 
nor  any  other  party  aforesaid  does  so,  or  appearing,  does  not  oppose  the 
petition,  the  court  shall  order  the  polling  list  to  be  amended,  a3  prayed 
for,  and  the  revising  officer  shall  amend  it  accordingly. 

But  if  the  petition  be  opposed  by  the  revising  officer  or  other  party 
aforesaid  (if any),  then  appearing,  the  court  shall  appoints  convenient 
time  and  place  at  which  the  case  shall  be  heard  by  some  judge  of  the 
court,  who  shall  hear  and  decide  the  same  summarily,  and  without 
being  bound  by  any  technical  rules  of  proceeding  ;  such  decision  shall 
be  subject  Eto  no  appeal,  and  shall  be  notified  in  such  manner  as  the 
court  may  direct  to  the  revising  officer,  who  shall  obey  the  same  and 
shall  amend  the  polling  list  or  leave  it  unaltered  accordingly. 

Provided  always,  that  the  court  may,  if  it  be  of  opinion  that  the  case 
submitted  is  not  sufficient  to  enable  it  to  give  judgment  in  law,  remit 
the  case  to  the  revising  officer  to  be  more  fully  stated. 

The  court  may  award  costs  to  or  against  any  party  in  the  case. 

The  court,  or  the  judges  thereof  having  by  law  power  to  make  rules 
of  practice  for  proceedings  therein,  shall  (subject  to  the  provision  here¬ 
inafter  made  as  to  the  Province  of  Quebec)  have  power  to  make  rules  of 
practice  for  appeals  under  this  Act,  and  a  tariff  of  costs  and  fees  on  such 
proceedings  respectively,  and  to  alter  the  same  ;  but  if  and  so  long  as 
no  such  special  rule  or  tariff  shall  be  in  force  and  applicable  to  any 
appeal  under  this  Act,  the  court  or  judges  shall  causa  the  proceedings  for 
which  no  such  special  provision  is  made  to  be  conducted  in  such  manner 
as  they  may  deem  best  adapted  for  doing  substantial  justice  to  all  parties, 
and  shall  allow  such  costs  as  they  may  deem  reasonable  ;  and  the  court 
deciding  the  case  in  appeal  shall,  in  its  order  on  that  behalf,  direct  by 
what  party  the  costs  on  any  or  all  the  proceedings  shall  be  paid,  and 
they  shall  be  subject  to  taxation,  as  in  other  cases  in  the  court,  and 
recoverable  in  like  manner. 

(/.)  The  appeal,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  shall  be  to  any  of  the  divi¬ 
sional  courts  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  fjr  that  Province,  or  to  any 
one  or  more  of  the  j  udges  thereof,  sitting  at  such  court, — in  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  to  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  for  Manitoba, — in  the  Prov¬ 
inces  of  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  Prince  Edward  Island  and  British 
Columbia,  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  eaoh  of  such  Provinces  respectively, 
— and  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  the  Superior  Court  at  the  city  of 
Quebec,  if  the  polling  district  in  question  be  in  any  of  the  districts  of 
Quebec,  Three  Rivers,  Saguenay,  Chicoutimi,  Gaspe,  Rimouski,  Kamou 
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raska,  Montmagny,  Beauce  or  Arthabaska, — and  to  the  Superior  Court 
at  the  city  of  Montreal,  if  such  polling  sub-division  be  in  any  one  of  the 
districts  of  Montreal,  Ottawa,  Terrebonne,  Joliette,  Richelieu,  St. 
Francis,  Bedford,  St.  Hyacinthe,  Iberville  or  Beauharnois ;  and  aDy 
three  judges  of  the  said  Superior  Court  residing  at  the  city  at  which  the 
petition  is  presented  shall  have  and  exercise,  with  respect  to  such  peti¬ 
tion,  all  the  powers  by  this  Act  vested  in  the  court,  except  only  that  any 
rules  of  practice  or  tariff  made  under  this  Act  shall  be  made  or  altered 
only  by  the  judges  of  the  court  resident  in  the  said  cities,  or  a  majority 
of  them. 

j  Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division  : — 

Teas  : 

Messieurs 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Berniei, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew^ 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Nays  : 
Messieurs. 

Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Ivilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny) 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King's), 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria) 

Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Outhbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust,  "  _  x _ 

Dawson,  Macdonald  (Sir  ifohn) 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Mackintosh, 

Desaulniers  (3t.  M’rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dickinson,  McOallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  M  .vDougall  (C.  Breton), 

Farrow,  VIcLelan, 

Mr.  WELDON  moved,  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for.  the 
purpose  of  adding  to  the  third  clause  the  following  sub-section  : 
And  in  the  electorial  district  of  the  city  of  St.  John,  any  free  man 
of  the  said  city,  resident  therein,  and  assessed  upon  one  hundred  dollars 
and  upwards. 

Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division  : 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 


McNeill, 

Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasso, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth.— 87. 


Armstrong, 

Forbes, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Auger, 

Geoffrion, 

Ray, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Gillmor, 

Rinfret, 

Holton, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Innes, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Cameron  (Middlesex) 

Irvine, 

Springer, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Langelier, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Cartwright, 

Laurier, 

Trow, 

Casgrain, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Vail, 

Catudal, 

Watson, 

De  St.  Georges, 

McCraney, 

Weldon, 

Fairbank, 

Fisher, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs. 

Wells.— 38. 

Abbott, 

Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.), McNeill, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Fortin, 

Massue, 

Foster, 

Moffat, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Girouard, 

Orton, 

Barnard, 

Gordon, 

Paint, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Outhbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (MontmagDy), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King's), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John) 
Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Mackintosh, 
Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Dickinson,  AlcOallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Farrow,  UcLelaa, 


Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tass6, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 

White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
,Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth. — 87. 


Mr.  FAIKBANK  moved  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  no  Indians,  except  those  who 
have  been  enfranchised  and  have  had  conferred  upon  them  the  same 
civil  capacities  and  responsibilities,  and  who  possess  the  same  qualifica¬ 
tions  as  other  persons  entitled  to  vote  under  this  Act,  shall  possess  the 
electoral  franchise. 

Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division : 

Yeas  : 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron,  '  , 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Outhbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs. 

Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.), McNeill, 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Spriuger, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Fortin, 

Foster, 
Girouard, 
Gordon, 
Grandbois 
Guillet, 
Hackett, 
Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 
Jamieson, 
Jenkins, 
Kaulbach, 
Kilvert, 

Kranz, 
Labrosse. 
Landry  (Kent), 


Landry  (Montmagny),  Tupper, 


Massne, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 


Mr.  Cameron  (Huron), 


Langevin,  “  Vanasse, 

Lesage,  Wallace  (Albert), 

Macdonald  (King’s),  Wallace  (York), 

Macdonald  (Sir  John),  White  (Oardwell), 
Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Mackintosb,  White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’ lice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Renfrew), 
Dickinson,  McCallum,  Wigle, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (Brockville), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (0.  Breton), Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Farrow,  McLelan,  Wcodworth.— 87. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant)  moved  in  amendment  : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the 
purpose  of  amending  the  same,  by  adding  the  following  words  at  the 
end  of  section  14  :  Provided,  also,  that  the  name  of  any  Iadian  or 
person  of  part  Indian  blood  living  on  a  reservation,  and  who  has  not 
been  enfranchised  under  the  Indian  Act,  shall  not  be  entered  upon  any 
list  of  persons  entitled  to  vote  in  any  electoral  district,  without  the 
consent  of  such  Indian. 

He  said  :  An  amendment  was  offered  in  committee,  pro¬ 
viding  that  under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  Indians 
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living  on  reservation,  where  there  are  no  assessment  rolls, 
and  nothing  to  guide  the  revising  officer,  the  Indians  should 
make  personal  application  to  the  revising  officer  and  give  a 
description  of  the  property,  the  post  office  address,  and  so 
forth.  Somo  little  exception  was  taken  to  this,  because  it 
was  thought  it  would  be  placing  Indians  in  a  different  posi¬ 
tion  from  anyone  else.  That  has  been  abandoned  ;  and  I 
simply  provide  that  an  Indian’s  name  shall  not  bo  entered 
on  the  voters’  list  without  his  consent.  It  is  an 
amendment  which  all  who  have  the  welfare  of  the 
Indians  at  heart  should  support.  I  would  bo  failing  in  my 
duty  to  the  Indians  who  live  in  my  district  if  I  did  not 
present  this  amendment.  I  have  already  explained  that 
some  of  the  Indians  claim  that  they  came  hero  under  a  treaty 
made  with  Great  Britain ;  that  they  are  not  subjects,  but  allies, 
of  the  British  Crown.  And  that  affords  one  of  the  great 
reasons  why  they  havo  not  availed  themselves  more  largely 
of  the  enfranchisement  clauses  of  the  Indian  Act.  From 
indications  I  have  had,  I  believe  this  measure  is  not  sought 
by  many  of  those  Indians,  although  it  has  been  intimated 
that  the  Indians  desire  to  have  votes.  I  know  that  well 
educated  and  intelligent  Indians,  for  whose  opinions  I  am 
willing  to  give  every  consideration,  have,  in  the  public  prints, 
and  one  in  a  letter  to  the  First  Minister,  declared  that  the 
Indians  wanted  votes ;  but  I  believe  they  did  not  speak  on 
behalf  of  their  people.  It  is  but  right  and  proper  that  we 
should  determine  that  their  names  shall  not  bo  placed  on 
the  list  except  with  their  consent. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  They  are  not  obliged  to  vote,  even  if 
their  names  are  on  the  list. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  that  reason  before.  But  the  moment  Indians  are 
placed  on  the  voters’  list  you  give  them  a  certain  right,  and 
you  are  telling  them  that  they  must  work  like  the  others. 
I  think  the  First  Minister  adopted  an  amendment  this  after¬ 
noon,  one  of  the  provisions  of  which  was  that  tho  Indian 
agent  should  not - 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy,  • 
Blondeau, 

Bowell, 


Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Nays  : 
Messieurs. 


Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.),  McNeill, 

Fortin.  k _ ’ 


Fortin, 
Foster, 
Girouard, 
Gordon, 
Grandbois, 
Guillet, 
Hackett, 
Hesson, 
Hickey, 
Homer, 
Jamieson, 


X  oamiesoi 

Campbell  (Victoria),  Jenkins, 

Ofi.rlinrr  T/",. 1 1 


Kaulbacb, 

Kilyert, 

Kranz, 
Labrosse, 
Landry  (Kent) 


vuiuu;,  rownsi] 

Landry  (Montmagny),  Tupper, 

fjfl.ncPTriri  vr _ 


Massue,  ^ 
Moffat,  , 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 


Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King's), 


Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 


Dawson  M  j  ,  ;  1,1  »*aiiace  1 1 ora), 

Job“,'  vS2 

aasr  js&kasfc 


Dickinson, 
Dodd, 
Dugas, 
Farrow, 


vr  r\  ’  »V  Igie, 

McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (Brockville), 
•TcDougall  (C.  Breton), Wood  (Westmoreland), 

ftlCLid&Q,  WnnHwnvtVi  _ 0*7 


■  ■  \  u  coimuicti 

Woodworth. — 87. 


Mr.  GILLMOR  moved,  in  amendment : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  by  providing  that  the  voters’  lists  shall  be  prepared 
each  year  by  the  municipal  officer  or  officers,  who,  under  the  law  of 
each  Province,  is  or  are  required  to  prepare  the  voters’  lists  for  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  members  of  the  Legislative  Assembly  ;  anl  that  in  the  Province 
of  Prince  Ed  ward  Island,  where  there  are  no  voters’  lists  for  the  pro¬ 
vincial  elections,  the  voters’  list3  shall  be  prepared  annually  by  the 
county  court  judge  in  which  the  electoral  district  is  situate,  and  that 
every  such  officer  shall,  before  entering  upon  his  duties,  take  an  oath  of 
office  before  any  judge  of  the  Superior  Court  or  Court  of  Record  of  the 
Province  ia  which  he  is  to  act,  in  the  form  coutainei  in  the  schedule 
to  this  Act,  for  such  purpose,  which  he  shall  forthwith  thereafter  cause 
to  be  filed  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  in  Chancery  at  Ottawa. 


Amendment  negatived  in  the  following  division 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Induce  or  compel  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  And  also  that  the  Indian 
agent  shall  not  put  their  names  on  the  roll.  I  supposed 
that  the  Indian  agent  would  have  to  go  there,  and  that 
being  the  case,  any  Indian  desiring  to  have  his  name 
entered  on  the  list,  it  would  simply  be  enough  for  him  to 
give  his  consent.  But  as  to  those  who  do  not  desire  to  have 
their  names  entered  upon  the  list,  it  will  be  respecting  their 
prejudices  and  feelings,  and  I  feel  confident  that  in  my  own 
riding  there  are  some  Indians  who  will  desire  to  be  in  that 
position,  and  I  think  in  such  a  case  it  would  be  unwise  to 
compel  them.  I  think  the  amendment  is  a  reasonable  one 
and  a  proper  one,  and  one  which  will  be  accepted  by  those 
who  desire  the  well-being  of  the  Indian,  and  I  present  it  to 
the  House  in  the  confident  expectation  that  it  will  be 
adopted. 


Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division  : — 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Oasgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Fair  bank, 

Fisher, 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 
Forbes,  a 
Geoffrion, 
Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

WellB.— 38. 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 


Paterson  (Brant,), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Nats  : 
Messieurs. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson,  • 


Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbacb, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labroese, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Le3af  e, 

Macdonald  (King's), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


7 

Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robortson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Ta3se, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
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Desaulmers  CMaski’nge)MackiQtosh,  White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  ($t.  M’ rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Renfrew), 
Dickinson,  McOallum,  Wigle, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (Brsckville), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (U.  Breton)  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Farrow,  McLelan,  Woodworth.— 87. 

Mr.  HOLTON  moved  in  amendment : 

r  That  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  same,  by  providing  that  the  county  court  judge,  in  each 
county  where  there  is  such  judge,  shall  be  the  revising  officer  for  the 
electoral  district  or  districts,  or  parts  of  an  electoral  district,  within 
such  county,  and  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  the  Superior  Court  judge  of 
the  judicial  district,  in  each  electoral  district  or  part  of  an  electoral  dis¬ 
trict,  shall  be  the  revising  officer  for  such  district  or  part  of  a  district: 
and  that  in  any  case  where  a  judge,  who  is  a  revising  officer  under  the 
Act,  shall  be  unable  to  discharge  the  duties  of  revising  officer  for  his 
entire  county,  or  for  any  part  thereof,  he  shall  forthwith  signify  such 
his  inability  to  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  highest  court  of  his  Province, 
and  if  his  inability  extends  only  to  a  part  of  his  county,  he  shall  specify 
particularly  which  part,  and  such  Chief  Justice  shall  thereupon  forth¬ 
with  appoint  another  county  judge  or  a  barrister  of  at  least  five  years’ 
standing  as  revising  officer  in  the  place  of  the  judge  so  signifying  his 
inability  to  act  for  the  county  or  part  of  the  county,  as  the  case  may  be, 
and  the  person  so  appointed  shall  have  all  the  powers  conferred  upon  a 
county  judge  acting  as  a  revising  officer  under  this  Act. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  will  accept  this 
amendment.  I  think  he  expressed  his  intention  to  appoint 
county  court  judges  as  revising  barristers.  I  understood 
him  to  say,  since  that  announcement  was  made  to  the  House, 
that  ho  had  communication  with  many  of  them,  and  that 
they  have  all  expressed  their  willingness  to  serve. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  all,  but  many  of 
them. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  it  should 
bo  made  a  matter  of  duty,  and  not  of  choico,  on  the  part  ol 
the  judges,  and  it  would  remove  a  serious  objection  to  the 
Bill  if  Parliament  should  indicate  in  it  tho  party  who  is  to 
be  the  revising  officer.  I  think  tho  hon.  gentleman  should 
accept  the  amendment.  He  says  he  is  anxious  to  make  the 
Bill  perfect,  and  we  have  certainly  made  great  efforts—— 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  To  destroy  it  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  No;  for  the  hon.  gentleman  must  admit 
that  a  great  many  important  changes  have  been  made  to 
the  Bill.  Our  efforts  remind  me  of  a  story  which  is  told  of 
Bismarck. 


Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Dispense. 

Mr.  MILLS.  He  said  there  was  great  difficulty  in  get¬ 
ting  His  Majesty  to  come  to  tho  ditch  ;  but  if  ho  got  there, 
he  would  have  no  difficulty  in  getting  him  to  jump.  We 
have  had  groat  difficulty  in  getting  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  county  court  judges,  and 
now  I  think  ho  should  at  least  go  as  far  as  the  amendment 
proposes. 


Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division  : 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 
Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Y  has  . 

Messieurs 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McOraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 


Paterson  (Brant). 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Nats  : 


Messieurs. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 

Mr.  Gillmor, 


Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.),  McNeill, 
Fortin,  Massue, 

Foster,  Moffat, 

Girouard,  Orton, 


Barnard, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Boweil, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny) 

Langevin, 

Lesage,  _ v„ _ n 

Macdonald  (King's),  Wallace  (York), 

- ,  Macdonald  (Sir  John),  White  (Cardwell), 

Desaulniers  fMaski’nge)Mackintosh,  White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Renfrew), 
Dickinson,  McCallum,  Wigle, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood  (Brockville) 

Dugas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton), Wood  (Westmoreli 

Farrow,  McLelan,  Woodworth.— 87 


Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tass6, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 


land), 


Mr.  FISHER.  I  believe,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the 
people  have  been  well  satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which 
tho  work  has  been  done  by  the  municipal  officers.  The 
voters’  lists  are  prepared  free  of  cost,  and  I  believe  the 
electors  will  feel  it  to  be  a  grievance  to  have  Government 
officials  going  through  the  country  doing  this  work  for  pay. 
In  that  view,  I  move  the  following  amendment : 


That  the  said  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for 
the  purpose  of  amending  the  same,  so  that  the  voters’  lists  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  may  be  prepared  by  the  municipal  officials,  in  the  same 
manner  as  are  now  the  voters’ lists  for  the  election  of  members  of  the 
Provincial  Legislative  Assembly  of  that  Province. 


Mr.  LAURIER.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the 
hon.  members  on  this  side  are  perfectly  right  in  moving  these 
amendments.  I  know  that  several  municipal  councils  in  fie 
Province  of  Quebec  have  passed  resolutions  for  the  same 
purposes,  amongst  others,  tho  council  of  Beauharnois,  who 
adopted,  at  their  last  meeting,  the  following  resolutions, 
which  I  will  read  to  the  House  : — 

“  MEETING  OF  THE  10th  JUNE,  1885. 

“  Province  op  Quebec. 

“  At  a  general  sitting  of  the  municipal  council  of  the  counfy  of 
Beauharnois,  held  in  the  Market  Hall,  in  the  town  and  county  of 
Beauharnois,  Wednesday,  the  tenth  day  of  the  month  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five,  at  one  o’clock,  p.m.,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  provisions  of  the  municipal  code  of  the  Province  of  Quebec ; 

“  Present  :  Jean  Baptiste  Myre,  Esq  ,  warden  of  the  county  ;  I  idore 
Pilon,  Esq.,  mayor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Timothee ;  Jean  Baptiste  Des- 
groseilliers,  Esq.,  mayor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Etienne  ;  Henri  Sauvej 
mayor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Stanislas  de  Kostka;  and  Theophile  Trudel, 
Esq.,  mayor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Olfement  ;  being  a  quorum  of  the  muni-* 
cipal  council  of  the  county  of  Beauharnois;  his  honor  the  warden  being 
president. 

“  The  mayor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Timothee,  seconded  by  the  mayor  of 
the  parish  of  St.  Stanislas  de  Kostka,  moves  : — 

“  That,  whereas  the  mode  followed  heretofore  for  the  drawing  up  and 
revision  of  the  electoral  lists  gives  more  security  than  the  mode  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  Franchise  Bill  now  discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
under  which  a  revising  officer  shall  have  the  absolute  control  of  that 
work  ; 

“  Whereas,  the  council  in  each  municipality  are  the  most  competent 
authority  for  the  drawing  up  of  those  lists  and  that  by  leaving  that 
right  with  the  municipalties,  the  Government  or  corporations  will 
spare  a  great  deal  of  money,  it  be  resolved  :  that  for  those  reasons, 
and  many  others,  the  said  council  are  expressly  opposed  to  the  adoption 
of  such  a  Bill ;  that  the  council  declare,  without  hesitation,  that  they 
give,  at  the  present  moment,  the  true  expression  of  the  general  dissat¬ 
isfaction  which  exists  in  their  division  ; 

11  That,  in  consequence,  the  council  of  the  county  of  Beauharnois  do 
protest  energetically  against  the  adoption  of  such  a  measure,  and  do 
respectfully  pray  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  not  adopt  it,  especially 
the  provisions  tending  to  deprive  the  municipalities  of  the  right  to 
make  up  and  revise  the  voters’  lists  ; 

“  Finally,  that  the  secretary-treasurer  be  authorised  to  send  the 
member  for  this  county,  a  copy  of  the  present  resolution,  requesting 
him  earnestly  to  oppose  all  measures  contrary  to  those  wishes. 

“  (Signed),  J.  Bte.  MYRE,  Warden. 

“  (Signed),  E.  H.  BISSON,  Secretary -Treasurer. 

“  Certified  a  true  extract  from  the  Minutes  Book. 

“  E.  H.  BISSON,  Secretary-Treasurer . 
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Amendment  negatived  on  the  following  division  ; 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Forbes, 

GeofFrion, 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McOraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 


Paterson  (Brant), 
Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford). 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 38. 


Nays  : 


Mr.  FISHER.  I  spoke  a  few  moments  ago  to  the  right 
hon.  leader  of  the  Government  about  a  very  slight  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  think  is  necessary  in  the  18th  section  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  arranged  by  that  section  that  anyone  objecting 
to  a  name  on  the  list  should  notify  the  revising  offier  by  a 
registered  letter,  and  also  that  the  person  objecting  must 
notify  the  person  objected  to ;  but  it  does  not  say  by  regis¬ 
tered  letter,  and  I  simply  propose  that  those  words  should 
be  added.  The  right  hon.  gentleman,  in  conversation,  a  few 
minutes  ago,  said  he  was  quite  willing  to  accept  this 
amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  mentioned  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  as  those  words  had  been  omitted  by  general 
consent  they  could  be  added  at  this  stage. 


Messieurs. 


Amendment  agreed  to. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria) 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Outhbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Ferguson  (L’ds&Gren.), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Desaulniers  fMaski’nge)Mackintosh, 
Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice),McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dugas,  McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Farrow,  McLelaa, 


McNeill, 

Massue, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproulo, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth— 87. 


Amendments  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  read  the 
first  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  said 
amendments  be  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  wish  to  ask  the  First 
Minister  how  he  proposes  to  get  a  list  of  the  Indian  voters. 
I  have  pointed  out  to  him,  at  different  times,  that  they  are 
not  in  the  same  position  as  other  voters.  The  Bill  provides 
that  the  revising  officer  shall  take  the  assessment  roll,  and 
that  where  there  is  no  assessment  roll,  as  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  he  shall  take  the  last  list  of  voters ;  but  the  Indians 
have  no  assessment  roll  and  no  last  list  of  voters.  The 
agent  is  not  permitted  to  tell  who  are  entitled  to  vote,  and 
by  what  means  is  the  list  to  bo  made  up?  It  seems  to  me 
the  First  Minister  ought  to  have  given  the  matter  some 
consideration.  The  Indians  occupy  an  exceptional  position 
altogether,  and  that  is  what  led  me  to  make  the  motion  I 
did.  But  how  are  the  Indian  names  to  bo  got,  and  got 
fairly. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  What  will  prevent  the  agent 
giving  the  names  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  fact  that  an  Indian 
is  a  red  man  does  not  prevent  his  going  and  having  his 
name  put  on  by  himself  or  by  his  agent,  just  the  same  as  a 
white  man.  The  revising  officer  will  go  to  a  municipality 
and  will  hold  his  little  court,  and  the  Indians  will  them¬ 
selves  call  personally  or  by  an  agent. 

Mr.  MILLS.  How  can  an  unenfranchised  Indian  ap¬ 
point  an  agent  ?  He  has  no  legal  capacity. 

Amendments  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved : 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  third,  but  that  it  be  read  the  third 
time  this  day  three  months. 

He  said :  I  will  mako  a  very  few  observations  on  the 
motion  which  I  have  put  into  your  hands.  This  is  a  very 
important  measure,  and  one  upon  which  there  is  a  very 
wide  difference  of  opinion  between  hon.  gentlemen  on  that 
side  and  those  on  this  side  of  the  House.  We  regard  the 
measure  as  less  objectionable  than  it  was  when  it  was  intro¬ 
duced,  but  we  still  think  it  is  a  very  objectionable  measure 
— one  not  in  the  public  interest,  ono  not  calculated  to  secure 
a  lair  expression  of  opinion  in  the  country,  and  ono  which 
gives  to  the  Government  of  the  day  a  power  they 
ought  not  to  possess.  In  my  opinion,  the  Administration 
stand  before  the  country  as  an  interested  party,  precisely 
the  same  as  do  horn  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House ; 
and  the  policy  of  the  law,  hitherto,  has  been,  not  to  put  the 
preparation  of  the  voters’  lists  into  the  bands  of  either  the 
Ministers  or  their  opponents,  but  to  leavo  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  electorate,  those  who  are  the  masters  of  Parliament, 
with  whom  the  supreme  power  is  vested,  and  who  are  to 
decide  by  whom  the  government  of  the  country  shall  bo 
carried  on.  Now,  this  measure,  it  seems  to  me,  violates  that 
important  principle,  in  putting  into  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  for  the  time  being,  the  appointment  of  those  parties 
by  whom  the  lists  are  to  bo  prepared.  Besides  that,  there 
is  a  very  wide  departure  from  what  hitherto  has  been  the 
well  recognised  rule  in  introducing  and  carrying  through 
Parliament  an  important  measure  of  this  kind,  without  first 
having  had  the  opinion  of  the  country  expressed  upon  it. 
I  have  called  the  attention  of  the  House,  during  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  Bill,  to  the  rule  which  has  been  observed  in 
England  since  tho  period  of  the  Revolution  in  every  case, 
with  the  single  exception  of  the  changing  of  a  triennial  into 
a  septennial  Parliament,  which  has  been  justified  by  those 
who  wore  parties  to  it  only  on  the  ground  that  it  was  to 
prevent  revolution — that  it  was  to  prevent  conspiracies 
for  bringing  back  the  Stuart  dynasty  to  the  throne 
of  England.  Now,  we  have  called  tho  attention  of  tho 
House  to  the  fact  that  every  change  of  tho  electorate  is 
regarded,  not  as  an  ordinary  act  of  legislation,  but  as  a 
change  of  tho  constitution,  and  that  the  nation  undertakes 
to  protect  itself  against  the  improper  conduct  of  a  majority 
in  Parliament  for  the  time  being,  by  requiring  that  there 
shall  be  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  country  on  the 
subject  before  it  shall  be  dealt  with.  This  was  so  in  1831,  in 
the  case  of  the  Reform  Bill  ;  it  was  so  in  tho  case  of  Catholic 
emancipation  ;  it  was  so  in  the  case  of  the  Bills  of  1866  and 
1867  ;  it  was  so  in  tho  case  of  the  abolition  of  Church  and 
State  in  Ireland  ;  and  it  was  so  in  tho  case  of  tho  last  elec¬ 
tion,  when  tho  proposal  to  confor  the  elective  franchise  on 
householders  in  rural  districts  was  submitted  to  the  country 
Now,  that  has  not  been  done  in  this  case.  Besides,  ther. 
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has  been  no  pressing  necessity  for  this  measure.  The  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  say  that  the  law  we  now  have  has 
worked  unsatisfactorily ;  he  has  not  shown  that  it  unduly 
restricts  the  influence  or  power  of  Parliament,  or  that 
it  has  prevented  a  proper  expression  of  the  opinion  of 
the  country  in  the  election  of  Parliament.  This  Bill 
ought  to  have  been  introduced  earlier  than  the  third 
Session  of  Parliament ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  the 
moment  he  brought  it  into  operation,  should  have 
appealed  to  the  country,  and  obtained  from  the  electors 
an  expression  of  opinion.  If  the  hon.  gentlemen  were  to 
argue  that  this  Parliament  does  not  fairly  represent  the 
country,  that  it  was  not  properly  elected,  that  the  machi¬ 
nery  for  the  election  was  so  imperfect  that  a  proper  expres¬ 
sion  of  the  opinion  of  the  country  could  not  be  had,  then  it 
was  important  that  this  measure  should  have  been  intro¬ 
duced  earlier,  and  that  a  discredited  Parliament  should  not 
have  continued  to  legislate  for  the  general  welfare  of  the 
country.  We  have  had  the  present  law  in  operation  for 
eighteen  years;  no  complaint  has  been  made,  and  no  abuse  has 
been  shown  to  have'  grown  up  under  it;  in  no  case  has  it 
been  shown  that  a  member  returned  for  a  constituency 
did  not  fairly  represent  tbe  opinion  of  that  con¬ 
stituency  ;  so  that  there  was  really  no  abuse  to  correct. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  has  proposed  to  confer  the  elective 
franchise  upon  a  class  on  whom  no  one  proposed  to  confer  it 
at  the  last  elections.  I  will  venture  to  say  there  is  not  a 
single  hon.  gentleman  sitting  on  that  side  who,  at  the  last 
election,  appealed  to  the  people  to  return  him  on  the  ground 
that  he  would  vote  to  confer  the  elective  franchise  upon  the 
unenfranchised  Indians,  or  promised,  if  they  did  return 
him,  that  he  would  do  so.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself  has 
said  that  these  men  wore  not  competent  to  exercise  the 
elective  franchise,  or  administer  the  simplest  municipal 
matters.  We  know  that  under  our  system  the  Indians  are 
not  recognised  as  ordinary  subjects.  For  instance,  the  tribal 
Indian  is  never  punished  for  taking  up  arms  against  the 
Crown,  capitally,  as  guilty  of  treason.  He  is  not  dealt  with 
as  an  ordinary  criminal,  and  there  have  been  decisions,  over 
and  over  again,  during  the  existence  of  the  old  13  colonies, 
and  which  have  since  been  followed  by  the  courts  of 
the  United  States  and  in  this  country,  recognising 
the  fact  that  the  Indian  is  not  an  ordinary  citizen. 
I  would  like  to  know  why  it  is  we  have  had  150,000  of 
people  or  more  disfranchised  by  this  Bill,  white  men,  men 
who  have  not  shown  themselves  incompetent  to  exercise  the 
elective  franchise,  and  have  had  tho  elective  franchise  con¬ 
ferred  upon  men  who  can  neither  read  nor  write,  who  are 
not  possessed  of  property  in  their  own  right,  who  pay  no 
taxes,  who  are  under  no  obligations  to  serve  tho  State — men 
who  are  without  public  spirit,  and,  in.  many  instances,  are 
subsisting  by  the  charities  of  those  who  are  denied  tho  right 
to  vote  under  tho  Bill  before  us.  That  being  the  case,  I  am 
opposed  to  this  Bill,  and  have  made  tho  motion  which  is  in 
your  hands.  In  making  that  motion,  I  have  voiced  the 
the  opinions  of  hon.  gentlemen,  not  only  on  this  side  but 
also  on  that  side.  I  believe  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  who  have  returned  the  bon.  gentlemen,  or  those  who 
support  them  in  this  House,  are  not  in  favor  of  conferring 
the  elective  franchise  upon  men  who  are  not  possessed  of 
the  ordinary  powers,  capacities  and  responsibilities  of 
citizens.  Holding  that  view,  Sir,  I  put  this  motion  into 
your  hands.  I  have  not  sought  to  delay  the  House  in  pro¬ 
posing  this  amendment ;  I  have  sought  to  give  the  country 
an  opportunity  of  understanding  the  question.  I  believe  it 
is  understood,  and  wo  are  ready  to  allow  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  if  a  majority  continues  to  support  him  on  the  third 
reading,  to  assume  the  responsibility  and  the  discredit  of 
having  put  a  measure  of  this  sort  on  tho  Statute  Book. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Mills. 

Mr.  Mills. 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Caftwright, 

Casgrain, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Dupont, 

Fisher, 

Geolfrion, 

Gigault, 


Abbott, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Dawson, 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Gillmor, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 


Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells.— 37. 


Montplaisir, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Essex), 
Pinsonneault, 
Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tassb, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Townshend, 

Topper, 


Macdonald  (King’s), 

Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Vanasse, 

Mackintosh,  Wallace  (Albert), 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  Wallace  (York), 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)McOallum,  White  (Cardwell), 

Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McDougald  (Pictou),  White  (Hastings), 
Dodd,  McDougall(CapeBret’n)White  (Renfrew), 

Dugas,  McLelan,  Wigle, 

Farrow,  McNeill,  Wood  (Brockville), 

Ferguson (Leeds&Gren),Mas9ue,  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Foster,  Moffat,  Woodworth.— 88. 

Gault, 


Amendment  negatived,  and  Bill  read  tho  third  time  and 

passed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WEIGHT.  It  is  the  4th  of  July,  a 
fitting  day  to  disfranchise  your  own  countrymen. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  ajournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreod  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:10  a.m., 
Saturday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  6th  July,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

SOUTH  GRENVILLE  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  announced  that  the  Clerk  had  received 
from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  a  certificate  of 
the  election  and  return  of  Walter  Shanly,  Esq.,  to  represent 
the  electoral  district  of  the  south  riding  of  the  county  of 
Grenville,  in  the  room  of  the  late  William  Thomas  Benson, 
Esq.,  deceased. 

DOMINION  LANDS. 

Mr.  TROW  (for  Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  asked,  What 
sum  has  been  received  up  to  date  on  account  of  sales  of 
Dominion  lands,  for  fiscal  year  1884-85  ?  What  sum  has 
been  expended  up  to  date  and  charged  to  capital  account, 
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for  surveys  of  lands  in  the  North-West,  during  the  present 
fiscal  year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  amount  received  up  to  the  20th 
June,  1885,  on  account  of  sales  of  Dominion  lands,  was 
$374,057.63 ;  and  the  expenditure  charged  to  capital 
account  was  $269,546. 

CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE  EECEIPTS. 

Mr.  TROW  tfor  Sir  Ecohard  Cartwright)  askod, 
What  amount  has  been  received  for  Customs,  and  what  for 
Excise,  during  the  month  ending  30th  June? 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN.  The  amount  received  for 
Customs  is  $1,361,387,  and  for  Excise  $414,031. 

RODGER8’  FISH-LADDERS. 

Mr.  FOEBES  asked,  Has  the  Government,  through  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  bought  Bodgers’ 
interest  in  his  fish-ladders?  If  so,  when  was  the  purchase 
made,  and  what  was  paid  for  the  same  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No;  it  has  not  bought  it. 

Mr.  FOEBES  asked,  Does  the  Government  or  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  intend  using  the  Bodgers’ 
fish-ladders  in  Davison’s  dams  during  the  coming  summer, 
or  what  means  are  intended  to  bo  used  for  getting  fish  up 
the  Lahave,  if  these  ladders  are  not  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  An  engineer  is  now  engaged  in  making 
an  inspection  of  the  dams  on  the  river,  with  a  view  to  ascer¬ 
taining  the  most  desirable  means  of  providing  the  required 
passage  for  fish. 

FISHING  IN  LAKE  SIMCOE. 

Mr.  TEOW  (for  Mr.  Mulock)  asked,  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  at  the  present  Session,  to  introduce  such 
legislation  as  may  bo  necessary  in  order  that  Government 
agents  may  be  empowered  to  issue  valid  permits  to  fish  in 
the  waters  of  Fake  Simcoe  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Lako  Simcoe  being  sot  apart,  under  the 
Fisheries  Act,  for  the  propagation  of  fish  it  is  not  proposed 
to  introduce  any  legislation  the  present  Session  in  order  that 
Government  agents  may  issue  valid  permits  to  fish. 

COUNTY  COUET  JUDGES’  SALARIES. 

Mr.  HOLTON  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  introduce  a  measure  during  the  presont  Session 
providing  for  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of  county  court 
judges  throughout  the  Dominion? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not. 

DEEP  WATER  FISHERIES  ON  THE  COAST  OF 
BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  asked,  What  steps,  if  any,  have 
boon  taken  by  the  Dominion  Government  concerning  the 
protection  and  promotion  of  tho  deep-water  fisheries  on  the 
coast  of  British  Columbia  ?  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  tako  the  necessary  steps  for  ascertaining  their 
nature  and  probable  value  during  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  ? 
If  so,  by  what  method  and  to  what  extent  of  expenditure 
will  such  fisheries  be  encouraged  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No  steps  have  beon  taken  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  deep  sea  fisheries.  The  Inspector  of  Fisheries 
has  been  instructed  to  take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary 
to  obtain  accurate  statistics  as  to  tho  valuo  of  the  British 
Columbia  fisheries. 
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INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  are  the  earnings  and  working 
expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  the  eleven  months 
ending  31st  May,  1885  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  As  far  as  I  can  understand,  the  working 
expenses  were  $2,304,019,  and  the  earnings  $2,173,214. 

SALARIES  OF  MINISTERS. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant)  asked,  Is  it  the  practice  of 
the  members  of  tho  Government  to  draw  their  salaries 
monthly  in  advance  ?  If  so,  when  was  the  practice  estab¬ 
lished,  and  why  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  question  has  beon 
overlooked,  but  the  members  of  the  Government  and  the 
Inside  Civil  Service  do  draw  their  salaries  monthly  in 
advance.  The  date,  and  the  reason  why,  I  shall  give  to¬ 
morrow. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE; 

Mr.  KAULBACH.  I  desire  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  House,  under  the  rule  of  privilege,  a  matter  which  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  House  on  Thursday  by  the  hon, 
member  for  Centre  Wellington,  in  answer  to  a  charge 
made  that  he  had  shirked  the  vote  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  from  the  Senate  to  the  Scott  Act.  I  would  have 
auswered  on  that  day  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton)  had  I  been 
in  the  House,  but  I  was  absent  in  the  Library  at  the 
time,  and  I  had  no  knowledge  of  his  intention  to  bring  the 
matter  to  the  notice  of  the  House.  In  order  that  I  may 
not  be  misinterpreted  by  the  House,  and  be  considered  as 
having  acted  unfairly,  I  am  desirous  of  making  this  explan¬ 
ation.  The  hon.  member  for  Centre  Wellington  came  to 
me  on  the  evening  of  the  debate  on  the  Senate  amendments 
to  the  Scott  Act,  saying  that  he  was  desirous  of  taking  the 
evening  train  to  Toronto,  and  asked  me  if  I  would  pair  with 
him,  saying  that  he  intended  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  he  knew  that  I  was  going  to  vote  against  it.  I 
said  to  him  :  “  I  cannot  pair  with  you.  I  am  desirous  of 
giving  an  open  vote.”  He  said  :  “  I  wish  you  would  pair 
with  me,  because  I  want  to  go  away  on  important  business.” 
I  wa9  very  desirous  of  accommodating  him,  but  I  said  that 
I  foared  my  pairing  with  him  would  be  misinterpreted.  He 
urged  mo  again,  and  said  he  was  very  anxious  for  me  to 
pair  with  him.  Finally  I  consented;  but  before  I  con¬ 
sented  he  told  me  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  if  I  would 
be  present  in  tho  House  and  not  vote  ;  that  my  vote  would 
bo  challenged,  and  then  I  could  saythat  I  had  paired  with 
him,  and  my  vote  would  bo  recordod  in  the  ordinary  way 
and  would  nppoar  in  the  Hansard.  I  told  him  I  did  not 
think  that  was  correct ;  and  he  said:  “Well,  it  is  under¬ 
stood  that  we  pair;  wo  will  pair  in  that  way.”  I  said: 
“Very  well,”  and  we  parted  with  that  understanding. 
A  few  moments  aftor  he  had  left  I  went  to  the  Assistant 
Speaker  and  informed  him  of  the  position,  and  asked 
him  if  the  hon.  member  for  Centra  Wellington  was  correct, 
saying  that  I  had  my  doubts  about  it;  and  he  said  :  “  He 

is  not  correct.  Your  name  will  not  appear  in  the  list  of  tho 
yeas  and  nays,  but  if  you  state  that  you  paired  with  him, 
it  will  appear  in  tho  Hansard."  I  felt  thon  that  1  was  not 
bound  l>3'  that  pair,  and  consequently  I  gave  an  open  vote 
against  the  amendment.  1  make  this  statement  in  order 
that  I  may  not  be  considered  by  the  House  as  having  acted 
dishoDora  bly. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  ontiiely  endorse  the 
account  of  the  pair  which  has  been  given  by  my  hon.  friend. 
When  I  asked  him  to  pair  it  was  not  until  after  ho  made  some 
remark  as  to  bis  being  desirous  to  have  it  known  how  ho 
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voted,  and  I  told  him  that  by  getting  somebody  to  challenge 
him  he  could  hav8  it  recorded  in  the  Hansard ,  and  that 
would  be  a  sufficient  reply  to  parties  who  might  imagine 
that  he  had  shirked  the  vote ;  and  the  pair  was  agreed  to 
on  those  terms. 

THE  DEATH  OF  LIEUT.-COL.  WILLIAMS. 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  with  the  deepest  pain  and  sorrow  that 
I  have  to-day  to  make  an  announcement  to  Parliament  which 
I  know  will  cause  as  much  mourning  and  affliction  among 
hoD.  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  as  any  announce¬ 
ment  which  has  ever  been  made  to  Parliament,  conveying 
the  information  of  the  death  of  one  of  the  members  of  this 
House.  Sir,  I  have  to  announce  the  death  of  Lient.-Uol 
Arthur  Williams,  in  command  of  the  Midland  Batallion.  I 
can  say  that  during  all  the  troubles  which  are  now  very 
nearly  ended  in  the  North-West,  Col.  Williams  has  shown 
himself  to  be  a  brave  and  gallant  officer,  honoring  his  pro¬ 
fession,  and  possessing  those  qualities  which  would  make 
any  arm  of  the  service  proud  of  possessing  him  as  an  officer. 
I  can  state,  Sir,  that  it  is  only  a  few  days  ago  that  I  received 
from  him  a  despatch  giving  mo  minute  details  of  the  battle 
of  Batoche.  It  will  be  remembered  by  every  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  on  that  memorable  occasion,  which  pi’actically 
broke  the  backbone  of  the  rebellion,  Col.  Arthur  Williams 
was  the  hero  of  that  day.  At  the  head  of  his  men  ho  gal¬ 
lantly  forced  the  rifle  pits  and  made  that  charge  which  is 
one  of  the  most  brilliant  actions  of  a  campaign  which  has 
distinguished  so  many  of  our  braee  volunteers.  He  led  the 
men  on  that  day,  and  the  result  of  that  brilliant  charge 
secured  the  success  of  the  day,  and  the  practical  ending  of 
the  armed  insurrection.  In  a  despatch  which  was  sent  tome 
by  the  Major  General,  and  which  will  be  read  with  interest 
by  the  hon.  members  of  this  House,  he  mentioned  the  name 
of  Lieut,-Col.  Williams  as  being  one  of  those  who  distin¬ 
guished  himself,  and  to  whom  was  due  the  honors  of  that 
day.  I  can  only  tell  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  how  shocked  I  was 
when  I  received  the  first  sad  tidings  of  his  illness,  and 
shortly  afterwards  of  his  death.  The  shock  was  greater 
still  from  the  fact  that  from  the  recent  despatches  he  had 
sent  mo  I  had  little  reason  to  suppose  that  in  the  very  hour 
of  victor}7,  when  he  was  on  the  eve  of  coming  home  to 
receive  the  honors  to  which  he  was  entitled  for  having 
fought  so  valiantly  the  battles  of  his  country,  I  had  little 
reason  to  suppose  that  he  would  never  return  with  his  com¬ 
panions  in  arms  to  receive  the  congratulations  of  their 
grateful  countrymen,  and  the  admiration  which  every  good 
citizen  of  Canada  must  feel  for  the  brave  volunteers.  Sir, 
last  night  I  received  from  the  Major  General,  from  the  camp 
at  Fort  Pitt,  the  following  telegram,  dated  July  5th  : — 

“  I  deeply  regret  to  have  to  say  that  Ool.  Arthur  Williams  is  dan¬ 
gerously  suffering  from  inflammation  of  the  brain.  He  is  on  board  the 
North-West  steamer,  and  the  doctors  say  he  mast  be  left  at  Prince 
Albert. 

“(Signed),  FRDK.  MIDDLETON', 

“  Major  General." 

Shortly  afterwards  I  received  the  following  telegram  . — 

*'  Steamer  Marquis,  vict  Stracbenzib,  N.W.T. 

“  It  is  with  the  deepest  regret  that  I  have  to  say  that  Ool.  Williams 
is  sinking,  and  that  the  doctors  have  little  or  no  hopes.  They  now 
say  that  besides  the  affection  of  the  brain,  he  has  pneumonia  and 
symptoms  of  typhoid  fever.  He  has  been  quite  unconscious  since  this 
morning. 

“(Signed),  FRDK.  MIDDLETON, 

“  Major  General." 

This  morning  I  received  another  telegram,  stating  that  he 
was  dead.  Sir,  I  have  spoken  of  him  as  a  soldier.  Those 
who  know  him  as  an  intimate  friend  feel  more  deeply  the 
loss  which  is  suffered  by  a  large  circle  of  devoted  friends 
As  a  friend  wo  always  found  him  generous  and  true.  I  can 
speak  of  him  as  such,  bocause  it  has  been  my  privilege,  ever 
Mr.  Orton. 
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since  I  have  been  in  Parliament,  to  count  Lieut -Col. 
Williams  among  my  friends.  Wo  all  remember  his  geniality 
and  his  unselfishness.  Whenever  it  became  a  question 
of  meeting  the  views  of  his  friends  he  was  always  ready  to 
make  the  sacrifice  of  his  own  personal  feelings,  Ha  was 
one  of  those  whose  loss  will  always  be  remembered.  As 
a  public  man,  he  has  always  been  true  to  the  party  to  which 
he  belonged,  and  those  whoso  privilege  it  has  been  to  act 
with  him  in  politics  know  how  true  he  has  always  beeu  to 
the  principles  which  he  considered  best,  and  to  the  leaders 
whom  he  loved  and  followed  so  faithfully.  1  only  regret 
that,  on  this  occasion,  some  ono’who  would,  better  than 
myself,  have  spoken  of  the  qualities  and  virtues  of  the  man 
whose  loss  we  deeply  regret,  should  not  have  been  entrusted 
with  the  task  which  it  has  been  my  duty  to  fulfil  to  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sure  we  all  heartily  concur  in  the 
observations  just  made,  expressive  of  tho  deep  regret  with 
which  both  sides  of  the  House  havo  heard,  as  we  did  hear 
some  hours  ago,  the  sad  news,  and  which  has  now  been  offi¬ 
cially  communicated  to  us.  The  friend  whom  we  have  lost 
was,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  well  known  to  all  of  us. 
He  had  been  for  many  years  in  Parliament,  and  his 
unswerving  fidelity  to  his  party  was  entirely  consistent 
with  the  exhibition  of  kindliness  and  most  friendly  feeling 
towards  those  of  his  colleagues  who  did  not  share  his  politi¬ 
cal  views,  and  in  the  discharge  of  the  not  unimportant 
duties  which  he  performed  on  behalf  of  his  party,  we  always 
had  to  recognise  the  courtesy  and  kindness  with  which  he 
met  the  views  of  hon,  gentlemen  on  this  side,  and  ho 
exhibited,  in  the  delicate  arrangements  which  have  to  be 
made,  that  sense  of  high  honor  which  was  a  peculiar  char¬ 
acteristic  of  him.  For  myself,  I  speak  with  unfeigned  per¬ 
sonal  sorrow,  when  I  recollect  the  loss  which  we  have 
sustained.  Ool.  Williams  was  an  old  schoolfellow  of 
mine ;  he  was  an  old  and  attached  personal  friend  of  mine  ; 
he  was  my  colleague  in  the  representation  of  the  county  of 
Durham.  We  met  first  in  political  life  in  the  Local 
Legislature,  to  which  he  was  elected  a  short  time  after 
my  own  election  ;  and  we  have  met  since  that  time  for 
many  years,  never  harmonising,  unfortunately,  in  our 
political  views,  but  maintaining  uninterruptedly  our  per¬ 
sonal  friendship.  We  know  his  devotion  to  military  duties. 
He  was  no  holiday  soldier,  but  he  exhibited  for  many  years 
an  earnest  devotion  and  an  intelligent  interest  in  that 
important  branch  of  the  public  service  ;  and  I  know  for 
myself  how  eager  he  had  been,  if  it  were  at  all  possible,  to 
exhibit  his  devotion  to  the  cause  of  the  Empire  in  the 
Egyptian  campaign,  and  how  anxious  he  was  and  how 
rejoiced  he  was  when  the  prospect  opened  of  serving  his 
country  in  the  campaign  which  is  now  ended.  I  know  for 
myself  of  those  anxieties,  and  it  strikes  one  painfully 
to  remember  how  cheerfully  and  joyfully  he  went  out ;  how 
warmly  he  shook  our  hands  with  that  hand  which  is  now 
cold  in  death.  I  regret  the  event  the  more  because  of  the 
incidents  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred, 
because  of  the  brilliant  part  which,  from  all  accounts  we 
havo  received,  our  late  friend  played  in  the  battle  of 
Batoche  ;  and  we  can  only  say  of  him  that,  though  it  was 
not  his  fortune  to  fall  in  that  struggle,  yet  he  none  the  less 
fairly  mart  sur  le  champ  d’honneur. 

FISHERIES  NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  VAIL.  May  I  ask  the  First  Minister  when  he  will 
lay  on  the  Table  further  papers  in  connection  with  the 
fisheries  matter.  We  are  drawing  very  near  the  close  of 
tho  Session,  and  it  is  very  important  we  should  obtain  them 
as  soon  as  possible,  I  may,  at  the  same  time,  ask  the  First 
Minister  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  paragraph 
which  appeared  in  the  papers  on  Saturday,  with  respect  to 
some  order  passod  at  Washington  relating  to  goods  passing 
free  through  Canada,  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  what 
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the  effect  of  that  will  be  upon  the  trade  of  the  Dominion. 
The  paragraph  is  somewhat  difficult  to  understand,  unless 
we  are  in  possession  of  information  from  the  Government. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  have  mentioned 
before,  T  have  ready  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  Houso  a 
number  of  papers  connected  with  fisheries  negotitations.  I 
have  not  them  all,  as  many  of  them  were  private  communi¬ 
cations.  Tho  assent  has  been  obtained  from  the  British 
Ambassador,  and  on  the  return  of  His  Excellency,  which 
will  bo  on  Wednesday,  I  will  be  in  a  position  to  lay  the 
papers  before  the  House.  With  respect  to  the  other 
question  asked  :  I  saw  the  notice  in  the  newspapers.  There 
has  been  no  communication  at  all  on  that  point  between 
Washington  and  Ottawa.  It  does  not  refer  to  the  bonding 
system,  but  to  the  privilege  given  in  1871,  principally  in 
the  interest  of  the  Welland  Railway.  The  American  coasting 
laws  are  very  rigid,  and  American  vessels  starting  from 
Chicago  for  Oswego  or  Ogdensburg  were  not  allowed  to 
touch  our  coast.  They  could  go  through  the  Welland  Canal 
as  being  a  portion  of  the  navigation,  without  being  sup¬ 
posed  to  touch  at  a  Canadian  port ;  but  many  of  those  ves¬ 
sels  draw  too  much  water  when  laden  to  get  through  the 
Welland  Canal,  and  so  they  are  in  the  habit  of  stopping  at 
the  Erie  terminus  of  the  Welland  Railway,  landing  their 
cargoes,  going  through  the  canal  light,  and  resuming  cargo 
at  the  Ontario  terminus,  the  cargo  having  been  carried  over 
the  Welland  Railway.  It  appears  this  notice  is  to  do  away 
with  that  privilege. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  May  I  ask  if  that  is  the  only  effect  of 
it.  It  is  exceedingly  ambiguous,  and  thero  is  a  good  deal  of 
uncertainty  felt  in  regard  to  it  by  merchants. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  uncertainty. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  treaty  he  will  see 
how  the  matter  stands.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  bond¬ 
ing  system  whatever. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  an  exhibition  of  good  will  on  the  part 
of  the  Americans  to  lead  us  to  agree  to  the  other  arrange¬ 
ment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  may  be  so. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Will  tho  hon.  gentleman  bring  down 
the  correspondence  with  Newfoundland  with  respect  to 
duties. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  telegraphic  despatches 
will  be  brought  down. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  154)  further  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
culling  and  measuring  of  timber  in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Bill  (No.  152)  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act, 
1888. — (Mr.  Caron.)  (On  a  division.) 

SETTLEMENT  OF  MANITOBA  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  third  reading  of  Bill  (No.  1j5) 
for  the  final  settlement  of  the  claims  made  by  tho  Province 
of  Manitoba  on  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  liko  to  ask  tho  Minister  whether 
he  has  received  any  information  from  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  as  to  the  quantity  of  land  which  would  bo  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Manitoba  under  this  arrangement. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  givo  tho  hon. 
gentleman  tho  information  he  asks.  I  have  not  be  enable  to 
obtain  it. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


CHINESE  IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  Order  for  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  156)  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese 
immigration  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada  be  discharged; 
and  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  Bill  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
last  clause.  He  said  :  I  wish  to  make  a  slight  amendment 
in  the  last  clause  of  the  Bill,  namely,  to  insert  the  words 
“other  matters  ”  after  the  word  “  vessel,”  in  the 23rd  clause. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  recommitted,  amended,  report¬ 
ed  as  amended,  and  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  DISTURBANCE  IN 
^HE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire,  before  this  motion  is  carried,  to 
bring  before  the  House,  a  question  of  which  I  gave 
notice  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  I  gave  notice, 
through  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Huron  (Sir  R  chard 
Cartwright),  of  my  intention  of  bringing  up  the  question  of 
the  North-West  on  the  same  evening  on  which  the  First 
Minister  brought  down  the  last  papers  which  he  said  he 
intended  to  bring  down  this  Session,  and  since  that  time  I 
have  been  awaiting  the  opportunity  which  now,  perhaps  a 
little  unexpectedly,  has  arisen.  I  rise  to  charge  upon 
the  Government,  in  their  administration  of  affairs  in  the 
North-West,  grave  instances  of  neglect,  delay  and  mis¬ 
management,  prior  to  the  recent  outbreak,  in  matters 
deeply  affecting  the  peace,  welfare  and  good  government  of 
this  country.  I  do  not  intend  to  touch  upon  many  questions 
connected  with  the  administration  of  affairs  in  the  North- 
West,  which  yet  prove,  in  my  judgment,  the  truth  of  that 
accusation,  but  which,  for  all  that,  are  more  remotely  con¬ 
nected  with  the  particular  events  which  will  form,  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  the  subject  of  the  present  discussion.  For 
example,  the  general  railway  policy,  the  general  tariff 
policy,  the  general  policy  of  inflation,  the  general  land 
policy,  the  general  use  that  has  been  made  of  the  domain, 
and  of  the  power  to  appoint  to  offices  by  the  Government— 
that  conduct,  generally  speaking,  which,  without  special 
reference  to  this  matter,  led  an  eminent  publicist,  not  devot¬ 
ed  to  either  party,  after  a  visit  to  that  country  during  the  late 
summer,  in  which,  indeed,  he  did  not  touch  the  regions 
which  are  particularly  affected  by  the  present  disturbances, 
but  in  which  he  saw  what  was  to  be  seen  and  heard  what 
was  to  be  heard  along  the  great  line  of  railway  communi¬ 
cation — I  say  which  led  that  eminent  publicist,  Mr.  Gold* 
win  Smith,  in  a  review  of  his  visit,  to  use  these  words: 

“  Nobody  doubt3  that  the  intentions  of  the  Ottawa  Government 
towards  the  North-West,  are  good.  But  it  is  a  distant  Government ;  its 
all  powerful  chief  has  never  himself  been  in  the  North-West ;  and  refer¬ 
ences  or  appeals  to  it  are  tedious  and  precarious.  It  is  a  party  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  it  cannot  resist  the  importunities  of  hungry  partisans,  who 
mark  the  new  and  defenceless  territory  as  their  perquisite,  though  the 
consequence  of  yielding  has  inevitably  been  injurious  to  the  political 
morality  of  a  young  community,  the  foundation  of  whose  character 
ought  to  have  been  laid  in  honor.  The  parliamentary  system,  though 
the  best  tor  those  who  are  represented,  is,  forthose  who  are  unrepre¬ 
sented,  or  inadequately  represented,  the  worst.” 

And  again  : 

“  Old  politicians  think  only  of  voting  power  ;  but  there  is  a  power  besides 
that  of  voters,  which,  if  a  deaf  ear  is  turned  to  the  remonstrances  of  the 
North-West,  will  probably  soon  be  encountered.  Not  that  there  exists  the 
thought  of  violence.  Nowhere  is  the  reign  of  law  more  perfect  than 
among  these  Canadian  pioneers.  What  they  contemplate,  in  tho  last 
resort,  is  an  appeal  to  England  for  release  from  the  Confederation,  and 
for  the  establishment  of  the  North-West  as  an  independent  British 
colony.” 

Now,  Sir,  tho  matters  to  which  I  have  referred  we  have, 
from  time  to  time,  pressed  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  with  proofs,  though  I  do  not  speak  of  them 
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to-day,  because  the  discussion  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  will— the  papers  being  yet  unprinted,  and 
it  being  necessary,  therefore,  to  make  a  more  exhaus¬ 
tive  review  than  if  they  had  been  printed,  as  they 
ought  to  have  been,  and  the  course  of  events  over 
a  period  of  eight  years  being  necessarily  to  be  traced— over¬ 
tax  one’s  strength,  and  for  the  same  reason  I  propose  to  sum¬ 
marise  only  a  large  number  of  the  more  nearly  related  mat¬ 
ters.  I  am  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  engaging  now 
in  any  discussion  of  some  important  topics.  I  have  already 
taken  occasion  to  point  out  to  the  House  the  events  of  the 
year  1869-70,  and  their  bearing  upon  the  more  recent 
transactions.  I  have  already  stated  my  view  of  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  responsibility  of  the  Government 
in  connection  with  North-West  affairs.  I  have  already 
pointed  out  that  the  Government,  in  view  of  the  late  events, 
is  really  on  the  defensive,  and  is  bound  to  vindicate  itself, 
being  primd  facie  responsible  for  such  occurrences  as  have 
taken  place  in  a  self-governing  community.  The  Government 
has  declined  that  challenge,  but  it  has  courted  enquiry,  it 
has  challenged  attack,  and  it  has  denied  all  fault  and  blame. 
One  question,  which  is  very  material  to  be  discussed,  I  have 
already  treated  in  part — the  question  of  local  defence — 
the  course  of  the  Government  with  reference  to  the  local 
corps  of  the  North-West;  and  I  have  also  taken  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  refer  to  another  very  important  point,  the  lack  of 
those  representative  institutions,  which,  had .  they  been 
granted  earlier  and  been  as  effective  as  we  might  expect, 
would  have  proved  the  safety  valve  which  would  have  pre¬ 
vented  the  recent  affair.  I  may  say  at  once  that  there  has 
been,  in  my  .view,  a  scandalous  breach  of  duty  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  with  reference  to  bringing  down  the 
papers.  From  the  earliest  period  at  which  we  had  news  of 
the  revolt,  I  have  been  appealing  for  those  papers.  They 
have  come  down  reluctantly,  at  long  intervals,  with  pre¬ 
tence  of  a  difficulty  in  copying,  and,  when  produced,  those 
which  have  been  produced  have  borne  upon  their  face 
marks  that  they  had  been  ready  for  production  for  many 
days  before  it  was  thought  fit  to  lay  them  on  the  Table. 
From  time  to  time  essential  papers  have  been  declined,  and 
even  to-day  papers  which  as  I  shall  show  are  extremely 
important,  in  order  to  reach  the  full  extent  of  the  culpa¬ 
bility  of  the  Government,  are  retained — papers  which 
it  is  essential  should  be  produced,  and  which,  if  they  be 
not  produced,  must  bo  elicited  at  some  future  day  through 
the  medium  of  a  select  committee.  But,  although  gravely 
compromising  papers,  as  I  believe  I  shall  be  able  to  show, 
have  been  withheld,  yet  enough  has  come  to  light  in  my 
judgment  to  enable  us  to  decide  in  the  affirmative  on  the 
motion  which  I  shall  place  in  jour  hands.  Now,  Sir,  to 
deal  with  events  and  a  course  of  administration  which  runs 
over  so  many  years  at  all  effectively,  it  is  necessary  to 
grapple  with  the  state  of  the  facts  as  to  each  important 
question  separately,  and  I  propose  to  take  that  course  ;  but 
it  must  never  be  forgotten  that  the  combined  operation  of  the 
different  series  of  facts,  and  of  several  grievances, concurrent¬ 
ly  acting  upon  the  mind  of  a  population,  is  much  greater  than 
that  of  simple  addition — that  the  operation  is  intensified, 
and  that  the  difficulties  are  infinitely  greater  than  if  the  same 
sets  of  grievances  were  operating  at  different  times.  There 
are  questions  which  arise  concerning  the  half-breeds,  ques¬ 
tions  concerning  the  Indians,  and  questions  common 
to  whites  and  half-breeds  alike.  As  to  Indian  affairs, 
I  have  already  shown  the  great  importance  of  the 
Indian  question.  I  do  not  propose  to  embarrass  this  dis¬ 
cussion— as  I  might  by  the  multiplicity  of  proofs  which  I 
should  have  to  bring  forward— -by  dealing  at  length  with 
the  Indian  question,  for  the  sufficient  reason  that  the 
proofs  upon  that  subject  are  more  easily  accessible  to  hon. 
members  and  to  the  country  than  the  unprinted  proofs  to 
which  I  shall  have  to  refer  upon  other  questions.  They 
are  to  be  found  in  the  Blue  Books,  and  in  the  reports,  and 
Mr.  Blake. 


July  6, 


they  show,  in  my  judgment,  neglects,  delays,  incompetence, 
bad  appointments,  mistaken  policy,  and  breaches  of  promise, 
resulting  in  the  fact  that  many  of  the  Indians  had  got  into  a 
highly  discontented  and  excited  state,  and  were  ripe  for 
trouble  in  1884-85.  But  this  fact  is  undeniable  that,  to 
whatever  cause  it  was  due,  such  was  the  condition  of  manj^ 
of  the  Indians  at  that  time.  Now,  Sir,  with  reference  to  the 
half-breeds,  I  propose  to  examine  the  facts  in  connection 
with  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
Territories  to  recognition  in  respect  of  the  extinguishment 
of  the  Indian  title  ;  the  facts  in  connection  with  the  claims 
of  the  unenumerated  half-breeds  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba  in  respect  of  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  ; 
the  claims  of  the  land  holding  half-breeds  for  grants  and 
for  surveys,  particularly  in  connection  with  river  lots. 
And  as  to  the  whites  and  the  half-breeds  in  matters  of 
common  concern,  I  shall  touch,  thbugh  only  touch,  on  the 
claims  of  the  land  holders  for  grants  and  surveys ; 
the  claims  as  to  the  reserves  of  various  kinds ; 
the  claims  in  connection  with  wood  regulations  and 
local  improvements ;  and  claims  as  to  representative  insti¬ 
tutions.  But  on  these  questions  I  shall  only  repeat  the 
expression  of  my  opinion  as  to  their  importance,  and  their 
felt  importance,  to  the  people.  I  do  not  propose,  Sir,  to 
engage  in  the  discussion  of  the  actual  outbreak  or  the 
events  of  the  campaign.  I  think,  as  I  have  more  than  once 
said,  that  it  would  be  entirely  premature  to  do  so,  and  with 
the  exception  of  perhaps  one  slight  incident  I  shall  disem¬ 
barrass  the  present  discussion  from  the  question  of  the 
immediate  preparations  for  and  the  actual  conduct  of  the 
campaign.  And  before  I  engage  upon  the  enquiry  to  which 
I  have  just  pledged  myself,  I  may  say,  that  having  passed  a 
good  many  years  of  my  life  in  this  House  and  elsewhere,  in  the 
investigation  of  evidence  and  the  analysis  of  facts,  I  never  rose 
to  state  a  case  which  was  based  upon  facts,  with  a  more  abso¬ 
lute  conviction  of  the  overwhelming  character  of  that  case 
and  the  inexorable  conclusion  which  is  to  be  drawn  from  those 
facts,  than  I  do  upon  the  present  occasion.  My  task  is 
therefore,  in  this  respect,  easy.  It  is  rendered  difficult 
only  by  the  number  and  range  of  the  events,  and  the 
multiplicity  of  the  proofs  which  I  shall  have  to  endeavor 
to  adduce,  and  which  I  shall  submit  to  all  candid  persons 
inside  and  outside  of  this  House,  in  the  conviction  that  but 
one  conclusion  can  be  reached  as  to  the  result.  Now,  Sir, 
with  reference  to  the  claim  of  the  half-breeds  of  the  North- 
West  Territories  for  consideration  in  respect  to  the 
extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  that  claim  was  recognised,  in  so  far 
as  the  half-breeds  of  the  original  Province  of  Manitoba 
were  concerned,  in  the  course  of  the  events  of  1869-70. 
By  the  bargain  that  was  made,  incorporated  in  the  Act  of 
1870,  1,400,000  acres  of  land  were  set  apart  to  be  divided 
amongst  the  half-breed  minors  in  respect  of  the  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  their  claims  to  the  Indian  title.  By  subsequent 
legislation,  it  was  provided  that  the  half-breeds,  heads  of 
families,  should  get  a  160-acre  grant.  I  maintain  that 
the  claim  of  the  half-breeds  of  tho  North-West  Territories 
to  consideration  in  respect  of  the  extinguishment  of  tho 
Indian  title  was  then  settled  in  principle.  Justice  is  the 
same  on  the  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan  or  the  Qu’Appello 
as  on  the  banks  of  the  Bed  Biver  or  the  Assiniboine.  It  was 
impossible  to  find  a  different  rule  to  be  prescribed  for  dif¬ 
ferent  parallels  of  latitude,  and  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
to  say  that  that  which  had  been  granted  in  the  one  case 
should  bo  declined  in  tho  other.  Now,  I  rejoice  that  it  hap¬ 
pens  to  me,  who  am  not  of  the  same  race  or  of  tho  same 
creed  with  those  French  half-breeds,  to  point  out  these 
circumstances,  because  it  cannot  be  said  of  mo  that  I  am 
moved  by  those  prejudices  or  predilections  which  might  be 
charged  against  one  of  their  own  race  or  creed.  It  is  not 
on  any  such  grounds  that  this  question  is  to  be  handled, 
it  is  to  be  handled  as  a  question  of  justice,  of  policy, 
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of  statesmanship.  Of  the  half-breeds,  I  only  say 
as  I  have  said  before,  that  I  recognise  them  as 
fellow  Canadians,  misled  and  deeply  wrong,  but  we  are 
not  to  try  them  here ;  their  trial  is  appointed  elsewhere. 
It  is  here,  and  here  alone,  in  the  first  instance,  that  the 
Government  of  this  country  can  be  tried  for  its  conduct  in 
respect  of  these  transactions;  and  that  trial,  and  the  ascer¬ 
tainment  of  their  responsibility,  is  a  task  which  fitly  falls 
upon  our  shoulders.  I  ask  whether  the  Government  has 
done  its  duty  in  respect  of  this  portion  of  the  population  of 
Canada,  and  I  answer  that  question,  as  I  think  you  will 
answer  it,  after  you  have  heard  the  evidence,  by  an  emphatic 
negative.  I  believe  there  never  was  a  grosser  case  of 
neglect,  of  delay,  and  of  mismanagement  than  that  which  I 
am  about  to  develop  with  reference  to  this  particular  claim. 
The  question  did  not  become  urgent  in  the  North-West 
Territories  very  early,  because  there  was  but  little  interfe¬ 
rence  with  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories 
for  some  years.  There  was  comparatively  little  settlement 
in  the  country ;  there  were  but  few  surveys ;  there  were 
but  few  authorities  of  any  kind  to  interfere ;  things  went  on 
for  a  while  pretty  much  in  the  old  groove.  But  by  degrees 
settlement  increased ;  by  degrees  new  arrangements  were 
being  made  ;  by  degrees  a  new  order  of  things 
pressed  itself  upon  attention,  and  concurrently  with 
that  gradual  change,  there  came  the  rapid  disappear¬ 
ance  of  the  buffalo  which,  about  the  years  1877, 
1878,  1879,  indicated  the  imminent,  urgent  necessity  of  some 
other  livelihood  than  that  which  many  of  these  half-breeds 
had  wholly  depended  od,  and  most  cf  them  had  in  large  part 
depended  on  in  prior  years.  It  was  in  the  early  part  of 
1878  that  the  regular,  formal  agitation  on  this  subject  took 
shape.  And  here,  Sir,  I  may  pause  to  notice  with  amaze¬ 
ment  a  letter  which  I  have  seen  published,  emanating  from 
a  member  of  the  Government,  dated  so  far  late  as  the  6th 
June  last — a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State"— in  which 
he  says : 

“  If  the  half-breeds  had  serious  complaints  against  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment,  the  ordinary  method  of  petition  was  open  to  them  as  to  every 
free  citizen.  They  have  not  availed  themselves  of  it,” 

Can  it  be  that  on  the  8th  June,  1885,  a  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  should  yet  have  been  in  such  dense  ignorance 
of  the  facts  with  reference  to  this  case  as  to  make  that  pub¬ 
lic  statement  ?  And  can  it  be  that  that  member  should  be 
the  Secretary  of  State  of  Canada  ?  Why,  the  record  is  one 
long  cry  for  redress  ;  but  it  never  reached  his  ears.  About 
the  beginning  of  June,  1878,  a  petition  was  presented  from 
Prince  Albert  and  forwardedjo  the  Government  by  Captain 
Moore — that  gentleman  who  is  amongst  the  volunteers  who 
joined  the  police  at  the  Duck  Lake  fight— signed  by  151 
persons  ;  it  contained  allusion  to  certain  topics,  and  it  con¬ 
tained,  amongst  others,  this  paragraph  : 

“  Lastly,  your  petitioners  would  humbly  represent  that  whereas  a 
census  of  tha  half-breeds  and  old  settlers  was  taken  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  shortly  after  the  organisation  of  that  Province,  with  a  view  to 
the  distribution  of  scrip,  said  scrip  having  since  issued  to  the  parties 
interested,  and  whereas  at  the  time  this  census  was  taken  many  half- 
breeds,  both  minors  and  heads  of  families,  resided  in  the  territories  and 
were  not  included  in  the  said  census,  your  petitioners  would  humbly 
represent  their  rights  to  participation  in  the  issue  of  half-breed  or 
old  settlers  scrip,  are  as  valid  and  binding  as  those  of  the  half-breeds 
and  old  settlers  of  Manitoba,  and  are  expected  by  them  to  be  regarded 
by  the  Canadian  Government  as  scrupulously  as  in  that  Province;  and 
wuha  view  to  the  adjustment  of  the  same,  your  petitioners  would  hum¬ 
bly  request  that  a  census  of  the  said  half-breeds  and  old  settlers  betaken 
at  as  early  a  date  as  may  be  conveniently  determined  upon,  with  a 
view  to  apportioning  to  those  of  them  who  have  not  been  already 
included  in  the  census  of  Manitoba  their  just  allotment  of  land  and 
scrip.” 

To  that  petition  no  acknowledgment  or,  at  any  rate,  no 
answer  is  on  record  amongst  the  papers  brought  down.  Oa 
the  1st  February,  1878,  the  half-breeds  of  St.  Laurent  had  a 
public  meeting,  at  which  Gabriel  Dumont  was  president 
and  Alexander  Fisher  secretary,  both  prime  movers  in  the 


recent  affair,  and  they  determined  upon  several  requests. 
Amongst  them  was  this  : 

“  That  there  be  granted  to  all  half-breeds  who  have  not  participated 
in  the  distribution  of  scrip  and  lands  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  like 
scrip  and  grants  of  lands  as  in  that  Province.” 

About  March,  1878,  there  was  a  petition  of  French  Cana¬ 
dians  and  half-breeds  of  St.  Albert  on  various  subjects.  It 
refers  to  the  petition  of  St.  Laurent,  to  which  I  have  just 
referred,  and  it  contains  this  paragraph  ; 

“  That  all  the  beads  of  families  of  half-breeds  and  their  children  who 
have  not  participated  in  the  distribution  of  scrip  and  land  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  be  allowed  such  like  scrip  and  grants  of  land  as  were 
allowed  in  the  said  Province  (at  least  that  bush  lands  should  be 
granted  to  them).” 

Both  these  petitions  were  transmitted  by  Lieutenant 
Governor  Laird,  in  February  and  in  April,  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  year  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  1878,  during  the  time  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  In  1878  there 
was  a  petition  of  the  half-breeds  of  Cypress  Mountains, which 
contains  269  signatures.  It  contains  a  number  of  statements 
as  to  their  distressed  condition,  due  principally  to  the  dis¬ 
appearance  of  the  buffalo,  and  makes  this  declaration  : 

“  That  the  majority  of  us,  upou  the  cession  of  the  Province  to  the 
Local  Government,  were  temporarily  absent,  and  were  thereby  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  the  scrip  given  to  those  half-breeds,  who  were  at  that 
time  present  in  the  Province.” 

It  prays  for  several  advantages,  amongst  others  seed,  grain, 
agricultural  implements,  and  for  a  large  reserve  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  locality.  And  here  comes,  following  on  that  peti¬ 
tion,  a  resolution  passed  by  the  North-West  Council.  On 
the  2nd  August,  1878,  the  council  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tory,  in  its  legislative  session,  passed  the  following  resolu¬ 
tion  :  — 

“  Whereas  this  council  has  had  under  consideration  a  petition  of  cer¬ 
tain  half-breeds  who  usually  frequent  the  neighborhood  of  Cypress  Hills” 

And  they  proceed  to  describe  the  substance  of  the  petition  : 

“  And  whereas  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  this  council  to  grant  lands, 
assistance  to  procure  such,  or  any  such  like  advantages,  resolved  there¬ 
fore  that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  be  requested  to  forward  a  petition  to 
the  Dominion  Government  together  with  the  following  suggestions 
which  they  respectfully  and  strongly  urge  may  receive  the  early  and 
earnest  attention  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General ; 

“1st.  That  it  would  be  injudicious  to  set  apart  reserves  of  land  for  the 
half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Territory  or  give  them  negotiable  scrip  ; 

“2nd.  That  in  view,  however,  of  the  fact  that  grants  of  land  or  issues 
of  scrip  were  made  to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  towards  the  extin¬ 
guishment  of  the  Indian  title  to  the  lands  of  that  Province,  there  will 
undoubtedly  be  general  dissatisfaction  among  the  half  breeds  of  the  said 
territories  unless  they  receive  some  like  consideration. 

“3.  That  this  consideration  would  most  tend  to  the  advantage  of  the 
half-breeds  were  it  given  in  the  form  of  a  non-transferable  location 
ticket,  for  say,  160  acres  for  each  half-breed  head  of  a  family,  and  each 
half-breed  child  of  parents  resident  in  the  said  territories  at  the  time 
of  the  transfer  thereof  to  Canada,  the  ticket  to  be  issued  immediately 
to  any  half-breed  eighteen  years  of  age  or  over,  on  furnishing  evidence 
of  claim,  and  to  every  child  on  arriving  at  that  age  and  furnishing  the 
necessary  evidence. 

“  4.  That  each  half-breed  holding  such  a  location  ticket,  should  be 
allowed  to  locate  it  upon  any  unoccupied  Dominion  lands,  but  the 
title  of  the  land  so  entered  should  remain  in  the  Crown  for  ten  years; 
and  if,  at  the  expiration  of  three  years  after  such  entry,  the  half-breed 
locatee  has  made  no  improvements  on  the  land,  his  claim  thereto  shall 
be  subject  to  forfeiture. 

“  5.  To  induce  those  half-breeds  who  now  procure  their  livelihood  by 
hunting  on  the  plains  to  abandon  their  present  mode  of  life  and  settle 
on  their  locations,  by  which  course  ii  alone  appears  possible  to  avert 
the  great  destitution  with  which  they  are  threatened  owing  to  the 
imminent  early  extinction  of  the  buffalo,  that  aid  ia  agricultural  imple¬ 
ments  and  seeds  be  allowed  them  for  three  years,  but  only  once  for 
each  family  that  may  settle  within  that  time. 

“  6.  That  balf-breeds  who  have  shared  in  the  Manitoba  distribution 
of  lands  and  scrip  should  not  be  entitled  to  receive  location  tickets  in 
the  territories  though  now  resident  therein.” 

On  the  30th  September,  1878,  Lieutenant.  Governor  Laird 
transmitted  the  Cypress  Hills  petition,  and  the  resolution  of 
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the  North-West  Council  which  I  have  read,  in  a  despatch 
which  contains  these  words : 

“  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  ask  you  to  urge  upon  the  Dominion  Goverament 
the  necessity  of  taking  early  action  wiih  respect  to  the  claims  set  forth 
by  the  half-breeds  of  the  Territories,  either  in. the  direction  indicated  by 
the  resolutions  of  tbe  North-We3t  Council,  or  in  such  other  manner  as 
the  Government  may  deem  meet.  The  half-breeds  of  Manitoba — the 
heads,  of  families  as  well  as  the  children — having  received  either  script 
or  land,  I  may  remark  that  from  what  information  is  within  my  reach, I 
have  no  doubt  the  half-breeds  of  the  Territories  who  think  they  have 
as  good  a  claim  to  consideration  as  their  compatriots  in  Manitoba,  will 
be  very  much  dissatisfied  unless  they  are  treated  in  a  somewhat  similar 
manner.’  ’ 

By  the  time  that  reached  Ottawa  the  Government  had 
changed,  the  hon.  gentleman  had  assumed  the  reins  of 
office,  and,  with  the  reins  of  office,  he  had  accepted  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  and  the  Superintondcncy  Gene¬ 
ral  of  Indian  Affairs,  thus  identifying  himself  in  both  those 
aspects  with  the  questions  which  are  involved  in  this  con¬ 
troversy.  On  the  20th  November,  1818,  his  Deputy  Minister 
acknowledged  the  despatch  of  Governor  Laird,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  and  the  petition,  and  stated  that  that  despatch,  with  its 
enclosures,  would  be  brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Minister  on  his  return  to  the  seat  of  Government.  About 
the  same  time  at  which  that  despatch  was  written,  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  visited  this  section  of  the  country,  and 
I  quote  from  the  newspaper  the  account  of  his  visit: 

“  While  the  Lieutenant  Governor  was  at  Duck  Lake,  a  deputation  of 
half-breeds  from  the  St.  Laurent  waited  on  his  honor,  and,  in  most 
respectful  terms,  urged  him  not  to  allow  Chief  Beardy’s  reserve  to  sur¬ 
round  their  claims  or  encroach  upon  the  landi  where  they  had  been  ac¬ 
customed  to  cut  hay.  They  also  desired  to  be  informed  if  any  reply  has 
been  received  to  the  petition  forwarded,  through  his  honor,  to  Ottawa, 
respecting  the  half-breeds  in  the  territories.  The  Lieutenant  Governor 
thereupon  explained  matters  to  them  as  fully  as  was  iu  his  power. 
When  he  had  concluded  Norbert  Laurance,  Esq  ,  cordially  thanked  him 
for  the  obligiug  manner  in  which  he  had  replied  to  their  enquiries.” 

I  have  now  shown  you  as  clearly  as  I  could  what  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  this  question  was  at  the  time  when  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  commenced  their  dealing  with  it,  in  the  fall  of  the 
year  1878.  I  have  read  you  the  petitions  which  had 
already  been  presented  from  the  locality,  the  resolution  of 
the  council,  the  despatch  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  all 
indicating  that  the  question  was  one  for  early  solution,  the 
North-West  Council  being  of  opinion  that  modified  compen¬ 
sation  ought  to  be  given  in  a  different  form  from  that  which 
had  obtained  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  for  reasons  which 
were  sufficiently  obvious ;  and  the  case  being  presented  to 
the  Government  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  as  one  for 
early  action,  either  in  the  method  devised  by  the  council, 
or  in  some  other  method,  at  the  peril  of  dissatisfaction.  1 
have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the  expedition  with  which 
tho  then  Deputy  Minister  of'  the  Interior,  Mr.  Dennis, 
grappled  with  the  question.  On  the  20th  December,  1878, 
Mr.  Dennis  presented  to  his  Minister  a  very  long  memo¬ 
randum  dealing  with  the  case  of  those  claims,  and  from  it  I 
extract  some  passages.  He  submits  to  the  Minister  “that  it 
is  expedient  with  as  little  delay  as  possible  to  deal  with  tho 
claims  to  consideration  preferred  by  the  half-breeds  of  the 
3Sorth*West  Territories.”  He  describes  tho  half-breeds  as 
of  two  classes,  thoso  of  the  plains,  and  those  who,  while 
spending  part  of  tho  year  in  hunting  the  buffalo,  possess 
settled  homes.  He  says  : 

“  Tbe  second-class  may  be  illustrated  by  reference  to  those  half  breeds 
who  are  found  at  Edmonton,  St  Albert,  St.  Laurent,  St.  Anne’s,  Vic¬ 
toria,  etc.,  who  have  habitable  and  in  some  cases,  good  houses,  where 
they  reside  and  cultivate  the  soil  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  but  still 
mainly  depend  for  their  means  of  living  upon  the  buffalo.  ” 

Ho  adds : 

“Some  uneasiness  is  felt  by  the  half-breed  element  in  the  Territories 
in  consequence  of  no  step3  having  yet  been  taken  towards  the  recogni¬ 
tion  of  the  demands  put  forward  on  their  behalf.  It  must  be  freely 
admitted  they  have  a  claim  to  favorable  consideration,  and  the  question 
is,  how  is  that  claim  to  be  satisfied  so  as  to  benefit  the  half-breeds,  and 
at  the  same  time  benefit  the  country  ?” 

Mr.  Blake. 
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He  discountenances  tho  absolute  grant  of  lands,  or  treating 
them  as  wards  and  making  Indian  treaty  with  them.  He 
proposes  to  offer  them  certain  inducements  to  settle  on 
land,  and  to  learn  to  farm,  especially  to  raise  cattle,  and  of 
this  plan  he  says : 

“  The  immediate  effect  would  be,  assuming  that  the  half-breeds  them¬ 
selves  are  willing  to  give  it  a  trial,  thu  we  should  have  the  wh  de  of 
this  element  in  sympathy  with  the  Government  in  dealing  with  the 
plain  tribes  of  Indians.  In  this  way  we  should  attract  to  our  side  a 
moral  power  which  in  the  present  critical  relations  of  the  various  tribes 
of  Indians  towards  each  other  and  towards  the  Government,  would 
prove  of  the  greatest  value  to  the  Dominion.” 

He  refers  to  the  petition  of  the  Cypress  Hills  half-breeds 
and  tbe  resolution  of  the  North-West  Council,  and  says  he 
“is  of  opinion  that  encouragement  additional  to  that 
recommended  by  tho  council  would  be  required  to  induce 
the  half-breeds  to  become  settlers,  and  he  fully  believes  that 
it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  good  government  in  the 
North-West  to  grant  the  same.”  He  suggests  “  that  the 
half-breeds,  where  wished  for,  should  be  permitted  to  take 
up  their  lands  in  such  a  way  as  to  enable  them  to  settle 
together  in  bands,  ahd,  wherever  a  band  of  50  or  more 
families  form  themselves  into  one  community  or  settlement, 
they  should  be  provided  with  a  school  or  teachers  for  a 
term  of  years,  such  teachers  to  be  selected  with  a  view  to 
being  able  to  instruct  them  in  the  raising  and  care  of  stock, 
also  in  practical  agriculture,  including  the  use  and  care  of 
implements.”  He  adds : 

“The  undersigned  regards  the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Territories  in 
relation  to  the  Indians  and  half-breeds  as  calling  for  the  serious  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Government,  in  view  of  additional  complications 
which  are  not  unlikely  to  arise  owing  to  the  presence  on  our  soil  of 
large  numbers  of  armed  Indians,  refugees  for  the  time  being  from  the 
seat  of  war  in  the  adjoining  territory.  He  is  of  opinion  that  further 
means  should  be  adopted  to  cultivate  and  maintain  relations  with 
Indians  and  half-breed  populations  calculated  to  attach  them  to  us  and 
to  convince  them  that  the  Government  is  desirous  of  fulfilling  its  obli¬ 
gations  to  them  in  the  utmost  good  faith.” 

He  suggests  a  scheme  of  industrial  schools,  and  he  closes 
thus : 

“  The  undersigned  respectfully  requests  for  the  whole  question  dis¬ 
cussed  in  this  memorandum  the  early  consideration  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Intel  ior,  in  order,  if  thought  desirable,  that  a  measure  may  be  pre¬ 
pared  embodying  such  policy  as  may  be  decided  upon  in  good  time  for 
the  ensuing  Session  of  Parliament.” 

Tho  action  which  appears  to  have  been  taken  on  that  mem¬ 
orandum  was,  first,  the  appointment  of  Mr.  N.  F.  Divin  as 
a  commissioner  to  enquire  into  the  industrial  school  ques¬ 
tion,  both  in  the  Territories  and  in  the  United  States,  upon 
which,  so  far  as  I  can  apprehend,  no  final  report  has  been 
brought  down  ;  secondly,  to  send  tbe  memorandum  for  the 
consideration  and  advice  of  Archbishop  Tach6,  Bishop 
McLean,  Bishop  Macrae  and  Governor  Laird.  On  tho  23rd 
of  December,  1878,  three  days  after  the  date  of  the  memo¬ 
randum,  Colonel  Dennis  writes  to  Archbishop  Tach6,  trans¬ 
mitting  the  paper,  ia  this  language  : 

“  As  you  will  see  by  the  tenor  of  the  paper,  I  am  fuly  impressed  with 
the  justice  as  well  as  the  expediency  of  disposing  of  the  question  at  the 
earliest  possible  period.” 

On  the  29th  January,  1879,  Archbishop  Taehe  replied  in  a 
very  long  letter  to  Col.  Dennis’  communication,  and  from 
that  I  shall  make  some  extracts.  Amongst  the  headings 
which  the  Archbishop  treats  is  one  “  Importance  of  the 
Half  Brood  Question.” 

“  It  must  be  freely  admitted  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
have  a  claim  to  favorable  consideration.  Great  uneasiness  is  felt  by  them 
in  consequence  of  no  steps  having  yet  been  taken  in  their  behalf  A 
liberal  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government  would  attract  to  its  side  a 
moral  and  physical  power  which  in  the  present  critical  relations  of  the 
various  tribes  of  Indians  towards  each  other  and  towards  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  would  prove  of  the  greatest  value  to  the  Dominion.  On  the  other 
hand  the  half-breed  element  dissatisfied  would  form  a  standing  menace 
to  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  Territories.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Territories  in  relation  to  the  Indians  and  half- 
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breeds,  is  calling?  for  the  serious  consideration  of  the  Government,  and 
measures  should  be  adopted  to  cultivate  and  maintain  relations  with  the 
half-breed  population  calculated  to  attract  them  to  us.” 

“The  formidab  e  Indian  question  has  not  yet  arisen  in  our  midst, 
owing  largely  to  the  influence  of  the  half-breed  element.  The  dis¬ 
appearance  of  the  buffalo,  and  especially  the  extension  of  the  settlers  in 
the  Indian  country,  are  preparing  difficulties  whidh  may  be  avoided,  I 
hope,  but  which  would  o’herwise  involve  such  terrible  and  expensive 
results  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  the  friends  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  country  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  prevent  such  misfortune. 

“The  result  depends  in  a  great  measure  on  the  way  the  half-breeds 
would  be  treated.  Friendly  disposed,  they  will  mightily  contribute  to 
the  maintenance  of  peace  ;  dissatisfied,  they  would  not  only  add  to  the 
difficulty,  but  render  the  establishment  of  the  country  the  next  thing  to 
an  impossibility. 

“2.  What  ought  to  be  avoided  when  alluding  ts  half  breeds— 
It  is  important  in  public  documents  to  avoid  comparing  the  half- 
breeds  with  the  Indians  ;  and  it  is  not  just  to  say  that  a  certain  class  of 
them  differ  but  littie  except  in  name  from  the  Indians.  They  have  not 
the  tastes,  habits  and  instincts  of  the  Indians.  They  are  hunters,  tra¬ 
ders  or  settlers,  but  no  portion  of  them  can  be  classified  with  the 
savages  of  the  plains.” 

He  proceeds  to  point  oat  on  what  the  settlements  at  Edmon¬ 
ton,  St.  Albert,  St.  Anne’s,  St.  Laurent  and  Victoria,  depend, 
and  how  those  at  Wood  Mountain  and  Cypress  Hills  also 
live  He  then  adds ; 

“The  half-breeds  are  a  highly  sensitive  race;  they  keenly  resent 
injury  or  insult,  and  daily  complain  on  that  point.  In  fact  they  are 
daily  humiliated  with  regard  to  their  origin  by  the  way  they  are  spoken 
of,  not  only  in  newspapers  but  also  in  offi  .island  semi-official  docu¬ 
ments. 

“3.  Grant  of  land —Every  one  acknowledges  the  desirability  for 
the  half-breedg  to  settle  definitely  on  lands  to  cnltivate  them.  Here  is 
a  scheme  which  I  take  the  liberty  to  propose: 

“  (a)  I  estimate  the  half-breeds  actually  in  the  North-West  to  number 
about  1,200  families.  Let  the  Government  make  12  reserves  for  them  in 
the  very  places  the  half  breeds  themselves  will  like  to  have  them. 

“  (J.)  Each  reserve  should  be  for  100  families  at  least,  and  contain  an 
area  of  12  square  miles  of  available  land,  that  is  to  say,  the  extent  of 
four  townships. 

“  c  All  the  half-breeds,  men,  women  and  children,  residing  in  the 
North-West  on  the  1st  Januarv,  1879,  ought  to  receive  two  non- 
negotiable  scrips  for  80  acres  of  land  each,  to  be  located  by  them  in 
one  of  the  above  mentioned  reserves.” 

He  proceeds  to  point  out  that  this  property  should  be 
inalieuahle  for  at  least  three  generations,  save  exchanges  of 
entire  lots  between  half-breeds,  which  might  be  allowed. 

“  In  the  settlements  already  formed  the  half-breeds  ought  to  be  con¬ 
firmed  in  the  possession  of  the  lot  or  lots  they  claim,  and  on  which 
there  are  improvements,  even  which  is  very  rare,  when  they  claim  more 
than  160  acres.  When  the  lots  claimed  are  less  than  160  acres,  scrips 
for  the  balance  ought  to  be  given.” 

Then,  after  entering  into  farther  details,  he  concludes  by 
pressing  once  again,  the  importance  of  an  early  settlement 
of  the  question. 

“Speedy  settlement  of  the  whole  matter — It  is  desirable  that  the 
half-breed  question  should  be  decided  without  any  further  delay.  The 
requisite  legislation  ought  to  be  passed  in  the  coming  Session  of  the 
Legislature.  Immediately  after  inspectors  ought  to  be  appointed,  and  I 
would  particularly  recommend  Mr.  Angus  McKay  as  one  of  the  inspec¬ 
tors.  Surveyors  will  have  to  be  sent  to  the  Territories  next  summer, 
to  mark  immediately,  at  least,  the  outside  lines  of  the  reserves,  with 
one  or  two  rows  of  lots.  Other  details  may  come  afterwards,  provided 
they  be  not  delayed  unnecessarily.  There  is  no  doubt  the  difficulties 
increase  with  delay.” 

On  the  18th  January,  1879,  Bishop  McLean  wrote  in  answer 
to  the  letter  ot  Colonel  Dennis  : 

_  “  I  thoroughly  sympathise  with  you  in  the  anxiety  you  show  to  con¬ 
ciliate  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories.  The  plain  Orees 
and  the  Blackfeet  have  been  but  recently  reclaimed  from  a  state  of  con¬ 
stant  warfare  between  themselves  by  the  introduction  of  the  Mounted 
Police  force  ;  and  the  presence  of  large  bands  of  Sioux,  renowned  for 
their  warlike  habits,  might  at  any  moment,  without  any  administrative 
skill  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  lead  to  dangerous  outbreaks  that 
would  not  only  be  deplorable  in  their  immediate  results,  but  tend  to 
damage  the  prospects  of  the  country  in  regard  to  settlement.  In  bring¬ 
ing  so  prominently  into  the  foreground  the  value  of  the  half-breed 
element  being  in  sympathy  with  the  Governmnent  in  dealing  with  the 
Indians,  I  think  yon  have  grasped  the  main  point  of  the  whole  question. 
The  experience  of  all  the  years  I  have  lived  in  the  North-West  points  to 


the  conclusion  that  the  Indian  has  a  tendency,  in  a  1  hi3  dealings  with 
the  white  man,  to  consult  and  largely  to  be  gni  led  by  the  opinion  of 
the  half-breeds.  Therefore  you  have  the  whole  half-breed  element  in 
sympathy  with  the  Government  in  dealing  with  the  plain  tribe  of 
Indians.  I  would  express  a  very  hearty  conviction  in  the  conclusion 
that  you  draw,  namely  :  that  we  should  attract  to  our  side  a  moral 
power  which,  in  the  present  critical  relation  of  the  various  tr  bss  of 
Indians  towards  each  other  and  towards  the  Government,  would  prove 
of  the  greatest  value  to  the  Dominion.” 

I  should  have  added  that  another  question  is  touched  on  by 
the  Archbishop,  which  is,  that  in  existing  settlements  all 
the  properties  in  the  reserves  should  be  sub-divided  into  lots 
of  10  chains  broad  by  80  in  depth,  in  accordance  with  what 
was  the  ancient  custom  of  the  country.  Bishop  Macrae’s 
statement  is,  perhaps,  not  material  to  be  read;  ho  declares 
that  ho  has  had  but  very  little  acquaintance  with  the  subject, 
Governor  Laird,  on  the  13th  March,  1879,  says : 

If  the  half-breeds  desire  to  settle  down  together  I  most  certainly  think 
that  land  should  be  for  a  short  time  reserved  for  them  ;  but  I  believe  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  lock  up  the  land  for  a  longer  period  than  two  or 
three  years.” 

He  discusses  the  question  of  teachers,  and  also  of  industrial 
schools,  arguing  rather  against  the  practical  availability  of 
that  proposition  in  the  emergency,  and  adding  those  words: 

“  The  wants  of  the  Indians  and  half-breeds  are  pressing,  and  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  same  money  that  would  support  industrial  schools  could 
in  the  meantime  be  better  employed  in  hiring  a  few  practical  men  to  go 
at  once. on  the  reserves  and  teach  them  how  to  plough,  sow  and  save  their 
crops,  in  order  that,  if  possible,  starvation  in  its  worst  form  may  b@ 
averted.” 

Just  about  the  same  time  at  which  these  various  despatches 
were  being  written,  there  came  the  rumor  that  Louis  Biel 
xvas  going  to  the  Saskatchewan— even  at  that  early  date. 
The  Saskatchewan  Herald,  of  the  24th  March,  1879,  con* 
tains  this  paragraph : 

“  The  Emerson  International  gives  currency  to  the  rumor  that  Louis 
Riel  intends  going  to  the  Saskatchewan  next  Bummer  with  a  large 
French  half-breed  emigration  to  take  place  frjm  settlements  on  the  Red 
and  Pembina  Rivers.  It  is  rumored  that  an  agitation  is  on  foot  to  obtain 
a  reduction  of  the  terms  of  his  banishment,  the  Hon.  Jos  Dubuc  being 
understood  to  have  promised  to  use  his  influence  at  Ottawa  with  the 
French  Canadian  members  in  support  of  the  application.” 

♦ 

On  15th  May,  1879,  by  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  brought  in 
during  that  Session,  power  is  delega'ed  to  the  Governor  iq 
Council : 

“  To  satisfy  any  claims  existing  in  connection  with  the  estingu'shi 
ment  of  the  Indian  title  preferred  by  half-breeds  resident  in  the  North? 
West  Territories  outside  the  limits  of  Manitoba,  on  the  15th  day  of  July, 
1870,  by  granting  land  to  such  persons,  to  such  extent,  and  on  such  terms 
and  conditions,  as  may  be  deemed  expedient.” 

So  that  not  having  decided  upon  the  precise  form  of  their 
policy  they  decided  upon  a  quasi -recognition  of  the  claim, 
and  they  asked  Parliament  to  hand  over  to  them  absolute 
power  and  discretion  to  deal  with  it  as  they  pleased,  on 
what  terms  they  pleased  and  when  they  pleased  ;  and  that 
power  was  granted.  A  question  for  our  consideration  from 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  that  Act  is,  how  they  used  the 
power  which  they  so  asked  and  so  obtained  ?  I  will  show 
that  from  that  time  up  to  1885  they  did  nothing  whatever, 

I  will  show  they  did  nothing  whatever  with  a  question 
which  had  been  declared  by  the  Deputy  head  of  the 
Department,  by  all  persons  who  had  been  consulted  under 
the  advice  of  the  Minister,  to  be  a  present  question,  a  pres¬ 
sing  question,  a  question  which  had  already  assumod  the 
form  of  agitation,  namely,  public  meetings  and  petitions, 
a  question  whose  difficulty  would  be  enhanced  by  time — I 
will  show  that  having  taken  from  Parliament  carte  blanche 
they  never  used  their  power  from  that  day  until  the 
year  in  which  we  now  are.  The  difficulties  unquestionably 
were  to  be  enhanced  by  time.  No  grievanco  grows  less  by 
time;  no  just  demand  diminishes  in  its  intensity  by  time. 
The  feeling  of  soreness,  of  irritation  and  neglect  increases 
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by  time.  The  demands  are  apt  to  be  exaggerated 
by  time.  The  situation  grows  complicated  by  time, 
and  in  this  case  it  was  perfectly  clear  it  was  to  becomo  more 
complicated  by  time,  because  we  were  dealing  at  that 
moment  with  a  state  of  things  in  which  but  comparatively 
few  of  the  half  breed  population  had  taken  up  land.  There 
were  very  considerable  numbers  at  certain  points  to  which  I 
have  referred;  but  taking  the  whole  population  of  the  Terri¬ 
tories  a  large  number  of  them  had  not  taken  up  and  improved 
lands  at  that  time,  and  therefore  there  arose  no  question 
on  the  two  titles  as  to  the  bulk  of  the  half-breed 
population,  as  to  at  all  events  the  majority  of  the  half-breed 
population — I  mean  the  right  to  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title  and  their  rights  as  settlers.  That  arose  only 
as  to  those  who  had  settled ;  but  it  was  clear  it  was  going 
to  arise  with  a  much  larger  proportion  of  the  half-breeds 
from  year  to  year  because  it  was  inevitable  they  must  starve 
or  settle.  Those  who  had  not  settled  lived  entirely  by  the 
chase  of  the  buffalo  and  by  freighting,  and  the  buffalo  having 
disappeared,  they  must  either  starve  or  settle  ;  and  settling, 
of  course,  the  question  of  their  title  as  settlers  as  well  as 
the  Indian  title  would  arise.  Was  it  because  there  was  no 
pressure  upon  the  Government  that  this  matter  slipped  by 
neglected  ?  Not  so.  As  I  have  said,  their  Deputy  Minister 
had  warned  them  ;  the  North-West  Council  had  warned 
them  ;  the  Governor  had  warned  them;  and  the  three  advis¬ 
ors  whom  they  called  into  council  had  warned  thorn  that  it 
was  a  question  which  ought  to  be  settled  at  once,  delay 
in  the  settlement  of  which  would  enhance  the  diffi¬ 
culty,  and  which  therefore  merited  and  demanded  the 
early  attention  of  the  Government.  They  did  nothing  dur¬ 
ing  those  six  years  ;  they  formed  no  ministerial  plan  ;  they 
enunciated  no  ministerial  policy  ;  they  passed  no  Order  in 
Council ;  they  did  not  even  take  the  preliminary  6teps  of 
having  an  enumeration  ;  they  waited  until  the  outbreak  was 
on  foot,  and  then  they  acted  as  I  will  show  you  after  a 
while.  During  1879,  after  having  obtained  the  parliamen¬ 
tary  authority  to  which  I  have  referred,  nothing  was  done. 
But  on  1st  December  of  that  year  Colonel  Richardson,  who 
had  been  for  many  years  as  a  stipendary  magistrate  and 
a  member  of  the  council  in  the  Territories, *being  in  Ottawa, 
gave  a  memorandum,  no  doubt  at  the  request  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  to  Colonel  Dennis,  and  in  that  memorandum  he 
says : 

“  As  socn  as  steps  are  taken  to  ascertain  the  number  of  half-breeds  in 
the  Territory  who  have  not  already  shared  in  the  Manitoba  grant  the 
scheme  suggested  by  Colonel  Dennis  in  the  conclusion  of  his  memoran¬ 
dum  would  I  think  give  satisfaction  generally.” 

Ho  differs,  however  from  him  on  two  points:  First,  bethinks 
there  should  bo  no  special  educational  facilities;  and  second, 
there  is  no  need  to  teach  the  half-breeds  to  raise  and  care  for 
stock,  because  they  koow  all  about  it,  and  in  fact  they  teach 
the  whites  the  proper  way  of  raising  and  caring  for  stock  in 
that  country.  He  adds  that  some  half-breeds  would  profer 
settling  near  white  settlements.  It  seems  to  be  very  clear 
that  the  First  Minister  in  charge  of  this  matter  was  reluc¬ 
tant  to  recognise  this  claim.  And  that  seems  to  bo  appa¬ 
rent  from  another  letter  by  Colonel  Richardson  to  Colonel 
Dennis,  written  on  11th  January,  1880.  That  letter  runs  as 
follows : — 

“  Deab  Colonel  Dennis,— Having  passed  three  years  in  the  North- 
West  and  during  that  period  seen  a  good  deal  of  the  half-breed  popula¬ 
tion,  the  following  induced  by  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  the  Premier 
in  my  presence  last  Saturday,  may  not  be  out  of  place,  the  subject  of 
dealing  with  the  half-breed  element  of  the  Norlh-West  beiag,  as  I  then 
gathered,  intended  for  early  discussion. 

11 1.  These  half-breeds  claim  and  insist  that  as  a  distinct  class  they 
have  a  share  in  the  Indian  title  to  the  land  outside  of  Manitoba  which 
has  not  been  extinguished,  and  as  such  distinct  class  entitled  equally 
with  the  half-bieeds  of  Manitoba  to  special  consideration.  That 
grounds  exist  for  such  contention  appear  by  reference  to  statutes  ot 
Canada,  1870,  Cap.  3,  sec.  21. 

“  2.  Admitting  theee  half-breeds  might  (as  some  few  have,  but  now 
regret)  joined  in  the  Indian  treaties,  I  am  convinced  such  a  contingency 
is  not  only  not  probable,  but  that  if  they  requested  they  would  reject 
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the  offer ;  besides  I  do  not  think  their  joining  in  the  Indian  treaties 
would  be  in  the  public  interest,  but  decidedly  the  opposite. 

“  How  best  to  deal  with  the  element  has,  as  you  are  aware,  been  con- 
sid  red  and  you  already  hold  my  views  on  the  subject. 

“  I  may  however  be  permitted  to  express  the  opinion  that  opportuni¬ 
ties  now  present  themselves  for  removing  the  dissatisfaction  existing 
among  these  people,  and  securing  their  good  will  towards  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  because :  1.  Their  former  occupation  as  hunters  is  gone. 

2.  They  are  as  a  class  destitute.  A  further  reason  for  urging  as  I 
respectfully  do,  early  action  is  that  they  are  scattered  among  the 
Indians  and  latelv  subjected  to  the  evil  influences  of  leading  spirits  of 
the  Manitoba  troubles  of  1870,  vho  during  the  past  season  have  been 
traversing  the  country  doing  at  least  ‘  no  good.’  ” 

Again  you  see,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  importance,  in  the  view  of 
a  magistrate  from  the  Territories,  of  early  action,  the  danger 
of  delay,  the  favorable  character  of  the  conjuncture  of  cir¬ 
cumstances  which  then  presented  themselves  for  a  settle¬ 
ment  in  a  form  which  would  be  permanently  beneficial  to 
the  half  breeds  and  at  the  same  time  to  the  country,  and 
the  efforts  to  remove  the  difficulty  which  he  saw  stood 
in  the  way  from  conversations  he  had  with  the  Minister 
who  seems  to  have  held  that  the  half  breeds  had  no  well 
founded  claim,  and  to  have  suggested  that  the  Indian  treaty 
was  a  good  solution  for  any  such  claim.  Nothing  was  done 
in  1880,  although  the  year  opened,  as  I  have  said,  by  this 
further  communication  from  ’Colonel  Richardson.  In  that 
year  once  again  there  was  reference  to  danger,  for 
amongst  the  papers  brought  down  is  a  letter  from  W.  L. 
Orde,  Indian  agent  and  clerk,  North-West  Indian  Superin¬ 
tendency,  Battleford,  dated  3rd  April,  as  follows  : — 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  an  authentic  report  has  reached 
here  frem  the  south,  that  Louis  Riel  is  now  agitating  amongst  the  half- 
breeds,  and  the  Sioux,  and  Crow  Indians,  it  is  said  with  a  view  of  an 
attack  upon  the  Blackfeet  and  Blood  Indians,  the  ostensible  object 
being  to  wrest  from  the  latter,  a  large  number  of  stolen  poaies.  He 
may  have  other  evil  designs,  and  I  think  it  well  to  let  yon  know.” 

But  although  nothing  was  done  at  Ottawa,  pressure  was 
applied  to  Ottawa.  In  the  spring  of  1880,  the  half-breed 
inhabitants  of  Manitoba  Tillage,  Lake  Manitoba,  North- 
West  Territories,  signed  a  petition  which  contains  these 

words  : 

“  And  whereas  the  half  breed  bends  of  families,  and  the  children  of 
the  same,  boru  in  or  resident  in  the  Territories,  previously  to  15th  July, 
1870,  have  not  yet  had  their  claims  to  equal  rights  and  privileges  with 
their  brethren  iu  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  investigated  as  is  provided 
for  by  sub-section  ‘E’  of  clause  125,42  Vic,  Chap.  31;  and  whereas 
the  continued  delay  in  ascertaining  and  investigating  said  claims,  is 
creating  great  and  general  dissatisfaction  throughout  the  Territories,  we 
your  petitioners  do  humbly  pray  that  you  will  cause  a  commission  to  be 
issued  at  an  early  date  to  enquire  into  and  confirm  the  said  claims,  not 
only  with  regard  to  scrip  and  allotments  of  lands  as  provided  for  in 
Manitoba,  but  moreover  to  confirm  the  titles  of  lands  occupied  by  or 
purchased  by  parties  from  occupants  of  claims  taken  previously  to  the 
transfer  of  the  Territories  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada.” 

On  the  10th  of  May,  1880,  the  Deputy  Superintendent  Gen¬ 
eral  acknowledges  that  petition,  and  states  that  it  will  bo 
duly  laid  before  the  Minister  for  consideration.  It  was  unde ' 
consideration  until  1885.  On  the  23rd  of  February,  1880, 
there  was  a  meeting  at  Duck  Lake  to  whioh  I  adverted  a 
few  days  ago,  called  by  Father  Andre  to  protest  against 
the  notion  of  abolishing  the  territorial  government;  and  in 
his  speech,  as  reported  in  the  newspapers,  Father  Andre 
said: 

l<  Before  long  this  together  with  several  other  settlements,  would  be 
entitled  to  representation  in  the  council  at  Battleford.  Then  the 
council  would  be  in  a  better  position  to  speak  in  the  name  of  the  people, 
to  press  their  wants  and  remedy  their  grievances  at  Ottawa.” 

Showing  that  they  had  even  then  wants  and  grievances,  in 
th9  opinion  of  the  speaker,  which  required  pressing,  and  in 
respect  of  which  they  valued  even  that  imperfect  and  rudi¬ 
mentary  system  of  representation,  uuder  which  they  hoped 
soon  to  have  a  member  in  that  district.  On  the  same  occa¬ 
sion,  another  of  the  speakers,  Mr.  Abraham  Montour,  said  : 

“Several  other  petitions  had  already  been  forwarded  to  Ottawa, 
setting  forth  the  rights  and  certain  wants  of  the  half-breed  element 
throughout  the  territory,  aud  the  action  of  the  Government  was  still  to 
be  learned.  He  feared  the  present  petition  would  receive  similar  treat¬ 
ment.” 
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So  that  there  was  even  then  complaint  of  the  neglect  of  peti¬ 
tions  which  were  forwarded  to  Ottawa.  On  the  19th  of 
May,  1880,  Mr.  Thomas  McKay,  I  believe  a  very  respected 
resident  of  Prince  Albert,  transmitted  to  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  a  petition  in  this  letter : 

“I  herewith  forward  you  petition  from  the  half-breeds  of  Edmonton 
and  Prince  Albert,  North-West  Territories.  As  we  have  no  representative 
for  the  North-West  Territories  through  whom  we  could  make  our  wants 
known,  the  petition  is  forwarded  to  you,  trusting  it  shall  receive  your 
early  and  special  attention.” 

The  petition  is  signed  by  1 02  names,  and,  amongst  other 
things,  it  contains  these  statements: 

“  And  whereas  the  half-breed  heads  of  families,  and  the  children  of 
the  same,  born  or  resident  in  the  Territories  previously  to  July  15th,  1870, 
have  not  yet  had  their  claims  to  equal  rights  and  privileges  with  their 
brethren  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  investigated,  as  is  justly  due  to 
them,  and  as  is  provided  for  by  sub-section  ‘E’  of  clause  125,  42  Victoria, 
Chapter  31  ;  and  whereas  the  continued  delay  in  ascertaining  and  inves¬ 
tigate  g  said  claims,  is  creating  great  and  general  dissatisfaction  through¬ 
out  the  Territories;  we  your  petitioners  do  humbly  pray  that  you  will 
cause  a  commission  to  be  issued  at  an  early  date  to  enquire  into  and 
confirm  the  said  claims,  not  only  with  regard  to  scrip,  and  allotments  of 
land  as  provided  for  in  Manitoba,  but,  moreover,  to  confirm  the  titles  to 
land  occupied  by  or  purchased  by  parties  from  occupants  of  claims  taken 
previously  to  the  transfer  of  the  Territories  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada.” 

Oa  the  iOth  of  July,  1830,  Mr.  McKay’s  letter  was  acknow¬ 
ledged,  and  he  was  informed  that  it  would  receive  due  con¬ 
sideration  on  the  return  of  the  Minister  from  England.  It 
was  under  consideration  till  1885.  I  come  to  tho  year  1881  ; 
nothing  was  done  in  tho  year  1831,  but  the  pressure  went 
on.  In  the  sumAr  of  1881,  there  was  a  petition  to  the 
Governor  Generatlrom  the  half-breeds  of  Qu’Appelle,  with 
112  signatures  containing  these  statements: 

“  That  owing  to  their  being  temporarily  absent  from  the  now  Province 
of  Manitoba,  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  of  the  said  Province  and  the 
North-West  Territories  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  they  have  been 
deprived  of,  and  debarred  from,  several  advantages  which  were  accorded 
to  their  confreres  who  were  residents  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  at 
the  time  of  the  aforesaid  transfer,  and  that  your  petitioners  are  of  opi¬ 
nion  that  they  have  been  unjustly  treated,  as  their  conduct  and  actioas 
at  the  time  referred  to  deserve  the  kind  consideration  of  the  Government. 
Therefore  your  petitioners  humbly  pray  that  they  be  dealt  with  and 
treated  similar  to  the  hall-breeds  of  Manitoba,  and  the  Government  will 
grant  scrip  to  the  heads  of  families  and  grants  of  land  to  the  children 
ol  the  heads  of  families  in  the  Noith-West  Territories,  in  like  proportion 
as  was  granted  to  half-breeds  and  old  settlers  in  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.” 

That  petition  was  acknowledged  on  the  20th  of  September, 
1881,  by  direction  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  the 
parties  were  informed  that  the  petition  would  be  duly  con¬ 
sidered.  It  was  considered  up  to  1885.  On  tho  7th  of  June, 
1881,  tho  district  of  Lome  having  in  the  meantime  acquired 
representation  in  the  North-West  Council,  a  memorial  was 
presented  to  that  council  by  Mr.  Lawronco  Clarke,  member 
for  Lome,  in  these  words  : 

« 

“  The  undersigned  ha3  the  honor  to  represent — 

“  That  a  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  and  discontent  exists  among  the 
half-breed  element  of  the  North-West  Territories. 

_  “  That  such  feeling  has  arisen  from  what  these  half-breeds  consider  a 
disregard  of  their  rights,  and  in  the  opinion  of  many  whose  standing  in 
the  country  gives  such  an  opiuiou  weight,  has,  to  some  extent  at  least, 
increased  the  difficulties  encountered  by  the  Dominion  Government  in 
their  dealings  with  the  Indians,  between  whom  and  the  whites  the  half- 
breeds  form  a  distinct  class,  possessing,  as  a  rule,  great  influence  over 
the  Indians. 

“That  the  half-breeds  have  always  been  recognised  as  possessing 
rights  in  the  same  soil,  subject  to  which  the  Dominion  accepted  the 
transfer  of  the  Territories,  and  while  ample  provision  has  been  made  for 
those  resident  in  Manitoba,  on  the  15th  July,  1870,  nothing  has  been 
done  towards  extinguishing  that  portion  of  the  Indian  title  to  lands  and 
territories  outside  the  Proviuce  of  Manitoba,  as  originally  formed  by  the 
Act  of  1870.  J  J 

“  The  undersigned  further  draws  attention  to  the  fact,  that,  by  law, 
the  half-breeds  are  excluded  from  the  benefit  conferred  upon  the  Indians. 

“  That  the  undersigned  has  been  given  to  understand  several  petitions 
from  various  quarters  have  been  presented  to  the  Dominion  Government 
on  the  subject  of  the  half-breeds,  particularly  referred  to,  but  no  notice 
taken  thereof 

‘  1  1  hat  the  undersigned  knows  that  a  considerable  portion  of  these 
half-breeds  were  and  are  still  residents  of  the  electoral  districts  of  Lome 
and  feels  it  his  duty  as  the  electoral  representative  of  that  district,  to 
bring  under  notice,  their  grievances,  in  the  hope  that  some  action  may 
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be  taken  at  an  early  day,  towards  removing  what  seems  to  be  just  cause 
or  complaint. 

“The  undersigned  recommends  that  through  your  honor  in  council 
the  attention  of  His  Excellency  be  respectfully  drawn  to  the  subject,  and 
he  be  memorialised  to  direct  the  attention  of  his  Ministers  to  the  position 
of  the  half-breeds  who  at  the  transfer  to  Canada,  were  and  still  are 
residents  of  the  North-West  Territories,  and  have  not  become  parties  to 
Indian  treaties,  and  the  taking  of  such  steps  as  may  lead  to  a  speedy 
adjustment  of  the  grievances  they  labor  under.” 

On  tho  14th  of  June,  1881,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  trans¬ 
mitted  a  copy  of  this  memorial  to  tho  Government,  adding: 

“  I  was  requestid  by  a  resolution  in  council,  passed  on  the  10th  inst., 
to  transmit  copies  thereof  to  be  laid  before  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General,  and  to  express  the  hope  that  His  Excellency  may  be  pleased  to 
draw  the  attention  of  his  Ministers  to  the  grievances  complained  of. 

“I  trust  you  will  have  the  goodness,  at  an  early  day,  to  bring  these 
subject  to  which  these  memorials  refer,  under  the  consideration  of  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General.” 

On  receipt  of  these  papers,  it  seems  from  the  papers  which 
were  brought  down,  that  the  Deputy  Minister  felt  it  need¬ 
ful  to  make  another  effort,  and  he  made  up  a  file  which 
contained  his  memorandum  of  December,  1878,  the  letter  of 
Archbishop  Tache,  the  letter  of  Bishop  McLean,  tho  letter 
of  Bishop  Macrae,  the  letter  of  Governor  Laird,  tho  letters 
of  Colonel  Kichardson,  the  memorial  of  Mr.  Clarke,  and  the 
letter  of  Governor  Laird,  which  I  have  just  read,  and  he  laid 
it  before  Sir  David  Macpherson,  then  Acting  Minister  of 
Interior,  with  this  memorandum  : 

“  The  undersigned  submits  for  the  information  of  the  Acting  Minister 
the  file  herewith  on  the  subject  of  the  claims  preferred  by  the  half- 
breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories  to  lands  or  scrip  following  upon 
the  grants  in  this  behalf  made  to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba.” 

It  is  clear,  even  from  that  memorandum  and  its  submission 
at  that  date,  that  up  to  that  time  no  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  solution  of  the  question  since  the  period  of  tho 
passage  of  tho  Act,  and  it  was  then  laid  before  tho  Minister 
for  further  consideration.  It  remained  under  consideration 
until  tho  year  1885.  On  the  4th  of  September,  1881.  the 
Governor  General,  Lord  Larne,  visited  the  North-West 
Territories  and  those  regions.  A  joint  address  was  presented 
to  him  by  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  the  settlers,  and  tho 
Indians,  on  the  Saskatchewan,  and  in  reply  he  used  this 
language  : 

“  In  cementing  the  friendship  which,  thank  God,  has  reigned  between 
the  white  and  the  red  man,  the  Metis  has  been  the  valued  confident  as 
he  is  the  brother  of  both.  He  has  aided  in  the  perfect  understanding 
which  exists.” 

Thus  was  evidenced  the  opinion  of  tho  executive  of  tho 
country,  as  to  the  importance  of  the  half-breed  ele¬ 
ment,  in  confirmation  of  the  correspondence  I  have 
already  read,  as  to  the  need  of  proserving  a  good 
understanding  botween  the  white  and  the  half-breed  with  a 
view  to  the  maintenance  of  good  relations  with  the  Indians. 
But  instead  of  those  good  terms  being  maintained,  the  half- 
breeds’  petitions  were  disregarded,  he  was  not  vouchsafed  a 
reply,  he  was  despised,  and  neglected,  and  ho  became,  as 
Archbishop  Tache  indicated  in  his  letter  ho  might  become,  * 
a  scourge  instead  of  a  help.  On  the  8th  of  October,  1881, 
there  was  a  meeting  at  Prince  Albert,  largely  attended  by 
persons  representing  the  entire  district  of  Lome,  who  passed 
a  series  of  resolutions,  of  which  tho  third  is  as  follows  : — 

“  Whereas  the  Indian  title  in  this  district  or  territory  has  not  become 
extinct,  and  the  old  settlers  and  half-breed  population  of  Manitoba  were 
granted  scrip  in  commutation  of  such  title,  and  such  allowances  has  not 
been  made  to  those  resident  in  this  territory,  resolved  that  the  Minister 
ot  the  Interior  be  requested  to  grant  such  scrip  to  such  settlers,  thus 
placing  them  on  an  equal  footing  with  their  confreres  in  Manitoba.” 

These  resolutions  woro  ordered  to  bo  presented  by  Mr. 
Lawrence  Clarke,  the  member  for  the  district,  and  he  was 
directed  to  obtain  a  reply.  From  the  correspondence  it 
appears  that  he  visited  Ottawa,  and  he  received  a  letter 
after  that  visit,  dated  the  22nd  of  November,  1881,  in  which, 
by  the  direction  of  tho  Ministor,  tho  Deputy  aknowlodges 
the  receipt  of  the  momorial  and  resolutions  of  tho  Prince 
Albert  meeting,  and  says  : 
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“  Resolution  No.  3 — As  by  treaty  with  the  Indians  their  title  to  any 
portion  of  the  territory  included  within  the  district  of  Lome  has  been 
extinguished,  this  resolution  would  need  explanation.” 

It  is  a  very  extraordinary  thing  that  this  subject  should 
have  so  little  penetrated  the  brains  of  the  Department  up 
to  that  time  that  they  were  able  to  seize  on  the  suggestion 
that  the  Indian  title  had  been  extinguished  as  an  excuse, 
when  it  was  perfectly  clear  to  the  most  ordinary  mind  that 
it  was  the  share  of  the  half-breeds  in  the  Indian  title  that 
had  not  been  extinguished  which  formed  the  basis  of  the 
resolution. 

“  In  closing,  I  am  to  say  that  the  Minister  will  cause  enquiry  to  be 
made  through  his  own  officers  with  reference  to  the  several  subjects  of 
these  resolutions,  and  will  on  their  report  have  such  action  taken  in  the 
premises  as  may  be  in  accordance  with  law  and  necessary.” 

On  the  25th  of  January,  1882,  Mr.  Clarke,  acknowledged 
the  receipt  of  this  letter,  and  dealing  with  resolution  No.  3 
he  answers  as  follows  — 

“  I  would  regpectfully  submit  that  the  Indian  title  no  doubt  has  been 
extinguished,  but  evidently  not  that  of  the  balf-breed  residents  of  the 
North-West  Territories.  The  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
have  repeatedly  acknowledged  the  right  in  the  soil  of  the  half-breed 
inhabitants  as  is  proved.” 

He  then  proceeds  to  cite  in  detail  the  Act  of  1870,  to  which 
I  have  referred,  the  Act  of  1874,  the  Act  of  1876*,  the  Act  of 
1877,  and  tho  Act  of  1879,  citing  the  appropriate  clauses  in 
each  case  to  prove  his  contention;  and  he  adds  : 

“  It  will  be  seen  therefore  that  from  the  first  enactment  in  1870  to  the 
last  in  1879,  the  rights  in  the  soil  of  the  half-breed  have  been  recognised 
by  the  Government,  and  provision  made  for  the  extinguishment  ot  their 
title.  A  very  strong  memorial  on  this  subject  was  laid  before  the  North- 
West  Council  at  its  last  meeting  in  June,  1881,  and  a  resolution  adopted 
by  that  body  that  the  memorial  should  be  remitted  to  the  Governor 
General  of  Canada,  with  a  recommendation  that  His  Excellency  would 
be  pleased  to  draw  the  attention  of  his  Ministers  to  grievance  com¬ 
plained  of.” 

On  the  14th  of  April,  1882,  tho  Deputy  Minister  acknow¬ 
ledges  tho  receipt  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  Clarke,  and  says  : 

“  The  other  points  raised  in  your  letter  ” - 

Which  are  the  points  relating  to  half-breeds- — - 
“  are  reserved  for  the  Minister’s  special  consideration.” 

They  received  that  consideration  in  1885.  Now,  I  come  to 
the  year  1882.  The  report  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
was  presented  on  the  15th  February,  1882,  and  it  is  the  only 
document  which  indicates  that  any  step  had  been  taken  in 
the  matter : 

11  The  condition  of  the  half-breed  population  of  the  Territories,  and  the 
claims  which  have  been  preferred  on  their  behalf  to  be  dealt  with  some¬ 
what  similarly  to  those  of  the  half-breeds  of  the  Red  River,  have 
been  receiving  careful  consideration,  with  a  view  to  meeting  them 
reasonably.” 

But  nothing  appears  to  have  been  done  ;  the  consideration 
appears  to  have  been  fruitless.  If  there  were  any  notions 
formed,  they  did  not  refer  to  the  matured  condition  of 
plans  or  schemes ;  no  report  was  made  by  the  Minister  to 
Council ;  no  action  was  taken  whatever.  In  the  month  of 
October,  1882,  and  for  several  months  afterwards,  Bishop 
Grandin,  who  is  tho  Bishop  within  whose  diocese  these 
parts  are,  was  at  Ottawa,  on  various  matters  relating  to  his 
diocese.  I  have  little  doubt,  from  what  I  have  read  and 
seen,  that  with  reference  to  that  protracted  mission  of 
Bishop  Grandin  there  are  papers  ;  but  I  have  not  had  access 
to  those  papers,  and  no  papers  whatever  have  been  brought 
down  by  the  Government  relative  to  Bishop  Grandin’s 
mission,  his  petitions,  or  the  results.  But  besides  attending 
to  his  own  special  business,  as  to  which  tho  Government 
has  left  us  wholly  in  the  dark — if  indeed  there  be,  as  I 
bolieve  there  to  be,  papers  which  would  throw  light  upon 
it — Bishop  Grandin,  who  certainly  got  some  concessions, 
who  certainly  was  promised  a  written  reply,  which  written 
reply  I  am  not  sure  he  ever  received,  gave,  I  believe,  warn¬ 
ings  to  the  Government  as  to  the  impending  trouble  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  tho  delays,  and  I  charge  that  either  then  or 
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earlier  or  later,  Bishop  Grandin  made  applications  and 
representations,  and  received  promises  :  and  I  will  give  the 
proof  of  that  now.  In  an  address  which  he  made  to  a  large 
assemblage  of  half-breeds  at  St.  Laurent  on  the  5th  of 
February,  1884,  as  reported  in  Le  Manitoba,  he  used  these 
words  : 

“  As  to  the  other  propositions,  I  have  busied  myself  already  for  a  long 
time  with  these  in  your  special  interest.  I  have  put  upon  the  Federal 
Government  all  possible  pressure  to  obtain  justice  ;  I  have  even  obtained 
promises  which  1  believed  official,  but  which  I  have  the  pain  of  seeing 
to-day  forgotten.  I  have  felt  the  same  discontent  that  you  also  have 
felt,  and  I  have  not  failed  to  complain  upon  the  subject  in  high  quar¬ 
ters.” 

Where  are  the  papers?  In  the  month  of  October,  1882,  the 
surveyors  of  the  Dominion  Government  were  at  St.  Albert, 
which,  I  believe,  is  tho  headquarters  of  the  diocese.  They 
were  about  to  engage  in  a  survey  on  the  ordinary  general 
principle  of  the  lands  in  that  neighborhood.  They  gave 
satisfactory  explanations  to  Father  Leduc  as  to  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  that  survey,  and  as  to  its  being  followed 
in  the  course  of  a  few  days  by  a  special  survey 
of  the  recognised  holdings  on  the  river  lot  system. 
But  later  on  fresh  orders  from  Ottawa  came,  under  which 
those  special  surveyors  who  had  commenced  their  work 
were  stopped.  Excitement  ensued  ;  a  public  meeting  was 
held,  and  Father  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney  were  appointed 
delegates  to  Ottawa.  That  poor  population  raised  $600 
in  cash  to  pay  their  expenses;  $100  more  was  raised  on 
their  way  down  to  Fort  Saskatchewan.  ,  Their  demands 
were  reduced  to  writing,  and  among  ffTose  demands  was 
one  for  the  settlement  of  these  Indian  title  claims.  That 
demand  was  presented  by  tho  delegates  to  the  Government 
at  Ottawa,  but  it  has  not  been  brought  down ;  it  is  not 
among  the  papers.  They  started  on  their  journey ;  they 
were  24  days  travelling  to  Qu’Appelle  Station ;  they  reached 
Ottawa;  thero  were  long  communications,  in  which  inter¬ 
vened  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Royal),  S»r 
David  Macpherson,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and 
the  First  Minister  himself.  Promises  were  made;  they 
asked  for  writings  ;  the  Minister  replied  to  them :  “  Give  a 
written  memorandum  and  you  shall  have  a  written  res¬ 
ponse.”  They  gave  written  papers  into  the  hands  of  the 
Minister,  but  they  are  not  brought  down.  Amongst  them, 
in  March,  1833,  was  a  memorandum  signed  by  Father 
Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney,  and  it  contains  this  paragraph : 

“  The  inhabitants  of  St.  Albert  are  for  the  most  part  French  or 
English  half-breeds,  born  in  the  North-West  Territories  or  Manitoba. 
Before  the  transfer  they  were  the  natural  joint  possessors  cf  the  soil  with 
the  Indians.  A  treaty  has  been  concluded  with  the  latter  for  the  extinc¬ 
tion  of  their  rights,  but  the  half-breeds  of  the  Territories  have  not  yet 
received  any  compensation,  notwithstanding  they  are  on  the  same  footing 
of  right,  in  fact,  with  those  of  Manitoba.  They  demand  then,  by_  the 
intervention  of  their  delegates  to  Ottawa,  that  the  Act  of  Manitoba 
relative  to  the  rights  of  the  half-breeds  and  their  children  born  before 
the  transfer  be  extended  to  the  North-West  Territories.” 

They  have  received  answers,  but  the  answers  are  not 
brought  down.  I  believe  the  answer  with  reference  to  this 
particular  claim,  which  was  not  tho  special  claim,  which  was 
the  foundation  of  their  mission,  was  that  the  question  of 
this  particular  right  of  the  half-breeds  at  that  very  moment 
occupied  the  attention  of  Parliament.  It  is  true  there  were 
two  ways  in  which  it  might  be  said  to  havo  occupied  the 
attention  of  Parliament.  One  was  because  there  was  a 
motion  before  tho  House  during  the  Sossion,  made  by 
myself,  for  the  petitions  of  tho  people  of  St.  Albert,  which 
embraced  this  question  ;  tho  other  was  that  on  that  occa¬ 
sion  a  Consolidated  Dominion  Lands  Act  was  passed,  although 
no  change  was  made  in  tho  Act  of  1879  authorising  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  question.  I  know  of  no  other 
way  in  no  extent  to  which  it  could  be  said  that 
particular  question  was  engaging  the  attention  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  than  what  I  have  said.  But,  notwithstanding  these 
delegations,  nothing  was  done  in  1882,  and  tho  same  observ¬ 
ation  applies  to  1883.  Early  in  the  year  1883,  in  fact 
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daring  the  beginning  of  1882-83,  a  petition  was  circulated 
among  the  citizens  of  Prince  Albert  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  it  was  presented  on  the  20th  March  of  that 
year,  bearing  the  signatures  of  394  settlors.  It  contains  this 
paragraph : 

“  Whereas  there  are  many  half-breeds  in  this  loca'ity  and  other  parts 
of  the  North-West  Territory  who  have  never  taken  the  treaty,  and  who 
were  not  in  Manitoba  at  the  time  the  census  in  1870  was  taken,  in  con¬ 
sequence  thereof  have  not  participated  in  the  scrip  issied  to  the  half- 
breeds  in  that  Province." 

And  this  prayor : 

“  That  those  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  Territory,  who  have  not 
participated  in  the  scrip  issues  to  the  half-breeds  in  Manitoba  may  have 
the  same  issued  to  them,  thus  placing  them  on  the  same  basis  as  their 
brethren  in  that  Province.” 

In  1883,  it  seems,  Louis  Eiel  visited  his  old  haunts  in  Man¬ 
itoba,  and  became  the  subject  of  newspaper  comments.  On 
the  9th  October,  1883,  the  North-West  Council  renewed  its 
application  to  the  Government  in  this  regard.  It  had  done 
it  in  1878  ;  it  had  done  it  in  1881 ;  and  it  did  it  in  1883  : 

“  Your  memorialists  further  pray  thatthose  half-breeds  in  the  Territor¬ 
ies  who  have  not  participated  in  the  arrangement  to  extinguish  the 
half-breed  claim  in  Manitoba  should  enjoy  the  same  rights  as  accorded 
half-breeds  in  that  Province.” 

You  will  observe  that  the  council  had  recognised  that  the 
time  for  any  other  arrangement  had  now  passed  ;  that  what¬ 
ever  might  have  been  done  to  make  different  arrangements 
with  the  half-breeds  in  the  earlier  days,  when  their  condi¬ 
tion  was  different,  before  so  much  delay  and  neglect  had 
taken  place,  could  be  done  no  longer ;  and  their  suggestion 
to  the  authoritiis,  based  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  people 
there,  was  that  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  Territories 
should  be  given  the  same  rights  as  those  in  Manitoba  had 
been  given.  It  had  come  to  that  at  last,  after  three  or  four 
years  of  suggestion  and  unavailing  pressure.  On  the  18th 
October,  1883,  the  Privy  Council  referred  that  memorial  to 
the  President  of  the  Council  and  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
for  action ;  they  had  it  under  consideration  until  1885.  By 
that  time,  the  agitation  had  got  high  on  various  questions. 
There  was  a  mass  meeting,  on  tho  17th  October,  at  Prince 
Albert,  of  the  inhabitants  of  Prince  Albert  and  the  neigh¬ 
borhood.  There  were  resolutions  passed  and  speeches 
delivered,  and  these  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be  trans¬ 
mitted  by  the  secretary  of  the  meeting  to  the  Minister,  but 
they  have  not  been  brought  down.  Amongst  these  was  a 
resolution  endorsing  the  petition  of  the  council  of  the  Norlh- 
W  est  Territories  for  a  recognition  of  the  right  of  the  half-breeds 
in  respect  of  the  Indian  title  as  in  Manitoba.  On  the  21st  of 
January,  1884,  a  meeting  was  held  of  the  settlers  of  St. 
Catharine’s  parish  to  discuss  some  of  their  grievances.  A  com¬ 
mittee  consisting  of  W.Kennedy,  J.Isbister  and  W.  Swain  was 
appointed  to  draw  up  a  petition  to  the  Government,  setting 
forth  the  grievances  the  people  were  laboring  under  in 
regard  to  land  matters,  and  praying  for  redress,  and  to  co¬ 
operate  with  other  committees  which  might  be  formed,  and 
to  wait  on  Inspector  Pearce  and  ask  him  to  forward  the 
petition  to  the  Government.  That  petition  has  not  been 
brought  down.  It  embraced  other  matters  with  reference 
to  the  lands,  but  it  also  embraced,  I  conceive,  a  reference  to 
this  matter  ;  and  my  reason  for  thinking  so  is  because  there 
was  a  series  of  meetings  held  on  the  same  lines,  and  I  find 
it  expressly  stated  in  the  resolutions  adopted  at  another 
meeting.  At  a  meeting  in  the  parish  of  St.  Catharines,  hold 
the  2 1st  of  January,  1884,  Mr.  Kennedy  moved,  seconded  by 
Mr.  J.  Anderson,  and  it  was  resolved  : 

“  That  the  half-breed  people  of  the  North-West  Territories  are  un¬ 
justly  treated  in  not  having  the  same  privileges  as  regards  land  grants 
and  scrip  extended  to  them,  which  have  been  enjoyed  by  their  brethren 
in  Manitoba,  and  pledging  the  meeting  to  make  it3  best  endeavors  to 
have  the  injustice  redressed.” 

But  no  petition  founded  on  that  resolution  has  been  brought 
down.  At  Lindsay  school-house,  Red  I)eor  Hill,  in  the  same 
month  a  meeting  was  held  and  the  resolution,  passed  at  St. 


Catharines,  was  endorsed  and  a  committee  appointed  to  draw 
up  a  petition;  but  no  indication  of  the  existence  of  that 
paper  is  brought  down.  On  the  28th  of  January,  1884,  a 
meeting  of  settlers  was  held  at  Haloro  settlement  on  the 
South  Branch,  at  which  the  resolutions  of  St.  Catharines  and 
Lindsay  were  read  and  adopted.  Mr.  A.  Spenco  and  Mr.  M. 
Corestino  were  appointed  a  committee  to  draw  up  a  memorial 
to  the  Government,  but  no  such  memorial  appears  in  the 
papers  brought  down.  Mr.  J.  Jackson  was  appointed  to 
obtain  the  co-operation  of  the  French  settlement  in 
carrying  out  the  resolutions  passed  at  the  various  meet¬ 
ings,  and  hopes  were  expressed  that  tho  agitation  would 
increase.  The  same  winter  there  was  a  meeting  at  tho 
Hudson  Bay  store,  South  Branch,  which  was  attended  by 
Mr.  Macdowall,  who  was  the  membor  for  that  district, 
having  succeeded  Mr.  Clark.  The  grievances  were  dis¬ 
cussed,  and  much  was  expected  of  the  coming  Session  of 
Parliament.  On  the  26th  of  February,  1881,  a  public  moot¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Colleston  school  house.  Mr.  Macdowall, 
member  for  Lorne,  spoke  ;  he  took  up  the  memorandum  of 
North-West  Council  in  reference  to  settlers  grievances  and 
expressed  his  confidence  in  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and 
thought  that  the  grievances  stated  in  the  memorial  would 
be  redressed.  A  series  of  resolutions  were  adopted  includ¬ 
ing  this  one  : 

“That  the  half-breeds  and  natives  of  the  Territories  are  entitled  to  the 
same  treatment  as  their  more  favored  brethren  in  Manitoba  receive.” 

No  indication  of  that  is  brought  down.  On  the  27th  March, 
1884,  in  this  House,  the  special  allusion  to  the  affairs  of  the 
North-West  which  took  place  for  the  purpose  of  debate  at 
any  rate,  was  made.  I  had  discussed  in  general  terms  the 
discontent  existing  in  that  region  on  the  Address,  and  on  the 
27th  of  March  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  on  the  motion  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
made  a  motion  in  amendment,  and  made  a  speech  which 
contains  this  language  : 

“  I  have  spoken  to  you  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  the  farmers 
of  that  Province,  but  we  must  recollect  that  there  is  another  represen¬ 
tative  body  in  the  North-West,  a  body  of  equal,  perhaps  of  greater  im¬ 
portance — a  body  that  rules  over  an  area  of  20,000  square  miles,  with  a 
population  estimated  at  from  20,000  to  150,000  people,  a  body  which  has 
sovereign  power  in  the  limit3  given  to  it  by  the  constitution  under 
which  it  has  its  existence.  I  refer  to  the  North-West  Council.  They, 
too,  in  solemn  council  assemb  ed,  drew  up  a  list  of  the  grievances  of 
which  the  North-West  Territories  had  to  complain.  These  grievances 
were  sixteen  in  number — sixteen  different  grounds  of  complaint — and  all 
these  grounds  of  complaint  have  an  importance  and  a  significance  well 
worthy  the  consideration  of  those  who  are  now  at  the  head  of  the  affairs 
in  this  country.  I  do  not  propose  dealing  with  those  grievances  at  any 
considerable  length  ;  I  propose  only  referring  to  one  or  two  of  them  ; 
bnt  in  dealing  with  any  of  these  grievances  we  ought  to  bear  in  mind 
that  the  importance  to  be  attached  to  a  protest  of  misgovernment,  of 
bad  policy,  depends  very  largely  on  the  source  whence  the  protest 
comes.  The  first  question  that  naturally  arises  is  :  Do  the  people  who 
complain  know  whereof  they  speak?  Are  they  conversant  with  the  posi¬ 
tion  and  the  circumstances  of  the  country?  Do  they  appreciate  thor¬ 
oughly  the  trials  and  the  difficulties  connected  with  pioneer  settlement? 
And  can  they  fully  appreciate  the  errors  of  judgment  or  policy  com¬ 
mitted  by  the  Administration  in  the  great  North-West?  Are  they  free 
to  give  an  honest  and  an  unbiassed  judgment  on  the  question  on 
which  they  undertook  to  pronounce  ?  If  they  are  the  friends  of  tho 
Government,  they  surely  cannot  desire  to  embarrass  the  Government, 
and  one  cannot  help  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  there  must  be  some 
foundation  for  their  complaints.  We  all  know  perfectly  well  that  at 
least  four-fifths  of  the  North-West  Council  are  the  friends  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Now,  let  us  see  what  those  friends  of  the  Government  in  the 
North-West  complain  of.” 

And  he  read  their  complaint,  which  contains  this  clause : 

“  Your  memorialists  further  pray  that  those  half-breeds  in  the  Terri¬ 
tories  who  have  not  participated  in  the  arrangement  to  extinguish  the 
half-breed  claims  in  Manitoba  should  enjoy  the  same  rights  as  accorded 
half-breeds  in  that  Province.” 

And  then  a  claim  for  further  surveys  and  river  lot  surveys. 
He  adds : 

“The  demands  to  which  I  have  referred,  made  by  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  Council,  are  of  a  not  unimportant  character.  They  involve 
very  grave  consideration.  Hon.  members  acquainted  with  the  country 
'  will  admit  that  they  affect  the  growth  and  prosperity  of  the  whole  of 
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our  western  region.  Their  admission  will  to  a  large  extent  inspire  hope 
and  confidence  in  the  minds  of  the  settlers  who  have  gone  to  make 
homes  in  the  North-West,  and  the  refusal  of  those  demands — reasonable 
demands,  at  any  rate— will,  in  my  judgment,  imperil  the  very  existence 
of  the  Province  and  of  the  Territory  ;  and  I  claim,  also,  that  the  refusal 
will  at  least  check  the  growth  and  prosperity  of  the  Territory,  and  to 
some  extent,  I  believe,  it  will  weaken  the  ties  which  bind  Manitoba  and 
the  Territories  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I  do  not  say  that  a'l  the 
demands  made  by  the  Province  or  by  the  Territories  are  all  fair  and 
reasonable,  Ido  not  pretend  to  say  that  the  claims  made  are  all  fair  and 
reasonable  ;  but  I  say  that  every  claim  advanced  by  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  and  every  gronnd  of  complaint  against  the  policy  of  the 
Dominion  Government  made  by  the  North-West  Territories,  deserve  at 
the  very  least,  at  the  hands  of  the  Government,  a  fair  consideration.  If 
those  claims  are  fair  and  reasonable  they  should  be  met  promptly,  they 
should  be  discussed  promptly,  they  should  be  considered  promptly,  and 
If  fair  and  honest  claims  they  should  be  considered  by  the  Government 
promptly.” 

And  he  moved  : 

“  This  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  con¬ 
sider  of  the  condition,  complaints  and  demands  of  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  Territories  with  a  view  to  devise  means  for  remedying  any 
well-founded  grievances  and  complying  with  any  reasonable  demands.” 

But  unhappily  his  motion  was  rejected.  In  the  spring  of  1884 
the  agitation  went  on,  and  grievances  and  complaints  were 
the  talk  of  the  people  of  all  this  district.  In  May,  1884,  it  is 
reported  in  the  local  paper : 

“  Meetings  of  the  settlers  have  been  held  in  different  places  lately,  in 
fact  since  last  winter,  discussing  their  grievances.  Last  Tuesday  a 
meeting  of  delegates  was  held  in  the  Pocha  school-house.  It  was  a  very 
large  one,  all  parts  being  represented.  They  seem  to  be  fully  alive  to 
the  fact  that  farmers’  interests  are  all  alike  and  that  union  is  strength. 
A  working  committee  has  been  formed  and  a  list  of  their  grievances 
drawn  out,  among  which  may  be  mentioned — just  representation,  the 
half-breeds  of  the  North-West  to  receive  the  same  as  those  of  Manitoba, 
no  80  acres  homesteads,  and  no  timber  dues.  A  good  deal  of  feeling 
exists  on  account  of  all  officers  in  the  North-West  being  filled  with 
people  from  the  eastern  Provinces,  notably  Indian  instructors.  The 
natives  here  know  the  Indian  nature  much  better  than  strangers  can 
do  ;  besides,  the  instructors  they  have  sent  know  nothing  about  farming 
and  need  instruction  themselves.  Such  is  the  feeling  prevalent  here.’  ’ 

Then  in  the  same  month  of  May  : 

‘‘A  meeting  composed  of  French  and  English  half-breeds  was  held 
at  Lindsay  school  house  on  Tuesday  last ;  the  object  seems  to  be  for 
both  parties  to  agree  on  a  set  of  resolutions  which  have  been  passed  at 
previous  meetings,  said  resolutions  embodying  grievances  complained 
of  by  said  French  and  English  half-breeds.  The  substance  of  the  reso¬ 
lutions  being  the  same  as  was  agitated  last  winter  with  the  addition 
of  two,  namely,  one  protesting  against  the  participation  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  in  any  land  in  tho  country  and  the  other  in  regard  to 
sending  a  deputation  to  Louis  Riel.  Objection  was  made  by  the 
English  half-breads,  and,  after  some  sharp  discussion  in  which  the 
Chairman,  Mr.  Andrew  Spence,  criticised  the  English  side,  in  which  he 
said  it  was  his  opinion  that  some  of  them  thought  themselves  too  wise, 
ergo,  a  set  of  fools,  the  whole  thing  was  left  to  a  committee,  who  after 
some  time  adopted  all  the  resolutions  as  presented  by  the  French.  It 
seems  to  be  the  mind  of  the  meeting  to  invite  Louis  Riel  into  the  country 
instead  of  having  to  send  out  of  it  to  consult  him  re  matters  concerning 
the  negotiating  for  the  transfer  of  Manitoba  and  the  North  West  Terri¬ 
tories  into  the  Union.  What  the  aim  of  all  these  meetings  is  very  few 
seem  to  know,  if  any  do,  but,  as  fs  r  as  stated  in  the  resolutions,  it  is  all 
well  enough  to  set  forth  grievances  of  which  not  only  the  half-breeds 
but  Canadians  from  Ontario  as  well  join,  one  of  the  latter  taking  the 
lead  in  opening  his  purse  when  subscriptions  were  called  for,  for  defray¬ 
ing  the  expense  of  the  delegation  to  Riel.  The  delegation  is  composed 
of  four  members  of  the  committee  —  Messrs  James  Isbister  and  M. 
Dumas  for  the  English,  the  French  members  have  escaped  the  memory 
of  your  correspondent.” 

In  the  same  month  the  s.amo  newspapers,  speaking  gene¬ 
rally  of  tho  rights  of  the  Territories,  spoke  editorially  as 
follows : — 

“  We  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  half-breeds  have  only 
been  restained  hitherto  from  very  active  measures  to  enforce  redress  of 
these  and  other  grievances  peculiarly  their  own,  by  a  doubt  as  to 
whether  they  carried  with  them  the  sympathy  of  the  rest  of  the  popula¬ 
tion.  But  as  they  are  now  fully  confident  of  this,  they  do  not  intend 
to  tamely  submit  much  longer.  The  Government  must  remember  that 
to  the  numerical  strength  of  this  party  must  be  added  the  power  at  any 
moment  to  stir  into  a  flame  the  slumbering  embers  of  discontent 
smouldering  in  the  breasts  of  our  Indians.” 

I  have  now  reached  tho  period  in  the  history  of  this  affair 
when  Louis  Riel  was  to  bo  invited  and  to  arrive,  and  it 
is  therefore  necessary  to  trace  the  condition  of  affairs  in  a 
Mr.  Blake. 


more  general  sense  than  that  in  which  I  have  been 
endeavoring  to  do  it  heretofore.  I  have  to  trace  the  progress 
of  the  particular  claim  of  which  I  have  been  speaking,  the 
progress  of  the  agitation,  the  warnings  and  tho  knowledge 
of  the  Government,  and  the  course  of  events  down  to  the 
imminence  of  the  outbreak,  and  then  to  find  out  what  ihe 
Government  did  and  when  they  did  anything  in  this  par¬ 
ticular  claim.  I  have  said  that  this  was  not  the  only  griev¬ 
ance.  I  have  referred  to  the  other  grievances.  I  have 
referred  to  the  questions  of  the  land  and  several  other  ques¬ 
tions  which  wore  at  the  same  time  agitating  the  people, 
and  to  which  I  intend  particularly  to  allude,  but  there 
were  also  of  course  other  things  which  tended  to  embitter 
the  minds  of  many  of  the  settlers.  There  were  great 
disappointments  resulting  from  change  in  the  railway 
route,  delays  in  bfanch  railways,  some  failures  in  crops, 
hard  times  generally,  the  alleged  monopoly  by  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  of  contracts,  and  very  serious  apprehen¬ 
sions  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Indian  troubles. 
And  these  various  sticks  helped  to  form  the  materials  for  a 
pretty  big  fire,  and  that  fire  was  now  about  to  be  kindled 
so  far  as  agitation  could  kindle  it.  I  maintain,  touching 
very  lightly  upon  these  topics  at  any  time,  that  it  is  yet 
necessary  to  make  this  brief  allusion  to  them,  because  at 
this  moment  I  conceive  the  Government  was  called  on  to 
deal  with  this  case  in  view  of  a  now  and  very  serious  junc¬ 
ture.  The  question  had  roached  such  a  pitch  that  the  inhab¬ 
itants  had  actually  determined  to  send  for  Louis  Riel.  Tho 
influence  of  Louis  Riel  upon  them  was  known  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  The  First  Minister  has  described  it  in  his  place 
in  this  Hou=e.  He  had  pointed  out  that  he  was  their 
Bl  Mahdi,  their  Stuart,  their  La  Rochejaquelen,  their  leader 
of  the  lost  cause  ;  a  man  of  unbounded,  unlimited  influence. 
And  he  has  pointed  out,  also,  the  position  which  he  had  for¬ 
merly  occupied  ;  and  surely  an  invitation  to  such  an  one  to 
come  amongst  them,  an  invitation  based,  as  this  was,  upon  his 
former  acts  and  achievements  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba, 
was  a  striking  and  startling  circumstance,  and  ought  to 
have  led  the  Government  to  the  decision  that  any 
substantial  grievances  which  really  existed,  any  causes 
of  complaints  of  long  standing,  should  be  adjusted 
without  further  delay,  so  as  to  give  no  substantial 
cause  for  disaffection,  for  agitation,  for  disturbance,  for 
discontent;  so  as  to  remove  all  that  could  be  removed, 
conscious,  as  they  must  have  been,  if  they  heeded  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  case,  that  even  a  complete  removal  at  that 
stage  would  leave  some  soreness  and  irritation  remaining  ; 
and  knowing,  as  they  must  have  known  if  they  had  pro¬ 
perly  studied  the  lessons  of  history,  that  the  result  of  such 
a  state  of  things  as  I  have  depicted,  is  that  to  the  original 
grievances  and  complaints  which  had  a  solid  foundation, 
there  are  always  added,  by  those  who  agitate,  new  claims, 
less  tenable,  claims  exaggerated,  claims  which  the  people  are 
pursuadea  to  demand  and  adhere  to,  just  because  of  the  dis¬ 
contented  mind  in  which  they  had  been  plunged  by  the  denial 
of  justice,  by  the  refusal  of  right,  by  neglect,  contumely 
and  contempt.  How,  Sir,  just  at  this  very  time,  in  June, 
1884,  there  were  other  conjunctions  of  a  serious  character; 
another  warning  was  given.  In  June,  1884,  it  was.  that 
the  very  serious  Poundmaker  disturbance  occurred  at 
Battleford  ;  and  if  you  look  at  the  papers  of  that  date,  at 
the  Winnipeg  Times  of  that  month,  you  will  find  an  account 
of  that  disturbance,  a  disturbance  which  recalls,  in  many  of 
its  aspects,  some  of  the  lato  transactions  at  Battleford,  a 
disturbance  under  which  the  people  were  obliged  to  place 
themselves  in  a  state  of  siege,  to  vacate  their  houses, 
to  take  refuge  in  fortified  posts,  and  prepare  to  resist 
what  they  believed  to  be  an  organised  Indian  attack. 
Nor  was  that  the  only  case  in  which  the  Indian 
showed  at  that  time  a  disposition  to  create  disturbance  and 
difficulty.  The  Government  was  well  aware  of  that,  and 
for  proof  I  need  advert  to  no  more  than  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
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speech  upon  this  subject  at  an  early  period  of  the  Session,  j 
when  he  himself  described  the  condition  of  the  Indian  pop-  j 
ulation,  and  their  mental  mood  and  attitude  at  that  time. 
Just  before  this  time,  the  Deputy  Minister  of  the  Department 
was  at  Calgary,  I  observe,  on  his  return  from  the  mountains, 
and  on  the  same  day  on  which  he  was  there  a  telegram 
reached  that  very  point  showing  the  state  of  affairs.  In  a 
word,  I  may  say,  that  every  storm  drum  was  up  at  that  time, 
that  everything  indicated,  both  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  half-breeds  and  of  the  Indians,  that  whatever  apathy 
may  have  existed  before,  whatever  neglect  may  have  existed 
before,  whatever  indifference  had  existed  before,  were 
causes  for  redoubled  energy,  for  redoubled  promptness,  for 
enhanced  liberality  of  treatment,  in  order  to  the  avoid¬ 
ance  of  the  crisis  due  to  that  more  formidable 
agitation  which  was  soon  to  supervene.  Well,  Sir, 
in  the  month  of  June,  1884,  a  delegation  consist¬ 
ing  of  Messrs.  Isbister,  Dumont,  Ouillett  and  Dumas, 
were  appointed  by  a  committee,  and  several  resolutions 
were  passed  by  the  meeting  which  appointed  that  committee  ; 
but  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  those  resolutions,  so  that  I 
am  not  able  to  present  them  to  the  House  as  I  would  have 
desired.  The  delegates  walked  7C0  miles  into  Montana  to 
meet  Kiel,  and  they  found  him.  They  presented  their 
papers  to  him,  and  they  obtained  from  him  a  reply.  He  says  : 

“  Gentlemen  : — Yoi  have  travelled  more  than  700  miles  from  the  Sas¬ 
katchewan  country  across  the  international  line  to  make  me  a  visit. 
The  communities  in  the  mid3t  of  which  you  live  have  sent  you  as  their 
delegates  to  ask  my  advice  on  various  difficulties  which  have  rendered 
the  British  North-West  unhappy  under  the  administration  of  the  Ottawa 
Government.  Moreover,  you  invite  me  to  go  and  stay  amongst  you, 
your  hope  being  that  I,  for  one,  could  help  to  better,  in  soma  respects, 
your  condition.  Oordial  and  pressing  is  your  invitation  ;  you  want  me 
and  my  family  to  accomany  you;  I  am  at  liberty  to  excuse  my3elf  and 
say  no  ;  yet  you  are  waiting  for  me  ;  so  that  I  have  only  to  get  ready, 
and  your  letters  of  delegation  assure  me  that  a  friendly  welcome  awaits 
me  in  the  midst  of  those  who  sent  you. 

“  Gentlemen,  your  personal  visit  does  me  honor  and  causes  great 
pleasure  ;  but  on  account  of  its  representative  character  your  coming 
to  me  has  the  appearance  of  a  remarkable  circumstance  which  I  record 
as  one  of  the  gratifications  ot  my  life — an  event  which  my  family  ujill 
remember,  and  1  pray  to  God  that  my  assistance  will  prove  so  successful 
to  you  as  to  render  this  event  a  blessiog  amongst  the  many  blessings  of 
this,  my  40th  year.  To  be  frank  is  the  shortest.  I  doubt  whether  my 
advice  given  to  you  on  this  soil  concerning  affairs  in  Canadian  territo¬ 
ries,  could  cross  the  border  and  retain  any  influence.  But  here  is  another 
view  of  the  matter :  I  am  entitled,  according  to  the  3l3t  and  32ad  clauses 
of  the  Manitoba  Treaty,  to  land,  of  which  the  Canadian  Government 
have  directly  or  indirectly  deprived  me,  and  my  claim  to  which  is  valid 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  I  have  become  an  American  citizen.  Con¬ 
sidering,  then,  that  my  interests  are  indentical  with  yours,  I  accept  your 
very  kind  invitation,  and  will  go  and  spend  some  months  amongst  you, 
in  the  hope  that  by  petitioning  the  Government  we  will  obtain  the 
redress  of  all  our  grievances. 

“  Montana  has  a  population  of  which  the  native  half-breed  element 
constitutes  a  considerable  portion,  and  if  we  include  those  white  men 
who,  through  being  connected  by  marriage,  or  in  other  ways,  have  a 
personal  interest  in  their  welfare,  I  believe  that  this  element  is  a  pretty 
strong  one.  I  am  just  getting  acquainted  with  them,  and  I  am  one  of 
those  who  would  like  to  unite  and  direct  its  vote  for  the  furtherance  of 
their  best  interests  ;  moreover,  I  have  made  friends  and  acquaintances 
amongst  whom  I  like  to  live.  I  go  with  you,  but  I  come  back  in  Sep¬ 
tember. 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  gentlemen  delegates, 

“  Your  humble  servant, 

“LOUIS  RIEL.” 

And  he  accompanied  the  delegates  to  the  Saskatchewan. 
There  is  a  correspondence  of  the  influential  French  paper 
of  the  North-West,  Le  Manitoba ,  which  I  believe  is  under 
the  proprietorship  of  M.  de  la  Riviere,  a  member  of  the 
Manitoba  Government,  I  think,  and  with  which  it  is  sup¬ 
posed  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  the  member  for  Provencher, 
sometimes  had — perhaps  I  may  say  sometimes  has — a  little 
to  do  with.  Le  Manitoba  thus  announced  the  arrival  of 
Riel : 

“  I  learned  yesterday  that  Mr.  Louis  Riel  was  to  go  to-day  to  St. 
Laurent.  You  are  aware,  perhaps,  that  after  the  meetings  of  this  spring, 
a  delegation  of  the  English  and  French  Metis  departed  to  visit  the  ex- 
President  of  the  Provisional  Government  of  Red  River,  then  in  Montana, 
to  inform  him  of  the  needs  of  those  of  his  fellow  half-breeds— because  he 
is  a  Metis — and  beg  him  to  come  among  them.  It  appears  that  the  dele¬ 
gation  has  succeeded,  at  least  to  this  degree ;  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Riel  is 


coming  with  his  family.  0,  if  he  would  only  have  the  happy  idea  to 
remsin  permanently  amongst  us  !  That  man  only  can  do  good  to  his 
fellow  countrymen,  and  he  is  the  only  one  who  can  unite  them  all  on  any 
question.  His  name  is  great  among  the  Metis,  English  or  French  ;  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  his  influence,  if  well  directed,  will  be  of  immense 
advantage  to  them.  Yesterday  the  people  were  to  assemble  in  crowds 
to  meet  him.” 

Then,  on  10th  July,  the  correspondent  writes  in  tho  same 
paper : 

“  The  members  of  the  committee  forming  the  delegation  sent  to  Mr. 
Riel,  and  appointed  in  the  month  of  May  last,  had  a  meeting  on  the 
8th  inst.  at  Chas.  Nolin’s,  to  receive  the  report  of  this  delegation.  Here¬ 
with  is  the  report  that  the  delegates  presented  to  the  committee,  which 
was  read  by  the  secretary  ;  and  also  the  answer  from  Mr.  Riel  : 

“  To  Messrs,  the  members  of  the  committee  in  charge  of  the  seven  reso¬ 
lutions  adopted  by  the  population  of  the  Saskatchewan. 

“  WM.  CROMARTIE,  President. 

“LOUIS  SCHMIDT,  Secretary .” 

A  number  of  statements  are  then  made,  which  are  imma¬ 
terial,  and  the  report  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  After  having  male  known  to  him  the  object  of  our  mission,  we 
presented  to  him  our  credentials  and  the  six  resolutions  that  we  were  to 
consider  together,  and  also  the  document  in  which,  in  the  name  of  the 
public,  you  invited  him  to  come  to  the  North-West.  We  asked  him  to 
come  with  U9,  if  he  could,  and  help  us.  This  interview  took  place  on 
the  4th  of  June.  Mr.  Riel  read  our  papers  and  asked  twenty-four  hours 
to  consider  and  give  ns  an  answer.  *  *  * 

The  humble  condition  of  his  lodging  made  us  think  of  the  numerous 
occasions  he  had  of  becoming  rich  at  the  time  he  had  the  power  in  his 
hands.  We  recalled  his  firm  attitude  in  the  midst  of  thousands  of 
dangers  as  meriting  the  confidence  of  his  fellow  countrymen.  We 
knew  what  he  bad  done  for  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  and  the 
little  advantages  he  had  personally  received  from  the  same.  And  return¬ 
ing  from  this  long  journey  of  nearly  1,400  miles,  we  feel  twice  as  muf-h 
confidence  in  that  man  whom  we  have  been'visiting  in  a  foreign  land.  *  * 

“  Mr.  Riel  comes  here  to  help  us,  without  any  pretension.  He  hopes 
that  before  long  the  people  of  the  North-West  will  be  perfectly  united, 
and  ihat  the  Government  will  very  soon  do  justice  to  all. 

“The  speeches  of  Mr.  Riel  inspire  us  with  the  greatest  confidence, 
because  his  instructions  are  to  help  us;  but  while  helping  us  he  does 
not  want,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to  create  needless  difficulties  to  the 
Government. 

“We  have  the  honor  to  be,  gentlemen,  your  most  humble  servants 
and  delegates, 

“GABRI3L  DUMONT, 
“JAMES  ISBISTER, 

“  MOISE  OU1I.LETTE, 
“MICHEL  DUMAS.” 

The  correspondent  goes  on  to  give  the  answer  of  Louis 
Riel,  which  I  have  already  read.  This  same  influential 
newspaper,  on  17th  of  July,  wrote,  editorially,  upon  tho 
North-West,  in  these  words  : 

“For  several  months  we  have  been  receiving  letters  from  the  North- 
West  which  inform  U3  of  the  agitation  that  is  going  on  there. 

“When  the  Act  creating  the  Province  of  Manitoba  was  introduced  in 
Ottawa,  in  1870,  the  Federal  Government,  after  long  conference  with 
the  Rev.  Father  Ritchot,  Judge  Black  and  Mr.  Scott,  the  three  delegates 
of  the  colony  of  Assinibuia,  had  inserted  in  that  measure  some  just  and 
equitable  provisions  guaranteeing  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  colony  the 
confirmation  of  the  titles  of  the  lands  possessed  by  them  up  to  15th  July, 
1870.  Another  clause  of  the  same  Act  gave  a  land  grant  of  1,400,000 
acres  to  the  half-breed  children  for  the  extinction  of  their  rights  as  first 
proprietors  of  the  country.  Later  on,  by  another  Act,  each  head  of  a 
family  received  a  land  grant  of  160  acres  for  the  extinction  of  the  same 
right.  But  all  these  provisions  were  made  only  in  favor  of  the  half-breeds 
living,  at  the  date  of  the  15th  July,  1870,  on  the  territory  comprised  in 
the  limits  of  the  Province  then  created,  and  those  of  the  half-breeds  who 
were  then  and  are  still  in  the  North-West  never  could  participate  in 
any  manner  in  that  act  of  justice  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.” 

The  article  proceeds  to  quote  the  resolution  of  tho  North- 
West  Council  of  1878,  and  tho  Act  of  Parliament  of  1883, 
and  it  goes  on  to  say : 

“  The  great  difficulty  that  the  half-breeds  meet  with  is,  first,  the 
obtaining  a  survey  of  their  lands  according  to  the  limits  and  actual 
shape  of  those  lands,  the  delay  in  the  ratification  of  their  titles,  and  the 
quasi  refusal  to  give  them  the  grant  asked  for  the  extinction  of  their 
Iadian  rights.  These  are  to-day  the  causes  of  all  the  discontent. 
Several  petitions  have  been  sent  to  Ottawa;  even  delegates  have  been 
sent  to  the  capital,  at  great  expense,  and  yet  without  result.  Is  there  a 
population  in  any  of  the  other  Provinces  who  would  not  have 
created  a  regular  revolution  if  they  had  been  subjected  to  such  treat¬ 
ment?  Certainly  not. 

“  To-day  meetings  are  called  from  all  parts ;  the  settlers  who,  though 
not  being  half-breeds,  have  the  interests  of  the  latter  at  heart,  join  with 
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them  to  demand  justice  and  draw  the  attention  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  who,  let  it  be  said,  are  far  less  guilty  than  the  heads  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  and  its  other  officers.  Our  correspondent  in  Prince  Albert  sends 
us  a  word  on  this  subject  in  the  letter  that  we  publish  to-day ;  and 
since  then  a  despatch  informs  us  that  a  great  meeting,  composed  of 
new  settlers  and  French  and  English  half-breeds,  has  been  held  a  few 
miles  from  Prince  Albert.  At  this  meeting,  the  despatch  says:  Mr. 
Louis  Riel  spoke  in  very  moderate  terms.  The  Hon.  Chas.  Nolin,  ex¬ 
member  of  the  Government  and  of  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba,  also 
spoke  at  this  meeting,  as  well  as  Mr.  W.  S.  Jackson.  It  was  resolved 
to  prepare  a  petition  to  the  Government,  asking  that  justice  he  done  to 
the  parties  interested. 

“  Notwithstanding  all  the  good  reasons  that  our  friends  of  the  North- 
West  can  allege  in  support  of  their  demands,  notwithstanding  all  their 
neglected  rights,  we  hope,  we  even  have  the  certainty,  that  they  will 
not  be  guilty  of  any  act  cr  any  threat  of  violence,  which  could  only  be 
injurious  to  their  cause.  On  the  other  hand,  how  can  one  avoid  olaming 
the  Federal  Government,  or  rather  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
which  is  the  primary  cause  of  all  this  discontent?” 

On  8th  July,  1881,  the  Government  received  a  telegram 
from  Crozier,  of  tho  Mounted  Police  at  Battleford  : 

“  Louis  Riel  arrived  at  Duck  Lake  with  family,  brought  in  by  half- 
breeds.  They  brought  him  in,  it  is  said,  as  their  leader,  agitating  their 
rights.” 

On  15th  July  Mr.  Mathew  Ryan,  formerly  stipendiary 
magistrate  in  the  Territories,  and  who  had  been  engaged  as 
commissioner  in  connection  with  tho  enumeration  of  the 
half-breeds,  wrote  a  letter,  which  was  published  in  the  Mani¬ 
toba  Free  Press,  from  which  a  few  oxtracts  may  bo  road  : 

“In  common  with  many  others,  no  doubt,  I  expected  that  the  open¬ 
ing  of  the  Sixth  Council  of  the  North-We3t  council  would  be  marked  by 
some  reference  to  the  state  of  disquietude  manifest  in  the  naif-breed 
settlements  of  St.  Laurent  and  adjacent  places.” 

After  stating  his  own  official  relation  to  another  phase  of 
the  question,  Mr.  Ryan  proceeds  : 

“  In  the  discharge  of  this  duty,  I  found  that  a  large  number  of  half- 
breeds  had  no  claim  under  the  Act  (that  is,  the  original  Manitoba  Act), 
not  having  been  residents  of  Manitoba  at  the  date  of  the  transfer.  I  also 
see  that  this  exclusion  caused  much  discontent,  and  I  did  not  fail  to 
urge,  from  time  to  time,  that  the  proper  remedy  should  be  applied.” 

Mr.  Ryan  then  states  the  memorandum  of  the  North-West 
Council  of  1878,  and  the  Land  Act  of  1879,  and  adds: 

“  But  nothing  further  has  yet  been  done  in  the  premises.  In  a  letter 
which  I  have  lately  received  from  a  gentleman  in  a  high  po?ition  in  the 
Territories,  it  is  written  :  ‘For  what  reasons  the  Government  has  not, 
so  far,  done  anything  in  the  premises,  is  a  mystery  to  me.  The  half- 
breeds  feel  that  they  are  slighted,  and  the  feeling  of  discontent  is  daily 
growing  amongt  them.’  ” 

This  letter  derives  a  great  portion  of  its  significance  from 
the  fact  that  it  was  published  at  the  time  and  became  the 
property  of  the  Government  as  well  as  the  property  of  the 
public.  At  this  time  the  Deputy  Minister  of  tho  Interior, 
Mr.  Burgess,  was  in  tho  North-West,  and  upon  his  return, 
whon  suffering  very  severely,  I  believe,  from  an  unfortunate 
accident,  he  was  interviewed  ;  but  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that,  according  to  his  memory,  the  report  of  the  interview 
is  not  correctly  stated,  and  therefore  I  do  not  trouble  tho 
House  with  it.  I  would  not  refer  to  it  at  all,  except  for  the 
fact  that  it  was  the  foundation  of  action  by  the  North-West 
Council.  On  21st  July,  1884,  the  North-West  Council, 
being  in  session,  and  having  before  them  the  report  of  the 
interview  with  Mr.  Burgess,  passed  a  resolution,  which  is 
not  brought  down,  but  of  which  I  find  a  copy  in  one  of  tho 
newspapers,  and  have  translated  it.  It  was  proposed  by 
Mr.  Macdowall,  representative  of  Lome  district,  comprising 
the  disturbed  district,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Jackson,  of 
the  Qu’Appollo  district,  which  contains  numerous  half-breed 
letters  : 

“  That  this  council  regret  the  expressions  attributed  to  the  Deputy 
Minister  ot  the  Interior,  in  an  interview  with  a  reporter  ot  the  Manitoba 
Free  Press,  published  17th  July,  1881,  respecting  the  half-breed  claims. 
In  the  absence  of  more  definite  information  upon  this  subj  ct,  this 
council  desires  that  it  should  be  understood,  notwithstanding  that  it 
recognises  absolutely  the  justice  of  the  claims  of  the  Metis  of  these 
Territories,  so  far  as  concerns  the  grants  of  land  which  they  demand, 
Mr.  Blake. 


that  the  question  of  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  in  these  Territories  be 
referred  for  disposition  to  the  Executive.” 

You  will  observe,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  was  action 
based  upon,  and  very  naturally  based  upon,  the  statement 
attributed  to  Mr  Burgess.  I  find,  although  the  Government 
has  not  thought  fit  to  bring  down  that  resolution,  that 
the  Government  replied  to  it,  for  I  find  the  following  in 
the  Moose  Jaw  News,  30th  July  : — 

“  His  Honor  stated  to  the  council  that  he  had  a  telegram  from  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald,  to  the  effect  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  on  his 
return  from  Europe  will  take  into  his  serious  consideration  the  ques¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  Territory.” 

However,  tho  Government  has  not  thought  it  worth  while 
to  bring  down  the  telegram  from  Mr.  Dewdney,  or  the 
response  from  the  First  Minister,  nor  have  they  brought 
down  any  results  of  that  serious  consideration  which  was  so 
promised  earlier,  at  any  rate,  than  the  year  1885.  On  the 
27th  July,  1884,  Mr.  Crozier,  Superintendent  of  Police, 
writes  to  the  Government  from  Battleford,  as  follows 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  Riel  has  held  meetings  at  both 
Prince  Albert  and  Duck  Lake.  I  am  informed  that  his  meeting  at  the 
first  named  place  was  an  open  one;  some  little  difficulty  took  place, 
but  was  promptly  put  down. 

“  At  Duck  Lake  his  audience  was  composed  of  French  half-breeds  and 
Indians.  He  is  said,  though  I  have  not  official  information  to  that 
effect,  to  have  told  the  Indians  that  they  had  ‘rights’  as  well  as  the 
‘  halt-breeds,’  and  that  he  wished  to  bo  the  means  of  having  them 
redressed. 

“  I  am  also  informed  that  he  expressed  a  wish  to  confer  with  the 
Indian  chiefs.  I  have  already  reported  ” - 

But  I  wish  to  say  that  that  report  has  not  been  brought 
down — 

“  that  l  believe  the  Indians  sympathise  with  the  half-breeds,  nor  could 
anything  else  be  expected,  being  close  blood  relations  and  speaking  the 
same  language. 

“  What  may  be  the  result  of  the  half-breed  agitation,  or  what  effect 
it  may  have  upon  the  Indians,  of  course  I  cannot  foretell.  I  before 
said  ” - - 

Bat  tho  letter  in  which  he  said  so  has  not  been  brought 
down — 

“  I  before  said,  and  still  thitik,  precautionary  measures  should  be 
taken,  such  measures  as  will  cot  only  prevent  turbulent  spirits  carrying 
their  schemes  to  an  extreme,  but  prevent  both  Indians  and  half-breeds 
even  making  an  attempt  to  resist  authority  or  organise  for  illegal  pur¬ 
poses,  for  these  constant  ‘excitements’  must  have  a  most  injurious  effect 
upon  the  country,  and  among  those  effects,  not  the  least,  a  sense  of 
insecurity  among  settlers. 

“I  believe  now  that  Big  Bear  ani  his  iollowers  would  have  been 
upon  their  reserve  but  for  the  emissaries  of  Riel,  who,  it  is  said,  invited 
him  to  meet  that  person  at  Duck  Lake. 

“  Certain  it  is  he  has  gone  there,  and  that  after  having  promised,  and 
received  provisions,  to  go  to  Fort  Pitt,  he  had  proceeded  with  the  camp 
some  distance  on  the  road,  but  they  turned  back  after  hearing  from 
Riel. 

“  There  are  very  many  rumors  about  as  to  what  Riel  has  said  to  the 
Indians,  that,  if  true,  are  intending  to  cause  discontent  among  them  as 
to  their  present  condition.” 

On  tho  29th  of  July,  1884,  the  correspondent  of  Le  Mani¬ 
toba  wrote  a  letter  from  Prince  Albert,  which  was  published 
the  following  month,  to  this  effect : 

“The  week  which  has  just  finished  has  been  vary  quiet,  following 
always  the  old  proverb:  The  calm  after  the  storm.  The  Times  of  Prince 
Albert,  seeing  its  ill  success  in  its  efforts  to  prejudice  the  English  public 
opinion  against  Riel,  has  lowered  its  flag  and  it  is  holding  itself  silent. 
Meanwhile,  the  national  movement  continues  its  progress  quietly  and 
peaceably.  Committees  are  being  formed  in  the  different  parishes  of  the 
district,  and  each  one  is  preparing  a  list  of  their  grievances,  which  will 
be  submitted  at  a  general  meeting  of  these  committees,  and  upon  which 
will  be  based  the  memorial  which  will  be  sent  to  the  Government.  The 
Herald ,  of  Battleford,  of  the  12th  July,  seems  to  endeavor  to  ridicule 
these  peaceable  proceedings  of  the  whole  population,  who  desire  to  have 
their  rights  recognised,  because  Riel  is  there.  It  says,  for  example, 
that ‘if  Riel  wants  to  establish  a  Government  in  the  Saskatchewan, 
he  will  find,  in  his  immediate  neighborhood,  many  of  his  old  partisans, 
and,  no  doubt,  his  former  secretary,  Louis  Schmidt,  will  resign  with 
pleasure  his  office  of  assistant  clerk  at  the  Land  Office,  at  Prince  Albert, 
to  offer  his  services  to  his  country  and  to  his  old  master.” 

“  That  deserves  a  word  of  answer.  First,  Mr.  Riel  has  not,  so  far  as 
I  am  aware,  the  intention  of  forming  a  Government  on  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan  ;  but  should  he  desire  to  do  so,  you  would  see  coming  to  act  as  his 
secretary,  not  Mr.  Schmidt,  but  a  crowd  of  aspirants  of  the  school  of 
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the  Herald  itself,  who  would  be  but  too  proud  to  have  employment  under 
Mr,  Riel.  Mr.  Laurie  himself,  so  bending  before  the  authorities,  would  have 
come  quickly  to  cringe  to  him,  even  if  only  to  obtain  the  modest  position 
of  deputy  forest  ranger.  Now,  as  to  Mr.  Schmidt,  personally,  I  do 
not  suppose  anybody  imagines  that  in  accepting  an  office  from  the 
Government  he  has  renounced  his  title  as  a  citizen  and  a  half-breed. 
He  will,  no  doubt,  fulfil  diligently  and  impartially  his  duties  of 
public  employe,  but  that  will  not  oblige  him  to  conceal  his  sympathies 
for  those  of  his  nation  who  have  just  rights  to  be  recognised.  The 
responsible  persons,  happily,  do  not  see  in  the  same  light  as  the 
Herald  the  agitation  which  is  going  on  in  the  North-West;  and,  if 
they  see  no  ground  to  fear  for  the  peace  of  the  country,  yet  they  know 
very  well  that  the  unanimous  sentiments  of  a  whole  population  must 
not  be  displayed.” 

Then  follows  the  resolution  of  the  North-West  Council,  of 
the  21st  July,  which  I  havo  just  read.  Meantime,  Indian 
troubles  were  loomin  g  still  larger  and  larger,  and  detailed 
reports  as  to  Poundmaker,  and  other  matters  of  that  descrip¬ 
tion,  were  published  in  the  newspapers .  And  here  I  mfty 
be  permitted  to  make  a  brief  reference  to  the  defensive  and 
quasi  military  precautions  which  were  taken  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  both  as  showing  a  sense  of  danger  and  because  I 
believe  that  the  Government  is  greatly  to  be  blamed  in 
these  regards.  I  have  already  proved,  as  I  think,  the  blamo 
which  is  to  be  attached  to  them,  with  reference  to  the  killing 
out  of  the  local  corps  of  the  North-West,  and  I  might  add 
the  great  neglect  they  had  shown,  also,  with  reference  to 
the  local  corps  proposed  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  I  do 
not  touch  upon  these  subjects  now.  As  to  the  operations  of 
the  Mounted  Police,  the  report  is  admittedly  meagre.  The 
hon.  gentleman  acknowledged  that  the  other  day.  It  is 
eminently  unsatisfactory,  in  not  giving  fuller  details  of  their 
operations ;  and  as  to  the  militia  operations,  wo  want,  as  I 
have  more  than  once  said,  some  more  information  than  we 
have  yet  obtained.  The  Winnipeg  Sun,  of  25th  July,  1884, 
says : 

“Col.  Houghton  returned  last  night  from  a  tour  of  inspection  of  arms 
in  the  Saskatchewan  district.  As  to  the  corps  organised  throughout  the 
Territories,  they  had  ceased  drilling  some  time  ago.  In  consequence  of 
the  lapse  of  the  three  years,  the  Government,  in  view  of  the  unsettled 
state  of  affairs  in  the  Saskatchewan  district,  and  the  probability  of  an  out¬ 
break  among  the  half-breeds  at  any  time,  deemed  it  wise  to  collect  all 
the  arms,  as  in  the  event  of  an  uprising  they  might  be  used  wnh  great 
advantage  against  the  whites.  Corps  had  been  organised  at  Battleford, 
Carlton,  Prince  Albert  and  Duck  Lake,  and  the  aims  of  each  company 
were  found  at  headquarters.  They  were  taken  possession  of  and  handed 
over  to  the  Mounted  Police  for  safe  keeping.  Col  Houghton  visited 
Battleford,  Carlton  and  Prince  Albert,  and  personally  looked  after  the 
work,  but  he  arranged  with  Capt.  Hughes,  of  Duck  Lake,  to  send  in  the 
arms  of  the  company  which  was  organised  there. 

“The  arms  were  found  to  be  in  very  good  condition,  and  will 
doubtless  do  to  distribute  again,  when  other  volunteer  corps  are 
organised  throughout  the  Territories,  which  is  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Col.  Houghton  stated,  however,  that  he  had  no  definite  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  Government  on  the  point.  Being  asked  about  the  dis¬ 
content  among  the  half-breeds,  the  colonel  stated  they  were  really  in  a 
bad  way.  Consequent  upon  the  great  drought  which  prevailed  all 
summer,  the  crops  all  along  the  half-breed  settlement  are  almost  an 
entire  failure,  and  starvation  stares  the  poor  creatures  in  the  face.  Col. 
Houghton  did  not  have  very  much  conversation  with  the  settlers,  but 
those  with  whom  he  did  speak  informed  him  of  the  bad  state  of  affairs 
existing.  They  have  not  been  able  to  procure  patents  for  their  lands, 
and  they  have  other  grievances  against  the  Government.  Col.  Hougton 
believes  if  they  had  their  patents  they  would  be  appeased,  to  a  certain 
extent,  as  by  the  sale  of  a  portion  of  their  land  they  could  keep  the  wolf 
from  the  door.  At  the  meetings  which  were  held,  the  opinion  was 
expressed  that  they  should  receive  the  same  treatment  as  was  afforded 
the  half-breeds  in  Manitoba.  ” 

Then  there  is  further  reference  to  the  grievances  and  it 
goes  on : 

“  Col.  Houghton  being  asked  about  the  presence  of  Riel  among  the 
settlers,  said  he  did  not  see  the  hero  of  the  Red  River  rebellion,  although 
he  was  among  the  natives  when  he  passed  down.  He  was  camping  on 
the  south  fork  of  the  Saskatchewan,  and  the  half-breeds  are  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  secure  the  co-operation  of  the  Indians  in  the  agitation.  If  they 
succeed  in  rousing  the  latter  to  action,  and  a  coalition  is  formed,  a 
serious  uprising  will  be  the  result.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  already  proved  to  this  House,  from  the 
published  report  of  the  Minister  of  Militia,  that  Col. 
Houghton,  under  his  own  signature,  did  send  in  a  special 
report  upon  this  very  mission  on  which  ho  was  interviewed, 
and  upon  which  he  gave  this  statement  to  the  interviewer. 


I  charge  that  that  officer  reported  then  imminent  danger, 
the  holding  of  meetings,  the  urgency  of  the  case,  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  taking  precautions  at  once  to  prevent  the  outbreak  ; 
but  his  report  has  not  been  brought  down.  In  fact,  that 
report  is  suppressed.  On  the  26th  of  July,  in  an  editorial, 
the  Winnipeg  Sun  says  : 

“  It  is  impossible  to  understand  what  the  Dominion  Government 
means  by  refusing  to  hearken  to  the  complaints  of  the  half-breeds  in  the 
Saskatchewan  region,  and  then  by  sending  up  the  Deputy  Adjutant 
General  to  disarm  them.  Does  the  Government  think  these  well-disposed 
people  would  revolt  without  cause  or  provocation  ?  If  not,  why  does 
it  not  at  once  set  about  redressing  the  grievances  that  aie  driving  them 
to  such  desperation  that  they  are  no  longer  to  be  trusted  with  weapons  ? 
Col.  Houghton,  no  doubt,  discharged  his  duty  in  the  kindliest  man¬ 
ner,  and  the  arms  were  quietly  surrendered.  But  what  a  commentary 
on  the  policy  of  the  Interior  Department,  that  a  district  containing  some 
of  the  oldest  and  best  settlers  in  the  country  should  have  to  be  ‘  pro¬ 
claimed.’  ” 

It  is  the  whole  North-West  which  is  now  proposed  to  bo 
proclaimed  by  the  Bill  before  the  House.  Then,  Sir,  on  the 
5th  of  August,  Sorgt.  Brooks,  of  the  Mounted  Police,  sta¬ 
tioned  at  Prince  Albert,  writes  as  follows  : — 

“  In  reporting  to  you  as  to  what  is  transpiring  here  at  Prince  Albert 
and  vicinity,  I  would  eay  that  since  I  have  been  here  I  have  found  every¬ 
thing  quiet.  There  is  very  little  talk  about  Riel.  The  principal  part  of 
the  people  who  seem  to  agree  with  him  are  people  who  are  bard  up,  and 
think  they  must  do  something  to  cause  a  little  excitement.  I  have  heard 
of  very  few  who  are  in  any  way  well-to-do  speak  favorably  of  him.  There 
is  no  doubt  but  what  all  the  half-breeds  swear  by  him,  and  whatever  he 
says  is  law  with  them.  As  near  as  I  can  learn,  be  is  advising  them  all 
very  strongly  to  remain  peaceful.  Big  Bear  is  still  at  Beardy’s  reserve. 
Whether  he  intends  to  see  Riel  or  not,  I  do  not  know.” 

The  rest  of  the  letter  does  not  seem  material.  On  tho  8th 
of  August  Sorg.  Brooks  tolegraphed  as  follows : — 

“Returned  frem  Duck  Lake  last  night.  Big  Bear  in  council  with  ten 
other  chiefs.  Riel  has  held  several  private  meetings  at  the  south  branch, 
attended  by  leading  half-breeds.  He  has  not  seen  Big  Bear.” 

On  the  14th  of  August  Serg.  Brooks  reported  as  follows : — 

“  Riel  is  across,  the  river  opposite  here,  at  Batoche’s  house.  He 
addressed  a  meeting  to-day,  as  the  people  were  coming  from  church. 
Prom  what  I  can  learn,  he  must  have  got  very  excited.  One  thing  he 
stated  was  that  the  Indians’  rights  should  be  protected  as  well  as  their 
own.  He  has  not  had  a  meeting  with  Big  Bear,  but  1  am  afraid  that  he 
has  some  private  way  of  communicating  with  him.  He  is  to  cross  the 
river  to  morrow,  and  I  believe  is  to  remain  on  this  side  about  a  week, 
as  be  has  asked  Tompkins,  ihc  Indian  farm  instructor,  to  meet  him  at 
Duck  Lake,  for  what  reason  I  do  not  know.  There  is  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Jackson  here,  who  came  from  Prince  Albert — he  is  a  brother  of 
the  druggist— who  seems  to  be  a  right-hand  man  of  Riel’s.  He  is  with 
him  at  present,  and  has  been  for  some  time.  He  has  a  gnat  deal  to  say, 
and  I  believe  he  does  more  harm  than  any  breed  among  them.  There 
are  a  great  many  people  through  the  country  who  have  what  they  call 
grievances,  and  seem  to  agree  with  Riel.  Whether  they  really  do  or 
not,  is  bard  to  say.  I  have  been  speaking  to  a  number  of  people  at 
Prince  Albert,  and  men  who  signed  the  petition  for  him  to  go  there 
and  speak,  simply  did  it  because  they  thought  it  would  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  the  place.  There  is  no  doubt  but  that  every¬ 
one  is  hard  up,  and  they  thought  they  must  do  something  to  draw  their 
attention.” 

Tho  rest  does  not  appear  to  be  material.  On  tho  21st  of 
August  Brooks  reported  further  : 

“  Both  Big  Bear  and  Riel  have  been  in  town.  The  former  arrived  on 
the  15th  and  Riel  on  the  Sunday  following.  Their  being  in  town 
caused  very  little  excitement,  and  people  did  not  seem  to  pay  much 
attention  to  them.  Riel  stayed  at  Jackson’s,  the  druggist,  and  before 
he  left  he  and  Lepine  held  conference  with  Big  Bear,  the  result  of  which 
I  have  not  been  able  to  learn.  Riel,  of  course,  claims  that  he  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Indians,  and  Big  Bear  says  he  did  not  come  here 
to  see  Riel.  However,  they  were  at  Jackson’s  house  and  had  a  talk, 
Riel  leaving  the  next  day  for  the  south  branch,  and  Big  Bear  the  day 
after  for  Battleford — at  least,  so  he  said.  I  have  heard  it  stated  on 
pretty  good  authority  that  Riel  has  given  up  the  idea  of  going  back  to 
Montana,  and  intends  to  remain  in  tho  Territory,  which  I  think  is 
quite  likely,  although  he  has  stated  to  different  parties  that  he  would 
leave  for  Montana  about  the  1st  September.  I  will  forward  returns 
showing  the  number  of  half-breeds  and  Indians  in  the  vicinity  by 
mail  which  leaves  Duck  Lake  on  Monday  next.” 

Tho  Saskatoon  telegraph  operator,  on  the  7th  of  September, 
1884,  reported  that : 

“  About  20  Indians,  under  Black  Moon,  armed  with  rifles  and  swords, 
rode  about  the  settlement,  demanding  grub,  and  threatening  to  take  it  if 
it  was  not  given,” 
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Then,  the  House  will  remember  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
First  Minister  as  to  the  G-overnment  having  thought  it 
prudent,  during  this  season,  to  arrange  with  the  Hudson 
Fay  Company  for  the  occupation  of  Fort  Carlton  by  the 
Mounted  Police.  Wo  ought,  I  think,  to  have  had  a- little 
fuller  information  on  that.  That  post  appears  to  have  been 
chosen  by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Mounted  Police,  and  it 
appears  to  have  been  so  well  chosen  that  when  the  rising  took 
place,  it  was  not  considered  any  longer  defensible,  because 
the  first  thing  that  was  done  was  to  evacuate  it.  But  I  am 
dealing  now  with  tho  conduct  of  the  Government  as  evidenc¬ 
ing  a  sense  of  danger,  and  I  find  that  on  tho  3rd  of 
September,  1884,  tho  Comptroller  of  tho  Mounted  Police 
recommended  to  the  Minister  as  follows : — 

“  The  undersigned  has  the  honor  to  submit,  for  the  Minister’s  consider¬ 
ation,  that  in  view  of  the  possibility  of  additional  Mounted  Police  being 
required  in  the  North  Saskatchewan  district,  it  is  desirable  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  secure  accommodation  for  men  and  horses  beyond 
the  capacity  of  the  Mounted  Police  post  at  Battleford,  and  it  is  sug¬ 
gested  that  arrangements'might  be  made  with  the  Hudson  Bay  Company 
for  the  use,  for  police  purposes  during  the  coming  winter,  of  their  build¬ 
ings,  or  a  portion  thereof  at  Fort  Carlton,which  is  about  15  miles  north¬ 
west  of  Duels;  Lake,  about  55  miles  west  of  Prince  Albert  and  120  miles 
east  of  Battleford.” 

I  have  already  called  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  there' 
fore  do  not  repeat  it,  to  the  statement  of  an  interview  with 
Mr.  White,  and  the  views  of  the  situation  ho  then 
expressed  ;  and  hero  I  will  pass  away  from  tho  subject  of 
the  Mounted  Police  to  a  point  to  which  I  have  drawn  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  more  than  once,  and  it 
seems  to  mo  to  come  fairly  within  the  subject  of  defensive 
precautions  ;  I  refer  to  the  condition  of  tho  7-pounder 
mountain  guns  of  the  Mounted  Police.  On  tho  1st  Febru¬ 
ary,  1882,  Commissioner  Irvine  uses  this  language  : 

“  The  carriages  and  limbers  for  the  7-pounder  guns  are  fast  becoming 
unserviceable.  These  carriages  were  constructed  at  Fort  Walsh  some 
years  ago,  under  the  direction  of  InsDector  Neale.  Considering  the 
material  at  that  officer's  command,  the  carriages  and  limbers  have 
roved  most  successful.  I  would,  however,  recommend  that  new  ones 
e  purchased,  ot  the  pattern  lately  approved  by  the  Imperial  author¬ 
ities.  A  few  signal  rockets  might,  with  advantage,  be  supplied  us.” 

That  report  was  on  the  1st  February,  1882,  but  nothing  at 
all  was  done  with  the  carriages  and  limbers ;  and  on  the  1st 
January,  1883,  Commissioner  Irvine  reported  again: 

“  I  would  remind  you  that  the  carriages  and  limbers  of  the  7-pounder 
mountain  guns  are  fast  becoming  unserviceable.  I  recommend  that  new 
ones  be  purchased,  of  the  pattern  lately  approved  by  the  Imperial 
authorities  ” 

Well,  nothing  was  done  in  the  year  1883  to  secure  new 
carriages  and  limbers,  and  on  tho  1st  January,  1884,  the 
commissioner  reported  as  follows  : — 

“I  have  previously  reported  that  the  carriages  and  limbers  of  the 
7*pounder  guns  are  virtually  unserviceable” - 

So  that  it  is  stated  now  that  they  are  virtually  unservice¬ 
able,  as  one  would  infer  from  the  previous  language  used  in 
tho  mild  sense  customary  in  speaking  of  the  condition  of  a 
military  force. 

“^•are  virtually  unserviceable,  and  last  year  I  recommended  that 
carriages  and  limbers  of  the  Imperial  pattern  be  purchased.  On  close 
enquiry  it  was  ascertained  that  such  purchase  would  have  entailed  a 
very  considerable  expense.  Carriages  and  limbers  suitable  for  our  pur¬ 
poses  can  be  manufactured  in  this  country  at  much  smaller  cost  than 
would  ensue  were  a  purchase  made  from  England.  The  supply  officer 
at  headquarters  has  now  the  required  material  for  manufacture,  and  I 
trust  that  next  summer  may  find  us  in  possession  of  sufficient  skilled 
labor  to  make  carriages  and  limbers  in  this  country.” 

So  I  find  that  for  throe  years  those  carriages  and  limbers 
had  remained  in  a  practically  unserviceable  condition,  and 
the  result  was,  that  when  tho  timo  of  stress  came,  when  the 
guns  woro  not  to  ho  mere  toy  guns,  for  show,  but  were  to 
ho  used,  these  carriages  and  limbers  had  not  been  supplied  ; 
and  these  are  the  consequences  as  reported  by  the  Toronto 
Mail  correspondent  in  reference  to  tho  fight  with  Pound- 
maker  at  Cut  Knife  Creek  : 

Mr,  Blake, 


“  Ool.  Otter  had  intended  advancing  right  in  upon  the  tepees  to  the 
front,  but  one  of  the  7-pounders  was  disabled  by  the  breaking  of  the  gun 
carriage,  and  it  was  not  deemed  advisable  to  push  on.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
our  small  arms  were  not  of  much  use,  the  two  guns  being  our  principal 
reliance.  The  Gatling  did  good  work  in  clearing  the  groves  and  clumps, 
but  the  moment  the  enemy  dropped  down  into  the  coulees  it  was  of 
little  more  use  than  our  rifles.  The  shrapnel  of  B  battery  did  most  of  the 
damage,  and  the  disabling  of  one  of  the  guns  was,  under  such  circum¬ 
stances,  a  serious  misfortune. 

The  game  correspondent,  on  the  4th  of  May,  writes,  and  tho 
Toronto  Mail,  on  the  19th  May,  publishes  tho  following: — 

“At  last  it  seemed  as  though  the  ammunition  of  the  Indians  was 
being  exhausted,  and  Col.  Otter  decided  on  making  a  rush  to  the 
tepees  and  burning  the  whole  encampment.  There  were  just  two 
courses  open  to  him,  namely,  either  to  withdraw  his  troops  or  make  a 
grand  rush  for  their  camp.  But  here  fate  settled  the  question.  The 
trail  of  one  of  the  7-pounders  broke  as  the  gun  was  discharged,  rendering 
it,  of  course,  useless.  The  other  was  cracked  some  time  before,  and  had 
beqn  strengthened  by  a  piece  o'  2  inch  oak,  which  was  bolted  on  the 
lower  side.  But  the  constant  firing  bad  loosened  this,  and  every  time 
the  gun  was  discharged  it  jumped  out  of  the  trunnion  holes.  In  tact,  it 
was  a  race  between  the  gun  and  the  gunners.  The  former  jumped  back 
every  time  it  was  discharged,  and  the  latter  had  to  follow  it  and  carry 
it  back  to  its  place  again.  It  would  have  been  folly  to  attempt  to  des¬ 
troy  the  tepees  without  the  guns,  and  so  Col.  Otter  decided  on  with¬ 
drawing.” 

And  this  is  the  consequence,  Sir,  of  treating  for  three  years 
tho  statements  that  the  carriages  and  limbers  of  the  guns 
were  unservicable,  with  silence  and  inaction — this  is  the 
melancholy  consequenco,  that  victory  was  prevented,  that 
defeat  became  imminent,  in  consequenee  of  both  the  guns 
becoming  unserviceable.  Now,  Sir,  there  are  pieces  of 
information  which  it  would  be  very  good  to  have,  which  we 
have  not ;  and  I  will,  at  this  stage,  collect  a  few  of  them,  as 
they  deal  with  tho  season  of  1834,  after  the  arrival  of  Eiel. 
In  tho  first  place,  as  I  have  more  than  once  remarked,  sev¬ 
eral  Ministers  themsolvo3  visited  the  North-West,  among 
them  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Eailways,  I  suppose,  in  his  capacity  as  such,  and  also  in 
his  capacity  as  Minister  of  Immigration  and  Agriculture. 
During  tho  summer  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
and  the  Postmaster  General  visited  tho  west.  The  Min¬ 
ister  of  Public  Works  was  charged,  as  he  himself  once 
declared,  by  the  First  Minister,  to  spy  out  the  land,  not 
like  the  old  spies  of  the  promised  land,  for  the  good 
things  therein,  but  to  spy  out  the  land  for  the  griev¬ 
ances.  His  business  was  to  find  out  what  the  complaints 
were  of  tho  people  of  that  country.  That  was  the  mission 
on  which  he  went  to  tho  North-West  and  which  ho  dis¬ 
charged.  It  is  gratifying  to  know  that  having,  presumably, 
regard  to  his  own  nationality,  he  had  on  that  mission  an 
opportunity  of  meeting  a  portion  of  the  aggrieved  class  of 
the  population  to  whom  I  have  been  referring,  and  he  dealt 
with  them  as  I  will  point  out  later  on.  Then  thoro  were 
the  doputies.  There  was  the  Deputy  Minister  of  the  Intorior, 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Mounted  Police,  and  that  year,  or  the 
year  before,  the  Deputy  Superintendent  of  Indian  Affairs 
had  gone  out  there.  There  wero  upon  the  spot  numerous 
persons;  there  was  an  embarras  des  richesses  in  tho  way  of 
officers.  First  of  all,  there  was  that  Lieutenant  Governor,  of 
whom  tho  First  Minister  boasted  some  years  ago  that  he 
was  a  very  good  judge  of  men,  and  a  man  of  long  experience, 
and  that  he  was  never  more  satisfied  to  an  appointment  being 
wis9  than  in  this  case — that  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Dewdney 
had  given  and  would  give  eminent  satisfaction,  Then  there 
were  the  Indian  agents,  the  farm  instructors,  tho  Crown  land 
agents,  tho  Crown  timber  agents,  the  registrars,  the  land 
board,  the  inspector  of  colonisation  companies,  the  inspector 
of  agencies,  the  stipendary  magistrates,  the  mounted  police, 
the  militia,  the  school  masters,  the  North-West  Council ;  and 
besides  these,  there  were  the  non-official  class  of  men  deeply 
interested  in  the  prosperity  of  tho  country,  and  to  whom 
hon.  gentlemen  have  frequently  and  properly  appealed  for 
advice,  assistance  and  information,  the  officers  of  the  Hud¬ 
son  Bay  Company  and  tho  clergy  of  tho  country.  Does  any 
one  suppose  there  is  not  more  information  as  to  what  was 
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going  on  in  1884  than  what  the  Government  have  brought 
down  ?  That  there  is  no  more  than  that  cannot  be  credited. 
Bat  the  hon  gentleman  put  in  a  saving  clause  ;  he  said  thore 
was  more,  but  it  would  be  dangerous  to  the  givers  of  it  to 
bring  it  down.  It  would  hurt  the  missionaries  and  officials  of 
the  North-West  to  have  it  shown  among  the  Indians  and  half- 
breeds  that  they  had  sympathised  with  their  grievances  and 
asked  the  Government  to  redress  them.  Because  those  who 
warned  the  Government  knew  how  serious  was  the  case; 
because  they  urged  that  some  steps  should  be  taken  to 
remedy  those  grievances,  inasmuch  as  the  lives,  and  safety, 
and  happiness,  and  comfort  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Terri¬ 
tories  were  to  be  imperilled,  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not 
bring  down  these  papers;  and  these  persons  stand  in  a 
position  in  which  their  warnings,  declarations,  suggestions, 
advice  and  information  are  not  brought  down  because  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  their  lives  to  do  so  ?  The  absence  of 
these  papers  is  dangerous  to  their  honor.  There  were  officers 
in  this  neighborhood,  besides  the  officers  of  the  class  to  which 
I  have  referred,  a  new  class  of  officers.  The  Government  tried 
its  hand  at  the  old-fashioned  way  of  appeasing  the  leaders  of 
agitation.  Louis  Schmidt,  the  secretary  of  the  Riel  invitation 
meeting,  was  appointed  an  assistant  land  agent;  Mr.  Isbister 
says  in  print  that  he  was^offered  and  declined  the  position 
of  Indian  farm  instructor  ;  that  Mr.  Dumais  was  offered 
the  position  of  Indian  instructor,  which  he  accepted,  though 
we  have  been  unable  to  obtain  information  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  that  subject ;  and  that  Gabriel  Dumont  was  given  a 
ferry  license.  During  that  summer,  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  amongst  the  unofficial  persons  who  yet  were  clothed  with 
great  authority  and  responsibility  in  this  matter,  and  who 
communicated  with  the  Government,  was  Bishop  Grandin.  I 
believe  he  wrote  more  than  once,  saying,  in  substance,  that 
the  half-breeds  were  greatly  dissatisfied  ;  that  he  and  his 
clergy  were  losing  all  influence  with  them ;  that  they  were  no 
longer  respected ;  that  they  were  frequently  accused  by  their 
people  of  having  no  real  sympathy  with  the  half-breeds 
and  their  grievences ;  that  it  was  said  that,  on  the  contrary, 
the  clergy’s  sympathy  was  always  sure  to  be  with  the 
Government;  adding,  that  unless  a  prompt  settlement 
of  their  just  claims  was  effected  serious  troubles  were  sure 
to  come  soon  ;  and  pointing  out  that  the  half-breeds  being 
the  link  between  the  whites  and  the  Indians,  it  was  impor¬ 
tant  that  all  cause  of  dissatisfaction  should  be  removed, 
as  if  trouble  should  arise  with  the  half-breeds  it  would 
spread  to  the  Indians,  and  the  consequences  would  be 
terrible.  I  believe  this  is  the  substance  of  the  information 
which  was  received  by  the  letters  that  woro  written. 
I  am  positive  letters  were  written,  and  my  reason  is 
because  the  newspaper  I  have  referred  to  more  than 
once,  and  which  has  given  me  so  much  valuable  information, 
contains  a  letter,  dated  St.  Albert,  24th  of  April,  1885, 
from  Bishop  Grandin  to  Archbishop  Tache,  in  which  ho 
says  this : 

“Father  Lacombe  tells  me  that  a  copy  of  certain  letters,  which  I 
addressed  last  year  to  our  hon.  Government,  would  be  pleasing  to  you. 
I  will  have  them  copied  and  send  them  to  you.’  ’ 

The  rest  of  the  letter  gives  a  touching  account  of  their 
troubles.  I  have  therefore  proved  that  Bishop  Grandin  wrote 
to  the  Dominion  authorities  in  the  year  1884,  and  that  his 
letter  gave  an  account  of  the  troubles  he  and  his  various 
missionaries  had  been  involved  in,  in  consequence  of  the 
unhappy  circumstances  prevailing.  I  have  reason  to  believe, 
also,  from  other  information,  that  Archbishop  Tache  himself 
wrote,  that  Mr.  Macdowall  wrote,  that  Father  Andre  and 
others  wrote,  and  I  can  hardly  bolieve  otherwise  than  that 
Mr.  Duck  and  Mr.  Pearce  wrote.  Then,  there  was  Sheriff 
Chapleau,  who  was  interviewed  in  the  fall  of  1881,  and 
expressed  his  opinion  of  the  condition  of  things.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  sheriff  of  the  Territory,  the  officer  charged  with 
the  administration  of  justice,  and  being  himself  of  the  French 
nationality,  would  surely  have  taken  some  steps  to  point  out 
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to  the  Government  the  condition  of  affairs.  I  believe  Judge 
Eouleau  wrote  twice  to  Mr.  Dewdney  about  the  disaffection 
of  the  half-breeds,  urging  prompt  redress,  and  Mr.  Dewdney 
1  answered  that  he  had  forwarded  his  letters  and  urged 
I  prompt  settlement.  In  the  latter  part  of  1884  Judge  Rouleau 
wrote  to  the  First  Minister  himself,  directly  and  strongly  on 
|  the  question.  After  the  July  sitting  of  the  North-West 
|  Council  Judge  Rouleau,  Mr.  Hayter  Reed,  and  Mr.  Forget 
1  went  to  Duck  Lake.  The  ostensible  mission  of  the  first 
two  was  to  select  the  site  for  a  court,  and  that  of  Mr.  Forget 
to  inspect  ferries  and  schools ;  but  according  to  my  informa¬ 
tion,  their  main  object  was  to  ascertain  the  feeling  of  the 
half-breeds  on  the  situation,  and  certainly,  if  it  was  not,  it 
ought  to  havo  been,  after  all  the  warnings  the  Government 
had  received.  A  report  of  this  mission  was,  I  believe, 
made  to  Lieutenant  Governor  Dewdney,  and  through  him  to 
tho  Government,  that  there  existed  considerable  dissatisfac¬ 
tion,  which  might  lead  to  serious  consequences,  unless 
promptly  remedied,  and  the  views  of  Bishop  Grandin,  and 
probably  of  Father  Andre  and  others,  were,  as  I  believe, 
obtained.  But  none  of  those  papers  have  been  communi¬ 
cated  to  us.  I  have  also  been  informed  that  Mr.  Forget  has 
stated  that  Mr.  Dewdney  had  repeatedly  warned  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  could  clear  himself  from,  the  heavy  load  of 
responsibility  which  unquestionably  devolved  upon  him  if 
he  did  not  give  any  warning.  Where  are  these  warnings  ? 
Then  there  are  the  missing  Mounted  Police  reports,  some  of 
which  are  proved  to  exist,  by  the  statements  I  have 
made,  and  there  is  the  missing  report  of  Col. 

Houghton,  the  existence  of  which  I  have  proved, 
and  then,  in  the  month  of  October,  Governor  Dewdney  him¬ 
self  visited  St.  Albert  and  various  places  near  that  country, 
perhaps,  not  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  of  the  dis¬ 
turbed  region,  but  a  neighborhood  which  would  give  him 
naturally  the  opportunity  of  communication  with  mon  of 
great  importance,  and  I  can  hardly  concoive  that  after  that 
visit  he  should  not  have  acquired  and  communicated  much 
information.  In  truth,  Sir,  wo  have  gotten  and  are  getting 
only  what  cannot  be  refused  to  us,  as  the  Government 
thinks.  Wo  have  got  only  what  they  dare  not  detain ;  and, 
if  the  further  papers,  which  ought  to  be  produced  and  which 
exist,  are  brought  down,  that  which  is,  I  argue,  made  plain 
enough  without  them  wouid  be  made  plainer  still.  On  the 
5th  September  a  great  meeting  took  place  at  St.  Laurent, 
and  the  Manitoba  shortly  afterwards  published  an  account 
of  this  meeting,  with  an  editorial  preface,  from  which  this 
is  an  extract : 

“  The  Manitoba  is  the  organ  of  the  population  of  French  origin,  not 
only  of  this  Province,  but  also  of  the  new  Provinces  of  the  North-West ; 
and  we  are  always  pleased  to  open  our  columns  to  the  friends  of  our  cause 
and  of  our  rights,  Here  is  the  last  letter  of  our  correspondent,  dated  the 
16th  September,  1884: 

“  1  Sir, — I  think  I  shall  interest  your  readers  by  giving  them  a  short 
report  of  the  great  meeting  held  at  St.  Laurent,  on  the  5th  September. 
This  meeting  was  composed  of  French  half-breeds,  from  all  the  sur¬ 
rounding  parishes,  and  had  been  called  for  the  purpose  of  respectfully  sub¬ 
mitting  to  His  Lordship  Mgr.  Grandin,  and  to  the  other  members  of  the 
clergy  of  the  diocese  of  St.  Albert,  regret  at  not  having  their  co-operation 
in  the  movement  going  on  to-day  to  obtain  from  the  Federal  Government 
what  the  half-breed  population  claims  to  be  entitled  to.  There  were 
also  present  at  the  meeting  His  Lordship  Mgr.  Grandin,  bishop  of  St. 
Albert,  the  Rev.  Father  Fourmond,  of  the  St.  Laurent  mission,  the  Rev. 
Father  Touze,  of  the  mission  of  the  Sacred  Heart,  and  the  Rev.  Father 
Lecoq,  of  the  mission  of  Cumberland. 

“  ‘  Mr.  Louis  Riel  was  appointed  president  of  the  meeting,  the  object  of 
which  relates  to  these  two  questions  :  1st.  Why  do  the  clergy  keep  out 
of  the  movement  going  on  to-day,  and  even  seem  hostile  to  it  ?  2nd.  Are 
the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  upon  the  Government  good,  just  and 
legitimate? 

“  ‘  Mr.  Gabriel  Dumont  briefly  stated  the  uneasiness  felt  by  his  com¬ 
patriots  at  the  abstention  of  the  clergy  from  taking  part  in  their 
deliberations.  Our  intentions,  he  said,  are  wrongly  interpreted  or 
wrongly  understood,  and  the  abstention  of  the  clergy  from  coming  to 
our  aid  can  only  be  injurious  to  us.  Mr.  Dumont,  overcome  by  emotion, 
begged  His  Lordship  to  direct  and  enlighten  them,  adding  that  his  voice, 
always  respected  as  that  of  God,  would  be  listened  to  with  the  same 
docility  as  in  the  past, 

“  1  The  venerable  prelate  deigned  to  reply  immediately,  that  if,  for 
some  time,  the  relations  between  the  clergy  and  the  half-breed  po-pula- 
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tion,  concerning  the  events  which  have  arisen,  have  seemed  cool,  indif¬ 
ferent  even,  still  this  reserve  in  no  way  proved  a  diminution  of  affection 
and  of  charity,  but  was  only  the  effect  of  absolute  prudence,  necessary 
under  present  circumstances,  in  view  of  the  mystery  with  which  the 
proceedings  up  to  that  day  had  been  surrounded — mystery  which  not 
only  left  the  clergy  without  sufficient  light  to  pronounce  intel¬ 
ligently,  but  also  necessarily  gave  rise  to  serious  suspicions,  to  fears 
and  alarms  really  painful.  Speak  plainly,  added  His  Lordship  ;  tell  us 
what  you  want,  and  we  shall  tell  you  what  we  think.  If  justice  is  on 
your  side,  we  will  help  you  with  all  our  might,  as  we  have  always  done 
in  the  past.  His  Grace  was  listened  to  with  respect  and  a  religious 
attention. 

“  ‘  Mr.  Charles  Nolin  spoke  nest,  with  an  emotion  and  a  conviction 
which  gained  for  him  the  most  sympathetic  attention.  He  said  he 
bitterly  deplored  the  painful  abandonment  in  which  the  half-breed 
population  were  left  by  those  in  whom  they  had  always  found  devoted 
friends  and  fathers,  while  such  an  important  question  for  this  population 
is  agitated.  They  are  all  the  more  sensible  of  this  abandonment  because 
they  have  an  invincible  faith  in  the  rectitude  of  their  intentions  and  in 
the  justice  of  their  cause.  Mr.  Nolin  concluded  by  a  statement  of  the 
principal  points,  showing  the  basis  of  their  claims  on  the  Federal 
Government.  Our  demands,  he  said,  must  be  made  respectfully,  no 
doubt,  but  they  must  also  be  made  with  earnestness,  force  and  persever¬ 
ance.  No  rebellion  ;  this  mode  has  never  been  seriously  in  the  mind  of 
anyone,  because  it  would  be  a  crime  ;  we  will  keep  to  legitimate  means. 

“  ‘  His  Lordship  again  declared  his  affection  and  devotion  to  the  well¬ 
being  of  his  flock  on  all  occasions,  where  the  rights  of  religion,  of  honor 
and  of  justice  were  not  compromised  by  their  mode  of  action.'  ” 

Then  there  is  a  discussion  upon  certain  local  questions  in 
regard  to  schools,  which  is  immaterial.  Then  : 

Mr.  Riel,  president  of  the  meeting,  spcke  next.  In  order,  he  said, 
to  completely  dissipate  all  misunderstanding,  to  take  away  all  bad 
suspicion,  and  especially  to  show  the  value  and  importance  of  our 
demands,  I  will  give  a  statement  of  our  principal  claims. 

“  ‘  We  want : 

“  ‘  1st.  The  sub-division  of  the  North-West  Territories  into  Provinces; 

“  ‘  2nd.  For  the  settlers  of  the  North-West  the  same  advantages  as 
those  granted  in  1870  to  the  settlers  of  Manitoba  ; 

“  ‘3rd.  A  grant  of  240  acres  of  land  to  the  half-breeds 'who  have  not 
yet  received  that  grant  lrom  the  Government; 

“  ‘  4th.  An  immediate  gratuitous  grant,  by  letters  patent,  to  the  pro¬ 
prietors  who  occupy  them,  of  the  lands  of  which  they  are  in  possession  ; 

“  ‘  5th.  The  offer  for  sale,  by  the  Government,  of  half  a  million  of  acres 
of  land,  the  products  of  this  sale  to  be  placed  at  interest  and  applied  to 
the  aid  of  half-breeds  in  the  establishment  of  hospitals,  orphanages, 
schools,  etc.,  or  in  supplying  the  poorer  persons  with  ploughs  or 
other  agricultural  implements,  and  in  distributing  seeds  in  the  spring  ; 

“  1  6th.  The  reservation  of  about  one  hundred  townships,  chosen  in  the 
swampy  lands,  which  are  not  likely  to  be  settled  before  a  long  time. 
These  lands  to  be  distributed  to  the  half-breed  children  of  the  coming 
eneration  and  during  120  years,  each  child  to  receive  his  share  when 
e  reaches  the  age  of  18  years  ; 

“‘7th.  A  subvention  of  at  least  one  thousand  dollars  to  sustain,  an 
establishment  of  nuns  in  each  place  where  a  great  number  of  half-breed 
families  are  established  ; 

“‘8th.  An  amelioration  in  the  conditions  of  labor  asked  from  the 
Indians,  and  a  greater  care  of  their  persons,  so  as  to  prevent  them  from 
dying  with  hunger. 

“  ‘  His  Lordship  acceded  again  to  the  wishes  of  the  meeting,  and  gave 
his  opinions  on  the  different  propositions  submitted  by  the  president. 
Among  these  propositions  there  are  some,  said  His  Lordship,  which 
touch  too  nearly  to  politics,  and  must  leave  us  indifferent,  never  wishing 
to  take  part  in  political  events,  and  of  a  more  or  less  doubtful  interest 
to  the  population  and  to  religion.  The  other  propositions,  added  His 
Lordship,  I  have  myself  taken  steps  for  a  long  time  in  regard  to 
your  special  interest.  I  made  all  possible  advances  towards  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  obtain  justice.  I  have  even  obtained  promises  that  I  believed 
official,  but  that  I  regret  to  see  forgotten  to-day.  I  felt  the  same  dis¬ 
content  that  you  have  felt  yourselves,  and  I  did  not  fail  to  complain  in 
high  places.’  ” 

The  extract  I  read  before  now  finds  its  proper  place ; 

“  ‘  His  Lordship  dwelt  on  the  necessity  of  a  close  union  and  a  great 
confidence  in  God,  on  the  necessity  of  being  truly  Christian  and  religious, 
in  order  to  succeed.  You  want,  said  His  Lordship,  to  possess  all  those 
qualities  to  affirm  your  national  character.  You  will  neve^be  anything 
and  will  never  have  any  influence  without  a  perfect  union.  At  this 
moment  the  Rev.  Father  Fourmond  spoke,  showing  the  inappre¬ 
ciable  advantages  that  union,  concord  and  mutual  help  would  bring  to 
the  population,  advantages  which  were  both  political  and  religious. 

Tho  rest  of  the  paper  applies  to  matters  which  are  not 
material.  Then  Serg.  Keenan,  on  the  17th  of  September, 
1884,  roports  from  Batoche : 

“On  Friday  last,  6th  inst.,  a  meeting  of  Riel’s  supporters  was  con¬ 
vened  at  St.  Laurent  (about  seven  miles  from  here)  at  which  nearly  all 
the  balf-breeds  in  the  surrounding  settlements  were  present. 

“  There  were  also  a  number  of  half-breeds  and  white  men  from  Prince 
Albert,  including  Messrs.  Jackson,  Scott  and  Isbister,  three  of  Riel’s 
strongest  supporters  in  that  district. 

Mr.  Blake. 
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“  The  meeting,  I  believe,  was  called  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
the  work.  Speeches  were  made,  condemning  the  Government  generally, 
and  Mr.  Jackson  stated  that  this  country  belonged  to  the  Indians,  and 
not  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

“I  met  Riel  a  few  days  ago,  and  during  our  conversation  he  told  me 
that  the  Government,  through  Bishop  Grandin,  had  offered  him  a  seat  in 
the  council  or  in  the  Dominion  Senate.’’ 

In  the  same  month  of  September,  1834,  it  is  reported  in 
Le  Manitoba  that  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  was  at 
Qu’Appelle,  and  the  paper  goes  on  to  say  : 

“After  mass  Sir  Hector  Langevin  addressed  the  Metis.  They  asked 
that  the  Government  should  give  them  scrip,  as  it  did  to  those  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  Sir  Hector  considered  the  request  reasonable,  and  promised  to 
submit  it  to  his  colleagues.” 

I  have  no  doubt  he  did  so — by  word  of  mouth.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  gentleman  took  pains  to  do  so,  but  of 
course  he  did  not  do  it  in  writing,  because  the  writing  is  not 
brought  down.  On  this  occasion  be  appears  to  have  had 
less  influence  with  his  colleagues  than  in  some  other  instan¬ 
ces.  It  also  appears  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  a  corres¬ 
pondence  with  Mr.  Jackson,  a  member  of  the  council  from  the 
North-West  Territories,  because  one  of  the  commissioners, 
on  the  8th  April,  1885,  refers  Sir  David  Macpherson  to  Jack¬ 
son’s  letter  of  the  3rd  of  September,  in  reference  to  the  half- 
breeds’  grievances;  but  unhappily0 that  letter  has  not  been 
bi-ought  down.  So  that  all  that  concerns  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  interview,  his  correspondence,  his  mission  and  his 
action,  has  been  forgotten ;  or  care  has  been  taken  to  prevent 
them  from  being  brought  before  this  House.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman,  after  having  attended  to  this  matter,  attended 
to  tho  not  unimportant  part  of  ministerial  duties,  the  festive 
part,  in  the  manner  reported  in  the  Manitoba  Free  Press  of 
11th  September,  1884 : 

“  At  a  banquet  given  to  the  Hon.  Messrs.  Langevin  and  McLelan,  at 
Winnipeg,  on  their  return  from  visiting  the  North-West,  Sir  Hector 
Langevin  said  :  ‘  He  had  conversed  with  men  both  in  the  towns  and 
country.  He  had  asked  if  there  were  any  grievances,  and  they  had  said 
there  were  none.  Both  men  in  the  towns  and  farmers  were  satisfied 
with  their  positions.  Only  two  farmers  had  told  him  they  had  any 
grievances,  and  this  was  because  there  were  no  ladies  in  the  place.’  ” 

I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman’s  language  was  received 
with  “  laughter  and  applause.  ”  Blood  and  tears  have 
followed  since  from  his  superficial  and  mistaken  view  of  the 
North-West  situation.  On  the  25th  September,  1884,  Serg. 
Keenan  roports  from  Batoche  as  follows  : — 

1  ‘  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  since  my  last  report,  all  has  been  quiet 
here.  There  has  been,  however,  frequent  meetings  of  Riel’s  committee 
held  in  different  parts  of  the  settlement.  It  is  almost  impossible  for  me 
to  obtain  any  information  as  to  what  transpires  at  these  meetings,  as 
they  are  conducted  with  secrecy,  and  no  person,  excepting  members  of 
the  committee,  is  allowed  to  take  part  in  them.  At  all  the  public 
meetings  Riel  and  his  supporters  have  been  very  moderate,  or  rather 
cautious,  in  their  utterances  ;  but  I  learn  that  they  appear  in  disguise 
at  these  open  gatherings,  and  advocate  very  different  measures  in  their 
councils.  The  last  meeting  was  held  a  week  ago,  at  the  house  of 
Baptiste  Boyer,  one  of  the  chief  supporters  of  the  movement.  Charles 
Nolin,  another  member,  and  one  of  the  most  unreasonable,  proposed  that 
the  half-breeds  make  certain  demands  on  the  Government,  and  if  not 
complied  with  they  take  up  arms  at  once,  and  commence  killing  every 
white  man  they  can  find,  and  incite  the  Indiana  to  do  the  same.  I 
obtained  this  information  from  an  old  country  Frenchman,  who 
belonged  to  the  committee,  and  left  it  on  account  of  the  extreme  and 
unreasonable  measures  it  advocated.  This  man,  Nolin,  is  the  most  dan¬ 
gerous  of  the  half-breeds,  for  the  reason  that  he  is  strongly  in  favor  of 
tampering  with  the  Indians,” 

Oa  the  23rd  October  Le  Manitoba  published  a  statement 
of  the  demands  of  the  natives,  as  presented  by  Louis 
Riel  at  the  meeting  of  the  5th  September.  It  does  not  appear 
to  be  in  the  exact  words,  but  its  substance  is  similar  to 
that  which  I  road  awhile  ago  ;  therefore  I  merely  refer  to  it 
without  repeating  it.  It  was  in  October,  as  I  have  said, 
that  Lieutenant  Governor  Dowdney  visited  St.  Albert, 
Edmonton  and  Stobart,  which  is  in  the  same  neighborhood. 
He  saw  tho  bishop  and  clergy  upon  the  subject,  and  must 
have  learned  of  the  troubles.  But  whore  is  his  report  ?  In 
November,  1884,  a  petition  was  circulated  largely  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  to  which  I  referred  in  a  former 
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speech  dealing  with  this  question,  which  petition  called 
upon  the  Government  to  grant  relief  in  respect  to  the  griev¬ 
ances  to  which  I  have  referred.  But  it  is  not  brought 
down.  There  is  a  report  in  the  Begina  Leader  of  a 
meeting  at  Moosomin  some  time  in  December,  1884,  on  the 
subject  of  the  settlers’  rights,  and  amongst  the  resolutions 
passed  at  that  meeting  was  this  one  : 

“  That  the  Government  should  recognise  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds, 
as  was  done  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  thus  determine  a  question 
calculated  to  disturb  the  peaceful  development  of  the  country.” 

But  nothing  is  brought  down.  Then,  on  the  20th  October, 
from  Prince  Albert,  Major  Crozier  reports: 

P  “  I  heg  to  state  that  constable  Elliott  returned  from  Carlton  on  the 
evening  of  the  15th,  and  reported  to  me  that  a  man  named  Tomkins, who  is 
employed  by  the  Indian  Department  of  that  place  as  interpreter,  has 
told  him  that  Riel  was  drilling  men  at  St.  Jerome,  and  that  a  large 
meeting  had  been  held  there  on  the  12th,  at  midnight. 

“  He  further  told  him  that  a  chief  from  Muskeg  Lake  had  been  sent 
to  see  Big  Bear,  to  request  him  to  attend  a  meeting  of  Riel’s,  to  be  held 
at  Batoche  in  two  weeks’  time.  I  sent  a  man  in  plain  clothes  to  the 
vicinity  of  St.  Jerome  to  find  out,  if  possible,  the  truth  of  the  reports.  He 
returned  yesterday,  and  reports  all  quiet.  He  states  that  there  is  a 
rumor  of  a  large  meeting  to  be  held  at  Batoche  in  two  or  three  weeks,  as 
soon  as  all  the  crops  are  in.  He  could  find  out  nothing  about  any  drill 
haring  been  performed. 

“I  have  stationed  a  man  in  plain  clothes  in  the  vicinity  of  Batoche, 
who  will  keep  me  informed  regarding  the  movements  of  Riel. 

“The  half-breed  population  are  in  a  very  discontented  state,  princi¬ 
pally  attributable  to  the  utter  failure  of  their  crops.” 

On  the  20th  November  a  letter  is  written  by  a  person 
whose  name  is  not  given.  It  contains  statements  principally 
about  the  Indians.  It  declares  arrangements  had  been 
made  for  a  general  gathering  this  summer  (1885)  at  Duck 
Lake  ;  that  invitations  had  been  issued  for  all  persons  to 
come.  It  was  also  stated  that : 

“  William  Badger,  went  to  their  reserve  on  behalf  of  Louis  Riel,  and 
demanded  of  the  chiefs  Attackakwoops  and  Mu3towasis  if  he  would  be 
allowed  to  speak.  He  was  told  that  he  could  not  say  anything,  as  they 
did  not  wish  their  names  to  appear  among  people  who  were  trying  to 
make  trouble.” 

A  considerable  amount  of  information  is  given  as  to  the 
discontented  state  of  the  Indians.  Then,  on  the  2nd  Jan¬ 
uary,  1885,  Major  Crozier  telegraphed  as  follows  to  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  North-West  Mounted  Police  : — 

“  Riel  proposed  to  Macdowall  to  go.  States  if  Government  would 
give  him  assistance  in  money  ;  suppose  $5,000  enough.” 

On  the  31st  December  Inspector  Howe,  from  Carlton, 
reports  : 

“  On  the  9th  December  there  was  a  large  half-breed  meeting  called 
by  Riel  at  St.  Laurent,  for  the  purpose  of  again  talking  over  their 
Bill  of  Rights. 

“  On  the  22nd  December  Mr.  Macdowall,  member  of  the  North-West 
Council,  accompanied  by  father  Andre,  Reman  Catholic  priest  at 
Prince  Albeit,  proceeded  to  St.  Laurent,  at  the  request  of  Riel,  who 
desired  to  see  and  talk  with  Mr  Macdowall  as  member  for  the  district. 
On  Mr.  Macdowall’s  arrival  at  St.  Laurent,  Riel  informed  him  that  he 
wished  to  make  a  proposition  to  him,  of  which  he  wished  representa¬ 
tion  made  to  Government. 

“  He  first  stated  that  he  was  very  poor,  and  that  he  did  not  know 
what  would  become  of  him  ;  was  afraid  he  would  starve,  and  starva¬ 
tion  made  men  desperate  ;  that  he  had  great  power  over  the  half-breeds, 
and  that  he  could  influence  them,  politically  or  otherwise,  as  he 
thought  fit.  He  said  he  wa3  tired  of  Canada,  and  wished  to  return 
to  Montana,  but  had  not  the  means  to  do  so  ;  that  if  the  Government 
would  give  him  pecuniary  assistance,  and  something  to  settle  on  his 
wife  and  dfcmily  (Mr.  Macdowall  thinks  $5,000  would  be  accepted  by 
him) — that  if  the  Government  grants  his  request  he  will  at  once 
leave  for  Montana  and  remain  there.  He  would  guarantee  to  give  np 
all  connection  with  the  half-breeds  in  the  country,  and  having,  he 
says,  such  great  influence  over  them,  he  will  guarantee  that  all  claims 
they  now  have  against  the  Government  will  be  at  once  dropped.  By 
this  he  means  that  he  will  throw  over  all  his  half-breed  supporters 
and  return  to  Montana  himself.” 

On  23rd  December,  1884,  Gagnon  reports  : 

“I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  during  the  last  month  the  half-breeds 
of  8t.  Laurent  and  Batoche  settlements  held  a  public  meeting  to  adopt 
a  petition  drawn  up  by  a  committee,  and  that  this  petition,  signed  by 


the  settlers  of  both  settlements,  has  been  forwarded  to  Ottawa.  This 
meeting,  from  all  reports,  seems  to  have  been  very  orderly. 

“Several  of  the  other  smaller  reunions  have  taken  place  during  the 
same  period,  but  all  have  reference  to  school  matters.  The  half-breeds 
are  pressing  Riel  to  settle  amongst  them,  and  have  given  him,  as  a 
token  of  their  gratitude  for  services  rendered,  a  house  well  furnished, 
and  will  further,  on  2nd  January  next,  present  him  with  a  pur3e. 

‘ 1  These  testimonials  of  the  good  will  of  the  maj  ority  would  go  towards 
denying  certain  rumor3,  which  say  that  several  are  lacking  confidence 
in  their  leader  ;  that  his  way  of  acting  and  speaking  denotes  a  very  hot 
head,  and  that  he  does  not  now  agree  with  their  priest.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  a  great  number  are  still  led  by  him,  and  would  act  upon  hi3 
dictates.  Some  time  ago  I  sent  several  men  to  the  south  branch  to  have 
horses  shod.  The  river  being  full  of  floating  ice,  they  could  not  cro3s. 
Some  way  or  other,  the  report  was  brought  to  the  east  side  of  the  river 
that  these  men  were  sent  to  arrest  Riel,  who  was  then  at  the  crossing. 
Within  half  an  hour  over  100  men  had  collected  to  protect  him.  There 
is  a  certain  amount  of  suffering  among  the  half-breeds,  but  not  to  the 
extent  it  was  expected  to  reach.  Large  quantities  of  supplies  are  re¬ 
quired  for  this  part  of  the  country,  and  all  who  have  horses  can  make  a 
living  by  freighting.  As  far  as  1  can  see,  the  chief  grievance  of  the 
halt-breeds  is,  that  they  are  afraid  that  the  Government  will  not  sanc¬ 
tion  the  way  they,  amongst  themselves,  have  agreed  to  take  their  home¬ 
steads— ten  chains  frontage  on  the  river,  by  two  miles  back.” 

On  the  8th  December  a  meeting  was  held  at  Moosomin,  at 
which  a  resolution  was  passed  in  favor  of  the  recognition  of 
the  half-breeds’  rights,  as  in  Manitoba .  Early  in  J anuary 
there  was  a  meeting  held  at  Edmonton,  on  North-West 
Council  affairs,  at  which  Mr.  Oliver,  a  member  of  the 
council,  spoke.  He  stated  that  the  order  defining  the 
powers  of  the  council  did  not  arrive  till  after  the  Session 
had  opened.  He  complained  that  funds  were  controlled 
by  the  Government.  There  was  a  meeting,  very  shortly 
afterwards,  at  Saskatchewan  city,  at  which  Mr.  Oliver 
spoke.  He  stated  that  the  half-breed  lands  resolution  of 
the  North-West  Council  was  moved  by  Mr.  Macdowall, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Jackson,  and  unanimously  supported  by 
the  council ;  to  which  an  answer  had  been  received  by  tel¬ 
egraph,  that  the  matter  would  be  considered  at  the  ensuing 
meeting  of  the  Ottawa  Cabinet,  in  September.  Tne  Qu’Ap- 
pelle  Gazette  on  22nd  January  makes  this  announcement: 

“  We  are  informed  that  Louis  Riel  and  others  are  engaged  in  draft¬ 
ing  a  petition  to  the  Dominion  Government,  demanding  certain  con¬ 
cessions,  which  they  say  have  been  promised  to  the  half-breeds  of  the 
North-West  Territories,  and  it  is  the  expressed  intention  of  the  half- 
breeds  of  the  Saskatchewan  district  that  if  these  concessions  are  not 
granted  which  are  asked  for,  to  resort  to  arms,  to  force  a  compliance 
with  their  demands,  Mr.  Vankoughnet’s  statement  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.” 

There  was  a  meeting  in  Sturgeon  church  on  *7th  February, 
at  which  Mr.  Oliver  again  spoke,  and  referred  to  efforts 
made  in  council  to  press  on  the  attention  of  the  Federal 
Government  the  necessity  of  taking  action  on  certain  mat¬ 
ters  of  personal  interest  to  the  people  of  the  North-West, 
namely,  school  lands,  timber  dues,  grazing  lands  and  half- 
breed  lands.  In  the  same  month  resolutions  were  passed 
at  mass  meetings  of  settlers,  held  throughout  Assiniboia, 
at  which  it  was  resolved  : 

“  That  the  Government  should  promptly  recognise  the  claims  of  half- 
breeds,  as  was  done  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  thus  determine  a 
question  calculated  to  retard  the  present  development  of  the  country.” 

In  the  election  address  of  Mr.  Wilson,  published  in  the 
Edmonton  Bulletin  on  31st  January,  he  says : 

“  I  consider  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  country  are  entitled  to  the 
same  treatment  as  their  brethern  received  in  Manitoba  ;  and  therefore 
I  will  support,  as  far  as  possible,  any  efforts  made  to  secure  that  which 
they  have  a  right  to  look  for.” 

On  14th  January,  1885,  Mr.  Crozier  reports: 

“  On  my  return  from  Carlton  and  Prince  Albert  I  was  informed  that 
a  party  of  Indians  had  gone  west  to  Edmonton,  and  would  notify  on  the 
road  all  the  Indians  that  there  would  be  a  large  gathering  at  Duck  Lake 
next  spring.  (I  presume  the  annual  sun  dance  being  the  occasion  of  the 
gathering).  On  further  enquiry  I  find  that  they  went  only  to  Red  Pheas¬ 
ant’ s  reserve,  at  the  Eagle  Hills,  and  from  that  they  returned  to  Duck 
Lake,  being  persuaded  to  do  so  by  one  of  the  leading  Indians  there. 
This  is  the  second  time  Indians  have  come  here  on  the  same  mission  that 
I  know  of,  others  may  have  gone  on.  Certainly,  there  is  an  effort  being 
made  to  have  a  large  gathering  at  Duck  Lake  next  spring.  I  was 
informed,  also,  that  there  will  be  an  effort  made  to  get  the  Qu’Appelle 
and  other  Indians  in  the  south-easterly  part  of  the  Territory  to  assemble 
there.  Little  Pine,  too,  it  appears,  when  at  Blackfeet  Crossing,  tried 
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to  arrange  to  get  aa  many  aa  poaaible  of  Blackfoot  and  Southern  Indians 
to  come  north  in  the  spring.  He  has  told  the  Indians  that  he  has  arranged 
that  many  of  them  will  be  there.  Poundmaker  says  that  Little  Pine  told 
his  young  men  not  to  dispose  of  their  guns,  and  he  further  says  that 
Little  Pine  has  come  to  some  understanding  with  the  Blackfeet,  but  is 
not  sure  as  to  the  nature.  He,  Poundmaker,  says,  when  Little  Pine 
recovers  his  eyesight  he  will  get  full  particulars.” 

And  bo  on.  On  the  25th  February  Irvine  telegraphs  : 

“  Gagnon  telegraphs  :  ‘Half-breeds  held  a  meeting  at  South  Branch 
yesterday.  Object  to  beg  Riel  to  stay  in  country  ;  he  will  stay ;  evidently 
his  own  meeting  ;  orderly.’  ” 

On  26th  January  Gagnon  reports  : 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  during  the  last  month  nothing  of 
importance  has  occurred  amongst  the  half-breeds  in  this  district.  They 
had,  after  New  Year,  a  social  meeting,  at  which  they  presented  their 
chief,  Riel,  with  the  sum  of  $60,  as  a  token  of  their  good-will.  The 
meeting  was  very  orderly  and  loyal,  and  no  allusions  were  made  to  the 
actual  troubles.  It  seems  that  Riel  has  had  difficulty  in  getting  enough 
supplies  for  his  own  family  lately,  and  had  to  beg  assistance  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  missionary  at  St.  Laurent,  who  assisted  him.  It  has 
been  stated  to  me  that  the  petition  prepared  had  been  sent  to  Ottawa  ; 
but  it  appears  that  only  a  letter,  preparatory  to  sending  the  petition, 
has  been  forwarded  ” — 

No  trace  of  that  letter  appears  in  these  papers — 

“The  petition  is  undergoing  being  signed,  and  will  be  forwarded  next 
month.” 

On  27th  February  there  is  a  report  in  the  Prince  Albert 
Times  of  a  trouble  at  Halcro  settlement,  on  the  south 
branch.  It  says: 

“  We  learn  that  considerable  excitement  has  been  prevailing  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  south  branch  for  the  last  few  weeks.  At  one  meeting  we 
understand  the  natives  turned  out  armed,  a  rumor  having  got  about 
that  Riel  was  to  be  arrested.  A  large  meeting  is  to  be  held  next  Tuesday 
at  the  Halcrow  settlement.” 

You  have  thus  seen,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  course  of  events, 
from  the  time  Biel  came  into  the  country,  so  far  as  it  is 
described  in  the  papers  which  the  Government  have  brought 
down  and  in  the  public  newspapers.  But  I  must  once 
again  remind  you  that  all  the  time  there  were  run¬ 
ning  along  with  the  question  1  have  been  dealing  with  other 
questions  which  had  grown  up.  The  land,  the  surveys, 
the  reserves,  and  the  vague  claims  which,  on  the 
sub-stratum  of  solid  ground  of  grievance  unredressed,  Eiel 
had  conjured  up.  But  those  mentioned  were  the  most  substan¬ 
tial  ;  and  I  am  presently  to  give  you  the  proofs.  Meantime,  I 
have  now  carried  the  story  down  to  the  end  of  January, 
within  a  few  weeks  of  the  outbreak ;  for  on  10th  March 
Gagnon  telegraphed  from  Carlton  that  hall-breeds  were 
excited  and  preparing  arms;  and  thenceforward  news 
comes  thick  and  fast.  I  do  not  go  into  the  history  of  the 
outbreak.  That  will  be  discussed  with  fuller  material  next 
Session,  but  we  know  that  it  took  shape  in  March  early,  and 
surely  there  were  warnings  enough,  even  apart  from  those 
suppressed.  It  was  an  outbreak  almost  entirely  of  French 
hall-breeds,  supported  by  Indians.  There  were  a  few  Scotch 
or  English  half-breeds,  but  the  attitude  of  the  bulk  was 
neutral.  The  attitude  of  the  English  and  Scotch  half-breeds 
in  the  immediate  neighborhood  appears,  I  say,  to  have  been 
neutral,  if  we  can  judge  from  a  rather  extraordinary  meeting 
held  on  22nd  of  March.  The  meeting  was  held  at  St. 
Catharines  church ;  the  Eev.  E.  Mattheson  was  chair¬ 
man  and  W.  Craig,  secretary.  Two  resolutions  wore  passed  : 

“First,  that  the  membeis  of  this  meeting  continue  to  sympathise,  as 
they  have  always  done,  with  the  French  half-breeds,  in  their  desire  to 
obtain  their  legal  rights  by  all  constitutional  means. 

“Second,  that  they  do  not  approve  of  the  resort  to  arms  or  the 
rising  of  the  Indians,  and  wish  to  remain  neutral.” 

It  was  resolved  to  forward  a  copy  of  these  minutes  to 
the  officer  in  charge  at  Carlton  and  another  to  L.  Eiel. 
After  the  outbreak  the  comments  of  the  press  appeared, 
and  it  is  only  necessary  to  say  that  the  Conservative  press 
declared  with  extraordinary  unanimity  that  the  half-breeds 
had  grievances,  and  they  referred  to  those  two  points — the 
question  of  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  and  the 
question  of  the  surveys  and  the  half-breed  lands.  I  could 
quote  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  had  time,  articles  from  the 
Mr.  Blake. 
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Mail,  and  from  the  principal  French  Canadian  Conservative 
newspapers,  and  from  Le  Manitoba ,  in  this  sense.  Le  Mani¬ 
toba ,  on  the  3rd  of  May  last,  reports  an  interview  with  Arch¬ 
bishop  Tache,  a  few  days  before,  at  Qu’Appello,  in  which  the 
Archbishop  said  : 

“  The  labors  of  the  laud  commission  are  giving  satisfaction,  and  if 
this  measure  of  justice  had  been  taken  three  months  earlier  it  would 
have  prevented  the  rising.” 

Now,  Sir,  having  advanced  a  little  beyond  the  period  of 
the  action  actually  taken  by  the  Government,  but  only  two 
or  three  weeks,  in  order  to  find  ourselves  in  the  actual  face  of 
the  rising,  I  come  to  the  first  action  this  Administration 
took  after  the  Act  of  the  15th  of  May,  1879,  which  autho¬ 
rises  them  to  deal  with  this  question  ;  and  the  first  action, 
as  shown  by  the  papers,  was  on  the  26th  of  January,  1885. 
I  have  shown  you  the  condition  of  things  as  it  was  in  1878  ; 
I  have  shown  you  the  state  of  things  as  it  presented  itself 
to  the  Ministers  at  that  time;  I  have  shown  you  the  report 
of  the  Deputy  Minister,  and  of  the  authorities  as  to  its 
pressing  and  urgent  character;  I  have  shown  you  the 
legislative  authority  with  which  they  clothed  them¬ 
selves,  and  there  is  an  absolute  blank  as  to  that  executive 
action  which  they  asked  to  be  allowed  to  take  from 
the  time  they  received  that  power  in  May,  1879, 
until  the  26th  of  January,  1885.  And  I  ask  you,  under 
what  circumstances  it  was,  after  having  read  the  correspon¬ 
dences  to  which  I  have  referred,  that  on  the  26th  of 
January,  1885,  that  action,  however  inadequate  it  may  be 
regarded,  was  taken.  Is  it  not  perfectly  clear  and 
obvious  that  it  was  taken  under  the  pressure  of 
this  excitement,  this  agitation,  these  meetings,  these  diffi¬ 
culties,  after  neglect,  supineness,  apathy,  procrastination, 
beyond  example  or  excuse.  On  that  day,  26th  January, 
1885,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  reported  to  Council : 
That,  with  a  view  of  settling  equitably  the  claims  of 
the  half-breeds — first,  the  claims  of  those  in  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West,  who  would  have  been 
entitled  to  land  had  they  resided  in  Manitoba  at  the  tim9  of 
the  transfer — and  those  are  the  claims  with  which  I  am 
dealing  up  to  this  time  ;  and  secondly,  the  claims  of  those 
who,  residing  in  Manitoba,  did  not  participate  in  the  grant 
—and  those  are  the  claims  of  the  unenumerated  half-breeds 
of  Manitoba,  with  which  I  propose  to  deal  separately — he 
says  it  is  desirable  to  do — what  ?  To  ascertain  the  numbers 
of  half-breeds— to  ascertain  the  number  of  all  of  the  half- 
breeds  ;  and  he  recommends  that  he  be  authorised  to  obtain 
an  enumeration  of  them,  and  to  employ  three  persons  to 
make  such  enumeration.  There  is  no  declaration  as  to  what 
the  settlement  should  be,  no  statement  of  the  principle 
upon  which  action  is  to  be  taken.  The  proposal  is  to  num¬ 
ber  the  unenumerated  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  as  well,  and 
thus  to  settle,  through  this  machinery,  another  grievance, 
which  I  shall  deal  with  next.  The  proposal  is  only  to  obtain 
power  to  appoint  three  persons  to  number  the  people.  On  the 
28th  January,  accordingly,  the  Minister’s  advice  was  fol¬ 
lowed  and  he  obtained  that  power,  and  that  step  seems  to 
have  exhausted  his  energies.  He  seems,  once  again,  to  have 
adopted  a  passive  attitude,  with  the  exception  that  on  the 
4th  February,  1885,  he  sent  this  telegram  to  Mr.  Dewdney  : 

“  Government  has  decided  to  investigate  claims  of  half-breeds,  and, 
with  thatview,  has  directed  enumeration  of  those  who  did  not  participate 
in  grant  under  Manitoba  Act.  No  representations  received  recently.” 

You  see  by  the  last  sentence  of  that  telegram — “  no  repre¬ 
sentations  received  recently  ’’—that  there  was  obviously 
communication  from  the  North-West  upon  which  the  Min¬ 
ister  acted.  But  we  do  not  get  that  communication,  and 
the  Minister  says  that  no  representation  was  received 
recently.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  given  you  a  bead  roll  of  represen¬ 
tations,  not  all  of  them,  because  we  havo  not  got  them  here, 
but  all  which  the  inculpated  Government  chooses  to  bring 
down,  which  makes  it  the  very  acme  of  absurdity  to  say 
that  no  representations  have  been  made.  He  does  not 
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instruct  the  Lieutenant  Governor  to  communicate  this 
course  to  the  half-breeds.  There  is  no  telegram  instructing 
him  to  tell  the  half-breeds  that  a  census  had  been  ordered — 
nothing  but  this  simple  telegram  ;  and  that  being  sent,  as  I 
said,  he  pauses,  and  precious  hours  were  lost,  because  bad 
decided  action  been  then  taken  it  would  have  gone  far  to 
break  the  back  of  the  whole  affair.  When  do  wo  find  the 
next  movement  ?  The  next  paper  brought  down  is  a  tele¬ 
gram  of  18th  March,  1885,  from  the  Ministor  to  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Governor : 

“It  is  wished  that  Mr.  Forget  should  he  a  member  of  the  commission 
on  half-breed  claims.  Is  he  available?  Answer.” 

Why,  after  waiting  from  the  26th  January  to  the  18th  of 
March,  this  haste  to  get  Mr.  Forget’s  consent?  What  was 
the  sudden  hurry?  What  awoke  him?  Why,  the  storm 
had  broken  while  the  Minister  was  sleeping,  and  the  storm 
having  broken,  he  was  trying  to  keep  the  storm  off.  On 
the  10th  of  March  the  commissioner  telegraphs  from  Eegina 
to  the  comptroller : 

“Just  received  the  following  telegram  from  Gagnon,  dated  to-day, 
from  Carlton.  Have  shown  it  to  Lieutenant  Governor  :  1  Half-breeds 
excited.  Move  about  more  than  usual — preparing  arms.  Do  not  know 
cause  or  object  of  these  preparations.’’ 

On  the  11th  March  Superintendent  Crozier  telegraphs  from 
Carlton :  * 

“  Half-breeds  greatly  excited  ;  reported  they  threaten  attack  on  Carl¬ 
ton  before  16th.  Half-breeds  refuse  to  take  freight  or  employment  for 
Government.  Will  stop  all  freight  coming  into  the  country  after  16th 
of  this  month.  Getting  arms  ready.  Leader  will  not  allow  people  to 
leave  home,  as  they  may  be  required.  Origin  of  trouble,  I  think,  letter 
received,  stating  Riel  not  recognised  British  subject.  They  expect  arms 
from  the  States.  Have  ordered  twenty-five  men  from  Battleford,  and 
one  gun,  to  come  here  at  once.” 

On  the  14th  of  March  Col.  Irvine  telegraphs  from  Regina: 

“  Lieutenant  Governor  received  telegram  dated  Carlton,  to-day,  from 
Crozier,  saying  half-breed  rebellion  may  break  out  at  any  moment  and 
joined  by  Indians,  and  asking  that  his  division  be  largely  increased. 
Would  recommend  that  at  least  100  men  be  sent  at  once,  before  roads 
breakup.  Please  instruct.” 

On  the  15th  of  March  the  comptroller  telegraphs  Col. 
Irvine : 

“Start  for  the  north  quickly  as  possible,  with  all  available  men  up  to 
100.  Telegraph  marching-out  state,  and  report  passing  telegraph 
station.” 

There  was  the  state  of  things  on  the  18th  of  March,  and 
now  I  have  given  you  the  explanation  of  what  had  waked 
up  the  Minister,  and  why  he  was  telegraphing  to  find  out 
whether  Forget  would  accept  a  seat  on  the  commission  to 
number  the  half-breeds.  The  Minister  of  the  Interior  had 
his  telegrams,  too,  though  he  does  not  show  them.  He 
knew  the  cause  of  the  trouble;  he  did  not  believe  any  cock- 
and-bull  story  about  Riel  not  being  recognised  as  a  British 
subject.  He  know  it  was  the  half-breed  claims  ;  and  ho 
sought,  alas,  too  late,  to  do  that  which  he  ought  to  have 
done  years  beforo.  But  those  other  telegrams  of  his  are  not 
brought  down  ;  they  are  suppressed.  On  the  19th  of  March 
Mr.  Dewdney  replies  in  the  affirmative  to  the  telegram  of 
the  18th;  and  on  the  same  day  Mr.  Burgess  writes  a  letter 

to  — - 1  presume  to  the  three  commissioners — 

enquiring  : 

“  Whether  he  would  be  ready  to  act  upon  a  commission  which  the 
Government  is  about  to  appoint,  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the 
claims  of  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  Territories,  and  asking  a 
telegraphic  reply.” 

On  the  22nd  there  is  a  telegram  from  Winnipeg,  Euttan  to 
Pearce,  but  that  to  which  it  replies  is  left  out : 

“  Goulet  out  west ;  locality  uncertain  ;  expected  return  Monday ;  did 
not  receive  letter  or  telegram ;  his  brother  thinks  no  doubt  will  accept 
appointment.” 

That,  obviously,  is  a  reply  to  a  telegram  from  Pearce, 
wanting  to  know  where  Goulet  is.  But  it  is  not 
produced.  So  that  you  find  there  was  positively  at 
length  a  little  ripple  of  excitement  in  the  Depart¬ 


ment  of  the  Interior,  for  they  were  telegraphing  to  the 
North-West  to  obtain  people  to  attend  to  this  matter. 
Then,  on  the  26th  of  March,  the  First  Minister  gave  his 
account  in  the  House  of  the  appointment  of  the  commission, 
which  is  a  remarkable  statement,  in  contrast  with  the  facts, 
which  I  would  like  to  read,  but  which  I  have  not  the 
strength  or  the  breath  to  read.  On  the  28th  of  March  Mr. 
Macpherson  reports  again  to  council.  It  was  now  seen 
that  more  was  required  than  a  census  ;  it  was  seen  that  the 
proposal  simply  to  send  a  commission  to  number  the  people, 
without  deciding  on  their  claims,  would  not  answer;  and  on 
the  30th  of  March  an  Order  in  Council  was  made  on  Mr. 
Macpherson’s  report.  That  Order  in  Council  recites  his 
report  as,  first,  recommending  the  settlement  of  the 
claims;  second,  recommending  the  expediency  of  satisfy¬ 
ing  those  claims  bjr  granting — first,  to  each  half-breed 
head  of  a  family  resident  in  the  North-West  Territories 
at  the  transfer,  the  lot  of  which  he  is  at  present  in  undis¬ 
puted  and  bond  fide  occupation,  by  virtue  of  residence  and 
occupation,  to  the  extent  of  160  acreg,  any  deficiency  below 
160  acres  to  be  made  up  by  scrip,  redeemable  in  land,  at  $1 
an  acre ;  and,  in  case  such  head  of  a  family  is  not  in  occu¬ 
pation  of  the  land,  then  an  amount  of  scrip  to  bo  redeemable 
in  land  to  the  amount  of  $160;  second,  to  each  child  of  a 
half-breed  resident  in  the  North-West  Territories  at  the 
transfer,  and  born  before  the  15Lh  of  July,  1870,  the  lot  in 
his  possession,  up  to  240  acres,  any  deficiency  to  be  made 
up  in  scrip,  as  before ;  and  if  the  child  is  not  in  possession 
of  any  land,  scrip  to  the  oxtont  of  the  240  acres.  The 
order  goes  on  to  say  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
on  the  representation  made,  that  it  was  desirable  to 
have  made  an  enumeration  of  the  half-breeds  in  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West  Territories  who  would  have  been 
entitled  to  land  had  they  resided  in  Manitoba,  was  authorised, 
on  the  28th  of  January,  to  appoint  commissioners,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  gentlemen  were  accordingly  appointed  to  carry  into 
effect  the  order :  Messrs.  Street,  Goulet  and  Forget;  that 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  thought  that  the  scope  of  the 
enquh’y  to  be  made  by  the  commissioners  appointed  under 
the  Order  in  Council  of  January  should  bo  onlarged,  and  that 
the  commissioners  should  bo  empowered  not  only  to  enume¬ 
rate  half- breeds  resident  outside,  but  also  to  report  to  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  the  persons  entitled  to  bo  dealt  with, 
and  also  the  extent,  including  all  outside  of  the  old  Province 
of  Manitoba;  that  ho  also  thought  the  commissioners  should 
exercise  all  the  powers  and  functions  provided  by  the  Dom¬ 
inion  Lands  Act,  and  recommended  that  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  28th  of  January  should  be  cancelled;  and 
the  Minister  recommended  that  the  commissioners  to 
make  their  enquiry  and  report  should  be  the  same 
as  those  appointed  under  the  authority  of  the  Order 
in  Council  of  the  28th  of  January,  namely,  Messrs.  Stroot, 
Goulet  and  Forget ;  and  it  is  ordered  accordingly.  I  may 
say  there  is  no  evidence  of  Messrs.  Street,  Goulet  and  Forget 
having  been  appointed  on  the  Order  of  January  at  all  ; 
nothing  has  been  brought  down  on  that  subject.  On  the 
contrary,  we  find  enquiries  made,whother  they  would  accept 
at  a  date  when  the  March  appointment  was  imminent. 
You  will  observe,  first,  that  there  is  an  acknowledgment 
of  the  defective  character  of  the  Order  in  Council  of  the 
28th  of  January — that  more  ought  to  be  done  than  to  enu¬ 
merate.  You  will  observe,  secondly,  that  power  is  given  to 
investigate  and  report  upon  claims,  and  to  give  certificates 
to  each  claimant  who  was  found  entitled  to  them;  you 
will  observe  the  first  attempt,  in  the  third  place,  that 
there  is  an  attempt  made  to  define  the  principle  of  tho 
grants — to  say  what,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  tho 
people  should  have  ;  and  that  definition  is  a  wrong  defini¬ 
tion,  which  the  Government  was  forced  to  retract  and 
retiro  from  in  a  few  days.  You  will  observe,  in  tho  next 
place,  that  tho  allegation  that  Messrs.  Street,  Goulet  and 
Forget  were  appointed  under  that  Order  in  Council  of  tho 
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28th  of  January  is  unproved,  and  that  Order  in  Council  is 
cancelled.  It  would  not  answer  ;  it  could  not  stand  the 
stress  of  the  weather  ;  it  was  a  fair-weather  order ;  the 
storm  had  come,  and  it  was  quite  inadequate  to  the  occasion. 
On  the  30th  of  March  the  commission  is  issued  to  Messrs. 
Street,  Forget  and  Goulet,  in  the  terms  of  the  Order  in 
Council  authorising  them  to  enumerate  and  report  the  per¬ 
sons  entitled  under  the  Act ;  and  on  the  same  30  th  of  March, 
1885,  there  are  instructions  from  Burgess  to  Street,  the 
chairman  of  the  commission,  in  which  he  says : 

“  The  advance  of  spring  renders  it  desirable  that  as  little  delay  as  pos¬ 
sible  may  occur  in  the  work  of  the  commissioners.” 

If  it  wore  in  order  I  would  move  to  strike  out  the  word 
“  spring,”  and  to  substitute  the  word  “  Biel  ”  in  lieu  thereof ; 
I  think  it  is  much  more  likely  to  have  beon  true.  However, 
with  that  command  of  euphemistic  phraseology  which  is 
peculiar  to  Government  departments,  that  is  the  language  of 
the  order.  Then,  the  commissioners  leave  Winnipeg  on  the 
7th  of  April ;  an  itinerary  is  provided ;  the  secretary  of  the 
land  board  is  ordered  to  place  the  whole  staff  of  the  land 
office  at  their  disposal.  They  are  told ;  “  If  you  meet  anyone 
on  the  trails,  take  steps  at  once  to  investigate  on  the  spot.” 
Why  such  a  change  ?  They  woi’e  to  go  out  in  the  highways 
and  hedges  and  compel  them  to  come  in — if  you  meet  them 
on  tho  trails,  stop  them,  and  investigate  their  claims ;  do  not 
stand  on  any  ceremony;  set  up  the  staff  of  justice  wherever 
you  are,  because  the  trail  will  lead  to  St.  Laurent.  Forms, 
and  notices,  and  lists  were  provided  ;  the  Indian  agents 
were  ordered  to  attend  tho  meetings  of  the  commissioners ; 
the  treaty  Indians  were  to  be  told  by  the  commission  that 
if  they  desired  enfranchisement  they  would  be  dealt  with 
equitably  and  liberally.  In  tho  case  of  squatters  who  were 
not  half-breeds,  they  were  to  do  nothing,  but  to  take  the 
evidence  and  forward  it,  and  assure  the  people  that  their 
claims  would  receive  the  prompt  and  liberal  consideration 
of  the  Government,  through  the  land  board.  They  were 
told  to  grant  certificates  to  the  half-breed  heads 
of  families  and  their  children,  and  to  recognise  the  illegiti¬ 
mate  children.  Circulars  or  letters  were  to  be  addressed  to 
land  agents,  timber  agents,  Indian  agents  and  Mounted 
Police,  asking  them  to  aid  the  work  of  the  commission. 
What  a  change  !  What  a  ploasing  and  cheering  spectacle 
is  tho  action  of  tho  Government  at  this  stage  !  What  a  pity 
they  did  not  do  this  earlier  !  What  a  sad  commentary  on  tho 
condition  of  things  they  had  allowed  to  exist  lor  so  many 
years  !  It  is  true  they  show  great  diligence  now ;  but  alas 
it  is  too  late.  On  tho  30th  of  March  a  letter  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Egan,  the  manager  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
telling  him  that  posters  are  to  be  distributed,  at  the  earli¬ 
est  possible  moment,  over  the  whole  railway  system.  These 
were  posters  announcing  the  messengers  of  peace.  A  letter 
is  sent  to  the  secretary  of  the  land  board,  asking  him  to 
assist  in  every  way — to  put  his  whole  staff  at  the  disposal 
of  the  commission— and  to  supply  notices:  first,  to  the 
Lieutenant  Governor;  second,  to  tho  Mounted  Police  Commis¬ 
sioner;  third,  to  each  post  office;  fourth,  to  each  land  office  ; 
fifth,  to  each  Crown  timberoffice;  sixth,  to  each  Customs  office; 
soventh,  to  each  Inland  Revenue  office;  eighth,  to  each  reg¬ 
istry  office  ;  ninth  to  each  telegraph  office  in  Manitoba  and 
the  North-West  Territories  ;  also,  to  each  Roman  Catholic 
priest,  Protestant  minister  or  missionary,  and  to  each  Hud¬ 
son  Bay  post.  The  glad  news  was  to  be  disseminated  all 
over  tho  Territory,  that  now,  at  last,  the  commission  was 
coming.  Then  there  is  a  letter  to  the  Indian  Department, 
asking  them  to  give  the  commission  their  assistance.  The 
Minister  says,  in  the  letter : 

“  It  is  of  the  highest  public  importance  that  instructions  to  this  effect 
should  be  issued  immediately.” 

Then,  on  tho  30th  of  March,  a  letter  is  sent  to  Governor 
Dewdney,  advising  him  in  advance,  so  that  no  time  may  be 
lost  in  taking  the  steps  suggested.  On  tho  31st  of  March, 
Burgess  telegraphs  to  Burpee  at  tho  Land  Office  : 

Mr.  Blake, 


July  6, 


“  No  word  from  Roger  Goulet.  Endeavor  to  find  his  whereabouts,  and 
reply  quickly  as  possible.” 

On  the  31st  of  March,  Burgess  telegraphs  to  Jackson,  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  council  at  Qu’Appelle  : 

“  Half-breed  commission  will  be  at  Qu’Appelle  on  the  7th  and  8th 
April.” 

Why  this  haste  ?  Why  this  agitation  ? 

PROTESTANT  VOLUNTEERS  IN  THE  65th  BAT¬ 
TALION. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  desire  to  read  an  answer  to  a  telegram 
sent  to  Col.  Ouimet,  in  reference  to  a  private  in  his  corps, 
one  Conway.  He  says  : 

“  Conway,  the  private  referred  to,  enlisted  as  a  Catholic.-  He,  for  the 
first  time,  to  cause  mischief,  pretended,  on  the  occasion  in  question  to  be 
a  Protestant.  However,  he  wa3  punished,  not  for  having  refused  to 
attend  Catholic  services,  but  for  having  incited  his  comrades  to  mutiny, 
and  having  used  insulting  language  to  his  captain. 

“  J.  A.  Ouimet.” 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  .Recess. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  recess  I  was  discussing  the  subject 
of  the  recognition,  under  the  order  of  30th  March,  1885,  of  the 
rights  of  the  half-breeds  in  respect  to  the  extinguishment  of 
the  Indian  title,  and  I  have  shown  that  the  recognition  is 
inadequate  in  this  respect.  In  the  case,  say,  of  the 
half-breed  head  of  a  family,  he  would  be  entitled,  under 
the  arrangements  made  under  the  Manitoba  Act,  to  160 
acres,  or  scrip  for  160  acres,  in  respect  of  the  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  the  Indian  title,  but  ho  was  only,  under  the  order 
and  instructions,  to  bo  permitted  to  obtain  so  much  of  that 
scrip  as  should  be  in  excess  of  the  acreage  to  which  he 
would  be  entitled  to  by  occupation.  If  he  was  in  occupa¬ 
tion  of  160  acres  that  would  nullify  his  claim  altogether 
in  respect  to  the  Indian  title  ;  and  so  of  the  minor :  he  was 
entitled  to  scrip  for  240  acres,  but  if  he  were  in  occupation 
of  240  or  any  less  quantity  to  which  he  would  be  entitled 
as  a  settlor,  that  occupation  would,  pro  tanto,  under  these 
documents,  diminish  his  right  to  scrip  for  240  acres  in  re¬ 
spect  of  the  Indian  title.  Thus,  even  at  this  stage,  the 
Government  declined  to  recognise  tho  rights  of  the  half- 
breeds  ;  but  they  were  very  soon  obliged  to  recede  from  that 
illiberal  position,  for  no  sooner  had  the  chief  commissioner 
arrived  at  Manitoba  than  he  telegraphs,  on  the  4th  April,  to 
Mr.  Macpherson,  as  follows  : — 

“If  desired  by  half-breeds,  would  it  not  be  advisable  to  grant  scrip, 
say  one  sixty  or  two  forty  dollars,  permitting  them  to  acquire  title  to 
land  in  occupation  through  possession.  Otherwise,  Government  really 
gives  nothing  for  Indian  title.” 

He  followed  that  up  on  the  5th  April  by  the  following 
telegram  ;  — 

“  Commission  agree  in  recommending  that  power  be  granted  them  to 
deal  with  occupying  half-breed  in  manner  surmised  in  my  message  of 
yesterday  ;  also,  if  possible,  to  enable  commission  to  settle  claims  of 
supplementary  Manitoba  half-breeds,  by  allowing  them  same  terms  as 
North-West  half-breeds.” 

On  the  5th  of  April  ho  wrote  the  Minister  of  the  Interior ; 

“  We  arrived  here  early  this  morning  and  met  my  fellow  commissioners 
at  the  Dominion  lands  office  at  10  o’clock.  They  introduced  the  subject 
as  to  which  I  telegraphed  you  yesterday,  and  spoke  very  strongly  as  to 
its  being  one  which  was  likely  to  be  a  serious  stumbling  block  m  our 
dealings  with  the  half-breeds.  Lest  you  should  not  fully  have  under¬ 
stood  my  telegram,  I  will  shortly  state  the  point.  Suppose  we  find  that 
a  half-breed  has  been  upon  and  since  13th  July,  1877,  in  occupation  of  a 
parcel,  say  160  acres,  under  circumstances  which,  if  he  were  a  white 
settler,  would  entitle  him  to  a  grant  of  the  land  under  the  homestead 
clauses  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  under  the  authority  we  now  possess 
we  could,  if  he  were  the  head  of  a  family,  allow  him  nothing  more  than 
the  160  acres  ;  we  could  allow  him  nothing  for  his  claim  as  a  half-breed : 
and  inasmuch  as  the  Government  has  all  along  been  purporting  to  deal 
with  the  half-breeds  as  if  they  had  some  general  right  beyond  those  of 
ordinary  incoming  settlers,  my  fellow  commissioners  say  that  great 
dissatisfaction  and  disappointment  will  be  created  if  we  give  to  these 
occupying  half-breeds  only  that’which  an  ordinary  settler  can  claim,  and 
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nothing  for  the  extinguishment  of  his  Indian  title.  Mr.  Pierce  discussed 
the  matter  very  fully  with  us,  and  concurred  in  the  advisability  of  our 
obtaining,  if  possible,  the  power  to  enable  us  to  allow  the  half-breed  to 
claim  the  land  occupied  by  him  under  the  homestead  provisions,  and,  in 
addition,  to  give  him  his  scrip  for  $160  or  $240,  as  the  case  may  be,  for 
his  Indian  title.” 

Then  there  is  a  telegram  from  this  same  Mr.  Street,  chairman 
of  the  half-breed,  commission  : 

“  Important  conference  to-day  with  influential  half-breeds’  deputa¬ 
tion.  All  difficulty  removed,  excepting  two.  First,  all  children 
will  refuse  money  script,  demanding  certificate  for  two  forty  acres  land 
instead,  like  Manitoba.  Several  bishops  and  priests  support  this  de¬ 
mand.  Second,  half-breeds  having  homes  on  small  front  unacceptable 
to  buy  these  at  $1  per  acre,  and  free  grant  one  sixty  acres  from  nearest 
vacant  Government  land,  additional  to  allowance  to  extinguish  Indian 
title.  See  Jackson’s  letter,  3rd  September,  to  Langevin.  These  two  con¬ 
cessions  absolutely  necessary  if  commissions - ” 

(Remainder  of  telegram  undecipherable). 

On  6th  April,  1885,  the  Minister  of  Interior  telegraphed 
to  Mr.  Street : 

“  No  objection  to  your  suggestion  to  give  scrip  and  allow  occupants 
to  acquire  title  through  possession  when  desired  by  them.” 

So  that  it  was  not  until  the  6th  April  that  the  concession 
was  made  to  place  these  persons  in  exactly  the  samo  posi¬ 
tion  as  the  Manitoba  half-breeds  in  this  regard.  On  the 
same  date,  6th  April,  Mr.  Burgess,  Deputy  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  telegraphs  Mr.  Street : 

“  Manitoba  supplementary  claims  are  being  considered  and  disposed  of 
here  in  all  cases  where  evidence  has  been  fyled,  which  comprise  nearly 
all  that  class.  You  need  not  advertise  for  evidence,  but  if  any  offer,  you 
may  take  it  and  forward  here.” 

On  the  same  6th  of  April  the  Minister  telegraphs  once  again 
to  Mr.  Street : 

“Pray  remember  that  Government  determined,  in  January,  before 
there  was  any  disturbance,  to  appoint  commission,  and  that  half-breeds 
were  notified  thereof  on  4th  February.” 

He  is  very  anxious  to  show  that  he  did  it  a  very  long  time 
ago,  and  so  he  wants  Mr.  Street  to  remember ;  and,  in  his 
communications  to  the  people,  to  point  out  that  in  January 
there  was  a  determination  to  appoint  a  commission — but 
that  was  a  very  different  kind  of  thing — and  that  the  half- 
breeds  were  notified.  Of  such  notification,  however,  we 
have  received  no  proof.  There  was  no  disturbance,  the 
Minister  says.  Was  there  no  disturbance  from  June,  1881, 
when  Louis  Riel  came  to  the  country?  Was  there  no 
disturbance  at  an  earlier  period  ?  Were  there  not  meet¬ 
ings  ?  Were  there  not  petitions  ?  Were  not  the  petitions 
and  contributions  a  condition  of  discontent?  Wore  there  no 
remonstrances,  letters,  warnings,  as  to  the  condition  of  tho 
people.  But  the  Minister  says  there  was  no  disturbance 
before — there  was  none  in  January.  Then  on  the  10th,  tho 
11th  and  the  12th  of  April  there  were  telegrams  discussing 
and  settling  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the  water  frontages  at 
Qu’Appelle,  which  were  left  unsettled,  as  I  will  show,  until 
the  outbreak,  and  were  arranged  by  the  commission.  Subse¬ 
quently,  amended  forms  of  certificates,  in  accordance  with 
the  extended  authority  as  to  Indian  title,  were  sent  to  tho 
commissioners.  Hence,  the  forms  of  certificates  which  had 
been  originally  provided  would  have  been  inadequate  for 
the  settlement  which  the  Government,  at  the  instigation  of 
the  commissioners,  after  they  reached  Winnipeg,  agreed  to 
make ;  and  on  the  18th  of  April  the  following  Order  in 
Council  was  passed :  The  Committee,  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  advise  that  the  Order 
in  Council,  dated  30th  of  March  ultimo,  making  provision 
for  the  manner  in  which  claims  existing  in  connection  with 
the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  preferred  by  half- 
breeds  resident  in  the  North-West  Territories  outside  of  the 
limits  of  Manitoba,  previous  to  the  15th  day  of  July,  1870, 
be  amended,  by  providing  : 

“  1.  That  the  small  water  frontages,  of  which  half-breeds  are  at  present 
in  bond  fide  possession,  by  virtue  of  residence  and  cultivation,  be  sold 
to  them  at  $1  per  acre,  the  area  in  no  case  to  exceed  40  acres,  and  pay- 
meat  therefor  to  be  made  withia  two  years. 


“  2.  That  in  satisfaction  of  their  claims  as  actual  settlers  upon  these 
small  water  frontages,  which  are  proposed  to  be  sold  to  them,  they  be 
permitted  to  select  from  lands  open  for  homestead  and  pre-emption 
entry,  as  nearly  as  possible  in  the  vicinity  of  their  holdings,  one-quarter 
section  of  160  acres,  more  or  less,  the  patents  for  which,  however,  shall 
notissue  until  payment  has  been  made  in  full  for  the  lands  of  which  they 
are  now  in  occupation,  as  aforesaid. 

“  3.  That  in  the  case  of  children  of  half-breed,  heads  of  families  resid¬ 
ing  in  the  North-West  prior  to  the  16th  of  July,  1870,  and  born  before 
that  date,  instead  cf  an  issue  of  $240  in  script  they  be  granted  a  certifi¬ 
cate  entitling  them  to  select  240  acres  of  land  from  any  lands  open  for 
homestead  and  pre-emption  entry. 

Then  comes  the  Commissioners’  notice  : 

“  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  undersigned  have  been  appointed  by 
letters  patent,  dated  30th  of  March,  1885,  from  Her  Majesty  the  Queen, 
under  the  Great  Seal  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  commissioners,  with 
authority,  among  other  things,  to  make  a  remuneration  to  the  half- 
breeds,  who,  previous  to  the  15th  of  July,  1870,  were  resident  within  the 
ceded  portion  of  the  North-West  Territory  and  outside  the  limits  of  the 
original  Province  of  Manitoba;  and  to  investigate  their  claims,  as  such 
half-breeds,  existing  in  connection  with  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian 
title,  and  to  issue  certificates  to  such  half-breeds  as  shall  prove  before 
the  commission  their  claims  to  consideration  under  sub-section  e  of  sec¬ 
tion  81  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  1883. 

“  And  the  commissioners  will  attend  for  the  purpose  of  receiving, 
hearing  and  adjudicating  upon  such  claims  at  the  places  mentioned 
below.” 

And  the  places  mentioned  there,  according  to  the  itinerary 
furnished  from  the  office  of  the  Interior,  were : 

“At  Fort  Qu’Appelle,  April  8th,  9th,  to  April  14th,  both  days  inclusive  ; 
at  Touchwood  Hills,  April  16th  and  17th  ;  at  Regina,  April  23rd  to  April 
27th,  both  days  inclusive  ;  at  Maple  Creek,  April  29th  ;  at  Calgary,  May 
1st  to  the  6th,  both  days  included  ;  at  Fort  McLeod,  May  9th  to  May 
12th,  both  days  inclusive.  Dates  for  the  sitting  of  the  committee  at  St. 
Albert,  Edmonton,  Fort  Saskatchewan,  Victoria,  Fort  Pitt, Battletord, 
St.  Laurent,  St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Duck  Lake,  St.  Antoine  de  Padoue 
and  Prince  Albert,  will  shortly  be  fixed.  Dated  the  4th  April,  1885.” 

Thus  showing  you  the  wide  area  over  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  it  was  necessary  that  these  men  should 
sit,  in  order  to  adjudicate  upon  these  claims,  no  less  than  17 
different  points  being  mentioned,  of  which  5  are  in  the  focus 
of  the  disturbed  districts.  Now,  I  have  only  this  to  add  : 
that  the  course  tne  Government  pursued  in  March  and 
April,  in  reference  to  this  commission,  indicated  their  own 
sense  of  the  importance  of  the  removal  of  that  grievance. 
They  felt  it  was  important  to  proceed,  evon  in  the  middle  of 
the  outbreak,  not  to  Jose  an  hour,  to  give  every  publicity 
that  was  possible  throughout  the  North-West,  to  tho  fact 
that  justice  was  about  to  be  done,  and  they  felt  that  it  was 
important,  because  they  felt  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to 
secure  tho  quiet  and  the  inaction  of  tho  half-breeds  in 
other  parts  of  the  territory,  that  not  a  moment  should  bo 
lost  in  doing  that  tardy  justice.  I  havo  now  gone  over  tho 
situation,  with  reference  to  the  claims,  in  this  regard,  of  the 
half-breeds  of  tho  North-West  Territories,  and  I  think  I 
have  established  to  you  a  case  of  delay,  neglect  and 
mismanagement  beyond  explanation  and  beyond  excuse. 
I  now  turn  to  a  cognate  question,  the  question  of  tho 
unenumerated  half-breeds  of  the  old  Province  of  Manitoba. 
After  the  enumeration  which  took  place  in  the  early  days, 
and  the  allotment  of  the  1,400,000  acres  upon  the  basis  that 
those  enumerated  were  all  that  were  entitled,  it  was  found 
that  many  had  not  been  counted.  Of  those,  presumably,  tho 
bulk  were  absent  in  tho  North-West  Territories,  whore 
many  of  the  Manitoba  half-breeds  used  to  resort  during  tho 
period  of  the  Buffalo  hunt,  and  for  purposes  of  freighting. 
On  the  9th  April,  1875,  the  Dominion  lands  agent  at 
Winnipeg  was  authorised  to  take  evidence  in  the  cases  of 
those  unenumerated  half-breeds,  and  Mr.  Justice  Ryan  and 
Mr.  Machar  were  appointed  in  the  same  year,  1875,  also,  to 
make  an  enumeration.  They  did  some  work,  and  they 
reported,  in  1876,  that  their  work  was  incomplete.  Mr.  Ryan 
was  ordered,  by  Order  in  Council  of  the  14th  June,  1876,  to 
take  evidence,  if  offered,  within  two  years  from  that  time,  at 
any  point  in  the  Territories  in  which  he  might  be,  ho  being 
at  that  time  a  stipendiary  magistrate  in  the  Territories.  On 
the  19th  June,  1876,  this  letter  was  written  to  Mr,  Ryan 
on  the  subject ; 
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“  Sir, — I  am  directed  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  to  inform  you  that 
representations  having  been  lately  made  by  his  Grace  the  Archbishop 
of  St.  Boniface,  to  the  effect  that  it  would  greatly  facilitate  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  claims  to  half-breed  lands  scrip  in  Manitoba  if  authority  were 
issued  to  you  to  take  evidence  in  relation  thereto  of  claimants  who  had 
removed  from  the  Province  into  the  North-West  Territory  previous  to 
the  late  sittings  of  yourself  and  Mr.  Machar,  as  commissioners,  and  that 
you  were  willing  to  undertake  such  duty  ;  acting  upon  the  suggestion 
of  His  Grace,  being  desirous  of  removing,  as  far  as  possible,  any  further 
obstacles  to  the  final  settlement  of  these  claims,  the  Minister  has  been 
authorised,  by  an  Order  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  request  you  to  continue 
to  act  as  commissioner,  to  take  the  evidence,  in  the  usual  form,  of  such 
claimants  as  may  come  before  you  for  the  purpose,  at  Swan  River  or 
elsewhere,  where  your  duties  as  stipendiary  magistrate  may  call  you  in 
the  North-West  Territory ;  such  authority,  however,  not  to  extend 
beyond  two  years  from  the  date  of  the  Order,  that  is  to  say,  the  14th 
instant.  The  Minister  will  be  glad  to  know  whether  you  are  willing 
to  take  upon  yourself  such  additional  duty  as  the  Order  in  Council  may 
involve.” 

There  was  some  correspondence  with  Mr.  Eyan  and  some 
action  upon  that  in  1876  and  1877.  On  the  7th  May,  1877, 
Mr.  George  Newcombe  and  A.  Mills,  agents,  respectively,  of 
the  Government,  at  Emerson  and  Portage  la  Prairie,  were 
ordered  to  take  evidence  on  the  same  subject.  In  June, 
1878,  a  proposal  was  mado,  with  reference  to  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan  half-breeds,  to  extend  the  authority  of  Mr.  Eyan,  and 
on  the  28th  June,  1878,  and  the  Minister  announced  that 
ho  would  probably  appoint  Mr.  Duck,  Dominion  land 
agent  for  the  Saskatchewan,  to  make  that  investiga¬ 
tion.  Mr.  Duck  was  so  appointed,  and  on  the  24th 
February,  1879,  I  seo  the  Saskatchewan  Herald  alludes  to 
Mr.  Duck’s  recent  visit  to  Battleford,  and  announces  his 
mission  to  be  to  receive  applications  of  persons  claiming  to 
be  entitled  to  half-breed  and  old  settlers’  scrip.  I  have  no 
more  information  on  these  subjects  than  that  which  I  have 
stated.  Tho  reports  of  these  various  officers  have  not  been 
brought  down.  Some  kind  of  ticket  or  voucher  was  given 
by  them  to  those  who  examined  into  their  cases,  but  there 
was  no  recognition  of  their  right.  In  the  spring  of  1880  a 
petition  was  sent  in  to  the  .First  Ministor,  as  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  by  the  residents  of  Manitoba  village,  Lake  Mani¬ 
toba,  North-West  Territories,  humbly  representing  that: 

“  Whereas,  under  the  terms  of  the  Manitoba  Act,  scrip  was  to  be  issued 
to  the  half-breed  heads  of  families  and  allotment  of  lands  made  to  the 
children  of  the  same  resident  in  Manitoba  on  the  15th  July,  A.D.  1870, 
and  whereas,  subsequently,  many  of  their  families  removed  to  the 
iuterior,  aud  have  not  3ret  benefited  by  the  terms  of  the  said  Manitoba 
Act ;  and  whereas  it  appsai’3  that  the  allotments  of  land  made  in  Mani¬ 
toba  for  the  benefit  of  children  of  said  half-breed  heads  of  families  are 
likely  to  prove  insufficient  to  cover  all  the  claimants  under  the  said  Act : 
Novr,  therefore,  your  petitioners,  who  are  interested  in  these  matters,  do 
most  humbly  pray  that  you  will  place  us  on  an  equal  footing,  and  cause 
scrip  to  be  issued  to  us  at  an  early  date  in  satisfaction  of  our  just  and 
lawful  claims.” 

On  tho  10th  May,  1880,  that  petition  was  acknowledged, 
and  it  was  promised  to  bo  laid  before  the  Minister  for  his 
consideration.  There  was  a  similar  petition,  couched  in  the 
same  language,  from  the  Saskatchewan  region.  It  was 
signed  by  102  names,  and  was  in  like  form  to  that  which  I 
have  read.  It  was  forwarded  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
by  Mr.  Thos.  McKay,  of  Prince  Albert,  on  the  19th  May, 
1880,  and  on  tho  10th  July,  1880,  consideration  of  that 
petition  was  promised  on  the  Minister’s  return  to  Ottawa. 
On  the  6th  June,  1881,  Mr.  Lawrence  Clarke,  who  had  then 
become  a  member  of  the  North-West  Council,  petitioned  the 
North-West  Council,  then  sitting  at  Battleford,  as  follows : — 

“  That  there  are  residents  within  the  North-West  Territories  in  various 
settlements,  but  more  particularly,  so  far  as  the  personal  knowledge  of 
the  undersigned  extends,  about  Edmonton,  Carlton,  Duck  Lake,  St. 
Laurent,  Prince  Albert  and  Qu’Appelle,  a  number  of  half-breeds  who 
were  residents  in  what  is  now  the  Province  of  Manitoba  at  and  before  the 
16th  day  of  July,  1870,  but  who,  in  the  interval  between  tLis  date  and 
the  distribution  of  the  scrips  and  lands  specially  provided  in  the  terms 
of  transfer,  had  removed  from  their  residences,  ana  are  now  living  in  the 
North-West  Territories. 

“  That  the  undersigned,  from  such  information  as  he  has  been  able  to 
collect,  is  quite  convinced  the  total  number  of  the  above-described  class 
of  half-breeds  is  not  large,  and  that  proof  of  their  claims  has  long  since, 
in  the  majority  of  cases,  been  taken  by  Mr.  Ryan,  before  hi3  commission 
lapsed,  or  since  by  the  local  land  agents,  and  which  proof,  for  some  time 
back,  has  been  in  the  possession  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  at 
Ottawa. 
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“  That  these  half-breeds,  in  many  instances,  were  not  aware  of  the 
sitting  of  the  commissioners  in  Manitoba  being  limited  in  point  of  time, 
and,  in  nearly  every  instance,  even  had  they  been  aware  of  such  being 
the  case,  were  not  possessed  of  means  to  bear  the  expense  consequent 
upon  attendance  thereat. 

“  That  the  general  feeling  of  the  community  is  that  these  half-breeds, 
possessing  even  rights  with  those  who  have  already  received  scrips  or 
grants  of  land  in  Manitoba,  have  not  had  that  measure  of  justice  meted 
out  to  them  to  which,  by  the  terms  of  the  surrender,  they  were  entitled. 

“  The  undersigned  considers  the  subject  as  one  of  considerable  import¬ 
ance,  and  very  desirable  for  the  peace,  welfare  s.nd  good  government  of 
the  Territories,  that  it  should  be  taken  up  and  adjusted  by  the  Dominion 
Government  with  as  little  further  delay  as  possible. 

“  And,  therefore,  the  undersigned  respectfully  recommend  that,  with 
the  approval  of  council,  Your  Honor  may  see  fit  to  bring  the  subject  of 
dealing  expeditiously,  equitably  and  finally  with  the  claims  of  the  class 
of  half-breeds  above  mentioned  under  the  notice  of  His  Excellency  the 
Governor  General.” 

That  was  transmitted  by  tho  North-West  Council  on  the 
14th  June,  1881,  with  a  request  that  it  should  belaid  before 
His  Excellency,  and  be  by  him  placed  under  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  his  Ministers.  On  the  22nd  July,  1881,  this 
memorial,  with  the  other  papers  relating  to  the  half-breed 
claims,  was  laid  before  the  Acting  Minister  of  the  Interior 
by  the  Deputy  Minister  of  the  Interior,  with  this  memor¬ 
andum  : 

‘ 1  The  undersigned  submits  for  the  information  of  the  Acting  Minister 
the  file  herewith  on  the  subject  of  the  claims  preferred  by  the  half-breeds 
in  the  North-We3t  Territories  to  lands  or  scrip,  following  upon  the 
grants  in  this  behalf  made  by  Parliament  to  the  lialf-breeds  of  Manitoba. 

“  In  reference  to  the  class  of  half-breeds  who  moved  from  Manitoba  to 
the  North-West  Territories  without  having  received  land  or  scrip,  men¬ 
tioned  by  Mr.  Lawrence  Clarke,  the  undersigned  may  state  that  proof  as  to 
the  right  of  many  of  these  people  to  participate  in  land  or  scrip  have  been 
investigated,  but  the  return  did  not  come  in  time  to  enable  the  persons 
who  would  appear  to  be  entitled  to  participate  in  the  land  grant  of 
1,400,000  acres  before  the  said  grant  had  become  entirely  exhausted.  It 
remains  now  for  the  Government  to  say  whether  they  will  make  an 
additional  grant  to  meet  such  claims,  whether  they  will  issue  scrip  and 
meet  the  demand,,  or,  finally,  whether,  in  view  of  its  being,  to  a  consider¬ 
able  extent,  the  fault  of  the  parties  themselves  that  their  claims  were  not 
made  in  time,  they  should  be  refused  altogether.” 

You  will  observe  from  that  statement  of  the  Deputy  Min¬ 
ister  of  the  Department,  that  at  that  time  it  was  entirely 
undetermined  by  the  Government  whether  they  would  recog¬ 
nise, and  if  so,  in  what  shape  and  to  what  extent,  these  claims. 
He  submitted  the  question  once  again  on  tho  22nd  of  July, 
1881,  when  those  urgent  remonstrances  were  presented 
through  the  North-West  Council  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Minister.  From  information  I  have  received,  I  believe  that 
the  member  for  ProveDcher  (Mr.  Eoyal),  and,  amongst 
others,  Mr.  Bannatyne  and  Mr.  Schultz,  formerly  a  member 
of  this  House  and  now  a  member  of  tho  Senate,  and  others, 
intervened,  from  time  to  time,  to  press  this  subject  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  Government ;  that  there  was  a  consider¬ 
able  pressure  upon  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  which 
pressure,  however,  with  a  capacity  for  the  resistance  of 
pressure  which  is  unsurpassed,  that  Department  sustained 
immovably.  There  were  several  orders  for  papers,  but  save  in 
one  case  none  of  those  orders  were  complied  with.  On  the 
29th  March,  1882,  in  answer  to  a  motion  made  by  Mr. 
Schultz,  then  member  for  Lisgar,  all  the  claims  of  the  half- 
breeds  who  were  temporarily  absent  were  brought  down. 
There  were  429  names  of  cases  which,  up  to  that  time,  had 
been  investigated,  and  that  return  was  laid  on  the 
Table.  The  pressure  increased.  Many  of  these  claims 
were  sold ;  more  of  them  were  pledged.  Discontent  had 
arisen ;  many  of  the  claimants  had  removed  into  the 
Territories  at  various  points,  and  another  germ  of  trouble 
was  created  wherever  a  few  of  these  men  were  together. 
They  wero  to  be  found  in  Qu’Appelie,  in  the  St.  Laurent 
settlement,  and  at  various  other  points  in  the  North-West 
Territories,  and  every  one  of  them  was  a  man  with  a  griev¬ 
ance  in  this  respect.  In  1883  the  pressure  was  renewed, 
but  fruitlessly.  In  1884  tho  pressure  was  renewed ; 
and  on  tho  9th  May,  1884,  the  Deputy  Minister  of  the 
Interior  mado  a  report,  recommending  the  settlement  of 
those  claims,  and  going  into  tho  whole  case,  and  that  was 
submitted  to  tho  Minister ;  but  that  report  has  not  been 
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brought  down.  The  Minister  did  notact  upon  that  report. 
Nothing  was  done  upon  it  at  all ;  and  even  late  in  the  year 
1885  no  decision  was  arrived  at,  and  the  outbreak  of  the 
trouble  began.  In  March,  1885,  the  Deputy  Minister  made 
a  second  report,  further  pressing  a  settlement  of  those 
claims.  At  last,  spurred  by  the  rebellion — for  noth¬ 
ing  less  than  a  rebellion  seems  adequate  to  stir  up 
this  Government — the  Minister  reported  and  recom¬ 
mended  a  settlement  on  the  9  th  of  April,  1885. 
It  was  not  until  then  that  settlements  wore  proposed  by 
the  Minister,  although  it  was  pressed  in  the  years  1879, 
1880  and  1881;  although  the  papers  had  been  specially  laid 
before  him  in  tho  year  1881;  although  the  pressure  was 
renewed  in  1882,  1883  and  1884;  although  his  own  Deputy 
had  brought  the  question  under  his  consideration  on  the  9th 
May,  1884,  with  a  report  recommending  immediate  action  ; 
although  it  was  well  known  that  large  numbers  of  those 
half-breeds  were  all  through  the  Territories  and  in  tho  dis¬ 
turbed  quarters ;  although  all  the  disturbance  and  agitation 
were  known,  nothing  moved  him,  nothing  stirred  him, 
nothing  could  resist  the  great  inertia  that  possessed  him 
but  tho  rebellion.  But  in  April  he  moved — too  late,  of 
course,  to  save  the  trouble.  Many  had  been  disaffected  by 
this  neglect.  That  settlement  is  now  going  on,  and  439 — 

I  suppose  the  439  whose  names  were  laid  on  the  Table  on 
the  29th  March,  1882 — half-breeds,  whose  case3  had  been 
investigated,  are  now  having  their  cases  settled;  and  in  all 
about  500  have  been  and  are  to  be  settled  in  that  regard. 

I  say  this  brief  statement  I  have  made  of  the  claims  of  the 
unenumerated  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  proves  with  equal 
force  and  cogency  tho  neglect,  delay  and  mismanagement 
which  I  have  charged  against  tho  Government  in  thatrogard. 
Now,  Sir,  having  dealt  with  these  two  classes  of  questions,  I 
will  touch  but  very  briefly  upon  some  other  incidents.  As  I 
have  said,  it  does  not  do  to  consider  this  matter  without 
looking  at  all  its  bearings,  and  the  question  of  representa¬ 
tion,  local  and  federal,  was  a  question  strongly  pressed 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Government  and  formed  a  diffi¬ 
culty  in  the  Territories.  But  I  shall  not  take  time  to  deal 
with  the  details  of  that.  So,  also,  with  reference  to  the 
regulations  affecting  firewood,  fencing  and  house  timber. 
The  regulations  in  the  summer  of  1879,  caused  protests  and 
indignation  in  that  year.  There  was  an  absurd  arrange¬ 
ment,  under  which,  I  believe,  a  man  had  to  get  a  permit  if 
he  wanted  to  light  a  camp  fire  on  his  way  through  the 
prairie,  the  practical  effect  of  which  was  that  he  was  exposed 
to  prosecution  if  he  did  not ;  and  other  equally  absurd 
regulations  were  made.  In  February,  1880,  a  petition  was 
sent  from  Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  on  that  subject,  and 
some  of  the  regulations  were  cancelled.  There  were 
frequent  other  protests  early.  There  was  a  protest  in 
November,  1884,  from  Moosomin,  and  in  September,  1884, 
from  Prince  Albert.  In  May-,  1884,  there  is  a  strong  article 
in  Le  Manitoba  pointing  out  the  grievances  of  these  regula¬ 
tions,  as  they  applied  to  the  wood  on  the  reserves  for  ordi¬ 
nary  use  in  the  old  Province  as  well  as  in  the  new  Terri¬ 
tories.  Then  there  was  a  question  with  reference  to  the 
mail  service,  which  was  very  inadequate,  and  the  impi’ove- 
mont  of  the  Biver  Saskatchewan,  for  which  we  granted 
votes  repeatedly,  but  which  votes  were  never  used.  Then 
came  the  white  settlers’  grievances,  in  the  Prince  Albert 
settlement,  as  to  their  lands,  which,  as  I  have  said,  were  in  a 
large  measure  common  to  the  half-breeds.  I  shall  not  go  into 
them  in  detail.  The  papers  on  the  Table  prove  abundantly 
the  neglect,  the  bungling,  the  delay  of  the  Government. 
The  statement  of  those  troubles  includes,  amongst  other 
things,  tho  fact  that  the  land  office  was  not  opened  until 
after  two  years  after  the  agent  was  appointed  ;  that  the  old 
settlers’  claims  were  not  satisfied,  and  patents  were  not  given ; 
that  an  enormous  inconvenience  was  caused  by  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  the  unsurveyed  Territories,  an  inconvenience  far 
greater  than  existed  in  the  survoyed  Territories,  because  it 
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was  impossible  for  the  pioneer  settler  on  unsurvoyed  land 
to  know  whether  it  was  an  odd  or  even  lot  that  he  was  settl¬ 
ing  upon,  and  therefore  he  was  left  without  security  for  his 
holding.  By  the  application  of  tho  orders  and  regulations 
which,  from  time  to  time,  were  issued,  to  the  cases  of  settle¬ 
ment,  which  had  begun  under  other  orders  and  regulations, 
a  gross  injustice  was  attempted  to  be  done,  and  in  respect  to 
this  much  agitation  ensued,  until  tho  wholesome  principle 
was  laid  down  in  the  year  1884,  that  each  man’s  case  should 
be  treated  as  under  the  custom,  law  and  regulation  in  forco 
at  the  time  when  he  made  his  settlement.  There  were  delays 
in  communicating  tho  orders  of  tho  Department  and  conse¬ 
quent  serious  hardships,  and  very  serious  trouble  arose  to 
the  settlers  with  regard  to  settlement  duties  performed  in 
unsurveyed  townships  before  entry,  in  which  there  was  a 
typical  case,  affecting  nearly  300  of  other  cases,  in  the 
instance  of  the  man  Miller,  to  which  I  shall  refer 
briefly.  There  were  delays  in  the  surveys,  and  delays 
in  settling  a  principle  of  action  with  regard  to 
the  settlers.  Now,  there  was  a  special  report  by  Mr. 
Russell,  the  Surveyor  General,  in  1877,  and  thoro  were 
special  reports  in  i879  by  Mr.  Duck,  who  was  appointed 
agent  in  August,  1878.  No  office,  however,  was  opened. 
In  1880,  102  inhabitants  of  Prince  Albert  and  Edmonton 
asked  for  patents  to  tho  old  settlors.  Mr.  Duck  was 

appointed  to  take  evidence  in  1881.  He  took  the 
evidence;  and  in  March,  1882,  he  reported.  No  action 
was  taken  on  that  report  till  1884,  and  much  agitation 
occurred  meanwhile.  There  were  not  many  of  tho  old 
settlers,  but  they  had  settled  on  some  of  tho  choicest  spots, 
which  had  afterwards  become  towns  and  village  sites,  and 
very  numerous  homesteads  and  titles  were  dependent  on  the 
question  whether  the  titles  of  the  old  settlers  would  be 
recognised.  In  1880,  although  the  Government  did  not 
think  fit  to  open  an  office,  they  appointed  a  registrar.  In 
1881  the  report  of  tho  Minister  of  the  Interior  admits 
inconvenience,  delay  and  reasonable  complaints  of  the 
settlers,. and  says  they  have  been  enabled  to  provide  a 
remedy  by  the  appointment  of  the  land  board.  In  1881 
there  is  a  memorial  from  the  North-West  Council ;  in  June, 
a  protest  from  Mr.  Clarke  and  Rev.  Father  Andie,  on  tho 
subject  of  opening  the  office,  and  at  length,  in  August  1881, 
the  office  was  ordered  to  be  opened  by  the  agent  who  had 
been  two  years  on  the  spot  without  the  office  being  opened. 
Difficulties  at  once  arose  as  to  the  application  of  the  various 
orders  and  regulations,  which,  from  time  to  time,  had  been 
passed  since  settlors  came  in;  and  in  Octobor,  1881,  a 
public  meeting  was  held,  declaring  very  emphatically 
the  views  of  the  settlers  upon  various  points,  and  the 
resolutions  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Clarke, 
as  I  have  already  stated.  I  have  given  you  tho  reso¬ 
lution  relating  to  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian 
title,  and  the  other  had  regard  to  the  claims  of  tho 
settlers  to  their  lands.  From  November,  1881,  to  April, 

1882,  there  was  correspondence  with  Mr.  Clarke.  In  Janu¬ 
ary,  1882,  instructions  were  issued  at  Ottawa  as  to  laud 
entries,  but  those  instructions  were  not  sent  to  the  Prince 
Albert  agent  till  the  summer  of  1882  ;  and  inasmuch  as 
they  altered  the  condition  of  things,  and  established  a  new 
state  of  things,  they  inflicted  great  hardship  and  difficulty, 
as  Mr.  Pearce  reportod.  On  27th  March,  1882,  Lieutenant 
Governor  Dewdney  pressed  for  early  action,  and  pointed  out 
that  delays  were  complicating  settlement,  and  enclosed  a  let¬ 
ter  from  Mr.  Macdowall,  at  Prince  Albert,  in  that  sense.  In 
the  Session  of  1882  and  1883  came  a  petition  to  this 
House,  signed  by  394  settlers,  and  in  the  Session  1883  came 
the  debate  upon  my  motion  with  respect  to  that  petition,  to 
which  I  will  refer  presently.  In  April,  1883,  thore  was  the 
report  of  Mr.  Russell,  recommending  a  plan  of  settlement. 
In  July,  1883,  it  was  proposed  that  Mr.  Russell  should  go 
there  ;  ho  had  been  ill  since  February  previous.  In  October, 

1883,  tho  North-West  Council  memorialised  tho  Government 
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to  expedite  the  settlement  of  the  claims  at  Prince  Albert. 
In  October,  1883,  there  was  a  meeting  at  Prince  Albert,  at 
which  strong  resolutions  were  passed,  In  that  month  the 
Minister  himself  reports  : 

“  Settlement  of  this  question  without  further  delay  is  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  settlers,  and  I  propose  the  land  board  and  Mr.  Pearce 
shall  act.” 

In  the  winter  of  1883-84  there  was  agitation,  meetings  and 
articles  in  the  press.  On  15th  January,  1881,  Mr.  Pearce 
commenced  an  investigation  at  Prince  Albert,  and  in  the 
course  of  between  six  and  seven  weeks  he  accomplished  the 
whole  enquiry  into  all  these  cases  at  Prince  Albert — I  speak 
not  of  St.  Laurent — which  had  been  the  subject  of  agitation, 
difficulty  and  that  hope  deferred  which  maketh  tho  heart 
sick,  and  the  want  of  which  enquiry  had  produced  so  much 
discontent  and  trouble.  In  March,  1884,  having  gone  down 
to  Winnipeg,  he  sent  his  report  to  the  Minister.  In  April, 
1884,  the  Minister  approved  that  report,  and  directed  the 
settlement  to  proceed.  I  am  not  now  entering  at  all  into  the 
principle  of  the  settlement;  I  have  been  dealing  solely 
with  the  mode  in  which  tho  business  was  conducted..  I 
have  brought  you  down  to  the  point  at  which  Mr.  Pearce, 
in  six  weeks,  dealt  with  all  those  cases,  comprising  more 
than  1,000  affidavits  and  many  hundreds  of  claims;  and  the 
Minister  approved  the  report,  and  ordered  the  settlement  to 
proceed.  Unhappily,  most  unhappily,  St.  Laurent  was  not 
embraced  in  the  report,  at  that  time,  and  the  cause  of  that 
I  shall  have  to  point  out  later.  I  now  advert,  for  an 
instant,  to  a  particular  type  of  claim,  to  tho  Miller  type, 
not  in  the  interest  of  one  individual  settler,  but  because  it 
appears  from  the  official  reports  to  bo  typical  of  about  300 
cases.  The  old  settlers,  before  tho  survey,  were,  by  law, 
entitled  to  enter  and  have  the  benefit  of  residence  upon  land 
as  part  of  their  homesteading  period.  But  in  1879 
the  Depai’tment,  unfortunately,  alleged  that  this  was 
against  the  law  ;  they  directed  it  should  not  be  done. 
The  result  was,  that  the  settlors  did  not  enter  within 
the  three  months  provided  after  townships  were  open  for 
settlement.  Had  they  not  been,  in  effect,  deceived  by  this 
notice,  they  would  have  entered  and  got  the  benefit  of  their 
past  residence.  But  they  were  only  given  three  months, 
and  being  deceived  by  the  notice  from  the  Department, 
only  five  entries  were  made  in  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent, 
instead  of  nearly  300.  Correspondence  ensued.  Questions  pass¬ 
ed  from  Prince  Albert  to  the  Department,  and  back  again, and 
it  actually  seemed  utterly  impossible  to  make  the  Department 
comprehend  the  difficulty.  I  wish  I  had  time  to  read  the 
letters  ;  I  hope  they  will  bo  read  before  this  debate  closes, 
for  they  show  how  utterly  impossible  it  was  to  get  the 
Department  to  understand  the  difficulty  and  apply  a  proper 
remedy.  It  was  not  until  four  years  afterwards — fi'om 
1879  up  to  1883 — that  it  was  found  possible  to  get  the 
Department  to  understand  the  matter  and  apply  a  remedy. 
In  fact,  it  was  not  until  another  visit  hal  been  made  by  Mr. 
Pearce,  in  1884,  that  a  settlement  was  arrived  at,  or  no  less 
than  five  years  since  the  difficulty  arose.  You  can  per¬ 
haps,  hardly  understand  tho  trouble  caused  by  this  bungl¬ 
ing.  Amongst  the  grievances  complained  of  by  both  whites 
and  half-breeds  was  the  large  reserves.  The  country  was 
unsurveyed,  and  you  could  not,  therefore,  tell  tho  odd  or 
even  sections.  But  in  1879  the  odd  sections  were  reserved 
for  railway  purposes ;  and  if  a  man  took  up  a  section,  he 
did  not  know  at  what  price  or  on  what  terms  he  would  be 
able  to  obtain  it  it  it  should  prove  an  odd  section.  The  same 
trouble  arose  in  regard  to  Hudson  Bay  sections  and  school 
sections.  Then  there  came  the  enormous  Canadian  Pacific 
^Railway  reserve.  The  company  obtained  a  reserve  of  the 
odd  sections  in  a  tract  of  nearly  40,000,000  acres.  Then 
there  were  the  colonisation  companies’  tracts  near  the  settle¬ 
ments  and  partly  settled.  Then  the  pretence  was  made  that 
settlers  on  even  sections  must  deal  with  tho  companies  ; 
and  that  colonisation  companies  had  §ome  rights  in  respect 
Mr.  Blakj: 
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to  those  sections,  as  to  which  the  Government  alleged,  and 
the  terms  of  their  agreement  showed,  that  they  had  no 
special  right,  and  this  pretence  known  to  the  Government 
to  be  set  up  by  the  colonisation  companies,  this  effort  repre¬ 
sented  to  the  Government  that  the  colonisation  companies 
were  persuading  the  people  that  they  must  deal  with  them, 
was  fostered  and  promoted  by  the  Government,  by  the  sys¬ 
tem  complained  of  by  the  North-West  Council  and  others,  of 
appointing,  for  that  particular  purpose,  whomsoever  might 
be  tho  agent  of  the  colonisation  company  to  be  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agent.; Well,  he  was  not  paid  as  a  Government  agent  ; 
he  was  the  colonisation  company’s  agent,  but  he  was 
given  double  power,  power  as  Government  agent  too, 
which,  of  course,  helped  tho  colonisation  companies  in  this 
mode  of  treating  settlers.  Now,  there  were  many 
remonstrances  upon  this  subject.  Many  of  the  earlier 
remonstrances  to  which  I  have  already  alluded  touched 
upon  this  question  also,  but  I  shall  refer  only  to  some  of 
the  later  ones.  In  the  Saskatchewan  Herald  of  3rd  of  July, 
1881,  there  was  an  editorial  upon  these  regulations  : 

“  One  omission  in  the  regulations  that  seriously  affects  the  pioneer  is 
that  no  provision  is  made  for  those  who  have  taken  up  land  in 
advance  of  the  survey,  except  in  the  case  of  parties  who  may  settle  on 
railway  lands  to  the  north  of  the  line,  who  will  be  allowed  to  purchase  a 
quantity  not  exceeding  320  acres,  at  $1.25  an  acre.  It  is  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  to  the  pioneers  are  due  the  credit  of  proving  to  the  world  bow 
admirably  adapted  our  inland  plains  are  for  settlement.  By  their  enter¬ 
prise  the  clouds  of  darkness  that  have  for  many  years  wrapt  their  capa¬ 
bilities  in  gloom  have  been  dispelled;  and  surely  they  are  entitled  to 
some  consideration.  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  in  his  report,  as  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  admits  1  that  squatters  are  not,  as  a  rule,  speculators,  but 
in  the  majority  of  instances  prove  industrious  an  I  valuable  cultivators  of 
the  soil,  and  as  such  are  entitled  to  receive  protection.’  It  is  gratifying 
to  hear  this  admission  from  Sir  John,  and  he  would  have  won  him¬ 
self  the  goodwill  of  every  one  of  the  squatters,  and  given  a  great  impe¬ 
tus  to  them  as  cultivators  of  the  soil,  if  he  had  given  effect  to  his  views, 
by  providing  a  protection  to  which  he  admits  they  are  entitled.  It  is 
impossible  to  survey  this  vast  country  all  at  once,  and  it  is  also  impos¬ 
sible  to  confine  settlement  within  prescribed  limits.  One  of  the  causes 
that,  in  some  cases,  operate  against  making  extensive  permanent  impro¬ 
vements,  is  the  fear  that  the  settler  entertains  ;  that  he  finds  himself  on  a 
lot  reserved  for  some  special  purpose,  such  for  instance  as  on  a  school 
or  Hudson  Bay  lot.  The  great  object  to  be  attained  is  the  settlement  of 
the  country,  which  can  best  be  secured  by  the  encouragement  of  those 
who  lead  the  van  in  the  forward  march  of  civilisation,  and  this  can 
most  effectually  be  done  by  the  introduction  into  the  regulations  of  a 
c'ause  providing  that  where  a  settler  finds  himself  on  one  or  the  other 
of  these  lots,  he  should  be  allowed  to  keep  it,  giving  to  the  school  fund 
or  the  company  an  equivalent  in  laud  elsewhere.  This  would  meet  the 
case,  and  cause  no  embarrassment  to  the  Department.  The  opinion  of 
Sir  John  on  the  value  of  the  squatter  justified  the  change  asked  for, 
and  its  introduction  would  give  light  and  force  to  the  policy  that  allows 
the  expenditure  of  large  sums  of  money  for  the  introduction  of  immi¬ 
grants  from  beyond  the  sea.” 

The  petition  of  the  settlers  of  Prince  Albert  and  vicinity, 
of  1882  and  1883,  has  tho  following  clause  : — 

“  And  whereas,  prior  to  the  9th  of  October,  1879,  all  lands  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  whether  odd  or  even-numbered,  were  opened 
for  purchase  or  homestead,  and  many  of  your  petitioners  took  up  even- 
numbered  sections,  cultivated  and  improved  the  same,  with  the  intention 
of  purchasing  them  at  the  then  Government  price,  but  in  consequence 
of  an  Order  in  Council  at  the  date  last  aforesaid,  are  prohibited  from 
purchasing  the  same.” 

It  also  says : 

“Some  of  your  petitioners,  prior  to  survey,  took  up  claims  which 
they  cultivated  and  improved,  and  which,  after  survey,  were  found  to  be 
on  sections  reserved  by  the  Government  or  the  Hudson  Bay  Company, 
and  are  now  threatened  with  ejectment  by  the  company,  unless 
they  [deliver  up  possession  thereof.  Your  petitioners  consider 
that  a  great  injustice  would  be  done  these  settlers  if  turned  off  their 
claims  without  compensation.” 

There  is  also  a  clause  as  to  the  colonisation  companies. 
When  I  brought  this  subject  up  in  the  House,  in  1883,  on 
the  7  th  of  March,  I  said : 

“It  is  also  suggested  that  colonisation  companies  surround  the 
district,  and  the  agents  of  these  companies  have  taken  care  to  forbid  all 
immigrants  from  going  on  their  lands ;  and  the  result  has  been  that 
many  intending  settlers  have  departed  and  gone  across  the  line.” 

The  hon.  gentleman,  in  answer  to  that  statement,  said  : 

“  We  cannot  help  it  if  people  act  under  the  impression  that  colonisa¬ 
tion  companies  can  keep  them  off  their  tracts.  Land  jobbers  and  laud 
speculators  may  tell  the  people  :  These  lands  belong  to  us  ;  and  some 
persons  are  frightened  enough  to  buy  off  their  claim,  whether  it  is  good 


3099 


1885.  COMMONS  DEBATES. 


or  not.  We  cannot  help  that.  All  I  can  say  with  reference  to  these 
colonisation  companies  is  that  there  is  not  anything  to  prevent  any 
settler  going  in  and  settling  on  an  even-numbered  lot,  under  the  general 
regulations,  making  his  entry  and  getting  his  patent  at  the  end  of  three 
years.” 

But,  as  I  have  already  stated,  the  attitude  of  the  colonisation 
companies  was  notorious,  and  that  attitude  was  encouraged 
and  rendered  effectual  by  the  appointment  of  their  agents  as 
the  Government  agents  for  the  tract.  On  the  9th  of  October, 
1883,  a  memorial  was  forwarded  to  the  Governor  General 
by  the  North-West  Council,  containing  this  clause  : 

“The  reservations  held  by  the  Government  at  Regina  and  Moose  Jaw, 
and  the  reserve  known  as  the  Mile  Belt  reserve,  are  detrimental  to 
growth  and  prosperity  ;  large  blocks  of  land  being  held  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  settlers  being  debarred  from  locating  upon  them,  paralyse  the 
expansive  force  of  this  young  country,  and  by  bounding  tlio  railway 
tract,  comparatively  uninhabited,  give  the  traveller  a  false  idea  of  the 
North-West,  and  an  inadequate  and  sometimes  a  misleading  impression 
of  the  character  of  the  soil.  Your  memorialists  are  aware,  too,  that  many 
bona  fide  settler,  have  located  on  lands  included  on  these  reserves,  inno¬ 
cent  of  any  order  to  the  contrary,  and  have,  in  many  cases,  been  driven 
from  their  claims,  and  in  others  have  been  prevented  from  obtaining 
those  advantages  which  the  inducement  held  outby  .the  Government  led 
them  to  expect.  Your  memorialists,  therefore,  pray  that  immediate 
action  be  taken  to  remove  these  barriers  to  the  development  of  the 
country.” 

And  they  also  make  this  declaration : 

“That  the  system  of  granting  immense  tracts  of  the  choicest  lands 
of  the  Territories  to  colonisation  companies  is  inimical  to  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  country.  Your  memorialists,  therefore,  pray  that  no 
more  such  grants  be  made  ;  that  the  companies  now  holding  the  same 
be  compelled  to  fulfil  the  conditions  imposed  on  them  in  letter  and  in 
spirit ;  and  that  the  agents  of  the  companies  be  not  allowed  to  act  as  the 
agents  of  the  Government  in  any  respect ;  that  granting  lands  already 
thickly  settled,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan 
Land  Company,  is  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the  Land  Act  ;  that  the 
company  profits  to  an  undue  extent  by  the  energy  and  forethought  of 
the  pioneers  of  the  country,  who  are  prevented  from  reaping  the  ad¬ 
vantages  of  their  own  labors,  in  that  the  odd-numbered  sections  are 
locked  up  for  speculative  purposes,  which  would  otherwise  be  open  for 
settlement,  or  held  for  sale  by  the  Government  on  reasonable  terms. 
Your  memorialists,  therefore,  pray  that  Your  Excellency’s  Government 
will  enquire  into  the  matter  and  redress  the  above  grievances.” 

Xhe  other  day  the  First  Minister  gave,  with  reference  to 
the  Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Company,  a  statement  as 
to  the  settlers.  The  surveys  of  that  company’s  tract 
were  approved  on  the  25th  of  June,  1883,  as  to  the  bulk, 
on  the  12th  of  February,  1883,  and  the  2nd  of  April,  1883, 
as  to  the  remainder,  and  the  surveyor  who  went  on  it  and 
surveyed  it  reported  44  settlers  on  that  tract,  so  that  there 
were  that  many  before  it  was  surveyed.  The  Inspector  of 
Colonisation  Companies  reported  49  settlers  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  settlement  by  the  company.  This 
is  an  instance  of  mistaken  action.  At  the  October 
meeting,  in  1883,  at  Prince  Albert,  a  resolution  was 
passed,  endorsing  the  memorial  of  the  North-West  colony, 
asking  the  annulment  of  grants  of  land  made  to  colonisation 
companies  of  lands  previously  settled  on.  On  the  29th  of 
February,  1884,  a  public  meeting  was  held  at  Colleaton’a 
school  house,  Prince  Albert,  Mr.  Macdowall,  the  representa¬ 


tive  of  the  district  in  the  council,  being  present  to  explain 
his  course,  and  the  second  resolution  passed  was  this : 

“  That  we  view  with  alarm  the  action  of  the  Government  in  reserving 
large  tracts  of  land  in  this  locality  for  the  use  of  colonisation  companies, 
town  sites  or  other  purposes,  and  desire  that  as  soon  as  possible  all 
lands  in  the  North-West  Territories  shall  be  held  for  homesteads  to 
actual  settlers  only.” 

Then  there  was  a  meeting  held  at  Moosomin,  in  December, 
1874,  at  which  the  following  resolution  was  passed  : — 

“  The  principle  of  allowing  individuals  or  corporations  to  control  large 
tracts  of  land  being  prejudicial,  advantage  of  any  failure  on  the  part  of 
colonisation  companies  already  organised  to  faithfully  fulfil  conditions, 
should  be  seized  to  cancsl  their  claims.” 

Now,  Sir,  so  much  with  reference  to  the  general  and  the 
particular  case  of  the  Edmonton  company.  But  I  wish  to 
give  you  two  special  instances,  some  facts  which  are  within 
my  roach.  Take  tho  case  of  the  Qu’Appelle  half-broods,  as 
to  whom  there  are  numerous  papers  brought  down.  On  the 
5th  of  May,  1873,  there  was  an  address  presented  by  the 


half-breeds  of  Qu’Appelle  to  Lieutenant  Governor  Morris> 
asking  for  protection  in  respect  of  their  holdings.  In  1874. 
when  the  Indian  treaty  was  made,  Mr.  Laird,  the  Minister  of 
Interior,  and  Mr.  Morris,  were  at  Qu’Appolle,  and  the  half- 
breeds  sent  in  a  petition  to  Lieutenant  Governor  Morris,  for 
the  recognition  of  their  holdings  along  the  rivers.  Lieutenant 
Governor  Morris,  under  authority,  assured  them  that  their 
holdings  would  be  respected,  and  enclosed  the  papers  to 
Ottawa.  In  October,  1874,  Father  Decorby,  of  Qu’Appelle, 
wrote  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  to  tho  same  effect,  as  to 
holdings  on  streams.  At  this  time  no  Indian  reserves  were 
set  apart,  and  no  surveys  had  been  made.  In  the  summer  of 
1881  a  petition  was  sent  to  the  Governor  General  from  112 
of  the  Qu’Appelle  half-breeds,  which  states  : 

“  That  when  Her  Majesty’s  commissioners  came  here,  in  the  autumn 
of  1874,  to  treat  with  the  Indians  of  this  region,  they,  on  behalf  of  Her 
.Majesty,  gave  a  promise  to  your  petitioners  that  their  rights  would  be 
recognised  and  respected.  Your  petitioners,  therefore,  pray  that  the 
Government  will  be  pleased  to  cause  a  survey  to  be  made  of  their  pre¬ 
sent  holdings,  similar  to  the  old  settlers’  claims  on  the  Red  and  Assini- 
boine  Rivers,  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  allotting  to  each  actual 
settler  a  certain  number  of  acres,  fronting  on  the  lakes  or  rivers  as 
the  case  may  happen,  throughout  the  settlement,  and  running  two  miles 
back  north  or  south  as  the  case  may  be,  with  a  privilege  of  two  miles 
additional  for  hay  and  wood  purposes.” 

That  was  acknowledged  and  promised  to  be  considered  on 
the  20th  September,  1881,  but  no  action  was  taken  on  it. 
On  tho  29th  August,  1882,  Governor  Dewdney  telegraphed 
to  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  from  Qu’Appello  as  follows:  — 

“  Half-breed  holding  old  claims  in  valley  waited  on  me  to-day  and 
complained  that  Osier  Land  Company  are  Warning  them  off,  and  claim¬ 
ing  their  lands.  Would  recommend  that  this  company  be  notified  not 
to  interfere  with  them.  Have  written.” 

On  that  day  a  petition  had  been  presented  to  Lieutenant- 
Govornor  Dewdney  from  these  half-breeds,  in  these  terms  : 

“  That  as  far  back  as  the  year  1860  and  up  to  1879  we  settled  or  squat¬ 
ted  on  land  situate  on  the  banks  of  the  Qu’Appelle  River,  erected  com¬ 
fortable  dwellings  and  out  buildings  thereon,  ploughed  and  cultivated 
the  soil,  and  by  continued  residence  have  complied  with  ail  the  Govern¬ 
ment  conditions. 

“  2.  That  we  have  erected  a  church  and  school  in  a  central  position, 
built  and  opened  up  roads  and  bridges,  and  made  numerous  improve¬ 
ments,  which  are  to-day  of  great  value  to  the  new  settlers, 

“  3.  That  the  surveys  lately  made  have  discovered  some  of  us  to  be  on 
railway  land  now  owned  by  the  Ontario  and  Qu’Appelle  LandCo., 
whose  agent  has  informed  us  that  we  must  either  buy  the  lands  from 
them  or  move  off.  In  fact,  we  are  informed  that  they  have  sold  some  of 
the  land  at  present  occupied  by  a  b ond  fide  settler. 

“4.  That  we  have  refused  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  Ontario 
and  Qu’Appelle  Land  Co.,  and  claim  a  patent  from  the  Crown  for  our 
respective  pieces  of  land,  or  quarter  sections,  fully  believing  that  we  are 
justly  and  legally  entitled  to  the  same. 

“  5.  We  would  therefore  respectfully  ask  Your  Honor  to  lay  our  claims 
before  the  right  hon.  Minister  of  the  Interior,  who,  we  know,  will  do  us 
justice  in  the  matter,  and  request  his  earliest  attention  and  answer.” 

On  the  29th  August,  1882,  Lieutenant  Governor  Dewdney 
enclosed  that  petition  to  tho  Minister  of  tho  Interior,  with 
these  words : 

“  The  declarations  set  forth  in  the  petition  are,  to  my  knowledge, 
generally  correct.  I  have  informed  the  petitioners  that  I  will  duly  com- 
municate  to  them  your  answer  in  connection  with  the  said  petition. 

“  With  reference  to  their  claims,  I  yesterday  had  the  honor  to  address  a 
telegram  to  you,  and  the  recommendation  therein  contained  I  now  beg 
to  reiterate. 

“  As  I  glean  that  many  of  the  claims  are  somewhat  conflicting,  and  in 
some  instances  run  part  on  even  and  part  on  odd-numbered  sections,  I 
would  respeetfully  suggest  that  either  Mr.  Commissioner  Walsh  or  Mr. 
Inspector  Pearce  be  instructed  to  examine  into  and  adjust  them  on  an 
equitable  basis,  and  that  without  delay,  as  the  half-breeds  interested  are 
very  uneasy  about  their  holdings,  and  may  be  looked  upon  as  tho 
pioneers  of  the  district.” 

That  lotter  was  written,  Sir,  on  the  29th  of  August,  1882. 
It  waa  acknowledged,  and  waa  to  be  submitted  to  tho  Min¬ 
ister  on  hia  return  to  tho  Department.  On  19th  March,  1883, 
Lieutenant  Governor  Dewdney  writes  again,  saying  : 

“  Last  summer  I  forwarded  a  petition  from  the  half-breed3  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  their  claims  in  this  district  to  the  Department  of  Interior,  on 
the  occasion  of  a  claim  being  made  by  the  Qu' Appelle  and  Ontario  Land 
Company  to  some  of  their  land. 

‘  ‘  There  are  a  number  of  half-breeds  in  this  district  who  have  been 
settled  in  the  Qu’Appeile  valley  for  many  years.  These  went  on  their 
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usual  hunt  for  buffalo,  returning  to  their  homes  at  different  times  during 
each  year.  Others  have  settled  since  1879,  and  have  remained  pretty 
constantly  on  their  lands. 

“  The  Dominion  land  surveys  have  demonstrated  that  many  of  them 
have  been  living  on  the  same  section,  and  as  land  became  valuable  a 
scramble  was  made  by  land  speculators  to  obtain  the  right,  titles  and 
interest  of  those  settled  in  the  most  favored  locality. 

“  The  sooner  the  claims  of  these  half-breeds  are  determined  the  better, 
as  a  number  of  them  are  bond,  fide  settlers  and  deserve  consideration. 

“  These  settlers  have  not  claimed  their  land,  as  was  done  in  some 
parts  of  the  North-West,  by  small  frontages  running  back  some 
miles,  although  the  bulk  of  them  built  their  homesteads  close  to  each 
other  and  near  the  water,  where  they  could  easily  catch  fish.  They, 
however,  consider  they  are  entitled  to  as  much  land  in  area  as  they 
would  have  been  had  they  taken  up  their  claims,  as  had  been  the  custom 
with  half-breeds.” 

And  then  he  states  the  difficulty,  suggesting  a  plan  of 
settlement,  and  suggests  that  if  the  question  is  left  to  arbi¬ 
tration  it  should  be  left  to  some  independent  man.  Now  I 
have  told  you  of  Mr.  Dewdney’s  telegram  of  August  and 
his  letter  of  August,  1882,  in  which  he  requested  this 
pressing  caso  to  bo-  considered.  Do  you  know  when  that 
letter  was  answered  ?  It  was  answered  on  the  6th  of  July, 
1883,  ten  months  after  the  date  of  its  receipt,  and  its  answer 
was  : 

“I  am  directed  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  to  send  you  herewith 
the  enclosed  copies  of  the  correspondence  concerning  the  claims  of  cer¬ 
tain  half-breed  settlers  in  the  Qu’ Appelle  valley,  and  to  request  that  you 
will,  at  your  convenience,  investigate  and  report  upon  these  claims.” 

And  the  reference  to  Mr.  Commissioner  Walsh  took  place 
on  that  6th  of  July,  1882 — the  letter  is  here.  So  that  this 
pressing  case,  referred  to  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
the  Territories,  by  telegram  and  letter,  remained  for  ten 
months,  although  he  had  suggested  a  reference  to  Commis¬ 
sioner  Walsh,  without  the  Department  possessing  sufficient 
animation  either  to  order  the  reference  or  to  answer 
the  letter ;  and  it  was  not  until  the  expiration  of  that 
period  that  the  step  was  taken,  even,  of  ordering  the  refer¬ 
ence.  Then  Mr.  Jackson,  the  member  of  the  council  for 
the  district,  on  8th  December,  1883,  says: 

“  You  will  pardon  the  liberty  I  now  take  in  addressing  you  privately, 
when  I  tell  you  that  it  is  at  the  urgent  request  of  a  large  deputation  of 
half-breeds  that  I  do  so.  They,  in  common  with  the  country,  have 
heard  of  the  generally  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  mile  belt  and 
reserve  question, - ” 

You  know,  the  satisfactory  settlement  was,  that  the  wrong 
was  undone,  as  far  as  it  could  be,  after  a  while— 

“  and  urge  perhaps  with  reason,  that  if  their  own  grievances,  upon 
which  the  Government  have  been  repeatedly  petitioned  and  memorialised, 
were  brought  personally  to  your  notice,  some  immediate  action  would 
be  taken.  Under  any  circumstances,  there  would  not  be  very  many  to 
deal  with,  and  the  settlement  of  their  claims  need  not  be  a  troublesome 
one  ;  but  there  are  half-breeds  in  the  Territories  who  have  never  received 
anything  from  the  Government,  and  who,  it  has  been  admitted,  are 
entitled  to  some  consideration.” 

On  13th  March,  1884,  after  a  more  reasonable  interval  of 
delay — only  three  months  this  time — Mr.  Hall,  the  secretary, 
informed  Mr.  Jackson  that  the  letter  was  duly  received,  and 
he  says : 

“  The  Minister  has  himself  been  very  anxious  to  have  this  question 
settled,  and  on  the  18th  September  last  Mr.  A.  Walsh,  commissioner  of 
Dominion  lands  at  Winnipeg,  was  instructed  to  visit  this  locality,  and 
make  an  investigation  into  the  claims  of  these  half-breeds,  and  other 
matters.  Owing,  however,  to  an  unusual  pressure  of  business,  Mr. 
Walsh  has  so  far  been  unable  to  visit  this  locality,  but  he  has  again 
been  written  to  and  requested  to  make  this  investigation  at  the  earliest 
possible  opportunity.” 

Now,  Sir,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  these  claims  were  only 
settled  under  the  pressure  of  the  rebellion  in  April,  1885, 
because  tho  very  principle  of  the  decision  is  that  which  was 
discussed  by  telegram  and  letter  between  Mr.  Street  and 
Mr.  Macpherson,  after  Mr.  Street  has  reached  Winnipeg. 
The  questions  how  much  should  be  given  to  them  on  the 
water,  and  on  what  terms  they  should  have  the  lands  outside, 
wore  only  settled  in  April,  1885.  There  is  a  combined 
instance  of  neglect  to  settle  old  claims,  and  trouble  arising  out 
of  the  reserves.  And  may  1  be  permitted  to  enquire  if  these 
delays  took  place  when  the  Minister  was  so  very  anxious, 
what  would  have  been  the  caso  if  he  had  not  possessed  such  a 
Mr,  Blake. 
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tender  interest  ?  Then,  I  turn  to  the  caso  of  the  Prince 
Albert  Colonisation  Company.  That  company’s  tract  of 
land  is  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  these  troubles. 
And  the  facts,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  gather  them,  aro 
briefly  these  :  In  18s2  Mr.  J.  White,  M.P.,  East  Hastings, 
and  Mr.  J.  C.  Jamieson,  of  tho  Belleville  Intelligencer,  pro¬ 
cured  tho  passage  of  an  Order  in  Council  in  favor  of  the 
projected  company,  and  an  agreement  for  some  very  choice 
lands.  That  agreement  was  made  in  June,  1882,  and  it  was 
intended  and  provided  by  the  charter  of  the  company  that 
they  should  also  deal  in  lumber  limits  and  coal  lands.  It  was 
arranged,  on  the  formation  of  the  company,  that  the  profits 
should  be  divided  into  twelve  shares,  or  parts,  of  which  two 
were  to  be  what  are  called,  in  tho  parlance  of  these  jobbers, 
“  blind.”  Tho  shareholders,  other  than  White  and  Jamieson, 
were  to  advance  the  needed  money,  and  White  and  Jamieson 
were  to  receive  each  one-twelfth  of  the  net  profits,  without 
making  any  advance  or  incurring  any  risk.  This  agreement, 
by  which  they  were  to  receive  one-twelfth  part  of  the  profits, 
was  in  consideration  of  the  fact  that  they  had  procured  the 
Order  in  Council  and  forwarded  the  company’s  interests  ; 
and  in  virtue  of  the  agreement,  that  they  were  to  continue  to 
assist  and  promote  the  interests  of  the  company.  It  was  a 
versatile  company,  not  confining  itself  to  its  specific  line,  but 
intending  to  dabble  in  timber  limits  and  coal  lands 
as  well.  The  hon.  tho  Minister  of  Customs  knew  all 
about  this  arrangement.  The  company  found  that  another 
river  township  would  be  valuable,  and  these  gentlemen, 
in  1883,  applied  for  an  exchange,  and  obtained  an  Order  in 
Council  in  the  fall  of  1883,  whereby  they  got  township  45, 
range  27,  west  of  2nd  meridian  in  exchange  for  township  43 
in  the  same  range.  That  was  a  township  on  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan  of  extraordinary  valuo.  Mr.  Jamieson  was  secretary  of 
tho  company  at  §600  a  year ;  the  other  shareholders  advanced 
all  the  money  necessary  to  pay  to  tho  Government  its 
20,000  odd  dollars.  Tho  land  grant  was  not  surveyed  at 
the  date  of  the  original  application,  and  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  township  45,  which  I  have  just  mentioned,  a  survey 
of  which  was  approved  in  December,  1882,  no  surveys  were 
approved  before  the  fall  of  1883.  The  First  Minister  gave 
the  dates  of  the  approvals  as  follow  : 


Tp.  45a,  R.  26,  w.  2nd  Mer.,  surveyed  season  ’83 ;  approved  18th  Sept.,  ’83 


46a  “  26 
45a  “  27 
45  “  27 
41  “  28 
45a  “  28 
43  “  28 


May,  ’83 
season  ’83 
“  ’32 

Feb.  ’83 
March,  ’83 
season  ’83 ; 


19th  April,  ’84 
“  18th  Sept.,  ’83 

“  22nd  Dec.,  ’82 

“  18th  July,  ’83 

“  15th  Nov.,  ’83 

not  approved. 


The  inspector  of  colonisation  companies  reported  twenty- 
nine  settlers  on  the  tract,  and  I  believe  he  reported 
also  a  church  sito  on  it.  The  company  never  did  any¬ 
thing  that  I  have  been  able  to  find  out ;  the  bulk  of  the 
twenty-nine  settlers  went  in  on  township  45,  range  27, 
west  2nd-  meridian,  which  is  the  river  township  to 
which  I  have  referred.  Its  name  is  the  parish  of  St.  Louis 
de  Langevin.  Who  is  its  patron  saint?  I  hope  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  will  consider  of  itscase.  A  church 
and  a  mission  were  established  here,  and  the  names  of  most 
of  the  settlors  on  the  tract  will  be  found  on  some  of  the 
petitions  which  I  will  have  presently  to  read  to  the  House, 
and  on  some  still  more  melancholy  lists  afterwards.  The 
company  found  the  settlers  there,  and  the  settlers  who  hold 
theso  river  lots  held  tho  key  of  the  position.  The  company 
asked  tho  Government,  during  the  Session  of  1884,  to  give 
them  possession  or  to  exchange  for  other  vacant  land,  or  to 
refund  tho  money  ;  but  the  Minister  refused,  saying  the  mat¬ 
ter  was  in  tho  company’s  hands,  as  they  had  the  right  and 
title  to  the  land  and  could  eject.  In  1884,  about  the  end  of 
February,  the  company  applied  again  for  relief;  they 
wanted  their  money  back ;  the  Minister  refused,  telling 
them  they  had  the  right  and  title  to  eject.  They  declined 
to  eject,  saying  it  would  raise  a  rebellion,  and  the  matter 
became  more  unsettled  than  ever.  The  agreement  with 
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the  company  and  its  title  prevented  the  settlement 
by  the  Government  of  several  claims  of  settlers 
on  the  tract,  and  amongst  them  are  to  be  found  several  of 
the  insurgents  who  fought  in  the  different  fights  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Batoche.  Some  of  the  settlers  were  in 
before  1880,  some  in  1881,  some  in  1882,  and  others  in 
1883  and  1884.  This  tract  passes  just  behind  that  range  of 
country  which  takes  in  Gabriel’s  Crossing,  Batoche  and  St. 
Laurent.  To  the  northward  of  that  rango  the  river  takes 
a  great  curve,  and  this  tract  of  territory,  running  just 
behind  the  river  range,  strikes  the  river  to  the  north¬ 
ward,  where  is  St.  Louis  de  I  angovin,  and  as  far 
as  I  can  judge  from  the  map,  it  was  across  a  portion 
of  this  company’s  tract  that  the  march  was  made  into 
Batoche,  and  it  was  over  its  lands  that  the  fight¬ 
ing  began  and  the  guns  were  fired.  According  to  Mr. 
Stephenson’s  report  of  last  year,  it  is  a  very  fine  pro¬ 
perty  indeed ;  the  soil  is  choice,  and  its  proximity  to 
the  river  gives  it  peculiar  advantages.  So  fine  a  pro¬ 
perty  should  never  have  been  granted,  and  never 
would,  I  suppose,  but  for  the  special  circumstances  to 
which  I  have  referred.  Nor  is  this  the  only  case  in  which 
grants  were  made  on  like  conditions  and  understandings  ;  for 
if  you  take  the  Shell  River  Colonisation  Company,  I  believe 
you  can  find  repeated  there  the  earlier  part  of  the  history 
I  have  just  given.  Now,  I  turn  to  the  question  specially  of 
the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  to  their  holdings,  and  the  claims, 
both  of  the  whites  and  half-breeds,  in  respect  of  surveys, 
the  claims  particularly  for  river  lot  suryeys  and  special  sur¬ 
veys  ;  and  I  must  say  the  series  of  papers  is  so  very 
defective  that  I  counted  myself  about  30  palpable  omissions 
in  this  series,  but  from  what  information  we  havo  can  be 
gathered  certain  results  that  are  tolerably  plain.  So  long 
ago  as  June,  1873,  it  appears  there  was  an  interview  on 
the  part  of  Bishop  Grandin  with  the  First  Minister  and  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  ;  and  in  September,  1873,  a 
letter  was  written  by  the  bishop,  following  that  interview, 
to  the  Governor  General,  an  important  letter,  as  I  judge 
from  the  subsequent  references  ;  but  I  cannot  say  more 
of  it  than  that,  because,  unfortunately,  it  is  not 
brought  down.  The  reply  to  that  letter  was  through 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Manitoba,  and  that  reply 
is  not  brought  down.  In  June,  1874,  Governor  Morris 
encloses  a  statement  of  Mr.  McKay,  as  to  affairs  in 
Prince  Albert.  In  1875  Bishop  Grandin  writes  a  long 
letter  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  in  which  he  refers 
to  the  uneasiness  of  the  half-breed  people,  their  sus¬ 
picion  of  the  Government,  and  his  efforts  to  disabuse 
their  minds  of  the  idea  of  leaving  tho  country.  In  July, 
1875,  tho  Hon.  Mr.  Laird  replied  very  fully  to  that  letter. 
He  referred  to  the  exported  legislation  under  the  Territories 
Acts  of  1874,  and  to  the  desire  of  the  Government  to  deal 
justly  by  the  people.  In  January,  1876,  Bishop  Grandin 
replied,  stating  the  uneasiness  and  distrust  had  disappeared, 
and  the  Metis  were  settling  down  in  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories  and  had  abandoned  the  plan  a  great  many  of  them 
had  formed  of  going  across  tho  lines.  Major  Walker 
wiites,  on  tho  29th  of  December,  1876,  to  Governor  Laird, 
from  Carlton,  that  many  disputes  about  lands  in  and 
near  Prince  Albert  had  arisen,  that  a  survey  was 
necessary,  and  he  recommended  strongly  a  survey 
of  St.  Albert  and  St.  Laurent,  which  are  in  tho 
same  position.  This  would  save  disputes  and  ill-feeling. 
In  February,  1877,  Governor  Laird  transmits  that  letter, 
saying  the  subject  was  one  affecting  tho  prospei’ity  of  the 
settlement,  and  hoping  tho  labors  of  the  special  survey  will 
be  continued  and  points  fixed.  He  adds  that  where  settle¬ 
ments  are  along  the  bank  of  rivers,  it  is  proper  to  adapt  the 
surveys  to  the  country,  giving  an  average  of  ten  to  twenty 
chains  frontage,  the  lots  running  back  160  acres,  and 
that  where  settlements  are  along  the  river,  the  system  of 
survey  on  Red  and  Assiuoboine  will  have  to  be  conceded. 


He  suggests  that  settlors  should  be  allowed  their  frontages 
with  depth  enough  to  make  160  acres  ;  that  settlers  before 
transfer  should  not  be  obliged  to  wait  three  years  under 
Homestead  Act,  and  that  Battleford  should  be  surveyed. 
The  Surveyor  General,  in  March  1877,  reports  on  this  letter 
as  follows :  1st.  The  special  survey  is  to  be  extended  to  the 
settlements  on  the  Saskatchewan  that  season.  2nd.  Where 
settlements  are  on  rivers,  it  is  proposed  to  adapt  tho  survey 
to  the  locality,  giving  an  average,  where  practicable,  of  ten 
or  twenty  chains  frontage,  lots  running  back  160 
acres.  3rd.  Relief  should  be  given  to  old  settlers, 
as  to  their  patents,  and  legislation  is  needed  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  ;  and  Battleford  is  to  be  surveyed  next  year.  On  tho 
26th  March,  1877,  Mr.  Mills,  Minister  of  Interior, 
writes  to  Governor  Laird  enclosing  that  report  and  endors¬ 
ing  its  suggestions.  About  tho  beginning  of  1878  there  is 
a  petition  from  151  inhabitants  of  Prince  Albert,  stating 
that  the  settlement  is  growing,  that  land  disputes  are 
arising,  and  surveys  are  wanted  ;  and,  as  to  the  river  settle¬ 
ment,  requesting  a  narrow  frontage  and  a  depth  of  two  miles 
the  same  privilege  as  given  to  old  settlers  in  Manitoba.  In 
January,  1878,  another  petition  was  sent  from  Prince  Albert 
for  surveys;  and,  of  course,  I  need  hardly  say  that  many  of 
these  claims  were  common  to  whites  and  half-breeds.  It 
may  be  convenient  here  to  point  out  that  there  were 
different  plans  of  survey  :  first,  the  general  plan  ;  second,  tho 
special  settlement  and  town  site  plan  ;  and  third,  the  river 
front  plan,  on  tho  genoral  system  applicable  to  the  locality, 
which  was,  as  you  will  see,  ten  chains  front  by  eighty 
chains  in  depth.  On  the  1st  February,  1878,  there  was  a 
public  meeting  of  tho  settlers  of  St.  Laurent,  at  which 
Gabriel  Dumont  was  president  and  Alexander  Fisher 
secretary,  and  amongst  the  resolutions  presorted  in  form  of 
a  petition  was  this  one  : 

“  That  it  is  of  urgent  consequence  that  the  Government  should  cause  to 
be  surveyed,  with  the  least  possible  delay,  the  lands  occupied  and  culti¬ 
vated  by  the  Metis  and  the  other  old  settlers,  and  that  the  said  lands 
should  be  granted  to  them.” 

They  also  asked  for  implements  and  seed  grain,  giving 
reasons  for  their  poverty.  On  the  13th  February,  1878, 
Governor  Laird  transmits  this  petition,  saying  : 

“It  is  important  that  the  land  policy  of  the  Government  towards  old 
settlers  and  others  living  for  many  years  in  the  Territory  shou  d  be 
declared.  It  appears  to  me  that  they  have  a  claim  to  some  more  speedy 
means  of  acquiring  a  title  for  settlement  purposes  than  the  homestead 
provisions  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act.  To  prevent  disputes  between 
neighbors,  it  is  highly  desirable  that  the  survey  of  lands  settled  upon 
along  the  principal  rivers  should  be  prosecuted  with  all  convenient 
speed.” 

On  the  13th  March,  1878,  those  papers  wore  referred  to  tho 
Surveyor  General  for  his  report,  and  ho  reported  thus  : 

“  That  it  is  intended  that  the  several  subjects  affecting  Dominion 
lands  alluded  to  shall  be  discussed  during  Mr.  L.  Russell’s  visit  to  the 
Saskatchewan  in  the  course  of  the  ensuing  season,  the  result  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  to  be  reported  by  Mr.  Russell,  with  a  view  to  legislation  or  other 
action.” 

And  on  tho  18th  March,  1878,  the  Minister  of  the  Intorior 
replied  to  Governor  Laird : 

“The  propriety  of  passing  an  Act  to  secure  for  the  half-breeds  some 
more  speedy  means  of  acquiring  a  title  lor  settlement  purposes  than 
under  the  provisions  of  the  present  homestead  and  Dominion  lands  law 
has  for  some  time  engaged  my  attention.  As  regards  the  application  of 
the  petitioners  for  an  early  survey  of  the  settled  lands  along  the  principal 
rivers,  I  have  to  request  you  to  inform  the  petitioners  that  the  survey  of 
such  lands  has  already  been  carried  out,  to  some  extent,  and  will  be 
prosecuted  as  rapidly  as  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Department  will 
permit.” 

In  March,  1878,  thoro  was  a  petition  of  French  Canadians 
and  half-breeds  of  St.  Albert,  referring  to  the  petition  of  St. 
Laurent,  and  alleging : 

“  That  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  the  Government  cause  to 
be  surveyed,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  the  lands  occupied  and 
cultivated  by  the  half-breeds  or  old  residents  of  the  country,  and  that 
patents  for  the  said  lands  be  granted  to  them.” 
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That  was  transmitted  on  the  10th  April  by  Mr.  Laird,  and 
during  the  soasons  of  1877  and  1878  special  surveys  were 
made  of  Prince  Albert  and  at  St.  Laurent.  The  Saskatche¬ 
wan  Herald,  of  the  25th  August,  1878,  contains  this  state¬ 
ment  : 

“  Mr.  Montague  Aldous  and  Mr.  J.  L.  Reid  are  engaged  in  surveying 
the  old  settlement  belt.  They  take,  as  a  starting  point,  the  front  corner 
post,  agreed  upon  by  the  owners  of  the  respective  claims  as  being 
their  boundary,  from  which  a  line  is  run  north  and  south,  giving 
each  farm  an  average  depth  of  two  miles,  with  whatever  frontage 
was  originally  claimed.” 

There  is  a  report  from  Mr.  Russell,  which  is  not  brought 
down,  but  which  is  frequently  alluded  to,  in  the  year  1877, 
and  which,  from  the  allusions  made  to  it,  obviously  contained 
detailed  statements  of  the  condition  of  the  settlers  of  Prince 
Albert,  and  possibly  of  St  .  Laurent.  There  is  also  a  detailed 
report  of  Mr.  Aldous  for  1878,  which  is  not  brought  down, 
but  is  alluded  to  as  if  it  contained  such  information.  That 
was  tho  condition  of  things  in  1878,  that  the  survey  of  the 
special  settlement  has  been  gone  through,  and  the  papers 
show  that  tho  survey  of  St.  Laurent — not,  of  course,  the 
whole  neighborhood  of  St.  Laurent,  but  of  St.  Laurent 
parish — the  special  survey — was  approved  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  March,  1875,  obviously,  therefore,  having  been 
completed  during  the  season  of  1878.  On  the 30th  Novem¬ 
ber,  1878,  land  agent  Duck  writes  to  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  as  to  tho  Prince  Albert  settlement  survey  : 

1 1 1  ask  advice  as  to  the  amount  of  river  frontage  allowed  individual 
settlers  :  that  is,  can  I  allow  a  settler  to  homestead  and  preempt  two 
quarter  sections,  both  having  a  river  frontage  ?  ” 

Ho  goes  on  to  say  there  are  a  largo  number  of  settlors 
anxious  to  make  tho  necessary  entries  to  secure  themselves. 
The  Department  replied,  on  the  14th  January,  1879  : 

“  The  rule  with  respect  to  river  front  lots  is  that  they  are  ten  chains 
in  width  ;  one  ot  these  can  be  taken  a3  a  homestead  claim  and  another 
as  a  preemption  by  the  same  person.  In  surveying  the  townships  front¬ 
ing  on  the  Saskatchewan,  all  river  lots  will  be  posted  in  ten  chains 
widths,  with  a  depth  back  from  the  river  of  two  miles.  The  departure 
from  this  rule  that  has  been  made  in  the  case  of  the  holdings  of  older 
settlers  in  Prince  Albert  and  ol  her  places  was  made  in  view  that  the 
intention  of  the  Government  so  to  lay  out  the  lands  on  the  river  had  not 
been  made  generally  known  previous  to  their  occupation.  But,  in  the 
present  and  all  future  time,  people  are  to  understand  that  no  one  can 
hold,  in  any  manner,  more  land  on  the  river  than  I  have  above  indicated, 
that  is  to  say,  twenty  chains  as  homestead  and  preemption.” 

I  wish  you  to  mark  this  statement,  given  for  tho  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  people  as  to  the  gonoral  plan  which  was  adopted 
with  reference  to  tho  river  lots.  It  was  that  each  lot 
should  bo  10  chains  by  80  chains,  and  that  no  ono  in  future 
time  could  hold  moro  than  10  chains  as  a  homestead  and 
10  chains  as  a  preemption  : 

“  A  petition  was  given  me  to  lay  before  the  Minister  of  this  Depart' 
ment,  from  certain  settlers  eastward  of  the  main  Prince  Albert  settle* 
ment,  to  be  permitted  to  retain  their  lands  with  the  half  mile  width  o* 
frontage,  in  which  manner  they  had  taken  up  and  occupied  them.  I 
have  not  yet  succeeded  in  having  this  granted,  although  I  have  favor¬ 
ably  recommended  it,  in  view  of  the  reason  before  stated,  that  in  taking 
up  the  lands  they  did  so  in  accordance  with  the  published  regulations 
ot  the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  setting  forth  the  system  of  their  survey. 
{Should  any  enquiry  be  made  of  you  by  the  parties  interested,  you  may 
inform  them  that  the  matter  is  still  in  abeyance.” 

You  will  observo  that  wo  got  no  more  information  about 
that  particular  petition,  but  it  is  a  petition  of  persons  who 
had  taken  up  their  lots  according  to  tho  general  law, 
according  to  tho  quarter-section  principle  ;  and  they  said  : 
Let  us  have  them  ;  but  at  that  time  the  Government  had  a 
settled  policy  as  to  granting  only  river  lots  on  rivers,  and 
although  the  officer  thought  they  ought  to  have  them,  hav¬ 
ing  taken  them  up  before  the  notice  was  given,  he  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  that  concession  for  them;  but  the  general 
principle  is  perfectly  clearly  stated.  In  the  Dominion 
Lands  Act  of  1879,  tho  16th  section,  after  declaring  :  “  That 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  bo  construed  to  provent  the  lands 
upon  the  Red  and  Assiniboine  Rivers,  surrendered  by  tho 
Indians  to  the  late  Earl  of  Selkirk,”  lrom  being  surveyed, 
and  so  on,  proceeds  : 
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“  Or  to  prevent  fractional  sections  or  lands  bordering  on  any  river, 
lake  or  other  watercourse,  from  being  divided,  or  such  lands  from  being 
laid  out  in  lots  of  any  certain  frontage  or  depth,  iu  such  manner  as  may 
be  desirable,  or  to  prevent  the  sub-division  of  sections,  or  other  legal 
sub-divisions,  into  wood  lots,  or  from  describing  the  said  lands  upon  the 
Red  and  Assiniboine  Rivers,  or  such  sub-divisions  of  fractional  sections 
or  other  lots,  or  wood  lots,  for  patents,  by  numbers  answering  to  a  plan 
of  record,  or  by  metes  and  bounds,  or  by  both,  as  may  seem  expedient.”  . 

So  that  that  principle  which  I  have  read  you  as  laid  down 
by  the  Department  was  expressly  authorised  by  the  Domi¬ 
nion  Lands  Act,  which  created  an  exception  in  the  case 
of  lands  bordering  on  rivers,  giving  to  the  Department 
power  to  survey  them  as  might  be  deemed  advisable.  In 
1879  Mr.  W.  F.  King,  who  was  in  charge  of  a  special 
survey,  reports  that  he  began  work  on  the  19th  June,  and 
then  he  says : 

“  Having  received  no  instructions  on  winter  work,  I  left  Lac  la  Biche 
on  the  8th  October.” 

The  Saskatchewan  Herald  of  tho  3rd  November,  1879,  thus 
observes  in  regard  to  this: 

“  Mr.  W.  F.  King,  of  the  special  survey,  lately  passed  east  on  his  way 
to  Ottawa.  It  seems  wasteful  and  injudicious,  in  view  of  the  rapid 
extension  of  settlements  westward  and  the  urgent  necessity  that  exist3 
for  laying  out  Indian  reserves,  to  keep  surveyors  tramping  up  and  down 
from  Ottawa  half  across  the  continent  every  year,  causing  the  loss  of 
the  best  wording  part  of  the  season.  There  are  many  kinds  of  work 
that  could,  at  a  very  trifling  expense,  be  done  as  well  in  winter  as  in 
summer.  In  coming  from  Ottawa  to  Edmonton  district,  a  party  just 
gets  nicely  settled  to  work  when  it  is  time  to  start  home.  Supplies 
cannot  be  furnished  here  cheaper  than  they  can  be  freighted  out  by  the 
Government.” 

On  tho  5th  July,  1880,  tho  Saskatchewan  Herald  further 
observes,  on  tho  mode  of  conducting  the  surveys  : 

“  If  no  party  can  be  despatched  from  Ottawa  this  season  in  time  to 
do  the  work,  it  might  be  entrusted  to  some  of  the  special  survey  staffwho 
will  be  wintering  in  the  country.  Every  consideration  of  progress  favors 
tbe  encouragement  of  settlement  to  that  point  elected  by  the  people  ;  but 
when  the  impulse  of  the  people  agrees  with  the  plans  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  it  is  difficult  to  find  a  reason  why  the  neighborhood  should  not  be 
surveyed  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.” 

About  this  time,  in  tho  year  1880,  certain  inhabitants  of 
Prince  Albort  petitioned,  and  in  their  petition  thoy  asked  : 

“The  same  consideration  as  is  extended  to  settlers  on  river  lots  in 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories,  and  to  other  settlers  on  the 
Saskatchewan  ;  saying  that  some  have  improved  in  1874,  some  in  1879, 
and  some  in  the  present  year  ;  and  asking  for  a  speedy  survey  of  2  chains 
front  and  80  chains  depth,  as  others  hereabouts.” 

On  the  27th  September,  1880,  the  Saskatchewan  Herald 
says : 

“  The  Government  has  ordered  the  survey  of  a  quantity  of  land  in  the 
Carrot  River  country,  so  as  to  have  it  ready  for  the  expected  emigration 
next  year.  It  is  wise  policy  to  afford  every  facility  to  incoming  settlers 
at  the  points  on  which  public  attention  is  centreing;  and  the  principle 
might  be  advantageously  extended  so  as  to  take  in  those  settlements  in 
the  west  whose  chief  drawback  is  that  they  are  not  surveyed,  and  where, 
for  that  reason,  extensive  and  permanent  improvements  are  kept  back. 
The  land  at  Prince  Albert,  St.  Laurent,  Carlton  and  Duck  Lake  has 
been  surveyed  for  some  years  ;  much  has  been  taken  up  by  settlers  squat¬ 
ting  upon  it  ;  yet  the  land  office  at  Prince  Albert  has  not  been  opened 
for  the  receipt  of  applications  for  homesteads,  to  the  great  detriment  of 
these  settlements.  The  survey  of  the  town  site  of  Battleford,  and  of  a  few 
townships  around  it  and  Edmonton,  would  contribute,  in  no  small  degree, 
to  the  benefit  of  the  country  at  large,  by  providing  on  the  spot  much  of 
the  supplies  required  for  the  Mounted  Police  and  the  Indians.” 

On  the  15th  September,  1880,  the  Saskatchewan  Herald 
contains  a  description  of  tho  handsome  shop  just  finished 
by  Batoche,  at  Batocho’s  ferry,  and  it  states  that : 

“  Crops  at  Duck  Lake  are  generally  of  the  most  satisfactory  character 
and  the  settlement  is  progressing  rapidly.  Most  of  the  lots  are  taken 
up.  Great  inconvenience  and  no  small  amount  of  unpleasantness 
among  neighbors  are  due  to  the  impossibility  of  making  the  homestead 
entries,  although  the  land  has  been  surveyed  for  some  years.  Steam 
grist  and  saw  mill,  and  steam  threshing  mill,  just  brought  in.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  would  like,  had  I  tho  timo  and  strength,  here  to 
tell  you  tho  story  of  tho  Battleford  surveys.  It  is  really  a 
most  interesting  episode,  for  it  indicates  tho  character  of 
tho  dealings  of  tho  Department;  but  I  pass  it  by,  and  pro¬ 
ceed  to  deal  with  tho  question  of  tho  half-breeds  at  Duck 
Lake  and  vicinity.  In  June,  1881,  a  petition  was  presented 
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by  Rev.  Father  Andre  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  which  is  as  follows  : — 

“In  presenting  this  petition  to  your  hon.  body,  allow  me  to  observe 
that  I  came  to  Battleford,  urged  not  only  by  my  own  grievance,  but 
by  the  entreaties  of  the  half-breed  population  about  Duck  Lake  and  St 
Laurent,  and  they  joined  their  earnest  prayers  to  mine  to  call  your 
special  attention  to  the  unsatisfactory  state  of  the  land  question  in  the 
country.  Disputes  and  difficulties  are  continually  arising  touching  the 
limits  and  rights  of  property  of  landholders  in  the  country,  and  there  is  no 
proper  authority  to  settle  these  questions,  however,  conducive  to  the  peace 
and  tranquillity  of  the  country.  The  land  has  almost  entirely  been  sur¬ 
veyed  in  the  electoral  district  of  Lome  for  now  over  two  years,  and  a 
land  office  has  been  in  existence  in  Prince  Albert  for  nearly  four  years ; 
but  as  the  land  agent  is  not  authorised  to  enter  claims  or  to  issue  patents, 
the  settlers  have  no  way  to  secure  the  lands  they  hold  in  possession, 
and  which  they  have  improved  through  considerable  expense  and  exer¬ 
tion.” 

Then  there  is  a  reference  to  the  judicial  difficulties. 
He  goes  on  : 

“I  beg  your  indulgence  to  be  obliged  to  make  you  acquainted  with  a 
grievance  of  mine  which,  however,  may  give  yon  an  idea  of  the  state 
of  things  calling  for  a  prompt  remedy.  I  hold  at  Duck  Lake  a  tract  of 
land  of  about  twenty  acres,*  of  which  I  have  been  in  peaceful  possession 
for  two  years.  The  land  was  fenced  in  and  cost  me  a  great  deal  ofmoney, 
and  was  always  respected  as  the  Catholic  mission’s  property  at  that 
lake.  I  was  one  of  the  first  settlers  at  that  place,  and  through  my  exer¬ 
tions  the  settlement  increased  rapidly,  and  nobody  ever  troubled  me  in 
my  lawful  possession  of  that  land,  until  last  March,  when  a  man  by  the 
name  of  J.  Kelly  jumped  my  claim,  and  notwithstanding  my  protesta¬ 
tions,  claimed  the  land  as  his  own,  and  took  the  frame  of  a  house  upon 
it,  depriving  me,  in  that  manner,  of  half  my  property.  And  this  is  not 
the  only  occurrence  of  the  kind  at  that  lake. 

“  As  your  honourable  body  is  now  assembled  at  Battleford  to  legislate 
upon  such  measures  as  will,  in  your  prudence  and  wisdom,  be  more  suit¬ 
able  to  promote  the  good  and  welfare  of  this  country,  allow  me  to  call 
upon  you  to  use  all  your  influence  and  authority  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  at  Ottawa  upon  this  state  of  things,  and  to  urge  upon 
them  the  necessity  of  taking  such  prompt  measure  as  will  relieve  the 
people  of  the  burden  of  this  grievance,  because  if  not  promptly  attended 
to,  things  may  become  grave  and  serious.  Wishing  the  best  success  to 
your  good  will  to  promote  the  welfare  of  the  country,  and  so  forth  ” 

At  tho  same  time  there  was  a  petition  from  Mr.  Clarke 
from  Prince  Albert,  1881,  asking  for  the  opening  of  the  land 
office.  On  the  14th  of  June  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
transmits  these  two  petitions,  and  uses  this  language  : 

“  Apart  from  the  representations  in  the  memorials  in  question,  I  am 
aware  that  serious  disputes  are  arising  in  the  Prince  Albert,  St.  Lau¬ 
rent  and  Duck  Lake  settlements,  regarding  claims  to  land,  and  I  would 
therefore  respectfully  urge  that  in  so  far  as  it  may  be  consistent  with  the 
policy  of  the  Dominion  Government  the  prayer  of  the  memorials  may 
receive  early  consideration.” 

Atlast,  upon  the  pressure  of  these  memorials,  afteran  interval 
of  two  years  after  tho  appointment  of  an  agent  and  more 
than  two  years  after  a  portion  of  the  survey,  tho  office  was 
ordered  to  bo  opened,  and  in  August,  1881,  it  was  opened. 
On  the  1 1th  March,  1882,  Mr.  Duck,  the  land  agent,  writes  : 

“Sir, — As  the  majority  of  the  settlers  on  the  south  branch  of  the  River 
Saskatchewan,  in  the  vicinity  of  the  parish  of  St.  Laurent,  have  taken 
up  their  lands  previous  to  the  survey,  with  narrow  frontages,  similar  to 
those  river  claims  in  other  parts  of  this  district,  and  in  view  of  the  diffi¬ 
culty  likely  to  be  experienced  in  this  office  in  adjusting  the  boundaries  of 
these  claims  in  accordance  with  the  sectional  survey,  I  have  at  the  request 
of  several  of  the  settlers  so  situated,  the  honor  to  request  information  as 
to  the  possibility  of  re-surveying  these  sections  into  river  lots  on  a  similar 
plan  to  that  adopted  on  the  Prince  Albert  settlement,  none  of  these 
claims  having  as  yet  been  entered  in  this  office.” 

Now,  then,  the  office  was  opened,  as  I  have  said,  in  August, 
1881.  No  c'aims  had  been  entered  in  March,  1882,  and  tho 
settlers  brought  forward  this  request.  I  have  shown  you 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  as  stated  in  1879,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  river  lots  on  the  Saskatchewan.  A  section  survey  was 
made  of  part  of  the  St.  Laurent  settlement — I  do  not  speak  of 
the  special  survey  on  tho  river  in  the  neighborhood  of  St. 
Laurent ;  settlers  had  taken  their  lots,  according  to  the 
recognised  custom,  in  the  narrow  frontages,  but  without 
survey  at  all,  and  they  called  for  a  survey  according  to  the 
old  custom  and  the  system  which  had  been  recognisod  in 
1879.  Now,  Sir,  it  took  seven  months  and  a-half  to  answer 
that  letter.  On  the  2 1st  of  October,  1882,  the  secretary  writes 
acknowledging  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  the  11th  March 
previous,  and  says  : 


“  I  have  to  inform  you  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  cause  any  re-surveys  to  be  made.  Of  course,  any  sub-division  differing 
from  the  regular  survey  which  they  may  desire  they  can  procure  for 
themselves,  when  the  lands  come  into  their  possession.  You  will  please, 
therefore,  communicate  this  decision  to  the  persons  interested.” 

I  need  hardly  say  that  the  lands  might  never  come  into 
their  possession  according  to  that  plan,  because,  as  the  sur¬ 
veys  were  township  surveys,  disregarding  the  river 
altogether,  it  was,  in  no  case,  possible  to  know  the  numbers, 
or  to  adjust  the  frontages,  depths,  or  improvements, 
and  the  rear  lots  might  be  taken  up  by  other  persons.  On 
the  4th  September,  1882,  a  petition  was  forwardod  from  St. 
Antoine  do  Padouo  to  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  which  contained  signatures  of  per¬ 
sons,  of  whom  the  groat  bulk  were  subsequently  insur¬ 
gents.  St.  Antoine  do  Padoue  is  a  parish  south  of  St.  Lau¬ 
rent,  and  tho  church  is  at  Batoche,  which  is  mentioned  as 
having  been  shelled  in  the  engagement.  The  petition,  which 
is  in  French,  is  as  follows,  being  translated  into  English  : 

“  St.  Antoine  de  Padoue, 

“  South  Branch  of  the  Saskachewan, 

“  4th  September,  1884. 

“  To  the  Right  Honorable  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 

“  Minister  of  the  Interior,  Ottawa. 

• 

“Sir, — We,  the  undersigned  French  half-breeds,  for  the  most  part, 
settled  on  the  Saskatchewan,  in  the  district  of  Prince  Albert,  North- 
West  Territory,  approach  your  honorable  person  in  this  petition  to 
expose  with  confidence  the  difficult  position  in  which  we  find  ourselves, 
with  regard  to  the  lands  which  we  occupy  in  that  portion  of  the  Terri¬ 
tory.  We  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  upon  this  matter,  which 
preoccupies  us  greatly  : 

“Obliged,  most  of  us.  to  abandon  the  prairies,  which  no  longer  can 
furnish  us  with  means  of  living,  we  have  come  in  great  numbers  during 
the  course  of  the  summer,  and  settled  along  the  south  branch  of  the 
Saskatchewan.  Being  satisfied  with  the  soil  and  the  country,  we  have 
gone  actively  to  work  to  clear  the  land,  with  the  hope  of  sowing  next 
spring,  and,  in  the  meantime,  to  build  up  houses  for  the  winter,  which 
will  soon  be  at  hand.  The  surveyed  lands  being  already  occupied  or 
sold,  we  were  forced  to  occupy  lands  which  are  not  yet  surveyed, 
besides  being  ignorant,  for  the  greatest  part,  of  the  rules  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Government  regarding  the  Dominion  lands.  VVliat  was  not, 
therefore,  our  astonishment  and  anxiety  when  we  were  told  that  once 
the  land  is  surveyed  we  shall  be  obliged  to  pay  two  dollars  per  acre  to 
the  Government,  if  our  lands  are  comprised  in  the  odd-nnmbered  sec¬ 
tions.  Desirous,  moreover,  of  living  together,  so  as  to  able  to  obtain 
more  easily  a  school-house  and  a  church,  we  are,  Monsieur  the  Min¬ 
ister,  poor  people,  who  have  not  the  means  of  paying  the  price  of  those 
lands  without  being  totally  ruined,  if  we  lose  result  of  our  labors  by 
allowing  them  to  pas3  into  the  hands  of  strangers,  who  shall  go  to  the 
land  office  at  Prince  Albert  and  pay  the  price  stipulated  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

“  In  our  anxiety,  we  appeal  to  your  spirit  of  justice  as  Minister  of  the 
Interior  and  leader  of  the  Government  and  we  implore  you  to  at  once 
reassure  us  by  giving  orders  so  that  we  shall  not  be  troubled  on  our 
lands,  and  thatthe  Government  will  grant  us  the  privilege  of  considering 
us  as  occupants  of  even  sections,  since  we  occupy  those  lands  in  good 
faith  ;  and  having  occupied  this  country  since  such  a  long  time  as  masters, 
and  having  so  often  defended  it  against  the  Indians  at  the  price  of  our 
blood,  we  think  that  it  is  not  asking  too  much  thatthe  Government  give 
us  the  right  of  occupying  peace  fully  our  lands,  and  that  it  should  make 
some  exceptions  to  its  regulations,  by  granting  gratituously  lands  to  the 
North  West  half-breeds.  We  further  desire  that  Government  should 
give  orders  to  have  the  lands  surveyed  along  the  river  ten  chains  wide 
by  two  miles  long  :  it  is  the  old  custom  of  this  country  to  distribute 
land  in  this  manner,  and  thus  it  would  enable  us  to  recognise  the  limits 
of  our  respective  lands. 

Monsieur  the  Minister;  we  hope  that  you  will  favorably  receive  this 
petition  which  we  send  you,  and  that  we  shall  know  your  decision  as  soon 
as  possible.  This  is  is  our  anxious  wish,  while  praying  the  Almighty  to 
protect  you  and  to  keep  you  at  the  head  of  this  great  country  of  Canada, 
which  you  govern  with  so  much  wisdom. 

“  We  have  the  honor  to  remain,  Monsieur  the  Minister,  your  humble 
petitioners  Gabriel  Dumont  (wounded);  Baptiste  Rochlot  (prisoner)  ; 
Patrice  Touron  (prisoner)  ;  Calixte  Touron  (killed)  ;  Francois  Touron 
(prisoner)  ;  Joseph  Yandale  (killed)  ;  Joseph  Delorme  (killed)  ;  Bap¬ 
tiste  Vandale  (prisoner)  ;  Adolphe  Nolin  (prisoner)  ;  Ignace  Poitras 
(prisoner)  ;  Maxime  Poitras  (prisoner)  ;  Emmanuel  Champagne  (pri¬ 
soner)  and  others. 

NEW  MEMBER. 

Mr.  Walter  Shanly,  member  elect  for  the  electoral 
district  of  South  Grenville,  was  introduced  by  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald  and  Mr.  Hickey,  and  took  his  seat. 
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NOETH-WEST  TROUBLES. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  letter  was  not  so  long  unanswered.  On 
the  13th  October,  1882,  it  is  acknowledged  by  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  addressed  to  Mr.  Charles  Nolin,  St. 
Antoine  do  Padoue,  south  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan,  as 
follows  : — 

“  In  reply,  I  am  directed  to  request  you  to  inform  the  petitioners  that 
when  the  proper  time  arrives  the  case  of  each  bond  fide  settler  will  be 
dealt  with  on  its  own  merits  ;  but  as  regards  the  surveying  of  the  land 
in  question,  that  all  lands  in  the  North-West  Territories  will  be  surveyed 
according  to  the  system  now  in  force.” 

So  you  will  observe,  Sir,  that  so  far  as  regards  their  diffi¬ 
culty  with  respect  to  the  odd  lots,  no  redress  is  suggested, 
and  as  regards  surveys,  they  are  told  that  the  section  survey 
is  to  be  the  only  survey  for  them.  On  the  16th  January, 
1881,  Eev.  Father  Andre,  Superior  of  St.  Laurent,  North- 
West  Territories,  wroto  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  as  follows  : — 

“  I  write  you  for  the  purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to  the  painfully 
embarassing  position  in  which  the  French  half-breeds  settled  on  the 
southerly  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan  are  placed. 

“According  to  an  old  custom  in  Manitoba,  they  took  up  their  lots  10 
chains  wide  in  front,  by  two  miles  in  depth,  trusting  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  acting  on  the  rule  already  established,  would  survey  these  lands 
into  Wts  10  chains  in  width  by  two  miles  in  depth.  Their  surprise  may 
be  imagined  when  they  saw  the  land  along  the  Saskatchewan  measured 
off  into  squares  of  40  chains,  without  heed  being  given  to  their  just 
claims  and  protests.  What  is  the  result  of  this  abnormal  division?  Our 
half-breeds  are  overwhelmed  with  difficulties  on  account  of  their  lands, 
and  this  proceeding-will  now  sow  discord  amongour  people  and  will  render 
the  Government  odious  in  their  eyes,  considering  it  as  guilty  of  a  gross 
injustice  towards  them.  This  survey  lamentably  mixes  things.  Some 
lose  their  lands,  which  are  being  grabbed  by  their  neighbors,  others  see 
the  fruits  of  their  industry  and  their  improvements  dissipated. 
This  unhappy  state  of  things  could  be  easily  made  to  cease, 
by  giving  ear  to  their  just  claims  ;  and  how  can  this  be  x-efused 
them  when  you  granted  a  similar  favor  to  Prince  Albert.  All 
The  lands  along  the  branches  of  the  Saskatchewan  have  been  surveyed 
in  this  manner.  Every  body  was  satisfied,  and  not  the  least  complaint 
was  heard  about  the  survey.  I  cannot  understand,  Sir,  why  your  sur¬ 
veyors  should  have  two  different  methods  of  parcelling  the  public 
domain— one  for  Prince  Albert,  10  chains  in  width  by  2  miles  in  length, 
which  we  approve,  and  which  we  claim  as  a  right,  seeing  you  have 
granted  it  for  Prince  Albert— the  other  of  blocking  out  the  lands  in 
squares  of  40  chains,  without  taking  the  river  or  the  location  of  the  set¬ 
tlers  into  consideration.  The  latter  method  we  protest  solemnly  against, 
all  of  us,  and  humbly  pray,  Sir,  that  you  order  a  new  survey,  and  thus 
validate  our  request.  Already  the  people  of  this  colony  have  addressed 
to  you  a  petition  on  this  subject,  but  the  answer  given  under  your  direc¬ 
tions  is  not  one  calculated  to  inspire  them  with  the  hope  that  you  would 
right  the  wrong  of  what  they  complain.  Knowing  the  difficult  situation 
in  which  our  people  are  placed,  I  have  resolved  to  make  another  effort, 
which  I  trust  will  bring  happy  results,  and  I  dare  to  hope  that  you  will 
accede  to  their  just  requests,  and  no  later  than  next  summer  order  a 
new  survey  of  the  lands  on  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan.  By 
your  kind  concurrence  in  this  matter  you  will  do  an  act  of  justice  to  our 
people,  and  render  them  a  service  for  which  they  will  ever  be  thankful.” 

No  acknowledgement  of  or  answer  to  that  letter  is  brought 
down.  The  petition  of  the  settlers  of  Prince  Albort  of 
1882-83  contains  the  following: — 

“And  whereas  a  great  number  of  immigrants,  not  only  from  the  older 
Provinces  of  the  Dominion,  but  from  Great  Britain  as  well,  came  to  this 
section  of  the  country  during  last  spring  and  summer,  with  the  intention 
of  taking  up  homesteads,  but  in  consequence  of  the  small  tract  of  country 
that  has  been  surveyed,  all  of  which  has  been  taken  up,  they  went  away.” 

The  petition  continues : 

“  We  would  urge  on  your  hon.  House  the  importance  of  having  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  wood  lands  lying  to  the  north  of  the  north  branch  of  the  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  and  opposite  Prince  Albert,  surveyed  into  wood  lots,  so  that 
your  petitioners  and  other  settlers  may  receive  at  your  hands  their  just 
allotment,  as  these  lands  are  being  rapidly  depleted  by  those  who  are 
not  actual  settlers,  and  who  have  not  the  welfare  of  this  country  at 
heart.” 

I  pointed  out,  in  my  speech  on  the  motion  for  papers  : 

“  There  are  about  3,000  farmers  in  this  settlement,  and  there  is  said — 
although  the  district  contains  a  good  deal  of  good  land— to  be  consider¬ 
able  poor  land  ;  and  there  being  only  a  small  amount  of  land  surveyed 
and  properly  certified  at  the  Department,  it  was  found  impossible  to 
locate  upon  lands  with  any  certain  knowledge  of  whether  they  were 
within  odd  or  even-numbered  sections.” 

Mr.  Blake. 


The  First  Minister,  in  answering  me,  on  that  occasion,  said  : 

“  Similar  complaints  are  made  in  every  new  settlement  by  persons 
who  are  anxious  to  have  the  country  opened  to  them  and  surveyed,  and 
patents  granted.  No  matter  whether  it  is  in  an  outlying  district,  or  in 
the  vicinity  of  more  settled  parts,  they  are  anxious  to  have  all  the 
advantages  of  an  old,  well  organised,  well  settled  country.  One  reason 
of  the  delays  at  Prince  Albert  has  been  alluded  to  by  my  hon.  friend, 
that  is  the  nature  of  the  surveys.  The  settlers  are  scattered  along  the 
North  Saskatchewan  for  a  great  distance.  Some  of  them  have  com¬ 
plained  that  they  should  have  long,  narrow  strips  of  land,  running  back 
three  or  four  miles  into  the  country,  such  as  we  were  obliged  to  grant  to 
the  settlers  along  the  Red  River  and  Assiniboine  River,  for  the  purpose 
of  settling  all  the  disputes  that  existed  in  that  country.  It  is  not  pro¬ 
posed  in  any  way  to  carryout  the  same  system  in  Prince  Albert.  The 
general  system  of  survey  in  the  North-West  has  been  applied  to  the 
Prince  Albert  district,  and,  of  course,  the  lines  as  run  will  not  in  every 
distance  form  the  boundaries  of  the  different  sections  or  quarter-sec¬ 
tions  which  the  settlers  have  taken  up,  without  reference  to  any  survey 
whatever.  But  no  persons  have  been  removed  or  ousted.  There  must 
be  a  system  of  give  and  take.  The  survey  there  has  been  going  on,  and 
the  proper  officer  has  been  sent  there  for  the  purpose  of  confirming 
settlers  who  have  bond  fide  claims  according  to  law.  Many  cases  must 
arise  of  settlers  going  in  and  taking  up  fancy  spots;  and  some  system 
must  be  arranged  by  which  the  system  of  sivrvey  shall  be  adhered  to, 
and  the  settlers  substantially  protected  at  the  same  time.” 

Then,  with  reference  to  the  question  of  delays  in  the  surveys, 
the  hon.  gentleman  also  stated  : 

“  The  Department  cannot  pretend  to  survey  at  once,  at  the  call  of  a 
body  of  settlers,  who  go  and  settle  wherever  they  please  in  the  out¬ 
lying  districts  of  that  vast  counrty,  whenever  called  upon  or  where 
people  want  their  farms  marked  out.  The  returns  laid  before  Parlia¬ 
ment  during  the  past  three  years  show  how  very  active  the  Surveyor 
General’s  branch  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has  been  in  laying 
out  townships.  Some  three  or  four  hundred  townships  have  been  laid 
out  during  the  past  year.  Every  Dominion  surveyor  who  has  passed 
the  examination  and  can  be  got,  we  are  only  too  glad  to  employ  and 
send  up  to  the  North-West  Of  course,  the  first  surveys  were  made  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  Red  River,  and  extended  westward,  and  the  main 
force  of  the  surveyors  has  been  employed  on  the  line  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  westward.  But  surveys  have  been  going  on  at  the  same  time 
in  other  portions  of  the  country — at  Prince  Albert,  at  Edmonton,  and 
at  other  points,  and  along  the  boundary  south  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  The  Government  intend  to  ask  Parliament  to  give  them  a 
large  grant  for  surveying  next  season.  With  the  increasing  number 
of  applications  from  surveyors,  and  increasing  experience,  we  hope 
that  the  present  year  will  show  a  very  much  larger  reach  of  country 
surveyed  than  has  been  covered  in  any  previous  year.  I  hope  that 
perhaps  five  or  six  hundred  townships  will  be  under  survey  during  the 
year  1883.  If  we  have  a  favorable  season  for  the  purpose,  we  expect  to 
be  able  to  cover  that  quantity  of  ground.  Last  year  and  the  year  before, 
the  weather  in  the  spring  of  the  year  was  adverse,  and  in  some  portions 
of  the  country  to  be  surveyed  it  was  found  impossible  for  the  surveyors 
to  get  in  until  well  on  in  the  summer.  We  hope  those  were  abnormal 
conditions.  We  have  a  large  staff,  and  with  a  long  summer  we  ought 
to  be  able  this  year  to  cover  a  great  quantity  of  ground.  There  will  be 
no  objection  to  the  granting  of  this  motion.” 

Now,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gent¬ 
leman  seemed  to  treat  the  case  of  these  people  as  if  it  were 
a  new  and  a  remote  settlement.  But  it  was  one'of  the  oldest 
settlements  of  the  Territories.  The  people  had  gone  in 
early ;  more  people  were  going  in  year  by  year  ;  they  were 
exposed  to  great  hardship  and  disappointment,  and  special 
encouragement  should  have  been  given  to  them,  instead  of 
engaging  in  the  mad  race  of  surveying  so  many  millions  of 
acres,  upon  which  a  single  settler  has  not  yet  gone.  I  admit 
that  great  attention  should  be  given  to  opening  up  the 
country  for  settlement,  but  I  say  a  little  more  attention  should 
have  been  given  to  enabling  those  to  get  on  who  are 
actually  in.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  same  years  of  1882  and  1883, 
there  was  going  on  that  taouble  which  commenced  in  the  fall 
of  1882,  with  reference  to  St.  Albert  and  Edmonton  and 
Saskatchewan,  that  to  which  I  already  alluded  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  surveys.  On  this  question,  important  as  it  is, 
nothing  at  all  has  boon  brought  down  ;  bat  from  other 
sources  I  have  been  able  to  gather  some  unofficial  inform- 
mation,  which  will  not  bo  uninteresting  to  the 
House,  and  will  throw  some  light  upon  the  question. 
In  October,  1882,  some  surveyors  sent  out  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  already  engaged  in  the  surveys  at  St.  Albert, 
on  Sturgeon  Eiver,  a  tributary  of  the  Saskatchewan,  and  on 
the  Saskatchewan.  For  the  more  perfect  understanding  of 
the  facts,  they  applied  for  the  assistance  of  the  missionary 
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in  charge  of  the  place,  to  give  notice  to  the  people  of  Prince 
Albert  that  they  did  not  wish  to  imply,  by  adopting  the 
general  system  of  survey,  that  the  rights  of  the  settlers  to  a 
subsequent  special  survey  would  not  be  recognised.  They 
said,  through  him,  that  the  people  need  not  be  annoyed  at 
seeing  them  drawing  lines  from  north  and  south  and 
east  to  west  through  their  lands  and  properties.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  them,  it  was  a  simple  matter  of  form,  and  the 
means  of  continuing  more  easily  the  survey,  by  way  of 
townships,  once  out  of  the  settlement ;  and  after  they 
were  gone  a  special  surveyor,  then  employed  at 
Edmonton,  would  come  to  St.  Albert  to  make  the  special 
survey.  Some  weeks  later  that  surveyor  commenced  his  work. 
The  people  were  contented  ;  things  were  going  for  the  best, 
when  there  arrived  from  Ottawa  an  order  to  cease  the  work, 
with  a  notice  to  the  settlers  of  St,  Albert  that  they  must  be 
satisfied  with  the  general  survey.  No  such  order  or  notice 
has  been  brought  down.  This  unjust  order  was  no 
sooner  known  than  the  discontent  of  the  settlers 
was  at  its  height.  Who  would  uphold  their  rights  ? 
Who  would  prevent  the  ruin  of  the  settlement  ? 
Their  thoughts  went,  naturally,  towards  the  mission.  His 
Lordship  the  Bishop  being  absent,  the  missionary  at  once 
despatched  a  messenger  to  Edmonton,  with  the  following 
despatch  to  the  telegraph  office  : — 

“  To  His  Lordship  Bishop  Grandin,  Ottawa, 

“  Survey  by  township  impossible  for  St.  Albert.  It  will  ruin  the  set¬ 
tlement.  Geaeral  discontent.  See  immediately  the  Minister  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior.” 

Here  I  may  observe  that  we  have  no  information  brought 
down  to  us  as  to  the  time  when,  and  the  circumstances  under 
which,  the  Government  altered  that  policy  which  I  have 
pointed  out  as  to  the  surveys  of  these  lands.  Unfortunately, 
the  telegraphic  line  was  out  of  order ;  the  despatch  was  nearly 
15  days  before  reaching  its  destination,  and  under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  it  was  thought  well  that  the  situation  should  be 
made  known,  and  the  following  notice  was  sent  to  the  jour¬ 
nal  of  the  locality : — 

“  The  colony  of  St.  Albert  is  to-day  in  a  state  of  real  excitement,  and 
is  very  discontented  at  the  unjust  manner  in  which  it  seems  to  be  treated. 
The  inhabitants  of  this  colony  have  occupied  their  lands  many  years 
already,  and  most  of  them  even  before  the  annexation  of  these  Territories 
to  Canada.  St.  Albert  was  founded  in  1860  by  the  Catholic  mission, 
which  immediately  gathered  around  itself  a  considerable  number  of 
inhabitants  To-day  about  two  hundred  families  are  established  on  both 
sides  of  the  Sturgeon  River,  in  a  radius  of  six  or  eight  mile3  to  the  east, 
and  six  miles  to  the  west.  These  families  are  mostly  half-breeds,  born  and 
brought  up  in  that  country,  which  is  certainly  theirs  by  every  title ;  they 
have  incontestable  rights  to  the  land,  rights  which  have  been  conceded 
by  the  Manitoba  Act.  New  settlers  amongstus  have  boughtlands  occupied 
long  before  the  annexation  to  Canada.  W  e  certainly  form  the  most  ancient, 
and,  up  to  the  present  time,  the  most  numerous  colony  of  the  district,  and 
now  they  seem  to  act  as  if  W6  did  not  exist.  They  try  to  treat  us  as  they 
tried  to  treat  the  people  of  Manitoba  bef  ,re  the  troubles  of  1870.  They  will 
not  recognise  our  right  to  have  a  river  survey  ;  we  must  content  ourselves, 
they  say,  with  a  township  survey.  Such  an  arrangement  is  at  once  unjust 
and  absurd,  for  it  would  be  the  ruin  of  the  colony.  There  is  notone  of  the 
old  settlers  who  would  not  witness  the  partial  or  total  loss  of  his  labors  or 
his  improvements;  in  many  cases  two,  three  or  four  families  would  find 
themselves  on  the  same  half  or  the  same  quarter-section,  since,  in  the 
system  of  survey,  they  wish  to  impose  upon  us,  the  river  does  not  forma 
limit  Our  population  is  peaceful,  calm  and  submissive  ;  but  if  it  were 
the  victim  of  such  an  injustice,  if  the  inhabitants  were  to  be  treated  as  a 
conquered  people,  if  they  were  not  to  receive,  in  the  name  of  justice, 
what  has  been  granted  to  Edmonton,  Piince  Albert  and  in  the  Province 
of  Manitoba,  they  would  protest  and  would  submit  only  t  j  open  force. 

“In  the  name  and  in  the  interest  of  the  population  of  St.  Albert. 

“  H.  Lbduo,  Priest.” 

“  Two  or  three  weeks  elapsed  while  they  were  waiting  for  a  despatch 
from  Ottawa.  Finally,  doubting  as  to  whether  the  despatch  had  been 
transmitted  .to  Bishop  Grandin  at  the  capital,  doubting  still  more 
whether  justice  would  be  obtained  from  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
fearing  matters  would  go  from  bad  to  worse,  the  inhabitants  of  the 
country  resolved  to  hold  a  public  meeting  in  the  schoolhouse  at  fit 
Albert,  on  Monday,  the  8th  January.  Atvhedayand  hour  fixed,  all  the 
male  population  of  the  colony  gathered  at  the  appointed  place.  Every¬ 
body  appeared,  much  excited  and  discontented,  and  the  topic  of  all 
conversations  was  the  survey  of  lands,  the  injustice  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  about  to  perpetrate,  in  refusing  to  acknowledge  ihe  rights  of 
the  settlers,  the  hardships,  the  fatigues,  the  difficulties  sustained  bv  them 


in  clearing,  cultivating  and  improving  their  lands,  etc.  Some  spoke  of 
nothing  less  than  imitating  the  conduct  of  the  Manitoba  half-breeds  in 
1870,  and  repelling  the  injustice  by  arms.  Under  these  circumstances, 
Father  Lestane  providentially  arrived  from  Battleford,  at  St.  Albert. 
When  the  population  was  assembled  in  the  school-house,  the  object  of  the 
meeting  was  announced.  The  necessity  of  doing  nothing  that  might 
compromise  the  cause  of  the  colony  was  pointed  out,  but  at  the  same 
time  the  urgency  of  taking  every  legal  means  to  enlighten  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  the  situation  and  the  injustice  with  which  they  were 
threatened.  The  meeting  appointed  a  president,  and  Father  Lestane 
was  called  to  the  office  of  secretary.  The  discussion  became  lively  at 
once  ;  each  one  pleaded  for  his  rights,  expressed  his  cause  of  complaints 
and  of  discontent,  and  the  best  and  most  effective  means  to  be  taken 
were  discussed.  Finally,  the  conclusion,  which  eeemed  the  most  likely 
to  obtain  the  desired  object,  was  reached — to  obtain  prompt  and  entire 
justice.  It  was  decided  that  the  population  should  send  a  delegation  of 
two  members  to  the  Government  at  Ottawa.” 

And  Mr.  Maloney,  the  president  of  the  meeting,  and  Father 
Leduc,  were  chosen  as  delegates,  and,  as  I  said,  the  sum  of 
8600  was  subscribed  to  pay  their  expenses.  This  letter  was 
written  to  them : 

“  To  Father  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney  : 

“  Gentlemen,— The  committee  appointed  by  the  inhabitants  of  St. 
Albert,  at  a  public  meeting  at  Edmonton  and  Fort  Saskatchewan, 
request  you  to  start  and  go  to  Ottawa,  in  order  to  inform  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  of  the  eauses  of  our  complaints,  as  they  are  set  out  in  tho 
annexed  documents.” 

But  these  documents  have  not  been  brought  down  : 

“  We  do  not  doubt  that  it  is  owing  to  a  want  of  reliable  information 
that  the  Government  seems  ready  to  do  us  a  great  injustice.  We  are 
certain  that  the  Hon.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  Minister  of  tne  Interior,  is  dis¬ 
posed  to  render  full  justice  to  all  the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty,  our  gracious 
Sovereign.  We  are  equally  convinced  that  he  will  recognise  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  to  us  as  those  recently  conceded  to  the  ancient 
colony  of  Prince  Albert,  and  that  he  will  favorably  receive  your 
demands.  We  rely,  gentlemen,  on  your  zeal  and  your  devotion  to  our 
common  cause.  You  will  know  how  to  lay  it  before  the  Government 
and  defend  it,  and  we  hope  for  the  complete  success  of  your  delegation. 

“Signed  on  behalf  of  the  committee, 

“  W.  OUST,  President. 

“  SAM.  CUNNINGHAM,  Secretary." 

Shortly  afterwards  these  gontlemen  started  on  their  long 
and  painful  journey.  On  their  way  they  stopped  at  Fort 
Saskatchewan  for  a  day,  where  tho  inhabitants  gathired, 
and  added  a  contribution  of  8 100  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
mission.  After  twenty  four  days’  travel  through  the  prairies 
and  woods,  they  reached  Qa’Appollo  station.  They  stopped 
a  little  while  at  Winnipeg,  where  they  received  the  advice 
and  suggestions  of  Archbishop  Tache,  as  to  the  conduct  of 
their  mission.  Ultimately  they  reached  Ottawa,  and  they 
found  there  Bishop  Grandin,  who  had  bean  engaged  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties,  of  which,  as  I  said,  I  have  but  a  very 
meagre  account.  They  explained  that  Bishop  Grandin  had 
received  good  promises,  fine  promises,  but  they  say  : 

“  It  needs  more  than  promises  or  words— verba  volant— acts  and 
authentic  writings  are  necessary — scripla  manent." 

They  had  many  discussions  with  the  Minister,  and  having 
received  from  him,  as  to  their  own  demands,  Borne  favorable 
answers,  they  requested  these  also  to  be  written,  saying  : 

“  Mais  en  fin  de  compte  nous  n’avons  encore  que  de  l’eau  b6nite  de 
cour.  II  faut  battre  le  fer  quand  il  est  chaud.” 

And  the  Minister  having  told  them  that  if  they  would  send 
in  a  written  statement  they  would  get  a  written  answer,  they 
sent  in  a  letter,  which  the  Government  have  not  brought; 
down,  but  which,  notwithstanding,  I  will  take  the  liberty  to 
read  : 

“  To  the  Hon.  D.  L.  Macpherson,  Acting  Minister  of  the  Interior,  at 
Ottawa. 

“Sib, — We,  the  undersigned,  delegates  of  the  inhabitants  of  St. 
Albert,  Edmonton  and  Fort  Saskatchewan,  appointed  by  them  to  come 
to  Ottawa  to  set  forth  their  demands  and  their  complaints  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Canada,  have  the  honor  to  address  to  you  the  enclosed 
memorandum,  summarily  indica'ing  the  said  complaints  and  demands. 

“  In  the  interview  which  you  had  the  kindness  to  grant  to  us  on  the 
7th  instant,  you  have  favorably  listened  to  our  requests,  and  we  hare 
been  happy  to  learn  that  full  and  entire  satisfaction  would  be  given  by 
the  Government  to  the  population  that  we  represent. 
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“We  would  now  be 
U3  in  writing. 


extremely  obliged  if  this  assurance  were  given 


“(Signed), 


“  H.  LEDUC,  Priest. 
“P.  MALONEY. 


This  memorandum,  which  is  enclosed,  and  which,  though  not 
brought  down,  I  will  also  read,  is  addressed  to  the  Acting 
Minister  of  the  Interior  (Sir  David  Macpherson)  : 

“  The  inhabitants  of  St.  Albert,  in  the  Territories  of  the  North-West, 
pray  the  Government  of  the  day  to  be  good  enough  to  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  establishment  by  them  of  a  large  and  flourishing  colony 
on  the  Sturgeon  River,  9  miles  from  Edmonton,  in  the  district  of 
Alberta,  North-West  Territories.  In  1861  His  Grace  Archbishop 
Tache,  chose  this  locality  for  the  founding  of  a  Catholic  mission,  and 
the  next  year  buildings  were  erected  and  numerous  settlers  established 
themselves  at  the  mission.  Some  years  later  many  families  had  settled 
Kbere,  and  had  chosen  land  and  cultivated  it.  At  the  period  of  annexa¬ 
tion  to  Canada  St.  Albert  had  a  population  of  over  900  souls  Though 
twice  decimated  by  small-pox  in  1870,  the  colony  became  even  more 
flourishing  than  before.  New  settlers  arrived,  and  either  took 
up  land  or  bought  land  already  occupied,  and  St.  Albert  is 
more  prosperous  than  ever.  The  settlers  waited  patiently  a  special 
survey  of  their  lands,  in  the  hope  that  their  rights  would  be 
recognised;  and  thus  things  stood  when,  in  December  last,  they 
were  told  that  they  would  have  to  content  themselves  with  the 
township  survey.  Such  a  survey  would  be  nothing  short  of  the  ruin  and 
destruction  of  the  colony  established  on  each  side  of  the  river  and  on  the 
banks  of  tie  lake.  In  order  to  be  nearer  the  church  and  the  school  the 
settlers  had  built  close  to  each  other,  taking  narrow  strips  of  land, 
but  claiming  always  two  miles  in  depth,  as  has  been  allowed  in  Mani¬ 
toba  and  at  Prince  Albert.  If  it  is  intended  now  to  compel  them  to 
be  governed  by  the  general  system  of  survey,  they  will  find  them¬ 
selves  7,  8,  9  or  10  on  the  same  section  ;  they  will  lose  the  fru  t  of 
their  labors  and  improvements,  and  will  be  thrown  into  complete 
disorder.  That  is  why  the  inhabitants  of  St.  Albert  ask,  through  the 
medium  of  their  delegates,  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  to  grant 
them  a  river  survey,  with  two  miles  in  depth,  as  in  Manitoba 
and  at  Prince  Albert.  Having  occupied  their  lands  for  a  long  time, 
even  before  the  annexation  of  the  Territories  to  Canada,  they 
demand  the  acknowledgment  of  their  rights  and  the  issue  of  letters 
patent.  The  settlers  of  St.  Albert,  Edmonton,  and  of  Fort  Saskatche¬ 
wan,  beg  that  the  river  survey  be  extended  from  Edmonton  to  Fort 
Saskatchewan,  inclusive  ;  there,  also,  with  two  miles  of  depth  from  the 
banks  of  the  river,  as  has  been  conceded  on  Red  River  and  the  Assini- 
boine.  In  case  the  land  comprised  within  these  two  miles  of  depth, 
has  been  already  occupied  in  good  faith  by  some  settlers  before  the 
survey,  then  let  a  mile  only  in  depth  be  granted,  but  with  the  privilege 
of  taking  elsewhere  a  preemption  of  160  acres  of  the  .lands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,” 

Then  they  asked  also  for  the  immediate  opening  of  a  land 
office,  and  the  early  issue  of  the  patents,  and  they  asked 
that  all  lands  occupied  in  good  faith  before  the  survey  was 
made,  and  before  it  was  possible  to  know  whether  it  would 
be  surveyed  or  not,  should  be  recognised  as  the  property  of  the 
occupant,  and  that  none  of  the  first  occupants  should  be 
obliged  to  pay  more  than  would  have  been  exacted  by  the 
land  board  at  the  moment  they  took  possession,  and  that  the 
subsequent  laws  relative  to  preemption  and  occupation  should 
not  have  a  retroactive  effect.  They  asked  for  representation 
in  the  Commons,  and  lastly  made  a  demand  with  reference  lo 
the  unextiDguished  Indian  title,  which  I  read  in  dealing  with 
that  portion  of  the  case.  There  were  three  weeks  of  expecta¬ 
tion  after  this  memorandum  went  before  the  Minister,  without 
a  new  interview  being  had.  They  then  went,  accompanied 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Provencber  (Mr.  Eoyal)  and  the 
hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia  (Mr.  Caron),  to  ask  a  writton 
reply  to  all  their  demands  and  petitions.  They  were 
assured  anew  that  they  would  be  entirely  satisfied  ;  that  the 
Government  was  actively  engaged  with  the  business  of  the 
delegation  ;  that  the  work  of  framing  the  reply  was  going 
on  and  would  be  soon  completed,  and  that  the  reply  would 
be,  in  a  few  days,  addressed  to  them.  Subsequently,  they 
learnt,  from  Mr.  Eoyal,  that  the  thing  was  going  on  accord¬ 
ing  to  their  wish,  slowly  but  surely.  During  this  time 
Bishop  Grandin  had  worked  without  ceasing  for  the  success 
of  his  mission  and  that  of  the  delegates.  Then  follow  some 
general  statements  as  to  Bishop  Grandin’s  success  on  matters 
more  particularly  affecting  the  interests  of  the  church  and 
education,  but  I  have  not  the  statement  of  what  Bishop  Gran¬ 
din  accomplished  with  reference  to  the  matters  now  in  hand, 
Those  are  still  in  the  pigeon  holes.  Then  thero  was  a  very 
Mr.  Blake. 
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long  interview  with  the  First  Minister.  All  the  petitions 
were  examined  and  discussed,  and  although  all  were  not 
granted,  the  most  important  were  not  rejected.  The 
paper  then  proceeds  to  say  that  all  this  business  was  done 
by  word  of  mouth,  but  that  His  Grace  the  Archbishop 
would  not  leave  until  he  had  the  authentic  document  signed 
by  the  proper  party.  If  I  am  rightly  informed,  he  had  to 
leave  on  the  promise  that  the  document  would  reach  him 
at  Winnipeg,  but  I  have  not  learned  that  he  ever  got  it. 
It  is  not  brought  down.  The  result  of  the  mission  of  these 
people,  Father  Loduc  and  Mr.  Maloney,  as  stated  to  me, 
is  this  : 

“  A  special  river  survey  is  granted;  lands  occupied  or  possessed 
before  the  annexation  of  the  North-West  to  the  Dominion  will  be  recog¬ 
nised  by  the  Government ;  the  survey  will  extend  two  miles  back, 
starting  from  the  river  ;  those  who  had  established  themselves  before 
the  survey  on  lauds  that  are  now  reserved  will  not  be  troubled  in  their 
settlement ;  a  land  office  will  be  opened  at  Edmonton,  an  da  registration 
office  is  also  granted  ;  a  French  magistrate  or  a  judge  will  be  named  ; 
the  House  is  now  occupied  with  the  question  of  the  Metis.  ” 

But  although  these  gentlemen  were  urgently  claiming  a 
writing  and  pointing  out  the  importance  of  it,  and  although 
in  subsequent  papers  it  appears  to  be  stated  they  did  get 
their  writing,  that  writing  is  not  brought  down,  and 
I  am  not  able  to  read  it  to  you.  You  see  by 
these  statements  that  the  result,  as  far  as  the  people  of  St. 
Albert  and  Edmonton  and  of  Fort  Saskatchewan  were  con¬ 
cerned,  if  the  information  which  I  have  is  trustworthy,  was 
that  the  decision  and  determination  of  the  Government  to 
depart,  as  far  as  the  Elver  Saskatchewan  was  concerned, 
from  their  old  river  survey  plan  ar,d  to  stick  to  the  town¬ 
ship  lots,  had  to  be  altered,  owing  to  the  pressure  that  they 
had  to  yield,  and  that  they  did  concede  to  the  extent  I  have 
mentioned.  The  question  is,  whether  having  conceded,  as 
far  as  these  people  were  concerned,  on  the  north  bank  of  the 
Saskatchewan,  they  ought  not  to  have  acceded  also,  as  far  as 
those  of  the  south  branch  were  concerned,  who  had  com* 
plained  earlier,  were  complaining  still,  and  to  whom  it  was 
a  very  serious  question.  Upon  that  subject  a  little  light  is 
shown  by  the  general  report  of  Mr.  Pearce,  their  officer,  on 
the  I2th  of  March,  1885,  with  reference  to  the  settlement  of 
claims,  in  which  he  said  : 

“From  correspondence  in  the  fyles  sent  to  me,  it  appears  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  as  late  as  the  spring  of  1883,  to 

Ire-survey  into  river  lots  the  portion  of  land  settled  on  by  these  half* 
breeds  at  St.  Laurent.” 

But  no  such  papers  are  brought  down,  and  we  are  therefoie 
in  the  dark  as  to  the  foundation  of  that  observation  of  Mr. 
Pearce,  reliable  as  it  must  be.  Then,  on  the  19th  September, 
1883,  Mr.  Pearce  writes  from  the  Land  Commissioner’s 
office  at  Winnipeg,  as  follows:  — 

“  Sib, — During  my  recent  visit  to  Prince  Albert  I  learned  that  por¬ 
tions  of  land  had  been  held  by  French  half-breeds,  for  the  most  part,  for 
many  years,  without  entry  having  been  obtained,  although  two  years 
had  already  elapsed  since  the  townships  became  open  for  entry. 

“  I  instructed  the  agent  to  detail  his  assistant,  who  is  conversant  with 
the  French  language,  to  make  an  inspection  of  these  lands,  and  to  inform 
the  settlers  of  the  necessity  of  making  their  entries  immediately 
“  The  agent  had  been  taking  some  of  these  entries  lately  and,  at  the 
same  time,  receiving  the  applications  and  recommending  for  patent.  As 
mentioned  in  another  communication,  the  Land  Act  does  not  permit 
such  a  course,  unless  entries  are  made  within  three  months  of  date  of  land 
being  open  for  entry. 

“  I  consequently  instructed  him  to  discontinue  the  practice,  until 
specially  informed  on  the  matter.’ 1 

There  crops  out  again  with  special  reference  to  the  half-breeds, 
the  difficulty  created  by  the  unfortunate  Order  of  1879,  to 
which  I  have  already  made  some  reference,  under  which, 
on  a  misapprehension,  the  settlers  were  informed  that  their 
old  settlement  would  not  count,  and  that  they  were  practi¬ 
cally  pi-ecluded  from  any  benefit  of  that  settlement,  and,  so 
did  not  enter  ;  but  here,  as  I  would  judge,  the  abstention 
from  entering  these  lands  was  in  part  duo  to  the  circum¬ 
stance  of  the  demand  for  the  re-survey  into  river  lots.  In 
October,  1883,  the  Norih-West  Council  memorialised  the 
Government  on  the  subject ; 


“  Your  memoralists  also  pray  for  more  extended  surveys  in  the  country 
of  the  North  Saskatchewan  ;  that  the  special  settlement  survey  in  the 
South  Saskatchewan,  in  the  parish  of  St.  Antoine,  made  by  Mr.  Aldous, 
D.  L.  S  ,  be  approved ;  and  that  the  land  agent  at  Prince  Albert  be 
instructed  to  receive  entries  for  such  lands  ;  that  the  land  in  the  parish 
of  Grandin,  St.  Laurent  and  St.  Louis,  and  fronting  on  the  South  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  be  surveyed  in  ten  chain  lots,  it  being  occupied  by  settlers 
in  this  manner,’' 

These  are  the  townships  on  the  scene  in  question.  That 
was  despatched  on  the  9  th  October,  1883,  and  referred 
by  the  Privy  Council  to  the  President  of  the  Council  and 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  on  the  18th  October,  1838,  but 
nothing,  so  far  as  we  can  find,  came  of  that  reference. 
Nothing  is  brought  down.  In  October,  1883,  there  was  a 
mass  meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  Prince  Albert,  at  which 
over  150  were  present,  and  the  4th  resolution  endorsed  the 
recent  memorial  of  the  North-West  Council,  embracing, 
among  other  things,  this  : 

“  Insisting  on  the  necessity  of  more  surveys  in  the  North  Saskatchewan 
district.1' 

The  5th  resolution  referred  to  a  question  of  wood  lots  : 

“  That  this  meeting  has  heard  with  alarm  that  the  lands  on  the  north 
side  of  the  Saskatchewan  River,  immediately  opposite  the  town  of  Prince 
Albert,  which  it  had  been  understood  would  be  laid  off  as  wood  lots  for 
the  use  of  the  settlers,  and  which,  for  some  time,  have  been  reserved  for 
unknown  purposes,  are  now  being  surveyed  and  sub-divided  into  town¬ 
ships  and  sections,  it  is  said  either  for  settlement  or  railway  reserves — 
the  effect  of  which  will  be  to  deprive  the  settlers  of  the  means  of  obtain¬ 
ing  wood  for  domestic  purposes  except  from  a  great  distance  and  at  a 
great  expense.” 

But  nothing  is  brought  down.  And  a  copy  was  ordered  to 
be  sent  to  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.  On  the  19th  November, 
1883,  a  petition  was  sent,  signed  by  31  persons  from  St.  Louis 
de  Langevin — that  is  the  parish  on  the  river  front  of  which 
the  lands  of  the  Prince  Albert  Colonisation  Company  are 
situate — to  Mr.  Duck,  in  these  words: — 

“  Sir,— The  undersigned  farmers,  residing  in  the  parish  of  St.  Louis  de 
Langevin,  on  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan,  have  the  honor  to 
make  you  the  following  recital  of  their  wrong3,  with  regard  to  the  lands 
which  they  occupy. 

“  Several  amongst  U3  are  here  since  the  years  1873-74,  and  ’75  ;  others, 
more  numerous,  since  1880.  We  have  all  of  us  taken  possession  of  our 
lands,  according  to  the  mode  formerly  followed  on  the  Red  River  and 
As3iniboine  lands,  to  wit :  river  lots. 

“  In  the  fall  of  1880  we  petitioned  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  at 
Ottawa  to  grant  us  a  special  survey  in  river  lots,  such  as  was  granted 
to  the  Prince  Albert  settlement  and  to  part  of  that  of  St.  Laurent. 
We  all  of  us  have  signed  the  said  petition,  not  excepting  Mr.  Michel 
Canny,  who  ha3  since  entered  his  land  at  your  office  in  a  square  lot,  and 
against  whose  act  we  strongly  protest  by  these  presents.” 

I  have  not  seen  this  petition,  which  they  say  they  sent  in 
1880.  It  is  not  brought  down  : 

“Since  then  we  have  sent  new  petitions  for  the  same  object  at  different 
times,  supporting  our  case  with  the  influence  of  all  the  persons  ot  high 
standing  who  took  an  interest  in  us,  as  Mr.  Joseph  Royal,  M.P.,  S.  H. 
Macdowall,  M.O.,  N.  0.  L.  Clarke,  S.G.,  His  Lordship  Bishop  Grandin, 
and  the  Rev.  Father  Lednc. 

“  Finally,  last  spring,  the  Rev.  Father  Leduc,  who  had  been  sent  as  dele¬ 
gate  to  Ottawa  by  the  populations  of  Edmonton  and  of  St.  Albert, 
showed  us  the  answer  of  the  Government,  which  promised  a  special 
survey  for  all  the  inhabited  lands  of  the  Saskatchewan.  Since  then 
we  have  been  waiting  in  vain.” 

We  want  to  see  that  letter  that  Father  Leduc  showed  these 
people.  But  it  is  not  brought  down. 

As  we  have  said  at  the  beginning,  several  amongst  us  have  occu¬ 
pied  their  lands  long  enough  to  have  a  right  to  a  patent,  anl  neverthe¬ 
less  it  is  impossible  to  have  them  even  entered  at  your  office. 

“  We  therefore  humbly  beg  you  to  communicate  to  the  Government 
which  you  represent  the  wrongs  which  are  partly  indicated  above,  and 
to  bog  it  to  put  an  end  to  them  as  quickly  a3  possible,  tor  the  greater 
welfare  and  tranquillity  of  the  loyal  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  of  England,  the  undersigned. 

“  Your  very  humble  servants.” 

There  are  thirty-one  signatures  to  that  petition,  of  whom 
sixteen  were  on  the  colonisation  company’s  tract.  On  the 
9 th  December,  1883,  Mr.  Louis-  Schmidt  and  Mr.  Baptiste 
Boucher,  who  was  one  of  those  wounded  in  the  fights, 
addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Duck,  with  reference  to  this  peti¬ 
tion  saying  ; 


“Since  the  annexed  petition  has  been  made  and  signed,  some  circum¬ 
stances  well  calculated  to  redouble  the  anxiety  which  we  already  felt  with 
regard  to  our  lands,  have  taken  place.  To  our  knowledge,  a  certain  Thos. 
Salter  has  again  gone  and  entered  a  quarter  of  a  section  of  land  at  your 
office,  and  this  parcel  of  land,  situated  three-quarters  of  a  mile  from  the 
river,  was  already  taken  as  part  of  the  river  lot,  with  work  done  upon  it 
on  the  river  shore.  We  regret  that  the  Government  has  not  communicat¬ 
ed  to  you  their  intention  to  grant  river  lots,  so  that  you  might  thus  enter 
at  your  office  the  lands  comprised  in  the  river  lots.  Wo  hope  tha*t  you 
will  make  your  Government  understand  the  true  position  in  which  we  are 
placed,  so  that  it  may  put  a  stop  to  it.” 

So  that  the  petition  reached  Me.  Duck  with  this  added  cir¬ 
cumstance  of  difficulty,  and  among  the  signers  were  Maxime 
Lepine,  a  prisoner ;  Baptiste  Boucher,  wounded ;  Isidore 
Dumas,  killed ;  Charles  Lavallee,  wounded  ;  William  Swain, 
wounded,  in  the  recent  engagements.  This  petition  and 
letter  were  enclosed  to  the  Department  on  the  Wth  Decem¬ 
ber,  1883,  by  Mr.  Duck,  who  says  : 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  enclose  herewith  file  No.  924  of  this  office, 
covering  a  letter  from  Mr.  Louis  Schmidt  and  others,  as  also  a  petition 
signed  by  a  number  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish  of  Loui3  de  Lange¬ 
vin,  praying  for  a  re-survey  of  the  lands  on  the  River  Saskatchewan, 
within  the  parish  into  lots  of  ten  chains  frontage,  on  a  plan  similar  to 
that  adopted  in  the  parish  of  St.  Laurent.  As  I  have  already  expressed 
my  opinion  as  to  the  desirability  of  such  a  re-survey,  I  have  the  honor  to 
refer  you  to  my  previous  letters  on  the  subject.” 

So  that  you  Sod  Mr.  Pearce  and  Mr.  Duck  repeatedly 
expressing  their  views  as  to  the  desirability  of  this 
re-survey,  but  no  heed  is  given.  No  answer  is  returned. 
Well,  Sir,  the  difficulties  connected  with  the  lands  began 
to  grow  great,  and  on  the  1st  of  February,  1884,  a  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  settlers  residing  at  Sfc.  Catharines  is  reported 
as  being  held  on  the  21st  of  January,  1884,  A  com¬ 
mittee  consisting  of  William  Kennedy,  James  Isbister  and 
Thomas  Swain  were  appointed  to  draft  a  petition  to  the 
Government,  setting  forth  the  grievances  under  which  the 
people  were  laboring  with  regard  to  land  matters,  and 
praying  Inspector  Pearce  to  take  them  into  consideration, 
and  requesting  him  to  forward  the  petition  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  A  resolution  was  passed  to  the  effect  that  the  half- 
breed  population  of  the  North-West  ware  unjustly  treated, 
in  not  having  the  same  privileges  as  regards  land 
grants  and  scrip  extended  to  them  which  had  been 
enjoyed  by  their  brethren  in  Manitoba.  At  a  sub¬ 
sequent  meeting  at  Lindsay  school  house,  Bed  Deer 
Hill,  these  resolutions  were  endorsed,  giving  power 
to  the  committee  to  add  any  others.  Thomas  Millar, 
Charles  Adams  and  Wm.  Platt,  secretary,  were  appointed  a 
committee.  A  meeting  of  the  settlers  of  the  south  branch 
was  held  on  the  29 Lh  January.  Mr.  Andrew  Spence  was 
called  to  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Phillip  Turner  was  appointed 
secretary.  The  resolution  passed  at  St.  Catharines  and  the 
ridge  were  read  and  discussed.  A  committee  was  appointed 
to  draw  up  a  memorial  to  the  Government,  namely,  Messrs. 
A.  Spence,  W.  McCorristor  and  Robert  Stevens.  Mr.  S.  J. 
Jackson  was  authorised  to  obtain  the  co-operation  of  the 
French  settlers  in  carrying  out  the  resolutions  passed  at 
various  meetings  ;  but  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  observe, 
I  do  not  find  any  of  these  petitions  or  resolutions  amongst 
the  papers  produced.  Then,  on  the  19th  January,  1884, 
Father  Vegreville,  missionary  at  St.  Louis  de  Langevin, 
wrote  to  Capt.  Deville,  chief  inspector  of  surveys  : 

“  1  have  just  seen  the  inspector,  Mr.  Pearce.  To  my  great  surprise, 
this  gentleman  was  unable  to  answer,  in  a  satisfactory  mauner,  the 
questions  I  put  to  him.  He  confined  himself  to  advising  me  to  write  to 
you,  promising  to  do  so  himself  immediately.  About  a  dozen  years  ago 
some  settlers  established  themselves  upon  the  bank  of  the  branch  of  the 
river  Saskatchewan.  Towards  the  end  of  the  winter  ot  188 L  the  mis¬ 
sionary  at  St.  Laurent  (west  side  of  the  river,  section  21,  township  44, 
range  1,  W.  3)  no  longer  able  to  serve  the  whole  population,  which 
was  growing  and  extending  to  a  distance,  I  was  called  upon  to  establish 
anew  mission  at  Batoche  Crossing,  township  43,  range  1,  W.  3,  about 
eight  miles  above  St.  Laurent,  and  on  the  opposite  bank,  which  was 
becoming  more  rapidly  populated.  The  presence  of  the  missionary,  com¬ 
bined  with  the  local  advantages  of  good  land  situated  on  the  banks  of  a 
great  river,  led  those  poor  people  to  ask  that  their  lands  should  be  sur¬ 
veyed,  in  order  that  they  might  enter  them,  and  be  enabled  to  obtain 
possession  by  means  of  patents. 
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“  I,  myself,  caused  Mr.  Duck,  the  Dominion  land  surveyor,  to  write 
several  times  to  Ottawa,  and  always  without  success,  until  finally  I 
became  discouraged  myself,  and  several  people  were  obliged  to  leave 
the  settlement,  some  selling  their  land  for  a  nominal  price,  and  others 
abandoning  it  without  any  compensation. 

“  In  February,  1883,  the  Rev.  Father  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney  were 
deputed  by  the  settlement  to  set  forth  our  complaints  and  present  our 
demands  to  the  Government.  They  were  given  a  written  promise  that 
the  lands  we  occupied  should  be  surveyed  in  river  lots  of  10  chains 
frontage  by  2  miles  in  depth,  and  that  this  survey  should  take  place  in 
the  autumn  following,  (1883). 

“  The  autumn  has  passed,  and  winter  is  coming.  What  has  become 
of  the  promises?  Has  any  surveyor  been  instructed  to  do  the  work,  and 
has  he  failed  in  his  duty  ?  That  is  what  we  ask  of  you  to-day. 

“  I  do  not  put  these  questions  to  you,  Sir,  in  my  own  name  alone,  or 
in  the  name  of  the  two  missions  that  I  have  established  upon  the  right 
bank  of  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan.  I  repeat  what  Father 
Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney  have  said  to  the  members  of  the  Government  in  | 
the  winter  of  1883.  I  tell  you  again  what  our  settlers  have  said  to  the 
land  agents  at  Prince  Albert.  I  am  the  faithful  interpreter  of  the  senti¬ 
ment  of  the  population.  Please  consider  the  consequences  of  a  painful 
delay.  The  settlers  have  formed  and  are  every  day  forming  settlements, 
without  knowing  where  the  limits  of  their  future  properties  will  be. 
These  limits  being  right  lines  and  inflexible  parallels,  will  cut  up  fields, 
will  pass  through  houses  and  will  separate  fields  for  convenience  of 
access  to  which  the  houses  have  been  built — these  will  be  the  inevitable 
consequences  to  those  who  have  already  built,  or  who  may  build  here¬ 
after,  until  a  survey  is  made.  What  great  inconvenience,  what  deplorable 
consequences  1  However,  three-fourths  of  these  troubles  might  have  been 
avoided  if  the  survey  had  been  done  when  it  was  asked  for  and  when  it 
was  promised. 

“  I  hope,  Sir,  that  the  misfortunes  which  bear  so  heavily  upon  our  popu¬ 
lation  will  soon  come  to  an  end,  and  the  more  so,  as  a  word  from  you  will 
suffice.  You  have  the  kindness  to  remind  the  surveyors  charged  with  this 
work  that  it  is  more  necessary  in  this  part  of  the  country  than  elsewhere, 
in  places  where  settlement  has  not  yet  commenced.  If  the  surveyors 
have  not  yet  been  selected,  there  are  enough  others  in  the  country  to 
enable  you  to  name  a  staff,  who  could  go  upon  the  spot  and  make  the 
people  happy  and  satisfied,  so  far  as  circumstances  will  permit.  I  under¬ 
stand  you  to  tell  me  to  have  patience;  that  everything  will  come  out 
right  in  the  end.  Those  are  words  which,  permit  me  to  say,  I  can 
no  longer  accept.  There  is  a  double  proof  of  it.  Prince  Albert 
was  settled  the  same  time  that  this  colony  began.  The  inhabitants  of 
Prince  Albert  have  had  their  lands  surveyed  a  long  time  and  have 
received  their  patents.  In  the  second  place,  I  do  not  want  it  to  be  said 
that  there  is  in  this  country  places  were  the  emigrants  are  treated  like 
helots.” 

“  Opposite  to  the  mission  which  we  have  established,  that  is  to  say,  on 
the  north  shore  Tp.  45  R.  27  and  28,  W.  2,  there  are  only  two  families, 
and  already  in  the  two  townships  the  river  squares  have  been  changed 
into  river  lots.  1  see  them  marked  on  the  map.  For  the  last  ten  years  a 
few  families  have  been  living  on  the  north  shore ;  there  are  about  thirty 
at  present.  Next  summer  there  will  not  be  enough  room  for  a  part  of 
those  who  have  promised  to  come,  and  there  is  not  a  river  lot  which  is 
surveyed.  What  would  the  immigrants  do  if  they  knew  that  in  this 
country  they  can  be  treated  with  such  unheard  of  partiality  ?  * 

“  If  I  was  on  the  spot  I  could  get  this  letter  signed  by  the  fathers  of 
families,  representing  a  population  of  2,000  souls;  but  I  prefer  to  send  it 
to  you  immediately,  hoping  to  receive  your  answer  before  the  departure 
of  Mr.  Pearce.” 

On  14th  February  Mr.  Deville,  to  whom  that  letter  was 
addressed,  transmitted  it  to  the  Deputy  Minister,  and  in 
doing  so,  said : 

“  I  beg  to  draw  your  attention  to  the  clause  stating  that  last  year  the 
Rev.  W.  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney  obtained  from  the  Government  written 
assurances  that  the  lands  occupied  by  French  settlers  on  the  south 
branch  of  the  Saskatchewan  would  be  laid  out  into  river  lots.  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  state  whether  or  not  such  is  the  case,  but  I  am  aware  a 
similar  promise  was  made  for  the  Saskatchewan,  Edmonton  and  St.  Albert 
settlements.” 

So  we  have  evidence,  in  these  papers  I  have  read,  of  the 
fact  that  this  promise  was  made  for  the  settlement  repre¬ 
sented  by  Father  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney : 

‘‘The  wishes  of  the  settlers  could  easily  be  met  without  inconvenience 
or  prejudice  to  the  Government  by  adopting  the  following  course  :  (L.) 
If  the  inspector  of  agencies,  when  on  the  ground,  should  be  satisfied 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  settlers  in  a  township  desire  river  lots, 
then  he  should  have  power  to  direct  that  every  homestead  fronting  on  the 
river  in  that  township  shall  be  composed  of  four  quarter  quarter  sections, 
forming  a  lot  of  twenty  chains  in  width  by  one  mile  in  depth.  (2.)  Except 
when  all  occupants  of  a  section  prefer  having  it  allotted  into  quarter 
sections,  in  which  case  their  request  should  be  complied  with.  (3.) 
Except  when  all  the  occupants  of  two  sections  desire  that  the  lots  should 
be  ten  chains  in  width  and  should  extend  two  miles,  to  the  depth  of  the 
two  sections,  in  which  case  their  wishes  should  also  be  complied  with. 

“  A  lot  twenty  chains  wide  by  one  mile  deep  would  be  described  in  the 
patent  as  composed  of  four  quarter  sections.  A  lot  ten  chains  wide  by 
two  miles  deep  would  be  described  as  the  western,  eastern,  northern  or 
southern  halves  of  eight  quarter  quarter  sections.  The  areas  could  easily 
be  found  by  reference  to  this  office." 

Mr.  Blake. 


On  tho  10th  March  the  secretary  of  the  Department  wrote 
Mr.  Deville  a  letter,  as  follows  :  — 

“A  copy  of  your  letter  and  a  translation  of  that  of  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Vegreville.  have  been  sent  to  Mr.  Commissioner  Walsh,  with  a  statement 
that  the  Minister  approves  of  your  suggestion,  and  a  request  that  the 
inspector  of  Dominion  land  agencies  be  instructed  accordingly.” 

Meantime,  other  correspondence  was  going  on  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  and  Mr.  Pearce  himself,  on  the  17th  January,  1884, 
had  written  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  He  says  : 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  I  was  this  day  called  upon  by  the 
Rev.  Father  Vegreville  and  Hon.  Charles  Nolin,  in  reference  to  the  survey 
into  river  lots  of  the  land  bordering  on  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan  River,  in  townships  45,  ranges  27  and  28,  west  2nd  meridian,  and 
townships  44,  and  ranges  west  3rd  meridian.  They  state  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  promised  that  sub-division  into  river  lots  would  be  made  last  year, 
and  that  it  has  not  been  done.  At  their  request,  I  promised  to  submit 
the  matter  for  your  consideration.  They  will  themselves  communicate 
with  you  on  the  subject.” 

On  the  10th  March,  1884,  the  secretary  of  the  Department 
wrote  to  Mr.  Deville,  enclosing  a  copy  of  that  letter,  and 
making  this  enquiry ; 

‘‘Will  you  please  state,  for  the  information  of  the  Minister,  how 
this^matter  stands  and  what  promises  have  been  made  to  the  petition- 

On  the  12th  March  Mr.  Deville  answers  : 

“  Some  river  lots  have  been  laid  out  in  the  above  townships, 
but  .  the  greater  part  of  the  river  fronts  has  been  sub-divided  into 
sections.  Rev.  Y.  Vegreville  and  non.  Chas.  Nolin  refer  probably  to  a 
promise  of  the  Minister  to  Rev.  W.  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney,  that  certain 
lands  would  be  laid  out  into  river  lots.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
such  a  promise  has  been  made.  As  to  the  proper  course  to  be  adopted,  I 
would  refer  you  to  my  letter  of  the  14th  ult.  to  the  Deputy  Minister.” 

That  is  the  letter  which  I  have  already  read.  Mr.  Pearce’s 
report  on  the  Prince  Albert  settlement  contains  this  state¬ 
ment  : 

“  Two  classes  of  settlers  have  entered  the  Prince  Albert  district  from 
Manitoba,  namely,  the  English-speaking  settlers,  largely  composed  of 
half-breeds,  and  the  French-speaking  settlers,  who  are  probably  wholly 
half-breeds.  The  latter  class  settled  in  the  neighborhood  of  Stobart, 
Duck  Lake  and  the  south  branch.  Those  in  the  latter  district  have  not 
yet  made  entry  to  their  lands,  nor  have  any  claims  been  preferred 
by  them,  owing  to  the  fact  that  they  anticipated  a  re-survey  of  the  district 
into  river  lots.  When  this  re-survey  is  completed,  the  settlers  will,  no 
doubt,  prefer  their  claims.” 

Mr.  Pearce  received  from  the  Department  Mr.  Deville’s 
plan  which  I  have  already  read,  and  on  reply  he  writes  in 
March,  as  follows  : — 

“  ‘  That  if  he  (Mr.  Pearce)  personally  had  time  to  make  a  survey  of  these 
settlers’  holdings  he  has  no  doubt  that  entries  could  be  granted  in  legal 
sub-division  or  fractional  parts  thereof,  so  that  each  person’s  interest 
would  be  as  well  protected  as  if  laid  off  in  river  lots,  but  that  he  has  not 
time  to  do  as  that  suggestion  would  demand,  much  as  he  would  like  that 
kind  of  work.  He  also  states  that  he  thinks,  owing  to  the  points  and 
bays  on  the  river,  it  will  be  found  that  no  regular  width  of  lots  will 
meet  the  wishes  of  those  people  ;  that  their  improvements  are  in  all 
corners  ;  that  they  seem  determined  to  have  their  holdings  laid  out  in 
river  lots,  and  it  will  be  found  that  they  will  expect  the  lines  between 
every  lot  plainly  defined  on  the  ground  at  least.’  That  is  what  Mr.  Pearce 
states  he  inferred  from  interviews  he  had  with  them.  Further,  he  tried 
to  explain  to  them  how  their  wishes  could  be  met  by  means  of  a  legal 
sub-division  survey  or  fractional  portions  thereof ;  but  he  fears  they  did 
not  comprehed  what  he  desired  to  impart.  In  fact,  it  was  a  matter 
which  he  took  particular  pains  to  discuss  with  others,  and  the  better 
educated  portion  of  the  community,  and  the  answer  invariably  was  : 
That  is  plain  enough  to  you  as  a  surveyor,  but  it  is  Greek  to  us.” 
Those  parties  are  bond  fide  settlers  and  as  such  have  or  will  acquire 
title  ;  and  if  they  wish  their  land  laid  off  in  a  certain  way,  why  should 
the  Government  object ;  in  fact,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
survey  it  as  requested.” 

“  Mr.  Inspector  Pearce  further  states  that  neither  the  agent  nor  his 
assistants  are  sufficiently  conversant  with  surveys  to  go  to  the  ground 
and  allot  these  lands  by  land  survey  or  fractional  portion  thereof,  and 
would  recommend  one  of  two  courses  to  be  adopted  :  (1)  To  send  with 

agent  on  the  ground  a  surveyor  who  can  make  a  rough  traverse  of 
improvements  on  each  section,  and  then  entries  can  be  given  by  legal 
sub-division,  so  as  to  preserve  to  each  man  his  improvements,  as  far  as 
possible.  (2).  To  lay  out  in  river  lots  on  ground,  employing  a  surveyor 
of  considerable  experience  in  that  kind  of  work  ;  if  he  or  his  assistants 
spoke  English  so  much  the  better,  and  give  him  sufficient  latitude  in  his 
instructions,  so  that  he  could  make  the  lot  of  such  width  as  to  preserve 
to  each  claimant,  so  far  as  possible,  his  improvements.  In  both  cases 
he  would  suggest  the  township  road  allowance  to  be  kept  open.  If  the 
first  course  is  adopted,  he  begs  leave  to  suggest  that  Ool.  Sproat  or 
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J.  L.  Reid,  D.L.S.,  who  are  now  on  the  ground,  be  instructed  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  agent  and  assist  to  carry  it  out,  as  he  think8  time  would 
be  saved  by  so  doing — expense  also.  All  of  which  is  respectfully  sub¬ 
mitted.” 

There  was  the  suggestion  of  the  man  on  the  ground  who  had 
knowledge,  who  had  seen  the  land  and  discussed  the  question 
with  the  people,  who  knew  the  facts  and  the  difficulties,  and 
who  suggests  two  methods;  but  I  find  no  statement  in  these 
papers  of  any  action  being  taken  on  the  subject  after  the 
)eport  of  Mr.  Pearce.  This  was,  mind  you,  in  the  spring 
of  1884,  aDd  after  the  Prince  Albert  settlors  had  been 
settled  with.  The  question  of  the  survey  of  the  neighborhood 
of  St.  Laurent,  in  the  half-breed  settlement,  was  still  unde¬ 
cided.  On  26th  April,  1884,  Mr.  Louis  Schmidt  wrote  to 
the  Minister  as  follows  : — 

“  I  am  one  of  the  settlors  in  the  South  Saskatchewan,  in  the  elec¬ 
toral  district  of  Lorne,  who  during  the  last  4  years,  have  sent  petitions 
upon  petitions  to  your  Department  to  have  their  lands  surveyed  in  10  or 
20  chains  frontage  by  1  or  2  miles  long,  as  the  same  has  been  done  for 
the  Prince  Albert  settlement  on  both  the  north  and  south  branches  of 
the  Saskatchewan.  I  regret  to  say  that  so  far  our  prayer  has  not  yet 
been  granted,  nor  even  an  answer  ot  any  kind  has  been  given,  and  I  feel 
bounU  to  say  that  such  a  state  of  things  is  almost  intolerable. 

“  The  most  part  of  those  settlers,  and  I  am  among  the  number,  have 
lived  on  and  cultivated  their  lands  for  over  three  years,  and  ought  to  be 
eutitled  to  a  patent  from  the  Crown,  yet  as  they  have  taken  up  their 
land  close  to  each  other,  and  in  the  hope  of  having  them  sub-divided  in 
river  lots,  they  have  not  been  able  to  enter  them  in  the  lands  office. 
You  see,  Sir,  in  a  glance,  the  real  state  of  things,  and  I  need  not  occupy 
your  valuable  time  any  longer  in  entering  into  more  details.  I  pray  you, 
therefore,  most  earnestly,  to  have  the  matter  remedied  for  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  so  many  loyal  subjects  of  her  Majesty  and 
“  Your  humble  servant, 

“  Loui3  Schmidt.” 

That  letter  was  written  on  the  26th  of  April,  1884.  It  was 
not  answered  until  15th  July,  1884,  and  the  answer  was  as 
follows  : — 

“  I  have  to  inform  you  that  immediately  upon  the  return  of  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  the  Interior  from  the  North-West,  which  is  expected  to  be 
within  a  very  few  days,  your  letter  will  be  brought  to  his  attention  with 
a  view  to  immediate  action  being  taken  in  the  matter.” 

So  that  even  on  the  15th  of  July  Mr.  Pearce’s  suggestion  as 
to  satisfying  these  people  had  not  been  accepted,  nor  any 
method  devised  for  dealing  with  the  question.  The  Saskat¬ 
chewan  Herald  of  the  3rd  of  May,  1884,  announced  that  the 
Government  had  rescinded  the  Order  making  the  system  of 
narrow  river  lots,  as  laid  down  in  Red  Eiver,  applicable  to 
the  principal  rivers  in  the  North-West.  It  goes  on  : 

11  When  the  older  settlements  on  the  Saskatchewan  were  founded,  land 
was  taken  up,  regardless  of  any  other  consideration  than  that  there  should 
be  a  river  frontage,  and  every  one  accommodated  his  lines  to  the  pecu¬ 
liarities  of  the  location.  This  plan  was  found  to  interfere  seriously  with 
the  Government  survey  in  the  Territories,  and  was  disregarded,  except  in 
the  case  of  some  settlements,  to  which  it  was  conceded.  Last  winter  the 
Edmonton  delegates  pressed  for  its  application  to  the  settlements  they 
represented  ;  and  the  Government,  believing  that  their  arguments  held 
good,  as  regarded  the  rest  of  the  country,  granted  their  request  and  ex¬ 
tended  the  plan  to  all  the  rivers.  With  the  progress  of  surveys,  however, 
it  became  evident  that  the  disadvantages  were  greatly  in  excess  of  any 
benefits  or  conveniences  to  be  derived  from  the  extension  of  the  system 
of  narrow  frontages,  and  iis  discontinuance  has  therefore  been  decided 
on.  There  is  a,  great  deal  of  broken  land  on  the  banks  of  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan,  so  that  in  many  places  a  man  might  have  a  river  front  and  yet  be 
unahle  to  reach  the  water.  There  will  always  be  broken  and  irregular 
lots  on  the  rivers,  and  we  believe  an  adherence  to  the  rectangular  system 
will,  in  the  end,  give  the  greater  satisfaction.’' 

There  you  have  the  announcement  of  the  discontinuance  of 
that  practice.  I  am  not  now  engaged  in  discussing  the  policy 
of.  that  discontinuance,  as  applied  to  the  Saskatchewan  dis¬ 
trict,  with  a  view  of  dealing  generally,  but  I  am  dealing 
with  the  policy  of  the  discontinuance  of  that  practice,  as 
applied  to  those  who  had  settled  while  the  practice  was 
otherwise,  who  had  been  told  it  was  the  rule,  who  had 
settled  according  to  the  ancient  custom  of  the  country,  who 
saw  this  privilege  granted  to  the  people  at  Prince  Albert  in 
1878,  and  1879  at  Edmonton,  at  Saskatchewan,  in  1883,  and 
who  saw  it  refused,  or,  at  any  rate,  not  granted  to  them  in 
1883  and  1884.  On  the  17th  of  July,  1884,  Le  Manitoba, 
after  discussing  the  half-breed  claims  to  the  Indian  titles, 
says : 


“  The  great  difficulty  that  the  Metis  have  met  with  is  in  obtaining 
first,  the  survey  of  their  lands,  according  to  the  actual  limits  and  form  of 
these  lands.  The  slowness  in  the  confirmation  of  their  titles  and  the 
quasi  refusal  to  accord  them  the  grant  asked  for  the  extinction  of  their 
Indian  rights  are  to-day  the  cause  of  all  the  discontent.  Many  petitions 
have  been  addressed  to  Ottawa,  even  delegates  have  been  sent  to  the 
capital,  at  great  cost,  and  still  nothing  has  been  accomplished.” 

Well,  then,  Sir,  this  was  the  state  of  things  in  the  middle  of 
1834,  when  Louis  Riel  was  asked  to  come  :  and  now  I  turn 
back  to  the  spring  of  that  year,  and  the  winter  of  that  year 
— to  February,  1884,  wheu  Mr.  Pearce  had  gone  up,  after 
these  long  delays,  to  settle  the  claims  at  Prince  Albert  and 
St.  Laurent.  His  mission  was  to  deal  with  those  places. 
He  dealt  with  the  case  of  Prince  Albert,  but  he  did  not 
deal  with  St.  Laurent,  or  Stobart,  Luck  Lake,  Batoche, 
Grandin,  St.  Antoine  de  Padouo  and  St.  Louis  de  Langevin  ; 
and  why  did  he  not  ?  As  I  have  told  you,  the  cases  of  the 
white  settlers  of  Prince  Albert,  after  being  investigated  in 
January  and  February,  wore  reported  on  in  March;  the 
proposed  settlements  were  approved  by  the  Minister  in 
April,  and  if  the  settlements  were  just  and  reasonable  the 
question  was  ended.  But  why  did  Mr.  Pearce  not  go  down 
to  St.  Laurent  and  these  other  places  and  dispose  of  their 
fewer  claims?  It  was  this  question  of  the  surveys  and  plans 
which  prevented  him.  I  will  read  you  his  telegram  from 
Prince  Albert  in  February,  1884  : 

“  Have  taken  the  evidence  of  all  claims  excepting  St.  Laurent  and 
vicinity.  Plans  not  received  As  claimants  there  speak  French,  propose 
agent  take  evidence,  when  plans  received  and  forward  land  board.  I 
intend  proceeding  Winnipeg  Wednesday,  unless  otherwise  ordered.  Made 
no  report  as  yet.” 

Upon  receipt  of  that  telegram  Mr.  Hall  writes  to  Mr.  De* 
viile  : 

“  In  what  state  is  the  survey  of  St.  Laurent,  on  the  Saskatchewan  ? 
Mr.  Pearce  says  that  the  plans  have  not  yet  been  received  at  the  Prince 
Albert  agency,  and  until  they  are  of  course  the  claims  of  the  settlers 
cannot  be  enquired  into.” 

We  have  no  answer  to  that  letter,  and  no  information  as  to 
when  those  plans  were  received.  The  secretary  of  the 
Department  writes  to  Mr.  Pearce  in  acknowledgment  of 
his  telegram  : 

“  The  suggestion  contained  in  your  telegram  received  here  from  Prince! 
Albert,  that  the  agent  of  that  district  be  named  to  take  the  evidence  in 
regard  to  the  claims  of  settlers  at  St.  Laurent,  is  approved  of. 

“  Mr.  Gauvreau  has  had  considerable  experience  in  the  business  of  the 
Department,  and  ought  to  be  quite  capable  of  taking  the  evidence.  I 
have  sent  to  the  chief  inspector  of  surveys,  enquiring  in  what  stale  of 
progress  the  survey  is,  and  when  I  hear  from  him  I  shall  let  you  know.” 

I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Pearce  ever  heard  from  Mr. 
Burgess,  but  there  is  no  letter  brought  down  informing  Mr. 
Pearce  of  the  result  of  the  enquiry.  Now,  tho  special  survey 
at  St.  Laurent  was  approved  by  the  Government  in  March, 
1879,  and  that  special  survey  was  open  for  entry  only  in 
March,  1884,  after  Mr.  Pearce  had  left  the  settlement  alto¬ 
gether,  I  presume  because  the  plans  never  had  been  sent 
up,  and  I  suppose  that  they  had  been  sent  up  on  learning  of 
tbis  mistake ;  but  for  four  years  the  special  settlement 
was  in  tho  hands  of  tho  Government  approved,  but 
yet  the  lands  were  not  opened.  As  to  tho  settlers 
whose  claims  were  investigated  later,  between  forty  and  fifty 
were  on  that  special  survey,  and  between  thirty  and  forty 
wero  between  Gabriel’s  Crossing  and  Batoche,  so  that  the 
great  bulk  of  those  dealt  with  wero  on  the  special  survey — ■ 
who  were  about  one-half  of  the  settlers — were  not  allowed  to 
enter,  although  the  surveys  were  approved  in  1879,  until 
after  Mr.  Pearce  left  tho  settlement  in  1884.  These  other 
townships,  or  at  least  most  of  them,  wore  approved  in 
September  1881 ;  one  in  November,  1883,  and  the  other  in 
December,  1883.  Now,  I  have  no  answer  to  give  you  as  to 
why  tho  St.  Laurent  survey  was  not  sent  up  botore.  But 
as  to  why  no  entries  were  made  in  the  other  townships  I 
have  already  shown  you  that  it  was  because  the  inhabitants 
were  persistently  asking  that  the  method  and  practice  under 
which  they  settled  should  be  recognised  and  conceded  to 
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thorn,  as  it  was  to  Prince  Albert,  as  to  the  people  of  the 
north  branch,  as  to  the  people  of  Edmonton,  as  to  the  people 
of  St.  Albert,  as  to  the  peoplo  of  Fort  Saskatchewan, 
and  because  they  did  not  wish  for,  and,  in  fact,  could  not 
avail  themselves,  as  they  understood  it,  of  the  township 
survey,  in  order  to  get  their  lands.  Mr.  Pearce  has  given 
us  his  reason,  in  his  letter  of  September,  1883,  which  I  have 
read.  He  says  these  entries  were  not  made  because  the 
re-survey  was  being  expected,  and  the  decision  as  to  the 
re-survey  was  still  being  expected  when  Mr.  Pearce  was 
there  in  February,  1884.  But  there  was  another  reason. 
The  agent  had  been  stopped  by  Mr.  Pearce  in  September, 
1883,  in  pursuance  of  the  bungle  of  the  Millar  type.  However 
the  local  agent  was  directed  to  investigate,  and  he  did  investi¬ 
gate,  in  May,  1884.  The  papers  are  brought  down,  but  the 
investigation  did  not  touch  the  lands  of  St.  Louis  de  Langevin 
at  all,  because  that  was  sacred  soil  ;  it  was  colonisation 
company’s  land,  and  it  could  not  be  touched,  and  therefore 
there  was  no  investigation  made  of  their  cases.  But  the 
investigation  was  made  of  the  other  cases,  and  they  were 
generally  settled  in  one  way  or  another.  The  first  settle¬ 
ment  in  a  few  cases  took  place  in  each  of  the  years  18*72, 
1873,  1874,  1875,  1876,  1877  and  1878,  and  many  settle¬ 
ments  in  each  of  the  years  1879,  1881,  1882  and  1883. 
In  some  cases,  as  appears  by  the  papers,  there  were 
very  large  improvements,  and  the  names  of  many  of 
those  people  appear  in  the  lists  of  killed,  wounded  and 
prisoners.  Now,  I  do  not  know  what  was  the  principle 
of  the  settlement  that  was  made;  but  I  point  out  that  had  the 
surveys  been  made  and  approved,  and  the  plans  sent  up,  the 
investigation  might  have  taken  place  in  February,  1884,  as  it 
was  intended  to  do,  as  Mr.  Pearce  was  ready  to  do,  and  as  he 
was  only  prevented  from  doing  by  the  circumstances  to  which 
I  have  alluded.  Then,  in  May,  1884,  when  the  investigation 
-did  take  place,  the  excitement  had  got  higher,  and  in  June, 
1881,  Kiel  came  into  the  country,  and  these  complaints  and 
disputes  and  difficulties  about  lands  remained,  and  the 
agitation  went  on  increasing.  What  was  the  relative  con¬ 
dition,  Sir,  at  that  time,  of  the  white  settlement  at  Prince 
Albert  and  the  half-breed  settlements  at  St.  Laurent  and  in 
the  vicinity  ?  The  white  settlement  had  had  a  hearing  ;  it 
had  had  an  investigation  in  January  and  in  February,  a 
report  in  March,  and  the  decision  of  the  Minister  in  April. 
What  was  the  situation  in  the  case  of  the  half-breed  settle¬ 
ments  at  St.  Laurent  ?  They  had  nothing  until  May ;  they 
ha  i  then  an  investigation  of  the  agent ;  the  report  was  sent  on 
and  nothing  was  done.  Mr.  Pearce  did  not  report ;  he 
was  not  asked  to  report,  according  to  any  of  the 
papors  which  have  been  brought  down,  although  I  ask, 
would  not  the  ordinary  dictates  of  prudence,  say  :  Now,  in 
the  month  of  May  you  have  the  report  of  the  agent  on  the 
cases  of  these  half-breed  settlers ;  send  down  your  report  on 
them,  so  that  wo  may  act  at  once  and  decide  their  future  in 
reference  to  these  lands.  Bat  he  was  not  asked  to  report 
on  any  papers  brought  down  to  us,  and,  in  fact,  he  did  not 
report  until  the  17th  of  October;  and  then  he  reported 
late,  but  still  in  time,  if  this  report  had  been  acted  upon. 
On  the  17th  of  October  he  reported  on  St.  Laurent,  Duck 
Lake,  Batoche,  Grandin,  St.  Antoine  de  Padoue,  though  not 
on  St.  Louis  de  Langevin;  and  having  reported,  what  came 
of  his  report  ?  It  camedowu  to  Ottawa,  and  it  was  buried  in 
the  Department.  While  the  report  on  the  white  settlers, 
which  dealt  with  many  hundreds  of  cases,  and  which  estab¬ 
lished  new  principles,  was  disposed  of  in  about  three 
weeks,  the  report  on  the  comparatively  few  cases,  less 
than  100,  dealing  on  the  recognised  old  principles  with  the 
St.  Laurent  claims,  was  held  over  at  Ottawa  from  the  17th 
of  October,  1884,  until  the  9th  of  February,  1885,  just  while 
the  difficulty  was  arising,  while  all  the  meetings  wore  being 
held,  while  all  the  agitation  and  excitement  was  taking 
place,  and  on  the  9th  of  February  at  last  that  report  was 
approved  by  this  telegram  : 

Mr.  Blake, 


“  February  9,  1885.— Report  of  land  board  on  St.  Laurent  claims 
approved.  Instruct  Prince  Albert  agent  to  give  effect  thereto.” 

You  can  know  the  reason  ;  the  account  I  have  given  you 
in  the  last  few  hours  shows  you  that  February  and  March 
were  notable  months  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
Tnere  had  been  warnings;  the  half-breed  enumeration  was 
arranged  on  the  28th  of  January ;  on  the  4th  of  February 
Governor  Dewdney  was  told  of  it ;  and  on  the  9th  of  the 
same  February  they  found  time  to  deal  with  the  ninety-five 
cases  of  the  St.  Laurent  settlers,  and  telegraphed  to  say 
that  it  was  approved.  Doubtless  this  was  on  account  of 
further  warnings  not  brought  down  ;  but  the  grace  came 
too  late.  Once  again,  I  say  [  am  not  criticising  the  deci¬ 
sions  ;  I  am  dealing  with  the  question  of  there  being  a  deci¬ 
sion.  The  decision  was  reached  on  the  9th  of  February  ;  by 
the  time  it  reached  the  local  agent  the  people  were  just  on 
the  ove  of  speaking  out,  and  I  observe  by  the  Mail  corres¬ 
pondent  that  in  the  wrecked  house  of  one  of  the  rebels  was 
found  a  letter  of  the  agent,  informing  him  what  his  fate  was 
to  be.  Thus,  in  this  regard,  there  was  the  grossest  apathy, 
delay,  neglect,  procrastination  and  incapacity  which  can 
be  conceived  ;  because,  if  there  ever  waa  a  time  when  men 
should  have  been  prompt  it  was  at  that  time.  In  the  fall  of 
the  year,  the  cases  of  the  whites  had  been  settled  ;  those  of 
the  half-breeds  had  not.  They  were  agitating  and  com¬ 
plaining  ;  their  chief  was  among  them,  inciting  and 
inflaming  them  ;  an  increased  force  had  been  sent  among 
them ;  the  Government  had  done  something  towards 
repression  ;  were  they  to  do  nothing  towards  redress  ?  No  ; 
the  papers  come  down  in  October,  and  they  lie  half  October, 
all  November,  all  December,  all  January,  and  until  the  9th 
of  February,  in  the  office,  without  the  Government  touching 
them,  without  telling  these  people  that  they  should  have 
their  lands,  and  on  what  terms  they  might  have  them.  And 
so  I  say,  both  as  to  their  lands  and  as  to  the  half-breed  Indian 
title,  the  statements  I  have  made  1  believe  are  beyond 
successful  contradiction.  In  old  and  sterner  times  men 
would  have  been  impeached  for  conducting  in  this  way  the 
public  affairs  of  the  country.  In  these  milder  days  we  have 
substituted  votes  of  censure,  and  I  move : 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  “that”  and  insert  the  following 
instead  thereof :  It  be  Resolved , — That  in  the  administration  of  North- 
West  aflairj  by  the  present  Government,  prior  to  the  recent  outbreak, 
there  have  occurred  grave  instances  of  neglect,  delay  and  mismanage¬ 
ment  in  matters  affecting  the  peace,  welfare  and  good  government  of 
the  country. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Whether,  in  the  long 
and  elaborate  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  has  estab¬ 
lished  a  rightful  censure  upon  the  Government,  whether 
he  has  shown  that  we  have  been  guilty  of  negligence,  of 
oppression,  of  mal-administration,  I  leave  to  the  judgment  of 
tho  House  and  the  country.  But  there  is  one  thing  I  think 
there  can  be  no  doubt  about  on  either  side,  and  that  is  that 
the  hon.  gentleman,  in  his  speech,  has  furnished  gratuitously 
a  most  able  brief  for  the  counsel  of  Louis  Riel.  I  venture  to 
say  that  not  one  of  the  counsel  for  that  unfortunate  man 
will  be  able  to  advance  or  will  be  able  to  adduce  such  argu¬ 
ments  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done  this  day,  irrespective 
of  the  consequences  which  he  should  have  known  would 
have  flown  from  his  language. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Who  caused  it  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  may  sneer  but  you 
will  find,  this  House  will  find,  that  in  tho  speeches  of  tho 
counsel  lor  Riel,  when  the  trial  takes  place,  as  it  will,  within 
a  few  days,  the  substance,  the  basis,  the  apex  and  the  bottom 
of  that  defence  will  be  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
And  it  was  so  from  the  beginning.  From  the  beginning  of 
this  Session,  every  motion  the  hon.  gentleman  made,  every 
question  he  asked,  every  return  he  called  for — it  was  all 
done  with  the  one  object,  the  miserable,  the  wretched  object 
of  trying  to  get  a  case  against  the  Government  rather  than 
get  justice  for  the  people  of  the  North-West.  I  would  ask 
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any  hon.  member  in  this  House  if  the  whole  speech  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  a  justification,  an  apology,  an  excuse 
for  the  rising  in  the  North-West;  a  justification,  an  apology, 
an  excuse  for  murder. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD — a  justification,  an  excuse 
for  anarchy. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  You  are  the  criminals. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  say  that  the  whole 
course  of  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  the  whole  course  of 
the  Opposition  out  of  this  House,  every  effort  made  by  them, 
every  statement  made  by  them  in  the  House  and  the  press, 
has  been  with  the  object  of  injuring  the  Government,  irres¬ 
pective  of  the  country,  whatever  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
may  say.  What  care  they  whether  the  future  prospects  of 
the  North-West  bo  prejudiced  or  affected  ?  If  they  can  get 
up  a  cry  or  a  means  of  attack  on  the  Government,  they  do 
not  care.  They  would  rather  rule  in  hell  than  serve  in 
heaven.  There  are  two  things  that  will  rise  in  the  minds 
of  the  auditors  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech,  and 
those  are,  that  he  never  alluded,  except  very  cursorilly, 
to  the  course  of  events  before  1878-79.  How  reticent  he 
was  about  the  policy  of  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
member  sometimes,  and  sometimes  not.  In  the  next  place, 
he  has  not  ventured,  in  the  whole  of  his  seven  hours’ 
speech,  to  say  that  the  alleged  grievances  of  the  half-breeds 
were  just. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hoar. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  true  he  has  quoted 
their  grievances ;  it  is  true  he  has  gone  down  to  the  cellars 
of  the  reading  room  and  raked  up  every  newspaper  coming 
from  the  North-West,  to  read  little  paragraphs  written  by 
country  editors  for  the  special  benefit  of  their  special 
locality.  He  has  read  them  as  evidence  of  writings  with¬ 
hold  by  the  Government.  Whenever  he  has  read  a  paper 
he  has  said  :  There  is  no  answer  to  this  ;  and  he  supposes 
there  must  have  been  an  answer,  and  that  answer  must 
have  been  suppressed. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  So  they  were. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron — no,  he  does  not  say  that;  he  is  a  gentleman, 
though  a  mistaken  gentleman.  It  is  the  hon.  gentleman 
behird  him  who  has  said  it.  I  say,  in  the  first  place,  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  never,  in  the  whole  course  of  his  long  speech, 
said  that  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  to  be  put  on  the  same 
footing  with  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  were  just  and  legal. 
He  has  not  dropped  a  single  word  to  that  effect.  Why? 
Because  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member  decided 
solemnly  they  had  no  such  claim  ;  that  they  had  no  claims  at 
all,  no  more  than  the  white  settler  who  went  in.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  sometimes  in  the  Government  and  sometimes  not 
there — I  cannot  tell  whether  he  was  in  at  the  very  hour 
when  the  policy  of  the  Mackenzie  Government  was  declared 
in  a  solemn  despatch — but  he  had  it;  he  has  had  it 
in  his  hands;  he  has  read  a  portion  of  it  to-night; 
he  has  not  quoted  the  whole  of  that  despatch— 
that  despatch  in  which  the  hon  member  for  Both- 
well  declared  that  the  half-breeds  had  no  rights.  Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Mills)  deny  that  there  is  such 
a  despatch?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  deny  that  he  does 
not  know  it,  that  he  has  not  read  it,  that  he  has  not  read  a 
portion  of  it?  Then  I  shall  read  it.  Thus  runs  the  solemn 
despatch  of  the  13th  February,  1878,  written  by  the  then 
Lieutenant  Governor,  Mr.  Laird.  I  shall  read  the  whole  of 
the  despatch.  It  is  addressed  to  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well,  Minister  of  the  Interior: 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  petition  of  certain  half- 
breeds  of  St.  Laurent,  relating  to  several  matters  affecting  their  inter¬ 
ests  in  this  country.  Though  the  petition  is  addressed  to  the  Lieutenant 


Governor  of  the  North-West  Territory,  yet,  as  it  refers  to  questions  for 
the  most  part  wholly  under  the  control  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  and 
Government,  I  am  requested  to  forward  it  to  His  Excellency  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council.  I  hope  you  will  have  the  goodness  at  an  early  day  to 
lay  it  before  His  Excellency  in  Council.” 

At  an  early  day — the  hon.  gentleman  is  very  anxious  about 
an  early  day : 

“  Should  it  be  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  appoint  any  addi¬ 
tional  members  to  the  Council  of  the  North-West  Territories,  the  prayer 
of  the  petitioners,  that  such  should  be  selected  from  the  old  residents  of 
the  country,  is  well  worthy  of  consideration.  It  is  important  that  the 
land  policy  of  the  Government  towards  old  settlers  and  others  living  tor 
many  years  in  the  territory  should  be  declared.  It  appears  to  me  that 
they  have  a  claim  to  some  more  speedy  means—” 

Speedy ! 

“speedy  means  for  acquiring  a  title  for  settlement  purposes  than  the 
homestead  provisions  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act.  To  prevent  disputes 
between  neighbors,  it  is  highly  desirable  that  the  survey  of  lands  settled 
upon  along  the  principal  rivers  should  be  prosecuted  with  all  convenient 
speed.” 

Just  put  that  map  on  the  Table,  please,  and  see  what  speed 
has  boon  made  with  the  survey. 

“  With  respect  to  the  prayer  for  assistance  in  procuring  seeds  and  imple¬ 
ments  to  commence  farming  operations,  it  is  similar  to  the  request  made 
to  me  by  the  half-breeds  of  Bow  River  during  the  Blackfeet  treaty 
negotiations,  and  which  I  forwarded  to  you  and  commended  to  the 
favorable  consideration  of  the  Government.” 

That  is  signed  by  Mr.  Laird.  This  is  the  answer  of  the 
Government,  a  portion  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded 
to,  but  he  did  not  read  the  whole  : 

“Department  of  the  Interior,  Ottawa,  18th  March,  1878.” 

The  Government  went  out,  I  think,  in  October,  1878, 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  September. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  October.  They 
ought  to  have  gone  out  in  September,  but  they  did  not. 

“  Sia,— I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  despatch 
(No.  47)  of  the  13th  ultimo,  covering  a  petition  addressed  to  you  by 
certain  half-breeds  of  the  parish  of  St.  Laurent,  relating  to  several 
matters  affecting  the  interest  of  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West.  You 
are  requested  to  inform  the  petitioners  that  I  shall  have  much  pleasure — ” 

Mr.  Mills  will  have  much  pleasure;  I  beg  his  pardon,  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  of  that  day,  will  have  much  plea¬ 
sure — 

“in  submitting  their  petition  for  the  consideration  of  His  Excellency  the 
Governor  General  in  Council.  In  the  meantime,  you  may  intimate  to 
the  petitioners  that  should  it  be  thought  desirable  to  appoint  additional 
members  to  the  Council  of  the  North-West,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  recom¬ 
mend  for  His  Excellency’s  consideration  their  application  that  such 
members  should  be  selected  from  the  old  residents  in  the  Territories”— 

Not  elected — 

“  and  that  if  possible  one  of  them  should  be  of  French  Canadian 
origin.  The  propriety  of  passing  an  Act  to  secure  for  the  half-breeds 
some  more  speedy  means  of  acquiring  a  title  for  settlement  purposes  than 
under  the  provisions  of  the  present  homestead  and  Dominion  Lauds  Act 
has  for  some  time  past,  engaged  my  attention.” 

Well,  he  took  office  in  1873. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  Well,  the  Government 
got  in  in  1873,  and  I  suppose  his  predecessor  was  not  a 
dummy;  his  predecessor  was  as  able  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself,  his  predecessor  had  the  same  responsibility  as  him¬ 
self,  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  being  his  successor  in  the 
same  Administration,  took  upon  himself  all  the  responsibility 
of  what  his  predecessor  did  or  did  not  do. 

“  As  regards  the  application  of  the  petitioners  for  an  early  survey  of 
the  settled  lands  along  the  principal  rivers,  I  have  to  request  you  to 
inform  the  petitioners  that  the  survey  of  such  lands  lias  already  been 
carried  out,  to  some  extent,  and  will  be  prosecuted  as  rapidly  as  the 
funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Department  will  permit.” 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Exactly;  but  that  Gov¬ 
ernment  did  not  choose  to  apply  for  the  funds ;  and,  if  they 
had  applied  for  the  funds,  they  would  have  got  them. 
They  left  the  thing  alone. 

“  The  application  of  the  petitioners  to  be  aided  by  the  Government 
with  seeds  and  agricultural  implements  in  their  farming  operations  I 
confess  I  am  not  disposed  to  view  favorably.  I  do  not  see  upon  what 
grounds  the  half-breeds  can  claim  to  be  treated,  in  this  particular,  dif¬ 
ferently  from  the  white  settlers  in  the  Territories.” 

I  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

“  The  half-breeds  who  have,  in  some  respects,  the  advantage  over  new 
settlers  in  the  Territories,,  should  be  impressed  with  the  necessity  of 
settling  down  in  fixed  localities  and  directing  their  energies  towards 
astoral  or  agricultural  pursuits,  in  which  case  lands  would,  no  doubt, 
e  assigned  to  them,  in  the  same  way  as  to  white  settlers.  But  beyond 
this,  they  must  not  look  to  the  Government  for  any  special  assistance  in 
their  farming  operations. 

“  The  petitioners  are  in  error  in  supposing  that  the  Government  has 
given  seeds  or  farming  implements,  to  any  other  class  of  white  settlers  in 
tne  North-West. 

“  Money  has  been  advanced,  in  some  cases,  to  certain  settlers,  on  the 
distinct  understanding  that  it  would  be  repaid  to  the  Government  by 
the  parties  to  whom  it  was  advanced.  I  may  add  that  the  result  of  this 
experiment  has  not  been  such  as  to  induce  the  Government  to  repeat  it.” 

There  is  that  despatch,  in  which  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Interior,  administering  the  affairs  of  the  North-West,  tells 
the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  that  they  have  no  greater 
claims  than  the  white  settlers  at  that  period ;  and  what 
were  the  claims  of  the  white  settlers  at  that  period  ?  They 
were  simply  this:  that  any  man  going  there  who  was  18 
years  of  age  and  upwards  could  settle  down  on  160  acres  of 
land,  and,  if  he  cultivated  for  three  years,  he  could  get  his 
patent  for  that  land.  These  were  the  claims  and  the  only 
claims  that  the  white  man  going  from  Ontario  or  Quebec, 
or  any  of  the  Provinces  of  Canada,  had  ;  he  could  have  160 
acres  free,  and,  if  he  chose  to  buy,  he  could  have  160 
acres  more  by  preemption;  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
declared  that  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  should 
have  no  other  and  no  greater  claims  than  the  white  men. 
Now  the  hon.  gentleman  very  properly  argues  that  the 
half-breeds  have,  in  some  respects,  great  advantages  over 
tbe  new  settlers  going  into  that  country.  He  says  that 
these  half-breeds  should  be  impressed  with  the  necessity  of 
settling  down  in  fixed  localities.  They  know  the  country; 
they  were  born  in  the  country;  they  were  trained  in  the 
country.  They  knew  what  the  conditions  of  the  country 
were,  what  the  climatic  conditions  were  ;  they  knew  what 
to  expect.  They  knew  that  if  they  do  not  choose  to 
cultivate  the  land,  they  must  look  elsewhere  tor  means  of 
subsistence.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  truth  is,  that  the  dis¬ 
satisfaction  which  has  arisen  in  the  North-West  has  deeper 
roots  than  more  discontent  by  the  half-breeds  and  others  who 
are  not  getting  their  patents  or  getting  their  claims 
asserted.  From  the  very  inception  of  the  acquisition  of 
this  country  by  Canada  lrom  the  Hudson  Bay  Company 
thete  was  discontent.  In  the  first  place,  the  Hudson  Bay 
subordinates  living  in  the  country  were  very  much  dissatis¬ 
fied  that  the  company  should  bo  pushed  off  their  throne.  They 
governed  that  country ;  they  were  the  sovereigns  of  that 
country,  and  everything  that  they  could  do  secretly  was  done 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  Government  getting  posses¬ 
sion  of  that  country.  That  discontent  was  sedulously  spread 
among  the  whites,  and  among  the  half-breeds,  and,  perhaps, 
in  6ome  degree,  among  the  Indians.  That  discontent  con¬ 
tinued,  aye,  and  continues  yet.  The  half-breeds  never  have 
been  satisfied  with  the  transfer  of  the  country  to  Canada. 
They  were  willing  to  remain  in  their  semi-free  condition 
under  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  but  they  were  not  satisfied 
to  come  under  the  Government  of  the  Dominion ;  and  in 
1870  this  dissatisfaction  culminated  in  an  outbreak.  That 
was  subdued,  but  the  feeling  still  lingered.  In  1874  Mr. 
Gabriel  Dumont  was  still  a  rebel — Mr.  Gabriel  Dumont — I 
speak  of  him  with  respect,  because  he  was  a  brave  man; 
although  he  was  a  rebel,  although  he  has  committed  crimes, 
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for  which,  if  proved  guilty,  ho  would  forfeit  his  life,  still, 
everyone  must  have  respect  for  him,  that  certainly  they 
have  not  for  Louis  Biel.  But  in  1874  Gabriel  Dumont  was 
forming  a  Provincial  Government.  He  never  was  satisfied 
under  the  Crown  of  Great  Britain.  And  there  is  a  letter 
from  Governor  Morris,  of  the  22nd  of  June,  1874,  inclusive 
of  a  statement  of  John  McKay,  relating  to  the  conduct  of 
Gabriel  Dumont.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken  of 
John  McKay  as  a  respectable  man.  I  believe  he  is  a  rospect- 
able  man,  and  Mr.  McKay,  at  that  time,  reported  that 
Gabriel  Dumont  was  trying  to  form  a  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment,  of  which  he  was  to  be  president.  Now,  Sir,  from  that 
time  until  now  that  feeling  has  been  seething.  It  is 
there.  The  claims  of  the  half- breeds  are  a  mere  pre¬ 
text,  and  the  real  desire  is  that  that  country  should 
sever  its  connection  with  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  should 
become  independent  in  some  way.  All  the  grievances  that 
have  been  alleged  are  merely  a  pretext  to  cover  that  fixed 
principle  that  existed  in  the  minds  of  the  peoplo  there,  or  of 
some  of  them,  that  there  should  be  an  independent  Govern¬ 
ment  established  in  the  North-West.  Now,  I  have  spoken 
about  the  action  taken  by  the  Government  of  the  hoD,  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  I  have  read  a  despatch 
of  tbe  hon.  membor  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  when  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  showing  that  the  half-breeds,  as  half-breeds, 
had  no  other  claim  and  had  no  greater  claim  than  the  whites. 
But,  Sir,  it  has  been  alleged  that  the  Government  had 
neglected  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  ;  it  has  been  alleged 
that  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State  made  an  inaccu¬ 
rate  statement  when  he  said  that  the  half-breeds  had  not 
exercised  their  right  to  petition.  The  hon.  gentleman 
quoted  several  despatches,  several  communications  from 
the  North-West  to  the  Government  here,  in  1878,  and 
before  that  year,  and  before  the  late  Government  went 
out ;  and  he  asked,  how  could  wo  be  so  blind  as  to  not 
know  that  such  things  existed  ?  Why,  Sir,  that  was  ancient 
history,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said.  Those  complaints  were 
made  before  1878,  and  the  answer  was  given  in  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement,  that  they  had  no  claims  whatever, 
any  more  than  the  whites  who  went  in  there.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  read  and  quoted  as  if  it  were  a  papor  con¬ 
demning  the  Government,  a  letter  signed  by  Mr.  Matthew 
Byan,  formerly  stipendiary  magistrate  in  the  North-West, 
but  who  has  now  ceased  to  be  such.  He  speaks  of  the  rights 
of  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West,  and  this  is  what  ho 
says: 

“Having  been  appointed,  on  tbe  1st  of  January,  1876,  stipendiary 
magistrate  for  the  North-West  Territories,  I  was  also  informed  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice  that  my  commission  to  investigate  the  land  claims  was 
to  be  considered  in  effect  for  another  year,  in  order  to  allow  of  the  half- 
breeds  in  the  North-West,  who  were  unable  to  attend  the  sittings  of  the 
commissioners  in  Manitoba,  to  establish  their  claims  before  me.  In  the 
disenarge  of  this  duty,  I  found  that  a  large  number  of  half-breed3  had 
no  claim  under  the  Act,  not  having  been  residents  of  Manitoba  on  the 
date  of  transfer,  the  16th  July,  1879.  I  could  also  see  that  this  exclusion 
caused  much  discontent,  and  I  did  not  fail  t  >  urge,  from  time  to  time, 
that  the  proper  remedy  should  be  applied.” 

To  whom  did  they  appeal  ?  To  hoQ.  gentlemen  opposite. 
Through  1876-77-78  they  appealod  to  the  Government  com¬ 
posed  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  and  he  says  they 
appealed  again  and  again.  He  made  repeated  applications 
on  behalf  ot  those  poor  people;  but  not  one  step  was  taken 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  remedy  those  grievances. 
How  could  the  hon.  gentleman  do  it  ?  He  declared  they 
had  no  right  and  no  claim,  and  therefore  he  could  not,  of 
course,  take  any  step.  From  1873-74  to  1878  not  one  single 
step  was  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  order  to 
relieve  the  discontent,  if  it  existed,  in  order  to  allay  griev¬ 
ances  if  they  existed — not  one  single  step  was  taken  to 
relieve  these  poor  people  for  whom  the  hon.  member  who 
has  just  addressed  the  House  has  expressed  so  much  sym¬ 
pathy  ;  they  were  left  out  in  the  cold ;  their  claims  were  not 
considered,  their  petitions  were  not  answered,  The  hon, 
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gentleman  has  read  several  documents,  and  he  says  that 
some  of  them  were  not  answered,  or  that  the  answers  do 
not  appear  among  the  papers.  In  January  or  February, 
1878,  a  petition  asking  redress  was  presented  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  that  day,  and  until  the  time  the  Government 
went  out  of  power  not  even  an  acknowledgment  of  the 
receipt  of  the  petition  was  sent.  What  was  the  condition  of 
affairs  when  we  took  office  in  1878?  We  found  that 
the  preceding  Government  had  taken  no  steps  what¬ 
ever;  that  they  had  not  remedied  the  grievances  ;  that 
they  had  not  even  discussed  them.  In  1869  we  obtained 
possession  of  the  country;  in  1870  Manitoba  was 
established  as  a  Provinco.  It  is  within  the  recollection 
of  several  members  of  this  House — at  all  events,  it  is  in  the 
history  of  the  country — that  in  1870,  in  order  to  secure 
peace  and  order — in  fact,  to  obtain  possession  of  the  coun¬ 
try — it  was  necessary  to  enter  into  an  arrangement  by  which 
that  Province  might  be  acquired,  that  turbulent  feelings 
might  be  put  down  and  Canada  might  secure  peace  and 
quiet  in  that  country.  In  order  to  accomplish  that  result 
the  Government  of  the  day  entered  into  negotiations  with 
certain  delegates  from  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  which 
culminated  in  the  Act  of  1870,  creating  Manitoba  a  Pro¬ 
vince.  In  that  Act  it  is  provided  that  in  order  to  secure 
the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  1,400,000  acres  of 
land  should  be  settled  upon  the  families  of  the  half-breeds 
living  within  the  limits  of  the  then  Province.  W  hether  they 
had  any  right  to  those  lands  or  not  was  not  so  much  the 
question  as  it  was  a  question  of  policy  to  make  an  arrange- 
with  the  inhabitants  of  that  Province,  in  order,  in  fact,  to 
make  a  Province  at  all — in  order  to  introduce  law  and  order 
there,  and  assert  the  sovereignty  of  the  Dominion.  The 
Hudson  Bay  Company,  the  old  proprietors  of  the  country, 
had  guaranteed  certain  rights  to  parties;  they  had 
acknowledged  certain  claims  acquired  in  certain  settlements, 
not  only  along  the  banks  of  Bed  River,  but  of  the  Assini- 
boia,  and  it  was  provided  that,  after  a  careful  calculation, 
1,400,000  acres  would  bo  quite  sufficient  for  the  purpose  of 
compensating  theso  men  for  what  wa3  called  tho  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  the  Indian  title.  That  phrase  was  an  incorrect 
one,  because  the  half-breeds  did  not  allow  themselves  to  be 
Indians.  If  they  are  Indians,  they  go  with  the  tribe;  if 
they  are  half-breeds  they  are  whites,  and  they  stand  in 
exactly  the  same  relation  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  and 
Canada  as  if  they  were  altogether  white.  That  was  the 
principle  under  which  the  arrangement  was  made  and  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  was  established.  All  white  settlers 
who  had  not  lost  their  land  by  lack  of  occupation  or  by 
silent  acquiescence  in  the  old  Province  of  Assiniboia  were 
allowed  to  keep  their  lands.  So  far  as  the  half-breods 
wore  concerned,  1,400,000  acres  were  set  apart  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  their  claims.  There  was  a  census  taken, 
under  Lieutenant  Governor  Archibald,  the  first  Governor 
of  that  Province,  and  it  was  reported  that  there  were  about 
10,000  half-breeds  with  their  families  that  had  a  right  to 
claim  the  land.  If  that  census  had  been  adhered  to  there 
would  have  been  no  difficulty.  It  was  accurate,  as  accurate 
as  a  census  can  be  taken  in  a  new  country  without 
municipal  institutions  and  means  for  enumerating  the 
people  one  by  one.  But  it  was  a  correct  census,  and  for  it 
1,400,000  aci’es  had  been  assigned  to  meet  the  half-breed 
claims  ;  and  if  that  census  had  been  adhered  to,  there  nover 
would  have  been  any  trouble.  But  the  truth  of  the  matter  is, 
that  the  moment  we  went  out  of  power  it  was  necessary  that 
everything  we  had  done  should  be  reversed,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  day  chose  to  say  that  there  wore  not  10,000 
half-breeds  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  they  appointed 
Mr.  Matthew  Ryan  and  Mr.  Machar,  the  latter  a  gentleman 
whom  the  hon.  momber  for  South  Huron  knows  something 
about,  for  the  purpose  of  undoing — I  will  not  say  of  undo¬ 
ing,  but  of  disregarding  the  census  previously  taken.  That 
is  the  fact.  If  the  census  that  had  been  taken  and  returned 
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by  Governor  Archibald  had  been  accepted  there  would 
have  been  land  enough  in  the  appropriation  to  have  settled 
all  trouble,  as  well  for  the  half-breeds  who  were  actually 
registered  and  got  their  lands  as  for  the  half-breeds  who 
happened  to  be  away  on  the  plains  at  the  time  the  final 
adjudication  was  made.  But  it  did  not  suit  the  Government 
of  the  day  to  accept  that.  Oh,  no.  The  claims  of  tho  half- 
breeds  in  Manitoba  were  bought  up  by  speculators.  It 
was  an  unfortunate  thing  for  those  poor  people  ;  but  it  is 
true  that  this  grant  of  scrip  and  land  to  those  poor  people 
was  a  curse  and  not  a  blessing.  The  scrip  was  bought  up  ; 
the  lands  were  bought  up  by  white  speculators,  and  the  con¬ 
sequences  are  apparent.  I  am  told  that  even  at  this  moment, 
in  the  vicininty  of  Winnipeg,  instead  of  the  sumninding 
country  comprising  smiling  farms,  settled  with  industrious 
people,  the  land  is  unsettled,  in  consequence  of  the 
scrip  having  been  bought  up  for  a  song  by  speculators. 
In  enacting  the  legislation  necessary  to  the  erection  of  tho 
Province  of  Manitoba,  in  1870,  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
provided  that  a  tract  of  1,400,000  acres  of  land  should  be 
set  apart,  from  which  to  make  grants  to  the  children  of  the 
half-breeds  resident  in  the  Province  at  the  date  of  the 
transfer,  which  date,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  was  fixed 
as  the  15th  day  of  July,  1870.  An  enumeration  of  those 
entitled  to  share  in  this  allotment  was  obtained  by  a  cen¬ 
sus,  which  Lieutenant  Governor  Archibald,  in  December, 
1870,  reported  as  having  been  carefully  taken,  and  which 
showed  that  the  number  was  then  estimated  not  to  exceed 
10,000.  It  was  then  decided  to  grant  to  each  of  tho  half- 
breed  inhabitants  of  the  Province  a  free  patent  for  140 
acres  of  land,  in  extinguishment  of  their  Indian  title ; 
but  the  question  was  raised  as  to  whether  the 
legal  construction  of  the  Manitoba  Act  permitted  the 
heads  of  families  to  obtain  any  share  of  the  1,400,000  acres 
reserved  by  the  Act.  This  question  having  been  submitted 
to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  they  decided  that  the  half- 
breed  heads  of  families  were  not  so  entitled  ;  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day  then  concluded  that  there  would  be  such 
a  reduction  in  the  number  of  persons  entitled  to  share,  con¬ 
sequent  upon  the  decision  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown, 
as  would  permit  of  the  children  of  half-breed  heads  of 
families  born  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  receiving  an  allot¬ 
ment  at  tho  rate  of  190  acres  each.  The  Indiau  title  of  the 
half-breed  hoads  of  families  was  extinguished,  under  an  Act 
passed  in  1874  (37  Victoria,  chapter  20),  by  issuing  scrip 
for  $160  to  each,  that  is  to  say,  to  tho  mother  as  well  as  to 
the  father.  Upon  the  census  made  under  the  direction  of 
Lieutenant  Governor  Archibald  an  allotment  was  made  to 
tho  half-breed  children  at  the  rate  of  190  acres  each,  in 
1873,  all  the  lands  affeoted  having  been  previously 
surveyed  with  that  object  in  view.  It  will  be  remem¬ 
bered,  however,  that  in  the  fall  of  this  year  a  change 
of  Government  took  place,  and  the  gentlemen  who  then 
became  responsible  for  the  administration  of  public  affairs, 
in  accordance  with  a  general  plan  adopted  for  the  purpose 
of  discrediting  the  acts  of  their  predecessors,  and  also  for 
the  purpose  of  finding  employment  for  their  hungry  follow¬ 
ers,  rushed  to  the  conclusion  that  the  half-bread  census  was 
in  some  way  or  another  deficient,  and  that  they  must  make 
a  new  examination  into  the  claims  and  obtain  a  new  enume¬ 
ration  of  tho  claimants.  In  May,  1875,  nearly  two  years 
after  this  matter  had  been  satisfactorily  closed  by  an  allot¬ 
ment  made  under  the  auspices  of  their  predecessors,  a  com¬ 
mission,  consisting  of  Mr.  Matthew  Ryan,  of  Montreal,  and 
Mr.  J.  M.  Machar,  of  Kingston,  was  sent  out  to  visit  tho 
several  parishes  and  mdke  this  new  enumeration.  Tho  final 
report  of  this  commission  was  submitted  to  the  Governor 
General  in  Council  in  March,  1876 ;  but  examination  shows 
that  the  commissioners  themselves  admitted  their  work  to 
be  incomplete,  and  the  agent  of  Dominion  lands,  at  Win¬ 
nipeg,  was  authorised  to  continue  the  enumeration.  In 
i  consequence  of  tho  incompleteness  of  tho  examination  and 
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enumeration  made  by  Messrs.  Machar  and  Ryan,  the  actual 
number  of  half-breed  children  entitled  to  share  in  the 
1,400,000  acres  was  grossly  underestimated ;  but  with 
all  its  errors,  the  Government  preferred  the  work 
of  their  own  incompetent  enumerators,  performed  in 
the  most  perfunctory  manner,  some  six  years  after  the 
date  of  the  transfer,  to  the  carefully  compiled  census  made 
under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Archibald,  immediately  after  the 
transfer,  and  when  the  opportunities  of  ascertaining  the  facts 
must  necessarily  have  been  better  than  they  were  at  the 
time  of  the  investigation  made  by  Messrs.  Ryan  and  Machar. 
The  actual  number  of  claims  enumei’ated  by  Ryan  and 
Machar  was  5,088;  the  Dominion  lands  agent,  on  the  10th 
August,  1876,  reported  226  moro;  and  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  at  the  time  jumped  to  the  conclusion,  upon  whai, 
grounds  no  one  can  tell,  that  about  500  more  half-breeds 
would  probably  be  entitled  to  share  in  the  allotment.  So, 
with  a  largeness  of  heart  unparalleled  in  their  dealings  with 
*the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  or  any  other  section  of  the 
people  of  Canada,  the  Government  decided  that  they  would 
give  to  each  half-breed  child  entitled  to  share  in  the  reserve 
a  free  patent  for  240  acres.  This  might  look  like  liberality  to 
the  half-breeds,  but  if  we  take  a  peep  behind  the  screen  we 
find  that  before  that  date,  apparently  despairing  of  ever 
receiving  patents  for  their  lands,  the  majority  of  the 
claimants  had  disposed  of  their  rights  for  a  mere  song, 
to  speculative  friends  of  the  Government ;  and  it  was 
no  doubt  for  the  benefit  of  cormorants  of  this  class 
that  the  hearts  of  Mr.  Laird  and  his  colleagues  so  suddenly 
expanded.  If  proof  were  wanted  of  this,  it  is  easily  to  be 
found  in  the  manner  in  which  the  work  of  apportioning  the 
land  amongst  the  rightful  claimants  was  afterwards  pro¬ 
ceeded  with.  Mot  a  solitary  allotment  upon  this  new  and 
liberal  basis  was  made  until  March,  1877,  and  when  tbo 
present  Government  returned  to  office,  in  1878,  they  found 
that  the  half-breeds  of  St.  Boniface,  St.  Norbert,  St.  Francois 
Xavier,  Baie  St.  Paul,  and  St.  Agathe,  containing  more  than 
one-half  of  the  half-breed  population,  amongst  whom  the 
reserved  lands  were  to  be  distributed,  had  not  only  not  received 
their  patents,  but  the  allotments  had  not  even  been  made. 
And  thus,  Mr.  Speaker,  you  see  that  the  Government  of 
that  day,  who,  if  they  had  taken  the  census  of  Mr.  Archi¬ 
bald,  would  have  found  full  and  ample  indemnity  and  com¬ 
pensation  for  the  rights,  real  or  supposed,  of  the  half-breeds 
of  Manitoba,  cut  them  down  one  half,  handed  over  240  acres, 
instead  of  the  150  or  the  190,  to  the  white  speculators,  their 
friends,  who  had  bought  these  claims.  And  now,  what  do 
we  find  ?  We  find  that  the  difference  between  the  5,000 
and  the  10,000  are  now  on  the  plains,  and  now  they  are 
claiming  the  amounts  which  those  bon.  gentlemen  deprived 
them  of  when  they  were  in  the  Government.  They  are 
now  claiming  the  land,  and  they  ‘find  an  advocate  in  the 
hon.  member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Blake).  They  claim  the 
lands  which  they  ought  to  have  got  long  ago — not  to  such 
an  extent,  certainly,  but  to  a  reasonable  extent,  if  the 
Government  of  that  time  had  accepted  the  census  taken 
under  Mr.  Archibald,  instead  of  cutting  it  down  one  half,  in 
order  to  double  the  value  to  their  own  friends  of  that 
day.  But,  Sir,  to  speak  a  little  more  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  of  that  day,  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  moment  to  the  conduct  of  the  Minister,  through 
his  own  officer,  Mr.  Ryan.  Mr.  Ryan  was  one  of  the  com¬ 
missioners  appointed  to  enquire  into  these  claims.  He  got 
his  commission  extended,  in  order  to  get  on  the  plains,  in 
order  to  ascertain  what  the  claims  of  those  men  were,  who, 
from  one  reason  or  anothe,  had  not  been  present  to  assert 
those  claims.  Well,  Sir,  Mr.  Ryan  telegraphed  or  wrote  to 
the  Department,  to  ask  for  leave  to  enquire  into  the  claims 
of  the  people  there.  He  asked  for  leave  to  go  round  on  cir¬ 
cuit  and  settle  with  those  people.  What  did  the  hon.  gentle- 
*man  say  ?  He  said :  You  shall  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  He 
said,  as  was  stated  in  the  paper  which  was  partially  read  by 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  Mr.  Ryan  was  originally  ap¬ 
pointed  with  Mr.  Machar.  He  afterwards  had  his  commission 
extended,  and  he  was  told  to  go  to  the  applicants  and  see 
what  could  bo  done.  Mr.  Ryan,  among  many  other  tele¬ 
grams,  sent  the  following 

“28th  June,  1878.— Half-breeds  pressing  me.  Will  time  of  investiga¬ 
tion  be  extended.” 

j  Mr.  Laird  telegraphed  from  Battleford  : 

“  24th  June,  1878.— Observe  .Mr.  Ryan’s  authority  ;  investigate  half- 
breeds’  claims  under  order  14th  June,  1876,  lapsed  ;  recommend  time  be 
extended  one  year  ;  he  is  now  here  ;  applicants  waiting  answer.” 

He  was  refused  that  time  ;  the  enquiry  was  never  made - 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  Mr.  Ryan’s 
time  was  extended,  and  that  Mr.  Duff  was  appointed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  And  in  a  letter,  dated 
Dominion  Land  Office,  Winnipeg,  16th  March,  1877.  Mr. 
Codd,  the  agent  of  Dominion  lands,  writes  to  the  Sur¬ 
veyor  General  : 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  for  your  consideration  the  enclosed  com¬ 
munication  from  Mr.  Police  Magistrate  Ryan,  not  considering  that  the 
matter  is  one  coming  properly  within  the  sphere  of  my  official  duty. 
Without  offering,  therefore,  a  recommendation  in  the  matter,  permit  to 
remark  that  it  seem3  to  me  to  be  no  part  of  the  duties  of  the  Government 
to  compel,  so  to  speak,  the  half-breeds  to  prove  their  claims.” 

That  is  Mr.  Codd’s  advice.  Written  across  the  face  of 
that  letter,  in  the  handwriting  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Botbwell  (Mr.  Mills),  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  at  that 
time,  are  these  words  : 

“  It  is  not  necessary  to  look  up  parties  who  have  claims.  If  they  care 
for  their  interests,  they  themselves  will  come  forward  and  establish 
their  claims.” 

Thus  it  was,  Sir,  that  the  whole  of  the  claims  and  rights  of 
these  people  were  ignored  by  the  Government  before  we 
came  in.  It  was  stated  that  they  had  no  greater  claims 
than  the  whites,  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  was  not  right  in  his  logic  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
if  that  be  go,  I  cannot  understand  ihe  long  indictment 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  delivered  against  the  suc¬ 
cessors  of  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member. 
Now,  Sir,  the  question  was  one  of  very  great  difficulty. 
As  I  have  already  stated,  the  settlement  in  Manitoba  and 
for  Manitoba  was  for  that  Province  alone.  There  were 
very  few  half-breeds  outside  of  tbo  boundaries  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba.  Whether  they  had  claims,  or  whether 
they  had  not  claims,  it  was  necessary  that  peace  should  be 
restored  ;  it  was  necessary  that  a  Government  should  be 
established ;  it  was  necessary  that  the  new  Province 
of  Manitoba  should  be  organised  ;  and  therefore  this 
grant  of  1,400,000  acres  was  made  to  the  half-breeds 
having  possessory  rights  along  the  Assiniboine  and 
the  Red  Rivers.  Outside  of  those  cases,  the  question 
was  altogether  open,  as  the  hon.  gentleman’s  despatch 
shows.  Now,  the  half-breeds  must  be  considered  either  as 
white  men  or  as  Indians.  A  great  many  of  them  chose  to 
be  considered  as  Indians,  to  goto  the  bands  of  their  brothers 
to  enjoy  all  the  advantages  of  the  treaties,  to  get  their 
annuities,  their  supplies,  and  the  presents  that  wore  given 
to  them.  Others  said :  No  ;  we  are  white  men ;  we  will 
bo  considered  as  white  men ;  we  will  have  the  right  of 
white  men  ;  and  if  so,  they  had  the  same  rights  as  other 
white  men  living  outside  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba,  who  had  settled  before  the  15th  of  July,  1870. 
Now,  Sir,  these  rights  have  never  been  denied  to  them. 
Not  one  balf-breed  has  ever  been  dispossessed  of  bis  land. 
Not  one  white  settler  who  was  in  that  country  at  any  time 
before  we  acquired  it,  has  ever  been  dispossessed  of  bis  lands. 
Not  one  act  of  depression  has  been  announced  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  ;  no  man  has  come  to  him  and  said  I  have  lost 
my  land,  I  have  lost  my  patrimony,  I  have  lost  my  house. 
No  man  has  said  he  is  not  in  the  same  complete  and 
happy  and  undisturbed  possession  of  his  land  as  he 
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was  in  1870.  Aye,  Sir,  it  is  so;  there  is  no  pretence  that 
there  has  been  any  oppression  or  any  eviction;  there  is  no 
pretence  that  there  has  been  any  ousting  of  any  man,  woman, 
or  child  in  the  great  North-West  by  the  action,  direct  or 
indirect,  of  the  Government.  Mind  you,  we  only  got  the 
Province  in  1&70;  we  have  only  been  able  to  introduce,  by 
small  degrees,  anything  like  government  or  organisation 
since  1870.  The  thing  was  going  on  quietly  but  slowly,  I 
must  say,  between  1870  and  1873,  when  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government  of  that  country  devolved  on  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  From  1873  to  1878  that  country  was  stag¬ 
nant;  from  1873  to  1878  not  one  single  step  was  taken  to 
vindicate  the  rights  of  the  Indian  or  the  half-breeds,  or  to 
assert  the  rights  of  the  white  man ;  from  1873  to  1878 
is  a  blank  leaf  in  the  history  of  Canada.  What  step 
did  that  Government  take  in  order  to  assert  the  lights  of 
the  half-breeds  ?  What  step  did  they  take,  in  order  to 
settle  the  boundary  question  of  the  boundary  between  man 
and  man  ?  What  step  did  they  take  to  survey  the  lands 
along  the  rivers  ?  Look  at  that  plan,  and  it  will  show  what 
they  did  in  their  five  years,  and  it  will  show  what  we  did 
since  we  came  back  to  office.  They  did  nothing  :  they 
took  no  steps  whatever.  To  be  sure,  the  people  went 
on,  and  they  went  on  happily,  and  they  would  have  gone  on 
happily  to  this  moment,  had  it  not  been  that  after  the  Con¬ 
servative  Government  came  in  the  whole  end  and  aim  of 
the  Opposition  was  to  excite  and  arouse  those  people.  Lur¬ 
ing  five  years  they  were  quite  ignorant  of  their  wrongs ; 
during  five  years  they  did  not  know  they  were  suffering  ; 
they  lived  under  their  own  roof-tree;  they  had  their  house, 
be  it  a  humble  turf  house,  or  a  wooden  house,  or  bo  it  a 
tent ;  and  during  the  five  years  those  hon.  gentlemen  were 
in  they  did  not  complain ;  they  did  not  know 
they  were  wronged ;  they  did  not  know  they  were 
trodden  down  and  oppressed.  It  required  the  teach¬ 
ing  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  the  radical  press 
that  they  were  going  to  lose  their  property,  that  they  were 
oppressed,  downtrodden,  and  I  charge  distinctly  upon  the 
Grit  party  and  their  associates  in  this  House  and  out 
of  the  House,  not  only  the  responsibility  but  all 
the  consequences.  Why  should  the  people,  from  1878 
to  1884,  be  more  unhappy  than  were  the  people  from 
1873  to  1878  ?  ”  Was  there  any  difference;  in  their 
circumstances  ?  Was  there  any  attempt  made  to  deprive 
them  of  the  land  and  to  change  their  position  for  the  worse. 
No,  they  stood  exactly,  in  March,  1885,  as  they  did  in  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  time.  They  were  happy,  peaceful  and 
contented,  until  they  were  told  by  political  agitators  for 
political  purposes — and  for  more  sordid  purposes  than 
political  purposes.  In  the  great  game  of  politics,  parties 
some  times  go  to  great  extremes  ;  parties  on  both  sides  do 
what  may  not  be  considered  within  the  strict  lines  of 
rectitude. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear  ;  Franchise  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  hear  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  talking  about  rectitude.  I  have 
shown  him  up  a  little.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  who  comes 
here  to  support  the  hon.  momber  for  the  west  riding  (Mr. 
Blake),  and  who,  from  the  beginning  of  his  administration, 
tried  to  keep  down  and  crush  and  destroy  the  interests  and 
the  rights,  or,  rather,  the  claims,  of  those  people  which  he  is 
now  advocating.  But  I  say  that  both  political  parties  may 
exceed  the  rules  of  rectitude.  There  is  something  large  in 
the  ground ;  something  large  in  the  political  field.  But 
there  is  not  that  excuse  in  this  case.  The  game  is  not  so 
much  for  political  advantage,  but  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  land  grabbers  and  speculators,  who  have  a  hold 
on  these  poor  people,  to  make  the  most  out  of  them;  I 
believe  the  most  of  the  claims  of  these  poor  people  in  tho 
North-West  are  now  mortgaged;  I  believe  they  have  made 
assignments  of  them  to  white  men,  and  that  these  people 


will  not  be  any  richer  by  their  claims  being  allowed. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  knows  something 
about  buying  theso  claims  ? 

Mr,  CAMERON  (Hui’on).  Ask  the  hon.  member  for 
Hastings  (Mr.  White)  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Customs. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend  near  mo 
(Mr.  Bowell)  just  puts  me  in  mind  of  a  circumstance  a 
propos  of  the  frequent  interruptions  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron).  The  hon.  member  for  the  west 
riding  (Mr.  Blake)  complained  of  the  delays  in  issuing  tho 
patents,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
will,  I  dare  say,  make  a  speech  about  tho  delay  in  iesuing 
patents.  Well,  in  the  office  of  the  Department  of  Interior 
there  is  a  letter  from  tho  hon.  gentleman,  insisting  that  no 
patent  shall  issue  to  a  certain  man,  because  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  a  claim  against  him  of  $3,000. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Why  should  he  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  men  like  him  whom 
we  charge  with  the  disturbance,  whom  we  charge  with  all  tho 
distcontent  and  all  the  effect  of  the  discontent  in  the  North- 
West  :  men  who  have  gone  there  to  make  their  fortune  by 
some  means  or  other;  men  who  get  hold  of  the  people — and 
when  they  say :  Oh,  the  patents  ought  to  be  issued ;  we 
ought  not  to  allow  speculators  to  hold  the  country  ;  wo 
ought  to  have  the  patents  issued  on  the  very  day ;  we  ought 
to  protect  the  settlers  against  the  speculator  and  the  shaver, 
the  people  going  in  with  money  to  fleece  the  settlers — 
when  this  cry  is  raised  we  find  it  raised  by  men  like  the 
hon.  gentleman,  who  will  vote  and  attack  the  Government 
for  delay  in  issuing  patents,  and  who,  yet,  is  one  of  those 
who  will  ask  that  a  patent  be  delayed  in  order  that  he  may 
get  his  pound  of  flesh.  When  we  took  office,  in  1878,  wo 
had  to  consider  this  question.  The  Government  before  us 
had  altogether  ignored  the  rights  of  the  half-breeds  ;  they 
had  refused  to  listen  to  the  representations  of  their  own 
agent,  Mr.  Matthew  Ryan,  made  under  his  own  hand. 
Until  1879  there  was  no  legal  power,  and  the  Government 
before  us  did  not  ask  that  power  to  deal  honestly  or  fairly 
with  tho  claims  of  the  half-breeds.  We  only  came  in  in 
November,  1878,  but  in  the  Parliament  of  1879  we  took 
power  to  deal  with  that  subject,  according  to  the  best  of  our 
discretion.  We  wished  to  do  the  best  for  the  North-West ; 
we  wished  to  do  tho  best  for  the  half-breeds  and  the 
country  generally ;  we  could  have  no  other  object  in  view . 
We  had  just  come  into  power,  after  a  defeated,  a  discredited 
Administration  had  gone  out,  with  the  united  voice  of  the 
majority  of  the  people.  We  had  everything  to  gain  by 
doing  what  was  right,  and  we  attempted  to  do  what  was 
right.  What  did  we  do  ?  We  wrote  to  the  leading  men  of 
the  North-West.  We  wrote  to  Archbishop  Tache  and  to  the 
other  bishops,  of  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken  ; 
we  wrote  to  Mr.  Laird,  and  wo  got  their  opinions,  and 
their  opinions  were  united  against  the  granting  of  scrip  ; 
their  opinions  were  united  against  giving  patents  to  the  half- 
breeds.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  read  that  Col.  Denis, 
my  respected,  and  worthy,  and  able  deputy,  who  now,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  is  retired,  wrote  that  remarkable  despatch  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded,  a  despatch  creditable  to 
him  and  in  some  degree  creditable  to  me,  as  sanctioning 
every  word  he  wrote,  asking  the  best  advice  wo  could  get  as 
to  what  we  would  do  with  these  people,  to  save  them  from 
their  own  improvidence  and  grant  them  their  rights,  so  far 
as  was  consistent  with  the  general  prosperity  of  tho 
country.  At  the  expense  of  being  a  little  tedious,  I 
will  look  over  what  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  said. 
The  confidential  despatch  or  letter  of  Col.  Dennis  I  need 
not  read,  because  it  has  been  alluded  to  with  sufficient 
fulness  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  let  us  take  the  answer 
of  Archbishop  Tache,  Nobody  can  doubt  that  he  was  a 
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friend  of  the  Indian  ;  nobody  can  doubt  that  he  was  a  friend 
of  the  half-breeds,  and  that,  when  he  was  writing  back  to 
the  Department,  he  was  pleading  the  cause  of  the  half- 
breeds  and  fighting  their  battles,  and  pointing  out,  whether 
pleasing  or  unpleasing  to  them,  their  intei’ests.  And  what 
does  he  say  ?  Does  he  advocate  the  granting  of  the  scrip  ? 
Does  he  advocate  the  giving  away  of  the  lands  ?  No  ;  his 
opinion  was  quite  the  revorse.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  read 
a  portion  of  this  letter,  in  which  he  stated  that  the  half- 
breeds  are  a  highly  sensitive  race,  that  they  feel  and  resent 
injury  or  insult;  in  fact,  that  they  were  daily  humiliated  in 
regard  to  their  origin,  and  so  on.  Let  us  see  what  tho 
Archbishop  says : 

“  Every  one  acknowledges  the  desirability  for  the  half-breeds  to  settle 
definitively  on  lands,  to  cultivate  them.  Here  is  a  scheme  I  take  the 
liberty  to  propose  : 

“  (a.)  I  estimate  the  half-breed  population  actually  in  the  North-West 
to  number  about  twelve  hundred  families.  Let  the  Government  make 
twelve  reserves  for  them,  in  the  very  places  the  half-breeds  themselves 
will  like  to  have  them. 

11  (b.)  Each  reserve  should  be  for  one  hundred  families  at  least,  and 
contain  an  area  of  twelve  square  miles  of  available  land,  that  is  to  say, 
the  extent  of  four  townships. 

“  (c.)  All  the  half-breeds,  men,  women  and  children,  residing  in  the 
North-West  on  the  1st  January,  1879,  ought  to  receive  two  more  negotia¬ 
ble  scrips  for  eighty  acres  of  land  each,  to  be  located  by  them  in 
anyone  of  the  twelve  above-mentioued  reserves. 

“  (d.)  Said  lands  could  neither  be  sold,  mortgaged  nor  taxed,  before 
they  should  have  passed  through  the  hands  of,  at  least,  the  third  genera¬ 
tion  of  those  who  receive  them,  or  of  their  representatives.  I  say,  at 
least,  because  I  am  strongly  inclined  to  believe  that  it  is  desirable  that 
such  land  be  entirely  unalienable;  and  such  an  idea  cannot  seem 
unreasonable  to  those  who  consider  the  advantages  deriving  from  a 
similar  policy,  with  regard  to  real  and  unalienable  estates  of  noble¬ 
men.” 

Now,  every  half-breed  in  the  North-West,  if  he  does  not 
claim  as  an  Indian  and  has  not  accepted  as  an  Indian, 
belonging  to  an  Indian  band  and  enjoying  all  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  an  Indian,  and  they  are  great,  because  the  treaties 
are  liberal,  the  annuities  are  large,  the  supply  of  imple¬ 
ments,  cattle,  seeds,  and  so  on,  is  very  generous,  on  the 
whole — and  any  half-breed  who  chooses  to  be  an  Indian  can 
go  with  his  tribe — but  any  half-breed  who  says  I  will  be 
considered  a  white  man  has  all  the  privileges  of  a  white 
man ;  he  can  got  his  160  acres,  and  after  three  years’  culti¬ 
vation  he  gets  his  land.  Here  is  the  friend  of  tho  half- 
breeds,  Archbishop  Tache,  who  says  he  shall  not  get  that, 
but  shall  only  havo  a  claim  to  land,  shall  not  have  the  use 
of  it,  unless  ho  cultivates  it  himself,  but  he  shall  not  be  able 
to  alienate  it,  that  he  cannot  mortgage  it  or  soli  it ;  and 
who  would  take  the  land  under  these  restrictions,  when, 
under  the  more  liberal  law  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
every  half-breed  can  enter  himself  for  160  acres  and  get 
his  patent  after  three  years,  the  same  as  an  emigrant  from 
Ontario  and  Quebec  ?  So,  when  the  Government  took  up 
the  question  which  had  been  left  on  their  hands  unsettled, 
what  was  best  to  do  for  the  half-breeds,  they  were  told  by 
Archbishop  Tache  that  the  half-breeds  would  get  no  land, 
no  matter  whether  they  settled  upon  it,  no  matter  whether 
they  built  a  house  of  marble  or  a  house  of  clay,  that  they 
should  have  no  rights  upon  it  till  the  third  generation. 
When  that  was  presented  to  us,  do  you  not  think  we  should 
consider  and  pause  before  we  handed  over  those  lands  to 
these  people  ?  Archbishop  Tache,  knowing  and  believing, 
having  well  ascertained  that  the  granting  of  land  to  these 
people  would  lead  to  their  alienating  it  for  a  few  dollars,  if 
a  man  wanted  to  make  a  present  to  his  wife  of  a  dress,  or  if 
the  husband  could  get  the  present  of  a  few  dollars,  or, 
perhaps,  in  some  cases,  a  few  gallons  of  whiskey.  If  we 
look  over  the  various  recommendations  of  the  various  bodies, 
in  the  North  West  we  get  the  same  result.  Bishop  HacLean 
who  knew  the  country  well,  was  not  in  favor  of  granting 
tho  patent  for  this  land  to  these  man.  The  bishop  of 
Rupert’s  Land,  who  has  lately  gone  there,  honestly  says  he 
has  been  too  short  a  time  there  to  judge,  and  therefore  he 
gives  no  opinion.  But  what  does  the  North-West  council 
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of  1878  say?  The  hon.  gentleman  quoted  a  portion  but  not 
the  whole  of  it.  I  have  not  the  original  document,  but  I 
will  read  it  from  a  letter  of  Mr.  Matthew  Ryan,  who  was  a 
membor  of  the  council  that  passed  the  orde’\  This  was  the 
resolution  passed  by  the  North-West  council : — 

“  That  in  view  of  the  fact  that  grants  of  land  and  issues  of  scrip 
were  made  to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  towards  the  extinction  of  the 
Indian  title  for  the  lands  of  that  Province,  there  will  be  dissatisfaction 
among  the  half-breeds  of  the  Territories  unless  they  receive  some  like 
consideration  ;  that  this  consideration  would  most  tend  to  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  half-breeds  were  it  given  ip  the  form  of  a  non-transferable 
location  ticket  for,  say,  160  acres  to  each  half-breed  head  of  a  family, 
and  to  each  half-breed  child  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  to  Canada,  the 
ticket  to  be  issued  immediately  to  any  half-breed  of  eighteen  years  or 
over,  who  furnishes  evidence  of  his  claim  ;  that  each  half-breed  obtain¬ 
ing  such  location  ticket  should  be  allowed  to  locate  it  upon  any  unoc¬ 
cupied  Dominion  lands,  but  the  title  of  the  land  so  entered  should 
remain  in  the  Crown  for  ten  years.” 

The  recommendation  of  Archbishop  Tache  was  that  the 
title  should  be  kept  away  from  the  halt-breeds  for  three 
generations.  The  recommendation  of  the  council  was  that 
it  should  be  kept  away  for  ten  years.  What  was  the  policy 
of  the  Government  ?  Go,  take  your  160  acres  ;  take  your 
pre-emption  for  160  acres  more,  and  you  shall  stand  as  well 
as  a  white  man,  and  shall  get  your  patent  after  three  years, 
no  matter  what  the  Archbishop  or  the  North-West  council 
have  told  us.  We,  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
have  more  confidence  in  the  half-breeds  even  than  their  own 
Archbishop  and  their  own  council.  We  say  :  Wo  givoyou 
the  land  ;  occupy  it,  cultivate  it,  live  on  it,  bo  happy  on  it, 
and  at  the  end  of  three  years  you  will  get  160  acres,  and 
you  will  stand  free  and  independent,  a  freeholder,  a  yeoman, 
a  free  man  in  the  North-West.  You  shall  not  bo  subject  to  this 
paternal  Government  which  has  been  urged  upon  you  by  your 
own  friends  in  the  North-West.  Although  we  are  so  far  away, 
although  wo  do  not  know  you,  although  we  are  charged  with 
dealing  unjustly  by  you,  we  have  more  confidence  in  you 
than  your  own  friends.  We  will  not  ask  you  to  remain  for 
three  generations  as  slaves  of  the  soil — to  remain  ten  years 
without  your  deed.  Wo  tell  you  that  in  three  years  you 
may  go  and  occupy  your  land,  and  may  God’s  blessing  be 
with  you.  Sir,  that  is  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and 
that  is  the  policy  the  hon.  gentleman  has  maligned,  that  he 
has  condemned,  that  ho  would  curse.  The  policy  of  tho 
Government  has  been  generous,  it  has  been  free,  it  has  beon 
considerate,  and  mind  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  held  that  tho  land  that  he  has  is  found 
in  occupation  of,  and  that  he  had  the  right  to  on 
the  15th  July,  1870,  that  it  was  his,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  could  not  deprive  him  of  it.  The  Dominion  Act  gave 
it  to  him.  Every  man,  woman  and  child,  under  the  Domin¬ 
ion  laws,  passed,  I  do  not  know  whether  originally  by  us 
and  afterwards  amended  tby  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
the  Dominion  Acts,  one  and  all,  declare  that  being 
in  occupation  of  land  before  the  Act  passed  they  have  now 
an  inalienable  right  to  their  lands,  no  matter  whether 
they  are  on  odd-numbered  or  even-numbered  sections. 
The  Act  says  that  in  all  unsurveyed  lands  the  party, 
found  in  possesion  shall  retain  possession  of  that  land,  not 
only  the  half-breeds,  whether  English  or  French,  but  every 
white  settler,  every  man  in  the  North-West,  whether  he  is 
a  Hudson  Bay  factor,  or  clerk,  or  runner — every  one  of 
them  had  their  rights  under  the  Dominion  Lands  Act.  It  did 
not,  in  any  way,  interfere  with  the  rights  of  tho  settlers. 
Everyone  of  those  men  may  say  to  us  :  We  have  occupied  this 
land;  this  is  ours.;  we  will  get  out  a  deed  for  that,  and  that 
is  secured  to  us  by  the  Dominion  Lands  Act ;  but  we  will 
take  up,  as  settlers,  160  acres  of  land  elsewhere.  Every 
half-breed  has  that  right.  No  one  could  deprive  him  of  it. 
No  one  could  say  :  If  you  are  going  to  take  your  160  acres 
as  a  homestead,  you  will  lose  your  land  as  an  old  settler. 
They  had  a  right  to  both,  and  those  claims  have  beon 
rejected ;  those  claims  are  now  inherent.  And  I  tell 
you  this,  as  I  said  before,  that  no  one,  no  man,  no  woman, 
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has  been  dispossessed  or  distressed  since  the  Government  of 
Canada  came  into  possession  of  that  country.  Well,  Sir, 
what  had  the  Government' to  do  ?  We  had  all  our  friends ;  we 
had  the  Archbishop ;  we  had  even  Mr.  Jackson,  of  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken,  who  now  represents  the 
half-breeds  in  the  North-West'youncil ;  we  had  him  stating 
that  there  should  be  no  grant  given  to  the  half-breeds, 
except  on  condition  of  five  years  of  continuous  occupation. 
There  was  a  conflict  of  opinion;  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House  with  showing  that  there  was  an  infinity  of  opinions  ; 
an  infinity  of  advice  was  offered  to  the  Government,  how 
best  to  deal  with  tho  half-breeds,  and  the  Government  had 
only  one  thing  to  think  of— what  was  the  best  for  the 
people,  what  was  it  best  to  do  for  them,  to  save  them  even 
against  their  own  improvidence,  and  at  the  same  time  not 
to  keep  back  the  settlement  of  the  country.  This,  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  account,  to  any  reasonable  man,  for  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  talks  of  as  delay.  They  wore  not  suffering 
anything.  Tho  half-breed  had  his  own  lot,  he  was  not 
cultivating  the  land  that  he  had.  Giving  him  his  land  and 
giving  him  more  land  was  giving  him  nothing.  The  nomadic 
half-breed,  who  had  been  brought  up  to  hunt,  having  had 
merely  his  shanty  to  repair  to  in  the  dead  season,  when  there 
was  no  game — what  advantage  was  it  to  him  to  give  him 
160  or  240  acres  more?  It  was  of  no  use  to  him  whatever, 
but  it  would  have  been  of  great  use  to  the  speculators  who 
were  working  on  him  and  telling  him  that  he  was  suffering. 
Oh  !  How  awfully  ho  was  suffering,  ruined,  destroyed, 
starving,  because  he  did  not  get  240  acres  somewhere  else, 
or  the  scrip  for  it,  that  he  might  sell  it  for  $50  !  No,  Sir  ; 
the  whole  thing  is  a  farco.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  wc,  at  tho 
last  moment,  made  concessions,  and  we  did  it  for  the  sake 
of  peace.  The  Government  knew,  my  hon.  friend,  Sir 
David  Macpherson,  the  Minister  of  Interior,  knew  that  we 
were  not  acting  in  tho  interests  of  the  half-breeds  in  grant¬ 
ing  them  scrip,  in  granting  him  the  land.  Wo  had  tried, 
after  consulting  man  after  man,  expert  after  expert,  to  find 
what  was  best  for  the  country,  and  wa  found,  without  one 
single  exception,  they  wore  all  opposed  to  granting  unli¬ 
mited  scrip  and  immediate  patents  to  the  half  breeds.  But, 
Sir,  an  agitation  arose,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  has  rung 
the  changes  on  Biel  being  brought  into  that  country.  Who 
brought  him  into  the*country  ?  Not  the  Indians  ;  not  the 
half-breeds.  The  half-breeds  did  not  pay  the  money.  The 
white  speculators  in  Prince  Albert  gave  their  money  to 
Gabriel  Dumont,  and  gave  it  to  Lepine,  and  gave  it  to  others. 
They  had  all  got  their  assignments  from  the  half-breeds ; 
they  had  all  got  in  their  pockets  the  scrip  or  the  assign¬ 
ment,  and  they  sent  down  to  bring  Eiel  in  as  an  agent  to  be 
a  means  of  attaining  their  unhallowed  ends.  It  is  to  the 
white  men,  it  is  to  men  of  our  own  race  and  lineage,  and 
not  to  the  half-breeds,  nor  yet  to  the  Indians,  that  we  are  to 
attribute  tho  war,  the  loss  of  life,  the  loss  of  money,  ana  the 
discredit  that  this  country  would  have  suffered  had  it  not 
been  for  the  gallant  conduct  of  our  volunteers.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  able  to  prove  that  there  has  been  a  deep-laid 
conspiracy.  I  am  able  to  establish  that  the  cry  of  the  half- 
breed  grievances  was  merely  a  pretext.  I  am  able  to  show 
that  white  man  after  white  man  has  entered  into  it.  And 
I  tell  you  this,  further,  Mr.  Speaker — I  do  not  mean  in  the 
least  degree  to  impugn  the  hon.  member  for  West  Dur¬ 
ham;  I  do  not  at  all  mean  to  say  that  he  was  in  any 
way  a  party  to  it ;  but  I  tell  him  this,  and  I  can  prove  this, 
that  they  have  unscrupulously  used  his  name  and  used  the 
name  of  his  party,  and  they  have  used  that  name,  not 
only  in  the  North-West  with  tho  half-breeds,  not  only 
along  the  frontier,  but  they  have  used  it  at  Washington  ;  at 
Washington  his  name  has  been  quoted.  I  do  not  believe 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  liable  to  the  charge  ;  but  it  only 
shows  that  you  cannot  touch  pitch  without  becoming  fouled. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  I  know,  in  his  anxiety  to  get  evidence 
against  this  Government,  in  his  anxiety  to  get  evidence,  no 


matter  from  whom  or  in  what  way — I  can  show,  if  need  be, 
under  his  own  handwriting  and  signature,  that  ho  has  gone 
very  far. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Show  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  prove  it,  with  very 
great  reluctance.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ever  heard  of  a  person  called  J.  E.  Brown. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Very  well.  J.  E.  Brown 
was  a  man  formerly  in  the  Mounted  Police  in  the  North- 
West.  J.  E.  Brown  living  in  that  country  employed  himself 
in  the  very  useful  but  perhaps  unpopular  occupation  of 
trying  to  be  a  detective.  J.  E.  Brown,  in  his  anxiety,  not 
only  to  extol  the  merits  of  tho  North-West  but  also,  perhaps, 
to  do  a  little  in  a  pecuniary  way,  wrote  to  the  hon.  member 
for  the  west  riding  of  Durham,  and  told  him  he  could  give 
him  a  good  deal  of  information — and  he  would  like  to  get 
a  pass.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  could  not  give  him  a 
pass,  but  ho  would  try  to  see  him  in  Toronto,  and  if  he 
could  not  do  so,  he  would  try  and  get  a  confidential  friend 
to  see  him.  I  have  not  the  man’s  letter,  but  I  have  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  reply.  Tho  man  must  have  written 
saying :  I  am  going  to  apply  for  a  survey  from  the  Dominion 
Government ;  it  will  prove  rather  inconvenient  to  me  if  I 
lost  the  office,  and  therefore,  perhaps,  you  will  not  use  my 
name  in  that  connection,  but  treat  it  confidentially,  until 
after  I  get  the  appointment.  Then,  of  course,  I  will  give 
you  the  information.  The  hon.  gentleman  answored  him, 
that  he  would  keep  all  his  communications  confidential 
until  after  he  had  got  the  office.  J.  E.  Brown  was  to  come 
to  the  Government  here,  and  was  to  go  on  his  kness  and 
say  he  was  a  friend  of  the  Government,  and  appeal  to  the 
Government  and  get  employment  on  a  survey,  and  then 
supply  the  hon.  gentelman  with  information.  The  hon. 
gentleman  indicates  that  I  have  not  got  those  letters. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  say  you  have  not  got  theso  lettors. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  we  will  read  them. 
Mr.  Blake  writes : 

“  Ottawa,  7th  May. 

“  I  have  your  letter  of  the  6th,  and  should  be  very  glad  inded  to  learn 
from  you  any  facts  connected  with  the  management  of  affairs  in  the 
North-West  Territories.  I  would  willingly  comply  with  your  request 
for  a  pass  to  Ottawa  if  it  were  in  my  power,  but  I  have  no  means  of  pro- 
curring  railway  passes.  It  is  possible,  though  by  no  means  certain,  I 
may  be  in  Toronto  for  a  few  hours  within  the  next  few  days,  and  if  so  I 
would  try  to  arrange  an  interview  with  you,  or  if  I  am  unable  to  manage 
that,  I  can  arrange  an  interview  with  a  confidential  friend  of  mine,  who 
would  note  down,  for  my  own  ear  only,  all  you  should  choose  to  communi¬ 
cate,  if  this  would  be  agreeable  to  you. 

“  Yours  faithfully, 

“  Edward  Blake.” 

That  is  the  prologue  to  the  play. 

“  Ottawa,  12th  May,  1885. 

“Dear  Sir, — 1  have  your  letter,  and  will  ask  a  friend  to  make  an 
appointment  with  you.  I  will  take  care,  as  you  desire,  that  your  name 
shall  not  be  used  to  your  prejudice.  I  will  not  disclose  it  until  you  have 
had  ample  opportunity  of  securing  an  appointment  for  the  surveys  this 
year,  if  you  are  fortunate  enough  to  do  so.  But  I  fancy  there  will  not 
be  a  great  deal  of  surveying  done.  I  should  gladly  assist  you  in  pro¬ 
curing  employment  if  it  were  in  my  power,  but  I  have  no  means  of 
forwarding  your  interests  in  this  respect.  With  thanks  for  your  good 
wishes, 

“  I  am,  your3  faithfully, 

“Edward  Blake.” 

In  the  hon.  gentleman’s  anxiety  to  show  what  a  wicked 
Government  this  is,  to  prove  how  derelict  it  is  in  its  duty, 
that  it  deserves  the  censure  of  the  country,  he  tolls  this  man 
to  go  on,  apply  for  a  position  on  tho  surveys,  get  it  if  ho 
can,  although  ho  does  not  think  there  will  bo  many  surveys 
this  year,  and  ho  will  not  reveal  his  name  until  after  he  has 
got  the  appointment.  Then  information  is  to  bo  given  by 
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this  man  who  came  on  his  knees  to  the  Government,  to 
show  how  the  Government  were  injuriously  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  country.  That  is  not  the  way  an  hon. 
member  usually  gets  information.  We  find,  in  consequence 
of  the  continual  pressure  of  the  white  men,  in  consequence 
of  the  fact  that  the  half-breeds  at  Prince  Albert  were  the 
slaves  of  the  white  men,  of  the  fact  that  they  held  meetings 
and  might  rise  in  arms  or  might  do  whatever  the  white  men 
chose  to  ask  them  to  do — we  made  up  our  mind  that 
although  we  did  not  consider  it  for  the  interest  of 
the  people  in  the  Territories,  yet  if  they  would  accept 
nothing  else,  and  we  offered  them  160  aci-es  of 
land — if  they  would  place  themselves  at  the  mercy  of 
cormorants,  who  were  ruining  them  and  holding  them  as 
slaves,  and  continually  keeping  up  an  agitation,  we  cannot 
help  it ;  we  will  give  you  scrip,  although  wo  know  it  is  not 
in  your  interest,  and  it  will  be  thrown  away,  and  will  be 
secured  by  people  who  will  give  you  the  smallest  pos¬ 
sible  sum  for  it ;  but  we  cannot  help  it ;  this  matter  must  be 
settled.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  I  did  it  with  the 
greatest  reluctance.  I  do  not  easily  yield,  if  there  is  a  better 
course  open  ;  but  at  the  very  last  moment  I  yielded,  and  I 
said  :  “  Well,  for  God’s  sake  let  them  have  the  scrip  ;  they 

will  either  drink  it  or  waste  it  or  sell  it;  but  let  us  have 
peace.”  And  my  successor,  my  respeted  and  able  succes¬ 
sor,  Sir  David  Macpherson,  acted  upon  that  decision,  which 
was  carried  out  in  January.  At  that  time  we  knew  there  was  a 
discontent  ed  people  ;  that  the  white  people  were  making  trou¬ 
ble.  I  say,  and  I  appeal  to  the  judgment  of  the  House  to  say, 
if  wo  did  not  act  as  we  ought  to  have  acted  when,  in  1879, 
when  we  took  possession  of  the  Government,  when  we  found 
that  the  Government  who  were  behind  U3  had  taken  not  a 
single  step  to  settle  this  question  ;  when  we  found  that  the 
Government  had  denied  the  right  of  the  half-breed  ;  when 
the  whole  thing  was  thrown  upon  us — if  wo  did  not  act 
wisely,  afterwards  when  we  took  power,  when  we  went  to 
the  chief  men  of  the  country,  to  the  men  who  were  known 
to  be  friends  of  the  half-breeds,  when  we  went  to  the  hier¬ 
archy  and  the  clergy,  both  Catholic  and  Protestant ;  we  went 
to  everybody  who  could  give  U3  information,  and  they  were 
unanimous  in  saying  that  it  was  wrong  that  this  scrip  should 
be  used  in  this  way,  and  that  the  land  could  be  got  posses¬ 
sion  of  for  little  or  nothing.  We  held  out  as  long  as  we 
could,  but  such  was  the  influence  of  the  half-breeds, 
who  already  got  a  share  of  their  lands  in  Manitoba, 
that  they  went  to  the  North-West,  they  became 
dwellers  on  the  plains,  they  played  Indians,  and 
pretended  that  they  had  lived  in  Manitoba  ;  that 
they  were  suffering ;  that  their  Manitoba  friends  had  got 
lands  and  fscrip ;  and  nine-tenths  of  the  men  claiming  it 
had  already  got  scrip,  and  were  attempting  to  put  up  bar¬ 
gains  jn  the  North-West.  Fourteen  out  of  seventeen  peti¬ 
tioners,  in  one  case,  were  shown  to  have  got  lands  already 
in  Manitoba.  Isidore  Dumont,  brother  of  Gabriel  Dumont, 
had  land  ;  he  applied  again,  and  it  was  one  of  his  grievances 
that  he  did  not  get  more  land  in  the  North-West.  Gabriel 
Dumont  got  not  only  his  160  acres,  as  promised,  but  he  had 
the  best  house  in  Batoche ;  and  so  it  was  with  very  many 
of  these  men — they  had  already  got  their  lands  and  scrip, 
but  they  were  greedy  to  gel  more.  Appetite  grew  with 
eating ;  and  though  they  had  got  all  much  more  than 
originally  by  law  they  ought  to  have  got,  they  are  clamor¬ 
ing  for  more.  If  time  would  permit,  I  could  prove  many 
such  cases ;  but,  perhaps,  I  may  take  another  occasion,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  we  arc  going  to  hear  from  him 
again  on  this  subject — I  may  take  another  occasion  to  show 
that  the  fact  of  the  half-breed  not  getting,  at  the  moment 
he  wants  it,  his  scrip  or  his  claim  for  240  acres,  was  a  mere 
pretence;  yet, Biel,  from  the  beginning,  when  he  went  into 
the  country  until  he  left,  wont  there  for  the  purpose  of 
making  money.  He  came  there  for  the  most  sordid  purposes 
possible,  and  he  told  all  kinds  of  lies.  Among  other  things9 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


he  said  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  York,  when  he  was 
in  the  Government  offered  him  $20,000,  and  I  offered  him 
$30,000 — he  remembered  perhaps,  the  old  matter,  when  he 
got  some  money  on  the  frontier,  in  order  to  clear  away. 
One  of  the  letters  read  to-day  by  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
that  he  had  been  promised  a  senatorship  or  a  seat  in 
the  Cabinet.  He  came  there,  and  he  ruled  these  men 
for  the  most  sordid  purposes.  The  white  men  in  Prince 
Albert  and  the  vicinity,  or  many  of  them,  subscribed 
to  bring  him  there,  and  encouraged  him  there,  for  the 
sake  of  making  a  little  fues  and  drawing  attention  to 
Prince  Albert  and  for  the  sake  of  threatening  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  into  settling  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds,  or,  in 
other  words,  putting  money  into  their  pockets.  Sir,  I  shall 
not  detain  the  House  any  longer  on  the  subject.  As  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  stated,  it  is  a  subject  which  cannot  rest  here. 
This  subject  must  be  fully  dealt  with.  I  have  not  alluded 
to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  with  respect  to 
the  land  regulations,  the  treatment  of  the  whites ;  and 
these  questions  the  hon.  gentleman  has  ingeniously  mixed 
up  with  the  question  he  brought  before  the  House.  He  has 
been  preparing  himself  for,  I  will  not  say  how  long,  while 
this  House  was  studiously  and  earnestly  discussing  the 
Franchise  Bill ;  while  .they  were  occupied  night  and  day 
working  out  that  great  problem,  the  hon,  gentleman  was 
diving  into  this  question.  Well,  he  has  dived  into  it,  and 
he  has  gone  pretty  low  into  its  depths.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  first  took  up  the  half-breeds,  then  the  land  laws,  then 
the  whites,  then  the  colonisation  companies — and  I  do  not 
know  what  else.  But  let  him  take  each  subject  separately, 
clause  by  clause,  sentence  by  sentence,  impeachment  by 
impeachment,  charge  by  charge,  and  deal  with  them,  and 
I  shall  meet  him,  and  convince  this  House  that  the 
charges  are  groundless,  that  the  Government  are  safe 
and  sound,  in  the  opinions  of  the  people  and  of  the  country, 
because  they  have  done  what  they  believed  to  be  the  best 
in  their  judgment,  ought  to  be  done;  and  because  I  know 
that  although  perhaps  they  may  have  made  occasional  mis¬ 
takes,  although  in  the  tentative  process  of  settling  a  new 
country'’  they  have  committed,  perhaps,  an  occasinal  error, 
they  wore  not  too  proud  to  change;  and  when  they  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  had  committed  an  error,  they  did 
not  indulgo  in  the  miserable  vanity  of  thinking  they  could 
do  no  wrong.  When  they  found  that  any  of  their  conclu¬ 
sions,  from  their  own  judgment  or  on  reference  to  their 
responsible  officers,  had  better  be  altered,  they  were  brave 
enough  and  honest  enough  to  admit  the  error,  and  cure  the 
error,  and  make  amendment.  What  was  the  consequence  ? 
Sir,  I  believe  we  stand  well  among  the  whites  of  the  North- 
West.  I  know  we  stand  well  with  the  red  men  of  the 
North-West. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
hear,  hear,  but  I  can  prove  by  the  testimony  of  every  Indian 
that  has  been  in  arms — of  Poundmakor,  and  Big  Bear,  and 
Beardy,  and  Little  Pine,  and  Little  Poplar,  and  all  those 
Indians — I  can  show  to  you,  not  only  that  they  have  been 
well  treated,  but  that  those  who  have  been  their  guardians, 
their  clergy,  and  those  who  watched  over  them,  admit  that 
the  Indians  had  no  wrongs  to  redress;  and  if  you  will  read 
the  press  of  the  North-West,  read  such  papers  as  the 
Saskatchewan  Herald,  and  will  find  that  we  wore  wrong — 
that  we  have  been  pampering  and  coaxing  the  Indians  ; 
that  we  must  take  a  new  course,  we  must  vindicate  the 
position  of  the  white  man,  wo  must  teach  the  Indians  what 
law  is  ;  wo  must  not  pauperise  them,  as  they  say  we  have 
been  doing. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  hear,  hoar.  Why,  Sir,  I  have  come  to  this  House  again 
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and  again  and  stated  the  case  of  the  Indians.  I  have  said 
it  was  a  case  of  hardship,  and  we  could  not,  as  Christian 
men,  allow  them  to  starve.  We  have  done  all  we  could  to 
put  them  on  themselves;  we  have  done  all  we  could  to 
make  them  work  as  agriculturists;  we  have  done  all  we 
could,  by  the  supply  of  cattle,  agricultural  implements  and 
instruction,  to  change  them  from  a  nomadic  to  an  agricul¬ 
tural  life.  We  have  had  very  considerable  success ;  we 
have  had  infinitely  more  success  d,uring  our  short  period, 
than  the  United  States  have  had  during  twenty  five  years. 
We  have  had  a  wonderful  success  ;  but  still  wo  have  had 
the  Indians ;  and  then  in  these  half  breeds,  enticed  by  white 
men,  the  savage  instinct  was  awakened;  the  desire  of  plun¬ 
der — aye,  and,  perhaps,  the  desire  of  scalping — the  savage 
idea  of  a  warlike  glory,  which  pervades  the  breast  of  most 
men,  civilised  or  uncivilised,  was  aroused  in  them,  and 
forgetting  all  the  kindness  that  had  been  bestowed 
upon  them,  forgetting  all  the  gifts  that  had  been 
given  to  them,  forgetting  all  that  the  Government,  the 
white  people  and  the  Parliament  of  Canada  had  been  doing 
for  them,  in  trying  to  rescue  them  from  barbarity ;  forgetting 
that  we  had  given  them  reserves,  the  means  to  cultivate 
those  reserves,  and  the  means  of  education  how  to  cultivate 
them — forgetting  all  these  things,  they  rose  against  us. 
Why,  Sir,  we  are  not  responsible  for  that ;  we  cannot  change 
the  barbarian,  the  savage,  into  a  civilised  man.  Look  at 
the  United  States ;  consider  the  millions  that  they  have 
expended  in  defending  their  frontier ;  look  at  the  war  that 
is  now  going  on  on  the  south-western  frontier,  whei’e  there 
is  infinitely  more  loss  of  life  among  the  tribes  of  Apaches 
than  has  oocurred  in  all  our  North-West.  It  is  an  inglorious 
war,  and  there  has  been  a  great  loss  of  life  ;  but  Americans 
do  not  take  the  part  of  the  rebel  and  the  traitor  ;  that  is 
reserved  for  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the  Parliament 
of  Canada.  We  acquired  the  North-West  country  in 
1810.  Not  a  life  was  lost,  not  a  blow  was  struck, 
not  a  pound  nor  a  dollar  was  spent  in  warfare, 
in  that  long  period  that  has  since  intervened.  I  have  not 
hesitated  to  tell  this  House,  again  and  again,  that  we  could 
not  always  hope  to  maintain  peace  with  the  Indians;  that 
the  savage  was  still  a  savage,  and  that  until  ho  ceased  to  be 
savage,  we  were  always  in  danger  of  a  collision,  in  danger 
of  war,  in  danger  of  an  outbreak.  I  am  only  surprised  that 
we  have  been  able  so  long  to  maintain  peace — that  from  18*70 
until  1885  not  one  single  blow,  not  one  Bingle  murder,  not 
one  single  loss  of  life,  haB  taken  place.  Look  at  the  United 
States  ;  along  the  whole  frontier  of  the  United  States  there 
has  been  war ;  millions  havo  been  expended  there ; 
their  best  and  their  bravest  have  fallen.  I  per¬ 
sonally  knew  General  Custer,  and  admired  the  gallant 
soldier,  the  American  hero;  yet  he  went,  and  he  fell 
with  his  band,  and  not  a  man  was  left  to  tell  the 
tale — they  were  all  swept  away.  The  American  army 
have  suffered  by  hundreds  ;  the  American  Treasury  has 
been  depleted  by  millions.  Wo  have,  from  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  unfortunate  circumstances,  had  one  war  inconsider¬ 
ately  commenced,  wickedly  commenced,  criminally  com¬ 
menced  by  the  instigators.  We  put  that  down  speedily  and 
gallantly  ;  and,  Sir,  it  is  one  consolation,  that  if  we  havo  seen 
young  men  sacrificed,  ifawe  have  lost  from  this  House,  as  a 
consequence  of  that  war,  one  of  the  most  respected  mem¬ 
bers,  they  went  up  there  of  their  own  accord  to  fight  the 
battle  of  their  country ;  they  have  gained  glory  and  dis¬ 
tinction,  and  they  have  convinced,  not  only  us — we  do  not 
want  that  conviction — but  the  mother  country,  in  whoso 
good  opinion  we  take  so  much  pride,  that  wo  havo  as  good 
a  militia  as  their  own,  that  we  have  men  who,  untrained  as 
they  are,  still  can  listen  to  the  voice  of  discipline,  and  will 
do  everything  they  are  called  upon  to  do  to  maintain 
the  credit  of  their  country.  Their  action  has  raised 
the  credit  of  Canada,  not  only  among  the  right-minded 
thinking  men  of  the  world,  but  even  in  the  sordid  purlieus 


of  the  stock  exchange.  The  credit  of  Canada  has  risen, 
because  Canada  has  shown,  as  a  vindicator  of  hei’self,  that 
she  is  worthy  of  being  a  nation,  and  worthy  of  the  credit 
of  the  world. 

Mr.  LAUEIER  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:10  a.m., 
Tuesday. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  7th  July,  1885. 

The  SrEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  DISTUEBANCE  IN  THE 
NOETH-WEST. 

The  House  resumed  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Bowell :  That  the  House  resolvo  itself  again 
into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Blake  in  amendment  thereto. 

Mr.  LAUEIEE.  There  is  an  old  saying  well  known  to 
all  of  us  that  a  good  lawyer  can  make  of  a  bad  cause  a  good 
one.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  yesterday 
must  have  convinced  everyone  of  us  that  there  are  cases  so 
desperately  bad  that  all  the  ingenuity  of  the  ablest  counsel 
cannot  make  them  appear  good.  The  case  must  be  despe¬ 
rate  indeed  when  a  gentleman  of  the  high  position  which 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  occupies  in  this  House,  does  not 
scruple  to  torture  the  words  of  his  opponent,  in  order  to 
make  out  a  case  for  himself.  In  the  very  beginning  of  his 
speech,  the  hon.  gontleman  adopted  that  system,  and  he 
kept  it  up  to  the  end.  In  almost  his  opening  sentence  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  my  hon.  friend,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition — in  the  long,  as  he  characterised  it,  and 
as  he  might  havo  said,  the  most  able  speech  evor  delivered 
by  my  hon.  friend-while  presenting  the  claims  of  the  half- 
breeds  in  the  North-West  Territories  to  a  special  grant  of 
land,  had  not  in  a  single  instance  stated  that  the  claim  was 
a  just  one.  The  hon.  gentleman  forgot,  and  he  should  not 
have  forgotten,  that  my  hon.  friend  at  the  very  outset  of 
his  speech  affirmed  the  justice  of  tho  case  of  the  half  breeds 
in  the  most  characteristic  manner,  in  tho  following  language : 

“  Justice  is  the  same  everywhere.  Justice  is  the  same,  whether  it  be 
on  the  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan  or  on  the  banks  of  the  Red  River  ; 
justice  demands  that  the  same  treatment  which  has  been  extended  to  the 
half-breeds  on  the  banks  of  the  Red  River  shall  also  be  extended  to  the 
half-breeds  on  the  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan.” 

The  right  hon.  gontleman,  Sir,  forgot  that  statement,  and 
the  case  has  to  be  a  desperate  one  indeed  when  it  has  to  be 
supported  with  such  a  distortion  of  facts.  Again,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  proceeding  in  the  same  lino,  in  order  to  clear 
himself  of  tho  charge  that  was  brought  against  him  of 
having  failed  for  seven  years  to  dispose  of  the  claims  of  the 
half-breeds,  stated  that  the  Mackenzie  Administration  had 
not  only  failed  to  dispose  of  those  claims,  but  had  actually 
denied  their  justice  ;  and  in  order  to  prove  his  statement  he 
proceeded  to  quote  with  great  apparent  glee  from  a  State 
paper  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  while 
in  the  Mackenzie  Government.  That  paper  was  addressed  to 
Mi’.  Laird,  at  that  timo  Lieutenant  Governor  of  tho  North- 
West  Territories,  in  answer  to  an  application  made  by  him 
for  seed  grain  on  behalf  of  the  half-breeds.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  wrote  as  follows : — 
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“  The  application  of  the  petitioners  to  be  aided  by  the  Government 
with  seed  and  agricultural  implements  in  their  farming  operations,  I 
confess  I  am  not  disposed  to  view  favorably.  I  do  not  see  upon  what 
grounds  the  half-breeds  can  claim  to  be  treated  in  this  particular,  differ¬ 
ent  from  the  white  settlers  in  the  Territories. 

“  The  half-breeds  who  have,  in  some  respects,  the  advantages  over  new 
settlers  in  the  Territories,  should  be  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  set¬ 
tling  down  in  fixed  localities  and  directing  their  energies  towards  pas- 
tural  or  agricultural  pursuits,  in  which  case  lands  would,  no  doubt,  be 
assigned  to  them  in  the  same  way  as  to  white  settlers.  But  beyond  this 
they  must  not  look  to  the  Government  for  any  special  assistance  in  their 
farming  operations.” 

So  that  this  paper  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Kothwell  did  not 
at  all  apply  to  the  question  of  the  lands  and  the  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  the  Indian  title,  but  it  applied  to  the  treatment  of 
the  half-breeds  and  their  claim  to  be  aided  by  being  furn¬ 
ished  seed,  and  agricultural  implements.  That  was  all,  and 
yet  during  the  whole  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  he  insisted  that  the  Mackenzie  Government  had 
denied  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  to  a  special  grant  of 
land  in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  titlo.  Then  again, 
continuing  in  the  same  strain,  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
charged  his  predecessors  with  dereliction  of  duty,  because 
they  had  failed,  while  in  power,  to  settle  the  land  claims  of 
the  half-breeds.  Sir,  is  it  possible  that  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  had  the  courage  to  advance  such  a  plea  as  this 
in  jutification  of  himself  ?  How  long  is  it  since  the  Mac¬ 
kenzie  Administration  has  fallon  from  power?  It  is  six 
full  years ;  nearly  seven  years  have  elapsed  since  then. 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  was  a  crime  in  the  Mackenzie 
Administration  to  have  failed  to  settle  those  claims,  how 
can  the  hon.  gentleman  defend  himself  when  he  has  allowed 
nearly  seven  years  to  elapse  without  doing  so  either  ?  The 
chargo  against  the  Mackenzie  Administration  is  perfectly 
groundless,  as  I  shall  demonstrate  before  I  take  my  seat, 
but  if  that  pretended  excuse  be  the  only  justification  which 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  can  urge  in  his  behalf,  I  leave  it 
to  the  judgment  of  this  country  to  say  whether  it  is  a  suffi¬ 
cient  justification  or  not.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
ceeded  very  exultingly  to  declare  that  there  had  been  no  case 
of  oppression,  that  there  was  not  even  a  pretension  that  the 
people  had  been  oppressed,  that  not  a  single  half-breed  had 
been  removed  from  his  holding.  No  cause  for  oppression  ! 
Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  it  not  oppression  when  men  had 
long  been  settled  upon  their  lands,  even  before  the  country 
was  transferred  to  Canada,  when  they  had  made  homes  for 
themselves,  when  they  had  put  buildings  upon  their  lands, 
and  when,  under  the  policy  of  the  present  Government, 
land  surveyors  wore  sent  among  them,  who  ran  lines  across 
their  fields,  splitting  up  farms  and  fields,  who  ran  their  lines 
so  as  to  put  the  buildings  on  one  side  and  the  field  on  the 
other ;  and  after  these  people  had  sent  delegation  after  dele¬ 
gation  to  this  Government  for  redress,  had  been  constantly 
refused  redress.  If  this  was  not  a  case  of  oppression, 
I  would  like  to  know  what  can  constitute  oppression  in  the 
eyes  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  ?  The  homes  of  these 
people  were  invaded — not  accidentally  but  deliberately — 
under  the  policy  of  the  Government  for  the  survey  of  that 
country ;  and  yet,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  thero  was 
no  case  of  oppression.  Sir,  what  was  it  then  that  Father 
Andr6  protested  against  when  he  wrote  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  following  manner,  first  setting  forth  that 
settlers  there  have  settled  according  to  the  old  customs,  ten 
chains  fronting  on  the  river ;  and  trusting  the  Government 
would  survey  accordingly,  he  adds  : 

“  Their  surprise  may  bs  imagined  when  they  saw  the  lands  along  the 
Saskatchewan  measured  off  into  squares  of  forty  chains,  without  heed 
being  given  to  their  just  claims  and  protests.” 

What  is  it  that  Father  Yigreville  protested  against  when  he 
wrote  to  Captain  Devile,  chief  of  the  surveys  : 

“  I,  myself,  caused  Mr.  Duck,  the  Dominion  land  surveyor,  to  write 
several  times  to  Ottawa,  and  always  without  success,  until  finally  I 
became  discouraged  myself,  and  several  people  were  obliged  to  leave 
the  settlement,  some  selling  their  land  for  a  nominal  price,  and  others 
abandoning  it  without  any  compensation. 

Mr.  Laurier, 
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“  In  February,  1883,  the  Rev.  Father  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney  were 
deputed  by  the  settlement  to  set  forth  our  complaints  and  present  our 
demands  to  the  Government.  They  were  given  a  written  promise  that 
the  lands  we  occupied  should  be  surveyed  in  river  lot3  of  10  chains 
frontage  by  2  miles  in  depth,  and  that  this  survey  should  take  place  in 
the  autumn  following  (1883).  I  understand  you  to  tell  me  to  have 
patience  ;  that  everything  will  come  out  right  in  the  end.  Those  are 
words  which,  permit  me  to  say,  I  cannot  accept ;  the  time  is  past. 

The  hon.  gentleman  then  proceeded  to  say  that  no  half-breed 
had  over  been  molested,  that  no  half-breed  had  ever  lost  his 
holding.  In  an  organ  of  the  Government,  Le  Manitoba,  of 
13th  May  last,  I  find  the  following  letter  from  half-breeds, 
which  was  first  published  in  English  in  the  Edmonton 
Bulletin.  I  have  it  here  in  French,  and  I  will  re-translate  it 
into  the  original  English.  This  is  what  the  paper  goes  on 
to  say : 

“  Far  from  obtaining  liberal  terms,  we  have  not  even  obtained  jus¬ 
tice.  Last  summer  we  had  the  agent  of  the  Government  to  settle  all 
questions  relating  to  lands  in  this  locality.  If  the  agent’s  only  object 
had  been  to  provoke  tfie  half-breed  rebellion,  he  could  not  have  done 
better  than  by  following  the  course  he  has  done,  and  giving  the  decision 
he  has  recorded,  which  decisions  are  always  characterised  by  the  most 
manifest  injustice.  It  would  be  impossible  to  state  a  case  of  a  section  of 
land  in  dispute  between  a  half-breed  and  a  stranger  where  the  half-breed 
has  not  been  sacrificed.  In  many  instances  half-breeds  who  for  a  long 
time  have  been  in  possession  of  these  lands,  have  had  their  lands  taken 
away  from  them  and  divided  among  strangers  newly  arrived  ;  and  these 
unfortunate  half-breeds  have  been  thereby  forced  to  leave  the  place  and 
go  and  settle  elsewhere,  where  the  same  fate  perhaps  awaits  them  in 
the  future.  Is  it  believed  we  have  no  grievances  ?  We  have  grievances 
and  we  feel  them  deeply. 

“  Signed,  SAMUEL  CUNNINGHAM, 

OCTAVE  BELLEROSE, 

JOHN  CUNNINGHAM, 

BAPTISTE  OOURTEPATTE, 

JOHN  ROWLAND, 

0.  ROWLAND, 

L.  OHASTELLAIRE, 

L.  GORIVEAU.” 

Then  the  hon.  gentleman  proceeded  to  say  that  the  whole 
blame  for  the  rebellion  and  its  consequence  must  bo  cast 
upon  the  Grit  party.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  such 
a  statement  as  I  have  just  referred  to,  that  there  are  no 
grievances  among  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West,  he 
may  as  well  say  that  the  Grit  party  is  responsible  for  the 
rebellion  and  all  its  consequences.  Such  rant — for  such 
language  is  nothing  more  than  rant — is  unworthy  of  him. 
Yet,  such  language  is  quite  in  keeping  with  the  language 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  used  ever  since  the  opening 
of  these  troubles.  Ever  since  these  North-West  troubles 
arose  the  tactics  of  hon.  gentlemen  have  been  to  wash  their 
hands  of  all  responsibility  and  proclaim  themselves  quite 
innocent  of  the  blood  shed,  and  lay  all  the  blame  on  the 
insurgents.  To  every  enquiry  made,  as  to  the  origin  of 
these  troubles  the  same  answer  is  given  :  The  half-breeds 
have  no  cause,  they  have  no  grievances.  Such  has  been 
the  language  of  the  hon.  gentleman  all  through.  Speaking 
on  a  recent  occasion  on  the  same  subject,  he  stated,  what  he 
repeated  again  yesterday,  that  the  half-breeds  had  no  cause, 
that  the  rebellion  was  a  causeless  rebellion ;  and  he  conclude 
ed  in  the  following  language  : — 

“  We  believe,  with  all  the  consciousness  of  being  right,  that  the 
judgment  of  the  country  will  be  that  we  have  acted  well,  that  We 
have  acted  to  the  best  of  our  abilities,  and  that,  in  this  case,  our 
abilities  have  not  been  wrongly  directed.” 

And  again,  speaking  on  the  same  subject  on  another  occa¬ 
sion,  he  made  another  declaration.  At  that  time  he 
believed  that  the  rebellion  was  not  due  to  the  Grit  party — 
that  is  a  new  thought,  a  new  grievance — but  was  due  to 
Louis  Kiel.  He  said  : 

“  From  former  occurrences  in  the  North-West,  he  (Riel)  is  considered 
a  sort  of  martyr  in  the  cause — a  sort  of  half-breed  Mahdi — and  they  look 
up  to  him  with  a  sort  of  superstitious  regard,  and  from  that  feeling  he 
is  able  to  act  upon  these  poor  people.” 

Such  was  the  language  of  tho  hon.  gentleman.  The  only 
explanation  he  could  give  of  the  rebellion  has  been  this: 
That  the  insurgents  have  no  grievances,  but  that  they  had 
been  the  victims  and  dupes  of  Louis  Kiel.  Such  an  expla- 
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nation  is  exceedingly  futile.  From  what  we  know  of  Louis 
Riel,  he  does  not  appear  to  be  one  of  those  extraordinary 
men,  who  can  command  general  sway  over  their  fellow  coun¬ 
trymen.  And  there  is  no  man  in  the  world,  whatever  his 
power  may  be,  who  could  take  men  from  a  state  of  peace 
and  bring  them  into  war,  simply  by  his  influence,  unless 
there  were  deep-seated  and  long-felt  feelings  of  grievances. 
The  hon.  gentleman  compared  Louis  Riel  to  the  Mahdi. 
We  know  little  about  the  Mahdi.  But  we  do  know  this  : 
That  the  people  of  the  Soudan  who  were  brought  into  rebel¬ 
lion  had  been  suffering  for  years  and  years  from  most 
despotic  rule.  They  had  been  for  years  ground  by  exces¬ 
sive  taxation,  and  the  Mahdi  brought  them  into  rebellion,  by 
promising  to  relieve  them  from  the  state  of  suffering  in 
which  they  were  then  placed.  I  can  illustrate  what  l  am 
now  saying,  that  no  man  however  powerful,  can  exercise 
such  influence  as  is  attributed  to  Louis  Riel,  by  a  page  from 
our  own  history.  Few  men  have  there  been  anywhere  who 
have  wielded  greater  sway  over  his  fellow-countrymen  than 
did  Mr.  Papineau  at  a  certain  time  in  the  history  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  no  man  ever  lived  who  had  been  more  profusely 
endorsed  by  nature  to  be  the  idol  of  a  nation.  A  man  of 
commanding  presence,  of  majestic  countenance,  of  impas¬ 
sioned  eloquence,  of  unblemished  character,  of  pure  disin¬ 
terested  patriotism,  for  years  and  years  he  held  over  the 
hearts  of  his  fellow  countrymen  almost  unbounded  sway,  and 
even  to  this  day  the  mention  of  his  name  will  arouse  through¬ 
out  the  length  and  breadth  of  Lower  Canada,  a  thrill  of 
enthusiasm  in  the  breasts  of  all,  men  or  women  old  or  young. 
What  was  the  secret  of  that  great  power  he  held  at  one  time  ? 
Was  it  simply  bis  eloquence,  his  commanding  intellect,  or 
even  his  pure  patriotism  ?  No  doubt,  they  all  contributed  ; 
but  the  main  cause  of  his  authority  over  his  fellow-country¬ 
men  was  this,  that  at  that  time,  his  fellow  countrymen 
were  an  oppressed  race,  and  he  was  the  champion  of  their 
cause.  But  when  the  day  of  relief  came,  the  influence  of  Mr. 
Papineau,  however  great  it  might  have  been  and  however 
great  it  still  remained,  ceased  to  be  paramount.  When  even¬ 
tually  tho  Union  Act  was  carried,  Papineau  violently 
assaulted  it,  showed  all  its  defects,  deficiencies  and  dangers, 
and  yet  he  could  not  raise  his  followers  and  the  people  to 
agitate  for  the  repeal  of  that  Act.  What  was  tho  reason  ? 
Tho  conditions  were  no  more  the  same.  Imperfect  as  was 
the  Union  Act  it  still  gave  a  measure  of  freedom  and  justice 
to  the  people,  and  men  who  at  the  mere  sound  of  Mr.  Papi- 
neau’s  voice  would  have  gladly  courted  death  on  battle  fields 
or  scaffold,  then  stood  silent  and  irresponsive,  though  he 
asked  them  nothing  more  than  a  constitutional  agitation  for 
a  repeal  of  the  Union  Act.  Conditions  were  no  more  tho 
same  ;  tyranny  and  oppression  had  made  rebels  of  the  people 
of  Lower  Canada,  while  justice  and  freedom  made  them  true 
and  loyal  subjects,  which  they  have  been  ever  since.  And 
now  to  tell  us  that  Louis  Riel,  simply  by  his  influence,  could 
bring  these  men  from  peace  to  war ;  to  tell  us  that  they 
had  no  grievances ;  to  tell  us  that  they  were  brought  into 
a  state  of  rebellion  either  through  pure  malice  or  through 
imbecile  adherence  to  an  adventurer,  is  an  insult  to  the  intel¬ 
ligence  of  the  people  at  large,  and  an  unjust  aspersion  on  the 
people  of  the  Saskatchewan.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us 
that  the  people  of  the  Saskatchewan  river  have  no  wrongs, 
this  is  but  a  continuation  of  the  system  which  has  been 
followed  all  along  with  regard  to  those  people.  They  have 
been  denied  their  just  rights,  and  now  they  are  slandered  by 
tho  same  men  whose  unjust  course  towards  them  drove  them 
to  the  unfortunate  proceedings  they  have  adopted  since. 
This  I  do  charge  upon  the  Government :  that  they  have  for 
years  and  years  ignored  the  just  claims  of  the  half- breeds  of 
the  Saskatchewan,  that  for  years  and  years,  these  people  have 
been  petitioning  the  Government  and  always  in  vain.  I  say 
they  have  been  treated  by  this  Government  with  an  indiffer¬ 
ence  amounting  to  undisguised  contempt,  that  they  have  been 
goaded  into  the  unfortunate  course  they  have  adopted,  and 
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if  this  rebellion  be  a  crime,  I  say  the  responsibility  for  that 
crime  weighs  as  much  upon  the  men  who,  by  their  conduct, 
have  caused  the  rebellion,  as  upon  those  who  engaged 
in  it.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  said  yesterday  that 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  had  prepared  a  brief  for  the 
lawyers  of  Louis  Riel. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  LA.UR1ER.  They  say  now  it  is  true.  I  say  this, 
that  if  the  conduct  of  the  Government  is  part  of  the  defence 
of  Louis  Riel,  then  the  Government  must  take  the  conse¬ 
quences.  It  will  not  do  for  them  to  say :  You  must  not 
attack  us,  because  by  attacking  us  you  will  save  Louis  Riel. 
The  Government  have  put  Louis  Riel  on  his  trial  for  life  and 
death,  and  I  suppose  it  is  not  his  blood  they  are  looking  for. 
I  suppose,  if  they  are  looking  to  anything,  they  are  looking 
to  nothing  but  substantial  British  justice,  and  if,  in  the  facts 
brought  out  yesterday  by  my  hon.  friend,  there  is  something 
which  would  go  in  favor  of  the  defence  of  Louis  Riel,  then 
Louis  Riel  has  the  full  right  to  that  part  of  his  defence.  I 
say  more.  I  repeat  that  I  do  not  believe  that  tho  men  who 
to-day  have  put  Louis  Riel  on  his  trial  for  his  life  and 
death  do  not  desire  his  blood,  that  they  are  only  looking 
for  justice;  and  if  justice  requires  that  in  the  numer¬ 
ous  papers  which  have  been  suppressed,  which  have  not 
been  brought  down  to  this  House,  there  is  anything  which 
can  go  in  favor  of  Louis  Riel’s  defence,  it  is  their  duty  to 
bring  them  down,  and  if  they  were  concealing  anything 
which  could  serve  for  the  defence  of  Louis  Riel,  I  would 
charge  them  with  helping  to  his  murder,  if  he  were  tried  in 
the  absence  of  such  portion  of  his  defence.  It  will  not  do  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  attempt  to  rouse  the  prejudices  of  the 
masses  with  respect  to  this  matter.  There  are  prejudices  in 
this  country  of  many  kinds.  We  are  not  yet  so  built  up  as 
a  nation  as  to  forget  our  respective  origins,  and  I  say  frankly 
that  the  people  of  my  own  Province,  who  have  a  community 
of  origin  with  the  insurgents,  sympathise  with  them,  just 
as  the  sympathies  of  the  people  of  Ontario  who  are  of  a 
different  origin  would  go  altogether  in  tho  other  direction. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  No?  Why  is  it  then  that  it  was 
repeated  yesterday,  that  it  is  repeated  to-day  in  tho 
press,  that  it  will  be  asserted  and  repeated  to-morrow, 
and  again  and  again,  that  my  hon.  friend,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  has  prepared  a  brief  for  the  lawyers  of 
Louis  Riel.  Why,  Sir,  that  is  appealing  to  the  worst  kind 
and  the  lowest  prejudices  of  the  masses.  It  is  said,  and 
truly  said,  in  your  language,  Sir,  that  blood  is  thicker  than 
water.  I  am  of  French  origin,  and  I  confess  that  if  I  were 
to  act  only  from  the  blood  which  runs  in  my  veins,  it  would 
carry  mo  strongly  in  favor  of  these  people ;  but  above  all,  I 
claim  to  be  in  favor  of  what  is  just  and  right  and  fair,  to  bo 
in  favor  of  justice  to  every  man,  and  I  say,  let  justice  be 
done,  and  let  the  consequences  fall  upon  the  guilty  ones, 
whether  on  the  head  of  Louis  Riel,  or  on  the  shoulders  of  tho 
Government.  Sir,  the  Government  are  all  the  more  unjustifi¬ 
able  in  their  conduct,  that  the  experience  of  the  past  ought 
to  have  made  them  more  cautious.  It  is  an  omin¬ 
ous  fact  that,  although  this  young  Confederation 
has  existed  only  eighteen  years,  it  has  already  been 
assailed  twice  by  armed  rebellion.  Of  the  first  rebellion  wo 
now  know  the  causes.  Light  has  been  let  upon  that  subject. 
What  was  the  cause  of  the  first  rebellion  on  the  Red  Riiver 
in  1869  and  1810  ?  The  cause  as  wo  now  know,  is,  that  tho 
Government — this  Government,  tho  men  who  are  in  power 
now,  and  who  were  in  power  then— attempted  to  tako 
possession  of  tho  country  without  any  regard  to  the  rights 
of  the  people  as  a  whole,  whilst  they  invaded  the  rights  of 
the  people  as  individuals.  It  may  be  conceived  that  these 
people,  who  had  been  accustomed  to  the  wild  liberty  of  the 
prairie,  who  had  been  accustomed  for  generations  and  gene-- 
rations  to  rove  all  over  tho  wholo  continent,  who  looked 
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upon  the  country  as  their  own,  and  regarded  as  their  own  X 
every  plot  of  land  on  which  they  chose  to  pitch  their  tents  ; 

I  say  it  may  be  well  conceived  that  these  people,  half  wild 
as  they  were,  would  regard  with  something  like  jealousy 
the  doings  of  a  Government  which  suddenly  came  in  upon 
them,  and  assumed  authority  over  the  Territory.  Then 
what  took  place  at  that  time  ?  One  would  have  thought  that 
it  would  have  been  at  least  prudent  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  take  some  conciliatory  steps  towards  these 
people,  but  instead  of  that  they  went  into  the  country  and 
treated  the  people  as  people  used  to  be  treated  in  feudal 
times,  as  if  they  bad  been  part  and  parcel  of  the  territory 
which  was  purchased  from  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company — 
treating  the  people,  I  say,  as  if  they  were  serfs  in  feudal  times 
—part  of  the  ground  which  was  sold.  The  people  resented  such 
a  course.  But  that  was  not  all.  The  Government  attempted 
a  system  of  survey  which  was  the  most  odious  that  could  be 
devised  for  the  people.  Some  of  the  people  had  holdings  or 
properties,  with  fields  and  buildings,  and  the  surveyors  sent 
by  the  Government  paid  no  heed  to  their  holdings,  but  ran 
their  linos  across  their  possessions,  and,  as  might  be  ima¬ 
gined,  a  great  disturbance  took  place.  The  facts  are  well 
illustrated  by  the  history  of  the  rebellion,  and  I  cannot  do 
better  on  this  subject  than  quote  the  following  from  the 
report  of  Mr.  Donald  A.  Smith,  who  was  at  that  time 
appointed  agent  to  investigate  tho  matter : 

“A  not  inconsiderable  number  of  them  remained  tiue  to  their 
allegiance  during  all  the  trouble  through  which  they  have  had  to  pass, 
and  with  these  will  now  be  found  associated  many  others  whose  minds 
had  for  a  time  been  poisoned  with  gross  misrepresentations  made  by 
designing  men,  for  their  own  selfish  ends.  A  knowledge  of  the  true 
state  of  the  case  of  the  advantages  they  would  derive  from  a  union 
with  Canada,  had  been  carefully  kept  from  them,  and  they  were  told  to 
judge  of  Canadians  generally  by  the  acts  and  bearing  of  some  of  the 
less  reflecting  immigrants,  who  had  denounced  them  as  cumberersof  the 
ground,  who  must  speedily  make  way  for  a  superior  race  about  to  pour 
in  upon  them.  It  is  also  true  that  in  the  unauthorised  proceedings  of 
some  of  the  recent  Canadian  arrivals,  some  plausible  ground  had  been 
given  for  the  jealousy  and  alarm  with  which  the  contemplated  change 
of  Government  was  regarded  by  the  native  population.  In  various 
localities  these  adventurers  had  been  industriously  marking  oif  for 
themselves  considerable,  and  in  some  cases  very  extensive  and  exeep- 
tionally  valuable  tracts  of  land,  thereby  impressing  the  minds  of  the 
people  with  the  belief  that  the  time  had  come  when,  in  their  own 
country,  they  were  to  be  entirely  supplanted  by  strangers — a  belief, 
however,  I  have  no  doubt,  which  might  have  been  entirely  precluded  by 
the  prevention  of  all  such  operations,  until  Canada  had  fully  unfolded 
her  policy  and  shown  the  groundlessness  of  these  fears." 

Upon  the  same  subject,  a  book  written  by  Mr.  Tuttle,  “  The 
History  of  Manitoba,”  speaks  as  follows  upon  the  attitude 
and  the  feeling  of  the  French  half-breeds  : — 

“  The  feeling  of  the  French  half-breeds  may  be  briefly  expressed  as 
this :  That  they  questioned  the  right  of  the  Dominion  Government  to 
take  possession  of  what  they  considered  their  country,  without  their 
consent.  The  feeling  was  shown  in  the  stoppage  of  the  surveyors,  Snow 
and  Webb.” 

More  characteristic  yet,  a  pamphlet,  written  by  Louis  Riel, 
in  1874,  and  published  at  the  office  of  the  Nouveau  Monde , 
reads  thus : 

“  The  North-West  Territories  were  transferred  to  Canada  only  on  the 
15th  July,  1870;  but  Canada  commenced  in  1868-69  public  works  in  its 
own  name,  in  Rupert’s  Land  and  the  North-West,  without  having 
obtained  the  authority  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  The  arrival  of 
the  Canadian  agents  in  the  country  was  signalised  by  the  contempt 
which  they  affected  for  the  authority  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  and 
for  the  old  settlers.  They  attempted  to  take  possession  of  the  best 
lands  of  the  half-breeds,  especially  at  Pointe  des  Chenes,  a  parish 
about  30  miles  east  of  Fort  Garry.  They  pretended  that  they  had 
bought  those  lands  from  the  Indians.  After  Mr.  Snow  had  commenced 
the  work  of  the  Dawson  route  between  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and 
Pointe  des  Chenes,  in  1868,  in  the  name  of  Canada,  another  intruder 
under  the  same  authority,  commenced  a  survey  in  the  summer  of  1869 
around  Fort  Garry,  of  the  public  and  private  lands  as  well  under  a  new 
system  of  survey  which  deranged,  without  explanation  at  all,  the  exist¬ 
ing  order  of  things,  and  disturbed  without  scruple  the  old  settlers  in  the 
peaceful  and  legal  possession  of  their  lands.” 

So,  Sir,  you  bco  that  the  grievances  of  the  half-breeds  at  that 
time  were  two-fold.  They  complained  first  that  Canada  had 
taken  possession  of  their  country  without  respect  for  their 
rights  as  a  people ;  and  they  complained,  in  the  second  place, 
that  the  Government,  by  their  system  of  survey,  had  invaded 
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their  actual  possessions  and  properties.  Well,  they  rebelled  ; 
they  could  not  stand  this ;  and  the  consequence  of  this  rebel¬ 
lion,  whatever  it  may  have  been  otherwise,  was  that  the 
Government  were  forced  to  grant  to  the  half-breeds  what 
they  had  denied  hitherto ;  that  is,  the  Government  acknow¬ 
ledged  their  right  of  sovereignty  in  the  land  by  the  distribu¬ 
tion  of  1,400,000  acres  among  them,  in  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title,  and  abandoned  the  old  system  of  survey  and 
adopted  a  new  system  by  which  the  holdings  of  the  half- 
breeds  were  respected.  Now,  it  might  have  been  hoped  that 
the  experience  of  the  past  would  have  made  the  Government 
more  cautious,  and  would  have  taught  them  to  treat  a  highly 
sensitive  people  like  the  half-breeds, with  something  like  fair¬ 
ness  and  consideration.  Indeed,  the  Government  seem  to  be 
just  like  the  Bourbons,  who,  acccording  to  Napoleon,  neither 
learned  anything  nor  forgot  anything ;  in  this  matter  the 
Government  seem  not  to  have  learned  anything  or  forgot¬ 
ten  anything.  I  say  the  present  Government  are  far  more 
open  to  censure  for  the  uprising  on  the  Saskatchewan  Biver 
than  they  were  for  the  uprising  on  the  Red  River.  Guilty 
as  they  were  in  1869  for  their  treatment  of  the  half-breeds 
on  the  Red  River,  this,  at  least,  might  be  said  in  attenua¬ 
tion,  that  they  had  no  time  to  change  their  policy — that  the 
rebellion  sprang  up  on  them  before  they  had  time  to  retrace 
their  steps  and  correct  the  errors  which  more  caution  at 
the  outset  might  have  averted  But  on  this  present  occa¬ 
sion,  if  millions  of  dollars  have  been  expended  within  a 
few  weeks,  if  valuable  lives  have  been  lost  and  some  of  the 
most  precious  blood  of  Canada  has  been  shed,  if  the 
horrors  of  civil  war,  and  worse  yet  of  Indian  war,  have 
to  be  deplored,  what  is  the  reason  ?  Is  it  because 
the  Government  have  not  had  time  to  mend  a  vicious 
policy,  to  retrace  their  steps  ?  Sir,  it  is  because  for 
years  and  years  the  Government  have  pursued  a  system 
which  they  are  even  now  pursuing,  of  denying  that 
the  people  had  grievances  to  complain  of.  It  is  because 
for  years  and  years  the  Government  have  closed  their  ears 
not  to  hear  the  complaints,  because  they  have  closed  their 
eyes  not  to  see  the  wrongs,  because  they  have  acted  like 
the  ostrich  which  buries  its  head  in  the  sand  so  as 
not  to  see  the  danger,  and  thus  ignores  the  danger ; 
this  is  the  reason  that  we  have  had  an  uprising 
on  tho  Saskatchewan  ;  and  as  I  said,  the  Government 
are  far  more  open  to  censure  for  this  uprising  than  they 
were  for  the  uprising  of  1869-70.  There  was  no  disturbance 
on  the  Saskatchewan  River  in  1869-70,  and  the  reason  is 
obvious;  in  1869-70  the  Government  had  not  attempted  to 
assert  their  authority  on  the  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan 
River;  they  did  not  push  on  their  authority  at  that  time 
beyond  the  Red  River,  and  therefore  the  people  on  the  Sas¬ 
katchewan  River,  not  being  interfered  with  in  any  way,  con¬ 
tinued  to  live  as  they  had  lived  hitherto.  But  the  day 
came  when  the  Government  of  Canada  undertook  to  assert 
their  authority  on  the  Saskatchewan,  and  properly  so, 
in  order  to  open  that  fine  country  to  immigration  from  the 
east,  the  half-breeds  on  that  river  showed  the  same  anxiety 
and  made  the  same  claims  as  the  half-breeds  on  the  Red 
River  had  done.  I  have  shown  you  that  the  claims  of  the 
half-breeds  on  the  Red  River  were  two-fold — they  claimed 
that  their  rights  to  the  soil  should  be  recognised  in  some 
manner  and  they  were  recognised  ;  and  they  asked  that  they 
should  not  be  troubled  in  their  holdings,  and  those  claims 
were  conceded  to  them.  As  soon  as  the  Canadian  Government 
attempted  to  assert  their  authority  on  the  Saskatchewan 
River,  the  half-breeds  there  made  exactly  the  same  claims. 
At  the  outset  they  demanded  nothing  more  or  loss  than  that 
their  rights  to  the  soil  and  their  rights  in  the  extin¬ 
guishment  of  the  Indian  title  should  bo  recognised, 
and  that  tho  lands  they  held,  they  should  be  allowed 
to  continue  to  hold  without  disturbance.  With  re¬ 
gard  to  the  first  question,  I  am  not  aware,  though  the 
hon,  gentleman  said  to  the  contrary  yesterday,  that  the 
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half-breeds  of  Saskatchewan  River  ever  formulated  any 
demand  as  to  lands  before  the  year  1878,  or  the  last  days  of 
187*7.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  demands  had  been  made 
to  the  Government  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  "York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie) .  I  believe  that  some  demands  from  the  Qu’Ap- 
pelle  district  were  made  before  1878,  but  no  demand,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  from  the  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan, 
came  to  the  Government  before  1878 ;  and  the  reason  is 
obvious.  The  country  had  just  only  been  opened  for  settle¬ 
ment  ;  the  Government  had  not  attempted  to  exercise  author¬ 
ity  over  the  territory  for  more  than  3  years ;  Mr.  Laird, 
who  was  the  first  Lieutenant  Governor,  was  appointed  in 
1876,  and  he  only  reached  Battleford  in  1877  ;  in  fact  it  took 
him  several  months  of  travel  to  get  at  the  seat  of  Govern¬ 
ment  at  Battleford.  In  1877,  a  petition  was  formulated  by 
the  half-breeds,  and  it  ran  as  follows 

“Your  petitioners  would  humbly  represent  that  their  rights  to  a  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  issue  of  half-breed  or  old  settlers  scrip  are  as  valid  and 
binding  as  those  of  the  half-breeds  and  old  settlers  of  Manitoba,  and 
are  expected  by  them  to  be  regarded  as  scrupulously  as  in  that  Prov¬ 
ince  ;  and  with  a  view  to  the  adjustment  of  the  same  your  petitioners 
would  humbly  request  that  a  census  of  said  half-breeds  and  old  settlers 
be  taken  at  as  early  a  date  as  may  be  conveniently  determined  upon, 
with  a  view  to  apportionning  to  those  of  them,  who  have  not  already 
been  included  in  the  census  of  Manitoba,  their  just  allotments  of  land 
and  scrip.” 

Then,  some  time  in  the  month  of  February,  a  deputation 
came  from  St.  Laurent  to  interview  Mr.  Laird  about  the 
same  matter,  and  they  presented  him  a  petition,  making  in 
substance,  the  same  demand.  This  petition  was  addressed, 
not  to  the  Government  at  Ottawa,  but  to  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  himself ;  ho  referred  it  to  his  council  ;  the  council 
did  not  sit  until  the  following  month  of  August ;  and  in 
that  month  the  council  adopted  the  resolution  which  has 
been  several  times  quoted  yesterday,  whereby  the  claims  of 
the  half-breeds  for  an  apportionment  of  land  were  presented 
to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  Government  at  Ottawa. 
The  resolution  ran  as  follows  : — 

“That  in  view  of  the  fact  that  graats  of  land  and  issues  of  scrip  were 
made  to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  towards  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title  to  the  lands  of  that  Province,  there  will  undoubtedly  be 
general  dissatisfaction  among  the  half-breeds  of  the  said  Territories 
unless  they  receive  some  like  consideration.” 

Then  Mr.  Laird  visited  Duck  Lake  settlement  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  month  of  September.  He  was  again  interviewed  by  a 
deputation  of  the  St.  Laurent  settlement,  and  they  asked 
him  particulars  as  to  what  had  become  of  their  petition, 
and  what  treatment  it  had  received  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  Mr.  Laird  explained  that  the  council  having 
sat  only  in  August,  the  Government  had  not  yet  had  time 
to  consider  their  application.  They  were  satisfied  with  the 
explanation,  and  their  spokesmen  cordially  thanked  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  for  the  kind  manner  in  which 
he  had  replied  to  their  enquiries.  The  half-breeds, 
it  must  be  said,  displayed  on  that  occasion  a  most 
gentle  spirit ;  they  could  not  have  acted  with  greater 
propriety.  Then  came  the  fall  of  the  Mackenzie 
Government  and  a  new  Government  came  into  power,  the 
Government  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  In  1879  the 
Government  took  power  to  deal  with  the  half-breeds  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  former  Government  took  power  to  deal 
with  the  half-breeds  of  the  Bed  River,  and  after  the  man¬ 
ner  suggested  by  the  North-West  Council;  that  is  to  say,  the 
Government  took  power  for  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title,  in  so  far  as  it  was  vested  in  the  half-breeds. 
Before  going  further,  it  is  appropriate  that  we  should  at 
once,  in  order  to  fix  the  responsibility  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter,  refer  to  the  whole  legislation  on  this  matter ;  the 
Act  of  1870,  which  was  the  first  Act,  the  Act  of  1874,  which 
was  the  second  Act,  and  then  the  Act  of  1879,  to  see  exactly 
what  was  the  purport  and  the  object  and  the  cause  of  the 
legislation  then  put  upon  the  Statute  Book.  The  Act  of 
1870  ran  as  follows  : — 


“And  whereas  it  is  expedient  towards  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title  to  the  lands  in  the  Province,  to  appropriate  a  portion  of 
such  ungranted  lands,  to  the  extent  of  1,400,000  acres  thereof,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  families  of  the  half-breed  residents,  it  is  hereby  enacted, 
that,  under  regulations  to  be  from  time  to  time  made  by  the  Governor 
General  in  Council,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  shall  select  such  lots  or 
tracts  in  such  parts  of  the  Province  as  he  may  deem  expedient,  to  the 
extent  aforesaid,  and  divide  the  same  among  the  children  of  the  half- 
breed  heads  of  families  residing  in  the  Province  at  the  time  of  the  said 
transfer  to  Canada.” 

So  the  object  of  the  Act  is  perfectly  clear ;  it  is  an  allotment 
of  land  to  the  extent  of  1,400,000  acres  for  the  avowed  pur¬ 
pose  of  dividing  the  same  among  the  children  of  the  heads 
of  half-breed  families,  towards  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title.  Then  the  Act  of  1874,  ran  as  follows  : — 

“  Whereas,  by  the  31st  seetion  of  the  Act  33  Victoria,  chapter  3,  it  was 
enacted  as  expedient  towards  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  to 
the  lands  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  to  appropriate  one  million  four 
hundred  thousand  acres  of  such  lands,  for  the  benefit  of  the  children  of 
the  half-breed  heads  of  families  residing  in  the  Province  at  the  time  of 
the  transfer  thereof  to  Canada  ;  and  whereas  no  provision  has  been 
made  for  extinguishing  the  Indian  title  to  such  lands  as  respects  the  half- 
breed  heads  of  families  residing  in  the  Province  at  the  period  named  ; 
and  whereas  it  is  expedient  to  make  such  provision,  and  it  is  deemed 
advisable  to  effect  the  same  by  grant  of  land,  or  by  any  issue  of  scrip 
redeemable  in  Dominion  lands.” 

Here,  again,  the  same  spirit  is  apparent,  the  same  object  is 
avowed.  The  grant  is  made  in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian 
title,  in  so  far  as  it  was  vested  in  the  half-breeds;  and  in 
1879,  the  Act  passed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  upon  this 
question,  enacted  as  follows  : — 

“  The  Government  have  power  to  satisfy  any  claims  existing  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  prefered  by  half- 
breeds  resident  in  the  North-West  Territories  outside  of  the  limits  of 
Manitoba,  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  July,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  seventy,  by  granting  land  to  such  persons  to  such  extent  and  on 
such  terms  and  conditions,  as  may  be  deemed  expedient.” 

So  there  cannot  be  any  ambiguity.  Provision  was  intro¬ 
duced  in  the  last  statute  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  them¬ 
selves  with  the  express  object  of  extinguishing  tho  Indian 
title  vested  in  the  half-breeds.  This  Act  never  was  put  in 
force,  its  provisions  never  were  carried  out.  What  was  the 
reason?  We  do  not  know  yet.  The  Government  never  told 
us ;  I  donot  believe  the  Government  know  themselves  tho 
reason.  But  it  was  important  that  this  provision  should  be 
acted  upon.  As  early  as  1879,  the  Government  appointed 
Mr.Davin  to  make  a  report  upon  the  matter.  It  does  not 
appear  ho  ever  reported  but  it  appears  that  several  influen¬ 
tial  persons  in  the  Territories,  among  them  Archbishop 
Tache,  wore  consulted  on  the  matter.  Upon  tho  importance 
of  at  once  dealing  fairly  and  generously  with  the  half-breeds. 
His  Grace  Archbishop  Tache  wrote  as  follows  : — 

“  It  must  be  freely  admitted  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
have  a  claim  to  favorable  consideration.  Great  uneasiness  is  felt  by  them 
in  consequence  of  no  steps  having  yet  been  taken  in  their  behalf'.  A 
liberal  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Govercment  would  attract  to  its  side  a 
moral  and  physical  power  which  in  the  present  critical  relations  of  the 
various  tribes  of  Indians  towards  each  other  and  towards  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  would  prove  of  the  greatest  value  to  the  Dominion.  On  the  other 
hand  the  half-breed  element  if  dissatisfied  would  form  a  standing  menace 
to  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  Territories.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Territories  in  relation  to  the  Indians  and  half- 
breeds,  is  calling  for  the  serious  consideration  of  the  Government,  and 
measures  should  be  adopted  to  cultivate  and  maintain  relations  with  the 
half-breed  population  calculated  to  attract  them  to  us.”  *  *  *  *  * 

“  The  half-breeds  are  a  highly  sensitive  race;  they  keenly  resent 
injury  or  insult,  and  daily  complain  on  that  point.  In  fact  they  are 
daily  humiliated  with  regard  to  their  origin  by  the  way  they  are  spoken 
of,  not  only  in  newspapers,  but  also  in  official  and  semi-official  docu¬ 
ments.” 

Mr.  GIBOUARD.  What  is  tho  date  of  that  ? 

Mr.  LAUBIER.  January,  1879.  Then,  at  tho  same 
time,  the  archbishop  suggested  a  plan  to  the  Government. 
He  suggested  that  a  certain  tract  of  land  be  apportioned  to 
them.  He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“All  the  half-breeds,  men,  women  and  children,  residing  in  the  North- 
West  on  tbe  1st  January,  1879,  ought  to  receive  two  non-negotiable 
scrips  for  80  acres  of  land  each,  to  be  located  by  them  in  one  of  the 
twelve  above-mentioned  reserves,  said  lands  to  be  neither  sold,  mort¬ 
gaged  nor  taxed  until  they  should  have  passed  through  the  hands  of  at 
least  the  third  generation  of  those  who  receive  them  or  of  their  repre¬ 
sentatives.” 
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This  was  the  plan  suggested  by  Archbishop  Tache  to  the 
Government  to  adopt.  The  Government  did  not  adopt  it ; 
they  would  not  adopt  it ;  the  right  bon.  gentleman  said  he 
would  not  adopt  it.  What  was  the  reason  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  stated  yesterday  that  he  would  not  adopt  the  plan 
of  Archbishop  Tache,  because,  forsooth,  the  plan  of  Arch¬ 
bishop  Tache  would  have  made  the  half- breeds  wards  of  the 
Government ;  he  would  rather  trust  to  them  ;  he  had  a  plan 
of  his  own  for  their  settlement,  for  their  establishment. 
What  was  that  plan  of  his  own  ?  Where  was  it  ?  When 
was  it  executed  ?  When  was  it  shown  to  the  country  ? 
Where  was  it  published  ?  When  was  it  communicated 
to  the  half-breeds  themselves  ?  Sir,  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  says  he  had  a  plan  for 
the  settlement  of  the  half-breed  claims,  is  boasting — it  is  a 
vain  and  idle  boast.  The  hon.  gentleman  never  had  any 
plan  at  all  for  the  settlement  of  the  half-breeds,  or  if  he  had 
any,  it  was  just  like  the  plan  of  General  Trochu  to  compel 
the  Germans  to  raise  the  siege  of  Paris;  it  was  a  fine  plan, 
according  to  him,  but  no  one  ever  saw  it,  he  never  attempted 
to  execute  it ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman’s  plan  is  in  the  same 
manner.  And,  more  than  that,  I  say  that  if  the  Government 
did  not  cany  out  the  plan  of  Bishop  Tache,  did  not  settle 
the  claims  of  the  half-breeds,  it  is  because  the  Prime  Minister 
was  opposed,  in  principle  and  in  practice  to  the  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  the  Indian  title,  in  so  far  as  it  is  vested  in  the  half- 
breeds.  1  say  that  the  reason  why  the  Government  have 
not,  from  1879  to  1885,  settled  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds 
to  a  grant  of  land,  is  simply  because  the  Prime  Minister 
held  that  the  half-breeds  were  not  entitled  to  a  special  grant 
of  land,  and  this  I  can  prove  out  of  his  own  mouth.  Not 
later  than  the  26th  March,  the  Prime  Minister,  speaking 
upon  this  very  question,  expressed  himself  as  follows : — 

“  As  a  whole,  the  half-breeds  have  been  told  that  if  they  desire  to  be 
considered  as  Indians,  there  are  most  liberal  reserves  that  they  could 
#o  with  the  others  ;  but  that  if  they  desired  to  be  considered  white  men, 
they  would  get  160  acres  of  land  as  homesteads.  But  they  are  not  satis¬ 
fied  with  that;  they  want  to  get  land  scrip  of  equal  quantity — I  ibink 
upwards  of  200  acres— and  then  get,  as  a  matter  of  course,  their  home¬ 
steads  as  well.” 

Sir,  this  was  the  policy  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
objected,  that  the  half-breeds  should  get  their  grant  of  lands 
in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  and  then  be  at  liberty 
to  settle  on  the  lands  in  the  North-West.  That  principle, 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  objected,  is  the  very  principle 
which  has  been  admitted  in  our  Statute  Books  ever  since 
1870.  According  to  the  Act  of  1870,  and  the  Act  of  1874, 
which  completed  it,  an  allotment  of  land  was  made  to  the 
half-breeds  simply  in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title, 
and  the  half-breed,  after  he  had  received  the  scrip  for  his 
land  in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  was  at  liberty,  as 
every  other  subject,  and  even  as  every  foreigner,  to  go 
to  the  North-West  and  homestead  upon  any  land,  and 
claim  it  as  his  own.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not 
give  that  to  the  half-breed.  In  fact,  he  said,  as  late  as  the 
26th  of  March  last,  that  the  half-breeds  were  asking  to 
have  160  acres  of  land,  the  same  as  every  homesteader,  and 
besides  that,  200  acres  for  the  extinguishment  of  their 
Indian  title,  and  to  this  he  objected  ;  and  this  then,  Sir,  is  the 
reason  why,  from  1878  to  1885,  the  half-breed  question  has  not 
been  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  say,  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  as  indicated  in  the  Statute  Book,  has 
been  that  the  half-breeds  were  entitled,  just  as  much  as  the 
Indians,  to  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  but,  as 
white  men,  instead  of  taking  compensation  for  their  Indian 
title  collectively  they  wero  allowed  to  take  it  individually, 
and  that  is  the  only  difference  between  them  and  the 
Indians,  so  far  as  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title 
was  concerned.  And,  is  land  such  a  scarce  article  in  the 
North-West  ?  Have  we  not  an  abundance  of  land  in  the 
North-West  ?  And  will  we  seriously  be  told  that  it  was 
not  just  or  fair  that  the  half-breeds  should  be  allotted  a  lot 
of  the  wide  lands  of  the  North-West  while  the  same  privi- 
Mr.  LAURaKR. 


July  7, 


leges  had  been  granted  to  the  half-breeds  in  Manitoba  ? 
What  reason  could  there  be  for  not  giving  to 
the  half-breeds  on  the  Saskatchewan  Eiver  the  very 
same  privileges  and  rights  which  had  been  given 
to  the  half-breeds  on  the  Eed  Eiver  ?  As  my  hon.  friend 
said  yesterday,  is  not  justice  the  same  everywhere — upon 
the  Saskatchewan  as  upon  the  Eed  Eiver  ?  If  the  half- 
breeds  on  the  Eed  Eiver  were  given  a  special  grant  of  land 
in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  did  not  justice 
demand  that  the  same  privileges  and  rights  should  be  given 
to  the  half-breeds  upon  the  Saskatchewan  Eiver  ?  The 
officers  of  the  Government  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
the  North-West  Council,  the  settlers  themselves  were  more 
generous  to  the  half-breeds  than  the  right  hon.  gentleman. 
Again  and  again  the  people  of  the  North-West  called  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  this.  I  have  already  quoted 
the  resolution  of  the  council  passed  in  1879  upon  that  ques¬ 
tion.  Again,  in  1881,  Mr.  Clarke,  a  member  of  the  council, 
presented  a  resolution : 

“That  the  half-breeds  have  always  been  recognised  as  possessing 
rights  in  the  same  soil,  subject  to  which  the  Dominion  accepted  the 
transfer  of  the  Territories,  and  while  ample  provision  has  been  made  for 
those  resident  in  Manitoba,  on  the  15th  July,  1870,  nothing  has  been 
done  towards  extinguishing  that  portion  of  the  Indian  title  to  lands  and 
territories  outside  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  as  originally  formed  by  the 
Act  of  1870.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  thas  the  same  thing  should  be  done 
for  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  Territory.  I  believe 
the  council  passed  a  resolution  upon  this,  and  transmitted 
it  to  the  Government,  but  the  Government  paid  no  heed  to 
it.  Later  on  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territory  held 
meetings  and  passed  resolutions  advocating  the  very  same 
course  in  favor  of  the  half-breeds.  A  meeting  took  place  at 
St.  Albert,  in  October  of  this  year,  where  it  was  resolved : 

“  Whereas  the  Indian  title  in  this  district  or  territory  has  not  been 
extinct,  and  tin  old  settlers  and  half-breed  population  of  Manitoba  ever 
granted  scrip  in  commutation  of  such  title,  and  such  allowance  has  not 
been  made  to  the  residents  in  this  territory,  resolved  that  the  right 
bon.  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  be  requested  to  grant  such  scrip  to  such 
settlers,  thus  placing  them  on  an  equal  footing  with  their  confreres  in 
Manitoba.” 

This  resolution  was  transmitted  to  the  Government  by  Mr. 
Charles  Nolin.  There  was  an  answer  fr  om  the  Government 
which  was  quite  in  keeping  with  the  principle  enunciated 
yesterday  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  The  answer  was  as 
follows: — 

“  Resolution  No.  3 — As  by  treaty  with  the  Indians,  their  title  to  any 
portion  of  the  Territory  included  within  the  District  of  Lome  has  been 
extinguished,  this  resolution  would  need  explanation.” 

Well,  Sir,  that  was  transmitted  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
West.  Mr.  Clark,  who  had  looked  into  the  matter,  sent  a 
conclusive  answer,  setting  forth  all  the  legislation  from  1874 
to  1879,  and  showing  conclusively  that  the  policy  of  this 
Government  had  been  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian 
titles  in  favor  of  the  half-breeds.  Then  resolutions  wero 
also  passed  by  the  people  in  favor  of  the  same  policy,  but 
all  without  avail.  At  last  Eiel  was  sent  for  and  brought  into 
the  country,  and  it  would  seem  that  then  at  least  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  have  yielded  what  they  had  so  far  refused,  but 
still  they  moved  not.  And  when  did  they  move?  At  the 
time,  as  was  shown  by  my  bon.  friend  yesterday,  when 
the  rebellion  was  ripe  in  the  North-West  Territories 
on  the  26th  January,  they  did  something  ;  and  what  was  it? 
They  simply  asked  for  a  census.  At  that  time  they  had  no 
policy  upon  the  matter.  When  they  issued  the  Order  in 
Council  on  the  26th  January,  1885,  to  take  a  census  of  the 
half-breeds  in  the  North-West,  at  that  time  they  had  no 
policy,  because,  as  I  have  shown  by  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman,  on  the  26th  March  following,  he  would  not 
acknowledge  that  the  half-breeds  were  entitled  to  a  special 
grant  in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title.  He  simply  pre¬ 
tended  that  they  had  no  more  rights  than  the  ordinary  settlers ; 
that  all  they  could  do  was  simply  to  go  on  to  the  lands  un¬ 
settled  and  take  up  a  homestead  or  pre-emption,  and  nothing 
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more  ;  so  that  at  that  very  time,  on  the  26th  March,  the 
Government  had  no  policy  whatover.  But,  Sir,  something 
took  place  then  which  gave  the  Government  a  policy,  and 
what  was  it  ?  Sir,  on  the  very  day  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  speaking  here  in  this  House,  when  he  stated  that  the 
half-breeds  of  the  North  West  had  no  more  rights  than  the 
ordinary  settler,  that  all  they  could  ask  for  was  a  homestead 
or  pre-emption,  on  that  very  day  the  fight  at  Duck  Lake 
was  going  on  ;  and  the  bullets  of  the  Duck  Lake  fight  did 
more  to  settle  this  question  than  six  long  years  of  prayers 
and  petitions  had  done.  Six  long  years  of  constant  peti¬ 
tioning  had  failed  to  secure  justice  for  these  people, 
had  failed  to  procure  a  remedy  of  the  grievances  of 
which  they  complained,  but  the  bullets  of  Duck  Lake 
immediately  set  the  Government  in  motion  and  immediately 
brought  them  to  terms.  On  the  30th  March,  four  days 
afterwards,  the  Government  came  down  with  an  Order  in 
Council  in  which,  for  the  first  time,  the  rights  of  the  half- 
breeds  were  to  some  extent  acknowledged.  Not  completely 
acknowledged  however ;  by  this  Order  in  Council  the  half- 
breeds  were  allowed  a  certain  grant  of  land,  not  however, 
in  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  but  with  conditions 
of  settlement.  Then  commissioners  were  appointed  and 
proceeded  to  the  disturbed  districts.  One  of  the  commis¬ 
sioners,  Mr.  Sti’eet,  being  on  the  spot,  looking  at  the  matter, 
advised  the  Government  that  it  was  necessary  in  order  to 
satisfy  these  people  to  give  them  a  special  grant  of  land,  the 
same  as  had  been  given  to  the  half-breeds  in  Manitoba, 
irrespective  of  conditions  of  settlement ;  and  since  that  time 
forsooth,  the  commissioners  have  been  distributing  scrip 
amongst  the  half-breeds  in  North-West  Territory.  At  last 
Mr.  Speaker,  these  men  who  have  been  petitioning  for  that 
special  grant  ever  since  1878  and  who  up  to  March,  1885, 
could  not  obtain  it— at  last  they  succeeded  in  their  request. 
Still,  Sir,  justice  is  doubly  just  and  doubly  precious  when  it 
is  freely  and  gently  given,  but  justice  looses  most  of  its  value 
when  it  is  tardily  and  grudgingly  conceded  as  it  was 
on  this  occasion;  Even  last  night  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  not  say  that  in  so  doing,  the  Government 
were  doing  justice  to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba ; 
he  would  not  say  that  he  recognised  their  rights  ;  he  simply 
said  that  he  would  do  it,  and  did  it  for  the  sake  of  peace. 
For  the  sake  of  peace,  when  we  were  in  the  midst  of  war  1 
for  the  sake  of  peace,  when  insurgents  were  in  the  field,  and 
when  blood  had  been  shed  1  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  suppose 
that  this  tai’dy  concession  will  conciliate  the  feelings  of 
the  half-breeds  ?  No,  Sir ;  the  feeling  that  will  remain  in 
their  hearts  will  be  that  they  were  denied  their  rights  while 
thoy  confined  themselves  to  petitioning  for  them,  but  as  soon 
as  they  took  up  their  old  rusty  muskets  they  brought  the 
Government  to  their  knees  and  secured  what  constitutional 
means  could  not  obtain.  This  is  the  feeling  which  will  remain 
in  the  hearts  of  the  half-breeds.  It  is  the  same  with  regard  to 
the  unenumerated  claims  in  Manitoba.  There  were  a  certain 
number  of  half-breeds  who  had  not  been  enumerated  in 
Manitoba,  who  had  also  a  right  to  a  special  grant  of  land. 
They  petitioned  the  Government  ;  the  North-West  Council 
also  petitioned  the  Government,  the  friends  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  North-West  petitioned,  and  all  without 
avail.  But  on  the  9th  April,  after  the  rebellion  had  been 
raging  for  some  time,  the  Government  again  came  to  their 
knees  and  granted  to  threats  and  violence  what  had  been 
refused  to  petitions  and  prayers.  In  fact,  the  Government 
have  net  even  the  courage  of  Falstaff,  for,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  Falstaff  said  that  :  “  Were  reasons  as  plentiful  as 
berries,  I  would  not  give  a  reason  upon  compulsion.”  But  the 
Government  would  not  giye  anything  except  upon  compul¬ 
sion.  They  resisted  the  prayers  and  petitions  of  the  settlers, 
but  when  the  settlers  came  with  arms  in  their  hands 
the  Government  immediately  yielded,  and  granted 
their  requests.  Sir,  there  was,  as  I  said  before,  another 
claim  which  was  made  by  the  half-breeds — it  was  that 


they  should  not  be  disturbed  in  their  holdings.  It  was 
that  they  were  to  be  allowed  to  occupy  their  holdings 
such  as  they  were,  and  keep  them  on  without  molesta¬ 
tion.  The  Government  had  adopted  the  American,  the  rec¬ 
tangular  system  of  surveying,  and  a  very  good  system  it  is 
— I  have  not  a  word  to  say  against  it — but  it  seems  nothing 
but  fair  and  right  that  where  there  had  been  settlement  in 
advance  of  surveys,  the  Government  should  have  acknow¬ 
ledged  that  fact,  and  the  surveys  should  have  been  made 
according  to  the  settlements.  It  is  characteristic  of  all 
French  settlements  in  America  that  they  have  all  been 
made  upon  the  banks  of  rivers  and  all  the  lands  divided  so 
that  the  people  can  live  close  to  one  another.  That  is  a 
feature  of  the  French  race.  The  French  race,  it  will  be 
admitted  without  dispute,  is  of  a  more  sociable  disposition 
than  the  Teutonic  race.  The  characteristics  of  the  two  races 
are  distinctly  marked  in  Lower  Canada.  In  Lower  Canada, 
if  you  go  through  an  old  country  settlement  you  will  find  the 
farm  houses  scattered  in  all  directions,  wherever  is  most 
convenient  for  the  farmer.  They  may  be  one  mile  or  more 
apart ;  but  the  moment  you  go  into  the  French  settlement, 
you  will  find  all  the  farm  houses  on  the  road  side,  all  within 
a  stone’s  throw  of  one  another,  so  as  to  afford  the  people  easy 
and  constant  communication.  In  fact  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada,  in  all  the  French  settlements,  are  in  constant 
and  daily  communication.  This  is  a  characteristic  not  only 
of  French  settlements  in  Lower  Canada,  but  of  all  French 
settlements  in  America.  It  is  the  same  in  old  France.  The 
rural  population  in  France  chiefly  dwell  in  hamlets,  in 
Lower  Canada  as  close  to  one  another  as  the  circumstances 
of  the  country  will  allow.  And  I  found  this  feature  in  the 
old  Acadian  settlements  in  Nova  Scotia.  In  King’s  county, 
for  instance,  in  the  old  classic  land  of  Evangeline,  there  was 
a  settlement  in  the  old  days  that  was  called  Riviere  aux  Can¬ 
ards,  there  the  farms  have  been  settled  in  narrow  strips ;  all 
are  close  to  each  other,  and  the  settlement  is  called  to-day, 
so  far  as  I  know,  by  the  suggestive  name  Canard  Street. 
That,  in  the  eyes  of  the  population,  represents  a  street 
more  than  an  ordinary  farm  settlement.  The  adventurers 
whose  blood  now  runs  in  the  veins  of  the  half-breed  popula¬ 
tion  in  the  North-West,  came  from  France  and  Lower 
Canada.  The  same  trait  exists  among  them.  The  half- 
breed  population  in  the  North-West  to-day,  wherever 
they  have  a  settlement,  have  taken  their  lands  in 

exactly  the  same  way  as  have  all  the  French  popula¬ 
tion,  whether  on  the  banks  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  in 
Acadia  or  in  Louisiana.  When  the  Government  took 
possession  of  the  North-West  they  found  those  settlements 
on  the  Saskatchewan  River  in  exactly  the  same  fashion  as 
all  other  French  settlements.  The  lands  were  divided 
into  narrow  strips,  and  the  farms  were  all  close 

upon  one  another.  Was  it  anything  but  right  and 

fair  that  the  holdings  of  those  people  should  be 

respected;  that  the  lands  which  had  been  divided  by  the 
people  among  themselves  should  not  bo  interfered  with, 
and  that  the  rectangular  surveys  should  give  way  so  soon 
as  they  came  in  contact  with  settlements.  This  was  the 
policy  followed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  when  he  was  in  charge  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  I  noticed  yesterday  that  the  First  Minister, 
when  he  addressed  himself  to  this  subject,  passed  rather 
gently,  lightly  and  sweetly  over  it.  Ho  did  not  say  much 
upon  it.  He  merely  said  that  the  hon.  member  for  Bolhwell, 
when  at  the  head  of  the  Department,  had  not  been  so  diligent 
as  ho  might  have  been.  But  he  extolled  his  own  activity. 
He  said  that  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member  had 
displayed  the  greatest  diligence  in  the  matter.  Not  only 
did  the  hon.  gentleman  make  that  double  assertion,  but  ho 
said  he  would  prove  it.  And  then,  with  a  somewhat  osten¬ 
tatious  manner,  he  took  a  map  and  had  laid  it  on  the  Table. 
Look  at  the  map,  he  said,  and  it  will  show  how  much  we 
have  surveyed.  And  so  soon  as  the  Houso  rose  I  saw  a 
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number  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  followers,  who  bad  deep  faitb 
and  reposed  confidence  in  his  word,  go  to  the  Table  and 
look  for  evidences  of  the  energy  and  activity  of  their 
leader;  and,  from  the  blank  stare  which  was  seen  on  their 
faces,  it  was  evident  that  the  map  did  not  show  much,  that 
it  did  not  show  anything— for  the  facts  are  these :  the  sur¬ 
veys  have  been  carried  on  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
when  in  chai’ge  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  surveyed 
less  than  2,000,000  acres.  The  former  Conservative  Govern¬ 
ment  surveyed  more  than  9,000,000  acres  and  the  present 
Government  more  than  55,000,000  acres. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  world 
was  not  created  in  a  day.  The  first  thing  created  was 
light.  The  first  thing  to  be  done  in  order  to  make  surveys 
was  to  draw  the  meridian  lines,  and  the  reports  show  that 
my  hon.  friend  directed  his  efforts  in  1871  to  drawing  meri¬ 
dian  lines  in  order  to  proceed  with  the  survey  of  townships. 
That  was  the  first  thing  to  be  done.  I  hope  this  explanation 
will  satisfy  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth.  In  fact,  as 
far  back  as  1876  my  hon.  friend  had  addressed  himself  to 
this  subject,  and  addressed  himself  to  it  in  that  thorough 
manner  in  which  he  approaches  any  subject.  Governor 
Laird  in  1877  addressed  my  hon.  friend  as  follows  upon  the 
subjeot  of  surveys : 

“  The  subject  is  one  materially  affecting  the  prosperity  of  these  and 
other  settlements  in  the  Territory.  I  would  hope,  therefore,  that  the 
labors  of  a  special  survey  party  will  be  continued  during  the  ensuing 
summer.” 

That  was  in  February,  1877,  showing  that  as  far  back  as 
the  summer  previous,  that  is  to  say,  the  summer  of  1876, 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  commenced  the  special  survey- 
And  what  was  the  answer  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  He 
gave  an  answer  apposite  to  the  question,  not  only  saying 
that  there  would  be  surveys,  but  that  the  surveys  would  be 
made  according  to  the  holdings  of  the  people.  This  is 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  wrote  upon  that  occassion : 

“The  programme  of  the  special  survey  party  provides  for  the  work 
being  extended  during  the  coming  season  to  intersect  the  Saskatchewan 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  principal  settlements  on  that  river.  It  is  proposed 
in  all  cases  where  settlements  have  been  formed  along  the  rivers  in  the 
territory  to  adapt  the  surveys  to  the  farms  as  existing,  that  is  to  say, 
giving  a  frontage  of  10  or  20  chains  ou  the  river,  and  running  the  lots 
back  so  as  to  give  160  acres.” 

That  was  the  policy  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mills)  in  1877’ 
which  had  been  inaugurated  even  in  the  previous  year. 
But  I  admit  this  :  the  people  were  impatient.  The  surveys 
could  not  proceed  as  rapidly  as  they  desired,  and  the 
reason  is  given  in  the  papers  brought  down  to-day.  The 
surveys  could  not  be  proceeded  with  because  the  meridian 
lines  bad  first  to  be  established,  They  again  approached 
the  Government  upon  this  matter,  and  as  my  bon.  friend 
stated — I  need  not  give  the  authority,  as  it  was  quoted 
yesterday — that  policy  would  have  been  pursued  as  speedily 
as  could  be  permitted.  But  in  1878  there  was  a  change  of 
Government,  and  this  I  charge  upon  bon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
that  with  the  change  of  Government  came  a  change  of 
policy  as  well,  and  that  instead  of  henceforth  respecting  the 
holdings  of  the  people,  and  having  special  surveys  where 
settlements  had  proceeded  survey,  they  subjected  the  people 
whether  their  lands  wore  settled  or  not,  to  the  system  of 
the  rectangular  survey.  They  sacrificed  the  peace  of  their 
country  to  the  whim  of  having  a  uniform  rectangular  sur- 
OAy.  Sir,  when  this  new  system  of  survey  was  first  com¬ 
menced,  there  were,  as  may  be  imagined,  complaints  in 
that  territory.  The  people  who  had  settled  upon  narrow 
front  lots  complained  of  that  system,  and  as  far  back  as 
March,  1882,  Mr.  Duck,  the  agent  at  Prince  Albert, 
addressed  this  letter  to  the  Department : 

“  As  the  majority  of  the  settlers  on  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan  River,  in  the  vicinity  of  the  parish  of  St.  Laurent,  have  taken  up 
rtheir  lands  previous  to  the  survey  with  narrow  frontages,  similar  to  those 
iver  claims  in  other  parts  of  the  district,  and  in  view  of  the  difficulty 

Mr.  Laurier. 


likely  to  be  experienced  in  this  office  in  adjusting  the  boundaries  o 
these  claims,  in  accordance  with  the  section  survey,  I  have,  at  the 
request  of  the  settlers  so  situated,  the  honor  to  request  information  as  to 
the  possibility  of  re-surveying  these  sections  into  river  lots  in  a  similar 
plan  to  that  adopted  in  Prince  Albert  settlement.” 

That  was  on  the  11th  March,  1882,  and  on  the  4th  September, 
Mr.  Duck  had  not  yet  received  an  answer  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment;  and  not  having  received  an  answer  to  those  com¬ 
plaints  which  he  had  sent  to  Ottawa  at  the  request  of  the 
settlers,  the  settlers  themselves  tried  their  luck  in  the 
matter.  They  petitioned  the  Government  in  these  words: 

“  We  desire  also  that  you  should  give  orders  that  the  lands  should  be 
surveyed  along  the  river  in  lots,  10  chains  wide  and  two  miles  long. 
That  is  the  old  usage  of  the  country  to  divide  the  lands  in  this  manner, 
and  it  would  facilitate  us  in  knowing  the  boundaries  of  our  respective 
lands.” 

Then  on  the  13th  of  October,  an  official  answer  came 
from  the  Department  of  the  Interior  stating  as  follows 

“  But  as  regards  the  surveying  of  the  land  in  question  that  all  lands 
in  the  North-West  Territories  will  be  surveyed  according  to  the  system 
now  in  force.” 

That  was  the  policy  adopted  and  promulgated  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  on  the  13th  October,  1882,  that 
henceforth  all  lands  should  be  surveyed  in  the  North-West 
Territories  on  the  new  system  no  matter  whether  they 
were  occupied  or  not,  or  whether  they  were  settled  or 
not.  On  the  21st  of  October,  Mr.  Burgess,  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  at  last  answered  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Duck  which  had  been  written  on  the  11th  of  March  pre¬ 
viously,  and  this  is  what  he  said  : 

“  *  *  *  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  cause 
any  re-survey  to  be  made.  Of  course,  any  sub-division,  differing  from 
the  regular  survey,  they  may  desire,  they  can  procure  for  them¬ 
selves  when  the  lands  come  into  their  possession.  You  will  please, 
therefore,  communicate  this  decision  to  the  persons  interested.” 

When  the  settlers  asked  to  have  the  surveys  made  accord¬ 
ing  to  their  holdings  the  answer  was  peremptorily  :  no,  you 
will  tell  the  people  that  if  they  want  their  lands  sub-divided 
afterwards,  they  can  do  so,  but  henceforth  the  system  of 
survey  will  be  that  adopted  by  the  Government.  I  ask  any 
man  in  this  House,  I  ask  any  impartial  man,  could  there  he 
any  more  vexatious  tyranny  than  that  which  was  thus  exer¬ 
cised  by  the  Government,  over  the  people  of  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan  River,  who  had  laid  out  their  land  in  narrow  lots, 
who  had  built  their  fences  accordingly,  who  had  placed  their 
houses  accordingly,  who  had  tilled  the  soil,  and  made 
improvements  accordingly— could  there  be  any  more  vexa¬ 
tious  tyranny  than  that  exercised  by  the  Government  when 
they  came  forward  and  ran  their  lines  upon  these  holdings, 
irrespective  of  the  possession  of  the  people,  or  the  improve¬ 
ments  they  had  made  ?  Could  there  be  any  greater  tyr¬ 
anny  than  running  their  lines  across  a  man’s  farm  and  his 
buildings,  as  if  these  lands  were  unoccupied  or  unsettled 
upon  ?  That  was  a  piece  of  tyranny  without  excuse.  I 
say  there  can  be  no  excuse  whatever  for  the  course  of  the 
Government  in  that  matter.  I  say  it  would  have  been 
cheap  justice  in  their  hands  if  they  had  listened  to  the 
prayers  of  the  half-breeds  and  told  them  :  we  will  respect 
your  possessions  such  as  you  have  them.  Not  only  so,  but  tho 
missionaries  of  the  land,  the  men  of  peace,  who  as  a  rule  in 
that  country  do  not  interfere  with  the  peoples’  business,  so 
far  as  that  goes,  thought  it  their  duty  to  remonstrate  time 
and  again.  Father  Leduc  came  here  and  interviewed  the 
Government  ;  Father  Andre  wrote  letters,  and  Father 
Yegreville  wrote  letters,  which  were  quoted  by  my  hon. 
friend, — as  eloquent  letters  as  could  bo  written,  letters 
which  were  pleading  for  the  just  rights  of  the  people,  but 
they  remained  unanswered.  It  is  asked  what  are  the 
grievances  of  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories?  I 
ask  any  man,  could  there  be  a  greater  grievance,  even  in 
the  old  Provinces  of  Canada,  than  that  the  Government 
should  attempt  to  re-survey  the  lands  according  to  a  new, 
regular  and  scientific  system.  I  say  that  if  such  a  thing 
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were  attempted,  there  would  be  an  outbreak  here  as  there 
was  there.  Nothing  is  more  dear  to  every  poor  man  than 
his  poor  patch  of  land,  reclaimed  from  the  wilderness  by 
his  own  toil,  and  it  was  an  unjustifiable  and  unwarrantable 
piece  of  tyranny  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  act  as 
they  did.  I  can  understand  why  these  people,  goaded  as 
they  were  by  this  systematic  ignoring  of  their  claims,  at 
last  resorted  to  a  most  unfortunate  course.  Men  have 
rebelled  time  and  again  for  less  just  causes  than  these 
people  had.  Look  at  the  conduct  of  the  Government.  For  6 
long  years,  the  people  of  the  North-West  have  been  peti¬ 
tioning  for  their  rights ;  for  6  long  years  they  had  used  every 
constitutional  means  which  the  law  could  place  at  their 
disposal  in  order  to  get  justice.  They  sent  petitions  ;  they 
met  in  assemblies;  they  passed  resolutions;  they  sent  in 
delegations.  The  petitions  remained  unanswered ;  the 
resolutions  adopted  in  their  meetings  were  ignored. 
The  delegations  were  received  most  courteously,  with  sweet 
smiles  and  sweeter  words,  which  were  put  down  in  writing, 
but  were  forgotten  as  soon  as  the  delegates  had  turned  their 
backs  for  home.  For  these  long  years,  the  Government 
never  moved.  After  these  long  yeai’s  of  useless  peti¬ 
tioning,  the  half-breeds  resorted  to  a  most  significant 
course ;  they  sent  for  Louis  Kiel,  and  brought  him  into  the 
country.  This  should  at  last  have  opened  the  eyes  of  the 
Government.  They  knew  that  Riel  was  a  daring  man ; 
they  knew  that  the  people  of  the  North-West  had  had  their 
hearts  filled  with  ever  accumulating  bitterness,  and 
they  must  have  known  that  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  there  were  all  the  elements  for  a  sudden 
conflagration,  the  results  of  which  might  be,  as  they 
have  proved  to  be,  disastrous.  Yet  the  Government  never 
moved.  Louis  Riel  did  not  remain  idle;  he  held  numerous 
meetings,  which  were  attended,  not  only  by  the  half-breeds, 
but  by  the  white  settlers  ;  the  situation  was  discussed  ;  the 
people’s  greivances  were  set  forth ;  yet  the  Government 
never  moved.  The  Government  could  not  plead  ignorance, 
because  the  press  of  the  country,  the  papers  published  on 
the  Saskatchewan  and  the  papers  published  in  Manitoba, 
supporting  the  Government,  warned  them]time  and  again  of 
what  was  going  on ;  yet  they  never  moved.  Moreover, 
the  officers  of  the  Government  warned  them  again  and 
again.  If  you  look  at  the  correspondence  you  will  find 
that  Mr.  Duck  the  local  agent  at  Prince  Albeit,  again  and 
again  urged  upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of  remedy¬ 
ing  individual  grievances,  and  his  letters  always  remained 
unanswered.  You  will  find  that  Mr.  Pearce,  a  most  inde¬ 
fatigable  officer  of  the  Government,  time  and  again  pointed 
out  the  dangers  ahead,  and  suggested  remedies  ;  but  the 
Government  never  moved.  What  was  it  the  half  breeds 
were  asking  for  ?  Anything  unjust  or  unfair  ?  It  was  so 
just  that  it  had  been  granted  to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  ; 
it  was  so  just  that  it  was  granted  by  the  Government  them¬ 
selves  at  last,  when  it  was  too  late ;  yet  when  it  was  time 
the  Government  never  moved.  But  if  the  Government 
remained  passive,  public  opinion  became  alarmed.  Distant 
as  that  country  was,  difficult  as  was  the  communication 
with  it,  sometimes  a  faint  echo  reached  here  of 
what  was  going  on  in  that  Territory.  As  far  back 
as  1883  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  com¬ 
plaints  which  were  made  by  the  people  of  the  Territories. 
He  was  met  on  that  occasion  by  the  Prime  Minister  telling 
him  that  all  was  well.  But  the  member  for  Provencher 
(Mr.  Royal)  then  sounded  a  note  of  alarm,  and  pointed  out 
that  there  were  possibilities  of  danger.  Such  warn¬ 
ings  coming  from  such  a  staunch  supporter  of  the 
Administration  should  at  least  have  excited  the 
attention  of  the  Government ;  yet  they  never  moved. 
Again,  in  the  following  Session,  my  friend  the 
member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  set  forth  the 
grievances  of  the  North-West,  and  asked  for  a  committee. 


The  Government  answered  that  everything  was  serene 
there;  they  would  not  move.  This  present  Session  my  hon, 
friend  again  called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  state 
of  the  country  when  he  moved  the  Bill  for  the  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  North-West  Territories.  That  Bill  came  on  for 
its  second  reading  on  the  11th  of  March.  At  that  time  the 
atmosphere  was  already  vibrating  with  the  first  waves  of 
the  great  storm  that  was  soon  to  roll  over  the  land.  The 
Government  could  not  fail  to  be  aware  of  what  was  going 
on.  In  fact,  we  have  proof  that  at  that  time  their  agents 
were  sounding  the  note  of  alarm  in  their  ears ;  yet  they 
never  moved.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  rose  up  in 
his  place,  and  very  quietly  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  That  was  all  the  encouragement  given  to  those 
people.  Even  at  that  time  it  was  perhaps  not  too  late.  If 
the  Government  had  shown  any  good-will  at  all,  it  is 
possible  that  the  people,  hearing  of  it,  would  have  modified 
their  attitude,  and  this  outbreak  would  perhaps  have  been 
spared  to  us.  Later  on  we  had  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Prime  Minister  which  I  have  already  quoted, Telling  us  that 
the  Government  relied  on  their  friends  for  support,  that 
their  consciences  told  them  that  they  had  done  everything 
that  could  be  done  to  pacify  the  country.  Such  boasting  of 
the  Government  on  the  eve  of  a  rebellion  which  they  had 
brought  on  the  land  by  their  own  misconduct,  is  I  believe 
unparallelled  in  history,  unless  indeed  we  recall  the  language 
of  Emile  Olivier  in  the  Corps  L&gislatif  in  1870,  when  he 
said  he  was  going  to  war  with  a  light  heart,  when  he  was 
plunging  his  country  in  the  greatest  calamities  rhat  ever 
befell  a  nation.  And  to  crown  the  whole  we  have  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  saying  on  the  6th  of  June  : 

“If  the  half-breeds  had  serious  grievances  against  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment  the  ordinary  channel  of  petition  was  open  to  them  a3  to  all  free 
citizens.  They  did  not  avail  themselves  of  it.” 

Sir,  this  is  simply  adding  insult  to  injury.  The  half-breeds 
did  not  petition  ?  What  more  could  they  do  than  they  have 
done  in  a  constitutional  manner  ?  To  tell  the  truth,  for 
these  long  years  they  have  been  petitioning  and  petitioning, 
begging  and  begging,  knocking  and  knocking  at  the  door  of 
the  Government,  and  the  Government  never  lifted  a  finger 
to  come  to  their  rescue ;  that  is  the  truth  of  the  matter. 
The  Government  never  did  anything  to  meet  the  wishes,  the 
prayers  of  those  people.  Yes,  I  beg  pardon,  they  did  some¬ 
thing  ;  they  sent  a  police  force  to  Carlton.  When  the 
people  were  petitioning  for  their  rights  and  holding  meet¬ 
ings  to  discuss  their  grievances,  the  Government  became 
aware  of  what  was  going  on,  and  instead  of  remedying  their 
grievances,  sent  a  police  force  to  Carlton  in  order  to  over¬ 
awe  the  people.  That  is  the  sort  of  justice  they  got  from 
the  Government  of  Canada  until  they  rose  in  insurrection. 
Sir,  if  something  more  than  everything  else  could  condemn 
the  action  of  this  Government,  it  would  be  this  act  of  sending 
the  police  force  to  Carlton  to  moot  the  petitions  of  the 
people  by  an  armed  force.  This  is  not  British  justice  ;  this 
is  not  British  administration  ;  this  is  not  the  manner  in 
which  a  British  Government  usually  meets  the  demands  of 
its  subjects  ;  but,  Sir,  this  is  the  Russian  way  of  adminis¬ 
tering  law.  This  is  the  way  Russia  meets  the  demands  of 
Poland.  Whenever  the  Poles  rise  and  claim  their  rights, 
the  Russians  do  exactly  what  has  been  done  by  the  Canadian 
Government — they  send  armed  ti’oops  to  Warsaw.  Now, 
there  is  in  connection  with  this  matter  another  point 
which  I  have  not  heard  referred  to,  but  which  seems  to  be 
in  the  minds  of  a  good  many  people.  It  is  not  expressed, 
but  I  thick  the  feeling  permeates  the  very  atmosphere,  not 
only  of  this  House,  but  of  tho  whole  of  this  country.  I 
have  not  heard  it  stated,  but  it  is  in  the  minds  of  many  that 
if  these  men  have  rebelled,  it  is  bocause  they  are,  to  a 
certain  extent,  of  French  origin.  The  First  Minister  stated 
yesterday  that  Gabriel  Dumont  and  his  frieDds  are  and 
always  were  rebels.  It  is  not  to  my  knowledge  that  Dumont 
or  any  one  of  those  who  took  up  arms  on  the  Saskatchewan 


312S 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


July  7, 


any  more  than  on  the  Eed  River,  ever  had  the  thought  of 
rebelling  against  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty.  It  was  not 
against  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  ;  they  rebelled  against  the 
tyranny  of  the  Canadian  Government.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  the  half  breeds  just  reclaimed  from  a  nomadic  life, 
having  practically  been  under  the  authority  of  the  British 
rule  not  more  than  7  or  8  years,  have  not  yet  learned  to  love 
the  British  flag,  because  so  far  the  flag  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  has  not  carried  that  justice  which  has 
gone  with  the  British  flag  everywhere  for  the  last  fifty  years. 
But  this  I  say,  and  I  say  it  coming  from  a  Piovince  where, 
le&s  than  50  years  ago,  every  man  of  the  race  to  which  I 
belong  was  a  rebel,  and  where  to-day  every  man  of  that  race 
is  a  true  and  loyal  subject,  as  true  and  as  loyal  as  any  that 
breathes — I  say  give  these  men  justice,  give  them  freedom, 
give  them  their  rights,  treat  them  as  for  the  last  40  years 
you  have  treated  the  people  of  Lower  Canada,  and  by-and- 
bye,  throughout  those  Territories,  you  will  have  content¬ 
ment,  peace  and  harmony  where  to-day  discord,  hatred  and 
war  are  ruining  the  land. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  Some  two  or  three  months  ago,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  rising  of  the  North-West,  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  look  into  the  facts  which  were  alleged  to  have  been 
the  cause  of  the  uprising.  Like  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  taken  his  seat,  and  like  every  French  Canadian, 
my  sympathies  were  with  the  so-called  rebels.  I  thought 
these  rebels,  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West,  had 
grievances,  as  the  French  'Canadians  had  in  1837.  Not 
being  familiar  with  ohe  facts,  I  had  to  make  a  special 
study  of  the  political  history  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West.  I  admit  I  was  ignorant  of  the  facts  then.  Like  a 
great  many  others,  I  thought  that  my  fellow  countrymen 
of  that  far  country  were  ill-used.  But  what  has  been  the 
result  of  my  study,  and  I  have  studied  the  question,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  preparing  a  plea  to  defend  the  Government ; 
I  have  done  so  as  an  independent  member  of  the  House. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hoar. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  Yes  ;  I  think  there  are  very  few  mem¬ 
bers  on  the  other  side  who  have  shown  as  much  independ¬ 
ence  as  I  have  in  the  past.  I  commenced  that  study  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  getting  information,  as  a  representative  of 
the  people,  who  cares  more  for  the  sake  of  the  country  than 
for  tho  sake  of  power,  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
half-breeds  had  grievances,  undoubtedly,  but  not  grievances 
of  such  magnitude  as  to  warrant  their  resorting  to  arms. 
The  whole  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  can  be  resumed  in  two  points.  He  says,  in  the  first 
place,  the’policy  of  the  present  Government  was  not  to  extin¬ 
guish  the  Indian  title  in  favor  of  the  half-breeds,  and  in  the 
second  place,  he  charges  this  Government  with  being  guilty 
of  gross  mismanagement  in  not  dividing  the  river  lots 
according  to  the  old  custom  which  prevailed  on  the  Red  River. 
It  seems  to  me  very  astonishing  that,  in  order  to  find  fault 
with  the  present  Government,  the  hon.  gentleman  should  be 
obliged  to  repudiate  the  policy  of  the  Government  of  which 
he  was  a  member.  He  tried  ineffectually  to  show  that  the 
policyof  the  late  Government  was  the  reverse  of  what  it 
really  was.  Its  policy  was,  so  far  as  the  treatment  of  the 
half-breads  was  concerned,  not  to  give  them  a  particle  of  the 
Indian  title,  but  to  treat  them  as  white  settlors.  The 
leader  of  the  Opposition  had  ample  time  to  make  a  close 
examination  of  all  the  documents  that  have  been  produced, 
documents  which  he  had,  but  which  a  great  many  other 
members  had  not,  for  this  reason,  that  the  moment  the 
return  containing  these  papers  was  laid  on  the  Table,  the 
papers  disappeared  without  having  even  been  endorsed  in 
the  Sessional  Papers  Office.  I  applied  for  them  several  times, 
but  was  unable  to  get  them  or  any  clue  to  where  they  were. 
I  do  not  want  to  accuse  any  one  ;  it  was  undoubtedly  the 
right  of  tho  hon.  gentleman  to  tako  possession  of  tho  papers, 
but  1  deny  his  right  to  exclusive  possession.  I  had  the 
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right  to  see  them.  It  was  my  good  fortune,  however,  to 
peruse  within  the  last  twenty  four  hours  a  second  copy, 
which  was  prepared  for  the  Senate.  I  was  greatly 
surprised  when  I  heard  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  the 
other  evening,  after  quoting  document  after  document, 
after  quoting  the  petition  of  tho  half-breeds  of  St.  Albert 
and  St.  Laurent  to  the  Government  of  the  hon.  member 
for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  in  1878 — I  was  surprised, 
I  say,  that  he  quoted  those  petitions  without  quoting 
the  replies,  trying  thereby  to  impress  upon  tbe  House 
and  upon  the  country  that  these  wore  representations  made 
to  tho  present  Government  which  had  remained  unans¬ 
wered.  I  could  hardly  credit  it.  I  had  read  enough  of  those 
papers  to  know  that  the  quotations  made  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  were  not  conplete.  What  is  the  answer 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  the 
Minister  of  Interior  at  that  time,  gave  ?  And  there  is  no 
man  in  this  House,  or  out  of  it,  who  can  be  convinced  that 
the  answer  of  the  hon.  gentleman  had  some  other  bearing 
than  upon  the  application  for  assistance  for  seed  grain  or 
agricultural  implements  ;  it  is  an  expression  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  unwillingness  to  consider  the  demands  of  the  half- 
breeds  to  tbe  Indian  title.  What  is  the  answer  ? 

“  The  half-breeds,  who  have,  in  some  respects,  the  advantage  over 
new  settlers  in  the  Territories,  should  be  impressed  with  the  necessity 
of  settling  down  in  fixed  localities  and  directing  their  energies  to  agri¬ 
cultural  pursuits,  in  which  case  land  would  no  doubt  (not  a  sure 
thing  it  appears)  be  assigned  to  them  in  the  same  way  as  to  the  white 
setters. ” 

i  am  willing  to  leave  it  to  any  independent  man  to  tell  me 
if  this  means  the  half  breels  shall  have  greater  rights  than 
the  settlers,  but  this  is  not  all.  In  order  that  no  doubt  should 
remain  in  the  minds  of  the  half-breeds,  the  hon.  gentleman 
added  :  “But  beyond  this  they  must  not  look  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  any  special  assistance  in  their  farming  operations.” 
It  is  really  surprising  that,  in  order  to  obtain  a  party 
triumph,  the  speaker  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  should  be 
obliged  to  repudiate  his  party,  but  he  has  done  more,  he  has 
been  obliged  to  mis-state  the  po'icy  of  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment.  He  has  made  special  mention  of  the  speech  of  the 
Premier  in  March  last,  when  he  said  that,  according  to  his 
own  opinion,  the  half-breeds  were  not  entitled  to  more  con¬ 
sideration  than  the  white  settlers,  taking  the  same  opinion 
as  was  expressed  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  of  the  late 
Administration  ;  but  what  the  Premier  did  not  say  on  that 
occasion  he  said  last  night,  and  his  policy  is  there  to  say 
that,  from  1870  to  the  present  time,  sacrificing  his  own 
opinion,  he  has  taken  the  policy  of  his  colleagues  and  has 
given  to  the  half-breeds  a  right  to  what  we  call  the  Indian 
title.  The  policy  of  the  Government  in  this  respect  was 
sanctioned  in  the  Manitoba  Act  of  1870.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  who  pretend  that  their  adversaries  are  like  the  Bour¬ 
bons,  that  they  cannot  learn  anything,  came  to  power  in 
1873,  and  were  there  jjfor  five  years,  and  what  have  they 
learned  ?  They  oven  forgot  the  principle  of  treating  these 
half-breeds  which  had  been  laid  down  by  the  present  Admin¬ 
istration  and  the  present  party ;  and,  in  1879,  in  order  to 
give  encouragement  to  that  class  of  the  population  of  the 
North-West  which  had  been  so  grossly  ignored  by  the  late 
Administration,  the  present  Government  laid  down  again  its 
policy  to  give  the  half-breed  the  right  to  the  Indian  title  in 
the  soil.  1  think  this  is  about  a  resume  of  the  first  part  of 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  member.  Allow  me  to  say  one 
word  en  passant — I  intend  to  refer  to  it  more  fully  later  on 
— in  reference  to  the  second  portion  of  his  plea,  or  h  s 
speech.  He  says:  You  have  grossly  ill-used  these  half- 
breeds  in  not  giving  them  river  lots  at  St.  Laurent.  Is  tho 
hon.  member  aware  that  these  surveys  were  made  by  the 
late  Administration  ?  Is  ho  aware  of  it  ?  Are  you  aware 
that  the  surveys  of  tho  land  on  tho  Saskatchewan  fur  the 
parish  of  St.  Laurent  were  made  in  1878,  under  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  tho  late  Administration  ?  I  would  like  to  have  an 
answer. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Speaker - 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  If  the  last  speaker  will  not  answer,  I 
will  put  the  question  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills). 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Speaker - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  reservation  was  surveyed  out  so  as  to 
exactly  suit  the  river  lot  system,  so  as  to  grant  lots  10 
chains  in  width  and  2  miles  in  depth,  and  I  have  the  map 
here,  and  I  can  show  the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  has  been 
since  changed. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  will  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  show 
it  immediately.  Show  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  it  is. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  Do  you  pretend  that  this  map  shows 
that  the  surveys  made  in  1878  were  re-surveyed  ?  There  is 
no  such  proof,  and  you  cannot  produce  any. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Look  at  it  again. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  You  may  look  at  it  again.  This  map 
shows,  as  it  showed  at  all  times,  that  they  took  the  rectan¬ 
gular  system  of  survey  at  St.  Laurent,  more  or  less. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  Yes,  I  say  more  or  less.  I  am  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  surveys  made  in  1878.  They  were  made  at 
Prince  Albert  10  chains  by  2  miles,  but  as  to  St.  Laurent,  the 
surveys  were  20  chains  or  more  and  1  mile  as  they 
are  to-day.  These  surveys  have  never  been  remade, 
and  I  am  going  to  show  immediately  that  these  sur¬ 
veys  were  made  in  1878  under  the  late  Administra¬ 
tion  and  not  under  the  present  Administration;  and, 
if  all  the  anathemas  and  maledictions  of  the  last 
speaker  ought  to  fall  upon  anybody,  they  ought  to  fall  upon 
the  late  Administration.  In  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  for  1878,  this  reference  is  made  to  the  surveys  of 
the  settlements  of  Prince  Albert  and  St,  Laurent,  and,  as  the 
present  Government  came  to  office  only  in  October,  1878, 
you  cannot  possibly  imagine  that  these  Burveys  were  made 
under  the  direction  of  the  present  Government. 

11  Surveys  of  the  settlements  of  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  on  the 
Saskatchewan,  in  the  North-West  Territories,  were  made  ;  also  a  small 
survey  involving  the  alteration  of  certain  lines  in  the  settlement  belt 
in  the  Pariah  of  Ste.  Agathe,  in  Manitoba.”  (Sessional  papers,  1879.) 

There  is  another  reference  to  the  same  survey  made  by  Mr- 
Lindsay  Russell,  in  his  report  dated  31st  December,  1878. 
It  says : 

“  Owing  to  their  remoteness,  and  the  comparatively  late  date  at 
which  their  survey  was  commenced,  the  full  returns  and  reports  for 
them  have  not  yet  been  received.  They  are  all  in  the  vicinity  of  Prince 
Albert  settlement,  and  in  the  country  included  between  the  north  and 
south  branches  of  the  Saskatchewan,  near  their  junction.  The  survey 
of  the  river  frontage  lots  in  that  settlement,  and  also  of  the  similar  lots 
for  half  the  settlement  of  St.  Laurent  on  the  south  branch,  was  effected.” 

I  think  I  have  disposed  of  nearly  the  whole  argument  of 
the  last  speaker.  But  suppose,  as  the  late  Minister  of  the 
Interior  said,  that  these  surveys,  although  made  as  river 
lots  in  the  beginning,  had  been  resurveyed  according  to  the 
rectangular  system  ;  suppose  more  than  that,  that  these 
half  breeds  had  been  treated  purely  and  simply  like  white 
Bettlers,  are  we  going  to  be  told  that  these  were  grievances 
grave  enough  to  justify  an  appeal  to  arms  ?  Are  you  going 
to  compare  these  grievances  with  the  grievances  of  the 
French  Canadians  of  1837  ?  Are  you  going  to  compare 
the  present  state  of  the  French  population  in  the  North- 
West,  where  they  number  about  5,000  or  0,000  with  the 
state  of  the  French  population  in  Lower  Canada  in  1837, 
when  they  were  about  half  a  million  ?  Look  at  the 
grievances  of  the  French  Canadians  in  1837,  having  a  large 
majority  in  the  Assembly,  but  being  taxed  by  the  Legis- 
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lative  Council  and  the  Governor  not  responsible  to  the  peo¬ 
ple.  Is  there  any  comparison  between  the  two  cases  ? 
There  is  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  I  repeat  that,  sup¬ 
posing  the  half-breeds  had  all  the  grievances  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  mentioned— which  they  have 
not — they  had  no  ground,  no  reason  for  a  rebellion.  If  we 
were  going  to  maintain  the  principle  that  the  population 
under  those  circumstances  would  be  justified  in  appeal¬ 
ing  to  arms,  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  whole  of 
this  country  would  not  have  been  justified  in  resorting 
to  arms  during  the  five  years  of  the  Administra¬ 
tion  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  from  1873  to  1878 
not  only  a  portion  of  the  country,  but  from  one  end  of  it 
to  the  other.  The  last  speaker  says  that  the  doings  of  the 
Mackenzie  Administration  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques¬ 
tion.  Sir,  that  is  not  the  way  I  intend  to  consider  this 
question.  I  intend  to  examine  the  policy,  the  conduct, 
and  the  acts  of  the  last  Administration  as  well  as  of  this 
one.  What  is  the  motion  before  the  House  ?  The  motion 
is  that  the  people  have  no  confidence  in  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  they  should  give  their  confidence  to  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  therefore  I  am  bound  to  examine 
wherein  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  do  better 
than  this  Government,  and  in  order  to  ascertain  that  I  must 
examine  what  they  did  when  they  were  in  power.  In  order 
to  understand  the  bearings  of  this  whole  question  it  would 
be  necessary  to  examine,  first,  the  position  of  the  country 
when  the  Canadian  Government  came  in  possession  of  it 
in  1869  ;  in  the  second  place  to  examine  the  treatment  of  the 
Indians  who  were  to  be  found  in  large  numbers  in 
that  territory ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  to  glance  at  the  so- 
called  grievances  of  the  half-breeds.  As  soon  as  Confede¬ 
ration  was  formed  the  Canadian  Government  took  the 
initiatory  steps  to  secure  that  vast  country  lying  west  of 
Ontario  then  known  as  Rupert’s  Land  and  North-Western 
Territory.  During  the  Session  of  1867-68  an  address  to  Her 
Majesty  was  voted  by  Parliament,  asking  that  that  vast 
territory  should  be  added  to  the  Dominion,  and  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  year  it  was  acquired  for  £300,000  from  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company,  the  then  proprietors,  by  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment,  acting  throught  Sir  George  Cartier  and  the  Hon.  Wm. 
Macdougall.  When  moving  that  address  before  this  House, 
Mr.  Macdougall  said : 

“  The  great  idea  of  the  Confederation  Act  was,  that  we  should  form  one 
people  from  east  to  west,  a  new  nationality  side  by  side,  with  the  Repu¬ 
blic,  which  was  our  only  safe  and  true  policy.  All  the  relations  between 
Great  Britain  and  these  colonies  had  been  changed  by  the  great  war  in 
the  United  States,  and  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  statesmen  of  the  Mother 
Country,  that  we  must  reconstruct  and  in  so  doing,  we  must  bear  some 
burdens  to  provide  an  increase  of  population,  with  our  own  instincts, 
and  to  whom  we  could  offer  the  rights  and  privileges  enjoyed  in  the 
Mother  Country.  With  this  idea  the  Government  had  resolved  to  ask 
Great  Britain  to  hand  over  to  us  the  sovereignty  of  the  North-West 
Territory.” 

In  1873  a  large  addition  was  made  to  this  country  by  a 
concession  from  the  Imperial  Government  of  the  balance  of 
the  British  possessions  in  North  America,  and  thus  Canada 
became  the  largest  country  in  the  world,  Russia  and  China 
alone  excepted. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  When  did  that  event  happen  if 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  This  happened  in  1873. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  think  you  had  better  consult  your 
authorities. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  The  territory  was  acquired  in  1873. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  said  the 
balance  of  the  continent  was  acquired  in  1873. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  That  is  the  date,  I  think. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  There  is  some  mistake. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  do  not  think  it  is  material  to  the 
debate.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  in  1873. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  It  was  four  years  after. 
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Mr.  GIROUARD.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  in  1873  ; 
but  as  I  say,  it  is  not  material  to  the  debate  whether  this 
territory  was  acquired  in  1873  or  1877 ;  and  really  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  must  be  very  fond  of  interruptions  to 
make  one  like  this.  Now,  it  will  not  be  out  of  place,  in 
order  to  understand  what  the  Government  has  done  for 
that  territory  to  mention  exactly  its  area.  I  do  not  refer  to 
the  changes  which  have  been  made  by  the  last  decision  of 
the  Privy  Council  on  the  boundary  question ;  I  do  not 
think  it  will  affect  the  result  very  much.  I  have  here  a 
table  of  the  areas  of  the  North-West  Territories  and  the 
several  Provinces  of  the  Dominion,  together  with  the  areas 
of  some  of  the  nations  of  the  world,  showing  the  compara¬ 


tive  extent  of  our  own  domain : 

Square  miles. 

Manitoba . . . . . . .  123,200 

Territories— 

(1876)  Keewatin... . 450,000 

(1882)  Assiniboia . . . 95,000 

“  Saskatchewan . 114,000 

“  Alberta . . .  .....  100,000 

“  Athabaska  . . 122,000 

Territories  undivided . . . ..1,784,262 

- 2,665,252 


Total . . . . . 2,788,452 

Prince  Edward  Island . 2,133 

Nova  Sootia. . 20,907 

New  Brunswick . . . 27,174 

Quebec .  188,688 

Ontario..... . 101,733 

British  Columbia.  — . 341,305 

■ -  681,940 


Total . . . 3,470,392 

Russia,  4  of  terrestrial  part  of  the  world. ............ ..8, 387, 816 

China,  of  land  of  globe  . . . . ...4,419,150 

Brazil . .  .................  . . .  . . 3,275,326 

United  States.. . . . . 3,095,245 

British  India . . . . . . . .  868,244 

Austria . 240,942 

German  Empire.... . . . . . .  - . .  212,033 

France . 204,177 

United  Kingdom.  . . 120,832 

Italy . 114,296 


Therefore  the  Territory  which  we  acquired  in  1869,  with  the 
addition  which  was  made  to  it  in  1873,  or,  if  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  prefer,  1877,  Canada  contains  one  twenty- 
eighth  of'  all  the  land  in  the  world,  and  is  fourteen  times 
larger  than  France,  and  twenty-three  times  larger  than  the 
United  Kingdom.  This  valuable  country  was  very  little 
known  even  at  the  time  of  its  purchase  by  the  Canadian 
Government.  In  fact  Hon.  Joseph  Howe  who  had  paid  a 
flying  visit  to  it  during  the  winter  of  1889  conceived  such  a 
poor  opinion  of  its  value  that  he  returned  determined  to 
advise  his  colleagues  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  Although 
it  was  visited  for  nearly  150  years  by  Montreal  fur  traders 
and  Canadian  voyageurs,  no  one  but  Catholic  missionaries 
and  the  officials  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  had  the 
slightest  idea  of  its  importance  for  agricultural  purposes. 
The  buffalo  robes  and  furs  collected  by  the  North-West 
fur  traders  were  always  on  hand  in  the  markets  of  Montreal 
and  London,  but  no  one  could  have  the  slightest  suspicion 
that  the  buffalo  would  so  soon  disappear  before  railways 
and  civilisation.  The  population  of  the  whole  North-West 
then  consisted  of  1,000  white  men,  33,000  or  34,000  Indians 
and  a  few  settlements  of  half -breeds,  numbering  12,000  or 
13,000.  There  were  no  means  of  communication  except  the 
canoe,  cart,  traineaux,  or  snoe  shoes.  There  was  only  one 
steamer,  the  International,  which  plied  between  Lake  Winni¬ 
peg  and  a  town  I  believe  called  Georgetown  in  Minnesota.  In 
1869-70,  Hon.  William  Macdougall  took  14  days  to  travel 
from  8t.  Paul  to  St.  Vincent,  a  distance  travelled  to-day  in  less 
than  eighteen  hours.  In  1871,  Bishop  Grandin  took  fifty-two 
days  to  proceed  to  St.  Albert  from  St.  Boniface,  which,  as 
hon.  members  know,  is  opposite  Winnipeg.  Mail  service  was 
almost  unknown.  There  was  a  monthly  mail  service  to  the 
outside  world;  but  as  to  inland  service  it  was  almost 
Mr.  Girouaed. 


unknown.  I  need  not  say  that  the  laws  were  very  simple. 
Property  could,  of  course,  be  transferred  by  deeds  in  writing, 
which  were  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Com¬ 
pany,  in  just  about  the  same  way  as  transfers  of  property 
were  recorded  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  the  office  of  the 
seigneur,  but  it  could  also  be  transformed  by  verbal  agree¬ 
ments.  There  was  no  registry  office.  There  was  a  court 
of  justice  at  Fort  Garry  ;  but  so  far  as  courts  of  justice  in 
remote  districts  were  concerned,  they  were  unknown.  I 
need  not  talk  of  jails ;  there  was  no  necessity  for  them.  The 
whole  of  the  district  was  governed  in  a  paternal  manner  by 
a  Governor  and  council,  assisted  by  some  sub-council  as  at 
remote  points,  and  also  by  the  officials  of  the  company.  Most 
of  the  trade  consisted  of  exchanging  the  furs  of  the  half- 
breeds  and  of  the  Indians  for  other  commodities  of  life  which 
were  to  be  found  in  the  stores  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company. 
In  fact  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  had  a  monopoly  of  the 
trade  up  to  about  1858.  In  all  the  remote  settlements  or 
posts,  it  could  hardly  be  said  that  there  was  any  organised 
Government.  Major  Butler,  speaking  of  the  very  district 
where  the  recent  rebellion  took  place,  wrote  to  Governor 
Archibald  in  1871 : 

“  The  institutions  of  law  and  order,  as  understood  in  civilised  com¬ 
munities,  are  wholly  unknown  In  the  regions  of  the  Saskatchewan,  inso¬ 
much  as  the  country  is  without  any  executive  organisation,  and  destitute 
of  any  means  to  enforce  the  authority  of  the  law.” 

This  want  of  authority  was  also  felt  in  the  most  central 
post,  Fort  Garry.  About  five  weeks  ago  I  was  reading  in 
one  of  the  Manitoba  papers  that  about  1858,  Louis  Riel, 
father  of  the  present  Louis  Riel,  went  to  the  Court  House, 
and  there  found  the  judge  sitting.  One  of  his  countrymen  had 
been  arrested  for  having  traded  outside  of  the  stores  of  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company, — and  that  was  his  crime.  He  went 
to  the  judge  and  told  him  :  Your  Honor,  I  am  not  willing 
that  my  brother  should  remain  in  jail  (there  was  a  jail  at 
Fort  Garry)  for  ever ;  1  give  you  till  one  o’clock  to  try  him. 
The  judge  commenced  the  trial  at  once.  At  the  hour  fixed, 
the  trial  was  not  over.  Riel  advanced  in  court  and  said  : 
May  it  please  the  court,  I  declare  the  prisoner  acquitted. 
Vive  la  liberU.  A  very  remarkable  fact  is  this,  that 
Louis  Riel  and  his  followers  who  set  the  prisoner  at 
large  were  not  molested  for  fear  of  more  serious  trouble 
ensuing.  I  give  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  incident  to  show 
that  even  in  the  very  central  post  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Com¬ 
pany,  Fort  Garry,  it  was  some  times  impossible  to  enforce 
the  authority  of  the  law.  Such  was  the  state  of  the  country 
when  the  Canadian  Government  took  possession  of  it  in 
1869.  To  save  expense  the  intention  appears  to  have 
been  for  a  time  at  least  to  govern  it  as  it  had 
been  governed  for  more  than  a  century  by  a  Governor 
and  council.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  last  spoken 
said  that  when  we  took  possession  in  1869  we  considered  the 
population  of  the  country  as  a  portion  of  the  territory. 
Was  it  not  to  be  governed  as  it  had  been  for 
years  and  for  almost  a  century  before  that  time  ?  That 
population  had  been  governed  by  a  Governor  and  council  ; 
and  is  it  not  worthy  of  admiration  that  instead  of  displaying 
any  contempt  for  that  government,  Canada  wished  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  government  and  institutions  which  had  prevailed 
in  the  Territory  for  almost  centuries.  As  early  as  I860  a 
temporary  Act  was  passed,  for  the  government  of  the  North- 
West.  It  provided  tor  the  appointment  of  a  Governor  and  a 
council  not  exceeding  fifteen  nor  less  than  seven  members  to 
administer  the  affairs  of  the  country,  with  such  powers  as 
might  be  from  time  to  time  conferred  on  them  by  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  Council.  It  is  not  necessary  to  enter  at  length  into 
the  events  that  followed ;  but  allow  me  to  say,  in 
answer  to  a  remark  which  fell  from  the  lips  of  the  last 
speaker,  that  the  rebellion  of  1870,  if  you  want  to  call  it  so, 
was  very  different  from  the  present  rebellion.  In  1870 
when  the  Canadian  Government  sent  their  surveyors  and 
Mr.  Macdougall,  as  tho  Canadian  Governor,  to  take  posses- 
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sion  of  the  country,  the  transfer  from  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company  to  the  Government  had  not  even  been  signed. 
So  the  Canadian  Government  had  at  that  time  no  title  to  the 
country.  But  it  is  very  different  in  this  case.  Not  only 
have  we  our  title  but  we  have  been  in  possession  for  nearly 
15  years,  and  therefore  the  two  situations  cannot  be  com¬ 
pared.  Although  it  is  not  necessary  to  enter  at  any  length 
into  the  events  which  caused  the  rebellion  or  the  troubles  of 
1870,  I  would  say  that  the  Hon.  Mr.  Macdougall  who  was 
appointed  Lieutenant  Governor  in  1869  proceeded  to  exercise 
the  functions  of  his  office,  but  was  forcibly  refused  admission 
to  the  country.  The  population,  and  more  especially  the 
French  half-breeds  of  Manitoba,  were  resisting  the  new 
state  of  things.  A  Provisional  Government  was  formed, 
with  Louis  Biel  as  President,  and  only  surrendered  on  con¬ 
dition  of  an  amnesty,  the  recognition  of  certain  land  claims 
and  the  granting  of  responsible  government.  The  portion  of 
the  Territory  adjoining  the  Province  of  Ontario  was  con¬ 
stituted  a  Province  by  the  name  of  Manitoba.  Bepresenta- 
tion  was  given  to  the  Province  in  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Commons.  A  Legislature  was  created,  consisting  of  a 
Legislative  Assembly,  and  of  a  Legislative  Council  which 
has  since  been  abolished.  Clause  30  of  the  Act  provides  : 

“  All  ungranted  or  waste  lands  in  the  Province  shall  be,  from  and 
after  the  date  of  the  said  transfer,  vested  in  the  Crown,  and  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Government  of  Canada  for  the  purposes  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Dominion,  subject  to,  and  except  and  so  far  as  the  same 
may  be  affected  by,  the  conditions  and  stipulations  contained  in  the 
agreement  for  the  surrender  of  Rupert’s  Land  by  the  Hudson  Bay  Com¬ 
pany  to  Her  Majesty.” 

Then  as  to  Indian  titles,  it  was  provided : 

“  And  whereas,  it  is  expedient  towards  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title  to  the  lands  in  the  Province,  to  appropriate  a  portion  of 
such  ungranted  land,  to  the  extent  of  1,400,000  acres  thereof,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  families  of  the  half-breed  residents  ; 

“  It  is  hereby  enacted,  that,  under  regulations  to  be  from  time  to  time 
made,  by  the  Governor  General  in  Council,  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
shall  select  such  lots  or  tracts  in  such  parts  of  the  Province  as  he  may 
deem  expedient,  to  the  extent  aforesaid,  and  divide  the  same  amoag  the 
children  of  the  half-breed  heads  of  families  residing  in  the  Province  at 
the  time  of  the  said  transfer  to  Canada,  and  the  same  shall  be  granted 
to  the  said  children  respectively,  in  such  mode  and  on  such  conditions 
as  to  settlement  and  otherwise  as  the  Governor  General  in  Council  may 
from  time  to  time  determine.” 

Then  there  are  clauses  providing  for  the  quieting  of  title, 
and  section  35  is  as  follows  : — 

“  And  with  respect  to  such  portion  of  Rupert’s  Land  and  the  North- 
West  Territory  as  is  not  included  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  it  is 
hereby  enacted  that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  said  Province  shall 
be  appointed  by  commission,  under  the  great  seal  of  Canada,  to  be 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  same  under  the  name  of  the  North-West 
Territories,  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  in  the  next  section 
mentioned.’ 

That  is  the  Act  of  1869.  The  Manitoba  Act  also  provided  that 
both  French  and  English  should  be  the  official  languages  be¬ 
fore  the  Legislature,  and  in  the  courts  of  justice.  The  prin¬ 
ciple  of  separate  schools  was  freely  recognised.  The  privilege 
of  a  mixed  jury  was  granted  as  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
Provision  was  made  for  the  extinction  of  the  Indian  title, 
and  free  grants  of  land  were  made  to  the  half-breeds  and 
their  children,  which  in  1873  by  the  Land  Act  were 
extended  to  the  old  white  settlers  and  their  children.  All 
these  concessions  were  granted  by  the  Manitoba  Act  of 
1870,  Yic.  33,  cap.  3.  Whatever  may  be  the  diversity  of 
opinion  as  to  the  causes,  pretexts  or  circumstances  of  these 
troubles  of  1869-70,  there  cannot  be  any  doubt  that  without 
the  French  half-breeds,  Manitoba  would  not  have  been 
granted  the  liberties  and  privileges  of  popular  government, 
and  this  important  reform  bears  testimony  to  the  intelligence 
and  patriotism  of  the  French  half-breeds.  This  has  been 
admitted  by  many  eye  witnesses  of  the  events  of  these 
days,  and  quite  recently  by  Mr.  Alexander  McArthur,  of 
Winnipeg,  an  old  official  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  a 
prisoner  of  Biel,  when  lecturing  before  the  Historical  and 
Scientific  Society  of  Winnipeg,  on  the  4th  October,  1882, 
and  in  fact  the  language  he  used  shows  his  impartiality  in 
the  matter.  Ho  says  : 


“  While  the  leaders  of  the  half-breeds  brought  ignominy  on  them¬ 
selves  by  imbuing  their  hands  in  blood,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  they 
obtained  rights  and  privileges  for  themselves  and  their  fellow  country¬ 
men,  which  but  for  the  stand  they  took  would  never  have  been  granted, 
and  the  boons  so  secured  they  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  were 
equally  participated  in  by  those  nations  and  residents  of  the  country, 
who  not  only  took  part  in  the  rising,  but  were  many  of  them  opposed  to 
it  and  disposed  to  aid  the  other  side.” 

The  Manitoba  Act  also  provided  for  a  temporary  govern¬ 
ment  in  that  portion  of  Bupert’s  Land,  and  North-Western 
Territory  not  -included  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  It 
enacted  that  until  the  end  of  the  Session  of  1871,  it  was  to 
be  left  to  the  management  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Manitoba  with  the  aid  of  the  council  provided  for  by  the 
Act  of  1869.  Considering  the  state  of  the  country,  its  small 
poDulation,  this  provisional  Government  was  perhaps  the 
only  practicable  one.  Its  services  were  fully  acknowledged 
by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  (Hon.  Mr.  Mills)  in  his  report 
of  1876.  He  said  : 

“  It  is  due  to  that  council  to  record  the  fact  that  their  legislation  and 
valuable  practical  suggestions  submitted  to  Your  Excellency  from  time 
to  time  through  their  official  head,  Lieutenant  Governor  Morris,  aided 
the  Government  not  a  little  in  the  good  work  of  laying  the  foundations 
of  law  and  order  in  the  North-West,  in  securing  the  good  will  of  the 
Indian  tribes,  and  in  establishing  the  prestige  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  throughout  the  vast  territory.” 

During  the  Sessions  of  1871  and  1873  the  appointment  of 
a  special  Lieutenant  Governor  and  Council  for  the  North- 
West  was  provided  for,  but  notwithstanding  this  provision 
and  others  which  were  adopted  in  1873,  the  affairs  of  the 
Territories  continued  to  be  administered  from  Winnipeg. 
By  an  Order  in  Council  of  the  12th  February,  1873,  the 
Council  was  authorised  to  make  provision  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  justice  in  the  Territories  and  generally  to  make 
and  establish  such  ordinances  (not  to  exceed  the  jurisdiction 
of  any  Provincial  Legislature)  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
peace,  order  and  good  government  of  the  said 
North-West  Territories  subject  to  the  approbation 
of  the  Governor  in  Council.  The  council  was  to 
meet  at  least  every  six  months  in  Winnipeg,  and  except 
in  special  cases  public  notice  by  advertisement  of  such 
meeting  was  to  be  required  for  at  least  40  days.  An  annual 
meeting  was  held  on  the  first  Monday  in  June  in  each  year. 
I  will  now  give  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  first  Legis¬ 
lative  Council.  Hon.  Alexander  Morris  was  appointed 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  North-West  Territories  on  the 
2nd  day  of  December,  1872,  and  on  the  28th  day  of  the 
same  month  the  following  gentlemen  were  appointed  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Council:  Hon.  Chas.  A.  Girard,  Hon.  Donald 
A.  Smith,  Hon.  Henry  J.  Clarke,  Hon.  Paschal  Breland, 
Hon.  Alfred  Boyd,  John  Schultz,  Joseph  Dubuc,  Andrew 
G.  B.  Bannatyne,  Wm.  Fraser,  Bobert  Hamilton,  Wm. 
J.  Christie.  On  the  30th  October,  1873,  Messrs.  James 
MacKay,  a  half-breed,  and  William  N.  Kennedy  were 
appointed.  On  the  1st  January,  1874,  Mr.  Christie 
resigned  and  John  H.  McLaird  married  to  a  half- 
breed,  was  nominated  in  his  place  and  Messrs.  William 
Tait,  married  to  half-breed,  and  Bobert  Cunningham,  were 
also  added  to  the  list  of  the  councillors  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  One  of  the  last  ordinances  of  the  North-West 
Council  was  the  passing  of  “  An  Act  for  the  prevention  of 
Prairie  and  Forest  Fires  in  the  North-West  Territories,” 
which  in  due  time  was  transmitted  to  Ottawa  for  approba¬ 
tion  with  representation  that  it  was  of  “  urgent  importance” ; 
but  up  to  1876, when  the  papers  connected  with  this  measure 
were  brought  before  the  House,  it  had  not  been  yet  approved. 
The  Conservative  party  in  power  soon  after  left  office  (1873). 
It  was  not,  however,  till  two  years  after  (1875 j  that  the 
Administration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  thought  of  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  removal  of  the  seat  of  Government  of  the 
North-West,  and  it  took  another  year  to  put  this  Act  into 
operation  ;  so  three  years  were  required  to  accomplish  this 
important  reform,  recommended  as  most  necessary  and 
urgent  by  the  great  organ  of  the  Liberal  party.  The 
Toronto  Globe ,  of  the  25th  February,  1876,  said  : 
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“  Heretofore  the  North-West  Territory  east  and  west  of  Manitoba  has 
been  governed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Manitoba  and  a  species  of 
half  advisatorv,  half  legislative  council  of  gentlemen  chosen  from 
among  the  residents  in  Winnipeg  and  its  vicinity.  They  are  themselves 
not  slow  to  admit  that  their  constitution  is  a  farce,  and  it  requires  no 
effort  of  imagination  in  those  even  who  have  never  been  in  the  North- 
West  to  understand  the  impossibility  of  merchants  and  others  in 
Winnipeg  acting  as  a  Legislature  for  the  settlements  on  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan,  and  nearly  a  thousand  miles  away  in  the  neighborhood  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains.  At  one  of  the  last  sittings  of  this  Winnipeg  Council 
of  which  the  former  editor  of  the  Nouveau  Monde  is  a  prominent  member 
it  was  proposed  to  incorporate  the  clergy  of  the  missionary  dioceses  of 
the  North-West  with  land  holding  powers.  The  object  of  this  was  so 
apparent  to  those  in  Winnipeg  who  have  seen  the  effect  of  the  system 
there,  that  it  was  strenuously  opposed  by  some  of  the  English  members, 
but  in  spite  of  their  efforts  it  was  carried,  and  would  have  come  to 
Ottawa  with  such  force  as  this  nondescript  council  have  been  able  to 
give  to  their  legislation,  had  not  Lieutenant  Governor  Morris  refused  to 
aisent  to  the  Bill.  ” 

We  have  several  times  in  this  Parliament  incorporated 
ecclesiastical  communities  without  objection  from  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  and  have  given  them  the  right  to  hold  real 
estate  in  the  North-West ;  and  this  is  the  crime  which  is 
charged  on  the  North-West  Council,  and  which  is  put  forth 
as  the  principal  reason  why  it  should  be  abolished.  Under 
the  new  constitution  the  seat  of  the  Government  was 
removed  to  Fort  Pelly,  in  the  Territories.  The  council  was 
composed  of  five  members  nominated  by  the  Crown,  in¬ 
cluding  the  two  stipendiary  magistrates,  ex  officio.  The 
jurisdiction  of  the  council  extended  over  taxation  for  local 
and  municipal  purposes,  property  and  civil  rights,  the 
administration  of  justice,  including  the  organisation  and 
maintenance  of  the  courts  of  justice;  education,  with  separ¬ 
ate  schools  if  desired  by  any  minority ;  public  health, 
licensing  of  inns,  landmarks  and  boundaries,  game  and 
wild  animals,  and  the  care  and  protection  thereof ;  roads 
and  highways,  the  protection  of  timber,  gaols,  &c.,  and 
generally  all  matters  of  a  merely  local  or  private  nature. 
Nearly  all  the  powers  of  Local  Legislatures  of  the  old  Pro¬ 
vinces  were  thus  given  to  this  North-West  Council ;  and  to 
give  a  representative  character  to  this  body  the  Act  provides 
that  any  district  not  exceeding  an  area  of  on©  thousand 
square  miles  is  entitled  to  be  erected  into  an  electoral 
district,  and  to  elect  a  member  to  the  council  for  its  first 
one  thousand  inhabitants  of  adult  age,  exclusive  of  aliens 
and  Indians,  and  to  two  members  for  two  thousand  inha¬ 
bitants.  When  the  number  of  elected  members  shall  reach 
twenty-one,  the  Act  provides  that  the  council  shall  become 
ipso  facto  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories,  having  not  only  ail  the  po  wers  of  the  council,  but 
also  all  the  powers  of  a  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  old 
Provinces,  which  the  Governor  in  Council  in  Ottawa  might 
confer  upon  it.  The  French  language  was  ignored  in  the 
Act,  but  this  grave  error  was  corrected  two  years  after,  in 
1877.  A  jury  of  six  was  granted  in  criminal  cases,  but  the 
grand  jury  and  the  mixed  jury  system  which  prevails  in 
Quebec  and  Manitoba  was  refused.  With  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  lies,  therefore,  the  responsibility  of  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  Louis  Riel,  who,  as  matter  of  right,  is  not  entitled  to 
a  trial  by  his  peei’S.  He  is  entitled  to  have  only  six  jury¬ 
men,  and  among  these  he  is  not  entitled  to  have  three  of 
his  own  countrymen.  In  1877  new  powers  were  given  to 
the  North-West  Council  by  Order  in  Council : 

“  And  whereas,  by  the  third  section  of  the  said  Act,  it  is  further  en¬ 
acted  that  ‘  the  Lieutenant-Governor,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  have  such  powers  to 
make  ordinances  for  the  government  of  the  North-West  Territories  as 
the  Governor  in  Council  may,  from  time  to  time,  confer  upon  him  : 
Provided  always,  that  such  powers  shall  not  at  any  time  be  in  excess 
of  those  conferred  by  the  ninety-second  section  of  The  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,’  upon  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  Provinces  of 
the  Dominion ; 

“  Now,  in  pursuance  of  the  powers  by  the  said  statute  conferred,  His 
Excellency,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy  Council,  has  been 
pleased  further  to  order,  and  it  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  in  Council  shall  be  and  he  is  hereby  empowered  to  make  or¬ 
dinances  in  relation  to  the  following  subjects,  that  is  to  say  : — 

“1.  The  establishment  and  tenure  of  territorial  offices,  and  the  ap¬ 
pointment  and  payment  of  territorial  officers  ; 
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“2.  The  establishment,  maintenance  and  management  of  prisons  in 
and  for  the  North-West  Territories; 

“  3.  The  establishment  of  municipal  institutions  in  the  Territories,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  ‘North-West  Territories  Acts,  1875 
and  1877  ; 

“4.  The  issue  of  shop,  auctioneer  and  other  licenses,  in  order  to  the 
raising  of  a  revenue  for  territorial  or  municipal  purposes  ; 

“5.  The  solemnisation  of  marriage  in  the  Territories  ; 

“6.  The  administration  of  justice,  including  the  constitution,  organi¬ 
sation  and  maintenance  of  territorial  courts  of  civil  jurisdiction  ; 

“7.  The  imposition  of  punishment  by  fine,  penalty  or  imprisonment 
for  enforcing  any  territorial  ordinance  ; 

“8.  Property  and  civil  rights  in  the  Territories,  subject  to  any  legis¬ 
lation  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  upon  these  subjects,  and — 

“9  Generally  on  matters  of  a  merely  local  or  private  nature  in  the 
Territories.” 

I  have  heard  it  stated  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  did 
nothing  for  the  North-West  during  the  time  of  their  admin¬ 
istration.  I  will  not  go  so  far  ;I  am  too  much  of  an  inde¬ 
pendent  member  to  go  that  far.  I  will  admit  that  the  late 
Administration  conferred  upon  the  population  of  the  North- 
West  a  constitution  which  is  certainly  worthy  of  admira¬ 
tion  ;  but  this  is  the  only  thiDg  they  did.  That  constitution 
is  similar  to  the  constitution  of  tho  old  Provinces*  To-day 
the  Crown  is  represented  in  the  North-West  council  very 
much  in  the  same  way  as  it  is  represented  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  or  in  the  Legislature  of  Quebec.  There  are  two  or 
three  Stipendiary  Magistrates  and  other  nominees  of  the 
Crown  numbering  six  altogether  ;  and  at  the  same  time 
that  constitution  provides  that  the  people  of  that  country, 
tho  moment  there  is  a  certain  population  spread  over  a 
certain  extent  of  territory,  have  a  right  to  send  a 
representative  there  to  deal  with  what  matters  ? 
Upon  the  local  taxation,  upon  the  municipal  taxation,  upon 
the  administration  of  justice,  upon  in  fact  all  the  matters 
which  are  conferred  by  the  constitution  of  1867  on  the  old 
Provinces,  and  that  is  why  I  am  willing  to  give  credit  to 
the  late  Administration  for  having  done  something  toward 
the  settlement  of  the  North-West.  Later  on,  I  will  say,  in 
answer  to  those  settlers  who  want  to  have  those  Territories 
divided  into  different  Provinces  and  enjoy  all  the  expense 
and  luxury  of  the  legislatures  of  the  old  Province,  that  in  the 
constitution  of  the  North-West  they  have  all  the  privileges 
and  liberties  of  a  free  people,  without  having,  at  the 
same  time,  the  burden  of  local  legislatures.  It  is  a  pity, 
indeed,  that  the  late  Administration  did  not  go  further 
when  they  were  considering  the  constitution  of  the 
country.  They  nominated  to  hold  office  in  that  Territory 
people  who  were  strangers  to  the  population.  You  cannot 
find  even  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  you  cannot  find  a 
nominee,  from  the  Governor  down,  with  the  exception  of  Mr. 
Forget — a  very  good  nomination — who  was  clerk  of  the  coun¬ 
cil  and  private  secretary  to  the  Governor,  to  represent 
the  people  of  that  country,  selected  from  the  people  of  that 
country.  1  am  not  surprised  at  this,  because,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Mills),  the  French  half-breeds 
were  like  Indians  ;  though,  later  on,  on  another  policy,  they 
were  to  be  treated  as  white  settlers.  I  am  not  surprised  that 
the  hon.  gentleman,  as  Minister  of  the  Interior,  did  not 
wish  that  the  half-breeds  should  be  represented  in  the 
North-West,  because  he  considered  half-breeds  were  like 
Indians  ;  but  why  did  he  not  take  some  of  the  new  white 
settlers  ?  Are  you  going  to  toll  me  you  have  provided  a 
council  of  a  representative  character,  without  being  able  to 
find  in  the  population  of  the  place  a  single  representative  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  appointed  a  French  half-breed,  a 
member  of  the  council. 

Mr.  GIRQUARD.  He  was  appointed  in  1878  ;  your 
council  was  appointed  in  1876. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken,  because 
it  was  organised  on  my  advice. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  will  give  you  the  date  of  Mr. 
Borland’s  nomination.  He  was  in  the  old  council  which 
was  nominated  in  the  constitution  of  1869,  and  which 
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remained  in  office  until  1876,  but  you  did  not  renominate 
him,  or  Mr.  Royal,  or  Mr.  Delorme,  a  half-breed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  were  residents  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  Why  did  not  you  nominate  Mr. 
Breland  who  is  not  resident  of  Manitoba  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  did. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  Not  at  that  time.  I  will  give  you  the 
date  later  on.  I  say  this  treatment  of  the  people  of  the 
North-West  was  the  subject  of  a  great  deal  of  complaint. 
The  French  population  expected  some  attention  from  the 
Government.  The  old  settlements  of  Qu’Appelle  and  St. 
Albert  were  important  centres  ;  the  English  settlement  at 
Battleford  and  Prince  Albert  had  considerably  increased  ; 
the  surrounding  rural  districts  had  been  taken  up  by  white 
settlers,  who  also  thought  they  were  entitled  to  some  con¬ 
sideration.  Affairs  in  the  North-West  attracted  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  public  men,  and  during  the  Session  of  1878  they  were 
the  subject  of  a  very  interesting  debate.  It  will  be  interest¬ 
ing  to  hear  what  were  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  then. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  last  week  to  New 
Brunswick  to  find  a  member  for  that  council. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  One  member  only.  But  I  am  going 
to  show  you  that  you  took  all  the  members  for  that  council 
from  Ontario,  and  its  Governor  from  Prince  Edward  Island. 
The  Hon.  Mr.  Langevin,  now  Sir  Hector,  called  attention 
to  this  point.  The  debate  took  place  on  the  8th  May, 
1878:— 

“  Mr.  LANGEVIN  said  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  to  the  action  of  the  Government  in  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories.  When  the  organisation  of  government  took  place  in  Manitoba, 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  found  fault  with  the  Government  of  the 
right  hon.  member  for  Kingston,  for  the  manner  in  which  that  was  or¬ 
ganised.  They  accused  the  late  Government  of  having  acted  without 
proper  consideration  of  the  wants  of  the  Provinces,  without  having  con¬ 
sulted  its  poople,  and  of  having  sent  up  a  ready-made  government.  The 
hon.  the  First  Minister  said,  in  his  speech  at  Kingston,  of  the  27th  June, 
speaking  of  the  right  hon.  member  for  Kingston  : 

“  He  sent  out  Mr.  Wm.  Macdougall  with  a  ready-made  Cabinet  to 
take  possession,  as  if  they  had  been  the  conquerors  of  the  land,  without 
asking  the  people  what  their  opinions  were  as  to  the  mode  or  nature  of 
the  authority  under  which  they  were  to  be  placed.’  ” 

This  was  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  the  First  Minister,  and  also  of  the  hon. 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  Before  going  further,  he  would  state  he  did 
not  admit  the  justice  of  thi3  criticism.  The  late  Government  did  not 
send  a  ready-made  Government  to  the  North-West.  They  sent  a  Gover¬ 
nor  and  two  officers,  who  were,  in  connection  with  other  gentlemen, 
taken  from  that  region,  and  who  had  the  confidence  of  the  people  to 
form  a  Cabinet.  It  was  natural  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  order  to  make 
a  strong  case  before  the  electors  of  Ontario  should  have  used  the  words 
already  quoted  ;  but,  at  all  events,  the  hon.  gentleman,  after  having 
found  fault  with  the  action  of  the  late  Government,  should  have  done 
better.  Let  us  see  how  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  Government  acted 
towards  that  country.  They  appointed,  as  Lieutenant  Governor,  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Laird,  one  of  their  friends,  who  had  been  formerly  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  and  had  dealt  with  matters  connected  with  the  North- 
West,  and  whom  they  had  a  right,  therefore,  to  send  there.  But  whom 
did  they  select  as  members  of  the  Executive  Council  of  that  Territory? 
Colonel  Macleod  was  appointed  at  the  head  of  the  police  and  also 
Stipendiary  Magistrate.  Colonel  Macleod  did  not  possess  the  confidence 
of  the  people. 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  Who  were  they  ?  Indians  ? 

“Mr.  LANGEVIN.  Indians  and  half-breeds  were  people.  He  wondered 
would  the  hon.  gentleman  feel  as  he  did,  were  he  in  Manitoba  amongst 
those  people.  They  were  not  to  be  despised  although  they  were  Indians. 
Mr.  Mathew  Ryan,  lawyer  from  Montreal,  was  also  appointed  Stipendi¬ 
ary  Magistrate,  and  was  made  also  a  member  of  the  Executive  Council ; 
the  next  was  Mr.  Richardson.  How  were  the  officers  selected  for  this 
territory  ?  Mr.  Scott,  a  gentleman  from  this  part  of  the  country,  was 
appointed  registrar  ;  hon.  Mr.  St.  John  of  Toronto  was  appointed 
sheriff ;  Mr.  Dickson  was  sent  there  as  an  accountant  and  inspector  ; 
Captain  McDonald  was  sent  as  Indian  agent.  This  was  the  Government 
which  had  sent  there,  to  use  the  language  of  the  hon.  the  First  Minister, 

1 1  a  ready-made  cabinet  to  take  possession,  as  if  they  had  been  con¬ 
querors  of  the  land.”  The  people  not  very  unnaturally,  objected  to 
being  presented  with  this  ready-made  cabinet.  The  hon.  gentleman 
could  not  say  that  in  the  Territories  or  iD  Manitoba,  they  could  not  find 
a  few  members  of  the  people  who  could  help  in  governing  that  country 
and  who  would  have  the  confidence  of  the  half-breeds.  But 
what  people  had  they  to  govern  ?  Indians  ?  There  were  Indians 
and  a  great  many  half-breeds  and  white  men  as  well. 


These  people  had  been  cast  aside.  The  Government  said  :  We  will  send 
a  ready  made  cabinet ;  we  despise  those  people  and  will  govern  them 
as  we  choose.  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  formed  a  very 
different  opinion  of  these  people,  and  he  would  refer  the  hon.  the  Pre¬ 
mier  and  his  colleagues  to  the  remarks  of  His  Excellency  concerning 
these  half-breeds.  They  were  a  sensitive,  proud  race,  and  should  not 
have  been  deprived  of  their  share  in  the  government  of  the  country. 
He  remembered  the  time  when  his  race  was  excluded  from  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  country,  when  none  but  people  imported  from  the  old  coun¬ 
try  had  a  right  to  sit  in  the  councils  of  the  Province,  and  he  could 
imagine  the  feelings  of  those  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  when  they 
saw  that  none  but  people  from  Ontario  or  Montreal  or  the  Lower  Pro¬ 
vinces  were  to  have  office  in  their  Government.  These  people  had  no 
representative  in  this  Hou.e,  and  it  was  left  to  some  one  to  see  whether 
they  should  be  left  in  that  position,  or  whether  they  should  have  their 
share  in  the  offices  and  in  the  Government  in  that  Territory.  A  depu¬ 
tation  of  half-breeds  had  lately  called  on  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
the  Province  to  claim  representation  in  the  councils  of  their  country, 
and  he  hoped,  since  the  attention  of  the  Government  had  been  called  to 
this  matter  openly  before  Parliament,  that  they  would  recognise  the 
justice  of  the  claims. 

“  Mr.  MILLS  said  the  hon.  gentleman  had  made  somewhat  extraordinary 
speech.  The  hon.  gentleman  might  not  have  considered  the  effect  which 
his  speech  would  have  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  North-West.” 

They  are  very  careful  indeed  to  direct  properly  the  mind 
of  the  people  of  the  North-West. 

“  The  circumstances  were  wholly  different  which  govern  the  action 
of  the  late  Government  and  of  the  present  one.  The  country  which  Mr. 
Laird  and  the  other  gentlemen  were  sent  to  govern  had  very  few  inha¬ 
bitants  except  Indians  But  the  right  hon.  member  for  Kingston  sent 
his  Government  to  a  country  in  which  there  were  several  thousand  white 
people,  a  people  from  whom  rulers  bad  already  been  chosen,  and  who 
had  formerly  a  Council  and  Government  of  their  own.  What  was  the 
position  in  the  North-West  ?  Did  the  hon.  gentlemen  pretend  to  say 
that  the  half-breeds  were  an  educated  population,  who  appointed  their 
chief  the  same  as  the  Indians  did,  who  followed  the  buffalo  from  place  to 
place,  and  had  no  fixed  habitation?  That  was  the  impression  the  hon. 
gentleman  seemed  to  wish  to  create.  Yet  he  must  know,  if  he  gave  any 
attention  to  the  condition  of  things  in  that  country,  that  the  half-breed 
population,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  few  who  resided  in  the  vici¬ 
nity  of  Prince  Albert,  were,  in  no  respect,  different  in  their  modes  and 
conditions  of  life  from  the  Indians.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  interrupted  me  a  momont  ago  to  say 
that,  at  the  time  he  constituted  the  North-West  Council,  he 
appointed  a  half-breed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Breland,  and  ho  is  named  in  that 
speech. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  say  you  did  not;  you  appointed 
him  in  1878. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  Then  do  not  contradict  me  when  I 
say  you  did  not  appoint  any  half-breed  before  1878. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  was  going  to  give  you  the  reason 
why  you  appointed  one  then. 

Mr.  MILLS.  You  said  we  did  not  appoint  any. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  You  did  not  in  1876,  when  you  or¬ 
ganised  the  council.  It  was  constituted  under  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament  of  1875,  but  you  waited  one  year  before  you  would 
put  that  new  constitution  into  operation,  and  yet,  when  you 
came  to  make  the  nominations  to  that  council,  not  only 
was  there  not  one  half-breed  in  it  or  one  in  office  under  it, 
but  there  was  not  on  it  one  single  white-man  living  in  that 
country  ;  they  were  all  taken  from  Ontario  and  even  from 
around  Ottawa  here,  like  Mr.  Scott,  who  was  placed  in  the 
registry  office  there,  and  was  a  brother  of  one  of  the  col¬ 
leagues  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  have  mentioned  that  there 
was  a  complaint.  It  was  not  only  made  in  the  House  but 
also  outside  of  it.  Take  the  petition  which  was  sent  at  the 
beginning  of  1878,  the  petition  of  the  half-breeds  of  St. 
Albert  and  also  of  the  half-breeds  of  St.  Laurent.  One  of 
their  first  grievances  is  that  they  have  no  representative  in 
the  institutions  of  their  country. 

“  The  humble  petition  of  the  undersigned  French  Canadians  and  half- 
breeds  of  St.  Albert  in  the  North-West  Territories.— Information  having 
been  given  to  them  that  a  petition  had  been  signed  by  the  half-breeds  of 
St.  Laurent  on  the  1st  February  last,  they  also  respectfully  show. 
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“  That  the  population  of  the  North-West  Territories  is  mostly  com¬ 
posed  of  French  half-breeds  without  any  stipendiary  magistrate  under¬ 
standing  or  speaking  their  language.’  ’ 

And  later  on,  there  was  a  public  meeting  of  indignation 
against  the  ruling  of  stipendiary  magistrate  Richardson 
who  refused  to  allow  the  attendance  of  French  half-breeds 
who  had  come  from  long  distances  to  attend  the  criminal 
courts,  on  the  ground  that  they  did  not  understand  English 
and  he  did  not  understand  Fronch  and  that  ho  would  sim¬ 
plify  the  matter  very  easily  by  telling  them  to  go  back 
home.  There  was  immediately  an  indignation  meeting 
held,  and  the  people  complained :  That  is  the  kind  of 
magistrates  they  give ;  they  are  not  only  taken  from  outside 
the  country,  but  they  are  men  who  do  not  even  understand 
the  language  of  the  majority  of  the  people.  The  petitioners 
continue  to  allege : 

“  Without  any  stipendiary  magistrate  understanding  their  language, 
and  without  any  person  of  their  own  origin  to  represent  them  in  the 
deliberations  of  the  council  of  the  North-West  Territories,  it  is  there¬ 
fore  resolved  that  a  humble  petition  be  addressed  to  his  Excellency  the 
Governor  General  praying  that  the  two  members  of  the  council  remain¬ 
ing  still  to  be  appointed  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  1875  and  its 
amendments  be  selected  from  the  old  residents  of  French  origin,  and,  in 
order  to  give  full  and  entire  justice  to  the  nationality  of  your  peti¬ 
tioners,  that  the  nomination  of  a  stipendiary  magistrate  equally  of 
French  origin  be  proceeded  with.” 

You  would  perhaps  imagine  that  the  reason  why  these 
half-breeds  were  not  represented  in  the  council  was  because 
the  number  was  complete.  No,  there  were  six  mem¬ 
bers  to  be  appointed — I  am  sure  of  five— and  they  could 
easily  have  appointed  one  or  two  French  half-breeds  ;  but  no, 
they  did  not  do  it.  What  was  the  answer  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  of  date  the  18th  March,  1878?  It  is  addressed 
to  the  Governor  of  the  North-West  Territories,  through 
whom  the  petition  of  the  people  of  St.  Laurent  and  St. 
Albert  had  been  sent  to  Ottawa. 

“You  are  requested  to  inform  the  petitioners  that  I  shall  have  much 
pleasure  in  submitting  their  petition  for  the  consideration  of  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General  in  Council. 

“In  the  meantime  you  may  intimate  to  the  petitioners  that  should 
it  be  thought  desirable  to  appoint  additional  members  to  the  council  of 
the  North  West,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  recommend  to  His  Excellency’s 
consideration  their  application  that  such  members  should  be  selected 
from  the  old  residents  in  the  Territories  and  that  if  possible  one  of  them 
should  be  of  French  Canadian  origin.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  have  said,  the  late  Administration 
did  nothing  with  the  exception  of  creating  this  new  consti¬ 
tution  for  the  North-West,  and  appointing  this  half-breed  in 
1878 ;  they  did  nothing  to  give  to  the  population  of  the  North- 
West  any  representation  or  any  part  in  the  government  of 
that  country,  either  legislative  or  judiciary.  Other  impor¬ 
tant  matters  came  to  their  attention,  but  they  had  a  very 
simple  policy — they  told  the  half-breeds  that  they  were  to 
be  considered  as  white  settlers.  I  will  not  refer  again  to 
that  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  It  is 
made  in  such  clear  language  that  no  ambiguity  is  possible. 
The  principle  is  laid  down  that  the  half-breeds  must  be 
treated  like  white  settlers,  and  so  they  have  boon  treated. 
Nothing  was  done  towards  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  title;  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  so  anxious 
of  benefiting  from  the  experience  of  past  Administrations, 
why  did  they  not  take  the  principle  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  which  left  office  in  1873  ?  Why  did  they  not 
say  to  the  half-breeds  of  the  North  West :  You  shall 
be  treated  in  the  same  way  as  the  half  breeds  of 
Manitoba  ?  When  they  constituted  their  council  in  1875 
was  the  proper  time,  rather  than  in  1879,  to  declare  what 
their  policy  was  to  be  with  reference  to  the  half-breeds. 
When  they  sent  Iheir  Governor  up  to  tho  North-West  and 
made  four  new  treaties  with  the  Indians,  they  ought  to 
have  laid  down  their  policy  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
the  half-breeds.  But  nothing  was  done  concerning  the 
half-breed  claims  and  the  Indian  title;  nothing  was  done 
concerning  the  surveys  which  affected  not  only  the  half- 
breeds  but  the  white  population  as  well.  My  hon.  friend 
Mr.  Girouard. 
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from  Quebec  East  stated  that  he  did  not  think  that  any 
complaints  came  from  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
previous  to  1877  or  1878.  Perhaps  ho  was  like  myself, 
and  did  not  have  occasion  to  look  over  all  the  papers  which 
were  brought  down  four  or  fivo  weeks  ago,  and  which  were 
inaccessible  to  certain  members  of  the  House— at  least  to 
myself.  But  I  will  call  his  attention  to  the  resolutions, 
which  were  in  effect  petitions,  of  the  half-breeds,  not  only 
of  Qu’Appelle  but  of  the  whole  North-West,  dated  the 
5th  May,  1873  and  which  were  transmitted  on  the  5th  June 
following  by  Governor  Morris.  All  the  half-breeds  of  the 
North-West  joined  in  that  petition,  their  votes  having  been 
taken  at  a  council  as  was  then  customary ;  and  they  say  : 

“  We  also  ask  of  you,  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  to  give  us  land3  in 
compensation  of  our  rights.” 

They  received  an  answer  from  Governor  Morris  to  the  effect 
that  their  request  would  be  transmitted  to  the  Government. 
But  the  Government  then  in  office  left  to  make  room  for  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  up  to  the  present  time  there 
has  been  no  answer  given  to  that  petition. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  mean  up  to  1878  —  when  they 
left  office.  On  the  1st  of  October,  1874,  I  find  a  letter 
from  Father  Decorby  to  tho  Honorable  Mr.  Laird  on  the 
same  subject ;  in  this  he  says  : 

“  As  the  Government  has  entrusted  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the 
North-West  to  you,  I  take  the  liberty  of  addressing  you  a  few  explana¬ 
tions  Concerning  Lake  Qu’Appelle  and  the  half-breed  population  settled 
there.  The  spirit  of  justice  which  animates  you  and  the  desire  you  have 
shown  to  contribute  to  the  welfare  of  those  whose  interests  have  been 
confided  to  you,  lead  me  to  hope  that  you  will  kindly  take  them  into 
consideration  and  bring  them  to  the  attention  of  the  Government  in 
order  that  it  may  treat  the  half-breeds  of  Lake  Qu’  Appelle  with  justice 
and  generosity,  according  to  the  kind  words  of  His  Excellency,  out  Gov¬ 
ernor,  Alexander  Morris.  I  may  remark  at  once  that  the  half.breeds 
have  a  right  to  some  privileges  in  this  place.  It  was  they  who  made  a 
kind  of  conquest  of  it  by  obliging  the  Indian  nations  who  formerly 
warred  hereto  keep  the  peace  It  is  they  who  still  keep  them  off,  and 
it  is. to  their  presence  that  is  due  the  honor  of  peace  and  the  security 
which  is  enjoyed  all  around. 

“  I  cannot  state  the  exact  period  when  the  half-breeds  began  to  winter 
at  the  Lake  Qu’Appelle,  but  having  explained  to  his  Lordship  the 
Bishop  of  St.  Boniface,  the  wish  to  have  a  Catholic  priest  among  them, 
my  Lord  Tache,  now  Archbishop  of  St.  Boniface,  went  there  himself  in 
1865  and  chose  the  present  site  of  the  mission,  gave  orders  for  the  erec¬ 
tion  of  a  chapel,  and  took  for  the  requirements  of  the  mission  all  the 
points  comprised  between  the  two  streams  called  the  Mission  Streams, 
that  is  to  say,  of  the  extent  of  about  a  mile  of  front.  The  half-breeds 
then  established  there  promised  to  respect  the  land  reserved  by  His 
Lordship.  *  *  *  *  Now,  the  half-breeds  desire  and  ask 

the  Government  to  leave  their  lands  as  they  took  them,  that  is,  that 
they  will  not  force  them  to  exact  lines.” 

Now  take  the  petitions  of  the  half-breeds  of  St.  Laurent  and 
St.  Albert,  transmitted  by  Mr.  Laird  on  the  13th  February, 
1878,  to  which  reference  has  so  often  been  made: 

“  It  is  of  immediate  necessity  that  the  Government  cause  to  be 
surveyed  within  the  shortest  possible  delay  those  lands  occupied  and 
cultivated  by  the  half-breeds  or  former  residents  upon  those  lands. 

“  That  the  sudden  change  from  a  prairie  life  to  an  agricultural  life 
brought  about  by  the  rapid  disappearance  of  the  buffalo  and  the  hunting 
regulations  of  the  council  of  the  North  West  Territories  have  reduced 
your  petitioners  to  a  state  of  want  and  obliges  them  to  address  the 
Federal  Government  in  order  to  obtain  assistance  in  seed,  grain  and  in 
agricultural  implements.  The  same  as  has  been  given  to  certain  foreign 
immigrants  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  The  implements  of  agriculture 
always  extremely  rare  are  sold  at  so  high  a  price  that  your  petitioners 
are  unable  to  purchase  them.” 

Governor  Laird  accompanied  the  transmission  of  those  two 
petitions  with  a  recommendation  or  a  report,  which  was 
sent  on  13th  February,  1878,  as  follows: — 

“  It  is  important  that  the  land  policy  of  the  Government  towards  old 
settlers  and  others  living  for  many  years  in  the  Territories  should  be 
declared.  It  appears  to  me  that  they  have  a  claim  to  some  more  speedy 
means  of  acquiring  a  title  for  settlement  purposes  than  the  homestead 
provisions  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act. 

“  To  prevent  disputes  between  neighbors,  it  is  highly  desirable  that 
the  survey  of  lands  settled  upon  along  the  principal  rivers  should  be 
prosecuted  with  all  convenient  speed. 

“  With  respect  to  the  prayer  for  assistance  in  procuring  seeds  and 
implements  to  commence  farming  operations,  it  is  similar  to  the  request 
made  to  me  by  the  half-breeds  of  Bow  River  during  the  Blackfeet  treaty 
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negotiations,  and  which  I  forwarded  to  you  and  commended  to  the 
favorable  consideration  to  the  Government.” 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
East  (Mr.  Laurier)  was  in  error  when  he  made  the  state¬ 
ment  that  very  few  petitions  had  reached  the  late  Adminis¬ 
tration  prior  to  1878.  We  find  that  almost  at  the  last  moment, 
before  the  Conservative  Government  left  office,  in  the  fall  of 
1873,  the  first  complaint  came  in.  Of  course  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  had  not  time  to  do  it  justice.  We  find  from  1874, 
and  subsequently,  repeated  representations  were  made  to 
the  late  Administration,  and  they  took  five  years  to  consider 
them,  and  did  not  even  then  declare  a  policy.  The  hon. 
member  for  Quebec  East  (Mr.  Laurier)  complains  that  the 
present  Administration  has  done  nothing.  We  shall  see 
what  they  have  done.  In  the  first  place,  they  passed  the 
statute  of  1879.  The  following  powers  were  given  to 
the  Governor  in  Council. 

“To  satisfy  any  claims  existing  in  connection  with  the  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  the  Indian  title  preferred  by  half-breeds  resident  in  the  North- 
West  Territories,  outside  of  the  limits  of  Manitoba,  on  the  15th  day  of 
July,  1870,  by  granting  land  to  such  persons  to  such  extent  and  on  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  deemed  expedient ; 

“  To  investigate  and  adjust  claims  preferred  to  Dominion  lands  situate 
outside  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  alleged  to  have  been  taken  up  and 
settled  on  previous  to  16th  July,  1870,  and  to  grant  to  persons  satisfac¬ 
torily  establishing  undisturbed  occupation  of  any  such  lands,  prior  to 
and  being  by  themselves  or  their  servants,  tenants  or  agents, 
or  those  through  whom  they  claim  in  actual,  peaceable  possession 
thereof,  at  the  said  date,  so  much  land  in  connection  with  and  in 
satisfaction  of  such  claims  as  may  be  considered  fair  and  reasonable.” 

Evidently  the  Government  acted  upon  the  recommendation 
of  Governor  Laird.  Governor  Laird,  in  his  despatch 
accompanying  the  petition  of  the  half-breeds  of  St.  Laurent 
recommended  the  Government  to  adopt  some  policy.  They 
did  not  do  so.  But,  immediately  on  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  obtaining  power,  they  adopted  a  policy,  which  was 
to  recommend  the  claim  of  the  half-breeds  to  the  Indian 
title.  It  will  be  remembered  also,  that  the  half-breeds  com¬ 
plained  that  they  did  not  have  a  magistrate  who  spoke  and 
understood  French.  In  the  fall  of  1882,  Mr  Rouleau, 
stipendiary  magistrate  residing  at  Aylmer,  Province  of 
Quebec,  was  appointed  stipendiary  magistrate  for  the  dis¬ 
trict  of  Saskatchewan,  where  the  French  Canadian  and 
French  half-breed  population  was  mainly  to  be  found,  and 
this  officer  became  a  member  of  the  council,  making  two 
French  members  altogether,  Mr.  Breland  and  Mr.  Rouleau, 
out  of  six  appointed  by  the  Government.  About  the  same 
time,  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  had  opened 
new  fields  to  immigration.  Towns  and  villages  were 
erected  along  its  line  from  Brandon  westward.  A  large 
number  of  people  flew  into  the  towns  and  rural  districts, 
and  form  to-day  a  white  population  of  about  40,000  or 
50,000,  some  say  100,000  or  more,  who  became  entitled  to 
representation  in  the  council.  Electoral  districts  have  been 
constituted  under  the  Act  of  1875,  and  have  been  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  council,  where  they  are  to-day  in  majority 
over  the  nominees  of  the  Crown.  Eight  districts  have 
representation  in  the  new  council  :  Edmonton,  Broadview, 
Qu-Appelle,  Regina,  Moose  Jaw,  Lorne,  Calgary  and  Moose 
Mountain,  and  with  the  three  stipendiary  magistrates,  and 
these  nominated  by  the  Government,  form  14  members. 
This  fact  induced  the  Edmonton  Bulletin ,  of  the  30th  Janu¬ 
ary,  1885,  to  say : 

“  Every  paper  in  the  North-West  gave  a  kick  to  the  Council,  but  it  is 
the  fault  of  the  people,  who  elect  the  majority  of  them.” 

One  of  the  first  duties  of  the  Government  under  the  terms  of 
the  Manitoba  Act  of  1870.  was  to  extinguish  the  Indian 
title  to  the  Territory  of  the  North-West.  The  policy  of  the 
country  has  been  to  do  this  by  a  treaty,  whereby  the 
Indians  cede  their  rights  to  the  land  in  consideration  of  a 
certain  indemnity  which  the  Government  agrees  to  pay 
to  them.  The  Indians  under  treaty  in  Manitoba  and 
the  North-West  represent  a  population  of  33,959.  The 
treaties  are  seven  in  number,  and  contain  about  the  same 
agreements  and  stipulations : 


Population. 

3rd  August,  1871,  Chippewas  and  Crees,  Treaty  No.  I .  3,395 

21st  “  1871,  “  “  2 .  895 

3rd  October,  1873,  Sauteux  “  “  3 .  2,605 

15th  September,  1874,  “  and  Crees  (Qu’Appelle)  Treaty  No.  4,  7,079 

20th  “  1875,  “  “  (Lake  Winnipeg)  “  6,  3,155 

23rd  August,  1876,  Plain  and  Wood  Crees  (Fort  Carlton  and 


Pitt)  Treaty  No.  6 . . . 8,157 

22nd  May,  1877,  Blaekfeet,  Treaty  No.  7 . . . .  6,673 


As  an  example,  let  us  look  at  Treaty  No.  7.  It  contains  a 
cession  from  the  Indians  to  the  Crown  of  territory  which  is 
described,  and  “  all  their  rights,  titles  and  privileges  what¬ 
soever  to  the  lands  ”  of  said  Territory.  The  Indians  reserve 
to  themselves  the  right  of  hunting  throughout  the  tract 
surrendered,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  Government 
of  the  country  may  make  from  time  to  time,  and  saving 
such  tracts  of  land  as  may  be  required  or  taken  up  from 
time  to  time  for  settlement,  mining,  trading  or  other  pur¬ 
poses,  by  the  Government  of  Canada  or  by  any  citizen  duly 
authorised  therefor  by  said  Government.  The  treaty  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  reserve  of  land,  which  is  also  described,  and  is 
sufficiently  large  to  allow  one  square  mile  for  each  family  of 
five.  In  settlement  of  past  claims  the  treaty  provides  for  the 
payment  of  a  sum  of  $12  to  each  man,  woman  and  child. 
The  price  of  the  Indian  title  payable  to  the  Indians  at  suit¬ 
able  places  and  dates,  and  annually  to  each  chief  $25,  each 
minor  chief  or  councillor  $15,  and  to  every  Indian,  of  what¬ 
ever  age,  $5.  A  sum  of  $2,000  is  to  be  expended  every  year 
in  the  purchase  of  ammunition  or  some  other  purpose,  as  the 
Indians  and  Government  may  determine.  Every  head  chief, 
minor  chief,  chief  and  councillor,  is  entitled  every  three 
years  to  a  suitable  suit  of  clothing.  Each  head  and  minor 
chief  is  to  receive,  for  the  use  of  their  bands,  once  for  all,  ten 
axes,  five  handsaws,  five  augers,  one  grindstone  and  the 
necessary  files  and  whetstones.  Every  family  of  five  per¬ 
sons  and  under  is  to  receive  the  following  cattle  for  raising 
stock,  two  cows  ;  family  of  more  than  five  and  less  than  ten 
persons,  three  cows;  family  over  ten  persons,  four  cows; 
every  head  and  minor  chief, lor  his  band,  one  bull.  If  any  band 
desire  to  cultivate  the  soil  as  well  as  raise  stock,  each  family 
of  such  band  shall  receive  one  cow  less ;  and  in  lieu  thereof, 
when  settled  on  their  reserves  and  pi  epared  to  break  up  the 
soil,  two  hoes,  one  spade,  one  scythe,  and  two  hay  forks ;  and 
for  every  three  families,  one  plough  and  one  harrow  ;  and  for 
each  band,  enough  potatoes,  barley,  oats  and  wheat  to  place 
other  land  actually  broken  up.  All  the  said  articles  to  be 
given  once  for  all  for  the  encouragement  of  the  practice  of 
agriculture  among  the  Indians.  Each  head  chief  and  minor 
chief  and  Stony  chief  is  to  receive  a  Winchester  rifle.  And 
finally,  the  Indians  undertake  to  conduct  and  behave  them¬ 
selves  as  good  and  loyal  subjects  of  Her  Majesty.  These 
are  the  stipulations  generally  inserted  in  treaties  with 
Indians.  Treat  No.  7,  however,  signed  in  1877  with  the 
Blaekfeet,  is  the  only  one  which  provides  for  the  supply  of 
Winchester  rifles,  a  provision  greatly  to  be  regretted,  intro¬ 
duced  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  which  did  its  work  of  des¬ 
truction  among  our  troops  during  the  recent  batles.  Treaty 
No.  6  and  other  treaties  with  the  Plain  and  Woods  Crees 
contains  the  undertaking,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
to  grant,  during  the  three  years  after  two  or  more  of  the 
reserves  shall  be  set  apart  to  the  Indians,  a  sum  of  one 
thousand  dollars  yearly,  to  be  employed  in  the  purchase  of 
provisions  for  the  use  of  the  Indians  as  are  actually  engaged 
in  cultivating  the  soil,  and  to  assist  them  in  such  cultivation. 
A  medicine  chest  is  also  to  be  kept  by  the  Indian  agent  for 
the  use  of  the  Indians,  the  necessity  of  which  is  fully 
demonstrated  by  the  report  of  the  Mounted  Police  for 
1884.  It  will  bo  conceded  that  these  Indian  treaties  are 
most  liberal,  and  they  do  not  comprise  the  numerous  pre¬ 
sents  which  had  to  be  made  as  preliminaries  before  even 
talking  of  the  terms  of  the  treaties.  Le  Metis,  of  the  24th 
July,  1872,  spoakiDg  of  one  of  the  troatios  with  the  Sauteux, 
says : 
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“  Mr.  Simpson,  at  Fort  Francis,  spent  $4,000  or  $5,000  in  presents  to 
the  Sauteux,  who,  before  even  speaking  of  treaty,  had  already  laid  down 
most  exhorbitant  pretentions. 

On  rapporte  que  s’ils  n’ont  pas  demande  chacun  un  carrosse,  c’est 
uniquement  parce  qu’ils  n’en  ont  pas  encore  l’idfee.” 

Notwithstanding  the  liberality  of  the  treaties  towards  the 
Indians,  experience  soon  proved  that  they  were  insufficient. 
For  some  years  it  was  supposed  that  it  would  to  be  at  least 
25  years  before  the  decrease  of  the  buffalo  would  be  seriously 
felt.  It  was  then  to  be  seen  nearly  over  the  whole  North- 
West  Territory.  A  correspondent  of  the  New  York  Sun, 
writing  from  Mile’s  city,  Montana,  on  the  24th  of  April  1885, 
says:  “  In  1815  the  buffalo  ranges  extended  as  far  east  as 
Illinois,  Minnesota  and  Iowa ;  in  short,  the  Mississippi  Eiver 
marked  the  eastern  boundary  of  their  grazing  grounds. 
On  the  west  the  main  Eocky  Mountain  ridge  was  the 
limit  of  their  pastures;  and  between  these  two  natural 
boundaries  the  buffalo  roamed  over  the  vast  plains  of  the 
west,  migrating  with  the  seasons  north  and  south,  from  the 
shores  of  the  Arctic  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  They  were  at 
the  mercy  of  various  Indian  tribes,  but  the  Indians  were 
merciful.  From  this  one  animal  the  red  men  drew  the 
main  necessaries  of  life  The  hides  furnished  clothing, 
beds  and  lodge  coverings.  The  horns  were  used  as  orna¬ 
ments,  and  also  furnished  various  kitchen  utensils.  The 
flesh  was  their  staple  food,  and  their  sinews  became  arrow 
cords.  The  Indians  used  the  animal  but  did  not  abuse  it. 
The  herds  in  those  days  south  of  the  present  international 
boundary  line  strictly  in  the  United  States  must  have  con¬ 
tained  not  less  than  5,000,000  animals.  In  what  is  now 
Manitoba,  Assiniboia,  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan,  there 
must  have  been  fully  5,000,000  more,  as  the  Hudson  Bay 
trappers  who  came  south  to  trade  with  the  Snake,  Shos¬ 
hone  and  Mode  Indians  always  reported  vast  herds  of 
bison  in  the  neighborhood  of  Great  Slave  and  Great  Bear 
Lakes.  The  buffalo  were  all  right,  until  about  seven  years 
ago,  when  the  Indians  were  conquered,  which  opened  up  the 
country  and  let  the  hide  hunters  in.  It  took  almost  seven 
years,  beginning  with  1870,  to  exterminate  the  buffalo 
along  the  line  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Eailway,  which,  in 
the  good  old  times,  could  have  been  seen  blackening  the 
Platte  Eiver  bottom  for  miles.  These  poor  silly  beasts 
wore  so  easily  killed,  and  from  their  abundance,  offered  so 
rich  a  reward  to  the  hide  hunter,  that  every  idle  fellow  in 
that  part  of  the  country  could  make  good  wages  by  butcher¬ 
ing  them.  The  Union  Pacific  railroad  split  the  herds  in 
half,  and  left  a  moiety  to  the  north  and  a  moiety  to  the 
south.  Those  in  Texas  were  soon  used  up  by  sportsmen 
and  professional  hunters  ;  but  the  great  northern  herd  fled 
to  Wyoming  and  Montana,  where  Sitting  Bull  and  his  fol¬ 
lowers  took  charge  of  and  protected  them,  until  Uncle  Sam’s 
soldiers  began  chasing  him  around  the  country,  as  well  as 
the  bison.  From  1875  to  1880  fully  1,000,000  of  these 
biutes  were  killed  by  soldiers  and  other  whito  mon.  I  heard 
of  one  enterprising  pot  hunter  on  the  Yellowstone  who 
actually  had  a  Gatling  gun  to  help  the  slaughter  along.  He 
employed  no  less  than  thirty  skinners  to  tear  the  hide 
from  the  poor  animals  as  soon  as  they  dropped,  and  each 
skinner  received  $1  for  every  hido  he  brought  in  at 
night.  The  skinned  carcases,  as  well  as  numberless  unskin¬ 
ned,  were  left  to  rot  whore  they  foil.  In  short,  the  manipu¬ 
lator  of  the  artillery  kept  ahead  of  his  employes  and  pro¬ 
vided  thorn  with  more  than  they  could  attend  to.”  As  early 
as  1875  a  missionary  wrote  to  Le  M6tis,  on  tho  15th  Sep¬ 
tember,  from  the  Saskatchewan  district : 

“  II  est  vraiment  inquietant  de  voir  lesbufflalos  diminuer  &  vue  d’oeil  1 
Encore  quelques  annees  et  le  gouvernement  aura  sur  lea  braa  cea  diffe- 
rentes  tribus  du  Nord-Ouest,  qui  lui  demanderont  de  quoi  lea  empficher 
de  mourir  de  faim.” 

The  slaughter  of  the  buffalo  was  so  great  that  the  Indians 
and  half-breeds  became  alarmed.  They  could  not  under¬ 
stand  the  inaction  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  If  we 
are  to  believe  the  Globe,  the  Mail  and  the  Free  Press  of 
Mr.  Girouard. 
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Winnipeg,  a  Provisiona  IGovernment  which  these  papers 
called  a  republic,  was  proclaimed  at  St.  Laurent,  in  1875,  with 
Gabriel  Dumont  as  president,  for  the  avowed  purpose  of 
protecting  the  buffalo,  and  obtaining  a  large  tract  of  land 
for  hunting  purposes.  Major  General  Smith  and  Col.  French 
were  sent  with  55  Mounted  Police  to  subdue  the  rebels, 
who,  on  learning  of  the  arrival  of  the  force,  sent  two 
emissaries  to  Fort  Carlton  to  offer  their  surrender  on 
condition  of  being  pardoned,  and  they  were  pardoned. 
A  correspondent  of  the  Globe,  of  July,  1876,  says  during 
the  winter  of  1876  about  120,000  of  those  animals  were 
killed.  Mr.  Schulte  directed  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  this  important  question  during  the  Session  of 
1876.”  I  believe  that  if  the  late  Administration  had  made 
the  slightest  effort  to  protect  the  buffalo  the  recent  troubles 
would  never  have  happened.  During  the  years  1874,  1875 
and  1876  representations  were  made  to  them  on  all  hands 
that  the  buffalo  would  soon  disappear  unless  some  protec¬ 
tive  measures  were  adopted  by  the  Government;  but 
nothing  was  done.  If  we  have  to  feed  tho  Indians  for 
generations  it  will  be  because  no  action  was  taken  by  the 
late  Government  to  preserve,  for  the  Indians  and  half- 
breeds,  who  were  living  something  like  them,  the  buffalo, 
their  main  means  of  support.  On  the  20th  of  March,  1876, 
Mr.  Schultz  said : 

“  Among  the  papers  which  he  hoped  to  have  brought  down  by  this 
motion  would  be  found  valuable  suggestions  as  to  the  preservation  of 
the  buffalo.  He  (Mr.  Schultz)  would  urge  the  importance  of  this  matter 
upon  the  Government.  So  long  as  the  buffalo  were  numerous  there 
was  little  danger  of  difficulty  with  the  plain  tribes  of  Indians,  with  whom 
we  were  now  being  brought  into  contact.  When  these  were  extinct  we 
must  expect  to  deal  with  a  race  of  paupers,  rendered  dangerous  by  want 
of  food.  The  Rev.  Father  Lascombe,  a  high  authority  on  all  such  mat¬ 
ters,  believes,  in  common  with  many  others,  that  if  the  present  rate  of 
destruction  goes  on  the  race  of  buffalo  will  be  extinct  in  10  years.  It  is 
true  that  since  the  completion  of  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  and  the 
establishment  of  military  and  other  settlements  in  the  Missouri, 
Father  Lescombe  estimates  the  number  killed  yearly  during  the 
winter  at  80,000,  and  about  the  same  number  in  summer.  Their 
present  feeding  ground  comprises  a  length  of,  say,  about  600  miles 
by  about  150,  and  is  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Rocky  Mountains, 
on  the  east  by  the  Qu’Appelle  Lakes,  on  the  south  by  the  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  on  the  north  by  the  north  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan  ; 
and  this  limit  is  evei  decreasing,  by  the  destruction  caused  by  the 
hunters  of  the  Saskatchewan  on  the  north,  those  from  the  Missouri  on 
the  south,  and  the  red  River  Hunters  on  the  east,  to  an  extent  and 
rapidity  so  alarming  that  it  is  estimated  by  the  Reverend  Father  and 
others  that  in  10  years  they  will  be  extinct.  Such  a  result  is  not  at  all 
improbable,  since  it  is  only  a  few  years  since  the  buffalo  ranged  east  of 
the  Red  River,  and  since  the  last  of  the  wood  buffalo,  an  animal  of  the 
same  species,  but  of  larger  size,  which  ranged  between  the  Saskatchewan 
and  the  Slave  Lakes,  was  killed,  and  the  whole  of  the  race  is  extinct. 
The  use  of  the  revolving  pistol  and  the  repeating  rifle,  instead  of  the 
ordinary  loading  gun,  has  helped  to  bring  this  about,  aided  by  the 
destruction  caused  by  wolves,  sickness,  accidents  of  various  sorts  and 
the  wasteful  destruction  of  the  buffalo  pound.  Unfortunately,  too,  it  is 
the  robe  of  the  female  Buffalo  which  is  the  most  valuable,  and  when  killed 
for  it  she  is  always  with  calf.  It  is  her  flesh  which  makes  the  best  meat, 
and  being  more  easily  hunted  down  than  the  bulls,  it  has  caused  a  des¬ 
truction  which  has  resulted  in  many  of  the  bands  met  with  last  summer 
being  composed  of  a  proportion  of  six  or  seven  males  to  one  female.  The 
district  where  buffalo  are  found  has  narrowed  with  a  startling  rapidity  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  10  years,  buffalo  having  about  that  time  been  seen  by  him  (Mr. 
Schultz)  east  of  Red  River  These  facts  point  strongly  to  the  necessity  of 
preventive  measures,  and  the  facts  spoken  of  are  so  well  known  to  the 
Indians  and  half-breeds  that  they  are  anxious  the  Government  should 
take  action  in  the  matter,  if  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  it  would  be  im¬ 
possible  to  prevent  the  killing  of  cows.  At  the  same  time  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  the  killing  of  buffalo  bulls  at  any  season  of  the  year  ; 
but  since  this  is  impossible,  a  stringent  law  is  demanded,  which  will 
practically  leave  these  animals  undisturbed  from  the  1st  November  to 
1st  May,  and  an  enactment  to  prevent  the  killing  of  calves  at  any  season. 
If  such  a  law  were  passed  it  is  believed  that  in  five  years  the  buffalo 
would  have  so  increased  that  these  restrictions  might  be  removed.  He 
(Mr.  Schultz)  hoped  that  this  matter  would  receive  the  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  the  Government  which  its  importance  demanded,  and 
that  the  papers  bearing  on  this  matter  would  be  printed  for  the  general 
information  they  would  afford.” 

“  Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie  said  the  matter  to  which  the  hon.  member  had 
particularly  alluded — the  preservation  of  the  buffalo  in  the  western 
prairies — had  occupied  a  large  share  of  the  attention  of  the  Government 
for  a  considerable  time." 

Nothing  more  ;  nothing  whatever  was  done  to  protect  this 
most  important  food  of  the  Indians. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes,  there  was. 
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Mr.  GIEOUAED.  I  am  coming  to  that  True,  the 
council  of  the  North-West,  at  its  first  session,  1877,  passed 
an  ordinance  for  the  protection  of  the  buffalo  ;  but  for  rea¬ 
sons  which  do  not  appear,  was  repealed  the  next  session. 
Perhapsfit  did  conflict  with  treaty  obligations  with  Indians. 
The  measure  was,  however,  too  important  to  be  left  to  the 
local  council.  It  was  a  question  of  death  or  life  for  the  large 
number  of  Indians  which  were  under  the  special  care  of  the 
Dominion,  and  should  have  been  dealt  with  by  the  Dominion 
Government.  It  is  greatly  to  be  regretted  that  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  hon .  gentle  men  opposite  d  id  n  ot  ad  op  t  the  protective 
measures  which  had  been  suggested  to  the  Government  by 
Father  Lacombe  and  other  experienced  residents.  The 
Premier  of  the  Administration  of  those  days  admitted,  in 
March,  1876,  that  the  matter  occupied  a  large  share  of  the 
attention  of  his  Government  for  a  considerable  time,  but 
nothing  was'done.  Again,  during  the  Session  of  1877,  this 
important  matter  was  brought  before  the  House  and  dis¬ 
cussed  at  considerable  length.  New  revelations  were  made 
and  the  policy  of  the  Government  announced.  Mr.  Schultz 
addressed  the  House  on  the  subject.  I  will  not  repeat  every 
speech  made,  but  merely  quote  a  few  extracts  : 

“  Several  years  ago,  in  speaking  of  the  condition  of  the  Indians  of 
the  North-West,  he  (Mr.  Schultz)  hadpointed  out  the  results  likely  to 
be  occasioned  by  the  entire  destruction  of  the  buffalo.  The  animal  was 
invaluable  to  the  Indians,  because  its  flesh  was  his  food,  the  hide  his 
house  and  clothing,  while  the  sale  of  its  robe  furnished  him  with  all 
that  he  needed  of  European  manufacture.  Without  this  source  of  supply 
the  Indian  would  become  a  pabper,  and,  by  an  easy  transition,  a  marauder. 
To  avert  these  results,  it  was  obvious  that  the  buffalo  must  be  protected, 
at  least,  till  a  time  arrived  when  the  Indians  who  now  inhabited  these 
hunting  grounds  could  be  weaned  from  the  chase  and  taught  to  depend 
wholly  or  in  part  upon  agriculture.  From  one  of  the  Government 
sources  of  information  he  was  glad  to  see  their  attention  directed 
towards  this  matter,  and  hon.  gentlemen  would  find,  in  page  34  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior’s  report,  the  following  statement  of  Mr.  Dickin¬ 
son,  of  that  Department.  *  *  *  *  *  * 

“  The  subject  which  at  present  takes  precedence  of  all  others  in 
connection  with  the  Indian  question  in  the  North-West  Territories  is 
the  preservation  of  the  buffalo.  The  rapid  decrease  in  the  numbers  of 
the  buffalo  has  become  a  matter  of  alarm  to  the  Indians,  who  see  that, 
unless  steps  are  speedily  taken  to  arrest  it,  their  future  condition  will  be 
one  of  extreme  hardship.  That  the  buffalo  are  decreasing  in  number  in 
a  rapidly  increasing  ratio  is  a  fact  admitted  on  all  sides.  *  *  * 

“  I  am  aware  that  this  question  has  already  received  some  considera¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  that  representations  have  been 
made  by  parties  better  informed  than  I  claim  to  be,  as  to  the  necessity 
of  some  action  in  regard  to  it.  For  this  reason,  I  will  notenter  into  the 
matter  as  fully  as  I  would  otherwise  have  done. 

“While  at  the  Qu’Appelle  Lake  the  Cree  chiefs,  accompanied  by 
their  principle  head  men,  waited  upon  me,  and  represented  that  they 
were  becoming  alarmed,  on  account  of  their  means  of  subsistence  failing, 
and  begged  me  to  report  what  they  said  to  the  Government,  and  to  con¬ 
vey  their  request  that  something  should  be  done  to  prevent  the  entire 
extermination  of  the  buffalo.  To  show  the  importance  they  attached  to 
this  question,  I  may  remark  that  each  chief  and  his  head  men  separately 
made  the  same  request.  In  all  my  previous  intercourse  with  the  Indians 
I  have  never  seen  this  course  adopted.  In  discussing  other  matters,  a 
spokesman  is  generally  chosen,  who  speaks  for  all  ;  the  others  merely 
signify  their  assent ;  but  in  this  case  it  was  evident  they  considered 
something  more  was  necessary,  and  adopted  this  method  to  impress  the 
gravity  of  their  position  upon  me.  In  my  opinion,  the  buffalo  must  be 
protected,  or  in  a  few  years,  not  more  than  ten  at  the  furthest,  the 
whole  number  of  Indians  in  the  North-West,  who  now  rely  upon  these 
animals  for  subsistence,  will  require  to  be  fed  and  maintained  principally 
at  the  expense  of  the  Dominion  Government.  I  can  see  no  other  alter¬ 
native,  as  it  is  an  impossibility  to  teach  them  in  a  short  time  to  forsake 
their  present  mode  of  life  and  adopt  that  of  civilised  men.  The  subject 
is  one  which  demands  and  should  receive  the  early  consideration  of  the 
Government,  for  the  peace  and  consequent  prosperity  of  the  North-West 
Territories  depend  in  a  great  measure  upon  it.  Should  the  buffalo  become 
exterminated,  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  the  starving  Indians  will 
refrain  from  helping  themselves  to  the  supplies  to  be  found  in  the 
stores  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  and  other  traders  ;  compi-lled  by 
hunger,  outrages  might  be  committed  by  them  which  would  result  in  an 
Indian  war.  These  are  the  views  of  every  one  who  is  well  informed 
regarding  the  state  of  the  country,  and  while  I  admit  that  the  Indians 
at  present  are  peaceable,  well  disposed,  and  bave  every  confidence  in 
the  Government,  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  they  are  correct.” 

These  were  the  warnings  make  in  1876  by  ooe  of  the  officials 
ol  the  late  Administration.  Let  ns  see  what  has  been  their 
policy  on  receiving  such  strong  remonstrances. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Since  1879. 

Mr.  GIEOUAED.  I  will  let  yon  know  very  soon.  This 
report  of  Mr.  Dickinson  was  made  in  1876  and  published 
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in  the  Sessional  Papers  of  1877,  and  quoted  by  Mr. 
Schultz  during  the  debate  of  1377.  Other  hon.  gentlemen 
spoke  on  the  subject.  Let  us  see  what  Mr.  Donald  Smith 
said  : 

“  The  Hon.  Donald  A.  Smith  (Selkirk)  said  he  wag  happy  to  be  able 
to  concur  entirely  with  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar  (Mr.  Schultz).  .It 
was  very  necessary  that  some  steps  should  be  taken  to  prevent  the  entire 
destruction  of  the  buffalo  in  the  North-West.  This  was  a  matter  in 
which  there  might  be  reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  We  should 
give  them  the  same  measure  which  they  gave  us.  They  did  not  permit 
aDy  except  American  citizens  to  go  to  their  territories  and  trade  and 
hunt,  and  even  their  own  citizens  were  forced  to  get  licenses.  The 
slaughter  and  disappearance  of  the  buffalo  was  owing  in  a  large  measure 
to  the  inducements  held  out  to  American  traders  A  large  number  of 
the  robes  went  to  the  other  side,  and,  while  the  Canadian  trader  lost 
profit  so  far  as  this  was  concerned,  the  buffalo  were  also  rapidly  decreas¬ 
ing,  or  rather,  gradually  but  surely  being  killed  out.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  be  able,  to  devise  some  means  to  exclude,  to 
some  extent,  the  ingress  of  American  traders,  and  also,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  give  protection  to  the  buffalo.” 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  GIEOUAED.  When  we  rose  at  six  o’clock,  I  was 
referring  to  the  discussion  which  took  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1876  and  in  1877,  concerning  the  sudden  disap¬ 
pearance  of  the  buffalo.  I  also  referred  to  the  report  of  Mr. 
Dickinson,  an  officer  of  the  late  Administration,  upon  the 
subject,  where  he  said  that  the  most  important  question 
affecting  the  Indians  was  the  preservation  of  the  bufialo.  I 
quoted  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Schultz  and  of  Mr.  Smith.  I  will 
now  continue  to  read  extracts  of  the  continuation  of  that 
debate.  Mr.  Mills,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  rose  and 
said  : 

“  This  subject  had  received  the  serious  consideration  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  So  far  as  he  has  been  able  to  look  into  the  matter,  he  was  of  the 
opinion  that  it  had  better  be  left  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Government  of 
the  North-West,  rather  than  by  the  Parliament  here.  From  the  informa¬ 
tion  in  the  possession  of  the  Government,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  buffalo  were  rapidly  diminishing,  and  this  diminution  had  sensibly 
increased  since  American  traders  had  come  across.  Ever  since  the 
settlement  of  Manitoba,  also,  the  buffalo  had  retreated  farther  and 
farther  to  the  west.  The  half-breeds,  in  their  pursuits,  had  invaded  the 
country  of  the  Blackfeet  and  Blood  Indians,  and  much  complaint  had 
arisen  therefrom.  The  Government  had  some  information  which  they 
could  supply,  such  as  a  report  by  the  North-West  council  and  a  com¬ 
munication  from  one  or  two  missionaries.  He  saw  one  of  the  mission¬ 
aries  a  short  time  ago,  and  obtained  from  him  all  the  information 
possible.  He  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  a  very  formid¬ 
able  undertaking.  The  missionary  he  spoke  of  said  it  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  induce  the  Indians  to  obey  the  law,  as  at  present  they  had  not 
sufficient  respect  for  each  other  to  observe  any  regulation.  The  result 
was,  that  those  who  would  be  disposed  to  refrain  from  destroying  the 
buffalo  were  prevented  from  acting  upon  such  a  principle  by  the  fact 
that  others  would  not  act  in  the  same  way.  His  informant's  opinion 
further  was,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  get  the  Indians  to  abandon 
the  plains  and  live  along  the  borders  of  some  of  the  lakes  for  a  period  of 
four  or  five  years.  They  could  subsist  by  fishing  and  agriculture  dur¬ 
ing  that  time,  although  the  Government  would  also  be  obliged  to  con¬ 
tribute  very  considerably  to  their  support.  The  Local  Government  of 
the  North-West  could  probably  devise  a  cheaper  and  better  plan  than 
this  Parliament,  it  being  on  the  spot  and  more  familiar  with  the  matter.” 

“  Mr.  Trow  (I  believe  now  the  whip  of  the  Opposition)  said  buffalo 
were  very  prolific,  and  if  a  law  were  passed  to  protect  them  for  a  few 
years,  he  had  no  doubt  that  they  would  soon  increase.  Although  he 
frequently  saw  the  bones  of  the  buffalo  bleaching  in  the  sun  in  Manitoba, 
not  a  live  buffalo  could  be  seen,  until  four  or  five  hundred  miles  west  was 
reached.  The  buffalo  must  be  protected,  or  else  it  would  soon  become 
extinct. 

“  Mr.  Schultz  (in  reply  to  Mr.  Mills)  said  :  Father  Lacombe  sug¬ 
gested  that  no  Buffalo  should  be  killed  from  1st  November  to  1st  May 
in  each  year,  and  no  calf  at  any  time — this  restriction  to  continue  for 
five  years.  But  the  full-grown  animal  might  be  killed  all  the  summer  ; 
hence  the  fear  of  his  hon.  friend,  that  the  Government  would  have  to 
support  the  Indians  during  the  five  years  of  enforcement  of  a  preserva¬ 
tion  law,  would  be  without  foundation.  The  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
tbe  Minister  of  the  Interior,  on  the  same  point,  he  must  criticise  some¬ 
what.  The  hon.  the  Minister  seemed  to  fear  that  if  a  protective  statute 
were  enacted  great  expense  would  be  caused  to  the  Government  in  sup¬ 
plying  the  Indians  with  the  means  of  subsistence  during  the  interval 
between  1st  November  and  1st  May,  when  they  were  not  allowed  to  kill 
the  buffalo.  Now  he  (Mr.  Schultz)  believed  that  no  such  great  expense 
would  be  caused.  Much  of  the  food  in  the  shape  of  dried  meat  and 
pemmican  used  by  the  Indians  in  the  winter  was  made  by  them  in  the 
summer  months,  and  if  it  was  once  understood  that  no  buffalo  were  to 
be  killed  during  the  winter  months,  the  Indians  would  lay  in  an  extra 
supply  of  the  dried  meat,  and  the  expenditure  bythe  Government  of  afew 
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thousand  dollars  for  twine  for  nets  would  be  all  the  aid  the  Indians  would 
require.  On  the  score  of  expense,  he  must  take  issue  on  other  grounds 
as  well  with  the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  Every  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
spoken  seemed  impressed  with  the  belief  that  we  were  likely  to  have 
difficulty  with  the  Indians  if  the  buffalo  supply  speedily  cut  off.  Now, 
the  history  of  Indian  difficulties  in  the  United  States  taught  us  that, 
under  any  circumstances,  it  was  far  cheaper  to  feed  the  Indians  than  to 
fight  them.  *  *  *  He  had  every  confidence  in  the  good  intentions  of 
his  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  but  as  the  Government  of  the 
North-West  was  an  appointed  one,  and  not  responsible  in  anyway  to  the 
people  of  that  region,  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Government  here,  as 
they  were  responsible  for  the  actions  of  the  North-West  Government,  to 
see  that  important  measures,  like  the  one  under  consideration,  receive 
prompt  attention. 

“Mr.  Mills  said  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  misapprehended  what  he 
had  stated.  He  had  not  said  that  it  was  necessary  to  prevent  the  Indians 
from  destroying  the  buffalo  for  several  years  in  succession,  but  for  the 
period  of  each  year  extending  from  November  to  May.  This  was  the 
statement  made  to  him  by  Father  Lacombe.  He  believed  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  himself  a  member  of  the  North-West  council,  and  it  had 
had  power  to  deal  with  this  question,  but  he  was  not  aware  that  any¬ 
thing  had  been  done. 

“  Mr.  Schultz  said  that  the  hon.  Minister  had  evidently  not  lately 
read  the  correspondence  of  the  late  North-West  Council,  for  if  he  had  he 
would  find,  among  the  papers  which  he  hoped  to  have  brought  down  by 
this  motion,  that  the  old  North-West  council  had  brought  up  the  matter 
in  the  strongest  form  possible,  and  urged  the  necessity  for  a  protective 
law  of  this  kind.” 

So  we  have  the  policy  expressed  by  the  late  Government, 
that  they  would  do  nothing  to  preserve  the  buffalo.  At 
this  time,  in  1877,  they  did  not  say  that  the  matter  will 
continue  to  receive  an  important  share  of  the  consideration 
of  the  Government.  They  express  that  their  policy  is  to  do 
nothing;  and  when  they  left  office,  in  1878,  the  buffalo  was 
almost — I  might  say  altogether — extinct.  It  was  too  late 
for  the  present  Administration  to  do  anything  to  preserve  it. 
The  buffalo  was  destroyed  for  want  of  protection,  and  for 
this  blunder  of  the  late  Administration,  the  country  is  forced 
to-day  to  feed,  and  not  only  to  feed,  but  to  fight  the  Indians, 
and  will  likely  be  obliged  to  do  so  until  the  grown-up  gene¬ 
rations  are  gone.  At  the  time  the  present  Administration 
came  into  power,  the  preservation  of  the  buffalo  was  out  of 
question.  The  Indian  problem  was  how  to  take  care  of  the 
Indians,  irrespective  of  treaties,  and  how  to  civilise  them. 
Le  M6tis  said : 

“  Le  Canada  a  une  grosse  difficult^  k  resoudre,  celle  dea  sauvagea  du 
Nord-Oueat.  Cea  pauvrea  gena  meurent  de  faim  *  *  Le  gouvernement 
fait  tout  ce  qu’il  peut  pour  aoulager  leur  misfere  actuelle,  mais  il  aemble 
en  oublier  la  cauae.” 

The  Mitis  then  states  that  the  principal  cause  of  the  desti¬ 
tution  of  the  Indian  is  their  nomadic  life,  and  asked  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  settle  them  down  somewhere.  Immediately 
upon  coming  to  power,  the  right  hon.  Premier  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  announces  its  Indian  policy  for  the  future.  In  his 
report,  dated  10th  April,  1879,  he  says: 

“The  rapid  diaappearance  of  the  buffalo,  which  ia  the  staple  article  of 
food  of  the  Indiana  and  half  breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories, 
induces  the  belief  that  these  people  must,  in  a  few  years,  be  fed  at  the 
expense  of  the  country,  unless  they,  in  the  meantime,  acquire  some  other 
means  of  subsistence  than  the  buffalo  hunt  now  affords.  In  order  to 
enable  them  to  become  self-supporting  as  soon  as  possible,  facilities 
must  be  provided  by  which  they  may  acquire  some  practical  know¬ 
ledge  of  agriculture  aud  of  the  care  of  stock. 

“  They  will  probably  require  some  small  supply  of  provisions  each 
year  while  they  are  engaged  in  tilling  and  sowing  their  lands.  Such 
assistance,  however,  should  only  be  extended  to  those  Indians  who 
prove  to  be  in  earnest  in  endeavoring  to  become  self-subsisting. 

1  ‘  The  bands  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  appear  to  prefer 
stock  raising  to  agriculture,  and  they  will  be  encouraged  to  become 
owners  of  herds  of  cattle.” 

On  the  13th  of  the  same  month,  1880,  Father  HugODard, 
speaking  of  the  distress  prevailing  among  the  Indians  and 
half-breeds  in  the  North-West,  gives  this  advice  to  the  half- 
breeds  of  Manitoba,  who  had  left  their  settled  Province  for 
the  prairie  life : 

“  Pauvres  gens  de  Manitoba  qui  cherchez  it  vendre  vos  terres  pour 
aller  reprendre  la  vie  de  chasse  et  de  traite,  reflechissez  done  un  peu  au 
tort  que  vous  preparez  it  vos  families.  Ne  comptez  plus  sur  les  chances 
de  vivre  dans  les  prairies  de  l’ouest.  Les  sauvages  eux-memes  n’y 
trouveront  pas  de  quoi  subsister,  et  s’ils  veulent  eviter  la  mort,  ils 
seront  obliges  sous  peu  de  se  livrer  &  1’ agriculture.  Tandis  que  vous 
possedez  de  riches  terres,  gardez-les  avec  soin  et  n’allez  pas  les  vendre 
au  premier  venu.’  ’ 

Mill  Girouard, 


In  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  for  the  Session  of  1880  the 
situation  of  the  Indians  is  thus  referred  to : 

“  In  consequence  of  the  entire  failure  in  the  food  supply  of  the  Indians 
in  the  North-West,  a  large  expenditure  has  been  necessarily  incurred  to 
save  them  from  starvation.  It  is  hoped  that  the  efforts  which  are  now 
being  made  to  settle  the  several  bands  on  the  reserves  and  to  induce 
them  to  betake  themselves  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  may  prevent  the 
necessity  of  similar  calls  for  relief  in  the  future.” 

On  the  contrary,  the  distress,  instead  of  decreasing,  has 
been  ever  since  increasing.  Le  M6tis,  of  the  10th  Apr-il, 
1878, says : 

“  The  news  from  Battleford  is  to  the  effect  that  the  greatest  dissatis¬ 
faction  prevails  among  the  Indians.” 

In  1881  the  Marquis  of  Lome  visited  the  North-West,  and 
thus  referred  to  the  Indians  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
in  the  Session  of  1882 : 

“  During  my  journey  I  was  met  by  numerous  Indian  tribes,  all 
expressing  confidence  in  the  continuance  of  the  traaitional  policy  ot 
kindness  and  justice  which  has  hitherto  marked  the  relat  ons  between 
the  Government  and  the  aborigines. 

“  I  regret,  however,  that  the  necessity  of  supplementing  the  food 
supply  to  the  Indians  still  exists,  and  is  likely  to  continue  for  some 
years.” 

Referring  to  the  year  1884,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  in 
his  report,  dated  1st  January,  1885,  says  : 

“  Upon  being  advised  of  this  fact,  I  directed  that  measures  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  consequent  suffering  among  the  Indians.  .  Supplemen¬ 
tary  contracts  have  accordingly  been  made  with  inhabitants  of  the 
Territories  for  the  supply  of  additional  quantities  of  flour,  as  they  may 
be  required  at  the  various  points.  I  also  authorised  the  purchase  of  an 
additional  quantity  of  ammunition  and  twine,  in  order  that  the  Indians 
might  be  able  to  supply  themselves  md  families  with  fish  and  game 
during  the  winter.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  will  be  necessary  to  feed  the  Indians,  not 
only  for  a  year,  but  until  the  present  grown  up  generations 
are  gone.  It  can  hardly  be  expected  that  a  man  who  has 
been  brought  up  in  hunting  and  war  can  immediately  settle 
down  to  the  civilised  life  of  agriculture.  We  will  have  to 
feed  him,  or  he  will  steal  and  fight  for  his  life.  Our  only 
hope  is  with  the  children.  Monseigneur  Grandin  said,  in 
1878: 

“  On  ne  parviendra  jamais  civiliser  les  sauvages  suffisamment  pour 
en  faire  de  bons  citoyens,  qu’en  les  prenant  tout  petits  enfants.’ ’ 

The  present  Government  acted  upon  this  recommendation. 
The  first  Government  aid  towards  schools  was  made  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  1876,  but  it  amounted  only  to 
$2,000.  In  1877  only  three  schools  were  receiving  Govern¬ 
ment  aid,  St.  Albert,  Lac  la  Biche  and  White  Fish  Lake.  In 
1878  ten  Indian  schools  were  in  operation  in  Manitoba  and 
four  in  the  North-West.  Mr.  McCaul,  Indian  Superintendent 
for  Manitoba,  says,  in  his  report,  dated  Winnipeg,  31st 
December,  1878  : 

“  There  are  comparatively  few  Government  schools  in  operation  in 
this  superintendency,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  that  the  majority  of  them 
are  of  a  very  inferior  grade,  on  account  of  the  incompetency  of  many  of 
the  teachers  in  charge.  In  numerous  instances,  where  no  schools  have 
been  established,  the  chiefs  and  councillors  expressed  the  desire  that 
their  children  might  be  educated,  and  requested  me  to  ask  the  Govern¬ 
ment  not  only  to  send  them  teachers,  but  also  to  build  them  school 
houses.  I  attribute  the  low  standard  of  the  schools  to  the  small  amount 
allowed  by  the  Government  for  the  salary  of  teachers  in  each  reserve,  for 
only  the  most  inefficient  ones  can  be  obtained  at  such  a  consideration. 
I  would,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  suggest  that  a  larger  allowance  be 
granted  for  that  purpose,  and  that  only  efficient  teachers  be  engaged.” 

As  to  the  yet  “unorganised  superintendency  ”  of  the  North- 
West,  as  Hon.  Mr.  Laird  was  pleased  to  call  it,  in  his  report 
of  the  5th  December,  1878,  speaking  of  the  schools,  he  says: 

“  Only  a  few  schools  in  this  superintendency  as  yet  received  aid  from 
the  Government.  All  of  these  are  mission  schools.  The  schools  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Roman  Catholic  mission  at  St.  Albert,  Lac  la  Biche 
and  Isle  it  la  Crosse  reserve  receive  aid  for  the  Indian  children  instructed 
there.  I  have  not  been  able  to  visit  any  of  these  institutions,  but  I 
hear  them  highly  spoken  of.  The  Church  of  England  mission  school 
at  Touchwood  Hills,  near  Chief  Gordon’s  reserve,  also  received  aid, 
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and  an  application  has  been  made  on  behalf  of  a  similar  school  at 
Assissippi,  on  Ahtahacoop’s  reserve,  near  Carlton,  and  of  one  at  Eagle 
Hills  reserve,  near  Battleford,  which  I  trust  will  receive  favorable  con¬ 
sideration.  The  Canadian  Methodists  have  also  some  good  Indian 
schools,  but  if  they  are  now  in  receipt  of  Government  aid  it  is  not  for¬ 
warded  through  this  office.” 

I  may  say,  however,  that  it  is  was  not  without  due  repre¬ 
sentation  coming  from  very  high  authorities  in  the  North- 
West,  if  the  late  Administration  paid  so  little  attention  to 
teaching  the  Indians.  Amongst  the  papers  which  came 
into  my  hands  only  yesterday,  1  find  a  letter  from  His 
Lordship  the  Bishop  of  St.  Albert,  Monseigneur  Grandin,  to 
Lieutenant  Governor  Laird,  dated  5th  April,  1875.  I  will 
not  quote  the  whole  letter,  but  only  extracts  of  it.  His 
Lordship,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  says  : 

“Bishopric,  St.  Albert, 

“  5th  April,  1875. 

“  Sir,— You  will  perhaps  be  surprised,  that  without  having  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  knowing  you,  or  of  being  known  by  you,  I  venture  to  address 
Your  Honor  personally. 

“  I  would  not  have  ventured  on  this  boldness  if  the  worthy  Colonel 
Jarvis  had  nor  apprised  me  of  your  indulgence,  and  your  great  desire  to 
render  any  service. 

“  Assured  of  your  goodness,  I  will  write  to  you  at  length,  hoping  you 
will  have  the  patience  to  read  and  take  into  consideration  what  I  shall 
tell  you. 

“  The  little  news  we  receive  from  Manitoba  had  made  us  suppose  that 
the  Government  at  Ottawa  was  a  good  deal  occupied  about  our  country. 
However,  until  the  arrival  of  the  troops,  we  had  not  received  the 
slightest  mark  of  interest  from  that  Government.  *  *  * 

“Permit  me,  Sir,  to  tell  you  frankly  that  it  appears  to  me,  while 
encouraging  emigration  into  the  North-West  Territories,  the  Government 
should  consider  the  benefit  of  the  present  inhabitants  of  the  North-West. 
Apart  from  the  sending  of  the  soldiers  nothing  has  been  done,  at  least,  of 
which  we  are  aware,  and  this  single  benefit  is  far  from  being  known  and 
appreciated  by  all.  *  *  * 

“  But  they  will  say,  ‘the  Metis  are  good  for  nothing— a  people  idle 
and  without  economy.’ 

“  If  they  were  a  hundredfold  worse,  if  you  will,  those  who  have  such 
advantages  over  them  should  not  forget  that  the  Metis  are  generally 
descended  from  the  servants  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  ;  that  these 
servants,  almost  exclusively  engaged  in  voyaging,  did  nothing,  or  nearly 
nothing,  during  their  long  winters,  and  could  not  consequently  give 
their  children  a  liking  for  work — not  seeing  its  utility.  Who  was  there 
to  teach  them  notions  of  order  and  economy?  The  mothers  had  not  the 
faintest  idea.  Besides,  receiving  each  day  the  food  necessary  for  the 
whole  family,  what  was  the  good  of  managing  ?  ‘  The  company  profits, 
and  the  company  is  rich,’  says  a  proverb  well  known  in  the  country. 

“If  they  left  the  service  the  buffalos,  then  very  numerous,  supplied 
them  with  abundance  of  food  with  little  labor.  The  surplus  of  provi¬ 
sions  and  the  furs  and  skins,  also  very  abundant,  procured  them  the 
necessary  clothing 

“  But  they  do  not  even  manage  their  money.  How  can  they?  Many 
of  them  never  saw  money,  and  have  not  the  least  idea  of  its  value. 
Why  deprive  themselves  of  anything  during  the  year  ?  The  only  advan¬ 
tage  they  will  acquire  will  be  to  learn,  on  the  return  of  the  courier 
(postman),  that  the  books  of  York  Factory  contain  many  Louis  to  their 
credit. 

“Others  who  have  spent  all  their  wages  inline  clothes  for  themselves 
and  their  families  have  a  pile  of  pleasant  and  useful  little  things.  In 
this  they  behold  a  fortune.  Money  nor  an  account  book  is  of  any  con¬ 
sideration. 

“I  ask  Your  Honor’s  pardon  for  such  details  ;  but  I  do  not  consider 
them  altogether  useless. 

“  Whatever  draws  attention  to  the  chain  of  circumstances  in  which 
the  Metis  are  born,  is  important,  and  which,  being  multiplied,  cannot 
but  excuse  them  for  faults  with  which  they  are  reproached  nor  be  sur¬ 
prised  that  they  are  even  as  they  are. 

“I  could  cite  more  than  one  tourist  who,  by  their  writings,  have  con¬ 
tributed  to  make  them  be  regarded  in  Canada  and  other  places  as  a  bar¬ 
barous  and  savage  people,  incapable  of  culture  or  civilisation,  and  who 
have  left  among  the  Metis  and  the  Indians  themselves  a  very  sad  idea  of 
the  morality  of  civilised  people. 

“  No,  Sir,  the  Metis  are  not  such  as  they  would  wish  to  make  them 
appear — a  barbarous  people,  incapable  of  culture.  I  think,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  that  they  merit  all  the  sympathy  of  a  good  Government.  Let  it 
give  them  some  encouragement  and  it  will  see  if  there  is  nothing  to  hope  | 
from  them. 

“  I  therefore  venture,  Sir,  to  pray  you  to  take  in  hand  the  cause  of 
these  poor  Metis,  and  that  the  Government  will  be  good  enough  to  do 
something  to  encourage  farming  among  them,  at  least,  to  those  who 
exhibit  such  a  willingness.  Everything  is  scarce  and  so  difficult  to 
get  in  this  country  that  not  only  the  M6tis,  but  strangers  themselves 
can  only  vegitate.  *  *  * 

“  We  have  boasted  of  our  Territory  being  called  the  garden  of  the 
north,  and  the  fertile  belt.  This  does  not  prevent  those  who  inhabit 
it  from  suffering,  and  those  who  will  come  from  suffering  still  more. 

“  To  encourage  agriculture,  it  is  not  only  necessary  to  procure  farm¬ 
ing  implements  at  a  low  rate,  but  as  soon  as  possible  to  have  easy 
ways  of  transport  for  the  actual  necessaries  of  life.  *  *  * 


“  In  June,  1873,  taking  advantage  of  a  trip  to  Europe,  I  passed  through 
Ottawa,  and  had  the  honor  of  an  interview  with  the  right  hon.  John 
Macdonald  and  H.  Langevin  on  the  affairs  of  our  country.  In  the  month 
of  September  following  I  addressed  a  letter  directly  to  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General  of  Canada.  On  my  return  from  Europe  I  found 
at  St.  Albert  a  letter,  which  his  Excellency  the  Lieutenant  Governor, 
of  Manitoba  had  caused  to  be  written  to  me.  According  to  that  letter 
I  had  every  reason  to  hope  that  my  requests  would  be  complied 
with.  *  *  * 

“  To  advance  civilisation  of  our  population,  all  Metis  and  Indians, 
everyone  is  aware  that  schools  are  of  the  last  importance.  I  was  con¬ 
vinced  that,  under  the  Government  of  Canada,  the  encouragement  of 
schools  would  be  one  of  its  first  boons — till  now  I  have  hoped  in  vain. 

“Besides  the  schools,  we  have  also  orphan  asylums.  I  have  the 
advantage  of  having  three  in  my  diocese,  where  fifty  children  have  been 
brought  up,  both  Metis  and  Indian.  *  *  * 

“  They  speak  of  civilising  the  Indians  by  making  them  cultivate.  It 
may  arise  that  the  missionaries,  by  working  with  them,  ploughing 
and  making  them  plough  their  lands,  may,  in  the  course  of  time, 
reach  some  results  ;  but  they  will  be  slow  and  unappreciable.  Fifteen 
years’  experience  does  not  allow  me  doubt  that  we  can  succeed  in  bring¬ 
ing  up  the  little  children.  Many,  doubtless,  will  not  be  able  to  receive 
a  thorough  education  ;  but  at  least  they  can  speak  their  Indian  tongue; 
and  getting  accustomed  to  work,  their  savage  life  will  be  no  longer 
possible.  They  can  rank  and  mix  with  the  Metis,  with  whom  we  marry 
them  without  much  difficulty  ;  and  they  will  end,  I  doubt  not,  in  form¬ 
ing  good  families,  who  will  have  no  traces  of  the  Indian  but  the  blood. 
If,  then,  instead  of  three  asylums  for  orphans,  I  had  a  certain  number 
wherein  I  could  admit  all  the  little  Indians  they  would  give  me,  we 
would  advance  civilisation. 

“As  regards  those  who  are  Indians,  if  the  Government  will  make  re¬ 
serves  in  their  favor,  I  venture  to  beg  that  Your  Honor  will  ensure  that 
these  reserves  be  composed  of  cultivable  lands  and  situated  near  fishing 
lakes.  In  this  way,  besides  cultivation,  which  will  not  amount  to  much, 
they  will  have  two  other  means  of  living — hunting  and  fishing. 

“  I  ask  pardon,  Sir,  for  abusing  your  patience  so  long,  but  I  still  rest 
on  wht  the  brave  Col.  Jarvis  told  me  of  your  indulgence. 

“  I  have  shown  you  my  mode  of  procedure  to  elevate  the  position  of 
the  inhabitants  of  this  country.  More  than  twenty  years  of  experience 
among  them  makes  me  believe  that  my  plans  are  not  bad. 

“I  venture  then,  Sir,  to  reiterate  my  requests,  and  to  earnestly  pray 
Your  Honor  to  use  all  your  influence  to  procure  them  for  me  ; 

“  1st.  Before  all,  I  ask  some  encouragement  for  the  settlers.  The 
Catholic  missionaries  have  done  almost  impossible  things  in  this  direc¬ 
tion.  They  have  at  different  places  three  mills.  For  the  third  time  we 
have  tried  to  erect  one  in  the  colony  of  St.  Albert — behold  more  than 
£900  stg.  which  we  have  sacrificed  for  it ;  and  we  are  still  uncertain 
whether  we  shall  succeed.  That  the  Government  may,  on  their  part, 
deign  to  do  something  to  encourage  agriculture. 

“  2nd.  Aid  for  a  hospital — at  least  to  construct  it,  and  put  it  in  a  con¬ 
dition  to  receive  the  sick. 

“3rd.  Aid  for  schools.  The  Government  makes  large  outlay  for 
education  in  all  Canada.  Is  our  North-West  to  be  alone  withheld 
assistance  ?  It  cannot  be  said  that  we  require  help  less  than  other  parts 
of  the  country. 

“  4th.  Aid  for  our  orphan  asylums,  that  we  may  increase  these  estab¬ 
lishments,  so  as  to  be  able  to  take  in  a  greater  number  of  little  savages. 

“  5th.  Concession  of  land  for  each  orphan  asylum  or  model  farm. 

“  6th.  Eeserve,  of  land  for  the  children  thus  brought  up,  and  aid  to 
help  them  on  to  a  little  farm  once  they  are  married. 

“  7th.  And  lastly,  that  the  reserves  to  be  made  over  to  the  Indians  be 
of  arable  land,  and  situated  near  fishing  lakes. 

“  I  am  really  ashamed,  Sir,  of  the  length  of  my  letter,  which  I  have 
been  obliged  to  write  in  haste,  because  I  was  sure  of  the  opportunity 
which  offered  of  its  reaching  you. 

“  I  wrote  the  lines  close,  and  tried  to  economise  my  paper,  so  as  to 
conceal  my  prattling. 

“  I  have  only  succeeded  in  making  it  more  apparent. 

“  Your  Honor  knows  what  babblers  the  Indians  are — it  is  not  surpris¬ 
ing  if  I  should  resemble  them,  after  living  twenty-one  years  amongst 
them. 

“  This  letter,  coming  to  you,  as  it  were,  from  a  poor  Indian,  will,  such 
as  it  is,  be  received  and  read  by  you  indulgently.  You  will  also,  I  am 
sure,  take  it  into  consideration,  and  constitute  yourself  our  advocate. 

“  Receive,  in  advance,  the  assurance  of  my  consideration,  and  be  good 
enough  to  believe  me, 

“  Sir,  Your  Honor’s  humble  and  respectful  servant, 


“  (Signed)  +  VITAL,  J., 

“Bishop  of  St.  Albert,  O.M.I. 


“  To  His  Honor 

“  The  Very  Honorable  D.  Laird, 

“  Minister  of  the  Interior,  Ottawa.” 


Hero  is  the  answer  of  the  Minister  of  Interior : 

“  To  the  Right  Reverend  J.  Vital  Grandin, 

Bishop  of  St.  Albert,  North-West  Territory. 

Ottawa,  31st  July,  1875. 

“  My  Lord, — I  have  the  honor,  by  the  desire  of  the  Superintendent 
General,  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  Your  Lordship’s  letter  of  the  6th 
of  April  last,  calling  his  attention  to  the  condition  of  the  settlers  in 
your  diocese  in  the  North-West. 
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“2.  The  Superintendent  General  desires  me  to  say  that  he  has  read 
with  much  interest  your  valuable  communication,  which  reacaed  him 
some  days  ago. 

“  3.  He  wishes  me  to  assure  Your  Lordship  that  he  and  his  colleagues 
in  the  Government  have  the  most  earnest  desire  to  promote  the  well¬ 
being  of  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  North-West,  whether  Indians  or  half- 
breeds,  and  that  it  will  afford  the  Government  sincere  pleasure  to 
cooperate,  so  far  as  is  in  his  power,  in  your  praiseworthy  efforts  to  elevate 
their  condition. 

“4.  The  Superintendent  General  is  gratified  to  receive  from  Your 
Lordship  the  assurance  of  the  great  benefits  to  the  cause  of  law  and 
order  in  the  Territories  which  have  already  resulted  from  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  sending  the  Mounted  Police  into  the  country.  He 
regrets  to  learn,  however,  from  your  letter,  that  a  large  number  of  the 
Metis  has  contemplated  abandoning  the  Province  and  settling  in  the 
United  States,  but  is  gratified  to  find  that  through  Your  Lordship’s 
judicious  intervention  they  were  induced  to  remain  in  Canada. 

“  5.  The  Superintendent  General  is  surprised  and  grieved  at  the 
statement  in  your  letter  that  the  Metis  in  your  diocese  regard  the  Domi¬ 
nion  Government  with  feelings  of  uneasiness  and  distrust,  and  point  to 
the  occurrences  in  connection  with  the  troubles  at  Red  Biver  as  an  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  want  of  friendly  feeling  of  the  Government  towards  them. 

“  6.  The  Superintendent  General  thinks  that  a  calm  review  of  all  the 
facts  connected  with  those  unhappy  occurrences  ought  to  convince  any 
candid  and  thoughtful  person  that  the  Government  has  acted  through¬ 
out  towards  the  Metis  who  were  compromised  therein  in  a  spirit  of  kind¬ 
liness  ;  and  Your  Lordship  can  assure  the  settlers  in  your  diocese  who 
continue  peaceable  and  law-abiding  that  the  Government  will  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  deal  with  them  in  a  spirit  of  generous  consideration.  The 
Superintendent  General  hopes,  therefore,  that  Your  Lordship  will  be  able 
to  disabuse  the  minds  of  the  Metis  of  the  Saskatchewan  of  the  erroneous 
impressions  they  would  seem  to  labor  under  with  regard  to  the  feelings 
entei  tained  toward  them  by  the  Dominion  Government. 

“  7.  The  Superintendent  General  has  read  with  especial  interest  your 
remarks  upon  the  subject  of  schools  for  the  Indians  and  Metis,  believing, 
as  he  does,  that  it  is  to  the  education  of  the  rising  generation  of  Indians 
we  must  look  for  any  permanent  elevation  of  the  red  man. 

“  8.  I  shall  now  proceed  to  notice  seriatum  the  several  heads  under 
which  you  ask  the  Government  to  aid  the  settlers  in  the  North-West. 
You  ask  for : 

“  1.  Encouragement  for  the  settlers  in  agriculture. 

“  2.  Aid  for  hospitals. 

1  ‘  3.  Aid  for  schools. 

“  4.  Aid  for  orphan  asylums. 

“  5.  Concessions  of  land  for  orphan  asylums  and  model  farms. 

“  6.  Reserves  of  land  for  the  children,  and  aid  to  help  them  in  farm¬ 
ing  ;  and 

“  7.  And  lastly  ;  reserves  for  the  Indians  of  arable  land  situate  near 
fishing  lakes. 

“  As  to  the  first,  namely  the  encouragement  of  agriculture  among  the 
settlers,  the  Superintendent  General  cannot  but  congratulate  Your 
Lordship  upon  the  efforts  made  by  the  mission,  especially  by  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  mills  to  enable  the  settlers  to  utilise  the  grain  raised  in  your 
diocese. 

“  The  Superintendent  General  wishes  to  remind  you  that  this  is  a  sub¬ 
ject  which  will  properly  come  within  the  province  of  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  soon  to  be  inaugurated  in  the  North-West.  He  thinks,  however, 
that  it  is  obvious  that  the  measures  now  being  taken  by  the  Dominion 
Government  to  carry  a  railroad  and  telegraph  line  through  the  Terri¬ 
tories  must  have  the  effect  of  opening  up  the  country  and  of  facilitating 
transfer  through  it,  and  in  this  way  cannot  fail  to  give  an  impetus  to 
the  agricultural  interest  of  the  Territory. 

“  The  2nd,  3rd  and  4th  heads  referred  to  by  you,  are  all  matters  which 
come  especially  within  the  province  of  the  Local  Legislature. 

“  With  regard  to  the  third  head,  I  may  remark  that  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act  makes  provision  by  a  liberal  land  grant  to  aid  general  educational 
purposes  in  the  Territories,  and  so  far  as  the  Indians  are  concerned,  the 
Dominion  Government  will,  no  doubt,  be  prepared,  when  the  Territory  is 
surrendered,  to  make  the  same  provisions  there  as  elsewhere  by  treaty 
for  Indian  schools.  In  the  meantime,  I  am  directed  by  the  Minister  to 
transmit  to  Your  Lordship  an  official  cheque  for  the  sum  of  $300  in  aid 
of  the  school  at  St.  Albert,  authorised  by  Order  in  Council  of  the  22nd 
October,  1873.  As  is  assumed  from  Your  Lordship’s  report,  that  the 
average  attendance  of  Indian  children  at  this  school  is  not  less  than  the 
number  required  by  the  Order  in  Council,  viz.  25,  any  one  of  the  other 
schools  which  Your  Lordship  may  think  proper  to  select  will  be  entitled 
to  a  similar  one  for  the  current  year,  provided,  of  course,  the  average 
attendance  of  Indian  children  throughout  the  year  is  not  less  than  25. 

“  As  to  the  fifth  head,  namely,  concessions  of  land  for  orphan  asylums 
and  model  farms,  the  Superintendent  General  is  not  prepared  at  present 
to  make  any  definite  pledge  on  behalf  of  the  Government.  On  this 
point  the  Superintendent  General  will  bs  able  to  speak  more  definitely 
after  a  treaty  has  been  made,  and  when  the  question  of  the  extant  of 
land  asked  for  for  the  purposes  above  mentioned  is  more  accurately 
known. 

“The  sixth  head  refers  to  large  question  of  public  policy,  on  what  it 
would  be  manifestly  too  premature  at  present  to  pronounce  an  opinion. 
The  settlers  of  the  North-West  have  good  grounds  for  believing  that  the 
Dominion  Government  will  deal  liberally  with  them.  There  is  a  suffi¬ 
ciency  of  land  in  the  Territory  for  all  of  them  and  their  children,  and  it 
is  earnestly  to  be  hoped  that  they  will  cultivate  as  much  of  it  as  possible, 
and  secure  for  themselves  comfortable  homes  in  the  country  to  which 
they  belong. 

Mr.  GlROUARD. 


“  As  regards  the  seventh  head,  namely,  the  reserves  for  the  Indians. 
This  matter  has  hitherto  been  fully  provided  for.  and  all  treaties  made 
with  the  Indians,  by  which  assistance  in  money  and  agricultural  imple¬ 
ments  has  always  been  secured  to  them,  and  there  can  be  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  these  matters  will  be  dealt  with  in  a  similar  spirit  of  liberality 
in  future  treaties. 

“  The  reservation  secured  to  the  Indians  will,  no  doubt,  have  a  fair  pro¬ 
portion  of  arable  land,  and  will  include,  when  it  is  practicable,  any 
fishing  lakes  which  the  Indians  may  desire  to  avail  themselves  of. 

“  In  this  connection.  Your  Lordship  will  bear  in  mind  that  in  all  cases 
Indian  reserves  are  selected  after  conference  with  the  tribes  interested, 
and  in  this  way  every  reasonable  precaution  to  guard  the  interest  and 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  Indians. 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Your  Lordship’s  most  obedient  servant, 

“  (Signed.)  David  Laird.” 

It  will  be  noticed  that  when  this  answer  to  Bishop  Grandin 
was  sent,  on  31st  July,  1875,  the  North  West  council  was  not 
organized.  Here  is  the  opinion  of  a  very  high  authority, 
perhaps  the  beet  in  that  country,  in  regard  to  the  habits, 
characters  and  qualities  of  the  Indians.  Bishop  Grandin 
recommends  to  the  Government  that  Indian  children 
should  bo  educated ;  and  what  is  the  answer  he  received  ?  In 
the  month  of  July,  1875,  His  Lordship  is  sent  to  the  North 
West  council.  And  it  must  be  remarked  that  at  that 
time  the  council  was  not  in  existence.  There  was  a  provi¬ 
sion  passed  during  the  Session,  a  few  months  before  that 
letter  was  written,  in  1875,  providing  for  the  creation  of  a 
North-West  council  as  it  exists  to-day,  and  undoubtedly 
giving  the  members  of  that  council  jurisdiction  over  sehool 
matters;  but  that  council  was  not  really  organised  until 
the  month  of  October,  1876.  The  law  was  not  put 
in  operation,  and  that  is  the  answer  which  the  late 
Government  gave  to  Bishop  Grandin,  to  go  to  the 
North-West  Council,  which  was  not  then  in  existence. 
We  may  well  imagine  the  difference  between  the  policy 
of  the  present  Government  and  that  of  the  last  one, 
when  we  are  informed  (as  wo  are,  in  the  report  of 
Indian  Affairs  for  last  year)  that  the  Government 
now  maintains  or  subsidised  53  schools  among  the  Indians 
of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  at  an  expense  of 
$12,241.74,  or  about  $240  per  annum  for  each  school. 
Among  these  teachers,  10  are  French,  or  French  Canadians  : 
Sisters  Lemay,  Paquette,  Langelier  and  Blanchet,  and 
Fathers  Dupont,  Allard,  Marchand,  Paquette,  Fafard, 
Meraire,  Lestance  and  Mr.  Tabouret.  The  Government  having 
seriously  undertaken  to  settle  the  Indians  to  civilised  life, 
went  further  than  establishing  elementary  schools  among 
them.  In  1883  they  asked  for  a  vote  of  $44,000  to  establish 
industrial  schools,  with  a  view  of  forming  one  on  the  High 
River,  near  Calgary,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Blackfeet  under 
Father  Lacombe  ;  one  at  Battleford,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Rev.  Thomas  Clarke,  of  the  Church  of  England,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Cree^  and  other  Indians  of  the  Saskatchewan 
district ;  one  at  Fort  Qu’Appelle,  under  Father  Huguenard. 
Those  schools  cost  about  $li,000  each,  and  are  large  enough 
to  receive  30  boys  and  the  High  River  and  Qu’Appello 
schools  can  also  accommodate  10  or  12  girls,  which  are 
placed  under  the  care  of  the  nuns.  Besides  these  establish¬ 
ments  entirely  maintained  by  the  Government,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  granted,  in  1883,  $1,500  to  the  Indian  School  of 
Bishop  Grandin  at  St.  Albert.  The  Minister  of  Indian 
Affairs,  in  his  last  official  report,  thus  speaks  of  the  working 
of  these  schools  so  far  : 

“Adverting  to  the  improvement,  intellectually,  ol  the  Indians  of  the 
North-West  Territories,  I  am  pleased  to  be  able  to  inform  your  Excel¬ 
lency  that  the  industrial  schools  at  Battleford,  Qu’Appelle  and  High 
River,  which  were  referred  to  in  my  report  of  last  year,  as  then  in  con¬ 
templation,  have  been  since  established,  and  are  now  in  operation.  That 
at  Battleford  commenced  its  work  quite  early  in  the  year,  under  the  Rev. 
Thos.  Clarke  as  principal  ;  and  the  institutions  at  Qu’Appelle  and  High 
River  at  a  later  date,  under  the  control,  the  former  ot  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Huguenard,  and  the  latter  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Lacombe.  Trades  have  not 
as  yet  been  introduced  among  the  attainments  to  be  required  by  the 
pupils  ;  but  it  is  hoped  that  during  the  ensuing  year  the  progress  cf  the 
children  will  admit  of  the  same  being  done.  The  original  proposal  was 
that  these  institutions  should  be  devoted  exclusively  to  the  education  of 
Indian  boys,  but  it  would  be  a  proper  subject  for  the  consideration  of 
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Parliament  at  its  ensuing  Session,  whether  a  sufficient  amount  should  not 
be  voted  to  admit  of  the  buildings  being  enlarged,  and  a  staff  of  female 
teachers  employed  for  the  education  and  industrial  training  of  Indian 
girls  ;  the  same  being,  in  my  opinion,  of  as  much  importance  as  a  factor 
in  the  civilisation  and  advancement  of  the  Indian  race  as  the  education 
of  the  male  portion  of  the  community.  The  appreciation  in  which  the 
Indians  hold  this  effort  of  the  Government  to  improve  their  intellectual 
and  industrial  condition  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  at  the  institution  at 
Battleford  little  or  no  difficulty  was  experienced  in  obtaining  pupils  ; 
and  for  that  at  High  River,  more  boys  were  offered  than  could  be 
accommodated.  It  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  advisable  to  establish  two 
industrial  institutions  in  the  Manitoba  superintendency,  in  order  to 
afford  the  rising  generation  of  Saulteaux,  Swampy  Cree,  and  Cree  Indians 
of  the  districts  embraced  in  that  superintendency,  similar  advantages  to 
those  granted  the  Cree  and  Blackfoot  Indians  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories. 

1 1  Before  leaving  the.district  embraced  in  the  Edmonton  agency,  I  feel 
it  to  be  incumbent  upon  me,  as  well  as  a  pleasure,  to  refer  to  the  excel¬ 
lent  industrial  institution  which  is  conducted  under  the  direction  ot  His 
Lordship  the  Bishop  of  St.  Albert  at  that  place.  The  Indian  pupils  at 
this  establishment,  besides  being  instructed  in  the  ordinary  branches  of 
education,  have  imparted  to  them,  so  far  as  the  boys  are  concerned,  a 
knowledge  of  farm  work  ;  and  the  girls  are  taught  sewing,  knitting  and 
other  household  duties.  The  value  of  the  service  rendered  to  the  Indian 
race  by  such  institutions  as  the  school  at  St.  Albert,  and  that  at  Morley- 
ville,  which  is  of  a  similar  type,  is  incalculable,  and  His  Lordship,  the 
energetic  patron  of  the  former  establisment,  and  his  able  assistants,  and 
the  Rev.  John  McDougall,  the  able  principal  of  the  latter  institution,  are 
deserving  of  every  praise  for  the  efforts  put  forth  by  them  for  the  eleva¬ 
tion  of  these  poor  children  of  the  prairie  and  of  the  forest.” 

We  may  fairly  assume  that  the  scheme  is  a  move  in  the 
right  direction  from  the  fact  that  Bishop  Grandin  had 
already  and  succesfully  made  the  experiment  and  that  His 
Grace  Archbishop  Tache  went  to  Montreal,  in  1884,  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  for  more  industrial  schools  among  the 
Indians  throughout  Manitoba  and  the  North-West.  Le  Ma 
nitoba,ot  the  10th  July,  1884,  thus  refers  to  the  policy  of 
industrial  schools  among  Indians  : 

“  L’etablissement  d’ecoles  industrielles  pour  les  enfants  sauvages  que 
vient  de  decreter  le  gouvernement  est  une  mesure  de  la  plus  grande 
prevoyance  et  qui  est  appelee  h  rendre  des  services  les  plus  signales.  Le 
but  est  de  recueillir  1’ enfant  sauvage.  de  l’instruire,  de  le  briser  &  une 
discipline  et  de  l’accoutumer  au  travail  suivant  le  progr^s  de  ses  forces. 

The  Government  has  adopted  not  only  the  system  of 
industrial  schools,  but  has  also  introduced  practical  farm¬ 
ing  among  the  Indians.  That  nothing  was  done  by  the  late 
Government  in  this  respect  clearly  results  from  the  follow¬ 
ing  extract  of  a  letter  of  the  11th  November,  1878,  from  Mr. 
Laird,  published  with  the  Sessional  Papers  of  1879  : — 

“  In  regard  to  your  enquiries  respecting  the  method  of  teaching 
the  Indians  farming,  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  best  plan  is  to 
have  a  permanent  agricultural  instructor  with  the  bands.  Where 
reserves  are  grouped  together  one  instructor  might  take  charge  of,  say, 
three  or  four  bands.  The  number  which  would  be  necessary  might  be, 
for  Treaty  No.  4,  five  instructors;  for  Treaty  No.  6,  eight ;  Treaty  No.  7, 
two.  Each  instructor,  for  salary  and  perquisites,  would  cost  at  least 
$1,000,  or  $1,500  in  all,  per  annum,  for  say,  ten  years.  If  such  instruc¬ 
tors  were  appointed,  I  would  advise  dispensing  with  ordinary  Indian 
sub-agents.  Agents  to  go  round  and  make  the  annual  payments,  and 
oversee  the  instructors  to  some  extent,  would  still  be  required,  as,  in  my 
opinion,  it  is  injudicious  to  let  money  get  into  many  hands.  If  the 
Indians  were  instructed  in  farming  I  think  most  of  the  bands  would 
soon  save  their  seed  from  their  own  crops.  But,  for  a  few  years  it  would 
be  of  little  avail  to  give  them  instructions  unless  they  were  allowed  seed 
and  provisions  for  two  or  three  weeks  while  planting.  In  the  spring 
they  are  generally  absolutely  destitute  of  food,  and  can  do  but  little  at 
farming,  unless  provisions  are  supplied  to  them.” 

Acting  upon  this  report,  the  Conservative  Government,  as 
early  as  1880,  asked  for  an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  farms  on  Indian  reserves.  Seventeen  wore 
established  during  that  year,  and  there  are  now  twenty-six 
in  operation,  and  more  particularly  among  the  Indians  ol 
the  Saskatchewan  district.  The  total  cost  of  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  these  farms  was  $44,023.  To  give  you  an  instance 
of  the  results  of  these  farms,  let  us  look  at  the  return  from 
the  Indian  agency  of  Carlton  for  1884: 

“  The  returns  received  show  the  number  of  Indians  resident  upon  the 
reserves,  and  the  area  of  land  ploughed,  and  the  quantities  of  produce 
raised  last  season  on  the  reserves  belonging  to  these  Indians,  to  have 
been  as  follows  : — 

Resident  Indians  . .  1,791  souls. 

Land  broken .  5.625  acres. 

Roots  grown .  8,960  bushels. 

Grain  do  .  4,910  do 

Hay  cut .  705  tons. 


Battleford  Agency — ( Report  for  1884). 

“The  ten  bands  and  six  reserves,  last  described,  are  under  the  super¬ 
intendence  of  an  Indian  agent,  who  is  stationed  at  Battleford.  The 
following  is  a  statement  of  the  number  of  resident  Indians,  and  the 
quantity  of  land  ploughed,  and  of  the  quantities  of  produce  gathered  on 
these  reserves  last  season  :  — 


Resident  Indians  .  2,423  souls. 

Land  ploughed  and  fenced .  5,153  acres. 

Roots  grown . .  . .  2,881  bushels. 

Grain  do  .  1,100  do 

Hay  saved .  .  804  tons. 


It  will  not  be  without  interest  to  show  the  treatment  by  the 
Government  of  Poundmaker,  who  had  connection  with  the 
recent  rebellion.  Poundmaker  belongs  to  this  agency,  and 
last  summer  had  a  farm  on  his  reserve,  under  the  direction 
of  Mr.  Jefferson,  as  instructor;  and  here  is  the  report  of  Mr. 
Dewdnoy,  for  1884 : 

“  It  is  estimated  that  this  band  had  in  crop  this  year  two  hundred 
acres,  viz  : — twenty-five  of  wheat,  five  of  oats,  one  hundred  and  fifty  of 
barley,  eight  of  potatoes,  seven  of  turnips,  three  of  carrots  and  two  acres 
in  gardens.  The  grain  will  yield  scarcely  anything,  on  account  of  the 
drought  and  the  frost.  The  computed  yield  of  potatoes  is  three  hundred 
bushels,  and  two  hundred  and  fifty  bushels  of  turnips.  They  have 
twenty-five  dwellings  and  eight  stables.  They  put  up  this  year  two 
hundred  waggon  loads  of  hay.  The  band  has  quite  a  herd  of  cattle, 
consisting  of  nineteen  oxen,  twelve  cows,  seven  bulls,  three  steers,  four 
heifers,  six  bull  and  six  heifer  calves  ;  total  fifty  seven  head  and,  for 
Northern  Crees,  they  are  rich  in  horses,  having  fifty-eight  head.  I  did  not 
observe  much  fall  ploughing.  They  have  plastered,  repaired  and  banked 
up  their  houses  for  the  winter.  Upon  enquiring  what  became  of  the  crop 
ot  1883,  I  was  informed  that  a  treshing  machine  was  sent  to  the  reserve 
shortly  after  the  harvest,  but  the  Indians,  influenced  by  the  chief, 
would  not  render  the  labor  required  to  work  it ;  consequently,  no  tresh¬ 
ing  was  done  with  the  machine.  During  the  winter  they  treshed  a  little 
from  day  to  day  by  hand,  and  were  so  careless  that  more  than  half  the 
grain  was  wasted.  I  find  it,  therefore,  impossible  to'  give  you  any  fur¬ 
ther  particulars.” 

Among  the  papers  which  have  recently  been  returned,  I 
find  a  report  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  the  instructor  of  Poundmaker, 
dated  February,  1885,  in  which  he  says: 

“  All  seem  to  look  forward  to  spring  work  eagerly,  the  fact  of  their 
getting  cash  for  produce  having  given  a  great  impulse  to  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil  ” 

The  Government  was  so  anxious  to  help  Poundmaker  and 
to  induce  him  to  farm,  that  it  appears  it  had  the  intention 
of  moving  the  Battleford  agency  to  his  reserve,  which 
caused  a  strong  protest  from  the  Saskatchewan  Herald ,  the 
local  paper  published  at  Battleford.  In  an  article  of  the 
27lh  of  February,  1885,  it  said  : 

“  We  heard  a  long  time  ago  that  the  Indian  Department  had  decided 
to  build  the  agency,  storehouse  and  several  other  buildings  on  Pound- 
maker’s  reserve,  about  40  miles  above  Battleford,  but  the  thing  seemed 
to  us  so  preposterous  that  we  did  not  take  any  notice  ot  it  at  that  time, 
thinking  that  it  was  only  a  rumor.  It  appears,  however,  that  we  have 
been  mistaken  ;  that  it  is  well  and  finally  decided  that  the  patriotic 
Poundmaker  will  have  all  these  public  buildings  at  his  own  door,  as 
reward  for  hi3  rebellion  last  summer.  If  we  knew  the  evil  genius  that 
suggested  such  a  mad  step  to  the  Department,  we  should  certainly  pre¬ 
sent  him  with  a  leather  medal  and  exhibit  him  through  this  part  of  the 
country  as  a  great  curiosity.  We  defy  him,  whoever  he  may  be,  to  give 
a  single  reasonable  argument  in  favor  of  such  a  move  to  any  man 
acquainted  with  the  locality  and  the  situation  of  the  different  Indian 
reserves  around  Battleford.” 

Now,  let  us  look  at  the  report  for  last  year  of  the  Frog 
Lake  agency,  to  which  Big  Bear  belongs : 


Indians  resident  on  reserves .  1,190  souls. 

Land  ploughed  and  fenced . 1,260  acres. 

Roots  grown .  4,050  bushels. 

Grain  do  . .  4,670  do 

Hay  saved, .  485  tons. 


This  is  what  the  Indian  agent,  A.  Macdonald,  said  of  him, 
on  the  9th  December,  1832  : 

“  Fort  Walsh,  9th  December,  1882. 

“Sib, — I  have  the  honor  to  enclose  Big  Bear’s  adhesion  to  Treaty 
No.  6. 

“  This  chief  is  a  Cree,  from  the  vicinity  of  Fort  Pitt,  and  was  present 
at  the  signing  of  the  treaty,  there  by  the  other  chiefs,  but  on  account  of 
having  but  a  few  followers  with  him  (the  other  members  of  his  band 
being  on  the  plains),  and  also  owing  to  his  great  objection  to  hangings, 
as  a  punishment  for  murder,  he  withheld  from  the  signing  of  the  treaty. 
From  the  fall  of  1876  to  the  present  time  he  and  his  followers  have  made 
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Fort  Walsh  their  headquarters,  from  time  to  time  following  the  buffalo, 
south,  even  across  the  Missouri  River.” 

This  is  the  report  for  1884  : 

“  Big  Bear,  who  is  now  getting  old,  and  who  is  ruled  by  the  bad  spi¬ 
rits  in  his  band,  has  made  repeated  promises  that  he  would  go  to  a 
reserve,  and  as  often  broken  them.  He  has  been  lately  joined  by  an  old 
follower  of  his,  named  ‘  Little  Poplar,’  who,  a  few  years  ago,  married 
into  the  Cree  band  of  Indians.  It  is  difficult  to  say  what  the  result  of 
his  influence  might  lead  to  ;  he  has  already  made  several  threats,  but  he 
will  be  closely  watched,  and  any  attempt  to  create  a  disturbance  will  at 
once  be  met  with  firm  action.” 

Knowing  the  character  of  Big  Bear,  and  knowing  also  that 
Poundmaker  was  not  exactly  very  well  situated  on  the 
reserve,  during  the  Session  of  1884  the  Government  asked 
Parliament  to  vote  $6,500  to  assist  in  the  erection  of  grist 
mills  at  Battleford,  Carlton  and  Frog  Lake.  In  fact,  in 
January  last,  Messrs.  Gowanlock  &  Laurie  were  building  one 
at  Frog  Lake,  with  the  aid  of  a  portion  of  that  bonus*  The 
Government  thought  that  the  mill  would  induce  the  Indians 
to  farm  and  support  themselves  more  quickly.  Concerning 
Big  Bear,  the  Saskatchewan  Herald,  of  3rd  July,  1884,  says: 

“  This  chief,  whose  name  has  for  a  long  time  occupied  an  undue  pro¬ 
minence  in  the  annals  of  the  day,  has  entered  on  a  new  career,  and  one 
which  is  likely  to  prove  more  useful  to  all  concerned  than  the  unsettled 
one  he  has  so  long  followed.  At  an  interview  with  Major  Crozier  and 
Indian  Agent  Rae  a  few  days  ago,  he  announced  it  as  his  intention  to 
select  his  reserve  at  once  and  to  move  on  to  it.  He  pleaded  in  extenua¬ 
tion  of  his  former  course  that  he  was  laboring  under  a  false  impression, 
and  did  not  understand  things  as  they  really  were,  and  had  consequently 
allowed  hunself  to  be  too  much  influenced  by  his  young  men.  He  could 
now  see  that  the  Government  had  done  more  for  them  that  they  were 
required  to  do  by  the  treaty.  He  was  ready  to  go  on  to  a  reserve  with 
such  of  his  people  as  would  follow  him.  He  said  they  were  all  very 
ignorant  of  farming  and  the  modes  of  settled  life,  and  begged  that  the 
Government  would  send  a  man  to  teach  them,  who  would  have  some 
patience  with  their  ignorance,  and  not  get  angry  and  abuse  them  because 
they  could  not  do  things  at  once.  He  spoke  most  reasonably  and  with 
apparent  candor  throughout,  and  concluded  by  asking  for  provisions 
to  keep  him  while  he  gathered  his  men  together  and  went  to  Pitt.  If  he 
went  there,  as  he  agreed,  the  agent  would  know  that  he  was  in  earnest, 
and  then  he  would  ask  for  something  else  when  he  had  got  to  work. 
He  got  what  he  asked,  in  the  way  of  provisions,  and  left  town,  and  there 
is  every  reason  to  believe  he  is  in  earnest,  and  that  with  his  settlement 
on  his  reserve  one  of  the  few  disturbing  elements  in  the  Indian  question 
will  be  quieted.” 

Bat  instead  of  going  to  his  reserve  he  wont  down  to  the 
east,  on  the  23rd  of  July,  after  he  had  that  interview  with 
Major  Crozier  and  the  Indian  Agent  Bay,  to  confer  with 
Biel ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  must  be  the  principal 
cause  of  Big  Bear  taking  arms  against  the  authorities  of 
the  North-West.  Finally,  Big  Bear  moved  to  Frog  Lake 
on  the  8th  November,  1884.  I  find  among  the  papers 
which  have  been  recently  brought  down,  a  letter  from  Gov¬ 
ernor  Dewdney,  dated  31st  of  December,  1884,  concerning 
Big  Bear : 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  after  receiving  Mr.  Ballandine’s  report 
on  the  condition  of  the  Indians  in  the  Carlton  district,  I  thought  it  advi¬ 
sable  to  instruct  Mr.  Agent  Rae  to  visit  the  reserves  and  make  arrange¬ 
ments  to  relieve  the  distress  which  existed  principally  on  the  reserve 
north  of  the  river,  occupied  by  Mestowasis  and  Ahtahkakuop. 

“  The  visit  of  Mr.  Rae,  as  appears  from  his  report,  a  copy  of  which  is 
herewith  enclosed,  has  satisfied  the  Indians,  and  I  am  in  hopes  it  will  be 
found,  when  spring  opens,  that  these  Indians,  instead  of  listening  to  the 
discontented  and  obstructive,  will  be  found  anxious  to  go  to  work,  and 
that  we  shall  thus  be  enabled  to  counteract  the  movement  which  was 
intended,  viz.,  of  having  a  large  gathering  in  the  Carlton  neighborhood 
next  summer. 

“  As  you  are  aware,  Mr.  Rae  wanted  800  sacks  of  flour  and  12,000 
pounds  bacon  as  a  further  supply  of  provisions  to  be  sent  in  ;  but  as  200 
sacks  are  due  under  contract  at  the  end  of  this  month,  I  thought  that 
by  authorising  the  purchase  of  150  sacks  he  could  get  along  until  the 
delivery  was  made.  In  addition  to  this  50  sacks,  flour  had  already 
been  purchased,  under  the  circumstanees  stated  in  Voucher  No.  10111. 

“  With  regard  to  the  bacon,  as  you  know,  8,000  pounds  were  ordered 
from  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  some  little  time  ago,  and  on  receipt  of 
Mr.  Rae’ s  letter  I  requested  that  it  might  be  sent  in  immediately,  which 
has  been  done.  It  may  be  that  some  further  supply  may  be  necessary, 
but  if  so  you  shall  be  at  once  advised.” 

On  the  12th  January,  1885,  Mr.  Francis  Dickens,  the 
inspector  at  Fort  Pitt,  wrote  : 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  Big  Bear  Indians  are  working,  being 
engaged  in  drawing  logs,  cutting  wood,  etc.  As  long  as  they  work 
they  will  receive  rations.  All  quiet  at  present.” 

Mr.  Girouard. 


July  7, 


This  letter  shows  that  on  the  12th  January  Big  Bear  was 
employed  by  the  Indian  agent  of  the  Government  at  Frog 
Lake,  and  that  he  was  receiving  rations.  On  the  20th 
February,  1885,  I  find  a  letter  from  John  Delaney,  farm 
instructor,  Frog  Lake.  He  writes  as  follows 

“I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter,  No.  832,  dated  the 
27th  ult.,  and  to  inform  you  that  I  am  sure  that  Big  Bear  and  band  will 
take  their  reserve  this  spring.  I  have  had  the  chief  here  to-day,  and  he 
took  my  hand  saying:  ‘  Believe  me  I  am  going  to  take  my  reserve  this 
spring  ;  do  not  doubt  me  ;  I  cannot  see  anything  else  lo  make  a  living, 
only  to  go  on  a  reserve.’  Ever  since  I  offered  to  let  Indians  from  his 
band  join  other  bands  in  the  district,  they  are  stirring  themselves  about 
a  reserve.  The  chief  asked  me  not  to  try  and  break  up  his  band  by 
allowing  them  to  join  other  bands,  because  I  will  go  on  a  reserve,  so  I 
have  told  those  who  wish  to  leave  him  to  wait. 

“  Monthly  report  of  farm  15,  for  February,  1885.— The  Indians  around 
here  have  done  very  well  this  month  ;  they  have  made  and  have  drawn 
out  a  lot  of  timber  for  building,  also  a  quantity  of  rails  for  the  different 
reserves.  Big  Bear’s  baud  have  cut  390  cords  of  wood,  and  are  still 
cutting.  The  Long  Lake  Indians  are  doing  well  ;  they  have  taken  out 
timber  for  several  buildings  ;  also,  the  old  chief  has  been  very  sick  the 
most  part  of  the  winter,  but  he  is  getting  all  right  again. 

‘  ‘  I  think  the  Indians  on  all  the  reserves  around  here  are  well  con¬ 
tented.” 

Mr.  Quinn  writes,  on  the  13th  March,  1885,  from  the 
Indian  office,  Frog  Lake  : 

“  I  beg  to  inform  you  that  Mr.  Peter  Ballendine  arrived  here  ou  the 
7th  inst.,  and  immediately  upon  his  arrival  we  called  Big  Bear’s  band 
together,  to  impress  upon  them  the  importance  of  taking  iheir  reserve, 
but  ihe  chief  being  away  on  a  hunt,  we  could  not  come  to  any  under¬ 
standing  ;  therefore,  I  advised  Mr.  Ballendine  to  go  and  find  Big  Bear  and 
bring  him  in  ;  which  he  did  on  the  10th,  and  .we  called  them  together 
daily,  with  no  results,  until  to-day,  when  he  picked  upon  a  spot  at  the 
mouth  of  Dog  Rump  Creek,  on  the  eastern  side.  Their  reserve,  therefore, 
will  be  some  30  miles  from  here  *  *  *  * 

I  must  not  omit  to  mention  Big  Bear’s  son  1  I-am-e-sees  ’  who  stood  by 
me  and  helped  me  to  impress  upon  his  father  the  importance  of  selecting 
a  reserve.  In  fact,  seeing  his  father  hesitating,  lie  called  all  the  young 
men  of  the  band  together,  and  they  informed  the  chief  that  if  he  did  not 
take  his  reserve  he  and  most  of  the  young  men  would  leave  the  band,  as 
they  were  tired  of  waiting  and  starving,  and  I  think  this  made  the  chief 
give  in  at  last,  as  the  chief  was  for  holding  out  till  spring.  Mr.  Ballen- 
dine  gave  them  a  few  pounds  of  tea  and  some  beef  which  I  beg  to 
recommend  to  be  paid  by  voucher.”  *  *  *  * 

Big  Bear  seemed  to  be  so  anxious  to  go  on  his  reserve  that 
he  requested  Mr.  Ballendine  to  write  to  Mr.  Dewdney  to 
give  him  an  instructor  in  the  spring,  and  ho  even  informed 
him  that  he  wished  to  have  Mr.  Delaney  as  the  instructor. 
Ho  asked  that  as  lato  as  the  14th  March,  1885,  a  fow  days 
only,  in  fact,  before  Mr.  Delaney  was  massacred  by  Big  Bear’s 
band.  This  kind  treatment  of  the  Indians  brought  these  re¬ 
marks  from  the  Saskatchewan  Herald ,  of  the  23rd  April  last. 
I  may  be  excused  for  quoting  this  paper.  So  far,  I  have  al¬ 
ways  refrained  to  quote  any  paper  which  has  been  published 
Bince  the  commencement  of  this  rebellion.  I  have  done  so  in¬ 
tentionally.  I  do  not  wish  to  form  my  opinion  from  articles 
which  have  been  written  and  printed  under  the  influence  of 
the  events  that  were  taking  place.  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
my  information  from  articles  in  newspapers  which  have  been 
written  under  the  strong  influence  either  of  sympathy  or 
antipathy.  I  take  all  my  information  from  the  reports  of 
the  Department,  from  the  Debates  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
from  newspaper  articles  also,  but  only  those  published  before 
the  rebellion.  I  may  be  excused,  however,  for  making  a 
quotation  from  this  article,  from  the  mere  fact  that  wo  can 
hardly  believe  that,  upon  a  question  of  this  kind,  this  paper 
will  be  influenced  by  a  feeling  either  of  sympathy  or  an¬ 
tipathy.  The  Saskatchewan  Herald,  of  the  2nd  April,  1885, 
says : 

“The  petted  Indians  are  the  bad  ones.  The  Stonies  have  been  treated 
as  being  of  a  superior  race,  and  are  the  first  to  shed  the  blood  of  their 
benefactors.  Poundmaker  has  been  petted  and  pampered,  and  stands  in 
the  front  rank  as  a  raider.  Little  Pine,  bribed  to  come  north  and  kept 
in  comfort,  hastens  to  the  carnage.  Big  Bear,  who  has  for  years  enjoyed 
the  privilege  of  eating  of  the  bread  of  idleness,  shows  his  gratitude  by 
killing  his  priests  and  his  best  friends  in  cold  blood.  Little  Poplar,  a 
non-treaty  Indian,  has  been  liberally  supplied  with  provisions  and  other 
necessaries,  and  thus  enabled  to  spend  all  his  time  in  travelling  up  and 
down  the  land,  plotting  mischief  and  preparing  for  this  season’s  car¬ 
nival  of  ruin.  The  petted  Indians  have  proved  the  bad  ones,  and  this 
gives  weight  to  the  old  adage,  ‘  that  the  only  good  Indians  are  the  dead 
ones.’” 
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Such  has  been  the  treatment  of  the  Indians  by  the  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  it  must  be  admitted  that  they  have  no  reason 
to  complain.  The  policy  of  the  Government  has  been  most 
liberal  to  them,  outside  of  treaty  obligations.  They  have 
been  supplied  with  the  necessaries  of  life  ;  they  have  been 
given  the  means  of  educating  themselves  to  civilised  life, 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  enabling  the  Indians  to  make  their 
living  out  of  the  soil,  when  they  could  no  longer  make  it 
out  of  hunting.  In  every  manner  possible  they  have  been 
aided,  in  schools,  industrial  schools  and  in  farming.  The 
wisdom  of  this  policy  has  been  recognised  by  many,  and 
among  others,  by  the  Saskatchewan  Herald ,  of  the  26th  July, 
1884,  which,  in  an  article  headed  “*Our  Indian  Policy,”  says  : 


Probable  cost  of  new  Treaties .  72,916  65  74,317  12 

Sioux  at  Gu’Appelle .  388  88  . 

Genera]  expenses  of  the  Superintendency  18,657  28  8.205  61 


In  both  Superintendencies. 

For  Surveys  . . . . . .  21,938  81 

Transfer  of  this  amount  to  the  credit  of 
“  Indian  Fund  ”  having  been  received 
for  cord  wood  sold .  39  00 


Total .  377,144  86  253,036  05 


The  Indians  have,  therefore,  recoived  in  money  and  pro 
visions: 


“  That  there  have  been  mistakes  in  the  past  is  well  enough  known, 
and  by  no  one  better  than  by  the  heads  of  ;the  Department,  for 
changes  have  been  made  from  year  to  year  as  experience  dictated,  until 
the  system  has  been  brought  to  combine  the  maximum  of  efficiency  with 
the  minimum  of  expense.  It  is  now  practically  the  plan  inaugurated 
by  Hon.  David  Laird,  when  he  was  commissioner  at  Cote’s  reserve, 
Fort  Pelly,  and  which  would  at  that  time  have  been  made  general  but 
for  the  crankiness  and  penuriousness  of  Hon.  Mr.  Mills,  then  head  of  the 
Indian  Department.  He  thought  he  knew  all  about  the  management  of 
Indians,  when  he  really  knew  nothing,  and  refused  to  take  advice. 
‘There  is  no  appropriation  for  it,’  was  his  curt  way  of  dismissing  sug¬ 
gestions  offered  by  the  practical  men  of  the  Department.” 

The  following  figures  will  better  illustrate  the  policy  of  the 
Government  than  all  the  speeches  that  can  be  made.  Here 
is  the  Indian  expenditure  from  the  beginning  : 


1872  .  $  35,834 

1873  .  57,455 

1874.. ... .  92,040 

1875  .  134,339 

1876  . 203,295 

1877  .  253,036 

1878..  . 377,144 

1879  . 694,512 

1880  .  805,097 

1881  . 1,083,411 

1882.. .. .  1,106,961 

1883. . 1,099,796 

1884 . 1,025,675 


Detailed  expenditure : — 


1882. 

Money .  $222,070 

Provisions  during  payments .  44,083 

do  for  destitute  Indians....  563,451 


1883.  1884. 

$184,169  $170,749 
50,817  48,269 

480,163  499,325 


$829,304  715,149  $618,313 


or  a  total  of  $2,162,196,  for  three  years,  divided  among  the 
population  of  about  34,000,  it  will  give  $21  per  head  per  annum 
or  $105  per  annum  for  a  family  of  fivje,  which  the  Indians 
receive  from  the  Government  in  money  and  provisions,  with¬ 
out  talking  of  cattle,  seed,  grain,  clothing,  etc.  Before 
going  any  further,  it  may  not  be  out  of  place  here  to 
say  a  word  or  two  about  certain  reports  which  have  been 
circulated  of  late,  that  the  Indians  did  not  get  what  the 
Government  paid  for  ,  in  other  words,  that  the  supplies  were 
deficient  both  in  quality  and  quantity.  It  is  very  remark¬ 
able  indeed  that  in  all  the  local  papers  that  I  have  read  I 
did  not  find  a  single  complaint  about  this  ;  and  can  it  be 
doubted  that  if  deception  and  fraud  had  been  practised  on  a 
large  scale,  and  had  been  the  system  followed  by  the  con¬ 
tractors  and  the  officials,  it  would  have  reached  the  local 
press  in  one  shape  or  another.  As  to  the  reports  of  the  In¬ 
dian  agents  for  1884,  they  all  admit  that  the  Indians  have 
no  reason  to  complain,  and,  in  fact,  no  complaint  is  men¬ 
tioned.  Mr.  Pether,  Indian  agent  for  Keewatin,  in  his 
report  of  August,  1884,  says  : 


1884.  1882. 


By  Annuities .  $170,749  00  $  222,007  00 

Agricultural  implements .  22,172  00  8,572  00 

Tools . 3,589  00  2,506  00 

Ca«le .  16,469  00  19,210  00 

Seed  grain . 10,786  00  22,957  00 

Ammunition  and  twine .  7,770  00  7,280  00 

Provisions  for  use  during  annunity  pay¬ 
ments . ... .  48,269  00  44,083  00 

Provisions  for  destitute  Indians .  499,325  00  663,451  00 

OiothiDg .  4,906  00  2,507  00 

Schools .  12,133  00  5,592  00 

Surveys . 19,443  00  20,624  00 

Farm  wages .  44,023  00  47,786  00 

Farm  maintenance .  27,107  00  37,288  00 

Sioux . 459  00  2,741  00 

General  expenses.. . 117,314  00  89,921  00 

Commissioner’s  house  and  office .  10,135  00  . . 

Industrial  schools . . .  12,018  00  . . 

Grist  Mills... .  .  3,293  30 


Total  expenditure .  1,025,675  00  1,099,796  90 


In  Manitoba  Superintendency.  1878.  1877. 

For  Annuities— Treaties  Nos.  1,  2,  3  and  5....  $54,308  00  $55,725  00 

Agricultural  Implements,  Cattle,  &c.— 

Treaties  Nos.  1  and  2 .  4,986  34  6,243  62 

do  Treaty  No.  3 .  6,127  38  6,874  02 

do  do  No.  5  .  1,528  30  942  35 

S'oux .  . . .  2,799  64 

Provisions . ~ .  7,955  62  25,167  02 

General  expenses  of  the  Superintendency  33,038  32  29,759  38 


In  North-West  Superintendency. 

For  Annuit’es— Treaties  Nos,  4  and  6 .  95,402  00  31,253  00 

Agricultural  Implements,  Cattle,  &c. — 

Treaty  No.  4 .  3  942  81  4,806  02 

do  do  No.  6  .  15,682  00  . 

Provisions .  40,633  47  8,952  92 


“  The  supplies  for  the  various  bands  on  this  agency  were  delivered 
in  good  condition  and  according  to  samples.” 

Mr.  McIntyre,  in  his  report  of  the  same  month  : 

“  The  supplies  Wire  up  to  the  samples  and  were  quite  satisfactory  to 
the  Indians.” 

Mr.  Wadsworth,  Inspector  of  Indian  Agencies,  in  his  report 
of  the  25  th  October,  1884,  speaking  of  the  Piegan  reserve: 

“  The  flour  and  other  supplies  were  of  good  quality,  and  put  up 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  contract.  I  took  an  accurate  inventory  of 
the  flour,  bacon,  tea,  beef,  agricultural  implements,  tools,  live  stock, 
etc.,  and  audited  the  books.” 

Mr.  Wadsworth,  same  report,  from  the  Blood  reserve— 

“  The  flour  and  other  supplies  were  of  good  quality.  I  audited  the 
books,  and  found  them  well  kept.  The  receipts  shown  therein  agreed 
with  the  quantities  charged  against  the  reserve  of  the  agency.  I  took  an 
inventory  of  all  departmental  property  upon  the  reserve.” 

“  Indian  Office,  Fort  McLeod. 

“  I  audited  the  books,  took  an  inventory  of  the  supplies,  agricultural 
implements,  tools,  etc.,  on  hand,  and  examined  into  their  quality  and 
condition.  I  found  everything  generally  satisfactory,  and  the  books 
have  been  well  and  regularly  kept  since  Mr.  Lash  was  appointed  clerk, 
in  December  last. 

“  I  found  the  issue  of  flour  here  somewhat  less  per  head  than  at  the 
Blood  reserve,  and  there  was  some  discontent  regarding  it.  The  chief, 
Crowfoot,  wished  also  that  those  of  his  men  who  assisted  in  issuing  the 
rations  should  be  paid  the  same  wages  ($13  per  month)  as  those  who 
perform  similar  duty  upon  the  Blood  reserve.” 

“  Baltleford  District. 

“  I  took  stock  of  the  flour  and  bacon,  which  proved  satisfactory.” 

“  Battlejord  Industrial  School. 

The  food  supplies,  cloth,  blankets,  linen,"  etc.,  sent  here  this  year, 
are  fully  equal  to  contract  samples,  excepting  the  flour,  which  is  dark  ; 
it,  however,  appears  to  be  very  wholesome.” 
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“  Qu’ Appelle  Industrial  School. 

“  20th  Nov.  1884. — A  correspondant  of  Le  Manitoba  says  that  the 
supplies  are  ‘  de  premiere  qualite.’ 

“  P oundmaker' s  Band, 

<!  I  took  an  inventory  of  the  flour,  bacon  and  other  supplies  on  hand. 
The  flour  was  of  inferior  quality,  and  weighed  only  ninety-eight  pounds 
per  sack.  Upon  enquiry  the  agent  informed  me  that,  running  Bhort  of 
flour,  he  was  obliged  to  borrow  some  from  Mahaffy  &  Clinkskill,  Battle- 
lord,  and  this  was  the  only  kind  they  had.  Amongst  the  bacon  I  found 
five  hundred  and  seventeen  pounds  “  long  clear.” 

Some  discussion  took  place  during  last  Session  (1884)  as  to 
some  delay  or  deficiency  in  the  delivery  of  seed  grain  and 
agricultural  implements,  but  not  only  did  they  not  apply  to 
the  provisions,  but  were  explained  to  have  been  due  to  diffi¬ 
culties  of  transportation.  The  only  report  of  any  conse¬ 
quence  I  have  been  able  to  find,  in  which  mention  is  made 
of  bad  supplies,  has  reference  to  the  last  year  of  the  Admi¬ 
nistration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  It  is  signed  by  Mr. 
Vankoughnet,  and  is  dated  31st  December,  1878,  and  applies 
to  the  whole  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West: 

“  The  payment  of  the  annuities  to  the  Indians  within  the  North-West 
Indian  superintendency  were,  I  am  happy  to  say,  made  at  the  dates 
previously  fixed  upon  at  the  several  points  of  meeting,  and  the  supplies 
of  food,  implements  and  cattle  were  delivered  for  the  most  part  on 
time. 

“  I  regret  to  report,  however,  that  complaints  have  been  made  of  the 
bad  quality  of  the  flour  and  beef  furnished  at  some  of  the  points  of  pay¬ 
ment,  and  also  that  the  cattle  purchased  for  these  Indians  were  too  wild 
to  be  handled.” 

I  have  also  heard  complaints  that  the  Government  had 
given  contracts  to  foreigners  for  supplies.  Especially  some 
complaint  has  been  made  with  regard  to  the  contracts  given 
to  the  firm  of  I.  G.  Baker  &  Co.,  of  Benton,  Montana.  There 
was  a  debate,  in  1883,  upon  this  point,  and  it  will  be  seen 
that  if  I.  G.  Baker  &  Co.  are  employed  to-day  to  furnish  the 
greatest  portions  of  the  supplies  in  the  North-West,  the 
initiative  came  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  will  read 
an  extract  from  that  debate  : 

“  Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  notice,  amongst  the  expenditures  in  the  Public 
Accounts  for  the  year  ending  30th  June  last,  that  one  firm,  Baker  &  Co., 
obtained  a  very  large  sum.  Where  is  that  firm  located? 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  At  Fort  Benton,  Montana. 

“  Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  believe  they  are  Americans? 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

“  Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  other  night,  when  I  referred  to  the  system  of 
surveys  in  the  North-West,  I  asked  why  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not 
adopted  the  American  system  in  its  entirety,  and  it  was  said,  in  reply, 
that  I  drew  all  my  inspirations  from  Washington.  Where  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  draw  his  inspiration  from,  in  permitting  a  Yankee  firm  to 
obtain  $462,000  for  supplies,  which  could  have  been  obtained  from  our 
own  dealers? 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  inspiration  from  which  I  drew 
those  supplies,  through  Baker  &  Co.,  was  the  greatest  of  all  monarchs,  the 
monarch  of  necessity.  There  was  nobody  else  to  supply  the  food  on  the 
eastern  slope  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  for  the  Blackfeet  and  the  Bloods. 
There  were  no  means  of  getting  supplies,  except  from  Montana.  I  may 
say,  though  the  members  of  the  firm  are  Americans,  they  are  most  satis¬ 
factory  contractors — fair,  honest,  liberal  and  trustworthy.  They  have 
fairly  competed  with  other  traders,  because  these  contracts  have  always 
been  put  up  to  public  competition,  but  nobody  could  tender  for  the  sup¬ 
plies  in  the  extreme  west.  The  Hudson  Bay  Company  tendered  for  a  good 
deal.  Other  parties,  Capt.  Howard,  who  is  known,  perhaps,  to  Mr. 
Watson,  tendered,  and  is  the  lowest  for  some  contracts  this  year.” 

If  will  be  noticed  that  in  1884  that  contracts  were  given  to 
Baker  &  Co. ;  but  they  were  given  after  public  tenders  being 
asked.  Bid  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  pursue  the  same 
course  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  first  gave  contracts  to 
Baker  &  Co.,  in  1876,  and  they  did  so  without  calling  for 
public  tenders.  They  asked  Baker  &  Co.,  to  supply  the 
Indians  in  the  North-West,  and  they  even  sent  an  agent  to 
Chicago  to  obtain  a  portion  of  those  supplies.  Mr.  Schultz 
attacked  the  Government  in  this  House  on  the  question. 
Here  is  the  explanation  given  by  Mr.  Blake  : 

“  The  first  detachment  of  police  (about  150)  was  sent  to  Manitoba 
upon  very  short  notice,  in  September,  1873,  and  during  the  winter  of 
1873-74,  was  supplied  from  the  Hudson  Bay  Company's  stores,  I  believe, 
at  rates  similar  to  those  charged  the-  militia.  When  the  force  was 
recruted  to  its  full  extent  for  the  journey  to  the  Rocky  Mountains  (May, 
Mr.  Girouard. 


1874),  an  agent  was  sent  to  Chicago  to  St.  Paul  to  purchase  such 
articles  of  provision  as  was  considered  be  purchaseable  in  the  States  at 
cheaper  rates  than  in  Canada.  The  bacon  required  was  obtained  at 
St.  Paul,  Min.,  at  12J  cents  per  pound,  American  currency.  Twenty -five 
barrels  of  pork  were  also  purchased  there,  at  $19.60  per  barrel,  American 
currency.  The  pork  (bacon)  required  for  the  force  on  its  return  from 
the  expedition,  In  1874,  was  obtained  in  Winnipeg,  Manitoba — tenders 
were  called  for  by  public  advertisement.  On  16th  April,  1875,  Mr  Nixon 
was  instructed  to  communicate  with  the  commissioners  and  purchase, 
amongst  other  things,  sufficient  bacon  for  two  divisions  (100  men)  for 
six  months.  He  had  represented  that  he  could  purchase  them  cheaper 
than  at  a  later  date.  The  bacon  for  1876-77  was  included  with  other 
articles  for  which  tenders  were  called,  but  owing  to  complaints  as  to  the 
quality  of  the  pork  purchased  in  Manitoba,  a  supply  was  obtained  in 
Ontario — Ingersoll  ;  with  the  addition  of  re-freight  charges  to  Manitoba, 
this  bacon  cost  about  2  cents  per  pound  more  than  the  tenders  for 
supply  at  Winnipeg.  Small  quantities  have,  at  various  times,  been  pur¬ 
chased  from  storekeepers  in  Manitoba,  but  the  above  mentioned  include 
all  large  quantities.  The  bacon  required  for  the  force,  in  the  southern 
parts  of  the  Territories,  has  been  supplied  by  Baker  &  Co.,  of  Fort 
Benton,  Montana,  either  under  contract  or  at  prices  certified  by  the 
assistant  commissioner  of  the  force.  It  will  require  some  time  to  obtain 
a  statement  of  all  the  prices  and  quantities.” 

You  can  hardly  imagine  that  this  liberal  policy  of  the 
Administration  mot  witlj  the  approbation  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  Every  year  after  they  left  office,  it  became  more 
necessary  to  come  to  the  assistance  of  the  Indians,  and  the 
Indian  expenditure  increased,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
complained  of  this.  Mr.  Mills,  in  1882,  said  : 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Minister  last  year  to 
the  largeness  of  the  sum  for  annuities,  and  to  the  fact  that  when  you 
collected  the  payments  made  of  the  annuities  due  for  different  years  it 
was  pretty  clear,  from  the  Public  Accounts,  that  we  had  not  an 
accurate  return  of  the  number  of  Indians  of  the  various  bands,  and  that 
through  Indian  dishonesty  a  considerable  number  were  paid  twice,  or 
even  a  thir  1  time.  The  sums  paid  last  year  and  this  year  are  very  much 
larger  than  four  or  five  years  ago.” 

During  the  debate,  in  1883,  on  Indian  supplies,  Mr.  Ca -grain 
said  : 

“I  lay  down,  as  a  principle  which  cannot  be  controverted,  that  this 
race  is  becoming  rapidly  extinct,  and  we  are  wasting  an  enormous 
expenditure  to  attain  an  object  which  will  never  be  attained — that  is,  to 
civilise  these  Indians.  I  have  seen  myself,  at  Garden  River,  the  experi¬ 
ment  tried  by  Catholic  and  Protestant  missionaries.  A  small  plot  had 
been  cultivated  and  set  out  in  garden  lots,  and  small  houses  had  been 
built  near  them  for  the  Indians,  but  instead  of  living  in  these  houses, 
they  built  themselves,  in  front  of  the  houses,  small  bark  wigwams,  and 
there  they  lived. 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Those  were  their  country  houses. 

“  Mr.  CASGRATM.  As  to  their  plots,  there  was  not  a  root  to  be  found 
in  any  of  them. 

“Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  You  might  find  some  briar  roots. 

“Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  give  this  as  an  instance  of  the  inaptitude  of  the 
Indians  to  enter  into  civilised  life.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  make  an  exception 
in  favor  of  the  British  Columbia  Indians.  They  are  a  self-sustaming 
race,  because  they  have  not  had  large  fields  in  which  to  hunt  buffalo, 
and  have  been  obliged  to  resort  to  fishing,  in  order  to  supply  themselves 
with  the  necessaries  of  life.  This  gave  them  sedentary  habits  and  led 
them  to  cultivate  the  soil.  But  as  to  Indians  of  the  North-West  Terri- 
tori  s,  they  are  a  doomed  race,  and  it  is  only  a  question  of  how  soon 
they  will  disappear.  This  race  is  extremely  jealous,  and  they  do  not 
look  to  the  Government  employees,  that  are  bound  to  aid  them,  but,  as 
they  say,  they  look  to  the  Great  Mother  on  the  other  side  to  protect 
them  ” 

Kven  if  this  race  is  going  to  become  extinct  some  day,  bat  I 
doubt  that  the  prediction  of  the  hon.  member  for  L’lslet  will 
be  realised,  it  becomes  important  to  consider  what  we  are 
going  to  do  with  them  in  the  meantime.  Even  if  they  are 
going  to  become  extinct,  Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear  are 
not  dead  to-day.  Something  must  be  done  for  them,  in 
order  to  keep  them  quiet ;  otherwise  they  will  plunder  and 
murder.  The  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seems  to 
be  vory  different  from  that  which  was  plainly  advocated  by 
the  Winnipeg  Free  Press,  one  of  their  organs,  on  8th  Sep¬ 
tember,  1884.  It  said : 

“  It  must  be  apparent  to  both  the  American  and  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  that  their  present  methods  of  dealing  with  the  Indians  are  doomed 
to  failure.  They  should  either  make  up  their  mind  to  provide  sufficient 
food  for  them,  or  else,  in  earnest,  set  to  the  work  of  making  them  self- 
supporting.” 
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Notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  member  for  L’lslet, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  policy  of  the  G-overnment 
was  the  correct  one.  I  will  quote  the  authority  of  one 
who  is  very  familiar  with  the  Indian  question.  I  refer  to 
Hon.  Mr.  Laird.  In  an  interview  with  a  reporter  of  the 
Montreal  Daily  Witness  the  following  appears  in  the  issue 
of  that  paper  on  19th  June.  Mr.  Laird  says  : 

“  It  is  hardly  my  place  to  give  the  Government  an  Indian  policy;  but 
the  only  course,  in  my  opinion,  that  can  be  adopted,  is  to  patiently  go  on 
instructing  and  encouraging  them  to  be  farmers.  In  ten  years  many  of 
them  have  made  gteater  progress  towards  civilisation  than  any  of  the 
Indians  on  the  reserves  in  Ontario  have  in  a  hundred  ;  and  in  1882,  when 
I  retired  from  office,  the  settled  bands  were,  by  their  crops,  reducing  the 
cost  of  supporting  them  at  least  one-half.  If  in  one  generation,  or  even 
in  two,  you  raise  men  from  the  level  of  savages  to  civilisation  you  are 
doing  more  than  has  ever  been  done  in  any  other  country.  Many  of  the 
older  men  can  never,  I  fear,  be  taught  to  work  steadily  or  make  provision 
for  future  needs,  but  the  young  men,  who  have  never  been  on  the  war 
path  or  on  the  buffalo  hunt,  soon  learn  to  look  to  their  crops  and  take  care 
of  them.  To  the  old  Indians  it  is  almost  an  impossibilty  to  wait  three 
months  for  a  crop  to  grow.  For  instance,  we  had  a  good  deal  of  difficulty 
in  preventing  them  from  digging  up  the  potatoes  as  soon  as  the  young 
plants  show  above  the  ground.  On  the  whole,  they  made  wonderful 
progress,  from  1878  onward — well  worth  all  the  labor  It  cost.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  closed  with  the  Indian  question. 

I  believe  I  have  said  enough  to  show  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  the  treatment  of  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
West  and  Manitoba  has  been  most  libera!,  and  has  produced 
good  results.  Now,  let  us  see  where  are  the  complaints  of 
the  half  breeds,  of  which  so  much  has  been  said  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into  that  ques- 
gion  at  very  great  length.  I  will  take  them  exactly  as  they 
appear  from  the  last  meetings  of  the  half  breeds  and  the 
white  settlers  in  the  North-West.  Let  us  take  in  the  first 
place  the  grievances  of  the  half-breeds  as  laid  down  in  the 
Dill  of  Eights,  which  was  adopted  at  the  meeting  at  Prince 
Albert,  on  the  5th  of  September,  1884.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  obtain  an  English  copy  of  it,  but  I  find  the  original 
published  in  Le  Manitoba.  The  first  demand  which  they 
asked  for  is  “  the  inauguration  of  responsible  government.” 
Now,  I  ask  if  the  members  for  the  other  Provinces 
to-day  are  willing  to  create  new  Provinces  in  the 
North-West.  I  say  that  under  the  constitution  of  the 
North-west  council  they  enjoy  virtually  all  the  liberties  and 
privilogesof  responsiblegovornment.  In  1870 —  Iamspeaking 
as  a  member  from  the  Province  of  Quebec— we  had  a  great, 
deal  to  do  with  the  establishment  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  Then  the  question  was  only  one  of  paying  843,600,  to 
give  the  population  of  that  country  the  privileges  of  popu¬ 
lar  government.  Well,  where  are  we  now  ?  The  subsidy 
to  the  Province  of  Manitoba  amounts  to  something  like 
8440,000,  and  if  wo  are  going  to  give  Provinces  to  the 
North-West,  then  we  must  make  up  our  minds  to  allow  those 
new  Provinces  a  few  hundred  thousand  dollars  more  each. 
Sir,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  of  the  old  Provinces 
are  willing  that  they  should  be  taxed  to  that  extent,  espe¬ 
cially  when  no  good  result  can  be  obtained.  1  ask,  if  you 
give  them  Provinces,  will  they  be  in  any  better  position 
than  they  will  be  when  a  North-West  council  will  be 
established  for  the  different  districts  ?  I  say  no.  A  Legis¬ 
lature  sitting  in  Eegina  will  not  be  in  any  better  pos¬ 
ition  to  know  the  wants  of  that  Territory  than  the 
North-West  council  sitting  to-day.  When  the  time  will 
come  when  a  change  in  the  constitution  in  the  North-West 
will  be  necessary,  when  the  council  will  have  twenty-one 
members,  when  they  will  be  entitled  to  become  ipso  facto 
Provinces,  with  an  Assembly,  then  will  be  the  time  to  con¬ 
sider  the  constitution  or  the  whole  North-West,  and  instead 
of  giving  them  the  expensive  machinery  of  a  Legislature, 
give  them  a  council,  for  each  district,  such  as  they  have 
to-day,  which  will  be  more  beneficial  to  that  country  aud 
more  satisfactory  to  the  older  Provinces.  I  say  that  the 
desire  for  responsible  government  and  a  Legislature,  as 
enjoyed  by  the  older  Provinces,  is  not  shared  in  by  all  the 
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people  of  the  North-West.  The  Saskatchewan  Herald ,  of 
the  23rd  of  August,  1884,  says  : 

“  It  cannot  be  long  before  Assiniboia  will  have  the  population  neces¬ 
sary  to  set  it  up  as  a  Province,  and  then  the  opportunity  will  be  afforded 
of  modernising  the  constitution  of  the  remaining  Territories.” 

The  next  grievance  of  the  half-breeds  is,  that  they  want 
“  the  same  guarantees  to  be  allowed  to  the  old  settlers  of  tho 
Territories  as  wore  allowed  in  1870  to  the  settlers  of 
Manitoba ;  that  a  certain  area  of  land,  to-day  in  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  half-breeds,  should  be  left  to  them,  and  that  on 
application  patents  should  be  granted  to  them ;  that  tho 
half-breeds  of  the  North-West  shall  receive  each  240  acres 
of  the  land,  as  tho  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  received;  that 
2,000,000  acres  of  land  should  be  set  aside  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  benefit  of  half-breeds,  Protestants  and  Catholics ; 
that  the  Government  should  sell  these  lands,  deposit  tho 
money  in  the  bank,  and  that  the  interest  of  that  money 
should  be  used  for  the  maintenance  of  schools  of  instruction, 
industrial  schools  and  hospitals,  and  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
curing  ploughs  for  the  half-breeds,  at  least  every  spring,  to 
enable  them  to  sow  their  lands;  that  about  100  townships 
betaken,  of  the  swamp  lands  of  the  North-West,  which  do 
not  appear  to  be  open  for  settlement  for  a  long  time ; 
that  these  lands  be  set  apart  by  the  Government, 
and  that  they  be  distributed  by  the  Government, 
every  18  years,  among  the  children  of  the  half-breed 
population.  They  say  that  the  Province  of  Manitoba  has 
been  enlarged  since  1870,  and  that  the  rights  of  the  Metis 
to  the  titles  of  these  lands  have  not  been  recognised.  They, 
therefore,  ask  that  these  titles  should  be  extinguished  in 
favor  of  the  half-breed  children  at  the  time  of  the  transfer, 
and  of  such  children  as  may  be  born  for  four  generations.” 
With  regard  to  these  lands  and  the  grievances  of  the  half* 
breeds,  there  is  one  point  worthy  of  remark.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  by  the  member  for  Quebec  East  (Mr.  Laurier) 
about  the  lots  at  St.  Laurent,  on  ihe  river,  not  being  divided 
into  river  lots  of  10  chains  by  2  miles.  If  is  strange,  indeed, 
that  at  this  meeting,  which  took  place  on  the  5tb  of  Sept¬ 
ember,  1884,  there  is  not  a  single  complaint  about  that—- 
no  complaint  that  tho  lands  of  tho  half-breeds  have  been 
badly  surveyed  or  divided  ;  that  anyone  has  been  evicted, 
or  that  even  an  attempt  at  oviciion  has  been  made, 
There  are  some  items  in  those  resolutions  which  arc  most 
unreasonable— some  things  which  have  not  been  demanded 
even  by  tho  half-breeds  of  Manitoba.  There  are  some,  how¬ 
ever,  which  require  a  little  explanation.  As  to  the  demand 
that  lands  should  bo  set  apart  for  educational  purposes,  it  is 
well  known  that  by  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  two  sections  in 
each  township  are  set  apart  to  provide  for  the  education  of 
children  ;  and,  indeed,  tho  half-breed  and  white  population 
of  the  North-West  have  no  reason  to  complain  of  being 
neglected  by  the  present  Government  so  far  as  schools  avo 
concerned.  The  number  of  schools  in  the  North-West 
receiving  Government  aid  was  19  in  1383  and  28  in  1884 
— 17  Protestant  and  11  Boman  Catholic.  With  regard  to 
the  half-breed  claims  to  the  Indian  title,  I  have  already 
shown  what  the  late  Government  have  done.  The  Minister 
of  the  Interior  said  the  half-breeds  were  not  entitled  to 
anything  more  than  the  white  settlers,  that  is  to  say,  a  free 
homestead.  Tho  present  Government,  as  I  have  also  men¬ 
tioned,  immediately  after  they  camo  into  office,  in  1879, 
changed  that  policy,  and  went  back  to  their  policy  of  1870, 
with  regard  to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba,  and  askpd  this 
Parliament  to  give  them  power  to  deal  with  tho  balf-bteed 
claims  as  they  might  deem  expedient.  But  it  is 
said :  Although  you  declared,  your  policy,  although  yea 
intended,  evidently, to  satisfy  the  claims  of  the  hall-breeds  to 
the  Indian  title,  you  have  done  nothing  since  1879.  Weil, 
as  the  hon.  Premier  explained  last  night,  the  Government 
had  to  face  a  great  many  difficulties.  In  the  first  place,  on 
the  one  hand,  Archbishop  Tache,  no  doubt,  having  before 
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him  the  experience  of  1870,  and  following  years,  in 
Manitoba,  had  made  representations  that  he  wished  these 
new  free  grants  to  extinguish  the  Indian  title  in  the 
North-West  to  be  entailed  for  three  generations.  There 
were,  besides,  representations  of  the  Anglican  .Bishop, 
who  also  wished  them  to  be  entailed,  but  only  for 
ten  years.  Then  there  were  the  representations  of  the 
Premier  of  Manitoba,  who  had  also  a  great  deal  of  experi¬ 
ence  in  these  matters,  and  who  also  desired  these  lands  to 
be  entailed,  but  for  a  shorter  period.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  North-West  council  recommended  that  free  grants 
should  be  given  to  the  half-breeds,  jaet  as  they  were  given 
to  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  in  1870.  Those  grants  were 
made  without  any  condition — 160  acres  to  the  heads  of 
families  and  240  acres  to  the  children.  What  was  the  conse¬ 
quence  ?  The  scrip  were  sold  immediately,  almost  before 
they  reached  the  hands  of  the  half-breeds;  and  no  doubt 
Archbishop  Tache,  Mr.  Norquay  and  the  bishop  of  the  Church 
ofEngland  had  very  good  reasons  for  recommending  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  change  their  policy  towards  the  half-breeds.  But 
matters  were  pressing.  The  half-breeds,  no  doubt,  pushed 
by  speculators,  were  asking,  not  that  their  lands  should  be 
entailed,  but  they  were  asking  for  a  title  which  could  be 
disposed  of  immediately.  At  the  meeting  which  took  place  in 
September,  1884,  at  Prince  Albert,  the  half-breeds  expressed 
their  wish  for  such  a  title  to  those  lands  as  they  might  dis¬ 
pose  of  as  they  chose.  There  was  a  little  delay,  no  doubt. 
From  1879  to  to-day  those  claims  have  not  all  been  settled  ; 
their  settlement  only  commenced  within  the  last  few  months; 
but  you  will  admit,  and  the  public  will  admit,  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  labored  under  serious  difficulties,  having,  on 
the  one  hand,  to  contend  with  the  representations — in  my 
opinion,  the  very  reasonable  representations— of  Archbishop 
Tache  and  the  other  gentlemen  of  experience  in  the  North- 
West,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  with  the  demands  of  the  half- 
breeds,  supported  by  the  North-West  council.  In  the  issu¬ 
ing  of  patents  for  lands  there  was  another  difficulty — the 
difficulty  of  finding  lands  which  were  surveyed.  When  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  left  office,  in  1878,  they  had  hardly  done 
anything  in  this  respect  in  the  North-West.  I  will  give 
you  a  complete  table  of  the  surveys,  as  they  were  made, 
from  the  beginning  until  to-day  both  in  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West ; 


Previous  to  June,  1873...., 

Acres. 

No.  of 
Farms  of 
160  acres 
each. 
29,952 

In  1874 . . . . . 

26,487 

1875 . . . 

4,156 

1876 . . . 

2,628 

1877....  . . . . 

1,448 

1878,  N. W.... ............ . 

1,918 

7,066 

1879 . 

1880 . . . 

27,950 

1881 .  . . 

50,919 

1882  . . . . 

55,125 

1883 . 

168,760 

1884 . 

40,000 

Totals . 

420,399 

The  agricultural  population  these  lands  would  sustain,  on 
tho  basis  of  three  souls  to  a  homestead,  would  be  1,261,197. 
The  land  surveyed  up  to  1873  were  9,999,000 ;  from  1874  to 
1875,  1,797,120;  from  1884,  55,618,500.  The  survey,  in  tho 
vicinity  of  Prince  Albertand  also  in  the  vicinity  of  St.  Laurent 
wore  made  in  1878.  Surveys  were  made  subsequently 
in  the  old  settlements  on  the  North  Saskatchewan,  E  imonton 
and  St.  Albert.  The  lands  between  Carlton  and  Fort  Pitt, 
and  between  Edmonton  and  Calgary,  were  surveyed  in  1884. 
During  the  season  of  1883,  120  land  surveyors  were 
employed,  35  among  them  French  Canadians.  In  18a4,  61 
surveyors  wero  employed,  of  whom  22  were  French  Cana¬ 
dians.  The  surveys  in  1883,  alone,  cost  $750,000.  With  the 
surveys,  land  offices  were  opened.  The  first  was  opened 
at  Prince  Albert  in  1878,  Mr.  Duck,  agent,  appointed  by 
Mr.  Girouard. 
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the  late  administration,  the  very  same  officer  who  was 
nominated  long  before  tho  office  was  opened  and  ready. 
The  second  office  was  in  Eegina  (Troy,  for  a  short  time). 
In  1884,  four  land  offices  wore  opened  at  Calgary,  Edmon¬ 
ton,  Touchwood  and  Coteau,  and  finally  this  spring  at  Swift 
Current.  The  first  registry  office  was  opened  ini  76  at 
Battleford  and  threo  more  later,  Prince  Albert,  Eegina  and 
Calgary.  In  1883,  during  the  debate  which  took  place  in 
this  House  on  a  motion  of  Mr.  Blake,  in  moving  for 
copies  of  all  correspondence  and  memorials  relating  to  the 
claims  of  the  inhabitants  of  Prince  Albert  and  the  neighbor¬ 
ing  districts  in  tho  North-West,  with  respect,  to  the  lands 
which  they  occupy,  and  other  matters  affecting  their  con¬ 
dition,  I  find  the  following  statement  made  by  Mr.  Eoyal, 
the  hon.  member  for  Provenchor  : — 

“  I  suppose  you  are  aware  that  delegates  have  been  sent  here  by  a 
certain  portion  of  the  population  of  the  North-West  Territories,  re.-pect- 
ing  the  subject  which  is  just  now  engaging  the  attention  of  this  House, 
and  is  more  especially  under  the  notice  of  the  Government.  These  dele¬ 
gates  have  laid  their  grievances — it  grievances  they  are— before  some  of 
the  hon.  Ministers.  Their  object  is,  to  have  the  title  to  the  lands  occu¬ 
pied,  owned  and  improved  by  some  of  these  people  for  over  20  years 
recognised  and  confirmed  by  the  Government.  Their  claims  are  nothing 
but  just.  These  lande  beloug  mostly  to  half-breed  people  and  pioneers 
from  Ontario,  who  went  west  from  the  Province  of  Manitoba  some  five, 
ten  or  fifteen  years  ago.  These  pioneers  of  Canadian  civilisation  have 
formed  groups  throughout  the  Territories,  which  will,  no  doubt,  be  the 
nucleus  of  a  large  population.  There  is  a  very  important  group  at  Duck 
Lake,  Prince  Albert,  another  at  Edmonton,  another  at  St.  Albert,  and 
so  on.  Last  year  surveyors  were  sent  out  to  carry  on  the  surveys  of  the 
Dominion  in  that  part  of  the  country.  These  surveyors  had  no  instruc¬ 
tions  to  stop  wherever  they  would  meet  any  of  the  old  settlements,  and 
their  continuing  the  lines  aroused,  of  course,  the  suspicion  of  the  old 
settlers,  who  held  a  meeting,  and  represented  to  the  Government  the  j  us¬ 
tice  of  respecting  their  property  in  farm  improvements.  Their  claims 
have  been  fully  recognised,  and  orders  have  been  sent  to  the  surveyors 
to  respect  those  settlements.  The  object  of  thi3  delegation  is  to  have 
the  Government  cause  the  lines  of  the  Dominion  surveys  to  front  on  the 
limits  of  their  settlements.  The  delegates  have  already  had  an  inter¬ 
view  with  some  members  of  the  Government,  and  were  assured,  in  every 
case,  the  rights  of  ownership  of  those  old  settlers  would  be  fully  recog¬ 
nised.  These  settlers  are  not  to  be  classed  with  squatters.  The  squatter 
is,  generally  speaking,  a  man  who  goes  off  the  survey  and  squatB  on  the 
piece  of  land  he  thinks  best  suited  for  farming.  In  some  cases,  unfortu¬ 
nately,  he  is  sent  there  by  somebody  else,  or  goes  on  his  own  impulse,  to 
select  the  best  spot,  on  which  he  will  make  a  slight  improvement,  in  order 
that  he  may  be  able  to  sell  it  to  some  company  or  individual.  The  settlers 
to  whom  I  refer  went  as  far  as  Prince  Albert,  some  few  miles  west  of 
Edmonton,  and  lived  there  on  their  farms  for  over  thirty  years.  Of 
course,  it  was  quite  natural  they  should  suspect  something  was  wrong 
when  they  saw  the  surveyors  continuing  their  lines  of  survey  ;  but  there 
is  no  more  reason  for  fear  on  that  ground.  The  delegates  have  also 
another  object  in  view,  namely,  to  have  the  Government  recognise  and 
confirm  the  titles  of  these  settlers.  No  doubt,  to  a  certain  extent,  they 
have  been  squatters,  but  their  rights  are  clear,  and  of  course  they  are 
anxious  the  Government  should  confirm  them  and  issue  Crown  patents 
to  them,  in  order  that  their  property  should  be  classed  the  same  as  any 
other  in  the  Dominion.  In  that  respect,  also,  I  am  happy  to  state  their 
wants  have  been  fully  met  with,  and  they  have  been  assured  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  fully  recognise  their  titles,  and  issue,  in  due  time,  the 
letters  patent.  They  have  also  demanded  from  the  Government  that  a 
land  agent  should  be  appointed  in  their  own  district.  The  nearest  land 
agent  is  about  300  or  400  miles  distant  fiom  Prince  Albert,  and  the  hon. 
Minister  has  assured  them  that  as  soon  as  the  plans  of  survey  would  be 
recognised  and  confirmed  by  the  Government  a  Dominion  land  office 
would  be  opened  there,  and  everything  made  ready  for  the  interests  of 
the  new  settlers.  It  is  well  known,  I  believe,  in  Manitoba  and  the  rest 
of  the  Dominion,  that  that  part  of  the  North-West  Territories  wuich  lies 
on  the  North  Saskatchewan,  and  extends  from  Prince  Albert  to  Edmon¬ 
ton,  will  certainly,  before  many  years,  contain  a  very  large  population. 
That  district  is  composed  of  the  most  fertile  lands  in  that  part  of  the 
country,  where  running  waters,  forests  and  vast  arable  lands  are  to  be 
found  in  large  quantities.  Already  the  pioneers  have  gone  in  in  advance 
of  the  surveys,  and  formed  groups  of  population,  which  are  now  among 
the  most  important  groups  in  the  North-West.  On  behalf  of  these  dele¬ 
gates  I  must  recognise  the  fact  that  the  Government  have  dealt  with 
them  in  a  most  open  and  liberal  manner.” 

I  know,  as  a  fact,  that  a  land  office  has  been  opened  at 
Edmonton  last  year,  and  that  Mr.  Gauvreau  was  trans¬ 
ferred  from  Prince  Albert  to  Edmonton,  in  order  to  give 
more  facilities  to  the  French  half-breeds  of  that  district. 
At  tho  same  time,  last  year  Louis  Schmidt,  French  half- 
breed,  was  appointed  assistant  to  the  land  office  of  Prince 
Albert  for  the  same  purpose.  In  1883  I  believe  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  with  a  view  of  giving  greater  facilities  to  while 
settlers  aud  claimants  in  the  North-West,  and  also  in  Man- 
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itoba,  to  make  oat  their  claims  and  have  them  investigated 
established  a  land  board  in  Winnipeg,  with  more  extensive 
powers  than  the  ordinary  powers  of  a  land  office,  with  Mr. 
Walsh  as  commissioner.  Mr.  Walsh  has  investigated  many 
of  these  claims.  It  will  be  noticed  that  the  policy  of  the 
present  and  the  last  Government  is  very  different  in  this 
respect.  What  was  the  reply  of  the  late  Government  ? 
Representations  were  made  by  Mr.  Matthew  Ryan,  that  the 
half-breeds  were  verypressing  for  the  recognition  of  their 
rights — I  refer  to  the  half-breeds  who  were  entitled  to  scrip 
in  consequence  of  being  residents  in  Manitoba  at  the  time  of 
the  transfer,  and  who  emigrated  afterwards  to  the  North- 
West.  Mr.  Ryan  made  strong  representations  to  the  late 
Administration  that  he  should  be  empowered  to  examine  the 
claims  of  thoso  half-breeds  who  were  entitled  to  scrips  in 
Manitoba,  but  who  happened  then  to  be  in  the  North-West 
Territories.  On  the  24th  June,  1818,  Mr.  Laird  wrote  from 
Battleford  to  Col.  Dennis,  as  follows  : — 

“  Observe  Mr.  Rj'an’s  authority  ;  time  to  investigate  half-breed  claims 
under  Order  14th  June,  1876  lapsed  ;  recommend  time  be  extended  one 
year.  He  is  now  here.  Applicants  waiting  answer.” 

Mr.  Denis  replied : 

“  Will  consult  Minister  on  his  return  ;  expected  this  week  in  re  half- 
breed  claims,  and  advise  you  forthwith.” 

Now,  what  is  the  answer  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  ? 
We  find  on  a  margin  of  a  report  made  by  Mr.  Codd,  dated 
16th  March,  1877,  the  following  note: — - 

“  It  is  not  necessary  to  look  up  parties  who  have  claims.  If  they  care 
for  their  interests  they  will  themselves  come  forward  and  establish  their 
claims.” 

The  present  Government  did  not  act  upon  the  same  principle. 
They  thought  that  these  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  and 
Manitoba  should  have  some  easy  means  of  establishing  their 
claims,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  the  land  bureau  was 
established  in  Winnipeg,  and  Mr.  Walsh  appointed  as  com¬ 
missioner.  This  land  bureau  of  Manitoba  went  to  work, 
and,  from  the  report  of  1884,  it  will  be  seen  that  they  have 
done  a  great  deal  of  work.  The  Government  land  board 
reported  on  711  claims  of  squatters  in  1884,  including  those 
of  old  settlers.  Here  is  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  for  that  year  : 

“  At  the  time  the  offices  of  Deputy  Head  and  Surveyor  General  were 
separated,  and  Mr.  Lindsay  Russell  wa3  charged  with  the  duties  apper¬ 
taining  to  the  latter  position,  it  was  provided  that  he  should  also  inves¬ 
tigate  and  settle  the  claims  to  land  by  virtue  of  long  occupation  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  old  settlers  along  the  North  Saskatchewan.  When  it 
was  found  that  Mr.  Russell’s  health  did  not  admit  of  his  visiting  the 
settlements,  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed,  remitting  this  portion  of 
his  work  to  the  land  board.  Accordingly,  early  in  the  year,  Mr.  Pearce 
went  to  Prince  Albert,  and  from  thence  to  Battleford,  Edmonton  and 
St.  Albert,  and  made  a  caieful  personal  enquiry  into  all  the  claims  of 
this  class  at  those  places,  with  the  result  that  all,  with  one  or  two 
exceptions,  at  Battleford  and  Edmonton,  have  been  finally  and  satisfac¬ 
torily  disposed  of.  The  only  claims  of  old  settlers  remaining  unsettled 
are  at  Lac  la  Biche,  Victoria  and  Battle  River.  The  necessary  inves¬ 
tigation  at  the  two  latter  places  will  be  made  early  next  spring,  but  the 
claims  at  Lac  la  Biche  cannot  be  properly  adjusted  until  the  surveys 
reach  that  point.” 

Mr.  Pearce  was  sent  to  the  Saskatchewan  at  the  beginning 
of  last  year,  and  hero  is  his  report : 

“The  question  of  the  claims  of  the  old  settlers  on  the  Saskatchewan 
13  one  of  long  standing  ;  but,  with  the  exception  of  the  claims  in  the  im¬ 
mediate  vicinity  of  Prince  Albert,  nothing  could  be  done  in  the  matter 
until  the  surveys  were  completed.  These  surveys  were  not  finished  until 
this  summer,  and  could  not  hava  been  completed  at  an  earlier  date  ;  for, 
had  these  been  prosecuted  in  any  other  way  than  the  one  adopted,  it 
would  have  been  at  a  great  sacrifice  of  both  accuracy  aud  economy. 

“  Very  full  reports  accompanied  the  evidence  forwarded  to  the  Min¬ 
ister  so  soon  as  the  investigations  were  completed.  The  claims  of  Prince 
Albert  have  been  finally  disposed  of.  Those  at  the  other  points  may 
raasonably  be  expected  to  be  settled  within  a  few  weeks. 

“The  most  liberal  construction  possible  under  the  circumstances  was 
put  upon  all  the  claims ;  and,  judging  by  the  result  at  Prince  Albert,  it 
is  confidently  anticipated  that  the  percentage  of  claimants  who  will  be 
dissatisfied  therewith  will  bs  very  small — probably  not  6  per  cent. — and 
of  these  more  than  one-half  will  be  only  on  the  grounds  that  their  claims 
have  not  had  as  liberal  treatment  as  the  claims  of  others.  It  may  be  said 
of  these  claimants — upwards  of  seven  hundred  in  number — that,  as  a 
class,  the  ‘  land  shark  ’  formed  a  very  small  number. 


“  The  difficulty  of  obtaining  explicit  evidence  has  been  referred  to  in 
the  special  reports  ;  and  in  this  it  need  only  be  mentioned  that  this  diffi¬ 
culty  did  not  arise  from  unwillingness,  but  from  inability. 

“  It  is  somewhat  remarkable  that,  out  of  the  large  number  of  cases 
investigated,  but  few  were  advanced  through  a  residence  on  and  peace¬ 
able  possession  of  the  land  on  the  16th  July,  1870  ;  the  only  points  at 
which  such  were  preferred  being  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Albert — some 
half  dozen  at  the  former,  and  about  forty  at  the  latter.  This  would  go 
to  demontrate  that  it  has  been  only  within  the  past  few  years  that  any 
idea  of  making  a  livelihood  by  husbandry  has  occurred  to  the  inhabi¬ 
tants  of  the  district  ;  and  when  this  fact  is  considered,  the  progress  they 
have  made  is  really  wonderful.  Such  facts  encourage  the  hope  of  a 
fairly  successful  fruition  of  the  policy  adopted  in  teaching  the  vising 
generation  of  Indians  habits  of  industry,  with  a  view  to  make  them  a 
self-sustaining  people.  - 

“  The  claims  at  St.  Laurent,  on  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan,  were  not  personally  investigated  by  me,  as  the  greater  portion  of 
the  claimants  spoke  only  French,  and  1  would  have  required  an  inter¬ 
preter. 

“With  the  approval  of  the  Minister,  Mr.  Duck,  Dominion  land  agent, 
who  speaks  the  French  language,  was  instructed  to  obtain  the  evidence 
of  these  claimants.  This  was  revised  by  me,  and  recommendations 
made  in  each  case  by  the  land  boaid. 

“  I  would  particularly  wish  to  refer  to  the  aid  extended  to  me  by  the 
Rev.  Pere  Le  Due,  when  investigating  the  claims  at  St.  Albert. 

“  Most  of  th3  claimants  could  only  speak  Oree,  and  the  Rev.  Father 
acted  as  interpreter,  and  did  all  he  could  to  make  the  investigation  run 
smoothly  and  pleasantly. 

“  The  only  claims  now  remaining  are  at  Lac  la  Biche,  Victoria  and 
Battle  River.  Those  at  the  latter  two  points  can  be  disposed  of  so  soon 
as  the  surveys  are  adjusted  ;  probably  early  next  spring.  At  the  former 
point  some  delay,  probably  a  year,  must  ensue,  in  getting  the  surveys 
carried  to  that  point,  owing  to  its  isolated  position  ;  also  the  survey  on 
the  ground  of  au  Indian  reserve. 

“  There  are  a  few  other  isolated  cases  remaining,  chiefly  in  the  vicinity 
of  Fort  McLeod  ;  and  they  can  be  readily  dealt  with  when  the  town¬ 
ships  in  which  they  are  situated  are  open  for  entry.” 

Tbo  Saskatchewan  Herald ,  of  the  23rd  August,  188 1,  speaks 
in  very  favorable  terms  of  Mr.  Pearce’s  investigation  : 

“  But,  of  course  (this  paper  adds)  it  is  not  likely  that  he  has  acquired 
the  art  of  pleasing  everybody,  or  of  giving  to  each  of  two  or  three 
claimants  the  whole  of  the  parcel  of  land  in  dispute.” 

When  Mr.  Pearce  was  making  this  investigation,  or  a  short 
time  after  that,  Mr.  Riel  came  to  the  country,  and,  on  the 
26th  July,  the  Saskatchewan  Herald  says  : 

“  Louis  Riel  is  visiting  all  the  settlements  at  Prince  Albert  and  the 
south  branch,  but,  so  far,  has  given  no  public  utterances  of  his  intentions. 
Rumor,  however,  has  his  work  cut  and  dried  for  him,  aud  telegrams  from 
Prince  Albert  to  the  east  give  as  one  ground  for  the  agitation,  that  the 
Government  refuses  to  recognise  the  claims  of  the  early  settlers  to  the 
land  taken  up  by  them  long  ago,  and  that,  in  surveying  the  country,  all 
their  rights  have  been  ignored.  So  far  from  this  being  the  case,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  put  a  blot  on  the  general  system  of  survey,  by  laying  out 
their  claims  in  narrow  frontages,  as  the  settlers  desired.” 

This  shows  that  the  Government  haa  not  been  inactive. 
They  proceeded  last  year  with  the  examination  of  tho 
claims  of  the  old  settlers  ;  they  sent  someone  to  investigate 
tho  claims  ;  a  report  was  made,  and,  more  than  that,  they 
commenced  to  examine  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  to 
scrips;  and  on  the  28th  January,  1885,  au  Order  in  Coun¬ 
cil  was  passed,  which  has  been  read  before.  Whether  that 
Order  in  Council  has  been  cancelled  later  on  or  not,  it  shows 
that,  at  that  period,  nearly  two  months  before  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  rebellion,  the  Government  was  in  earnest,  with  a 
view  to  meet  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds.  Now,  in  pres¬ 
ence  of  all  those  facts,  how  can  it  be  pretended  that  the 
Government  has  dono  nothing  within  the  last  few  years  for 
tho  half-breeds  ?  The  country  has  been  surveyed  to  the  extent 
of  several  millions  of  acres.  Land  offices  and  registry 
offices  have  been  opened  ;  agents  have  been  appointed,  and 
in  most  districts  where  tho  French  population  is  to  be  found, 
an  agent  has  been  named  who  speaks  French.  Wo  can 
easily  imagine  the  difficulties  the  Department  must  have 
met  with  in  dealing  with  this  matter.  Let  us  see  what  tbo 
late  Administration  has  dono  towards  the  settlement  of  the 
half-breed  claims  in  Manitoba.  The  lights  of  the  half-breeds 
wore  declared  by  au  Aet  of  1870,  and  1,400,000  acres  of  land 
were  given  by  the  Manitoba  Act.  Commissions  were 
appointed  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of  finding  out 
the  number  of  half-breeds  entitled  to  that  free  grant.  Whon 
they  left  office,  in  1878,  the  work  was  far  from  being  done. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  went  to  work  and  appointed  com- 
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mission  after  commission.  I  do  not  want  to  blame  them 
for  it.  1  think  it  would  be  hardly  fair  to  blame  an  Admin, 
istration  when  they  have  to  deal  with  such  a  vast  territory 
as  this  I  would  like  to  know,  however,  if  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  will  tell  mo  whether  in  1818,  eight  years  after  the 
rights  of  the  half-breeds  had  been  declared  by  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment — not  seven  years,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
East  slated,  with  respect  to  the  half-breeds  in  the  North- 
West  Territories — but  after  eight  years  of  investigation  on 
the  part  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  their  predecessors, 
they  had  left  half-breed  claims  in  Manitoba  unsettled,  and 
how  many  claims  did  they  leave  unsettled  ?  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  hard  with  them,  but  at  the  same  time  they  ought  to 
know  the  difficulties  of  the  situation ;  that  really  it  is  not  an 
easy  task  for  any  Administration  to  deal  with  the 
half-breed  question  in  the  North-West.  I  say  that  notwith¬ 
standing  all  these  commissions  the  present  Government, 
after  coming  into  office  in  1881,  had  to  appoint  another 
commission,  composed,  Judges  Miller  and  Dubuc,  of  the 
Superior  Court,  lor  the  sole  purpose  of  making  a  new 
enumeration  and  completing  the  list  of  claims  which  had  to 
be  examined  in  Manitoba;  but  notwithstanding  this  com¬ 
mission,  another  Order  in  Council  had  to  be  passed,  with  a 
view  of  giving  full  justico  to  the  half-breeds  who  had  no  other 
title  to  their  land  but  occupation,  and  on  the  25th  February, 
1881,  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed  by  this  Government, 
with  a  view  of  coming  to  the  relief  of  those  half-breeds  of 
Manitoba  who  had  not  obtained  justice.  Yet  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  five  years  to  do  that  after  all  the  work 
which  had  been  done  by  their  predecessors.  But,  as  I  said 
at  the  beginning  of  my  remarks,  even  if  these  half-breeds 
had  some  complaints,  even  if  the  scrip  came  too  late, 
even  if  the  patents  to  their  lands  also  came  too  late,  I  say 
that  was  no  reasons  why  they  should  resort  to  arms.  They 
should  have  done  like  the  rest  of  the  population  in  this 
country.  Are  hon.  gentlemen  going  to  tell  me  that  during 
the  whole  of  their  administration  the  people  of  this  Dominion 
were  satisfied  ?  There  was  a  cry  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  the  other  that  the  National  Policy  should  be  introduced 
into  this  country.  But  they  would  not  do  it ;  and  the  con¬ 
sequence  was,  that  poverty  was  becoming  general,  from  one 
end  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other,  but  still  'the  people  did 
not  resort  to  arms.  They  appealed  to  the  Goveimment,  and 
when  an  election  came  around  they  took  the  remedy  into 
their  own  hands.  Mr.  Speaker,  Ido  not  intend  to  allude  to 
the  commission  of  Messrs.  Street,  Goulet  and  Forget,  which 
was  appointed  a  few  days  after  the  uprising  in  the 
North-West,  and  which,  if  we  are  to  judge  from  the  account 
of  Le  Manitoba,  is  giving  so  much  satisfaction.  The  leader 
of  the  Opposition  the  other  day  quoted  the  conclusion  of  that 
article  of  Le  Manitoba,  stating  that  it  was  a  great  pity  that 
this  commission  was  not  appointed  a  long  time  ago.  Well, 
I  will  not  take  my  authority  from  a  newspayer  article 
written  since  the  rebellion  began,  but  I  take  my  authority 
from  public  documents,  which  show  that  the  Government 
have  really  acted  for  the  best.  Now,  I  pass  to  the  other 
articles  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  of  the  half-breeds,  at  their  meet¬ 
ing  at  Prince  Albert,  in  September  last.  Article  8  says  : 

“  Contracts  for  Government  works  should  be,  as  far  as  possible,  given 
to  the  people  in  the  Territory,  in  order  to  encourage  them  and  to  increase 
the  circulation  of  money  among  them.” 

What  just  complaints  can  they  have  in  this  respect  ?  The 
contracts  for  work  are  given  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
as  everywhere  else  in  the  Dominion,  by  public  tenders,  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  Government  should  change  its 
policy  in  that  respect.  If  the  people  residing  in  a  locality 
cannot  tender  successfully  with  the  residents  of  the  older 
Provinces,  the  Government  cannot  be  blamed  for  that. 

“Article  9.  That  the  Canadian  Government  should  feed  the  Indians, 
and  not  offer  to  the  chriitiau  world  the  spectacle  of  a  people  dying  of 
starvation.  If  the  civilisation  of  our  century  does  permit  it,  and  if  the 
Province  wishes  it,  the  Government  should  make  the  Indians  work  about 
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as  much  as  Plmroah  did  the  Jews ;  but,  at  all  events,  they  should  not 
leave  them  a  victim  of  hallucination  and  in  the  delerium  of  starvation. 
They  do  not  wi-.h  the  people  to  talk  with  the  Indians,  but  the  Indians 
are  all  the  time  around  the  half-breed  establishments.  The  half-breeds 
and  other  settlers  spend  more  for  the  Indians  than  the  Government  does, 
and  the  people  are  going  to  be  prevented  from  mentioning  this  state  of 
things.  It  is  not  just  that  the  Federal  Government  should  administer 
Indian  affairs.” 

It  is  perfectly  plain,  after  the  exposure  I  have  made  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  towards  the  Indians,  after  every¬ 
thing  the  Government  has  done  for  them,  after  the  millions 
of  money  we  have  spent  to  feed  them  and  instruct  them,  it 
is  plain  that  whoever  framed  this  article  of  the  Bill  of 
Rights  did  not  know  what  the  Government  had  done  for 
the  Indians.  It  must  be  remembered  there  is  no  complaint 
in  this  article  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  that  the  Indians  have 
not  received  their  supplies,  that  the  quality  was  bad  and 
that  they  were  hardly  used  by  the  officials.  The  10th 
article  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  contains  a  demand  for  educa¬ 
tional  institutions.  The  answer  to  this  is,  that  to-day  there 
is  a  complete  organisation  in  the  North-West  for  the  educa¬ 
tion  of  the  youth.  At  the  time  Bishop  Grandin  applied  to 
Minister  of  Interior  for  a  grant  there  was  no  such  organisa¬ 
tion.  But  since  1876  there  has  been  a  board  of  education, 
comprised  of  six  Protestants  and  six  Roman  Catholics,  and 
the  Government,  on  their  representation,  have  granted  such 
aid  as  in  their  opinion  might  be  necessary.  Therefore,  the 
matter  referred  to  in  this  article  will  be  dealt  with  as  it  is 
in  the  older  Provinces,  under  the  constitution  of  the  North- 
West.  Article  12th  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  demands  the 
erection  of  the  districts  in  the  North-West  into  so  many 
Provinces.  They  claim  that  they  should  become  Provinces 
when  they  obtain  the  same  population  as  Manitoba  possessed 
at  the  time  of  its  entry  into  Confederation,  and  besides  that 
this  erection  of  districts  into  Provinces  should  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  all  the  advantages  of  responsible  government  and 
the  administration  of  the  Crown  lands.  I  have  already 
alluded  to  this  matter  while  dealing  with  other  portions  of 
the  Bill  of  Rights.  That  is  a  portion  of  the  articles  of  the 
Bill  of  Rights  which  is  most  unreasonable.  Not  only  do 
they  want  the  North-West  to  be  erected  into  Provinces,  but 
the  half-breeds  want  to  have  as  many  Provinces  as  there  ai*e 
districts.  We  have  to-day  five  districts,  Iveewatin,  Alberta, 
Assiniboia,  Athabaska  and  Saskatchewan.  Therefore,  there 
would  be  five  new  Provinces  to  bo  established.  We  are, 
therefore,  asked  to  increase  the  burden  of  taxation  on  the 
older  Provinces  to  the  extent  of  $400,000  or  $500,000.  And, 
what  is  more,  the  half-breeds  want  to  keep  all  the  lands 
in  the  North-West  to  themselves.  We  have  constructed  a 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  round  Lake  Superior  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean,  with  a  wiew  to  oponing  up  that  immense  Ter¬ 
ritory,  embracing  a  couple  of  billion  acres  of  lands,  and  now 
that  the  railway  is  practically  built,  the  people  of  the  North- 
West,  and  among  others,  the  French  half- breeds,  say  :  “  We 
want  all  the  districts  to  be  turned  into  Provinces ;  we  want 
subsidies  from  the  old  Provinces ;  we  have  got  railways 
and  land  offices,  and  you  are  going  to  take  care  of  the 
Indians,  and  we  are  going  to  take  the  last  possible 
assets  which  the  country  can  possess,  and  that  is  the 
land.”  A  pretention  of  that  kind  is  simply  absurd.  I 
have  passed  over  every  article  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  as 
adopted  by  the  half-breeds  at  a  meeting  at  Prince  Albert  in 
September  last,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  notice 
that  it  does  not  contain  a  complaint  about  surveys,  in  regard 
to  which  subject  so  much  capital  has  beon  made.  There 
is  not  a  complaint  in  regard  to  surveys  from  the  half- 
breeds  along  the  river,  where  it  is  said  great  tyrraoy  has 
been  committed  by  the  present  Administration,  so  much 
so,  that  the  half-breeds  at  that  time  had  sufficient  reason 
to  resort  to  arms.  Is  it  not  astonishing  that  during  their 
last  protests,  their  last  declaration  of  rights,  detailing 
their  list  of  grievances,  there  is  nothing  said  about  the 
surveys  of  the  river  lots  ?  I  might  perhaps  stop  at  this  stage 
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of  the  discussion  ;  but  it  will  be  as  well  to  consider  wbat  the 
white  settlers  were  demanding.  Meetings  were  held,  not  only 
at  Prince  Albert,  but  all  over  the  North-West  Territory. 
There  was  a  meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Province  of 
Alberta.  I  find  the  resolutions  published  in  Le  Manitoba.  I 
have  not  been  able  to  get  an  English  copy,  so  I  will  translate 
them.  It  will  bo  sufficient  to  mention  the  pretended  griev¬ 
ances,  the  articles  of  the  Bill  of  Eights  of  the  white  settlers 
of  Alberta,  to  show  that  most  of  them  are  unfounded  : 

“  The  undersigned  have  the  honor  to  represent  that  questions  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  worthy  of  the  special  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  arise  from  that  portion  of  the  Worth-West,  and  more  particularly 
from  the  district  of  Alberta.  The  undersigned  hope  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  give  all  these  questions  the  most  serious  consideration  : 

“  1.  There  is  notsufficient  police  stipendiary  magistrates  in  the  North- 
West;  the  judicial  districts  are  too  large,  and,  consequently,  do  not  pro¬ 
vide  sufficient  tribunals.  This  evil  has  been  increased  by  the  fact  that 
under  the  Act  respecting  the  North-West  Territories  cases  appealed 
must  be  laid  before  the  sitting  judge,  and  decided  by  the  same  judge  ” 

Suppose  there  were  not  enough  stipendiary  magistrates, 
the  Government  have  this  Session  introduced  a  Bill  to  give 
an  additional  magistrate  to  the  North-West. 

“  2.  The  people  are  of  the  opinion  that  you  must  remove  from  the 
officers  of  the  Mounted  Police  every  judicial  power,  and  that  resident 
judges  shall  be  named  for  all  the  principal  towns  and  cities  in  the 
North-West.” 

That  is  more  as  regards  the  administration  of  justice  than 
is  provided  for  the  older  Provinces — a  judge  resident  in 
every  principal  centre  of  the  North-West  Territory.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  people  of  the  older  Provinces  would  be 
willing  that  we  should  tax  ourselves  in  order  to  concede  this 
extraordinary  demand,  and  have  a  judge  resident  in  every 
principal  centre  of  the  North-West  Territory. 

“  3.  We  know  that  it  has  been  decided  that  the  stipendiary  magistrates 
have  no  power  to  issue  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus ,  and,  therefore,  in  this 
district  we  are  deprived  of  one  of  the  greatest  safeguards  of  British 
liberty.” 

I  am  sure  that  whoever  drew  up  this  Bill  of  Eights  of  the 
population  of  the  Province  of  Alberta  was  not  a  lawyer. 
Whether  there  is  a  statute  declaring  that  a  wi’it  of  habeas 
corpus  may  be  issued  in  the  North-West  Territories  or  not — 
I  believe  there  is  one,  but  suppose  there  is  not — by  the 
common  law  of  England  every  British  subject  deprived  of 
his  liberty  on  British  soil  has  a  right  to  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus.  That  is  too  elementary  a  principle  of  law  to  be  open 
to  any  doubt. 

“  4.  In  cases  of  intoxicating  liquors,  the  fact  of  one-half  of  the 
penalty .  being  given  to  the  informer  has  a  bad  effect.  A  man  may 
be  imprisoned  on  the  oath  of  that  sole  informant,  and  this  state  of 
things  has  been  the  cause  of  numerous  and  grave  acts  of  injustice. 
There  have  been  many  perjuries  committed  in  this  respect.  This  abuse 
exists  among  the  constables  of  the  Mounted  Police,  as  one  of  them 
had  made  two  hundred  dollars  in  a  day  as  informer — one-half  of 
the  penalty  imposed  on  two  persons.  However,  the  defence  denied  to 
the  accusation  brought  against  them  by  the  informer,  and  the  two  were 
condemned,  although  respectable. 

“  5.  The  police  have  abused  their  right  to  make  inquisition  as  to  the 
use  of  liquor  ;  and  no  police  officer  should  have  the  right  to  enter  a  pri¬ 
vate  house  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  there  are  intoxicating 
liquors  in  it  or  not,  unless  there  has  been  a  sworn  information  previously 
made  to  that  effect.” 

Well,  this  law  is  based  upon  the  principle  of  penalty  laws 
in  the  old  Provinces.  In  all  the  old  Provinces  the  policy 
of  this  Government,  sanctioned  for  years  and  years,  has 
been  that  one-half  of  the  penalty,  even  in  cases  brought  for 
the  infraction  of  the  liquor  laws,  should  go  to  the  informer, 
and  the  other  half  should  go  to  the  Crown. 

“  6.  The  stealing  of  horses  is  very  common  here,  and  there  is  very 
little  effort  made  to  pursue  the  guilty  parties.  The  thieves  go  south  by 
McLeod’s  road,  and  there  the  police  cannot  reach  them  before  they  go 
to  the  United  States.  A  telegraphic  line,  as  far  as  Fort  McLeod,  would 
prevent  a  good  deal  of  the  stealing  of  horses,  and  would  also  be  of  great 
use  to  the  Mounted  Police.” 

The  telegraph  line  has  been  built  since  that  time. 

"7.  The  settlers  of  the  neighboring  districts  are  asking  for  their 
patents,  and  they  complain  when  they  would  make  their  homestead 


entries  for  townships  23  and  24,  range  1,  we3t  of  the  5th  principal  merid¬ 
ian,  and  in  these  districts  there  are  a  large  number  of  settlers.  The 
natural  consequence  is  that  the  neighboring  country  is  in  statu  quo, 
and  will  remain  in  that  condition  as  long  as  these  townships  are  not 
open  to  settlers.” 

These  lands  were  surveyed  only  last  year,  and,  necessarily, 
a  few  months  must  elapse  before  the  land  office  is  ready  for 
entry,  but  I  believe  it  is  ready  now. 

“  8  We  believe  that  a  court  of  appeal  should  be  established  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  and  that  an  extension  of  the  powers  of  the 
court  of  first  resort,  held  by  the  stipendiary  magistrates,  should  be  made, 
and  more  facility  given  for  appeals  from  the  magistrate’s  to  the  court 
of  appeals  in  all  cases  where  the  contract  exceeds  $200.” 

Now,  hero  is  another  demand  which  is  unreasonable. 
Under  the  constitution  of  the  North-West,  passed  in  18*75,  a 
court  of  appeals  was  established  for  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  not  sitting  in  the  North-West  Territories,  but  sitting 
in  Winnipeg,  There  is  a  court  of  appeal  for  Manitoba, 
and  with  a  view  of  saving  expense,  considering  the  large 
amount  which  the  country  had  to  spend  in  developing  that 
vast  country,  this  Parliament  thought  proper  to  give  the 
right  of  appeal,  in  cases  in  the  North-West  Territories,  to 
the  court  of  appeals  of  Manitoba ;  and  in  every  case  where 
there  is  a  question  affecting  real  estate,  or  in  any  case  for 
damages  or  torts  for  $500,  or  in  all  cases  in  which  there  is 
$1,000  in  dispute,  there  is  appeal  to  the  court  at  Winnipeg. 
Considering  that  the  means  of  communication  are  so  easy  to¬ 
day,  from  every  portion  of  the  North-West  Territories,  and 
especially  from  Calgary,  from  which  this  complaint  comes, 
it  seems  to  me  that  this  complaint  is  without  foundation. 

“9.  In  the  interests  of  justice,  we  believe  that  a  prison  and  court 
house  ought  to  be  erected  in  Calgary.  The  building  now  used  as  a 
prison  is  altogether  unfit  for  that  purpose,  and  there  is  no  place  for  the 
detention  of  criminals.  Furthermore,  we  have  been  informed  that  the 
North-West  council  has  refused  to  pass  ordinances  to  arrest  any  one 
about  to  leave  the  country,  and  that  because  there  is  no  jail,  in  order  to 
detain  the  fleeing  debtor  or  criminal.  Last  year  the  building  which  served 
as  a  prison  was  almost  constantly  full  of  prisoners,  and  as  Calgary  is  the 
centre  of  the  district,  and  near  the  Rockies,  where  the  works  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are  proceeding,  and  where  mining  is  being 
pursued  with  activity,  the  construction  of  a  prison  is  an  immediate  want. 
In  Calgary,  also,  there  is  need  for  a  court  house  building,  wherein  to  hold 
the  sittings  of  the  court.” 

There  is  also  a  jail  and  court  house  built  by  the  Government 
at  Eegina,  the  capital  of  the  North-West  Territories. 
Under  the  constitution  of  the  North-West  council,  the  coun¬ 
cil  has  the  right  to  order  the  erection  of  any  prison  which 
may  be  required  in  any  portion  of  any  district;  and  if  the 
people  of  Calgary  wants  a  jail  they  should  build  one  them¬ 
selves,  and  ask  the  council  for  the  proper  authority. 

“  10,  We  also  demand  that  the  settlers  should  have  the  right  to  cut 
hay  upon  the  lauds  which  they  occupy,  and  unoccupied  lands,  without 
being  subject  to  pay  $1  a  ton.  The  cutting  can  only  improve  the 
quality  ;  and  if  it  is  not  cut  it  will  be  entirely  lost.  This  payment  of  $1 
per  ton,  although  a  small  payment,  has  been  a  burden  for  the  poor 
settlers,  and  is  the  source  of  a  very  small  revenue  for  the  Government.’’ 

Now,  if  we  look  at  the  regulations  of  tho  Department 
regarding  the  cutting  ol  hay,  it  is  very  plain  that  this  charge 
or  due  cannot  be  a  burden  for  tho  poor  settler.  This  article 
of  the  bill  of  grievances  is  altogether  untrue;  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  do  not  charge  $1  a  ton  for  cutting  hay.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  regulations,  they  charge,  for  any  amouut  up  to 
20  tons,  10  cents  per  ton ;  for  from  20  to  50  tons,  25  cents 
per  ton  ;  for  from  50  to  100  tons,  50  cents  per  ton  ;  and  for 
100  tons  and  over,  $1  per  ton.  Besides  that,  every  settler 
is  allowed  to  take  all  the  hay  he  wants  for  his  own  use  free. 
To  show  that  this  grievance  has  really  no  foundation  what¬ 
ever,  let  us  look  at  the  report  for  1884.  The  amount  col¬ 
lected  by  tho  Department  for  all  the  hay  permits  in  the 
North-West  during  tho  year,  amounted  to  the  large  sum  of 
$120.20. 

“  11.  We  demand  the  liberty  to  cut  large  quantities  of  wood,  because 
to-day  we  cannot  get  enough  in  order  to  buiid  even  a  good  stable,  and 
a  settler  who  has  no  considerable  resources  is  unable  to  procure  one.” 

These  are  the  regulations  of  the  Department  for  cutting 
wood ; 
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“  Any  occupant  of  a  homestead  quarter  section  having  no  timber  of 
his  own,  may,  upon  application,  obtain  a  permit  to  cut  such  quantity  of 
building  timber,  fencing  timber  or  fuel,  as  he  may  require  for  use  on  his 
homestead,  not  exceeding  the  following  : — 1,800  lineal  feet  of  house 
timber,  no  log  to  be  over  12  inches  at  the  small  end;  400  roof  rails,  30 
cords  of  dry  wood,  2,000  fence  rails.” 


Then,  there  are  permits  subject  to  dues,  in  order  to  preserve 
the  forests.  The  rates  are  as  follows  ; — 


Cordwood,  per  cord . 

Fence  posts,  8  ft.  6  in.  long . each 

Telegraph  poles,  22  ft.  long . each 

Bach  lineal  foot  over  22  feet  long  . 

Railroad  ties,  8  ft.  long . 

Rails,  12  ft.  long . . .  ! 

Stakes,  8  ft.  long . 

Shingles . 

Square  timber  and  saw  logs  of  oak,  elm, 

ash  or  maple .  $3.00 

Pine,  spruce,  tamarac,  cedar,  and  all  other 
woods,  with  the  except' on  of  poplar....  $2.50 

Poplar . . .  $2.00 

All  other  products  of  the  forest,  not 
enumerated . . . 10  p.  c. 


25  cents. 

1  cent. 
5  cents. 
1  cent. 
3  cents. 
$2.00  per  M. 
$2.00  per  M. 
0.60  per  M. 

per  M.  ,B.M. 

per  \T.,B  M. 
per 

ad  valorem. 


The  timber  dues  collected  by  the  Government  last  year 
amounted  to  $193,196.86;  and  we  may  almost  say  that, 
with  the  exception  of  the  revenues  collected  by  the  .Depart¬ 
ment  from  the  sale  of  lands  and  Customs  Dues,  this  consti¬ 
tutes  about  the  whole  of  the  assets.  Finally,  the  last  article  of 
the  bill  of  grievances  says : 


“  We  demand  that  the  territories  of  the  North-West  be  represented  in 
Parliament  before  the  erection  of  the  Provinces,  as  is  the  case  With 
regard  to  the  territories  of  the  United  States.” 

It  has  been  observed  that  the  half-breeds  do  not  demand 
representation  in  this  Parliament,  But  I  believe  it  has 
been  recognised  for  some  time  that  this  demand  is  reason¬ 
able,  and  that  steps  have  already  been  taken  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment — in  fact,  were  taken  before  the  rebellion  broke 
out — with  the  view  of  giving  the  North-West  Territories 
representation  in  the  Dominion  Parliament.  A  bill  was 
introduced,  providing  for  the  taking  of  the  census  of  the 
North-West  Territories ;  and,  of  course,  we  must  wait  till 
that  census  is  made,  in  order  to  learn  the  exact  number  of 
members  to  which  the  North-West  Territories  are  entitled. 
There  is  also  another  difficulty,  We  know  that  in  1871  doubts 
were  expressed  as  to  the  power  of  the  Government  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  to  erect  territories  similar  to  those 
in  the  United  States,  and  an  Act  was  introduced  into 
the  Imperial  Parliament  to  give  that  power  in  expressed 
terms.  That  Imperial  statute  also  gives  the  Dominion 
Parliament  power  to  give  representation  to  the  Provinces 
which  may  be  erected  out  of  the  territories  in  the 
North-West;  but  there  is  no  power  given  by  it  to  the 
Dominion  Parliament  to  grant  representation  to  the 
Territories  so  long  as  they  remain  Territories.  Therefore, 
some  steps  must  be  taken  to  have  the  constitution  amended 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  that  respect;  and  I  hope  that 
between  now  and  the  next  Session  of  the  Imperial  Parlia¬ 
ment,  while  our  officers  will  be  proceeding  with  the  census 
of  the  North-West,  this  Government  will  take  initiatory 
steps  towards  having  our  constitution  amended,  so  as  to  per¬ 
mit  us  to  give  the  North-West  Territories  representation  in 
this  Parliament,  according  to  their  population.  Now,  I  have 
mentioned  the  grievances  of  the  half-breeds  and  of  the  white 
population  of  the  district  of  Alberta.  Now,  let  us  see  what 
are  the  gx-ievances  of  the  district  of  Assiniboia.  A  meeting 
took  place  at  Moosomin,  at  which  the  following  resolutions 
wore  adopted,  which  I  find  reported  in  tho  Saskatchewan 
Herald  of  the  9th  of  January,  1885  : 

“  That  large  tracts  of  land  have  been  allotted  to  colonisation  com¬ 
panies,  subject  to  certain  duties  and  conditions,  and  which  would  be  of 
advantage  to  the  country  if  carried  out  in  good  faith.  This  meeting  is 
of  opinion  that  the  principle  of  allowing  individuals  or  companies  to 
control  large  tracts  of  public  land  is  prejudicial;  they  would  therefore 
urge  strongly  that  where  such  conditions  and  duties  are  not  being 
carried  out  faithfully  the  grants  should  be  promptly  cancelled.” 

Mr.  Girouard. 


The  principle  of  colonisation  companies  in  good  faith  is 
here  admitted,  and  the  Government  has  taken  steps,  a  few 
years  ago,  to  see  that  these  companies  were  kept  within 
their  obligations,  and  I  believe  an  inspector,  Mr.  StephensoD, 
a  former  member  of  this  House,  was  appointed  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  I  know,  of  course,  in  consequence  of  the  hard  times 
several  colonisation  companies  could  not  comply  with  tho 
terms,  and  have  been  forced  to  give  up  their  charter.  It  any 
cannot  comply  with  the  terms  of  their  agreement  they 
should  be  forced  to  do  so. 

“  That  tho  policy  of  the  Government  in  building  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  as  a  national  work,  and  assisting  it  to  an  early  completion, 
meets  with  our  hearty  approval,  and  will,  we  believe,  be  of  incalculable 
benefit  to  the  Dominion  ;  that  the  policy  of  making  free  grants  of  land 
to  branch  lines  is  in  the  interests  of  the  North-West ;  but  as  these  assisted 
lines  run  mainly  east  and  west,  this  meeting  strongly  urges  upon  the 
Government  the  absolute  necessity,  in  the  interests  of  the  various  large 
settlements  north  and  south  of  the  Canadian  Pacific,  that  the  same 
liberal  policy  should  be  adopted  towards  lines  judiciously  located  run¬ 
ning  north  and  south. 

“  That  this  meeting  recognises  the  fact  that  the  practicability  of  the 
navigation  of  Hudson’s  Bay  and  Straits  has  been  amply  proved.  That 
the  construction  of  a  railway  to  some  point  on  the  shores  of  Hudson’s 
Bay,  to  meet  the  ocean  traffic  there,  would  give  an  outlet  and  inlet  for 
exports  and  imports  between  this  country  and  the  European  markets, 
which  would  not  only  enable  the  settlers  here  to  procure  a  better  price 
for  their  products  and  obtain  their  necessaries  at  a  cheaper  rate,  but 
which  is  an  absolute  necessity,  to  enable  this  country  to  take  her  place 
in  the  first  rank  of  wheat-producing  countries  in  the  markets  of  the 
world. 

“  That  this  meeting  urges  upon  Parliament  the  justice  and  necessity 
of  giving  representation  in  the  Parliament  and  Senate  of  Canada  to  the 
people  of  the  North-West  Territories  ;  that  we  believe  there  are  not  less 
than  125,000  people  in  the  North-West  Territories,  95,000  of  which  are  in 
the  provisional  district  of  Assiniboia  ;  that  in  order  to  an  effectual  and 
just  representation,  four  members  Bhould  be  given  to  Assiniboia  and  at 
least  two  members  each  to  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan, and  that  provision 
for  such  representation  should  be  made  at  the  coming  Session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment 

“  That  we  are  not  in  favor,  in  the  meantime,  of  a  division  of  the  Terri¬ 
tories  into  Provinces,  for  purposes  of  Government,  but  one  Local  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  whole  of  the  North-West  Territories  will,  in  our  opinion, 
best  suit  the  requirements  of  the  people  ;  and  that  no  alteration  should 
be  made  in  the  eastern  boundary  of  Assiniboia. 

“  That  the  timber  regulations  should  be  amended,  so  as  to  give  home¬ 
steaders  absolute  control  of  all  dead  and  dry  timber  upon  their  home¬ 
steads,  and  the  people  generally  free  permission  to  use  the  dead  and  dry 
wood  found  on  Dominion  lands, 

“  That  the  Government  should  promptly  recognise  the  claims  of  half- 
breeds,  as  was  done  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  thus  determine  a 
question  calculated  to  disturb  the  present  development  of  the  country.” 

These  are  the  grievances  that  wore  complained  of  by  tho 
whole  population  of  the  North-West,  half-breeds  as  well  as 
white.  1  have  read  in  the  newspapers  of  other  complaints. 
I  have  read  of  railway  monopolies,  complaints  against  land 
regulations.  On  the  24th  November,  1883,  the  Globe  thus 
commented  on  a  letter  which  appeared  in  it  the  day 
previous : 

“  Our  correspondent,  whose  letter  we  published  yesterday,  states  oflce 
more  the  grievances  of  which  the  settlers  in  the  N  rth-West  complain. 
They  are  burdened  witli  monopolies,  burdened  with  enormous  taxation, 
harassed  and  worried  by  land  regulations,  which  are  as  absurd,  in  soma 
respects,  as  they  are  unjust  in  others,  and  rendered  almost  desperate  by 
misgovernment.  From  some  districts  it  is  almost  impossible  to  get  the 
wheat  to  a  market.  Those  who  do  reach  a  market  find  that,  owing  to 
railway  monopoly  and  to  an  elevator  monopoly  which  has  lately  been 
added  to  all  the  other  grievances,  they  can  get  no  more  than  60  cents, 
instead  of  the  90  cents  which  it  should  now  be  worth.  The  com¬ 
plaints  of  settlers,  while  they  came  from  individuals,  were  unheeded  at 
Ottawa.” 

All  these  grievances  which  have  been  repeated  for  week 
after  week  and  day  after  day  in  the  Globe  and  tho  Grit  press 
of  Ontario,  are  not  to  bo  found  expressed  at  tho  meetings 
which  took  place,  either  at  Alberta  or  the  Assiniboia  or 
Saskatchawan  districts,  and  the  reason  is,  that  they  have 
no  foundation  whatever.  I  wish  to  be  sure  upon  this  point, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  sufficient  for  me  to  quote  the  Minne¬ 
apolis  Canadian  American  : 

“  Canadians,  who  are  in  such  a  dreadful  stew  over  the  rates  charged 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  would  perhaps  be  a  little  more  mode¬ 
rate  in  their  criticisms  if  they  were  aware  of  the  freight  charges  of  the 
Northern  Pacific.  It  is  a  fact  that  Union  Pacific  rates  for  the  same  dis¬ 
tances  are  15  to  30  per  cent,  higher  than  those  of  the  Canadian  line. 
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“  In  charging  extortion  upon  the  north-west°rn  railways,  a  great 
deal  of  recklessness  is  displayed  by  the  public.  The  operating  expenses 
of  such  roads  as  the  Union  Pacific,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  St. 
Paul,  Minneapolies  and  Minnesota,  are  at  least  75  per  cent  higher  than 
those  of  eastern  lines 

“  They  have  not  a  concentrated  traffic,  such  as  the  Grand  Trunk  or 
roads  between  Minneapolis  and  Chicago  have,  to  command,  and,  more¬ 
over,  their  traffic  may  be  said  to  be  all  one  way,  as  the  cars  which  carry 
their  wheat  east  return  to.them  empty,  a  fact  that  increases  the  cost  of 
transportation.” 

Now,  aa  to  the  land  regulations,  perhaps  it  would  not  be 
necessary  I  should  say  anything  on  this  point,  because  really 
there  were  no  complaints  at  all  these  meetings.  To  show 
how  affairs  of  the  land  regulations  are  managed  across  the 
line.  I  may,  however,  quote  from  Senator  Plumb’s  speech  of 
the  7th  April,  1884,  in  the  Senate.  He  said : 

“  Mr.  Macfarland,  ihe  United  States  commissioner  of  the  land  office, 
published  his  report  in  October  last.  He  stated  that  one  of  the.  well- 
grounded  complaints  made  against  their  management  ot  land  affairs  was 
that  patents  are  not  issued  promptly,  and  the  evil  had  grown  to  such 
enormous  magnitude  in  Ihe  United  States  that  he  was  obliged  to  ask 
Congress  to  give  him  a  hundred  extra  clerks  to  bring  up  the  arrears. 

“  A  comparison  between  the  homestead  policy  of  Canada  and  the 
United  States  will  show  which  is  most  favorable  to  settlers  : 

“CANADA.  “UNITED  STATES. 

“  The  head  of  the  family,  or  any 
male  person  not  less  than  18  years 
of  age,  is  entitled  to  a  homestead 
entry. 

“  Such  entry  may  be  for  any 
quantity  not  exceeding  160  acre's 
in  any  land  open  therefor,  the  even- 
numbered  sections,  on  abouteighty 
millions  of  the  most  fertile  1-nds, 
being  free  for  selection  until  the 
first  of  January.  1885.  The  settler 
will  have  the  right  of  pre-emption 
of  an  adjoining  tract  of  the  same 
extent  as  his  homestead,  which  he 
can  purchase  at  the  end  of  three 
years  at  Government  prices.  He 
obtains  a  patent  at  the  end  of  three 
years’  residence  and  cultivation. 

He  may  have  a  second  homestead 
entry,  and  a  third  and  fourth.  He 
may  commute,  by  purchase,  after 
one  year’s  residence.” 

Now.  I  will  close  these  quotations  as  to  the  land  regulations 
of  our  Canadian  Government  in  our  North-West  by  an 
extract  of  a  recent  interview  which  a  well  known  gentleman, 
occupying  at  one  time  a  high  office  in  the  United  States,  had 
with  a  reporter  of  the  Montreal  Herald.  This  gentleman  is 
the  hon.  N.  G.  Ordway,  of  Concord,  N.  H.,  ex-Governor  of 
Dakota.  Here  is  the  report  of  the  interview,  and,  as  this 
opinion  is  expressed  by  an  American,  I  think  it  will  not  be 
without  interest  to  quote  it  in  full: 

“I  left  Boston  six  weeks  ago,  on  business  connected  with  the  New 
Hampshire  Land  Company,  who  have  in  view  the  purchase  of  a  large 
tract  of  land  in  the  North-West  for  cattle  raising  and  breeding.  The 
company  are  already  large  owners  in  Nebraska  and  Dakota  of  lands  pur¬ 
chased  by  myself  three  years  ago.  To  say  that  I  was  astonished  at  the 
fertility  of  the  country  I  visited  in  Manitoba  would  be  putting  it  mildly. 
In  common  with  many  Americans,  I  had  always  entertained  the  opinion 
that  the  lands  were  situated  too  far  to  the  north  to  be  of  very  much  use 
to  the  agriculturist.  I  find  myself  very  much  mistaken.  The  wheat  belt 
of  the  North-West  is  in  every  respect  equal  to  that  of  Minnesota,  Dakota 
or  Iowa.  There  is  one  advantage  which  the  Dominion  possesses  over  the 
United  Statea,  and  that  is  in  respect  to  their  homestead  laws.  Another 
canse  which  contributes  to  the  advantage  of  the  Dominion,  and  tends  to 
injure  the  United  States  in  the  eyes  of  intending  emigrants,  is  the  Alien 
Land  Law,  passed  at  the  last  session  of  Congress.  The  passage  of  this 
law  was,  to  my  mind,  a  grievous  error,  as  it  will  tend  more  than  any 
other  dozen  causes  to  retard  emigration  to  the  States.  No  one  can  ques¬ 
tion  the  fact  that  the  Canadian  North-West  is  a  great  country,  both  in 
extent  and  as  regards  its  possibilities.  It  has  a  glorious  future  before 
it.  With  its  great  through  line — the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway — reach¬ 
ing  from  ocean  to  ocean,  an  extent  of  country  and  trade  has  been  opened 
up  which  will  be  almost  without  limit.  This  great  railway  is  one  of 
which  all  Canadians  should  be  proud.  Certainly  no  other  country  can 
claim  an  enterprise  of  equal  magnitude.  I  found  the  road  much  better 
built  than  I  anticipated  it  could  have  been,  when  one  considers  the  dis¬ 
advantages  the  company  is  said  to  have  labored  under.  The  roadbed  is 
admirable  and  the  construction  throughout  excellent.  Aa  an  American, 
I,  as  is  perfectly  natural,  think  that  within  the  borders  of  my  own  coun¬ 
try  is  to  be  found  the  finest  land  the  sun  ever  shown  upon,  but  I  am  not 
blind  to  the  fact  that  in  the  opening  up  of  the  Canadian  North-West 


an  area  of  country  has  been  presented  to  the  intending  emigrant  and 
settler  which  is  equal  to  anything  l  have  ever  yet  seen,  and  which 
possesses  many  advantages  to  the  settler  which  we,  south  of  the  border, 
can  no  longer  offer.” 

This  opinion  was  expressed  only  a  few  days  ago.  I  hava 
said,  in  the  course  of  my  remarks,  that  I  would  quote  the 
opinion  of  the  local  press,  as  expressed  before  the  rebellion, 
to  show  that  the  Government  had  no  reason  to  expect  any¬ 
thing  like  the  uprising  which  took  place  in  the  month  of 
March.  Le  Manitoba ,  of  the  22nd  June,  1884,  speaking  of 
the  arrival  of  Father  Lacombe  with  the  nuns  in  his  charge 
en  route  for  the  High  River  Mission,  said  : 

“  Whatever  the  sensational  press  may  say,  the  mo9t  perfect  security 
reigns  in  the  prairies,  and  nothing  could  disturb  it.  The  settler  has 
more  security  there  than  in  any  station  of  the  American  railway.” 

On  the  10th  of  July,  1884,  a  correspondent  from  St.  Laurent 
to  Le  Manitoba  says  : 

“  All  is  quiet  here,  and  the  large  clouds  which  appeared  on  the  poli¬ 
tical  horizon  have  about  disappeared  It  is  the  result  of  the  meeting 
held  at  Batoche,  in  the  month  of  May  last,  by  the  Hon.  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernor  Dewdney.” 

Le  Manitoba ,  of  the  19th  March,  1885— a  few  days  before 
the  rebellion  took  place — I  think  the  first  news  we  had  of 
the  uprising,  was  on  the  23rd  March— said  : 

MR.  RIEL  AND  THE  HALF-BREEDS. 

“  Despatches  transmitted  from  Prince  Albert  to  the  newspapers  of 
Manitoba  bring  us  the  sensational  news  that  Mr.  Riel,  at  the  head  of  the 
half-breeds  of  that  district,  is  preparing  for  an  uprising,  in  which,  it  is 
said,  the  Indians  would  take  part  The  English  population,  it  is  said, 
asks  arms  for  its  defence,  in  case  of  an  attach. 

“  If  this  news  were  not  of  a  nature  to  cause  an  immense  damage  to 
our  country,  in  leading  to  believe  that  we  are  in  a  '•onstant  state  of 
rebellion,  we  would  not  give  it  any  attention  ;  but  as  the  foreign  news¬ 
papers,  always  eager  for  sensational  news,  will  hasten  to  reproduce  the 
above,  we  believe  it  to  be  our  duty  to  say  :  That  no  trouble  is  to  be 
apprehended  from  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West.  It  is  true  that 
discontent  exists  among  them,  which  are  in  most  cases  based  on  legitimate 
reasons,  but  the  cause  of  their  grievances  is  seriously  engaging  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government,  and  they  promise  to  remedy  them  as  sood  as 
possible. 

“  Now,  that  there  is  some  agitation,  some  meetings,  even  too  violent, 
speeches,  it*is  possible.  Certain  individuals  think  that  justice  cannot  bo 
obtained  without  grumblipg,  complaining  or  lamenting.  It  is  their  way 
of  acting.  But  from  that  to  a  rebellion  there  is  a  great  distance.  The 
thing,  moreover,  would  be  so  ridiculous  that  it  is  impossible  for  us  to 
believe  that  our  friends  from  that  district  would  have  the  least  idea  to 
comprom’se  themselves  to  that  extent,  even  if  they  were  so  advised  by 
those  who  ought  to  know  better.” 

The  Saskatchewan  Herald  of  the  12th  July,  1884,  says  : 

“That  Riel  has  come  in,  on  the  invitation  of  his  friends,  to  be  their 
leader,  is  freely  admitted  ;  but  no  declaration  has  lately  been  made  as  to 
what  they  want.  It  is  a  suspicious  circumstance,  however,  that  imme¬ 
diately  following  his  arrival  in  the  country  threats  of  armed  rebellion 
should  be  indulged  in,  and  that  stories  of  the  co-operation  of  Indians 
should  be  put  in  circulation,  as  they  now  are.  We  do  not  believe  these 
rumors  will  lead  to  anything.  The  people  are  under  no  disabilities  that 
cannot  be  redressed  by  constitutional  means.  To  incite  the  Indians  to 
acts  of  violence  for  purposes  of  revenge  for  real  or  fancied  wrongs  is  a 
thing  that  will  not  be  permitted  by  the  Government  or  the  settlers.” 

Now,  let  us  take  tho  representation  of  the  North-West 
council  at  its  sitting  of  the  21st  of  July,  1884.  Mr. 
Dewdney,  in  his  opening  speoch  said  : 

“As  we  now  have  members  from  almost  every  district  in  the  Terri¬ 
tories  who  must  be  thoroughly  conversant  with  the  feeling  on  this  most 
important  question,  I  shall  ask  you  to  assist  me  with  your  advice  and 
experience,  in  making  representations  to  the  Federal  Government.  I 
should  not  have  touched  on  this  question,  which  is  one  solely  within  the 
province  of  the  Dominion  Government,  had  I  not  felt  it  was  one  of  para¬ 
mount  importance  *  *  *  *  pr0m  what  1  have  seen  myself, 

during  my  travels  in  the  spring,  and  from  what  I  gather  from  the  cor 
respoudence  which  reached  me  as  Indian  commissioner,  I  can  confi¬ 
dently  say  that  our  Indians  generally  are  more  contented  than  they  were 
since  the  treaty  was  made,  and  the  progress  they  are  making  in  agricul¬ 
ture  is  most  gratifying.  It  cannot  be  expected  that  with  a  population 
of  some  twenty  thousand  Indians  scattered  on  reserves,  in  bands  all  over 
the  Territories,  we  can  escape  without  a  little  trouble,  and,  at  times, 
excitement;  and  this  is  inevitable  when  Indians  fresh  from  the  plains 
are  first  brought  on  their  reserves  and  come  in  contact  with  white 
settlers.  It  has  been  so  with  those  who  are  dow  comparatively  well  off, 
and  will  be  so  until  the  new  arrivals  recognise  tbe  facts  that  they  must 
settle  down  and  work  and  make  a  living  ;  but  that  there  is  any  cause  of 
alarm,  I  deny.  I  am  Bure  the  general  feeling  i3  one  of  security,  and  the 
exaggerated  reports  which  have  been  circulated  are  to  be  regretted. 


“  Any  male  person  not  less  than 
21  years  is  entitled  to  a  homestead 
entry.  Such  entry  may  be  for  any 
quantity  not  exceeding  80  acres  in 
the  first  or  $250  class,  or  160  acres 
in  the  second  or  $150  class  of  lands 
open  therefor.  The  homestead 
settler  has  not  the  right  of  pre-emp¬ 
tion.  He  obtains  a  patent  at  the 
end  of  five  years’  residence  and 
cultivation.  He  cannot  have  a 
second  homestead  entry.  He  may 
commute,  by  purchase,  after  one 
year’s  residence,  but  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  this  privilege  be  mo¬ 
dified  and  restricted.” 
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“  You  will  have  learned  that  the  representations  made  by  you  to  the 
Dominion  Government  have  received  attention,  and  many  of  the  requests 
made  acted  upon,  while  others  are  under  consideration.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  should  you  feel  the  necessity  of  making  further  representations 
during  the  present  Session,  they  will  receive  the  same  consideration  at 
the  hands  of  the  Dominion  Government.” 

Now,  if  grievances  had  existed  of  such  a  magnitude  as  to 
create  a  rebellion,  would  not  some  of  the  distinguished  visi¬ 
tors  to  the  North-West  last  summer  have  made  some  men¬ 
tion  of  it  ?  In  the  first  place,  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
were  visited  by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works.  The  Free 
Press,  of  Winnipeg,  and  Le  Manitoba,  of  the  11th  September 
of  the  same  year,  contain  a  statement  that : 

“The  Minister  of  Public  Works  had  come,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Government,  to  know  the  wants  and  feelings  of  the  people  and  their 
grievances,  if  grievances  they  had.  They  might  be  sure  that  their  grie¬ 
vances  would  be  well  weighed  at  Ottawa  and  that  justice  would  be 
done,” 

Only  one  interview  was  mentioned  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  which  some  of  the  half-breeds  had  with  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  what  answer  did  they  get  ? 
Did  they  get  an  answer  that  they  would  be  treated  like 
white  settlers  ?  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  answered 
that  their  claims  would  receive  favorable  consideration  as 
soon  as  he  will  reach  Ottawa.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  upon 
this  invitation  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  Free 
Press  made  some  remarks.  It  pointed  out  to  the  Minister 
some  grievances,  and  asked  him  to  visit  south-western 
Manitoba,  where  he  would  hear  of  some  complaints.  But  no 
allusion  is  made  to  the  grievances  which  existed,  if  any 
existed,  in  the  North-West  Territory.  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  wore  also  visited  by  Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
the  member  for  South  Huron,  and  by  the  hon.  Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie,  the  member  for  East  York,  at  the  same  time. 
A  banquet  was  offered  to  Mr.  Mackenzie,  at  Winnipeg,  and 
an  address  was  read  to  him  by  the  Liberals  of  that  part  of 
the  country.  This  address  is  dated  on  the  2nd  of  Septem¬ 
ber,  1884,  and  says,  among  other  things: 

“  We  have  a  country  unsurpassed  in  climate,  fertility  of  soil  and  other 
natural  advantages,  but  its  development  is  retarded  by  a  fiscal  policy 
imjust  to  this  portion  of  the  Dominion.  We  feel  that  in  this  matter,  and 
in  the  policy  of  the  Dominion,  with  regard  to  our  public  lands  and  our 
provincial  railway  legislation,  we  have  been  treated  without  a  fair 
regard  to  our  peculiar  position  and  our  rights  to  an  equality  with  the 
other  Provinces  of  Canada.  We  wish  to  draw  attention  to  the  necessity 
for  such  assistance  to  our  railway  enterprises  as  will  promptly  develop 
this  great  country,  and  for  such  an  increase  in  the  representation  of 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada  as  will 
insure  greater  consideration  for  oar  interests.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  these  Reformers  of  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  complain  of  the  National  Policy,  but  the  half- 
breeds  of  St.  Laurent  and  the  white  settlers  of  the  North- 
West  did  not  make  any  such  complaints.  Do  we  hoar  any¬ 
thing  of  the  grievances  of  the  half-breeds,  or  even  of  the 
white  settlers,  which  have  been  mentioned  at  their  meet¬ 
ings  ?  Not  a  word.  The  Hon.  Mr.  McDougall  also  visited 
Winnipeg  about  the  same  time.  Some  of  his  admirers  also 
gave  him  a  banquet.  The  whole  subject  of  the  conversation 
and  the  speeches  turned  upon  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West.  I  have  seen  the  reports  of  the  speeches  which  were 
delivered  on  that  occasion,  and  not  a  single  reference  is 
made  to  the  grievances  of  the  white  settlers,  or  of  the  half- 
breeds  of  the  Nortn-West,  laid  down  by  the  meetings  which 
I  have  mentioned.  But  there  is  more.  Mr.  Dowdney  visited 
St.  Albert  on  the  16th  October,  1884.  The  report  of  bis 
visit  is  given  in  Le  Manitoba,  of  fhe  7th  of  November  of 
that  year :  Several  addresses  were  presented  to  him  by  the 
citizens,  and  Monseigneur  GrandiD,  in  the  name  of  tho 
clergy,  containing  sentiments  of  loyalty  to  the  Canadian 
Government  and  Canadian  institutions.  A  banquet  was 
even  tendered  to  him  at  the  Bishop’s  Palace.  A  committee 
of  citizens,  with  Mr.  E.  Maloney  at  their  head,  met  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  in  order  to  make  certain  requests  of 
him  in  the  public  intorest.  They  asked,  first,  the  purchase 
of  a  bridge  on  the  Red  River,  and  to  make  it  a  froe  bridge. 

Mr.  Girouard. 
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They  also  ask  that  those  portions  of  the  supplies  intended 
for  the  Indians  should  be  bought  in  the  district,  where  they 
could  be  supplied  more  advantageously  than  in  any  other 
place.  They  said  His  Honor  promised  to  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  their  demands,  and  do  everything  he  could  to  satisfy 
them.  Not  a  word  was  said  during  that  meetingr,  held  only  a 
few  months  before  the  rebellion,  against  the  Government ; 
nothing  but  praise  and  admiration  for  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Something  was  said  last  night  by  the  leader  of 
the  Government  of  tho  action  which  the  white  settlers  in 
the  North-West  have  taken  in  this  rebellion.  I  believe  that 
tho  white  settlers,  I  do  not  say  the  whole  of  them,  but  some 
of  them,  and  they  include  parties  acting  on  behalf  of  Ameri¬ 
can  colonisation  companies,  had  more  to  do  with  this  rebel¬ 
lion,  of  the  spring  of  1885,  than  the  half-breeds  and  Indians. 
Let  me  read  to  you  an  article  from  the  Globe,  of  2 1st  Nov¬ 
ember,  I  will  not  say  1884,  but  1883,  and  this  article  is  only 
a  sample  of  numerous  inflammatory  articles  which,  from  time 
to  time,  have  been  published  by  that  newspaper.  It  is  as 
follows  : — 

“  The  American  press  is  already  holding  out  to  our  distressed  brethren 
active  sympathy  and  promise  of  help.  In  one  day’s  exchanges  we  find 
nearly  a  dozen  of  the  mo9t  influential  papers  of  the  Union  telling  the 
people  of  Manitoba  they  mnst  break  with  the  Dominion,  which  is  treating 
them  scandalously.  Let  there  be  no  more  of  ostrich-like  tucking  of  the 
head  in  the  sand  and  refusing  to  see  what  is  patent  to  every  body.  The 
organisation  movement  of  Manitoba  means  business.  It  means  that 
justice  must  be  done.  Ottawa  methods  must  be  revolutionized,  and  that 
quickly.” 

A  letter  from  a  special  correspondent  of  the  Globe  at 
Winnipeg  is  headed  “  Manitoba  troubles.  Discontent  com¬ 
ing  to  a  head  in  the  prairie  Province.  Result  of  a  series 
of  blunders.  The  farmers  will  have  their  rights  by  some 
means.  Down  with  monopoly.  Threatening  to  burn 
elevators  and  tear  up  railways.  The  situation  very  serious.” 
The  correspondent  says : 

“  All  through  the  controversy  which  has  been  raging  in  regard  to  the 
Government  of  this  country  no  newspaper  has  displayed  a  fuller  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  requirements  of  this  country  than  the  Globe,  nor  has  it  gone 
beyond  the  mark  in  predicting  that,  unless  good  government  be  at  once 
vourhsafed  to  u?.  our  position  in  Confederation  will  every  day  become 
more  a  matter  of  form,  and  that  finally  we  will  shake  ourselves  loose 
from  the  monotonous  burden  and  seek  some  more  congenial  government. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Canadians  are  a  loval  people;  they  love 
their  institutions  and  their  traditions,  but  they  are  common-3enao 
people  as  well,  and  will  not  allow  their  generous  sentiments  to  be  used 
against  them,  to  compel  them  to  sit  still  while  other  loyal  people  are 
steadily  accomplishing  their  ruin. 

“  The  day  has  gone  by  when,  by  a  peculiar  perversion,  forms  of  govern¬ 
ment  were  worshipped  for  themselves,  aud  every  Canadian,  at  any  rate,' 
has  learned  that  Governments  are  made  for  the  conveniences  of  men, 
and  not  men  for  the  glory  of  Governments.  The  day  has  come  when 
the  lumbering  blue  mould  appendages  of  Government  must  be  scattered 
to  the  four  winds,  and  when  a  system  of  government  is  chosen  like  a 
particular  kind  of  reaping  machine— because  it  is  the  best  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  it  is  required,  and  for  no  mysterious  or  awful  reason 
whatever.  This  is  especially  the  case  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West. 
The  country  is  young  ;  the  population  is  made  up  of  all  nationalities  ; 
people  have  come  here  to  make  money.  We  are  independent  of  the 
eastern  Provinces.  We  are  not  independent  of  the  United  States.” 

I  shall  now  close  these  very  loDg  remarks,  which  have  been 
much  longer  than  I  should  have  liked  to  have  made  them. 
I  am  not  in  the  habit,  as  every  member  knows,  of  making 
long  speeches.  In  fact,  I  very  seldom  trouble  the  House 
with  speeches  or  remarks.  I  have  been  long  on  this  occa¬ 
sion,  it  is  true,  but  everyone  will  admit  that  the  subject  is 
important,  everyone  will  admit,  moreover,  that  is  is  new.  I 
I  have  not  been  as  long  as  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition,  who  spent  seven  hours,  and  did  not  touch  the  Indian 
question,  an  important  element  in  the  examination  of  the 
whole  case.  I  cannot  close  these  remarks  without  making 
an  appeal  to  the  Government,  which,  I  hope,  will  receive 
their  favorable  consideration  :  it  is  to  exercise  its  clemency 
in  favor  of  the  prisoners  now  confined  at  Regina.  I  have 
just  pointed  out  that  thoso  poor  half-breeds  and  Indians  are 
not,  after  all,  so  much  to  blame  as  the  great  organ  of  the 
Liboral  party  in  this  Dominion.  I  do  not  want  to  make 
I  any  reference  to  any  special  case.  I  have  carefully 
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refrained  from  making  any  remarks  with  respect  to  Riel 
which  might  injure  his  position.  I  do  not  make  any  special 
appeal,  but  on  behalf  of  all  those  prisoners  I  ask  that 
the  Government  should  exercise  clemency.  We  have  a  good 
example  of  clemency  in  a  Government  which  has  not  so 
well  treated  the  Indians  as  has  the  Canadian  Government 
or  the  British  Government.  Some  few  years  ago,  when 
Sitting  Bull  was  induced  to  return  with  his  warriors  to 
his  reserve  in  the  United  States  territory,  what  was 
done  ?  A  Metis  — Jean  Louis  Legare  — for  it  is  always 
known  that  half-breeds  have  great  » influence  over 
all  Indians — was  charged  by  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  bring  back  the  Sioux  Indians  who  had 
committed  so  many  depredations,  murders,  assassina¬ 
tions  and  massacres  ;  and  not  only  were  the  members  of 
Sitting  Bull’s  band  pardoned,  but  Sitting  Bull  himself  was 
pardoned,  without  any  condition.  And  to  day  he  is  on 
his  reserve  in  American  territory,  an  Indian  just  as  peace¬ 
ful  as  any  citizen  in  the  American  Union.  To  sura  up  the 
facts  of  this  case :  We  are  asked  to  vote  non-confidence  in 
this  Government  in  regard  to  its  policy  in  the  North  West. 
We  are  asked  to  vote  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  shall 
come  to  this  side  of  the  House  and  manage  the  affairs  of 
the  country.  In  other  words,  we  are  asked  to  condemn 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  its  treatment  of  the  Indians. 
We  are  also  asked  to  condemn  the  Government  and  its 
policy  with  regard  to  the  half-breeds  and  the  white  settlers. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  give  my  vote  in  favor  of  that 
motion.  I  believe  the  Government  deserves  great  praise 
for  having  established  law  and  order  in  such  a  large  Ter¬ 
ritory,  which  only  fifteen  years  ago  was  almost  a  wilder¬ 
ness.  They  deserve  the  thanks  of  the  country  for  having 
achieved  such  a  great  result  without  shedding  a  drop  of 
blood.  The  events  of  the  last  few  months,  which  we  all 
deplore,  should  not  alarm  us.  The  rebellion  has  been  con¬ 
fined  to  a  small  portion  of  the  French  half-breeds  and  of  the 
Indians  ;  it  has  been  limited  to  a  si#all  area,  some  20  or  25 
square  miles.  The  rebels  have  been  subdued  after  great 
loss  of  properly  and  life,  it  is  true,  but  law  and 
order  have  been  re-established,  and  I  would  say  to 
the  Government :  Continue  your  policy  of  instructing 
the  Indians  of  the  North-West ;  continue  to  give 
them  farm  instructors,  common  schools  and  indus¬ 
trial  schools.  But  I  would  venture,  in  that  respect, 
to  make  one  suggestion.  I  think  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  all  those  instructors  should  have  some¬ 
thing  in  common  with  the  Indians  who  are  confided  to  their 
charge,  and  therefore  I  would  say,  if  it  is  at  all  possible  to 
find  farm  instructors  or  school  teachers  who  speak  the 
language  of  the  Indians  who  are  placed  under  them,  pre¬ 
ference  should  be  given  to  them.  I  would  go  further.  I 
would  take  the  advice  given  by  the  First  Minister  in  1S83, 
when  he  said  : 

“  Well,  I  think  I  may  almost  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  look  into  the 
report  on  these  schools,  where  he  will  find  their  success  more  or  le9s 
alluded  to.  I  believe,  however,  that  these  schools  are  fairly  successful, 
especially  those  under  the  charge  of  religious  bodies,  Catholic  or  Pro¬ 
testant.  These  are,  I  believe,  more  successful  than  the  merely  secular 
schools,  where  the  schoolmasters,  who  are  honest  men  and  who  do  their 
duty,  are  actuated,  of  course,  by  a  desire  to  support  themselves  and  their 
families.  The  moral  restraints  of  the  clergy,  both  Catholic  and  Protest¬ 
ant,  are  greater.  They  are  actuated  by  higher  motives  than  any  secular 
instructor  can  pretend  to.  Secular  education  is  a  good  thing  among 
white  men,  but  among  Indians  the  first  object  is  to  make  them  better 
men,  and,  it  possible,  good  Christian  men,  by  applying  proper  moral 
restraints,  and  appealing  to  the  instinct  for  worship  which  is 
to  be  found  in  all  nations,  whether  civilised  or  uncivilised.” 

I  hope  that  the  commission  which  is  just  now  sitting  in  the 
North-West,  entrusted  with  the  work  of  satisfying  the  half- 
breed  claims  as  to  land,  will  not  only  satisfy  these  claims,  but 
will  also  examine  into  the  amount  of  indemnity  which  is  to  be 
paid  to  the  settlers  who  have  suffered  in  consequence  of  the 
rebellion,  and  ascertain  the  amount  of  damages  which  has 
been  sustained  by  the  white  population,  so  that  it  may  be 
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known  next  Session,  and  a  vote  of  Parliament  given  next 
Session.  Further,  I  would  say  that  I  do  not  quite  agree 
with  the  view  that  the  half-breed  must  be  considered  either 
as  an  Indian  or  a  white  man.  I  believe  that  he  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  he  is,  as  the  connecting  link  between  the  Indian 
and  the  white;  and  therefore  I  hope  the  Government  will 
see  fit  to  give  to  these  half-breeds  some  of  the  advantages 
which  have  been  given  to  the  Indians — some  of  the  grain 
and  seeds  and  agricultural  implements  which  they  require, 
in  order  to  become  familiar  with  agriculture.  Now,  1  have 
only  one  more  remark  to  make.  It  may  be  said  that  the 
half  breed  families  in  the  distressed  districts  are  not  worthy 
of  consideration.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  there  are  many 
half-breeds  in  that  district  who  were  loyal  to  the  Dominion 
Government  and  to  Dominion  institutions ;  but  I  say,  whether 
they  were  or  not,  I  hope  the  Government  will  not  forget  the 
women  and  children  who  are  homeless  in  that  district,  but 
will  do  something  to  save  them  from  actual  starvation.  A 
letter  has  just  been  published  in  the  Mail,  by  Father  Andre, 
who  says : 

“What  a  sad  sight  met  my  eyes  the  other  day,  wheu  I  visited  this 
same  parish  of  St.  Antoine  1  The  cottages  which  I  had  admired  so 
much  last  year  were  most  of  them  burned  down  to  the  ground  ;  those 
standing  were  nothing  but  a  wreck,  with  windows  and  doors  broken. 
The  fields  and  gardens  lay  waste  and  uncultivated ;  cattle  and  horses 
were  gone  ;  a  few  only  remained,  as  the  taking  of  them  away  was  not 
worth  the  trouble.  Every  where  I  went  I  met  with  fearful  evidence  of 
wretchedness  and  poverty.  It  was  a  hard  trial  for  me  to  bear.  A  good 
many  houses  were  tenantless  ;  the  owners  were  dead  or  gone  away  ;  and 
as  I  saw  all  the  ruins  about  me,  I  could  not  stop  my  tears,  so  heavy  was 
my  heart  with  grief.  Who  could  help  not  to  be  moved  with  compassion 
in  seeing  those  poor  and  unfortunate  women,  surrounded  by  their 
children,  coming  to  meet  me  and  to  shake  hands  with  me  ?  They 
formed  a  perfect  picture  of  squalor  and  desolation,  in  tatters,  and  broken 
hearted.  The  little  children  did  not  present  a  less  pitiable  appearance. 
They  were  there  standing  before  me,  crying  to  their  full  heart,  and  telling 
me  all  the  sad  misfortunes  which  had  befallen  them.  They  had  lost  all 
their  clothes  at  the  sack  of  Batoche’s,  and  when  they  came  back  home 
they  found  all  their  furniture  smashed  in  pieces  and  their  dwellings  left 
with  the  bare  walls.  There  they  were,  destitute,  and  starvation  staring 
them  in  the  face,  unless  help  be  near  at  hand.  Add  to  this  that  these 
poor  women  were  most  of  them  mourning  for  their  dead  sons  or  husbands, 
or  for  husbands  and  sons  lying  in  prison  at  Regina,  waiting  for  trial, 
and  you  can  conceive  how  much  these  unfortunate  people  deserve  our 
compassion.” 

Now,  I  have  only  to  state  what  appears  to  me  to  be  a 
necessity  in  the  North-West.  The  Mounted  Police  force 
have  shown  its  usefulness ;  no  doubt  a  guard  of  some  kind 
is  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  white  settlers  against 
the  attacks  of  the  Indians  ;  but  I  question  whether  we  could 
not  really  form  a  better  body  of  men  than  the  Mounted 
Police  force,  composed  of  picked  men  from  the  Mounted 
Police,  the  militia  of  the  eountiy,  and,  I  would  also  add, 
from  the  half-breeds.  In  a  recent  correspondence  to  the 
Mail  newspaper  from  St.  Boniface,  I  read : 

“  What  a  pity  it  is  that  the  Dominion  Government  cannot  see  its  way 
to  forming  a  corps  of  Metis  for  service  as  police  on  the  plains  !  General 
Middleton  can  bear  testimony  totheirvalorandendurance  ;  and  I  am  sure 
the  gallant  troops  also  will  give  them  a  just  measure  of  praise.  At  Edmon¬ 
ton  a  small  force  of  loyal  half-breeds,  organised  under  the  direction  of 
Bishop  Grandin,  is  doing  splendid  work,  the  men  being  unequalled  as 
scouts.  A  division  or  two  of  Metis  would  greatly  strengthen  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police,  and  help  to  restore  the  prestige  of  that  body 
among  the  Indians.  The  question  is  certainly  worth  the  consideration 
of  the  Government.  Father  Dugast,  of  this  archdiocese,  has  collected, 
in  book  form,  many  admirable  stories  about  the  Metis,  which  the  Ottawa 
officials  in  charge  of  the  police  should  read.  They  would  convince 
them,  if,  after  recent'experience,  they  need  convincing,  that  there  is  no 
better  raw  material  for  a  mounted  infantry  man  than  the  half-breed.” 

Now,  I  would  ask  the  white  settlers  to  have  a  little  patience. 
They  should  not  forget  all  the  sacrifices  the  old  Provinces 
have  been  making  for  them  ;  they  should  not  forget  that 
for  the  last  ten  years  all  the  resources  of  the  country  have 
been  devoted  to  the  development  of  that  country;  they 
should  not  forget  that  we  have  spent  millions  and  millions 
for  the  purpose  of  building  the  Pacific  Railway,  for  carry¬ 
ing  on  surveys  throughout  that  vast  territory,  and  for 
opening  up  registry  offices  and  land  offices ;  they  should 
not  forget  that  we  have  suspended  the  great  public  works 
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of  the  old  Provinces  on  this  account,  for  instance,  the 
enlargement  of  our  canals.  No  doubt  they  have  some 
grievances,  we  have  some  in  the  old  Provinces;  but 
before  long  they  will  enjoy  all  the  luxuries  of  civilisation, 
and  with  a  little  patience  and  forbearance,  this  country 
will  be  so  developed  as  to  be  a  happy  home  for  everybody, 
not  only  in  the  old  Provinces,  but  also  in  Manitoba  and 
^he  North-West. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  At  this  late  hour  of  the  night, 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  and  in  about  the  middle  of  the 
dog  days,  1  have  too  much  respect  for  the  ease  and  comfort 
of  the  members  of  this  House,  and  too  much  regard  for  my 
own  ease  and  comfort,  to  spend  six  hour’s  and  twenty 
minutes  in  delivering,  like  the  preceding  speaker,  a  long 
wordy  speech,  nineteen-twentieths  of  which  had  about  as 
much  connection  with  the  subject  under  discussion  as 
Barnum’s  woolly  horse  had  with  Barnum’s  Circassian 
princess.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us,  at  the  beginning  of 
his  speech,  that  he  knew  nothing  about  the  North-West, 
about  the  half-breeds,  their  claims,  their  condition,  their 
grievances  or  their  interests.  He  undertook  to  study  the 
question,  and  his  sympathies,  he  told  us,  were  entirely  with 
the  half-breeds  until  he  did  so.  He  devoted  two  or  three 
months  to  the  investigation  of  the  North-West  question  and 
the  claims  of  the  half  breeds,  and  we  have  had  the  result 
of  that  investigation  in  the  speech  to  night.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  justified  the  course  pursued  by  the  Government  on  the 
ground  that  the  late  Government  had  not  dealt  with  the 
claims  of  the  half-breeds  with  that  promptitude  which,  in 
his  judgment,  they  ought  to  have  been  dealt  with.  The  hon. 
gentleman’s  argument  is  this :  because  a  man  of  the  name  of 
Mackenzie,  some  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  committed  some 
act  of  negligence,  long  since  condoned,  therefore,  a  man  of 
the  name  of  Macdonald,  who,  for  seven  years,  has  persistently 
refused  to  investigate  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds,  and, 
as  a  consequence,  human  life  has  been  lost  and  human  blood 
has  been  spilt,  is  to  go  unwhipped  of  justice.  The  hon. 
gentleman  told  us  that  the  buffalo  was  rapidly  disappearing 
from  the  plains  of  the  west ;  that  the  disappearance  of  that 
source  of  supply,  on  which  the  half-breeds  and  the  Indians 
were  largely  dependent,  had  caused  the  rebellion  ;  that  the 
late  Government  caused  the  buffalo  to  disappear,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  late  Government  is  responsible  for  the  recent 
uprising  in  the  North-West  Territories.  That  is  the 
line  of  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and 
it  is  just  about  as  logical  as  all  the  answers 
made  to  the  charges  levelled  against  the  Government  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake).  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  we  have  no  reason  to  complain  against  this 
Government.  He  asks  us  what  has  the  Government  not  done  ? 
He  replies,  just  see  what  they  have  done.  They  have  opened 
registry  offices  and  appointed  registrars  ;  they  have  opened 
land  offices  and  appointed  agents ;  they  have  created  the 
offices  of  farm  instructors,  and  filled  them  with  farm 
instructors.  That  is  just  the  difficulty ;  they  have  created 
many  offices,  and  have  taken  good  care  to  fill  them ;  but 
there  is  one  thing  they  did  not  do:  they  did  not  consider  the 
claims  of  the  half-breeds,  or  redress  their  wrongs,  and  it  is 
no  satisfaction  to  them  to  be  told:  Your  wi’ongs  are  not 
redressed,  it  is  true ;  your  grievances  are  not  considered,  but 
we  have  appointed  registrars,  farm  instructors,  school 
teachers,  land  agents,  sub-agents,  and  sub -sub-agents  in  the 
North-West,  and,  therefore,  you  ought  to  be  satisfied.  That 
is  the  line  of  argument  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  pursue. 
The  hon.  gentleman  gave  an  interesting  sketch  of 
the  admission  of  the  great  North-West  into  this  Confedera¬ 
tion  ;  but  it  strikes  me  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North- 
West,  whose  friend,  I  suppose,  the  hon.  gentleman  is,  would 
be  much  more  interested  in  getting  some  relief  and  redress 
in  the  position  in  which  they  are  now  placed  by 
reason  of  the  negligence  and  misconduct  of  this  Adminis- 
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tration.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  us  very  correctly, 
no  doubt,  the  area  of  each  provisional  District  in  the 
North-West.  But  what  the  half-breeds  want  is  the 
area  of  their  holdings,  not  the  area  of  the  Provinces. 
The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  something  about  the  Indian 
title  in  the  North-West.  What  the  half-breed  wants  is  the 
title  to  his  own  land.  What  cares  he  about  the  Indian 
title,  whether  it  is  extinguished  or  not.  What  he  wants  is 
that  this  Government  should  give  him  the  title  to  the  land 
that  he  has  been  in  possession  of  for  the  last  twenty  years, 
and,  in  some  cases,  that  his  father  before  him  was  in  posses¬ 
sion  of,  and  the  title  to  which  is,  to  this  hour,  vested 
in  the  Crown.  The  hon.  gentleman  sought  to  arouse 
a  feeling  of  animosity  against  the  Liberal  party  by 
pointing  out  that  the  unfortunate  Biel  and  the  other  half- 
breeds  who  are  now  in  custody  in  the  North-West  were 
deprived  of  the  right  of  trial  by  a  mixed  jury,  and  he 
charged  that  upon  the  late  Administration.  Why,  I  have  in 
my  hand  the  law  under  which  these  men  are  to  be  tried, 
passed  in  the  year  1880,  under  this  Administration,  while 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  a  member  of  this  House  and 
supporting  that  administration  ;  and  if  the  half-breeds  of  the 
North-West  are  deprived  of  the  right,  which  is  given  by 
the  law  of  the  land  to  certain  classes  in  the  community,  of 
being  tried  before  a  mixed  jury,  the  fault,  the  responsibility 
rests  upon  the  shoulders  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
those  friends  of  the  half-breeds,  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  are  members  of  this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Girouard)  in  his  opening  remarks  gave  the  case  away.  He 
admitted  that  the  half-breeds  had  grievances,  but,  he  said, 
they  had  no  such  grievances  as  would  justify  rebellion. 
Who  said  they  bad  ?  Who  made  that  statement  ?  Did  any 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  No;  no  man  on  this  side 
made  any  such  statement  as  that  the  half- breeds  had 
grievances  that  would  justify  rebellion.  But  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  admits  they  had  grievances  unredressed,  and  that  is 
what  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake), 
in  the  motion  he  has  submitted,  complains  of.  These 
men  have  had  grievances  of  long  standing  unredressed. 
You,  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches,  by  your 
apathy,  by  your  neglect,  by  your  criminal  misconduct, 
in  refusing  to  redress  these  grievances,  are  responsible 
for  the  consequences.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  stood  up,  on  a  wager  that  he  would 
make  a  speech  of  six  hours  and  twenty-five  minutes, 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  did  not  call  him  an  obstructionist. 
They  charged  us  with  obstruction  when  we  were  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  show  their  iniquitous  measure  of  the  franchise  in  its 
true  light,  but  when,  upon  a  wager  of  a  dozen  of  champagne, 
an  hon.  gentleman  on  their  side  takes  up  six  hours  and  twenty- 
five  minutes  of  the  time  of  the  House,  in  order  to  win  this 
bet,  they  have  not  a  word  to  say  about  obstruction.  What 
we  say  is,  that  the  half-breeds,  the  Indians  and  the  white 
inhabitants  of  the  North-West,  but  notably  the  half-breeds, 
have  had  for  years  grievances  which  ought  to  have  been 
investigated,  wrongs  which  ought  to  have  been  redressed,  and 
that  this  Government  is  guilty  in  not  having  investigated 
these  grievances  and  redressed  those  wrongs  and  are  responsi¬ 
ble  for  all  the  consequences  which  have  resulted  from  their 
misconduct,  mismanagement  and  incapacity ;  and  we  say 
nothing  more.  I  listened  with  the  attention  that  befitted  the 
occasion  and  the  man  to  the  speech  of  the  First  Minister.  I 
knew  that  the  First  Minister  was  on  his  trial  before  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  his  country,  and  I  was  curious  to  know — knowing 
someting  of  the  posi-  tion  of  this  case,  of  the  claims  and  the 
wrongs  of  the  half-hreeds — what  defense  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  make  to  the  formidable  indictment  that  was  presented 
against  him  by  my  hon.  friend  from  the  west  riding,  and  I 
must  say  that  I  never  listened  to  a  more  inconsequential  and 
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illogical  defense  than  the  hon.  gentleman  made.  I  have 
defended  many  prisoners  in  my  day  ;  and  will  honestly  say 
that  if  called  on  to  offer  such  a  defence  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  made,  I  would  have  thrown  up  the  brief  at  once,  and  I 
would  have  done  as  the  hon.  gentleman  for  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mr.  Girouard)  has  done,  advised  him  to  plead  guilty  to  the 
charge  preferred  against  him.  What  did  the  First  Minister 
say  ?  He  said  that  the  rebellion  was  caused  by  the  disaffection 
of  the  half-breeds  to  Canadian  rule;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
that  the  white  men,  for  their  own  sordid  and  selfish  purposes, 
incited  the  half-breeds  to  rebel.  In  the  third  place,  that  the 
half-breeds  were  incited  to  rebel  by  the  Grits  of  the  Dominion. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron").  No,  Sir.  I  say  they  were 
incited  to  rebel  by  the  Tories  ;  the  Tories  stole  everything 
that  could  be  stolen  in  the  North  West,  from  a  timber  limit 
down  to  a  little,  petty  gravel  pit,  and  they  were  not  satis¬ 
fied  with  their  stealings  in  the  days  gone  bye.  If  anybody 
incited  the  half-breeds  to  rebellion  it  was  the  Tories,  who 
sold  their  hay  for  feeding  the  horses  of  the  troops  at  $400 
a  ton,  and  who,  from  the  president  of  a  land  company  down 
to  the  humblest  follower  of  the  First  Minister,  charged  $10 
a  day  for  the  hire  of  theirhorses.  If  anybody  fattened 
upon  the  misfortunes  of  the  country  it  was  the 
Tory  party.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  that  the 
half-breeds  had  no  grievances  worthy  of  the  name, 
and  therefore  should  not  have  rebelled  ;  that  the  half- 
breeds  were  the  slaves  of  the  whites  of  Prince  Albert 
District,  and  that  it  would  not  do  to  give  them  their  lands 
or  scrip,  because  they  would  be  wasted  and  squandered  in 
a  very  short  time.  He  forgot  to  tell  us  that  after  human 
life  was  lost,  after  human  blood  was  spilt,  and  ruin,  desola¬ 
tion  and  death  scattered  abroad,  commissioners  were  sent 
out  by  the  First  Minister  to  investigate  the  claims  of  the 
half-breeds,  and  not  only  to  give  them  land  and  scrip,  but  to 
giv6  them  more  than  they  ever  asked  for  before.  He  told  us 
no  half-breed  in  the  North-West  was  disturbed  or  oppressed  ; 
that  the  half-breeds  had  their  homes  and  their  lands,  and 
that  was  all  they  wanted  ;  but  he  forgot  to  tell  us  that  some 
of  the  colonisation  companies,  the  creation  of  his  own  mad 
folly,  to  suit  his  own  political  purposes,  had  notified  the 
half-breeds  to  abandon  their  holdings.  He  forgot  to 
tell  us  that  these  half-breeds  had  not  their  lands  and  houses, 
and  that  was  just  what  they  were  complaining  of.  They 
were  mere  tenants  at  will ;  they  were  there  at  the  will  of 
the  Government,  or  of  the  colonisation  company  which  was 
fortunate  enough  to  secure  a  grant  of  their  land  from  this 
liberal  Government,  liberal  as  regards  its  followers.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  boldly  and  openly 
charged  the  First  Minister  and  his  colleagues  with  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  this  terrible  rebellion,  and  he  charged  upon  this 
Administration  the  results  of  their  own  inaction  and 
misconduct.  How,  I  say,  did  the  hon.  gentleman 
answer  the  charge  ?  Did  he  make  any  answer  at  all  ? 
Did  he  submit  a  logical  answer  ?  Why,  I  defy  any  man 
who  listened  to  the  First  Minister  to  say  exactly  upon 
what  ground  the  First  Minister  justified  the  position  he  took. 
The  answer  was :  I  charge  the  Grit  party,  I  charge  the 
Liberal  party  in  Parliament  and  out  of  Parliament,  with 
the  whole  consequences  of  this  rebellion,  with  having  incited 
and  directed  and  induced  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
Territories  to  take  up  arms  against  the  sovereign  power  of 
this  Dominion.  But  he  forgot  to  tell  us  that,  for  seven 
long  years,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  has 
pointed  out,  these  people  have  been  pressing  their  claims 
upon  and  demanding  a  rectification  of  their  wrongs 
from  the  Government,  and  have  been  unable  to  obtain 
justice  up  to  this  hour.  I  think  this,  without  draw¬ 
ing  upon  one’s  imagination,  is  reason  enough,  in  the 
mind  and  the  temper,  and  the  disposition,  and  the 
peculiarity  of  the  half-breeds,  to  induce  them  to  take  up 


arms  against  this  Government.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated 
that  the  whole  of  the  consequences  of  the  rebellion  were  at 
the  door  of  the  Liberal  party.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  tell  us  the  political  complexion  of  those 
who  were  actively  engaged  in  that  tei’rible  contest 
that  fortunately  has  just  drawn  to  a  successful  con¬ 
clusion  ?  Did  he  tells  us  the  political  complexion  of 
Mr.  Louis  Schmidt,  a  man  after  his  own  heart,  a 
man  in  whom  he  had  such  unbounded  faith  that  he 
appointed  him  to  an  office  of  emolument  in  the  gift  of 
the  Crown,  a  man  who  I  believe  still  holds  that  office,  and, 
while  he  was  the  paid  official  of  this  Tory  Government,  was 
private  secretary  and  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Louis  Riel, 
the  controller  of  affairs  in  the  great  North-West.  The  First 
Minister  forgot  to  tell  us  what  were  the  politics  of  Mr. 
Dumas,  another  man  whom  he  appointed  to  an  office  of 
emolument  in  the  gift  of  the  Crown  and  in  the  service  of 
the  Government  in  the  North-West  Territories,  and 
who,  at  the  same  time,  was  one  of  Riel’s  councillors. 

The  hon.  gentleman  forgot  to  tell  us  the  political 

complexion  of  Mr.  Isbister.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  do 
Dot  care  what  his  politics  were  ;  I  know  he  was  one 
of  the  men  who  induced  Louis  Riel  to  leave  his  come 
in  Montana  and  engage  in  this  contest  to  secure  the 
rights  of  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  Territories  ;  but 
the  First  Minister  forgot  to  tell  us  that  he  had  offered 
hima  position,  an  office  of  emolument  in  the  gift  of  the 
Crown.  He  also  forgot  to  tell  us  the  political  complexion 
of  Mr.  Gabriel  Dumont,  the  commander-in-chief  of  the  rebel 
army  in  the  North-West,  and  a  man  for  whom  I,  for  one, 
entertain  a  profound  respect,  no  matter  what  his  politics 

may  be,  a  man  who  would  not  be  bought,  but  who 

believed  his  countrymen  were  wronged,  and,  believing 
that,  was  prepared  to  sacrifice  his  life  in  defence  of 
his  countrymen.  This  man  has  obtained  favors  from  this 
Government.  He  is  the  lessee  of  the  ferry  across  the 
Saskatchewan  at  his  own  place.  More  than  that :  he  was 
a  constant  reader  of  La  Minerve,  and  the  editor  of  the 
Minerve  has  boasted  that  Gabriel  Dumont  was  a  contributor 
to  his  paper,  and  paid  for  it  for  years  ;  and  I  know  that  no 
sound  Grit  reads  the  Minerve.  You  may  place  Mr.  Dumont 
among  followers  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite!  Then,  the 
First  Minister,  who  says  the  rebellion  was  caused  by 
the  Grit  party,  that  it  was  instigated  by  the  Grit 
party,  forgot  to  tell  us  who  was  the  leader  of  the 
rebellion  in  the  North-West,  he  forgot  to  say  anything 
about  Mr,  Louis  Riel,  the  bosom  friend  and  companion  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  the  political  friend  and  ally  for  fifteen  years 
of  the  First  Minister,  his  co-worker  in  the  Conservative 
field,  a  man  who  had  conferred  favors  on  the  Government 
in  the  days  gone  by,  and  had  received  favors  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government  of  this  country  in  return. 
Who  was  it,  twelve  years  ago,  when  a  colleague  of  the 
First  Minister  was  defeated  in  his  own  constituency, 
abandoned  his  contest  for  the  county  of  Provencher,  in  order 
that  the  First  Minister’s  colleague  might  get  a  seat  in  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  Canada?  Mr.  Louis  Riel.  And  he  got  it  through 
the  instrumentality  of  Mr.  Louis  Riel.  And  when  he  was 
elected,  who  were  they  who  sent  a  congratulatory 
telegram,  addressed  to  the  First  Minister’s  Colleague 
on  that  subject  ?  Mr.  Louis  Riel,  Mr.  A.  Lepine, 
and  Mr.  Joseph  Royal  signed  that  telegram.  There  were 
more  favors  that  passed  between  theso  high  contracting 
parties.  For  whom  did  the  First  Minister,  in  days  of  old, 
plunge  his  hand  right  up  to  the  elbow  in  the  public  purse 
of  this  country  and  extract  therefrom  $1,000  of  the  people’s 
money,  and  send  that  money,  through  a  venerable  dignitary 
of  the  church,  to  this  traitor,  conspirator  and  redhanded 
murderer,  that  he  might  fly  the  effensed  justice  of  his  country 
and  escape  the  bloodhounds  of  the  law  then  upon  his  track  ? 
The  First  Minister  sent  that  to  Louis  Riel,  and  yet  they  say — 
Mr.  SPROULE.  How  about  the  amnesty  ? 
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Mr.  CAMERON-  (Huron),  Yes ;  about  the  amnesty.  It 
shows  how  little  the  hon.  gentlemen  knows  about  it.  Did 
not  the  venerable  Archbishop  of  St.  Boniface,  under  his  oath, 

declare - 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  No. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Yes ;  declare,  under  his  oath,  that  he  was 
promised  by  the  Government  that  preceded  Mr.  Mackenzie’s 
that  the  offenders  in  the  North-West  Territories  should  be 
amnestied  ?  There  was  the  evidence  submitted  to  the  inves¬ 
tigating  committee,  that  the  First  Minister  and  his  col¬ 
leagues,  including  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  had  pro¬ 
mised  an  amnesty  to  these  traitors  and  rebels  in  the 
North-West,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  talks  about 
the  amnesty,  as  if  promised  by  the  late  Government. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  only  take  the  trouble  to  read 
the  documents,  he  would  find  who  it  was  that  promised  the 
amnesty.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake ) 
boldly  charges  the  First  Minister  with  neglect,  with  delay, 
in  not  investigating  the  demands  of  the  half-breeds  in  the 
North-West  Territories.  How  are  we  answered  ?  We  were 
answered  by  the  production  of  a  despatch  sent  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  to  the  proper 
authority  in  the  North-West,  in  which  it  was  indicated 
that,  for  certain  thiDgs,  the  half-breeds  should  be 
recisely  in  the  same  position  as  the  white  man. 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  from  a  careful  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  demands  of  the  half-breeds  for  a  long 
series  of  years  that,  if  this  had  been  conceded  seven  years 
ago  by  this  indolent  and  incapable  Government,  the  half- 
breeds  of  the  North-West  would  have  been  perfectly 
satisfied.  JMy  hon.  friend  fron  West  Durham  charged  the 
First  Minister  with  gross  dereliction  of  duty  in  not  recog¬ 
nising  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West 
Territories  at  an  earlier  period.  What  answer  did  the 
First  Minister  make  to  that  charge  ?  The  answer  was  : 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  has  sent  a  letter  to  the 
public  departments,  notifying  them  not  to  issue  patents  for 
certain  pieces  of  land  until  a  claim  he  has  against  the  land  is 
discharged.  The  First  Minister  wanted  to  convey  a  wrong 
impression ;  he  wished  to  convey  the  impression  to  the 
House  that  I,  in  some  way,  was  speculating  in  the  claims 
of  the  half- breeds ;  that  I  had  got  some  of  those  claims 
into  my  possession,  and  had  notified  the  Department 
not  to  grant  the  -patents  until  those  claims  were  settled. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  honest,  he  would  have  stated 
the  facts.  He  knew  the  fact3.  He  knew  that  there  were 
two  young  men  who  left  my  county  in  1882  and  settled 
upon  the  Moose  Jaw  lands.  He  knew  that  these  young 
men  had  for  several  years  been  endeavoring,  but  in  vain,  to 
get  from  this  Government,  from  the  First  Minister  and  his 
officials,  a  recognition  of  their  rights  to  the  land  upon  which 
they  had  settled.  He  knew  that  in  1883,  in  one  of  my 
visits  to  the  North-West,  I  saw  these  young  men,  whom  I 
had  known  for  years.  They  expressed  their  determination 
to  abandon  a  country  where  they  could  get  no  satisfaction 
from  the  Government,  but  upon  my  advice  they  remained 
there.  The  First  Minister  know  all  that,  because  last  Session, 
when  I  brought  this  question  to  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
the  First  Minister  commended  the  conduct  that  I  pursued 
with  respect  to  the  settlers  in  the  Moose  Jaw  region. 
Because  1  knew  these  young  men,  and  did  not  desire  that 
they  should  leave  the  country  and  the  land  upon  which  they 
had  settled,  and  in  order  to  induce  them  to  remain,  I  advanced 
them  a  considerable  sum  of  money  to  erect  houses  upon 
their  locations,  to  bay  horses,  oxen,  waggons  and  the  imple¬ 
ments  to  carry  on  farming  operations.  Through  my 
instrumentality  these  young  men  remained  in  the 
country,  and  to  secure  myself  for  the  money  advanced 
I  took  a  lien  upon  the  land.  Was  there  any  harm  in  that  ? 
No.  Yet  the  First  Minister  wants  to  makes  this  Parliament 
believe  that  there  was  something  wrong  in  what  I  did  in 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


that  respect.  I  say  that  if  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  dealing  with  the  settlers  in  the  North-West  had  been  as 
clean-handed  as  my  conduct  was  with  respect  to  those 
young  men,  there  would  have  been  no  rebellion.  My  hon. 
friend  from  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  pointed  out  that 
owing  to  the  gross  carelessness  and  the  misconduct  of 
this  Administration,  in  not  redressing  the  grievances 
of  the  people  in  the  North-West,  the  half-breeds  become 
dissatisfied,  uneasy,  discontented,  and  broke  out  into 
rebellion.  He  was  answered  by  the  First  Minister  pro¬ 
ducing,  with  a  flourish  of  trumpets,  and  with  all  the  indica¬ 
tions  of  having  discovered  a  mare’s  nest,  a  letter  written  by 
my  hon.  friend  to  a  person  of  the  name  of  Brown.  Well, 
what  about  it,  if  he  did  write  a  letter  to  a  person  by  the 
name  of  Brown  ?  Every  body  knows  that  for  four  months 
my  hon.  friend  was  attempting  to  drag  out  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  possession  papers  that  would  throw  light  upon  the 
transactions  of  this  Government  with  the  half-breeds  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  and  that  for  four  months  my  hon. 
friend  had  signally  failed  to  induce  the  First  Minister  to 
submit  these  papers  to  Parliament.  My  hon.  friend  was  pro¬ 
mised  and  refused,  he  was  refused  and  promised,  and  ultima¬ 
tely  they  were  brought  down  in  a  mutiladed  condition,  while 
some  of  the  valuable  papers  were  not  brought  down  at  all. 
One  of  these  papers  that  the  First  Minister  refused  to  bring 
before  Parliament  he  had  with  him  last  night,  and  he  read 
an  extract  from  it  in  his  place  in  Parliament.  He  refused  to 
bring  that  document  before  the  House,  that  the  House 
might  see  it,  but  he  was  willing  to  use  that  paper  for  the 
purpose  of  building  up  his  own  argument.  This  man 
Brown,  kpowing  that  my  hon.  friend  was  persisting  in  his 
efforts  to  procure  information,  wrote  to  my  hon.  friend  that 
he  had  been  in  the  North-West  and  was  conversant  with 
the  affairs  of  that  country,  and  knew  of  the  difficulties  there. 
My  hon.  friend  replied  to  him,  and  Brown  wrote  again, 
asking  a  pass  to  come  to  Ottawa,  and  stating  that  he  desired 
employment,  and  did  not  wish  that  his  name  should 
be  known  until  he  had  got  that  employment.  My  hon. 
friend  answered  that  he  could  not  give  him  the  pass,  and,  of 
course,  could  not  give  him  employment,  but  that  he  would 
not  let  his  name  be  known  until  he  got  employment,  what¬ 
ever  it  was.  He  did  not  send  him  the  pass.  Brown  was 
here.  Who  brought  him  here  ?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  one 
of  the  whips  of  the  Government  procured  a  pass 
and  brought  him  here  ?  He  was  here,  and  that 
is  the  answer  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  to  this 
charge  of  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham.  What 
became  of  the  letter  ?  How  did  the  First  Minister  get  that 
letter  ?  What  was  the  price  paid  for  that  letter  ?  How  much 
did  the  First  Minister  pay  to  Brown  to  get  that  letter  ?  Sir, 
has  it  come  to  this  ?  Has  the  Government  of  this  Dominion 
descended  so  low  and  become  so  degraded  that  they  have 
to  adopt  the  rdle  of  the  spy  and  detective,  and  to  enroll  them¬ 
selves  as  members  of  the  spittoon  brigade,  and  pick  up  sci  aps 
of  papers  and  letters,  and  retail  their  contents  on  the  floor 
of  Parliament,  in  answer  to  charges  of  gross  miscon¬ 
duct  ?  Sir,  I  say  again  :  How  did  the  hon.  gentleman 
get  hold  of  that  letter?  What  price  did  he  pay  for 
it  ?  Did  this  Government  again  betray  the  trust  reposed 
in  them,  and  barter  the  public  service  of  this  country 
as  the  price  of  that  letter  ?  Has  Brown  been  given 
employment  ?  If  he  has  not,  has  he  been  promised 
employment  as  the  price  of  delivering  that  letter 
to  the  Administration  ?  Do  they  think  that  a  fair  and 
honorable,  and  justifiable  warfare — using  private  letters, 
writen  by  private  parties,  to  an  individual  outside 
of  Parliament,  and  the  public  service  of  this  country  being 
bartered  for  the  purpose  of  getting  possession  of  that  letter. 
Sir,  I  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  joy  of  his  letter.  It  shows 
nothing  ;  it  proves  nothing.  Now,  Sir,  this  question  of  the 
North-West  insurrection  is  an  important  question. 
It  is  a  grave  question.  It  is  raroly  in  the  bis- 
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tory  of  any  country  that  we  find  the  Government 
of  that  country  impeached  as  the  Government  of  this 
country  are  now.  They  are  charged  with  the  gravest 
offences  that  can  be  committed  by  any  Government. 
In  my  judgment,  this  is  the  most  important  question  that 
ever  was  submitted  to  this  or  any  other  Parliament.  The 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham  challenges,  in 
the  clearest  terms,  the  policy  of  this  Government  in  dealing 
with  the  affairs  of  the  North-West  Territories.  The  motion 
of  my  friend  challenges  the  conduct  of  the  First  Minister  of 
this  Dominion,  who  was  the  Minister  of  Interior  in  days  gone 
by,  and  the  conduct  of  the  officials  appointed  by  this  Adminis¬ 
tration,  in  the  management  of  the  affairs  of  the  North-West 
Territories.  It  censures,  it  is  true,  in  mild  and  temperate 
language,  but  all  the  same  it  censures  the  conduct  and 
the  actions  of  the  gentlemen  upon  the  Treasury  benches, 
with  respect  to  their  conduct  in  managing  the  affairs  of 
this  country  in  the  North-West  Territories.  It  charges 
them  with  being  responsible  for  the  recent  outbreak, 
and  it  holds  them  directly  responsible  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  to  the  Parliament  of  this  country,  for 
the  loss  of  life  and  the  spilling  of  blood.  I  venture  to 
say  now,  in  all  calmness,  that  there  is  no  man  who  will 
sit  down  and  deliberately  consider  all  the  evidence,  all  the 
facts  that  have  been  submitted  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
West  Durham  and  my  hon.  lriend  from  East  Quebec,  and  the 
facts  that  I  propose  to  submit  to  Parliament,  but 
who  will  hold  the  Government  responsible.  Now, 
it  is  a  singular  fact,  that  in  the  history  of  this 
country  two  rebellions  have  taken  place  under  the 
administration  of  the  First  Minister.  History,  we  know, 
Mr.  Speaker,  repeats  itself.  Like  causes  produce  like 
effects.  I  say  that  the  rebellion  of  1869  was  the  result 
of  apathy,  carelessness,  indifference,  misconduct,  mal-admin- 
istration  on  the  part  of  the  First  Minister  and  his 
then  colleagues.  I  say,  Sir,  that  the  recent  rebellion 
has  been  the  direct  outcome  of  neglect,  misconduct, 
mal-ad  ministration,  refusal  to  deal  with  grievances 
and  to  investigate  wrongs ;  and  I  say  that  the  evi¬ 
dence  sustains  my  assertion  beyond  peradventure. 
Now,  the  questions  we  have  to  grapple  with  at  the 
very  treshold  of  this  discussion  are:  Had  the  half-breeds  of 
the  North-West  Territories  who  took  up  arms  against  the 
sovereign  power  of  this  Dominion,  had  the  white  settlers 
who  sympathised  with  the  half-breeds,  to  some  extont,  had 
the  Indians,  who  ultimately  joined  the  half-breeds  in  the 
rebellion,  complaints,  grievances,  wrongs,  that  remained 
unredressed  by  the  Government  of  the  country,  after  pre¬ 
senting  those  grievances  to  the  Government,  after  directing 
the  attention  of  the  authorities  to  those  grievances  and 
wrongs,  and  after  presenting  them  as  earnestly  and  vigor¬ 
ously  as,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  they  were  war¬ 
ranted  and  justified  in  doing  ?  First,  then,  had  the  half-breeds 
grievances  ?  That  they  had  grievances  is  admitted.  The  hon. 
gentleman  who  preceded  me  admitted  it.  The  First 
Minister,  in  the  early  part  of  this  Session,  stated  that  the 
half-breeds  of  the  North-West  made  many  complaints,  some 
of  which  were  well  founded.  If  the  half-breeds  had  grievances, 
and  they  remained  unremedied,  who  is  responsible  for 
the  rebellion  that  was  the  result  of  the  refusal  to 
consider  those  grievances  and  rectify  those  wrongs  ? 
I  say  it  is  not  a  very  difficult  matter  to  fix  that 
responsibility.  It  can  be  fixed  on  no  one  except 
the  Administration  of  the  day,  which  has  been  guilty 
of  that  carelessness  and  indifference.  It  is  true  the 
organs  of  hon.  gentleman  opposite  have  sought  to  fix  the 
responsibility,  as  the  Frst  Minister  has  done,  on  the  Liberal 
party,  in  Parliament  and  out  of  Parliament.  I  say  they  have 
done  so  in  order  to  draw  public  attention  away  from  the 
real  culprits.  When  tho  rebellion  first  broke  out  there  was 
no  him  or  suggestion  in  the  Conservative  press  as  to  tho 
Liberal  party  being  responsible,  and  it  was  only  a  second 


thought,  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  found  they  were  on 
dingerous  ground,  that  the  press  supporting  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  sought  to  fix  the  responsibility  of 
the  outbreak  on  the  shoulders  of  the  Liberal  party.  No  one 
pays  very  much  attention  to  what  soni9  of  the  organs,  the 
subsidised  organs  of  hon.  gentleman  opposite  say  on  this 
question,  such  as  the  Mail,  the  Montreal  Gazette  and 
the  Ottawa  Citizen.  They  are  the  paid  organs  of  the 
Government,  and  are  bound  to  earn  their  reward.  Hut 
when  the  First  Minister,  perhaps  in  a  moment  of  weak¬ 
ness,  perhaps  in  a  moment  of  excitement,  adopts  the 
same  ignoble  role  and  attempts  to  shift  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  his  own  neglect  and  the  neglect  of  his 
colleagues,  his  own  maladministration  and  the  mal¬ 
administration  of  his  colleagues,  and  attempts  to  fix 
that  responsibility  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Liberal 
party,  the  hon.  gentleman  does  what  neither  the  facts 
nor  the  circumstances  warrant  the  hon.  gentleman  in  doing. 
We  have,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  challenged  the  First 
Minister  and  his  followers  to  point  to  a  single  sentence  in 
the  Liberal  press,  to  a  single  word  uttered  by  Liberal 
members  of  Parliament,  that  could  be  distorted  into  offering 
the  slightest  encouragement  to  armed  insurrection.  As 
representatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament  assembled,  with 
high  and  important  duties  to  discharge,  we  have,  upon 
many  occasions,  pointed  out  to  the  First  Minister  that  the 
policy  to  which  he  committed  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
and  the  people  of  this  country  was  a  policy  calculated  to 
create  uneasiness,  dissatisfaction,  discontent  and  turbulence 
in  the  North-West  Territories.  How  were  we  answered  ? 
By  the  hon.  gentleman  calmly  reconsidering  that  policy — a 
policy  which  was  sure  to  end  in  dissatisfaction  and  discon¬ 
tent,  if  not  in  rebellion.  No,  Sir,  we  were  assured  that 
the  settlers  had  no  ground  of  complaint ;  that  they  were 
satisfied  and  contented,  and,  in  any  event,  they  need  not 
expect  to  be  spoon-fed.  We  protested  against  that  policy, 
we  warned  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  against  that  policy, 
we  pointed  out  the  fatal  results  that  were  sure  to  follow 
that  policy.  How  were  we  answered  ?  By  calmly  and 
delibarately  considering  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the 
North-West,  and  ascertaining  whether  there  were  grie¬ 
vances  uninvestigated  and  wrongs  unredressed  ?  No  ;  we 
were  assured  that  no  one  complained,  all  were  satisfied. 
The  history  of  the  past  taught  hon.  gentlemen  no  lessons, 
the  warnings  of  the  present  were  wholly  unavailing  and  so, 
I  say,  if  their  wilful  neglect  ended  in  rebellion,  upon  the 
shoulders  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  must  rest  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  that  rebellion.  What  were  those  grievances, 
what  did  the  half-breeds  complain  of?  Their  complaints  were 
made  openly  and  boldly  ;  they  were  not  concealed ;  they 
were  made  in  the  broad  light  of  day  and  in  every  way 
known  to  the  people  of  a  country  when  protesting  against 
the  wrong-doing  of  the  Government  of  that  country. 
They  were  grievances  of  long  standing,  grievances  that 
spread  over  a  period  of  seven  long  weary  years 
and  during  all  those  years  they  were  constantly  pressed  on 
the  attention  of  the  Government  at  Ottawa.  Their  prompt, 
settlement  was  a  matter  of  vital  importance  to  the 
peace,  the  growth  and  prosperity  of  that  country.  They 
were  pressed  upon  tho  attention  of  the  Government  by 
letters,  by  memorials,  by  petitions,  by  remonstrances,  by 
resolutions  passed  at  public  meetings  and  by  delegations 
all  the  way  from  tho  North-West  to  interview 
the  Government.  They  were  pressed  on  the  attention  of 
the  Government,  in  1883,  by  the  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake),  who  then  pointed  out  the  necessity  of  consider¬ 
ing  at  once  those  grievances.  They  were  pressed  at  the  atten¬ 
tion  ofths  Government  by  myself, in  1884,  in  the  most  solemn 
way  known  to  Parliament,  by  a  motion  on  going  into  Supply, 
on  which  occasion  I  pointed  out  some  of  the  grievances 
complained  of  by  the  people  of  the  North-West  and 
warned  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  against  the  fatal  conse- 
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quences  of  refusing  to  deal  promptly  with  those  grievances. 
1  was  answered,  by  the  ex-Minister  of  Railways,  that  there 
were  no  grievances  and  no  complaints  ;  that  everybody  was 
satisfied  and  contented,  and  everybody  was  prospering. 
We  see  the  result  of  that  negligence  to-day.  Let  me  con¬ 
sider  for  a  moment  what  those  grievances  were.  They 
have  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Dur¬ 
ham  (Mr.  Blake)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  Bast 
(Mr.  Laurier).  I  direct  attention  to  them  for  a  moment  or 
two.  The  half-breeds  complained  of  the  system  of  sur¬ 
veys  adopted  by  this  Government.  They  desired  that 
the  North-West  Territories  should  be  divided  into  Pro¬ 
vinces.  They  requested  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North 
West  should  receive  the  same  considerations  and  the  same 
advantages  as  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  had  received. 
Are  not  those  reasonable  claims  ?  Why  were  they  not 
conceded  ?  There  were  other  complaints,  perhaps  not  of 
the  same  importance,  but  still  of  considerable  importance, 
in  the  interests  of  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  North- 
West  Territory.  There  was  a  universal  demand  through¬ 
out  those  Territories  for  representation  in  this  Parliament. 
To  meet  that  demand,  in  the  Session  of  1884  I  introduced 
a  Bill  to  give  representation  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  Territories.  On  moving  for  leave  to  introduce  that 
Bill,  I  pointed  out  the  necessity  for  it,  and  the  danger  of 
refusing  it.  How  was  I  answered  ?  I  was  answered  with 
silent  indifference — with  supreme  contempt.  Still  thor¬ 
oughly  alive  to  the  necessity  of  giving  representation  to 
those  people,  I  introduced  the  Bill  this  Session,  and,  on 
moving  the  second  reading,  I  pointed  out  again  the  fairness, 
the  reasonableness  of  the  demands  made  by  the  people  of 
the  North-West  for  representation  in  this  Parliament,  whore 
they  could  meet  face  to  face  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  ventilate  their  grievances,  point 
out  their  wrongs,  and  demand  from  Parliament  redress  for 
those  wrongs.  How  was  I  answered  ?  Was  this  reasonable 
demand  assented  to?  No;  my  hon.  friend,  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  know¬ 
ing  quite  well  that,  at  that  period  of  the  Session,  when  the 
Government  had  taken  possession  of  nearly  every  working 
day  of  the  week,  it  was  impossible  to  reach  the 
discussion  during  the  present  Session,  and  again  the  reason¬ 
able  demands  of  the  settlers  of  the  North-West  were 
refused  by  the  Government.  There  were  other  demands. 
They  claimed  that  their  rights  as  settlers  were  not  recog¬ 
nised  by  the  Government ;  that  the  Government  had  given 
to  colonisation  companies,  to  land  companies,  to  mining  and 
t’anching  companies,  vast  portions  of  the  Territories  of  the 
North-West,  which  had  been  occupied  by  the  half-breeds 
for  years.  Now,  I  say  in  all  sincerity,  let  any  man  sit 
down  and  calmly  and  honestly  consider  these  claims  of  the 
half-breeds,  and  I  say  he  will  rise  from  their  consideration 
thoroughly  impressed  with  their  fairness.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  these  grievances,  uninvestigated,  these  wrongs, 
unredressed,  would  justify  an  armed  insurrection;  but  I  do 
say,  that  if  anything  would  justify  an  armed  insurrection  to 
rectify  wrongs  and  redress  grievances,  it  would  be  just  such 
grievances  uninvestigated,  just  such  wrongs  unredressed  by 
this  Govern  ment  for  seven  long  years.  I  venture  to  say,  that 
now  when  human  life  has  been  lost  and  human  blood  has 
been  spilt,  and  houses  and  homes  have  been  ruined ;  when 
all  over  Canada  wives  have  been  made  widows  and 
children  orphans ;  I  venture  to  say  now  that  four-fifths  of 
these  demands  of  the  half-breeds  will  be  conceded  by  this 
Government.  Why,  Sir,  we  know  that  the  very  moment 
that  these  half-breeds  took  up  arms  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  this  incompetent,  this  incapable,  this  imbecile  Govern¬ 
ment,  white  with  terror  at  the  results  of  their  own  miscon¬ 
duct  in  the  past,  hurriedly  set  to  work  to  investigate 
those  grievances,  and  redress  the  wrongs  which,  for 
seven  long  years,  they  refused  to  redress.  The  fact,  Sir, 
that  grievances  existed  has  been  shown  by  my  hon. 

Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


friend  the  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Quebec  Bast  (Hr.  Laurier),  The  fact  can 
be  shown  by  a  mass  of  testimony  that  is  simply  startling. 
It  can  be  shown  by  the  independent  press,  by  the  press 
supporting  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  by  the  official  records 
of  Parliament,  by  the  returns  which  have  been  brought 
down  to  the  House  by  order  of  the  House ;  and  I  say, 
when  all  these  fix  the  responsibility  on  the  shoulders  of 
the  Government,  there  is  no  shirking  that  responsibility. 
Let  us  see  what  the  independent  press  of  this  country  has 
said  as  to  the  responsibility  of  Ministers.  The  Winnipeg 
Sun  says  : 

“There  has  been  too  much  of  this  carpet-bagging  business  in  the  North- 
West,  and  to  incompetent  administration  and  delusive  reports  much  of 
the  present  difficulty  may  be  ascribed.  Had  the  representatives  of  the 
Government  in  the  North-West  fully  informed  it,  or  taken  the  trouble  to 
inform  themselves  of  the  real  state  of  feeling  there,  measures  for  an 
enquiry  into  alleged  wrongs  would  long  ere  this  have  been  instituted, 
and  preparations  to  meet  an  outbreak,  which  has  been  threatened  for 
months  back,  would  not  have  been  deferred  until  the  uprising  took  place.” 

The  Montreal  Post  says,  speaking  of  the  Bill  of  Bights 
presented  by  the  half-breeds  : 

“  This  Bill  was  presented  to  the  Government  at  Ottawa,  but  it  appears 
no  action  was  taken  upon  it.  This  indifference  to  their  demands  has 
caused  discontent  to  ripen  into  open  revolt.” 

And  then  the  Montreal  Herald,  the  organ  of  the  Independent 
party,  with  strong  leanings  towards  the  Government,  says  : 

“  If  the  Department  of  the  Interior  is  not  to  remain  a  scandal  to  the 
Government,  the  Premier  will  find  a  new  head  for  this,  one  of  the  most 
important  branches  of  the  Government  operations.  But  thismismanaae- 
ment  does  not  justify  the  half-breed  troubles  ;  if  it  did,  the  whole  coun¬ 
try  would  be  in  revolt,  and  not  a  handful  of  half-breeds  only,  but  several 
millions  of  people,  would  rise  in  rebellion.” 

The  Montreal  Post  further  says  : 

“  It  is  for  all  these  reasons  that  we  hold  that  the  interests  of  law 
and  order  should  be  tempered  by  an  acknowledgment  of  acquired  rights, 
and  by  a  clemency  compatible  with  the  guarantees  of  the  peace  ot  the 
country  in  the  future.  Even  at  this  late  hour  we  believe  that  the  Metis 
would  lay  down  their  arms,  without  any  recourse  to  violence  being 
neeessary,  it  they  could  be  persuaded  that  their  claims  would  be  hon¬ 
estly  and  fully  investigated  by  an  impartial  commission,  and  granted 
wherever  found  legitimate.  It  is  to  the  interests  of  the  Confederation 
that  this  insurrection  be  brought  to  an  end,  without  any  fighting,  if 
possible.  We  want  no  baptism  of  blood,  as  some  of  our  warlike  orators 
have  yearned  for,  especially  when  it  would  be  made  to  flow  from  the  veins 
of  our  own  people.” 

And  then,  Sir,  let  us  see  what  the  Conservative  press,  sup¬ 
porting  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  press  that  never 
wavers  in  its  support,  except,  perhaps,  when  the  life  and  the 
vitality  of  the  nation  are  concerned.  The  Toronto  Mail, 
before  it  was  instructed  to  shift  its  ground,  and  place  the 
responsibility,  if  possible,  on  the  shoulders  of  the  Liberal 
party,  said  : 

“  The  half-breed3  in  the  St.  Laurent  district  complain  that  the  Domi 
nion  has  treated  them  badly  and  we  think  it  has - ” 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  What  was  the  date  ? 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
curious  on  the  subject,  he  will  find  it  there. 

Mr.  WOODWOBTH.  Was  it  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  No.  The  date  is  the  24th  March,  1885. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Editorial  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  not  sure;  but  I  suppose 
the  Mail  is  responsible  for  what  appears  in  its  columns.  It 
is  an  editorial,  if  that  will  gratify  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  I 
believe  it  is — in  fact,  I  know  it  is. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  You  have  just  said  you  did  not 
know. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron),  Last  March  the  Mail  said 
that  “  the  half-breeds  of  the  St.  Laurent  district  complain 
that  the  Dominion  has  treated  them  badly,  and  we  think  it 
has.”  Why  did  the  Dominion  Government  treat  them 
badly  ?  What  was  the  cause  of  it  ?  What  was  the  ground 
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of  complaint  ?  What  were  their  grievances  ?  Sir,  if  they 
had  grievances,  which  were  not  rectified,  the  Mail  was  justi¬ 
fied  in  saying  that  they  were  treated  badly.  There  is  a 
paper  called  La  Minerve,  edited,  I  understand,  by  a  dis¬ 
tinguished  member  of  Parliament,  not  a  supporter  of  the 
Opposition,  not  in  sympathy  with  the  Opposition,  a  trusted 
friend  of  the  Government.  Let  us  see  what  the  editor  of 
that  paper  says  upon  this  question : 

“  If  their  grievances  have  not  been  redressed  before  this,  fault  lies  with 
the  Interior  Department,  and  especially  with  certain  autocrats  of  small 
dimensions,  such  as  are  always  found  in  this  Department.  *  *  * 

The  Department  of  the  Interior,  against  whom  they  rise,  is,  to  speak 
frankly,  the  cause  of  these  disturbances.  It  depended  upon  it  to  have 
had  all  theses  difficulties  arranged  long  ago.  It  has  preferred  to  treat 
the  Metis  like  pariahs,  preferring  even  Mennonites  to  those  who  were  the 
first  settlers  of  the  country.  Let  the  Department  of  the  Interior  bear  the 
responsibility  of  its  own  actions.” 

When  we  find  this  devoted  friend  and  supporter  of  the 
Government,  as  late  as  last  March,  pointing  out  to  the 
Government  in  the  strongest  possible  language,  that  half- 
breeds  who  had  taken  up  arms,  against  this  Government, 
were  not  to  blame,  that  the  blame  and  the  responsibility  for 
the  insurrection  rested  with  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  certain  autocrats  of  small  dimensions  in  that  Depart¬ 
ment,  is  there  any  difficulty  in  fixing  the  responsibility  for 
this  outbreak  upon  the  proper  shoulders?  The  Winnipeg 
Times,  as  far  back  as  August,  1884,  said : 

“  Among  a  small  band  of  half-breeds  in  the  Prince  Arthur  settlement 
there  is  a  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  conditions  offered  them  by 
the  Government  agents  with  regard  to  homesteads.” 

The  Saskatchewan  Herald,  of  the  9th  February  last,  before 
the  insurrection  broke  out,  said  : 

1 1  That  the  Government  should  promptly  recognise  the  claims  of  half- 
breeds,  as  was  done  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  thus  determine  a 
question  calculated  to  disturb  the  present  development  of  the  country. 

That  paper  is  taken  in  the  office  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  head  and  the  officials  of  that  Department 
must  have  been  conversant  with  it.  Another  paper  I  quote 
from  is  called  La  Presse.  I  am  told  it  is  an  organ  of  a 
prominent  member  of  the  Administration — that  it  lives 
and  moves  and  has  its  being  by  the  smiles  and  support 
and  the  aid  of  the  hon.f  Secretary  of  State.  Let  us  see 
what  this  Minister  has  to  say  in  this  question  : 

“  In  the  first  place,  we  must  have  a  Minister  of  the  Interior  who  has 
the  vigor  necessary  for  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office,  and  not, 
as  we  have  had  for  a  year  past  a  valetudinarian,  who  believes  that  he 
has  done  his  duty  by  adjourning  the  settlement  of  every  difficulty.” 

That  is  the  opinion  of  the  organ  of  the  hon.  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State,  speaking  of  one  of  his  own  colleagues.  Another 
paper,  which  I  believe  is  also  controlled  and  inspired  by  the 
same  worthy  official,  L' Lvenement,  says : 

“  We  have  no  wish  for  recrimination  ;  far  less  have  we  the  least  desire 
to  justify  rebellion.  On  the  contrary,  we  demand  that  order  be  re-estab¬ 
lished  by  the  most  vigorous  measures  of  which  the  resources  of  Canada 
will  admit.  But  we  should,  at  the  same  time,  fail  in  our  duty  if  we  did 
not  express  our  wish  to  see  Sir  John  very  soon  inviting  a  younger  and 
more  active  element  to  take  part  in  the  management  of  public  affairs. 
On  this  point  the  sentiment  of  the  country  is  all  but  unanimous,  and  the 
Premier  will  take  account  of  this  if  he  show  his  ordinary  adroitness.  At 
this  moment  the  vital  energies  of  the  Conservative  party  are  inactive,  to 
the  certain  injury  of  that  party  as  well  as  of  Canada.” 

Such  are  the  opinions  of  the  press  controlled  by  a  member 
of  the  Government.  This  paper  declare  that  sir  John  A. 
Macdonald,  the  First  Minister  of  this  Dominion,  is  sur¬ 
rounded  by  officials  who,  are  unfit  for  their  places,  and  the 
interests  of  the  Conservative  party  are  suffering  in  conse¬ 
quence.  Not  a  word  about  the  interests  of  the  unfortunate 
half-breeds  of  the  .North-West  Territories.  Let  us  see  what 
the  paper  controlled  by  the  junior  member  for  the  city  of 
Ottawa  says  on  this  subject  : 

‘ 1  We  must  take  into  consideration  the  impatience  and  soreness  of  these 
poor  people,  so  long  neglected,  forgotten,  despised  and  scoffed  at.  The 
Department  of  the  Interior,  against  whom  they  rise,  is,  to  speak  frankly, 
the  cause  of  these  disturbances.  It  depended  upon  it  to  have  all  these 
difficulties  arranged  long  ago.  It  has  preferred  to  treat  the  Metis  like  I 
pariahs,  preferring  even  the  Mennonites  to  those  who  were  the  first 


settlers  of  the  country.  Let  the  Department  of  the  Interior  bear  the 
responsibility  of  its  own  actions.” 

And  yet,  Sir,  the  hon.  First  Minister  of  this  Dominion  sits 
in  this  House,  and  declares  that  the  half-breeds  have  no 
grievances  and  that  he  has  no  responsibilitv,  while  his  own 
organs,  written  for  or  inspired^  by  his  own  supporters,  to  his 
right,  to  his  left,  and  behind  him,  declare  in  the  face  of 
day,  that  if  there  has  been  an  insurrection  in  the  North- 
West  Territories,  and  life  has  been  lost  and  blood  spilt,  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  Administration  of  the  day  must  rest 
the  responsibility.  Let  us  see  what  the  Mail  newspaper 
says  on  this  subject : 

“  Of  course,  it  must  be  obvious  that  men  do  not  take  up  arms,  and 
fight  and  kill,  and  risk  being  hanged  and  shot,  like  Riel  and  his  follow¬ 
ers,  without,  at  least,  a  conviction  that  they  have  grievances.  These 
grievances  will  have  to  be  heard  some  day,  and  the  sooner  the  public 
understands  them  the  better.” 

So  say  I.  So  says  every  man  in  Canada  to-day,  who  looks  over 
the  western  horizon  and  sees  the  difficulties,  the  trials,  the 
hardships,  the  blood  and  the  death  of  these  half- breeds.  Had 
hon.  gentlemen  been  alive  to  the  gravity  of  the  situation,  and 
investigated  those  grievances  and  redressed  those  wrongs, 
there  would  have  been  no  rebellion.  The  Mail  newspaper 
truly  says  that  men  do  not  take  up  arms  and  risk  being  shot 
or  hanged  for  nothing.  Where  there  is  smoke  you  may 
rest  pretty  well  assured  there  is  same  fire,  where  there  is  a 
rebellion  you  may  rest  pretty  well  assured  there  is  some¬ 
thing  to  provoke  a  rebellion.  'The  Winipeg  Times,  speaking 
on  the  same  subject,  on  the  27th  of  March  last,  says: 

"  The  half-breeds  will  be  well  satisfied,  however,  if  they  obtain  the  pat¬ 
ents  for  the  farms  which  they  have  been  cultivating  all  these  years,  with 
grants  of  240  acres  for  those  among  them  who  have  not  taken  up  lands, 
iwonseigneur  Grandin,  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  that  region,  supports 
the  Bill  of  Rights  to  that  extent,  and  so  do  the  vast  majority  of  the 
English-speaking  settlers.” 

Up  to  the  very  eve  of  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion* 
this  Government  remained  inactive,  never  moved.  Had 
they  only  conceded  to  the  half-breeds  what  they  are 
prepared  to  concede  to  them  now,  the  half-breeds  would  at 
once  have  laid  down  their  arms.  Let  us  see  what 
L’Etendard,  another  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
says  on  this  subject : 

“  But  still  we  must  look  for  the  causes  of  the  rising  *  *  *  Their 
attitude  may  not  be  justifiable,  but  may  yet  be  excusable,  at  least,  in  a 
measure.  It  is  always  permissible,  and  sometimes  it  is  a  matter  of 
equity,  and  even  a  duty,  to  plead  extenuating  circumstances.  Their 
cause  may  be  a  much  better  one  than  it  looks  at  first  sight.  They  are, 
perhaps,  hated  for  their  French  origin  and  their  Catholic  faith.  It  is  not 
impossible  that  they  have  been  persecuted  for  our  sakes.  These  are  two 
reasons  that  should  make  it  a  duty  of  honor  and  loyalty  for  us  to  accept 
a  share  of  fellowship  in  their  situation.” 

The  correspondent  of  the  Mail,  writing  from  Batoche,  the 
scene  of  the  recent  engagement,  on  the  23rd  June,  with 
the  facts  before  his  eyes,  writes  as  follows,  with  respect  to 
the  negligence  of  the  Government : — 

“I  am  not  trying  to  excuse  the  Government’s  procrastination  and 
delay  in  appointing  the  commission,  but  simply  stating  the  fact,  well 
known  to  every  loyalist  here,  that  the  real  authors  of  the  insurrection 
were  intelligent  white  men,  possessed,  to  an  inordinate  degree,  by  the 
evil  spirit  of  partisanship.” 

So  clear  was  the  negligence,  the  misconduct  of  the  Admi¬ 
nistration,  that  even  the  correspondent  of  the  Mail  would 
not  undertake  to  justify  the  delay  of  the  Government  in 
appointing  the  commission,  and  the  Mail  correspondent,  on 
the  same  day,  again  says  : 

“  Non  issue  of  scrip  to  half-breeds.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  are  equally  entitled  to  scrip  as 
were  those  in  Manitoba;  and  it  was  unfortunate  that  the  Government 
commission  was  so  long  delayed.” 

La  Minerve  further  says  : 

“  We  condem  the  behavior  and  actions  of  Riel  and  his  companions. 
But  on  the  other  hand  we  must  not  exaggerate  their  range,  while  it  is 
necessary  to  acknowledge  the  fact  that  the  grievances  of  the  Metis  are 
serious.  If  their  grievances  have  not  been  redressed  before  this,  the 
fault  lies  with  Messieurs  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  especi¬ 
ally  with  certain  autocrats  of  small  dimensions,  such  as  are  always 
found  in  this  Deparement.” 
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And  then  La  Minerve  quotes  from  the  Mail  newspaper, 
in  which  it  is  acknowledged  that,  from  the  treatment  the 
Indians  received, it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  if  they  should 
become  turbulent.  La  Minerve  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  In  reference  to  the  claims  discussed  at  the  end  of  the  last  paragraph, 
our  confrlre  adds  that  ‘  the  Department  of  the  Interior  is  busy  arrang¬ 
ing  these,  but  this  takes  times.’  It  would  undoubtedly  have  taken  a 
good  deal  less  time  if  it  had  concerned  the  Icelanders,  the  Russian  Men- 
nonites,  and  the  other  hordes  imported  at  a  great  expense,  at  our 
expense,  into  the  Canadian  North-West,  that  North-West  discovered, 
founded,  colonised  and  peopled  by  the  ancestors  of  those  very  rebels 
whom  these  people  now  wish  to  treat  in  such  a  high-handed  fashion. 

“Our  Toronto  confrere  (the  Mail),  as  we  have  seen,  is  far  from  think¬ 
ing  the  claims  of  the  Metis  unjust  or  unreasonable.  Quite  the  con¬ 
trary.  It  explains,  and  explains  perfectly,  the  legitimate  grievances. 
All  the  mischief,  however,  it  thinks,  has  arisen  from  this,  that  these  poor 
people,  so  ill-treated,  driven  to  desperation,  ‘  losing  patience,’  to  use 
the  phrase  of  the  Mail— losing  patience  after  having  waited  so  long  in 
the  expectation  of  getting  justice— have  overpassed  legal  limits  but, 
again  we  repeat,  they  have  not  been  the  only  offenders,  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  would  be  better  employed  in  crying  mea  culpa  than 
in  counselling  the  despatch  of  troops  to  massacre  the  rebels. 

“  We  are  not  in  the  Soudan,  thank  God,  and  they  are  in  the  wrong 
who  wish  to  treat  the  Metis  as  if  they  were  the  discisples  of  the 
Mahdi.” 

The  correspondent  of  the  Mail  at  Batocho,  on  the  22nd  of  J 
June,  1885,  says : 

“  The  Metis  were  in  the  gloomy  frame  of  mind  I  have  tried  to  depict, 
and  the  interior  Department  exasperated  them  still  more  by  neglecting 
to  comply  with  their  legitimate  demand  for  scrip  or  homesteads.” 

The  Mail  newspaper  correspondent  here  published  to  the 
world  that  the  Department  exasperated  these  men  by  the 
refusal  to  consider  their  claims  or  to  give  them  the  scrip  they 
were  entitled  to— by  refusing  to  deal  with  them  fairly  and 
justly.  Such  are  the  opinions  of  the  independent  press  of  the 
country,  with  respect  to  the  condition  of  the  half-breeds  in  the 
North-West,  and  such  are  the  opinions  expressed  by  the  press 
of  hon.  gentlemen,  with  respect  to  these  grievances,  and  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  relation  thereto.  What  did 
the  Government  do,  with  regard  to  these  complaints  of  the 
half-breeds  ?  Did  the  Government  investigate  them  ?  or 
settle  them  ?  Did  the  Government  rectify  the  wrongs  ? 
adjust  tbe  grievances?  No,  Sir;  they  did  nothing  of  the 
kind.  It  was  only  when  uneasiness,  dissatisfaction  and  dis¬ 
content  assumed  the  most  threatening  attitude ;  it  was  only 
when  the  half-breeds  were  on  the  eve  of  breaking  out  into 
open  rebellion  ;  it  was  only  when  the  half-breeds,  unable  to 
secure  redress  lor  their  grievances,  sought  the  aid  of  Biel, 
their  old  commander  aud  leader;  it  was  only  when  Biel, 
traitor  as  he  was,  was  induced  by  the  half-breeds  to  leave 
the  United  States  and  lead  them — it  was  only  when  all 
these  things  occurred  that  this  incompetent  Government 
aroused  itself  and  then  only  partially,  to  a  true  sense  of  the 
danger  of  the  situation.  What  did  the  Government  do? 
Instead  of  appointing  a  man  competent  to  adjust  these 
claims  and  redress  these  wrongs,  they  appointed  a  man 
who,  as  the  First  Minister  admitted  the  other  day,  though 
he  might  be  a  good  man,  in  many  respects,  was  utterly  unfit 
for  the  position .  He  could  not  speak  a  word  of  French  or 
Cree,  and  yet  he  was  sent  to  make  an  enquiry  into  the 
grievances  of  the  French  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
Territories.  He  reported,  21st  October: 

“The  claims  at  St.  Laurent,  on  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan, 
were  not  personally  investigated  by  me,  as  the  greater  portion  of  the 
claimants  spoke  only  French,  and  I  would  have  required  an  interpreter.” 

This  was  an  extraordinary  thing  for  the  First  Minister  to 
do.  If  the  First  Minister  desired  to  have  these  grievances 
investigated,  honestly  and  promptly,  he  ought  not  to  have 
appointed  a  man  to  investigate  them  who  could  not  speak 
a  word  of  Cree  or  French.  Mr.  Pearce,  more  honest  than 
those  who  employed  him,  admitted  his  incompetency. 
What  did  the  Government  do  ?  They  did  nothing.  What 
the  Government  ought  to  have  done,  what  men  of  judg¬ 
ment  would  have  done,  was  to  have  sent  to  investigate 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


these  claims  a  Frenchman,  or  a  half-breed,  a  man  who 
understood  the  temper,  the  peculiarities  and  the  prejudices 
of  the  half-breeds.  A  man  who  could  conciliate  the  half- 
breeds,  a  man  in  whom  the  half-breeds  had  confidence  could 
have  settled  these  claims  in  a  week.  Bat  the  golden 
moment  was  lost.  Mr.  Pearce  made  a  report  on  the  21st 
October.  Even  then  the  First  Minister  did  nothing.  From 
the  21st  October  to  the  19th  March,  when  the  rebellion 
broke  out,  the  Government  did  not  take  the  first  step  to 
enquire  into  the  truth  of  the  report,  or  take  the  first  steps 
to  investigate  these  grievances  and  redress  these  wrongs. 
It  was  only  after  the  rebellion  broke  out,  it  was  only  after 
human  life  had  been  lost  aud  human  blood  spilt,  that  they 
acted,  by  appointing  a  commission.  But  it  was  too  late. 
Life  was  lost,  blood  was  spilt ;  and  in  the  words  of  the 
venerable  Archbishop  of  St.  Boniface  :  it  was  too  late,  too 
late,  too  late. 

Sir  B1GHABD  CABT  WEIGHT.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  leads  the  Government  to-night,  should  consent  to 
an  adjournment  of  the  debate,  as  the  the  hour  is  late,  and 
my  hon.  friend  has  still  a  good  deal  to  say  on  the  subject. 

Sir  HECTOB LANGEVIN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  better  go  on  and  finish  his  speech. 

Mr.  CAMBBON  (Huron).  I  am  prepared  to  go  on  with 
my  speech,  but  at  this  late  hour  I  think  we  ought  to  adjourn, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  any  case  the  debate  will  be  con¬ 
cluded  to-morrow. 

Sir  HEOTOB  LANGEVTN,  I  understand  that  the.earo 
other  members  besides  the  bon.  member  for  Huron  who  are 
to  speak  on  this  question,  and  we  have  no  guarantee  at  all 
that  we  will  finish  to-morrow. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  It  is  unreasonable  to  attempt 
to  force  on  the  discussion  to-night.  I  think  three  days  is 
not  too  much  to  give  to  such  an  important  question, 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  proposition  for  an  adjournment  is  rea¬ 
sonable.  This  is  a  motion  of  censure  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Administration,  and  surely  the  latter  do  not  want  to 
force  it  on  at  this  time  of  the  morning.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  are  many  to  spoak  on  this  side. 

Sir  HEOTOB  LANGEYIN.  The  Government  do  not 
desire  to  choke  off  discussion,  but  are  anxious  to  have  the 
decision  of  the  House;  and  I  think  it  is  only  fair  that  the 
hon.  member  should  be  allowed  to  finish  his  speech  now. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  I  do  notwant  to  finish  it  now. 
I  will  undertake  to  be  as  brief  as  possible  to-morrow.  I  will 
not  tako  half  or  quarter  of  six  hours,  but  I  feel  it  is  unjust 
to  force  me  to  go  on  now. 

Sir  HEOTOB  LANGEYIN.  I  do  not  want  to  be  unrea¬ 
sonable,  but  the  Session  has  been  so  protracted  that  we  mui-t 
bo  careful  not  to  lose  time.  Do  I  understand  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see,  with  us,  that  the  discussion  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  to-morrow  night  ? 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  For  myself,  as  a  humble  mom 
ber  of  the  Opposition,  my  whole  desire  is  that  it  should,  and 
I  believe  it  will,  from  what  I  have  hoard. 

Sir  BICHABD  CABT WEIGHT.  I  think  that  can  be 
done,  on  the  understanding  that  the  speeches  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  side  should  be  of  moderate  length.  In  that  case,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  we  can  close  the  debate  to-morrow.  I 
agree  entirely  with  the  hon.  member  that  it  is  very  desirable 
the  Session  should  come  to  a  close,  but  I  do  not  think  myself 
that  wo  could  very  fairly  say  that  three  days  for  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  this  question  were  too  much. 
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Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think,  if  it  were  understood 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  the  discussion  should  be 
brought  to  a  close  to-morrow  night,  we  might  agree  to 
adjourn.  I  think  that  is  fair.  Therefore,  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  finishes  his  speech  this  evening  or  not,  it  will 
not  make  much  difference,  if  he  finishes  it  to-morrow. 
Therefore,  wo  will  say  that  to-morrow  this  discussion  shall 
come  to  a  close,  and  we  will  take  a  vote  and  go  into  com¬ 
mittee. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed,  to  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:30  a.m., 
Wednesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  8th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  In 
the  report  in  the  Montreal  Times  of  the  debate  of  last  night, 
it  is  stated : 

“  Mr.  Girouard  followed,  speaking  for  six  hours.  He  said  nothing  in 
particular,  and  it  wa3  said  his  speech  was  made  in  consequence  of  a 
wager  that  he  could  speak  as  long  as  Mr.  Blake.” 

When  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  spoke  last  even¬ 
ing  I  happened  to  be  absent  at  the  time  he  made  this  state¬ 
ment.  The  statement  is  altogether  untrue,  and  upon  its 
face  it  has  the  appearance  of  falsehood.  1  am  astonished- 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  started  that  statement.  I 
have  nothing  to  add. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  stated  a 
question  of  privilege,  as  he  should  have  done.  All  ques¬ 
tions  of  privilege  should,  strictly  speaking,  be  concluded 
with  a  motion.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  stated  what 
the  question  of  privilege  is. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  It  may  not  be  a  question  of  privilege, 
but  it  is  a  personal  explanation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Order. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  never  made  the  statement. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  rise  to  order.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
wishes  to  correct  any  statement  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Huron  has  made,  so  soon  as  that  hon.  gentleman  has  con¬ 
cluded  his  speech  the  hon.  member  will  be  in  a  position  to 
do  it. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  When  the  Orders  of  the  Day  aro  called 
every  member  has  a  right  to  call  attention  to  any  inaccu¬ 
racy  or  misstatements  which  may  have  been  made.  I  am 
not  surprised  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  should  try, 
in  a  case  of  this  kind,  to  prevent  a  member  from  correcting 
a  statement  which  has  gone  forth  to  the  world,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  made  a  bet  that  he  would  make  a  speech 
longer  than  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Girouard) 
cannot  now  correct  the  statoment  made  by  the  hon.  member 
lor  West  Huron.  He  should  wait  until  the  hon.  gentleman 
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has  concluded  his  speech.  It  is  not  a  question  of  privilege 
to  rise,  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  being  called,  and  proceed  to 
correct  a  statement  made  by  an  hon.  member,  but  on  the 
conclusion  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  can  make  a  personal  explanation. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  The  statement  has  already  gone  to 
the  press,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  made  the  explana¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  cannot  allow  the  statement  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Customs  to  pass  without  replying  to  it.  I  have  in 
no  way  endeavoi’ed  to  prevent  the  hon.  gentleman  making 
a  statement.  I  declared  his  statement  was  out  of  order, 
and  that  such  an  explanation  could  only  be  made  when  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Huron  had  concluded  his  speech  ; 
and  therefore,  so  far  from  seeking  to  prevent  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  making  an  explanation  at  the  proper  time,  I  was 
pointing  out  the  proper  time  to  make  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no 
right  to  reply. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  I  feel, 
as  a  private  member  of  this  House,  that  I  have  a  serious 
grievance  to  complain  of,  in  regard  to  the  very  subject 
brought  up  just  now.  I  maintain  that  the  course  pursued 
by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  not  only  on  this  but  on 
other  occasions,  and  followed  also  by  other  hon.  members, 
of  reading  extracts  from  newspapers,  from  country  news¬ 
papers,  whose  opinions  are  of  no  importance  to  this  House, 
which  course  is  a  gross  breach  of  privilege - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  ORTON.  If  I  am  not  in  order,  I  will  move  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  House,  in  order  to  speak  on  this  question.  It 
is  a  matter  of  the  greatest  importance.  The  representatives 
of  the  people  aro  not  sent  here  to  remain  on  the  back 
benches  and  listen  to  long  extracts  read  by  members  of  the 
House.  It  is  a  gross  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House 
when  such  a  course  is  pursued.  It  has  been  pursued,  not 
only  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  one  instance,  but 
on  many  occasions.  We  have  seen  the  hon.  gentleman  read 
whole  speeches.  Not  only  has  the  example  of  the  leader 
of  tho  Opposition  been  followed  by  members  on  his  own  side, 
but  I  regret  to  say  that  tho  samo  course  has  been  followed, 
in  some  instances,  by  members  sitting  on  this  side.  I  do  not 
refer  more  to  members  on  one  side  than  on  the  other  side, 
except  that  the  grievance  complained  of  has  occurred  more 
from  tho  Opposition  benches  than  from  this  side  of  tho 
House.  I  was  not  present  during  the  discussion  on  the 
Eranchise  Bill ;  but  from  the  proceedings  which  I  read  in 
Hansard ,  I  find  that  the  business  of  tho  House  was 
obstructed  by  reading  from  books,  by  members  getting 
books  out  of  tho  Library  and  reading  them  for  a  length 
of  time.  I  maintain  that  on  such  a  question  as  this,  relating 
to  tho  North-West  troubles,  it  is  important  to  have  the 
views  of  members  who  aie,  perhaps,  moi’e  intimately  con¬ 
nected  with  the  North-West  than  is  the  leader  of  the 
Government  or  other  membei’S  who  have  spoken.  But 
they  are  debarred,  and  will  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
speaking.  The  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
said  that  all  the  time  he  would  occupy  was  one 
quarter  of  that  occupied  by  the  member  for  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mi\  Girouard).  But  after  speaking  one  hour  and  a-half  ho 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  in  order  that  he  might 
commence  again.  If  we  can  judge  from  the  large  bundle  of 
documents  I  have  seen  him  dragging  round  the  House 
to-day,  we  must  expect  to  have  to  submit — if  he  is  allowed 
to  go  on — to  hearing  extracts  road  again  for  three  or  four 
hours.  I  maintain  this  is  a  gross  wrong  on  Parliament. 
Tho  Marquis  of  Salisbury,  tho  other  day,  in  making  a  state- 
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ment  in  regard  to  the  foreign  policy  of  the  British  Empire, 
occupied  only  half  an  hour.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that 
in  the  British  House  of  Commons  it  is  not  usual  for  the 
leader  of  the  Government  to  make  long  speeches,  or  even 
for  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  to  make  outrageously  long 
speeches.  If  members  cannot  eay  all  they  desire  to  say  in 
one  hour,  they  have  a  very  bad  case,  if  it  requires  seven 
hours  for  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  to  prove  charges  of 
wrong-doing  against  the  Government,  it  is  the  strongest 
evidence  that  his  case  was  a  bad  one,  and  required  no  end 
of  subtle  logic  to  give  even  the  appearance  of  wrong  doing 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  I  desire  to  say  something 
upon  this  question ;  and  as  I  shall  never  have  another 
opportunity,  I  intend  to  seize  the  opportunity  thus  afforded 
to  speak  on  the  question  of  the  North-Wost-"troiibles.  I 
know,  if  I  do  not  speak  now  — - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  order  to  interrupt 
a  speech  which  is  going  on.  Tho  member  for  Centre  Wel¬ 
lington  said  he  was  going  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  otherwise  his  remarks  would  not  have  been  in  order. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Hesson. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  only  wish  to  add  one  word  upon 
this  motion.  As  I  was  out  of  order  it  appears,  a  moment 
ago,  I  rise  for  the  sole  purpose  of  stating  that  what  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  said  yesterday,  and 
what  the  newspapei’s  havo  said,  that  I  had  made  a  bet  to 
speak  as  long  as  Mr.  Blake,  is  untrue  and  absurd. 

Motion  lost. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  beg  leave  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Port  Arthur 
Herald  of  the  27th  of  June,  affecting  two  members  of  this 
House,  and  as  it  is  short,  I  shall  read  it : 

“  We  publish  below  a  letter  just  received  from  Mr.  Macmaster,  the  re¬ 
presentative  of  Glengarry,  and  the  gentleman  who  had  so  much  to  say 
the  other  day  in  the  discussion  on  the  Franchise  Bill,  about  the  Highlan¬ 
ders  of  Scotland.  It  will  be  seen  that  even  he,  Tory  as  he  is,  is  trying  to 
get  justice  done  us  by  the  Dominion  Government.  It  seems  that  Mr.  Daw¬ 
son' who  has  been  sent  to  represent  us  in  the  councils  of  this  Dominion, 
has  very  little  to  say  or  do  for  us. 

House  of  Commons,  Ottawa,  19th  June,  1885. 
‘James  Conmee,  Esq.,  Port  Arthur,  Ont. 

“  My  dear  Conmee,— Your  favor  of  the  8th  instant  has  been  duly  re¬ 
ceived.  As  you  seemed  very  urgent,  1  Immediately  saw  Mr.  Dawson, and 
after  discussing  with  him  for  some  time  on  the  prospects  of  the  late  dis¬ 
puted  territory,  touching  upon  the  question  of  the  Thunder  Bay  Railway 
you  mentioned,  at  which  Mr.  Dawson  ratherTaughed.  He  appeared  to  be 
free  In  the  discussion,  and  when  asked  what  were  the  prospects  of  its 
being  built,  shookhis  head  and  remarked  that  money  was  too  scarce  for 
any  more  railway  buildingfora  number  of  years  I  asked  him  why  the 
Dominion  Government  was  not  asked  to  grant  aid.  To  this  he  said  it  is 
useless  to  expect  anything  while  they  are  so  oppressed  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  the  late  rebellion  in  the  Worth  West.  I  asked  him 
also  if  he  had  discussed  the  matter  with  the  Minister  of  Railways,  Mr. 
Pope.  He  evaded  the  question,  remarking  that  there  was  not  much  use 
talking  to  the  Dominion  Ministers  about  provincial  matters,  and  ex¬ 
pressed  himself  as  though  he  thought  that  the  only  source  from  which  aid 
would  be  given  would  be  the  Province,  as  that  was  the  proper  source 
from  which  to  receive  it,  it  being  a  provincial  road.  He  appealed  to 
regret  the  action  of  our  Government  in  passing  the  Act  of  1883.  This,  I 
think,  gives  you  an  Idea  as  you  requested,  of  Mr.  Dawson’s  position  as 
regards  your  little  railway,  and  I  will  add  myself,  that  he  is  utterly  po¬ 
werless  to  assist  In  obtaining  money  or  credit  for  a  road,  at  Ottawa. 

“  I  am  pleased  to  hear  of  your  entrance  into  politics,  but  I  am  sorry  to 
find  you  in  the  Grit  camp,  as  I  was  always  under  the  impression  that  you 
were  strictly  neutral,  or  had  Conservative  leanings.  However,  It  will 
not  destroy  the  old  friendship  that  has  existed  between  us  so  long. 

“  I  am  exceedingly  anxious  to  get  away  home,  this  Session  seems  inter¬ 
minable. 

“  Yours  very  truly, 

“L.  McMASTER.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  reference  to  this  letter,  I  have 
simply  to  eay  that  no  such  conversation  as  therein  indicated 
ever  occurred  between  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr. 
McMaster)  and  myself.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Glengarry 
is  now  in  his  place,  and  he  will  bo  able  to  explain  what  tho 
character  of  the  letter  is. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  letter  is  entirely 
a  novelty  to  me.  The  only  portion  with  which  I  am  in 
entire  sympathy  is :  “I  am  exceedingly  anxious  to  go 
home,  this  Session  seems  interminable.  I  may  say  that 
this  letter  was  not  written  by  mo.  I  had  no  conversation 
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with  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  or  with 
tho  Hon.  Mr.  Pope,  respecting  the  subject  matters  of  this 
letter,  and  it  is,  indeed,  a  combination  of  fiction,  falsehood 
and  forgery,  from  beginning  to  end. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  Ottawa  Free  Press  of 
yesterday  has  tho  following  : — 


In  tho  first  place,  lot  me  just  say  that  so  far  as  the  Prince 
Albert  Colonisation  Company  is  concerned,  the  names  of 
tho  parties  connected  with  the  company  are  all  in  the 
Order  in  Council.  The  company  obtained  the  lands  some 
three  years  ago.  They  gave  the  Government,  I  think, 
20,000  and  some  odd  dollars.  The  land,  when  they  got  it, 
was  not  surveyed  ;  they  did  not  take  possession  of  the  land, 
but  they  sent  in  an  agent  there.  They  knew  nothing  about 
the  settlers  being  on  the  lands,  until  Mr.  Stephenson,  the 
Government  inspector  of  colonisation  companies,  wont  up 
thero  and  made  a  report  to  the  Government,  that  there  were 
some  thirty  settlers  on  the  land.  As  soon  as  the  company 
learned  that,  they  called  their  members  together,  and  they 
appointed  a  committee  to  wait  on  the  Minister,  which  was 
done.  That  committee  was  composed  of  Mr.  Hugh  Suther¬ 
land,  President  of  the  company  ;  N.  B.  Falkner,  barrister, 
Bellevillo  ;  Mr.  David  Gilmore  of  Tronton,  and  myself.  We 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  negotiating  with  any  of 
the  persons  there  ;  wo  were  willing.to  leave  that  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  The  company  said  :  We  are 
so  earnest  in  this  matter  that  we  will  tako  back  our  money 
without  interest,  or  we  will  take  lands  in  some  other  section 
of  tho  country  at  a  fair  prico.  That  was  the  statement 
made  to  tho  Minister.  There  has  been  nothing  done  iu 
regard  to  those  settlers ;  and  I  say  there  is  no  half-breed, 
or  Indian,  or  Englishman,  or  Irishman,  or  Scotchman — 
there  is  no  living  man  can  say  that  the  Prince  Albert 
Colonisation  Company,  directly  or  indirectly,  insulted  them 
or  put  them  off,  or  interfered  with  them  in  any  way.  So 
far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  can  wait  until  Mr. 
Sutherland  the  Member  for  Selkirk,  is  here,  when  he  can 
make  a  statement  publicly  of  my  connection  with  the  com¬ 
pany,  and  then  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  we  have  done 
nothing,  directly  or  indirectly,  that  is  unfair  or  unjust  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  to  the  Government,  to  the  country, 
or  to  the  parties  in  that  section  of  the  country. 
I  make  this  statement,  and  I  hope  it  will  satisfy  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition.  I  am  quite  willing  to  wait  and  risk  my 
roputation  for  the  next  12  months  that  Mr.  Sutherland  will 
endorse  it  if  he  is,  at  tho  end  of  that  time,  a  member  of  the 
House.  The  men  who  sent  mo  here  know  me,  and  I  leave 
all  to  them;  and  I  hope  that  any  gentleman  who  doubts  my 
statement  will  go  over  to  the  Department  and  ascertain  for 
himself  whether  it  is  correct  or  not,  I  thank  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  for  allowing  me  to  make  this  statement. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  May  I  be  allowed,  on  behalf  of  the  Cabi¬ 
net  Minister  who  is  charged  with  instructing  the  Company 
to  eject  persons  from  lands  held  by  colonisation  companies, 
to  deny  that  charge,  and  to  say  that  no  such  authority  has 
ever  been  given  either  to  the  Prince  Albert  Colonisation 
Company,  or  to  any  other  colonisation  company,  either  by 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  or  by  any  other  Cabinet  Minister, 
or  by  the  Cabinet  as  a  Whole.  The  instructions  are  the 
very  reverse,  that  people  must  not  be  disturbed  when  they 
are  found  settled  on  colonisation  companies’  lands. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  desire  to  rise  to  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  privilege.  I  find  the  following  article  in  the  Ottawa 
Citizen  of  this  morning  : 


“  Two  of  the  Cabinet  members  are  related  to  men  who  obtained  an 
Order  in  Council  granting  to  them  the  very  lands  to  which  the  half- 
breeds  sealed  their  belief  in  their  just  claims,  by  shedding  their  life’s 
blood.  The  names  of  the  promoters  of  the  Prince  Albert  colonisation 
company  and  the  Cabinet  Minister  who  passed  the  Order  in  Council 
granting  them  the  half-breeds  lands  with  the  right  of  ejection,  will  go 
down  to  all  time  as  fit  terms  for  the  hissing  and  reproach  of  posterity.” 
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"  Mr.  James  Somerville,  M.P.,  is  never  happy  unless  when  playing  the 
sneak  and  the  spy  In  the  hope  of  Injuring  his  brother  journalists.  In  the 
House  of  Commons  the  other  day  he  took  up  the  question  of  Government 
printing,  which  he  dealt  with  in  his  characteristically  disingenuous  way. 
Among  the  journals  that  received  attention  at  his  hands  was  the  Ha¬ 
milton  Spectator.  He  charged  that  the  Spectator  had  been  paid  for  work 
it  never  perlormed,  and  with  receiving  double  prices  for  presswork.  'the 
Spectator  replies  under  the  heading,  ‘  a  Common  Slanderer  ’ : 

“  ‘  Somerville  says  what  he  knows  to  be  false.  Double  prices  were  not 
paid  for  presswork.  The  Spectator  was  paid  at  prices  fixed  by  the 
Mackenzie  Government.  The  Spectator  was  not  paid  for  presswork  never 
performed ;  and  Somerville  does  not  believe  or  think  it  was.  Ten  cents 
is  not  the  price  paid  for  any  presswork  under  any  Government  contract 
whatever;  and  Somerville  knows  it  is  not.  The  man  is  a  deliberate 
falsifier;  and  only  hopes  to  commend  himself  to  the  Grits  of  Aucaster  by 
libeling  respectable  people.’  ” 

Now,  if  these  statements  were  true,  I  think  you  will  agree 
with  me  that  they  would  bo  sufficient  to  discredit  anything 
I  might  say  in  this  House  at  any  future  time  ;  but  I  wish  to 
show,  in  as  few  words  as  possible,  that  there  is  not  one  word 
of  truth  in  the  statement  made  by  the  Hamilton  Spectator. 
I  will  just  analyse  the  paragraph  as  shortly  as  possible.  In 
the  first  place  — — 

Hr.  SPEAKER  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  word  will 
be  taken  by  the  House.  I  think  this  is  not  a  question  of 
privilege.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  it  will  open  up 
a  debate. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  have  the  contract  here, 
and  I  shall  quote  just  one  line. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  do  that  on  a 
motion  for  adjournment,  or  on  some  motion  before  the 
House  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  is  quite  sufficient 
for  the  House,  and  will  be  accepted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  will  take  another 
opportunity  to  do  so. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  motion  cannot  be  put ;  it  has  just 
been  put.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  bring  up  the  matter 
to  night  when  the  motion  for  adjournment  is  made.  It  will 
be  in  order  then. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  was  not  my  intention  to  pay  the 
slightest  attention  to  the  reference  made  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  to  myself  in  connection  with  this  matter  of  the 
Prince  Albert  colonisation  company  had  not  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  brought  it  under  the  notice 
of  the  House.  I  desire,  however,  to  put  the  hon.  gentleman 
right  so  far  as  Mr.  Jamieson  and  myself  are  concerned.  I 
wish  it  to  be  distinctly  understood,  at  the  same  time,  that  I 
do  not  desire  the  House  to  think  that  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  was  from  his  own  knowledge,  but 
upon  information  which  is  not  correct.  I  understand  tho 
disingenuous  way  in  which  Mr.Jamieson’sname  was  introduc¬ 
ed,  as  well  as  that  of  the  Minister  cf  Customs.  I  desire  to 
say  on  behalf  ot  Mr.  Jamieson  that  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  selecting  of  the  land.  After  the  Order  in  Council 
was  obtained,  he  paid  $500  in  cash  to  a  gentleman  who  was 
interested  in  the  company  for  whatever  rights  he  had.  When 
tho  company  was  organised,  I  spoke  to  him  in  reference  to 
the  matter,  and  having  some  interest  in  the  young  gentle¬ 
man,  I  advised  him  by  all  means  to  get  oat  of  ihe  company 
as  fast  as  ho  could,  and  if  ho  could  get  his  money  out,  the  j 
sooner  he  did  it  the  better  for  himself  pecuniarily.  That 
is  my  connection  with  that  compan-y,  and  if  it  was  a 
crime  for  me  to  advise  one  in  whom  I  took  some  interest 
not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  colonisation  company, 
I  am  quite  willing  to  bear  all  the  odium  attached  either  to 
the  formation  of  the  company  or  the  advice  I  gave  to  Mr. 
Jamieson.  I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  that  I  did  not  know 
that  the  company  was  being  organised.  I  necessarily 
knew  that,  having  been  a  member  of  the  Government  when 
the  order  was  passed. 


TRADE  RELATIONS  WITH  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to 
enquire  of  the  Minister  of  Customs  whether  the  view  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  Premier  the  other  day  with  respect  to  the 
effect  of  the  recent  regulation  published  by  the  American 
authorities,  has  been  confirmed  ;  or  has  he  any  other  infor¬ 
ma’  ion  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  been  making  enquiry  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  effect  of  that  oi’der  on  tho  trade  of  the  country. 
I  telegraphed  to  Washington  for  a  correct  copy  of  the 
order,  which  has  not  yet  been  received ;  but  from  the 
information  we  can  obtain,  the  telegraphic  despatch  has  no 
other  bearing  on  the  trade  of  the  country  than  that  which 
tho  leader  of  tho  Government  stated,  that  is,  that  it  repeals, 
so  far  as  we  can  understand  it,  that  portion  of  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Treaty,  which  gave  the  right  to  shippers  in  vessels 
from  American  ports  in  the  west,  to  tranship  their  cargo 
at  the  west  end  of  the  Welland  Canal,  and  have  it  reshipped 
to  the  east  on  board  vessels  for  American  ports.  Under  the 
old  regulations,  and  under  the  coasting  law,  that  action 
was  considered  by  the  American  authorities  to  be  a  breach 
of  the  coasting  law;  but  under  the  Washington  Treaty 
special  provision  was  given  for  the  benefit  of  this  trade  to 
be  carried  on  from  the  west  to  tho  eastern  ports  of  tho 
United  States.  I  hope,  however,  to  be  able  to-morrow,  or 
next  day,  to  give  a  positive  answer  to  the  question. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  doubt  whether  that  is  done  under  the 
Washington  Treaty  ;  I  think  it  was  an  executive  regulation 
of  the  United  States  after  the  Washington  Treaty  had  been 
made.  I  suppose  it  was  a  spontaneous  manifestation  of 
good  will  by  the  American  Government  after  the  treaty 
was  made,  as  I  suppose  the  withdrawing  of  the  regulation 
is  an  expression  of  the  same  good  will.  I  would  ask  tho 
hon.  gentleman  if  he  will  be  prepared  to-day  to  lay  on  the 
Table  all  the  correspondence  with  the  Newfoundland  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  the  subject  of  the  recent  interruption  in  our 
trade  relations,  which  has  taken  place  partly  by  our  action 
and  partly  by  their  action.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  very 
important  we  should  have  that  correspondence  at  the  earliest 
possible  date.  The  subject  has  been  in  agitation,  more  or 
less,  for  several  months  ;  in  fact,  ever  since  our  legislation 
which  created  this  reciprocal  hostile  legislation.  I  cannot 
conceive  there  should  not  have  been  some  communications 
earlier  than  July  or  June,  and  at  any  rate  there  has  been, 
within  the  last  few  days,  correspondence  resulting  in  the 
effort,  by  the  suspension  of  the  duty  which  our  Government 
has  imposed,  to  restore  friendly  trade  relations.  We  should 
have  all  the  papers  before  us,  so  that  we  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  looking  at  them  before  the  Session  closes.  I 
hope  also  we  will  have  no  further  delay  in  the  presenta¬ 
tion  of  papers  concerning  the  fisheries.  It  was  stated  that 
His  Excellency  would  return  to-day,  and  I  trust  the  delay, 
which  has  been  very  great  in  the  production  of  the  papers, 
will  not  be  protracted  one  instant  more  than  necessary . 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  cannot  say  when  I  will  be  able  to 
lay  on  the  Table  correspondence  botwoen  the  Newfoundland 
and  this  Government.  I  believe  there  has  been  no  corres¬ 
pondence  other  than  that  by  telegraph.  In  reference  to 
the  fishery  papers,  I  will  call  the  First  Minister’s  attention, 
to  tho  matter.  They  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as  soon  as 
possible,  according  to  the  promise  made  by  the  First 
Minister. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— NORTH-WEST  INSURRECTION 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Mr.  Bo  well 
to  go  into  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and  motion  of 
Mr.  Blake  in  amendment  thereto. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Before  tho  adjournment 
I  pointed  out  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
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Territory  had  grievances  which  existed  tor  years,  grievances 
which  the  Government  of  this  country  had  over  and  over 
again  neglected  to  "redress ;  grievances  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  knew  had  existed  for  at  least  seven  long  weary  years ; 
grievances  which  the  Government  had  promised,  over  and 
over  again,  to  redress,  until  hope  deferred  had  made  the 
heart  of  tho  half-breed  sick,  until,  despairing  of  getting 
redress  at  the  hands  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  half- 
breeds  took  up  arms  against  the  sovereign  power  of  the 
Dominion  ;  grievances  which  the  Government  neglected  to 
investigate  until  that  neglected  culminated  in  open  rebel¬ 
lion.  It  is  true  the  hon.  tho  Secretary  -of  State,  in  his 
letter  of  the  6th  of  June  last,  addressed  to  the  Frenchmen 
of  Fall  River,  in  tho  State  of  Massachusetts,  contained  this 
declaration : 

“  If  the  half-breeds  had  serious  grievances  against  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  the  ordinary  channel  of  petition  was  open  to  them  as  to  all  free  citi¬ 
zens.  They  did  not  avail  themselves  of  it.  If  their  petitions  were  not 
listened  to  by  the  Government,  thev  had  the  right,  as  free  citizens,  to 
enter  upon  a  constitutional  agitation,  and  to  induce  their  friends  in  Par¬ 
liament  to  make  known  their  grievances,  their  abandonment,  their  pro¬ 
testation.  They  did  not  do  this.  They  knew  they  had  devoted  friends 
in  the  Privy  Council,  in  the  House,  in  the  press ;  they  did  not  appear  to 
apply  to  them,  nor  for  their  support.” 

In  this  letter  the  Secretary  of  State  exhibits  an  extraordin¬ 
ary — an  unpardonable  amount  of  ignorance,  with  respect  to 
the  condition  of  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  with  respect  to  their  claims,  with  respect  to  their 
grievances,  with  respect  to  their  long  and  persistent  efforts 
to  induce  the  Government  to  investigate  their  grievances 
and  to  redress  their  wrongs.  Tho  Secretary  of  State  is 
steeped  to  the  very  lips  in  ignorance  on  this  subject,  in  ignor¬ 
ance  as  to  the  countless  petitions,  remonstrances  and  memo¬ 
rials  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories  had, 
for  the  period  of  seven  years,  presented,  year  in  and  year 
out,  in  season  and  out  of  season,  to  the  Government  of 
Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  his  letter,  part  of  which 
I  have  just  read,  poses  as  a  friend  of  the  half-breeds.  He 
said  that  in  tho  Privy  Council  there  are  friends  of  the  half- 
breeds,  that  he  himself  is  a  triend  of  the  half-breeds  ; 
and  yet  that  hon.  gentleman,  up  to  tho  6th  of  June 
last,  knew  absolutely  nothing  of  tho  condition  of  the  half- 
breeds,  his  own  friends,  knew  absolutely  nothing  of  the 
grievances  of  the  half-breeds,  his  own  friends,  knew  absolu¬ 
tely  nothing  of  the  demands  of  the  half-breeds,  his  own 
friends,  knew  absolutely  nothing  of  their  claims,  petitions 
and  memorials,  many  of  which  have  been  submitted  to  Par¬ 
liament,  and  all  of  which  are  teeming  with  petitions 
unanswered,  memorials  treated  with  contempt  remon¬ 
strances  unheeded  wrongs  unredressed.  This  friend  of 
the  half-breeds,  this  hon.  gentleman,  high  in  the  council 
of  his  Sovereign,  who  ought  to  know  something  of  the  con¬ 
dition  of  public  affairs,  and  who  was  bound  to  listen  to  the 
complaints  and  the  grievances  of  his  tfiends  the  half-breeds, 
knows  absolutely  nothing  about  their  condition.  He  says 
there  were  no  petitions,  no  memorials,  no  agitation.  This 
young,  aspiring,  ambitious,  Minister  of  the  Crown,  who 
abandoned  the  politics  of  his  own  native  Province  to  obtain 
a  seat  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada  and  a  seat  at  Her  Majesty’s 
Privy  Council  Board  in  the  Dominion,  was  too  careless,  too 
neglectful  of  the  interest  of  his  friends  to  examine  the  mass 
of  documents,  petitions,  memorials  and  remonstrances  which 
were  to  be  found  in  the  office  of  his  own  chief  in  order  to 
make  himself  conversant  with  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds 
of  the  North-West  Territories;  he  was  too  careless,  too 
neglectful,  too  indifferent  to  their  claims,  to  master  the 
mass  of  documents  dealing  with  this  question  which  have 
been  submitted  to  Parliament  by  the  First  Minister.  When 
we  find  this  trusted  friend  of  the  half-breeds  so  ignorant  as 
to  their  claims  and  grievances ;  when  we  find  him  so  reckless 
and  careless  as  to  their  wrongs,  need  we  bo  at  all  surprised 
that  the  half-breed  should  have  taken  up  arms  against 
the  constituted  authorities  of  the  Dominion.  As  I  pointed 
out  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories  had 
grievances  which  ought  to  have  been  considered  and 
Mr.  CamercN  (Huron). 


redressed.  The  hon.  member  for  Jacques-Cartier,  in  his 
6J  hours  speech,  admitted  in  the  opening  sentences,  that 
the  half-breeds  had  grievances  ;  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  admitted  that  they  made  many  complaints,  some  of 
which  were  well  founded.  It  has  been  established,  as  a 
fact,  by  a  mass  of  testimony  simply  startling,  that  the 
half-breeds  had  grievances,  the  redress  of  which  they 
have  been  persistently  demanding  and  demanding  in 
vain  for  seven  long  years.  Passing  from  the  half- 
breeds,  I  say  that  the  white  settlers  had  grievances 
which  remained  unredressed,  and  many  of  which  were 
similar  to  the  grievances  of  the  half-breeds.  They 
complained  that  their  rights  as  settlers  were  not 
recognised  by  the  Government  ;  secondly,  that  set¬ 
tlement  and  improvements  made  prior  to  1881,  when 
the  land  office  was  opened  in  Prince  Albert  district,  were 
not  recognised  by  the  Government;,  thirdly,  they  com¬ 
plained  that  for  years,  after  all  the  settlements  duties 
far  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  law  had  been 
performed  by  the  settlers,  they  could  not  get  their  patents  ; 
fourth,  that  their  petitions  and  remonstrances  and  demands 
for  redress  were  treated  with  indifference  and  silent 
contempt ;  fifth,  they  complained  of  the  uncertain  and 
vacillating  and  extraordinary  policy  pursued  by  the 
Department  with  reference  to  the  claims  of  the 
settlers.  Let  us  see  what  those  claims  were.  I  regret 
that  I  cannot  gratify  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  Well¬ 
ington  ;  it  is  necessary,  in  the  discussion  of  a  case  of  this 
kind,  to  read  extracts.  I  propose  to  read  but  few, 
taken  from  the  public  documents  submitted  to  Parliament. 
I  find,  with  respect  to  tho  claims  of  the  white  settlers  in  the 
Prince  Albert  district,  in  the  Saskatchewan  Yalley  and  the 
neighboring  districts,  that  the  following  facts  exist.  Prior 
to  1876,  a  large  number  of  immigrants  had  settled  on  the 
lands  in  the  Prince  Albert  district.  Mr.  Pearce,  one  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  for  the  North-West,  estimates  the 
number  at  300  settlers.  Many  of  these  settlers,  if 
not  all  of  them,  settled  upon  their  land  in  1876,  and  between 
1876  and  the  opening  of  the  land  office  at  Prince  Albert  in 
the  middle  of  1881.  According  to  law,  these  settlers 
were  ontitled  to  have  their  claims  recognised  and  their 
patents  issued  to  them  three  years  after  they  had  occupied 
the  land  as  actual  and  bond  fide  settlers.  On  the  29th  Nov¬ 
ember,  1879,  Mr.  Lindsay  Russell,  the  Surveyor  General, 
wrote  to  George  Duck,  the  land  agent  at  Prince  Albert, 
directing  him  to  post  up  a  notice  that  squatting  on  land  and 
improvements  made  on  land  should  not  precede  entry  in 
the  land  office,  and  that  such  squatting  would  not  bo  recogni¬ 
sed — in  other  words,  that  entry  in  the  land  office  only  would 
constitute  a  claim  that  the  Government  were  bound  to 
recognise.  On  the  12th  September,  1881,  two  years  after 
this  order  was  posted  up  by  Mr.  Duck  at  Prince  Albert,  Mr. 
Burgess,  now  Deputy  Minister  of  the  Interior,  wrote  to 
Mr.  Duck  that  the  notice  of  the  28th  November,  18 7 9, 
was  a  mistake,  and  ought  not  to  have  been  issued.  It 
appears, ^on  some  incomprehensible  reason  known  to  no 
man,  the  law  on  the  subject  was  misread  and  misunderstood 
in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  hence  the  issuing  of 
tho  Order  of  the  29th  November,  1879.  This  notice  of  the 
12th  September,  1881,  that  is  the  notice  countermanding 
the  notice  of  the  29th  November,  1879,  never  reached  the 
agent,  or,  if  it  did  reach  him,  it  was  mislaid,  and  therefore 
he  was  not  in  a  position  to  countermand  the  notice  issued 
two  years  before.  On  the  25th  October,  1882,  exactly 
three  years  after  the  notice  prohibiting  settlement  was 
posted  up,  the  agent  wrote  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
that  no  settler  had  made  application  to  him  for  a  patent, 
because  he  would  not  be  entitled  to  a  patent  under  the 
Order  of  the  29th  November,  1879,  under  which  occupation 
only  counted  from  the  day  upon  which  the  entry 
was  made.  Under  these  absurd  orders  issued  by  the 
Department,  no  settler  could  obtain  a  patent  for  his 
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land  except  at  the  expiration  of  three  years  from  the  day 
of  his  entry  in  the  land  office.  The  land  might  have  been 
occupied  for  20  years,  improvements  far  in  excess  of  those 
required  by  law  might  have  been  made,  valuable 
improvements  and  valuable  erections  might  have  been 
made,  and  yet  the  settler,  though  living  on  the  land 
for^a  period  far  in  excess  of  the  period  required  by  law 
was  not  entitled  to  get  his  patent.  I  say  this 
absurd  order  was  not  the  fault  of  the  settler.  It 
was  the  fault  of  the  Government ;  it  was  the  fault  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  These  men  remained  upon 
their  land,  many  of  them,  from  1876  down  to  1881,  when 
the  office  was  opened.  Some  of  them  remain  on  their  land 
up  to  this  hour.  But  up  to  1884,  not  one  of  these  white 
settlers  in  the  Prince  Albert  district  could  obtain  from  the 
Government  a  patent  for  the  land.  Tho  incomprehensible 
policy  which  ruled  tho  Department,  the  vacilating  and 
uncertain  action  of  the  Minister,  the  changing  and 
wholly  inconsistent  orders  that  issued  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  puzzled  the  agent  at  Prince  Albert,  and  worried, 
harassed,  and  annoyed  the  actual  settlers.  In  188  i, 
those  outraged  and  aggrieved  settlers  petitioned  the 
Government  and  complained  that  the  land  office  was  not 
opened  at  Prince  Albert  until  the  middle  of  1881  and  on 
that  account  entries  could  not  be  made  ;  that  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  settlers  had  located  lands  thon  surveyed  ;  that  these 
settlers  had  been  then  living  on  and  cultivating  these  lands 
for  years  before  the  office  opened  ;  that  they  could  not  get 
their  claims  as  settlers  recognised  and  could  not  get  their 
patents  for  3  years  after  1881  and  praying  for  redress. 
They  got  no  redress.  For  years  their  claims  were  treated 
with  indifference  and  contempt  by  the  Government  of  this 
country.  On  the  27th  February,  1883,  the  agent  at  Prince 
Albert  again  drew  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
fact  that  these  settlors  could  not  get  their  patents  owing  to 
the  notice  of  the  29th  November,  1879,  that  settlement  prior 
to  entry  did  not  count.  Mr.  Pearce,  the  land  inspector,  who 
appears  to  have  been  making  some  investigation  on  tho  sub¬ 
ject,  on  the  12th  September,  1883,  presented  a  report  to  Mr. 
Walsh,  the  Chief  Land  Commissioner  for  the  North-West, 
and  in  that  report  ho  states  that  there  were  about  300  sot- 
tiers  at  Prince  Albert  whose  occupation  was  prior  to  tho 
opening  of  tho  land  office,  that  these  men  could  not  get 
their  titles  on  account  of  the  notice  of  the  29lh  November, 
1879,  and  he  recommends  that  their  claims  should  be  recog¬ 
nised.  He  also  pointed  out  that  it  was  of  the  greatest  pos¬ 
sible  importance  to  the  settlers  of  that  district,  and  in  fact 
to  the  Government,  to  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  that  these  claims  should  bo  recognised.  This  report 
was  transmitted  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  by  Mr. 
Walsh,  on  tho  12th  September,  1883,  so  that,  at  that 
early  period,  the  Government  had  abundant  notico  of 
these  claims.  That  they  had  this  notice  is  manifest 
because,  on  the  18th  October,  1883,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Department  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  letter 
and  intimated  that  tho  notice  of  tho  29th  November, 
1879,  was  all  wrong,  that  the  settlers  were  misled,  and 
that  on  proof  of  settlement  they  were  entitled  to  the  issue  of 
their  patents.  But  nothing  was  done.  Tho  Government 
never  moved  or  took  the  first  Btep  except  to  give  that  inti¬ 
mation.  That  the  Government  had  abundant  notice  of  these 
grievances  of  the  early  settlers  at  Prince  Albert  is  shown 
by  tho  fact  that,  on  the  3rd  October,  1881,  the  Saskatchewan 
Herald  called  the  attention  of  the  Govern  ment  to  those  griev¬ 
ances.  On  the  8th  October,  1381,  a  meeting  of  the  settlers 
was  held  in  which  resolutions  wero  passed  setting  forth  the 
grievances,  and  these  resolutions  wore  transmitted  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  On  the  9th  October,  1883,  tho  North-West  Council 
complained  that  titles  to  land  occupied  over  three  years  by 
actual  settlers  were  not  recognised  by  tho  Government.  On 
the  21st  January,  1884,  a  meeting  of  the  settlers  of  Prince 
Albert  was  held  to  discuss  tho  grievances.  A  petition  was 


signed  at  that  meeting  and  handed  to  Mr.  Pearce,  and  was 
no  doubt  sent  by  him  to  the  Government.  In  February, 
1884,  a  meeting  of  settlers  was  hold  at  Colleston’s  School 
House,  and  the  proceeding  were  transmitted  to  the  Govern- 
menl.  But  again  I  say  that,  through  the  incomprehensible 
policy  which  has  guided  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  the 
claims  of  these  white  settlers  wero  practically  ignored.  A 
correspondent  of  the  Montreal  Gazette,  dealing  with  this 
subject  says : 

“  The  parties  who  have  been  on  the  lands  for  years  have  been  unable, 
It  Is  said  to  procure  patents,  and  speculators  and  others  who  have  given 
fees  to  persons  who  have  Influence  have  obtained  deeds,  and  in  many 
cases  taken  the  lands  over  the  heads  of  ihe  first  settlers,  who  had 
improved  them  for  15  or  18  years,  and  that  was  the  real  cause  of  tho 
trouble.” 

My  lion,  friend  from  West  Durham,  pointed  out  as  a  typi¬ 
cal  case  the  case  of  Mr.  Thomas  Miller.  It  is  a  case  of 
gross  hardship.  I  think,  if  that  is  a  typical  case,  one  of 
300,  one  need  not  be  surprised  if  difficulty,  uneasiness,  dis¬ 
satisfaction,  turbulence  and  ultimately  something  more 
than  turbulence  did  occui\  I  do  not  propose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  this  point,  because  my  hon.  friend  “has  referred  to  it 
at  length  so  that  tho  House  understands  it.  Now, 
Sir,  the  Mail  newspaper  declared,  not  very  long  ago, 
that  people  do  not  take  up  arms  without  cause,  that  there 
must  be  some  cause  for  an  armed  insurrection.  People  do 
not  complain  without  cause  ;  and  you  know,  Mr.  Speakor,  in 
the  words  of  a  great  French  statesman,  that  whenever  the 
people  complain,  the  people  are  always  in  the  right.  Now, 
Sir,  tho  fact  that  tho  people  of  the  North-West  Territories 
have  been  persistently,  for  the  last  seven  or  eight  years, 
complaining  of  tho  inaction  of  this  Government  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  their  condition  proves  pretty  conclusively  that  the 
people  of  the  North-West  Territories  have  ground  of  com¬ 
plaint,  and  that  those  complaints  are  not  of  recent  origin. 
I  say  that  you  cannot,  upon  the  spur  of  the  moment,  in  an 
instant  of  time,  induce  an  intelligent  class  of  settlers  in  any 
country  to  become  turbulent,  rebellious,  aDd  ultimately  to 
take  up  arms  against  the  constituted  authorities.  Now,  wo 
find  that  ju3t  about  the  timo  of  the  outbreak  in  tho  North- 
West  Territories,  the  whito  settlers  in  tho  Calgary  district, 
a  district  which  is  a  very  considerable  distance  from  the 
scene  of  the  late  unfortunate  disaster,  held  a  public  meeting 
complaining  of  the  inaction  of  tho  Government  of  Canada  in 
dealing  with  the  complaints  of  the  settlers.  That  meeting 
was  held  at  the  house  of  John  Glen,  eight  miles  from 
Calgary,  and  at  that  meeting  an  association  was  formed, 
called : 

“The  Alberta  Rights  Association,  with  the  following  as  officers:— 
President,  Samuel  Livingstone ;  Vice-President,  John  Glenn  ;  Secretary, 
S.  W.  Shaw.  It  was  decided  to  demand  from  the  Government  the  imme¬ 
diate  settlement  o£  land  claims,  the  granting  of  representation,  and  the 
allowance  of  half-breed  claims.  The  following  telegram  was  sent  to  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  : 

“  A  meeting  of  settlers  of  this  district  was  held  to  day,  at  John  Glen's. 
The  meeting  was  called  by  private  invitation.  At  such  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  resolution  was  passed  unanimously  :  1  That  whereas  a  number  of 
townships  about  Calgary  are  not  open  for  settlement  which  are  now 
largely  settled,  and  many  of  the  settlers  have  resided  on  such  lauds  over 
three  years,  and  have  made  more  than  sufficient  improvements  to 
entitle  them  to  patents,  and  have  made  repeated  demands  at  the  land 
office  for  entry,  which  has  been  refused  ;  and,  whereas  leases  cover  a 
large  tract  of  land,  near  Calgary,  fit  for  settlement,  and  a  number  of 
settlers  have  settled  on  these  leases;  and,  whereas  a  number  of  leases 
have  been  granted,  and  no  cattle  or  sheep  were  put  on  them  ;  and  whereas 
It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  this  country  be  represented  at  Ottawa, 
without  delay,  as  we  are  now  governed  by  agents  who  are  interested  in 
misgoverning  this  country ;  and,  whereas  settlers  caunot  bring  cattle  in 
without  paying  duty,  and  leaseholders  can  do  so  without  tax  ;  be  It 
resolved,  that  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  it  is  necessary  that  all  the 
townships  about  Calgary  be  immediately  thrown  open  for  homesteads 
entry  and  settlement,  and  that  parties  who  have  complied  with  the 
terms  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  as  to  residence  and  improvements 
have  their  patents  granted  Immediately,  and  that  all  leases,  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  which  have  not  been  compiled  with,  be  cancelled,  and 
the  land  thrown  open  for  homestead  entry  ;  and  that  all  the  lands  suit¬ 
able  for  agricultural  purposes  or  leases  now  granted  be  thrown  open  for 
entry  and  settlement ;  also  that  the  settlers  Importing  cattle  Into  the 
country  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  leaseholders,  and  also,  that  this 
meeting  regrets  that  the  Bill  introduced  to  give  representation  to  the 
North-West  Territory  in  the  Dominion  Parliament  has  been  defeated, 
and  would  strongly  impress  upon  the  Government  the  absolute  neces¬ 
sity  of  a  Government  measure  being  introduced  and  passed  this  present 
Session,  having  that  object  in  view  as  tho  only  means  of  quieting  the 
present  discontent  among  the  settlers  m  the  Territories,  and  of  properly 
governing  them,  and  that  the  Government,  without  taking  a  census,  has 
sufficient  information  to  warrant  a  measure  for  representation,  and  this 
meeting  would  press  Immediate  action  In  this  regard  to  prevent  a  repeti¬ 
tion  of  the  trouble  which  now  unhappily  exists  In  these  Territories  ;  and 
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it  is  further  resolved,  that  the  half-breeds  In  these  Territories  are  entitl  ed 
to,  and  should  receive  the  same  privileges  as  regards  lands  as  have 
already  been  conceded  to  their  brethren  in  Manitoba.’ 

“  I  send  this  by  the  request  of  the  meeting.  A  memorandum  of  griev¬ 
ances  goes  forward  by  next  mail,  with  over  two  hundred  signatures.  In 
case  of  refusal  of  the  demands,  the  question  of  resorting  to  arms  and 
joining  the  half-breeds  was  moved.  One  speaker  said  that  if  we  are 
refused  we  will  get  behind  our  Winchesters.  The  President  said  the  only 
difference  between  a  settler  and  a  wild  animal  in  this  country  was  that 
the  wild  animal  had  a  close  season,  whereas  the  settler  was  hunted  at 
all  seasons,  either  by  the  police.  Government  officials,  or  ranchmen. 
The  half-breeds  are  greatly  pleased  with  the  resolutions,  and  intend  to 
join  the  association.  A  manifesto  is  to  follow  the  telegram  to  Sir  John. 
This  feeling  has  been  maturing  for  some  time,  and  it  is  believed  to  be 
more  serious  than  it  seems.” 

Sir,  following  up  the  proceedings  of  that  meeting,  a  petition 
was  prepared  and  transmitted  to  the  Government  at 
Ottawa,  wherein  it  is  urged  by  the  petitioners  : 

“  1.  That  we,  Her  Majesty’s  loval  sublects,  residing  in  the  North-West 
Territories  of  Canada,  are  entitled  to  the  same  rights  and  privileges  as 
freemen,  both  in  regard  to  the  tenure  of  the  soil,  and  representative 
Institutions,  as  are  enjoyed  by  our  brethren  in  the  other  colonies  of  the 
empire. 

“  2.  That  these  rights  and  privileges  have  hitherto  been  denied  to  us 
for,  as  we  consider,  very  insufficient,  reasons. 

“  3.  That  some  of  us  have  been  residing  upon  our  homesteads, and  have 
made  improvements  thereon,  for  a  much  longer  period  than  that 
required  by  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion  Lauds  Act,  and  have  con¬ 
formed  to  all  the  conditions  thereof,  but  have  as  yet  been  unable  to 
procure  our  patents,  the  result  of  which  has  been  that  settlers  have 
been  debarred  and  discouraged  from  making  on  their  uncertain  hold¬ 
ings  the  improvements  necessary  for  their  comfort  and  success,  and  we 
wish  to  impress  in  the  most,  forcible  manner  upon  the  Government  the 
irritating  and  mischievous  result  of  this  most  unreasonable  and  unac¬ 
countable  delay  In  giving  legal  ownership  to  those  peaceable  settlers 
who,  by  their  assiduous  compliance  with  the  conditions  of  settlement, 
are  entitled  to  the  same.  We  require,  therefore,  from  the  Government, 
that  patents  for  these  lands  be  at  once  issued  to  those  entitled  to  receive 
them. 

“5  That  large  tracts  of  land  in  the  district  of  Alberta  are  now  uom- 
I  nally  under  lease  (a  considerable  qnantitvof  which  is  tit  for  agricultural 
pnrposesi  the  terms  and  conditions  of  which  leases  have  not  been  com¬ 
plied  with.  We  require  that  these  leases  be  immediately  cancelled, 
and  the  lands  included  in  them,  and  also  in  all  other  leases  already 
granted,  upon  which  settlers  may  wish  to  locate,  should  be  opened  for 
entry  and  settlement. 

“7.  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  are  entitled  to  the  same  rights  and  privileges  as  have  already  been 
conceded  to  their  brethren  in  Mauitoba.  And  we  most  earnestly 
impress  upon  the  Government  (he  necessity  of  granting  these  privileges 
as  the  onlv  way  of  removing  the  present  discontent,  and  of  quieting 
the  disturbances  which  have  already  unhappily  arisen  In  these  Terri¬ 
tories. 

“  8.  We  have  heard  with  great  regret  of  the  rejection  of  a  measure 
introduced  into  the  Dominion  Parliament  providing  for  the  represen¬ 
tation  of  these  Territories  in  that  body,  and  we  would  wish  strongly 
to  impress  upon  the  Goverernmeut  the  fact  that  nothing  short  of  imme¬ 
diate  representation  in  Parliament  will  satisfy  the  people  of  these 
Territories. 

Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  tho  proceedings  at  this  public  meeting* 
held  by  British  subjects,  living1  under  the  British  flag 
under  the  protection  which  the  Government  of  this  coun. 
try  are  bound  to  afford  them,  are  entitled  to  every  conside¬ 
ration  at  the  hands  of  this  Government.  So  far  as  appoars 
by  the  papers  brought  down,  they  have  received  no  conside¬ 
ration  at  the  hands  of  this  Government,  The  Government 
have  been  inactive, they  have  not  moved,  they  have  done 
nothing,  they  have  allowed  these  grievances  to  go  uninves¬ 
tigated  and  these  wrongs  to  remain  unredressed.  I  find 
that  the  correspondence  of  the  Mail  newspaper  of  tho  17th 
April,  1885,  which  states  : 

“  By  far  the  most  serious  complaint,  however,  is  based  upon  the  idea 
that  in  some  way  or  other  the  settler  “has  no  show  ”  with  outsiders, 
who  obtain  possession  of  lands  which  he,  as  a  squatter,  has  improved 
and  built  upon.  This,  I  take  it,  is  the  core  of  all  the  discontent  and 
disaffection  among  whites  and  half-breeds  alike;  but  of  the  truth  or 
falsity  of  it  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  speak  irom  any  personal  know¬ 
ledge.” 

Tho  Toronto  Telegram  says : 

n'.“  But  we  may  be  sure  that  all  those  who  are  discontented  in  the  North- 
West  are  not  half-breeds  with  fraudulent  claims.  Even  white  settlers 
have  complained  that  tney  could  not  get  their  land  patents,  so  many 
officials  having  fallen  victims  to  the  land  fever.” 

Sir,  it  is  quite  clear  from  these  papers,  and  from  the  state¬ 
ments  I  have  read  that  the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West 
Territories  have  grievances  that  have  remained  unredressed, 
that  settlers  have  had  for  a  long  series  of  years,  grievances 
of  the  most  important  character,  that  the  Government  of 
the  country  failed  to  recognise  or  consider.  I  now  proceed 
to  discuss  for  a  few  moments  another  class  of  the  population 
in  the  North-West  Territories  deserving  the  careful  consi¬ 
deration  of  tho  Parliament  of  Canada — I  refer  to  the  Indians 
I  would  not  have  entered  at  length  upon  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  question  had  not  the  hon.  member  who  pro- 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


ceded  me  declared  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  that  the 
Indians  of  the  fNorth-West  Territories  had  been  treated 
with  the  utmost  consiieration  by  the  Government  of  this 
country,  that  they  had  no  claims,  no  grievances,  nothing  to 
complain  of,  no  wrongs  to  redress.  Sir,  I  propose  to  make 
it  abundantly  clear  that  the  Indians  in  tho  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories  had  a  cause  of  complaint,  that  they  did  complain  to 
this  Government,  and  that  the  public  press  of  tho  North- 
West  Territories,  writing  in  the  interests  of  our  common 
humanity,  complained  to  this  Government,  that  the  Indians 
in  many  cases  were  starved  to  death,  and  in  many  cases, 
frozen  to  death  through  the  negligence  of  this  Government ; 
that  the  Indian  was  neglected,  robbed,  and  cheated,  that  he 
was  swindled  by  the  employes  of  this  Government  appointed 
to  administer  the  affairs  of  this  country  in  the  North-West 
Territories,  and  that  this  miscoduct  was  conninved  at  by  the 
Government.  Sir,  on  the  14th  March, 1884,  the  Moose  Jaw 
News,  writing  of  the  condition  of  the  Indians  in  that  neigh¬ 
borhood  says  : 

“In  this  connection  the  case  of  several  Indian  families  In  this  vicinity 
may  be  cited.  A  friend  driving  by  one,  a  few  days  ago,  was  given  to 
understand  that  death  had  been  in  their  midst.  On  entering  the  tepee  a 
pitiable  sight  was  discovered.  Starvation  was  visible  in  their  counten¬ 
ances,  and  a  glance  sufficed  to  show  the  cause  of  the  warrior 's  death. 
One  can  hardly  Imagine  how  they  had  lived  at  all.  The  canvas  of  the 
tent  was  old  and  torn.  Not  a  vestige  of  anything  edible  was  to  be  seen, 
but  a  few  rabbit-skins  lying  around  showed  what  had  composed  tueir 
last  meal.  Everything  in  the  way  of  blankets  was  under  or  over  the 
dead  braves.  Around  a  cheerless  fire  were  huddled  an  Indian  and  three 
or  four  squaws.  They  stated  that  they  had  been  without  food  for  two 
days,  and  appearances  would  go  to  provd  the  truth  of  their  assertion. 
Can  we.  in  this  enlightened  age,  allow  scenes  like  this  to  take  place  in 
our  midst  without  uttering  an  indignant  protest  to  the  proper  authori¬ 
ties.  Would  these  Indians  have  left  their  reserves,  and  run  the  risk  cf 
starvation,  if  they  were  sure  of  being  supplied  with  the  necessities  of 
life  there  7  ” 

The  Quebec  Mercury  says : 

“  Could  this  rising  of  the  Indians  in  the  North-West  have  been  pre¬ 
vented?  There  is,  at  this  early  hour  of  the  rebellion,  a  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject;  but  it  does  not  prevent  some  from  thinking  that 
the  Department  of  Interior  at  Ottawa,  who  have  charge  of  the  Indian 
reservos,  must  have  been  dreadfully  dilatory  In  their  attention  to  Indian 
and  half-breed  matters.  *  *  *  In  this  city  there  is  a  feeling  among  the 
English  and  Kreuch  that  the  Indians  had  a  grievance,  and  it  should 
have  been  settled.” 

The  Moose  Jaw  News,  on  the  13th  June,  1884,  discussing 
the  injury  inflicted  by  this  Government  on  Chief  Piapot  in 
compelling  him  to  remain  on  a  swampy  and  unhealthy 
reserve  and  declining  to  change  it  for  one  of  a  more  healthy 
character  says : 

“  But  even  this  will  be  utterly  insufficient  to  wipe  out  the  past.  Its 
record  will  remain  a  foul  blot  in  our  history.  The  sufferings  of  the 
Indians  in  the  Assmiboia  reserves  during  the  past  winter  are  a  burning 
shame  to  us,  a  lasting  reproach  to  our  Government.  What  would  be 
thought  of  us  in  England,  or  in  any  other  Christian  country,  were  it 
clearly  understood  that,  for  weeks  large  bands  of  Indians,  the  wards  of 
the  nation,  poor,  wretched  creatures,  whose  primitive  sources  of  supply 
had  been  cut  off  by  our  invasion,  and  whom  we  were  bound  by  solemn 
treaty,  as  well  as  by  every  consideration  of  justice  and  humanity,  to  feed 
and  care  for,  were  dying  by  scores,  partly  from  semi-starvation  and 
partly  from  disease  resulting  from  the  bad  quality  of  the  food  supplied  by 
the  agents  !  It  is  no  excuse  to  say  that  the  lacts  were  notjknown.  Why 
were  they  not  known  ?  Were  there  not  high  officials  whose  first  duty  it 
was  to  know  the  facts  ?  If  it  should  prove  that  the  want  of  knowledge, 
or  to  the  fearful  ravages  of  scurvy,  were  due  in  any  degree  to  a  petty 
economy  whicli  dispensed  with  the  services  of  a  competent  medical 
inspector  in  order  to  save  his  fees,  this  would  be  an  aggravation  of  the 
guilt  of  those  responsible  for  it. 

“  We  write  thus  strongly  because  we  feel  strongly  on  this  subject  It  is 
a  subject  on  which  every  Canadian  and  every  settler  in  the  Norlh-West 
In  particular,  is  iu  duty  bound  to  feel  strongly.  As  we  have  before 
pointed  out.the  gravest  issues,  involving  not  only  the  paramount  claims 
of  humanity  and  right,  but  also  the  security  of  life  and  property,  are 
wrapped  up  in  the  maintenance  of  friendly  relations  and  good  faith 
with  the  aborigines. 

“  We  do  not  remember  to  have  met  with  a  settler  from  the  neighborhood 
in  which  those  events  occurred,  who  has  not  sympathised  with  Pi-a-pot 
and  admitted  that,  however  wrong-headed  anil  cantankerous  the  chief 
may  have  shown  himself  on  other  occasions,  he  is,  in  this  instance,  the 
injured  party.  We  have  returned  to  the  matter  because  it  is  of  the  first 
importance  that  the  record  oi  last  winter's  treatment  of  the  Indians 
should  be  thoroughly  examined,  and  such  measures  taken  as  will  render 
the  recurrence  of  such  scenes  impossible.” 

Let  anyone  take  up  tho  Public  Accounts,  the  report  of  Indian 
Affairs  and  the  Mounted  Police  reports  and  he  will  see  how 
those  Indians  wore  treated,  whom  the  hon.  member  for 
Jacques-Oartier  (Mr.  Girouard)  declared  last  night  were  well 
treated  and  had  no  ground  of  complaint,  what  will  ho  find  ? 
Ho  will  find  that  the  Indians  were  to  get  beef,  for  which 
tho  Government  contracted  with  responsible  men  in  the 
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North-West  at  13J  cents  per  lb.,  that  the  Government 
through  their  officials  in  the  North-West  supplied  them 
•with  pork  at  23  cents  a  lb.  The  Indians  were  to  obtain  beef 
which  was  contracted  for  at  13§  cents  per  lb.,  and  yet 
because  some  friend  of  the  Government  had  pork  in  the 
North-West  which  he  wished  to  get  rid  of,  the  Government 
sanctioned  the  purchase  of  his  pork  for  the  Indians  at  23 
cents  a  lb.  Yet  we  are  told  the  Indians  had  nothing  to  com¬ 
plain  of.  The  policy  of  starvation  was  the  policy  of  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Dominion.  He  declared  his  policy  was 
that  the  Indians  should  be  reduced  to  submission  by  starva¬ 
tion.  Four  years  ago  in  his  place  in  Parliament  the  First 
Minister,'  with  all  the  responsibilities  of  his  high  position 
resting  on  his  shoulders,  declared  that  the  policy  of  his 
Government  was  one  of  reducing  the  Indians  of  the  North- 
West  to  a  state  of  sub-mission  by  a  state  of  starvation.  I 
quote  from  the  discussion  on  the  Estimates,  in  1880,  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  words  : 

“  I  must  say,  however,  that  it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  commence  the 
system  of  feeding  the  Indians.-’ 

It  was  not  a  dangerous  thing  to  induce  the  Indians  to  sur¬ 
render  their  possessory  rights  in  the  North-West,  but  it 
was  a  dangerous  thing  to  continue  to  feed  the  Indians. 

“  So  long  as  they  know  they  can  rely,  or  believe  they  can  rely,  on  any 
source  whatever  for  their  food,  they  make  no  effort  to  support  them¬ 
selves.  We  have  to  guard  against  that,  and  the  only  way  to  guard 
against  It  is  by  being  rigid,  even  stingy,  In  the  distribution  of  food,  and 
require  absolute  proof  of  starvation  before  distributing  it.” 

That  was  the  policy  announced  by  the  First  Minister  four 
years  ago—that  before  food  is  distributed  to  Indians  the 
Government  must  have  positive  proof  that  the  Indians  are 
in  a  condition  verging  on  starvation.  That  indeed  is  the 
policy  declared  by  the  First  Minister  in  his  placo  in  Par¬ 
liament  not  lonff  ago.  The  hon.  gentleman  said : 

“  When  Louis  Riel  was  sent  for  last  summer,  lie  was  sent  for  by  these 
poor  people, suffering  from  hunger ;  because,  while  we  went  to  a  large 
expenditure  in  keeping  them,  we  did  not  give  them  such  a  quantity  of 
food  as  would  make  them  hang  around  the  different  stations  and  become 
habitual  beggars.  We  kept  them  on  short  rations,  on  short  allowances, 
aud  we  tried  to  force  them— I  am  speaking  now  of  the  Indians— and  we 
have  forced  them  upon  their  reserves.” 

That  was  the  policy.  I  say  it  is  clear  from  the  reports  of  the 
Department  of  Indian  Affairs,  by  the  Mounted  Police  reports 
and  other  official  papers,  as  well  as  from  the  press,  that  the 
Indians  have  been  systematically  robbed  and  swindled  by 
the  officers  and  middlemen  who  furnished  the  supplies  to 
the  Indians.  This  fact  has  for  years  been  well  known  to 
the  Government,  and  no  steps  have  been  taken  to  remedy 
the  wrong.  As  a  general  rule,  the  Indian  is  easily  con¬ 
trolled,  easily  managed  by  those  in  whom  be  has  confidence. 
Those  who  keep  faith  with  the  Indian  can  rely  on  him.  But 
the  moment  you  break  faith  with  the  Indian  he  becomes 
faithless,  turbulent,  treacherous,  and  rebellious,  as  wo  have 
seen  in  the  recent  outbreak.  The  Government  have  broken 
faith  with  the  Indian.  They  induced  him  to  surrender  to 
the  Crown  his  possessory  rights  to  the  North-West  on  the 
faith  of  certain  promises  made.  Those  promises  havo  been 
violated.  The  Government  agents  have  deceived  the 
IndiaD,  broken  faith  with  him  and  lied  to  him,  and 
in  the  recent  outbreak  we  have  seen  the  terrible  results. 
The  First  Minister,  the  Superintendent  General  of  Indian 
Affairs,  has  been  aware  of  this  condition  of  things  for  years. 
The  Government  have  been  warned  of  the  Indian  dis¬ 
content  by  officials,  by  the  public  press  and  in  every 
possible  way  by  residents  of  the  North-West,  and  yet  the 
Government  did  nothing  to  avert  disaster  and  death  to 
Ihe  whites  surrounded  by  roving  bands  of  uncivilised 
Indians.  Take  up  tho  reports  of  the  Indian  Department 
and  Mounted  Police  reports,  and  you  will  find  abun¬ 
dant  evidence  of  violated  promises,  breach  of  faith  and 
gross  fraud.  And  now.  Sir,  I  will  quote  from  the  public 
reports  brought  to  Parliament  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — 
from  official  sources,  and  I  say  if  these  reports  can 
be  relied  upon,  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  with  respect  to  the  Indians,  is  a  condition 
of  affairs  which  would  not  be  tolerated  in  any  Christian 


country.  C.  E.  Denney,  Indian  agent,  in  his  report  for 
1882,  speaking  of  one  Grant,  an  agent  over  the  Sarcees  and 
Stoneys  at  Calgary,  says  : 

“  I  was  obliged  to  discharge  Mr.  Grant,  who  has  been  In  charge  of  that 
agency,  owing  to  grave  irregularities.” 

In  other  words,  this  man  who  was  entrusted  by  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  deal  fairly  and  honestly  with  the  Indians,  broke 
faith  with  them,  violated  this  duty,  misled  them,  defrauded 
them,  and  he  was  dismissed  and  nothing  more.  It  was 
only  the  Indians  who  were  defrauded,  and  Grant  was 
simply  dismissed  without  investigation  and  without 
punishment,  although  the  matter  was  drawn  to  the  attention 
of  the  First  Minister  through  his  own  agent.  T.  P.  Wads¬ 
worth,  superintendent  of  Indian  agencies,  in  his  report 
for  1882 — speaking  of  the  Riviere  du  Barre  Indians,  says : 

“  That  the  flour  and  bacon  received  as  supplies  was  bad  and  that  the 
flour  received  by  the  Indians  at  Battleford,  had  become  lumpy.” 

Mr.  Wadsworth  in  is  report  for  1883,  speaking  of  the 
Indians  in  Sekaskoots  reserve,  says  : 

“  I  could  get  no  account  of  the  supplies  seutln  by  the  contractors  or 
the  Government.” 

He  further  says  : 

“  That  the  flour  received  by  those  Indians  only  average  93  pounds  per 
sack.” 

And  again  speaking  in  tho  same  report  of  Poundmaker’s 
band,  he  says : 

“  That  the  flour  was  inferior  and  of  light  weight.” 

Here  we  have  positive  evidences  of  fraud.  The  Indians 
were  supplied  with  fiour  which  was  light  in  weight  and 
inferior  in  quality,  and  yet  tho  Superintendent  General 
of  Indian  Affairs  nevor  took  tho  first  step  to  redress 
these  wrongs,  or  bring  the  guilty  to  justice.  We  must 
recollect  that  we  are  under  treaty  obligations  with 
these  Indians,  to  supply  them  with  certain  articles  at  a 
given  time,  of  a  given  quality  and  quantity.  Wo  failed  in 
discharging  our  duty  iu  that  respect,  and  the  consequences 
were  serious.  A.  McKay,  the  Indian  agent  at  Grand  Rapids, 
in  his  report  for  1882,  speaking  of  the  Island  Band,  says : 

“  That  the  inspector  of  Indian  agencies  promised  to  supply  them  with 
all  they  might  require  and  that  they  were  urged  by  that  ageut  to  make 
their  demands  on  the  Depai  tment  for  the  same,”  That  they  did  do'  but 
the  supplies  were  not  sent. 

Mr.  E.  McColl,  inspector  of  agencies,  in  his  report  for 
1882,  speakiDg  of  the  Swan  Lake  Band,  says  : 

“  That  waggons,  etc  ,  were  promised  these  Indians  and  that  he  was 
apprehensive  of  serious  consequences  unless  their  claims  were  recogni¬ 
sed.” 

Mr.  A.  McDonald,  the  Indian  agent  under  Treaty  No.  4,  in 
his  report  in  1882,  publishes  a  letter  from  Poundmaker  to 
Dewdnoy  in  which  Poundmaker  says  : 

“It  is  Poundmaker  who  takes  the  liberty  of  sending  you  a  few  lines. 
He  entreats  your  Honor  to  send  him  the  grist  mill  with  horse  power  you 
so  kindly  promised  him  at  Cypress.  We  expected  it  last  sommer  but  la 
vain.” 

This  letter  was  written  in  November,  1882,  and  two  years 
before  that  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  had  promised 
these  supplies  to  the  old  chief,  but  ho  had  neglected  to  give 
them.  He  had  deceived  him,  and  lied  to  him,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  Indians  had  lost  all  confidonco  in  the  Indian 
Commissioner.  J.  McRae,  tho  Indian  agent  at  Carlton, 
in  his  report  for  1882,  speaking  of  Okenasis’  Band,  says  : 

“The  chief  says,  and  Mr.  Tompkins  corroborates  his  statement,  tha 
Mr.  Wadsworth,  the  inspector,  promised  him  a  large  lumber  waggon  las 
fail,  and  broke  his  promise.” 

L.  W.  Herchmer,  in  his  report  for  1883,  speaking  of  the 
Sioux  at  Bird  Tail  Creek,  says  : 

“  A  great  deal  of  sickness  ha3  visited  them  lately,  caused  by  the  want 
of  fresh  meat.” 

W.  Pocklington,  in  his  report  for  1883,  speaking  of  tho 
Stoneys,  says, 

“  During  last  winter  there  was  a  great  deal  of  distress  among  them  for 
want  of  clothing,  many  of  them  not  having  a  blanket  to  cover  their 
nakedness.’’ 
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T.  P.  Wadsworth,  in  his  report  for  1883,  speaking  of 
Day  Star’s  Band,  says: 

“That  the  chief  complained  that  he  could  not  get  his  treaty  pigs  and 
that  he  wanted  more  oxen,  a  tool  chest  and  milk  pans.” 

lie  also  reports : 

“  That  Mistowasis’  Band  and  Ah-tah-ka-Koops  band  did  not  get  their 
treaty  pigs  and  he  recommends  that  they  do  get  them.” 

Ho  farther  reports  that  : 

“  Bobtail’s  Band  complained  that  there  was  still  due  them  under  the 
treaty  a  cow  and  bull,” 

He  further  reports  that : 

“Ermine  Skins  Band  complained  that  there  was  due  them  under  the 
treaty  a  mower  and  some  carts.” 

Now  recollect  that  all  these  articles  were  articles  which  wo 
wore  bound  to  supply  the  Indians  under  treaty  obligation, 
and  that  the  officials  of  the  Government  criminally 
neglected  to  supply  them,  and  they  neglected  to  do  so  with 
the  full  knowledge  and  connivance  of  this  Administration. 
I  say  it  is  no  wonder  that  the  Indians  should  become  dis¬ 
satisfied,  discontented  and  turbulent ;  Commissioner  McLeod, 
in  1879,  says  : 

“  I  have  experienced  great  difficulty,  (with  the  distress  and  suffering 
from  hunger)  applications  for  relief  being  constantly  made  to  me  by  the 
starving  bands  of  Indians.” 

Again  : 

“  A  Stoney  Indian  and  his  family  had  been  without  food  for  many 
days.” 

Superintendent  Walsh,  in  1880,  says  of  iho  Sioux  : 

“  Hunger  and  suffering  prevailed.  In  some  places  persons  became  so 
reduced  as  to  be  unable  to  help  themselves.  The  want  of  food,  followed 
by  disease,  caused  an  epidemic— which  marked  its  results  by  the  many 
graves  now  to  be  seen  in  Wood  Mountain.” 

Tho  breach  of  faith,  the  violated'promises,  the  broken  pledges 
of  this  Government  to  the  Indians,  tho  fraud,  the  misconduct, 
tho  robbing,  and  the  cheating,  are  all  marked  by  the  graves 
of  the  Indians  in  the  mountains  of  the  West.  And  this  is 
the  condition  of  affairs  which  tho  First  Minister  of  this 
country  considers  the  proper  condition  of  affairs  with  res- 
poct  to  the  Indians.  Inspector  Dickins  says  in  January, 
1884. 

“  Gladstone  said  he  never  saw  Indians  in  such  a  state  before.” 

Commissioner  Irvine,  in  his  report  in  1883,  says  : 

“  For  a  considerable  time  they  made  no  demand  for  aid  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  but  as  the  cold  weather  came  on,  being  very  poorly  clad,  and 
insufficiently  supplied  with  food,  they  experienced  much  hardship  from 
exposure  and  starvation.” 

Why,  Sir,  tho  First  Minister  is  carrying  out  his  policy  of 
reducing  the  Indians  to  submission  by  absolute  starvation. 
Again,  Mr.  Irvine  reports  : 

“A  report  of  the  acute  sufferings  of  these  Indians  was  embodied  in  a 
report  by  Surgeon  Jukes,  forwarded  to  you  in  October  last.” 

Again,  in  1882 : 

“  I  would  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that,  in  a  letter  of  the  20th  May 
last.  I  impressed  upon  the  Government  the  importance  of  the  Indians 
being  well  received  in  the  north,  also  the  fulfilment  of  all  treaty 
obligations.” 

On  the  17th  October,  1884,  Inspector  Dickens  writes  the 
officer  commanding  Mounted  Police,  Battleford  : 

“  That  Little  Poplar  insisted  on  the  dismissal  of  the  Indian  agents,  and 
good  men  appointed  in  their  place.  That  Big  Bear  complained  that  the 
Government  had  broken  faith  with  the  Indians ;  that  they  were  not  paid 
enough,  and  were  starved.” 

I  say,  Sir,  if  these  reports  are  correct — and  wo  have  no  rea¬ 
son  to  doubt  their  correctness — if  these  uncivilised  wards  of 
tho  nation — those  Indians  with  whom  you  have  broken 
laith,  whom  you  were  bound  to  feed,  but  whom  you 
permit  to  be  starved — if  they  became  turbulent  and 
rebellious,  if  they  wore  oasily  led  to  take  up  arms  against 
the  Government  and  the  people  of  this  Dominion,  we  need 
Mr,  Cameron  (Huron). 
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not  be  surprised.  These  poor  helpless  wards  of 
the  nation,  these  roaming  bands  of  barbarians,  are 
entitled  to  every  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  In  their  caso  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  has 
reduced  them  to  subjection.  In  their  case  justice  must  be 
tempered  with  mercy.  The  real  culprits  are  the  men  who 
committed  the  wrongs,  who  were  guilty  of  the  misconduct, 
the  fraud,  the  cheating,  and  the  swindling  of  the  Indians  ; 
and  the  Government  of  this  country  who  for  years  have 
connived  at  all  these  crimes.  Tho  people  of  this  country, 
I  say,  must  deal  with  these  men  in  a  spirit  of  justice, 
but  that  justice  must  be  tempered  with  mercy.  But 
what  should  we  say  of  the  Government  who  have 
tolerated  such  things  ?  They  deserve  at  the  hands 
of  the  people  of  this  country  the  very  severest 
condemnation.  Now,  I  have  pointed  out  that  not 
only  wore  these  Indians— if  the  reports  are  to  be 
believed— robbed,  cheated,  and  defrauded,  but  by  reason  of 
this  cheating  and  defrauding,  they  became  discontented, 
dissatisfied  and  turbulent,  and  were  thus  very  easily  led  to 
take  up  arms  against  the  sovereign  power  of  this  country. 
I  propose  to  prove  now,  from  the  reports  brought  down  to 
Parliament,  that  such  was  the  case.  I  make  the  statement 
openly,  boldly  and  without  fear  of  successful  contradiction 
— and  I  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  contradict  it— 
that  for  the  last  four  years,  by  reason  of  the  scandalous 
treatment  of  tho  Indians  at  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
they  became  uneasy,  dissatisfied,  discontented,  and  turbu¬ 
lent,  and  ready  at  any  moment  to  break  out  into  open 
rebellion  against  the  Government  of  this  country.  In  his 
own  report  for  1882  the  First  Minister  says : 

“  In  the  Battleford  district,  some  of  the  Indians  have  proved  very 
obstructive.” 

A.  McKay,  one  of  the  agents,  speaking  of  the  Berin’s  River 
Indians,  says  : 

“  They  complain  of  a  want  of  supplies.  They  further  complain  because 
they  received  no  grain  from  the  Department  in  1882.” 

Mr.  McColl,  inspector  of  Indian  agencies,  in  his  report  in 
1882,  speaking  of  the  Indians  at  Swan  Lake,  says : 

“  The  agent  there  was  apprehensive  of  serious  consequences,  unless 
their  claims  to  their  former  possessions  were  immediately  recognised 
by  the  Government.” 

C.  E.  Denney,  Indian  agent  at  Fort  McLeod,  in  his  report 
for  1882,  speaking  of  the  Blackfoet  Indians,  says  : 

“  The  Blackfeet  are  in  a  most  troublesome  mood.” 

And  again  : 

“  I  found  the  Blackfeet  willing  to  work  had  they  redelved  assistance) 
but  they  have  been  badly  neglected,  and  in  consequence  are  very  wild 
and  unsettled.” 

Who  treated  them  badly  ?  The  white  settlers  in  the  North- 
West  ?  There  is  no  such  complaint  ;  it  was  the  officials 
appointed  by  this  Government.  The  Government  were 
notified  of  this  fact  by  one  of  their  own  agents  three  years 
ago,  and  tho  documents  submitted  to  Parliament  do  not 
show  that  the  First  Minister,  tho  Superintendent  ot  Indian 
Affairs,  ever  raised  a  finger  to  redress  these  wrongs.  T.  P. 
Wadsworth,  in  his  report  for  1882,  speaking  of  the  Eagle 
Hills  Indians,  says : 

“  They  are  restless  now.” 

A.  McDonald,  tho  Indian  agent,  undor  Treaty  No.  4, 
publishes  in  his  report  for  188  i,  a  letter  from  Chief  Pound- 
maker  to  Chief  Commissionner  Dowdney,  in  which  Pound- 
maker  says  : 

“  There  is  to  day  a  great  distress  in  my  hand  ;  their  rations  are  sus¬ 
pended  now  for  41  days,  and  of  course  everybody  is  busy  roving  about 
and  hunting.” 

And  then  the  proud  old  chief  paathetically  says  : 

“  It  is  impossible  to  work  on  our  empty  stomachs." 
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Sir,  why  should  they  work  on  an  empty  stomach.  The  Par- 
liament  of  Cauada  has  dealt  liberally  by  the  Indians.  We 
have  voted  ovea  $1,000,000  a  year  for  the  purpose  of  sup¬ 
plying  them  with  the  necessaries  of  life.  That  was  more 
than  enough  to  keep  them  in  comfort  if  these  supplies  had 
honestly  reached  their  destination ;  but  they  have  not  ; 
there  is  the  clearest  possible  proof  that  the  middlemen  and 
agents  in  the  North-West  have  defrauded  and  cheated  the 
Indians  without  a  word  of  complaint  from  the  Government 
of  this  Dominion.  The  First  Minister,  in  his  report  for 
1883,  says : 

“  The  Indians  in  the  Edmonton  district  are  dissatisfied,  because  an 
error  was  committed  in  not  furnishing  them  with  the  necessary  number 
of  implements  and  cattle.” 

Who  committed  the  error  ?  Why  was  tho  error  committed  ? 
Why  should  these  wild  men  of  the  plain,  who  are 
entitled  to  every  consideration  at  our  hands,  and  whom  we 
are  bound  to  protect,  be  deprived  of  the  supplies  to  which 
they  are  entitled  under  the  treaties  we  have  made  with 
them  ?  The  First  Minister  further  reports  respecting  the 
Cree  Band  at  Bird  Tail  Creek  : 

“  This  band  has  shown  an  indisposition  to  work,  and  have  become 
violent.” 

L.  W.  Herchmer,  an  Indian  agent,  in  his  report  for  1883, 
speaking  of Way-way-se,  Cappo and  Gamble’s  Bands,  says: 

“  They  have  become  particularly  Independent,  and  have  undertaken 
to  compel  me  to  give  them  what  they  require.  Gambler’s  Band  was  also 
very  independent.  However,  both  these  bands  can  get  work  if  they 
require  it;  and  a  little  starvation  will  do  them  good.” 

Such  is  the  report  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  agent — these 
ignorant,  uncivilised,  untamed  barbarians  of  the  plains,  with 
whom  we  have  broken  faith,  and  whom  we  have  allowed  to 
be  robbed,  will  improve  by  starvation.  This  is  the  treat¬ 
ment  the  agents  of  this  Government  mete  out  to  the  Indians, 
and  tho  treatment  tho  Agent  General  of  Indian  Affairs 
thinks  tho  proper  treatment,  and  with  such  treatment  we 
expect  the  Indians  to  submit  to  us  and  respect  us.  W. 
Anderson,  Indian  agent  at  Edmonton,  speaking  in  his  report 
for  1883,  of  the  Indians  in  that  locality,  says: 

“  As  a  general  rule,  the  ^Indians  of  Jthls  {locality  have  been  quiet  and 
soberly,  although  I  perceived  a  feeling  of  discontent  at  different  times.” 

W.  Pocklington,  Indian  sub-agent  at  Blackfeet  Crossing,  in 
his  report  for  1883,  says : 

“  Nearly  all  last  winter  they  gave  me  constant  trouble,  by  interfering 
with  white  men,  and  wounding  horses.  Bulls  Head  and  his  band  are 
again  in  trouble.  The  Sarcee  Indians  are  the  most  troublesome  in  my 
district.” 

J.  A.  McRae,  Indian  agent,  says  of  John  Smith’s  Band  : 

“  They  are  in  a  chronic  state  of  discontent.” 

I  find  that  the  Calgary  Herald,  speaking  of  the  Indians, 
makes  U3e  of  the  following  words  : — 

11  In  regard  to  the  Indians,  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  agrarian  troubles 
agitate  them  much,  nor  Is  it  probable  that  a  desire  for  territorial  acquisi¬ 
tion  is  a  very  powerful  motive  for  casting  In  their  lot  with  the  half-breeds. 
It  may  seem  a  paltry  reason,  but  if  the  agitating  cause  amongst  the 
breeus  is  the  approximation  of  “hard  times,”  it  will  not  be  considered 
surprising  by  those  who  know  anything  about  the  Indians,  if  a  lack  of 
Government  tobacco  and  tea  were  not  the  agitating  cause  with  them.” 

Then,  if  you  refer  to  the  Report  of  the  Mounted  Police,  you 
will  find  the  following  condition  of  affairs  reported.  Col. 
Macleod  says,  in  1879  : 

“In  March  complaints  were  made  to  me  by  cattle  drivers  that  tho 
Indians  were  killing  their  cattle  ;  from  that  time  until  the  annual  pay¬ 
ments,  in  October,  similar  reports  and  complaints  were  almost  dally 
coming  in.” 

Again,  Mr.  Macleod  reports : 

“  During  the  year  many  sensational  reports  were  in  circulation  of 
intended  risings  of  the  Indians  in  rebellion.” 

Again,  he  says : 

“  The  Sioux,  who  numbered  about  200  lodges,  were  at  first  quite  excited, 
and  a  few  of  them  purposed  to  attack  the  fort.” 

Superintendent  Walkor  says,  in  his  report  of  1879  : 

“  In  February  last  I  received  intelligence  that  Chief  Beardy  of  Duck 
Lake  and  his  band  of  Indians  had  threatened  several  times  to  break  into 
Btobar,  Eden  &  Co.’s  store,  and  help  themselves  to  the  Indian  stores 
there.” 

Commissioner  Irvine,  in  his  report  for  1880,  says  : 
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“This  Indian  population,  too,  will,  irrespective  of  the  aid  received 
from  Government,  be  a  starving  race,  a  dangerous  class,  requiring  nerve 
as  well  as  care  in  handling.” 

This  report  was  made  in  1880.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  took  the  first  step  to  see  that  those  Indians  who 
were  said  to  be  in  a  starving  condition,  and  required  most 
careful  supervision  were  properly  looked  after.  Again, 
Superintendent  Walker  says,  speaking  of  the  Indians  at 
Battleford  and  the  Saskatchewan  : 

“This  district  embraces  a  vast  section  of  country,  which,  in  some 
places,  is  becoming  settled;  and  is  inhabited  by  say,  2,000  Indians  of 
different  tribes,  many  of  whom  have,  at  various  times,  given  much 
trouble  and  been  the  cause  of  great  anxiety.” 

And  again,  speaking  of  the  Sarcees,  he  says  : 

“During  the  past  month  some  difficulty  was  experienced  With  tlie 
Sarcee  Indians  at  Fort  Calgary.  It  appears  that  they  threatened  to  help 
themselves  to  Government  rations.” 

Superintendent  Winder,  in  his  report  for  1880,  eays  of  the 
Blackfeet : 

“About  the  middle  of  June,  Patterson,  the  man  in  charge  of  the 
Indians  at  Blackfeet  Crossing,  reported  to  Mr.  McLeod,  the  agent,  that 
he  was  having  considerable  difficuliy  with  them.” 

Commissioner  Irvine,  in  his  report  for  1881,  says : 

“  Considerable  difficulty  was  experienced  in  inducing  the  Indians  at 
Fort  Walsh  to  accept  their  treaty  survey.  They  conducted  themselves 
in  a  disorderly  manner.” 

Again,  in  1881,  he  says: 

“You  will  have  learnt  that  during  the  present  winter  considerable 
trouble  was  experienced  on  the  Blackfeet  reservation  at  the  Blackfeet 
Crossing.” 

Again,  in  1882,  he  says,  speaking  of  Wood  Mountain  Indian^ 
and  some  disputes  they  had  with  one  Legame  : 

“  During  the  night,  Mr.  Legarrie  heard  the  Indians  in  council  arran¬ 
ging  to  kill  him.  But  the  arrangements  were  changed  and  it  was  de¬ 
cided  to  allow  Legarrie  and  his  party  to  eat  once  more  before  killing 
them.  Legarrie  expected  every  moment  to  be  killed.  The  noise:  was 
fearful,  some  crying  for  the  scalps  of  the  whole  party,  others  only  wish- 
hing  to  kill  the  Teton  Sioux." 

Commissioner  Irvine,  in  his  report  for  1883,  says: 

“  In  the  month  of  July,  the  Indian  Agent  at  Edmonton  communicated 
with  the  officer  commanding  our  post  in  that  district,  informing  him  of 
the  exorbitant  demands  made  tby  the  Indians  in  a  most  overbearing 
manner.” 

Again,  in  1883,  the  same  commissioner  reports: 

“  Reports  had  reached  His  Honor  to  the  effect  that  the  Indians  on  the 
reserves  in  that  vicinity  (Fort  Pitt)  were  likely  to  give  serious  trouble.” 

Such  was  the  condition  of  the  Indians  in  the  North-West 
Territories  for  the  last  four  or  five  years— robbed,  swindled, 
half-starved,  frozen,  although  enough  money  had  been  voted 
by  Parliemet  to  keep  thorn  in  comparative  ease  and  com¬ 
fort,  had  the  supplies  only  honestly  reached  them.  I  say 
the  Indian  has  been  deprived  of  his  rights,  has  not  been 
properly  treated,  and  that  the  Government  is  responsible  for 
not  having  taken  steps  to  see  that  he  was  properly  treated. 
Under  these  circumstances  is  it  to  be  wondered  at  that 
tho  Indian  became  rebellious  ?  Another  ground  for  com¬ 
plaint  is  the  class  of  officials  sent  by  the  Government  to 
administer  the  affairs  of  this  country  in  the  North-Wost, 
Territories.  Until  the  advent  of  tho  present  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs,  there  wore  no  complaints  of  wrong-doing, 
of  cheating,  and  of  fraud ;  there  were  no  complaints  of 
middle  men  capturing  tho  supplies  voted  for  tho  Indian, 
before  they  reached  the  Indians.  The  supplies  voted  by 
Parliament,  I  believe,  honestly  reached  the  Indian,  and 
there  were  no  complaints.  But  there  is  a  different  story  to 
tell  now.  Tho  Indians  have  no  faith  in  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs ;  he  has  broken  faith  with  them  too  often. 
He  is  domineering,  arrogant,  tyrannical,  brusque  in  his  man¬ 
ner  towai’ds  them.  His  reputation  is  such  that  it  has  become 
proverbial  in  the  North-West  Territories,  where  ho  is  known 
among  tho  Indians  as  “  the  man  with  four  tongues,”  as 
“  the  old  to-morrow  of  the  North-West.”  His  unpopularity- 
can  be  easily  understood,  when  one  considers  his  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  Indians.  In  1882,  commissioner  had  a  con¬ 
ference  with  Pie-a-pot  and  his  band,  and  at  that  conference, 
an  extraordinary  state  of  affairs  was  exhibited,  in  so  far  as 
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the  commissioner  was  concerned.  I  have  clipped  from  a 
newspaper  an  account  of  the  meeting,  and  am  going  to 
trouble  the  House  with  it : 


“  In  the  summer  of  1882,  one  of  the  most  influential  and  powerful  of 
the  Cree  chiefs,  Pie-a-Pot  was  brought  with  his  band  at  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  expense  from  Cyprus  Mountain  to  Fort  Qu’Appelle  with  the 
expectation  that  he  would  go  upon  a  reserve  selected  for  him  in  that 
part  of  the  country,  as  it  was  thought  very  desirable  that  he  should  be 
removed  from  close  proximity  to  the  United  States  frontier.  Before 
going  upon  his  reserve  he  bethought  him  of  certain  promises  which  had 
been  made  to  him,  but  which  had  not  up  to  that  time  been  fulfilled,  and 
he  determined  to  have  an  interview  with  the  Lieutenant  Governor  be¬ 
fore  committing  himself  further.  There  were  many  white  men  present 
at  the  interview  which  grew  out  of  this  resolve  on  the  part  of  Pie-a-pot, 
and  all  mustihave  been  impressed  with  the  very  brusque  and  disrespect¬ 
ful  manner  in  which  the  great  chief  was  received  by  Her  Majesty’s 
representative.  Pie-a-pot  was  repeatedly  accused  of  lying,  and  that  in  a 
most  offensive  manner,  but  in  each  instance  the  weight  of  evidence  aj>’ 
peared  to  be  quite  as  much  in  his  favor  as  in  the  Lieutenant  Governor’s. 
At  length  the  chief  said,  “  I  was  promised  a  horse  and  buckboard,  and  I 
have  not  seen  them  yet.” 

“  Who  promised  you  that  ?”  brusquely  demanded  Mr.  Dewdney. 

“  The  man  who  is  speaking  to  me,”  replied  Pie-a-pot  sneeringly. 

“Not  quite  understanding  the  meaning  of  his  answer,  Mr,  Dewdney 
repeated  the  question,  upon  which  Pie-a-pot  answered  with  very  de¬ 
liberate  emphasis,  pointing  with  his  finger  as  he  spoke,  “  You  made  me 
that  promise,  and  there  is  your  own  interpreter  who  heard  you.” 

“The  interpreter,  on  being  referred  to,  confirmed  Pie-a-pot’s  statement, 
when  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  reddening,  as  well  he  might,  made  mat¬ 
ters  worse  by  saying  : 

“  Well,  if  I  made  you  that  promise,  it  was  on  condition  that  you  should 
do  something  for  me.” 

“  Yes,”,  answered  Pie-a-pot,  “it  was  on  condition  that  I  would  get 
Little  Pine  and  Luckv  Man  to  take  the  treaty,  and  perhaps  you  remem¬ 
ber  whether  they  did  or  not.” 

Now,  ibe  it  remembered  that  when  this  pitiable  exhibition  of  the 
veracity  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  was  being  made,  a  large  number  of 
the  Qu’Appelle  Indians  were  present,  and  it  may  well  he  guessed  that 
such  a  circumstance  did  not  go  far  toward  strengthening  their  respect 
for  the  Government  and  its  institutions. 

I  say  that  statement  is  absolutely  correct,  and  yet  this  man 
is  allowed  to  fill  the  position  of  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs.  Not  long  ago  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  unfitness  of  Mr.  Dewdeney  for  the  high  position 
he  holds,  I  was  told  by  the  First  Minister  that  he  was  a 
reader  of  character,  that  he  had  known  Mr.  Dewdney  for 
many  long  years  and  was  satisfied  that  he  had  the  right  man 
in  the  right  place.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  prepared  to 
take  the  advice  of  anybody,  but  was  determined  to  keep  Mr. 
Dewdney  in  the  position  he  now  occupies,  the  responsible 
duties  of  which  he  is  unfitted  to  exercise.  His  self-sei  king, 
his  brusque  and  uncourteous  manner,  his  business  trans¬ 
actions  and  relations  in  the  North-West— all  render  him  a 
man  exceedingly  dangerous  to  be  kept  in  such  an  important 
position  as  that  of  theLieutenant  Governor  of  the  North-West 
Territories  and  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs.  The 
Government  have  been  made  aware  of  this  over  and  over 
again  ;  the  press  published  in  the  interest  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  frequently  drawn  attention  to  it.  Let  me  read 
you  what  the  Winnipeg  Times,  the  favored  organ  of  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite,  on  the  5th  January,  1883,  said : 

“  But  the  dross  of  gold  is  not  Mr.  Dewdney’s  god.  He  is  eminently  a 
philanthropist.  His  delight  is  to  advance  the  interests  of  the  savage  and 
promote  the  welfare  of  the  more  wretched  white  man  under  his  sceptre. 
For  example,  when  Long  Lodge,  chief  of  the  Assiniboines,  who  were 
camping  last  summer  near  Indian  Head,  complained  that  the  contrac¬ 
tor's  bacon,  costing  the  Canadian  taxpayers  nineteen  cents  per  pound, 
was  not  suitable  to  the  Indian  .  palate,  the  Indians  feeding  always  on 
buffalo  meat;  when  Long  Lodge  offered  to  accept  half  a  pound  of  steer 
beef  costing  a  York  shilling  a  pound  dead  weight,  in  place  of  a  pound  of 
bacon  ^costing  nineteen  cents  ;  when  Long  Lodge  .said  the  bacon  was 
“  hurting  his  people  because  it  was  not  their  food”— Mr.  Dewdney  said 

“  the  Indians  should  eat  the  bacon  or  die,  and  he  d - d  to  them.”  This 

was  not  said  in  haste  but  at  his  honor’s  leisure.  He  did  not  say  it  because 
his  friend  the  contractor,  who  happened  to  be  in  a  land  syndicate  with 
him,  had  90,000  pounds  of  that  bacon  to  dispose  of,  but  because  he  wished 
to  indoctrinate  the  savage  with  the  tastes  of  the  avarage  white  man. 
Mr.  Dewdney,  let  Piapot  witness,  is  the  Indian’s  friend.  To  the  white 
man  also  he  sets  a  noble  example.  He  teaches  the  raw  settler  a  new 
code  of  morals.  He  shows  him  by  precept  and  example  that  in  these 
degenerated  days  it  is  not  necessary  for  a  man  holding  a  trust  not  to 
abuse  it.  He  illustrates  in  his  own  walk  and  life  the  modern  principle 
that  every  man  should  fight  for  his  own  wallet.  He  is,  in  this  great 
country,  the  most  signal  exemplar  of  the  science  of  how  to  get  along 
regardless  of  the  means  or  methods  of  locomotion.  Mr.  Dewdney,  there¬ 
fore,  deserves  well  at  our  hands  and  at  the  hands  of  the  Indians  of  these 
Territories.  It  would  hardly  be  appropriate  to  present  him  with  a  home¬ 
stead,  for  he  has  several,  also  pre-emptions  in  abundance.  Money  would 
also  be  out  of  place,  inasmuch  as  while  Sir  Leodard  has  a  surplus  and 
Sir  John  remains  in  power,  he  will  not  want.  Could  anything  be  more 
appropriate  than  to  present  him  with  a  petition  to  leave,  to  get  out,  to 
go  elsewhere  and  teach  other  Indians  and  other  white  men  the  ethics  of 
grab,  greed,  and  shamelessness  which  he  has  introduced  here  ?” 

This  is  an  article  from  the  press  supporting  hon.  gentlemen, 
and,  notwithstanding  this  warning,  and  in  defiance  of  the 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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protests  of  the  friends  of  the  Government,  this  man  has  been 
retained  in  his  place.  Notwithstanding  these  solemn  pro¬ 
tests,  these  warnings,  these  direct  and  specific  charges 
against  Governor  and  Indian  Commissioner  Dewdney,  he 
continues  in  ofiice.  The  consequences  have  been-serious  to 
the  country.  What  services  has  this  man  rendered  to  the 
Government  of  the  country  that  the  peace,  the  progress, 
the  prosperity  of  the  North-West,  and  the  lives  of  the 
white  settlers  in  the  North-West  should  be  jeorpardise  in 
order  that  Governor  Dewdney  might  fill  two  offices  and 
draw  two  salaries.  It  cannot  be  on  account  of  his 
courage,  because  everyone  who  knows  anything  about  the 
North-West  knows  that  it  has  passed  into  a  proverb  in  that 
country  that,  the  moment  there  is  anything  like  Indian 
discontent,  Governor  Dewdney  is  found  in  the  city  of  Win¬ 
nipeg.  Let  us  see  what  the  Minerve  says,  not  of  Governor 
Dewdney,  but  of  the  head  of  this  Department : 

“  If  their  grievances  have  not  been  redressed  before,  the  fault  lies 
with  the  Interior  Department.  *  *  The  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 

rior,  against  whom  they  rise,  Is,  to  speak  frankly,  the  cause  of  these  dis¬ 
turbances.  *  *  Let  the  Department  of  the  Interior  bear  the 

responsibility  of  its  own  actions.” 

La  Presse,  the  organ  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  dealing  with 
this  question  of  responsibility  for  the  rebellion  and  who 
ought  to  be  condemned,  convicted  and  executed,  declares 
that: 

“After  having  avenged  our  national  honor  and  restored  peace,  it  will 
remain  for  us  to  study  the  line  of  conduct  to  be  followed  to  prevent  a 
repetition  of  similar  catastrophes.  In  the  first  place  we  want  a  Minister 
of  the  Interior  with  sufficient  strength  to  fulfil  his  duties.” 

A  correspondent  of  the  Globe  of  the  13th  April,  1885,  writing 
from  the  scene  of  action,  says 

“  The  Indians  were  unfairly  treated,  and  beginning  to  murmur,  hut  he 
thought  his  personal  popularity  would  be  sufficient  10  protect  him.  While 
his  own  relations  with  Mr.  Dewdney  were  cordial  and  pleasant  he  was 
almost  alone  in  this  respect.  Mr.  Dewdney  was  altogether  too  high  and 
mighty  for  the  settler.  The  settler  had  no  grievances  which  he  (the 
Lieutenant  Governor)  need  trouble  himself  with,  and  so  there  was  no 
getting  near  the  seat  of  power.  Still,  all  these  disadvanl  ages  would  be 
remedied  in  time,  and  th  people  felt  If  they  were  only  permitted  to  live 
there  they  would  peis.vere  and  things  would  right  themselves  ulti¬ 
mately.” 

The  Winnipeg  Sun  says: 

“  The  following  resolution  was  put  before  a  meeting  held  at  Wolseley 
last  week,  called  to  form  a  home  guard.  It  was  moved  by  a  leading 
Conservative  :  ‘  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  meeting  that  it  is  now  time 
for  the  Government  to  take  decisive  action,  and  that  their  first  shall  be 
that  orders  be  issued  to  hang  Biel  to  the  first  tree  when  he  Is  caught,  but 
if  there  must  be  delay  that  it  shall  only  be  long  enough  to  capture 
L’ewdney,  and  hang  the  two  together.”  The  chairman  re5used  to  put  the 
motion,  but  as  it  was  seconded  he  wasforced  to  do  so,  and  it  was  carried.’ 

Mr.  John  Stinson  says : 

“  I  left  Qu’Appelle  in  December  last,  and  this  rebellion  was  quite  au 
expected  event  long  before  that  time.  Kiel  was  back  in  the  country  in 
July  last,  and  it  was  well  known  that  he  was  agitating  and  organising 
for  some  mischief  of  this  kind.  But  the  authorities  both  in  the  North- 
West  and  at  Ottawa  disregarded  all  warnings  and  made  no  effort  to  stop 
the  rebellion,  as  they  should  have  done,  belore  it  assumed  an  organised 
lorrn.  If  the  half-breeds  and  Indians  had  received  anything  like  just 
treatment  there  would  have  been  nothing  of  this  rebellion,  But  the 
powers  that  be  by  their  action  towards  those  people  invited  the  rebellion. 
Governor  Dewdney  made  promises  to  them  which  he  did  not  fulfill. 
This  Is  the  reason  that  the  Indians  call  Gcvernor  Dewdney  and  Sir  John 
‘  Old  To-morrow,’  the  Idea  being  that  they  never  do  anything  they  pro¬ 
mise.  They  tooke  more  stock  of  truth  than  oi  any  other  virtue,  hence 
to  make  them  a  promise  and  then  break  it  wrecks  their  confidence.  All 
the  Indians  and  half-breeds  and  most  of  the  whites  dislike  Governor 
Dewdney,  and  harmony  cannot  be  attained  without  his  removal.” 

Now  I  have  shown  you, I  think, very  clearly  from  public  docu¬ 
ments  and  other  sources  that  the  Indians  of  the  North-West 
Territories  have  been  badly  treated.  1  have  shown  that, 
by  reason  of  that  treatment,  they  became  dissatisfied,  dis¬ 
contented  and  rebellious.  I  now  propose  for  a  few  minutes 
to  deal  with  another  question.  I  say  that  it  does  not  lie  in 
the  mouth  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  say  that  this 
outbreak  in  the  North-West  Territory  was  unexpected,  that 
it  was  without  cause,  that  it  was  without  warning,  that  it 
was  an  outbreak  of  which  hon.  gentleman  had  no  notice,  an 
outbreak  wholly  unpremeditated.  I  have  shown  you  that 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  the  half-breeds  of  the 
North-West  Territories  and  the  Indians  were  grave  and 
serious,  they  were  Of  the  first  possible  consequence  to  the 
parties  interested,  their  prompt  settlement  was  of  the 
first  possible  consequence  to  the  peace,  good  order,  pro- 
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gress  and  prosperity  of  that  country.  Those  grievances 
were  drawn  to  the  attention  of  this  Government  over  and 
over  again.  In  every  way  known  to  the  people  of  any 
country,  by  petitions,  by  memorials,  by  remonstraces, 
by  delegations,  by  resolutions  passed  at  public 
meetings  eonvened  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
these  grievances  ;  and  they  were  unheeded.  What  was  the 
result?  Those  complaints,  those  grievances  grappled  with 
and  settled  ?  No,  Sir,  they  were  treated  with  indifference 
and  contempt.  Hon.  gentlemen  never  moved,  never  took 
the  first  step,  never  paused  to  consider  the  dangerous  con¬ 
dition  in  which  the  country  was  then  placed,  and  so  these 
unreasonable,  these  injustifiable  delays  ended  in  bloodshed 
and  loss  of  human  life,  neither  of  which  would  have  hap¬ 
pened  had  hon.  gentleman  been  alive  to  the  gravity  of  the 
situation,  neither  of  which  would  have  happened  if  hon. 
gentlemen  had  only  paused  to  consider  the  brink  upon 
which  they  were  standing.  The  First  Minister  of  this 
Dominion  knew,  or  ought  to  have  known,  the  temper,  the 
peculiarities  of  the  French  half-breeds  ;  the  First  Minister 
ought  to  have  known  the  danger  of  trifling  with  the 
grievances  of  that  element  in  our  population  ;  and  the 
First  Minister,  knowing  all  this,  recklessly,  indifferently, 
and  carelessly  abstained  from  this  investigation  ;  and,  if 
life  has  been  lost  and  blood  has  been  shed,  upon  the 
shoulders  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  must  rest  tho  respon¬ 
sibility. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Hon.  gentlemen  howl  and  express  their 
disapproval.  We  know  that  in  ancient  times  when  an  ancient 
city  was  being  reduced  to  ashes,  the  ruler  of  the  country 
danced  and  fiddled.  We  know  that  on  more  than  one 
occasion  when  the  great  interests  of  this  country  were  being 
imperilled  and  voted  away,  they  were  imperilled  and  voted 
away  amid  the  cheers  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  And 
now,  Sir,  when  we  point  out  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  responsible  for  the  terrible  consequonces  that  have  suc¬ 
ceeded  their  misconduct,  they  howl  and  cheer  again.  I 
propose  to  point  out  as  shortly  as  I  can,  and  chronologically, 
that  this  Government  was  thoroughly  aware  of  the  difficul¬ 
ties  in  the  North-West  Territories.  In  1878,  122  half-breeds 
petitioned  the  North-West  Council  for  a  fair  consideration 
of  their  grievances.  They  pointed  out,  among  other  things, 
that  owing  to  the  disappearance  of  the  buffalo  they  had  no 
means  of  subsistence,  except  a  resort  to  tilling  the  soil. 
They  pointed  out  that  many  of  them  were  absent  on  the 
plains  when  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  were  settled  with, 
and  that  therefore  they  obtained  no  scrip  entitling  them 
to  land ;  and  praying  for  a  redress  of  the  wrongs  com¬ 
plained  of.  On  the  20th  September,  1878,  this  petition 
was  sent  by  Governor  Laird  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
Oj  the  20th  November,  the  Deputy  Minister  of  the  Interior 
acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  document.  In  1878  the 
half-breeds  of  St.  Albert  petitioned  the  Government  for  a 
survey  of  their  lands  according  to  their  old  holdings.  I  am 
not  giving  you  the  words  of  the  petition,  Mr.  Speaker ;  I 
only  give  you  the  substance  of  these  documents.  On  the 
10th  April,  1878,  this  petition  was  transmitted  to  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  Jin  the  same  year  the  half-breeds  of 
St.  Laurent  petitioned  the  Government  to  the  same  effect. 
On  the  10th  May,  Mr.  Mills,  then  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  petitions,  and  said  they 
would  receive  consideration.  Mr.  Mills  having  resigned 
his  office  shortly  after-wards,  they  could  receive,  of  course, 
no  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  then  Government. 
Upon  the  2nd  August,  1879,  Mr.  Ryan  published  a  letter  in  a 
Winnopeg  paper,  pointing  out  clearly  the  grievances  com¬ 
plained  of  by  the  half-breeds.  On  tho  10th  March,  1880, 
tho  Saskatchewan  Herald  pointed  out  to  tho  Government 
the  complaints  made  and  the  grievances  complained  of. 
On  tho  28th  of  February,  1880,  tho  Saskatchewan  Herald 


published  another  article  on  the  same  subject.  In  the 
summer  Of  1881,  the  half-breeds  of  Qu’Appelle  petitioned 
the  Government  that  they  should  be  treated  in  the  same 
way  as  those  of  Manitoba  had  been.  On  the  20th  Septem¬ 
ber,  Mr.  Russell,  Acting  Surveyor  General,  acknowledged 
the  receipt  of  that  petition.  In  1883,  a  delegation  of  half- 
breeds  came  all  the  way  from  the  Saskatchewan  Yalley  to 
visit  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  present  their  grievances  and 
ask  for  redress  at  the  hands  of  this  Government.  When 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  complaints  of  the  settlers  in  the 
North-West  Territories  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher 
(Mr.  Royal)  said : 

“  We  must  remember  that  In  1870  nearly  all  the  troubles  that  arose  in 
the  Red  River  settlement  were  due  to  the  instructions  or  want  of  instruc¬ 
tions  given  to  surveyors  who  went  out  to  survey  the  country,  without 
taking  into  consideration  that  that  oountry  had  been  settled  some  five 
or  six  years  before.  Of  course  the  population  then  became  naturally 
suspicious  as  to  what  was  taking  place,  and  about  the  transfers  of  their 
lands,  as  well  as  the  whole  territory,  to  the  Dominion  Government  with¬ 
out  their  being  consulted.  They  naturally  became  excited  over  this 
bargain  and  stopped  the  surveyors.  It  is  but  natural  that  these  half- 
breeds  of  the  same  stock,  and  sometimes  of-'the  same  parentage,  in  the 
North-West,  may  have  been  a  little  suspicious  about  what  was  taking 
place  during  last  summer  in  the  Dominion  surveys.  But  history  is 
always  of  great  assistance  to  Government,  and  in  this  case,  I  am  happy 
to  say,  that  the  rights  of  these  pioneers  who  have  kept  the  country  to 
Canada  are  being  fully  recognised  by  the  Dominion  Government.” 

Sir,  for  two  years  the  Government  of  this  Dominion  did 
nothing  to  settle  these  claims.  In  June,  1884,  Riel’s  letter 
acceding  to  tho  request  of  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  to 
place  himself  once  more  at  their  head,  was  published  in  a 
Winnipeg  paper.  In  July,  1884,  Mr.  Isbister,  a  prominent 
and  intelligent  half-breed,  published  a  letter,  I  think,  in  the 
Winnipeg  Sun,  pointing  out  the  grievances  of  the  half- 
breeds.  On  the  12th  June,  1884,  tho  Saskatchewan  Herald 
pointedly  drew  tho  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  fact 
that  Riel  was  again  among  the  half-breeds  of  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan  valley,  and  that  there  were  breakers  ahead.  On  the 
9th  August,  1884,  the  Saskatchewan  Herald  again  discussed 
the  claims  of  tho  half-breeds  and  the  presence  of  Riel,  and 
warned  the  Government  of  impending  dangers.  On  tho 
22nd  July,  1884,  the  Qu’Appelle  Vidette  pointed  out  that 
Riel  was  then  among  the  half-breeds  and  that  they  would 
undoubtedly  resort  to  arms  unless  their  wrongs  were 
promptly  righted.  On  the  2nd  June,  1885,  Sir  Alexander 
Campbell,  in  the  Senate,  admitted  that  between  the  1st  of 
January,  1879,  and  the  1st  of  March,  1885,  Archbishop 
Tache,  Bishop  Grandin,  and  others  in  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritory,  were  in  communication  with  the  Government  on  the 
subject  of  these  half-breed  claims.  On  the  8th  July,  1884, 
Captain  Crozier  telegraphed  to  the  Controller  of  tho 
Mounted  Police  at  Ottawa,  that  Riel  had  arrived  and  was 
the  leader  of  the  half-breeds.  On  the  27th  of  July,  1884, 
Superintendent  Crozier  wrote  to  Colonel  Irvine,  who  on  tho 
2nd  of  August,  1884,  sent  this  letter  to  the  controller  at 
Ottawa : 

“  I.  That  meetings  held  by  Riel  at  Battleford  and  Duck  Lake,  at  which 
half-breeds  and  Indians  were  present, 

“  2.  That  Riel  told  the  Indians  that  j  they  had  rights  as  well  as  half- 
breeds. 

'•  3.  That  the  Indians  sympathised  with  half-breeds. 

“  4  That  precautionary  measures  should  be  taisen  by  the  Government 
as  the  Indians  sympathised  with  the  half-breeds,  as  was  to  be  expected 
from  their  blood  relationship. 

“  \  That  such  precautionary  measures  should  be  such  as  would  prevent 
these  turbulent  spirits  from  carrying  their  schemes  to  an  extreme,  but 
prevent  both  the  Indians  and  half-breeds  even  making  an  attempt  to 
resist  authority  or  organise  for  illegal  purposes. 

”6.  That  Big  Bear  and  his  followers  would  have  remained  on  his  reserve 
but  for  Riel.” 

On  the  9th  August,  1884,  Crozier  again  wrote  to  the  Con¬ 
troller  that  the  Indians  were  in  an  uncertain  condition,  and 
this  letter,  on  21st  August,  was  transmitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  at  Ottawa.  On  the  14th  August,  1884.  Crozies  again 
writes : 

“  But  there  are  a  great  many  people  through  the  country  who  have 
what  they  call  grievances,  and  seem  to  agree  with  Riel.” 

On  the  3rd  July,  1884,  the  Winnipeg  Sun  pointed  out  to 
the  Government  that  tho  Indians  wore  becoming  restless 
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and  turbulent.  On  the  21st,  23rd  and  24th  June,  1884; 
and  on  the  22nd  and  28th  July,  1884,  the  Times  dis¬ 
cussed  fully  the  condition  of  the  Indians  and  pointed  out 
their  restless  and  discontented  condition,  and  that  danger 
might  be  apprehended.  On  the  2nd  August,  1884,  the 
Edmonton  Bulletin  also  drew  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  condition  of  the  Indians.  On  the  4th  August, 
1884,  the  Times  declared  that  the  half-breeds  complained 
and  not  without  cause.  In  September,  1884,  the  Bill 
of  Eights  embracing  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds,  was 
adopted  at  a  public  meeting  of  the  half-breeds  held  at 
St.  Laurent,  and  was  transmitted  to  the  Government.  On 
the  21st  of  August,  1884,  Sergeant  Brooks  writes  to  the 
officer  commanding  the  North-West  Mounted  Police  at 
Battleford : 

“  That  Riel  and  Big  Bear  held  a  conference  at  Prince  Albert  a  fSw  days 
before  this.” 

His  letter  was  duly  transmitted  to  Ottawa.  On  the  17th 
September,  1884,  Sergt.  Keenan  wrote  to  the  officer  com¬ 
manding  the  North-West  Mounted  Police  at  Battleford  : 

“  1.  That  on  the  5th  September,  1884,  a  meeting  of  half-breeds  was  held 
at  St.  Laurent. 

“  2.  That  all  the  half-breeds  In  the  surrounding  settlement  were  there  ; 

“  3.  That  the  meeting  was  called  to  carry  on  the  work  and  condemn 
the  Government ; 

“4.  That  Riel  told  him  that  the  Ottawa  Government  had  offered  him 
seat  in  the  North  West  Council  or  in  the  Dominion  Senate.” 

On  the  2nd  October,  1884,  this  letter  was  transmitted  by 
Captain  Crozier  to  the  controller  of  the  police  force  at 
Ottawa.  On  the  26th  September,  1884,  Sergeant  Keenan 
wrote  to  Captain  Crozier  at  Battleford  : 

“  1.  That  Riel  was  holding  frequent  meetings  among  the  half-breeds  j 
‘•2.  'J  hat  at  these  meetings  Riel’s  utterances  were  careful  and  cautious  > 

“  3.  That  at  the  private  meetings  of  his  committees  very  different 
language  wasused  and  different  measures  advocated  ; 

“  4.  That  Charles  Nolin,  one  of  Riel’s  councillors,  proposed  that  the 
half-bre<  ds  should  make  certain  demands  on  the  Government  and  that 
if  these  demands  were  not  complied  with  they  would  take  up  arms  at 
onoe,  and  kill  every  white  man  they  could  find  and  incite  the  Indians 
to  do  the  same.” 

On  the  30th  October,  1884,  Captain  Crozier  wrote  to  the 
officer  commanding  the  North-West  Mounted  Police  at 
Eegina  : 

11  That  Riel  was  drilling  his  men  at  St.  Laurent  and  that  a  large  meet¬ 
ing  was  held  there  at  midnight  on  the  12th  October,  1884. 

This  was  sent  to  the  Government  at  Ottawa.  On  the  31st 
December,  1884,  Inspector  Howe  wrote  to  Captain  Crozier : 

“  On  the  9th  December,  1884,  there  was  a  large  meeting  of  the  half- 
breeds  held  at  St.  Laurent  for  the  purpose  of  again  talking  over  the  Bill 
of  rights  ;  that  Riel  proposed  to  McDowall,  a  member  of  the  North-West 
Council,  that  he  would  leave  the  country  ir  he  got  $5,000.” 

This  letter  was  transmitted  to  the  Government  at  Ottawa. 
On  the  2nd  December,  1884,  Superintendent  Gagnon  wrote 
to  Crozier : 

“  That  in  the  month  of  November,  1884,  several  meetings  of  half-breeds 
were  held  at  St.  Laurent  and  Batoche,  at  which  petitions  were  prepared 
and  signed  by  the  half-breeds  and  sent  to  Ottawa,  insisting  on  their  Bill 
of  rights.” 

On  the  10th  March,  1885,  a  telegram  was  sent  from  the 
police  force  at  Eegina  to  the  Controller  at  Ottawa  : 

“  Half-breeds  excited.  Move  about  more  than  usual.  Preparing  arms. 
Do  not  know  cause  or  object  of  these  preparations.” 

On  the  11th  March,  1885,  Crozier  telegraphs: 

“  Half-breeds  greatly  excited.  Reported  that  they  threaten  attack  on 
Carlton  before  16th.  Half-breeds  to  take  freight  or  employment  from 
the  Government.  Will  stop  all  freight  coming  into  the  country  after 
16th  of  this  month.  Getting  arms  ready.  Leader  will  not  allow  people 
to  leave  home,  as  they  may  be  required.” 

In  the  Mounted  Police  reports  brought  down  on  23rd  June, 
1885,  Col.  Irvine  reports  that  the  Blackfeet,  Pi  a-Pot’s  Band, 
the  Man-that-took-the-Coat’s  Band  and  Dry  Lodges  Band, 
were  turbulent  and  hard  to  manage.  That  the  Indians 
broke  into  the  supply  store ;  that  20  Mounted  Police  went 
to  arrest  the  offenders  ;  that  they  could  not  do  it ;  that  Pi-a- 
Pct’s  and  other  bands  had  to  be  overcome,  and  only  succeed¬ 
ed  in  doing  it  with  57  Mounted  Police  and  a  7-pounder. 
That  horses  were  stolen  and  men  killed,  and  that  several  of 
the  bands  were  on  the  war-path.  The  reports  of  Depait- 
ment  of  Indian  Affairs  and  Mounted  Police  from  1879  to 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


1885  are  teeming  with  these  uninvestigated  grievances,  these 
unredressed  wrongs,  the  complaints  of  the  half-breeds  and 
Indians,  the  uneasy,  dissatisfied  condition  of  half-breeds  and 
Indians,  their  threatening  and  dangerous  attitude.  And 
yet  we  are  told  that  there  were  no  grievances  uninvestiga¬ 
ted,  no  wrongs  unredressed,  no  complaints  and  no 
causes  of  complaints,  that  the  settlers,  the  half- 
breeds  and  the  Indians  were  satisfied.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  abundant  notice  of  the  grievances  of 
the  half-breeds  in  the  North-West.  They  had  abundant 
notice  of  the  complaints  and  grievances  of  white  settlers  in 
the  North-West.  Those  notices  were  sent  to  them  over 
and  over  again.  They  were  repeated  month  after  month, 
and  year  after  year,  as  is  manifested  from  the  papers  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Parliament,  to  which  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  has  referred.  I  will  not,  therefore,  repeat  them, 
but  I  will  only  say  this,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  on 
more  than  one  occasion  drawn  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  unsatisfactory  condition  of  affairs  in  the  North- 
West.  I  have  pointed  out  over  and  over  again  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  their  policy  of  procrastination,  of  delay,  of 
not  promptly  dealing  with  wrongs  complained  of  would  be 
fatal  to  the  peace,  progress  and  prosperity  of  the  North- 
West  and  would  ultimately  end  in  bloodshed.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  appeared  to  be  wholly  indifferent.  In  order  to  remedy 
some  of  the  grievances,  I  introduced  a  Bill  in  this  House 
giving  settlers  in  the  North-West  Territories  representation 
in  the  Parliament  of  Canada  ;  and  I  failed  in  that  respect. 
I  say  again,  that  the  papers  submitted  to  Parliament  con¬ 
tain  the  clearest  possible  indications  of  the  discontent 
existing  in  the  No^th-West.  I  propose  to  give  one  or  two 
short  extracts  from  newspapers  to  indicate  this  condition  of 
affairs.  The  Saskatchewan  Herald  on  October  31st  says 

“  That  Little  Poplar  came  from  the  South  (i.  e.  the  United  States)  in 
the  hope  being  able  to  stir  up  trouble.” 

The  Mail,  editorially  says  : 

“  That  dissatisfaction  has  existed  among  the  half-breeds  in  the  Sas¬ 
katchewan  country  for  years  past  is  undeniable.  They  complain,  as  we 
have  before  explained,  that  while  the  Metis  of  Manitoba  were  given 
grants  of  240  acres  under  the  Act  of  1870,  their  claims  have  been  ingnored; 
and  they  say,  with  equal  truth,  t  hat  the  Government  should  at  least 
give  them  free  patents  lor  the  farms  which  they  have  been  cultivating, 
and  compensation  for  disturbance  in  cases  where  the  Dominion  sur¬ 
veyors  may  find  it  necessary  to  rearrange  the  shape  of  their  holdings, 
the  old  French  form  of  delimitation  being  at  variance  with  the  modern 
system.  These  claims  the  Interior  Department  Is  trying  to  adjust,  but  it 
takes  time  to  deal  with  questions  affecting  the  rights  of  property.” 

The  Saskatchewan  Herald,  on  the  12tk  July  last,  tolls  of  the 
quiet  and  secret  meetings  progressing  amongst  the  half- 
breeds  at  Duck  lake,  consequent  upon  the  arrival  of  Louis 
Eiel  there,  it  says  : 

“  But  should  Mr.  Riel  desire  to  establish  a  government  on  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan, he  will  find  many  of  his  former  followers  in  his  immediate  neigh¬ 
borhood,  and  no  doubt  his  former  secretary,  Louis  Schmidt,  will  cheer¬ 
fully  resign  the  position  he  now  occupies  as  assistant  Dominion  lands 
agent  at  Prince  Arthur,  to  give  his  services  to  the  country  and  his  old 
master. 

On  January  22nd,  the  Qu’Appelle  Vidette  editorially  made 
this  alarming  announcement : 

“  We  are  informed  that  Louis  Riel  and  others  are  engaged  in  drafting 
a  petition  to  the  Dominion  Governmenf  demanding  certain  concessions 
which  they  say  have  been  promised  to  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West 
Territories,  and  it  is  the  expressed  intention  of  the  half-breeds  of  the 
Saskatchewan  district  that  if  these  concessions  are  not  granted,  which 
are  asked  for  to  resort  to  arms  to  Oorce  a  compliance  with  their  demands, 
Mr.  Vankoughnet’s  statement  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

A  special  correspondent  of  the  Mail,  writing  from  Fort 
Qu’Appelle  said : 

“  The  people  of  Eastern  Canada  must  by  this  time  have  a  tolerably 
good  idea  oi  the  nature  of  the  half-breed  grievances.  The  grievances  of 
the  whites  have  been  submitted  in  the  form  of  resolutions  to  the  North- 
West  Council,  and  debated  by  that  body ;  and  have  been  laid  before  the 
Ottawa  authorities  so  often,  and  with  such  urgency,  that  the  Interior 
Department  must  by  this  time  be  quite  familiar  with  them.” 

Of  the  complaints  of  whites  and  half-breeds,  be  wrote  : — 

11  By  far  the  most  serious  complaint,  however,  Is  based  upon  the  idea 
that  in  some  way  or  other  ths  settler  ‘  has  no  show  ’  with  outsiders,  who 
obtain  possession  of  lands  whice  he,  as  a  squatter,  has  improved  and 
built  upon.  This,  I  take  it,  Is  the  core  of  all  the  discontent  and  disaffec¬ 
tion  among  whites  and  half-breeds  alike." 

The  Winnipeg  Times  said : 
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“  The  rebellion  of  1869-70  -was  not  without  its  lessons  for  Riel,  and  he  has 
closely  observed  them.  He  saw  more  plainly  after  It  was  over  than  before 
tvhat  a  desperate  and  determined  leader  could  do,  backed  by  a  force  of 
wary  and  devoted  half-breeds,  inured  to  hardships  and  familiar  with 
the  country.  Before  he  made  up  his  mind  to  raise  the  standard  of  a  sec¬ 
ond  insurrection  he  no  doubt  took  stock  of  all  the  chances  and  prepared 
to  meet  them.  We  do  not  believe  that  he  ventured  on  an  open  revolt  so 
far  in  the  interior  as  Carlton  without  having  the  most  reliable  assur¬ 
ances  of  support  from  a  number  of  the  Indian  chiefs,  whose  minds  he 
had  been  poisoning  for  months  without  the  least  Interference.” 

The  Mail  correspondent,  writing  from  Batoche,  says : 

“  Without  doubt  it  is  necessary  to  assert  authority,  but  as  It  Is  authority 
which  is  to  blame,  its  duty  is  to  assert  itself  in  such  a  manner  as  to  prove 
that  it  is  able  at  least  to  recognise  its  wrongs.” 

I  gay  again  it  is  abundantly  clear  from  the  evidence 
submitted  by  the  member  for  West  Durham  and  the 
member  for  Quebec  Bast  and  myself  that  the  half- 
breeds  had  grounds  for  complaint,  that  the  white 
settlers  had  grievances  that  they  could  not  get 
redressed.  I  say  that  the  Indians  were  robbed,  cheated, 
swindled,  and  that  the  solemn  promises  made  by  the 
Government  to  the  Indians  wore  violated.  I  say  that  the 
Government  had  abundant  evidence  of  all  this.  I  say  that 
with  all  these  facts  before  the  Government,  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  carelessly  and  negligently  and  with  criminal 
apathy  delayed  the  investigation  of  those  grievances ;  he 
refused  even  to  consider  then  until  after  the  rebellion  broke 
out.  I  say,  this  being  the  case,  how  does  this  incompetent, 
incapable,  imbecile  Government  hope  to  escape  the  punish¬ 
ment  that  should  follow  wrongdoing ;  how  does  this  Govern¬ 
ment  expect  to  escape  the  indignation  of  a  justly  aroused 
and  insensed  people  ?  By  concealing  from  this  Parliament 
and  people  of  Canada  as  the  First  Minister  has  done,  a  mass  of 
the  evidence  in  his  possession,  and  on  which  the  people  could 
foim  a  clearer  judgment  as  to  the  responsibility  of  Ministers? 
No ;  they  cannot  so  escape.  There  is  more  than  enough  of 
convincing  evidence  of  criminal  neglect  now  before  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  condemn  a  dozen  Administrations.  Do  they  hope 
to  escape  by  distorting  the  evidence  and  misrepresenting 
the  facts,  and  by  doing  as  the  Secretary  of  State  has  done, 
denying  that  the  half-breeds  ever  petitioned  or  memorialised 
the  Government  for  a  redress  of  their  wrongs ;  and  by  doing, 
as  the  Montreal  Gazette,  the  organ  of  the  Government,  has 
done,  declaring  that : 

“  There  has  been  no  neglect.  Nearly  every  claim  has  been  passed  upon 
and  adjusted  long  since ;  those  upon  which  the  pretext  of  the  rebellion  Is 
based  are  not  to  be  entertained  for  a  moment.” 

or  by  doiDg  as  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  in  his  place  in 
the  Senate,  has  done,  by  declaring  that : 

“  The  half-breeds  had  no  g»evance  whatever  in  relation  to  their  lands, 
or  to  any  other  matter.  No  half-breeds  was  ever  disturbed  or  threatened 
with  disturbance  in  the  occupation  of  his  land,  Not  in  one  solitary 
case.  No  half-breed  delegation  eame  to  Ottawa  to  complain  of  ill-treat¬ 
ment  or  disturbance  in  relation  to  their  lands,  no  complaint  on  behalf 
of  the  half-breeds  was  ever  made  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  no  grie¬ 
vance  existed,  and  that  will  be  made  manifest  when  the  papers  are 
brought  down.” 

“  Until  Riel  arrived  in  this  country  there  was  no  disturbance,  no  threat 
ened  disturbance.  Riel  is  an  incendiary,  and  he  bad  great  influence 
with  the  half-breeds.  From  the  moment  he  arrived  in  this  country  he 
was  endeavoring,  no  doubt,  to  excite  them  to  discontent,  but  there 
was  not  the  slightest  apprehension  of  that  discontent  taking  any  form 
more  serious  than  words  until  the  outbreak  actually  took  plaoe.” 

I  say  this  Government  cannot  so  escape  the  responsibi¬ 
lity  for  their  misconduct.  The  evidence  is  too  strong,  the 
guilt  too  clear,  to  permit  of  escape.  Their  own  conduct, 
their  own  dealing  with  this  whole  question  in  recent 
months,  is  the  cleai'est  possible  evidence  of  their  criminal 
neglect  to  discharge  the  most  important  duties  that  could 
devolve  on  any  Government.  What  did  they  do  ?  They 
issued  a  commission  to  investigate  these  old  grievances, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Minister  of  the  Intorior,  and 
the  Montreal  Gazette  never  heard  of.  The  returns  laid  before 
Parliament  show  that  on  the  26th  of  January  last  Sir  D. 
Macpherson  reported  to  the  Governor  in  Council  that  mea¬ 
sures  be  taken  to  settle  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds ;  that 
on  the  28th  an  Order  in  Council,  such  as  he  asked  for,  was 
passed,  and  that  proceeding  deliberately  he  telegraphed  to 
Mr.  Dewdney  on  February  4th  : 

“The  Government  has  decided  to  investigate  the  claims  of  the  half- 
breeds,  and  with  that  view  has  directed  an  enumeration  of  those  who 


did  not  participate  in  the  grant  under  the  Manitoba  Act,  No  represen¬ 
tations  received  recently.” 

But  his  colleague,  tho  Minister  of  Justice,  when  asked  if 
any  complaints  had  been  presented  from  the  half-breeds 
on  the  2nd  of  June  last,  stated  : 

“  Considering  the  gravity  of  the  qestion,  the  House  should  not  be  sur¬ 
prised  if  he  confined  himself  strictly  to  answering  the  question.  The 
Government  had  received  between  the  1st  of  January,  1879,  and  the  1st  of 
March,  1885,  from  various  persons  taking  special  interest  in  the  North- 
West,  and  among  others,  Monseigneur  Grandin,  Bishop  of  St.  Albert,  and 
Monseigneur  1'ache,  written  representations  respecting  the  position  of 
the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West,  and  the  best  way  of  ameliorating  it. 
There  was  no  record  of  any  written  representations  from  Mr.  Royal,  and 
no  records  of  verbal  representations  existed.  ” 

I  say  therefore,  that  the  First  Minister  and  his  colleagues 
cannot  so  escape  their  personal  responsibility,  for  their 
negligence  and  carelessness  in  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  the  North-West.  The  Mail  newspaper  suggests 
another  mode  by  which  these  hon.  gentlemen  can  escape 
the  responsibility  that  properly  rests  on  their  shoulders. 
The  Mail  says  that  delay  was  a  sound  policy  ;  that  time 
solves  all  difficulties,  and  that  the  First  Minister  was 
justified  in  not  investigating  these  claims  because  time 
might  help  him.  That  policy — the  policy  of  delay, 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  lived  on  for  the  last  25  years. 
It  is  a  policy  which  has  cost  this  country  millions  of  money, 
a  policy  which  has  provoked  two  rebellions,  a  policy  which 
has  cost  this  country  almost  oceans  of  human  blood  and 
many  human  lives.  The  Mail  says  : 

“  There  is  such  a  thing  as  too  much  haste.  Sir  John  Macdonald  is  right 
enough  in  his  alleged  belief  that  time  settles  a  good  many  problems 
which  men  only  muddle  bv  rash  action,  ft  is  possible  to  err  in  this 
direction,  we  may  admit ;  but  it  is  certain  that  undue  hase  in  the  North- 
West  might  have  been  disastrous.  Delay  has  weakened  Riel  and  strength¬ 
ened  General  Middleton.  Delay  has  enabled  the  officials  to  bring  pres¬ 
sure  to  bear  on  the  Indians.” 

Yes  Sir,  delay  accomplishes  many  things  ;  delay  caused 
the  rebellion  ;  delay  left  the  settlers  unprotected,  when  the 
rebellion  did  break  out ;  delay  induced  the  half-breeds  to 
fight  at  Duck  Lake  ;  delay  gave  opportunity  to  raise  the 
Indians,  excited  by  the  news  of  the  Duck  Lake  victory  ; 
delay  caused  the  massacre  at  Frog  Lake  ;  delay  caused 
all  the  sufferings  and  losses  at  Battleford  and  Fort  Pitt ; 
delay  give  an  opportunity  for  the  destruction  of  hundreds 
of  homesteads,  of  much  property,  and  of  many  valuable 
lives  ;  delay  caused  the  battle  at  Fish  Creek  ;  delay  caused 
the  battle  of  Batoche  ;  delay  caused  many  Canadian  homes 
to  mourn  ;  delay  has  caused  the  shedding  of  blood  ;  delay 
has  caused  the  loss  of  many  human  lives  ;  delay  has  scat¬ 
tered  desolation,  ruin,  death,  among  the  peaceful  homes  of 
the  half-breeds  of  the  West,  and  this  delay  is  justified 
by  the  Government  and  its  organs.  Now,  Sir,  thero 
is  still  another  proof,  if  that  were  wanting, 

of  the  guilt  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  of 
their  gross  misconduct  and  their  criminal  neglect 
in  dealing  with  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds.  After  life 
was  lost,  after  blood  was  spilt,  after  ruin  was  scattered 
abroad,  this  Government  settled  very  nearly,  if  not  alto¬ 
gether,  400  of  these  identical  grievances  of  these  identical 
half  breeds,  which  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Minister  of 
Interior,  the  Mail  and  the  Gazette  never  hoard  of  ;  400  of 
these  grievances  have,  since  the  half-breeds  took  up  arms 
to  redress  their  wrongs,  been  recognised  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  This  fact  alone  is  enough  to  stamp  this  Adminis¬ 
tration  as  the  most  incompetent,  the  most  reckless,  tho 
most  imbecile,  and  the  most  criminal  Administration  that 
ever  the  country  was  cursed  with.  What  have  you  gontle- 
men  on  the  Treasury  benches  done  south  of  Clarke’s  Cross¬ 
ing  ?  You  have,  after  life  was  lost  and  blood  was  spilt, 
after  ruin,  desolation  and  death  to  tho  half-breeds  followed 
your  tracks — you  have  recognised  these  claims,  you  have 
righted  these  wrongs,  redressed  these  grievances  which  exist¬ 
ed  for  years,  and  yielded  to  the  half-breeds  more  than  tho  half- 
breeds  ever  demanded.  North  of  Clarke’s  Crossing  what  have 
you  done  ?  you  have  recognised  tho  same  identical  claims, 
righted  the  same  identical  wrongs,  and  redressed  tho  same 
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identical  grievances  of  the  same  identical  classes  of  half- 
breeds  by  powder  and  shot,  by  the  rattle  of  your  Snyders 
and  the  thunder  of  your  artillery,  and  as  a  Tory  paper  said  : 
by  mowing  down  these  half-breeds  with  your  Gatling  gun, 
commanded  by  an  American  officer,  as  grass  falls  before 
the  scythe  of  the  mower.  What  did  the  Mail  newspaper 
say  speaking  of  the  family  of  one  of  these  half-breeds  ?  : 

“  The  writer  states  that  Joseph  Tourand  moved  three  years  ago  with 
his  wife  and  eight  children  from  the  parish  of  St.  Francois  Xavier  to  Fish 
Creek,  where  he  built  a  heautitnl  residence,  and  where  he  resided  until 
the  beginning  of  last  year,  when  his  death  occurred.  One  of  his  sons  fol¬ 
lowed  him  shortly  afterwards  to  the  tomb,  leaving  Madame  Tourand  with 
a  family  composed  of  five  boys  and  two  girls,  aged  respectively  18  and  20 
years.  When  General  Middleton’s  army  arrived  the  house  was  attacked 
with  cannon,  and  the  Tourand  brothers,  in  the  hope  of  saving  their  pro¬ 
perty,  joined  the  little  band  of  insurgents  commanded  by  humont,  and 
touzht  as  best  they  coul  i  during  this  time.  The  two  young  girls,  fearing 
for  their  lives,  and  yielding  only  to  their  fright,  escaped  with  one  Miss 
Gervais,  carrying  in  their  arms  two  young  children,  almost  without 
clothing.  They  gained  the  woods  and  disappeared,  to  be  found  no  more. 
Without  doubt,  they  perished  with  cold  and  hunger.  After  the  battle  at 
Fish  Creek  the  Tourands  retreated  to  Batoche,  where  two  sons  fell  upon 
the  battlefield.  The  third  was  dangerously  wounded,  and  the  remaining 
two  are  now  prisoners  at  Regina.  The  mother  is  now  alone  without  a 
dwelling  or  means  of  subsistence,  and  without  even  the  support  of  the 
children  who  survived  so  many  misfortunes.” 

This  has  been  your  policy  in  the  North-West;  that  is  the 
policy  by  which  you  hope  to  colonise  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories.  This  is  your  justice  to  the  people  who  complain  of 
uninvestigated  grievances  and  unredressed  wrongs;  this  is 
your  policy  of  Canadian  justice ;  this  you  do  in  a  British 
colony  and  under  the  British  flag,  and  this  you  call  Canadian 
justice ;  and  your  Orange  Sentinel  insists  that  these  men,  who 
protested  against  your  gross  injustice  and  your  criminal 
neglect  of  their  grievances  with  their  lives,  must  be  hanged 
by  the  neck  or  shot  down  in  their  tracks.  Sir,  there  are 
some  men  to  be  tried,  convicted  and  punished ;  but  they  are 
the  men  who  negligently  and  criminally  refused  to  investi¬ 
gate  these  wrongs,  and  to  redress  these  grievances  ;  and  those 
men  are  sitting  on  the  Treasury  benches  to-day.  Now,  I 
have  shown  you  by  the  clearest  possible  evidence  that  the 
Government  of  this  country  had  been  informed  that  dis¬ 
content,  dissatisfaction  and  uneasiness  prevailed  among  the 
half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories.  I  have  shown 
you  that  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West  Territories 
memorialised  this  Government  and  complained  to  it  over 
and  over  again.  I  have  shown  you  that  so  keenly  alive 
were  the  half  breeds  of  the  North-West  to  the  necessity  of  a 
peaceful  solution  of  the  difficulties  that  existed  between 
them  and  the  Government  of  this  country  that  two 
years  ago  at  their  own  expense  they  sent  a  delegation  all 
the  way  from  the  valleys  of  the  Saskatchewan  to  press 
their  claims  upon  the  attention  of  the  Government  at 
Ottawa.  I  have  shown  you  that  the  Government  had  abun¬ 
dant  notice  of  the  nature  and  extent  of  these  claims.  I 
have  shown  you  that  the  Government  promised  over  and 
over  again  to  promptly  investigate  these  grievances  and 
redi’ess  these  wrongs.  I  have  shown  you  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  this  country  signally  failed  to  discharge  one  of  the 
most  imperative  duties  that  devolves  on  any  Government 
— to  remove  all  well-founded  grievances,  and  to  redress  all 
well-founded  wrongs.  I  have  shown  you  that  the 
Government  persistently  ignored  these  grievances,  both  of 
the  white  settlers  and  the  half-breeds,  for  a  long  series  of 
years.  I  have  shown  that  the  white  settlers  living  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Prince  Albert  and  along  the  borders  of  the 
Saskatchewan  complained  to  this  Government  of  many  and 
well-founded  grievances,  and  complained  in  vain.  I  have 
shown  that  the  Indians  of  the  North-West  Territories  fre¬ 
quently  complained,  and  presented  their  complaints  to  the 
Government  of  Canada.  I  have  shown,  from  the  reports  of 
the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs  and  the  Department  of  the 
Mounted  Police,  that  these  complaints  wore  over  and  over 
again  repeated  to  the  Government  of  this  country,  and  never 
received  a  response.  I  have  shown  that  the  solemn  promises 
made  by  this  Government  to  the  Indians,  and  on  the  faith  of 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


which  they  were  induced  to  abandon  a  nomadic  life  and  to 
settle  on  the  reserves,  have  been  violated.  I  have 
shown  that  the  Indians  have  been  systematically 
robbed,  cheated  and  swindled  by  the  agents  of  this 
Government,  and  that  this  has  been  connived  at  by  this 
Government.  I  have  shown  that  the  Indians  were  starved 
and  frozen,  owing  to  the  insufficiency  of  the  supplies 
given  to  them.  I  have  shown  that  many  of  the  officials 
entrusted  by  the  Government  with  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  the  North-West  have  been  arrogant,  deceitful  and 
dishonest  in  their  dealings  with  the  Indians.  I  have  shown 
that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  and  Indian  Commissioner  of 
the  North-West  Territories,  according  to  tho  papers  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Government,  is  wholly  unfit  for  the  position 
ho  occupies.  1  have  shown  that  these  grievances  have  been 
submitted  to  for  at  least  seven  years,  and  that  the  First 
Minister,  tho  Agent  General  of  Indian  Affairs  and  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  never  raised  a  finger  to  remove  these  griev¬ 
ances,  to  redress  these  wrongs,  or  to  bring  the  guilty  to 
justice.  I  have  shown  that  in  consequence  of  this  inaction, 
this  bad  treatment  and  this  misconduct,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  the  people  became  discontented,  dissatisfied 
and  uneasy.  Now,  I  ask  you,  Sir,  I  ask  this  House,  and  I 
ask  the  people  of  this  country  what  punishment  ought  to 
be  inflicted  upon  a  Government  guilty  of  all  these  wrongs  ? 
Impeachment  at  the  bar  of  this  House  ?  Impeachment 
before  the  high  court  of  public  opinion,  the  electors  at  the 
poll  ?  Sir,  thore  is  no  punishment  known  to  the  law  of  this 
land  that  is  at  all  commensurate  with  the  crimes  these  men 
have  committed.  The  unfortunate  results  which  have 
followed  the  conduct  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  which 
they  ought  to  have  known  would  have  succeeded  their  mis¬ 
conduct  as  surely  as  effect  follows  cause,  or  daylight  suc¬ 
ceeds  darkness,  are  still  more  grave  and  serious.  This 
criminal  misconduct  of  the  Government,  in  persistently 
refusing  to  promptly  dispose  of  the  grievances  of  the 
N  rfh-West  half-breeds,  the  complaints  of  the  Indians,  and 
the  wrongs  of  the  white  settlers,  caused  a  reign  of  terror  in 
the  North-West,  and  this  reign  of  terror  culminated  in 
rebellion.  But  recently  we  have  had  many  hundreds  of  our 
best  young  men  bearing  the  crosses  and  enduring  untold 
hardships,  imposed  upon  them  by  this  negligent,  this 
incompetent,  this  imbecile  Government.  But  recently 
hundreds  of  men  in  the  North-West  Territories  were  fleeing 
for  their  lives  from  the  savage  and  ferocious  Indians,  and 
scores  of  intelligent  and  refined®  ladies  were  fleeing  for 
more  than  their  lives — their  virtue  and  honor— with  no 
city  of  refuge  to  flee  to — but  recently  for  the  second 
time  under  the  administration  of  the  First  Minister,  we 
have  had  a  rebellion,  in  which  Canadian  was  arrayed 
against  Canadian  in  deadly  conflict.  To-’day  many  a  Cana¬ 
dian  home  is  mourning  the  loss  of  loved  ones  whose 
presence  will  no  more  gladden  the  home  circle.  To¬ 
day  many  a  pulse  has  ceased  to  beat,  and  many  a  manly 
heart  has  ceased  to  throb.  To-day  we  have  the  broad 
prairies  of  the  west  orimsoned  with  the  best  blood  of  Canada : 
to-day  sadness  and  sorrow  wrings  the  heart  and  pierces 
the  soul  of  many  a  Canadian  mother,  who  like  Eacheiofold 
mourns  for  her  children  and  will  not  be  comforted  because 
they  are  not.  The  bravest  have  fallen  in  this  terrible  con¬ 
flict,  victims  of  the  incapacity,  the  carelessness,  the  delays, 
the  criminal  misconduct  of  this  Administration.  For  my 
own.part,  I  protest  now,  as  for  years  I  have  protested, 
against  tho  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — against 
their  procrastination,  their  delay,  their  wicked  mismanage¬ 
ment  and  criminal  neglect  of  long  standing  grievances.  I 
shall  vote  for  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  as  an  embodi¬ 
ment  of  these  solemn  protests,  and  I  am  willing  to  leave 
the  issue  of  the  personal  responsibility  to  the  people  of 
Canada  and  tho  punishment  of  the  guilty  to  tho  tonder 
mercies  of  the  electors  at  tho  polls. 
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Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  temper¬ 
ate,  judicious,  patriotic  and  carefully  considered  speech 
delivered  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
will  not  only  be  read  by  the  public  with  surprise,  but  will 
place  his  party  in  a  position  which  they  will  have  no  reason 
to  feel  proud  of.  Sir,  I  yield  to  no  man  in  my  feeling  of 
sympathy  for  those  who  have  suffered  in  the  North-West, 
and  I  yield  to  no  man  in  my  desire  to  vindicate  the  rights 
of  the  people, not  only  of  the  North-West,  but  of  thoentire 
Dominion.  Therefore,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  constitutes 
himself  the  champion  of  the  people  of  the  North-West,  it 
behooves  us  to  look  into  the  record  of  his  party,  and  not  do 
as  he  demands — treat  that  record  as  a  sealed  book.  Sir,  we 
have  heard  the  present  Administration  called  ignorant, 
incompetent,  and  imbecile.  His  allegation  recalls  the  hap¬ 
piest  days  of  my  life,  those  I  spent  in  yon  press  gallery, 
when  I  witnessed  the  operations  of  an  incompetent  Adminis¬ 
tration  in  this  House — an  Administration  which  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  (  Mr.  Blake)  was  virtually  ashamed 
to  remain  in.  The  Administration  in  which  Mr.  Eoss  was 
Minister  of  Militia,  in  which  Mr.  Coffin  was  Receiver-General 
and  in  which  Mr.  Cauchon  was  President  of  the  Council. 
Mr,  Cauchon  has  gone,  and  with  his  record  I  shall  not  deal ; 
but  these  were  the  pillars  of  the  Administration  of  the  State, 
the  men  who  formulated  legislation  that  a  subservient 
majority  was  at  all  times  willing  to  endorse.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  appear  to  think  that  we  should  close  the 
book  of  the  past,  that  we  should  wipe  out  their  record, 
and  discuss  simply  the  question  as  to  what  is  the  position 
of  this  Government  with  regard  to  the  North-West.  I  have 
always  held,  as  a  member  of  the  Dominion  Parliament, 
and  as  a  member  of  the  electorate  of  the  Dominion,  that  we 
ghould  have  no  issue  among  us  as  to  origin,  race,  or  nation¬ 
ality  ;  but  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
last  night,  in  discharging  the  first  barrel  of  hie  gun, 
roferredto  a  question  which  occasioned  much  heart  burning 
in  1870,  the  murder  of  Scott  in  the  North-West,  and  charged 
the  Government  of  that  day  with  having  given  money  to 
Louis  Riel  to  leave  the  country  in  order  to  escape  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  his  crime.  I  did  not  desire  to  take  up  that 
subject,  but  it  would  not  be  fair  to  the  party  in  power  if  I 
did  not  furnish  such  evidence  as  will  prove  to  this  House 
aad  the  country  that  the  Administration  of  hon  gentlemen 
opposite,  from  1874  to  1878,  had  much  more  to  do  with  the 
amnestying  of  Riel  and  the  present  difficulty  in  the  North- 
West,  than  the  Government  which  preceded  or  followed  it. 
To  do  so  I  will  have  to  refer  to  the  record,  and  there¬ 
fore  must  crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  reading- 
a  few  extracts  from  the  organ,  then  controlled  by  the 
Hon.  George  Brown,  the  recognised  leader  of  the  Opposition 
in  those  days,  as  bearing  out  the  position  I  take.  The  very 
moment  the  Government  of  my  right  hon.  friend,  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  endeavored  to  take  possession  of  the  North- 
West  Territories  and  Rupert’s  Land,  the  Globe  was  prepa¬ 
red  to  condemn  every  official  the  Government  sent  up 
there,  to  embitter  the  minds  of  the  people  in  every  possible 
way  against  the  Government  and  do  all  it  could  to  stir  up 
feelings  of  antagonism  in  that  new  country.  The  Globe 
said,  on  the  31st  August,  1869  : 

“If  Mr.  Maedougall  Is  seat  up  to  Fort  Garry  with  a  ready-made  council 
composed  of  men  utterly  ignorant  of  the  country  and  people,  the 
strongest  feelings  of  discontent  will  be  aroused.” 

That  was  the  olive  branch  sent  to  the  North-West  in  1869, 
and  a  message  similar  in  intent,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  has  been 
sent  there  from  the  same  source  in  1885.  On  26th  July, 
1869  the  Globe  Baid  : 

“We  are  not  surprised  to  hear,  as  we  do,  that  the  Government  plan  for 
governing  the  North-West  is  very  distasteful  to  the  people  of  that  Terri¬ 
tory.  When  the  measure  was  before  Parliament,  we  pointed  out  that  its 
oligarchical  feature  could  not  fail  to  be  unpopular  with  the  people  to  be 
governed  by  it,  and  advices  from  the  Territory  confirm  our  anticipa¬ 
tions.” 

Of  the  Red  River  Council,  the  same  organ,  on  September 
7th,  1889,  said  : 


“  At  best,  the  Territory  gets  a  miserably  small  boon  when  it  is  allowed  2 
votes  out  of  8  or  9  in  the  management  of  its  own  Government ;  and  there 
are  many  chances  that  practically,  that  small  boon  may  be  rendered 
nearly  worthless.  We  pointed  out  the  other  day  that  the  only  possible 
reason  for  refusing  to  select  the  Local  Executive  Council  of  the  territory 
from  the  residents  thereof,  was  to  be  found  in  the  desire  of  the  members 
of  the  Dominion  Government  to  have  the  patronage  to  distribute  among 
their  adherents  in  other  part  of  the  Dominion.  Mr.  Macdougall’s  little 
compact  will  be  made  up.  in  the  main  of  strangers,  and  if  they  do  not 
govern  worse  than  the  old  Family  Compact,  It  will  be  because  of  the  diffe¬ 
rence  In  the  times,  we  have  the  consolation  of  knowing,  however,  that 
the  Red  River  compact  will  not  last  as  long  by  many  years  as  did  the 
old  Upper  Canada  one.  The  mere  appointment  of  an  irresponsible  council 
of  outsiders  for  the  Red  River  country,  will  be  the  signal  for  an  agitation 
there  for  a  Legislature  responsible  to  the  people  under  Local  Executive 
responsible  to  the  Legislature.  And  that  agitation  will  soon  dispose  of 
the  oligarchy. 

Again,  the  Globe  said  : 

“The  territory  does  not  belong  to  Canada,  the  Hudson  Bay  Co.  has 
ceased  to  reign,  and  Messrs.  Bruce  and  Riel  may  hoist  any  flag  they 
please,  without  special  charge  of  disloyalty  being  raised  against  them. 
A  portion  of  the  people  of  Red  River  have  committed  grave  errors,  but 
the  Ottawa  Government  were  the  first  to  do  wrong,  and  ought  to  be  the 
first  to  acknowledge  it  and  make  restitution.” 

But,  Sir,  the  Toronto  Globe — the  organ  of  the  Reform  party, 
and  the  very  journal  that  now  eulogises  Archbishop  Tache 
and  pretends  to  advocate  the  rights  of  the  half-breeds — then 
said,  on  the  4th  of  April,  1870  : — • 

“  Governor  McDougall  returned  and  commissioners  were  sent  up  to 
treat  with  the  rebels  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  and  who  were  the 
commissioners  ?— a  priest  in  full  sympathy  with  a  large  seotion  of  the 
rebels;  a  French  Canadian  without  talent  or  influence,  and  a  Hudson 
Bay  Company  factor  only  .careful  to  preserve  the  property  of  his  em¬ 
ployers.  Can  we  wonder  that  the  labors  of  these  gentlemen  seem  rather 
to  have  strengthened  Riel’s  power  than  weakened  it ;  it  is  a  fact  that 
Mr,  Donald  A.  Smith  canvassed  the  settlers  to  secure  their  adhesion  to 
Riel’s  Government.” 

This  was  the  language  used  then,  this  the  language  which 
inspired  and  encouraged  and  approved  of  rebellion,  and 
looking  over  the  official  records1  it  will  be  found  that  a 
gentleman  who  was  connected  with  the  Globe  revised  the 
proof-sheets  of  Riel’s  manifesto.  Lieutenant  Governor 
McDougall,  in  u  despatch  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  said: 

“I  enclose  a  printed  paper  (A)  Issued  by  the  rebels  at  Fort  Garry  on 
the  6th  instant.  It  was  printed  at  the  office  of  the  Nor’-  Wester  by  the 
rebels,  who  seized  the  office  for  the  purpose,  the  proprietor  and  his 
employees  refusing  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  The  type  was  set  by 
a  Yankee  In  their  ranks,  and  the  proof  corrected,  as  I  am  informed,  by 
Mr.  Ross,  late  of  the  Globe  office,  Toronto.  This  ‘call’  was  enclosed  In 
a  letter  under  cover  to  the  Postmaster  at  Pembina,  which  he  delivered 
after  gome  hesitation  and  stating  that  he  would  not  in  future  deliver 
letters  to  me  which  might  come  under  cover  addressed  to  him.” 

And  this  was  the  document  referred  to  : 


“Public  Notice  to  the  Inhabitants  oe  Rubbbt’s  Land, 

“The  president  and  representatives  of  the  French-speaking  population 
of  Rupert’s  Land,  in  council  (the  invaders  of  our  rights  being  now  ex¬ 
pelled),  already  aware  of  your  sympathy,  do  extend  the  hand  of  friend¬ 
ship,  to  you  our  friendly  inhabitants,  and,  in  doing  so,  invite  you  to  send 
twelve  representatives  from  the  following  places,  viz. 

“  Bt.  John’s,  1 ;  St.  Margaret’s,  1 ;  Headingley,  1 ;  St.  James,  1 ;  St.  Mary’s, 
1 ;  Kildonan ,  1 ;  St.  Paul’s,  1 ;  St.  Andrew's,  1 ;  St.  Element’s,  1 ;  St.  Peter’s, 
1;  town  of  Winnipeg,  2;— In  order  to  form  ons  body  with  the  above 
council,  consisting  of  twelve  members,  to  consider  the  present  political 
state  of  the  country,  and  to  adopt  such  measures  as  may  be  deemed  best 
for  the  future  welfare  of  the  same. 

“  A  meeting  of  the  above  council  will  be  held  in  the  Court  House,  at 
Fort  Garry,  on  Tuesday,  the  I6th  day  of  November,  at  which  the  invited 
representatives  will  attend. 

Riel,  Secretary. 

“Winnipeg,  November  6th,  1869.” 

Agitation  was  prompted  in  that  country,  and  human 
blood  was  shed.  Instead  of  regretting,  the  party  of  bon. 
gentlemen  opposite  then,  as  now,  striving  to  reach  the 
Treasury  benches  here  and  striving  to  control  Ontario  as 
well,  were  prepared  to  utilise  that  unfortunate  tragedy  for 
the  purpose  of  advancing  party  interests.  Take  the  evid¬ 
ence  of  the  lato  Hon.  Joseph  Howe,  when  he  returned  from 
the  North  West  as  to  the  feeling  existing  in  that  Territory, 
excited  by  journalistic  articles  such  as  those  referred  to. 
I  quote  from  official  reports  of  Debates  February  1870  :  — 

“  I  do  not  desire  to  abuse  the  G lobe  or  any  other  newspaper,  because 
I  am  too  old  a  journalist  myself  to  take  such  a  course.  1  will  say  this, 
however,  that  when  I  was  in  the  house  of  Captain  Kennedy  and  when 
the  subjects  of  how  the  Territory  was  to  be  governed,  and  how  Canada 
was  to  act,  and  what  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Maedougall  were,  and  what 
he  would  do  when  he  came  into  the  Territory  were  discussed,  I  did  there 
as  I  did  every  where  else— defended  what  was  the  policy  of  Canada  in 
the  most  open  and  undisguised  manner.  And  where  I  defended  as  I 
was  bound  to  do,  the  incoming  Governor,  against  the  charges  and  insin¬ 
uation,  and  doubts  and  apprehensions  thrown  out  against  him,— when 
I  did  this— what  was  the  answer  ?  I  was  referred  to  Mr.  George  Brown’s 
editorials  as  an  evidenoe  of  the  fact  that  he  (Brown)  had  said  that  Canada 
would  send  men  In  there  to  ride  rough  shod  oyer  the  country,  that  the 


“  By  order  of  the  president, 

“  Louis 
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man  who  was  sent  was  unfit  on  aceount.'of  his  political  conduct,  and 
was  to  bring  with  him  instructions  and  men  who  would  set  at  naught 
the  rights  and.  disregard  the  feelings  of  the  people.” 

Bat,  during  the  discussion  last  evening,  the  hon,  gentleman 
challengedjthis  side  of  the  Houso  to  show  any  point  in 
which  the  Liberal  party  or  the  present  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  was  instrumental  in  causing  the  trouble  in  the  North- 
West,  and  challenged  us  further  to  show  whether  the  Gov- 
ernment  which  succeeded  Sir  John  Macdonald  was  to  blame 
because  he  had  given  ft  1,000  to  Mr.  Biel.  I  propose,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  speech  will  go  abroad,  to  quote  from  the 
records  of  the  country  as  briefly  as  possible,  and  to  invite 
any  bon.  gentleman  to  interrupt  me  if  I  mistate  anything  and 
challenge  any  hon.  gentleman  on  that  side  to  dispute  what  I 
shall  say.  1  have  referred  to  the  death  of  Thos.  Scott  in 
March,  1870,  and  I  am  now  prepared  to  show  in  what  way 
the  sad  end  of  that  unfortunate  man  was  utilised  in  order  to 
benefit  a  political  party,  that,  while  prating  about 
patriotism,  while  prating  about  national  feeling,  while 
prating  of  desiring  union  between  all  the  Provinoos, 
with  hearts  to  beat  as  one  from  ocean  to  ocean,  they 

utilised  it  as  they  would  to-day,  as  they  would  utilise 
this  question  if  the  people  would  allow  them,  in  order  to 
promote  party  interests.  What  was  the  first  movement  in 
regard  to  Biel  ?  On  the  4th  April,  1870,  the  member  for 
Bast  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  then  representing  Lambton 
and  leader  of  the  Opposition,  spoke  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  He  said  : 

“  We  have  most  painful  accounts  in  public  newspapers  of  an  atrocious 
murder  being  committed  by  men— ruffians  I  might  say— (hear,  hear) 
who  are  at  the  head  of  forces  there,  that  calls  for  most  extraordinary 
exertions  on  the  part  of  our  Government,  (hear,  hear)  and  in  order  to 
know  exactly  what  the  House  and  country  ought  to  do,  the  Government, 
I  think,  are  bound  to  place  in  possession  of  this  House  all  the  Informa¬ 
tion  they  have  with  regard  to  that  murder.  We  know  that  other  persons 
were  held  prisoners  there  besides  the  unfortunate  gentleman  who  was 
murdered,  and  what  security  have  we  in  this  country  that  other  of  our 
fellow  subject#  shall  not  he  murdered  as  well  as  poor  Scott.” 

The  question  came  up  in  the  Provincial  assembly  of  Ontario, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  then  for  South 
Bruce,  was  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  On  the  2nd 
February,  1871,  we  find  him  moving  : 

“  That  the  cold-blooded  murder  for  his  out-spoken  loyalty  to  the  Queen 
of  Thomas  Scott,  lately  a  resident  of  this  Province,  and  an  emigrant 
thence  to  the  North-West,  has  impressed  this  House  with  a  deep  feeling 
of  sorrow  and  indignation,  and  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  every  effort 
should  be  made  to  bring  to  trial  the  perpetrators  of  this  great  crime, 
Who,  as  yet,  go  unwhipt  of  justice. 

“  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency  the  Lieute¬ 
nant-Governor,  embodying  the  foregoing  resolution,  and  praying  him 
to  take  such  steps  as  may  be  best  calculated  to  further  its  views.” 

The  hon.  gontieman  said: 

“  He  (Riel)  is  receiving  deputations  from  the  people  of  that  country, 
asking  him  to  stand  as  a  candidate  for  the  Local  Legislature  and  for  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  Yes,  for  the  Parliament  of  Canada!  We  find 
him  declining,  for  the  good  of  the  country  and  from  patriotic  motives, 
to  allow  himself  to  be  nominated.  But,  Sir,  I  say  that  unless  this  Pro¬ 
vince  speaks  out,  it  will  not  be  long  the  case  that  he  will  act  thus,  and 
we  may  yet  undergo  the  humiliation  and  disgrace  of  seeing  the  murderer 
of  one  of  our  people  elected  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  and  represent¬ 
atives  from  Ontario  sitting  in  council  on  the  affairs  of  the  country  with 
one  guilty  of  murder.  I  warn  this  House  and  this  Province  that  unless 
we  act  in  this  matter  the  murderer  will  go  unpunished  !  This,  Sir,  is  no 
ordinary  murder.  It  was  no  murder  for  revenge,  for  money,  or  for  any 
of  those  causes  that  usually  provoke  a  great  crime.  *  *  *  The 

spot  where  poor  Scott’s  ashes  rest  is  unknown.  Let  his  country  write 
his  epitaph  in  the  records  of  her  Assembly,  and  express  a  people’s  sorrow 
for  his  untimely  death,  and  a  people’s  stern  resolve  that  that  death  shall 
he  avenged !  ” 

Sir,  we  all  know  how  that  death  was  avenged.  In  1872  I 
find  the  hon.  gentleman  in  West  Toronto,  after  the  defeat  of 
Sanfield  Macdonald’s  Government,  saying  on  the  hustings  : 

“  Now,  with  regard  to  Scott,  they  had  a  good  deal  of  talking,  and  now 
they  were  going  to  have  action  !  (Cheers;.  The  principles  he  had  con¬ 
tended  for  In  Opposition  he  would  endeavor  to  carry  out  in  practice. 
Office  had  no  charms  for  him ;  he  desired  merely  to  carry  out  in  power 
those  things  he  advocated  when  out  of  power,  and  when  they  found  him 
careless  with  reference  to  those  things,  then  it  would  be  their  duty  to 
withdraw  their  support  from  him.” 

Judging  from  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
succeeded  since  he  entered  public  life  and  became  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  Government  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  I 
think  the  people  must  really  have  found  that  he  was  a  little 
careless  in  regard  to  consistency,  and  bo  have  withdrawn 
their  support  from  him.  Then  someone  asked : 

Mr.  Mackintosh. 
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“  What  can  the  Ontario  Government  do  about  the  Scott  murder  ? 

“  Mr.  BLAKE.  I  shall  show  you  what  the  Ontario  Government  can 
do  about  that.” 

The  Provincial  Secretary,  Mr.  Gow,  said  “  it  was  a  lamentable 
thing  that  any  son  of  our  country  should  be  murdered  in 
cold  blood  and  not  a  single  move  made  to  bring  the  mur¬ 
derer  to  justice.”  The  Local  Legislature  met  in  1872,  and 
a  resolution  was  passed  offering  a  reward  of  $5,000  for 
bringing  the  murderers  to  trial.  The  following  was  the 
resolution  :  Sir  John  Macdonald’s  Government  resigned  in 
the  fall  of  1873,  and  in  March,  1874,  Louis  Biel  took  the  oath 
and  subscribed  to  the  members’  roll  of  the  Dominion  House 
of  Commons.  I  am  not  introducing  these  matters  to  create 
bickering  or  strife  or  recrimination,  but  wish  to  show  to 
hon.  members  on  both  sides,  to  those  who  were  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  then  and  those  who  are  here  now,  the  line  of  hypocrisy 
and  double  dealing  uniformly  adopted  by  the  party  now  in 
Opposition.  I  desire  to  show  that  in  1871,  while  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  Sir  George  Cartier 
were  maintaining  the  rights  of  the  people,  were  proceeding 
under  constitutional  government  and  respecting  constitu¬ 
tional  privileges,  the  hon.  gentlemen  were  fighting  them 
step  by  step  in  a  manner  that  they  must  to-day  regret  when 
looking^  back  upon  the  record.  Last  night,  the  member  for 
West  Huron  (Mi'.  Cameron)  said  that  the  amnesty  was 
promised  Biel  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  therefore  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  could  not  be  held  responsible, 
because  he  had  to  agree  to  it.  I  suppose  some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  endeavor  to  prove  that  an  amnesty  was  promised. 
So  far  as  the  amnesty  is  concerned,  I  am  prepared  to  prove 
that  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  not  only  never  men¬ 
tioned  Biel’s  name,  because  the  elections  of  1872  were  then 
pending,  when  he  became  Premier  of  Ontario,  but  that  he 
never  replied  in  any  affirmative  way  to  applications  made 
by  those  who  said  they  could  arrest  Biel,  and  that  in  letters, 
and  telegrams,  and  correspondence  and  documents,  he  care¬ 
fully  avoided  mentioning  Biel’s  name,  refusing  to  recognise 
nise  him  as  the  murderer,  because  fearing  that  whatever  he 
wrote  might  pass  into  the  Province  of  Quebec,  where  he 
imagined  the  people  were  so  weak,  so  narrow,  so  bigotted 
as  to  vote  for  him  and  defeat  Sir  John  Macdonald’s  Gov¬ 
ernment  because  he  was  professing  to  be  the  friend  and 
protector  of  Louis  Biel.  I  have  said  the  hon,  gentleman 
never  mentioned  Louis  Biel’s  name  in  1872.  I  find  in  the 
Sessional  Papers,  No.  38  of  1873,  a  telegram  from  Walter 
B.  Brown  : 

“  What  amount  will  be  paid  on  delivery  of  Louis  Riel  in  Toronto? 
Answer  at  once.” 

The  answer  was  : 

‘'$5,000  will  be  paid  to  the  persons  instrumental  in  bringing  to  trial 
before  auy  competent  court,  one  or  more  of  the  murderers  of  Thomas 
Scott. 

“  Edwaed  Blake.” 

Mr.  Walter  B.  Brown  — 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Bown. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  It  is  spelled  Brown  in  the  returns 
— Bown  wanted  to  know,  if  he  delivered  Biel  at  Toronto, 
whether  he  would  get  the  reward.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
led  the  Government  said  the  $5,000  would  be  paid  on  bring¬ 
ing  to  trial  “  one  or  more  of  the  murderers.”  Then,  tho 
late  Hon.  John  Hillyard  Cameron  also  made  an  application 
for  Mr.  Woodington  of  Niagara.  Mr.  Woodington’s  appli¬ 
cation  was  : 

“Will  you  let  me  know  if  warrants  for  the  arrest  of  Riel  and  Lepin 
In  the  United  States  can  be  issued  in  Ontario,  and  whether  they  can  be 
brought  from  there  to  Ontario  under  tne  extradition  treaty,  provided 
the  cnarge  of  murder  could  be  sworn  against  tliem  ?  If  so,  i  am  pre¬ 
pared  to  charge  Riel  and  Lepine  with  the  above  crime,  and  make  affida¬ 
vit  of  the  same,  as  I  was  one  of  the  prisoners  held  by  the  rebels  when 
Scott  was  taken  out  and  shot,  and  that  I  also  saw  both  Riel  and  Lepine 
order  the  men  to  go  out  and  shoot  him.  I  think  the  expenses  of  the 
journey  would  not  exceed  $200,  and  if  that  sum  is  advanced  to  me  and 
the  necessary  papers  furnished  for  their  arrest,  I  promise  that,  within 
two  or  three  weens  from  the  day  of  my  leaving,  I  will  land  in  Toronto 
either  Riel  or  Lepine,  or,  perhaps,  both.  Mr.  Woodinton  is  residing  at 
Niagara,  and  can  be  vouoned  for  by  several  respectable  persons.” 
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Here  is  the  answer,  dated  2nd  April,  1872  :  , 

“  I  have  your  note  with  the  extract  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Henry 
Woodlngton.  it  appears  Mr.  Woodington  desires  funds  to  be  provided, 
not  exceeding' $200  for  an  effort  which  he  proposes  to  make  to  procure 
the  trial  of  some  of  the  murderers  of  .Scott.  You  will  observe  that  a 
reward  of  $5,000  has  been  offered  to  any  person  who  Is  Intrumental  in 
accomplishing  that  result.” 

Then  further  down  : 

“  In  my  private  capacity  I  should  be  very  glad.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Read  it  all. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  It  is  rather  long. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  it  is  not  long. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  will  do  so,  and  can  further  show 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  under  the  judgment  of  Chief  Justice 
Wood,  he  held  that  for  any  money  that  had  bsen  advanced, 
any  work  that  had  been  done,  the  parties  were  to  be  re¬ 
couped,  and  that  that  $5,000  was  to  be  given  to  every  Tom, 
Dick  and  Harry, whichever  happened  to  see  Riel.  I  will  also 
give  him  a  list  of  the  men  to  whom  it  was  paid.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  is  the  remainder  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  letter : 

“  It  is  presumed  that  the  magnitude  of  the  reward  would  Induce  those 
who  are  able  to  accomplish  it  to  undertake  the  work.  I  have  already 
stated  to  you  that  I  have  received  applications  from  other  persons  who 
are  desirous  to  obtain  funds  for  the  indicated  purpose,  and  I  have  been 
obliged  to  answerthese  applications  in  the  same  way.  I  also  pointed  out 
to  you  the  possible  consequences  of  so  disbursing  Ihe  public  money,  inas¬ 
much  as  it  would  be  out  of  the  question  to  ensure  any  result,  and  nume¬ 
rous  applications  might  be  made  Involving  considerable  expenses  to  no 
good  purpose.” 

Then  follows  the  paragraph  that  I  commenced  reading: 

“  In  my  private  capacity  I  should  be  very  glad  to  become  a  subscriber  to 
any  fuDd  for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing  the  indicated  object,  but,  as  I 
have  mentioned  above,  we  have  no  public  moneys  which  we  are 
authorised  to  dispose  of  In  that  way.” 

Now,  that  is  most  of  the  correspondence  that  can  be  found 
with  regard  to  parties  who  desired  assistance  in  order  to 
capture  Riel;  and  that  is  the  record  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  promised  action.  It  will  be  remembered  that  Arch¬ 
bishop  Tache  published  a  book  in  187 1,  after  the  change  of 
Government,  in  which  he  endeavored  to  prove  that  an 
amnesty  was  promised.  The  organ  of  the  Liberal  party,  the 
Globe  of  the  19th  March,  1874,  said: 

“  The  men  who  could  speak  with  authority  on  the  subject  are  still 
alive,  and  are  still  accessible  ;  Lord  Lisgar  is  not  beyond  reach.  Why, 
if  such  a  promise  were  given,  has  he  never  bean  referred  to,  and  never 
asked  to  state  whai  he  knows  on  the  subject  ?  Lord  Lisgar  is  a  man  of 
too  loftv  an  integrity  aud  too  Independent  a  position  to  shrink  from  stat¬ 
ing  what  he  knows  on  the  subject.  Yet  no  recourse  has  been  had  to 
him;  and,  so  far  as  the  public  is  aware,  not  the  slightest  effort  made  lo 
secure  his  testimony,  sir  Clinton  Murdoch,  whose  name  has  been  freely 
used  in  this  connection,  is  also  perfectly  within  reach.  He  is  not  a  man 
to  shrink  from  avowing  what'be  has  said  or  done.  Has  there  been  any 
attempt  made  to  secure  his  version  of  the  matter?  If  not,  why  not  l 
And  there  is  Sir  John  Macdonald  himself.  His  late  colleague  in  the 
Ministry,  Governor  Morris,  has  most  solemnly  declared  that  he,  during 
all  the  time  he  held  a  portfolio,  knew  nothin;;  of  such  a  promise  or  such 
an  amnesty.  Why,  then,  not  refer  to  Sir  John  himself  [  We  are  told 
that  he  Is  the  soul  of  honor,  and  he  is  bound  by  no  official  oath  to  con¬ 
ceal  such  a  transaction.” 

Then,  after  the  Revd.  gentlemen’s  pamphlet  was  issued,  the 
Globe,  on  the  9th  April,  1874,  said  : 

“  The  reader  cannot  fall  to  have  observed:  (1.)  That  no  Ireot  proof 
of  any  kind  can  apparently  be  brought  forward  t  >  prove  the<J  pi  oml  .e  of 
amnesty.  (2.)  That  four  years  having  elapsed,  and  Archbishop  Tache 
being  well  Informed  on  the  subject,  is  almost  conclusive  against  the 
existence  of  any  such  proof.  (3  )  That  the  proof  relied  ou  is  hearsay  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  most  unreliable  kind —documents  anterior  to  the  crucial 
circumstance,  and  inferences  irom  conversations  which  so  tar  as  they 
are  reported,  makes  against  the  amnesty  theory.  As  we  have  s  id,  the 
difficulty  of  proving  it,  the  necessity  of  elaooration.  and  of  having 
recourse  lo  inadmissible  evidence,  furnish  a  strong  presumptive  case 
against  the  theory  of  a  promise  being  made.  How  Is  It  there  is  a  record 
of  everything  else,  and  no  reliable  record  of  such  a  promise  !  The  matter 
may  be  regarded  now  as  settled,  and  Kiel’s  friends  must  take  up  some 
other  stand  than  that  he  is  an  amnested  man.” 

Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  last  night  that  the  vener¬ 
able  Archbishop  Tache,  upon  his  oath,  swore  that  the 
amnesty  was  promised.  Allow  mo  to  refer  to  the  evidence 
given  by  that  distinguished  prelato  before  the  North-Wort 
committe  in  1874 :  — 

“  The  only  reason  for  delaying  the  granting  of  the  amnesty  promised 
by  the  proclamation  of  Mr  John  Young,  that  I  am  aware  of.  has  beeu 
the  excitement  existing  throughout  the  Dominion,  and  especially  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  This  is  not.  merely  my  own  opinion  ;  it  is  also  the 
opinion  expressed  to  me  by  certain  members  of  the  late  Government. 
The  constant  reply  which  I  received  when  1  spoke  to  them  on  the  sub- 
Jectwae,  that  the  excitement  was  so  great  that  the  Government  would 
not  be  sustained  if  the  amnesty  was  given.  I  spoke  first  of  all  to  Sir 
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George  Cartier  on  the  subject,  I  then  spoke  to  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 
and  subsequently  to  Mr.  Langevin.  I  also  spoke  on  the  subject  to  other 
tv  embers  of  the  Government,  but  not  so  minutely,  because  I  was  not 
brought  so  closely  in  contact  wltn  them.  The  reply  I  have  quoted  was 
that  given  me  by  each  member  of  the  Government  when  I  spoke  to 
them. 

“  lu  the  conversations  I  had  with  those  gentlemen,  I  always  under* 
stood  that  the  amnestv  was  to  be  a  full,  complete  and  entire  one.  I  never 
had  any  conversation  on  the  subject  of  a  partial  Manitoba  amnesty, 
under  that  proclamation.  1  have  had  a  communication  relative  to  a 
partial  amnesty,  hut  that  was  not  until  the  year  1873.  That  communiea- 
tion  was  with  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  and  It  was  made  verbally,  not  In 
writing.” 

Now  with  regard  to  the  amnesty,  a  proclamation  dated 
December,  1869,  and  signed  by  the  Governor  General,  Sir 
John  Young,  was  issued  in  this  language  ; 

“  And  I  do  lastly  inform  you  that  In  ease  of  your  immediate  and  peace* 
able  obedience  and  dispersion,  I  shall  order  that  no  legal  proceedings  he 
taken  against  any  parties  Implicated  In  these  unfortunate  breached  of 
ihe  law,” 

Added  to  this,  permit  me  to  read  an  extract  from  a  letter 
written  to  Lieut.-Governor  Archibald  by  Archbishob  Taobe 
in  June,  1870  : 

“  St.  Boniface, 

"  Bed  River  settlement, 

“  9th  June,  1870. 

“  Hon.  Joseph  Howe, 

“  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Provinces, 

“  Ottawa,  Canada. 

"Honorable  Sir,— I  hasten  to  communicate  to  you,  for  the  Informa¬ 
tion  of  His  Excellency  in  Council,  a  very  important  promise  I  have  just 
made  In  the  name  of  the  Canadian  Government.  I  feel  all  the  responsi¬ 
bility  I  have  incurred  In  taking  such  a  step,  while  on  another  hand  I  am 
confident  that  Hts  Excellency  the  Governor  GenSral  and  hts  Privy 
Connell  will  not  judge  with  too  much  severity  an  act  accomplished  In 
order  to  avoid  great  misfortunes  and  secure  the  welfare  of  the  country.  ’ 

Well,  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  I  have  shown,  has  not  proved 
and  cannot  pyove  that  Archbishop  Tache  swore  that  an 
amnesty  had  been  promised  to  Riel,  after  the  murder  of 
Thomas  Scott  was  known.  However,  as  a  concensus  of  evi¬ 
dence  generally  prevails,  I  will  now  read  the  evidence  upon 
that  subject.  Lord  Lisgar  wrote  to  Sir  George  Cartier  early 
io  1873 : 

“  I  have  in  recollection  the  interview  which  I  had  with  the  Reverend 
AbbS  Kichot  upon  your  intioduction  and  in  your  presence. 

“  He  dwelt  earnestly  upon  two  points : 

“  First.  The  redress  of  the  political  grievances  of  the  Inhabitants  of  the 
Red  River  settlement,  with  a  special  reference,  as  I  understood,  to  land 
grants.” 

“  Second.  On  an  assurance  of  the  exercise  of  ihe  royal  prerogative  of 
mercy  to  cover  all  offences.  *  *  * 

“  I  promised  to  forward,  without  delay,  the  petition  he  speaks  of  as  in 
preparation,  and  stated  that  I  felt  sure  tier  Majesty’s  Government  wouR 
give  full  and  serious  consideration  to  any  pleas  which  might  be  urged  cm 
behalf  of  the  view  he  advocated.  *  *  * 

“  I  am  quite  clear  that  neither  on  the  occasion  in  question,  nor  on  any 
other,  did  I  give  an  assurance  or  promise  of  an  amnesty  to  cover  all  the 
offences  committed  during  the  insurrection. 

“  Pisgar,” 

Hero  is  another  from  Sir  Clinton  Murdoch,  formerly  of 
the  Governor’s  staff : 

“•  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  promise  or  expectation  of  an  amnestv 
to  Kiel  and  his  associates  having  been  held  out  by  Lord  Lisgar,  when  Mr. 
Kitchot  had  an  Interview  with  him,  In  my  presence,  or  at  any  other  time. 
I  scarcely  think  if  such  a  promise  had  been  made,  I  could  have  failed  to 
notice  it  at  i  he  time  or  recollect  It  now.  As  regards  Sir  George  Cartier, 
I  do  not  remember  having  ever  had  any  conversation  with  him  on  the 
subject,  or  being  present  at  any  Interview  when  it  was  discussed  between 
him  and  Lord  Lisgar.” 

Sir  George  E.  Cartier  wrote  to  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  on 
the  8th  February,  1873  : 

“  The  only  thing  I  can  do  to-day  is  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
last,  of  the  22nd  January,  about  “  Riel  ”  matter, 

“  I  hear  Lord  Lisgar  is  to  be  here  iu  a  few  days,  and  I  will  hasten  to 
see  him  about  what  passed  at  the  Interview  with  Father  Rllchot.  To  the 
best  of  my  recollection  nothing  went  beyond  stating  that  he  would 
transmite  Kitchot’s  petition  to  the  Queen,  praying  for  an  amnesty.  Bear 
in  mind  that  both  of  us-stated  to  Father  Kitchot  that  the  amnesty  was  a 
question  for  the  Queen,  not  for  our  Government.” 

Then  we  have  the  testimony  of  Sir  Hector  Langevin,  then 
Mr.  Langevin,  on  this  subject  : 

“The  proclamation  of  amnesty,  dated  December  8th,  1809,  was  issued 
long  before  the  death  of  Thomas  .scott,  and  wnea  so  issued,  it  certainly 
did  not  contemplate  anything  else  than  the  legal  acts  that  had  been 
committed  up  to  the  time  of  Us  issue. 

“  The  causes  that  have  delaved  the  granting  of  an  amnesty  In  accor¬ 
dance  wlih  the  proclamation  were,  first:  that  circumstances  were  alto¬ 
gether  changed  when  the  death  of  Th  mias  Kcott  oocurred.  ♦  •  •  * 

I  am  not  aware  of  auy  promise  or  any  amnesty  having  been  made  by 
the  Government  of  Canada  further  than  t  hat,  contaiued  la  the  proclama¬ 
tion  of  6th  December,  1869,  or  of  any  promise  by  any  member  of  ihe 
Government  ou  behalf  of  tae  Government.” 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  also  sworo  that  no  such  amnesty 
was  promised,  and  this  is  potently  established  by  a  letter. 
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from  Archbishop  Tache  to  hon.  Mr.  Howe,  from  which  I 
read  an  extract : 

Yet  in  face  of  these  facts,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have, 
6ince  1871,  endeavored  to  prejudice  the  electors  throughout 
Ontario.  I  had  some  experience  in  the  election  of  1871, 
and  remember  that  in  many  counties  there  were  placards 
circulated — “  Vote  for  the  Conservative  candidate  and  the 
murderer  of  Thomas  Scott.”  They  endeavored  to  appeal  to 
people  of  a  certain  nationality  and  of  a  certain  denomination 
throughout  the  Dominion,  and  endeavored  to  excite  religious 
prejudices.  But  to-day  we  see  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Blake)  rejoicing  over  the  fact  that  he  is  heie  to  fight  and 
defend  the  half-breeds  and  champion  their  rights.  Before 
passing  on  to  that  matter,  I  wish  to  show  upon  what  grounds 
the  amnesty  was  granted ;  upon  what  flimsy  basis  and 
evidence  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  prepared  to  actually 
decide  a  question  which  they  said  was  one  of  the  roost  vital 
importance  not  only  to  Ontario,  but  to  every  man  who 
lived  under  constitutional  government.  Amnesty  was 
granted  to  Biel  and  IApine  in  1875,  and  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  deliberately  went  to  work  to  suppress  in  the  cita¬ 
tion,  a  largo  portion  of  the  evidence.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  smiles ;  but  he  will  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  showing  whether  I  am  correct  or  not.  In  the 
records  of  Parliament,  what  do  we  find  ?  When  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  introduced  a  resolu¬ 
tion  asking  the  then  Govvernment  to  put  on  record  the 
evidence  given  before  the  committee,  the  Opposition  voted 
in  a  body  against  the  evidence  being  attached  to  the 
resolution.  Let  me  read  these  documents  from  the  evidence 
before  the  North-West  Committeo  in  1874,  Archbishop 
Tache  stated  that : 

“  »  *  On  the  25th  November  the  Hon.  Mr.  Letellier,  in  his  office,  said 
to  Bishop  Tache,  ‘  I  think  (or  1  hope)  that  we  shall  be  able  to  give  the 
amnesty  to  our  Lower  Canadian  friends  as  a  New  Year’s  gift.’  Tnat  on 
the  30th  November,  Bishop  Tache  saw  the  Hon.  Mr.  JJorion  and  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Letellier,  and  in  his  evidence  said:— ‘I  was  led  to  believe  that  they 
themselves  had  some  guarantees  about  it  (the  amnesty).  They  were  not 
explicit,  but  I  was  led  to  believe  it.  It  was  something  to  the  efiect  that 
there  was  an  agreement  with  their  colleagues  as  to  the  granting  of  the 
amnesty.  The  words  as  near  as  I  can  say  were  these  :  ‘  We  cannot  settle 
everything,  it  Is  so  soon  after  the  formation  of  the  Government.  We 
have  hopes  that  the  thing  will  be  arranged  in  a  favorable  way  according 
to  your  wishes ;  and  we  see  ourselves  the  necessity  of  the  amnesty,’  I 
remember  no  further  words.” 

Then  followed  further  telegrams  : 

“  Fort  Garry,  24th  December,  1873. 

"  To  the  Hon.  A.  A.  Dorion,  Ottawa. 

“Anxious  hearing  from  you.  Is  communication  received.  Lepine 
bailed  yesterday. 

“  Archbishop  Tache.” 

“  Montreal,  December  25th,  1873. 

“To  Archbishop  Tache. 

“  I  received  the  gratifying  intelligence  contained  in  your  telegram. 
Matters  here  are  progressing  slowly  but  most  satisfactorily.  In  a  few 
days  I  will  write  result  and  about  some  important  questions. 

“  A.  A.  DORION.” 


“  Ottawa,  2nd  January,  1874. 

“General  election  immediate.  Governor  Morris  will  communicate 
with  you.  Of  paramount  importance  for  friends  to  comply  with  his 
request.  Answer  by  telegraph. 

“  J.  C.  Tache.” 


“Ottawa,  January  2nd,  1874. 

“  To  Alexander  Morris,  Fort  Garry,  Manitoba. 

“  Will  you  communicate  confidentially  to  Bishop  Tache  that  I  am  par¬ 
ticularly  desirous  in  the  Interest  of  his  people,  in  order  to  avoid  excite¬ 
ment.  that  Kiel  should  not  be  a  candidate. 

“A.  A.  Dorion.” 

It  was  well  enough  according  to  hon.  gentleman,  when 
order  was  restored,  when  the  Crown  was  able  to  maintain 
its  rights,  when  there  were  safeguards  surrounding  Ihe  con¬ 
stitution  of  that  country  for  a  Minister  of  Justice,  in  order 
to  avoid  excitement,  and  in  the  interest  of  peace  and 
harmony,  to  amnesty  Biel  ;  but  it  was  very  wrong 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  this 
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Government,  and  who  led  the  Government  at  that  time, 
in  187 1,  to  take  the  advice  of  Archbishop  Tacbe,  who  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  now  speak  of  as  in  every  way  reliable, 
and  whose  word  should  always  be  accepted.  It  was  quite 
right  that  Mr.  A.  A.  Dorion  should  have  so  acted,  but  it  was 
a  damnable  crime,  a  fearful  offence,  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman,  when  the  North-West  was  in  danger,  when 
a  Fenian  invasion  had  just  closed,  when  Governor  Archi¬ 
bald  did  not  know  at  what  hour  more  trouble  might  arise, 
when  such  a  long  distance  intervened  between  Ottawa  and 
the  North-West,  and  there  was  no  ready  means  of  commu¬ 
nication,  to  have  taken  the  advice  of  Archbishop  Tache  and 
have  endeavored  to  get  Biel  and  Lepine  to  leave  the  country 
for  a  time  until  order  was  restored.  The  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  been  charged  in  this  connection  with  saying, 
“  Would  that  I  could  catch  Biel.”  Was  there  anything 
inconsistent  in  that  expression  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  was  in  the  country. 

Mr.  MILLS.  He  was  paid  to  go  out. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  will  reply  to  that  point  presently. 
Biel  was  supposed  to  be  out  of  the  country,  and  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  said  he  would  like  to  catch  him.  In  what  con¬ 
nection  was  that  speech  delivered  ?  It  was  in  reply  to  a 
speech  made  a  few  days  before  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  in  which  ho  had  said  that,  thank  God, 
the  offer  of  the  reward  that  bad  been  made  by  the  Local 
Government  had  been  the  means  of  chasing  Biel  out  of  the 
country.  Tho  right  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  was  simply 
this:  that,  “owing  to  the  reward  he  had  offered,  Biel  no 
longer  polluted  the  soil  of  Canada  by  his  presence.”  Now, 
with  respect  to  this  matter  of  Biel  being  out  of  the  country, 
and  paid  to  stay  away  during  the  elections  ;  Biel  was  in  the 
country  in  June,  1872.  If  the  right  hon.  gentleman  paid 
Biel  and  Lepine  $1,000,  $2,000  or  $4,000,  part  of  it  contri¬ 
buted  by  Hon.  D.  A  Smitb  and  Governor  Archibald  to  induce 
them  to  leave  the  country  for  any  particular  time,  how  was 
it  that  Archbishop  Tache  had  an  interview  with  Biel  in 
Juno  ?  He  swore  to  this,  and  Archbishop  Tache  is  a  most 
distinguished  prelate  whose  word  would  be  accepted  by  any¬ 
one.  Archbishop  Tache  said  he  had  an  interview  with  him. 
Kiel  and  Lepine  had  received  about  $3,200.  I  will  now 
account  for  $3,500.  In  the  first  place  the  leader  of  tho 
Government  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  payment 
of  that  money ;  he  did  not  know  the  money  was  being  paid ; 
ho  had  no  cognisance  of  Archbishop  Tacbe  having  recom¬ 
mended  its  payment  or  that  Hon.  D.  A.  Smith  had  promised 
to  help  to  pay  it,  he  being  anxious  to  protect  tbe  interests  of 
the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company.  We  turn  again  to  the  records  of 
the  party  opposite.  We  turn  to  the  remarks  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  we  there  find  the  reason  for  the  money 
being  paid.  I  do  Dot  find  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  from  his 
place  in  this  House,  when  he  occupied  a  seat  adjacent  to 
where  the  First  Minister  now  sits,  condemned  the  payment 
of  the  money ;  for  he  said  it  would  be  a  gross  breach  of  faith 
if  the  interests  of  the  country  were  not  protected,  and  if  any 
promise  made  in  any  way  by  an  officer  of  the  Crown  holding 
a  position  like  that  occupied  by  Governor  Archibald  were  in 
the  least  degree  questioned.  We  find  that  the  payment  of 
£t>00  sterling  was  voted  to  D.  A.  Smith  on  1st  April,  1875,  an 
appropriate  date.  Some  hon.  members  objected  to  the  item. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  said,  no 
doubt  it  was  a  very  un 'popular  vote,  but  it  was  also  a  just  one. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  then  in  power. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  No;  I  was  not  in  office. 

Mr,  MACKINTOSH.  I  do  not  mean  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  a  member  of  the  Government,  because  it 
would  be  a  difficult  task  to  state  precisely  when  he  was  or  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Government ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
party  was  in  power,  and  he  was  virtually  the  Premier,  the 
dictator;  and  perhaps  ho  would  Dave  made  a  very  good 
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dictator  had  members  of  his  party  allowed  him  to  have  his 
own  way.  The  hon.  gentleman  said:  “  What  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Leeds  said  was  strictly  true.  Mr.  Archi¬ 
bald,  as  Governor  of  that  Territory,  had  apprehension  for 
the  safety  of  the  country,  and  those  apprehensions  were 
shared  by  others  qualified  to  judge  of  the  danger.  It  was 
deemed  proper  in  the  public  interest  that  this  money  should 
be  advanced,  and  it  was  procured  from  the  hon.  member  for 
Selkirk.  The  right  hon.  member  for  Kingston  took  the  same 
view  when  the  circumstances  were  stated  to  him,  as  would 
bo  seen  by  the  evidence  of  that  hon.  gentleman  before  the 
North-West  Committee.”  Yet  we  have  heard  hon.  gontlomen 
charging  the  Conservative  party  throughout  this  country, 
through  the  Toronto  Globe ,  and  before  the  constituencies  of 
Ontario,  with  degrading  themselves  and  the  country  and  the 
constitution  because  Hon.  D.  A.  Smith,  in  protecting  the 
Hudson’s  Bay  Company’s  interests,  advised  by  Governor 
Archibald,  paid  out  a  certain  sum  of  money  without  the 
cognisance  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  then  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Blake)  said  : 

“  It  was  deemed  proper  In  the  public,  interest  that  this  money  should 
be  advanced,  and  it  was  procured  from  the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk. 
The  right  hon.  member  for  Kingston  look  the  same  view  when  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  were  stated  to  him,  as  would  be  seen  by  the  evidence  of  that 
hon.  gentleman  before  the  North-West  Committee.  No  doubt  Governor 
Archibald  intimated  to  Mr.  Smith  that  he  had  no  authority  to  pay  this 
money,  but  there  was  equally  as  little  doubt  that  he  pledged  the  faith  of 
the  country  as  far  as  he  could,  to  its  repayment  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Selkirk.  This  House  should  respect  that  pledge  and  vote  money.  The 
hon.  member  for  Kingston  would  have  been  unworthy  of  his  position  if 
he  failed  to  respect  that  pledge,  and  this  House  would  be  equally 
unworthy,  If  it  refused  to  repay  the  money.” 

Yet,  Sir,  the  bon.  gentleman’s  friends — I  do  not  include  him, 
because  I  scarcely  think  be  would  be  capablo  of  it — through¬ 
out  Ontario,  have  over  and  over  again  represented,  since  the 
troubles  broke  out  in  the  North-West,  that  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  paid  out  public  money,  paid  out  secret  sorvice 
money,  to  keep  Eiel  out  of  the  country  during  the  general 
election,  and  this  81,000  and  the  $3,500  having  been  made 
one  sum,  he  is  represented  as  having  degraded  the  con¬ 
stitution,  and  as  having  been  the  means  of  keeping 
Eiel  alive  and  bringing  him  into  the  country  to-day.  Now, 
I  think  I  have  shown— and  I  regret  to  have  been  obliged  to 
bring  the  matter  up,  but  we  were  challenged  to  do  so  by  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Huron— that  the  agitation  with  regard 
to  Eiel  and  the  murder  of  poor  Scott,  was  introduced  into  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  ;  that  he  was  followed  with  all  the  great  power 
and  ability  which  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
possesses,  who  carried  it  into  the  Local  Legislature ;  spoke  oi 
it  on  the  public  hustings  ;  offered  a  reward  ;  refused  in  those 
telegrams  of  1872  to  say  whether  Eiel  was  considered  a  mur¬ 
derer  or  not,  and  sent  a  promiscuous  telegram,  which  would 
cover  almost  anybody  except  Eiel,  in  consequence  of  the 
general  election,  and  ihat,  alter  coming  into  power,  he  voted 
that  $5,000  reward.  Now,  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  reward. 
Judge  Wood  reported  in  1876  to  the  Ontario  Government  as 
follows  : — 

“  In  this  sense,  very  many  were  instrumental  in  procuring  the  arrest 
ofLepineand  Nault,  and  the  outlawry  of  Riel  and  Honoghue.  But  I 
think  the  word ‘‘ instrumental  ”  means  something  more  than  counsel¬ 
ling,  approving  of,  and,  when  action  was  taken,  supporting  and  defend¬ 
ing  those  who  took  the  responsibility  of  setting  the  law  In  motion,  and 
oi  following  It  up  as  a  private  prosecutor  until  Repine  and  Nault,  two  of 
the  murderers  of  Scott  were  brought  to  trial  before  a  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction,  and  on  the  trial  appearing  as  prosecutor,  and  procuring  and 
marshalling  the  evidence,  and  witnesses,  which  led  to  Ihe  conviction  of 
Repine,  and  should  have  secured  and,  eventually  would  have  secured  the 
conviction  of  Nault.  'J  he  jury  disagreed  in  the  trial  of  fiueen  vs.  Nault 
—tried  at  the  same  assizes  as  Repine— and  at  the  ensuing  assizes,  he 
was  bailed  inconsequence  of  the  amnesty  resolutions  passed  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  was  finally,  along  witn  the  other  murderers  of  Scott, 
pardoned. 

What  became  ol  the  money  ?  They  made  a  general  distribu¬ 
tion,  and  tbero  was  a  general  grab.  William  A.  Farmer,  who 
served  tho  warrant  on  Eiel,  got  $2,000 ;  Francis  A.  Cornish, 
a  very  able  lawyer,  now  dead,  formerly  mayor  of  London, 
and  then  living  in  Winnipeg,  got  $400  ;  C.  B.  Thibaudeau, 
$400  j  Leon  Dupont,  $330  ;  John  S.  Ingram,  $330  ;  Edward 


Armstrong,  (Sheriff),  $330  ;  John  A.  Kerr,  $330;  George 
M.  YouDg,  $300;  Thomas  Hughes,  $290,  and  H.  W.  Smith, 
$290.  In  fact  one  might  imagine  that  almost  the  whole 
population  of  the  Province  at  that  time,  received  a  portion 
of  this  money. 

An  hon.  MBMBEK.  Probably  they  were  all  Grits. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  all 
Grits  or  not,  but  I  know  if  there  was  a  distribution  of  money 
going  on,  and  there  were  any  Grits  around,  they  would  be 
likely  to  get  a  full  share  of  it.  I  have  traced  what  became 
of  the  money,  I  have  shown  how  Eiel  was  amnestied, 
I  have  shown  who  was  responsible  for  that  amnesty,  and  I 
have  also  shown,  upon  the  statement  made  by  gentle¬ 
men  whose  words  would  not  be  questioned  in  any  intelli¬ 
gent  body,  and  by  the  oaths  of  Ministers,  that  there  was  no 
promise  of  amnesty  to  Eiel  in  1872-3  ;  that  the  amount  of 
money  paid  at  the  suggestion  of  Archbishop  Tache  was  first 
$1,000,  that  Eiel  was  notout  of  the  country,  during  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  1872,  and  that  furthermore,  when  the  Eeform  party 
came  into  power,  they  paid  $3,600  due  to  Donald  A.  Smith,  at 
the  suggestion  of  Governor  Archibald,  and  that  throughout 
their  whole  career,  there  cannot  be  shown  a  weak  point  in 
tbe  armour  of  the  Conservative  party  on  that  question. 
People  must  measure  the  position  in  1874  by  a  very  diffe¬ 
rent  standard  from  that  applied  in  1870  and  1871,  whon 
there  was  hardly  any  constituted  authority  in  Manitoba. 
Tbe  people  having  become  enlightened  upon  these  matters 
having  read  and  judged,  have  changed  their  views  mate¬ 
rially,  and  they  will  change  their  views  materially  now, 
when  they  find  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  agitated 
Ontario  from  one  end  to  the  other,  with  regard  to  the 
outrageous  conduct  of  red  handed  murderer  Eiel — to  find 
the  hon.  gentleman  espousing  his  cause,  advocating  that 
Eiel’s  rights  and  grievances  should  be  redressed- — * 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  rise  to  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
no  right  to  state  that  I  have  been  advocating  Kiel’s  cause. 

An  bon.  MEMBER.  Yes,  he  has. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  had  better 
wait  until  he  stops  speakiqg. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  I  rise  to  order. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  certainly  do  not  mean  it  in  any 
offensive  sense,  and  intended,  bad  1  not  been  interrupted,  to 
have  added,  “  as  I  will  show  by  the  evidence  of  Eiel  himself.” 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  tho  delegation  which 
waited  on  Kiel  at  Clarke  county,  Montana.  Tho  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  road  a  number  of  extracts  from  that  document, 
but  I  observe  that  he  did  not  read  them  all,  as  in  the  case 
of  many  documents  he  reads  official  or  otherwise.  Although 
ho  claimed  tuat  some  of  the  official  documents  were  missing 
that  should  have  been  supplied  by  the  department  of  Inte¬ 
rior  there  were  certainly  some  others  which  were  missing, 
which  were  in  the  possession  of  the  hon  gentleman  himself, 
and  which  he  did  not  read.  Eiel  in  reply  to  Dumont  and 
others  who  waited  on  him,  said  : 

“  I  doubt  whether  my  advice  given  on  this  side  of  the  boundary  on 
matters  relating  to  a  foreign  country  can,  when  known  among  you,  be 
of  any  value,  but  I  will  submit  another  consideration.  The  Canadian 
Government  owe  me  210  acres  of  land,  in  accordance  with  clause  31  of  the 
Manitoba  Act  — 

There  is  where  the  connection  came  in.  Tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  being  so  proud  to  advocate  tho  grievances  of  the  half- 
breeds,  must  have  been  aware  that  he  was  advocating  the 
cause  of  Kiel,  who  now  claims  249  acres  of  land. 

“  As  well  as  five  lots  of  agreat  value,  on  account  of  the  hay  and  timber 
covering  them,  and  of  their  situation  on  tlie  river.  These  lots  belong  to 
me  in  accordance  with  the  various  sectlous  of  clause  32  of  tho  above 
mentioned  Act,  and  f  have  been  deprived  of  them  through  the  direct  or 
indirect  action  of  the  Government.” 

Now,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amendment  certainly 
covers  that  case  ; — 
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«  Besides  that,  if  the  Government  would  only  reflect  for  a  moment, 
they  would  soon  find  that  they  also  owe  me  something  inadditiouto 
that.” 

Tho  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  said  it  was  represented 
that  if  Eiel  was  paid  somo  small  amount  of  money,  he 
would  leave  the  country  and  that  if  he  had  left,  there  would 
have  been  no  rebellion  ;  so  that,  in  this  case  we  find  the  hon. 
gentleman  advocating  the  cause  of  Riel,  advocating  his 
remaining  in  the  country  and  fighting  the  battles  of  the  half- 
breeds,  on  the  ground  that  coming  from  Montana  he  had 
a  claim  against  the  Government  and  something  in  addition. 
Suppose  that  addition  was  not  paid  ;  suppose  the  grievances 
wore  all  settled,  and  each  man  got  240  acres,  whether  he 
was  entitled  to  it  or  not ;  and  suppose  Riel  had  that  great 
power  and  influence  he  is  represented  to  have,  would  he  be 
satisfied  with  240  acres,  or  would  he  claim  something 
else  in  addition  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  the  dilemma 
in  which  he  places  himself,  and  the  dilemma  he  puts  me 
in  with  regard  to  voting  for  his  amendment.  Now,  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Huron  and  others  who  have  prece¬ 
ded  him  have  said  that  the  Government  should  have  taken 
warning.  I  shall  show  that  Riel  came  to  the  country  a  wolf 
in  sheep’s  clothing,  that  he  had  no  respect  for  his  friends, 
that  ho  had  no  reverence  for  the  priests,  that  he  did  not 
care  a  snap  of  his  fingers  for  the  church,  and  that  he  went 
there,  as  ambitious  and  unprincipled  a  man  in  1885,  as 
he  was  in  1870 ;  but  with  regard  to  Riel’s  visit  being  for 
war  or  bloodshed,  no  such  construction  could  bo  put  upon 
it  at  the  time ;  in  public  he  was  diplomatic  and  prudent, 
while  behind  the  curtain,  he  was  working  another  and 
evidently  far  more  dangerous  game.  Working  too 
with  the  friends  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  those 
Indians  of  the  North-West  who  have  been  so  oppressed 
and  abused,  and  maligned  and  starved.  An  address 
of  welcome  was  presented  to  Mr.  Riel  on  the  8th  of 
July,  and  his  answer  to  it,  as  some  of  the  papers  said, 
appeared  to  be  more  moderate  than  some  of  the  agitators 
desired  it  to  be.  One  of  them,  writing  to  Le  Manitoba,  on 
the  10th  of  July  speaks  of  it  in  the  following  terms  : — 

“  It  cannot  be  dented  that  some  of  hts  hearers  -who  expected  from  him 
a  vigorous  onslaught  on  the  Governmeut  have  been  in  a  measure  disap¬ 
pointed.  But  Mr.  ftiel  is  not  a  political  man  neither  was  his  speech 
addressed  to  a  political  meeting.” 

Still  we  were  told  last  night  that  he  is  a  warm  friend  and 
supporter  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  this 
Government— 

“  He  referred  to  the  means  which  should  be  taken  to  obtain  redress  for 
their  grievances,  and  stated  that  in  order  to  obtain  something  from  a 
Government,  no  threats  should  be  used,  but  that  their  requests  should  be 
couched  In  terms  of  respeot  and  confidence  in  the  manner  in  which  a 
respectful  child  speaks  to  a  kind  lather.” 

My  impression  is  that  a  good  many  kind  fathers  in  this 
country  would  not  care  to  have  their  children  speak  to 
them  in  the  way  Mr.  Riel  has  spoken  to  the  Government 
aDd  people  of  this  country.  The  result  of  this  first  inter¬ 
view  was  the  convocation  of  a  public  meeting  at  Prince 
Albert  on  the  11th  of  July  following;  and  the  correspondent 
of  Le  Manitoba  speaks  ot  Riel  as  follows  : 

“  It  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  the  ex-presldent  is  a  quiet,  moderate 
and  well  Informed  man,  appearing  well  worthy  of  the  confidence  his 
countrymen  have  placed  in  him.”  *  « 

Another  meeting  was  held  at  Prince  Albert,  on  the  19th  of 
July,  at  which  Riel  spoke.  The  correspondent  of  Le 
Manitoba  writes  of  his  speech  as  follows  : — 

“  He  wishes  to  co-operate  with  all  of  them  in  harmony  and  in  peace, 
in  order  to  obtain  from  the  Government  that  which  is  just.  In  order  to 
succeed  they  must  use  none  other  than  constitutional  and  pacific 
means  ” 

Later  on,  ho  said  : 

“  He  spoke  of  the  Indians  and  the  half-breeds.  He  does  not  believe 
that  they  have  as  yet  received  suflicient  compensation  for  the  enormous 
extent  of  lands  which  have  been  taken  away  from  them.  They  should 
not  be  trifled  with  or  treated  unfairly;  otherwise,  they  may  become  dan¬ 
gerous.” 

Then,  on  tho  29th  of  July,  1884,  the  Le  Manitoba  received 
a  communication  from  Prince  Albert,  which  said  . 

“  Big  Bear,  a  chief  of  the  Crees,  and  a  very  intelligent  person,  who  has 
always  given  much  annoyance  to  the  Government,  and  Is  now  stationed 

Mr.  Mackintosh, 


In  the  neighborhood  of  Battleford,  is  on  the  way  to  St.  Laurent,  where  he 
purposes  to  have  an  interview  with  Kiel.  It  Is  certain  that  most  of  the 
Indian  chlels  will  try  to  confer  with  Kiel,  but  he  will  only  give  them 
good  advice,  and  whilst  assuring  them  that  he  will  do  all  in  his  power 
for  their  benefit,  he  will  not  bias  their  minds  so  as  to  render  them 
Intractable.” 

Then  came  his  meeting  with  his  Lordship  Bishop  Grandin> 
on  the  5th  of  September,  which  I  need  not  now  refer  tO) 
and  a  later  meeting  in  January.  Then  we  lose  sight  com¬ 
pletely  of  Louis  Riel,  until  the  trouble  broke  out  in  March. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  am  quoting  now  from  the  docu¬ 
ment  in  my  hand,  that  nothing  more  was  heard  of  him  until 
the  rebellion  broke  out : 

“  This  was  the  last  heard  of  Riel,  till  It  was  announced  that  he  had 
taken  possession  of  the  stores  at  Batoclie,  that  he  had  made  prisoners, 
that  his  soldiers,  under  the  command  of  Dumont,  had  routed  the  Mounted 
Police  at  Duck  Lake.” 

That  is  an  extract  from  Le  Manitoba .  Then  what  do  we 
find  ?  We  find  not  one  of  the  Reform  papers  prepared  to 
assist  the  Government  by  even  sympathetic  or  patriotic 
advice,  but  rather  proving  recreant  to  their  trust  by  the 
most  ungenerous  criticsm  and  by  such  a  course  as  promised 
to  give  infinite  relief  and  encouragement  to  the  rebels  of  the 
North-West.  The  very  moment  the  trouble  commenced, 
that  very  moment  the  Globe  made  the  following  remarks  : — 

“  Sir  John  Macdonald  admits  that  matters  looked  so  serious  last 
summer  that  It  was  thought  prudent  to  have  an  additional  force  in  the 
vicinity  of  Prince  Albert,  that  Major  Crozier  and  a  11)0  men  were  sent  to 
Carlton,  a  Hudson  Bay  Company’s  post,  the  use  of  which  was  obtained 
for  this  purpose.  He  did  nothing,  however,  but  send  these  policemen  to 
overawe  the  discontented.  Masterly  inactivity,  perhaps,  he  imagined, 
would  make  the  way  easy  out  of  this  difficulty  also.  His  favorite,  Mr 
Dewdney,  and  the  gang  who  form  that  potentate’s  court  are  not  the 
men  to  trouble  themselves  about  the  grumblings  and  repining  of  a  few 
half-breeds  whom  it  would  be  so  easy  to  crush  if  they  dared  to  go  too 
far.  Their  Insolence,  their  swaggering,  and  hectoring  and  bullying,  no 
doubt  increased  the  irritation  caused  by  the  neglect  of  the  Dominion 
Government.” 

Here,  in  1885,  wo  find  precisely  a  repetition  of  the  conduct 
of  this  paper  and  its  party  in  1869-70,  glorying  over  the 
ruin  of  the  North-West,  glorying  over  trouble  in  Nova 
Scotia,  glorying  over  trouble  wherever  it  could  be  fomented, 
hoping,  by  exciting  religious  bickerings  and  sectional  feel¬ 
ings,  to  secure  a  party  advantage.  I  could  quote  further 
from  the  Globe  in  the  same  tone,  but  do  not  desire  to  unduly 
occupy  the  time  of  tho  House.  But  we  find  what  the  Yankees 
call  the  “  whoop-la  business  ”  done  by  the  organ  of  the 
Opposition  in  this  city.  On  the  28th  of  March,  when  the 
report  came  that  some  of  our  unfortunate  friends  had  died 
in  the  defence  of  Canada’s  rights  and  privileges,  what  do  we 
find  that  paper  saying? 

“  The  responsibility  for  the  dreadful  massacre  near  Duck  Lake— for  It 
was  a  massacre— rests  upon  the  present  Dominion  Government.  The 
blood  guiltiness  lies  with  them.” 

Well,  one  could  imagine  during  a  heated  time,  when  the 
passions  of  the  people  were  aroused,  a  writer  making  a 
remark  of  this  kind  ;  but  I  can  scarcely  imagine,  and  I  do 
not  think  any  hon.  gentleman  could,  had  he  not  heard  it  last 
night,  imagine  that  a  member  of  this  house  would,  in  cold 
blood,  charge  this  reckless,  incompetent,  extravagant  and 
ignorant  Government-— 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  And  imbecile. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH — with  the  responsibility  of  shed¬ 
ding  oceans  of  blood.  The  Ottawa  Free  Press  further  said 

“  The  deplorable  state  of  affairs  there  is  the  natural  outcome  of  their 
Infamous  system  of  North-West  administration,  which  wronged,  oppres¬ 
sed  and  plundered  the  white  and  half-breed  alike.” 

Here  again  was  a  message  sent  to  the  people  of  the  North- 
West :  You  havo  shed  the  blood  of  your  brothers;  the 
Reform  party  will  stand  by  you  and  delend  you;  and  they 
are  carrying  out  their  pledge  now.  Go  on  ;  strike  blow  after 
blow  at  the  constitution  ;  take  tho  lives  of  innocent  men  ; 
kidnap  women — perpetrate  all  these  crimos,  and  our  distin¬ 
guished  leader  will  rise  in  his  place  in  Parliament  a  few 
weeks  from  now  and  say  he  rejoices  over  tho  fact  that,  not 
being  of  your  race,  he  can  all  the  better  plead  the  cause  of 
tho  poor  half-breed.  That  message  went  out,  the  glad 
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tidings  of  sympathisers  in  the  older  Provinces  were  flashed 
across  the  wires,  and  rebels  were  made  happy,  hopeful  and 
aggressive.  Knowing  these  things,  one  turns  involuntarily 
to  a  vacant  chair  in  this  House,  at  which  none  of  us  can  look 
without  moistened  eyes  ;  and  all  feel  it  and  know  it  to  be  an 
insult  to  tell  us  we  are  responsible  for  sending  out  our  brothers 
to  the  North-West  to  be  murdered  in  cold  blood  or  to  die 
from  the  effect  of  war’s  hardships.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Cameron)  knows,  when  the  record  comes  to  te  written,  it  will 
not  be  the  record  he  represents,  but  a  constitutional  record, 
written,  I  hope,  by  one  who  values  his  own  position  in  politics 
aod  in  public  life,  and  who  would  therefore  scorn  to  resort  to 
such  petty  and  ungenerous  tactics.  The  hon.  gentleman  told 
us  that  the  Government  should  have  been  on  its  guard,  seeing 
there  was  so  much  trouble  brewing,  and  should  have  done 
something  to  maintain  the  peace,  honor  and  happiness  of  the 
North-West.  Why,  the  very  fact  that  the  Department  of 
Indian  Affairs  sent  100  policemen  to  Prince  Albert  was  the 
signal,  as  shown  in  these  documents,  for  the  general  uprising 
and  the  murder  at  Duck  Lake.  Had  the  Government  hastily 
sent  soldiers  up  there  months  ago,  what  would  have  been 
the  ory  ?  It  would  have  been  :  “  Oh  1  there  is  your  policy  ; 
that  is  to  save  the  ranchers  and  the  colonisation  companies.” 
There  would  have  been  a  howl  against  military  expenditure, 
against  the  utilising  the  army  of  snobbery,  as  it  was  called 
in  1883,  when  the  Minister  of  Militia  undertook  the  re-or¬ 
ganisation  of  the  militia.  The  Government  would  have 
been  charged  with  deliberately  squandering  the  money  of 
the  country  in  order  to  save  the  colonisation  companies, 
and  the  timber  lands,  and  the  ranche  lands  of  their  friends, 
and  with  oppressing  and  tyrannising  over  the  poor  half- 
breeds  ;  and.  instead  of  the  amendment  now  under  discussion, 
we  would  have  had  to  discuss  an  amendment  of  a  very  differ¬ 
ent  character.  The  hon.  gentleman  last  night  deemed  proper 
to  insult  the  Government  and  the  party  of  which  I  am  an 
humble  member  by  referring  to  the  colonisation  companies  ; 
and  he  insinuated  that  they  had  caused  all  the  trouble.  What 
do  I  find  ?  Here  is  the  prospectus  of  the  Dominion  Land 
Colonisation  Co.  (Limited),  capital  $500,000  ;  president,  H. 
S.  Howland,  and  solicitors,  Messrs.  Blake,  Kerr  and  Cassels. 
Mr.  Howland — a  leading  Reformer,  and  the  solicitors — well 
the  first  name  is  enough.  Does  anyone  in  his  senses  say  that 
a  colonisation  company,  which  had  paid  a  large  sum  of 
money  into  the  Government  for  land,  was  going  deliberately 
to  ruin  its  prospects  by  fomenting  a  rebellion.  Yet  that  is 
what  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  charged  the  colonisation  corn- 
pane  s  with.  Would  any  one  believe  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  would  act  for  a  colonisation  company  that  had  such 
hollish  designs  in  view  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  talked  too 
about  limber  limits  having  been  given  to  supporters  of  the 
Government.  As  I  have  never  been  interested  in  one  acre 
of  land  in  the  North-West — and  I  am  happy  row,  to  be  able 
to  say  so — I  can  speak  without  prejudice  ;  but  I  desire  to 
call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  this  fact,  that  when 
his  party  was  in  power,  this  Eeform  party,  which  has  such 
respect  for  the  feelings  and  the  instincts  of  the  people,  and 
such  high  regard  for  constitutional  honor,  it  signalised  its 
closing  hours  of  office  by  a  remarkable  transaction.  When 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  was  Minister  of 
the  Interior  in  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  of  which  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Huron  was  a  warm  supporter — though 
not  quite  so  active  aB  he  is  now,  in  Opposition— this  gen¬ 
tleman,  after  the  people  had  voted  non-confidence  in  him 
and  his  leader,  met  his  colleagues  in  council,  and  proceeded 
to  encumber  ^and  hand  over  to  a  monopoly  nearly  all  the 
timber  lands  in  the  valley  of  the  Saskatchewan.  The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Mills)  shakes  his  head ;  but  I  have  the  Order 
in  Council,  paised  on  tho  7th  of  October,  1878 : 

“  The  Minister  of  Interior  reported  on  4th  October,  representing  that 
being  of  opinion  that  it  would  encourage  and  facilitate  settlement  In 
the  valley  of  the  Saskatchewan  if  facilities  were  afforded  for  obtaining 
lumber  at  a  reasonable  price,  which  he  understands  cannot  be  done  at 
the  present  time— he  recommends  that  a  timber  limit  to  the  extent  of  200 
square  mileson  the  Saskatchewan  River  and  its  tributaries  in  the  JSorth 
West  Territories,  be  granted  to  Messrs.  Cooke  and  Sutherland,  the  same  to 


be  selected  by  them  in  blocks  of  not  less  than  20  square  miles— the  bonus 
payable  on  the  said  limit  to  be  at  the  rate  of  *15  per  square  mile.” 

Well,  he  found  his  friends  were  not  quite  satisfied,  and  ho 
thought  he  ought  to  do  something  more  to  facilitate  the 
progress  and  comfort  of  the  people  of  the  North-West  and 
particularly  of  the  Saskatchewan  valley,  and  he  added  : 

“  That  the  applicants  shall  have  a  period  of  3  years  within  which  to 
make  selection  of  limits.” 

The  Government  was  then  just  going  out;  they  had  been 
beaten  on  the  17th  of  September,  1878,  and  the  day  beforo 
resigning  they  passed  this  Order  in  Council.  One  sees  the 
iDjudiciousness  of  the  proposition  of  the  Crown.  The  propo¬ 
sition  was  to  give  control  to  a  combination,  over  200  square 
miles  of  timber  lands  throughout  the  Saskatchewan  valley,  to 
be  picked  out  in  lots  of  20  square  miles.  The  consequence 
would  be,  they  would  get  all  the  good  timber  and  have  at 
least  from  10  to  20  monopolies  throughout  that  country 
— and  that  was  to  decrease  the  price  of  timber.  It  was 
to  give  tho  settlers  cheap  timber,  but  to  put  the  timber 
into  twelve  monopolies  instead  of  one,  but  that  one  con¬ 
trolling  the  twelve. 

“  That  the  applicants  shall  have  a  period  of  three  years  within  which 
to  make  selections  of  the  limit,  which  shall  not  interfere  with  any  lands 
which  may  be  set  apart  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  or  for  reserves 
for  Indlaus  or  school  lands,  or  with  any  other  timber  limits  which  may 
have  been  previously  granted.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear, 
hear.”  He  knows  that  some  of  these  timber  limits  were 
then  in  the  hands  of  their  friends  and  were  under  the  con* 
Lrol  of  these  men.  They  changed  the  men,  but  not  tho 
object. 

“The  Committee  submit  the  foregoing  recommendation  for  Your 
Excellency’s  approval. 

“  W.  A.  Himsworth, 

“  Clerk  Privy  Council .” 

On  the  26th  December  that  order  was  cancelled  by  tho 
Conservative  Government,  yet  the  gentleman  who  endeav¬ 
oured  to  perpetrate  this  job  call  themselves  the  friends  of 
the  half-breeds  and  the  would  be  saviours  of  the  North-West. 
If  the  half-breeds  merely  want  friends  who  are  always  pro¬ 
fessing  to  plead  for  them,  the  country  can  do  no  better 
than  to  keep  these  hon.  gentlemen  in  Opposition,  for 
certainly,  from  1873  to  1878,  it  cannot  be  proved  from  tho 
record  that  they  ever  lifted  their  hands  to  help  the  half- 
breeds,  or  the  surveys  either.  Tho  next  thoughtful  act  of 
the  member  for  Bothwell,  as  Minister  of  Interior,  was  to 
introduce  a  Colonisation  Railway  Bill  in  March,  1878. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  know  there  is  no  Bill  that  tho  bon. 
gentleman  is  prouder  of,  and  perhaps  the  reasons  are  that 
he  withdrew  it,  and  it  never  becamo  an  Act.  The  hon.  gen* 
tleman  has  said  a  great  deal  about  settlers’  rights,  and  we 
shall  hear  a  good  deal  more  from  him  presently  on  that 
subject,  and  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron)  has  talked  about  them,  aud  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  has  also  talked  about  settlers’  rights. 
In  legard  to  this  Bill,  of  which  the  hon.  member  lor 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  is  so  proud,  I  ask  tho  House  to 
allow  mo  to  dissect  a  few  paragraphs.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  afraid  of  railway  monopolies.  After  providing 
for  the  Pacific  Railway,  he  proposed  to  give  all  the  lands 
of  the  North-West  to  any  number  of  companies,  and  to 
locate  and  allot  that  land  so  soon  as  the  companies  were 
formed,  and  put  up  a  percentage  on  tho  stock  it  was  necos* 
sary  to  subscribe.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  his  ideas  in 
reference  to  the  homestead  settler.  Listen  to  this  : 

“The  Governor  In  Council  may  vary  or  entirely  change  the  mode  of 
disposal  of  Dominion  lands  lying  within  a  certain  distance  of  a  railway 
constructed  under  this  Act,  as  regards  homesteads,  pre-emptions,  sales 
and  bounty  land  entries  from  those  contained  In  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  by  reducing  the  quantity  of  land  which  may  be  granted  in  free 
homesteads  or  by  withdrawing  the  homestead  right  altogether  on  such 
lands,  and  may  fix  a  price  for  such  lands,  and  order  that  such  lands  may 
be  sold  excluslvlev  for  cash,  with  or  without  conditions  of  actual  settle¬ 
ment,  as  maybe  deemed  expedient," 
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Here  the  hon.  gentleman  who  objects  to  the  land  regulations 
of  this  Government,  under  this  clause  of  a  colonisation  Bill 
introduced  the  system  of  clothing  the  Governor  in  Council 
with  power  to  fix  the  cash  price,  and,  unless  the  poor  set¬ 
tler  paid  the  cash,  he  had  to  get  off.  Then  the  villages,  the 
town  sites,  all  these  were  pounced  upon,  and  section  28  pro¬ 
vided  that : 

“  Nothing  In  this  Act  shall  be  construed  as  binding  the  Government  to 
acknowledge  any  right  to  land  settled  on,  or  for  any  Improvements 
effected  on  and  within  the  limits  oi  any  tract  reserved  for  a  village  or 
town  sight  along  or  upon  the  line  of  railway,  after  public  notice  shall 
have  been  given  of  such  laud  being  reserved  for  such  purpose.” 

That  is,  if  parties  were  on  the  land,  if  they  had  squatted  on 
the  land — the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Mills)  shakes  his  head. 
He  can  shako  his  head  now,  but  had  this  Act  been  in  force, 
we  would  have  hung  his  head  regretfully  instead  of  shak¬ 
ing  it : 

“  And  in  case  of  any  person  having  settled  on  land  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  villages  or  for  town  sites.” 

If  any  of  the  railway  autocrats  came  along,  and  said  to  the 
Minister  of  Interior  :  I  want  that  land  ;  we  are  going  to 
build  a  station  there,  or  a  church,  or  to  locate  a  town  there, 
or  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  large  village,  the  settler  would 
have  to  go  off1,  no  matter  if  he  had  his  family  around  him, 
and  if  he  had  surrounded  himself  with  all  the  sources  of 
comfort.  What  was  to  take  place  ? 

“  Although  such  settlement  may  have  been  effected  previous  to  public 
notice  as  above.” 

Although  no  notice  had  been  thereto  warn  him  that  he  was 
going  on  forbidden  ground,  yet  that  august  gentleman,  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  because  Reform  Ministers  are  all 
august,  assumed  autocratic  power  : 

“  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  may  resume  possession  of  such  lands,—’  ’ 
May  come  out  in  the  character  of  bailiff,  clothed  with  purple 
and  fine  linen,  and  may  tell  the  settler  that  the  land  is 
wanted  and  he  must  go.  But  there  was  a  compensation. 
What  was  it  ? 

“and  compensate  such  person,  by  allotting  him  other  land  in  lieu 
thereof,  and  paying  for  his  improvements.” 

That  is,  a  man  goos  to  Regina,  takes  his  son  with  him,  takes 
his  family,  surrounds  them  with  comforts,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  tell  him :  There  is  no  land  there ;  it  is  given  to  a  com¬ 
pany  that  is  going  to  build  a  railway.  Well,  he  asks :  I  can  go 
roQu’Appelie  ?  No;  there  is  another  railway  company  there. 
Where  can  I  go  ?  Well,  you  can  go  north  of  Fort  Pitt.  That 
is  precisely  the  power  the  Government  took  to  itself,  and  this 
is  tho  policy  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Came¬ 
ron)  has,  since  last  night,  been  endeavoring  to  defend.  The 
hon.  member  wanted  to  know  something  about  half-breed 
claims  and  half-breed  lands,  and  ho  shod  a  good  many 
crocodile  tears  on  the  subject.  He  has  asked  us  to  rub  the 
sponge  over  the  slate  and  commence  at  1879,  but  we  cannot 
do  that.  The  legacy  left  by  the  previous  Government  is 
what  has  worked  much  of  the  trouble  in  the  North-West 
to-day  and  we  cannot  possibly  trace  that  or  prove  it,  or  sub¬ 
stantiate  it,  unless  wo  go  to  that  record  and  see  the  policy 
which  they  followed,  the  mistakes  which  they  made,  the 
wrongs  they  committed,  and  the  entangled  web  which  they 
left  hon.  gentlemen  who  succeeded  them  in  office  to  un¬ 
ravel.  'Iliac  so  called  Reform  Government  was  in  power  in 
November,  1873,  1874,  1875,  1876  ;  they  wore  in  power  in 
1877  and  during  a  part  of  1878,  and  the  country  breathed 
freely  during  the  latter  part  of  1873,  when  they  went  out. 
They  were  in  power  in  lc77,  and  what  was  the  evidence 
recorded  by  iheir  own  friends  at  that  time  ?  During  the 
Seesion  of  1877  Mr.  Ryan,  of  Marquette,  who  supported  them 
most  of  the  time  they  were  in  power,  on  a  motion  for  cor¬ 
respondence  in  regard  to  half-breed  lands  in  Manitoba, 
said  : 

“From  the  time  the  reserves  were  established,  In  1872,  nothing  was 
done  about  the  matter  until  1875,  although  occasionally  a  good  deal  was 
said.  During  the  latter  session  he  called  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
the  Government  to  the  fact  that  these  reserves  were  blocking  the  path 
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of  provincial  progress.  The  hon.  Mr.  Laird,  at  that  lime  Minister  of 
Interior,  in  reply  to  a  question  asked  by  him,  stated  that  the  delay  in 
settling  the  matter  had  arisen  from  conflicting  claims,  called  staked 
claims.  At  the  same  time,  the  hon.  gentleman  took  occasion  to  assure 
him  that  a  decision  had  been  arrived  at  upon  the  question  of  staked 
claims,  and  that  the  Government  were  prepared  at  once  to  proceed  to 
the  distribution.  He  (Mr.  Ryan)  knew  fully  at  the  time,  as  he  knew 
now,  that  the  answer  was  neither  full  nor  satisfactory.  As  in  many 
reserves,  a  i  ongst  others,  the  reserves  for  the  half-breeds  of  White  Mud 
River,  Portage  la  Prairie,  High  Bluff  and  Poplar  Point,  in  the  county 
of  West  Marquette,  not  a  single  case  of  staked  claims  had  arisen,  aud, 
therefore,  there  was  no  reason  for  the  delay  In  these  parishes.” 

Although  there  were  no  stake  claims,  the  Minister  stated  to 
his  friend,  in  1875,  that  it  was  on  account  of  the  stake  claims 
in  this  particular  district  that  the  lands  had  not  been  allotted. 

I  will  show  more  than  that : 

“The  year  passed  away,  but  the  promise  respecting  the  distribution  of 
the  reserves  bad  not  been  fulfilled.” 

Now,  if  Mr.  Ryan  had  known  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposito 
as  we  know  them,  and  as  the  people  of  Ontario  have  known 
them  since  1874,  he  would  have  known  that  never,  during  all 
their  existence  as  a  party,  did  they  ever  carry  out  in  power 
what  they  had  promised  in  Opposition.  But  Mr.  Ryan  was 
an  innocent  man,  and  he  left  the  House  disappointed,  and,  I 
believe,  took  a  seat  upon  the  bench  a  year  or  two  after : — 

“  The  year  passed  away,  and  again,  during  the  course  of  last  Session,  he 
felt  It  to  be  his  duty  to  remind  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  that  his  pro¬ 
mise  respecting  the  distribution  of  the  reserves  bad  not  been  fulfilled. 
Again  he  had  received  an  assurance  that  the  Government  were  going  to 
atoate  the  nuisance  at  once  and  to  distribute  the  reserves.  Another  twelve 
months  having  expired,  be  found  bis  hall-breed  constituents  and  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  precisely  In  the  same  position  they  had  occupied 
during  the  last  five  years.” 

Here  were  gentlemen  who,  for  four  years,  had  been  making 
promises  and  making  exaggerated  statements  of  their  duties 
in  regard  to  the  allotment  of  these  lands,  whereas  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  settlers  show  there  were  no  stake  claims.  I 
will  shortly  prove  that  while  they  were  telling  tho  settlers 
about  these  stake  claims,  and  holding  them  up  as  a  raw 
head  and  bloody  bones,  they  had  alroady  passed  Orders  in 
Council,  in  1876,  refusing  to  recognise  in  any  way  whatever 
with  stake  claims.  Mr.  Mills,  in  reply,  stated  : 

“  On  assumlug  office,  his  attention  was  almost  Immediately  directed  to 
the  subject.  The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  was,  of  course,  aware  that 
provision  was  made  for  the  allotment  of  the  land  into  half-breed  settle¬ 
ments,  and  that  before  any  action  was  taken  claims  were  put  forward 
on  behalf  of  private  parties  to  particular  tracts  of  land  within  the  dis¬ 
trict.  On  investigation,  it  was  found  that  there  were  several  hundreds  of 
these  claims.  All  possible  information  was  obtained,  in  order  that  the 
claims  might  be  disposed  ot  at  the  earliest  practicable  day ;  and  he 
trusted  that  this  would  be  very  soon.  The  Government  were  lully  aware 
of  the  mischief  which  had  resulted  to  Manitoba  from  no  aotion  beiug 
taken  in  alloting  the  land,  and  they  had  considered  the  injury  occasioned 
by  locking  up  lands  by  merely  changing  the  form  of  reservation.” 

To-day  tho  hon.  gentlemen  charge  the  Government  with, 
offences  for  which  they  themselves  are  responsible,  by  adopt¬ 
ing  their  policy  with  regard  to  stake  claims  and  refusing  to 
admit  settlers’  claims.  There  were  in  the  North-West  men 
of  influence,  men  of  substance,  men  of  industry,  who  were 
driven  off  their  lands  by  the  action  of  these  hon.  gentlemen. 
Some  of  tho  very  disaffected  parties  who  are  now  inciting 
trouble  in  the  North-West  are  people  who  were  driven  out 
of  Manitoba  by  the  Orders  in  Council  passed  by  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  have  shown  that  the  party 
opposed  to  tho  present  Government,  from  1869  up  to  tho 
present  time,  has  on  all  occasions  utilised  any  sectional  or 
national  troubles  to  benefit  themselves  and  to  promote  their 
party’s  interest,  irrespective  of  the  effect  it  would  have 
upon  the  country  in  general.  I  have  shown  that  through¬ 
out  their  policy  has  been  one  for  office  and  not  for  the  pro¬ 
motion  of  the  country’s  interests.  When  the  House  rose  at 
recess  I  was  referring  to  the  settlement  of  the  half-breeds’ 
land  in  Manitoba,  and  the  non-allotment  of  those  lands  in 
1877.  1  showed  that  tho  then  Minister  of  the  Interior  admitted 
that  the  dilatory  policy  of  the  Government  worked  mischief 
to  Manitoba;  I  have  shown  that  one  of  tho  representatives 
of  Manitoba  stated  that  the  lack  of  attention  to  their  duties 
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on  the  part  of  the  Government  was  blocking  the  path  of 
provincial  progress.  I  have  shown  that  during  all  that 
time  nothing  but  promises,  promises,  promises,  were 
given  in  return  for  the  support  of  the  country.  I  have 
shown  lhat  from  November,  1873,  to  September,  1878,  their 
policy  was  one  of  indifference  and  inaction.  I  have  shown 
that  the  only  effort  they  made  to  redeem  themselves  in  the 
public  estimation  was  on  the  7th  October,  1878,  when  they 
passed  their  infamous  Orders  in  Council  to  give  to  Cook  and 
Sutherland  entire  control  of  the  timber  limits  of  the  North- 
West.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  me  dealt 
very  strongly  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  very  cogently — at 
any  rate,  very  insultingly — with  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  led  by  the  right  hon.  Premier  in  connection  with  lands 
and  limits.  I  stated  that  I  would  show  by  the  Orders  in 
Council  passed  by  the  preceding  Government  in  1876,  when 
the  hon.  member  foi  Bothwell  was  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
what  their  policy  was  with  regard  to  stake  claims.  I  find, 
in  a  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  a  memo¬ 
randum  of  the  20th  April,  1876  : 

“  On  a  memorandum,  dated  29th  January,  1876,  from  the  hon.  the 
■Minister  of  the  Interior,  reporting  the  existence  of  certain  claims  to  land 
in  Manitoba,  which,  he  states  do  not  come  clearly  within  those  provided 
for  under  the  law  as  it  now  stands.” 

I  will  take  No.  2  of  the  classification. 

“  2.  Lands  allegel  to  have  been  taken  up,  but  which  were  not  surveyed 
as  above,  or  occupied,  but  merely  marked  out  by  the  claimants,  by 
stakes,  prior  to  the  15th  July,  1871. 

“  The  secoud  class  the  Minister  submits  are  not  entitled  to  considera¬ 
tion.” 

I  have  shown  by  this  Order  in  Council  that  the  policy 
adopted  by  the  then  Minister  of  the  Interior  resulted  in  a 
number  of  people  leaving  Manitoba  and  going  to  the  North- 
West.  I  have  stated  that  those  who  went  there  did  so 
as  men  driven  from  the  Province  they  had  adopted, 
and,  being  driven  out,  became  disaffected  members  of 
society  in  the  Territories.  I  have  stated  further,  that  upon 
the  Conservative  Government  coming  into  power  they 
calmly  deliberated  the  matter,  and  the  result  was  that  on 
25th  February,  1881,  a  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  was  adopted,  in  which  it  is  stated : 

“  On  a  memorandum  dated  2‘ird  February,  1881,  from  the  hon.  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  the  Interior,  in  reference  to  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  20th 
April,  1876,  on  the  subject  of  certain  claims  to  land  in  Manitoba,  and 
adopting  a  certain  mode  of  dealing  with  the  same. 

“  The  Minister  reports  that  exception  has  been  taken  by  the  persons 
Interested  in  the  operation  of  that  Order,  in  respect  of  the  particular 
class  of  claims  set  forth  In  paragraph  No.  2  of  the  same,  it  being  alleged 
lhat  a  settlement  of  their  rights  on  the  basis  of  the  said  order  would 
result  in  Injustice  to  the  claimants.” 

The  Order  in  Council  further  stated  : 

“For  convenience  in  dealing  with  the  question,  the  Minister  classifies 
the  several  claims  as  follows 

“1.  Those  of  such  claims  as  have  changed  hands,  the  purchasers  hav¬ 
ing  In  some  cases  gone  into  possession,  and  are  living  on  the  land  at  the 
present  time. 

“2.  Those  of  the  claims  so  staked  out,  which  remain  exactly  as  they 
were-when  It  Is  alleged  they  were  taken  up,  and  are  claimed  by  the  per¬ 
sons  who  staked  them  out. 

“3.  Those  claims  which,  since  being  staked  out,  have  been  bought  up 
by  other  parties,  for,  it  is  said,  speculative  purposes,  and  are  now  held 
with  that  view,  nothing  having  been  done  upon  them  In  the  way  of  cul¬ 
tivation  or  Improvement.” 

This  is  the  second  class  dealt  with  by  the  Minister  of 
Interior  in  1876  : 

“  Respecting  the  second  class,  that  the  lands  be  offered  to  the  claimants 
at  the  price  of  railway  lands  in  the  belt  in  which  they  are  found  to  be 
situated,  but  should  the  claimant  in  any  case  prefer  to  do  so,  he  may 
accept  a  homestead  entry  for  160  acres  of  the  lot,  and  acquire  the  balance 
at  the  railway  lands  price,  as  before  mentioned.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  date  of  that  Order  ? 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  The  date  is  the  23rd  February, 
1881,  I  have  shown  that  whereas  the  present  Government 
is  charged  with  dilatoriness,  that  charge  really  lies  at  the 
door  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  have  shown  by  evidence 
and  I  can  show  by  further  evidence — that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  were  absolutely  indifferent  to  the  claims  of  the 
half  breeds;  that  they  never  thought  of  the  claims  of  the 
poor  Indians,  that  they  thought  solely  of  their  friends,  and 
when  they  enlarged  the  boundaries  of  the  allotments  to ! 


half-breeds  to  240  acres,  based  upon  a  partial  return,  and 
done,  many  declare,  to  help  those  who  had  bought  scrip  from 
the  poor  half-breeds — they  la;d  the  foundation  of  what  has 
caused  half  the  trouble  in  the  North-West.  The  hon.  mem-? 
her  for  West  Huron  ( Mr.  Cameron)  stated  that  the  grievances 
of  the  people  of  the  North-West  were  the  result  of  inaction 
—inaction  in  regard  to  the  surveys,  indifference,  proved  by 
the  small  number  of  patents  issued,  and  the  non-settlement 
of  claims.  I  will  ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to  draw  a  com¬ 
parison  between  the  number  of  patents  issued  by  the  present 
Government  and  those  issued  by  the  preceding  Government. 
The  total  number  of  patents  issued  in  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  Territories  up  to  the  27th  February,  1885,  was 
23,036.  Issued  from  5th  May,  1873,  to  January,  1879, 
6,500.  Those  patents  were  issued  and  claims  settled  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  at  a  time  when  they  were  promising, 
year  after  year,  from  1873  to  1878,  that  they  would  make  a 
final  arrangement  and  have  the  trouble  amicably  settled. 
The  number  of  patents  issued  from  1st  January,  1879,  to 
27th  February,  1885,  was  16,537,  as  compared  with  6,500 
issued  between  18. '3  and  1879.  The  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well,  when  Minister  of  the  Interior,  wrote  to  the  Dominion 
land  agent,  at  Winnipeg,  as  follows 

“  It  is  not  necessary  to  look  up  parties  who  have  claims.  If  they  care 
for  their' Interests  they  will  themselves  come  forward  and  establish 
their  claims.” 

This  letter  was  in  reply  to  a  communication  from  a  gen¬ 
tleman  living  on  the  spot,  who  knew  the  feelings  of  the 
people,  who  understood  the  instincts  of  the  people,  and 
saw  future  trouble  engendered  from  want  of  policy  and 
want  of  tact.  The  Dominion  land  agent  laid  down  a  policy 
which,  if  adopted  by  tho  hon.  gentleman,  would  have  created 
more  happiness  and  comfort  than  exists  in  the  North* 
West  and  Manitoba  to-day. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  observation  was  made  upon  a  memo¬ 
randum  to  Mr.  Codd,  and  Mr.  Codd  had  already  suggested 
exactly  the  same  line. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept 
the  explanation  of  the  hon,  gentleman  ;  but  it  is  very 
strange  that  the  Dominion  agent,  if  he  desired  to  induce 
the  Minister  to  adopt—— 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  was  not  an  Indian  agent.  It  was  Mr 
Codd  ;  and  if  the  bon.  gentleman  will  look  at  Mr.  Codd’s 
letter  he  will  find  that  Mr.  Codd  presented  exactly  the 
same  view. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  Then  the  hon.  member  has  only 
proved  that  not  alone  was  he  incompetent,  but  the  Dominion 
agent  as  well.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  talked  about  surveys,  and  said  what  the  half- 
breeds  wanted  was  surveys.  Tho  other  night  the  First 
Minister  displayed  a  map  which  afforded  very  suggestive  and 
significant  proof  of  the  lack  of  action  on  the  part  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  From  that  map  I  find  that  the  land 
surveyed  up  to  1873,  from  the  time  that  Canada  became 
seised  of  the  territory  of  .Rupert’s  Land,  and  the  North-West 
Territories,  from  the  time  that  Manitoba  got  a  constitution, 
amounted  to  9,999,000  acres;  and  tho  progressive,  bril¬ 
liant,  patriotic,  statesmanlike,  all-the-talents  Government 
which  came  in  in  1873,  succeeded,  in  five  years,  by  a 
remarkable  effort  and  an  energy  almost  unparalleled  in 
the  history  of  reform,  in  surveying  1,797,000  acres.  I 
find  that  under  the  present  incompetent,  ignorant,  imbe¬ 
cile  Administration  which  I  have  the  honor  to  sup 
port,  and  which  tho  country  endorsed,  from  the  time 
they  came  into  power,  in  1879,  down  to  1884,  there 
were  55,618,500  seres  surveyed.  And  we  are  told 
that  what  the  half-breeds  want,  and  what  the  poor  starving 
Indians  want,  are  surveys.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  what 
food  could  be  extracted  from  a  survey  by  a  starving  Indian  ; 
I  do  not  know  what  particular  pleasure  would  accrue  to  a 
!  half-brood  by  seeing  surveys,  from  which  ho  was  deriving 
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no  benefit.  So  far  as  the  half-breeds  are  concerned,  we  are 
told  that  there  has  been  an  absolute  want  of  action,  and  a 
non-settlement  of  claims  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
Now,  I  find  that  in  1883  the  land  board  mot  at  Prince  Albert, 
Mr.  Pearce  being  the  leading  member  of  it,  and  they  sat  and 
adjusted  a  large  number  of  claims.  In  1884  Mr.  Pearce  went 
to  Calgary,  Edmonton  and  Battleford,  contrary  to  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake),  and  which,  despite  the  evidence  I  am  now 
giving,  will  probably  be  repeated  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell.  He  visited  the  South  Saskatchewan  and  did 
a  large  amount  of  work,  subsequently  leaving  to 
Mr.  Duck,  the  agent  at  Prince  Albert,  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  claims  on  the  South  Saskatchewan — the 
claims  of  men  who  had  come  there  and  taken  up  land 
and  forcibly  made  settlers  of  themselves.  1  think  I  have 
shown  that  so  far  as  patents  issued  are  concerned,  want  of 
action  and  utter  indifference  were  alone  shown  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  when  he  was  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
So  far  as  the  duties  performed  by  Mr.  Pearce  and  the  land 
board  are  concerned,  there  was  rapid  and  active  work,  and 
instead  of  condemning  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  from  their 
own  records,  should  have  been  the  first  to  have  endorsed  it. 
They  appear  to  forget,  too,  that  their  negligence  in  surveys, 
in  allotments  and  in  locations,  allowed  years  to  elapse, 
thereby  making  it  difficult  to  find  the  rightful  owners  or 
claimants,  and  that  by  annulling  Governor  Archibald’s 
enumeration  they  lost  several  years  and  completely 
reversed  the  policy  of  their  predecessors.  But  with 
that  party  blindness  which  drove  them  out  of  power, 
and  which  will  keep  them  out  of  power  for  many  years, 
these  hon.  gentlemen  proceed,  in  the  face  of  evidence 
that  they  cannot  gainsay,  to  condemn  the  present  Govern- 
ment  as  one  wanting  in  action,  one  neglectful  of  its  duties 
to  the  country.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
said,  where  is  the  Prime  Minister,  and  why  is  he 
not  present  to  hear  my  indictment  ?  And  what 
was  the  indictment  ?  Was  it  one  which  a  load¬ 
ing  public  man  should  bring  against  any  Government? 
No,  Fir  ;  it  was  a  seiies  of  extracts  from  newspapers,  and  a 
denial  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  was  actu¬ 
ated  by  any  motive  savo  the  public  interest.  When  the 
dates  of  these  papors  were  asked  he  took  it  as  a  personal 
affront,  and  gave  the  date  of  only  one  extract  from  the 
Toronto  Mail  of  March  last.  He  alluded  also  to  an  extract 
from  La  Minerve.  Why,  Sir,  had  the  hon.  gontleman 
desired  to  do  so,  ho  could  have  found  in  La  Minerve  of  the 
next  day  an  article  by  the  regular  editor,  manager  and 
controller  of  that  paper,  stating  that  the  article  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  referred  was  smugglod  into  the  editorial 
columns  of  that  journal.  But,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  instead  of  making  that  statement,  omitted  these 
facts.  Do  these  hon.  gentlemen  imagine  that  the 
people  of  this  country  are  not  intelligent  ?  The 
people  had  a  Government,  of  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  a  leading  representative,  in  power  from  le73 
to  1818,  and  we  know  that  so  far  as  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Laird  is  concerned,  who  preceded  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  as  Minister  of  the  Interior,  so  soon  as  that  gentle¬ 
man  was  found  incompetent,  was  found  not  to  answer  just 
exactly  what  the  Reform  party  required,  as  Minister  of 
Interior,  he  was  sent  up  to  formulate  and  regulate  a  policy  for 
the  great  North-West.  He  was  given  control  over  the  larger 
territory  and  the  larger  interest,  and  the  hon.  member  lor 
Bothwell  took  his  place,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman,  in 
his  inner  consciousness,  knows  what  state  that  Department 
was  in  when  he  entered  it,  and  how  much  credit  it  reflected 
on  his  predecessor.  If  Mr.  Laird  was  competent,  if 
he  was  an  able  and  brilliant  statesman,  why  did  they  not 
keep  him  in  the  Government  ?  But,  no  ;  they  sent  him  to 
the  North-West,  to  make  treaties  with  tho  Indians,  and  I 
ask  why  it  was,  while  he  was  there,  that  he  did  not  in 
Mr.  Mackintosh. 
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those  treaties  arrange  for  the  allotment  and  the 
settlement  of  those  claims.  And  when  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  talks  about  the  Indians 
having  no  rations,  about  their  being  badly  treated,  about 
their  starving,  I  ask  him  if  in  any  of  the  treaties  they 
can  find  obligations  entered  into  by  the  then  Government, 
or  by  any  Government  controlling  the  interests  of  Canada, 
at  that  time,  promises  or  engagements  to  ration  those 
Indians  ?  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  moved  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  interests  of  the  half-breeds,  and  in  tho  interest 
of  their  leader,  M.  Riel,  the  claimant  of  240  acres  of  land, 
the  claimant  of  five  lots,  who  says  he  has  many  other  addi* 
tional  claims  to  make— I  ask  if  they  knew  what  the 
policy  of  Riel  was.  If  they  did  not  know,  they  should  not 
have  introduced  that  resolution,  because  I  think  those 
gentlemen  have  read  the  records,  they  know  the  history  of 
the  uprising,  and  they  have  taken  far  more  interest  in 
knowing  more  of  him  and  those  connected  with  him  than 
they  have  with  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  Dominion  at 
large.  I  find  that  Riel,  writing  to  Bishop  Grandin,  at  the 
time  whon  he  pretended  to  be  acting  in  the  interests  of 
peace  and  harmony  and  constitutional  government,  treat¬ 
ing  this  Government  as  a  child  should  its  father,  said  : 

“  Here  is  what  we  request  for  the  present  until  Canada  becomes  able 
to  pay  each  year  the  interest  on  the  oapital  representing  the  value  of 
our  country,  and  until  public  opinion  consents  to  recognise  our  rights  to 
the  land,  to  their  full  extent.” 

I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  to  weigh  this  evidence,  this  statement, 
and  see  what  it  means.  They  know  what  they  did  for  Riel 
in  1874.  We  know  now  what  they  are  trying  todo  for  him. 
They  are  trying  to  cloak  the  wrong-doing  of  that  agitator 
by  a  vote  of  Parliament,  though  I  do  not  assert  they 
are  doing  it  with  a  rebellious  thought  or  feeling. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes;  they  are. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  But  I  know  that  party  passion 
has  misled  them,  that  it  is  carrying  them  to  an  extent 
they  will  much  regret  in  the  future,  whon  they  come  to 
me6t  the  people  at  the  polls ;  and  what  has  the  result  been  ? 
Does  Riel  say  to  that  distinguished  prelate  of  his  church  : 
Give  us  these  rights;  give  us  responsible  government; 
givo  us  our  land,  and  we  will  be  satisfied.  No ;  he  says 
we  are  willing  to  take  that  for  the  present  only,  until 
public  opinion  consents  to  recognise  our  rights  to 
the  land  to  the  full  extent.  What  does  that  mean  ? 
It  means  that  any  compromise  with  those  people  now 
would  mean  future  trouble  and  misery  in  the  North-West. 
Even  with  the  heads  of  the  Church,  Riel  was  mysterious, 
as  proved  by  Bishop  Grandin’s  words  at  the  meeting  in 
September  last,  when  that  dignitary  made  a  speech  as 
follows -  •  , 

“  The  venerable  prelate  said  that  if  for  some  time  past  the  relations 
between  the  clergy  and  the  half-breed  population  with  regard  to  what 
had  taken  place  appeared  cold  and  unsympathetio,  that  reserve  on  the 
part  of  the  clergy  did  not  argue  any  diminution  of  aflection  or  charity, 
but  was  simply  actuated  by  the  extreme  prudence  which  the  actual 
circumstances  demanded  on  account  of  the  mystery  in  which  they  (the 
half-breeds)  had  thought  proper  to  envelop  their  proceedings  up  to  that 
day— a  mystery  which  not  only  left  the  clergy  without  sufficient  know¬ 
ledge  on  which  to  base  a  clear  and  well-founded  judgment,  but  which, 
moreover,  gave  rise  to  serious  suspicions,  to  fears  and  disquietudes  that 
were  absolutely  painful.  ‘  Oniy  speak  out  honestly,’  added  his  Lordship  ; 
‘only  let  us  know  distinctly  what  your  desires  and  aims  are,  and  we  will 
give  you  our  opinion  and  counsel.  If  justice  is  on  your  side,  we  will 
sustain  you  with  all  our  strength  and  influence,  as  we  have  ever  done  in 
like  circumstances  in  the  past.’  ” 

Louts  Riel  is  no  common  man ;  he  kuows  the  instincts  of 
his  people ;  he  knows  what  control  he  has  over  them ;  and 
ho  knew,  when  he  wrote  letters  to  different  respectable 
people,  that  if  he  was  paid  a  certain  amount  of  money  he 
would  go  out  of  the  country  and  the  trouble  would  cease, 
that  at  some  future  time  he  could  come  back,  and  bring 
misery  and  tribulation  and  depression  upon  the  North-West. 
But  we  find  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  willing  to  endorse 
Riol’s  policy  and  Riel’s  duplicity.  Now,  the  hon.  gentle- 
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man  has  sneered  at  the  land  regulations  introduced  by  this 
Government.  I  ask  if,  from  his  place  in  this  House,  he 
dare  contrast  the  vacillating  land  regulations  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Mackenzie,  in  1874,  with  the  land  regulations 
improved  upon  and  adopted  by  the  present  Administration. 
I  have  shown  that  the  hon.  member  for  JBothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  in  his  colonisation  Bill,  proposed  to  sow  the  seeds  of 
disunion  and  trouble  for  the  struggling  settler  in  the  North- 
West — that  he  not  only  sot  apart  the  territory  for 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but 
did  this  also  for  different  colonisation  railway  companies, 
thus  allowing  Americans  to  come  in  and  coi^rol  the  trade 
of  the  country,  from  fhe  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  thus 
diverting  that  to  the  United  States.  Now,  if  the  House 
will  permit  mo,  I  wish  to  contrast  the  land  regulations  of  the 
present  Government  with  the  land  regulations  of  the  former 
Government,  and  both  with  those  of  the  United  States, 
which  have  been  so  frequently  eulogised  by  tho  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Chariton),  and  other 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Under  the  regulations  of  the  late 
Government,  no  homestead  and  pre  emption  grants  were 
allowed,  no  sale  of  lands  for  cash  was  permitted,  except 
under  the  peculiar  clause  in  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  in  1878,  which  allowed  favored  classes 
to  come  in  and  claim  the  land  and  pay  cash  for  it ;  thus 
certain  men  who  were  making  a  living  by  traffic  along  the 
railways,  and  had  very  little  money,  were  put  into  tho 
hands  of  a  lot  of  land  grabbers  and  speculators.  No  one 
was  allowed  to  have  more  than  310  acres;  $1  per  acre, 
cash  down,  was  demanded,  and  the  balance  was  to  bo  paid 
at  whatever  time  and  at  whatever  price  the  Government 
might  fix  ;  actual  settlement  was  to  begin  within  a  year,  on 
paiD  of  forfeiture  of  all  payments.  The  House  is  doubt¬ 
less  aware  that  there  have  been  various  changes  made  in 
the  land  regulations  by  the  present  Government, 
according  as  the  progress  and  development  of  the 
country  required  them,  as  the  reports  of  agents 
camo  in,  and  as  the  opinions  of  Ministers  were  ripened  and 
matured  by  experience.  Homesteads  of  160  acres  each 
may  now  bo  obtained,  on  all  tho  even-numbored  sections 
(not  otherwise  disposed  of),  upon  the  simple  payment  of  $10 
of  an  office  fee.  In  the  mile  belt,  that  is  the  land  one 
mile  in  width  on  each  side  of  tho  railway,  the  actual  settler 
must  begin  residence  within  six  months,  and  break  up  his 
homestead  land  at  a  certain  number  of  acres.  Outside  of 
the  mile  belt  the  homesteader  may  begin  occupation  within 
six  months,  and  live  only  six  months  per  annum  on  his 
grant,  cultivating  it,  of  course.  The  homesteader  may 
reside  within  a  radius  of  two  miles  of  his  land  for 
the  three  years  succeeding  his  entry.  This  is  a  parti¬ 
cularly  liberal  provision,  as  it  enables  the  settler  to  board 
for  two  or  three  seasons,  or  half  a  dozen  to  club  togethor 
and  live  in  comfort  while  cultivating  thoir  land.  A 
homesteader  may  purchase  his  grant  outright,  if  he  pleases, 
after  he  has  lived  on  it  a  year  and  cultivated  thirty  acres. 
A  pre-emption  plot  of  160  acres  can  be  had  at  the  same 
time  as  the  homestead  grant,  at  $2.50  per  acre,  or,  in  some 
parts,  for  $2  per  acre.  On  payment  of  a  fee  of  50  cents,  a 
settler  may  get  a  permit  to  cut  30  cords  of  wood,  1,800 
lineal  feet  of  logs,  2,000  cubic  feet  of  rails,  and  400  roof 
rails.  Payments  for  lands  may  be  in  cash,  scrip,  or  police 
or  military  bounty  warrants.  Now,  having  shown  that 
the  land  policy  of  the  present  Government  is  infinitely 
superior  to  and  more  liberal  than  that  of  tho  preceding 
Government,  I  wish  to  refer  to  that  which  some  hon. 
gentlemen  laud  as  everything  that  is  wise  and  just 
and  progressive — the  land  policy  of  the  United  States. 
In  Canada,  the  land  regulation  grants  to  every  actual  set¬ 
tler  a  free  homestead,  and  a  pre-emption  adjoining.  In  the 
United  States  a  homestead  and  pre-emption  cannot  adjoin, 
and  cannot  be  held  at  the  same  time.  In  Canada,  pre-emp¬ 
tion  is  the  right  to  purchase  a  lot  adjoining  a  free  grant, 


when  the  homesteader  is  entitled  to  his  free  patent.  In  the 
United  States,  pre  emption  means  the  right  to  purchase  a 
homostead  lot,  after  living  on  it  and  improving  it  for  not 
less  than  twelve  months.  In  Canada,  a  man  can  get  two 
homesteads  and  pre-emptions.  In  the  United  States,  only 
one  can  be  obtained.  In  Canada,  the  condition  of  owner¬ 
ship  is  three  years’  settlement  and  cultivation.  In  the 
United  States,  the  term  is  five  years.  In  Canada,  a  youth 
of  eighteen  yeai-s  of  age  has  the  right  to  a  homestead  and 
pre-emption.  In  the  United  States,  ho  must  bo  twenty-one 
years  old.  For  young  men,  therefore,  Canada  is  three  years 
ahead  of  the  United  States.  In  the  United  States,  no  por- 
son  who  is  owner  of  320  acres  in  any  State  or  Territory  can 
obtain  a  homestead.  la  Canada,  the  only  condition  for 
securing  homestead  and  pre-emption  is,  that  the  man  shall 
actually  reside  on  the  land.  He  may  own  lands  in  other 
places,  without  that  fact  preventing  him  obtaining  his 
free  grant  and  pre  emption.  Now,  I  submit  to  the 
House  that  comparison  of  the  land  syatem  of  Mr. 
Mackenzie’s  Government  with  the  land  system  of  the  present 
Administration,  and  the  existing  system,  as  contrasted 
with  that  of  the  United  States,  shows  that  our  regula¬ 
tions  in  Canada  are  far  more  liberal  and  progressive 
in  all  that  contributes  to  promote  tho  public  welfare  and 
the  public  interest.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
doalt  at  length  with  the  Indian  quostion.  That  ques¬ 
tion  has  been  treated  with  force,  ability,  |Ower  and 
exhaustiveness  by  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mr.  Girouard) ;  I  shall,  therefore,  not  allude  to  it  at  any 
length,  but  would  remind  tho  hon.  mombor  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  that  he,  as  Minister  of  the  Interior,  must  have 
realised  that  at  some  future  period  there  would  be  trouble 
with  the  Indians  in  the  North-West,  even  when  he  did  not 
know  that  Riel  was  plotting,  or  that  an  incipient  rebellion 
was  thi-eatening  that  country.  In  1879,  when  a  Bill  was 
brought  in  to  increase  the  Mounted  Police  force  to  500  men, 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  said : 

“  p'e  was  strongly  impressed  with  the  idea  that  there  was  danger  of 
difficulties  with  the  aborigines  at  no  very  remote  period.  He  believed  tho 
supply  of  buffiilo  would,  at  an  early  day,  be  exhausted,  these  buffalo  being 
the  principal  means  of  support  of  the  Indians;  and  unless  something 
was  done  at  an  early  day  to  induce  them  to  engage  in  industrial  pursuits, 
serious  complications  would  arise,  when  their  jn-esent  means  of  subsis¬ 
tence  failed. 

Sir  John  Macdonald  said  no  doubt  the  danger  the  hon,  gentleman 
mentioned  must  always  be  contemplated.  The  Government  and  Parlia¬ 
ment  must  be  prepared  for  an  outbreak  some  time,  when  the  Indians’ 
means  of  subsistence  failed  or  became  scarce. 

“Mr.  Mills  hat  no  doubt,  before  the  time  of  the  present  Parliament 
expired,  serious  troubles  would  be  witnessed  in  the  North-West.” 

That  was  in  1879.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  was  a 
little  previous  in  his  prophetic  fears  ;  but  I  ask  the  hou. 
member  for  West  Huron  how,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that 
millions  of  dollars  have  been  expended,  that  intelligent 
instructors  using  every  advantage  that  civilization  could 
afford  have  been  provided,  be  can  assert  that  the 
Government  have  ill-treated  the  Indians.  The  bon. 
member  for  West  Huron  quoted  from  different  books 
and  reports.  I  observed  that  he  dropped  bis  voice 
at  the  dates,  and  very  irequently  I  could  not  hoar  them.  I 
do  not  now  know  what  particular  years  he  mentioned  or 
what  particular  reports  he  quoted  from ;  but  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Jacques  Cartier  has  dealt  with  that  question, 
with  great  ability  and  as  his  statements  will  go  the  country, 

I  am  willing  to  put  his  arguments  against  those  of  three  or 
four  gentlemen  of  the  same  calibre  as  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron.  It  may,  however,  in  this  connection  be 
imagined  that  I  am  not  doing  justice  to  the  ex-Minister  of 
the  Interior.  I  forgot  that  we  then  had  a  sanguinary 
Minister  of  Interior ;  I  forgot  that  his  policy  was,  that 
in  order  to  assist  the  Indians  and  in  order  to  promote 
peace  and  comfort  in  the  North-West,  the  Indians  should 
be  furnished  with  Winchester  rifles ;  and  if  we  look  at 
the  Estimates  under  his  regime  we  will  find  an  appropria¬ 
tion  for  rifles  to  tho  Indians.  I  do  not  know  whether  ho 
thought,  with  my  hon.  friends  last  night,  that  tho  only 
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Indian  he  could  trust  was  a  dead  Indian,  and  was  of 
the  opinion  that  they  would  probably  shoot  one  another; 
but  I  cannot  think  that,  feeling  in  his  heart  there  would 
be  an  uprising  some  day,  he  gave  arms  into  the  hands 
of  these  ignorant  people  for  the  purpose  of  slaughtering 
the  white  population.  Before  I  close,  1  desire  to  add  some 
further  evidence  which  disproves  the  allegation  that  the 
uprising  was  due  to  maladministration  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  I  know  that  any  statement  favorable  to  the 
Government,  will  not  be  palatable  to  hon.  gentleman 
opposite;  I  know  that  for  over  three  months  they  have 
been  studying  the  Blue  Books,  seeking  to  prejudice  their 
own  minds,  seeking  to  convince  themselves  that  they  are 
right  and  the  Government  wrong.  Ido  not  blame  them 
for,  maddened  by  partisanship  and  ambition,  they  knew 
not,  cared  not,  what  they  did  ;  they  aro  prejudiced,  and 
when  a  man  has  strong  prejudices  it  is  difficult  to  remove 
them,  particularly  when  he  has  an  object  in  view  in  having 
them.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  talk  about  starving  Indians, 
about  the  want  of  surveys,  and  about  the  poor  half-breeds. 
What  does  Louis  Biel  say  now,  when,  being  in  prison,  he 
professes  give  the  true  reason  for  the  uprising.  He  says, 
in  a  letter  dated  June  15th  inst,  addressed  to  Mr.  Fiset, 
formerly  a  member  of  this  House  : 

“  Times  were  hard  in  the  Saskatchewan  country  especially.  There 
was  no  work  ;  there  was  no  money.  The  crops  had  failed,  as  you  may 
have  seen  by  newspaper  reports.  Merchants  were  embarrassed,  or  half 
ruined,  or  brought  to  the  verge  of  ruin,  and  knew  not  what  to  do.  They 
plotted  together  to  bring  in  all  the  Mounted  Police  they  could.” 

Biel  was  the  leader  of  that  rebellion,  the  preacher  of  peace 
and  harmony,  who,  going  there  in  the  interest  of  peace  and 
harmony,  saw  his  opportunity.  Ho  says  thore  was  con¬ 
siderable  trouble  in  the  North-West;  but  instead  of  trying 
amicably  to  settle  the  case,  he  went  to  the  friends  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  the  starving  Indians,  and  tried  to 
mislead  them,  convincing  Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear  that 
they  were  ill-treated  in  being  deprived  of  their  lands— 
lands  on  which  they  would  not  settle,  and  which  they 
were  not  disposed  to  value,  and  a  country  becoming  distas¬ 
teful,  because  the  buffalo  had  disappeared.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  some  years  ago,  in  this  House,  hon. 
members  from  Manitoba  brought  before  the  Mackenzie 
Administration  the  fact  that  the  buffalo  were  being 
slaughtered  at  the  rate  of  160,000  each  season,  and  pre¬ 
dicted  trouble  in  the  North-West  in  consequence.  Hid  that 
Government  take  up  this  question  and  deal  with  it,  as  an 
honest,  active  Administration  would  have  done?  No;  turn¬ 
ing  to  the  report  of  1877,  in  the  Official  Debates  of  the 
House,  we  find  that  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  and  other  members  supporting  him,  held  that  the 
matter  had  better  be  loft  to  the  Local  Government  or  the 
North-West  council — that  despised  North-West  council, 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  since  scoffed  at  and 
defamed.  To  that  irresponsible  body,  when  in  power,  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  wore  willing  to  leavo  every  question 
of  vital  importance  to  the  North-West.  I  have  said  I  would 
be  as  brief  as  possible,  but  the  statements  made  by  Louis 
Biel  led  me  to  refer  to  the  question  I  have  just  alluded 
to,  and  leads  me  now  to  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
whether  their  policy  with  regard  to  Canada  has  not 
worked  danger,  tribulation  and  disaster  to  the  North- 
West.  Has  one  of  them  a  good  word  to  say  for  the 
North-West  ?  They  have  thrown  the  challenge  across 
the  House,  daring  us  to  prove  that  they  decry  their 
country.  I  offered  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  when  he  challenged  us  to  produce  the  proof — I 
offered  it  to  him  and  asked  him  to  insert  it  in  his  speech,  so 
that  the  antidote  should  go  with  the  poison  ;  but  he  would 
not  consent  to  the  proposition,  preferring  party  interests  to 
patriotic  honesty.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  proof,  and  propose 
to  give  it  to  the  House.  I  firmly  and  sincerely  believe  that 
if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  had  been  patriotic— and  I  do  not 
use  the  word  patriotic  in  its  hackneyed  sense — had  these 
Mr.  Mackintosh. 


hon.  gentlemeD,  who  were  Ministers  of  the  Crown  at  one 
time,  not  been  convinced  that  this  country  had  done 
them  an  injustice  in  driving  them  out  of  power, 
and  endeavored  to  get  even  with  the  people,  endeavored 
to  be  revenged  on  the  country,  and  bad  they  adopted 
a  policy  such  as  that  which  was  followed  by  hon;  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  this  side,  when  in  Opposition,  and  assisted 
the  Government  in  developing  this  country,  and  founding 
on  the  continent  a  second  empire,  peopled  by  British 
subjects,  German,  English,  Irish,  Scotch  and  French,  vieing 
with  ono  another  in  allegiance  to  their  country  and 
fealty  to  ono  of  the  best  women  and  the  best  queen 
the  world  4has  ever  known,  we  would  have  seen 
an  intelligent  and  happy  people  throughout  the  Domin¬ 
ion  ;  we  would  not  have  seen  the  oceans  of  blood  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  speaks  of,  but 
many  a  happier  household  than  is  in  Canada  to-day.  We 
would  not  have  seen  troops  moving  from  Halifax,  Winni¬ 
peg,  Montreal,  Ottawa,  Toronto  and  Quebec,  brought 
together — for  what  object  ?  The  object  of  shooting  down 
their  brothers.  There  was  the  poison  that,  when  circu¬ 
lated,  worked  misery  to  this  country  and  jeopardised  the 
union,  which  every  man  to-day,  since  that  occurence,  would 
shed  the  last  drop  of  his  blood  to  maintain.  Sir,  the  rebel 
thought  is  foster  father  to  the  rebel  deed  and  those  who, 
even  silently  on  by  insinuation,  encourage  or  justify  armed 
resistance  to  legal  authority,  do  violence  to  constitutional 
principles  and  outrage  the  sacred  rights  of  national  auto¬ 
nomy.  Mr.  Speaker,  demagogues  promise,  statesmen 
perform,  and  I  leave  to  this  House  the  duty 
of  declaring  which  party  professed  and  promised  and 
which  porofessed  and  performed.  Not  only  in  Canada, 
not  only  within  the  walls  of  this  House,  but  through¬ 
out  Great  Britain,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  those 
who  sympathise  with  them,  and  those  who  are  their  paid 
agents,  those  who  receive  money  from  the  Ontario  Govern¬ 
ment,  have  done  their  utmost  to  injure  the  country,  to 
prevent  capital  flowing  into  the  North  West.  I  propose  to 
establish,  from  the  utterances  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
that  there  is  a  class  of  peoplo  in  the  country  prepared,  for 
the  sake  of  office,  to  tramplo  over  the  very  ruins  of  their 
country  and  io  wade  through  what  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  calls  oceans  of  blood,  to  the  Treasury  benches. 
I  was  in  England  two  years  ago,  and  the  first  man  I  met, 
a  leading  representative  of  an  important  institution,  said: 
“  You  know  it  is  very  wrong  for  your  public  men  to  talk  the 
way  they  do;  they  are  infinitely  damaging  their  country.” 
I  asked  him  what  he  referred  to,  and  he  said  :  “  I  can  give  yoii 
a  pamphlet  containing  a  lecture  delivered  by  Mr.  Fleming, 
the  well  known  land  agent  for  the  Union  Pacific  Bailway, 
and  he  there  draws  his  conclusions,  not  from  his  own  inner 
consciousness — there  is  no  romance  about  it — and  he  says  to 
the  people,  as  he  passes  through  the  country  :  “  I  will  not 
tell  you  what  I  think  about  it  myself,  because  you  might  not 
believe  mo,  you  might  think  that  I  have  some  interest  in  it, 
but  I  will  quote  the  Canadian  papers  to  show  you  the 
desperate  condition  in  which  Canada  is,”  and  in  consequence 
of  which  Canada  is  losing  thousands  and  thousands  of  men 
who  would  go  to  that  country,  and  who  would  represent 
millions  of  dollars.  I  procured  ono  of  those  pamphlets.  It 
is  called  “  farming  and  stock-raising  in  America,”  and  it 
commences  with  most  thoughtful  and  kindly  criticisms  of 
Canada,  but — there  was  always  that  “  but  ”  in  the  way — but 
what  did  the  Canadian  papers  say  ?  He  then  quotes,  line 
by  line,  word  by  word,  and  sentence  by  sentence,  from  the 
Toronto  Globe,  to  show  that  there  is  a  vast  exodus  going  on 
from  this  country. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  The  hon.  member  says,  “  hear,  hear.” 
I  undertake  to  say  he  cannot  prove  it.  I  challenge  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  now,  and  I  say  I  will  prove  by  their 
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own  arguments  that  their  exodus  is  absolutely  fallacious.  I 
will  prove  it  from  tho  mouth  of  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron.  I  will  take  his  own  standard,  and,  going 
back  to  the  record,  will  prove  that  tbore  is  not  a  single 
sentence  uttered  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  on  this  subject,  that  cannot  bo  dis¬ 
proved,  and  that  the  official  records  do  not  disprove,  and  I 
will  measure  the  whole  by  the  statistics  which  he  applies  to 
one  decade  and  not  to  another.  To  proceed  with  my  remarks 
— Mr.  Fleming  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  What  the  Americans  think  of  Dakota  may  be  judged  of  from  the 
fact  which,  I  presume,  most  of  you  who  are  in  the  habit  of  reading  Ame¬ 
rican  newspapers,  are  already  aware  of,  viz.,  that  the  farmers  in  Eastern 
States  are  leaving  in  hundreds  for  Dakota  ;  and  still  more. suggestive  is 
the  other  fact,  that  the  Canadian  farmers  are  not  only  leaving  their  own 
farms  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec  and  Ontario,  but  are  actually  leaving 
their  own  North-Western  Territories,  in  large  numbers,  and  settling  in 
Dakota.  I  have  here  quite  a  pocketful  of  clippings  from  Canadian 
papers  to  substantiate  that  statement,  but  will  not  try  your  patience  by 
reading  them  all.  I  will,  however,  read  two  or  three  extracts  from  the 
leading  Canadian  newspaper. 

How,  I  want,  without  occupying  too  much  time,  to  show 
hon.  gentlemen  that,  from  the  time  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  became  a  fixed  fact,  nay,  more,  from  tho  time,  in  1879, 
that  the  vote  of  lb0,000,000  acres  of  land  was  taken  to 
build  that  road,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  their  organs 
commenced  decrying  the  country,  and  the  dates  I  will  give 
and  the  statements  I  quote,  will  establish  the  correctness 
and  soundness  of  what  1  assert : 

The  Toronto  Glole  of  March,  in  1880,  says : 

“That  on  the  preceding  Tuesday  an  emigrant  train  left  Ottawa  (the 
capital  of  the  Dominion)  and  by  the  time  it  reached  Coburg  there  were 
447  persons  on  board  bound  for  Dakota,  and  only  three  for  the  Canadian 
North-West, 

.Again  the  same  paper,  1st  October,  1880,  says: 

“Surely  the  intelligent  immigrant  may  be  supposed  to  know  what  he 
wants  and  where  he  can  best  suit  himself,  and  if  he  prefers  Dakota  to 
the  Canadian  North-West  he  must  have  some  reason  for  doing  so.  All 
the  thousands  of  Canadians  who  have  this  year  settled  in  Dakota  instead 
of  the  fertile  belt  north  of  the  boundary  are  not  born  fools.  In  making 
a  choice  they  must  have  been  determined  by  either  the  character  of  the 
country  or  the  conditions  under  which  land  can  be  procured.” 

I  have  already  shown  the  land  regulations  from  1874  to 
1878  and  from  1878  to  1884,  and  have  compared  those  regu¬ 
lations  with  the  system  adopted  and  approved  of  in  the 
"United  States,  and  I  think  I  have  also  established  by  com¬ 
parison  that  the  land  regulations  of  Canada  are  immen¬ 
sely  superior — and  if  they  are  not,  I  have  no  doubt  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  will  prove  that  I  am  incorrect — 
and,  if  there  is  a  mistake  on  tho  part  of  this  Government,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  know  that  he  will  point  out  the  mistake  in 
the  regulations  now  existing,  and  he  will  find  that  instead 
of  this  Government  being  the  ignorant,  incompetent,  imbe¬ 
cile  Government  which  has  been  depicted  by  tho  member 
for  West  Huron,  it  is  an  Administration  abreast  of  the 
times  and  anxious  to  promote  national  welfare,  hence  pre¬ 
pared  on  every  occassion  to  amend  any  regulations  which 
may  be  defective.  The  Globe  proceeds  : 

“  What  does  it  matter  whether  the  absolute  cost  of  laud  is  greater  or 
lee3  to  the  immigrant  in  Canada  than  in  Dakota  ?  The  only  means  of 
testing  whether  the  regulations  are  suitable  is  the  rapidity  with  which 
population  comes  in,  and  judged  by  this  test,  those  now  in  force  have 
this  year  failed  most  egregiously.'  ’ 

Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  tho  design  in  this  statement.  This 
Mr.  Fleming,  travelling  through  the  different  cities  of  Ire¬ 
land  and  Scotland,  tells  the  people  that  even  our  Canadian 
papers  admit  that  our  land  regulations  are  infinitely  inferior 
to  and  far  more  onerous  than  the  land  regulations  of  the 
United  States.  The  Toronto  Globe  proceeds  to  say  that,  the 
only  way  of  testing  the  relative  character  of  tho  regulations 
is  tho  rapidity  with  which  population  comes  in,  and  then  it 
states  that  447  persons  left  for  Dakota,  and  only  threo  for 
the  Canadian  Horth-West,  thus  proving,  by  its  own  state¬ 


ment,  the  animus  and  the  design  it  had  in  making  it. 
Again,  I  quote  from  the  Globe  of  1st  April,  1881 : 

“  The  exodus  to  the  west  and  North-West  from  this  section  is  large, 
and  is  likely  to  increase-  Unfortunately,  the  major  part  go  to  Dakota 
and  other  western  States,  instead  of  our  own  North-West.  Only  the 
other  day  a  party  of  ninety  left  the  Grand  Trunk  station,  eighty  for 
Dakota,  ten  only  for  Manitoba,  and  this  is  about  the  proportion  of  other 
parties  who  have  gone  or  are  going.  The  other  day  an  intelligent  and 
close  observer,  just  returned  from  Manitoba,  who  had,  during  the  last 
summer,  travelled  largely  in  Manitoba,  and  especially  in  the  Pembina 
Mountain  and  Turtle  Mountain  districts,  reports  large  numbers  leaving 
those  districts  for  Dakota.” 

And  in  the  very  next  jmar  wc  have  articles  from  the  Dakota 
newspapers,  stating  that  farme?  s  were  sending  their  wheat  to 
our  own  North-West,  and  selling  it  there,  after  pay ing  the 
duty,  and  making  15  cents  a  bushel  more  than  was  paid  in 
United  Slates  settlements  ;  but  we  never  find  one  word 
about  that  in  the  papers  opposed  to  this  Goverr-aent.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  does  not 
endorso  this  policy  ;  I  do  not  believe  he  wishes  to  come 
into  power  in  a  ruined  country  ;  for,  should  his  party  out¬ 
side  of  this  House  or  in  this  House  succeed  in  destroying 
the  country,  if  he  came  in  ho  would  go  out  again,  as  his  pre¬ 
predecessor  went  out,  disgraced  and  ruined  in  public  life.  I 
am  suro  lie  does  not  wish  that,  and,  if  so,  then  it  is  his 
bounden  duty  to  denounce  it.  Of  course,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  desire  to  hear  these  facts,  because  they  have, 
time  after  time,  asked  us  to  prove  that  the  country  is  decried, 
and  I  am  here  to-night  to  prove  it,  and  I  challenge  them  to 
show  that  one  word  I  quote  is  not  in  the  papers  from  which 
I  have  read.  Now,  having  shown  the  result,  on  tho  other 
side  of  the  water,  of  their  efforts  to  decry  aud  ruin  this 
country,  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  to  go  back  to  the  year  1882, 
At  that  time  they  were  endeavoring  to  bring  emigrants  into 
this  couotry,  and  I  find  the  opinions  expressed  by  the 
ex-Minister  of  Finance  quoted  over  and  over  again  in 
American  papers  and  pamphlets,  and  commented  upon  in 
Europe.  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  stated,  in  18o2  (I  quote 
from  tho  Official  Debates )  : 

“Immediately  on  the  introduction  of  that  policy,  as  every  one 
acquainted  with  western  Canada  knows,  there  was  a  large  and  lament¬ 
able  exodus  of  many  of  the  best  farmers  of  the  western  region,  not,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  to  our  own  North-West,  but  to  Dakota,  Minnesota  and 
other  portions  of  the  United  States.”  *  *  * 

In  the  same  debate  he  said  : 

“  Why,  Sir,  I  tell  them  to-day  that  Canada  is  a  country  in  which  no 
man  is  free  to  buy  or  sell,  to  eat  or  to  drink,  to  travel  or  to  stand  still, 
without  paying  toll  to  some  extortioner  or  other.” 

I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  where  is  the  tax-gath¬ 
erer  now  ?  Where  are  tho  taxes  they  levied  in  1874  and 
1875,  as  compared  with  tho  taxes  this  Government  levies  ? 
What  is  the  condition  of  the  poor  man  in  this  coun¬ 
try  now,  as  compared  with  his  condition  during 
the  rig  me  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ?  Although  they 
came  into  office  with  an  immense  surplus,  in  a  few 
years  they  were  driven  from  power,  with  a  deficit  of  be¬ 
tween  six  and  seven  milliou  dollars,  leaving  to  their  suc¬ 
cessors  works  uncompleted,  an  empty  treasury,  a  starving 
population  and  a  hopeless  and  undone  country.  I  ask  hoD. 
gentlemen  to  contrast  tho  Canada  of  1878  with  tho  Canada 
of  1885,  and  say  who  were  the  demagogues  and  who  were 
tho  statesmen.  Tho  hon.  member  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
proceeded  to  say : 

“If  you  want  to  find  a  true  parallel  to  our  Government  in  Canaria, 
you  will  not  find  it  in  a  country  having  free  institutions,  outside  of 
Canada.  You  must  search  for  it  in  some  such  state  of  things  a3  existed  in 
France  in  the  days  known  as  the  Second  Empire,  which  began  with  tho 
massacre  of  December  and  wound  up  with  the  capitulation  of  Sedan  ” 

This  is  the  way  tho  hon.  gentleman  Bpoke  of  his  country  ; 
this  the  picturo  ho  drew  of  it,  to  be  sent  across  the  Atlantic. 
This  was  his  proclamation  :  “  I  will  paint  a  Yankee  picture, 
in  Yankeo  colors,  with  a  Yankee  brush  and  send  it  across 
tho  ocean  in  a  Yankee  frame.”  And  thus  he  closed  : 
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“Our  condition  is  far  worse,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  than  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States  to-day.  ” 

No  wonder  pamphlets  had  to  be  published  as  counter-irri- 
tints — these  remarks  made  by  the  ex-Primo  Minister  have 
gone  abroad,  have  been  used  to  our  detriment  in  foreign 
lands,  have  irritated  the  people  of  the  newer  territories,  and 
done  much  to  cause  acrimony  and  ill  feeling.  Do  we  won¬ 
der,  then,  at  the  uprising  in  the  North-West  ?  Now,  Sir,  I 
find  in  the  Globe  of  the  2nd  of  December,  1884  : 

“  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  in  his  speech  at  Montreal,  gave  some  sta¬ 
tistics  which  are  as  startling  as  they  are  undeniable.  He  showed  that  in 
all  that  constitutes  a  progressive  and  prosperous  people  Canada  has,  for 
some  time,  been  going  back,  and  going  back  when,  according  to  the  ordi¬ 
nary  course  of  things,  she  ought  to  have  been  advancing,  and  with  leaps 
and  bounds.” 

This  is  the  statement  of  the  ex-Finance  Minister,  whilo  his 
successor  in  office  goes  to  England  a  few  months  afterwards 
and  makes  the  best  loan  this  country  has  ever  negotiated. 
Shrewd  loan  negotiators  could  put  a  proper  valuo  upon  Can¬ 
ada’s  resources,  but  this  was  not  the  case  with  emigrants  and 
land  purchasers.  On  11th  December,  1884,  the  Globe  says 
again : 

“  The  American  statistics  of  immigrants  from  Canada  have  been  pro¬ 
nounced  ridiculously  false,  but  it  is  in  evidence  that  they  are  being  pre¬ 
pared  with  greater  care  now  than  in  the  years  when  Mr.  Mackenzie  was 
Premier,  and  in  the  main  they  are  closely  verified  by  the  most  accurate 
and  trustworthy  of  Canadian  statistics.  The  Province  of  Ontario  has 
alone  lost  260,000  of  her  sons  during  the  four  years,  1879-’83.” 

The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  bases  his  calculation  on 
the  attendance  at  schools.  What  does  the  official  report- 
show?  Between  1861  and  1871  the  school  population 
increased  nearly  400,000,  while  applying  that  rule  to  the 
population,  the  decrease,  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
ex-Minister  of  Finance,  was  400,000  ;  and  yet  he  argues  that 
diminution  in  school  population  in  1879-1884,  is  proof  of  an 
exodus  from  Canada.  Now,  I  shall  not  pursue  that  subject, 
but  simply  desiro  to  give  the  ground  of  argument;  I  want 
to  show  that  this  continual  decrying  of  our  country  is  pre¬ 
venting  people  from  coming  hither  from  Europe.  When 
hon.  gentlemen  were  in  office  their  cry  was:  We  must 
people  the  North-West.  Every  effort  was  put  forward. 
They  expended  at  least  $13  per  head,  as  compared  with 
our  $4  per  head,  to  bring  emigrants  into  this  country. 
The  hon.  gentleman  now  at  the  head  of  the  Immigration 
Department  gave  them  every  assistance  in  his  power,  but 
they  have  not  returned  the  compliment.  The  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  said,  a  few  nights  ago  : 
“  We  are  spending  too  much  money  in  the  North-West, 
while  the  old  Provinces  are  being  neglected.”  At  one  time 
they  say  one  thing,  at  another  time  they  say  another 
thing,  each  the  diametrical  opposite  of  the  other,  but 
applied  as  proof  in  the  same  case.  When  the  present 
Government  came  into  power  the  Ontario  Government 
were  paying  a  certain  sum  to  bring  people  here,  but 
they  have  withdrawn  that  assistance.  How  are  they 
spending  money  now  ?  Is  it  in  the  interests  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Ontario?  No,  Sir;  but  they  are  paying  a  man  in 
Toronto,  named  D.  J.  O’Donoghue,  between  $700  and  $800  a 
year  to  defame  and  slander  our  country.  I  find  in  the 
Manchester  Guardian  a  letter  written  by  this  gentleman  to 
a  person  named  J.  H.  Scholes,  a  Trades  Union  man,  in 
May  last.  That  letter  has  been  sent  to  me,  and  I  shall  sub¬ 
mit  it  to  this  House,  and,  through  this  House,  send  it  to  the 
country,  that  the  people  may  see  what  kind  of  men  their 
money  is  used  to  support : 

“  Toronto,  13th  April,  1865. 

“  Dear  Sir,--  *  *  *  The  snow  keeps  coming  down  to  date.  The  ice  is 
solid  on  our  inland  waters,  and  has  no  even  as  yet  shown  any  perceptible 
sign  of  loosening  its  frigid  grasp  on  the  harbor  or  Toronto,  so  that  the 
opening  of  navigation  in  Canada  is,  so  far,  a  thingof  thefuture.  The  situa¬ 
tion  as  respects  business  generally,  and  as  respects  the  labor  market  in 
particular,  shows  but  little,  if  any,  change  from  that  of  the  past  winter, 
nor  is  there  any  likelihood  of  any  material  change  for  the  better  for 
some  time  to  come.  And,  as  if  to  add  to  the  gravity  of  the  situation,  the 
present  serious  rebellion  in  our  North-West  has  paralysed  the  chances 
of  that  unfortunate  country  as  a  field  for  emigrants,  either  from  the 
older  Canada  or  Great  Britain  for  years.” 

Mr.  Mackintosh, 


July  8, 


Utilising  national  adversity,  national  anxiety,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  promoting  the  interests  of — what  ?  Of  Mr.  Mowat’s 
Government  and  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

“  When  the  Indians  of  Canada  have  gone  so  far  as  to  murder  those 
whom,  in  the  long  past,  they  have  revered,  in  the  persons  ot  Roman 
Catholic  priests,  it  lies  not  in  the  mouth  of  any  person  (even  though  he 
be  a  Government  or  a  steamship  agent,  and  such  persons  can  elongate 
the  truth  considerably)  to  say  that  this  trouble  is  not  much  more  than 
serious.  Bearing  this  in  mind  respecting  this  North-West,  of  long  and 
lonely  distances,  without  Railway  communication  of  any  extent  ” 

This  statement  was  published  while  our  troops  were  pass¬ 
ing  over  the  lino,  and  going  north  of  Lake  Superior,  and 
marching  on  the  enemy.  There  was  no  railway  communi¬ 
cation,  ho  said,  while  Canada  is  expending  millions  to  com¬ 
plete  ono  of  the  greatest  railways  in  the  world.  This  is  the 
gentleman  who  receives  money  from  tho  Province  of  On¬ 
tario,  who  is  the  paid  hireling  of  the  Ontario  Government, 
because  be  is  in  sympathy  with  the  gentlemen  opposite  in 
this  House. 

“  Sparse  population,  hostile  half-breeds  and  Indians  and  semi-savages.” 
Those  are  tho  people  whom  tho  hon.  member  for  West-Huron 
talked  of.  Have  they  proved  thomselves  to  bo  “  semi 
savages  ?  ”  If  you  will  look  at  the  record  of  some  of  the  half- 
breeds  you  will  find  that  they  are  among  the  most  indus¬ 
trious,  active  and  intelligent  people  who  live  on  any  part  of 
the  American  continent.  And  yet  this  man,  who  pretends 
to  bo  a  friend  of  the  workingmen  of  Canada  and  of  Ontario, 
but  who  is  only  a  friend  to  himself  and  his  own  pocket,  and 
is  the  hireling  of  Mr.  Mowat  and  his  Government — this  is 
the  man  who  calls  those  people  “  semi-savages,”  and  sends 
across  the  water  the  story  that  we,  in  Canada,  are  fighting 
“  6omi-savages,”  who  murder  their  priests,  and  warns  emi¬ 
grants  against  coming  to  this  country.  The  man  is  a  worthy 
representative  of  those  who  abused  the  Minister  of  Interior 
for  not  going  to  the  North- West ;  and  when  he  was  going 
last  year  subpoenaed  him  beforo  a  court  in  Toronto  to  pre¬ 
vent  his  visiting  that  country.  And  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  pretend  to  wonder  whore  our  immigrants  go. 
I  remember  when  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth  (Mr. 
Trow)  stated  in  this  House  and  in  my  hearing — I  was  not 
then  a  member — that  every  immigrant  brought  into  this 
country  was  worth  $25  — 

Mr.  TROW.  $1,000. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  wo  could 
afford  to  pay  $25  per  head  to  bring  immigrants  here.  What 
do  we  find  Mr.  Mowat’s  agent  doing  ?  We  find  Mr.  Mowat’s 
agent  declaring  that  wo  are  fighting  savages,  and  at  the 
eamo  time  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  obstructing  the  bold 
and  progressive  policy,  the  necessarily  bold  policy,  inaugu¬ 
rated  arid  maintained  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  for 
tho  purpose  of  bringing  the  bettor  class  of  settlers  to  the 
Dominion.  He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  None  other  than  the  most  gullible  of  innocent  mortals  will  venture, 
under  any  pretence,  1 >  emigrate  thereto  at  the  present  time,  with  the 
intent  of  making  it  a  home.” 

This  letter  is  signed,  “  D.  J.  O’Donoghue.”  This  gentleman 
was  formerly  in  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario.  He  became 
secretary  of  the  Trades  and  Labor  Union.  He  is  one  of  the 
gentlemen  sending  petitions  down  here  to  tho  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  asking  him  to  stop  giving  money  to  bring 
poople  to  tho  country  ;  whilo  at  the  same  time,  with  a 
duplicity  which  I  deeply  regret,  he  is  writing  letters  to  pre¬ 
vent  people  going  to  the  North-West,  and  the  Opposition,  not 
knowiog  it,  perhaps,  have  assisted  him  in  his  disloyal,  unpa¬ 
triotic  and  unjustifiable  work.  But  I  go  further.  I  look  at 
the  Public  Accounts  of  Ontario,  and  what  do  I  find  ?  Why, 
that  D.  J.  O’Donoghuo  is  tho  recipient,  as  a  Sessional  writer 
and  clerk  for  the  Ontario  Government,  of  a  sum,  annually, 
ranging  from  $600  to  $800.  And  yot  that  gentleman,  after 
writing  that  letter,  a  letter  which  has  done  an  infinite 
amount  of  harm  to  Canada,  is  still  kept  in  office  by 
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Mr.  Mowat— and  if  he  is  not  kept  I  here,  ho  will  be 
made  a  colonisation  road  inspector  or  a  liconse  inspec¬ 
tor,  and  will  receive  promotion  in  the  grand  army  of  free¬ 
dom  and  reform.  Since  recess  I  have  been  looking 
over  some  papers,  and  ray  attention  has  been  called  to  an 
article  published  in  a  Manitoba  journal,  as  showing  that  this 
party  acrimony  ceases  not,  that  it  has  no  limits.  It  is  an 
article  published  by  the  Winnipeg  Times  from  th8  Winni¬ 
peg  Free  Press.  That  paper  is  edited  and  controlled  by  a 
western  Eeformer,  who  lived  in  the  county  of  Middlesex,  who 
had  been  a  strong  politican  there,  although  not  an  active 
one,  and  published  a  Eeferm  newspaper  at  that  time.  He 
went  to  Winnipeg,  still  remained  a  member  of  the  Eeform 
party  and  supporter  of  the  Eeform  cause— if  they  have  any 
ca:S3 — at  all  events,  he  supported  the  “  lost  cause”  and  has 
done  much  towards  promoting  trouble  and  spreading  dis¬ 
satisfaction.”  The  Free  Press,  about  the  2nd  of  July,  says  : 

“  Apparently,  the  old  battle  of  responsible  government  will  have  to 
be  fought  all  over  again  in  this  new  western  county.  The  people  of 
the  North-West  may  as  well  recognise  the  fact  at  once  and  prepare  for 
the  struggle.  Surely  another  rebellion,  accompanied  by  the  loss  of 
hundreds  of  more  lives  and  millions  of  treasure,  will  not  be  necessary 
to  bring  the  Government  to  their  senses.  *  *  *  The  Opposition 

in  and  out  of  Parliament  will  aid  them  to  the  utmost.” 

The  declaration  is,  that  in  and  out  of  Parliament  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  will  aid  the  rebels  to  the  utmost.  They  will  not  justify 
the  rebellion,  but  they  justify  the  rebels.  It  moans  that  we 
have  again  to  fight  the  battle  as  to  whether  wo  are  to  pro¬ 
ceed  on  national  or  provincial  lines,  and  whether  we  are 
going  to  be  one  people  or  not,  or  whether  everything  has 
to  be  sacrificed  for  the  sake  of  office.  Sir,  the  man  who 
utilises  a  Provincial  or  sectional  question  of  so  serious  a 
nature  as  that  under  discussion,  for  the  purposo  of  promot¬ 
ing  partisan  interests,  commits  a  crime  against-  order  and 
does  violence  to  the  constitution  under  which  ho  lives. 
This  the  Opposition  is  now  doing.  The  sober  second  thought 
of  the  people  however  is  with  us.  We  know  that  wore  we 
tc-morrow  to  appeal  to  the  country  our  candidates  would  be 
elected  by  vast  majorities.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
declare  that  this  Government  has  shown  incapacity, 
imbecility  and  ignoranco.  Let  mo  ask  hon.  gentlornen 
opposite  how  many  seats  they  have  redeomed  in  Ontario 
since  1882  ?  We  have  the  honor  of  having  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  here,  and  I  am  sure  if  ho  would  devote  his  great 
ability  to  defending  his  country  and  fighting  for  its  inte¬ 
rests  he  would  occupy  a  much  higher  position  before  the 
people.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  what  they  have 
gained  ?  The  hon.  member  for  West-Durham  (Mi1.  Blake) 
went  to  Lennox;  1  was  there.  Instead  of  propounding 
a  policy  he  undertook  to  abuse  me.  Sir,  I  may  have 
erred  in  my  private  capacity,  but  I  have  made  no 
mistake,  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  that  I  know  of. 
I  have  fought  the  battle  fairly.  All  I  asked  in  Lennox 
was  that  I  should  have  a  fair  field,  for  I  did  not  ask 
any  favor.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  behind  my  back  maligned 
me,  and  made  statements  which  I  have  already  disproved 
upon  the  floor  of  Parliament.  Then  we  had  a  contest  in 
West  Northumberland  a  few  weeks  ago  ;  what  was  the 
result  ?  A  larger  majority  than  ever  for  the  Conservative 
candidate.  Again,  hon.  gentlemen  opposito  had  another  open 
ingin  Grenville.  What  was  the  result?  They  were  defeated, 
horse,  foot  and  artillery.  The  constituency  returned  by 
acclamation  one  who  formerly  hold  a  seat  in  this  House, 
an  able  and  esteemed  gentloman,  who  will  be  a  strength 
to  the  Conservative  party.  This  is  the  answer  that  has  gone 
abroad,  this  is  the  answer  that  should  be  a  warning  to 
hon.  gentlemon.  Thoy  must  understand  that  the  good, 
sterling,  honest,  common  sense  of  the  poople  always  pre¬ 
vails.  The  people  are  reading  and  thinking  all  the  time. 
They  know  the  motives  of  men  ;  they  know  what  politicians 
are;  they  make  allowances  for  their  weaknesses  and  admire 
their  strength.  When  there  is  nothing  but  weakness  on 
one  side,  and  a  small  amount  of  weakness  and  great  strength 


on  the  other,  the  people  will  go  where  there  is  a  small 
amount  of  weakness  and  a  great  amount  of  strength. 
I  have  shown,  Sir,  that  throughout  their  administration  of 
affairs,  those  who  called  themselves  a  Eeform  Government, 
by  their  inaction  and  indifference,  laid  the  foundation  of 
much  of  the  trouble  that  has  disturbed  the  North-Wesst — 
So  complicating  matters  that  their  successors  in  office 
found  it  difficult  to  adjust  claims  without  lengthy  and  care¬ 
ful  investgatioD.  I  have  shown  that  gentlemen  opposite 
have  decried  the  country  and  thus  prevented  capital  and 
immigration  flowing  in  ;  that  Louis  Riel  admits  that  hard 
times  and  no  money  prompted  disaffection  and  led  to  the 
terrible  outbreak  of  March  last,  and  that  instead  of  assist¬ 
ing  the  Government,  the  Opposition  policy  was  a  virtual 
expression  of  sympathy  with  the  rebels.  Sir,  I  am  prepared 
to  leave  with  this  House  and  country  the  question  of  rela¬ 
tive  merits  between  the  Opposition  and  Administration  of 
the  day.  The  facts  are  before  them,  the  record  of  both 
parties  is  before  them,  and  it  will  be  for  those  who  consti¬ 
tute  tho  jury  to  render  a  verdict  in  accordance  with  the 
evidence.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  having  occupied  tho  time  of 
the  House  so  long  ;  but  I  feel  a  deep,  an  almost  overwhelm¬ 
ing  interest  in  this  question,  and  that  now  and  forever  must 
the  problem  be  solved  as  to  whether  this  is  going  to  be  a 
united  Dominion  or  a  mere  plaything  for  politicians  and 
partisans.  We  have  heard  hon.  members,  in  recent  debates, 
here  and  in  other  places,  endeavoring  to  stir  up  sectional 
ill-feeling.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  Quebec 
(Mr.  Laurier),  said  : 

“  It  will  not  do  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  attempt  to  arouse  the  pre¬ 
judices  of  the  masses  with  respect  to  this  matter.” 

Who  is  aiousing  prejudices  ?  Who  moved  the  amendment  ? 
He  has  said  that  the  Government  was  so  guilty  that  those 
men  were  justified  in  making  some  show  of  resistance  ?  I 
do  not  assert  that  these  hon.  gentlemen  justify  the  rebellion ; 
but  I  hold  that  they  justify  it  in  such  a  way  and  to  such  an 
extent  that  people  of  common  sense  will  know  that  if  they 
do  as  their  papers  did,  in  March  and  April  last,  condemn 
the  Government"  for  everything  that  has  taken  place, 
these  people  in  the  North-West  will  feel  that,  if  at  any 
time  they  rebel  again  and  run  up  the  black  flag  there 
will  be  lound  those  who  sympathise  with  them,  in  tho 
Piovinceof  Ontai’io,  at  least.  I  know  there  are  men  on  that 
side  of  the  House  who  are  as  sincere  and  as  true  and  loyal 
men,  not  only  to  their  country,  but  to  their  Queen,  as  could 
possibly  bo  found  on  this  side  ;  hence  tho  great  danger  is, 
that  by  the  bitterness  with  which  we  are  conducting  our 
political  warfare,  and' the  extremes  to  which  we  are  carry¬ 
ing  our  political  animosities,  we  will  bring  about  tho  ovils  to 
which  1  have  referred  ;  and  until  wo  learn  to  subdue  that 
bitterness  of  feeling,  learn  to  stand  unitedly  for  our  coun¬ 
try  and  our  country’s  interest,  when  that  country  is  in  dan¬ 
ger,  we  will  jeopardise,  every  hour  and  every  day,  the 
interests,  the  institutions  and  the  progress  of  the  Dominion. 
Tho  hon.  Member  for  Quebec  East,  further  said: 

“  There  are  prejudices  in  this  country  of  many  kinds.  We  are  not  so 
built  up  as  nation  as  to  forget  our  origin,  and  I  say  frankly  that  the 
people  of  my  own  Province,  who  have  a  community  of  origin,  undoubt¬ 
edly  sympathise  with  Louis  Riel,  just  as  the  sympathies  of  the  people  of 
Ontario  go  altogether  in  the  other  direction.” 

Now,  I  feel  that  an  hon.  gentleman  representing  a  city 
where  a  monument  has  been  raised  to  the  memory  of 
those  two  great  hox’oes  and  commanders,  Wolfe  and  Mont¬ 
calm,  a  sacred  column,  a  memento  of  peace,  harmony  and 
unison  between  the  two  great  races — a  gentleman  x-epiesent- 
iQg  that  city  could  well  have  afforded  to  put  aside  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  race  and  of  origin.  We  know  that  every  day  the 
poople  of  the  Pi-ovince  ot  Quebec,  both  Fronch  and  English, 
are  becoming  more  and  more  welded  into  one  ;  and  we  know 
that  our  interests  in  Ontario  are  to  maintain  the  best  spirit 
of  harmony  amongst  all  clases  and  races  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  aud  jointly  to  work  out  the  problem  of  laying  deep 
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and  strong  the  foundations  of  future  greatness.  The  man 
is  a  traitor  to  his  country,  is  jeopardising  tho  interests  of 
his  country,  who,  for  the  sake  of  party  interest,  for  the  pro¬ 
motion  of  party  gain,  would  stir  up  race  against  race, 
section  against  section,  brother  against  brother.  I  know 
what  party  gain  and  party  tactics  mean,  but  that  is  quite 
another  matter  from  setting  Province  against  Province, 
race  against  race,  and  brother  against  brother  ;  and  when 
the  rallying  cry  is :  A  united  Dominion,  and  tho  flag  of  our 
nation  is  run  up,  we  should  find  every  true  Canadian,  whether 
of  French,  German,  English,  Scotch,  Irish  or  Canadian 
origin,  rallying  round  that  flag,  until  the  enemies  of  our 
country  are  driven  from  their  strongholds.  If  I  speak 
warmly,  it  is  because  I  realise  that  a  few  mistakes  may 
may  prove  fatal  to  national  autonomy.  I  have  given  plain 
facts  and  figures,  and  challenge  any  hon.  gentleman  to 
show  that  I  have  spoken  beyond  or  outsido  of  the  records. 
Every  statement  I  have  made  I  am  prepared  to  defend,  for  I 
feel  that  this  is  a  question  which  should  be  discussed  on  its 
merits— not  on  the  basis  of  Provinces  or  origin,  but  a  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether,  when  rebels  raisethe  flag  of  rebel¬ 
lion  in  the  North-West,  or  any  other  section  of  in  this  Domi¬ 
nion,  led  by  an  amnestied  rebel  and  a  virtual  outlaw,  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  should  tolerate  an  amendment  which 
expresses  iilconcealed  sympathy  with  the  misguided  men  who 
instigated  that  rebellion.  By  expressing  sympathy  with  those 
who  claim  they  have  grievances,  we  express  sympathy  with 
the  men  who  went  to  Montana  to  induce  Biol  to  come  to  the 
country,  and  sympathy  for  Biel,  who  returned  to  tho  North- 
West  as  a  claimant  of  lands  to  which  ho  cannot  be  entitled. 
Biel,  who  while  that  country  was  in  trouble,  whilo  hard 
times  were  abroad  in  it  boldly  admits  that  he  took  advant¬ 
age  of  the  depression  to  countenance  extreme  moasurcs.  These 
men  found  among  the  Opposition,  those  who  were  decrying 
the  country,  who  were  preventing  capital  from  coming  in, 
who  wore  opposing  the  completion  of  a  great  public 
work,  tho  very  element  needful  to  accomplish  their 
nefarious  schemes,  and  the  result  is  that  we  have  had  blood¬ 
shed,  and  our  friends  have  fallen.  But  no  great  interest  was 
ever  established  in  any  country,  without  loss  of  life,  and 
those  who  fell  at  Duck  Lake,  at  Batoche,  at  Fish  Creek  and 
other  places,  will  be  remembered  as  partiots  who  fought 
bravoly  tho  batt'es  of  their  country ;  and  whilo  they  have 
gone  before,  wo  know  that  we  kavo  soon  to  follow  ;  and 
though  we  lost  a  brother  member  of  this  House,  sad  as  that 
loss  may  be,  it  will,  at  least,  teach  us  to  love  our  country 
better,  and  we  will  be  able  to  say  that  when  tho  union  was 
in  peril  English  and  French,  Scotch  and  Irish,  and  Germans, 
all  combined  to  fight  the  battles  of  the  nation  and  to  maintain 
the  flag  which  I  trust  will  always  float  over  a  country 
possessing  one  of  tho  freest  and  best  constitutions  in  the 
world,  tho  future  home  of  millions  of  prosperous  people, 
hardy  sons  of  tho  north  whoso  hearts  will  ever  throb 
rosponsivo  to  national  sentiment;  millions  worthy  the  race 
whence  they  sprung,  true  to  the  motherland,  rejoicing  when 
she  rejoices  and  sympathising  with  and  defending  her 
should  trial,  tribulation  or  adversity  at  any  time  afflict  or 
overtake  the  Empire. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  devote  much  time 
to  tho  consideration  of  the  observations  which  the  hon. 
member  for  this  city  has  addressed  to  the  House  for  the 
past  two  hours.  1  have  failed  altogether  to  see  their  relo- 
vancy  to  tho  proposition  which  is  now  before  you  for  the 
consideration  of  tho  House.  If  tho  hon.  momber  for  Jacques 
Cartier  had  made  the  observations  which  he  has  addressed 
to  tho  House  some  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  they  might 
have  had  more  value.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  put 
on  trial  a  Government  that  ceased  to  exist  in  October,  1878. 
The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  forgot  that  from  1878  to  1878 
the  Government  of  tho  hon.  member  for  East  York  was 
administering  the  affairs  of  the  country  ;  that  the  hon.  gen- 
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tlemen  now  sitting  on  the  Treasury  benches  at  that  time 
occupied  seats  on  this  side  of  the  House.  It  was  part  of 
their  business,  in  the  discharge  of  their  public  duties,  to 
watch  with  care  the  administration  of  public  affairs —  to 
criticise  the  conduct  of  tho  Government,  and  point  out  the 
mistakes  which  that  Government  made.  But  now,  Sir, 
seven  years  after  that  Government  has  left  office,  it  is  too 
late  to  begin  to  bring  charges  that  those  hon.  gentlemen 
did  not  venture  to  bring  when  tho  Government  were 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  affairs.  I  might,  Sir,  at  some 
other  time,  be  disposed  to  go  into  somo  detail  in  dofence  of 
tho  conduct  of  that  Government,  with  regard  to 
the  various  matters  that  have  been  passed  in  review  the 
last  few  days.  I  shall  but  briefly  allude  to  these  charges, 
because  I  do  not  think  that  they  are  important  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  House  at  this  moment.  I  do  not  intend  to 
be  drawn  away  from  the  important  proposition  submitted 
to  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  by  a 
discussion  of  what  the  Government  did  somo  eight  or  ten 
years  ago.  The  hon.  member  who  has  just  taken  his  seat 
has  charged  the  Opposition  with  sympathising  with  Biel, 
with  defending  the  rebels  and  with  upholding  the  rebellion. 
I  deny  that  charge.  I  say  that  we  are  not  putting  Biel  on 
trial  in  this  House.  He  is  shortly  to  bo  tried  before 
another  tribunal,  and  I  hope,  when  his  trial  takes  place,  that 
he  will  be  judged  according  to  the  evidence  there  submitted, 
and  not  according  to  charges  made  on  that  side  of  the  House 
or  this.  I  am  quite  ready  to  repeat  the  words  which  are 
used  on  the  trial  of  anyone  for  so  sorious  an  offence — that 
I  trust  he  will  have  a  fair  trial  by  God  aud  his  country¬ 
men.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  tho  estimation  of 
a  great  many  the  Government  committed  mistakes  in  1869 
and  1870.  Biel  committed  murder.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  the  feeling  in  the  minds  of  a  groat  many  of  the 
community  is  still  a  feeling  of  resentment  for  that  crime, 
and  he  takes  advantage  of  that  feeling  in  order  to  shelter 
the  Government  for  their  misconduct  during  the  last 
seven  years.  Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  bo  drawn  in  that 
direction  ;  I  do  not  intend  to  say  one  word  of  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Biel,  oithor  by  way  of  censure  or  by  way  of  excuse. 
His  case  is  in  the  hands  of  another  tribunal,  and  I  feel  that 
it  would  be  indecent,  on  my  part,  under  tho  circumstances, 
to  discuss  it.  Sir,  iho  hon.  gentleman  says  this  resolution 
is  a  defence  of  Biel.  Now,  let  me  read  the  resolution.  It  is : 

“  That  in  the  administration  of  North-West  affairs  by  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment,  prior  to  the  recent  outbreak,  there  have  occurred  grave  instances 
of  neglect,  delay  and  mismanagement,  in  matters  affecting  the  peace, 
welfare  and  good  government  of  the  country.” 

The  question  is,  are  tho  charges  set  forth  in  that  resolution 
well  founded.  Tho  question  is  not  whether  those  who  took 
arms  against  the  Government  had.  any  cause,  or  whether 
the  cause  was  sufficient  to  become  an  extenuating  circum¬ 
stance.  It  is  tho  Government  we  have  to  try,  not  the 
parties  who  have  been  engaged  in  the  rebellion  in  the 
North-West  Territories.  Their  trial  is  vested  in  other 
hands,  audit  will  be  conducted  according  to  other  evidence 
than  that  which  is  submitted  to  the  House  for  the  purpose 
of  either  approving  or  disapproving  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Administration.  The  hon.  First  Minister,  in  discussing  this 
question  tho  other  evening,  said  that  the  Hudson  Bay  Com¬ 
pany  officials  in  the  North-West  Territories  had  always 
exhibited  discontent,  that  they  were  disloyal,  that  they  had 
been  pushed  by  tho  Canadian  Government  from  their 
throno,  and  had  never  become  reconciled  to  their  position  ; 
ho  said  the  half-breeds  of  tho  North-West  had  long  been  in 
tho  employ  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company — that  they  were 
their  factors  and  hunters,  and  that  they  sympathised  with 
the  officers  of  tho  company  ;  and  ho  told  us  that  Gabriel 
Dumont  was  a  rebel  in  1870,  a  rebel  in  1874,  and  he  was  a 
rebel  still.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  how  that  may  be,  nor 
do  I  care.  That  is  not  tho  question  before  us  now  ;  but 
this  much  I  will  say,  that  1  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
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people  in  tho  world  who  ever  exhibit  disaffection  towards  a 
Government  when  they  are  justly  and  fairly  dealt  with, 
and  I  believe  that  wherever  you  find  rebellion  you  will,  at 
the  same  time,  find  misgovernment.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  exception  to  that  rule.  We  may  go  to  other  parts 
of  the  British  Empire,  where  there  may  be  a  discontented 
people,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  no  one  has  ever  yet 
enquired  into  the  history  of  such  people  without  being 
satisfied  that  they  have  been  grossly  misgoverned.  Now, 
1  am  not  going  to  say  more  on  that  subject  at  this  moment. 
Tho  bon,  gentleman,  setting  the  example  to  those  who  have 
since  sprken  in  defence  of  the  Administration,  said  that  the 
Government  which  preceded  his  Government  had  failed  to 
administer  the  affairs  of  Manitoba  and  tho  North-West 
Territories  properly,  as  we  had  not  dealt  with  the  claims 
of  the  half-breeds.  Why,  ho  said  Governor  Archibald  took 
the  census  in  1870,  and  yet,  in  order  to  give  an  opportunity 
to  speculators,  we  appointed  other  parties,  and  had  the 
census  taken  over  again.  Now,  the  hon,  gentleman  was  in 
office  three  years  after  Governor  Archibald’s  census  of 
1870  was  taken,  and  how  was  it  that  ho  made  no  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  half-breeds’  grants  during  those  three  years  ? 
How  was  it  he  took  no  action  ?  Wo  took  the  census, 
because  the  census  taken  by  Mr.  Archi  bald  was  inaccurate. 
The  hon.  gentleman  decided  that  grants  should  bo  made  to 
the  children  of  half-breeds,  and  the  census  taken  by  Mr. 
Archibald  did  not  show  how  many  were  children  and  how 
many  were  parents  ;  and  so  it  was  necessary  to  take  a  now 
census  and  base  the  distribution  on  that;  and  it  was  found 
that  each  half-breed  was  entitled,  out  of  the  1,400,000 
acres  of  land,  not  to  190  acres,  but  to  240  acres,  and  tho 
distribution  was  made  accordingly.  Now,  tho  hon.  gentleman 
who  spoke  a  few  minutes  ago  told  the  House  that  I  had 
advised  the  officers  of  the  Government  not  to  look  after 
those  parties  who  had  failed  to  make  application,  because 
if  they  were  interested  in  putting  forward  their  claims  it 
was  open  to  them  to  do  so.  Well,  Sir,  I  did  that;  I  did  it 
at  Mr.  Oodd’s  suggestion,  not  simply  becauso  he  suggested, 
but  because  I  concurred  in  that  opinion,  and  for  this  reason  : 
I  told  Mr.  Codd  that  it  was  necessary  to  secure  an  early 
distribution  of  the  half-breed  lands,  and  as  long  as  wo  left 
the  question  open  ;  for  tho  purposeof  hunting  up  half  breeds, 
it  was  impossible  to  make  a  distribution  ;  and  I  felt  that  it 
was  better,  if  thore  were  any  half- breeds  who  were  not 
included,  but  who  would  afterwards  establish  their  claims, 
to  make  an  additional  grant  to  them,  than  to  keep  the  whole 
of  the  lands  open,  in  order  to  make  a  distribution  to  a  few 
more  than  would  receive  the  lands,  and  that  loss  trouble 
and  expense  would  be  incurred.  That  was  done  not  to  delay 
but  to  hasten  tho  allotment.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  we  ought  to  have  made  the  distribution  at  once.  He 
forgot  that  when  his  Government  was  in  tho  old  settlors 
along  the  Red  and  Assiniboine  Rivers  claimed  that  they 
were  entitlod,  not  merely  to  two  miles  in  depth, 
but  to  an  additional  two  miles  of  hay  privilege, 
and  he  and  his  colleagues  conceded  that;  and  when  these 
additional  two  miles  wore  taken  on  each  side  of  the  Red 
River  and  the  Assiniboine  River,  it  became  necessary  to 
make  a  further  concession  to  the  half-breed  population, 
as  this  additional  two  miles  was  taken  off  the  half-breeds  re¬ 
servation.  Then,  the  hon.  gentlemen  seemed  to  forget  that 
his  officers,  in  making  the  treaty  with  tho  Indians  east  of 
Manitoba,  dealt  with  a  very  considerable  number  of  those 
who  had  been  dealt  with  as  half  breeds,  and  that  they  had 
come  in  under  the  treaty  and  had  received  their  annuities. 
They  subsequently,  however,  applied  to  be  included  as  half- 
breeds,  because  they  had  been  enumerated  as  half-broods  in 
the  census  that  had  been  taken  by  Mr.  Archibald.  Then, 
Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartior  alluded  to  the 
river  surveys  of  the  halfbreod  lands  of  the  Saskatchewan 
and  the  Qu’Appella  Rivers,  and  said  the  demand  of  the  half- 
breeds  to  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  those  in  Manitoba 


had  not  originated  after  1879,  and  that  they  had  petitioned 
tho  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  some  years  before.  Well, 
Sir,  that  was  true,  and  they  were  informed  by  Mr.  Laird 
and  Lieutenant  Governor  Morris  that  they  would  be  pro¬ 
tected  in  their  holdings.  They  were  content  with  that 
information,  and  we  were  not  in  a  position  to  deal  with 
them,  because  we  had  not  pushed  forward  the  special  sur¬ 
veys  in  the  regions  where  they  wero  settled,  and  we 
could  not  make  tho  river  surveys  until  that  was  done. 
Well,  I  will  say  this :  Tho  petition  came  beforo  me;  I  gavo 
notice  that  the  special  survey  in  the  vicinity  of  Touchwood 
should  be  pushed  forward  to  Prince  Albert  settlement. 
This  was  done  at  tho  earliost  opportunity,  in  1877,  and  that 
was  as  much  work  as  it  was  possible  to  accomplish  then. 
The  survey  was  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  latitude  and 
longitude  of  the  settlement,  so  that  when  an  isolated  survey 
was  made  it  would  fit  in  with  the  other  portion  of  tho 
general  survey  of  the  country.  In  1878  that  survey  was 
made  at  Prince  Albert,  and  special  instructions  were  given 
to  the  surveyors,  that  in  laying  out  the  lands  along  the  river 
they  were  to  lay  them  out  in  ordinary  river  lots,  so  as  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  settlers.  So  far  as  the  surveys  were 
concerned,  the  Government  did  all  that  the  population  re¬ 
quired,  and  all  that  was  necessary,  under  the  circumstances. 
The  hon.  gentleman  complained  that  the  buffalo  had  disap¬ 
peared,  but  they  have  disappeared  sinco  our  day.  There 
were  buffalo  in  that  country  since  1879,  but  tho  fact  is,  that 
the  buffalo  was  almost  extinct  south  of  the  border.  The 
First  Minister,  not  long  sinco,  in  addressing  the  House, 
stated  the  fact  that  the  American  soldiers  stationed  near 
tho  frontier  had  driven  the  buffalo  southward  and  kept 
them  from  crossing  the  frontier,  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  the  Indians  away  from  the  border.  It  is  well 
known  they  have  done  this  for  several  years  ;  and  so  far 
as  I  know,  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  suggested  any  means 
by  which  the  Canadian  Government  could  have  kept  tho 
buffalo  north  of  tho  international  boundary  or  have  exer¬ 
cised  any  conti-ol  over  them,  by  Customs  or  other  regu¬ 
lations,  which  would  have  prevented  the  extinction  of  that 
very  important  animal.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  addressed  us  told  the  House  that  a  very  rascally  Order 
in  Council  was  passed,  in  October  1878,  by  which  Cook  and 
Sutherland  wero  allowed  200  square  miles  of  a  timber  limiton 
the  Upper  Saskatchewan.  I  need  not  say  much  about  that. 
That  subject  was  before  the  House  last  year,  when  the  First 
Minister  made  a  charge  similar  to  that  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  made  to-night.  When  we  came  into 
office  these  hon.  gentlemen,  we  found,  had  been  in  tho  habit 
of  giving  timber  limits,  contrary  to  tho  law  ;  finding  that 
it  was  impossible  to  secure  the  sale  of  timber  limits  in  the 
ordinay  way,  we  changed  the  law,  so  as  to  allow  the 
Government  to  make  a  private  contract  with  a  party  in 
reference  to  timber  limits.  That  was  done  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  contrary  to  law;  wo  did  it  in  accordance  with  tho 
law,  because  it  was  the  only  way  tho  people  of  Manitoba 
could  got  the  necessary  supply  of  lumbor.  When  wo  camo 
into  office  there  was  but  one  saw  mill  on  the  Saskatchewan, 
and  lumber  was  sold  to  the  settler  at  the  rate  of  $100 
per  1,000  feet.  I  believed,  then,  and  I  believe  still,  it  would  bo 
in  the  interest  of  the  population  to  havo  competition.  Those 
gentlemen  proposed  to  erect  a  saw  mill,  and  they  had  the 
necessary  machinery  carried  to  the  district ;  they  asked  for 
a  timber  limit,  and  upon  precisely  the  same  terms  as  limits 
were  granted  to  others  who  made  application,  we  gavo  them 
a  limit,  having  sufficient  extent  to  enable  them  to  run  their 
mill  for  a  reasonable  time,  as  some  parties  had  obtained 
timber  limits  from  this  Government  sinco,  and  found  thoy 
wore  not  sufficient  to  keep  the  mill  in  operation  for  a  yoar 
or  two ;  and  the  extent  granted  was  not  greater  than 
what  was  granted  others  in  the  Rainy  River  district 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  or  than  what  would  enable 
them  to  carry  on  their  business  for  a  reasonable  length 
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of  time.  More  than  that:  we  provided  that  the  grant 
should  not  interfere  with  the  rights  of  others  to  obtain 
limits  in  the  same  district  before  the  lots  were 
selected,  and  we  provided  no  lot  would  be  granted  less  than 
twenty  miles,  so  that  where  there  were  small  areas  of 
timber,  three  or  four  miles  in  extent,  they  had  to  be  taken 
as  twenty-mile  lots  before  they  could  be  obtained ;  wo 
did  this  to  preserve  the  small  areas  for  the  use  of  the  sottlei-s. 
I  do  not  propose  to  say  more  on  that  subject.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  staked  claims  and  to 
delays  in  the  distribution  of  some  of  the  half-breed 
grants  in  Manitoba.  Let  me  say  that  the  greater  portion  of 
those  were  distributed  in  187*7  ;  and  we  find,  when  this 
Government  camo  in,  that  further  distribution  was  not 
made  until  1881.  He  charged  the  late  Government  with 
dilatoriness  in  issuing  patents.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
no  doubt,  issued  more  than  were  issued  in  our  day,  a*  there 
was  a  larger  population  in  the  country.  Bosides,  when  we 
were  in  office,  three  jears  was  required  before  a  patent 
could  be  issued  to  homestead  lands,  and  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  until  the  population  was  in  the  country  for  somo  time 
no  patent  could  be  issued.  It  was  only  those  who  were  the 
original  settlers  of  the  country,  the  few  who  went  in  at  the 
beginning  of  our  administration,  who  were  entitled  to  the 
patents  at  all.  I  need  say  no  more  on  that  subject.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred,  in  great  detail,  as  others  have 
who  spoke  before  him  on  that  side,  to  the  administration  of 
affairs  by  us  ;  but  that  is  not  the  question  which  is  before 
the  House  at  this  moment.  What  we  havo  to  consider  is 
the  conduct  of  the  present  Administration,  and  not  that  of 
the  Government  which  retired  from  office  seven  years  ago. 
It  is  important  we  should  look  with  somo  caro 
into  the  conduct  of  affairs  in  the  North-West, 
and  it  is  my  purpose  to  bring  under  the  attention  of  the 
House  some  of  the  grievances  of  the  white  settlers  of  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West,  with  a  view  to  a  more  efficient 
administration  of  our  public  lands,  and  the  prevention  of 
further  abuses.  One  of  the  most  important  functions  of 
the  House  of  Commons  is  to  oxercbe  a  careful  supervision 
over  the  administration  of  public  affairs,  so  as  to  secure 
honest  and  prompt  action,  and  so  as  to  prevent  a  public 
Department  being  subordinated  to  the  interest  of  the  camp 
followers  of  a  party.  This,  in  a  great  and  distant  region 
like  the  North-West,  is  all  the  moro  necessary,  because  the 
settlors  are  without  representatives  on  the  floor  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  cannot,  in  the  ordinary  constitutional  way,  com¬ 
plain  of  any  wrong  which  may  have  been  done  them.  It 
would  not  be  improper  for  me  to  briefly  refer  to  the 
history  of  our  attempts  at  colonisation  in  the  North-West. 
With  the  acquisition  of  that  country  wo  began  a  new 
departure.  Until  then,  we  were  ordinary  colonies,  possessed, 
it  is  true,  of  a  constitutional  system  of  government,  similar 
in  principle  to  that  of  the  parent  State;  but  with  the 
acquisition  of  the  North-West  we  set  out  on  a  new  venture 
— we  began,  ourselves,  the  work  of  establishing  colonies. 
The  extension  of  the  frontier  settlements  in  the  older  colonies, 
was  a  work  which  proceeded  without  the  interference  of 
Government.  All  that  was  needed  was  that  surveys  should 
be  made,  the  country  set  out  for  settlement,  and  a  land 
office  opened.  But  the  acquisition  of  the  North-West 
imposed  upon  us  duties  of  a  somewhat  different  character. 
It  is  true  that  no  difficult  problems  were  involved.  It  only 
required  ordinary  prudence  and  industry  on  tho  part  of 
Ministers  to  have  made  tho  business  of  settling 
the  North-West  in  tho  highost  degree  successful.  Wo  had 
no  new  problem  to  solve — we  had  the  experience  of  England 
and  of  the  United  States  before  us.  Tho  Territories  which, 
in  1869,  were  annexed  to  tho  Dominion,  were  Territories 
out  of  which  all  believed  Provinces  in  time  would  bo  carved ; 
that  what  was  to-day  a  colony,  must  soon  become  a  Pro¬ 
vince,  incorporated  into  the  federal  family,  and  represented 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament.  We  had  before  us  the  plan  of 
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the  neighboring  Eepublic.  We  saw  how,  for  nearly  a 
century,  it  had  surveyed  and  set  out  for  settlement  its  Ter¬ 
ritories.  How  it  gave  to  the  settlers  of  these  Territories 
local  self-government ;  and  how,  when  the  Territories  had 
acquired  a  certain  population,  they  were  formed  into  States 
and  admitted  as  members  of  the  Union.  We  saw  before 
us  Crown  colonies  growing  up  into  constitutionally  govern¬ 
ed  Provinces.  There  was  no  difficulty  in  our  way.  There 
was  no  now  question  presenting  itself  for  solution.  Every 
political  problom  with  which  we  wore  called  upon  to  deal 
had  already  been  solved.  All  that  we  needed  was  honesty 
of  purpose  and  industry  to  do  the  work  of  to-day  at  the 
proper  time,  and  not  to  defer  until  some  moro  convenient 
season  what  ought  at  once  to  be  undertaken. 
When  we  acquired  tho  North-West  Territories  there  was 
already  a  population  of  eight  or  ten  thousand  whites  and 
half  breeds.  These  had  been,  for  many  years,  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  and  their  officers. 
They  had  been  ruled  with  a  niggardly  hand.  No  Govern¬ 
ment  could  well  have  done  less  for  a  people  than  the  Hud¬ 
son  Bay  Company  did  for  the  dwellers  in  the  Red  River 
district.  They  had  no  love  for  the  company’s  rule ;  they 
knew  enough  about  representative  institutions  to  know  that 
they  enjoyed  fewer  of  tho  political  rights  of  British  freemen 
than  any  other  people  in  the  British  North  American 
dominions.  They  furnished  a  splendid  nucleus  with  which 
to  begin  a  loyal  and  contented  colony;  but  the  course 
adopted  towards  them  was  so  unwise  that,  before  the 
Canadian  Government  succeeded  in  establishing  its 
authority  in  the  country,  it  had  made  an  enemy  of 
nearly  every  man  in  the  country.  The  Hudson  Bay 
Company  had  there  a  govornor,  a  council,  and  a  judicial 
officer,  none  of  whom  were  consultsd  with  reference  to 
tho  future  government  of  the  country.  There  was  not 
a  leading  man  among  the  settlers  who  was  treated  with 
more  consideration.  The  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier 
says  we  did  not  find  men  in  the  North-West  to  put  in  the 
North- West  council.  But  how  was  the  first  Government 
of  Manitoba  constituted,  in  1869  ?  The  entire  population 
were  ignored.  A  system  ol  arbitrary  government  was  pro¬ 
vided.  No  provision  was  made  in  the  Act  providing  for  the 
government  of  the  settlement,  for  the  olection,  by  the 
people,  of  a  single  representative  to  tho  council.  A  Gover¬ 
nor  was  appointed  ;  a  law  officer  was  named;  other  parties 
wore  promised  positions  on  the  council ;  but  not  one  of 
thorn  was  a  resident  of  tho  country.  If  they  had  been  a 
conquered  population  they  could  not  have  been  more  arbi¬ 
trarily  dealt  with.  Whatever  could  offend  the  susceptibi¬ 
lities  of  a  free  people  was  done.  It  is  true  they  owed  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  little.  They  had  not  enjoyed  elec¬ 
tive  institutions  under  the  regime  of  the  company,  but  if 
their  government  was  arbitrary,  it  was  a  government  by 
men  taken  from  among  themselves,  while  the  new 
Government  established  by  Canada  was  one  wholly  from 
without.  What  they  had  seen  of  the  Canadians  was  well 
calculated  to  excite  alarm.  The  surveys,  when  begun,  were 
upon  a  plan  which  so  completely  ignored  the  plan  of  settle¬ 
ment  that  it  was  not  surprising  that  tho  population  every¬ 
where  believed  what  they  were  told,  that  their  occupation 
of  the  country  and  their  improvements  wore  not  of  a  kind 
that  could  give  them  any  claim  to  the  lands  of  which  they 
were  in  possession.  They  found  the  constituted  authorities 
of  tho  country  scarcely  less  discontented  than  themselves, 
and  it  was  not  surprising  that  alarm  and  resentment  culmi¬ 
nated  in  rebellion  and  in  bloodshed.  I  remember  soeing  a 
letter,  which  had  been  addressed  by  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
to  Governor  McTavish,  shortly  after  the  terms  of  surrender 
had  been  agreed  upon,  in  which  he  informed  tho  Governor 
of  what  had  been  dono ;  and  he  went  on  to  say  that  those 
who  had  directed  the  affairs  of  the  settlement  under  the 
company  would  continue  to  share  in  its  government  after 
the  transfer  was  made.  What  a  disappointment  it  must 
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have  been  to  these  men  to  find  themselves  completely 
ignored ;  and  could  any  one  have  been  surprised 
at  the  alarm  and  hatred  of  the  population,  which  had  been 
evoked  by  the  arrogance  and  folly  of  Dominion  officials,  or 
that  the  old  officials  did  nothing  to  allay  the  discontent  ?  I 
need  not  speak  of  the  rebellion  which  followed,  or  of  the 
extraordinary  concessions  made  to  conciliate  the  population. 
From  being  a  Crown  colony,  without  a  representative,  they 
were  changed  to  a  full-blown  Province,  weighed  down  with 
powers  and  privileges  which  they  had  neither  the  wealth 
nor  the  numbers  needed  to  exercise  them  with  advantage  ; 
1,400,000  acres  of  land,  in  the  neighborhood  of  Winnipeg, 
were  set  aside  for  the  children  of  the  half-breed  population. 
More  than  half  these  people  were  hunters  of  the  plain,  who, 
at  that  time,  attached  no  value  to  the  lands  reserved  to  their 
use.  Hundreds  of  them  left  the  place.  As  the  buffalo  retreated 
farther  westward,  they  ceased  to  return  to  the  Eed  Eiver  in 
the  winter  season.  Their  numbers  could  not  be  ascertained. 
The  division  of  the  land  was,  in  consequence,  delayed.  The 
great  majority  of  them  were  minors,  whoso  interest  in  their 
allotments  could  not  be  utilised  for  settlement ;  and  so  the  dis¬ 
trict  which  it  was  most  necessary  to  occupy  first  was  one  from 
which  white  settlers  were  practically  excluded.  When  the 
half-breed  districts  became  known,  and  the  adjacent  lands 
were  set  out  for  settlement,  many  of  those  who  first  went 
into  the  country  found  it  impossible  to  secure  an  entry  for 
the  lands  which  they  desired  to  select.  It  was  said  "that 
the  first  land  agents  were  interested  with  other  parties  in 
land  speculations,  and  they  profited  bv  the  labors  ol  ihose 
who  explored  the  country,  with  a  view  to  becoming  settlers. 
Those  desiring  to  obtain  entry  for  lands  could  not  obtain  it 
for  the  lands  which  they  had  visited  and  selected.  Hundreds 
of  those  who,  in  1872  and  1878,  went  from  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces  to  the  Eed  Eiver  district,  with  the  view  to  settle¬ 
ment,  finding  the  obstacles  in  the  way  so  serious,  they 
withdrew,  discouraged  and  disgusted,  and  settled  south  of 
the  international  boundary.  They  became  the  founders  of 
rival  settlements  in  the  United  States.  The  country 
along  the  Eed  Eiver,  from  Fargo  to  Pembina,  is  occupied 
chiefly  by  Canadians,  who  went  thither  from  Manitoba 
before  187  i.  The  populous  and  prosper  ous  settlement  at  the 
Grand  Forks,  is  Canadian.  The  Government  of  Canada, 
has  spent  not  a  little  in  advertising  the  country  and  in 
seeking  to  secure  immigration  from  abroad.  Eecently  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  failing  to  secure  Europeans,  has 
undertaken  to  do  what  has  never  been  done  in  the  neigh¬ 
boring  Eopubiic --to  send  out  immigration  agents  into  the 
Provinces,  with  the  view  of  securing  settlers  for  the  North- 
West.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  criticism  of  this  policy 
now,  but  it  certainly  discloses  an  extraordinary  state  of 
things,  when  the  Government  fiuas  itself  driven  to  such  a 
proceeding.  The  people  of  Canada  ought  to  be  able  to 
decide  for  therasolves  the  question  of  settling  in  the 
North-West,  without  Government  interference  and  with¬ 
out  Government  proseure.  But  wo  have  already  lost 
a  fifth  of  our  population.  They  reside  on  the  American 
side  of  the  border.  When  once  any  of  our  people 
resolve  to  look  for  new  homes  they  are  attracted  to 
the  neighborhood  where  their  friends  and  acquaintances 
have  gone  before,  whether  it  be  in  Dakota  or  in  the 
North-West,  if  there  are  no  words  of  discouragement  and 
no  events  happening  dissuading  them  against  such  a  course. 
The  people  who  firtt  settled  botween  Fargo  and  Pembina 
have  been  of  far  more  consequence  to  Dakota  in  securing 
settlers  from  Canada  than  any  number  of  pamphlets  and  im¬ 
migration  agents.  These  settlers  wore  formerly  residents  of 
Ontario.  They  have  drawn  thither  ten  times  their  numbers. 
As  they  receive  now  accessions  they  becomo  an  attractive 
force  of  increasing  power,  so  long  as  there  are  fertile  lands 
to  occupy.  Now,  what  must  not  be  forgotten  is,  that  the 
whole  of  these  people,  with  ordinary  care  and  prudence 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  might  have  been  retained 
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or  secured  as  settlers  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West. 
The  original  settlers  went  to  Manitoba.  They  withdrew 
for  the  reasons  which  I  hav9  stated,  and  they  have  since 
attracted  thousands  of  their  friends  and  neighbors.  It  is 
a  calumny  to  say  these  people  wero  wanting  in 
patriotism,  or  that  they  would  not  have  preferred 
remaining  in  their  own  country,  other  tilings  being  equal. 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  all  very  well  to  talk  about  newspapers 
advising  men  to  go  abroad  and  about  their  decrying  the 
country.  Why,  Sir,  these  hoa.  gentlemen  decried  the  coun¬ 
try  from  1875  to  1878.  What  was  the  resolution  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  and  which  was  supported  by 
his  followers,  when  in  Opposition,  in  1878  ?  Has  the  hon. 
member  for  the  city  of  Ottawa  (Mr.  Mackintosh),  who  spoke 
to-night  about  the  unpatriotic  conduct  of  the  members  of 
the  Opposition,  forgotten  all  about  that  resolution  ?  Does 
be  not  remember  that  it  said  that  thousands  were  leaving 
Canada  evory  year  for  want  of  employment? 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  What  resolution  does  the  hon.  gen° 
tloman  allude  to  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  To  the  resolution  which  the  right  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  proposed,  introducing  his  National  Policy,  and  in 
which  he  declared  there  was  no  employment  for  the  people 
of  Canada,  and  that  there  were  thousands  leaving  Canada 
every  year,  for  the  want  of  employment  ? 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  Yes;  I  remember  that.  He  said 
there  was  poison  in  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and  ho 
propounded  an  autidote  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  consider  such 
statements  unpatriotic  just  then.  But  there  is  this  very 
important  difference :  that  there  is  now,  and  has  been  for 
the  last  five  years,  a  very  large  emigration  from  Canada, 
and  there  was  not  a  very  large  emigration  at  that  time.  I 
simply  state  this,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  the  way.  Now, 
I  contend  that  the  first  condition  necessary  to  secure 
a  brisk  immigration  into  our  North-West  Territories  is  to 
satisfy  the  population  that  aro  already  there.  So  long  as 
(hey  are  discontented,  just  so  long  wili  the  residents  of  the 
country  be  a  repeilant  and  not  an  attraeLive  bod}7.  If  tbo 
policy  of  the  Government  had  been  at  all  satisfactory  it 
would  not  havo  been  necessary  to  have  sent  out  immigration 
agents  through  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  into  the  other 
Provinces.  The  people  who  aro  already  there  would  havo 
boon  far  more  efficient  for  that  purpose  ;  and  no  more  con¬ 
clusive  evidence  could  havo  been  furnished  of  tbo  failure  of 
the  Government  than  the  confession  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  that  his  agents  were  scouring  the  old  Provinces, 
in  order  to  secure  settlors  for  the  North- Wost.  In  the 
settlement  of  our  North-West  it  was  of  groat  consequence 
that  the  first  settlers  should  be  satisfied  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  adopted  by  the  Governmout ;  for,  if  the  views  I 
havo  expressed  are  correct,  it  is  by  satisfying  those 
who  are  the  pioneers  of  every  settlement  that 
its  future  progress  is  to  be  bost  promoted.  There 
is,  too,  a  groat  advantage  in  continuous  settlement— 
in  the  establishment  of  schools,  in  the  building  of  churches, 
in  the  improvement  of  roads,  in  the  construction  of  bridges, 
and  in  the  establishment  of  markets.  It  is  of  great  conse¬ 
quence  to  the  population  that  largo  tracts  of  lands  in  pri¬ 
vate  hands  should  not  intervene;  for,  besido  the  disadvan¬ 
tages  which  I  have  iudieated,  there  is  a  want  of  mutuality 
in  the  enhanced  value  given  to  property  by  labor ;  for 
the  vacant  land  is  increased  in  value  by  the  industry 
of  the  settler,  for  which  tho  settler  receives  nothing  in 
return.  It  is  also  of  consequence,  in  the  colonisation  of  a 
country,  that  facilities  should  be  given  for  egress  and  ingress. 
There  rpust  bo  either  railway  or  water  communication. 
The  want  of  the  one  or  the  othor  makes  it  impossible  to 
secure  settlers.  Tho  products  of  the  farm  will  not  bear  the 
expense  of  carriage  by  an  ordinary  vehicle  for  many  miles, 
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and  unless  railway  facilities  are  furnished  to  set¬ 
tlers  in  the  inland  districts  but  few  settlers  will  be  had. 
In  fact,  we  have  lost  to  the  North-West  already  many 
thousands,  from  the  want  of  the  necessary  railway  facilities. 
I  have  before  me  a  list  containing  the  names  of  111  set¬ 
tlers  who  had  taken  up  lands  within  a  radius  of  six  miles 
from  Rapid  City,  and  who  have  abandoned  them  because 
they  were  wholly  without  railway  facilities,  and  without 
access  to  markets.  They  went  into  that  part  of  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  at  a  time  when  it  was  supposed 
the  Canadian  Pacific  would  pass  through  the  settle¬ 
ment.  They  were  destined  to  disappointment,  and 
they  abandoned  the  country  in  consequence.  They 
preferred  to  lose  their  labor,  and  begin  a  new  home 
elsewhere,  rather  than  be  without  the  means  of  ingress  and 
egress,  and  without  a  market  for  the  products  of  their  toil, 
The  Administration  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  proposed  to  provide  lor 
the  construction  of  colonisation  roads.  They  believed  that  one 
line  of  railway  through  the  extensive  prairies  of  the  North- 
West  would  be  wholly  inadequate  to  secure  the  settlement  of 
the  country.  A  railway  has  but  little  value  to  the  farmer 
who  is  more  than  twenty  miles  away.  The  Pacific  Railway 
may  secure  the  settlement  of  the  country  for  a  short  dis¬ 
tance  upon  either  side,  but  without  radiating  lines,  from 
points  well  situated  to  become  great  commercial  centres,  the 
general  settlement  of  a  prairie  country  is  not  likely  to  take 
place.  The  progress  of  settlement  in  the  State  of  Illinois 
furnishes  a  striking  proof  of  the  soundness  of  this  view.  The 
State  was  settled  for  many  years  along  the  banks  of  tho  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  the  Ohio,  the  Illinois  and  the  Rock  River,  but  tho 
interior  of  the  country  l’emained  unpeopled.  Land  one  hun¬ 
dred  miles  south  from  Chicago  had  but  little  value.  It  was 
exceedingly  fertile,  and  capable  of  producing  immense  har¬ 
vests  of  corn  and  wheat;  but  it  was  inaccessible  to  any 
market.  When  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  was  built  all  this 
was  changed.  Thousands  poured  into  the  country.  The 
railway  became  to  the  people  of  the  interior  all  that  the 
rivers  had  been  to  tho  earlier  settlers  upon  their  banks,  and 
the  population  of  Illinois  received  an  accession  of  more 
than  a  half  million  within  ten  years.  It  is,  in  my  opinion, 
greatly  to  be  regretted  that  steps  were  not  taken  by  Minis¬ 
ters  to  carry  out,  without  delay,  upon  their  accession  to 
office,  the  colonisation  railway  policy  of  their  predecessors. 
But,  instead  of  doing  so,  the  interests  of  tho  North-West 
have  been  sacrificed  to  the  construction  of  a  trans-contin¬ 
ental  railway  in  advance  of  tho  requirements  of  the  country, 
and  to  the  construction  of  which  the  well-being  of  the 
population  of  the  North-West  has  been  subordinated. 
Obstacles  have  been  put  in  tho  way  of  necessary  railway 
construction.  Settlers  have  been  harrassed  and  ruined. 
Many  of  them  have  been  driven  out,  and  they  have  pub¬ 
lished  abroad  the  wrongs  which  they  were  compelled  to 
endure.  Millions  of  acres,  upon  which  some  might 
have  voluntarily  gone,  were  put  into  the  hands 
of  land  sharks  and  speculators— upon  such  terms  as  to 
enable  them  to  make  a  profit.  The  toiler  saw  that  these 
men  had  vast  areas  put  at  their  disposal,  into  which  he 
could  not  enter  without  their  consent  and  upon  their  terras. 
Those  companies  were  more  favored  than  the  settlers ; 
discontent  was  produced  by  contrast;  and  instead  of  settle¬ 
ment' being  promoted,  it  was  retarded.  What  could  a  colo¬ 
nisation  company  do  to  promote  tho  settlement  of  an 
extensive  region  of  prairie  ?  The  man  that  had  not  the 
means  to  take  him  into  the  country,  could  not  subsist  after 
he  got  there.  It  was  not  because  the  North-West  could  not 
bo  reached  that  it  was  not  more  rapidly  settled.  It  was 
because  no  market  was  to  bo  found  for  the  product  of  the 
settler’s  industry  that  so  few  have  gone  thither,  up  to  the 
present  moment.  The  colonisation  companies,  under  whoso 
control,  three  years  ago,  ten  millions  of  acres  were  placed, 
have  all  signally  failed.  There  is  not  one  exception.  Thoro 
is  not  one  which  has  not  stood  in  the  way  of  settlement, 
Mr.  Mills. 
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There  is  to-day  many  a  quarter-section  in  the  North-West 
which  would  have  been  occupied  and  cultivated  by  a  Can¬ 
adian,  who  has  become  a  land  owner  south  of  the  border, 
had  it  not  been  under  the  control  of  a  colonisation  com¬ 
pany.  It  would  have  been  immeasurably  better,  in  tho 
interests  of  the  country,  had  every  acre  in  the  North- 
West  been  burdened  with  a  charge  towards  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  colonisation  railway  within  reach,  rather  than  to 
have  been  subject  to  the  policy  pursued  by  Ministers. 
Settlers  care  but  little  for  a  charge  of  $1  an  acre 
upon  their  lands  if  these  are  made  accessible  to  mar¬ 
kets.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  whole  North-West  has  been 
practically  given  up  for  the  construction  of  a  road  to 
secure  the  trade  of  Asia,  which  must  always  take  another 
route.  The  Government  have  paid  no  heed  to  the  interests 
of  the  settlers  ;  they  have  turned  away  the  currents  of 
immigration,  and  they  have  produced  a  feeling  of 
discontent  over  the  whole  North-West  country  that 
is  not  likely  to  be  overcome,  so  long  as  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  affairs  is  in  their  hands.  They  have 
exasperated  the  popou'.ation  beyond  measuro,  until  they  are 
as  much  distrusted  by  tho  settlers  as  the  settlers  are  dis¬ 
trusted  by  them.  Do  we  not  seo  in  tho  organs  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  charges  daily  made  against  the  white  settlers  of 
tho  North-West  ?  But  wo  are  not  left  to  draw  inferences 
from  the  newspapers  in  the  confidonco  of  Ministers.  We 
have  but  to  look  to  the  measures  submitted  by  Ministers  to 
Parliament.  The  people  have  their  local  representative 
body  swamped  by  Government  appointees— men  who  are 
strangers  in  the  country — who  know  nothing  about  its 
local  wants — who  are  ignorant  of  the  views  of  the  people — 
who  are  strangers  to  their  grievances,  are  sent  thither  to 
make  laws  and  ordinances  for  their  government.  Could 
such  a  course  be  pursued  under  a  Democratic  system  of 
Government,  if  thoro  was  not  a  deep  distrust  in  the 
minds  of  Ministers  of  the  population  ?  Then  we  had 
the  Minister  of  Militia  submitting  to  the  House  a  measure 
for  disarming  the  white  population.  In  that  distant  part  of 
our  country  there  are  numerous  bands  of  savages,  who  have 
already  imbrued  their  hands  in  the  blood  of  the  settlers. 
That  these  savages  should  be  disarmed  may  be  highly 
expedient,  but  what  could  induce  a  Ministry  to  propose  the 
disarmament  of  their  countrymen  and  kindred  in  the  North- 
West?  Was  ever  such  a  measuro  proposed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  a  free  people  before  ?  What  have  our  neighbors  and 
friends  who  have  gone  to  the  Territories  done,  that  they 
should  be  disarmed,  in  the  presence  of  the  savages  who 
threaten  their  lives  and  their  property?  Is  such  a  course 
likely  to  produce  contentment  ?  Are  those  who  are  disposed 
to  leave  these  Provinces  to  seek  their  fortunes  elsewhere 
likely  to  be  drawn  to  our  own  Territories,  rather 
than  to  Dakota,  by  such  a  measure  ?  Does  it 
not  show  that  the  Government  know  that  they 
have  produced  in  the  minds  of  the  settlers  the  feel¬ 
ings  of  the  deepest  indignation  ?  Ministers  failed  to  stifle 
the  voice  of  the  white  population  of  the  North-West  by 
making  the  Indians  voters.  They  propose  now  to  disarm 
the  white  population,  and  to  swamp  their  council  by 
appointees  of  the  Crown.  But  we  have  still  other  evidences 
of  the  feeling  of  Ministers  towards  the  white  settlers  of  the 
North-West.  We  have  the  disarmament  of  the  volunteer 
corps.  Does  not  every  one  seo  that  the  cheapest,  the  most 
efficient  force  that  could  be  had  for  the  maintenance  of 
peace  and  the  protection  of  life  and  property  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  would  be  numerous  and  well-appointed 
companies  of  volunteers?  Has  the  Government  taken,  as  a 
moasure  of  defence,  that  course,  which  plainly  presents  itself 
as  tho  best,  under  the  circumstances?  Not  at  all.  Minis¬ 
ters  distrust  the  population.  They  double  the  number  of 
police,  and  retain  in  the  country  the  nucleus  of  a  soldiery. 
Is  there  any  reason  for  this,  except  the  fact  that  they  are 
more  hostile  to  the  white  population  than  to  the  Indians, 
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Ministers  know  that  they  have  well  nigh  ruined  hundreds 
of  those  who,  before  they  went  into  that  country,  were  their 
political  supporters  and  friends.  If  there  has  been  a  half- 
breed  insurrection,  if  there  has  been  Indian  massacres,  if 
men  have  been  butchered,  if  settlers  have  been  robbed,  if 
their  dwellings  have  been  destroyed,  if  their  wives  have 
been  ignominiouely  treated  by  savages,  how  came  it  about? 
Has  it  not  been  because  that  men  have  in  vain  prayed  and 
petitioned  and  entreated  the  Government  for  years  to  listen 
to  their  complaints  and  to  redress  their  grievances  ?  There 
is  not  a  life  that  has  been  lost,  there  is  not  a  cow 
or  a  horse  that  has  been  driven  away,  there  is  not  a 
dwelling  that  has  been  burned,  that  would  have  been 
molestod  had  Ministers  given  attention  to  the  duties  that 
devolved  upon  them  in  connection  with  the  administration  of 
tho  affairs  of  the  North-West  Territories.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  of  late  about  the  white  traitors  of  Prince  Albert 
settlement,  and  not  a  little  has  been  done  by  organs  of  the 
Government  to  turn  away  the  indignation  from  the  Minis¬ 
ters  to  the  settlers  of  Prince  Albert,  whom  they  had 
wronged.  Here  are  men  who  have  for  four  years  been 
imploring  the  Government  to  do  them  justice  and  to 
redress  their  grievances.  They  demanded  no  aid.  They 
were  asking  for  nothing  that  would  cost  the  country  a 
farthing.  They  simply  called  upon  the  Government  to  do 
its  duty ;  and  how  was  there  request  met  ?  Let  me  narrate 
the  facts  connected  with  that  settlement.  Prince  Albert 
settlement  was  begun  by  the  establishment  of  a  Presbyte¬ 
rian  mission  there  in  1866.  The  residents  were  largely 
half-breeds  and  Indians  at  that  time.  In  1873  there 
were  ten  white  settlers.  In  1874  there  was  a  further 
accession,  some  of  whom  came  from  Canada  and  some 
from  the  United  Kingdom.  It  was  supposed  that 
the  Pacific  Railway  would  be  constructed  on  the  line 
surveyed  by  the  Government,  and  this  was  regarded  as  a 
favorable  district  for  settlement.  In  1879  they  asked  to 
have  their  land  surveyed.  During  that  year  the  special 
survey  was  pushed  on  to  the  Prince  Albert  settlement, 
so  as  to  make  it  possible  to  comply  with  their  wishes, 
and  in  1878  the  survey  was  made.  During  that  same  yoar 
Mr.  George  Duck  was  appointed  agent  for  Dominion 
lands,  and  he  went  from  Winnipeg  to  Prince  Albert  in 
August,  so  as  to  be  ready,  without  delay,  to  enter  upon 
his  duties.  But  it  does  not  appoar  that  anything  was  done 
for  more  than  two  years;  for  I  find  that  it  was  not  until 
the  8th  October,  1880,  that  ho  received  any  instructions 
from  this  Government,  and  then  he  was  directed  to  obtain 
evidence  by  statutory  declaration  of  all  claims  based  upon 
occupation  before  tho  transfer  of  the  country  to  Canada.  He 
is  instructed  to  include  in  his  inquiry  all  cases  at  Fort 
Carlton  and  at  Fort  a  la  Corne,  as  woll  as  those  at  Prince 
Albert.  The  agent  reported,  on  the  5th  March,  1881,  that 
there  were  twenty  three  lots  in  Prince  Albert  settlement 
that  had  been  occupied  before  tho  transfer  of  the  country, 
but  there  were  none  in  the  vicinity  of  Carlton,  and  ho 
believed  there  wero  none  at  Fort  a  la  Corne.  The  great 
majority  of  the  settlers  of  Prince  Albert  came  later.  A 
large  number  of  them  came  and  chose  their  locations  in 
1879,  returned  east  for  their  families,  and  took  possession  of 
their  locations  the  following  year.  There  were  white 
settlers  who  were  English,  and  half-breeds  partly  English 
and  partly  French.  They  did  not  enquire  into  tho  terms 
of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act.  They  believed  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  only  too  anxious  to  secure  the  settlement  of  the 
country.  They  expected  when  it  was  set  out  for  settlement 
they  would  obtain  entry  without  difficulty,  and  that 
they  would  be  allowed  to  date  their  occupation  from  tho 
time  they  entered  upon  the  lands.  Many  of  them, 
especially  among  those  who  squatted  before  surveys  wero 
mado,  as  they  made  emprovements,  sold  to  other  comers,  as 
they  had  opportunity  and  as  they  found  it  to  their  advan¬ 
tage,  It  never  occurred  to  those  who  purchased  that  any 


objection  would  be  made  to  the  acquisition  of  the  improve¬ 
ments  of  those  from  whom  the  purchase  was  made.  They 
did  not  doubt  that  if  they  could  show  possession,  as  well  on 
account  of  prior  occupants  as  on  their  own,  that  they  would 
be  allowed  to  count  tho  aggregate  time  and  obtain  their 
patents  without  difficulty,  where  the  time  was  sufficient. 
On  the  Pith  February,  1877,  Governor  Laird  wrote  to  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  that  it  would  seem,  from  the  word¬ 
ing  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  that  tho  settlers  who  located 
before  the  lands  were  surveyed  would  require  to  wait  three 
years  after  having  made  entry  before  they  could  get  their 
patent;  that  this  would  seem  to  be  harsh  to  those 
who  had  been  many  years  in  the  country,  and  to  meet 
this  legislation  was  promised  by  the  then  Minister.  On  tho 
9th  September,  1878,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  visitod  Prince 
Albert  settlement.  On  the  following  day  a  deputation  of 
settlers  presented  an  address  to  him.  In  it  they  spoke  of 
their  progress  in  agriculture,  of  their  churches  and  schools; 
and  they  expressed  the  opinion  that,  should  no  untoward 
accident  turn  aside  immigration,  they  will  always  hold  the 
first  place  among  the  settlements  of  the  country.  They 
had  confidence  in  the  future  prosperity  of  the  settlement  ; 
they  hoped  for  steam  communication  by  land  or  water  to 
hasten  their  progress.  They  informed  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  that  they  feared  troublo  from  hungry  Indians,  and 
they  urged  the  establishment  of  a  small  detachment  of 
police  at  Prince  Albert,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
peace.  They  spoke  of  the  propriety  of  having  a  re¬ 
presentative  in  the  Government  of  the  Territories. 
About  sixty  of  them  had  signed  this  address.  This 
address  shows  the  state  of  public  feeling  at  that  time. 
They  were  still  contented.  They  took  a  cheerful  view  of 
their  future  prospects.  They  desired  communication  with 
the  outside  world.  They  wished  security  for  life  and  prop¬ 
erty,  and  they  wanted  representation  in  the  North-West 
council.  Mr.  Laird  told  them  that  the  subject  of  represen¬ 
tation  had  been  already  considered.  That  the  census  of  the 
settlements  at  Prince  Albert,  Duck  Lake  and  St.  Laurent 
would  be  taken,  and  if  the  requisite  number  of  people  were 
found  they  would  be  called  upon  to  elect  a  representative. 
The  chairman,  Mr.  Lawrence  Clarke,  assured  Mr.  Laird 
that  the  people  had  the  utmost  confidence  in  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Territories.  So  far,  they  were  contented  and 
hopeful,  and  relied  upon  the  Government  doing  them  justice 
without  undue  delay.  In  the  Saskatchewan  Herald,  of  tho 
25th  August,  1879,  there  is  a  report  of  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  and  others  having  visited  earlier  in  the  month 
St.  Albert  and  the  settlements  on  the  Upper  Saskatche¬ 
wan.  The  Herald  says  : 

“  The  country  between  Edmonton  and  Prince  Albert  is  settled,  and 
the  magnificent  crops  of  wheat  tell  of  the  industry  of  the  settlers  and 
the  fertility  of  the  soil.” 

The  same  newspaper  says  that  about  a  hundred  people  from 
Manitoba  have  located  upon  the  South  Saskatchewan  and 
at  Prince  Albert  early  in  the  month.  It  says  they  are  woll 
off,  and  are  well  supplied  with  implements  and  live  stock  of 
all  kinds.  That  numerous  other  small  parties  are  on  the 
road,  on  their  way  to  tho  settlement.  On  the  30th  November, 
1878,  Mr.  Duck,  the  land  agent  at  Prince  Albert,  writes  to 
tho  Department  as  follows: — 

“  I  have  much  pleasure  iu  informing  you  that  a  large  quantity  of  land 
outside  the  Prince  Albert  settlement  survey  has  alreadj''  been  settled 
upon  during  the  past  season.  There  are,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  very  few 
cases  of  disputed  claims.  The  settlers  are  all  anxious  to  make  the  neces¬ 
sary  entries  to  secure  themselves.” 

On  the  22nd  November,  1879,  tho  Surveyor  General  writes 
Mr.  Duck,  that  it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice  that  in  cases 
where  occupancy  and  improvements  have  preceded  home¬ 
steading,  the  period  of  settlement  has  been  counted  from 
that  date,  and  not  from  date  of  entry.  This  practice,  the 
Surveyor  General  says,  is  contrary  to  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  and  cannot  be  allowed,  and  he  advises  the  land  agent 
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to  post  a  notice  of  this  in  a  prominent  position.  This  was 
accoi’dingly  done,  and  may  be  said  to  be  the  beginning  of 
the  difficulties  between  the  Government  and  the  settlers  in 
in  the  Saskatchewan  district.  A  false  step  was  taken, 
which  was  not  promptly  retraced,  although  it  was  again  and 
again  brought  under  the  attention  of  the  Department.  In 
May,  1880,  a  petition,  signed  by  102  of  the  settlers  of 
Edmonton  and  Prince  Albert,  asking  that  steps  might  be 
taken  to  confirm  titles  to  lands  purchased  from  occu¬ 
pants  of  cldims  taken  previously  to  the  transfer  of  the 
Territories.  On  the  6th  October,  1ST9,  the  Saskatchewan 
Herald  says  it  is  reported  that  Sir  John  Macdonald  will  not 
retain  the  post  of  Minister  of  the  Interior.  It  approves  of 
his  retirement  from  the  office,  because  it  is  believed  that 
the  individual  attention  of  a  Minister  is  required.  The 
people  are  getting  impatient.  The  surveys  had  been  com¬ 
pleted  for  more  than  a  year.  The  agency  was  not  yet 
formally  opened.  No  entries  could  yet  be  made;  and  the 
regulations  which  the  Department  had  adopted  in  July  and 
in  August  were  far  from  satisfactory.  The  Herald  refers 
to  the  regulation  forbiding  any  one  to  cut  wood  enough  to 
build  a  camp  fire,  denounces  it  as  absurd,  and  says  it  is 
more  honored  in  its  breach  than  in  its  observance.  The 
Governmnnt  were  indifferent,  but  the  progress  of  the  country 
went  forward.  The  Saskatchewan  Herald,  of  the  7th 
June,  says  that  the  half-breods  have  taken  up  loca¬ 
tions— have  fenced  and  planted  gardens,  and  are 
taking  the  first  steps  towards  establishing  them¬ 
selves  as  farmers.  The  Herald,  of  the  13th  September,  1880, 
says  the  St.  Albert  mission  is  growing  rapidly  in  population 
and  importance.  A  continuous  settlement,  twelve  or  four¬ 
teen  miles,  estends  along  the  river,  both  above  and  below 
the  mission,  and  that  50,000  bushels  of  wheat  will  be  har¬ 
vested  during  the  year  within  its  limits.  On  the  31st  Octo¬ 
ber,  1880,  an  Order  in  Council  was  made,  establishing  a 
land  board,  consisting  of  a  land  commissioner  and  an 
inspector  of  agencies.  The  commissioner  was  to  have  gen¬ 
eral  supervision  of  the  business  of  the  office.  The  inspector 
is  to  peafiorm  tho  duties  indicated  by  his  title.  The  Minister 
hoped  that  this  would  lead  to  a  more  speedy  despatch  of 
business  and  more  correctness  in  decision.  It  is  admitted 
that  much  inconvenience  and  delay  had  been  experienced 
and  much  complaint  had  been  made,  and  not  unreasonably, 
by  parties  interested.  Ministers  altered  the  machinery  of 
administration,  but  nothing  wa3  still  done.  The  efforts  of 
the  Department  of  tho  Interior  were  like  Mr.  Bouncer’s 
efforts  at  study.  He  shaved  his  head  and  did  everything 
but  apply  himself  to  the  work  on  hand.  On  the  31st 
January,  1831,  the  Saskatchewan  Herald  reports  four  new 
registration  offices,  one  at  Turtle  Mountain,  at  the  Little 
Saskatchewan,  at  Touchwood  Hills,  and  at  Prince  Albert. 
Mr.  Martin  McDonald,  of  Nova  Scotia,  is  appointed  to  the 
office  at  Turtle  Mountain.  G.  A.  Brisbois,  of  tho  Mounted 
Police,  is  appointed  for  the  Little  Saskatchewan,  and  Alex¬ 
ander  Sproat,  of  WalkertOD,  Ontario,  is  appointed  to  the 
office  at  Prince  Albert.  The  Herald  says  there  are  no  lands 
to  register  at  Touchwood  Hills  and  none  yet  at  Prince 
Albert,  as  no  lands,  up  to  that  time,  were  yet  opened 
for  settlement.  The  correspondence  in  reference  to 
the  settlement  began  in  1878,  with  the  inspection  of 
Peter  Hourie’s  claim.  Hourie  claimed  several  lots  on  the 
hanks  of  tho  river.  Tho  Minister  informed  tho  agent  that 
the  lots  would  be  surveyed  ten  chains  wide  and  two  miles 
deep,  and  the  settlers  would  be  entitled  to  one  lot  as  a 
homestead  and  to  a  second  as  a  pre  eruption.  On  the  20th 
January,  1879,  the  Minister  wrote  to  the  agent  at  Prince 
Albert :  “  When  your  office  is  regularly  established,  and  you 
have  received  the  returns  of  the  surveys,  you  will  prepare 
to  take  entries.”  But  it  was  not  until  the  2nd  of  Augusc, 
1881,  that  an  Order  was  made  to  open  the  office,  which  was 
received  by  tho  agent  on  the  21st  ol  September 
following.  More  than  three  years  passed,  from  the 
Mr.  Mills. 
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time  when  the  surveys  were  made  and  the  agent 
appointed,  before  instructions  were  given  for  the  open¬ 
ing  of  the  office.  In  the  meantime,  the  people  had 
become  greatly  discontented.  On  the  7th  June,  1881, 
Mr.  Lawrence  Clarke,  who  represented  the  district  of 
Lome  in  the  North-West  council  presented  a  memorial  to 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  and  the  council,  representing  that 
the  district  was  rapidly  filling  with  settlors,  many  of  whom 
have  well-cultivated  farms;  that  a  large  portion  of  the  dis¬ 
trict  had  been  surveyed  in  18  <7  and  1878;  that  a  land 
agent  had  been  appointed  in  1873 ;  that  the  surveying  of 
the  lands  and  the  appointment  of  an  agent  had  hastened  the 
progress  of  the  country  and  encouraged  the  people  to  im¬ 
prove  their  holdings.  That  disputes  bad  arisen  between 
neighbors,  and  there  were  no  means  to  secure  a  judicial 
settlement,  and  early  action  on  the  part  of  tho  Government 
was  asked.  The  Lieutenant  Governor  transmitted  this 
memorial,  and  the  memorial  of  Fathor  Andre,  as  to  the  land 
entries  in  this  district,  and  he  adds: 

“  I  am  aware  that  serious  disputes  are  arising  in  the  Prince  Albert 
and  Duck  Lake  settlements,  regarding  claims  to  laud,  and  I  would  there¬ 
fore  respectfully  urge  that,  in  so  far  as  it  may  be  consistent  with  the  po¬ 
licy  of  the  Dominion  Government,  the  prayer  of  the  memorialists  may 
receive  early  consideration.” 

The  head  office  instructed  the  agent  to  open  the  office  for 
homesteading,  pre-emptions  and  sale  of  lands  in  surveyed 
townships,  which  was  done,  as  I  have  already  stated,  on  the 
21st  September.  The  Saskatchewan  Herald,  of  the  3rd 
October,  1881,  says  that  the  land  office  is  open,  but  the 
people  are  far  from  happy,  as  the  new  regulations  mix 
things  badly.  The  people  do  not  know  where  they  are. 
The  regulations  forbid  them  to  homestead  odd  numbers  ; 
points  out  the  great  hardship  which  has  arisen  from  apply¬ 
ing  new  regulations  to  those  who  have  settled  upon  a 
different  understanding.  Great  dissatisfaction  was  produced 
by  the  action  of  the  Government.  Tho  people  were  first 
exasperated  by  the  long  delay.  They  were  now  still  more 
indignant  on  account  of  the  regulations  which  had  been  made. 
Accordingly,  on  the  8th  of  October,  a  meeting  was  called  at 
Prince  Albert.  The  meeting  adopted  a  series  of  resolutions. 
They  protested  against  the  reservation  of  odd-numbered 
sections  after  they  had  been  occupied  and  improved  by  the 
settlers,  and  after  the  homestead  duties  had  been  performed 
upon  them.  They  protested  against  tho  price  of  pre¬ 
emption  being  other  than  what  it  was  fixed  at  by  the  Order 
in  Council  in  force  at  the  time  of  settlement.  They  said 
that  many  of  the  claims  were  taken  up  prior  to  the  survey. 
When  the  survey  was  made,  somo  of  the  settlers  were  found 
to  be  upon  lands  which,  by  the  law,  were  reserved  for  schools 
or  allotted  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  aud  they  requested 
that  these  occupants  should  be  secured  in  their 
holdings.  They  said  that  many  persons  had  been 
settled  upon  lands  in  tho  district  for  throe  years 
and  more,  and  had  performed  the  homestead  duties 
required  by  law.  That  many  persons  had  bought  land  from 
such  settlers,  depending  upon  the  good  faith  of  the 
Government  for  the  security  of  their  holdings,  and  they 
resolved  that  the  Minister  be  requested  to  grant  patents  to 
such  persons,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible.  They  resolved 
not  to  make  entries  unless  they  are  accepted  in  accordance 
with  the  Order  in  Council  existing  at  the  time  the  lands 
were  taken  up — and  they  decide  that  Mr.  Lawrence  Clarke, 
who  represents  their  district  in  the  North-West  council, 
shall  present  a  copy  of  their  resolutions  to  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  and  receive  his  reply.  Mr.  Clarke,  accordingly, 
did  so,  and  the  Minister  replied,  on  the  22nd  of  November. 
The  Minister  agreed  that,  upon  proper  evidonce,  they 
should  have  their  lands  at  the  price  fixed  at  the  time  of 
settlement.  He  agreed  that  lands  taken  up  before  survey, 
which  proved  to  be  school  lands,  should  be  secured  to 
the  occupants.  But  he  affirmed  that  the  terms  of 
the  Order  in  Council  of  the  9th  of  July,  1879, 
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was  sufficiently  well  known,  as  it  had  been  made  pub¬ 
lic  in  the  Official  Gazette.  And  so  a  large  number  of  set¬ 
tlers  on  odd  sections  received  no  satisfactory  answer  ;  so  far 
as  they  were  concerned,  the  Order  in  Council  reserving  the 
odd  sections  upon  which  they  resided  from  being  home¬ 
steaded,  still  remained  in  full  force.  The  Minister  said  he 
had  sufficiently  answered  their  fourth  resolution  in  his 
answers  to  the  three  that  preceded  it.  But  this  was  not  so. 
The  answers  to  the  three  preceding  resolutions  did  not  touch 
the  case  of  the  grievances  set  out  in  the  fourth  resolution  of 
the  Prince  Albert  meeting.  The  fourth  resolution  pointed 
out  that  many  had  resided  upon  their  lands,  and  made 
improvements,  such  as  are  required  for  homesteading,  but 
they  did  this  before  the  land  was  surveyed,  and  before  entry 
could  be  made,  and  they  want  the  time  of  occu¬ 
pation  before  as  well  as  after  entry  to  count,  and 
the  Minister  persistently  refused  to  understand  both 
their  complaint  and  his  own  ruling.  He  haughtily 
tells  the  settlers  that  he  “  will  cause  enquiry  to  be  made 
through  his  own  officers,  and  take  such  action  as  may  be 
in  accordance  with  law."  On  the  25th  January,  1882,  Mr. 
Clarke  writes  the  Minister  that  a  meeting  had  been  held 
on  the  19th,  and  that  he  read  to  a  large  assembly  of  his  con¬ 
stituents  the  Minister’s  letter.  They  were  pleased  with  the 
concessions,  but  they  expressed  strong  feelings  of  regret 
that  the  law  debarred  the  pioneer  settlers,  who  had  per¬ 
formed  all  settlement  duties  prior  to  the  opening  of  the  local 
land  office,  from  obtaining  immediate  patents  for  their  lots, 
and  are  confident,  on  further  consideration,  the  Minister 
would  have  the  law  amended,  so  as  to  allow  of  this  griev¬ 
ance  being  redressed.  On  the  14th  of  April  they  are  informed 
from  the  Department,  that  an  amendment  of  the  land 
law  is  before  Parliament,  indicating  that  their 
wishes  were  to  be  met,  and  the  defect  complained  of  repaired, 
but  the  subsequent  conduct  of  the  Government  is  strange¬ 
ly  at  variance  with  such  an  intention.  In  January, 
1882,  new  instructions  were  issued  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  authorising  entries  to  be  made  of  odd-numbered 
sections,  but  they  do  not  appear  to  have  been  sent  to  the 
agent  at  Prince  Albert  for  several  months.  These  instruc¬ 
tions  applied  only  to  those  who  did  settlement  duties  prior  to 
9th  October,  1879.  On  the  12th  September,  1882,  the  Deputy 
Minister  writes  Mr.  Duck,  “  if  the  settler  makes  application 
to  the  land  office  for  entry  within  three  months  after  notice 
has  been  received  at  the  head  office,  of  land  having  been  sur¬ 
veyed,  and  the  survey  having  been  confirmed  and  the  settler 
has  made  proof  to  the  local  agent  of  the  settlement  and 
improvements  at  the  time  of  filing  such  application,  and 
has  been  allowed  to  enter  his  homestead,  he  will  be  entitled 
to  his  patent  under  clause  11,  section  34,  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  upon  proof  of  residence  and  cultivation  for  three  years 
next  preceding  the  application;’’  but  this  notice  did  not  at  all 
meet  the  case  of  the  people  of  Prince  Albert,  for  although 
they  had  resided  upon  and  cultivated  their  land  for  more 
than  three  years  preceding  their  application  they  had  not 
applied  for  entry  for  three  months  after  the  office  had  been 
opened,  and  they  had  not  applied,  because  the  Government 
had  passed  an  Order  in  Council  increasing  the  price  of 
pre-emptions  and  withdrawing  odd-numb6red  sections  from 
settlement,  and  they  feared  they  would,  in  some  way,  bo 
assenting  parties  to  these  regulations,  if  they  applied  for 
leave  to  make  entry  after  they  became  aware  of  the  facts. 
On  the  25th  of  October  Mr.  Duck  acknowledged  the  letter 
of  the  12th  of  September,  and  pointed  out  that  no  notice 
was  made  within  three  months,  in  consequence  of  tho 
notice  posted  up  by  order  of  the  Surveyor  General,  that  the 
settlement  duty  began  to  run  only  from  tho  day  of  entry, 
and  asking  fur  further  instructions.  To  this  letter  Mr. 
Burgess  replied  on  the  23rd  November,  informing  the 
agent  that  as  to  receiving  applications  for  patents  that  his 
circular  superseded  the  letter  of  the  Surveyor  General,  and 
requires  to  be  construed  together  with  the  law  and  regula* , 


tions ;  but  this  statement  left  the  agent  as  much  in  the  dark 
as  ever,  for  the  Deputy  Minister’s  circular  only  applied  to 
those  who  ask  to  make  entry  within  three  months,  and  these 
people  at  Prince  Albert  had,  for  the  reasons  which  I  have 
stated,  not  applied  to  make  entry  until  long  after  the  three 
months  had  expired.  To  make  the  manner  of  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  people  of  Prince  Albert  more  clear, 
I  will  refer  to  Miller’s  case.  Miller  settled  upon 
certain  lots  in  June,  1876,  and  he  applied  and  obtained  entry 
in  1882.  He  was  a  settler  in  good  faith,  but  the  office  was 
opened  on  the  21st  September,  1881,  and  Miller  did  not 
obtain  entry  until  seven  months  after  tho  office  had  been 
opened.  He  applied  for  patent.  Neither  instructions  nor 
regulations  met  his  case.  The  agent  reported  it  to  the 
Department,  and  Mr.  Andrew  Russell,  for  the  Surveyor- 
General,  informed  the  agent  that  he  was  to  deal  with  tho 
case  under  departmental  instructions:  that  if  three  years 
had  passed  since  Miller  obtained  entry,  the  agent  was 
directed  to  refer  the  land  for  patent,  upon  Miller  paying  SI 
per  acre  for  his  pre-emption.  Mr.  Burgess  also  wrote  Mr. 
Duck,  on  the  same  day,  informing  him  that  on  the  19th 
instant  an  Order  in  Council  had  been  made  to  authorise  the 
antedating  of  the  entry  to  the  time  of  the  application,  so  as 
to  cover  the  time,  during  enquiry,  where  the  settler  was 
found  to  bo  entitled,  but  was  not  allowed  to  make  his  entry 
at  the  time  he  applied  ;  but  this  did  not  meet  Miller’s  case, 
as  it  did  not  meet  the  case  of  scores  of  others.  Thore  had 
been  no  question  with  regard  to  Miller’s  right  to  obtain 
entry.  There  had  been  no  delay  at  the  office.  The  people 
in  the  settlement  had  resolved  not  to  make  entries  until 
certain  Order’s  on  Council  were  modified.  Miller  had  been 
on  his  lands  more  than  six  years.  About  that  thore  could 
bo  no  doubt.  Tho  difficulty  was,  that  he  had  not  been  entered 
within  three  months  of  the  opening  of  the  office.  Mr.  Duck 
acknowledged  Mr.  Burgess’  letter  on  the  25th  Novomber, 
informing  him  that  his  cicular  had  no  reference  to  Miller’s 
case ;  that  the  land  office  had  only  been  open  fifteen  months, 
and  that  he  required  further  instructions.  On  the  1st 
February,  1883,  Mr.  Russell  wrote  Mr.  Duck,  in  order  to  fur¬ 
ther  instructions  being  given  in  Miller’s  case,  asking  him  to 
send  all  available  information.  Mr.  Duck  complies  on  the 
27  th  of  February,  and  adds: 

“I  believe  the  said  Miller’s  declaration  to  be  true,  and  that  he  and  many 
other  settlers  were  prevented  from  applying  for  their  patents  for  their 
homesteads  within  the  time  specified  in  sub  section  6,  section  34,  Domi¬ 
nion  Lands  Act,  by  the  fact  of  the  notice  posted  in  this  office,  to  the 
effect  that  residents  prior  to  the  date  of  entry  could  not  be  counted  as 
settlement  duty,  and  that  notice  of  this  ruling  of  the  chief  law  officer  of 
the  Crown,  with  reference  to  sub-sections  5  and  11  of  section  34,  was 
not  received  at  this  office  until  after  three  months  had  elapsed,  in  which 
such  application  for  homestead  patents  could  be  received.” 

On  the  20th  March,  1883,  Mr.  Andrew  Russell  writes  Mr. 
Duck  as  follows  :  — 

“  As  your  appointment  as  Dominion  land  agent  was  in  March,  1878, 
although  land3  in  your  agency  were  not,  opened  for  sale  or  homestead 
entry  until  2nd  August,  188 1,  if  Miller  or  any  other  actual  settler  applied 
for  entry  between  these  dates,  he  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  19th  of  October,  1882,  which  authorises  the  circular  of 
the  19th  of  that  month.” 

So  you  see  that  Miller  was  as  far  off  as  ever  from  getting 
his  patent.  Now,  in  the  beginning  of  1883  the  pooplo  of 
Prince  Albert  petitioned  the  House  of  Commons,  complain¬ 
ing  that  no  patents  had  yet  been  issued  for  their  lands,  that 
their  claims  had  become  valuable,  that  the  owners  and 
occupiers  were  unable  to  sell.  Villages  and  towns  were 
springing  up,  but  building  was  impeded  and  business  inter¬ 
fered  with.  On  tho  23rd  April  Mr.  Lindsay  Russell,  the 
Deputy  Minister,  reported  to  tho  Minister  that  the  progress 
of  settlement,  arising  from  projected  railways,  had  led  to 
urgent  applications  by  settlers  for  an  opportunity  of  getting 
their  titles.  On  tho  7th  July  tho  Minister  transmitted  Mr, 
Russell’s  report  to  the  Council,  and  there  was  an  Order  in 
Council  adopting  the  same.  On  the  11th  September,  1883, 
Mr,  Pearce  writes  to  Mr,  Walsh,  and  directs  the  Minister’s 
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attention  to  the  two  classes  of  claims  in  Prince  Albert  dis¬ 
trict,  in  order  that  a  decision  may  be  reached  at  once. 
So  you  see  that  the  surveys  were  not  reported  for 
three  years,  and  the  people  were  unable  to  secure 
entries.  A  man  named  Moore  bought  a  lot  of 
another  party,  who  had  improved  over  100  acres 
and  been  in  possession  for  seven  years;  yet  he  was  unable 
to  obtain  his  patent.  Then  Lawrence  Clarke  bought  lands 
of  Isbister,  in  1877,  and  was  subjected  to  similar  annoyance. 
There  wero  several  other  similar  cases  in  Prince  Albert, 
Battleford  and  Edmonton,  which  should  bo  referred  to  the 
land  board  and  adjusted  without  further  delay.  Mr.  Pearce, 
in  his  communication  to  Mr.  Walsh,  says  that:  “Parties 
now  claim  that  their  claims  should  count  prior  to  date  of 
entry.”  The  office  at  Prince  Albert  was  opened  on  21st 
September,  1881.  The  regulation  requires  that  entry  be 
made  within  three  months  from  this  date.  Only  five  persons 
so  entered.  Between  200  and  300  were  then  settled 
within  the  limits  so  opened.  The  Dominion  Lands  Act,  1879, 
also  1880,  makes  it  imperative  that  entries  should  be  made 
within  three  months.  Let  me  now  give  some  of  the  reasons 
for  this  delay.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  these 
facts:  that  in  the  Birtle  district  two  limits  of  each 
township  had  been  defined,  and  most  of  the  entire  survey 
completed,  though  not  open  for  entry;  and  that  on  7th 
July,  1883,  Mr.  Walsh  requests  instruction  in  reference 
to  farm  instructors  in  the  Souris  district.  On  13th 
September,  1883,  Walsh  sends  Pearce’s  report  to  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  Pearce  asks  :  “  But  when  these 
parties  fail  to  comply  with  the  law  as  to  entry  within  throe 
months,  there  being  nothing  to  prevent  their  doing  so,  and 
since  the  Act  clearly  states  that  entry  must  bo  made  before 
application  for  patent  can  be  received,  should  they  not  lose 
the  time  prior  to  entry  ?  This,  however,  is  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  in  their  case.  As  a  class,  they  are  very  igno¬ 
rant  of  the  rules  and  regulations  embodied  in  the  Dominion 
Lands  Act.”  This  letter  explicitly  states  entry  must 
be  made  within  three  months,  and  evidence  filed  of  prior 
residence  and  improvements.  The  Order  in  Council  pro¬ 
vides  that  entry  may  be  antedated,  so  as  to  cover  the  time 
of  investigation,  and  not  the  time  land  has  been  resided  on 
and  improved.  The  Prince  Albert  claims  were  not  covered 
by  the  Order  in  Council ;  Miller’s  case  was  not  within  the 
rulo,  His  entry  was  made  on  12th  April,  1882,  seven 
months  after  the  office  was  opened.  If  the  three  months’  rule 
is  overlooked,  all,  says  Mr.  Pearce,  will  claim  they  were 
ready  to  make  entry  three  years  ago,  and  are  now  entitled 
to  be  recommended  for  patents.  1  have  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  an  Order  in  Council  of  19th  October,  1882, 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  vast  majority  of  the 
settlers  did  not  make  application  within  the  three  months 
allotted. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Why  so  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  told  the  House  the  reason.  The 
Government  had  demanded  $2  an  acre  for  pre-emption 
lands,  and  that  demand  was  made  although  the  settlers  had 
been  on.  the  lands  adjoining  and  were  entitled  to  the  pre¬ 
emption  at  SI.  If  the  land  office  had  been  opened  in  proper 
time  a  large  number  of  entries  would  have  been  made  long 
before  the  Order  in  Council  was  passed  increasing  the  value 
ot  the  pre  emption  lands. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  What  reason  had  they  to  expect  to 
obtain  the  land  at  SI  per  acre  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  had  been  the  rulo  everywhere  in  the 
North-West. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Established  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Established  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Established  by  which  Government  ? 

Mr.  MiLLBi 
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Mr.  MILLS.  It  was  the  rule  when  we  were  in  office,  and 
when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  office,  down  to  July, 

Mr,  MoLELAN.  Is  not  that  in  the  forty-milo  belt,  that 
you  prohibited  anyone  from  going  into,  and  in  which  you 
prohibited  homestead  settlement,  but  in  regard  to  which  you 
finally  said  to  the  people  :  You  may  go  in  and  settle,  and 
pay  $  l  per  acre,  cash,  and  such  further  sum  as  we  may  fix 
upon  hereafter. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  reported  to  the  people  of  Prince  Albert  that  they 
were  not  within  the  railway  belt.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  the  regulations  to  which  he  refers  had  no  refer¬ 
ence  to  Prince  Albert.  The  Order  in  Council  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  refers  only  refers  to  settlers  in  the  portion 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  reserve  within  the  limits 
of  Manitoba,  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Selkirk.  The 
hon.  gontleman  has  but  to  look  at  it,  in  order  to  know  pre¬ 
cisely  to  what  pai’ticular  lands  it  refers.  I  have  gone  over 
the  whole  of  the  papers  brought  down  by  the  Government. 
There  is  not,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end,  any  intima¬ 
tion  that  they  are  within  the  railway  belt ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  are  informed  that  they  are  not,  and  that  the 
regulations  do  not  refer  to  them.  The  North-West  council 
urged  on  the  Government  that  immediate  steps  be  taken 
to  determine  the  question  of  title  to  land  over  three  years 
in  cultivation.  A  meeting  of  the  Prince  Albert  settlement, 
reported  in  the  Prince  Albert  Times ,  of  the  17th  of  Octo¬ 
ber,  was  hold,  of  which  Mr.  Miller  was  chairman,  and 
Mr.  Fitzcochrane  secretary.  Let  me  call  attention  to 
what  was  said  at  that  meeting.  They  complained 
of  the  grievances  on  account  of  the  land  policy ;  that  the 
Government  had  failed  to  provide  any  machinery  for  the 
management  of  their  internal  affairs;  that  no  attention  had 
been  paid  to  their  romonstrances,  prayers  and  memorials ; 
that  the  so-called  amendments  of  the  Land  Act  had  increased 
the  injustice  and  the  evils  complained  of  by  these  settlers. 
It  will  be  seen  that  up  to  this  time  no  patents  were  issued. 
The  lands  were  survoyed,  a  town  was  laid  out,  buildings 
were  erected,  of  considerable  value,  and  the  settlers  asked 
for  the  opportunity  of  mortgaging  their  property  to  raise 
money  to  carry  on  their  business.  But  they  could 
not  get  it,  they  could  givo  no  security,  because  the 
Government  refused  to  issue  patents.  They  insisted  on 
the  rule  that  the  time  should  run  from  the  date  at 
which  entry  was  made,  and  they  refused  to  antedate  the 
time  for  the  improvements  of  these  people,  although 
some  of  them  had  been  in  possession  for  more  than 
ten  years.  Now,  Mr.  Wal-h,  on  the  9th  of  October, 
reports  a  number  of  other  cases,  and  on  the  10th  of 
October,  1883,  he  writes  to  Mr.  Duck,  that  the  Surveyor 
General’s  letter  was  clearly  a  misinterpretation  of  the 
Act,  but  only  in  so  far  as  having  the  residence  prior  to 
entry  count  as  a  part  of  the  three  years  required.  He 
also  informed  Mr.  Duck  that  there  was  nothing  in  tho  Sur¬ 
veyor’s  lotter  forbidding  or  ovon  deterring  parties  from 
making  entry  within  throe  months  after  the  land  was  open 
for  entry,  and  furnishing  evidence.  This  is  perfectly  true. 
They  might  have  done  so.  But  who  could  expect  that 
ordinary  settlors  of  tho  country,  who  wore  not  lawyers, 
seeing  a  notice,  that  by  law  they  had  no  right  to  ante¬ 
date  the  entry,  would  contest  the  va'idity  of  the  decision  of 
the  Department,  and  insist  on  the  Dominion  lands  agent 
taking  the  evidence.  And  because  they  did  not  do  so 
they  are  to  be  denied  the  opportunity  of  doing  so  when  the 
Department  admits  that  it  was  mistaken,  and  that  the  law 
had  been  misconstrued.  Some  months  later  information 
was  communicated  to  the  land  office,  that  these  cases  might 
bo  antedated,  and  that  the  land  agent  might  take  evidence 
and  enquire  into  tho  merits  of  the  cases  of  those  parties 
who  were  making  application.  Bat  when  application  was 
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made,  when  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with  cases,  it 
was  found  that  all  the  papers  in  Miller’s  case,  instead 
of  being  considered  by  the  Department,  and  a  report 
made  and  instructions  givon  to  the  agent,  were  still  lying 
in  the  Department,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  Mr.  Millor 
received  no  patent  for  his  land  up  to  this  moment.  I  need 
not  go  on  with  other  cases.  I  have  a  large  number  of  them 
here,  but  they  are  of  a  similar  type  of  this  one  of  Mr.  Miller. 
The  people  complain  of  the  reservations  at  Eegina  and  in 
other  parts  of  the  country.  They  complain  of  the  reserva¬ 
tion  ot  the  one  mile  belt,  and  a  good  indication  of  the  state 
of  the  country  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  a  newspaper,  the 
Prince  Albert  Times ,  which  generally  supported  the  Govern 
ment,  as  small  papers  in  new  districts  usually  do,  had  an 
article,  when  the  rumor  came,  in  November,  1883,  that  the 
Pirst  Minister  had  resigned,  as  Minister  of  Interior,  express¬ 
ing  pleasure  at  the  information,  and  hopes  that  the  now 
Minister  will  devote  himself  to  the  discharge  of  his  duties, 
and  would  be  found  to  be  the  right  man  in  the  right  place. 
In  fact,  the  difficulties  complained  of  by  the  people  of 
Prince  Albert,  and  the  impediments  standing  in  the 
way  of  granting  their  patents,  were  trifling  in  their 
character,  though  extremely  injurious  in  their  effects ; 
they  were  such  as  might  be  remedied  by  any  Minister 
in  five  minutes.  There  was  no  difficulty,  no  wrong 
being  done  by  meeting  the  wishes  of  the  settlers ;  on 
the  contrary,  it  wss  carrying  out  the  policy  of  the  law 
to  have  given  tho  people  what  they  asked.  Why  was  the 
period  of  three  years’  residence,  before  granting  a  home¬ 
stead,  required  ?  Merely  as  an  evidence  of  a  bond  fide 
intention  to  occupy  the  land.  Well,  if  the  party  has  occu¬ 
pied  it  three  years  before  it  is  surveyed,  and  he  asks,  when 
it  is  surveyed,  that  the  Government  should  give  him  his 
patent,  what  reason  is  there  for  withholding  it  ?  Are  not 
the  three  years  he  has  been  on  the  land  as  good  an  evi¬ 
dence  of  his  intention  of  remaining  there  as  if  the  three 
years  were  put  in  at  a  later  time  ?  There  were  men  who 
had  been  on  their  land  for  ten  years.  They  were  laying 
out  villages  and  towns.  They  wanted  capital,  but  the 
opportunity  for  obtaining  it  was  denied  them,  because  the 
Government  refused  to  discharge  their  duties.  I  say,  a 
more  extraordinary  case  of — I  will  not  say  utter  imbecility, 
but  of  utter  neglect — I  never  know  in  any  public  office. 
There  is  no  justification  for  the  treatment  the  people 
of  Prince  Albert  and  other  places  in  that  district 
received  at  the  hands  of  the  Administration.  They 
were  neglected;  they  were  irritated;  they  had  impedi¬ 
ments  put  in  tho  way  of  their  improvements ; 

their  business  was  brought  to  stagnation  by  the 
failure  of  the  Government  to  discharge  the  ordinary 
duties  that  devolved  upon  them.  The  state  of  things  is 
easily  traced.  It  began  in  the  year  1879,  with  expressions 
of  good-will  towards  the  Government,  in  the  newspapers. 
We  find  that  complaints  arose  after  a  time — not  loud  nor 
very  strongly  put,  but  still  complaints  were  made.  We 
find  that  these  complaints  grew  into  exasperation  ;  that 
public  meetings  were  called  ;  and  that  atterwards  there 
were  declarations  of  distress  and  discontent  on  the  part  of 
the  population  against  the  conduct  of  the  Government.  We 
find  these  people  declaring  that  the  impediments  put  in  the 
way  of  settlement  had  driven  away  a  large  number  of 
people  and  a  large  amount  of  capital,  and  wo  find  the 
Edmonton  Bulletin ,  a  small  newspaper  in  the  North-West, 
which  was  edited  by  a  member  ot  the  North-West  Council, 
stating  that  there  was  rebellion  in  Canada,  in  1837,  to 
redress  grievances,  that  there  was  a  rebellion  in  Manitoba 
in  1870,  before  the  rights  of  tho  people  could  be  secured, 
that  even  murder  had  been  committed,  and  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  must  not  be  surprised  if  difficulties  occurred  in  the 
North-West  if  this  system  of  neglect  and  misconduct  were 
continued.  The  Prince  Albert  Times,  in  commenting 
on  the  declaration  of  the  Edmonton  Bulletin,  said  that 


“the  above,  coming  from  a  member  of  the  North-West 
council,  has  a  ring  of  the  true  metal  about  it,  which  indi* 
cates  the  temper  of  the  Nor’- Wester.”  1  say  these  com¬ 
plaints,  these  remonstrances,  these  petitions,  these  reports  of 
public  meetings,  these  newspaper  articles,  all  came,  from 
time  to  time,  under  the  attention  of  the  Government.  They 
began  in  1881,  before  the  land  offico  was  open.  It  was  by 
those  complaints  and  remonstrancos  that  tho  land  office 
was  opened  at  Prince  Albert,  three  years  after  it  ought  to 
have  been  opened.  From  that  hour  until  the  rebellion 
occurred  there  have  been  remonstrances  and  complaints  on 
the  part  of  the  people,  and  the  grievances  of  which  they 
complain  have  not  been  redressed.  Their  demands  are 
reasonable;  they  show  how  very  little  it  would  have 
required  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  satisfy  those  peo¬ 
ple;  yet  that  little  was  not  done,  and  the  same  misgovern- 
ment  which  drove  the  half-breeds  into  rebellion,  which 
excited  the  Indians,  has  also  produced  discontent  among  the 
white  population  of  the  North-West.  I  do  not  deem  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  go  into  these  details  further.  I  could  give  a 
score  of  cases,  in  addition  to  this  one  case  of  Miller, 
if  it  were  necessary  ;  I  take  that  as  a  typo  of  all,  and  I  say 
for  this  conduct  there  was  no  excuse ;  and  if  this  House 
refuses  to  affirm  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham,  it  will  be  wanting  in  its  duty  to  the  North- 
West  and  to  tho  electors  who  created  this  Parliament.  I 
say  that  the  cases  I  havo  brought  under  the  attention  of 
the  House  are  cases  of  maladministration.  I  say  that 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  grossly  mismanaged 
tho  public  affairs  of  this  country,  and  their  conduct 
is  properly  characterised  in  the  resolution  before  us. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  vote  against  that  resolution,  they 
will  declare  that  the  white  population  of  the  North-West 
have  had  nothing  to  complain  of;  they  will  declare  that 
tho  Government  have  dealt  fairly  and  justly  by  tho  whito 
population  and  by  the  half-breed  population ;  they  will 
declare  that  those  people  have  no  grounds  of  complaint. 
If  they  do  so,  they  will  vote  contrary  to  the  facts  avail¬ 
able  to  every  member  of  tho  House  in  the  papers  laid 
before  us. 

Mr.  POYAL.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  upon  this 
question  during  the  last  two  days  ;  it  has  been  considered 
from  different  points  of  view,  and  l  believe  it  is  proper  for 
the  members  from  tho  Province  of  Manitoba  to  offer  some 
considerations  on  tho  causes,  whether  remote  or  immediate, 
that  have  led  to  tho  troubles  which  have  just  come  to  an 
end.  In  a  new  country,  whero  institutions  are  new, 
those  institutions  are  put  to  a  supreme  test  when  a  portion 
of  the  people  rise  in  arms  to  enforce  some  remedy  for  their 
grievances.  Those  grievances  may  be  real  or  imaginary  ; 
but  when  there  is  a  unanimous  feeling  among  tho  different 
portions  of  the  same  community  to  rush  to  arms  in  defence  of 
the  majesty  of  the  law  and  the  institutions  of  the  country, 
and  to  restore  peace  and  order,  I  beliove  that  in  that  country, 
however,  young  it  may  be,  the  institutions  are  of  a 
lasting  nature.  In  this  case,  we  have  seen  that  the  moment 
there  was  a  call  for  the  people  of  tho  old  Dominion  of 
Canada  to  support  the  majesty  of  tho  law,  and  to 
enforce  the  existing  connection  between  all  the  members 
of  this  Dominion,  that  is  to  say,  betwoen  all  the  Provinces 
having  a  common  intorost  in  supporting  the  oxistanoe  of 
Canada,  the  way  in  which  this  call  was  responded  to  showed 
that  every  person  and  every  family  in  the  Dominion  ofCanada 
were  ready  to  aid  in  maintaining  the  vitality  of  our  institu¬ 
tions.  When  we  have  seen  tho  call  to  arms  responded  to  by 
tho  flower  of  our  youth  in  all  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion, 
I  believe  that  is  an  evidence  that  there  is  an  enthusiasm  to 
support  the  institutions  of  our  country,  which  is  essential  to 
a  nationality.  And,  Sir,  from  out  of  these  troubles  Ibelieve 
this  good  will  come  :  They  have  demonstrated  that  there  is 
a  national  spirit  in  the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada.  Now 
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that  we  have  seen  that  some  of  our  volunteers  have  shed 
their  blood  in  support  of  law  and  the  constitution  of  Canada,  ) 
I  believe  it  becomes  the  duty  of  this  Parliament  to  investi¬ 
gate  the  causes  of  these  troubles.  This  Parliament  is 
the  great  enquirer  into  all  the  evils  of  the  country, 
and  into  all  public  questions  that  may  arise  in  the  course  of 
our  political  course  ;  1  behove  that  now  is  the  proper  time 
for  this  Parliament  to  investigate  the  causes  of  those  trou¬ 
bles,  and  that  we,  who  come  from  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  and  who  are  supposed  to  know  something  about 
the  people  of  the  North-West  and  the  causes  which  may 
have  led  to  the  recont  outbreak,  may  properly  be  called 
upon  to  express  our  views  on  the  subject.  Well,  Sir,  I  deem 
it  my  duty  to-night  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject. 
That  opinion  is  based  on  some  experience  which  I  have 
gained  during  some  fifteen  or  sixteen  years  spent  amongst 
the  population  of  that  country.  In  the  course  of  my 
residence  there,  from  1870  to  the  present  time,  cir¬ 
cumstances  have  made  me  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  feelings  of  the  half  breed  population,  of  which  so 
much  has  been  said  in  the  course  of  this  debate. 
My  own  opinion  is,  that  there  are  causes  which  have  brought 
about  the  recent  troubles  which  are  of  a  remote  nature— causes 
over  which  no  Government  could  have  any  control.  Amongst 
these,  I  may  cite,  in  the  first  place,  the  non-granting  of  the 
amnesty  in  1870,  and  by  amnesty  I  mean  a  complete  amnesty 
for  all  that  had  taken  placo  until  the  1 5th  July,  1870. 
Besides  that,  I  say  that  the  distance  which  separates  that 
western  country  from  old  Canada  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
our  managment  of  affairs  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
Territories.  We  know  very  well  that  at  that  time  comma, 
nications  wero  very  slow.  We  know  that  it  used  to  take 
three  or  four  weeks  to  reach  Winnipeg  from  this  part  of 
Canada,  and  on  that  account  no  sufficient  check  could  be 
exercised  by  the  heads  of  the  Departments  over  the  sub¬ 
ordinates  sent  to  those  distant  parts  to  administer  laws  or 
see  to  the  carrying  out  of  the  policy  of  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Another  cause,  of  a  remote  nature,  and  over 
which  no  Government  could  possibly  have  any  control,  was 
the  insufficient  knowledge  of  tho  character  of  the 
population  in  the  North-West  at  the  time  of  its  transfer 
to  Canada,  iu  1870.  Tho  population  was  considered  of 
no  importance  whatever  in  the  transfer ;  nor  even  when 
tho  whole  North-West  Territories  were  bought  over  by  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  was  there  any  mention  made,  at  least 
by  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  of  the  existence  of  a  fully 
organised  population  in  the  North-West,  and  this,  1  believe, 
is  one  of  the  causes  which  led,  not  only  to  the  troubles  in 
1870,  but  the  recent  ones.  I  am  going  to  treat  this  question 
in  as  a  brief  a  manner,  as  this  most  important  question  per¬ 
mits.  The  importance  of  the  question  demands  forsooth  that 
it  bo  fully  discussed,  and  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at,  in  view 
of  its  importance,  that  some  of  our  colleagues  should  have 
spent  five  hours  or  six  hours  in  discussing  it.  I  intend 
to  treat  it  from  an  independent  point  of  view ;  some¬ 
thing  may  be  said  by  an  independent  member  of  tho 
House  which  may  not  be  said  by  a  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  1  am  disposed  to  give  full  credid  for  what  has  been 
done  for  tho  people  and  the  future  prosperity  of  that  dis¬ 
tant  part  of  the  Dominion  ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  I  am 
disposed  to  criticise,  independently,  the  measures  which 
have  lead  to  tho  present  troubles.  I  must  say  that 
tho  policy  of  tho  present  Administration  has  led  : 
First,  to  the  organisation  of  those  distant  Territories  ; 
second,  it  has  induced  immigrants  to  go  in  there,  not  only 
from  the  eastern  Provinces  but  also  from  England  and 
other  portions  of  Europe ;  and  thirdly,  it  has  led  to  the 
consolidation  of  the  Dominion.  Upon  these  three  points  I 
say  its  policy  has  been  successful.  I  have  stated  that  the 
character  of  the  population  in  the  North-West  had  been 
ignored  by  Canada  when  negotiating  for  the  transfer  of 
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those  Toritories  to  the  Dominion.  It  was  a  prevalent  idea 
nmoDg  us  that  there  wero  no  people  in  the  North-West, 
except  the  half-breeds,  who  were  something  like  the  Indians, 
with  no  idea  of  political  institutions,  no  social  existence, 
and  no  prospect  in  tho  future — a  population,  in  fact,  who 
could  be  ignored  without  causing  tho  least  inconvenience 
to  them,  or  the  Government,  or  the  eastern  Provinces.  It 
is  my  object  to-night  to  show  there  was  a  nationality  estab¬ 
lished  on  the  shores  of  the  Red  River  and  the  Assiniboine  at 
the  time  of  the  transfer  of  that  Territory  to  Canada.  If  we 
look  back  to  tho  first  time  these  Territories  had  any  poli¬ 
tical  or  commercial  existence  in  tho  history  of  this  part  of 
North  America,  wo  see  that  in  1670  a  charter  was  granted 
by  King  Charles  II  to  a  certain  number  of  merchant  adven¬ 
turers,  who  wanted  to  trade  on  the  shores  of  Hudson 
Bay.  A  monopoly  was  given  them  to  trade  over  all 
that  region  whose  waters  flow  into  Hudson  Bay; 
that  trade  was  carried  on  successfully  for  a  certain  number 
of  years.  In  1731  Gauthier  Yarennes  de  la  Verandrye,  a 
French  Canadian,  born  in  Three  Rivers,  under  a  license 
from  the  King  of  France  of  that  day,  went  westward  and 
discovered  the  plains  lying  west  of  Lake  Superior  and  Red 
River.  Gauthier  Varennes  de  la  Verandrye  was  accompa¬ 
nied  by  his  sons,  and  by  some  of  his  compatriots  from  the 
Province  of  Queboc,  then  La  Nouvello  France.  A  few  years 
afterwards,  when  he  saw,  and  the  Government  saw,  and  tho 
merchants  saw,  that  there  was  a  pi’ospect  of  a  highly  prosper¬ 
ous  trade  being  got  up  between  those  Indian  tribes  that  had 
been  communicated  with  by  Varenne3  do  la  Verandrye  and 
his  associates,  such  a  trade  was  established,  which  grew  very 
prosperous  indeed.  In  the  course  of  events,  in  1763,  tho 
treaty  of  Paris  took  place,  by  which  the  whole  of  the  present 
Dominion  of  Canada,  then  La  Nouvello  France,  was  ceded  fo 
the  Crown  of  England.  It  did  not  stop  the  traffic  that  was 
then  being  carried  on  by  the  traders  from  tho  Province  of 
Quebec  in  those  distant  Territories;  but  it  was  not  until 
17(4  that  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  felt  that  the 
privileges  that  had  been  granted  to  them  had  been 
greatly  interfered  with  by  these  traders  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec.  So  far,  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company’s 
agents  had  been  trying  to  get  that  lr-.de  from  the 
tribes  trading  with  them  on  the  waters  flawing  into  tho 
Hudson’s  Bay.  It  seems  that  they  had  no  idea  of  the  pos&iblo 
commerce  that  might  have  been  made  with  the  tribes  of 
Indians  existing  on  the  shores  of  some  of  the  tributaries  of 
the  great  rivers  that  were  emptying  into  the  Hudson’s  Bay  ; 
but,  in  that  year  1774,  according  to  the  historians,  the  Hud¬ 
son’s  Bay  Company  saw  that  they  had  to  deal  with  a  very 
serious  question  of  competing  traders,  and,  in  consequence 
of  the  success  of  those  traders  in  intercepting  Indians  on 
their  way  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company’s  factories,  they 
thought  it  was  their  duty  to  protect  their  interest,  by  estab¬ 
lishing  forts  inland,  on  the  grounds  on  which  their  oppon¬ 
ents  had,  until  then,  carried  on  their  operations,  compara¬ 
tively  undisturbed.  This  competition  grew  up  into  an 
actual  war  between  them  and  those  independent  traders,  sup¬ 
plied  by  merchants  from  Montreal,  Three  Rivers  and  Que 
bee.  In  order  to  be  more  united  and  more  powerful,  these 
various  traders  agreed  to  form  a  company,  which  was  called 
the  North-West  Company,  and  was  organized  in  Montreal  in 
1783.  To  give  you  an  idea  of  the  important  traffic  that  had 
grown  up  then,  I  may  say  that  in  that  year  the  number  of 
people  that  were  trading  in  the  interests  of  that  North- 
West  Company  in  the  North-West  Territories  amounted  to 
5,000  individuals.  We  may  have  an  idea  of  the  importance 
of  the  trade  which  had  grown  up  in  opposition  to  tho  Hud¬ 
son’s  Bay  Company  by  this  fact,  that  5,000  men  wore 
employed  in  trading  with  the  Indians  westward  of 
Lake  Superior,  and  this  is  tho  most  distant  origin 
of  the  half-breed  population.  These  people  were 
mostly  imported  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
they  gave  rise  to  the  well-known  class  of  trappers  and 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


coureurs  des  hois,  whose  life  has  been  made  the  subject  of 
romances  and  novels,  which,  no  doubt,  some  of  the  members 
of  this  House  have  read.  Cooper,  for  instance,  has  given,  in 
some  of  his  novels,  the  most  striking  features  of  that  life, 
romantic  as  well  as  pleasing  to  every  adventurous  man.  It 
is  natural  to  suppose  that  of  these  5,000  people,  some 
settled,  or  at  least  spent  the  best  part  of  their  life  in 
those  distant  parts  of  the  territories  ;  no  doubt  they 
formed  unions  with  the  only  women  who  were  then  to  be 
seen  in  that  part  of  the  Territory,  and  from  these  unions 
sprung  up  the  race  of  half-breeds.  At  that  time  the  i?ed 
Eiver  forts  and  those  established  on  the  Assiniboine,  as  well 
as  westward,  became  the  headquarters  of  the  inland  trading 
posts  of  both  companies.  The  posts  on  the  Eed  Eiver, 
especially,  at  tho  junction  of  the  Eed  and  Assiniboine 
Eivers,  became  of  the  utmost  importance,  and  from 
their  isolated  position,  from  the  various  circumstances  in 
connection  with  that  trade,  they  became  one  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  scenes  of  contention  between  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Com¬ 
pany  and  the  North-West  Trading  Company.  Feelings  of 
rivalry  between  these  two  companies  ran  so  strong  as  to 
lead  to  bloodshed  on  more  than  one  occasion.  From  that 
period  of  the  history  of  the  North-West  Territories — and, 
when  I  say  that,  I  include  all  the  region  situated  westward  of 
Lake  Superior — we  come  to  the  first  attempt  that  was  made 
to  plant  a  settlement  of  settlors  in  that  distant  part  of 
Canada.  That  took  place  in  1811.  It  was  attempted  by 
Lord  Selkirk.  He  was  a  shareholder  in  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Company,  and  I  suppose,  in  his  view,  by  planting  a  colony  on 
the  shores  of  the  Eed  Eiver,  at  that  most  important  point,  at 
the  junction  of  the  Assiniboine  and  the  Eed  Eivers,  he  thought 
that  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  could  get  a  ready  supply  of 
servants  from  that  colony,  in  order  to  be  able  to  better 
compete  with  the  Canadian  North-West  (jompany.  In 
that  year  Lord  Selkirk  brought  out  a  certain  number 
of  families  from  the  county  of  Sutherland,  in  Scotland. 
Now,  Sir,  all  historians  are  unanimous  on  this  point,  that 
though  it  may  have  been  in  the  interests  of  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company  to  have  such  a  colony  settled  on  their  land,  yet  it  led 
to  hostility  with  the  Indians,  and  also  with  the  North-West 
Company .  These  settlers  were  regarded  as  invaders  by  the 
rival  companies  and  the  Indians.  The  Indians  were  exas¬ 
perated  because  so  much  of  their  territory  was  taken  up  for 
agriculture.  Matters  grew  worse,  and  property  was  des¬ 
troyed.  I  suppose  many  members  of  this  House  have  heard 
of  the  North-West  Company.  In  the  rivalry  between  this 
company  and  the  natives,  serious  disturbances  took  place. 
Settlements  were  attacked,  forts  were  taken,  men  were 
captured  and  lives  were  lost,  troubles  of  which  we  heard 
during  the  debate  on  the  boundary  question.  The 
title  to  the  property  of  the  half-breed  population  in  the 
North-West  Territories  is  connected  with  the  establishment 
of  that  colony  on  the  Eed  Eiver.  Lord  Selkirk  had  to  treat 
with  the  Indians,  in  order  to  get  peaceable  possession  of 
territory  upon  which  to  establish  his  colony.  The  treaty 
that  he  then  made  with  the  Indians  provided,  besides  men¬ 
tioning  certain  geographical  limits,  that  so  much  territory  as 
could  be  seen  between  the  legs  of  a  horse,  by  looking  under 
his  belly,  was  to  belong  to  him  ;  so  much  of  the  territory  was 
to  be  ceded  by  the  Indians  upon  certain  conditions.  Hero  is 
what  I  find  concerning  this  event  in  Morris’  book,  “The 
Treaties  of  Canada  with  the  Indians  of  Manitoba,  the  North- 
West  Territories  and  Keewatin  ”  : 

“  In  the  year  1817  the  Earl  of  Selkirk  visited  his  wide  domain,  and 
entered  into  negotiations  with  the  Indian  tribes,  lor  the  extinction  of 
their  title  to  a  tract  of  land  described  as  follows  : — 

“  ‘  All  that  tract  of  land  adjacent  to  Red  River  and  Assiniboine  River, 
beginning  at  the  mouth  of  Red  River  and  extending  along  the  same  as 
far  as  Great  Forks  at  the  month  of  Red  Lake  River  and  along  Assini¬ 
boine  River  as  far  as  the  Musk  Rat  River,  otherwise  called  Riviere  des 
Champignons,  and  extending  to  the  distance  of  six  miles  from  Fort 
Douglas  on  every  side,  and  likewise  from  Fort  Doer,  and  also  from  the 
Great  Forks  and  in  other  posts  extending  in  breadth  to  the  distance  of 
two  English  statute  miles  back  from  the  banks  of  the  river.’ 
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“  The  Indians  then  inhabiting  the  region  were  described  as  being 
of  the  Chippewa  or  Saulteaux  and  Killistine  or  Cree  nations.  They 
were  made  to  comprehend,  the  depth  of  the  land  they  were  surrendering, 
by  being  told,  that  it  was  the  greatest  distance  at  which  a  horse  on  the 
level  prairie  could  be  seen,  or  daylight  seen  under  his  belly  between  his 
legs.  The  consideration  for  the  surrender  was  the  payment  of  one 
hundred  pounds  of  good  merchantable  tobacco,  to  each  nation  annually. 

“  The  treaty  was  signed  by  Lord  Selkirk  and  by  five  Indian  chiefs, 
who  affixed  thereto  drawings  of  the  animals  after  which  they  were 
named,  by  way  of  signature,  a  fae  simile  of  which  will  be  found  else¬ 
where.  The  surrender  was  to  the  Sovereign  Lord,  King  George  the 
Third.  The  treaty  was  accompanied  by  a  map  which  shows  that  the 
tract  surrendered  extended  to  Grand  Forks  in  what  is  now  United  States 
territory.  ” 

In  1836,  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  bought  back  the  whole 
tract  from  the  heirs  of  Lord  Selkirk  for  the  sum  of  £84,000, 
the  rights  of  colonists  who  had  purchased  land  between  1811 
and  1836  being  respected.  Now,  so  far  as  we  can  judge  from 
this  and  othor  historical  accounts,  that  is  the  origin  of  the 
titles  to  the  property  which  the  half-breeds  claimed 
from  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  and  which  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  undertook  to  guarantee  to  them  by  the 
Manitoba  Act  of  1870.  In  1817  the  forts  of  the  Hudson’s 
Bay  Company  were  captured.  The  North-West  Company 
of  Montreal  displayed  great  energy  in  order  to  overcome 
the  competition  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  and  some  of 
the  most  troublous  times  in  the  history  of  that  country 
belong  to  that  period.  In  1816  a  battle  was  fought  on  the 
shores  of  Eed  Eiver,  a  little  below  what  is  now  the  city  of 
Winnipeg,  in  which  Governor  Semple,  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Company,  and  26  of  his  men,  were  killed  by  the  men 
employed  by  tho  North-West  Company.  It  was  then 
thought  that  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  had  lost  their  hold 
on  the  territory  south  and  south-westward  of  Manitoba. 
But  the  year  after  Lord  Selkirk  came  from  Montreal,  with 
part  of  the  regi  ment  of  the  Murons,  and  recaptured  all  the 
forts.  During  these  troubles  trade  became  demoralised  in 
the  rivalries  of  competition,  and  both  companies  came  to 
the  verge  of  bankruptcy  ;  when,  in  1821,  there  was  a  com¬ 
bination  effected  by  which  the  two  companies  were  united, 
and  the  North-West  Company  disappeared.  I  have  alluded 
to  that  hostility  between  these  two  companies  in 
order  to  show  that  the  North-West  Company  of 
Montreal  was  accustomed  to  employ  all  its  ser¬ 
vants  from  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Numbers  of  those  men 
in  its  employ  settled  in  distant  parts  of  the  territory.  The 
Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  on  the  other  hand,  brought  nearly 
all  its  servants  from  Scotland  or  the  Orkney  Islands ;  and 
when  the  two  companies  were  combined,  of  course  a  great 
number  of  these  servants  were  thrown  out  of  employment, 
and  there  you  have  the  date  of  the  first  agricultural  settle¬ 
ments  in  that  region.  The  union  between  the  servants  of  the 
North-West  Company  and  the  Indian  women  was  the  first  ori¬ 
gin  of  the  half-breed  people.  It  was  about  that  time  that  Lord 
Selkirk,  with  the  ideas  of  a  statesman  and  the  founder  of  a 
people — because,  after  all,  he  may  be  regarded  as  one  of  the 
founders  of  that  country — Lord  Selkirk,  disregarding  alto¬ 
gether  his  own  religious  ideas,  applied  to  the  Catholic 
bishop  of  Quebec  for  some  priests,  in  order  to  establish 
Fi'ench  Canadian  half-breed  parishes  in  the  settlements  he 
had  founded  on  the  shores  of  the  Eed  Eiver  and  the  Assinir- 
boine.  The  Eev.  Messrs.  Proveneher  and  Dumoulin  were 
sent  by  the  Catholic  bishop  of  Quebec,  in  1818,  to  that 
Territory.  And,  Sir,  Lord  Selkirk,  when  requested  to  do 
so,  did  not  hesitate  one  moment  to  endow  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Church,  that  is  to  say,  to  give  to  those  priests  the 
means  of  endowing  a  church,  the  means  of  subsistence,  and 
the  means  of  extending  their  faith  amongst  the  people  of  that 
country  and  assisting  them  to  set  up  parishes  alongside  of  the 
Scotch  settlements  which  he  had  organised  in  that  territory. 
It  was  only  two  years  afterwards  that  Eevd.  Father  Pro- 
vencher  visited  the  country.  In  1822  St.  Boniface  became 
tho  nucleus  of  a  large  settlement.  Lord  Selkirk  had  brought 
with  him,  as  I  have  stated,  tho  remnant  of  the  Murons 
regiment.  That  regiment  was  one  of  those  foreign  regi- 
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ments  which  had  taken  service  under  the  Crown  of  England 
in  the  Continental  wars  of  1812.  A  part  of  the  regiment 
had  been  sent  over  to  Canada,  and  Lord  Selkirk,  with  the 
permission  of  the  authorities,  hired  some  of  them  to  go  with 
him  in  order  to  retake  possession  of  the  forts  which  had 
been  captured  by  the  North-West  Company.  That  regiment 
was  composed  mostly  of  Swiss  and  German  soldiers.  Some 
of  them  who  accompanied  Lord  Selkirk  took  up  land  and 
settled  in  the  parish  of  St.  Boniface  ;  that  is  to  say,  in  the 
territory  lying  east  and  almost  opposite  Fort  Douglass, 
which  is  now  comprised  in  the  limits  of  the  city  of  Winni¬ 
peg,  and  those  settlers  formed  the  parish  of  St.  Boniface. 
It  was  a  matter  of  surprise  to  me  to  know  how  it  happened 
that  the  title  of  St.  Boniface  was  given  to  that  diocese. 
Bev.  Father  Provencher,  who  afterwards  became  the  first 
Catholic  bishop  of  that  territory,  when  he  saw  so  many 
German  and  Swiss  settled  there,  gave  to  that  part  of 
the  territory  the  name  of  St.  Boniface,  which  is  that  of  a 
German  saint.  We  know,  also,  that  there  is  a  small  slough 
which  runs  east  of  St.  Boniface  and  empties  itself  into  Red 
River,  which  slough  is  known  to  this  day  as  German  Creek. 
Upon  that  creek  and  at  that  point  is  the  site  of  achurch,  and 
that  then  formed  a  very  flourishing  and  populous  settlement 
and  parish,  and  it  was  called  by  Bishop  Provencher  the  diocese 
of  St.  Boniface.  Unfortunately,  those  Swiss  and  German  soldi¬ 
ers  did  not  remain  very  long  in  the  settlement.  Some  of  them, 
the  minority,  married  French-speaking  half-breed  women, 
and  that  union,  up  to  the  present  day,  has  given  rise  to 
large  families;  but  most  of  the  soldiers  went  away,  thinking 
that  under  the  then  circumstances  of  the  country  they  could 
do  better  by  going  to  the  United  States  or  back  to  Canada. 
At  that  period,  1822,  we  have  a  fixed  population  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  the  territory.  That  population 
was  comprised,  first,  of  the  Scotch  who  were  brought  over 
by  Lord  Selkirk  from  Scotland ;  second,  the  descendants 
and  families  of  those  Scots  and  the  Germans  of  the  Murons 
regiment;  and,  third,  the  half-breeds,  who  originated  from 
the  union  of  French  Canadians  and  Indian  women. 
Thus  we  had  three  elements  in  the  population  then 
existing  in  the  North-West  Territories.  In  his  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  Lord  Selkirk 
stipulated  that  he  would  give  so  much  to  that  com¬ 
pany,  and  undertake  to  plant,  I  think,  1,000  families 
within  a  certain  number  of  years,  and  at  any  time 
that  company  could  resume  possession  of  the  lands,  and 
then  the  colonists  would  look  to  the  company  for  their 
titles.  In  1^783  there  were  5,000  people  employed  in  that 
prosperous  and  best  paying  trade  of  the  North-West  Com¬ 
pany.  In  those  times,  the  French  Canadians  especially, 
took  to  that  life,  and  we  see  amongst  the  half-breeds, 
noble  names,  the  names  of  the  nobility  of  France. 
In  fact,  we  have  the  blood  of  the  French  families  of 
New  France  instilled  in  that  growing  colony  in  the  North- 
West.  Members  of  those  families,  who  saw  a  colony 
planted  on  the  shores  of'  Rod  River,  that  there  was  a  church 
established,  and  educational  institutions  organised,  emi¬ 
grated  to  that  distant  point  in  the  west ;  and  after  they 
retired  from  the  service  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  they 
returned  with  their  families,  and  settled  in  the  important 
parish  of  St.  Boniface.  That  is  the  origin  of  the  half-breed 
nation  in  the  North  West  Territory,  and  I  say  that  nobler 
blood  and  better  parentage  could  not  have  originated  it.  It 
became  the  duty  of  those  priests,  whom  Lord  Selkirk  had 
obtained  from  the  bishop  of  Quebec,  to  see  to  the  educational 
institutions  ;  and,  in  course  of  time,  sisters  of  charity,  and 
sisters  devoted  to  educational  work,  were  brought  into 
that  country  by  the  clergymen  from  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec.  Those  half  breed  families,  whether  Scotch,  or  whether 
the  decendants  ol  the  Murons  regiment,  are  half-breeds,  and 
had,  at  a  certain  time,  and  as  late  as  1840,  as  good  facilities 
as  they  could  have  had  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  or  any 
other  Province  of  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  after  these  people 
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settled  in  parishes,  those  parishes  commenced  to  grow,  and 
gave  rise  to  many  others.  After  the  parish  of  St.  Boniface 
had  grown,  it  expanded  into  the  parishes  of  St.  Vital,  St, 
Norbert,  St.  Charles,  St.  Frangois  Xavier,  St.  Paul,  and 
others,  and  we  found  them  all  growing  and  improving. 
The  population  being  under  the  rigime  of  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company,  had  their  own  peculiar  existence.  As  you 
may  well  judge,  these  people  gave  themselves  to  agri¬ 
cultural  pursuits,  and  as  there  was  no  market  for  their 
surplus  produce,  they  took  to  hunting  as  well.  Hunting 
the  buffalo  was  a  benefit  to  them,  as  it  was  to  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company,  and  that  company  encouraged  them  in 
hunting  as  much  as  possible.  There  was  no  currency  in 
the  colony.  The  currency  mainly  consisted  of  promissory 
notes,  issued  by  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  redeemable 
by  bills  of  exchange,  granted  at  sixty  days’  sight, 
on  the  Governor,  the  Deputy  Governor,  and  the 
commissioner  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  in 
London.  I  have  seen  this  paper  currency  which 
existed  in  the  Territories  in  1870.  It  seems  that  the 
smaller  the  denomination  of  the  bill  the  greater  its  size.  A 
bill  for  a  shilling,  the  people  called  a  blanket,  on  account  of 
its  large  dimensions,  and  they  grew  less  in  proportion 
according  to  the  amount  represented.  The  £5  notes  were 
very  small,  the  size  being  about  that  of  our  present  bank 
bills.  As  these  people  could  only  grow  on  their  land  what 
they  could  consume  or  sell,  they  had,  to  a  large  extent,  to 
depend  on  hunting  to  supply  them  with  meat,  and  you 
would  see  a  part  of  those  parishes,  after  the  seed  was  sown, 
organising  for  the  buffalo  hunts  on  the  plains.  A  priest,  as 
a  general  rule,  would  accompany  them,  and  they  would 
form  camps,  numbering  from  500  to  1,500  people.  As  might 
be  expected,  these  pursuits  had  a  great  influence  on  the 
character  of  the  people ;  their  characteristics  were  largely 
derived  from  their  pursuits.  When  these  people  would  go 
to  the  plains  they  would  return  months  afterwards  with 
their  carts  laden  with  the  best  kind  of  meat,  and  after  har¬ 
vesting  their  crops  and  selling  what  they  could  sell,  they 
would  have  all  they  could  wish  to  depend  upon  for 
the  fall  and  the  winter.  When  they  were  on  the 
plains,  these  people  were,  of  course,  among  tho  Indian 
tribes,  whom  they  would  have  to  fight  occasionally. 
In  fact,  Sir,  in  these  times,  and  to  a  very  recent  period,  the 
half-breeds  were  the  terror  of  the  Indian  tribes  on  the 
plains,  and  we  have  an  instance,  amongst  others,  that  occur¬ 
red  in  1852,  on  the  Grand  Coteau  of  the  Missouri,  in  which 
67  half-breeds  defended  themselves  for  two  days  against 
2,000  Sioux ;  and  when  I  went  to  Manitoba  some  15 
years  ago,  I  used  to  enjoy  very  much  the  narration  given  to 
me  of  that  encounter,  from  eye  witnesses  of  the  fight.  On 
that  occasion  Bishop  Lafleche,  of  Three  Rivers,  who  was 
then  a  missionary  in  the  North-West,  was  present.  I  believe 
he  was  one  of  the  wounded,  and  that  he  is  still  lame  from  the 
wound  he  received  in  that  engagement.  From  the  habits 
of  life  of  these  people,  from  the  constitution  of  the  country, 
from  the  distance  which  lay  between  this  isolated  group  of 
settlers  and  the  rest  of  the  world,  we  may  well  imagine  the 
characteristics  of  that  nation.  A  spirit  of  independ¬ 
ence  and  self-reliance  were  amongst  the  character¬ 
istics  of  that  nation.  Everyone  had  to  look  after 
himself,  and  a  half-breed  with  his  family,  on  the  plains,  was 
just  as  independent,  and  just  as  secure  from  all  the  necessi¬ 
ties  of  life,  as  any  citizen  of  our  own  towns  or  cities. 
With  his  family,  his  gun  and  his  horse,  he  could  depend  on 
himself  for  a  living  for  himself  and  his  family.  They  were 
isolated,  as  I  have  said,  from  the  rest  of  the  world.  They 
were  500  miles  from  the  nearest  terminus  of  the  American 
system  of  railways,  at  the  latest  times.  They  were  sixty 
days’  travel  from  the  Province  of  Canada,  and  they  had 
depended  on  themselves  entirely  for  their  means  of  sub¬ 
sistence.  We  have  seen  the  origin  of  the  half-breed  people. 
We  have  seen  the  origin  of  their  title  to  property,  and  from 
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1822,  when  the  first  settlements  were  formed  on  the  banks 
of  the  Red  River,  down  to  1858,  when  the  trade  monopoly 
of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  ceased  to  exist,  there  was  wit¬ 
nessed  the  development  of  a  nationality — for  it  was  a 
distinct  nationality,  to  all  intents  and  purposes.  From  their 
fathers  they  inherited  many  of  the  virtues  of  the  races  from 
which  they  sprung,  and  from  their  alliances  with  the  Indian 
women,  thtir  descendents  had,  of  course,  inherited  many  of 
the  features  of  the  Indian  population.  Well,  Sir,  it  would  be 
wrong  for  anyone  to  suppose  that  these  people  had  no  idea 
of  political  institutions.  They  were  under  the  sway  of  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company,  which  was  eminently  and  essentially 
a  trading  company ;  and  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  was 
not  the  company  to  offer  the  colonists  any  part  of  the 
Territories  which  had  been  granted  to  it  by  Charles  II. 
However,  when  that  colony  grew  into  existence,  the 
same  institutions  were  given ;  and  what  were  they  ?  The 
legislative  as  well  as  the  executive  power  was  vested  in 
the  Governor  and  the  council  for  the  colony  of  Assiniboia, 
as  it  was  called,  until  1870,  when  those  Territories  were 
annexed  to  Canada.  The  councillors  were  seventeen  in 
number,  although  afterwards  they  became  twenty-one. 
These  councillors,  as  well  as  the  Governor  of  the  colony, 
were  appointed  by  the  committee  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Com¬ 
pany;  and,  mark  you,  representation  was  then  a  principal  fea¬ 
ture  of  the  political  institutions  of  the  country.  The  councillors 
were  taken  as  representing  all  the  various  classes  in  the  set¬ 
tlement.  Representative  men  were  nominated  by  the  directors 
of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  from  the  various  elements 
of  nationality  then  existing  in  the  colony — from  the  Scotch, 
the  French  half-breeds,  and  some  of  the  foreign  elements  ; 
and  the  recorder  or  chief  justice  of  the  Territory,  as  well  as 
the  two  bishops,  the  Catholic  bishop  and  the  Anglican  bishop, 
representing  the  religious  element  then  existing,  were  made 
councillors.  Therefore,  when  we  see  it  stated  in  the  press, 
and  when  the  idea  has  been  spread  amongst  the  population  of 
Canada,  that  those  people,  in  1870,  had  no  idea  of  political 
institutions,  public  opinion  has  been  greatly  deceived  and  mis¬ 
led.  Representative  institutions  were  given  to  them,  because 
they  had  a  strong  sense  of  justice,  and  all  their  rights  and  pri¬ 
vileges,  their  national  features  and  instincts, were  represented 
in  that  council.  Therefore,  we  may  well  infer  that  they  had 
some  correct  idea  of  political  government  and  some  idea  that 
their  political  rights  should  be  respected  when  the  transfer 
of  the  country  to  Canada  took  place.  Now,  it  seems  quite 
a  surprise  to  us  that  that  population  should  have  existed  for 
50  years  without  any  organisation,  either  judicial  or  poli¬ 
tical.  I  have  stated  what  the  political  institutions 
were  :  the  judiciary  was  equally  simple  and  rudi¬ 
mentary,  and  yet  it  was  sufficient  to  meet  the 
wants  of  that  population.  That  population  had  strong 
religious  ideas,  and  you  know,  Sir,  that  hard  life  engenders 
naturally  high  morals ;  and  morality  is  found  to  exist 
among  those  people,  whose  life  is  moral  and  frugal,  and  not 
tainted  with  the  luxuries  which  we,  amongst  ourselves,  call 
civilisation.  Their  judiciary  consisted  of  a  recorder  or 
chief  justice,  if  you  may  call  him  so,  and  some  petty  magis¬ 
trates,  and  these  formed  the  courts  in  the  settlement.  The 
recorder  was  appointed  by  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  in 
London,  and  had  a  seat  in  the  council,  when  he  had 
to  perform  duties  there  similar  to  those  of  the  Attorneys 
General  in  the  old  Provinces ;  in  tact,  the  recorder  was  the 
legal  adviser  of  that  council.  They  had  the  full  jury  system  ; 
no  person  could  be  tried  except  by  his  peers;  and  we  may 
see,  by  consulting  the  history  of  those  times,  that  this  was 
the  case.  It  may  besaid  that  those  pepole  had  not 
the  idea  of  our  high  civilisation.  Well,  Sir,  upon 
that  point  there  may  be  some  difference  of  opinion. 
However,  by  the  by-laws  or  regulations  issued  by  that 
council  the  sale  of  liquor  was  strictly  prohibited 
amongst  the  Indians,  and  was  punished  with  the  utmost 
severity.  The  granting  of  licenses — and  I  am  sure  that  this 


will  be  a  piece  of  very  gratifying  news  to  the  prohibitionist 
members  of  this  House — was  also  regulated,  to  the  utmost 
extent,  and  it  was  surrounded  with  all  possible  safeguards. 
I  believe  we,  in  the  eastern  Provinces,  may  borrow  from  the 
regulations  of  that  uncivilised  council  a  good  man  y  features 
which  would  prove  very  satisfactory.  In  fact,  after 
the  organisation  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  the 
Government  of  that  Province  could  not  do  anything 
better  than  embody  in  its  own  laws  the  very  regula¬ 
tions  that  were  issued  by  the  council  of  Assiniboia. 
Under  that  political  and  social  organisation,  that  people 
lived  and  increased  for  nearly  forty  years.  There  was  no 
political  strife  amongst  them  ;  they  had  a  paternal  Govern¬ 
ment,  which  was  sufficient  for  all  their  requirements,  whether 
as  leading  an  agricultural  life  or  a  hunting  life  on  the 
prairie.  They  had  no  lawyers,  no  newspapers,  no  dema¬ 
gogues,  no  politicians,  no  grits. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  The  last  was  a  blessing. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  No  doubt,  a  great  blessing.  They  had  no 
communication  with  the  rest  of  the  world  ;  their  complete 
isolation  prevented  them  from  enjoying  the  luxuries  of  our 
civilisation,  but  it  made  the  population  harmonious,  united, 
sober,  and  fully  convinced  that  liberty  is  only  practicable 
with  a  corresponding  sum  of  protection,  and  that  to  do  jus¬ 
tice  to  various  interests  requires  a  certain  amount  of  repre¬ 
sentation  from  various  classes,  in  a  country  obliged  to 
protect  themselves  from  the  raids  of  the  Indians. 
The  public  spirit  of  these  people  was  dignified  and  self- 
confident.  The  country  was  deemed  to  be  theirs,  as  they 
had  to  defend  it  unassisted,  and  it  is  a  remarkable  fact  that 
those  people,  who  numbered  from  12,000  to  15,000,  had  to 
defend  themselves  against  the  incursions  of  the  powerful 
warlike  tribes  in  the  west.  The  Hudson  Bay  Company 
had  but  one  interest,  that  of  making  money  and  securing 
the  most  valuable  export  of  furs  from  the  Territory 
every  year.  The  company  had  a  renewal  of  the  monopoly 
from  1838  to  1858,  and  such  was  then  the  condition  of  that 
people  living  in  harmony  together,  having  but  few  wants, 
and  those  wants  fully  satisfied.  In  fact,  the  existence  of 
that  people  would  be  a  most  interesting  study  for  any 
writer  on  political  economy.  They  had  no  exports ;  their 
productions  were  consumed  by  the  local  market,  and, 
besides,  they  had  a  circulation  only  of  a  certain  character. 
In  1858  the  extinction  of  that  monopoly  induced  a 
certain  number  of  American  traders,  and  also  some 
Canadian  adventurers,  to  go  through  St.  Paul  to 
that  Territory.  The  civilisation  was  not,  perhaps, 
that  which  we  are  sometimes  so  proud  of.  It  may 
have  been  a  better  one,  if,  by  civilisation,  we  under¬ 
stand  the  greatest  possible  degree  of  order,  and  happiness 
in  all  the  ranks  of  society ;  if  by  civilisation  we  understand 
a  community  so  well  regulated  that  law  seems  to  touch 
lightly  upon  everyone,  and  is  cheerfully  obeyed  by  all ;  if 
by  civilisation  we  understand,  people  in  which  the  author¬ 
ity  is  respected,  the  family  strong  and  united,  the  wants 
few,  and  all  easily  satisfied  ;  if  by  civilisation  we  understand 
a  community  where  all  the  individuals  love  their  country, 
fight  for  its  defence,  revere  its  institutions,  and  do  not  cast  an 
eye  of  envy  upon  other  nations  and  other  countries ;  if  by  civil¬ 
isation  we  understand  a  people  attached  to  its  religion,  a 
people  whose  manners,  social  enjoyments  and  amusements 
exhibit  a  high  degree  of  morality,  mutual  benevolence  and 
simplicity  as  well ;  if  by  civilisation  we  understand  a  nation 
which  produces  all  the  necessaries  of  life  with  the  least 
degree  of  toil,  hardships  and  hire  of  one  free  man  to  another, 
and  where  golden  mediocrity  is  to  be  found  in  every  man’s 
home ;  the  civilisation  which  was  then  flourishing  on  the 
shores  of  the  Red  River  was  certainly  not  one  of  fine  public 
or  private  construction,  of  great  activity  of  intelligence,  of 
literature  and  arts,  of  steamboats,  railways  and  telegraphs : 
but  I  dare  say  that  the  people  to  be  found  there  were 
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most  assuredly  the  happiest  that  were  known  then  to  exist. 
With  regard  to  some  of  the  feelings  that  civilised  people 
seem  to  have  a  monopoly  of,  patriotism,  for  instance — I  do 
not  say  it  is  one  that  peculiarly  characterises  the  present 
Opposition,  but  I  must  say  patriotism  was  and  is  still  a 
characteristic  of  that  population.  I  will  ask  the  forbear¬ 
ance  of  the  House  while  I  quote  from  one  of  the  writers 
in  the  history  of  those  people,  Mr.  Hargrave.  In  his  book 
on  the  Eed  Eiver,  he  says  : 

“Patriotism  is  a  virtue  popularly  supposed  to  flourish  in  mountainous 
and  old  countries,  whose  majestic  scenery  and  associations  of  old  time 
foster  and  perpetuate  the  pride  and  allegiance  which  their  children  feel 
for  them.  The  inhabitants  of  the  plain  country  of  Red  River,  how¬ 
ever,  most  assuredly  evince  an  affection  for  the  land  of  their  nativity, 
closely  allied  to,  if  not  identical  with  the  patriotic  emotions  of  the 
denizens  of  other  countries,  nor  is  it  only  to  the  dead  natural  scenery 
that  their  feelings  cling,  but  the  existing  under  an  improved  exterior, 
the  romantic  life,  the  custom,  mode  of  thought  and  language  of  the 
Indians,  retain  their  hold  on  the  affections  of  their  descendants  to  suc¬ 
cessive  generations.” 

Now,  it  has  been  the  custom,  unfortunately,  of  writers  and 
speakers  upon  the  half-breed  population  of  the  Eed  River, 
to  represent  them  as  a  semi-savage  population,  devoid  of 
all  the  feelings  which  we,  styling  ourselves  civilised  com¬ 
munities,  are  so  proud  of;  but,  as  I  have  stated,  that 
population  had  the  idea  of  political  institutions,  of  repre¬ 
sentative  institutions ;  they  had  more,  perhaps,  than  our 
own  people,  accustomed,  as  they  are,  to  representative  insti¬ 
tutions,  the  idea  of  submission  to  law  and  authority,  and, 
as  to  feelings  of  patriotism,  it  is  shown  by  this  writer, 
who  certainly  has  no  prejudices  in  their  favor,  that 
patriotism  flourished  as  well  in  their  bosoms  as  it 
flourishes,  I  expect  and  hope,  in  the  bosoms  of  the 
Canadian  people.  In  the  history  of  that  strange 
country  you  will  find  many  examples  — and  I  have  stated 
some — of  chivalric  ideas  of  valor  and  patriotism.  Now, 
from  the  commencement  of  that  settlement  of  the  Eed 
Eiver,  it  may  be  well  to  ask  whether  that  population  had 
any  intercourse  with  any  other  population  in  the  world. 
They  were  isolated,  but  they  kept  up  correspondence  with 
the  population  of  the  older  Provinces,  through  the  mission¬ 
aries  sent  to  them,  through  the  sisters  of  charity,  through 
the  ministers  of  the  Gospel  sent  them  ;  there  was  an  unin¬ 
terrupted  intercourse  maintained  between  that  population 
and  the  population  of  the  Eastern  Provinces,  and,  when  I 
have  stated  that  the  extension  of  the  trade  monopoly  in 
1858  was  the  signal  for  some  merchants  from  Canada  to  go 
amongst  that  people,  and  try  to  enjoy  the  benefits  and 
profits  of  that  measure,  I  must  say  that  this  coincides  with 
the  first  arrival  amongst  that  people  of  Canadians.  In 
1859,  a  paper  was  established,  the  very  first  news¬ 
paper  established  in  that  portion  of  British  America.  It 
was  the  Nor'-Wester ,  and  in  the  very  first  number  of  that 
paper  the  editors  showed  a  spirit  of  opposition  to  the 
Government  of  the  colony.  In  fact,  from  the  first,  the  aim 
and  ambition  of  the  founders  of  the  paper  were  in  hostility 
to  the  existing  institutions  of  the  Red  Eiver.  The  first  step 
publicly  taken  to  effect  such  a  change  was  when  a  petition  was 
sent  to  England, asking  for  troops  to  protect  the  colony  against 
the  Sioux,  who  were  just  coming  from  Minnesota,  after  the 
massacre  of  1862.  The  petition  was  signed  by  1,183  settlers, 
a  majority  of  whom  were  French-speaking  half-breeds  of 
that  colony.  The  Nor'-  Wester  and  the  party  upon  whose 
support  it  existed  sent  a  counter  petition,  and  for  the  first 
time,  and  to  the  great  scandal  of  the  colony,  that  petition, 
while  asking  also  for  troops,  commented  disparagingly  on 
the  manner  in  which  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  exercised 
its  jurisdiction.  In  1862  these  parties,  composed  of  Cana¬ 
dians  as  well  as  Americans,  availing  themselves  of  the  weak¬ 
ness  of  the  institutions  in  that  country,  liberated  one  prisoner 
— in  fact,  gaol  was  broken,  in  that  circumstance,  as  well  as  in 
the  year  after,  1863.  In  1866  the  same  party  of  foreigners 
assumed  a  more  decided  opposition  to  the  existing  institutions 
Mr.  Royal. 


of  the  country.  They  made  a  request  to  the  council  that, 
instead  of  having  the  appointment  of  one  councillor  made 
by  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  in  London,  they  should 
make  that  appointement.  Of  course,  the  petition  was 
refused.  The  answer  that  came  from  the  council  stated  that 
the  appointment  rested,  not  with  the  council,  but  with  the 
committee  of  directors  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  in 
London.  The  Nor'-Wester  said:  “  The  people  of  Winni¬ 
peg  are  openly  discussing  the  propriety  of  taking  the 
Government  from  its  present  hands  into  their  |own.” 
In  1867  an  attempt  was  made  to  organise  a  republic  in 
Portage  la  Prairie.  Portage  la  Prairie  was  then  a 
settlement  lying  outside  of  the  limits  of  the  settlement 
of  Assiniboia.  The  constitution  of  Assiniboia  was  limited 
to  a  certain  territory,  outside  of  which  it  had  no  juris¬ 
diction  at  all.  In  the  meantime,  the  Scotch  colonists 
had  developed,  and  some  fe  ,v  parishes  west  of  Baie  St.  Paul, 
which  was  then  the  last  parish  of  the  settlement,  were 
organised,  and  Poplar  Point  and  Portage  la  Prairie  and 
another  parish  were  formed,  and  these  people  wanted  to 
have  some  authority  amongst  them  to  maintain  peace.  So, 
in  1867,  there  was  an  attempt  to  organise  a  Republic  amongst 
them.  Thos.  Spence  was  the  elected  president ;  he  organised 
his  council,  made  some  laws,  imposed  some  import  and 
export  duty,  and  then  wrote  to  the  British  authorities  to 
ascertain  whether  his  Republic  had  any  legal  existence  or  not. 
Of  course,  he  got  an  answer  that  he  had  no  right  to  organise 
such  a  Government,  and  that  was  the  end  of  it.  However, 
it  shows  that  the  population  was  increasing  fast,  and  that 
there  was  need  of  a  Government  to  maintain  peace  and 
order.  I  will  quote  from  the  Globe,  in  reference  to  the 
establishment  of  that  Government.  The  Globe  seems  always 
to  have  taken  a  very  watchful  interest  in  the  welfare  of, the 
people  of  those  Territories,  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
it  has  been  the  chief  instrumentality  in  spreading  discontent 
and  dissatisfaction  among  the  people,  and  hatred  to  the 
Government  of  Ganada.  This  is  what  the  Globe  said : 

“  The  Nor’-Wester  is  advised  that,  under  the  misgovernment  of  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company,  the  people  of  Red  River  had  risen  in  revolt,  under 
the  leadership  of  Spence,  and  organised  a  Republic  on  British  soil.” 

The  Nor'-  Wester  was  the  only  medium  of  communication 
that  then  existed  between  that  Territory  and  the  eastern 
Provinces.  To  show  that  there  was  very  little  echo  among 
the  people,  a  counter  petition  to  that  above  mentioned,  made 
by  Canadians  and  Americans  respecting  the  electoral  princi¬ 
ple  was  signed  by  804  people,  asking  that  the  institutions 
then  existing  should  be  continued  to  be  maintained.  The 
half-breed  people,  who  formed  the  majority  in  the  settlement 
of  Assiniboia,  had  some  political  ideas  of  what  the  system  of 
future  movernment  for  their  country  may  be,  I  will  read 
one  of  the  clauses  of  the  petition  : 

“  Changes  are  anticipated  in  this  country.  We  cannot  foresee  the 
result  of  the  negotiations  pending  between  the  Imperial  Government 
and  your  honorable  body,  but  we  are  confident  that  you  will  not  lose 
sight  of  our  condition  ;  aud  we  humbly  entreat  your  honors  to  take 
measures  in  the  said  transactions  to  secure  the  welfare  of  the  natives 
and  inhabitants  of  this  settlement,  and  to  guard  them  against  the  pre¬ 
ponderating  and  undue  influence  of  newcomers.” 

This  shows  that  the  spirit  of  these  people  was  fully 
awakened  to  the  changes  that  were  talked  of  as  being  about 
to  take  place  in  the  Territories.  Well,  Sir,  the  Nor’-  Wester 
refused  to  publish  a  counter  petition,  signed  by  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  that  settlement.  The  Canadians  who  came 
to  that  country  in  1858  were  naturally  looked  upon  by  the 
natives  as  being  hostile  to  the  institutions  under  which 
they  had  lived  contented  and  happy.  They  looked  upon 
the  Canadians  as  a  dangerous  sort  of  men,  who  wanted  to 
seize  hold  of  the  Government  and  to  administer  it  to  suit 
themselves ;  and  to  this  fact  we  must  attribute  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  ill-feeling  which  the  people  of  that  coun¬ 
try  exhibited  against  the  Canadians.  In  1868  a  party 
of  Canadians  was  seut  to  construct  a  road  from  the  Lake  of 
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the  Woods  to  Fort  Garry,  under  charge  of  a  man  named 
Snow,  I  suppose  a  civil  engineer  or  surveyor.  Amongst 
that  party  of  Canadians  there  was,  unfortunately,  a  poet. 
In  fact,  I  believe  this  poet  was  his  assistant,  and  had 
acquired  some  recown  in  the  Canadian  press  as  the  author 
of  verses  of  a  some  merit.  Now,  if  that  poet  had  con¬ 
fined  himself  to  writing  poems  and  reciting  Shakespeare 
for  his  own  amusement,  no  harm  would  have  been  done ; 
but  the  very  moment  he  set  foot  into  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories  he  began  to  write  to  his  friends,  and  his  letters 
were  published  in  the  Globe.  Those  letters  gave  a 
description  of  the  country  and  of  the  people,  which 
was  simply  a  caricature,  and  was  most  unfair  and  unjust. 
The  female  part  of  the  population  got  very  angry  at  the 
reading  of  those  letters.  One  lady  pulled  the  nose  of  the 
poet,  and  another,  in  the  store  of  her  husband,  used  her  hands 
rather  freely  about  his  ears.  These  facts  show  that  when 
Canadians  wrote  about  the  features  of  the  people  and  sought 
to  caricature  their  mode  of  life  and  social  institutions,  the  peo¬ 
ple  became  very  sensitive,  as  they  were  justly  proud  of  their 
condition.  The  uneasiness  of  that  people  assumed  a  different 
phase  when,  in  February,  1868 — and,  mark  you,  that  is  a  very 
important  period  in  the  history  of  the  country — a  distur¬ 
bance  occurred  at  Oak  Point,  in  consequence  of  a  report 
gaining  credence  among  settlers  in  that  locality  that  Cana¬ 
dians  were  purchasing  from  the  Indians  portions  of  land 
on  which  actual  occupants  had  a  pre-emption  claim.  In  the 
lack  of  judgment  displayed  by  those  Canadian  employees 
whom  the  Government  sent  there  in  1868,  we  find  the  very 
seeds  of  discontent  and  hostility  that  afterwards  matured 
in  open  revolt  against  the  Canadian  authorities.  Of 
course,  they  were  defending  their  own  property,  and 
these  half  breeds,  sensitive  and  proud,  and  feeling  that  Can¬ 
adians  were  invaders  of  the  Territory,  felt  the  injustice  of  the 
proceedings.  They  knew  very  well  that  those  people 
transacted  business  with  the  Indians  in  the  Territory, 
which  had  been  sold  to  Lord  Selkirk,  and  upon  which 
they  had  settled  and  made  improvements  and  secured  a 
pre-emptory  claim.  One  of  those  parties  was  arrested  and 
brought  to  Fort  Garry,  and  the  people  submitted  a  prayer 
to  the  Governor  that  this  man  should  be  sent  out  of  the 
Territory,  because  his  presence  was  calculated  to  arouse  mis¬ 
givings  and  excitement  among  the  people.  In  order  to  show 
what  was  the  true  state  of  the  little  party  of  Canadians  and 
Americans  who  were  then  arousing  opposition  to  existing 
institutions,  the  Nor’-  Wester  published  an  article,  in  which  it 
was  stated  that  ‘‘  while  Sir  George  Cartier  and  William  Mac- 
dougall  wore  going  to  England,  in  order  to  unite  the  North- 
West  to  Canada,  Senator  Eamsay,  of  Minnesota,  was  submit 
ting  a  series  of  resolutions  at  Washington,  for  the  purpose  of 
annexing  the  colony  of  Eed  Eiver  to  the  United  States.” 
What  was  the  patriotic  winding  up  to  that  document  ?  It 
was,  that :  “  Whichever  way  the  cat  jumped  the  North-West 
was  bound  to  be  a  great  country.”  It  was  not  love  of  Canada 
that  influenced  them,  but  a  feeling  that  they  were  bound  to 
have  some  power,  either  political  or  in  some  other  direction  ; 
and  whether  union  occurred  with  the  United  States  or 
Canada,  it  was  a  matter  of  indifference  to  them.  I  mean  to 
state  that  matters  connected  with  the  remote  causes  of  the 
present  disturbances  were  beyond  the  control  of  any  Gov¬ 
ernment,  whether  Conservative  or  Liberal,  and  that  in 
these  the  recent  troubles  had  their  rise  and  cause  is  quite 
evident.  With  respect  to  the  influence  of  Canadians 
sent  to  the  North-West,  I  will  quote  the  testimony  of  a  writer 
whoso  prejudices  against  the  French-speaking  half-breeds 
are  well  known : 

“  Had  the  Canadian  party  endeavored  to  lead  the  settlers  to  demand 
in  a  proper  way  annexation  to  Canada,  without  trying  at  the  same  time 
to  blacken  the  character  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  it  is  very  probable 
that  Canada  would  have  found  more  friends  than  it  did  in  Red  River. 
There  was  no  objection  to  a  union  with  Canada  amongst  the  people,  but 
when  men  who  represented  themselves  as  champions  of  Canada  defied 
the  laws  and  endeavored  to  bring  mob  violence  into  existence,  then  the 
settlers  took  fright,  and  without  waiting  to  judge  properly,  they 


denounced  all  Canadians  on  account  of  the  acts  done  by  a  few  lawless 
men.  The  fact  was,  that  the  people  of  Red  River  felt  that  although  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  government  wa3  weak  and  unsuitable  to  the 
wants  of  the  country,  still  it  was  the  only  one  in  existence  at  the  time 
in  the  North-West,  and  therefore  the  sole  protection  to  life  and  property. 
They  consequently  had  no  desire  to  see  it  overthrown,  until  another  and 
better  one  was  substituted  in  its  place.  There  was  no  anti-Canadian 
feeling  dominant  amongst  the  settlers  ;  but  there  was  a  fear  that  if  the 
generality  of  Canadians  should  prove  to  be  like  the  party  who  put  them¬ 
selves  forward  as  the  representatives  of  Canada  in  Red  River,  they 
woald  not  be  a  good  or  safe  people  to  become  allied  to.” 

Then,  further  on,  the  same  author  says  : 

“  Other  parties  now  commenced  staking  off  land,  until,  at  last  the  set¬ 
tlers  finding  out  what  was  going  on,  interfered,  and  a  great  deal  of  ill-feel¬ 
ing  was  caused  amongst  the  people  on  the  subject.  Indeed,  this  promiscu¬ 
ous  claiming  of  land  on  the  part  of  strangers  did  more  to  engender  a  feeling 
of  discontent  towards  Canadian  annexation  than  anything  else.  The 
idea  became  quite  prevalent  that  the  rights  of  settlers  to  their  lands 
would  not  be  respected,  but  that  every  Tom,  Dick  or  Harry  might  come 
in  and  claim  land  wherever  they  found  it.  This  selfish  and  unprincipled 
behavior  on  the  part  of  such  men  did  a  great  deal  of  harm,  and  sowed 
the  seeds  of  future  trouble  in  the  settlement.  In  fact,  it  became  generally 
believed  amongst  a  large  number  of  the  settlers  that  they  were  to  be 
ignored,  and  that  strangers  were  to  be  allowed  to  come  into  the  country 
and  do  as  they  pleased  ;  and  that  Canada’s  whole  aim  in  endeavoring  to 
obtain  possession  of  the  country  was  to  find  a  place  of  refuge  for  its  sur¬ 
plus  population,  and  that  the  interests  of  the  Red  River  people  were  to 
suffer  thereby.  All  this  ignorance  of  the  real  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Government  was  caused  by  the  actions  of  a  few  men.  ” 

Now,  Sir,  you  may  well  imagine  with  what  feelings  of 
uneasiness  the  arrival  of  Col.  Dennis  and  his  party  of  sur¬ 
veyors  was  welcomed  in  the  summer  of  1869,  after  the  doings 
of  the  men  under  surveyor  Snow,  after  their  trying  to  buy 
lands  from  the  Indians,  without  regard  to  the  occupants  of 
those  lands.  So  great  was  that  anxiety  that  when  this 
officer  commenced  with  his  surveyors  to  survey  some  lands 
which  had  been  occupied  for  a  long  time  in  the  vicinity  of 
St.  Boniface,  their  work  was  put  a  stop  toby  the  population. 
That  was  the  commencement  of  open  difficulties  among  the 
Eed  Eiver  people,  a  very  important  period  in  the  history  of 
that  part  of  the  Territory,  in  connection  with  Canadian 
doings.  It  is  very  important  to  make  known  the  remote 
causes  which  led  the  population  there  to  take  fright  at  the 
attempt  made  by  these  people,  the  injudicious  attempt,  to 
survey  lands  which  had  been  cultivated  and  improved  for 
many  years  before. 

Mr.  TEOW.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  excuse  me,  but  it 
is  so  excessively  hot,  and  members  aro  so  uncomfortable 
from  sitting  so  long,  that  I  believe  the  House  will  be 
delighted  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  hand  in  the  balance 
of  his  speech  to  the  Hansard  reporters.  It  would  answer 
just  as  well. 

Mr.  EOYAL.  I  have  no  objection  to  moving  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  TEOW.  The  balance  would  be  published  in  Han¬ 
sard. 

Mr.  EOYAL.  Not  at  all.  My  speech  is  not  written. 

Mr.  DHSJABDINS.  I  think  wo  have  shown  a  good  deal 
of  patience  with  other  hon.  gentlemen,  and  I  think  we 
might  give  the  same  courtesy  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Provencher  (Mr.  Eoyal).  Perhaps,  if  he  was  speaking  in 
his  own  language,  which  he  avoids  out  of  courtesy  to  mem¬ 
bers  who  do  not  understand  the  French  language,  he  might 
occupy  less  time. 

Mr.  EOYAL.  I  have  no  intention  of  wearying  the  House. 
It  is  not  a  source  of  pleasure  to  me  to  be  obliged  to  speak 
in  a  foreign  language.  I  do  it,  of  course,  as  a  matter  of 
courtesy  to  this  House,  and  to  those  who  do  not  understand 
the  French  languag".  I  would,  no  doubt,  find  great  plea¬ 
sure  in  addressing  the  House  in  French,  but  I  do  it  in 
English  with  no  little  difficulty  ;  and  I  know  it  must  be  very 
tiresome  and  unpleasant  to  some  of  the  members  here  te 
listen  to  a  member  who  addresses  the  House  in  a  languago 
which  is  not  familiar  to  him.  However,  I  believe  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  very  important ;  but  if  the  House  is  unanimous  upon 
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this  point,  that  the  debate  had  better  be  adjourned,  I  have 
no  hesitation  to  agreeing  to  that  sentiment. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Go  on. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  plea¬ 
sure  and  interest  to  some  of  the  speeches  made  by  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
expect  the  same  courtesy  from  some  of  them,  for  various 
reasons,  but  I  believe  if  my  pleasure  here  had  been  studied, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  me  to  have  handed  a  ready 
made  speech  to  the  Hansard  reporters.  I  must  say,  in  speak¬ 
ing  upon  the  subject  I  have  tried  to  impress  this  House  with 
the  importance  of  knowing  the  origin  of  the  population  which 
existed  in  the  North-West  Territories  at  the  time  of  the 
transfer,  I  know  that  very  little  is  known  of  that  population 
and  their  history,  from  the  very  fact  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  ignored  that  there  was  such  a  population  as  the  half- 
breeds,  and  said  that  the  population  existing  there  were 
either  Indians  or  white  people.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  case. 
That  is  contrary  to  history  and  facts,  and  I  thought  it  was 
my  duty  to  correct  the  idea  which  has  gone  aboard,  that  the 
population  of  that  country  was  of  no  consequence  whatever, 
that  the  number  of  that  population  was  insignificant,  that 
thej7  had  no  political  institutions,  that  they  did  not  know 
anything  about  representative  institutions,  that  whatever 
Government  might  be  given  to  them  they  should  accept, 
as  a  matter  of  course  with  the  greatest  grace  possible. 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to-night  to  vindicate  the  character  of  that 
population,  and  to  show  what  history  states  about  the  origin 
and  characteristics  of  that  population.  When  it  is  stated 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  that  population  must  con¬ 
sist  of  either  Indians  or  whites,  I  believe  that  statement  is 
very  incorrect.  Those  people  had  enjoyed  their  rights  and 
their  existence  in  that  country  for  many  years,  and  they 
had  some  reasons  to  claim  from  the  Government  of  Canada 
the  recognition  of  their  existence  as  a  separate  and  distinct 
people.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  period  of  1869-70.  I  have 
no  intention  to  recite  in  detail  the  events  of  that  period — the 
criminal  rashness  of  Lt.-Col.  Dennis,  his  efforts  to  incite  an 
Indian  war  by  his  mad  proclamation,  calling  on  the  Indians 
to  unite  with  the  Canadian  party  to  make  war  on  the  native 
population  of  the  country ;  the  meetings  of  the  settlers, 
French  and  English,  to  discuss  the  proposed  transfer  of 
their  country  to  Canada  ;  the  stern  determination  to  resist 
all  such  action,  until  the  people  obtained  the  recognition  of 
their  existence  and  their  rights  as  free  men  and  British 
subjects ;  the  decision  of  the  French-speaking  population 
to  fight,  even  if  left  alone  and  unassisted,  lor  the 
granting  of  such  rights,  not  only  to  themselves, 
but  to  the  whole  community;  the  organisation 
of  the  convention,  which  delegates  from  all  parts  of  the 
colony  attended ;  the  subsequent  election  of  members  to 
maintain  peace  and  order  in  the  settlement,  by  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  provisional  Government ;  the  election  of 
Louis  Biel  as  president ;  the  maintenance  of  such  power  at 
great  risk  and  cost  for  over  eight  months;  the  refusal  to 
receive  Lieutenant  Governor  Macdougall ;  the  selection  and 
sending  of  delegates  to  Ottawa,  in  1870,  to  negotiate  the 
terms  and  conditions  on  which  the  people  of  the  colony  of 
Assiniboia  would  consent  to  form  part  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada ;  the  passing  of  the  Manitoba  Act,  and  the  final 
transfer  of  the  colony,  on  the  15th  of  July,  1870,  to  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  deal  at 
length  with  these  facts.  But  the  hon.  member  for-  Quebec 
East  ( Mr.  Laurier)  stated  yesterday  that  the  rights  to  the 
property  were  the  only  cause  of  the  rising  in  Manitoba,  or 
in  the  Territory  which  now  constitutes  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  I  must  dissent  from  that  opinion.  Those  men  felt 
that  if  their  rights  to  property  were  being  tampered 
with  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  revolt  and  repel 
any  attempts  that  might  be  made  to  interfere  ;  but 
there  were  other  rights,  which  were  more  sacred  to 
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them,  and  it  was  the  recognition  of  those  rights, 
which  have  been  in  existence  in  their  political 
institutions  from  1822  to  1870,  that  thoy  desired  ;  and 
to  state  that  the  rights  to  their  property  were  the  only 
cause  of  their  resistance  to  Canadian  institutions  is  not 
correct.  For  instance,  under  their  institutions  they  had  the 
liberty  of  education,  they  had  the  separate  school  system, 
they  had  the  use  of  their  language,  they  had  their  own  laws, 
administered,  in  their  own  way,  and  the  people  clung  to 
those  laws  and  those  institutions  as  strougly  as  to  their 
rights  of  property,  which  the  Canadians,  then  in  the  country, 
attempted  to  interfere  with.  Were  I,  Sir,  to  go  into  the 
details  of  that  eventful  period,  I  would  point  out  the  efforts 
of  the  party  opposite,  in  their  press  and  elsewhere,  to  make 
political  capital  out  of  the  resistance  of  the  Bed  Biver 
people.  We  heard,  this  afternoon,  a  most  pointed  speech 
from  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Mackintosh)  on 
this  subject.  That  opinion,  corning  from  him,  was  more 
weighty,  perhaps,  than  from  myself.  However,  he  showed 
that  the  Globe  had  been  exciting  the  dispute  and  the  resis¬ 
tance  to  Canadian  authorities  in  the  Bed  Biver  loDg  before  we 
sent  Lieutenant  Governor  Macdougall  and  his  party  up  there 
to  take  possession  of  the  country.  It  is  to  its  language  and  to 
the  efforts  of  its  correspondents  that  we  owe  the  resistance 
which  was  then  offered  to  the  Canadian  authorities.  The 
Globe  stated  that  the  half-breeds  had  no  business  to 
accept  from  the  Canadian  Government  a  ready-made  gov¬ 
ernment,  and  we  have  heard  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa 
quoting  extracts  from  the  Globe  to  prove  that  fact.  I  will 
only  say  that  the  calm  and  dispassionate  historian  of  that 
eventful  period,  when  years  have  passed  away,  will  have  a 
great  deal  to  say  in  favor  of  the  energy,  moderation  and 
public  spirit  evinced  by  the  French-speaking  half-breeds  of 
the  Bed  Biver ;  he  will  then  be  able  to  see  that  public 
opinion  was  so  much  worked  up  and  excited  by  an  unfor¬ 
tunate  incident  during  the  troubles,  at  least,  among  a  great 
portion  of  the  population  of  Canada ;  that  the  Government  of 
the  day  found  it  impossible  to  redeem  their  pledge  to  grant 
a  full  and  complete  amnesty  to  those  whose  principal  crime 
had  been  the  obtaining  for  their  country  those  liberties  inhe¬ 
rent  to  every  British  citizen.  In  fact,  such  a  measure  had 
become  impossible  for  any  Government,  as  it  was  fully 
demonstrated  by  the  limited  and  incomplete  amnesty  which 
was  proclaimed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  1875.  The 
extracts  and  the  argument  of  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa, 
this  afternoon,  showed  that  the  opposite  party  has  none 
everything  in  its  power  to  make  political  capital  out  of 
Scott’s  doath,  as  they  have  done  with  every  other  public 
question.  The  men  at  the  head  of  affairs  in  the  colony 
expected  that  amnesty  as  the  essence  of  their  contract 
with  Canada.  Now,  in  fact,  those  delegates  who 
were  then  sent  from  the  de  facto  Government 
in  the  Bed  Biver  district,  treated  with  the  Canadian 
authorities;  they  had  interviews;  they  deliberated  over 
the  Bill  of  Bights,  and  on  the  various  questions  wlreh  were 
these  submitted  to  the  Canadian  Government.  Every  one  of 
questions  was  settled.  Every  man  of  common  sense  will 
imagine  easily  the  amnesty  to  be  certainly  the  essence  of 
the  contract,  which  was  then  thought  to  be  made  by  the 
authorities  in  the  Bed  Biver  and  the  Canadian  Government. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  contention  of  opinion  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  ;  but  we  have,  from  the  documents,  from  the  records 
of  the  country,  from  the  evidence  taken  in  the  committee 
struck  by  Parliament,  in  1875,  proof  that  the  delegates 
were  led  to  believe  that  an  amnesty  would  be  proclaimed 
before  they  returned  to  Manitoba.  Such  was  the  opinion 
of  the  people  in  the  country  at  that  time.  I  was  a  personal 
witness  to  the  fact  that  the  then  provisional  Government 
organised  a  reception  to  be  given  to  Governor  Archibald, 
when  they  expected  him  to  arrive  by  the  Dawson  route. 
Carriages  had  been  prepared,  and  an  address  drafted  ; 
and  the  address  was  to  be  presented  to  the  Cana- 
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dian  Governor  on  his  touching  the  soil  of  Manitoba. 
Instead  of  such  a  denouement,  what  was  the  profound 
dissatisfaction  of  the  people,  what  was  their  intense  feeling 
of  humiliation  and  deception,  when  they  were  informed 
that  no  amnesty  had  been  granted,  and  that  they  would 
have  to  flee  for  their  lives  from  the  country  they  had  just 
liberated.  A  great  deal  was  said  about  the  expedition  of  our 
troops  across  the  portages  between  Lake  Superior  and  the 
Eed  Kiver;  a  great  deal  was  said  in  the  English  reviews  of 
the  wonderful  feat  accomplished  by  our  volunteei’s  under  the 
guidance  of  Col.  Wolseley.  I  know  that  his  proclamation 
is  not  generally  known  in  Canada;  but  I  was  in  Fort  Garry 
myself  twenty-four  hours  before  the  arrival  of  the  troops. 
I  saw  Col.  Wolseley  coming  to  the  fort,  with  his  troops  dis¬ 
played  in  order  of  battle,  and  I  know  he  had  not  a  single 
shot  to  fire  nor  a  gate  to  break  open  ;  there  was  not  a  man, 
not  even  a  child,  to  fight  with,  to  gain  possession  of  the  fort. 
What  was,  then,  his  proclamation  the  next  day  ?  I  take  it 
from  the  report  of  the  hon,  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Daw¬ 
son),  who  thought  it  was  rather  a  piece  of  curiosity,  and 
therefore  inserted  it  in  his  report  to  the  Public  Works 
Department  at  that  time.  Col.  Wolseley,  the  day  after  his 
arrival  at  Fort  Garry,  issued  the  following  proclamation: — 

“  From  Prince  Arthur’s  Landing  to  Port  Garry  is  over  600  miles, 
through  a  wilderness  of  forest  and  water,  where  no  supplies  of  any 
description  are  obtainable.  You  had  to  carry  on  your  backs  a  vast 
amount  of  supplies  over  no  less  than  47  portages,  making  a  total  dis¬ 
tance  of  seven  miles,  a  feat  unparalleled  in  our  military  annals.  You 
have  descended  a  great  river,  esteemed  so  dangerous  from  its  rapids, 
falls  and  whirlpools,  that  none  but  experienced  voyageurs  attempt  its 
navigation.  Your  cheerful  obedience  to  orders  has  enabled  you,  under 
the  blessing  of  Divine  Providence,  to  accomplish  your  task  without  any 
accident. 

“  Although  the  banditti  who  had  been  oppressing  this  people  fled  at 
your  approach,  without  giving  you  an  opportunity  of  proving  how  men 
capable  of  such  labor  could  fight,  you  have  deserved  as  well  of  your 
country  as  if  you  had  won  a  battle.’  ’ 

Now  Mr.  Dawson,  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma,  adds  this: 

“  This  is  no  doubt  very  eloquent,  and  the  soldiers  deserved  all  that 
could  be  said  in  their  praise,  but  as  it  occurs  in  a  document  which  will 
doubtless  be  placed  on  record,  I  must  protest  against  its  being  accepted 
as  a  correct  representation  of  the  state  of  matters  existing  in  the  Red 
River  settlement  when  the  troops  arrived. 

“  The  people  to  whom  he  alludes,  instead  of  flying  at  his  approach, 
like  banditti,  were  quietly  following  their  usual  occupations,  except 
those  who  were  out,  at  his  particular  request,  making  a  road  to  facilitate 
the  movements  of  Her  Majesty’s  troops,  and  the  soldiers  had  had  experi¬ 
enced  guides  on  the  Winnipeg,  although  the  contrary  is  implied.” 

Those  people  expected  that  a  complete  amnesty  would  reach 
that  country  before  the  arrival  of  the  troops  ;  they  were 
perfectly  ready  to  receive  the  Canadian  Government ;  they 
had  organised  a  demonstration  to  welcome  Mr.  Archibald, 
the  first  Lieutenant  Governor  of  that  country.  Col. 
Wolseley’s  proclamation,  calling  thete  people  banditti, 
calling  them  cowards,  because  he  had  not  the  chance  of 
firing  a  shot  against  them,  caused  very  naturally  great 
humiliation  and,  I  must  say,  exasperation  in  the  minds  of 
those  people.  Col.  Wolseley  had  no  right  to  call  them 
banditti ;  he  had  no  more  right  than  the  hon.  member 
for  EaA  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  in  a  speech  he  de¬ 
livered  in  Toronto  in  1872.  When  you  call  a  whole 
population  banditti,  thieves  and  robbers,  and  when  you 
call  them  cowards,  no  wonder  if  these  people,  whose 
minds  had  been  already  poisoned  by  the  ill-doings 
of  some  officials,  resent  the  humiliation  inflicted  upon 
them.  Such  was  the  state  of  affairs  at  the  arrival  of 
the  troops  at  Fort  Garry  in  1878.  The  expedition 
of  those  tioops  had  been  asked  for  by  the  heads  of  the  people 
in  that  colony,  but  certainly  it  would  not  have  been  asked 
for  if  they  had  believed  the  arrival  of  the  troops  would  have 
been  followed  by  such  results.  The  whole  population  was 
insulted  by  such  a  proclamation,  and  the  events  that  fol¬ 
lowed  showed  that  population  that  Canada,  instead  of  con¬ 
sidering  them  as  people  whose  rights  had  to  be  respected, 
looked  upon  them  as  a  nation  whose  fate  was  not  worth 


that  of  the  Indian.  In  the  presence  of  these  facts,  is  it 
improper  for  me  to  say  they  are  the  remote  cause  of  the 
troubles  which  occurred  last  spring  on  the  Saskatchewan  ? 
It  has  been  in  their  bosom  ever  since  1870,  and  some  years 
before,  that  they  had  been  unjustly  dealt  with,  and  that 
Canada,  iustead  of  being  a  country  friendly  to  them,  was  a 
receptacle  of  foes  and  opponents.  In  the  presence  of  the 
facts  I  have  just  mentioned,  is  it  improper  for  me  to  say 
that  those  facts  are  some  of  the  causes  of  the  troubles  of  last 
spring  on  the  Saskatchewan  ?  The  half-breeds,  from  that 
moment,  looked  upon  Canadians  as  faithless  invaders,  as  a 
people  totally  foreign  to  all  sentiments  of  justice,  fair  play, 
patriotism  and  public  honor  and  dignity.  They  returned  to 
their  homes  with  the  deep-seated  feelings  of  the  injustice, 
humiliation  and  insult  with  which  they,  as  a  nation,  had 
been  treated  ;  the  good  faith  of  their  devoted  bishop  and 
clergy  had  been  abused  and  surprised  ;  their  natural  leaders 
were  in  exile,  and  the  machinery  of  Govern  meat  was 
entrusted  to  them  to  organise,  when  it  had  been  made  impos¬ 
sible  for  them  to  take  advantage  of.  I  have  been  a  witness 
to  their  sorrows,  to  their  complaints,  and  to  the  utter  want 
of  respect  which  they  had  towards  the  Government  and 
institutions  of  my  country.  Such  scenes  I  will  never  forget. 
I  was  then  able  to  realise  how  criminal  to  their  country 
had  been,  and  still  are,  those  politicians  and  journalists 
whose  only  programme  is  to  appeal  to  religious  or  national 
prejudices  in  a  country  like  ours,  and  such  was  the  pro¬ 
gramme  of  the  Globe  for  the  last  thirty  years.  In  fact,  a 
whole  generation  has  grown  up  in  Ontario  under  the  teach¬ 
ings  of  that  paper.  But  the  complement  of  the  policy  of 
the  Globe  and  its  partisans  was  the  promise  made  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  when  he  was  in  the  Government 
of  Ontario,  and  promised  $5,000  for  the  capture  of  Eiel  and 
his  accomplices.  In  the  remarks  I  have  made,  I  have  tried 
to  show  that  the  people  with  whom  we  had  to  deal  in  1870 
was  a  distinct  people,  was  a  nationality  by  itself,  was  a  people 
that  had  its  own  national  characteristics,  its  own  institu¬ 
tions,  its  own  social  life  ;  that  that  people  was  entirely  differ¬ 
ent  from  ours,  that  their  ideas  of  civilisation  were  not  alto¬ 
gether  those  we  have ;  and  I  have  tried  to  show  that  they 
were  forgotten  in  the  agreement  which  was  entered  into  by 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company  and  the  Canadian  Government, 
in  I860.  Whether  it  was  the  fault  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Company,  as  stated  by  the  leader  of  the  Government,  or 
not,  I  do  not  know,  but  I  must  say  that  we  have  to  deal 
now  with  the  causes  of  the  recent  troubles,  and  the  causes 
of  a  remote  nature  are  some  of  those  which  I  have  cited. 
Owing  to  the  distance,  owing  to  the  impossibility  of  exercis¬ 
ing  a  proper  check  upon  the  conduct  of  Canadian  officials  in 
the  North-West,  those  officials  have  been,  to  a  great  extent, 
the  cause  of  the  discontent,  the  suspicion  and  the  hostility 
shown  by  the  natives  of  that  country  to  Canada ;  and  these 
remote  causes,  the  existence  of  which  I  have  cited,  were 
causes  which  it  did  not  lay  in  the  power  of  any  Government 
to  deal  with  or  to  make  disappear.  I  cannot  help  making 
a  contrast  between  the  expedition  of  the  Canadian  volunteers 
in  1870  and  the  expedition  of  the  volunteers  which  has 
recently  taken  place. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Adjourn. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 

Mr.  TEOW.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Eoyal)  has  taken 
his  seat,  and  he  cannot  speak  a  second  time. 

Mr.  EOYAL.  I  see  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not 
like  to  hear  the  truth  on  some  points. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  took  his  seat, 
and  I  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  EOYAL.  In  the  course  of  my  remarks - 

Mr.  TEOW.  The  hon.  gentleman  took  his  seat. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  not  the  question  of  adjournment 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  took 
his  seat  with  the  idea  of  giving  up  his  right.  If  an  hon. 
member  takes  his  seat  when  another  member  rises  to 
speak,  he  loses  his  right. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  he  sat  down,  I  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  sat  down  when  I  was  called  to  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  please  proceed 
with  his  speech. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  might  contrast  the  two  expeditions  of 
troops  in  1870  and  1885.  In  1885  the  troops  were  certainly 
more  disciplined.  They  showed  a  better  spirit ;  and  it 
was  seen  that  a  young  country,  when  a  portion  of  its 
population,  rightly  or  wrongly,  chooses  to  appeal  to  arms 
for  the  redress  of  its  grievances,  from  every  part  of  that 
young  country  the  volunteers  on  the  call  to  arms  are  unani¬ 
mous.  It  shows  the  strength  of  our  institutions,  and  I 
believe  that  no  young  country  was  ever  so  true  to  a  test  as 
great  as  that  which  Canada  has  had.  In  1870  the 
troops,  on  arriving  at  Winnipeg,  showed  a  great  deal  of 
indiscipline,  of  which  I  was  myself  witness.  But  in  the 
present  year  our  volunteers  have  displayed  an  amount  of 
discipline,  of  endurance,  of  patriotism,  that  every  member 
of  this  House  is  justly  to  bo  proud  of.  The  65th  Montreal 
regiment  accomplished  a  march  of  thirty-two  miles  in  a 
boggy,  swampy  country,  which,  I  believe  is  unparalleled  in 
the  history  of  any  march.  Contrast  the  proclama¬ 
tions  issued  by  Colonel  Wolseley  and  that  of  General 
Middleton.  In  the  proclamation  issued  by  Colonel  Wolsely 
there  was  an  insult  of  the  population  of  the  country, 
while  that  of  General  Middleton  was  a  simple  and  digni¬ 
fied  appeal  to  the  people  to  lay  down  their  arms  and 
submit  to  the  laws  of  the  country.  The  result  of 
Colonel  Wolseley’s  proclamation  was  a  deep  feeling  of 
humiliation  and  sorrow  among  the  people,  while  the 
conduct  of  General  Middleton  was  such  as  to  conciliate  the 
people  towards  the  Government ;  and  instead  of  a  pro¬ 
tracted  spirit  of  resistance  and  hostility  on  the  part  of  the 
people,  I  am  sure  that  in  a  few  weeks  it  will  be  evident  to 
all  that  the  half  breed  population  did  not  willingly  go  into 
rebellion,  but  that  they  were  misled  by  designing  politicians. 
Now,  Sir,  the  half-breeds  were  accused  of  cowardice  by  Col. 
Wolseley  in  his  despatch  ;  but  if  we  may  judge  of  the 
resistance  that  they  might  have  offered  to  his  march  to  the 
Red  River  and  of  the  resistance  they  have  offered  to  our 
own  troops,  I  believe  if  the  half-breeds  had  beeD  so  disposed 
Col.  Wolseley  would  never  have  been  able  to  issue  his  pro¬ 
clamation  from  Fort  Garry.  At  every  portage  that  our 
volunters  had  to  make,  25  armed  half  breeds  could  for  a 
long  time  have  prevented  Col.  Wolseley  and  his  troops 
fi’om  going  from  Port  Arthur  to  the  Red  River.  Sir, 
these  half-breeds  have  also  been  accused  of  cruelty.  Well,  we 
know  by  the  newspaper  accounts  that  it  was  to  the  half- 
breeds  that  last  spring  the  white  prisoners  in  the  Indian 
camps  owed  their  liberty  and  their  lives.  We  know  that  Mrs. 
Delaney,  who  was  taken  prisoner  in  Poundmaker’s  camp, 
was  liberated  by  a  poor  half-breed,  a  man  named  Helphis 
Nolin,  who  had  only  two  ponies  with  him,  and  who  cheer¬ 
fully  gave  them  up  to  Poundmaker  to  assure  the  freedom  of 
Mrs.  Delaney.  This  is  but  one  instance,  but  there  were 
many  others,  during  the  recent  outbreak,  which  prove  the 
humanity  of  the  half-breeds.  Par  from  exercising  any 
vengeance  upon  any  of  their  white  prisoners,  either  civilian 
or  military,  our  English  and  French  half-breeds  were 
instrumental  in  saving  the  lives  of  these  prisoners 
from  the  cruelties  which  Indians  have  always  been 
accustomed  to  exercise  towards  their  captives.  It  has 
also  been  stated  that  the  half-breeds  are  inferior 
to  our  own  people  in  the  arts  of  agriculture  and  civilisation. 

Mr.  Royal. 


Now,  if  we  look  at  the  reports  published  in  the  American 
papers — which  certainly  are  not  over  friendly  to  us — we  see 
that  the  half-breeds  at  Batoche,  St.  Laurent  and  other 
parishes,  had  farms  as  highly  improved  as  any  farm  in  the 
State  of  Minnesota.  We  have  seen  the  description  of  the 
house  opposite  Batoche,  and  of  other  farm  houses  in  that 
region,  which  shows  that  there  is  a  considerable  degree  of 
civilisation  and  cultivated  taste  among  the  half-breeds. 
Agricultural  implements  are  numerous  among  them,  and 
you  will  find  as  many  agricultural  implements  on  their 
farms  as  on  any  farm  in  the  eastern  Provinces,  With 
regard  to  the  intellectual  standing  of  the  half-breed  popula¬ 
tion  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- West  Territories,  I  believe 
we  have  no  reason  to  be  ashamed  of  them,  as  having  descended 
from  English  and  French  fathers,  the  same  as  ourselves. 
An  English-speaking  half-breed,  Mr.  Norquay,  has 
for  the  last  eight  years,  been  Premier  of  Manitoba. 
We  see,  also,  by  the  last  report,  that  a  French-speaking 
half-breed  won  the  Governor’s  medal,  at  the  concourse 
of  the  colleges  affiliated  with  the  Manitoba  University. 
In  the  course  of  my  connection  with  the  Administration  in 
Manitoba,  I  sat  at  the  council  table  with  two  or  three  half- 
breeds,  and  I  must  say  they  are  not  inferior  to  any  one 
in  intelligence  and  intellectual  capacity  as  well  as  educa¬ 
tion.  I  have  stated  what  I  consider  to  be  the  remote  causes 
of  the  troubles  that  have  taken  place  on  the  shores  of  the 
Saskatchewan.  I  now  come  to  the  second  part  ot  my 
observations,  and  I  shall  have  to  state  some  unpleasant 
facts  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  which  facts,  however, 
cannot  be  disputed  I  come  to  the  more  immediate 
causes  of  the  outbreak.  I  have  stated  that  there 
are  remote  causes,  over  which  no  Government,  whether 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  could  have  controlled.  They  were 
in  the  essence  of  the  matter.  There  was  the  want  of  saga¬ 
city  and  judgment  of  Canadians  who  first  went  to  the  Red 
River  settlement.  Then  there  was  the  utter  want  of  judg¬ 
ment  on  the  part  of  officials  sent  in  1869-70,  and  the  fanati¬ 
cism,  and  want  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  some  officials 
sent  to  Manitoba  in  1870.  Then  there  was  the  want  of  easy 
and  quick  communication,  and  it  is  almost  impossible 
for  any  Government  to  thoroughly  control  its  officials 
unless  within  easy  distance.  I  believe  those  imme¬ 
diate  causes  were  aggravated  to  a  large  extent  by  the 
shameful  speculation  that  was  carried  on  at  the  expense 
of  the  halhbreeds  in  the  year's  following  1870.  By  the 
Manitoba  Act  a  certain  reserve  had  been  set  out  for  the 
extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  in  favor  of  the  people  of 
that  part  of  the  country.  In  fact,  the  half-breeds  under 
that  Act  were  recognised  as  a  distinct  people,  having 
distinct  privileges  and  rights,  which  the  Government  of 
Canada  had  to  deal  with  and  settle.  And  let  me  here  say 
that  with  respect  of  North-West  grievances,  there  are  three 
causes  of  the  grievances  in  connection  with  the  North-West 
affairs.  There  are  letters  and  petitions  addressed  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  by  the  people,  both  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  Territories.  Those  lettei’S  and  petitions  have 
been  read  and  commented  upon  at  great  length  by 
some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  more  especially  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  Then  we  have  the  resolutions  and 
Bills  of  Rights  proposed  by  Riel  and  his  white  Gritfollowers 
at  Prince  Albert  and  elsewhere ;  and  the  resolutions  proposed 
at  the  Moosomin  and  Calgary  meetings,  and  they  form  a 
distinct  part  of  the  grievances.  The  thix-d  class  of  griev¬ 
ances  is  composed  of  the  grievances  of  the  Opposition, 
and  I  believe  they  are  the  only  grievances  with  which  to 
deal  in  the  settlement  of  this  question.  Under  the  Mani¬ 
toba  Act  as  stated  the  half-bi'eeds  were  entitled  to  have  a 
certain  lot  of  land  for  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title. 
A  resoiwe,  comprising  1,400,000  aci’es  of  land,  was  set  apart 
for  the  purpose.  But  long  were  the  delays.  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  make  moi'e  of  those  details  than  should  be  made 
of  them.  And  so  long  wei-e  the  delays  in  the  apportionment 
of  those  reserves,  and  so  protracted  the  issue  of  letters 
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patent,  that  the  people  became  doubtful  of  the  good  faith  of 
the  Government,  and  were  easily  induced  by  speculators 
to  sell  their  rights  to  the  land.  They  were  canvas¬ 
sed  by  those  speculators,  who  informed  them  that  it 
would  take  many  years  to  get  possession  of  their  240 
acres;  that  the  Government  did  not  desire  that  they  should 
get  possession  of  them  ;  and  other  arguments  of  that  kind 
were  used.  I  suppose  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  know  some¬ 
thing  about  that,  for  I  believe  that  some  of  them  and  some 
of  their  friends  own  several  thousand  acres  of  these  reserves. 
I  presume  that  at  one  time  240  acres  of  half-breed  claims 
were  actually  purchased  for  5,  6,  7  and  8  pounds,  and  those 
prices  prevailed  during  the  Administration  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  The  result  was  that  the  half-breeds  lost 
confidence  in  Canadian  laws  and  Canadian  promises,  and 
were  easily  induced  to  part  with  their  reservations  for  a  mere 
trifle.  In  fact,  at  the  present  day,  I  do  not  suppose  that 
one-twentieth  of  these  reserves  remain  in  the  hands  of  the 
original  owners,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  we  see  so 
many  of  these  reserves  in  certain  parishes  lying  waste. 
The  result  was,  that  in  1880,  1881  and  1883,  a  large  number 
of  those  half-breeds  left  the  Province,  some  going  towards 
the  Turtle  Mountain  district,  in  Dakota,  and  were  thus  lost  to 
us  entirely,  others  going  westward  to  increase  materially  the 
half-breed  settlements  at  Duck  Lake,  Qu’Appelle,  Battleford 
and  St.  Albert.  It  is  stated  that,  of  a  strong  colony  which 
formerly  existed  at  Wood  Mountain,  only  a  few  remain,  the 
others  having  gone  to  the  United  States.  Only  a  few  thou 
sand  half-breeds  now  remain  in  Manitoba,  although  their 
population  at  the  time  of  the  transfer,  in  1870,  was  12,000  or 
13,000.  With  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  several  officers, 
I  have  referred  to  the  conduct  of  Snow,  Dennis,  Col. 
Wolseley  and  other  officers  appointed  to  deal  with  the 
population.  These  officers  very  often  assume  airs  of  impor¬ 
tance  amongst  those  people  and  as  they  were  looked  upon  as 
as  representing  the  Canadian  Government,  they  did  a  great 
deal  of  harm  to  Canada  and  to  Canadian  institutions.  To 
the  dishonest  conduct  of  some  of  these  officers  is  due 
the  lact  that  there  are  some  of  these  long  outstanding 
claims  not  yet  settled.  These  claims  have  been  in  existence 
for  fifteen  years,  and  have  been  pressed  on  the  attention  of 
the  Government  during  that  time,  and  I  am  convinced  that 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  dishonesty  of  those  officers,  which 
the  Government  could  not  know  of,  except  after  a  long 
time,  on  account  of  the  difficulty  of  surveillance  and  com¬ 
munication,  these  officers  would  have  been  checked  sooner  and 
those  grievances  would  have  been  ameliorated.  During  the 
administration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  tnese  grievances 
existed,  and  to  a  large  extent.  In  fact,  if  you  compare  the 
number  of  patents  issued — and,  of  course,  the  number  issued 
was  on  account  of  their  being  no  dispute  about  them — if 
you  compare  the  number  issued  by  the  late  Administration 
and  the  present  Administration,  you  will  see  that  the  present 
Government  have  done  more  justice  to  those  parties  than 
their  predecessors.  As  to  surveys,  I  have  obtained  the  foll¬ 
owing  figures  as  to  the  extent  of  the  work  done  in  the 
North-West  by  both  the  Conservative  aud  Deform  Govern¬ 
ments  respectively : 


Total  area  of  the  North-West  Territories .  9,999,000  acres. 

Lands  surveyed  from  1874  to  1878 .  1,797,120  do 

do  do  1879  to  1884 .  65,618,500  do 

Blocks  and  Townships,  outline  surveys  from 

1874  to  1878,  inclusive .  2,200  miles. 

Block  and  Townships,  outline  surveyB  from 

1879  to  1884,  inclusive .  36,900  do 

First-class  traverse, from  1874  to  1878  inclusive  200  do 

do  do  1879  to  1884  do  ...  2,300  do 

Odometer  and  other  traverse,  from  1874  to  1878 

inclusive .  1,600  do 

Odometer  and  other  traverse,  from  1879  to  1884 

inclusive .  6,900  do 


Such  has  been  the  work  done  in  the  North-West  by  the  two 
governments;  the  figures  show  on  whose  side  was  the 
actual  and  earnest  desire  to  work  for  developing  our  newly 


acquired  Dominion.  I  now  come  to  a  more  sensitive  part  of 
my  remarks,  and  I  state  that  the  action,  the  language, 
the  example,  and  even  the  direct  supjiort  of  the 
large  portion  of  the  Grit  party,  appear  to  have  been  the 
most  immediate  and  most  direct  cause  of  the  late  troubles 
on  the  shores  of  the  Saskatchewan.  No  one  will  attempt  to 
deny  that,  with  any  show  of  reason.  And  yet  let  us  not 
lose  sight  of  this  remarkable  fact,  that  half-breeds  have 
not  the  sympathies  of  the  Opposition  party.  The  late 
Minister  of  Interior,  Mr.  Mills,  said  that  no  privileges  wore 
to  accrue  to  half-breods — that  they  had  to  be  either  whites 
or  Indians.  From  1873  to  1878  very  little  was  done  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  satisfy  the  half-breeds.  In  fact, 
nothing  was  done  ;  as  stated  by  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the 
Government,  there  was  a  blank  in  that  day.  I  must  say  that, 
except  for  the  reward  that  was  offered  by  the  party  oppo¬ 
site  for  the  capture  of  Diel,  the  appointment  of  a  judge  to 
try  him  and  the  refusal  to  give  representation  to  the  half- 
breeds  in  the  appointments  which  were  made,  and  the 
refusal  to  recognise  those  rights  outside  of  Manitoba,  very 
little,  indeed,  was  done  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
they  come  with  very  bid  grace  now  to  defend  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  half-breed  population,  which  they' say 
has  been  so  shamefully  neglected  by  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question,  quostion. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  During  the  long  and  tedious  debates  on 
the  Franchise  Bill,  I  never  interrupted  any  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  but  listened  very  patiently  to  their 
discourses.  Now,  what  was  the  first  act  of  the  present 
Government  towards  settling  the  burning  questions  of  the 
North-West  Territories?  They  took  upon  themselves  the 
right  to  deal  with  those  questions,  and  to  settle  them  in  a 
manner  that  would  meet  the  largest  demands  of  those  peo¬ 
ple,  During  the  period  from  1873  to  1878  not  one  act  was 
done  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  On  the  contrary,  they 
bungled  the  whole  subject,  and  ii  was  the  worst  legacy  they 
left  to  the  present  Government,  after  they  left  office,  in  1878. 
But  that  change  of  Government,  in  1878,  seemed  to  have 
drawn  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  all  their  interest  in  the 
matter.  The  protection  seemed  to  cause  them  to  rush 
to  arms  and  not  discriminate  between  the  means  they 
might  take  to  overthrow  the  present  Government.  War 
was  commenced— a  war  of  words.  That  war  of  words 
may  be  all  right  amongst  us,  because  it  is  confined  to 
newspapers  and  to  some  very  high  and  loud  talk  on  the  floor 
of  this  House ;  but  upon  the  minds  of  those  people  in  the 
North-West  it  had  a  very  different  effect.  They  took  those 
words  as  meaning  exactly  what  they  intended ;  they  could  not 
understand  that  two  parties  fighting  upon  a  certain  question 
did  not  exactly  mean  what  their  speakers  said.  Now,  Sir, 
I  come  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  In  1882  the  agitation 
that  had  been  going  on  in  the  eastern  Provinces  culminated 
there  in  the  organisation  of  what  was  afterwards  called  the 
Farmers’  Union,  which,  under  the  color  of  remedying  tho 
condition  of  affairs  that  seemed  injurious  to  the  farmers  at 
that  time,  was  nothing  else  but  a  firm  and  well-concealed 
design  to  strengthen  the  cause  of  the  Opposition  to  the 
Conservative  party. 

Mr.  WATSON.  No,  no. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  hear  “  No  ”  from  an  hon.  gentleman  oppo¬ 
site.  There  was  a  co  existence  of  different  causes  which 
led  farmers  to  seek  to  remedy  a  certain  condition  of  things 
which  they  thought  to  be  injurious  to  themselves,  and  in 
the  ranks  of  the  Farmers’  Union,  as  first  organised,  we 
find  some  well-meaning  Conservatives,  but  I  must  say 
they  were  in  a  minority.  Granting  that  the  country  was  in. 
the  midst  of  a  crisis  such  as  they  professed,  the  leaders, 
instead  of  confining  themselves  to  the  immediate  purpose 
I  of  this  organisation,  as  at  first  established,  extended  their 
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protection  and  patronage  to  every  interest  in  the  Province. 
There  was  nothing  permitted  to  escape  them.  They 
assumed  to  correct  and  control  the  affairs  of  the  Province, 
from  the  management  of  a  school  up  to  the  enlargement  of 
the  boundaries  of  the  Province  to  the  Hudson  Bay,  from 
interference  with  the  individaal  settler  in  the  growing  and 
selling  of  grain  up  to  the  shaping  of  the  policy  of  the 
country  in  its  relation  to  the  Dominion.  They  con¬ 
stituted  themselves  a  rival  Parliament  to  the  Local 
Legislature,  and  dictated  terms  alike  to  Mr.  Tor¬ 
quay  and  to  Sir  John  Macdonald.  They  did  not  deal 
in  protests  or  remonstrances,  but  in  demands.  They 
took  the  whole  country  and  its  various  interests 
under  their  protection,  and  with  superb  impudence  fashioned 
them  according  to  their  own  notions,  in  a  word,  they 
exercised  the  powers  of  the  Local  Government  and  demanded 
the  liberty  to  exercise  them.  Such  is  the  character  of  the 
institution  that  was  then  started,  under  the  fallacious  name 
of  the  Farmers’  Union,  by  some  designing  politicians  belong¬ 
ing  to  the  opposite  party.  Now,  in  November,  1864  meetings 
were  held  to  protest  against  the  disallowance  of  railway 
charters,  at  which  very  violent  and  treasonable  expressions 
were  used.  I  will,  with  your  permission,  Sir,  read  some¬ 
thing  which  will,  no  doubt,  attract  the  attention  of  some 
hon.  gentleman  opposite.  At  a  meeting  held  in  Portage 
la  Prairie,  in  1882,  of  the  delagates,  a  meeting  which  was 
reported  to  be  very  enthusiastic  by  the  Opposition  press, 
one  gentleman  having  a  seat  in  this  House,  was  reported  as 
having  used  thefollowing  language  . — 

“  lie  thought  that  what  was  necessary  was  a  Local  Government, 
which  would  stand  up  for  Manitoba,  and  if,  after  all  had  been  tried,  we 
could  not  get  our  rights,  we  must  try  a  little  of  what  some  would  call 
rebellion,  or  petition  for  annexation  to  the  United  States.” 

Another  gentleman,  who  is  a  member  of  the  Local  House, 
said : 

“The  Lower  Provinces  were,  to  a  great  extent,  dependent  upon  this 
Province  to  dispose  of  their  superfluous  manufactures,  and  we  should 
say  to  them,  that  if  they  would  not  give  us  equal  rights  with  themselves 
we  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  them.  He  thought  our  duty  was 
not  to  petition  Mr.  Norquay,  but  to  send  men  into  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  who  would  stand  manfully  by  Manitoba  and  insist  on  her  rights.” 

That  was  the  kind  of  language  used  by  some  persons  who 
did  not  belong  to  the  Conservative  party,  in  the  various 
meetings  which  took  place  in  1882,  under  the  color  and 
pretext  of  disallowance  for  railway  charters.  Later  on,  at  a 
meeting  of  citizens  in  the  council  chamber  at  Brandon,  in 
December,  1883,  Mr.  Purvis,  one  of  the  leading  spirits  in 
the  Farmers’  Union - - 

Mr.  WATSON.  And  a  Conservative. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  He  is  not  a  Conservative. 

Mr.  WATSON.  He  has  been  one  all  his  life. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  Mr.  Purvis  said  :  “  If  we  cannot  obtain 
our  rights,  let  us  annex  to  the  United  States.”  In  February 
last,  a  meeting  was  held  of  the  Farmers’  Union,  at  which 
that  question  was  discussed,  and  subsequent  to  that  another 
meeting  was  called,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  indepen¬ 
dence.  The  time  is  not  long  since  when  the  Free  Press  was 
stirring  up  the  feelings  of  the  people,  and  were  it  not  for  the 
sober  sense  of  the  people,  the  agitation  would  have  resulted 
in  a  disruption  of  the  U  nion.  The  Free  Press  is  the  recognis¬ 
ed  and,  I  must  say,  skillful  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
in  Manitoba;  there  is  no  doubt  about  the  activity,  energy 
and  enterprise  displayed  by  the  editor  of  that  paper,  and 
therefore  I  attach  the  most  importance  to  its  utterances. 
The  Free  Press  said: 

“  The  threats  of  Riel  are  not  worth  considering,  in  view  of  what  we 
have  to  apprehend  from  the  not  less  unscrupulous  but  vastly  more 
powerful  traitor  who  rules  the  Dominion.  *  *  *  It  would  be  better 

a  million  fold  that  Riel  and  his  descendants  shall  forever  remain  kings 
or  presidents,  or  whatever  they  may  choose  to  call  themselves,  of  the 
North-West  half-breeds,  than  that  Sir  John  Macdonald  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  proclaim  himself  and  his  friends  perpetual  rulers  of  Canada.” 

Mr.  Royal. 


July  8, 


The  Hamilton  Spectator  has  seen  the  motive  which 
prompted  the  paragraphs  and  comments  thereon  as  fol¬ 
lows  : — 

“  That  is  plain  enough.  And  if  it  means  anything,  it  means  that 
whatever  else  may  happen,  it  is  of  paramount  importance  that  the  Grit 
party  should  be  again  placed  in  power.  To  bring  about  the  defeat  of 
the  present  Government,  and  hoist  the  Grits  into  office,  is  the  only  thing 
worth  working  for.  Riel  may  rebel,  Indians  may  rise,  men  and  children 
may  be  massacred,  women  may  suffer  worse  than  death,  our  citizen 
soldiers  may  be  slain  and  mangled  and  maimed,  the  entire  country, 
from  the  Saskatchewan  to  the  Atlantic,  may  be  plunged  into  grief  and 
may  mourn  its  dead — but  what  of  it  ?  In  the  language  of  the  Free  Press, 

1  it  would  be  better  a  million  fold’  that  these  things  should  happen 
than  that  the  Tories  should  remain  in  office — it  is  better  a  million  fold 
that  the  murdering,  the  plundering,  the  maiming,  the  killing  and  the 
ravishing  should  go  on,  than  that  the  greedy  clutches  of  the  Grits  should 
be  longer  kept  from  the  coveted  money  bags  of  the  Dominion.’  ’ 

I  do  not  charge  the  whole  of  the  Opposition  press  and  party 
with  being  directly  responsible  for  the  late  insurrection,  but 
were  it  not  for  the  excitement  they  created  in  Manitoba  the 
events  of  the  Saskatchewan  would  not  have  taken  place. 
These  expressions  of  disloyalty,  because  by  loyalty  I  mean 
devotion  to  the  interests  of  the  country  and  devotion 
to  the  prosperity  and  development  of  the  country, 
these  expressions  of  disloyalty  are  not  only  confined  to  the 
Opposite  party  in  the  Province  of  Ontario ;  the  Liberal 
party  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  share  in  the  same  senti¬ 
ments.  I  would  not,  of  coui  se,  attribute  anything  in  the  insur¬ 
rection  that  took  place  in  the  North-West  last  spring  direct 
to  the  Liberal  party  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  must  say 
however,  that,  in  disloyalty,  they  are  not  the  least  in  sym¬ 
pathy  with  their  colleagues  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  or  the 
other  Provinces.  In  the  Herald,  of  the  27th  May  last,  what 
do  we  find  ?  We  find  that  the  Club  National,  which  is  the 
club  par  excellence  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  gave  a  banquet ;  that  this  banquet  took 
place  in  the  city  of  Montreal  ;  at  thit  banquet  toasts  were 
proposed  and  drunk  and  responded  to,  and  amongst  those 
toasts  were  two,  one  to  the  independence  of  Canada 
and  the  other  to  the  Republic  of  Canada ;  and  one 
of  the  speakers  stated  that  he  wished  to  God  that  Mr.  Mer- 
cier,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
might  be  the  first  President  of  that  Republic.  I  believe 
there  is  a  connection  in  things ;  there  is  something  that 
breaks  out,  sooner  or  later,  and  shows  the  unanimity  of 
principle  and  feeling  in  one  party.  1  would  not  attribute 
to  the  Rouge  party  in  Quebec  the  events  that  took  place  on 
the  Saskatchewan;  but  in  the  feelings  expressed  in  the  Grit 
press  of  Manitoba,  Ontario  and  elsewhere,  their  partisans 
in  Quebec  fully  sympathise.  The  hour  being  very  late,  and 
my  observations  having  been  in  the  first  place  of  a  rather 
lengthy  character,  I  shall  dispense  with  citing  extracts 
that  I  had  intended  to  read  to  you.  I  now  come  to 
the  end  of  my  remarks.  If,  Sir,  in  the  course  of  these 
remarks,  I  have  succeeded  in  giving  a  fair  idea  of  the 
origin  of  the  first  population  of  the  North-West,  which  we 
met  in  going  there,  of  their  characteristics,  of  their  high 
state  of  prosperity  and  contentment,  of  their  situation,  re¬ 
ligious,  political  and  social — if  I  have  succeeded  in  impress¬ 
ing  upon  the  House  that  the  half-breed  nation  is  not  a 
semi-savage  population,  but  is  distinguished  for  humanity, 
courage,  industry,  intelligence  and  moral  character, 
I  will  have  accomplished  much  of  my  task.  I  have 
tried  to  trace  the  remote  sources  as  well  as  the  imme¬ 
diate  sources  of  the  troubles.  However,  we  must  not  lose 
sight  of  the  motion  before  the  House.  I  have  tried  to  show 
that  the  immediate  cause  of  the  troubles  lies  in  the  conduct, 
the  language,  and  the  doings  of  ihe  Opposition  par ty.  I 
will  not  charge  that  party  with  being  a  disloyal  party  ;  I  am 
willing  to  give  them  credit  for  what  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  Adminis¬ 
tration  did  from  1873  to  1878,  and  amongst  the  doings  of 
that  Administration  I  must  pay  a  high  tribute  of  admiration 
to  the  territorial  organisation  they  have  given  to  the  North- 
West  Territories.  But,  Sir,  I  stop  there.  I  was  a  member 
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of  the  North-West  council,  and  I  remember  that,  when  it 
was  mentioned  that  we  had  to  deal  with  the  extinction  of 
the  buffalo,  with  the  small-pox,  then  raging  among  certain 
tribes,  with  the  administration  of  justice  in  these  Territories 
we  were  uniformly,  at  every  turn,  met  with  this  answer 
from  Governor  Morris,  who  was  then  the  President  :  “  No 
funds.”  It  was,  unfortunately,  the  period  of  deficits,  and  these 
gentlemen  had  no  funds  for  any  of  these  purposes.  They 
could  form  a  North-West  council  to  direct  them  how  to 
deal  with  affairs,  but,  when  it  came  to  pra-  tice,  the  uniform 
answer  was  that  they  had  no  funds,  and  it  was  the 
same  when  the  question  of  surveys  was  pressed  upon  their 
attention.  When  the  Premier  said  that  a  blank  existed 
with  regard  to  the  administration  of  North-West  affairs 
from  1873  to  1878,  I  would  have  been  glad  to  agree  with 
him,  but  I  must  say  that,  from  the  very  start,  the  half- 
breeds  were  totally  ignored  as  having  distinct  rights  and 
privileges,  in  fact,  as  having  any  distinct  existence,  by  the 
Government  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  Premier 
stated,  the  other  night,  I  think  pi’operly,  that  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  had  abstained  carefully  from  stating  his 
opinion  upon  the  intrinsic  merit  of  the  claims  of  the  half- 
breed  population  of  the  North-West.  I  believe  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  very  right,  because,  if  he  had  stated 
that  they  had  rights,  he  would  have  logically  stated  that 
they  had  grievances,  but  he  did  not  state  whether  they  had 
rights  or  not,  and  where  there  are  no  rights  there  are  no 
grievances.  In  1873  Bishop  Grandin  wrote  to  the  Government 
of  Mr.  Mackenzie.  In  1874  he  wrote  upon  the  same  ques¬ 
tion  and  urged  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
claims  of  that  population.  In  1875,  again,  the  same  prelate, 
with  all  the  authority  and  with  all  the  benevolence  he  felt 
for  his  people,  and  with  the  care  and  anxiety  which  he  felt 
for  the  good  government  of  those  Territories  and  their  con¬ 
tentment,  with  the  Canadian  rule,  wrote  again  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  spoke  of  the  excitement  and  uneasiness  that  was 
felt  then,  and  which  had  existed  for  four  or  five  years  among 
the  half-breed  people  of  those  Territories.  In  1876  Major 
Walsh,  then  an  officer  of  that  Government,  wrote  again  about 
the  disputed  land  claims  in  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent. 
In  1877  Governor  Laird  transmitted  his  letters.  That 
forms  the  whole  docket,  the  whole  record  of  the  doings  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  what  I  have  stated  and  with 
what  has  been  stated,  so  far,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard),  and  hon.  members  of  this  House 
who  have  addressed  you  on  the  same  subject.  It  is  well 
known  that  in  1878  there  was  no  allotment;  from  1870, 
when  the  acquisition  of  that  Territory  took  place,  there  had 
been  no  allotment  on  the  reserve  made  for  the  French- 
speaking  parishes.  On  the  16 Ih  March  Mr.  Mills,  then 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  wrote  : 

“It  is  perfectly  unnecessary  to  look  up  parties  who  may  have  claims 
upon  the  Government.  Let  them  come  forward  and  state  their  claims.” 

That  was  in  keeping  with  the  declaration  of  the  said  gentle¬ 
man,  that  he  would  make  no  distinction  between  white  men 
and  Indians,  thereby  setting  at  naught  the  provisions  which 
had  been  inserted  in  the  Manitoba  Act  of  1870.  Now, 
respecting  the  conduct  of  the  Administration  towards  the 
settlers,  1  will  quote  some  remarks  of  Mr.  Schultz,  then  one 
of  the  members  of  this  House,  on  the  20th  April,  1878  : 

“  Mr.  Schultz  said  that  it  was  quite  evident,  from  the  discussion 
in  the  Senate,  that  there  existed  a  strong  feeling  to  these  stake  claims, 
and  in  reference  to  snch  grievances  he  must  call  attention  to  a  peculiar 
class  of  them  existing  in  the  parishes  of  St.  Clements  and  St.  Peter,  in 
Manitoba.  He  had  occasion  to  speak  of  these  before,  and  had  assisted 
in  giving  all  sorts  of  data  and  evidence.  No  action  had  been  taken, 
and  no  hope,  apparently,  of  a  speedy  settlement,  while  the  greatest 
inconvenience  was  experienced  by  the  occupants  of  these  lands.  In  the 
neighborhood  of  the  Stone  Fort,  also,  there  was  a  number  of  quarter- 
sections  sold  to  Stephens  and  others,  in  Montreal,  and  given  to  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company,  which  were  in  the  hav -poundage  belt,  and  which, 
consequently,  belonged  to  the  people  in  that  district  who  owned  the 
river  farms,  and  if  the  Government  desired  the  good  opinion  of  that 
section,  these  matters  must  be  looked  into  and  redressed,  and  at  once. 


As  regard  the  amendments  to  the  Disputed  Claims  Act,  he  very  much 
regretted  that  if  that  Act  needed  amendment,  why  had  not  the  necessity 
been  discovered  a  year  ago,  and  was  surprised  that  the  commissioner 
appointed  under  that  Act  should  have  drawn  his  pay  to  the  last  moment, 
and  only  then  repented  that  the  Act  was  unworkable.  Too  much  time  by 
far  had  been  lost  in  that  way,  and,  apparently,  in  every  other  way  in  the 
Province.  In  fact,  a  fatality  seemed  to  attend  all  Manitoba  matters  in 
connection  with  land  matters.  The  blocks  taken  by  parishes,  and 
notably  that  of  St.  Andrews,  had  not  been  preserved  intact,  but  had 
been  altered  to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  Department.  The  issue  of 
scrip  had  been  delayed  till  all  benefit  from  it  had  passed  away,  and  the 
continued  delay  in  the  distribution  of  the  minors,  land  was  an  injustice 
to  all  parties  concerned,  and  was  too  palpable  to  need  comment.  Session 
after  Session,  he  had  spoken  of  these  matters,  and  would  nowmake  alast 
appeal.  He  had  been  often  promised  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
these  matters,  and  he  trusted  that  these  promises  would  be  fulfilled,  and 
believed  that  in  view  of  these  long  and  grievous  delays,  and  the  peace¬ 
ful  and  quiet  way  in  which  the  people  had  borne  them,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  be  only  performing  a  just  and  graceful  act  were  they  to 
remit  the  payment  of  the  seed  grain  which  they  had  received.” 

Not  only  were  the  half-breeds  ignored  by  the  Government 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  in  the  organisation  of 
the  North-West  council  no  representation  was  given  to 
them.  Also,  in  1874,  the  Government  withdrew  from  sale 
and  settlement  all  lands  lor  24  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ;  and  in  1875  they  withdrew  the 
lands  for  35  miles  on  each  side  of  the  telegraph  lines.  In 
1877  a  change  was  made  ;  there  was  no  homestead,  and  all 
land  was  to  be  sold  at  $1  an  acre.  In  the  same  year  the 
hon.  gentleman  introduced  his  famous  Bill  for  colonisation 
railways,  under  which  anybody  who  wanted  to  build  a  rail¬ 
way  could  get  an  appropriation  of  10,000  acres  per  mile,  as 
subsidy.  All  this  has  been  done  by  the  Administration  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  between  1873  and  1878.  The  hon. 
gentleman  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  is  of  the  same 
opinion  as  his  colleague.  He  says  that  ho  does  not 
acknowledge  any  special  rights  to  the  old  population  of  the 
Territories.  Ho  seems  to  ignore  their  existence  altogether, 
and  during  the  rigime  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  there 
were  interferences  with  Manitoba  in  every  way.  They 
sowed  the  seeds  of  permanent  disorder.  Their  action  in 
Ontario,  with  regard  to  the  troubles  that  had  taken  place  in 
Manitoba  in  1870,  had  the  effect  of  discouraging  emigration 
altogether  to  the  North-West.  And,  Sir,  they  signally  failed 
in  their  attempts  to  build  a  railway  from  ocean  to  ocean, 
in  order  the  better  to  develop  that  country.  Now,  I 
must  say  that  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  motion  that  is  in  your 
hands,  I  would  have  to  ignore  all  the  facts  of  the  past.  It 
would  be  ignoring  the  history  of  the  last  twenty-five  years  ; 
it  would  be  ignoring  the  teaching  and  lessons,  that  the  people 
of  Canada  and  both  political  parties  in  the  Dominion  are 
bound  to  obtain  from  the  occurrences  and  facts  which  I  have 
stated,  very  imperfectly,  perhaps,  but  certainly  as  accurately 
as  it  was  in  my  power  to  do.  The  present  Government, 
under  the  distinguished  leadership  of  the  First  Minister,  has 
accomplished  such  a  work  in  connection  with  the  North- 
West  during  the  last  eight  or  ten  years  that  history  affords 
no  parallel  to  it  in  any  country  in  the  world.  With  a  popu¬ 
lation  of  4,000,000,  a  mere  colony,  we  have  acquired  a 
country  larger  than  the  United  States.  Isolated,  as  it  is, 
being  500  miles  from  the  rest  of  the  world,  yet  wo  have 
organised  a  Government  and  established  one  Province. 
The  First  Minister  has  made  treaties  with  the  Indians  and 
established  law  and  order  there  by  n  eans  of  a  territorial 
government.  And  wo  have  built  a  railway  connecting 
ocean  with  ocean,  and  we  have  done  that  despite  our 
limited  financial  resources.  It  has  been  accomplished 
by  a  Government  that  has  been  the  means  of  bringing 
into  the  North-West  150,000  immigrants,  a  Governmert 
that  has  arranged  Indian  treaties  and  undertaken  the  man¬ 
agement  of  our  Indian  population  ;  a  Government  that  has 
established  in  the  Dominion  institutions  of  permanency  and 
solidity  that  has  been  shown  in  the  last  events  that  have 
taken  place  in  connection  with  the  North-West  troubles. 
I  say,  under  such  circumstances,  there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to 
how  members  of  this  House  should  cast  their  votes  on  this 
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motion.  When  Hon.  Joseph  Howe,  in  1870,  declared,  after 
visiting  the  country  during  the  winter,  that  he  was  not  in 
favor  of  its  acquisition  by  Canada,  he  never  anticipated  that 
an  interprovincial  trade  between  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  and  the  eastern  Provinces  would  he  built  up  to  the 
amount  of  very  many  millions  annually,  and  that  there 
would  be  a  Province  independent  as  to  the  management  of 
its  own  affairs,  and  there  would  be  in  so  few  years  a  prosper¬ 
ous  and  contented  community. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  this  is  not  an  unreasonable  hour 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  Two  or  three  hours 
ago  it  was  understood  to  be  arranged  that  the  division 
should  be  taken,  but  as  we  have  been  kept  here  hour  after 
hour  since,  and  as  there  are  several  members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  who  wish  to  speak — at  all  events,  there  are  on 
this  side — I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEV1N.  It  is  true  the  discussion  has 
been  a  little  protracted:  but  it  will  bo  remembered  that  last 
evening,  when  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  had  spoken  for  an  hour  and  a  half,  he  and  his 
friends  wished  an  adjournment,  and  this  was  agreed  to,  on 
the  understanding  that  we  would  have  a  vote  this  evening. 
That  was  the  understanding, 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct  in 
saying  that  last  evening  it  was  agreed  that  the  vote  should 
be  taken  this  evening.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  must  admit 
that  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  endeavored  to  bring 
the  debate  to  a  close  at  a  much  earlier  hour  than  this.  The 
hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Soyal)  took  the  floor  at 
about  12,  stating  that  he  would  not  speak  more  than  one 
hour.  Upon  that  understanding,  several  of  our  friends  who 
were  ready  and  anxious  to  speak  agreed  not  to  speak.  The 
understanding,  so  far  as  made,  has  not  been  carried  out ;  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  having  extended  his  remarks  to  almost 
four  hours,  it  is  nothing  but  reasonable  that  an  opportunity 
should  bo  given  to  hon.  members  on  this  side  to  reply  to 
him,  especially  after  his  statement,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  that  ho  would  be  severe  on  the  Opposition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  I  came  into  the 
House,  half  an  hour  ago,  several  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
were  calling  “  question.” 

Mr.  TROW.  I  havo  always  understood  that  it  is  the 
part  of  gentlemen  to  adhere  strictly  to  their  word  and  agree¬ 
ment.  I,  for  one,  would  sacrifice  all  I  am  worth  in  this 
world  to  adhere  strictly  to  my  word.  Hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  yielded  rather  reluctantly  to  my  wishes  to  make 
this  arrangement,  and  when  I  mentioned  it  to  the  whip  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
the  arrangement  was  made  on  the  express  condition  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  would  not  occupy  more 
than  three-quarters  of  an  hour  or  so. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Last  evoning,  when  this  agree¬ 
ment  was  made,  the  hon.  member  for  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
was  not  here,  and  it  was  solemnly  agreed  that  we  should 
have  a  vote  to-night,  at  the  instance  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron,  who  implored  the  House  that  we  should  adjourn 
at  a  certain  hour  last  evoning.  Two  hours  ago  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  was  crying  out  “  adjourn,”  and 
two  hours  ago  the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  was  calling  out  “  question  ”  and  “  divide.”  Well, 
I  had  prepared  notes  of  a  speech  of  some  length,  but  owing 
to  the  length  of  the  Session  and  the  amount  of  work  before 
us,  I  had  agreed  not  to  say  anything  upon  this  question,  in 
order  that  we  might  take  a  vote  to-night.  These  hon. 
gentlemen  who  entered  into  this  agreement  are  now  asking 
for  an  adjournment  without  having  a  vote. 

Mr.  VAIL.  We  all  admit  that  there  was  an  agreement 
made  last  night,  that  under  certain  circumstances  a  vote 
should  be  taken  to-night.  A  second  agreement  was  made 
Mr.  Royal. 
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to-night,  and  I  think  it  was  rather  unfair,  after  entering 
into  that  agreement,  that  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher 
should  have  been  allowed  to  speak  three  hours  in  making 
the  last  speech  of  the  debate.  I  say,  therefore,  the  second 
agreement  has  been  broken,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Pro¬ 
vencher  has  spoken  two  or  three  hours  longer  than  he 
agreed. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  We  have  no  objection  to  sit  hero  and 
listen  to  the  hon.  member  for  Ontario,  if  he  wishes  to  speak. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  just  say  that 
as  the  matter  was  arranged,  so  far  as  it  could  be  arranged, 
between  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  and  myself,  I  will 
state  the  circumstances,  from  my  recollection  of  them,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  can  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong.  Tester- 
day  night,  when  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  had  spoken 
for  some  little  time,  I  tuggested  an  adjournment,  and  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  after  some  demur,  agreed  to  con¬ 
sent  to  the  suggestion  that  we  should  close  the  debate  to¬ 
night.  I  called  his  attention  to  the  great  length  of  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier, 
and  I  asked  that  ho  would  guarantee  that  the  speeches 
should  not  run  to  such  a  length  on  his  side.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  recollect  that.  Now,  we  have  been  sever,  hours, 
since  8  o’clock,  and  our  side  occupied  1J  hours,  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection.  Still,  I  would  say  to  my  hon.  friends, 
that  under  all  the  circumstances  we  had  better  perhaps 
consent  to  a  vote. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  With  reference  to  what  has  been 
said  by  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.  S.  (Mr. 
Woodworth),  I  would  just  say  that  we  understood  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  then  addressing  the  House  would  not 
take  up  more  than  an  hour,  or  a  little  more.  We  listened 
to  him  patiently,  and  I  gave  way,  though  I  fully  intended  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  I  think  it  is  unfair  that  tho  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  taken  the  entire  evening  ;  that  it  was 
certainly  conveyed  to  him  in  some  way  that  he  should  only 
occupy  about  an  hour. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  wish  to  make  a  remark 
in  answer  to  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Perth.  I  may  say  that  when  I  met  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  the  lobby,  he  said  that  it  appeared  that  it  was  the 
wish  of  both  sides  to  come  to  an  understanding  about 
closing  the  debate  ;  that  after  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  who  was  then  speaking,  had  closed,  we  might 
take  a  vote.  I  observed  to  him  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Provencher  (Mr.  Royal)  wished  to  make  some  remarks,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  that  as  the  debate  had 
been  begun  by  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  West- 
Durham,  on  the  Opposition  side,  and  as  an  hon.  member 
had  answered  on  our  side,  and  so  on  alternately,  until  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  spoke,  if  the  hon.  member  for 
Provencher  made  his  speech,  that  would  make  an  even 
number  on  both  sides.  The  hon.  gentleman  said:  Well,  I 
think  so  ;  but  how  long  will  he  speak.  I  said  :  I  understood 
an  hour  or  an  hour  and  a-quarter.  That  is  the  statement  I 
have  to  make  in  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  WATSON.  In  jus t  ice  to  myself,  coming  from  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  representing  the  county  nearest  to  the  disaffected 
district,  I  intended  to  speak  on  this  question  ;  but  when  the 
whip  on  this  side,  Mr.  Trow,  told  me,  about  a  quarter  to 
one  o’clock,  that  there  had  been  arrangements  made  to  close, 
and  that  Mr.  Royal  would  get  through  at  one  o’clock,  I 
reluctantly  gave  way,  knowing  that  the  members  wanted 
to  get  home,  and  knowing  that  the  arguments  on  this  side 
had  not  been  answered,  and  that  up  to  that  time  the  hon. 
member  for  Provencher  had  said  nothing  which  I  wished  to 
reply  to.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  spent  two  hours  and  a 
quarter  longer  in  making  statements  which  I  would  have 
liked  to  reply  to  ;  but  as  I  was  present  last  night  when  the 
understanding  was  arrived  at,  that  there  should  be  short 
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speeches,  and  that  the  debate  should  close  to-night,  I  am 
willing  to  forego  speaking  on  this  question,  as  I  would  very- 
much  have  liked  to  do,  feeling  a  great  interest  in  it.  How¬ 
ever,  my  views  have  been  expressed  by  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  I  will  content  myself  with  simply 
voting  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  can  understand  that  it  is  quite  possible, 
after  what  we  were  able  to  observe  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  and  his  friend,  for 
the  last  two  or  three  hours,  have  really  been  trying  to  put 
an  end  to  this  discussion  and  to  have  a  vote.  Perhaps  it 
was  not  their  fault  altogether.  Moreover,  I  happened  to  go 
out  of  the  House  a  few  minutes  before  the  adjournment  last 
night,  and  I  must,  of  course,  accept  the  statements  of  my 
hon.  friends  on  this  side  of  what  occurred,  and  for  that 
reason  I  would  withdraw  the  motion  to  adjourn. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Blake  (p.  3110). 

Yeas  : 


specific  or  specific  ad  valorem ,  an  average  rate  of  ad  valorem  duty,  equal 
to  the  specific  or  specific  and  ad  valorem  duties  so  chargeable,  shall  be 
ascertained  and  charged  upon  such  part. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  rose  and  reported  the 
resolution. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  4  a.m., 
Thursday. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  9th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 


Messieurs 


Allen , 

Auger, 

Bernier, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex) 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Casgrain, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Edgar, 

Fairbank, 

Fleming, 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 


Gillmor, 

Guay, 

Harley, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Kirk, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Mclntj  re, 

Mclsaac, 

McMullen, 

Mills, 


Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells, 

Wilson. — 49 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Farrow,  McLelan, 

Ferguson(Leeds&Gren),  McNeill, 
Ferguson  (Welland),  Massue, 
Fortin, 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Cameron  (Inverness) 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Carling, 

Caron, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Dawson,  _ , 

Desaulniers  (Mask’ nge), Mackintosh, 

Deeaulniere(St.Maurice)Macmaster, 

Desjardins,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil) 

Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McDougald  (Pictou),  _ _ v _ 

Dugas,  McDougall  (0.  Breton), Woodworth, 

Dupont,  McGreevy,  Wright.— 105 

Admendment  negatived,  and  House  resolvod  itself  into 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  : 

When  any  manufactured  article  is  imported  into  Canada  in  separate 
parts,  each  part  shall  be  charged  the  same  rate  of  duty  as  the  finished 
article,  on  a  proportionate  valuation,  and  when  the  duty  thereon  is 


Gault, 

Gigault, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King's), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Shanly, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Thompson, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
W.gle, 

Wood  (Brock ville), 


WAYS  AND  MEANS-PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itsolf  into 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  I  wish  to  detain  the  House 
a  very  few  moments  to  make  an  explanation  I  was  proceed¬ 
ing  to  make  yesterday  when  I  was  ruled  out  of  order.  I 
will  just  repeat  the  extract  which  I  then  read  in  the 
Ottawa  Citizen.  (See  Debates  of  July  8th).  As  I  was  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  say  yesterday,  if  these  statements  from  the 
Hamilton  Spectator  were  true,  they  would  be  sufficient  to 
discredit  anything  I  might  say  in  this  House  in  future ;  and 
in  order  to  show  that  they  are  not  true,  I  will  proceed  as 
briefly  as  possible  to  dissect  the  paragraph.  It  says : 

1  ‘  Somerville  says  what  he  knows  to  be  false.  Double  prices  were  not 
paid  for  press  work." 

Now,  I  find  in  the  accounts  which  were  rendered  by  the 
Hamilton  Spectator  Company,  that  they  charged  for 
20,86*5  tokens  of  press  work,  and  they  only  performed 
10,433  tokens,  for  which  they  were  paid  30  cents  per  token 
instead  of  10  cents  the  contractors’  rates.  Consequently,  I 
think  I  have  established  beyond  any  doubt  whatever  that 
the  statement  the  Spectator  makes  with  regard  to  not  being 
paid  double  prices  for  press  work  is  not  correct.  Anyone 
can  look  at  the  accounts  which  were  produced  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  verify  my  words.  Then, 
the  editor  of  the  Spectator  says : 

“  The  Spectator  was  paid  at  prices  fixed  by  the  Mackenzie  Govern¬ 
ment." 

They  were  not  paid  at  prices  fixed  by  the  Mackenzie  Gov¬ 
ernment.  This  is  on  a  par  with  the  charges  made  by 
tho  gentlemen  who  support  this  Administration  with 
regard  to  the  troubles  in  the  North-West.  They  say  the 
Mackenzie  Government  is  to  blamo  for  all  the  blood  spilt 
and  all  the  treasure  spent  in  putting  down  that  rebellion. 
Now,  everybody  knows  that  the  present  Government,  who 
have  administered  the  affairs  of  that  country  for  the  last 
seven  years,  are  wholly  responsible  for  that  expenditure 
and  that  loss  of  blood.  The  Spectator  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  The  Spectator  was  not  paid  for  press  work  never  performed  ;  and 
Somerville  does  not  believe  or  think  it  was.” 

I  do  believe  and  1  do  think  so,  and  I  have  proven  my  state¬ 
ments. 

“  10  cents  is  not  the  price  paid  for  any  press  work  under  any  Govern¬ 
ment  contract  whatever  ;  and  Somerville  knows  it  is  not.” 

Now,  I  wish  to  read  from  the  Sessional  Papers  of  this 
House,  in  which  a  copy  of  the  contract  that  now  exists  is 
printed,  and  it  is  open  for  the  inspection  of  overy  member  of 
this  House,  and  also  the  editor  of  the  Hamilton  Spectator ; 
and  1  find  here  that  it  is  stated  : 
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“Press  work,  per  token  of  250  impressions  of  16  pages  royal  8vo,  10 
cents  ;  composition,  per  1,000  ems  of  actual  measurement,  Roman  type, 

10  cents. 

Now,  I  think  I  have  established  the  fact  that  the  Spectator 
is  not  speaking  the  truth  in  making  this  statement ;  and  in 
doing  so  I  have  answered  what  the  Spectator  says  with 
regard  to  this  matter.  Bat  what  shall  I  say  of  the  Ottawa 
Citizen,  the  journal  which  charges  me  with  being  a  sneak 
and  a  spy,  who  acts  in  the  hope  of  injuring  his  brother 
journalists?  When  we  think  of  the  history  of  the  Ottawa 
Citizen  in  the  past,  it  is  fruitful  of  much  discussion.  The 
Ottawa  Citizen  has  had  a  checkered  career  during  some 
years  past.  At  one  time,  I  believe,  it  was  the  property  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  held  under  mortgage ;  at  another 
time  it  was  the  property  of  the  sheriff ;  at  another  time  it 
was  the  property  of  the  tax  collector  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  ; 
and  I  believe  it  only  exists,  as  has  been  proved  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  records,  by  the  crumbs  and  the  droppings  which  fall 
from  the  Government  table,  and  which  it  is  always  ready 
to  take  up.  And  when  we  think  of  the  history  of  the 
gentleman  who  is  the  conductor  of  that  journal  we  have 
something  rather  astonishing  to  remember.  We  can 
remember  that  this  purist  journalist  is  the  man  who  was 
known  all  over  the  Dominion  of  Canada  as  the  celebrated  con¬ 
tract  broker, as  the  man  who  had  something  to  do  with  secur¬ 
ing  a  large  sum  of  money  under  the  celebrated  Whitehead  con¬ 
tract.  1  think  he  is  the  last  man,  and  his  paper  is  the  last 
paper,  that  should  charge  any  hon.  member  of  this  House 
with  being  a  sneak  and  a  spy.  I  wish  to  say  that  in  discharg¬ 
ing  the  duty  I  have  discharged,  I  have  been  working  in  the 
interests  of  the  people ;  I  have  been  discharging  a  duty 
which  I  owe  to  my  constituents  and  the  Dominion  at  large 
in  exposing  the  frauds  which  have  been  perpetrated  by  the 
Conservative  press  of  this  country  with  the  sanction  of  this 
Government.  So  long  as  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  a 
constituency  in  this  House,  I  will  discharge  my  duty 
in  this  respect.  I  am  not  actuated  by  any  desire  to  sneak  or 
spy  on  my  brother  journalists,  but  solely  by  the  desire  to 
elevate  the  tone  of  the  press  of  this  country,  to  elevate  the 
morality  of  the  people,  and  I  think  the  country  will  justify 
me  in  exposing  these  frauds  and  showing  up  this  corrupt 
Government  in  the  manner  I  have. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BOWELL.  *  Before  proposing  the  resolution  which 
I  desire  to  lay  before  the  committee,  I  desire  to  refer  to  one 
or  two  items  which  were  allowed  to  stand  when  the  com¬ 
mittee  rose  upon  the  last  occasion.  The  first  question  I 
wish  to  refer  to  is  that  of  rags,  which  was  discussed  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  about  three  hours,  and  upon  my  own  suggestion 
was  allowed  to  stand  for  further  consideration.  The  leader 
of  the  Opposition  asked  at  the  time  what  position  this  article 
would  remain  in,  if  action  were  not  taken  by  the  committee. 
1  informed  the  House  it  would  remain  on  the  free  list  under 
the  Order  in  Council  which  had  been  passed.  At  that  time, 
it  was  the  intention  to  propose  a  rate  at  which  this  article 
should  be  taxed,  but  after  f  ull  investigation  into  the  matter, 
as  to  the  importations,  the  quality  of  article  imported,  the 
supply  found  in  the  country,  and  the  effect  on  the  manufac¬ 
turing  industries  of  the  country,  it  has  been  decided  to  allow 
this  particular  article  to  remain  on  the  free  list,  and  for  this 
reason  :  The  commoner  class  of  rags,  to  which  reference  was 
more  particularly  made  when  the  question  was  under  dicsus- 
sion,  is  obtained  in  the  country.  That  particular  kind  is  not 
imported,  or  imported  in  very  small  quantities.  The  more 
valuable  rags  that  are  imported  and  used  in  the  different 
manufactures  are  what  are  termed  tailors’  clippings,  and  1 

*  For  resolutions  see  p.  3232. 

Mr.  Somerville  (Brant). 
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find  these  run  from  5  cents  to  15  cents  a  pound.  I  ascer¬ 
tained  if  a  duty  were  put  on  this  raw  material  which  enters 
into  the  manufacture  of  a  particular  kind  of  cloth  made  and 
sold  in  the  country,  the  result  would  be  to  prevent  its  manu¬ 
facture  in  Canada.  I  need  scarcely  tell  those  who  have 
given  the  slightest  attention  to  the  question,  that  of  the 
class  of  cloth  which  is  termed  shoddy,  that  which  is  made  in 
Canada  is  much  better  and  of  more  durable  quality  than 
that  which  is  imported.  I  know  it  was  argued  that  this  kind 
of  cloth  should  not  be  encouraged  ;  but  we  must  bear  this  in 
mind,  that  if  it  be  not  made  in  Canada  it  will  be  imported, 
and  as  this  kind  of  cheap  article  will  be  consumed  in  the 
country  ;  it  is,  particularly  under  our  policy,  better  that  it 
should  be  manufactured  here,  and  the  benefits  arising  from 
its  manufacture  accrue  to  us  rather  than  to  outsiders.. 
We  have,  therefore,  decided  to  allow  rags  to  remain 
on  the  free  list.  The  question  of  inland  transpor¬ 
tation,  the  committee  will  remember  was  very  fully 
discussed  when  we  were  in  committee.  The  difficulties 
which  have  arisen,  the  frauds  which  have  also  been  com¬ 
mitted,  have  occasioned  a  good  deal  of  trouble,  and  the 
Government  thought  of  suggesting  a  repeal  of  that  clause 
of  the  law,  but  ascertaining  that  this  would  interfere,  to  a 
certain  extent,  with  a  very  large  trade,  particularly  the  dry 
goods  and  some  other  branches  with  which  we  have  never 
had  any  difficulty,  it  has  been  deemed  advisable  to  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  committee  to  allow  the  clause  as  it  now  stands 
on  the  Statue  Book  to  remain,  and  to  add  a  provision  giving 
power  to  the  Minister  of  Customs,  for  the  time  being,  to 
determine  what  shall  be  the  rate  to  be  deducted  from  the 
face  of  the  invoice  for  inland  transportation.  It  may  be 
deemed  an  arbitrary  power,  but  it  is  in  consonance  with  all 
the  provisions  of  the  Customs  Act,  and  the  House  will 
readily  understand  that  when  a  dispute  arises  between  an 
importer  and  the  Customs  Department  as  to  the  rate  of 
freight,  say  from  Manchester  to  Liverpool,  it  will  be  very 
easy  for  the  Department  to  ascertain  from  the  parties  in 
England  what  the  rates  upon  different  kinds  of  freight 
are,  and  to  establish,  for  the  time  being,  such  rates  as 
the  amount  to  be  taken  from  the  face  of  the  invoice. 
I  will  give  the  committee  one  illustration  of  the  work¬ 
ing  of  the  law  as  it  exists  :  Take  the  manufacturing  town 
near  Glasgow,  Storebridge,  15  or  20  miles  out  of  Glasgow, 
and  a  large  iron  manufacturing  centre  ;  we  have  had 
invoices  presented  for  Customs  with  a  deduction  of  20s. 
sterling  per  ton  for  freight  from  that  town  to  Greenock  ;  we 
have  had  other  invoices,  with  not  a  month  or  two  difference 
in  time,  showing  only  5s.  deduction  per  ton  for  freight, 
making  a  difference  of  15s.  per  ton.  These  invoices,  I  may 
inform  the  House  without  giving  names,  were  from  two 
large  wholesale  establishments  in  the  one  city  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario.  If  the  Department  has  the  power  to  say, 
for  instance,  5s.  shall  be  the  rate  and  issues  a  circular  to  that 
effect,  all  the  different  ports  in  the  Dominion  will,  when 
they  receive  an  invoice  from  that  particular  town,  allow 
the  importer  to  deduct  the  5s.  for  freight,  and  thereby  avoid 
contention  with  the  importer,  and  prevent  fraud  when 
intended.  The  way  in  which  the  invoices  have  been  made 
out  has  been  this  :  The  amount  paid  to  the  manufacturer 
or  merchant  in  the  old  country  has  been  precisely  the  same 
by  both  merchants  in  Canada ;  only  the  invoice  in  the  one 
case  would  bo  made  out  at,  say,  £t>,  adding  5s.  for  freight ; 
while  the  other  would  be  made  out  at  £5  5s.  and  20s.  for 
freight;  so  that,  when  the  invoices  were  presented  for  duty, 
the  one  merchant  would  have  the  advantage  of  17J  or  15 
per  cent.,  or  whatever  the  rate  of  duty  might  be,  on  15s. 
per  ton  of  every  ton  of  his  entry.  I  am  giving  the  com¬ 
mittee  the  practical  working  of  the  law  as  it  has  existed,  and 
simply  asking  now  that  the  Department  shall  have  the 
power  to  say,  after  full  enquiry,  what  amount  of  freight  the 
merchant  shall  be  allowed  to  deduct  from  his  invoice.  There 
are  other  resolutions  which  I  propose  to  lay  before  the 
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committee  for  its  consideration,  which  will  have  the  effect 
of  increasing  taxation  upon  certain  articles,  and  the 
changing  of  the  Tariff  in  one  particular,  as  it  affects 
sugar,  without,  I  think,  affecting  the  revenue  in  any  way. 
We  have  found  of  late  that  the  importation  of  what  are 
termed  the  lower  grades  of  sugar,  or  yellows,  manufactured 
principally  from  beet-root,  which  is  obtained  in  Germany 
and  upon  which  the  manufacturers  in  the  old  countries 
receive  a  drawback  of  2  cents  a  pound,  enable  them  to 
send  the  lower  grades  or  qualities  into  this  country,  and  to 
prevent  altogether  its  manufacture  here.  What  we  pro¬ 
pose  is  to  change  the  sugar  duties,  so  as  to  create  a 
separate  class,  and  impose  the  rate  of  duty  now  imposed 
upon  the  sugars  over  No.  14  upon  all  classes  of 
refined  sugars.  The  article  in  the  Tariff  will  read :  “  All 
refined  sugars  to  pay  1  cent  per  pound  and  35  per  cent,  ad 
valorem.”  It  is  also  proposed  to  increase  the  duties  upon 
spirits  and  tobacco,  both  Excise  and  Customs.  The  resolutions 
which  I  desire  to  lay  before  the  committee  will  have  the  effect 
of  increasing  the  Excise  duty  on  whiskey  manufactured 
from  corn  from  $1  to  SI. 30;  whiskey  manufactured  from  malt 
from  $1.02  to  $1.32  ;  whiskey  manufactured  from  molasses 
and  other  articles  of  a  similar  kind,  from  $1.03  to  $1.33. 
The  House  is  aware  that  the  pi’eseot  duties  are  $1  per  gal¬ 
lon  on  spirits  manufactured  from  corn,  $1.02  on  spirits 
manufactured  from  malt,  and  $1.03  on  spirits  manufactured 
from  molasses  and  other  articles  of  the  kind.  This  extra 
duty  of  2  cts.  and  3  cts.  was  put  upon  the  manufacture  of 
spirits  in  this  country  from  malt  and  molasses  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  duty  imposed  upon  corn. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant.)  You  add  30  cents  all  round  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Yes.  The  Customs  duty,  which  is  now 
upon  gin,  rum,  whiskey,  and  other  spirits  of  like  character 
$1.32^-,  it  is  proposed  to  increase  to  $1.15;  and  that  upon 
brandies,  which  is  now  $1.45,  we  propose  to  ask  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  increase  to  $2  per  gallon.  The  Excise  duty 
upon  tobacco  manufactured  from  foreign  leaf  is  now  12 
cents  per  pound.  The  old  duty  was  20  cents,  and  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  place  the  Excise  duty  upon  tobacco  in  precisely  the 
same  position  it  was  before  1813,  when  it  was  reduced 
to  12  cents,  and  to  increase  it  to  20  cents  per  pound,  and 
the  domestic  leaf  in  proportion.  I  may  inform  the  com¬ 
mittee  that,  up  to  1883,  8  cents  was  imposed  upon  the 
domestic  leaf.  We  propose  to  increase  that  from  2  cents, 
the  sum  now  imposed  by  the  Excise  law,  to  5  cents  per 
pound.  The  Customs  duty  upon  tobacco  and  snuff  is  now 
20  cents  per  pound.  We  propose  to  increase  it  to  30 
cents  per  pound,  which  will  be  5  cents  higher  for  the 
imported  tobacco  than  was  imposed  when  the  Excise  was 
20  cents  per  pound  under  the  old  tariff.  Under  the  old 
tariff  the  Customs  duty  upon  tobacco  imported  was  25 
cents ;  it  is  now  20  cents ;  we  propose  to  increase  it  to  30 
cents,  which  will  give  a  better  protection  to  the  Canadian 
manufacturers  than  the  old  tariff  did,  and  the  protection 
also  to  the  manufacturers  from  the  Canadian  leaf  will  be  3 
cents  per  pound  better  than  it  was  under  the  tariff  as  it 
existed  previous  to  the  reduction  of  duty.  I  have  explained 
as  succintly  as  I  could,  without  entering  elaborately  into 
the  figures,  what  changes  we  propose  to  make  in  these  par¬ 
ticular  articles  of  Excise  and  Customs  duties.  I  may  state 
that  we  do  not  anticipate  any  additional  revenue  of  any 
consequence  from  the  change  in  the  sugar  duty. 


falls  off,  it  will  be  made  up  by  the  importation  of  the  raw 
article  which  will  enter  into  the  manufacture  of  that  parti¬ 
cular  class  of  sugar  in  this  country. 

Sir  RICHARD  C  ARTWRIGHT.  Are  you  going  to  admit 
this  without  reference  to  color  and  without  any  reference  to- 
saccharine  strength  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  without  reference  to  color  or  sac¬ 
charine  strength.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  sac¬ 
charine  strength  is  not  taken  into  consideration  at  all  under 
the  present  Tariff,  only  when  the  refiners  purchase  their 
sugars  upon  a  guarantee  of  a  certain  strength,  when  if  it 
exceeds  that  strength  they  pay  a  proportionate  advance  on 
the  value  ad  valorem.  When  the  test  is  made  by  the  polari- 
scope,  if  it  is  found  that  the  sugar  does  not  come  up  to  the 
standard,  then  of  course  the  value  of  the  invoice  would  have 
to  be  decreased  in  order  to  obtain  the  correct  ad  valorem  value 
of  the  sugar’.  In  the  same  way,  if  the  purchase  be  at  85,  and  the 
sugar  should,  upon  test,  be  found  to  contain  90  of  saccharine 
matter,  then,  whatever  the  importer  would  have  to  pay,  in 
addition  to  the  face  of  the  invoice  would  have  to  be  added 
to  its  value  for  duty.  That  is  the  only  case  in  which  the 
question  of  strength  can  be  considered  under  the  present 
Tariff. 

Sir  RIO  HARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Practically,  you  exclude 
all  the  refined  sugars,  I  suppose,  below  a  certain  standard, 
or  certain  number.  What  is  your  calculation  upon  that 
point  ?  Do  you  propose  to  exclude  all  below  14  or  15,  or 
what  number  ?  I  am  speaking  of  the  practical  result. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  do  not  propose  to  exclude  any  kind 
of  sugar,  but  we  propose  to  place  all  refined  sugar  under 
one  resolution  imposing  the  duty.  The  effect  we  anticipate 
is  this  :  That  that  particular  class  of  sugar  to  which  I  have 
referred,  will  be  excluded  to  a  certain  extent,  but  we  anti¬ 
cipate  that  the  revenue  will  be  fully  made  up  by  the 
increased  importation  of  the  raw  material. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  just  the  point 
on  which  I  would  have  doubts  myself.  Of  coarse  it  is 
exceedingly  difficult  to  anticipate  what  may  be  the  course 
of  trade  in  this  matter ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  is  now 
proposing  to  impose  on  all  refined  sugars  a  new  rate — and 
by  that  word  “  refined  ”  I  suppose  he  means  sugars  that 
have  undergone  any  process  of  manuf  icture  of  any  sort; 
How  is  any  one  going  to  define  what  are  refined  sugars  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Any  sugars  that  may  be  imported  from 
any  country  which  have  gone  through  any  process  of  refin¬ 
ing.  It  is  almost  impossible  to  answer  tha  hon.  gentleman 
until  a  test  has  been  made. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  At  present  on  these 
low  grades  of  sugar,  I  think  you  are  collecting  a  cent  a 
pound,  I  mean  on  the  sugar  imported  for  manufacturing 
purposes.  Just  at  present  raw  sugar  is  brought  in  on 
which  a  duty  is  collected  of  half  a  cent  or  a  quarter  of  a 
cent  per  pound.  I  suppose  this  tax  of  one  cent,  35  per 
cent,  would  be  likely  to  amount  to,  roughly  at  least,  2  cents 
per  pound. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  many  cases  it  would  amount  to  2 
cents  per  pound,  particularly  at  the  present  value  of  sugar. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT;  Sugar  is  low  as  com¬ 
pared  with  former  years.  I  should  imagine,  looking  at  the 
amount,  there  would  be  a  certain  amount  of  revenue  lost. 


Mr.  TAIL.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  again  what  Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  As  I  understand  the  Minister 
the  change  is  ?  the  duty  is  not  raised  on  sugars  below  No.  9 ;  on  all  above 

that,  raw  sugars  are  not  touchod  at  all ;  that  is,  only  the  raw 
Mr.  BOWELL.  We  propose  to  make  all  refined  sugar  i  refined  yellow.  Well,  we  have  no  means  of  ascertaining, 
piy  1  cent  a  pound  and  35  per  cent,  without  any  reference  |  from  any  information  in  our  hands,  what  proportion  of 
whatever  to  its  grade  by  the  Dutch  standard.  I  was  about  j  sugars  below  No.  9,  for  instance,  are  refined  sugars.  I  do 
saying  that  we  did  not  anticipate  any  appreciable  increase  not  know  whether  the  Minister  can  tell  himself;  if  he  can- 
from  this  change,  from  the  fact  that,  if  the  importation  of  [  not,  we  are  working  in  the  dark,  to  a  great  extent.  I  should 
wnat  are  termed  the  lower  grades  or  common  kinds  of  sugar  '  judge,  however,  that  the  effect  of  the  Minister’s  proposal 
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would  be  to  exclude  this  low  class  of  refined  yellows.  It  is 
about  equivalent  to  prohibition. 

Mr.  BOWFLL.  This  word  “refined”  sugar  is  not  in  the 
Tariff.  Thero  is  no  separate  record  kept  as  to  what  amount 
is  refined  or  raw.  It  may  be  under  9  and  still  be  refined — 
that  is,  the  lower  qualities ;  hence  it  is  impossible  for  us  to 
ascertain  what  quantities  were  imported  of  that  particular 
kind  of  sugar.  I  agree  that  this  will,  to  a  certain  extent, 
exclude  the  low  grade  of  sugar. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  imagine  it 
would  exclude  it  altogether.  We  imported,  roughly,  about 
30  millions  of  sugar  between  14  and  9,  and  that,  undoubt¬ 
edly,  would  cover  all  the  quantities  to  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  refetred.  Well,  it  is  tolerably  clear  that  we  only 
receive  about  If  cents  on  the  sugars  above  9,  and  only  about 
If  cents  on  sugars  below  9.  If  you  put  on  a  tax  which 
will  i*ange  from  2J  to  2f  cents,  on  the  average,  you  will 
completely  destx*oy  any  chance  of  importing  this  and  the 
other  class  of  sugar;  you  are  putting  on  so  very  low  a  duty 
I  am  afi'aid  you  will  lose  revenue  on  the  change. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  think  that,  though  it  is  impossible  to 
separate  in  the  Trade  Returns  the  fine  sugar  from  the 
lower  grades,  the  effect  of  the  change  in  the  duty  will  not 
be  to  deci-ease  the  revenue.  For  this  reason  :  There  will 
be  collected  30  per  cent,  and  1  per  cent,  on  any  sugar  over 
No.  14.  This  is  just  the  same  as  has  hei’etofore  been  col¬ 
lected  on  refined  sugars  below  14,  and  on  raw  sugars.  The 
only  way  in  which  the  revenue  can  be  affected  will  be  if 
vessels  brought  in  x'efinod  sugar  which  came  in  under 
No.  14  and  were  vei-y  much  higher  than  the  prices  of  the 
raw.  A  careful  inspection  of  the  duties  on  sugars  imported 
into  the  Dominion,  taken  from  the  prices  current  during 
last  year,  will  show,  as  was  mentioned  by  the  member  for 
South  Brant,  in  the  early  part  of  this  Session,  during  a 
discussion  on  the  sugar  question,  that  a  refined  sugar  has 
been  purchased  in  Greenock,  quite  as  low  as  the  ox’dinary 
price  of  raw  sugar  under  No.  14.  If  the  whole  of  the 
30,000,000  lbs.  which  wei’e  imported  during  the  last  fiscal 
year  had  been  l-efined  sugar,  and  it  was  exchanged  for  an 
equal  amount  of  raw,  it  would  not  affect  the  revenue  5  per 
cent.,  because  the  raw  sugar  taking  the  place  of  the  refined 
would  have  paid  as  much,  as  the  refined  would  have  paid 
30  per  cent,  and  f  of  a  cent.  Of  course,  I  do  not  say  it  is 
so.  I  believe  the  lax-ger  portion  of  that  was  raw  sugar ; 
but  I  state  a  suppositious  case  to  show  what  the  effect 
would  have  been  if  all  the  sugar  had  been  refined  sugar  and 
if  its  place  had  been  taken  by  the  same  amount  of  raw. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  that  is  the  case,  the 
pi’actical  x’esult  will  be,  that  the  burdens  of  the  people  will 
bo  considerably  increased  for  the  benefit  of  no  human  being, 
except  manufacturers  of  sugar.  We  are  raising  the  duty 
very  largely  indeed  on  grades  of  sugar  which  are  proposed 
to  be  prohibited,  and  no  doubt  the  refiners  will  bo  equal  to 
the  occasion,  and  raise  the  pi’ice  accordingly.  As  to  how 
it  may  affect  the  refinex’S,  I  offer  no  opinion  ;  but  the  Min¬ 
ister  does  not  pretend  that  he  is  going  to  obtain  increased 
revenue,  in  which  he  is  undoubtedly  right,  so  that  it  is  safe 
to  draw  the  conclusion  that  the  increased  duty  will  come 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  consumers. 

Mi*.  VAIL.  I  am  sorry  the  Minister  of  Custom  has  not 
gone  a  little  further  and  made  some  re-ari*angement  in  the 
Tariff  generally  in  regax-d  to  sugar,  for  I  can  assure  him 
that  the  mode  of  collecting  duties  on  sugars  is  very  unsat¬ 
isfactory.  The  importers  of  raw  sugar  in  Nova  Scotia  have 
for  some  time  complained  of  want  of  uniformity  in  wox*king 
the  Customs  laws,  and  state  that  while  the  Customs 
officials  in  Halifax  are  vex*y  strict  in  their  administration 
of  the  law,  and  collect  duties  to  the  fullest  extent  that  the 
Act  permits,  the  same  idgorousness  is  not  observed  in 
other  portions  of  the  Dominion,  and  more  especially  at 
Mr.  Batjsuson  (Brant). 
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Montreal;  and  if  their  statement  is  cori’ect,  the  importers 
and  refinei’s  of  raw  sugar  in  Montreal  have  a 

decided  advantage  over  those  engaged  in  the  same 
business  at  Halifax.  The  House  will  remember  that  early 
in  the  present  Session  an  order  was  made  for  a  return  of  all 
cargoes  of  raw  sugar  imported  into  Halifax  from  Jamaica 
botween  1st  Januai*y,  1883  and  31st  December,  1883  ;  also 
for  a  return  of  all  sugars  imported  into  the  port  of  Mon 
treal  during  the  same  period,  either  direct  or  via 

Halifax,  giving  the  number  of  pounds  in  each  cai*go, 
the  amount  of  duty  per  100  lbs.,  and  the  value 

per  100  lbs.  for  duiy.  An  exaxnination  of  this  return 

shows  that  among  other  arrivals  at  Halifax  w’re  four 
vessels  from  Jamaica.  Two  of  those  vessels,  Georgie  and 
Annie,  had  cargoes  for  Montreal  ;  the  other  two  vessels 
wei*e  S.  J.  Mussen  and  Clifford ;  and  as  the  return  does  not 
give  the  dates  of  the  arrival  of  the  vessels  or  the  prices  at 
which  their  caigoes  were  entered,  in  order  that  the  House 
may  be  fully  informed  on  the  subject,  I  propose  to  supply  the 
infox-mation.  The  Anne  ari*ived  on  23rd  Api*il  ;  S.J.  Mussen 
on  26th  April  ;  Clifford,  29th  April  ;  Georgie ,  2nd  May  All 
those  arrivals  were  within  a  period  of  one  week.  It  is 
usual  with  cargoes  that  are  shipped  for  Montreal  via  Halifax 
to  be  passed  through  Customs  in  transit  without  being  enter¬ 
ed  ;  but  by  accident  the  agent  of  those  two  vessels,  the  Annie, 
and  Georgie  reported  their  cargoes  at  the  Custom  House, 
when  the  collector  of  Customs  discovex*ed  that  the  cargoes 
were  invoiced  very  much  below  two  cargoes  of  the  same 
kind  of  sugar  arriving  irom  the  same  port.  He  immedi¬ 
ately  called  the  attention  of  the  agent  to  the  fact,  and 
informed  him  that  those  cargoes  were  invoiced  too  low ; 
that  he  could  not  receive  them,  except  at  the  same  l'ate  as 
the  other  two  cargoes  from  the  same  port  were  valued.  And 
the  case,  I  presume,  was  reported  to  Ottawa.  The 
Customs  Act,  clause  68,  explicitly  states  that  the  ad  valorem 
duty  shall  bo  levied  on  the  fair  market  value  at  the  time 
of  shipment;  and  consequently,  as  I  have  stated,  the  col¬ 
lector  could  do  nothing  else  under  the  circumstances  than 
requii*e  the  cargoes  for  Montreal  to  be  entei’ed  at  the  same 
rate  as  the  two  cargoes  for  Halifax  were  entei'ed.  The 
return  bi'ought  down  shows  that  the  sugars  were  graded 
below  No.  14  and  No.  9,  and  were  consequently  of  the  same 
value  and  wex*e  liable  to  the  same  duties.  But  the  return  also 
shows  that  the  duty  collected  on  the  two  cargoes  for  Mon¬ 
treal  was  very  much  less  than  was  paid  by  the  Halifax  mer¬ 
chant,  as  the  following  figures  taken  fi*om  the  return  show : 

Duty. 

Annie,  below  No.  14,  $1,594  ) 

“  “  9,  1.34}  J 

Oeorgie,  “  14,  1  60f ) 

“  “9,  1.35|J 

S.  J.  Mussen,  “  14,  1.81  1 

“  “  9,  1.56  J 

Clifford,  “  14,  1.76  \ 

“  “  9,  1.50  j 

I  have  been  particular  in  stating  these  figui’es  because  they 
have  an  important  beai’ing  on  what  I  intend  to  say  with 
l-egard  to  this  matter.  On  the  16th  of  December  last,  there 
appeai’ed  in  a  Montx*eal  paper  the  following  article,  and  it  is 
interesting  as  showing  the  advantage  which  the  Montreal 
impoi'ters  had  over  the  Halifax  importer's.  The  article  is 
headed  “Sugar  Seizures  in  Montreal,”  and  is  as  follows  :  — 

“  Montreal,  Dec.  16. — A  decision  has  at  length  been  given  in  a  case 
between  Mr.  S.  B  Heward  and  the  Customs  authorities.  Mr.  Reward 
commenced  importing  sugar  from  Jamaica  about  four  of  five  years  ago, 
and  after  a  small  cargo  had  been  passed  through  the  Customs,  larger 
consignments  were  made  at  the  same  prices.  Through  jealousy  of  Ha¬ 
lifax  merchants,  a  seizure  was  made,  but  nothing  came  of  it.  When 
navigation  opened,  the  sugar  was  shipped  direct,  but  the  cargo  of  the 
first  vessel  was  seized,  and  a  large  amount  of  extra  duty  had  to  be  paid 
on  it  before  it  was  released.  As  it  was  under  protest  a  rebate  was 
claimed,  and  the  Department  at  Ottawa  on  finding  that  the  prices  were 
similar  to  the  first  importation  which  had  been  passed  ;  decided  that  the 
extra  duty  ought  not  to  have  been  charged,  But  meantime  it  was  found 
that  other  firms  were  importing  sugar  and  paying  duty  at  lower  prices. 


Value  per  100  lbs. 
for  Duty. 

.  $2  80-J 

.  2  85§ 

.  3  54 

.  3  34$ 
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And  that  Mr.  Heward  instead  of  defrauding  the  revenue  (as  they  claimed) 
by  invoicing  the  goods  under  the  proper  price,  was  actually  paying  a 
higher  duty  than  his  rivals.  The  question  at  once  arose  as  to  whether 
Mr.  Heward’s  duty  should  be  lowered,  or  the  other  should  be  raised  ;  the 
Department  concluded  it  would  be  easier  to  drop  the  duty  on  the  hew 
imports  than  to  raise  them  on  the  old  ones,  so  that  was  done.  _  Mr.  He¬ 
ward,  however,  claimed  rebate  on  duty  previously  paid,  with  legal 
expenses  and  damages,  but  the  case  has  now  been  concluded  by  the 
acceptance  of  $1,500  by  Mr.  Joseph  Duhamel,  Q.C.,  who  has  acted  for 
Mr.  Heward,  who  returned  from  Ottawa  this  morning  after  obtaining  a 
settlement.  ” 

Well,  Sir,  this  reads  very  etrangly  after  the  figures  I  have 
given  to  the  Souse,  taken  from  the  returns  furnished  from 
the  Customs  Department,  under  an  order  of  this  House. 
Now,  if  this  statement  is  correct,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is, 
that  the  Customs  authorities  have  discovered  that  other 
firms  in  Montreal  were  importing  sugars  and  paying  a  lower 
rate  of  duty  than  Mr.  Heward,  who,  according  to  the 
returns,  was  paying  a  lower  rate  than  other  firms,  I  should 
like  to  know  why  the  Minister  of  Customs,  who  had  the 
papers  before  him,  did  not  make  tho  Montreal  firms  pay  an 
equal  sum  with  Mr.  Howard,  instead  of  paying  $1,500  out 
of  the  Treasury,  in  order  to  reduce  Mr.  Heward’s  amount 
down  to  the  amounts  paid  by  firms,  which  ho  must  have 
known,  were  really  paying  a  less  rate  than  firms  in  other 
poi’tions  of  the  Dominion.  I  cannot  see  what  excuse  the 
Minister  of  Customs  will  offer  for  this  rather  extraordinary 
proceeding,  unless  ho  intends  to  refund  to  the  importers  of 
sugar  in  Nova  Scotia,  the  excess  of  duty  which  they  have 
been  paying.  Then  there  is  another  ground  of  complaint 
that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  make,  and  that  is,  that 
while  sugar  is  weighed  in  Nova  Scotia  by  the  Customs 
officials,  I  am  informed  that  in  Montreal  it  is  weighed 
by  the  city  weighers,  and  it  frequently  happens  that 
these  men  withdraw  samples  for  classifying.  Now 
anybody  acquainted  with  the  sugar  trade  will  see  that  as 
sugar  is  graded  on  color,  drawing  samples  is  a  very  import¬ 
ant  part  of  the  business,  and  if  the  person  drawing  those 
samples  is  anxious  to  assist  the  importer,  he  can  make 
a  difference  of  a  quarter  of  a  cent  per  hundred 
pounds,  and  5  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  and  apparently 
do  the  work  fairly.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  charge  on  the 
officials  at  Montreal  that  they  have  acted  unfairly,  but  I 
am  toll  that  the  importers  consider  that  the  matter  requires 
the  consideration  of  the  Government.  What  1  have  stated 
in  reference  to  these  matters  may,  perhaps,  account  for  the 
investigation  which  I  am  told  took  place  hero  last  year, 
when  it  was  discovered  that  sugars  landed  at  Montreal  paid, 
as  a  rule,  15  to  20  cents  per  hundred  pounds  less  than  if 
landed  at  Halifax.  This  may  not  seem  a  very  heavy  sum 
to  those  not  familiar  with  the  trade,  but  when  I  tell  the 
House,  that  if  applied  to  tho  total  imports  of  1883,  of 
180,000,000  of  pounds,  it  reaches  tho  respectable  sum  of 
$360,000,  it  will  be  seen  that  it  is  a  matter  of  considerable 
importance.  I  may  hero  state  a  case  which  occurred 
a  few  years  ago,  which  will  go  a  long  way  towards 
convincing  the  House  that  there  is  a  lack  of  uniformity 
in  this  sugar  business,  which  should  be  rectified  in  some 
way.  A  Montreal  merchant  purchased  a  cargo  of  sugar 
in  Halifax,  most  of  it  grading  over  No.  14.  It  was 
purchased  on  that  basis,  duty  paid.  Tho  sugar  went 
to  Montreal,  and  it  was  re-classified  there,  and, 
strange  to  say,  tho  bulk  of  that  cargo  was  graded  under 
No.  14,  while  in  Halifax  it  was  graded  over  No.  14,  and  the 
Montreal  importer  received  the  advantage  of  the  difference 
in  tho  duty,  which  must  have  been  a  considerable  amount, 
because  thero  was  a  saving  of  25  cents  per  100  pounds,  and 
5  per  cent,  ad  valorem  on  the  cost  of  the  article.  I  think 
that  this  shows  that  there  is  some  very  different  rule  in 
Montreal  from  what  thero  is  in  other  portions  of  tho 
Dominion  in  regard  to  this  matter.  I  think  I  have 
also  shown  that  there  is  a  serious  defect  in  tho 
mode  of  classifying  and  grading  sugar,  and  that 
a  great  injustice  is  being  done  to  the  Halifax  importers, 
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which  requires  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
I  shall  now  proceed  to  show,  in  as  concise  a  manner  as  pos¬ 
sible,  that  the  present  mode  of  testing  sugar  is  defective, 
and  if  continued,  will  be  ruinous  to  the  West  India  trade, 
which  is  a  very  important  trade  to  the  Dominion,  and  more 
especially  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Sugar  pays  both  a 
specific  and  an  ad  valorem  duty,  and  is  graded  on  color, 
and  any  person  who  has  studied  tho  subject  knows  that 
color  is  not  an  index  of  the  strength  or  value  of  sugar.  For 
example,  a  sample  under  No.  9  pays  J  per  cent,  and  tests 
97  degrees,  and  is  consequently  a  valuable  sugar  for  refining 
purposes ;  while  another  sample,  over  No,  9  and  under  14, 
pays  f  of  a  cent,  and  tests  only  82  degrees,  although  the  first 
sample  is  worth  from  $1  to  $1.50  per  100  pounds  moro  than 
the  latter  ;  and  it  often  happens  that  two  lots  of  sugar  worth 
the  same  price,  duty  paid,  pays  25  cents  per  100  pounds 
difference  in  duty.  The  ad  valorem  duty  being  collected  on 
the  cost  of  the  article  at  the  place  of  shipment,  enables  the 
refiners  to  import  the  low  priced  beet-root  sugar  on  more 
advantageous  terms  than  they  can  import  the  brighter  and 
clearer  sugar  from  the  West  Indies,  and  the  result  has  been  to 
kill  out  the  West  India  trade,  and  encourage  the  importation 
of  low-priced  sugar  from  China  and  other  foreign  countries. 
For  instance,  I  am  told  that  in  tho  oarty  part  of  last  year, 
and  I  presume  it  is  the  same  now,  that  sugar  could  bo 
imported  from  China  of  the  same  strength  and  landed  hero 
duty  paid  for  25  cts.  less  per  100  lbs.,  than  it  could  bo 
imported  from  Demerara,  a  comparatively  near  port,  only 
about  3,000  miles  from  Halifax.  This  shows  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  of  the  present  Tariff  in  favor  of  foreign  grown  sugar  as 
against  West  Indies  sugar.  Of  the  sugar  imported  in  the 
last  half  of  tho  year  1883  which  went  into  consumption  in 
Halifax,  from  40  to  50  per  cent,  was  imported  from  foreign 
countries,  and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  West  Indies  sugar  had 
to  be  sold  at  corresponding  prices  with  these  sugars  made 
artificially  cheap  by  the  operation  of  tho  Tariff,  or  bo  sent 
elsewhere,  and  the  consequence  was  a  large  falling  off  in 
the  importation  of  West  Indies  sugar  into  Halifax  during 
the  last  half  of  1883  to  one-third  the  importation  of  the  cor¬ 
responding  half  year  of  1882.  Refiners  in  competing  with 
each  other  must  buy  in  the  cheapest  market,  but  the  Tariff 
should  bo  so  arranged  as  to  encourage  the  importation  of 
sugar  from  countries  which  it  is  to  our  advantage  to  trade 
with.  In  fact,  sugar  refining  at  present  is  an  injury  to  the 
trade  of  the  Dominion,  instead  of  what  it  should  be,  and 
what  we  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  supposed  it  was  intended 
to  be,  a  means  of  building  up  a  larger  trade  with  the  West 
Indies  and  Brazil,  and  giving  us  a  market  for  our  fisheries, 
farms,  forests  and  manufactured  goods,  as  well  as  employ¬ 
ment  for  a  class  of  vessels  from  75  to  200  tons,  which  are 
especially  adapted  to  tho  fish  trade,  a  trado  which  is  in  itself 
of  far  more  importance  than  rugar  refining  is  in  itself. 
The  fisheries  of  Nova  Scotia  last  year  yielded  about 
$8,500,000,  noarly  all  clear  gain  to  tho  country,  and  I  think 
an  export  of  this  magnitude,  which  is  largely  consumed  in 
the  West  Indies,  and  paid  for  in  sugar,  is  entitled  to  some 
consideration  from  the  Government.  The  statistics  for  the 
six  months  ending  3 1st  December,  1883,  shows  a  decrease 
in  the  quantity  of  West  India  sugar  imported  into  Halifax 
of  28,000,000  pounds,  or  46  per  cent,  loss  than  for  tho  same 
period  of  1882.  In  Brazil  sugars,  during  the  same  period, 
thero  was  a  decreaso  of  10J  per  cent.,  while  the  importa¬ 
tion  from  China  and  Germany,  countries  which  take  nono 
of  our  products,  was  nearly  eight  times  as  great  as  for  the 
same  period  of  the  previous  year,  or  28^  per  cent,  of  tho 
whole  importation  of  sugar.  Now,  in  view  of  all  this,  one 
would  naturally  have  supposed  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
when  his  attention  was  called  to  it  last  year,  would  have 
takon  steps  to  romedy  this  grievance.  But,  on  tho  con¬ 
trary,  as  I  stated  a  few  days  ago,  for  some  reason  which  I 
never  could  understand,  unless  it  was  for  the  express  pur¬ 
pose  of  crushing  out  the  West  India  trade,  the  Govern- 
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ment  last  Session  granted  a  subsidy  of  $48,000  per  annum 
to  a  line  of  steamers  between  Antwerp  and  Canada  and 
Germany  and  Canada.  These  steamers  come  to  Montreal 
in  summer  and  Halifax  in  winter  loaded  with  low  priced 
beet-root  sugar  at  14s.  per  ton  freight  and  of  course  West 
India  sugar  is  thus  driven  out  of  the  market  to  that  extent. 
For  return  cargo  they  go  to  the  United  States  and  on  the 
homeward  voyage  call  at  Halifax  again  for  a  mail,  which  I 
am  told  is  a  bag  with  one  or  two  letters  in  it. 
Then  again,  with  a  view,  I  presume,  of  discriminating  still 
farther  against  the  West  India  sugars,  the  Government, 
early  the  present  year,  passed  an  Order  in  Council  permit¬ 
ting  the  importation  of  beet-root  sugar  from  Germany  on 
payment  of  duty  on  the  cost,  less  the  draw  brack,  which 
the  Minister  of  Customs  stated  'in  answer  to  my  question 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  was  a  little  over  2  cents  per  lb.,  a 
further  discrimination  against  the  West  India  sugar  of  55 
cents  per  100  lbs. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Does  that  hon.  gentleman  object  to  that 
Order  in  Council. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  most  certainly  do,  because  the  effect  of  it  is 
to  allow  the  low-priced  sugars  from  Germany  and  elsewhere 
to  be  brought  in  to  compete  with  our  West  India  sugars,  and 
the  West  Indies  trade  with  us,  while  those  foreign  countries 
do  not.  Consequently  the  West  India  sugar  must  be  sold  at  as 
low  a  rate  as  the  beet-root  sugar  or  find  a  market  some¬ 
where  else.  Now,  the  Minister  of  Customs  may  say  it  is 
very  easy  to  point  out  defects  in  the  present  mode  of  testing 
and  grading  sugar,  but  what  is  the  remedy  for  all  this  ?  My 
answer  is  that  he  should  adopt  the  polariscopic  test,  which 
must  necessarily  bo  a  fairer  and  more  correct  way  of  getting 
at  the  relative  value  and  strength  of  sugar,  more  particu¬ 
larly  for  refining  purposes,  and  charge  duty  on  the  actual 
strength,  as  they  do  in  the  United  States.  They  adopted 
this  test  many  years  ago,  and  have  seen  no  reason  to  change. 
It  is  the  only  correct  mode  of  testing  sugar.  I  am  told  the 
Belgian  Government,  some  time  ago,  applied  to  the 
leading  scientific  men  of  Europe  for  their  opinion  as  to 
the  best  method  of  levying  the  duty  on  sugar,  and  the 
reply  was,  that  the  use  of  the  polariscope  was  the  best, 
most  correct  and  fairest  mode  that  could  be  adopted, 
whereas  the  color  test  was  the  worst  that  could  be  conceived. 
I  have  referred  to  this  matter  at  some  length,  and,  I  think, 
shown  the  House  pretty  clearly  that  there  is  not  only  a  seri¬ 
ous  defect  in  the  mode  of  classifying  and  grading  sugar, 
which  requires  the  attention  of  the  Customs  authorities,  but 
I  have  also  shown  that  a  great  injustice  has  been  done  the 
Halifax  importers  of  sugar,  which  calls  for  some  explanation 
and  redress  from  the  Government.  I,  therefore,  hope  the 
Minister  of  Customs  will  look  into  this  matter  and  see  if 
something  cannot  be  done  to  place  it  on  a  more  satisfactory 
basis. 

Mr.  GUNN.  I  think  tho  change  will  shut  out  yellow 
sugars  altogether;  they  were  almost  prohibited  before. 
The  Minister  of  Customs  should  have  shown  us  what  was 
the  quantity  imported,  so  that  we  could  tell  exactly  where 
we  were.  I  do  not  believe  the  quantity  imported  last  year 
exceeded  5  to  7^  per  cent.,  and  tho  loss  of  duty  on  this 
would  be  from  $50,000  to  $75,000.  Tho  refiners  are  now 
paying  on  sugar  testing  90  degrees,  about  $1.25  per  100 
lbs.,  while  the  American  refiners  pay  $2,  or  75  cents  more 
than  ours.  Granulated  sugar  sells  in  New  York  at  6f  cents, 
and  in  Moutreal  at  7  conts,  both  duty  paid ;  that  is  J  of  a 
cent,  more  we  have  to  pay  for  our  sugar,  and  we  have  f 
of  a  cent  loss  duty  on  it,  equal  to  1  cent  per  lb.  loss  to  the 
people,  which,  on  an  importation  of  200,000,000,  lbs.  alone 
would  make  $2,000,000.  The  refiner  is  already  so  highly 
rotected,thatIdo  not  think  the  tax  on  yellow  sugar  should 
e  further  advanced. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  does  seem  to  me  this 
is  really  a  grant  to  the  sugar  refiners  for  extra  pro- 
Mr.  Vail. 


tection,  and  taking  into  account  the  protection  they  already 
enjoy,  they  are  tho  last  class  who  should  approach 
ns  again.  [  have  no  wish  to  see  the  sugar  refineries  closed  ; 
but  I  say  that  when  it  was  conclusively  shown,  in  March 
last,  that  the  average  ad  valorem  duty  at  that  time  which 
would  have  to  be  paid  on  granulated  sugar  imported  from 
the  United  States,  was  96^;  when  it  was  proved  that  it  could 
then  have  been  brought  into  the  country,  and  the  importer 
had  jast  cleared  himself,  on  paying  on  an  ad  valorem  basis 
of  96| :  when  it  was  conclusively  demonstrated  by  figures, 
takon  from  reliable  Canadian  and  New  York  quotations, 
that  sugar  was  selling  in  the  United  States  for  J  ct.  per  lb. 
less  than  in  Canada,  while  the  refiner  in  the  States  had  to 
pay  fully  A  ct.  per  lb.  more  duty  than  tho  Canadian  refiner, 
I  considered  that  a  case  was  made  out  showing  that  tho 
protection  given  to  Canadian  refiners  was  excessive.  Instead 
now  of  proposing  to  decrease  the  excessive  amount  of  pro¬ 
tection,  the  Government  propose  to  leave  these  highly 
refined  sugars  at  the  same  rate,  and  give  an  amount  of  pro¬ 
tection  on  yellow  sugars  to  tho  Canadian  refiners  which,  in 
my  judgment,  will  be  absolute  prohibition  of  all  foreign 
refined  sugar.  The  Minister  is  simply  delivering  the 
whole  trade  of  tho  country,  bound  hand  and  foot,  to 
the  refiners.  I  fear,  at  present,  that  tho  refiners  have  a  com¬ 
bination  among  themselves  to  keep  up  prices.  When 
an  industry  has  been  stimulated  to  such  an  extent  that 
production  overreaches  consumption,  and  there  is  freedom 
of  action  and  competition  among  those  engaged  in  the 
trade,  the  price  of  the  article  may  not  in  some  cases 
be  enhanced,  but  where  you  have  the  trade  in  a 
few  hands  and  an  understanding  arrived  at,  as  I  believe 
there  is  among  the  refiners,  not  to  lower  prices,  tho  people 
have  to  suffer.  The  refinery  business  is  in  the  hands  of  four 
or  five  men,  and  the  probability  is  there  will  not  be  more 
than  four  or  five  men  engaged  in  that  business,  because 
there  is  not  room  for  more,  and  that  being  the  case  the  con¬ 
sumer  will  have  to  pay  whatever  price  they  decide  on. 
The  effect  of  the  Tariff  changes  now  proposed  will  be  to 
give  greater  protection  to  tho  refiner  on  yellow  sugars, 
at  the  risk  of  absolute  loss  to  the  revenue  and 
the  certainty  of  increased  prices  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  mis¬ 
taken  in  assuming  that  the  measure  proposed  will  give  t  >o 
great  an  amount  of  protection  to  tho  refiners.  He  makes 
the  mistake  ho  always  does  in  assuming  there  is  no  other 
sugar  used  in  the  Dominion  than  granulated.  I  think  he 
will  acknowledge  that  not  more  than  one-fifth  of  the  sugar 
is  granulated,  and  the  other  four-fifth  is  yellow  sugar. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  This  is  yellow  sugar. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Yes;  but  this  yellow  is  under  No.  14. 
and  forms  but  a  small  portion  of  the  yellow  sugar  of  the 
Dominion.  The  member  for  Kingston  (Mr.  Gunn)  fell  into 
the  same  error  as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant,  and 
talked  upon  the  increased  duty  which  would  be  produced 
by  these  resolutions,  and,  as  I  understood  him,  he  assumed 
that  these  resolutions  applied  to  granulated  sugars  and  to 
tho  higher  classes,  whereas  they  only  touch  those  below 
No.  14. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  only  referred  to  yellow. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  understood  him  to  say  something  about 
granulated  sugar,  but  I  could  not  hear  very  well.  If  he 
referred  only  to  yellow  sugars,  tho  amount  affected  by  these 
resolutions  could  not  be  anything  like  the  amount  I  under¬ 
stood  him  to  state.  This  change  which  is  being  made  in 
tho  sugar  duties  is  only  carrying  out  the  policy  always 
advocated  by  the  party  in  power,  and  which  they  put  into 
force  in  1879.  It  is  no  doubt  the  intention  of  tho  present 
Government  to  afford  sufficient  protection  to  the  manufac¬ 
turers  of  tho  Dominion.  In  reply  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  as  to  a  com¬ 
bination  of  tho  sugar  refineries,  I  may  say  that  I  have  had 
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no  word  of  any  such  thing  being  in  view.  My  information 
within  the  past  few  months  has  been  to  the  contrary  effect, 
though  I  acknowledge  that  I  have  not  had  anything  lately, 
but  I  believe  that  the  number  of  refineries  now  at  work  in 
the  Dominion  render  it  impossible  for  them  to  make  any 
combination,  and  the  Government  can  trust,  in  this  as  in 
other  matters,  to  the  homo  competition  making  the  price  a 
moderate  one. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  an  immoderate  ono  now. 
It  is  very  easy  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  compare  the  New 
York  quotations  with  the  Canadian. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  do  not  acknowledge  that  the  prices  of 
sugars  to-day  are  immoderate.  Before  this  change  was 
proposed  there  was  not  any  protection  on  sugars  below 
No.  14,  the  same  duty  was  collected  on  refined  sugars 
below  14  that  was  collected  on  raw  sugars  below  14, 
and,  if  you  look  at  the  prices  of  West  Indian  yellows, 
you  will  find  the  duty  per  lb.  was  a  little  higher  on 
the  raw  than  on  the  refined  sugars.  Therefore,  I  contend 
that  the  Government  are  justified  in  carrying  out 
their  policy  and  giving  the  refiners  sufficient  protection, 
because  the  increased  duty  put  upon  theso  sugars  is  not  very 
great ;  it  is  5  per  cent  on  a  very  low  cost  indoed,  not  more 
than  10  cents  at  tho  present  cost  and  25  per  cent.  The 
member  for  Brant  acknowledged  that  he  did  not  object  to 
the  manufacturers  having  sufficient  protection.  I  say  the 
refiners  have  not  as  great  a  protection  as  the  cotton  manu¬ 
facturers  had  before  1878,  under  the  17J  per  cent 
tariff.  The  hon.  mombers  talk  about  duties  on 
granulated  sugars,  but  they  do  notallow  for  the  duty  which 
is  imposed  upon  raw  sugar.  The  measure  of  protection  is 
only  the  difference  of  these  duties,  allowing  for  the  loss  in 
manufacture.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail) 
spoke  of  the  sugar  refining  having  injured  tho  trade  with 
the  West  Indies.  If  he  will  turn  to  the  returns  up  to  1878, 
he  will  find  that  the  contrary  is  the  case.  I  am  not  going 
into  the  question  now,  because  I  do  not  want  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  committee,  but  the  sugar  refining  in  the 
Dominion  has  largely  increased  the  trade  with  tho  West 
Indies  instead  of  reducing  it.  As  to  the  polariscopie  test, 
though  my  own  opinions  are  strongly  in  favor  of  it,  I 
would  point  out  that  it  will  not  help  to  keep  beet-root 
sugar  out.  On  tho  contrary,  I  think  it  will  allow  it  to 
come  in  on  more  favorable  terms  than  the  West  Indian 
sugar. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  do  not  want  to  keep  it  out.  I  only  think 
it  should  pay  a  duty  according  to  the  strength,  the  same  as 
other  sugars.  It  should  not  come  in  competition  with  the 
brighter  and  cleaner  sugar  that  comes  from  the  West 
Indies  of  a  lower  grade,  without  paying  the  same  duty. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  only  result  of  this 
measure  will  be  to  add  to  the  price  of  sugar  to  the  consumer, 
because  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  refiner  will  take  every 
farthing  out  of  the  consumer  that  he  can.  The  only  check 
upon  him  was  the  power  of  importing  these  sugars  when 
they  were  at  their  present  low  figures,  which  could  be  done 
under  the  existing  Tariff,  but  will  not  be  done  under 
the  Tariff  now  proposed.  This  will  amount  on  the 
average,  taking  the  valuations  given  us  in  the  Customs 
return,  to  68  per  cent.,  and  that  on  an  article  which  can 
hardly  be  called  a  luxury,  which  is,  if  not  a  prime  necessary, 
at  any  rate  one  of  the  necessaries  of  life  for  all  parties  in 
the  Dominion,  is  a  most  enormous  duty,  and,  comparing  the 
prices  paid  here  with  the  prices  paid  in  the  United  States, 
under  a  heavier  scale  of  duty,  our  refiners  are  levying  an 
enormous  scale  of  duties  on  the  people  of  this  country.  I 
should  like  to  hear  from  the  Minister  of  Customs  what  he 
has  to  say  as  to  the  difference  of  duties  on  cargoes  imported 
in  Montreal  and  in  Halifax,  which  has  been  alluded  to  by 
my  hon.  friend.  Waiving  entirely  the  question  of  protec¬ 
tion,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  pains  ought  to  be  taken  to 


make  the  duty  the  same  in  the  different  ports  of  the  Dom¬ 
inion,  and,  if  my  hon.  friend’s  facts  are  correct,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  a  serious  injustice  is  worked  upon  the  people  of 
Halifax  and  the  refiners  there. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  propose,  for  a  few  minutes,  to  refer  to 
the  charge  of  the  hon.  member  for  Digby.  It  is  not  a  new  one 
on  his  part.  As  I  anticipated,  he  has  come  ready  primed  in 
order  to  renew  tho  attack  which  he  made  some  time  ago,  and 
I  think,  upon  a  full  investigation  of  the  matter,  if  he  had  had 
all  the  facts  before  him,  he  would  probably  not  have  made  the 
serious  charge  he  has,  particularly  of  neglect  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  head  of  the  Customs  Department  in  reference  to 
investigation  into  these  matters.  That  there  may  have  been 
differences  in  grading  and  errors  committed  in  different 
ports  I  am  not  prepared  to  deny.  Any  gentleman  who  has 
had  any  experience  in  administering  the  Customs  law  with 
the  numerous  ports  there  are  in  this  Dominion,  and  conse' 
quently  the  very  large  number  of  appraisers  and  collectors, 
who  take  different  views  upon  different  subjects,  would 
know  that  it  would  be  almost  impossible  even  to  suppose  that 
you  could  secure  perfect  uniformity  in  all  these  ports. 
The  question  to  which  tho  hon.  gentleman  referred,  the 
importation  of  these  two  cargoes  of  sugar  into  Halifax  and 
their  afterwards  having  been  sent  to  Montreal  and  entered 
at  a  lower  rate,  is  not  strictly  in  accordance  with  tho  facts. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  that  state¬ 
ment  knowingly  ;  but  I  do  say  this,  particularly  in  reference 
to  the  importation  of  sugars,  that  when  the  complaint  was 
received  from  Halifax  I  sent  an  officer  at  once  to  make  a 
thorough  investigation,  not  only  as  to  that  entry,  but  to  tho 
value  of'  the  sugar  at  Jamaica  at  the  time  of  exportation  and 
tho  rates  which  should  be  properly  charged  upon  such  sugar. 
The  reports  made  to  me  were  that  the  demands  made  of  tho 
importer  by  the  appraiser  at’ Montreal,  were  higher  than  the 
market  value  of  tho  sugar  at  tho  time  it  was  exported  from 
Jamaica,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Department,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  refund  whatever  extra  amount  might 
have  been  collected.  But  I  can  assure  tho  committee  that 
not  a  dollar  has  ever  boon  remitted  to  any  importer  upon 
any  article,  until  thoro  has  boon  a  full  and  thorough  investi¬ 
gation  into  the  whole  question.  When  those  who  are 
experts  make  an  investigation  and  report,  it  is  not 
expected  that  the  Department,  unless  there  is  something 
so  flagrant  that  it  is  easily  discovered,  would  interfere  with 
that  report.  The  charge  also  made  by  the  Halifax  merchants 
and  importers,  that  Montreal  has  an  advantage  over  Halifax, 
was  thoroughly  investigated,  and  the  results  shows  that 
Halifax,  on  the  contrary,  in  the  way  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  referred,  and  also  in  the  grading  of  the  sugars, 
has,  if  anything,  an  advantage  over  Montreal.  When  tho  hon. 
gentleman  brought  this  quostion  before  the  House  upon  a 
previous  occasion,  a3  I  was  desirous  of  obtaining  the  fullest 
information,  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Dustan,  who  had  visited  Ottawa  a 
short  time  before,  and  who  had  made  the  same  serious  com¬ 
plaints,  not  only  against  the  Department,  bat  against  the 
appraisers  and  collectors  in  Montreal.  He  was  invited  to 
investigate  all  the  returns  that  we  had,  and  all  the  reports 
made  by  those  who  had  investigated  the  question,  and  the 
collector  in  Montreal  was  written  to,  asking  him  to  give  Mr. 
Dustan  access  to  all  the  books  and  entries,  and  give  him  all 
the  information  he  might  require  to  onablo  him  to  satisfy 
himself  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  business  was  trans¬ 
acted  at  that  port.  My  letter  was  dated  on  the  19th  of 
February,  immediately  after  the  debate  in  this  House,  and 
I  will  read  it : 

“My  Dear  Dustan, — In  conversation  with  the  Commissioner  a  few 
days  since,  on  the  question  of  sugars  imported  at  Montreal  and  Halifax, 

I  was  informed  that  you  made  a  thorough  investigation  in  Montreal 
some  time  ago,  and  that  you  expressed  yourself  satisfied  as  to  the  cor¬ 
rectness  of  ttte  Montreal  values  for  duty. 

“  Kindly  let  me  know  how  you  found  things  at  that  port. 

“  Yours  truly, 

“(Signed),  M.  BOWELL.” 
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On  the  23rd  February,  Mr.  Dustan  telegraphed  to  me  as 
follows : — 

“  Letter  19th  received.  Judging  from  my  investigation  at  Montreal 
Custom  House,  consider  attack  of  the  Nova  Scotia  refinery  on  the  Customs 
officials  there,  a  baseless - 

Pretty  strong  language - 

“  and  vile  calumny.  Writing  as  to  values  for  duty.  • 

“  GEORGE  GORDON  DUSTAN.” 

On  the  24th  February,  the  day  after  the  date  of  the  tele¬ 
gram,  ho  wroto  me  as  follows: — 

“  Halifax,  Nova  Scotia, 

“  24th  February,  1885. 

“My  Dear  Mr.  Bowell, — I  am  duly  in  receipt  of  your  valued  letter  of 
the  19th  inst.,  asking  about  the  question  of  sugars  imported  at  Montreal 
and  Halifax,  and  the  thorough  investigation  made  by  me  at  the  port  of 
Montreal  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  values  for  duty  there.  I  beg  to  say 
in  reply  that  in  the  autumn  of  1883  my  attention  was  directed  to  an 
alleged  evasion  of  the  payment  of  a  portion  of  the  duties  payable  upon 
cargoes  of  Jamaica  sugars,  particulars  of  which  were  furnished  me, 
amounting  to  4,777,046  pounds,  of  the  value  of  $139,249,  and  upon 
which  duty  was  paid  to  the  amount  of  $41,774.70,  and  that,  as  compared 
against  the  value  of  seven  similar  cargoes  from  the  same  Island  of 
Jamaica  that  were  entered  for  duty  at  the  port  of  Halifax,  there  was  a 
oss  to  the  revenue  of  $7,611.30  upon  an  undervaluation  of  $25,371  ” 

These  are  tho  charges  which,  he  says,  were  made,  and  then 
continues : 

“  I  at  once  proceeded  to  Ottawa  and  received  from  the  Department  of 
Customs  leave  to  call  upon  the  appraiser  at  the  port  of  Montreal  and  to 
satisfy  myself  whether  such  a  state  of  matters  existed,  as  I  had  been  led 
to  suppose  was  the  case. 

“  I  was  met  by  the  Government  in  the  frankest  manner  and  permitted 
to  make  an  informal  investigation.  All  the  samples  ot  the  sugars  in 
question  with  invoices  and  entries  were  in  tho  appraiser’s  office,  and  Mr. 
Moir,  the  able  and  efficient  grocery  appraiser,  gave  me  an  opportunity 
of  looking  into  the  matter. 

“  I  had  in  my  possession  advices  as  to  the  state  of  the  market  during 
the  period  covered  by  these  importations  and  I  most  positively  state 
that  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  all  the  duty  to  which  the  Government 
were  fairly  entitled  had  been  paid  upon  the  sugars  in  question.  I  need 
not  state  any  more  significant  point  in  the  whole  matter  than  this,  viz  : 
The  alleged  undervaluation  was  made  up  from  a  statistical  point  of  view. 
One  cargo  averaged  against  another.  Any  one  familiar  with  Jamaica 
sugar  will  know  that  cargoes  may  be  made  up  of  different  qualities,  and 
as  my  informant  had  never  seen  the  cargoes  in  question,  I  was  not  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  result  of  my  examination. 

“  I  came  away  from  the  port  of  Montreal  convinced  that  in  that  par¬ 
ticular  instance,  there  was  no  just  ground  of  complaint  against  the 
Customs  Department. 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  be, 

“  My  dear  Sir, 

“  Your  obedient  servant, 

“  The  Hon.  Mackenzie  Bowell,  “  GEO.  GORDON  DUNSTAN. 

“  Minister  of  Customs,  Ottawa.” 

Mr.  YAIL.  Who  are  you  reading  from  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  reading  Mr.  Dustan’s  letter.  The 
committee  will  see  that  I  took  the  precaution  of  writing  to 
the  man  who  certainly  has  the  reputation  of  knowing  not 
only  the  value  of  sugar  but  has  a  thorough  knowledge  ot  the 
sugar  trade  in  this  country. 

Mr.  YAIL.  He  had  not  knowledge  enough  to  make 
money  out  of  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  many  a  good  man’s  fault.  There 
are  many  men  who,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  have  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  business,  but  who  do  not  succeed  in 
it  when  working  on  their  own  account,  but  who  make 
admirable  servants  and  who  make  money  when  they  are 
working  for  others.  We  see  that  in  every  avocation  of  life. 
However,  I  was  well  aware  that  the  reports  of  the  officers 
of  the  Department  and  of  the  Commissioner  whose  name 
has  been  mentioned,  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  those  who 
made  these  complaints ;  hence  I  wrote  to  the  man  in  whom 
I  believe,  everyone  has  confidence  in  so  far  as  his  knowledge 
of  the  sugar  question  is  concerned  ;  because  Mr.  Dustan  has 
been  connected  with  this  business  for  a  great  number  of 
years,  and  has  devoted  much  of  his  time  to  the  study  of  the 
whole  question.  I  asked  him  to  inform  mo  as  to  the  result 
of  his  investigation  and  that  result  1  have  read  to  the  House. 
It  is  much  better,  I  think  than  a  report  coming  from  an 
inexperienced  man,  or  from  any  one  of  our  officers. 
In  regard  to  the  general  statement  with  respect  to  the 
Mr.  Bowell. 


different  importations,  I  find  on  going  through  the  return 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred,  and  from  which  he 
has  drawn  certain  deductions  as  to  one  or  two  importations, 
that  the  results  of  the  whole  importations  for  the  year  1883 
into  the  ports  of  Halifax  and  Montreal  do  not  bear  out  the 
statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made,  and  the 
deductions  he  has  drawn  from  two  particular  cargoes  of 
sugar.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know  that  a  merchant 
may  buy  sugar  in  Jamaica  or  in  any  other  port  for  export, 
and  that  the  ruling  price  of  the  same  qualtity  of  sugar  may 
be  higher  or  lower  during  the  same  day,  and  that 
cargoes  may  be  exported  in  the  morning  at  one  price  and  in 
the  evening  or  following  day  at  another  price.  The  sugar 
market,  particularly  in  regard  to  raw  sugars,  varies  almost 
as  rapidly  as  exchange  or  the  stock  market.  The  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  require  to  be  told  that,  for  no  doubt  from 
the  thorough  knowledge  he  appears  to  possess  of  the  whole 
question  he  knows  the  truth  of  what  I  havo  stated.  I 
will  be  pardoned  for  occupying  a  little  time  in  dealing 
with  this  question,  as  I  desire  more  particularly  to  give 
information  to  the  importers  at  the  different  ports,  as  this 
question  is  constantly  cropping  up.  Montreal  complains  to 
the  head  office  that  Halifax  has  an  advantage.  Halifax 
merchants  declare  that  Montreal  with  its  large  refineries 
has  great  influence,  and  they  have  gone  so  far  as  to  say  in 
the  newspapers  that  the  weighers  and  appraisers  are  under 
the  control  of  the  refiners.  I  have  made  a  pretty  tho¬ 
rough  investigation  into  all  these  matters,  and  have  yet  to 
learn  that  there  is  a  scintilla  of  truth  in  any  of  the  charges 
made  against  our  officers  in  Montreal  or  Halifax.  They 
have  performed  to  the  best  of  their  knowledge  their  onerous 
and  responsible  duties  honestly  and  faithfully.  The  following 
is  a  comparative  statement  of  sugars  imported  from  Jamaica 
into  tho  ports  of  Montreal  and  Halifax  direct  during  the 
year  1883 :  — 


Imported  from  Jamaica. 


Ports  and 


Rate  of 


Propor¬ 
tion  of 


Description  of 

Quantity. 

Value. 

Duty.  Duty  per 

each 

Sugar. 

100  lbs. 

grade 

import’d 

Montreal — 

Lbs. 

$ 

$  cts. 

$  cts. 

Per  cent. 

Above  No  14 . 

958,280 

31,065 

20,455  55 

2  13 

06-13 

From  9  to  14... 

6,750,735 

211,228 

113,998  91 

1  69 

43-11 

Below  No.  9.... 

7,917,096 

244,069 

112,806  18 

1  42 

60-76 

Total . 

15,626,111 

486,362 

247,260  64 

1  58 

100-00 

Halifax — 

Above  No.  14. 

489 

16 

10  49 

2  14 

00-04 

From  9  to  14... 

2,729,891 

89,630 

47,363  18 

1  73 

27-13 

Below  No.  9.... 

7.331,047 

240,064 

108,674  44 

1  48 

72  83 

Total . 

10,061,427 

329,710 

156,048  11 

1  55 

100-00 

The  above  statement  reveals  the  following  facts  :  The  sugars 
from  Jamaica  in  1883  were  graded  as  follows  :  In  Montreal, 
43.1 1  per  cent,  between  9  and  14.  In  Halifax,  2'7.13  per  cent, 
between  9  and  14.  The  aggregate  or  average  duty  paid  on 
the  same  was :  In  Montreal,  $1.58  per  100  lbs.  In  Halifax, 
$1.55  per  100  lbs.,  a  difference  in  favor  of  Halifax  of  3  cts. 
por  100  lbs.  In  regard  to  the  question  of  weighing. 
It  is  charged  by  the  Halifax  press,  and  it  was  repeated  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Digby,  that  weighing  in  Halifax  was 
done  under  the  surveillance  of  the  Customs  authorities  ;  and 
that  in  Montreal  the  weighing  is  done  by  the  city  weigher, 
without  any  check  whatever.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  incor¬ 
rect  in  that  statement  also.  The  moment  I  saw  that  charge 
I  thought  it  a  very  serious  one,  and  I  at  once  sent  an 
officer,  Mr.  Wolff,  to  make  an  investigation  into  the  matter, 
and  I  will  give  the  result  of  that  investigation.  That  officer 
says : 

“  Customs  Department,  Canada, 

“  Special  Agent’s  Branch, 

“  Montreal,  23rd  August,  1884. 

“  Sir, — I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  two  cargoes  of  sugar  were  lately 
landed  at  Halifax  ex  Craigton  and  Ayrshire, 
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“  The  consignee,  who  resides  here,  not  haviDg  implicit  faith  in  the 
weighers  at  Halifax,  despatched  a  city  weigher  from  Montreal  for  the 
purpose  of  checking  the  cargoes — and  I  have  now  the  honor  to  hand  you 
copies  of  the  weighing  of  various  lots  imported  by  the  vessels  named. 

“It  is  asserted  in  some  quarters  that  the  weighers  at  Halifax  do  not 
weigh  as  closely  as  is  the  practice  at  other  ports,  and  further,  that 
owing  to  their  regarding  small  sized  hhds.  as  tierces,  that  the  Halifax 
importer  gains  an  advantage  on  the  tare  of  tierces  (so  called)  weigh¬ 
ing  over  1,300  lbs. 

“  As  the  enclosed  statements  give  you  the  exact  gross  weight  in  each 
case  it  will  be  easy  to  check  the  Halifax  returns  and  ascertain  if  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  assertions. 

“  It  is  also  stated  that  the  Customs  weighers  at  Halifax  do  not  include 
scrapings  in  the  weight  for  duty,  which  should  certainly  be  included, 
as  in  many  cases  owing  to  the  breaking  of  packages  they  are  very 
large,  representing  frequently  many  hogsheads 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

“  Your  obedient  servant, 

*  “JAS.  F.  WOLFE, 

“  J.  Johnson,  Esq.,  “  Special  Agent. 

“  Commissioner  of  Customs, 

“  Ottawa.” 

1  am  not  prepared  to  say  whether  that  is  correct  or  not,  but 
any  one  who  is  acquainted  with  the  sugar  trade,  will  see 
not  only  the  propriety,  but  the  absolute  necessity  of  adding 
the  scrapings  if  the  correct  weight  is  to  be  obtained. 
Then  the  Inspector  reports  again  as  follows : — 

“  Montreal,  6th  December,  1884. 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  return  you  file  3591 — 84,  sent  me  for  further  in¬ 
quiry,  and  to  report  that  I  find  the  weights  returned  by  the  officers  at 
Halifax,  to  agree  with  weights  returned  by  the  private  weigher,  and 
that  the  only  difference  between  the  practice  of  Halifax  and  Montreal, 
as  far  as  shown  in  the  treatment  of  the  cargoes  ex- Ayrshire  and  Craigton, 
as  regards  weighing  of  sugar,  lies  in  the  weight  of  tare.  The  attached 
statement  signed  by  the  assistant  weigher  at  this  port,  shows  the  cargo 
of  the  Ayrshire  to  have  been  entered  9,553  pounds,  and  that  of  the 
Craigton  12,434  pounds  short  of  that.  The  same  gross  weight  would 
have  been  entered  at  Montreal  owing  to  the  latter  port  only  allowing  12 
per  cent,  tare  on  packages  weighing  over  1,300  pouuds,  Rueh  packages 
being  considered  as  hogsheads,  whereas  at  the  port  of  Halifax,  the 
invoiced  name  of  the  package  appears  to  rule  for  tare.” 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

“  J.  Johnson,  Esq.,  “  JAS.  F.  WOLFE, 

“  Commissioner  of  Customs,  “  Special  Agent. 

“Ottawa.” 


They  take  the  invoices  names,  instead  of  applying  the  rule 
which  prevails  in  Montreal  as  that  upon  which  the  allow¬ 
ance  is  made.  Now,  what  does  this  show  ?  It  shows  : 
RETURN  OF  WEIGHTS  EX  SS.  AYRSHIRE. 

897  hhds.  sugar,  gross  .  2,094,632 

12  per  cent,  tare .  251,356 

- Net,  1,843,276 

2  tierces,  1,300 lbs.  or  less....  2,444 

14  per  cent,  tare .  342 

- Net,  2,102 

285  tierces,  over  1,300  lbs .  477,612 

12  per  cent,  tare .  57,313 

- Net,  420,299 

508  brls .  126,389 

Tare  at  26  lbs.  each .  13,208 

_____  Net,  113,181 

Total .  2,378,858 

Entered  as .  2,369,305 

To  post .  9,553 

RETURN  OF  WEIGHTS  EX  SS.  CRAIGTON. 

1,086  hhds.  sugar,  gross .  2,481,942 

12  per  cent,  tare . „ .  297,833 

- Net,  2,184,109 

30  tierces,  1,300  lbs.  or  less....  35,672 

14  per  cent,  tare .  4,994 

- Net,  30,678 

389  tierces,  over  1,300  lbs .  621,676 

12  per  cent,  tare .  74,601 

- Net,  547,075 

363  brls . . . . ....  89,032 

Tare  at  26  lbs.  each .  9,438 

- Net,  79,694 

1  half-brl .  Net,  107 

Total .  2,841,563 

Entered  as .  2,829,129 

To  post .  12,434 

M.  F.  QUIN, 

Assistant  Weigher  and  Gauger , 

Port  of  Montreal. 


I  have  given  these  figures  from  the  actual  test  of  the 
weighing — a  comparison  of  the  two  systems,  not  particu¬ 
larly  for  the  purpose  of  finding  fault  with  the  port  of  Hali¬ 
fax,  but  to  show  that  there  has  been  no  discrimination 
against  that  port,  but  that  on  the  contrary,  in  various  ways, 
that  in  the  whole  amount  of  the  import  of  sugar  from 
Jamaica  in  1883,  they  had  an  advantage  over  Montreal  of  3 
cents  per  100  lbs.,  and  in  these  two  cargos  an  advantage  of 
12,434  lbs.  I  have  read  all  the  figures  with  reference  to 
the  steamships  Craigton  and  Ayrshire ,  showing  by  the  cal¬ 
culation  that  the  Halifax  merchant,  who  made  the  entry,  had 
an  advantage  in  the  weighing  alone — on  the  calculation  of 
tare  of —of  12,434  lbs.  over  what  there  would  have  been 
had  the  importation  and  weighing  been  in  Montreal,  and 
the  entry  made  at  that  port.  Now,  so  far  as  tho  investiga¬ 
tion  is  concerned— so  far  as  the  charges  — 

Mr.  VAIL.  Before  the  hon.  gentleman  passes  from  that 
point,  I  would  ask  him  is  it  a  fact  or  not  that  sugar  in 
Montreal  is  weighed  by  the  city  weighers  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  scarcely  given 
me  time.  I  was  coming  to  that. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  thought  you  were  passing  from  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  was  just  going  to  refer  to  that  point. 
Sugar  in  Montreal  is  weighed  by  the  city  weighers. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  What  are  you  hear,  hearing  about  ? 

Mr.  VAIL.  That  is  just  what  I  said. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Would  you  like  me  to  stop  there  ? 
Sugar  is  weighed  by  tho  city  weighers  and  checked  by  a 
Customs  officer.  I  put  that  same  question  to  tho  collector, 
and  also  to  Mr.  Wolfe  tho  Inspector.  I  have  heard  people 
“  hear,  hear”  and  hallo  before  they  got  out  of  tho  woods, 
and  I  think  my  hoo.  friend  was  in  that  position. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  is  in  the  wood. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  he  is  out  of  the  cane  and  into  the 
syrup,  and  very  soft  syrup  it  is.  The  inspector  reports  that 

“  The  weighing  is  checked  by  a  Customs  officer  at  the  time  of  weighing, 
and  a  separate  account  is  kept  as  a  check  by  the  Customs  officer, 
Customs  tares  and  city  tares  differ  of  course  because  they  have  a  different 
mode  of  calculating  it.” 

That  only  refers  to  the  tares,  and  perhaps  that  may  bo  tho 
reason  why  the  Halifax  merchant  had  the  advantage  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

“  The  Customs  officers  get  no  fees  for  weighing  or  gauging  at  Montreal, 
and  importers  never  know  what  officers  may  be  sent  to  weigh  their 
goods.” 

This  is  certainly  an  advantage  over  the  system  which  pre¬ 
vails  at  some  ports  of  having  one  weigher  to  weigh  all  tho 
sugar,  and  every  importer  knowing  who  that  man  is. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Who  pays  tho  weigher  of  the  sugar  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Tho  Customs  pay  him — tho  Government 
pay  him. 

Mr.  VAIL.  That  is  tho  city  weigher  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  for  all  work  done  for  the  Customs  by 
him.  I  do  not  know  how  it  may  be  in  Halifax,  but  I  have 
never  yet  been  able  to  find  anybody  in  Ontario  or  Quebec  to 
work  for  nothing,  and  when  we  utilize  a  public  officer,  such, 
for  instance,  as  a  public  analyst,  we  have  to  pay  him,  as  we 
pay  all  those  who  do  work  for  us.  I  can  also  state  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  city  weigher  of  Montreal  takes  a 
solemn  oath  to  perform  his  duties  to  the  best  of  his  know¬ 
ledge  and  ability,  and  we  have  no  right  to  assume  that  ho 
is  corrupt  unless  it  is  proved.  I  do  not  propose  to  occupy 
the  attention  of  the  committee  longer,  unless  there  are  some 
questions  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  ask  me.  I  have 
already  referred  to  the  He  ward  importation,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  I  must  have  known  it  was  not  correct. 
Well,  I  knew  from  reports,  particularly  by  the  Hali¬ 
fax  papers  that  they  stated  that  it  is  not  correct. 
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I  took  every  possible  means  of  ascertaining  the  facts,  first 
by  sending  an  officer  to  investigate  and  report;  then  by 
having  an  accountant  of  the  Department  make  a  report  as 
to  the  prices  and  calculations,  and  everything  neces¬ 
sary,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  correct  conclusion, 
and  having  found  that  the  statements  which  had  been  made 
against  that  particular  importation  were  not  correct,  I  took 
the  responsibility  of  ordering  the  refund  of  the  extra  amount 
of  duty  which  had  been  paid.  The  hon.  gentleman  objects 
to  the  mode  of  testing  the  quality  and  the  ignoring  of  the 
saccharine  strength  of  the  sugar.  That  is  a  very  vexed 
question  ;  it  is  a  question  that  the  most  experienced  experts 
have  not  yet  decided.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  his  ideas  of 
the  American  tariff,  is  about  as  correct  as  he  was  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  other  points  to  which  he  has  drawn  the  attention 
of  the  House.  It  is  only  one  quality  of  sugar  which  is 
tested  by  the  polariscope  under  the  United  States  tariff. 
There  they  have  the  mixed  system  of  the  polariscope  for  one 
grade,  the  Dutch  standard  for  another,  and  the  refined  for 
another.  I  will  read  them  to  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
order  that  he  may  not  fall  into  the  error  again.  The 
American  tariff  reads  as  follows 

“ Sugars—  class  1.  Those  tested  by  the  polariscope;  all  sugars  not 
above  No.  13  Dutch  standard  in  color  shall  pay  duty  ou  their  polari¬ 
scope  test  as  follows,  viz.  :  All  sugars  not  above  No.  13  Dutch  standard, 
all  tank  bottoms,  syrups  of  cane  juice  or  beet  juice,  maleda,  concrete 
and  concentrated  molasses,  testing  by  the  polariscope  not  above  75 
degrees,  1,%  cents  per  pound;  and  for  every  additional  degree  or 
fraction  of  a  degree  shown  by  the  polariscope  test,  they  shall  pay 
^005ths  of  a  cent  per  pound  additional. 

“  (Jlass  2.  Those  classified  by  the  dutch  standard  of  color  ;  all  sugars 
above  No.  13  Dutch  standard  shall  be  classified  by  the  Dutch  standard 
of  color  and  pay  duty  as  follows,  namely:  all  above  No.  13  and  not 
above  No.  16,  2|  cents  per  poun  1 ;  all  above  No.  16  and  not  above  No. 
20,  3  cents  per  pound  ;  and  all  above  No  20,  3i  cents  per  pound. 

“  Class  3.  Refined  sugars  ;  all  sugars  after  being  refined,,  when  tinc¬ 
tured,  colored,  or  in  any  way  adulterated,  value  30  cents  per  pound  or 
less,  10  cents  per  pound.” 

Therefore  the  United  States  Government  do  not  adhere  to 
the  polariscope  test  in  levying  their  duty,  except  in  the 
case  of  one  particular  grade  of  sugar ;  and  it  has  not  been 
considered  advisable  as  yet  to  adopt  that  test  as  a  principle 
of  our  Tariff  for  many  reasons.  While  there  may  be  an 
error  of  judgment  in  the  grading  of  sugar  as  to  its  color  by 
the  different  appraisers  and  the  different  collectors 
in  the  country,  how  much  greater  difficulties 
would  be  likely  to  occur  if  the  whole  decision 
depended  exclusively  on  the  eye  of  the  individual 
using  the  polariscope.  We  know  that  there  are 
many  men  who  are  good  judges  of  sugar  and  have  all  the 
qualifiations  of  good  officer  s  who  could  not  by  any  possi¬ 
bility  use  the  polariscope.  There  are  others  who  of  course 
could ;  but  where  you  have  so  many  officers,  I  am  very 
much  inclined  to  believe-— and  I  know  this  is  the  opinion  of 
the  Finance  Minister,  who  has  given  this  question  a  great 
deal  of  consideration — that  frauds  and  errors  would  be  as 
likely  to  occur  under  the  polariscope  test  as  under  the 
present  system.  The  hon.  gentleman  objects  to  the  subsidy 
which  was  given  to  the  lino  of  steamers  plying  between 
Halifax  and  Antwerp,  which  he  tells  us  has  imported  some 
beet-root  sugar,  which  I  believe  is  correct,  and  he 
charges  the  Government  with  having  given  that  subsidy 
for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  West  Indian  trade. 

Mr.  TAIL.  I  did  not  make  that  statement ;  I  said  it  did 
do  it,  and  I  could  not  imagine  any  other  cause  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  for  it. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  did  not  make 
the  chargo  that  the  subsidy  was  given  for  the  purpose  of  des¬ 
troying  the  West  India  trade,  but  states  that  it  had  that 
effect,  and  that  he  could  not  conceive  any  other  reason  the 
Government  could  have  in  doing  that,  except  to  create  a 
monopoly  of  trade  in  beet-root  sugar  between  Antwerp  and 
Canada  to  destroy  the  West  India  trade.  I  leavo  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  draw  the  distinction  ;  there  is  as  much 
difference  between  that  and  the  statement  I  made  as  there 
Mr,  Bowell. 


is  between  tweedledum  and  tweedledee.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  correct  in  his  statement,  and  if  he  desires  that  the 
refiners  of  Halifax  and  Moncton  should  manufacture  from 
the  West  India  sugar  alone,  and  not  from  beet-root  sugars, 
what  would  be  the  result  ?  If  there  had  been  no  beettroot 
sugar  imported  into  Canada  during  the  past  year,  I  question 
whether  any  of  our  refineries  would  be  in  operation  to-day, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  if  we  had  exacted  the  duty  upon 
the  2  cent  per  pound  bounty  which  is  paid  by 
the  German  Government  on  exports  of  beet  root  sugar, 
no  merchant  or  refiner  in  Canada  could  have  imported  one 
pound  of  that  sugar,  and  the  result  would  have  been  that 
the  product  of  the  beet-root  sugar  from  the  English  and 
Scotch  refineries  would  have  been  imported  into  this  country 
to  compete  with  the  product  of  our  own  refineries,  and  we 
should  not  have  had  a  single  refinery  at  work  to-day, 
and  the  price  of  such  would  have  run  up  proportionately, 
Therefore  the  policy  the  hon.  gentleman  is  very  anxious 
for  this  Government  to  adopt,  is  one  to  prevent  the  refiners 
of  this  country  obtaining  a  cheap  raw  material  to  supply 
the  market,  and  thus  shut  them  up,  in  order  as  he  says, 
that  the  vessels  for  Halifax  could  go  to  the  West  Indies  and 
bring  the  cane  sugar  to  this  country.  Where  should  we 
find  a  market  for  the  sugar  imported  from  the  West  Indies 
if  the  refineries  of  the  country  could  not  use  it  ?  All  they 
eould  do  would  be  to  bring  refined  sugars  to  supply  the 
market.  The  result  would  have  been  precisely  what  I  have 
stated,  the  closing  of  the  refineries  in  the  Dominion  and  the 
destruction  of  the  West  India  trade.  I  make  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  a  present  of  his  argument,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
when  not  only  the  refiners,  but  the  Halifax  merchants, 
look  into  this  matter  thoroughly,  they  will  duly  appre¬ 
ciate  the  hon.  gentleman’s  interest  on  their  behalf, 
an  anxiety  which  will  result  in  the  total  destruction  not 
only  of  the  West  India  trade,  so  far  as  the  article  of  raw 
sugar  is  concerned,  but  in  shutting  up  all  the  refineries  we 
have  in  the  country.  I  apologise  to  the  committee  for 
having  occupied  its  time  so  long,  but  this  question  has 
occupied  so  much  attention  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  that 
I  deemed  it  only  right  that  the  information  I  have  given 
should  be  laid  before  the  country,  in  order  that  the  public 
might  know  precisely  what  has  been  done  in  the  Customs 
Department,  and  that  if  error  has  occurred  it  has  not  been 
through  laxity  on  the  part  of  the  officials  or  the  head  of 
the  Department.  In  no  single  instance  has  a  complaint 
been  made  when  an  investigation  was  not  at  once  set  on 
foot  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  the  charge.  There  never  yet 
has  been  a  complaint  made  at  Halifax  when  I  did  not  at 
once  despatch  an  official,  not  only  to  make  an  investigation, 
but  to  compare  the  working  of  the  whole  system  as 
between  the  one  port  and  another.  I  hope  ere  long  to  be 
able  to  carry  this  plan  out  to  a  greater  extent  by  having 
some  person,  who  has  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the  West 
India  trade  and  the  value  of  sugars,  to  travel  from  port  to 
port.  I  think  that  would  satisfy  the  merchants,  and  effect 
a  saving  probably  in  the  revenue  ;  and  if  it  does  not  save  a 
dollar,  it  will  satisfy  the  merchant  and  importer  that  we 
are  endeavoring  to  have  one  uniform  system  prevail. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  us  a  good 
deal  of  valuable  information,  but  has  taken  care  to  evade 
the  real  question  at  issue.  As  regards  the  weighers,  I  un¬ 
derstand  from  the  best  authority  that  the  weighing  in 
Montreal  is  done  by  the  city  weighers ;  while,  in  other 
ports,  it  is  done  by  the  Customs  officials.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  a  Customs  officer  oversees  the  work,  but  one  Cus¬ 
toms  officer  could  not-  oversee  the  weighing  of  several 
cargoes  being  landed  on  the  same  day. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Wo  have  a  Customs  officer  to  oversee 
the  weighing  of  every  cargo. 

Mr.  TAIL.  Why  not  make  the  Customs  officials  do  the 
work  instead  of  having  the  city  officials  and  the  Customs 
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officers  to  oversee  them  ?  With  reference  to  the  invoice 
prices  of  different  cargoes  arriving  at  the  same  time,  and 
which  sailed  about  the  same  time,  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  in  the  West  Indies  sugar  often  was  bought  at  one  pi’ico 
in  the  morning  and  at  another  price  in  the  afternoon  ;  but 
in  the  cases  I  referred  to,  that  hypothesis  could  not  hold, 
in  regard  to  the  two  vessels  which  arrived  at  Halifax,  as 
one  sailed  before  and  the  other  shortly  after,  the  two 
which  arrived  at  Halifax,  and  yet  the  Montreal  cargoes 
were  entered  at  a  lower  rate  than  the  Halifax  cargoes. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  ho  finds  tho  valuation  of  sugar 
entered  at  Montreal  somewhat  in  excess  of  the  Halifax 
prices  ;  but  referring  to  his  report  which  covers  the  year, 
I  find  that  the  average  price  in  Monti’eal  per  100  lbs. 
upon  which  the  ad  valorem  duty  was  collected  has  been  for 
the  year  3T6  cents  against  3'27  cents  in  Halifax.  This 
shows  exactly  the  reverse  of  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated ;  and  he  surely  will  not  go  back  on  his  return.  Tho 
Minister  has  referred  to  Mr.  Hustan’s  report  on  his  examin¬ 
ation  in  Montreal.  Well,  strange  to  say,  Mr.  Dustan, 
although  he  has  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  the  sugar  busi¬ 
ness,  very  often  differs  with  other  gentlemen  who  have 
made  this  matter  a  study  for  a  long  time,  and  have  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  importation  of  sugar,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  Mr.  Dustan  is  any  better  authority  on  this  ques¬ 
tion  than  some  other  parties.  Within  the  last  year  or  two 
there  has  been  a  very  great  difference  in  opinion  between 
Mr.  Breraner,  a  gentleman  formerly  engaged  in  the  West 
India  trade,  and  Mr.  Dustan,  in  regard  to  the  way  in  which 
sugars  ought  to  bo  classified  and  in  regard  to  the  amount  of 
duty  paid  in  Montreal  as  compared  with  that  paid  in  Hali¬ 
fax  ;  and,  when  Mr.  Bremner  was  here  a  year  or  two  ago, 
I  understood  that  he  made  it  very  clear  to  tho  Minister  of 
Customs  that  thero  was  something  wrong  in  the  grading  of 
sugar  at  Montreal. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  So  there  was  in  Halifax. 

Mr.  TAIL.  That  Halifax  labored  under  a  disadvantage, 
in  the  mode  of  classifying  the  sugar,  was  quito  clear. 
The  color  test  is  not  a  proper  test,  and  some  other 
mode  ought  to  be  adopted.  The  Minister  of  Customs  says 
the  people  of  tho  United  States  do  not  adopt  tho  polaris- 
cope  test  in  all  cases,  but  he  admitted  that  they  did  under 
Ho.  13.  Well,  that  goes  about  as  far  as  wo  want  to  have 
it  adopted,  because  it  is  only  the  sugars  under  No.  14  that 
ai’e  used  for  refining  purposes,  and  therefore  all  we  ask  is 
that  the  polariscopo  should  be  used  for  all  under  No.  14. 
I  do  not  know  that  any  sugar  is  imported  above  14  for 
refining  purposes,  and  of  course  refined  sugar  does  not  need 
to  be  classified  as  it  pays  the  highest  rate,  1  cent  per  pound 
and  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  presume  the  non.  gentleman, 
from  his  argument,  assumes  that  there  has  been  fraud  prac¬ 
tised  in  the  interest  of  one  of  the  ports  in  this  Dominion, 
against  another  port,  in  the  appraisement  of  sugar,  and  he 
proposes  to  get  over  that  by  the  system  of  testing  tho 
strength  by  the  polariscope  instead  of  the  present  system  of 
appraising  it  by  color.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  ever  seen  a  polariscope  or  knows  anything 
about  the  practical  working  of  it.  1  do  not  say  that  in  an 
offensive  sense,  because  1  fancy  very  few  except  those 
engaged  in  the  trade  have  ever  soon  tho  polariscopo.  I  had 
curiosity  enough  to  study  its  working  in  the  presence  of 
people  who  were  testing  it,  and  the  conclusion  I  arrived  at 
was  that  there  is  no  system  of  testing  that  gives  greater 
opportunities  for  fraud  than  the  polariscope,  if  thore  is  a 
disposition  to  commit  fraud  at  all.  In  the  first  place,  I 
will  state  to  the  committee  the  actual  experience  of  a 
test.  The  sugar  was  taken  from  a  hogshead  with  a  large 
scoop  and  thrown  upon  a  table.  With  an  ordinary  folder  wo 
put  a  portion  of  that  sugar  into  tho  small  vessel  and  dis¬ 
solved  it  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  tested  it  in  the  polari¬ 


scope,  and  found  it  to  have  a  particular  percentage.  We 
took  another  small  quantity  from  the  same  pile  of  sugar  on 
the  table  and  tested  that,  and  vve  fouud  a  difference  of  3  por 
cent.  The  reason  was  that  purposely,  although  no  one 
looking  at  it  would  imagine  that  it  was  done,  in  the  selec¬ 
tion  of  these  two  little  quantities  that  were  to  be  tested 
through  the  polariscope  a  little  foreign  matter  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  go  into  one  that  did  not  go  into  tho  other.  When 
you  remember  that  the  cleanliness  of  the  vessels,  the  purity 
of  the  water,  tho  carefulness  of  selecting  exactly  the  same 
kind  of  sugar  in  quantities  for  the  different  tests,  all  have 
to  be  observed,  you  will  see  that  any  person  disposed  to 
commit  fraud — and  tho  hon.  gentleman  assumes  that, 
because  in  Montreal  tho  city  weigher  is  permitted  to  do  the 
weighing,  under  tho  Customs  officer,  thero  may  have  been, 
indeed  ho  almost  suggests  that  thero  has  been,  fraud — ho 
will  agreo  with  me,  I  think,  that  it  will  be  very  easy 
for  anyone,  if  disposed  to  commit  fraud,  if  Customs  officers 
would  allow  themselves  to  be  used  in  this  way,  it  could  bo 
done  through  the  test  of  the  polariscopo  much  more  easily 
than  now,  because  there  would  bo  no  means  of  testing  it 
afterwards.  Apparently  thero  was  the  absolute,  the  accurate 
scientific  test  of  the  strength  of  the  sugar  and  the  duty 
imposed  upon  it,  when,  by  the  introduction  of  tho  smallest 
foreign  substance,  groat  difference  would  be  caused.  Whon 
I  say  that  tho  difference  which  that  small  percentage  would 
make  in  the  duty  paid  by  one  sugar  refinery  would  amount 
to  over  $100,000,  you  will  agree  with  me  that  tho  polariscope 
does  not  offer  to  us  that  absolute  and  certain  tost  we  ought 
to  have.  Tho  advantage  of  the  color  test  is  that  at  least, 
you  can  get  the  sugar  and  subject  it  to  subsequent  tost  by 
the  samples  preserved  in  the  Department  and  the  various 
Customs  offices.  I  state  these  facts  because  I  came  to  the 
conclusion— having  previously  had  a  strong  opinion  in  favor 
of  what  appeared  to  be  a  thoroughly  scientific  method  of 
arriving  at  a  thoroughly  accurate  test  of  the  saccharine 
strength  of  sugar,  and  therefore  the  proper  duty  to  bo 
imposed— after  spending  a  part  of  the  day  in  seeing 
several  tests,  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  no 
means  in  which  fraud  can  bo  more  easily  practised  than 
by  the  polariscopo. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Is  it  reasonable  to  imagine  that  tho  Ameri¬ 
cans,  clever,  shrewd,  sharp  people  as  they  are,  would  have 
adopted  the  polariscope  and  retained  it,  if  this  was  the  case. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Thore  is  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  in  the  States  now  about  it. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Tho  hon.  gentloman  has  soen  tho  polariscope. 
I  acknowledge  I  have  not,  but  I  have  enquired  a  good  deal 
about  it.  I  do  not  think  that  the  opinion  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Montreal  is  of  much  value  in  comparison  with  the 
opinion  of  the  scientific  men  from  Europo,  whom  I  referred 
to  this  afternoon.  Thore  is  not  tho  slightest  doubt  that  tho 
Bolgian  Government  did  refer  this  to  tho  scientific  men  of 
Eui’ope,  and  their  report  was  unanimously  in  favor  of  the 
polariscopic  test.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  you  may  take 
from  one  portion  of  the  table  and  from  another  and  get  dif¬ 
ferent  tests.  I  do  not  soe  how  that  is  possible,  but,  admit¬ 
ting  that,  take  the  prosent  test.  You  test  by  color,  but 
everyono  knows  that  one  portion  of  a  hogshead  may  bo 
very  dark  and  anothor  very  light,  and  it  is  impossible  to 
get  a  true  test  by  color.  It  is  no  index  to  the  valuo  of  the 
sugar.  There  may  be  one  bright  sugar  almost  like  refined 
sugar,  to  be  classed  over  14  and  to  pay  1  cent  a  lb.  and  35 
per  cent.,  but  it  may  bo  not  more  than  No.  9  in  strength, 
paying  only  £  cent  a  lb.  and  25  per  cent.  Does  not  tho 
hon.  gentleman  see  the  unfairness  of  that  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
understood  my  argument  at  all.  I  do  not  deny  that  the 
polariscopo  is  a  scientific  test  of  sugar  ;  I  am  dealing  with 
the  question  of  how  you  can  appraise  the  sugar  at  tho  differ 
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ent  ports  so  as  to  avoid  the  possibility  of  inaccuracy  or  fraud. 
The  hon.  gentleman  based  his  whole  argument  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Montreal  on  the  idea  that  as  the  sugar  was  weighed 
by  the  city  weigher,  he  suggested — though  he  did  not  say  so- 
that  the  weigher  was  in  the  pay  of  the  refiners.  His  whole 
argument  was  based  upon  the  idea  of  fraud  committed  by 
that  officer,  it  is  worth  nothing  unless  there  was  fraud.  My 
point  was  that  with  the  polariscope  there  are  even  greater 
opportunities  for  fraud  than  with  the  ordinary  system. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  made  no  chargo  against  the  weigher  ;  I 
merely  referred  to  that  incidentally  as  another  objection  the 
Halifax  merchants  had  to  the  mode  pursued  in  Montreal  as 
compared  with  Halifax.  I  pointed  out  that  two  or  throe 
years  ago  a  cargo  of  sugar  was  purchased  in  Halifax  that 
had  been  classified  and  graded  there.  Most  of  it  was  graded 
at  over  No.  14,  and  it  was  purchased  upon  that  basis.  It 
was  by  accident  re  graded  in  Halifax,  tbe  bulk  of  it  under 
No.  14.  That  cargo  went  to  Montreal,  and  tbe  grading 
showed  there  was  a  great  change  between  the  classification 
of  sugar  in  Monti’eal  and  in  Halifax,  and  the  purchaser  of 
sugar  benefitted  to  the  extent  of  25  conts  per  100  lbs.  and 
5  per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Any  one  who  knows  anything  of  testing 
sugars  to  ascertain  their  value  with  a  view  to  taxation, 
must  admit  that  the  polariscope  is  afar  better  test  than  that 
of  the  Hutch  standard.  Now,  no  difficulty  could  arise  in 
the  way  suggested  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White).  It  is  true  that  whore  sugars  are  impure  you  may 
find  one  specimen  that,  according  to  the  polariscope,  would 
represent  a  lowor  grade  than  another  specimen  of  the  same 
mass  ;  but  the  scientific  men,  in  making  their  investiga¬ 
tions  to  ascertain  the  percentage  of  cane  sugar,  would  taka 
half  a  dozen  specimens  and  ascertain  the  average  result.  By 
the  polariscope  there  is  no  difficulty  whatever.  One 
of  the  difficulties  presented  in  the  United  States  and  one 
that  was  brought  out  specially  by  the  committee,  was  that 
a  practice  had  grown  up  of  coloring  sugars  by  tbe  use  of 
aniline  dyes  in  tbeir  preparation,  so  that  the  color  of  the 
sugar  was  no  indication  of  its  actual  purity  and  strength.  It 
is  well  known  that  in  tho  United  States  the  practice  grow  up 
of  fixing  taxation  by  the  color,  adopting  the  Hutch  standard, 
and  that  importers  made  arrangements  with  extensive 
sugar  manufacturers  in  the  Island  of  Cuba  to  have  sugars 
manufactured  of  a  particular  number.  Some  of  the  finest 
sugars,  some  that  were  nearly  a  pui*e  such  as  marked  97 
and  98  per  cent,  by  the  polariscope,  were  introduced  into  the 
country  marked  as  No.  9  Hutch  standard,  and  they  were 
colored  in  the  manufacture  with  anilino  dye  prepared  from 
burnt  sugar ;  the  dye  running  into  the  baskets  upon  tbe  cen¬ 
trifugal  wheel,  and  in  a  short  time  all  the  coloring  matter, 
was  imparted  to  the  sugar,  the  water  disappearing  The 
sugar  is  colored  of  the  exact  shade  required  to  indi¬ 
cate  tho  particular  standard.  It  is  dried  in  a  few 
minutos  by  the  centrifugal  force,  and  there  you  have 
a  sugar  that  comes  into  the  market  as  the  lowest 
grade,  while  it  is  in  fact  almost  as  pure  as  loaf  sugar. 
It  requires  simply  that  the  dyes  should  be  washed  out 
and  that  is  about  all  the  refining  process  it  requires.  Now, 
in  order  to  meet  that  difficulty,  we  impose  this  specific  duty ; 
but  our  specific  duty  does  not  at  all  adequately  meet  the  case. 
It  seems  to  me  there  are  but  two  tests  or  fair  modes  of  impos¬ 
ing  taxation  upon  sugar.  Tho  one  is  an  advalorem  duty  fixed 
according  to  value,  and  you  take  the  risk,  of  course,  of 
fraudulent  invoices;  the  other  fixes  the  taxation  by  the 
strength  of  tho  sugar,  indicated  by  the  polariscope.  But 
the  taxation  according  to  the  Hutch  standard  is  wholly 
illusive,  and  has  bocomo  specially  so  since  the  use  of  aniline 
dyes.  If  you  had  sugar  without  any  coloring,  thon  the 
Hutch  standard  would  servo  very  woll,  for  the  nearer  pure 
the  sugar  is  tho  whiter  it  will  be.  But  when  you,  use  an. 
Mr,  White  (Cardwell). 
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artificial  coloring  matter  for  tho  purpose  of  making  tbe 
sugar  of  a  particular  shado,  tbe  polariscope  should  be  used. 

On  paragraph  2,  resolution  1, 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  have  received  a  telegram 
from  tbe  Board  of  Trade  of  British  Columbia,  asking  that 
some  exceptions  should  be  made  in  their  favor  in  this  con¬ 
nection.  The  telegram  is  as  follows : 

“Victoria,  B.G.,  14th  March,  1885. 

“  Board  of  Trade  wishes  you  to  object  strongly  to  Tariff  resolution 
No.  2,  clause  1,  referring  to  duty  on  transportation  charges.  European 
shipment  for  this  Province  can  only  reach  us  by  American  railway  or 
vid  Panama  through  American  ports  on  this  coast.  Government  should 
exempt  this  Province  from  operation  of  part  of  the  resolution  referred 
to.  Kindly  interest  all  British  Columbia  members  in  this  important 
matter. 

“(Signed)  R.  P.  RITHET, 

“  President.” 

I  think  tho  same  representations  were  made  on  a  previous 
occasion  in  this  matter.  It  hits  British  Columbia  a  little 
too  hard,  I  think. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  do  not  think  this  will  discriminate 
against  British  Columbia.  This  is  to  enable  parties  im¬ 
porting  from  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  deduct  the 
inland  charges  from  the  face  of  the  invoice  for  duty.  If 
you  import,  say  from  the  interior  of  Germany,  you  have  to 
add  the  charges  from  the  interior  to  the  point  of  shipment, 
to  the  value  of  the  goods  for  duty.  You  do  not  add  that 
when  you  import  from  Great  Britain.  As  I  understand  the 
telegram,  they  ask  to  have  British  Columbia  exempted 
from  all  inland  transportation  charges.  I  do  not  see  how 
we  could  do  that. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Everyone  knows  how  far  we  are  from  the 
rest  of  the  Bominion,  and  some  regulation  which  may  not 
be  objectionable  as  rogards  the  Eastern  Provinces  may  hit 
us  very  hardly.  I  do  not  wish  to  onlargo  on  this  subject, 
because  I  might  have  to  say  something  against  the  Tariff 
generally. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  that 
the  merchant  who  has  sent  the  telegram  has  based  it  upon 
the  resolutions  originally  introduced.  We  adhere  to  the 
old  law,  only  giving  the  Customs  authorities  the  power  to 
determine  what  the  amount  of  deduction  shall  bo.  It  is  not 
adding  anything;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  making  a  deduction. 

On  paragraph  3,  resolution  3,  Geneva  gin  and  brandy, 

Sir  RICHARB  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  computations  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  as  to  the 
probable  effect  of  the  increase.  I  would  also  point  out  that 
he  has  apparently  increased  the  Customs  duties  on  those 
articles  a  good  deal  more  than  he  has  increased  the  duty  on 
the  article  of  Canadian  manufactured  whiskey.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  is  an  absolute  increase  per  gallon  of  from  12  to  25 
cents,  according  to  the  different  articles  on  which  the  duty 
is  levied.  First,  what  amount  of  increased  revenue  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  expect  to  obtain  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  taking  1884  as  the  basis  of  my 
calculations,  bscause  tho  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the 
disturbance  in  trade  during  the  last  three  or  four  months, 
and  the  general  impression  being  abroad  that  for  various 
reasons  tho  .  dutios  upon  spirits  would  be  raised,  thereby 
inducing  a  largo  number  of  merchants  to  make  entries  of 
their  goods,  it  would  scarcely  be  fair  to  take  the  importa¬ 
tions  for  the  year  ending  1885  as  a  basis.  In  1884  the 
country  was  in  a  normal  condition  so  far  as  regards  the 
revenue.  Of  brandy  thero  was  imported  and  entered  for 
consumption  247,156  gallons,  tho  duty  on  which  will  be 
increased  from  $1.45  to  $2.  Gin  of  all  kinds,  418,329  gal¬ 
lons,  at  $1.32|.  Rum,  124,616  gallons,  at  $l.32J.  Whiskey, 
166.544  gallons,  at  $l.32J.  Unenumerated  spirits,  523  gal¬ 
lons,  at  $1,32^-,  which  duties  we  propose  to  increase  to  $1.75 
per  gallon.  The  increases  of  duty  would,  if  tho  same 
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quantities  were  entered  for  consumption,  be  in  round  figures 
$291,155. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  your  calcula¬ 
tion  for  this  year  ? 

Mr,  BOWELL.  We  do  not  calculate  on  receiving  this 
year  more  than  $150,000,  and  perhaps  $80,000  from  brandy, 
lor  the  reasons  I  have  already  indicated. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  you  expect  to 
obtain  about  $200,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  From  $175,000  to  $200,000.  It  may 
possibly  be  more. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  Nobody  will  have  any 
objection  to  these  articles  yielding  as  large  a  revenue  as 
can  possibly  be  obtained  from  them.  The  question  the 
Government  must  consider  is  to  what  extent  tho3o  heavy 
duties  will  promote  adulteration  and  smuggling.  So  far  as 
regards  the  inland  waters  there  is  not,  I  presume,  much 
danger;  but  as  regards  the  Maritime  Provinces  we  know 
there  is  a  certain  amount  of  smuggling  going  on. 

Mr.  YAIL.  "No.  It  is  charged  against  us  sometimes; 
but  there  is  none. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  I  think  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  have  altered  within  the  last  half  dozen  years, 
or  perhaps  the  people  have  all  become  such  strong  advo¬ 
cates  of  the  Scott  Act  that  they  have  set  their  faces  against 
such  liquors.  As  regards  brandy,  from  which  most 
revenue  is  expocted  to  be  obtained,  I  fancy  a  good  deal  will 
be  smuggled  in  down  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  How  do 
these  duties  compare  with  the  duties  levied  in  the  United 
Stales  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  the  United  States  the  duty  is  $2  per 
gallon  on  the  whole.  Wo  considered  that  question  when 
we  fixed  this  rate  of  duty.  The  question  of  smug¬ 
gling  was  one  that  entered  into  consideration,  and  I  pre¬ 
sume  just  so  long  as  there  is  a  difference  of  duty  and  arti¬ 
cles  can  be  brought  in  there  will  be  smuggling.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  smuggling  that  has  taken  place  into  the  Maritime 
Provinces  has  been  from  St.  Pierre. 

On  resolution  4,  Spirits  and  tobacco. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  On  this  item  how 
much  do  you  expect  to  get  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  About  $60,000,  thus  making  a  deduction  for 
entries  that  may  possibly  have  been  made  from  warehouse. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  said  nothing  about  one  point  to  which  I  alluded,  that 
these  duties  are  undoubtedly  somewhat  absolutely  larger, 
though  not  relatively  larger,  on  imported  spirits  than  on 
spirits  manufactured  here.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
skill  of  the  manufacturer  has  enabled  him  to  convert  native 
produce  into  tolerable  or  intolerable  brandy ?  gin  and  other 
spirits.  The  hon.  gentleman  no  doubt  does  not  speak  from 
practical  experience,  but  perhaps  some  of  his  colleagues 
could  advise  him  on. that  question. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  suppose  you  are  speaking  from  prac¬ 
tical  experience. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  that  risk 
going  on  in  increasing  the  duties,  that  the  more  you  increase 
them  the  more  likely  they  will  be  to  turn  round  and  pro¬ 
duce  an  imitation  of  the  foreign  article,  and  it  strikes  me 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  got  to  a  point  whore  the  temp¬ 
tation  will  be  considerable. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  true,  but  it  is  hoped  by  a  rigid 
enforcement  of  the  provisions  of  the  Adulteration  Act,  we 
will  be  able  to  put  a  stop  to  chat  adulteration,  as  far  as 
possible.  I  believe  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  to  be 
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quite  correct.  There  are  a  number  of  establishments  in 
evory  city  and  town  in  the  country  whore  in  their  own 
cellars  they  manufacture  from  spirits,  brandy,  gin,  and 
other  medicinal  cordials  I  will  call  them - 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Pain  killers. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  I  would  not  use  that  word,  I  think 
they  generally  have  the  opposite  effect,  particularly  when 
adulterated.  The  intention  of  the  Department  is,  as  far  as 
possiblo,to  put  the  Adulteration  Act  rigidly  in  force, and  more 
particularly  is  that  necessary  when  the  Department  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  whiskey  shall  not  bo  allowed  to 
go  into  consumption  for  some  years  aftor  it  is  made,  in 
order  that  some  of  the  deleterious  matter  in  it  may  eva¬ 
porate.  To  bo  consistent  with  that  policy,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  !  the  Government  to  enforce  the  Act  pro¬ 
viding  against  the  adulteration  of  food  and  other  articles. 
As  to  the  reason  we  have  put  liquors  as  high  as  we  have, 
we  do  not  expect  of  course  to  increase  the  revenue  very 
much  on  that  point,  relatively.  But  in  the  United  States, 
where  the  production  is  so  very  large,  as  no  doubt  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  well  aware,  the  manufacturers  are  allowed  to 
export  from  bond,  without  tho  payment  of  any  Excise  duty, 
and  tne  combination  existing  among  the  distillers  of  tho 
United  States,  give  an  additional  bonu3  to  the  exporters  of 
liquor  in  order  to  keep  their  own  market,  thus  enabling 
American  manufacturers  to  export  to  this  country  at 
rates  so  low  that  unless  you  put  a  high  duty  upon  it,  they 
can  afford  to  send  it  in  and  pay  the  duty,  thus  preventing 
the  consumption  of  the  home  made  article  which  would 
of  course  decreaso  the  revenue  to  that  extent.  That  is  ono 
reason  which  induced  the  Government  to  raise  the  duty 
so  high — to  prevent  if  possible  tho  importation  of  this 
liquor  through  the  Customs  at  a  rate  which  would  drive  tho 
Canadian  article  out  of  the  market,  and  thus  decrease  tho 
Revenue  from  Excise. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  American  duty  is 
only  $1,  I  think. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  90  cents. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes,  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  right — it  is  90  cents  on  the  Winchester  measure, 
and  ours  is  Imperial;  so  it  is  about  $1  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison. 

On  paragraph  5,  resolution  4. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to  know 
what  revenue  is  expected  to  be  derived  from  this,  which 
will  of  course  come  into  effect  on  a  much  larger  quantity 
than  of  the  preceding  sections. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  revenue  collected  for  1884  was 
$3,608,246,  that  is  at  $1  per  gallon.  I  am  now  speaking  of 
the  quantities  entered  for  consumption.  At  $1.30  per 
gallon,  it  would  give  an  additional  revenuo  of  $1,082,473,  but 
we  do  not  anticipate  this  year  obtaining  anything  like  that 
revenue  for  reasons  that  I  need  not  ropeat,  as  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  knows  them  and  called  tho  attention  of  the  House 
to  them  a  short  time  ago — that  is,  that  very  large  entries 
of  this  particular  article  have  been  made  all  over  the 
country.  We  may,  howevor,  I  think,  calculate  on  getting, 
during  the  coming  year,  at  least  half  that  amount  of 
revenue  and  the  year  following.  If  the  amounts  entered  for 
consumption  are  equal  to  those  of  1884,  they  would  yield  an 
additional  revenue  of  over  $1,000,000.  Perhaps  if  we  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  obtaining  $500,000  this  year,  it  will  be  as  much 
as  we  ought  to  expect.  There  is  very  little  duty  collected 
on  malt  liquors — that  which  is  manufactured  of  molasses 
upon  which  a  difference  of  2  to  3  cents  per  gallon  is  pro¬ 
vided  for. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Of  course  I  have  no 
objection  to  getting  all  tho  revenue  wo  can  extract  from 
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this  particular  article.  But,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is  well 
aware,  the  experience  of  United  States  authorities  led  them 
to  doubt  whether  it  was  quite  safe  to  have  the  duties  upon 
whiskey  more  than  about  $1  per  gallon.  They  had  it  as 
high  as  $2  per  gallon - 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  was  a  war  tax. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  It  was  $3, 1  think. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Was  that  paid  in  cur¬ 
rency  ?  They  made  a  series  of  experiments,  and  tried  to 
reach  the  highest  revenue  producing  point,  which  they 
finally  concluded  to  be  something  like  a  dollar.  Row,  the 
hon.  gentleman,  in  putting  this  on,  has  no  doubt  made  him¬ 
self  more  or  less  acquainted  with  the  possibilities  of  our 
increasing  illicit  distillation.  At  one  time  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  danger  that  that  would  be  on  the  increase,  but 
whether  it  be  due  to  the  vigilance  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department  or  to  the  spread  of  temperance  principles  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say,  but  I  believe  of  late  years  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  not  been  much  troubled  with  illicit  distillation. 
Still  there  is  always  an  additional  risk  if  you  largely 
increase  the  duty  on  whiskey.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
anything  to  say  on  that  particular  subject  as  to  the  present 
condition  of  illicit  distillation  of  whiskey  throughout  the 
country  ? 

Mr,  BOWELL.  Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
would  be  able  to  give  more  information  on  that  point  than 
I  can  ;  but  my  impression  is,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says, 
that  we  have  not  been  so  much  troubled  of  late  years  as 
formerly.  When  the  Excise  duty  was  much  lower  than  it 
it  is  now,  there  was  quite  as  much  illicit  distillation  as  there 
has  been  of  late,  the  vigilance  of  the  officers  having  been 
such  as  to  almost  prevent  the  possibility  of  its  going  on. 
Now  and  again  a  still  has  been  discovered  in  somebody’s 
cellar,  but  the  quantities  manufactured  have  been  very 
small. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Of  course  there  is  the 
risk  also — although  it  is  not  by  any  means  so  serious,  I 
believe — of  smuggling  from  the  United  States  to  be  taken 
into  account  Now,  I  would  like  to  know  what  decision  the 
Government  have  come  to  with  respect  to  certain  large  sums 
of  money  which  have  been  lately  tendered  them  in  payment 
of  duty.  I  understand  that  within  the  last  few  days  as  large 
a  payment  as  $340,000  was  tendered  by  one  firm,  the  firm 
of  Gooderham  &  Co.,  in  Toronto.  It  was  stated  that  the 
Government  had  decided  to  refuse  all  payments  of  duty.  I 
would  like  to  have  an  authentic  statement  from  the  Minister 
of  Customs  on  that  point. 

Mi\  BOWELL.  When  I  moved  that  the  House  should 
go  into  committee  two  or  three  days  ago,  I  was  about  to 
rise  to  make  the  statement,  but  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  rose  before  I  could  get  the  floor,  the  late  debate 
intervened,  and  so  I  was  prevented  from  making  the  state¬ 
ment.  But  as  soon  as  the  House  was  moved  into  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  I  instructed  the  Commissioner  to  take 
the  usual  precautions  and  the  telegraph  offices  were  taken 
possession  of  to  this  extent,  not  to  send  anything  over  the 
wires  affecting  the  Tariff;  and  as  it  was  proposed  that  the 
resolutions  should  take  effect  on  and  after  the  6th  of  the 
month,  the  tenders  of  entry  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  referred  come  under  the  provisions  of  the  law,  and  the 
parties  will  have  to  pay  the  duty. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  another  mat¬ 
ter  to  which  I  regret  to  have  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  and  the  House.  I  saw  in  the  newspapers  also 
— though  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the  subject — 
the  statement  that  the  bonded  warehouses  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  were  pretty  nearly  cleaned  out  before  the 
change,  whereas  they  were  not  elsewhere.  If  that  should 
turn  out  to  be  correct,  it  would  seem  as  if  there  had  been 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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leakages  somewhere,  by  which  some  party  had  profited. 
Can  the  hon.  Minister  say  what  he  knows  with  respect  to 
that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  not  heard  of  the  rumor  that 
the  warehouses  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  have  been 
emptied.  What  1  have  heard  is  that  certain  parties  in  that 
province  telegraphed  to  a  distiller  in  Prescott  to  draw  upon 
them  to  pay  the  duty  upon  a  certain  number  of  cars  of 
whiskey  and  to  ship  it.  Of  course  if  that  were  done  it 
would  come  under  the  meaning  of  this  provision,  and  the 
distiller  would  have  to  pay  the  full  amount  of  the  duty. 
Whether  the  warehouses  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  are  empty  or  not,  I  am  not  able  to  say.  We  have 
no  knowledge  of  it  in  the  Customs  Department,  although  I 
may  frankly  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I  had  made  no 
enquiry  into  that  yesterday  or  to-day,  as  after  sitting  in  the 
House  until  four  o’clock  in  the  morning,  I  had  not  time. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  may  state  for  the  information  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  I  have  received  telegrams  from  all 
parts  of  the  Dominion  complaining  that  that  privilege  was 
refused. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the  Minister  of 
Customs  or  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  acquaint  us  at 
the  next  stage  with  the  facts  of  the  matter  as  shown  by  the 
returns.  They  could  very  easily  give  us  the  quantity  of 
spirits  in  bond  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  say  on  the  1st  of 
July,  and  also  on  the  morning  of  the  6th. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  will  do  so  as  far  as  possible.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  returns  are  only  made 
quarterly  to  us,  and  we  shall  have  to  make  special  application 
to  the  different  ports  for  the  information.  I  can  ascertain 
from  the  principal  ports. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  There  is  a  matter  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  increased  duty  on  spirits  as  to  which  I  think 
the  committee  are  fairly  entitled  to  have  some  information. 
It  seems  to  me  the  whole  course  of  the  Government  with 
reference  to  this  matter  has  been  one  of  tho  most  extraor¬ 
dinary  it  is  possible  to  conceive  of.  During  the  month  of 
May  the  Minister  of  Inland  Rovenue  put  a  notice  on  tho 
Order  Paper,  stating  among  other  things  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  introduce  resolutions,  one  of  which  was  to  ask 
the  House  to  give  the  Governor  in  Council  power  to  impose 
an  additioual  duty  of  5  cts.  a  gallon  on  spirits.  What  was 
the  result  of  that  notice  ?  In  the  month  of  May  no  less  than 
$1,140,970  were  paid  in  Excise  duty  on  spirits,  while  in  the 
corresponding  month  of  the  previous  year  but  $'180,2 17  were 
paid.  It  would  appear  that,  by  the  notice  given  by  tho 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  to  the  manufacturers  of  spirits 
in  this  country,  860,756  extra  gallons  of  spirits  were  taken 
out  of  bond;  and  now  the  Government  come  down  with  a 
proposition  to  impose  30  cts.  a  gallon  increased  duty  on 
whiskey.  Now,  what  has  the  Government,  through  the 
instrumentality  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  done  ? 
By  giving  that  warning  they  have  deprived  this 
country  of  the  revenue  of  30  cts.  a  gallon 
on  860,000  gallons  of  spirits  ;  in  other  words,  (he  country 
has  lost  $250,000  of  revenue  ;  and  for  whose  benefit  ?  For 
those  who  consume  the  whiskey,  or  for  the  general 
public  ?  No,  but  for  the  benefit  of  one  or  two  distilling 
firms  in  this  country.  That  has  been  the  result  of  their 
operation,  and  it  is  certainly  tho  most  remarkable  piece  of 
legislation  that  I  think  has  ever  been  brought  before  the 
Canadian  Parliament.  If  there  had  been  no  notice  given  to 
those  distillers,  as  following  the  precedents  there  should 
not  have  been,  but  if  this  matter  had  been  dealt  with  as  the 
Minister  of  Customs  is  now  dealing  with  it,  when  after  the 
horses  are  stolen,  he  takes  credit  for  having  taken  possession 
of  the  wires  and  not  allowing  the  distillers  to  get  any 
benefit  from  the  change,  as  they  did  before,  the  country 
would  have  been  the  gainer  to  the  extent  of  $250,000. 
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Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  charged  the 
Government  with  having  taken  $250,000  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  people. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  Prevented  it  going  in. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  That  is  not  consistent  with  tho  facts 
of  the  case.  It  is  true  that  a  proposition  was  made  to 
provide  for  an  additional  5  cents  a  gallon  on  whiskey.  That 
was  a  distinct  proposition  to  make  up  the  loss  we  expected 
to  sustain  in  allowing  distillers  the  benefit  of  the  shrinkage. 
It  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  policy  of  increasing  the  Tariff. 
The  hon.  gentleman  complained  that  in  consequence  of  that 
notice,  the  distillers  withdrew  800,000  gallons  more  than 
they  would  have  drawn  out  under  ordinary  circumstances. 
Well,  the  most  of  what  was  taken  out  has  gone  into  con¬ 
sumption,  and  on  the  small  portion  left  we  will  lose  the 
increased  duty  now  imposed,  30  cents  per  gallon  ;  but  does 
tho  hon,  gentleman  pretend  that  any  Government  can  control 
so  closely  the  relations  between  the  public  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  that  the  distillers  may  not  draw  out  more  liquor 
than  is  absolutely  required  for  consumption. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean 
with  his  “  hear,  hear.”  Is  there  any  signification  in  it  or  is  it 
merely  from  habit.  Does  he  approve  or  disapprove  what  I 
have  said.  What  is  to  prevent  the  distillers,  knowing  that 
there  was  a  probability  of  an  increase  in  the  Tariff,  removing 
their  goods  in  bond.  They  have  simply  shown  their  good 
judgment ;  no  Government  can  prevent  speculation  of  that 
kind.  On  the  other  hand,  we  find  that  except  on  the  morn¬ 
ing  of  the  6th  May,  no  attempt  was  made  to  remove  spirits. 
On  that  morning  several  applications  were  made  to  remove 
liquor  from  bonded  warehouses  but  they  woro  rejected  and 
the  duty  will  be  collected  on  all  these  goods. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  The  Minister  of  Inland 
Eevenue  has  given  no  explanation  of  tho  fact  that  there 
was  $860,756  more  paid  in  Excise  duty  in  May  this  year 
than  in  May  of  last,  or  of  any  of  the  previous  years.  The 
House  went  into  committee  in  March,  and  it  was  then 
given  to  understand  that  all  the  Tariff  changes  that  were 
to  be  made  were  then  proposed.  Who  evor  supposed 
Tariff  resolutions  would  be  introduced  in  March  and  not 
concurred  in  in  July  ?  It  would  be  fairly  inferred  by  every¬ 
body  that,  as  soon  as  the  resolutions  were  published,  any 
article  that  escaped  extra  taxation  would  be  held  over 
until  the  next  Session.  The  troubles  broke  out  subsequent 
to  the  resolution,  and  it  is  strange  that  the  fears  of  the  dis¬ 
tillers  were  not  awakened  until  the  time  the  Minister  put 
this  notice  on  the  paper.  Hostilities  broke  out  in  March, 
but  their  fears  were  not  then  aroused.  How  is  it  that  at 
the  time  the  Minister  gave  this  notice,  there  was  this  sud¬ 
den  increase  in  the  amount  of  goods  taken  out  of  bond 
and  duty  paid  ?  The  notice  does  not  read  that  the  increase 
of  5  cents  was  to  cover  shrinkage  or  evaporation ;  tho 
notice  was  one  that  shrewd  men  would  act  upon,  seeing 
that  there  was  a  probability  of  5  cents  a  gallon  being  im¬ 
posed.  Whether  the  object  was  to  bring  in  revenue  for 
that  month  I  do  not  know,  but  that  these  860,000  gallons 
extra  of  spirits  removed  were  for  immediate  consumption 
it  evidently  could  not  bo,  because  that  quantity  is  more 
than  sufficient  for  three  months  consumption,  and  it  would 
have  remained  in  bond  but  for  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  Government,  if  they  had  imposed  their  duty 
when  they  should,  would  have  had  30  cents  a  gallon  on 
these  860,000  gallons. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  think  tho  least  we 
can  say  about  the  matter  is  this  :  that  there  has  boen  very 
groat  carelessness  and  laxity  on  the  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  imposing  this  duty.  Every  body 
knew  well  long  before  the  month  of  May  that  the  expenses 


in  the  North-West  were  going  to  reach  several  millions ;  and, 
but  for  the  fortunate  fact  that  the  rebellion  was  suppressed 
a  good  deal  earlier  than  might  have  been  oxpected,  the 
expenditure  would  have  been  very  much  heavier  even  than 
the  amount  named  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Customs. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  was  the  height  of  impru¬ 
dence  for  tho  hon.  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  or  the 
Government,  if  they  knew,  as  I  conclude  they  must  have 
known  by  that  time,  it  would  bo  necessary  to  provide 
additional  ways  and  means,  to  give  a  notice  which  they 
must  have  known  would  have  the  effect  of  startling  all  tho 
manufacturers  through  the  country  and  inducing  them  to 
take  all  they  possibly  could  out  of  bond.  It  is  clear  from 
what  has  since  occurred  that  had  the  same  ordinary  vigil¬ 
ance  boen  used  at  an  earlier  period  as  was  used  tho  other 
day,  this  $300,000  would  have  gone  into  the  Treasury.  All 
through  April  we  were  in  possession  of  facts  which  showed 
that  the  expenditure  would  be  enormous,  and  it  was  not 
asking  too  much  of  the  Government  to  have  made  up 
their  minds  then  as  to  what  they  would  do.  It  appears 
to  mo  their  object  may  have  been  twofold.  I  do  not 
at  all  mean  to  say  that  they  desired  to  give  any  benefit 
to  the  manufacturers  of  whiskey,  but  they  did  desire, 
I  fear,  to  add  largely  to  the  revenues  for  the  current  year, 
without  paying  much  regard  to  the  cost  at  which  it  was 
done  or  to  the  effect  on  tho  future  year.  That  I  believe 
they  did,  and,  without  duly  calculating  the  probable  effects 
of  their  proposition,  they  gave  on  the  7th  May  this  notice, 
which  has  to  all  intents  and  purposes  resulted  in  a  loss  of 
about  $2^5,000.  It  is  not  evident,  as  tho  Minister  of  Inland 
Eevenue  says,  that  this  need  necessarily  have  gone  into  con¬ 
sumption.  In  the  first  place,  1,000,000  gallons  is  much  more 
than  a  month’s  consumption.  Our  consumption  every 
month  is  only  about  200,000  or  300,000  gallons,  and, 
without  special  disturbing  cause,  those  distillers  would 
novor  have  paid  in  $860,000,  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
referred.  So  that  falls  to  the  ground.  The  whiskey 
has  not  gone  into  consumption,  and  besides,  prior  to  May, 
the  Government  were  in  possession  of  information  which 
would  have  warranted  them  in  anticipating  the  necessary 
increase  of  taxes,  and  putting  it  on  at  that  time,  and  thoy 
know  very  well,  that,  no  matter  what  business  was  engag¬ 
ing  the  attention  of  the  House,  room  and  place  would  have 
been  given  to  them  at  a  moment’s  notice  for  the  purpose  of 
imposing  this  duty  at  any  time.  It  is  clear  that  very  serious 
loss  has  been  incurred  by  the  public  and  by  the  Treasury 
which  need  not  have  been  incurred.  A  little  exercise  of 
common  prudence,  a  little  exerciso  of  common  diligence 
would  have  enabled  the  Government  to  save  this  $260,000. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  appears  to  me  that  tho 
effect  of  the  notice  ought  to  have  been  quite  different  from 
what  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say.  The  notice  given 
on  the  7th  May  was  quite  clear,  allowing  an  abatement  on 
spirits  and  allowing  the  Governor  in  Council  to  add  5  cents 
on  each  gallon  and  to  prohibit  spirits  being  entered  for 
duty  for  a  certain  specified  time  alter  manufacture.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  the  distillers  were  not  frightened  by  the 
imposition  of  the  5  cents,  and  that  thoy  did  not  make  a 
rush  for  tho  sake  of  saving  that  5  cents.  If  we  declare 
that  we  are  going  to  put  25  cents  on  any  article  I  think 
that  would  not  be  taken  by  the  trade  as  a  notice  that  we 
were  going  to  put  on  50  cents  afterwards.  It  would  rather 
be  taken  as  au  intimation  that  that  was  the  amount  of  duty 
tho  Government  intended  to  put  on,  and  would  have  tho 
effect  of  quieting  the  apprehensions  of  the  manufacturers. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  Why  did  it  work  tho  way 
it  did  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  To  say  you  are  going  to 
put  5  cents  on  is  not  likely  to  alarm  them  with  tho  idea 
that  you  are  going  to  put  on  30  cents,  But  they  began  to 
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calculate  for  themselves ;  they  knew  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  expenditure — war  expenditure  and  other 
expenditure — and  they  wore  wise  in  their  generation  and 
saved  so  much  by  the  transaction ;  but  certainly  this  5  cents 
could  not  have  been  a  warning  to  them  that  they  were  to 
be  chargod  30  cents. 

Sir  EICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No  doubt  the  distillers 
were  wise  in  their  generation  and  the  Government  were  not. 
The  point  I  made  was  that,  as  it  was  perfectly  clear  as  long 
ago  as  the  early  part  of  April  that  there  would  be  a  tremen¬ 
dously  heavy  expenditure  in  the  North-West,  and  as  it  was 
perfectly  clear  to  me,  and  I  have  no  doubt  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  that  the  revenue  this  year  and  next  year  would 
fall  short  of  the  calculation,  they  ought  to  havo  known  that 
it  was  desirable  then  to  take  precautions,  and  it  is  clear 
that  by  taking  these  ordinary  precautions  they  might  have 
caught  these  860,000  gallons,  which  were  takon  out  so 
unusually  and  needlessly  in  the  month  of  May.  It  is  quite 
clear  that  the  Government,  if  they  had  looked  beyond,  might 
have  saved  this  $260,000,  and  that  they  did  not  do  it  because 
they  were  less  wise  in  their  generation  than  the  victuallers. 
Everyone  saw  the  facts.  They  were  clear  enough.  I  know  i 
that  the  effect  of  the  notice  given  by  tho  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  was  probably  simply  to  intensify  the  fears  of  the 
distillers  and  call  their  attention  a  little  more  to  the  position 
they  were  in.  I  strongly  suspect,  from  what  I  have  heard, 
that  several  of  them,  at  any  rate,  believed  that  this  notice, 
when  it  came  to  be  acted  on  would  be  reinforced  by  an 
additional  duty,  just  as,  in  point  of  fact,  has  happened,  and 
that  is  why  they  took  it  out ;  but  it  is  clear  that  the  same 
sources  of  information  which  wero  open  to  these  distillers, 
and  which  induced  them  to  take  a  million  of  gallons  out  of 
bond  in  May,  were  open  to  the  First  Minister  and  to  his 
colleagues  ;  and  by  exercising  the  same  foresight  and  dili¬ 
gence  as  the  distillers,  wo  might  have  been  better  off  by 
$.60,000. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  something  in 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  not  in  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  who 
said  that  tho  notice  that  5  cts.  was  to  be  imposed  proved 
that  30  cts.  would  be  imposed.  The  line  takon  by  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  is  quite 
different.  His  is  a  legitimate  argument,  but  that  was  not 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  behind  him.  Look  at 
England.  Just  now,  there  has  been  a  very  large  expenditure 
in  tho  Soudan  and  in  Egypt,  and  I  do  not  think  there  was 
very  great  haste  in  Mr.  Gladstone  (o  put  on  the  duties, 
and  in  fact  the  amount  was  expanded  a  year  before  he 
thought  of  increasing  tho  duty. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  am  sorry  that  my  views 
are  so  little  considered  by  tho  First  Minister.  Ho  is  com¬ 
plimentary  to  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron,  and  of 
course  we  know  ho  is  always  complimentary  to  that  hon. 
gentleman.  There  is  this  remarkable  coincidence  to  be 
observed  that,  coincident  with  this  notice  being  given  in 
May,  there  is  $1,000,000  more  revenue  derived  from  a  class 
of  men  who  are  not  in  the  habit  of  paying  money  to  allow 
it  to  lie  idle.  If  the  5  cents  additional  duty  would  not  do 
it,  then  tho  prohibition  of  spirits  being  entered  for  a  certain 
time  after  manufacture  would  tend  in  the  same  direction. 
The  whole  notice  tended  in  that  direction,  and  tho  Minister 
will  not  venture  to  say  of  his  own  knowledge  that  the  dis¬ 
tillers  were  not  operated  upon  by  that  notico.  To  suppose 
that  they  had  a  hint  given  them  that  there  was  to  be  an 
increase  would  bo  to  suppose  something  dishonorable  in 
the  working  of  the  Department,  and  that  cannot  be  toler¬ 
ated.  Neither  can  wo  suppose  that  this  was  caused  by  tho 
war  expenses,  because  the  resolutions  had  been  submitted 
in  March  and  April  and  had  passed  without  causing  any 
alarm,  nor  was  there  any  alarm  until  May,  when  this  notice 
appeared.  I  say  unhesitatingly,  in  my  opinion,  that  it  waa 
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that  notice  that  led  to  the  withdrawal  of  that  amount  of 
spirits  from  bond,  and  the  withdrawal  of  that  has  led  to  a 
loss  of  revenue  to  this  country  of  $258,000. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  for  Brant  gave  what,  in 
his  opinion,  was  a  sufficient  reason  for  this  change  in  the  reve¬ 
nue  which  induced  the  distillers  to  take  a  large  quantity  of 
spirits  out  of  bond  and  pay  nearly  $900,000  more  than 
usual  into  the  Treasury.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  for  South 
Huron  suggested  another  motive  which  may  have  operated. 
He  is  rather  inclined  to  agree  with  the  First  Minister’s  view. 
The  First  Minister  says  that  the  distillers  know  that  there 
was  a  largo  increase  in  the  public  expenditure,  that  the 
Government  must  impose  moro  duties  and  increase  the 
taxation,  and  what  more  obvious  than  that  an  additional 
duty  should  be  placed  on  distilled  liquors,  and  in  order  to 
escape  those  duties  they  took  this  large  quantity  out  of 
bond  during  tho  month  of  May.  Well,  tho  hon.  gentleman 
says  they  wero  wise  in  their  generation;  Then  how  is  it 
tho  Ministry  woro  not  equally  wise  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  have  hoard  of  that 
before. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  doubt  he  has,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  have  heard  it  before  he  came  into  the  House  at  all.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  the  distillers  heard  of  it,  too,  and 
from  official  sources  :  that  they  derived  their  information 
from  the  Department.  Now,  there  are  three  considerations 
presenting  themselves.  There  is  the  consideration  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Brant ;  there  is  the 
First  Minister’s  statement,  that  these  men  say  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  propably  increase  the  duties  on  liquors  ; 
and  there  is  the  third  suggestion,  that  these  men  must  have 
had  information.  They  were  not  likely  to  pay  $870,000 
into  tho  Treasury  in  a  month,  beyond  what  they  would  have 
had  to  pay,  unless  they  knew  that  the  increased  burden  was 
going  to  fall  upon  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  admits  that 
the  5  cents  per  gallon  is  not  a  motive  that  would  have  moved 
them  to  take  that  course.  Then  it  is  very  doubtful  whether 
the  probabilities  of  an  additional  duty  would  havo  been  a 
sufficient  motive.  There  must  have  been  something  more 
certain,  and  that  was  private  information  that  these  duties 
were  likely  to  bo  imposed.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given 
no  sufficient  reason  for  this  course.  If  the  Government 
intended  to  impose  such  duties,  they  were  derelict  in  their 
duty  in  not  making  their  proposition  in  May  instead  of 
July.  How  was  it  that  the  Government,  knowing  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  impose  these  duties,  did  not  come 
down  to  Parliament  in  May  and  ask  for  power  to  impose 
them,  and  thus  save  the  additional  revenue  that  would  have 
accrued  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  pleads  that  there  was  no 
dishonesty,  no  improper  communication  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment.  Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  has  told  us - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  never  said  a  word,  one 
way  or  the  other.  I  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  no 
right  to  make  such  an  insinuation,  unless  he  can  prove  it. 
I  can  only  tell  him  that  the  insinuation  is  altogether,  in  my 
belief,  false  and  untrue. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  Sir,  there  is  the  payment  of  $870,000 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  accounted  for.  There  is 
some  powerful  motive  operating  upon  the  distillers.  He 
says  that  the  notice  put  by  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
upon  the  Paper  was  not  the  motive  which  operated  on  these 
men.  I  ask  him  what  it  was,  then  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman,  as  remarked  by  the 
First  Ministor,  had  no  right  to  insinuate  that  any  person 
in  the  Department  had  given  secret  information  to  the  dis¬ 
tillers,  unless  he  was  prepared  to  prove  it.  He  insinuated 
that  either  the  Minister,  or  some  other  person  in  the 
Department,  had  given  information  which  ought  not  to 
have  been  given.  I  repeat  that  no  member  of  this  House 
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has  a  right  to  make  an  insinuation  of  that  kind,  unless  he 
has  something  upon  which  to  base  it.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  no  one  in  the  Department  knew  anything  about 
this,  except  the  Ministers  themselves  and  the  two  deputy 
heads.  It  was  kept  scrupulously  from  every  clerk.  The 
hon.  gentleman  peither  insinuates  that  the  Ministers 
had  perjured  themselves  in  revealing  their  intention,  or  that 
some  employe  of  the  Government  had  done  that  which 
would  merit  instant  dismissal.  For  myself,  I  care  very 
little  about  his  insinuations.  A  man’s  reputation,  where 
he  has  lived  all  his  life,  should  be  sufficient  to  answer  an 
insinuation  of  that  kind.  But  I  must  congratulate  the 
Opposition  on  the  fact  that  two  of  their  financial  critics,  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  and  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell, 
entirely  differ  from  the  ex-Finance  Minister.  Well,  that 
is  a  matter  that  they  must  settle  among  themselves.  I 
think  from  the  ex-Minister’s  experience  and  knowledge  of 
the  working  of  the  tariff  he  is  just  as  likely  to  judge  cor¬ 
rectly  of  the  effects  likely  to  be  produced  upon  business¬ 
men  as  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  or  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Why  was  not  the  same  course 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  5  cents  duty  as  with  regard  to 
the  30  per  cent.  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  why.  A  few 
years  ago,  when  the  Finance  Minister  was  about  making 
his  Budget  Speech,  and  it  was  known  all  over  the  country 
that  the  Government  were  going  to  raise  the  duties  on 
various  articles,  this  same  firm  of  Gooderham  &  Worts 
paid  into  the  Treasury,  on  the  very  morning  of  the  day  the 
Budget  Speech  was  delivered,  about  half  a  million  dollars 
duty  upon  liquor  they  had  in  stock.  Well,  to  their  disgust, 
certainly  to  their  disappointment,  there  was  no  rise  upon 
whiskey  at  all.  You  might  as  well  ask  why  they  did  that. 
They  did  it,  I  presume,  for  the  same  reason  that  induced 
them  to  make  the  last  entry.  For  the  reason  given  by  the 
member  for  South  Huron,  no  extra  duty  was  imposed,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  individuals  lost  by  it.  As  to  the 
question  asked  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie),  why  the  same  course  was  not  pursued,  let  me 
say  that  the  impost  of  5  cents  per  gallon  upon  whiskey 
was  to  compensate,  as  stated  in  the  notice,  for  the  evapora¬ 
tion  which  would  take  place  in  case  the  liquor  remained  in 
bond  12  months.  When  liquor  is  put  in  bond,  evaporation 
takes  place  to  the  extent  of  5  to  10  per  cent.,  but  the  holders 
are  obliged  to  pay  duty  on  the  quantity  of  liquor  which  was 
gauged  when  it  was  placed  in  bond.  The  proposition  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  is,  that  in  order  to  preserve  the 
equilibrium  there  should  be  an  impost  of  5  cents  a  gallon. 
So  that  if  the  liquor  was  in  bond  for  one  year,  instead  of 
paying  a  duty  of  $1,  they  would  pay  94  cents,  and  this  extra 
5  cents  was  imposed  to  compensate  to  a  certain  extent  for 
the  loss  of  revenue  which  would  arise  by  reason  of  the 
evaporation.  The  longer  they  kept  the  liquor  in  bond  the 
greater  would  be  the  proportion,  and  consequently  the  less 
Excise  duty  they  would  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  They  would  escape  payment  of  the 
5  cents,  all  the  same. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  They  pay  the  usual  duty.  If  they 
kept  the  liquor  over  one  year  there  was  a  reduction  of  6 
cents,  but  if  they  did  not  keep  it  over  one  year  the  5  cents 
provision  would  apply. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  notice  given  did  not 
state  what  the  provisions  would  bo  with  respect  to  the  duty, 
and  it  was  not  until  the  matter  had  been  discussed  and  there 
had  been  questioning  and  cross  questioning  that  the  committee 
learned  from  the  Minister  in  charge  what  the  proposal 
was.  If  it  was  intended  to  cover  shrinkage,  it  was  unfor¬ 
tunate  that  the  notice  was  not  so  worded  as  to  make  that 
apparent.  There  was  nothing,  however,  in  the  notice,  to 


show  that  this  was  for  evaporation.  I  therefore  maintain, 
in  face  of  all  the  explanations  that  have  been  attempted, 
that  860,000  gallons  of  spirits  were  taken  out  of  bond  whioh 
should  have  paid  30  cents  a  gallon  additional  duty  and  given 
to  the  revenue  of  the  country  about  $250,000.  When  the 
full  facts  in  regard  to  tho  quantity  taken  out  are  known,  it 
will  be  found  that  upwards  of  $200,000  have  been  lost  to 
this  country. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  First  Minister  is 
not  quite  correct  in  saying  that  there  is  conflict  between 
the  arguments  addressed  by  tho  hon.  momber  for  Brant 
and  myself.  They  are  cumulative  arguments.  They  mean 
that  the  distilleries  were  influenced  by  certain  considera¬ 
tions,  Just  at  the  moment  when  people  were  most  in¬ 
fluenced  by  those  considerations,  which  were  apparent  to 
every  business  man  and  to  every  politician,  came  the  notico 
of  Yth.  May,  by  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  con¬ 
sidering  the  condition  of  affairs,  the  manufacturers  with¬ 
drew  8oO,OOQ  or  900,000  gallons.  My  hon.  friend  is  quite 
right,  and  I  am  quite  right,  and  tho  Minister  is  quito 
wrong;  and  this  is  quite  clear,  that  $275,000  which  should 
now  have  been  in  the  Treasury  is  in  the  pockets  of  two  or 
three  large  firms,  who,  by  their  foresight  and  tact,  obtained 
the  benefit. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itsolf  into  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

(In  tho  Committee.) 

On  resolution  4,  spirits  and  tobacco, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understood  the  Minister 
of  Customs  to  say  that  he  expected  an  increased  revenue 
from  this  proposed  30  per  cent,  of  $1,082,000  on  a  total  of 
$3,608,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  said  that  would  bo  tho  increase  if  tho 
Excise  entries  for  home  consumption  were  as  great  as  they 
were  in  1884,  but  from  tho  fact  of  large  entries  being  made 
throughout  the  country,  we  did  not  expoct  moro  than  half 
a  million  this  year. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understood  that,  but  under 
ordinary  circumstances  that  wo  might  count  on  $1,082,000 
of  increased  revenue. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  as  compared  with  1884,  $1,082,484. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  see  tho  Minister  has  put  on 
the  30  cents  a  gallon  only  to  make  up  that  amount  of 
increased  revenue.  It  will  be  necessary  for  him,  in  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  introduce  tho  resolution 
imposing  the  additional  5  cents,  of  which  notice  was  given 
by  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenuo,  to  make  up  for  the 
shrinkage. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  proposed  to  introduce  that 
resolution,  as  it  is  thought  that  the  30  cents  additional  per 
gallon  will  be  quite  sufficient  to  meet  the  loss  occurring  in 
that  way.  The  hon.  gentleman  understands  that  wo  cannot 
affect  the  present  year’s  revenue  to  any  appreciable  extent. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Then  tho  Minister’s  calcula¬ 
tion  of  increased  revenue  is  all  wrong,  becauso  tho  5  cents 
was  to  make  up  for  the  loss,  and  if  it  is  not  imposed  the 
Minister  is  simply  putting  on  25  cents  increased  duty. 
That  is  not  carrying  out  what  was  promised  by  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenuo.  Then  again,  if  this  is  not  done,  I  ask 
tho  Minister  what  amount  of  protection  ho  proposes  to  give 
to  tho  distillers  of  this  country  ?  He  is  raising  the  Customs 
duty  higher  in  proportion  than  ho  is  raising  tho  Excise,  and 
if  the  5  cents  is  not  to  be  put  on,  what  amount  of  protec¬ 
tion  is  he  to  give  the  three  or  four  distillers  of  this  country  1 
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Of  course,  the  Minister  understands  that  the  protection  is 
the  difference  between  the  Customs  and  the  Excise  duty, 
less  the  amount  of  duty  on  the  corn  they  import,  and  he  is 
giving  them  a  vast  increase  of  protection,  when  what  they 
had  before  was  thought  to  be  ample. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  correct,  basing 
his  argument  on  the  supposition  that  all  the  spirits  which 
will  bo  entered  for  consumption  would  first  have  remained 
in  bond  for  twelve  months,  in  order  to  enable  them  to  take 
advantage  of  the  shrinkage.  But  that  cannot  possibly  arise 
until  next  year,  and  that  going  into  consumption  will  bo  of 
the  same  quality  as  that  which  has  gone  into  consumption 
in  the  past.  If,  however,  hereafter,  they  enter  any  spirits 
for  consumption,  except  that  which  has  been  in  bond  for 
twelve  months,  and  they  take  advantage  of  the  shrinkage, 
which,  of  course,  they  will,  if  it  is  in  bond,  it  would  reduce  it 
to  that  extent.  Still,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  it 
will  add  just  that  much  to  the  revenue,  which  will  be  a 
still  greater  protection  to  that  extent  to  the  article  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  country.  From  the  revenue  standpoint,  it  will 
be  collected  from  Excise  rather  than  Customs ;  I  do  not 
know  that  it  makes  any  particular  difference.  If  the 
foreign  spirit  is  kept  out,  and  a  larger  quantity  is  manu¬ 
factured  here,  the  revenue  will  profit  to  that  extent. 


the  Excise  duty.  Of  course,  wo  know  that  certain  kinds  of 
spirits  will  be  imported  from  time  to  time,  and  in  that 
respect  the  revenue  will  make  some  gain  ;  but  the  vast 
mass  of  the  revenue  will  be  regulated  by  the  Excise,  and 
not  by  the  Customs  duty.  The  result  of  making  such  a 
large  increase  in  the  Customs  over  the  Excise  duty  will  be 
to  increase  the  price  to  the  consumer  without  increasing 
the  compensation  to  the  revenue  to  the  same  extent ;  and 
the  price  being  increased  to  the  consumer  to  that  extent, 
thero  will  be  those  temptations  to  smuggling  and  illicit 
distillation  which  have  been  mentioned  more  than  once  in 
connection  with  the  raising  of  the  duty  on  spirits.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  article  of  consumption  which  is  better  calcu¬ 
lated  to  bear  a  share  of  the  public  burdens  than  this  very 
article,  and  I  have  always  favored  placing  the  duties  as  high 
as  practical  revenue  purposes  would  permit ;  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  combined  proposition  of 
increasing  so  much  the  Customs  duty  relative  to  the  Excise 
duty  will  incur  a  considerable  danger  from  smuggling  and 
illicit  distillation  beyond  that  which  would  be  incurred  if 
ho  kept  the  Customs  duty  down  to  something  more  nearly 
approaching  the  Exciso.  I  should  be  glad  to  learn  from  the 
hon.  gentleman  whether  I  am  substantially  correct  in  my 
view  as  to  the  increased  protection  his  proposition  pro¬ 
duces. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  When  the  proposition  was  brought  forward, 
awhile  ago,  for  the  drawback  or  discount,  we  were  told 
that  5  cents  increase  of  duty  was  to  be  made  as  a  com¬ 
pensation.  The  Ministerial  proposition  was,  of  course, con¬ 
sidered  ;  I  presumo  it  was  not  bungled  and  that  it  was 
accurate  and  well  weighed.  If  so,  it  was  thought  necessary 
then  to  impose  5  cents,  in  order  to  compensate  for  the 
expected  loss  of  rovonuo,  by  virtue  of  the  oporation  of  the 
proposition  of  the  Bill  which  has  gone  through  the  House; 
otherwise,  the  Ministerial  proposition  was  ill-advised  and 
mistaken.  They  told  us  the  plan  was  a  complete  one, 
whoreby  certain  allowances  were  to  be  made  to  the  dis¬ 
tillers  to  compensate  them  for  the  increase  of  duty.  One 
was  to  balance  the  other.  Now,  what  tho  hon.  gentleman 
says  is  that  very  little  of  that  5  cents  will  be  used  during 
this  year,  and,  no  doubt,  less  this  year  than  in  future  years, 
and  it  will  not  be  necessary  then.  If  wo  are  to  calculate 
for  somo  time,  very  little  will  be  used,  and  then  we 
must  assume  that  it  was  a  premature  proposition  alto¬ 
gether  to  have  suggested  this  5  cents  duty,  to  publish 
it  in  the  papers,  as  it  was  for  weeks,  before  the  discus¬ 
sion  in  the  House.  Now  it  is  dropped,  apparently  on 
the  theory  that  it  will  not  be  wanted  for  a  good 
while,  aud  it  will  be  time  enough  to  put  it  on  when  tho 
revenue  requires  it.  Now,  that  was  not  tho  view  taken 
the  other  day  in  discussing  this  question.  At  first  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  was  disposed  to  tako  that  view, 
but  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  explained  that  evaporation 
would  be  goiDg  on,  and  he  acknowledged  that  something 
would  have  to  be  done  to  remedy  that  difficulty.  Then  I 
think  we  should  learn  from  the  Minister  what  the  real  gist  of 
his  proposition  is  with  regard  to  the  protection.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  distillers  are  at  present  a  closo  corporation,  agreed 
with  one  another,  and  they  have  fixed  a  scale  of  prices, 
which  are  just  about  up  to  duty  point,  that  is,  just  as  high 
as  the  duty  will  permit  the  distillers  to  place  them,  and 
avoid  the  importation  of  foreign  spirits.  They  are  therefore 
taking  tho  whole  or  nearly  the  whole  advantage  of  their 
protection,  which  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  30  cents  on 
the  gallon.  If  I  understand  the  present  proposition, 
it  adds  about  50  per  cent,  to  their  protection,  the  diffe¬ 
rence  in  tho  Customs  and  the  Excise  being  about  15 
conts  a  gallon  :  and  tho  distillers,  owing  to  their  small 
numbers  and  their  agreement,  are  a  practical  monopoly, 
and  take  the  full  advantage  of  the  protection.  Tho  prac¬ 
tical  result  of  that  is  that  tho  revenue  does  not  gain  to 
tho  amount  of  tho  Customs  duty,  but  only  to  the  amount  of 
Mr.  Patekson  (Brant). 


Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  think  thero  is  any  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  the  amount  of  protection  given  by  looking  at 
the  figures.  We  increase  the  Excise  duty  30  cents,  and  the 
Customs  duty  from  32^  to  75  cents ;  so  that  the  increase  in 
the  protection  would  be  just  the  difference  between  the  two, 
which  would  bo  about  50  cents.  But,  as  I  explained  this 
afternoon,  thero  is  no  protection  to  that  extent. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  On  account  of  the  corn. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  sot  much  on  account  of  the  5  per 
duty  on  corn,  although  that  does  reduce  it,  but  on  account 
of  tho  system  that  prevails  in  the  United  States,  of  grant¬ 
ing  a  bonus  on  exportations ;  so  that  the  duty  does  not 
afford  the  amount  of  protection  which  it  apparently  does  on 
its  face.  Under  the  32£  cents,  there  was  really  no 
protection  at  all,  considering  the  price  in  the  United 
States.  However,  I  do  not  supposo  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument  is  in  favor  of  having  cheap  whiskey 
in  this  country,  or  of  enabling  the  importers  to 
bring  in  the  foreign  article,  in  order  that  that  might  be 
consumed  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  that  manufactured  in  this 
country.  As  I  undei’stand,  he  complains  that  we  fix  the 
duty  on  the  foreign  article  too  high,  thus  giving  a  greater 
market  to  the  home  producer,  while  we  collect  less  duty 
than  would  be  collected  from  Customs  duty  if  it  was  a 
little  lower — in  other  words,  that  we  should  collect  more 
from  Customs  duties  at  a  lower  rate,  and  less  from  Excise. 
The  intention  of  the  Government  in  these  resolutions  is  to 
put  the  Excise  duty  just  as  high  as  they  thought  the 
article  could  bear,  so  as  to  prevent  illicit  distillation,  which 
has  gone  on  in  the  past  and  may  go  on  in  the  future,  and 
to  place  just  as  high  a  duty  on  the  imported  article  as  they 
thought  it  could  possibly  bear,  without  encouraging  smug¬ 
gling  to  any  greater  extent  than  it  is  carried  on  at  present. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  As  I  understand,  the  Minister 
has  abandoned  tho  5  cents  a  gallon  to  cover  evaporation  ; 
nevertheless,  he  allows  5  cents  a  gallon  on  the  evaporation, 
which  virtually  makes  the  increase  in  tho  Excise  duty  25 
cents  a  gallon.  The  home  manufactured  article  will  then 
be  $1.25  a  gallon  and  tho  foreign  imported  liquor  will  be 
$1.75.  TheMinister  will  see  at  once  that  there  is  aprotection 
of  50  conts  a  gallon  given  to  the  distiller. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Less  the  duty  on  corn. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Under  the  old  tariff  he  hai 
32^  cents  a  gallon  of  protection,  and  that  worked  very 
well.  As  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  pointed  out, 
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under  that  protection  it  has  been  charged  that  a  ring  has 
been  formed  and  high  prices  have  been  obtained.  But  the 
Minister  is  now  giving  them  an  advantage  of  18  cents  a 
gallon  above  what  they  had  before.  From  that  is  simply  to  be 
taken  the  amount  of  the  duty  on  corn.  I  am  told  by  a  gentle¬ 
man,  who  seems  to  know,  that  the  product  of  a  bushel  of 
corn  is  something  like  four  gallons  of  whiskey.  If  that  is 
so,  the  duty  on  the  corn  would  amount  to  only  about  2 
cents  a  gallon.  So  that  it  seems  to  mo  it  would  be  safe  to 
leavo  the  duty  on  the  imported  article  where  it  is  now,  and 
to  increase  the  Excise  duties  above  the  point  at  which  the 
Government  are  fixing  them.  The  5  cents  a  gallon  which 
the  Minister  proposes  to  allow  for  evaporation  might  be 
quite  safely  put  on,  and  the  distiller  left  with  more  protec¬ 
tion  than  ho  had  before ;  for  even  with  that  5  cents  on, 
which  would  raise  the  duty  35  cents,  the  distiller  would 
have  a  protection  of  33  J  per  cent.  It  is  no  part  of  the 
Government’s  business,  nor  are  they,  I  suppose,  attempting 
unduly  to  enrich  anybody  in  trade  through  the  operation  of 
their  tariff.  As  I  understand,  what  they  do  is  to  give 
those  in  trade  a  chance  to  carry  on  their  operations,  but  not 
to  give  them  a  vastly  enriching  monopoly. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  amount  of  protection  given  to  the 
distillers  is  not  as  great  as  the  hon.  gentleman  represents 
it  to  be.  Perhaps  he  overlooks  the  fact  that  the  present 
Bill,  or  the  Bill  that  passed  shortly  before  this  one,  provides 
for  the  sale  in  this  country  of  whiskey  that  shall  be  aged 
before  it  can  be  taken  out  of  bond — shall  be  kept  in  the  wood 
for  not  less  than  one  year.  Of  course  the  5  cents  of  which  he 
speaks,  that  was  proposed  to  be  asked  for  to  compensate  for 
the  percentage  allowed  for  shrinkage,  but  which  is  not 
now  asked  for,  should  not  be  added  to  the  protection  given 
to  Canadian  distillers  ;  because,  to-day,  in  the  United  States 
and  in  England,  that  percentage  is  allowed  the  distillers  there. 
The  difference  in  favor  of  Canadian  distillers  before  this 
change,  was  as  between  31.02  and  1.03  cents,  and  $1.32-^  cents 
Customs;  now  it  is  changed  to  $1.30,  SI. 32  and  $133  Excise 
and  $1.75  Customs.  The  advantage  to  the  Canadian  distiller, 
under  the  old  system,  was,  generally  speaking,  32^  cents ;  the 
same  calculation  would  be  to-day  42J  cents.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ought  not  to  count  the  5  cents  at  all,  because  that  the 
American  distiller  gets  to-day.  Beforo  recess;  the  hon. 
gentleman  stated  he  did  not  charge  exactly  that  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government,  in  giving  that  notice,  was  to  warn 
distillers  that  an  increased  tax  was  going  to  be  put  on 
spirits  for  revenue  purposes,  and  that  they  took  advantage 
of  the  notice  to  take  out  large  quantities  of  whisky.  I 
explained  then  that  it  was  not  a  question  of  increasing  the 
revenue,  but  simply  a  calculation  of  what  was  necessary  to 
offset  the  percentage  allowed  for  shrinkage.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition  told  us  it  was  clearly  understood,  when  the 
Bill  was  brought  in,  that  the  5  cents  power  to  levy  which 
was  asked  was  to  make  up  that  deficiency  caused  by  shrink¬ 
age.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  that,  when  the  Bill  was 
passing  through,  I  said  this  5  cents  extra,  when  we  went  into 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  would  bo  asked  for.  Woll, 
I  did  not  say  it  would  be  asked  for  in  any  particular 
way.  The  hon.  getleman  questioned  me  closely  upon  it.  I 
said  the  duty  would  be  less  this  5  cents,  but  that  when  the 
question  came  up  we  would  deal  with  it  in  such  a  way  that 
there  would  be  no  loss  on  that  account.  Suppose  we  decided 
to  increase  the  duty  18  cents  or  20  cents,  what  was  there  to 
prevent  us  adding  this  5  cents  to  that,  so  as  to  make  up  the 
difference. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  When  I  alluded  to  the  notice  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  I  said  the  Minister  had  informed  us,  when 
in  committee  on  the  resolutions,  that  his  intention  was  to 
cover  the  loss  by  evaporation  by  this  5  cents.  But  we  did 
not  understand  that  until  then,  and  to-day  the  Minister  is 
not  doing  that.  He  has  departed  from  that  now,  and  we 
have  the  plain  declaration  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 


ment  is  to  get  30  cents  a  gallon  more  by  way  of  Excise. 
The  Minister  knows  it  will  take  5  cents  to  make  up  the 
shrinkage,  so  that  the  Government  policy  is  not  being  carried 
out.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  is  somewhat  plaus¬ 
ible,  with  reference  to  the  amount  of  protection  to  the 
distillers.  He  said  that  on  the  other  side  this  shrinkage 
was  allowed,  and  therefore  the  American  distillers  had  the 
benefits  of  it,  while  our  distillers  had  not.  But  I  suppose 
that  system  has  prevailed  over  there  for  many  years,  so 
that  the  circumstances  are  not  altered  in  the  least  by  that. 
The  distiller,  when  he  had  32J  cents  protection,  was  at  an 
equal  disadvantage,  by  not  being  allowod  that  shrinkage 
reduction,  as  he  is  to-day,  and  the  circumstances  being  the 
same,  there  is  still  the  18  cents  per  gallon  additional  pro¬ 
tection. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  protection  is  not  so  great  as  it 
appears  upon  the  face  of  it.  The  present  Excise  duty  is  $1 ; 
add  30  cents  to  that  makes  30  per  cent,  additional.  Take 
the  $  1.32  Customs  duty  now  levied  on  whiskey  and  calculate 
30  per  cent,  on  that,  will  give  within  a  fraction  of  40  cents 
additional;  that  will  make  a  total  of  $1.72!,  so  that  the  differ¬ 
ence  of  protection  is  the  difference  between  $1.72^-  and 
$1.75.  When  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  placed  his 
resolution  upon  the  Notice  Paper,  stating  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  add  5  cents  per  gallon  to  make  up  tho 
loss  by  shrinkage,  the  question  of  raising  the  Excise  duty 
upon  the  manufacturer  of  spirits  in  this  country  was  not 
then  decided  upon. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  wanted,  on  the  last  resolu¬ 
tion,  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  tho  increaso 
on  manufactured  tobacco  from  12  cents  to  20  cents.  No 
one  on  this  side,  that  I  am  aware  of,  has  any  objection  to  the 
increased  duty  on  tobacco  or  spirits.  I  think  they  are  fair 
objects  on  which  to  levy  revenue,  and  the  Minister  is  per¬ 
fectly  justified  in  getting  what  he  can  out  of  them,  consis¬ 
tently  with  preventing  illicit  distillation  and  smuggling, 
and  other  evils.  But  in  1883  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  the 
Finance  Minister,  delayed  his  Budget  for  a  long  time,  and, 
when  he  introduced  it,  gave  as  his  reason  for  the  delay  that 
changes  were  being  made  in  tho  United  Stale  tariff  of  Cus¬ 
toms  that  would  have  a  material  bearing  upon  legislation  in 
this  country,  and  he  had  to  wait  until  those  changes  were 
announced,  in  order  to  frame  legislation  to  meet  them. 
The  proposition  was  beforo  Congress  on  the  3rd  March, 
but  did  not  reach  him  till  the  16th.  They  proposed  to 
reduce  the  Excise  duty  on  manufactured  tobacco  from  16  to 
8  cents,  and  he  said  in  that  case  we  should  do  tho  same. 
He  made  this  statement : 

“I  may  state  here,  that  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  United  States  have 
reduced  the  Excise  duty  on  tobacco  and  snuff  from  16  cents  to  8  cents 
per  pound,  the  Government  found  it  an  absolute  necessity,  for  many 
reasons — although  there  are  other  articles  on  which  they  would  rather 
relieve  the  people  from  taxation— to  reduce  our  duty  on  tobacco  made 
from  foreign  leaf  from  20  cents  to  12  cent3.  ” 

He  found  it  an  absolute  necessity  for  many  reasons.  He 
gave  us  the  reasons  in  tho  opening  part  of  that  speech,  when 
ho  used  these  words : 

“  One  proposition  alone  was,  that  tobacco  should  be  reduced  from  16 
cents  to  8  cents  a  pound  ;  another  proposition  was  that  it  should  be 
removed  entirely  If  either  of  these  propositions  carried,  it  would 
become  necessary  for  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
venting  illicit  trade,  protecting  the  honest  trader  and  protecting  our 
own  manufacturing  industries,  that  our  duties  should  be  reduced  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  reduction  made  in  the  United  btates.  Therefore,  if  the 
proposition  to  reduce  the  duty  8  cents  per  pound  on  tobacco  were  adopted, 
it  would  necessitate  a  reduction  in  Canada  which  would  involve 
$760,000.” 

I  would  ask  the  Minister  is  not  tho  Excise  duty  in 
the  United  States  now  what  it  was  in  March,  1883, 
and  here  we  are  proposing  to  put  on  this  8  cents, 
when  the  Finance  Minister  told  us  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  take  them  off,  to  prevent  illicit  trading,  pro¬ 
tect  the  honest  trader  and  protect  our  own  manufacturing 
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industries.  That  is  the  difficulty  I  see  in  this  proposition. 
The  reasons  urged  by  the  Finance  Minister  were  so  strong 
at  that  time  that  Parliament  listened  to  him,  because  he 
presented  the  matter  as  an  absolute  necessity.  I  believe 
the  Excise  duty  on  tobacco  is  precisely  the  same  in  the 
United  States  as  it  was  in  1883,  and  now  we  are  proposing 
to  put  our  duty  on  again.  How  does  the  Minister  propose 
now  to  prevent  this  illicit  trade,  and  the  other  evils  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  would  surely  and  inevitably  follow 
if  we  did  not  reduce  to  the  same  level  as  the  United  States 
did  in  188J. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  One  of  the  principal  objects  of  this 
change  is  to  increase  our  revenue.  At  that  time  it  was  not 
a  matter  of  such  great  importance  as  it  is  now.  I  recollect 
the  statement  of  the  Finance  Minister  at  the  time,  and  I 
remember  the  views  he  entertained.  I  have  not  forgotten 
it,  nor  had  I  ignored  the  importance  of  the  point  the  hon, 
gentleman  has  just  made,  but  I  feel  confident  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  duty  can  be  collected.  It  is  true  that  no  change  has 
been  made  in  tho  United  States,  but  I  feel  more  satisfied 
than  I  did  at  that  time  in  the  capacity  of  the  staff  to  collect 
the  duties.  Improvements  are  made  from  time  to  time,  and 
especially  is  that  the  case  with  regard  to  tobacco.  It  has 
been  brought  under  better  control  and  under  a  better  system 
of  collection  than  at  any  previous  time.  Like  everything 
else,  experience  leads  to  improvement.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  admit  that  the  present  system  of  collection 
is  more  successful  than  that  of  some  years  ago,  because  the 
Finance  Minister  calculated  for  a  loss  of  some  $800,000 
derived  from  tobacco,  and  no  doubt  we  should  have  lost  that 
quantity,  according  to  tho  reduction  made;  but  on  account  of 
a  more  porfoct  system  of  collection,  under  new  regulations, 
wo  succeded  in  reducing  that  loss  to  about  one-half.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  good  proof  of  tho  improvement  in  the  system 
of  collection.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  the  same  thing  will 
occur  under  the  increased  tariff  now  proposed.  I  do  not 
think  that  we  need  fear  the  amount  of  smuggling  that  was 
feared  some  years  ago.  I  am  quite  confident  that  this 
amount  of  revenuo  can  be  collected. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  is  the  total  amount  of 
increased  revenuo  that  is  anticipated  from  all  the  changes 
proposed  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  total  increase  on  tobacco,  based  upon 
the  entries  of  1884,  would  bo  $7*73,3/6.  We  do  not  expect 
as  much  revenue  in  the  Excise.  I  deduct  from  that  $60,000. 
The  probabilities  are,  that  we  will  not  receive  over  $516,000. 
That  does  not  include  cigars. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has  some  millions 
extra  revenue,  then. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  hope  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
estimates  be  correct,  although  ho  will  not  receive  next  year 
that  amount,  ho  proposes  to  impose  about  two  millions 
additional  taxation. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes  ;  that  is  the  calculation,  based  upon 
the  importations  of  1884. 

The  following  resolutions  were  agreed  to  : — 

1.  Resolved, — That  it  ia  expedient  to  repeal  bo  much  of  schedule  A  of 
the  Act  42  Victoria,  chapter  15,  as  imposes  a  duty  of  ten  per  cent,  ad 
valorem  on  ‘‘endless  felt  for  paper  makers,”  and  the  following  parts  of 
46  Victoria,  chapter  13,  intituled  :  “  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Tariff 
of  Duties  of  Customs,’'  viz.  :  Item  7  of  section  2  and  all  of  section  5  of 
the  said  Act,  also  to  repeal  section  9  of  the  Act  42  Victoria,  chapter  15, 
intituled  :  “An  Act  to  alter  the  Duties  of  Customs  and  Excise,”  and  to 
enact  as  follows : 

1.  In  determining  the  dutiable  value  of  goods,  except  when  imported 
from  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  there  shall  bs  added  to  the  cost,  or  the 
actual  wholesale  price,  or  fair  market  value,  at  the  time  of  exportation, 
in  the  principal  markets  of  the  country  from  whence  the  same  has  been 
imported  into  Canada,  the  cost  of  inland  tranportation,  shipment  and 
transshipment,  with  all  the  expenses  included,  from  the  place  of  growth, 
production  or  manufacture,  whether  by  land  or  water,  to  the  vessel  in 
Mr.  Pai£Bson  (Brant). 


which  shipment  is  made,  either  in  transitu  or  direct  to  Canada,  subject 
to  such  regulations  as  may  be  made  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  pro¬ 
vided  that  in  case  of  any  dispute  respecting  the  proper  amount  of  such 
inland  transportation  charges,  the  Minister  of  Customs  may  determine 
the  same,  and  his  decision  shall  be  final  in  that  respect. 

2.  When  any  manufactured  article  is  imported  into  Canada  in  sepa¬ 
rate  parts,  each  such  part  shall  be  charged  with  the  same  rate  of  duty  as 
the  finished  article  on  a  proportionate  valuation,  and  when  the  duty 
chargeable  thereon  is  specific  or  specific  and  ad  valorem,  an  average  rate 
of  ad  valorem  duty,  equal  to  the  specific  or  specific  and  ad  valorem  duty 
so  chargeable,  shall  be  ascertained  and  charged  upon  such  parts  of  man¬ 
ufactures. 

2.  Resolved, — That  it  is  expedient  to  add  partridge,  prairie  fowl  and 
woodcock  to  the  articles  the  exportation  of  which  is  prohibited  by  sec¬ 
tion  9  of  the  Act  46  Victoria,  chapter  13. 

3.  Resolved, — That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  items  18  and  20,  section  2, 
of  the  Act  47  Victoria,  chapter  30,  relating  to  duties  of  Customs  on  sugar, 
as  follows  : — 

1.  By  adding  to  the  words  “sugar”  and  “sugars,”  wherever  they 
occur  in  said  items  18  and  20,  the  words  “raw  ”  or  “unrefined.” 

Also  by  adding  thereto  the  following  item,  viz. :  On  refined  sugar  of 
all  grades  or  standards,  there  shall  be  levied  and  collected  a  specific 
duty  of  one  cent  per  pound,  and  thirty-five  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

3.  Also  to  repeal  the  rates  of  duty  now  payable  under  schedule  A, 
of  the  Act  42  Victoria,  chapter  15,  intituled :  “  An  Act  to  alter  the 
duties  of  Customs  and  Excise,”  on  Geneva  gin,  rum,  whiskey,  and 
unenumerated  articles  of  like  kinds,  and  on  brandy,  and  to  provide 
there  shall  be  levied  and  collected  on  : 

Geneva  gin,  rum,  whiskey  and  unenumerated  articles  of  like  kinds,  a 
specific  duty  of  one  dollar  and  seventy-five  cents  per  Imperial  gallon. 

On  brandy,  a  specific  duty  of  two  dollars  per  Imperial  gallon. 

4.  Also  to  repeal  the  specific  duty  of  twenty  cents  per  pound  imposed 
on  manufactured  tobacco  and  snuff  by  item  61  of  section  2  of  the  Act 
46  Victoria,  chapter  13,  and  to  provide  that  the  same  be  increased  to 
thirty  cents  per  pound. 

These  resolutions  shall  take  effect  on  and  after  the  6th  day  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  month  of  July. 

4.  Resolved, — That  it  is  expedient  to  repeal  so  much  of  sections  125  and 
248  of  the  Act  46  Victoria,  chapter  15,  and  of  any  Act  or  Acts  amending 
the  same,  so  far  as  the  said  sections  or  amendments  thereto  determine 
the  Excise  duties  to  be  levied  upon  the  respective  articles  hereinafter 
mentioned;  and  to  provide  that  the  Excise  duties  thereon  shall  here¬ 
after  be  as  follows  : — 

1.  Upon  spirits,  as  described  in  sub-section  (a)  of  the  above  first  cited 
section,  one  dollar  and  thirty  cents. 

2.  Upon  spirits,  as  described  in  sub-section  (6)  of  the  said  section, 
one  dollar  and  thirty-two  cents. 

3.  Upon  spirits,  as  described  in  section  (c)  of  the  said  section,  one 
dollar  and  thirty-three  cents. 

4.  Upon  all  tobacco,  as  described  in  the  first  four  paragraphs  of  the 
said  section  248  : 

On  every  pound  twenty  cents. 

Except  that  cigarettes,  or  cut  tobacco,  when  put  up  in  packages 
weighing  one-twentieth  of  a  pound,  or  less,  each  shall  pay  a  duty,  now 
twenty,  of  thirty-five  cents  per  pound,  and  damp  or  moist  snuff,  when 
containing  over  forty  per  cent,  of  moisture,  when  put  up  in  packages  of 
less  than  five  pounds  each,  fourteen  cents  per  pound,  actual  weight. 

5.  Upon  tobacco,  as  described  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  said  sec¬ 
tion  248,  on  every  pound,  five  cents. 

These  resolutions  sha.l  take  effect  on  and  after  the  sixth  day  of  the 
present  month  of  July. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY— THE 
WASHINGTON  TREATY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  presented  a  Message  from 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows ; — 

LANSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons  copies  of 
despatches,  correspondence  and  papers,  having  reference  to  the  nego¬ 
tiations  at  Washington,  with  respect  to  the  termination  of  the  Fishery 
Clauses  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington,  during  the  year  1884,  and  to  the 
present  date,  in  1885. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  9th  July,  1885. 

SUPPLY. 

Tho  House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Customs .  $800,395 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are  the  reasons 
for  tho  increases  ? 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  The  increase  of  $6,225  in  Ontario  is 
largely  caused  by  the  additional  officers  who  had  been  found 
necessary  at  Suspension  Bridge  and  Windsor.  On  the 
completion  of  the  cantilever  bridge  the  Canada  Southern 
Bailway  required  a  full  staff  of  officers  at  the  port,  the  same 
as  we  have  at  Suspension  Bridge.  We  had  accordingly  to 
increase  the  staff  by  six  or  seven  officers;  When  the  Canada 
Southern  made  its  crossing  opposite  Windsor,  instead  of  at 
Amherstburg,  we  had  to  put  additional  officers  there.  Their 
salaries,  with  small  increases  at  different  ports,  explain  the 
increase  of  $6,225.  That  amount  is,  however,  larger  than 
the  actual  charge  upon  the  revenue,  because  at  the 
cantilever  bridge  at  Clifton,  I  have  adopted  a  new  plan  of 
payments,  than  were  formerly  made  by  the  railway  com¬ 
panies  to  different  officers  for  extra  services,  and  placed 
the  amount  to  the  credit  of  the  .Receiver  G-eneral,  and  had 
therefore  to  add  one  or  two  additional  officers  at  such 
points,  and  pay  them  out  of  the  general  fund.  My  reason 
for  doing  this  is  that  I  found  that  officers  receiving  extra 
pay  were  liable  to  become  more  the  servants  of  the  railway 
company,  or  steamboat  company,  than  of  the  Department. 
The  adoption  of  this  plan  involves  the  placing  of  a  larger 
number  of  men  at  the  points  I  have  mentioned ;  bur  that  is 
more  than  compensated  for  by  the  amount  paid  by  the  railway 
companies  for  what  are  termed  extra  services.  The  railways 
pay  $1,500  a  year  at  the  cantilever  bridge,  which  amount 
now  goes  into  the  general  fund.  There  is  a  decrease  of  $325 
in  Quebec.  In  New  Brunswick  there  is  a  decrease  of  $2,205. 
In  some  of  the  outer  ports  I  have  found  there  are  more  men 
than  are  really  needed,  and  as  they  are  superannuated  or  die, 
I  do  not  fill  up  the  positions,  except  where  officers  are 
absolutely  required. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Where  is  the  reduction  in  St.  John  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  a  saving  at  St.  John.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  there  has  been  a  saving  of  $450  at 
St.  John.  Macadam  Junction,  which  was  formerly  a  port, 
is  now  made  an  outport  of  St.  John  and  the  expenses 
transferred  to  St.  John.  The  object  in  doing  that  was  to 
bring  that  junction  of  the  railway  under  the  surveillance  of 
the  officers  at  St.  John,  they  reporting  to  St.  John  instead 
of  the  office  here.  The  gross  reductions  in  the  St,  John 
office  have  been  $5,000 ;  the  increases  amount  to  $4,550, 
showing  a  net  decrease  of  $450,  though  much  larger  if  the 
expenses  of  the  Macadam  Junction  port  of  $1,400  be 
deducted,  as  it  should  be  for  comparison. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  notice  that  Grand  Falls  has  been 
reduced  $2,185,  and  Woodstock  increased  $2,335. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  for  the  same  reason,  precisely, 
as  in  the  case  of  Macadam  Junction,  so  that  the  preventive 
officers  along  that  line  of  railway  report  to  Woodstock  now 
instead  of  Grand  Falls, 

Mr.  IRVINE.  Are  there  any  other  changes  in  that 
district — shifting  officers  from  one  place  to  another  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  changing  theofficer  from  one  place  to  another. 

Mr.  IRVINE,  Does  Mr.  Beadle  occupy  the  same  place 
as  he  did  last  year  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Ho  was  moved  up  to  the  junction,  nearer 
to  the  American  boundary. 

Mr.  1BVINE.  •  That  is  five  miles  noarer  to  the  American 
boundary.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  shifted  Mr. 
Kilburn,  the  preventive  officer.  What  object  was  there  in 
doing  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  object  was  to  prevent  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  friends  carrying  on  their  avocation,  as  far  as 
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possible.  In  all  these  changes  I  acted  on  the  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  special  inspector,  who  made  au  inspection  of 
all  the  ports  along  the  lino  of  the  railway. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  do  not  say  the  hon.  Minister  has  acted 
improperly;  no  doubt  the  inspector  gave  him  good  counsel. 
Nor  do  I  find  any  fault  with  him  for  increasing  Mr  Kilburn’s 
salary,  because  he  is  a  good  officer,  and  he  is  on  the  road 
that  leads  to  Woodstock,  where  most  of  the  business  is  done. 
Nor  do  I  find  any  fault  with  him  for  removing  Mr.  Beadle 
from  Andover  village,  which  is  fivo  miles  from  tho  American 
boundary,  and  placing  him  nearer  the  boundary,  But  living, 
as  I  do,  within  four  miles  of  the  American  boundary,  and 
knowing  the  geography  and  topography  of  the  country,  I 
ought  to  be  able  to  give  some  valuable  information.  I  know 
every  road  that  crosses  the  international  boundary  ;  the 
whole  frontier  is  settled,  from  the  lower  end  of  my  county 
to  the  upper  end;  the  roads  load  in  every  direction,  and 
smugglers  are  just  as  liable  to  go  by  one  road  as  by  another. 
Now,  Mr.  Schooley  is  sub-collector  at  Centroviile,  four  miles 
from  the  American  boundary,  at  $300  a  year,  and  on  that 
road,  where  there  are  only  a  few  houses,  tho  Minister  of 
Customs  has  appointed  Mr.  Kearney  at  $200.  I  have  pointed 
out  before  that  this  is  wrong,  and  I  point  it  out  again,  that 
these  officers  should  not  be  on  that  road,  as  there  is  no 
necessity  for  them.  It  is  a  sheer  waste  of  money.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  looks  at  tho  returns  he  will  find  that  last  year 
only  $335,  I  think,  was  collected  at  that  port  of  entry.  It 
was  not  for  preventing  smuggling  that  Mr.  Kearney  was 
appointed. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  I  remember,  Mr.  Kearney  is  situated 
at  Florenceville.  After  the  death  of  the  officer  at  that 
point,  Mr.  Kearney  was  appointed  in  his  place.  I  did  not 
personally  investigate  the  matter ;  I  took  it  for  granted  that 
the  inspectors  knew  where  the  officers  should  be  placed,  and 
when  that  vacancy  occurred  it  was  filled.  It  is  not  always 
best  to  place  the  officers  exactly  on  the  boundary  line  to, 
detect  smugglers. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  Mr.  Appleby’s  father  was  appointed  there 
before  New  Brunswick  entered  the  Union,  and  he  was  tho 
only  man  appointed  on  that  side  of  the  river,  outside  of  tho 
town  of  Woodstock.  And  Mr.  Schooley  was  appointed  in 
his  place,  and  instead  of  appointing  an  officer  at  Centreville 
it  was  thought  by  the  Government  that  Florenceville  was 
a  better  place.  I  think  it  is  simply  a  wilful  waste  of  money. 
Mr.  Kearney  was  not  appointed  to  prevent  people  from 
smuggling,  as  any  person  who  understands  tho  country 
knows. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  very  glad  the  only  charge  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  against  my  Department  of  wilful,  wasteful 
expenditure,  resolves  itself  into  the  enormous  sum  of  $200, 
and  that  is  for  a  preventive  officer  along  one  of  the  New 
Brunswick  roads,  not  many  miles  from  tho  Maine  frontier. 
If  I  have  never  any  greater  sin  to  answer  for,  I  will  go  ouf 
of  office  with  a  very  clean  record. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Tho  strongest  charge  is  that  a  merchant 
doing  busines  in  the  country  fills  the  position  of  preventive 
officer  and  collector  of  Customs. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  One  of  the  jgreat  difficulties  I  have 
had  to  experience  is  that  the  Minister  of  Customs  has 
always  been  a  little  too  stringent  in  relation  to  tho  officers 
in  New  Brunswick.  He  does  not  give  salarios  high  enough, 
and  in  several  instances,  when  I  have  applied  for  increases, 

I  could  not  get  them. 

Mr.  WELDON.  A  man  who  is  an  importer  should  not  bo 
a  preventive  officer. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  information  is,  that  Mr.  Kearney  is 
not  an  importer.  It  is  utterly  impossible  to  prevent  officers 
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wlio  are  appointed  at  $100  and  $200  a  year  doing  nothing 
else  f or  a  livirg.  I  fully  recognise  the  fact  that  a  large 
importer  should  not  he  a  preventive  officer,  and  in  cases 
where  I  found  officers  were  importing,  no  matter  how 
small  were  their  importations,  I  have  intimated  to  them 
that  they  should  resign.  I  have  made  enquiries  into  this 
case  over  and  over  again,  and  have  found  that  Mr.  Kearney 
is  not  a  large  importer,  as  represented  but  that,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  his  purchases  are  principally  made  from  the  wholesale 
merchants  in  St.  John. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  never  said,  in  the  House  or  out  of  it, 
that  Mr.  Kearney  was  a  large  importer.  I  stated  that  he 
is  a  resident  merchant  in  the  village  of  Floi'enceville,  and 
he  is  a  very  respectable  man.  But  what  I  wish  to  point 
out  is  that  two  officers  are  there,  the  one  at  $300  and  the 
other  at  $200,  to  collect  $500.  I  think  Mr.  Kearney  was 
not  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  smuggling. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  For  what  then? 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  will  not  give  my  reasons  just  now. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  was  appointed  for  no  other  purposo,  so 
far  as  the  Department  in  Ottawa  is  concerned.  If  there 
were  other  reasons  on  the  part  of  those  who  recommended 
him,  I  know  nothing  of  them. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  have  made  application  to  know  who 
recommended  Mr.  Kearney,  and  could  not  get  the  informa¬ 
tion.  The  Minister  of  Customs  refused  to  give  it. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN,  Mr.  Schooley  is  a  strong  and  warm 
supporter  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  Mr.  Kearney  is  a  strong 
opponent,  and  in  this  lias  the  secret  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
continued  attacks.  He  admits  Mr.  Kearney  is  a  respectable 
man,  but  in  order  to  make  a  case  he  speaks  of  his  being 
placed  in  a  little,  insignificant  place.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  doing  credit  to  one  of  the  brightest  and  mos-  enter¬ 
prising  towns  in  New  Bruswick,  and  a  very  important  port. 
I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought,  by  this  time,  to  give  up 
these  uncalled-for  attacks,  which  he  makes  every  Session, 
on  a  gentleman  whom  he  admits  to  be  highly  respectable. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
says  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton  is  opposed  to  this  gen¬ 
tleman  because  he  happens  to  be  of  a  different  shade  of  opi¬ 
nion  from  himself  Mr.  Kearney  is  an  entirely  new  appoint¬ 
ment.  I  think  it  is  incompatible  with  the  position  of  pre¬ 
ventive  officer  to  have  a  man  who  has  been  a  large 
importer,  and  who,  while  be  may  be  a  good  preventive 
officer  against  other  persons,  may  not  be  against  himself. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  member  for  St.  John — I  will 
not  say,  begs  the  question — but  puts  into  the  mouth  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Carleton  (Mr.  Irvine)  words  which  he  did 
not  use.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  he  charged  Mr. 
Kearney  with  being  a  large  importer  from  the  United 
States,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  did  not  know  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  If  he  purchases  all  his  goods  from  any  part 
of  Canada  the  position  of  preventive  officer  is  not  incompa¬ 
tible  with  his  occupation.  It  happens  that  Mi*.  Kearney  is 
not  of  the  political  stripe  of  my  hon.  friends  on  the  other 
side,  and  ho  gets  the  enormous  sum  of  $200  a  year,  and  we 
waste  an  hour  in  discussing  the  question  of  whether 
ho  should  be  there  or  not.  I  told  the  hon.  gentleman 
he  was  put  there  on  the  report  of  the  inspectors;  The  only 
report  I  have  is  that  the  Centreville  office  is  not  required, 
and  Mr.  Scholey  has  been  either  recommended  to  be  placed 
on  the  retired  list  or  to  be  removed  to  another  place  where 
he  would  be  useful.  If  that  is  so,  I  may  act  on  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton,  and  either  place  Mi*. 
Scholey  upon  the  retired  list  or  move  him  somewhere  else. 
Of  course,  it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  I  can  visit  every 
$100  port  in  the  Dominion  ;  but  Mr.  Wolfe,  the  special 
Mr.  Bowell. 
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inspector,  reports  that  the  Centreville  office  is  not  necessary 
in  the  interests  of  the  revenue,  but  that  the  Florenceville 
office  is.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  is  so  anxious  that  we  should 
economise,  I  can  save  the  $300  a  year  now  paid  to  Mr. 
Schooley  by  acting  upon  his  suggestion  and  removing  him; 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  am  not  sure  but  that  Mr.  Kearney  and 
Mr.  Schooley  are  both  my  personal  friends.  There  are  any 
number  of  gentlemen  in  my  county  who  say  that  Mr.Kearney 
voted  for  me  at  the  last  election,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  he  did  not.  The  preventive  officers  in  the  county  of 
Carleton  are  very  discreet.  I  do  not  know  one  who  has 
interfered  .with  politics,  and  I  was  always  as  personally 
friendly  with  Mr.  Kearney  as  I  am  with  the  Minister 
of  Customs.  I  have  never  said  a  disrespectful  word  of  Mr. 
Kearney,  but  I  distinctly  state  that  there  should  not  be  two 
officers  on  that  road. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Customs  was 
not  serious  in  expressing  the  opinion  that  there  is  nothing 
incompatible  in  a  man  who  is  engaged  in  business  on  our 
side  of  the  frontier  holding  the  position  even  of  preventive 
officer  in  Customs.  While  it  might  be  true  that  this  Mr. 
Kearney  bought  most  of  his  goods  in  a  Canadian  city — and 
on  any  portion  of  the  frontier,  as  matters  are  now,  country 
storekeepers  are  likely  to  buy  their  supplies  in  cities  in  the 
Dominion — still,  at  certain  times,  at  any  rate,  these  men 
are  in  the  habit  of  importing  more  or  less  from  the  other 
side  of  the  frontier  ;  and  I  say,  from  my  own  experience, 
that  it  would  be  an  unfortunate  thing  if  the  rule  hitherto 
followed,  of  not  appointing  men  engaged  in  business  as  pre¬ 
ventive  officers,  were  departed  from. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  would  have  been  a 
little  more  fair  if  he  had  added  what  I  really  said.  I  said 
that,  where  a  man  was  not  an  importer,  and  did  rot  import, 
there  was  nothing  incompatible;  buttherulehas  be  en,  in  most 
cases,  in  fact,  it  is  a  rule  ot  the  Department,  that  if  a  man 
is  known  to  be  an  importer,  no  matter  to  how  small  an 
extent,  not  to  appoint  him,  because  the  icinptation  is  too 
great. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  point  out  that 
any  man  who  is  carrying  on  a  mercantile  business  may  at 
any  moment  become  an  importer.  I  have  understood  the 
rule  hitherto  to  be  that,  althongh  a  man  receiving  less  than 
$400  a  year  was  not  prohibited  from  following  any  other 
occupation,  he  was  prohibited  from  following  mercantile 
occupations,  and  that  if  he  was  a  merchant,  whether  im¬ 
porting  at  the  moment  or  not,  he  could  not  hold  a  position 
in  the  Customs.  That,  during  my  lamented  friend  Mr. 
Burpee’s  tenure  of  office,  was  tho  rule  which  he  informed 
me  ho  adhered  to,  and  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Huntingdon  (Mr.  Scriver)  that  it  would  be  very  unfortunate 
indeed,  if,  even  under  the  circumstances  stated  by  the 
Minister,  that  rule  was  departed  from.  The  trouble  is,  that 
if  you  depart  from  it  in  one  case  you  expose  yourself  to 
pressure  in  fifty  different  cases. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  recognise  the  force  of  that.  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton  (Mr.  Irvine)  what  busi¬ 
ness  Mr.  Schooley  follows  ? 

Mr.  IRVINE.  Mr.  Scholey  was  a  merchant  when  he 
was  appointed,  and  he  was  notified  by  the  Minister  that  he 
must  either  give  up  his  business  or  his  office,  and  he  gave 
up  the  former.  Ho  is  a  justice  of  the  peace,  and  attends 
to  his  business. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  His  salary  is  only  $300  a  year. 

Mr.  WELDON.  With  rogard  to  the  Campo  Bello  district, 

I  understood  a  collector  was  to  be  appointed  at  Grand 
Manan. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  A  preventive  officer  has  been  appointed 
there,  a  Mr.  Kelly,  during  the  busy  season,  at  a  salary  of 
$300. 
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Mr.  WELDON'.  I  think  he  is  member  of  the  Legisla¬ 
tive  Council  in  our  Province. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  He  ought  to  be  a  very  respectable  and 
responsible  man,  then. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  wanted  to  know  if  it  was  on  account 
of  the  vote  he  gave  last  winter. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know  how  he  voted  last  winter. 
I  hope  he  voted  right. 

Mr.  WELDON.  He  is  one  of  those  legislative  councillors 
who  has  been  living  in  Toronto  for  the  last  two  years,  and 
who  has  suddenly  turned  up  as  a  preventive  officer. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  the  event  of  a 
session  of  the  Local  Legislature,  I  would  like  to  know  how 
he  can  attend  to  both  duties. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  a  difference  between  a  pre¬ 
ventive  officer  appointed  at  $25  a  month  during  the  time  he 
is  lequired,  and  a  collector  of  Customs.  He  is  simply  a 
pi  eventive  officer,  appointed  to  look  after  the  smugglers. 
If  ho  leaves  there  to  attend  to  his  political  duties  at  Frede¬ 
ricton,  he  will  not  be  paid. 


Sir  RICHA  tD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
Legislative  Council  of  New  Brunswick  have  fallen  tolerablv 
low  if  their  services  can  be  secured  for  $25  a  month. 

Mj**  BOWELL.  It  only  shows  the  respectability  of  the 
service.  J 

Mr.  WELDON.  There  is  another  matter.  The  mer¬ 
chants  of  St.  John  complain  a  good  deal  about  the  discount 
which  is  allowed  by  the  Minister  of  Customs  on  the  invoices. 
In  February  last  He  Board  of  Trade  presented  a  petition  and 
passed  the  following  resolution  :  — 


Whereas  we  fully  recognise  that  Customs  regulations  are  made  with 
the  intent  of  preventing  fraud  and  protecting  the  honest  importer  ;  but 
..  ,  wtlerea3  some  of  the  regulations  are  so  interpreted  and  administered 
as  to  practically  treat  all  importers  as  if  their  first  object  is  to  defraud 
the  revenue  ;  therefore  : 

+JlileS°iVe<f;  Thau-a  commhtee  of  seven  from  this  board  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  subject,  and  to  make  such  representation  to  the  Govern- 

regulati’ m  opmiou>  may  tend  to  a  more  liberal  construction  of  said 


Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  great  dissatisfaction  in 
bt.  John  regarding  the  mode  in  which  the  importers  are 
treated,  some  of  them  men  of  respectability  and  high  stand¬ 
ing.  One  of  them,  I  know,  has  beon  a  good  deaf  harassed 
in  regard  to  this  matter  of  discount.  Hero  is  what  they 
say  about  goods  which  are  sold  by  discounts  from  manufac¬ 
turer  s  prices - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of 
order.  We  are  on  the  question  of  salaries. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  discuss  the 
mode  in  which  the  Customs  are  collected.  Strictly  speak¬ 
ing,  perhaps,  I  may  not  be  correct,  but  I  would  like  to  get 
the  Minister’s  explanation  now. 


Mi.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  regular  to 
have  a  discussion  at  this  time. 


pay  upon  discount.  It  is  a  matter  of  very  serious  impor¬ 
tance  in  the  present  condition  of  trade  and  the  keen  com¬ 
petition  that  exists  all  around.  This  question  of  duties  upon 
discount  is  a  very  important  one  for  the  merchants  of  St. 
John.  Of  course,  if  I  am  out  of  order  in  bringing  this  mat¬ 
ter  up  now,  I  shall  take  another  occasion  of  doing  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  see  that  the  port  of  Brant¬ 
ford  is  debited  with  an  increase  of  salary  of  $800,  of  which 
I  do  not  complain.  But  I  do  not  think  that  the  Minister 
of  Customs,  though  he  has  a  good  many  faults,  has  the 
fault  of  increasing  salaries  very  rapidly  in  Ontario.  I  think 
this  sum  of  $800  should  not  be  debited  to  that  port. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Quite  right.  I  was  going  to  explain  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  remained  debited  to  that  port, 
because  Mr.  McMicbael  still  remains  on  the  staff  at  that 
port  until  he  has  been  officially  located.  I  am  using  him 
now,  and  have  been  for  some  time  past,  to  attend  to  the 
duties  of  different  ports  where  vacancies  occur.  I  have 
found  him  so  valuable  an  officer  that  I  am  sending  him 
now  to  the  more  important  ports  when  the  collectors  are 
away  on  leave.  Mr.  McMichael  is  charged  with  the  duty 
of  putting  the  ports  in  a  greater  state  of  efficiency.  He  is  still 
charged  to  the  port  of  Brantford  ;  in  another  year,  probably, 
he  will  be  charged  to  some  other  fund.  At  the  port  of 
Clifton,  where  he  has  been  for  some  time,  there  will  be  a 
saving  of  the  amount  which  was  formerly  paid  to  the  col¬ 
lector,  as  he  was  acting  in  his  place,  less  the  additional 
amount  which  we  should  have  to  pay  Mr.  McMichael  while 
there.  I  have  given  an  increase  of  salary  to  Mr.  Foster, 
who  was  appointed  to  the  Customs  some  time  ago,  and  who 
was  recommended  to  me  as  a  good  officer,  and  ought  to 
have  an  increase.  He  was  receiving  only  $500,  and  I  made 
it  $600. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  he  is  entitled  to  an 
increase.  He  was  appointed  under  the  Mackenzie  Adminis¬ 
tration  some  years  ago,  and  was  promised  an  increase  of 
salary  before  the  retirement  of  the  late  Minister.  That  is 
about  the  cheapest  port  in  the  Dominion,  in  proportion  to 
the  business  done. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  One  of  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  about  the  sixth  port  for 
collections,  and  the  charges  are  about  $2,600. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  was  collected  $142,84L 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  wanted  that  pointed  out. 
What  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  with  respect  to  Mr. 
McMichael  is  true ;  there  is  not  a  more  capable  officer  in 
the  service. 

Mr.  YAIL.  There  is  an  incraasa  of  $1,615  for  Anna¬ 
polis. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  An  addition  of  $100  has  been  made  to 
the  collector’s  salary.  He  formerly  received  $800  ;  he  now 
receives  $900 ;  it  is  proposed  to  raise  his  salary  to  $1,000, 
which  will  probably  be  the  maximum  for  that  port.  We 
propose  to  place  the  preventive  officer,  who  now  receives 
$100,  on  the  permanent  staff,  at  a  salary  of  $500,  in  order  to 
look  after  the  American  boats  running  between  that  port 
and  Boston. 


.  BOWELL.  I  am  quite  willing  to  discuss  the  ques¬ 
tion  with  the  hon.  gentleman  now.  Of  course,  it  opens  the 
whole  question  of  the  Customs  law,  which  is  an  intricate 
one.  I  received  that  resolution  and  fully  considered  it,  and 
will  be  glad  to  discuss  it,  either  privately  or  in  tho  House, 
with  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  is  difficult  to  carry  out  the 
law  so  as  to  please  all  importers  and  exporters. 


Mr.  VAIL.  There  is  an  increase  of  $200  in  Antigonisb. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  an  increase,  because  there  was 
a  preventive  officer  employed  thore  the  year  before  last, 
who  received  $200.  He  died,  and  tho  office  was  not  filled 
last  year.  This  year,  I  have  added  two  others,  Mclsaacs,  at 
$100,  and  Macdonald,  at  $100,  which  makes  the  $200,  as  for¬ 
merly. 


Mr.  WELDON.  The  other  day  some  merchants  in  St. 
John  actually  sold  their  goods  at  a  heavy  loss  because  it 
turned  out  that  they  had  given  duties  they  were  obligod  to 


Mr.  VAIL.  There  is  $105  for  Arichat. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Thore  is  a  preventive  officer  at  $100, 
and  $5  added  to  tho  contingent  account  of  tho  port. 
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Mr.  VAIL.  There  is  a  large  increase,  $740,  at  Truro. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  will  be  a  still  larger  increase. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  it;  there  is  no  necessity 
for  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentlemen  evidently  does  not 
know  what  business  is  done  at  the  port,  or  he  would  not 
say  there  is  no  necessity  for  it.  The  officer  who  was  there 
filled  a  number  of  dilferent  offices,  and  received  only 
$500  a  year  from  the  Customs.  He  collected  $31,000 
or  $62,000,  and  that  was  the  cheapest  port  in 
the  whole  Dominion,  in  proportion  to  the  collec¬ 
tions.  But  wo  found,  when  a  thorough  inspection  of 
the  port  was  made,  that  there  had  been  gross  irregularities 
— I  do  not  say  they  were  wilful  irregularities  on  the  part  of 
the  officer,  but  they  arose  because  he  did  not  give  his  whole 
time  and  attention  to  the  business.  I  intimated  to  him  that 
he  must  give  his  whole  time  to  the  business  and  I  would 
increase  his  salary,  or  he  would  have  to  retire.  Being  over 
age,  he  asked  to  be  allowed  to  retire,  and  he  was  superan¬ 
nuated  on  the  basis  of  his  salary  of  $500.  I  had 
to  appoint  officer  Nelson,  and  give  him  a  salary 
sufficient  to  enable  him  to  give  his  whole  time  to 
the  business.  I  have  also  increased  the  salary  of  the 
clerk,  from  $500  to  $600,  making  a  total  increase  for  the 
port  of  $740.  That,  however,  includes  an  increase  for  pre¬ 
ventive  officer  McCurdy  on  the  coast,  from  $60  to  $200. 1  shall 
have  to  appoint  a  packer  at,  perhaps,  $400  a  year,  in  addition, 
because  we  are  insisting  on  the  work  being  done  at  Truro 
as  it  is  being  done  at  Halifax.  The  increase  of  $700  or 
$1,000  will  be  more  than  compensated  for  by  extra  collections 
due  to  increased  vigilance,  and  the  prevention  of  smuggling, 
which  has  been  going  on  at  Truro  to  an  enormous  extent. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  do  not  think  $200  increase  will  be  wasted 
if  smuggling  is  prevented.  Truro,  however,  is  an  inland 
place,  and  is  very  different  to  a  seaport.  The  goods  must 
come  to  it  over  a  railway.  I  do  not  see  why  it  is  necessary 
to  have  an  extra  officer.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  if  the 
collector  of  Customs  had  attended  to  his  duties  a  year  or 
two  ago  these  irregularities  would  not  have  occurred,  in  an 
inland  place  like  that.  It  is  true  that  some  of  the  merchants 
at  Halifax  state  that  the  people  in  the  country  could  get 
their  goods  at  half  the  rate  of  duty,  and  that  there  was  no 
use  of  them  applying  to  head-quarters,  because  they  could 
not  got  redress.  I  do  not,  however,  pay  much  attention  to 
that,  because  I  think  they  are  apt  to  complain  when  there 
is  no  occasion  for  it,  and  I  think  the  people  of  the  country 
have  a  right  to  have  their  goods  entered  at  whatever  places 
they  choose. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  port  of  Brantford  is  an  inland  town, 
but  they  collect  the  sum  of  $142,841  a  year.  St.  Thomas  is 
an  inland  town,  and  it  has  run  up,  since  I  have  been  in  office, 
from  an  outport,  with  a  $500  officer,  to  a  port  of  three  or 
four  officers,  and  collections  of  from  $60,000  to  $100,000; 
but  it  is  a  distributing  point  for  that  section  of  country,  and 
Truro  is  in  the  same  position.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  says, 
the  merchants  of  Halifax  have  complained,  and  very  pro¬ 
perly,  because  goods  wore  entered  at  that  port,  without  any 
investigation  or  examination,  and  the  result  has  been  that 
goods  were  imported  and  sold  at  much  lower  rates 
than  the  honest  importers  were  able  to  do.  I  am  surprised 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  find  fault  that  a  great 
importing  city  like  Halifax - 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  am  not  objecting. 

Mr.  BOWELL — should  find  fault  because  I  am  trying 
to  put  Truro,  which  is  an  inland  port  and  a  distributing 
point,  in  such  a  position  that  frauds  will  bo  prevented, 
I  do  not  boliovo  thoro  are  more  honest  importers  than  those 
of  the  city  of  Halifax,  in  the  Dominion,  and  they  deserve 
protection.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  merchants  have  a 
right  to  import  and  enter  where  they  please.  That  is  true, 
Mr.  Bowell. 
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but  if  they  import  at  Truro  there  should  be  a  sufficient 
staff  of  officers  to  prevent  the  honost  importer  from  being 
defrauded  of  his  rights. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Then,  as  to  Yarmouth  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  collection  and  importations  have 
increased  there  very  much.  The  collections  amount  to 
$115,527,  and  I  have  found  it  necessary  to  add  another 
officer  at  that  port,  but  the  increase  is  not  to  the  extent  that 
appears.  The  same  remark  applies  to  this  place  as 
to  Annapolis.  There  was  one  office  last  year,  which  I  did 
not  deem  it  necessary  to  fill  till  this  year.  The  present  col¬ 
lector  does  not  receive  the  same  salary  as  the  old  one,  but 
$200  less,  and  we  have  had  to  add  the  additional  officer  to 
whom  I  have  referred,  and  a  gauger,  on  account  of  large 
importation  of  oil  and  liquor, 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  notice  that  in  Manitoba  there  is  a 
decrease  of  $5,200,  there  being  increases  in  some  items  and 
decreases  in  others.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
explain  about  Emerson. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  great  decrease  in  Manitoba  arises 
from  this  cause:  that  during  the  boom  there  were  very  large 
importations,  and  it  was  necessary  to  put  a  large  number  of 
officers  on  the  staff.  Now,  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
is  being  opened  from  Port  Arthur  to  Winnipeg,  a  large 
quantity  of  go  Ms,  which  formerly  wont  through  the  United 
States  in  bond  and  had  to  be  examined  at  Emerson  or  Winni¬ 
peg,  now  go  through  ly  that  road,  and  the  extra  staff  is 
not  required.  I  am  now  reducing  the  number  of  those 
officers  as  fast  as  possible.  There  is  also  the  fact  that  we 
made  outports  of  Portage  la  Prairie,  Regina,  Brandon  and 
Calgary,  for  the  accommodation  of  the  settlers  and  business 
men  of  those  places.  Importations  are  now  coming  in,  to  a 
large  extent,  by  railway,  which  formerly  came  in  from  Port 
Benton  by  the  trails  to  Fort  Macleod,  and  the  collections  in 
those  particular  localities  are  falling  off.  The  officers  of  the 
Mounted  Police  act  for  us,  for  which  they  receive  a  percent¬ 
age — formerly  10  per  cent.,  which  I  cut  down  to  5 
during  the  railway  boom,  when  they  were  making,  as  I 
thought,  too  much  money.  Taking  the  increases  in  the  staff 
at  Emerson,  and  the  transfers,  as  against  the  decreases,  there 
is  a  net  decrease  of  $5,200. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  any  intention 
of  establishing  an  outport  at  Minnedosa,  tli9  present 
terminus  of  tho  Manitoba  North-Western  Railway  ?  It  is 
78  miles  from  Portage  la  Prairie,  and  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  business  done  there,  and  it  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  the  people. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  no  intention,  at  present,  as  the 
matter  has  never  been  brought  to  my  notice.  I  may 
tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that,  as  far  as  possible,  I  resist  all 
applications  for  outports,  except  where  it  is  absolutely 
necesssary,  and  every  outport  established  not  only  adds 
expense  to  the  Department,  but  opens  the  door  to  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  greater  frauds,  because  we  must  appoint  men  at 
low  salaries,  at  which  we  cannot  get  the  very  best  class 
of  men  who  are  acquainted  with  the  business.  But  if  the 
trade  should  justify  the  opening  of  a  port  at  Minnedosa,  we 
will  do  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  vote  of  $6,000  for 
the  North- W est  Territories  does  not  show  the  allowance 
paid  to  the  Mounted  Police. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  a  reduction  of  $2,000  on  last 
year,  owing  to  the  reduction  in  the  collection  of  duties  by 
the  Mounted  Police,  and  a  reduction  in  the  percentage  paid 
from  10  to  5  per  cent. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria),  I  desire  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
what  occasions  the  reduction  in  the  permanent  salaries  of  the 
port  of  Victoria.  Last  year  the  amount  was  $17,596, 
while  this  year  it  is  $16,596,  while  that  for  Now  West- 
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minster  is  increased  from  $300  to  $1,300.  It  seems  to  me 
you  have  been  robbing  Peter  to  pay  Paul.  I  hope  the  bon. 
minister  will  rob  Paul  to  pay  Peter  back  again.  Possibly, 
the  expenses  of  Nanaimo,  which  is  now  a  separate  port,  were 
included  in  those  of  Victoria. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  the  explanation  ;  Nanaimo  being 
established  as  an  independent  port.  It  was  formerly  an 
outport  of  Victoria. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Then,  what  are  the  salaries,  respectively, 
of  the  collector  at  Nanaimo  and  the  deputy  collector  at 
Departure  Bay. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  wo  give  $300  or  $400  a  year  to 
the  officer  stationed  on  the  coast  from  Nanaimo  to  Cowichan, 
merely  as  a  preventive  officer. 

Mr.  BAKER.  There  is  a  collector  at  Nanaimo  and  a 
deputy  collector  at  Departure  Bay,  who  was  formerly  the 
collector  for  both  of  those  ports.  I  want  to  know  what 
salary  he  is  now  getting,  that  his  position  has  been  some¬ 
what  reduced. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  When  Nanaimo  was  made  an  indepen¬ 
dent  port,  a  collector  was  appointed,  and  Mr.  Peck  remained 
in  the  position  he  formerly  held  as  a  clerk.  He  is  assistant 
to  the  collector  at  Nanaimo  at  the  same  salary  he  had 
before. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  state  why  he  wanted  $2,400  for  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  have  had  to  put  an  additional  offi¬ 
cer  at  New  Westminster,  and  there  has  also  been  an  officer 
placed  on  the  Columbia  River,  to  watch  the  goods  which 
come  up  that  river  into  the  Kootenay  district. 

Mr.  BAKER.  There  is  no  great  distinction  between  the 
salary  of  the  collector  and  that  of  his  assistant  at  Nanaimo. 
Either  the  collector  should  get  more  or  the  assistant  should 
get  a  little  less. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  found  Mr.  Peck  there  with  the  salary 
he  is  getting.  But  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  if  Mr.  Peck  was  out  of  the  way,  I  would  not  appoint  a 
clerk  at  so  high  a  salary.  I  do  not  want  to  say  anything 
disparaging  to  the  gentleman,  but  I  do  not  know  that  there 
would  be  any  injury  done  if  he  were  away. 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  quite  agree  with  you. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  justico  to  the  Auditor  General,  I  desire 
to  make  an  explanation  regarding  the  charges  agaiust  this 
item  of  $18,000  for  salaries  and  travelling  exponses  of  inspec¬ 
tors  of  ports,  and  other  officers  on  inspection.  When  this 
subject  was  under  discussion  before,  some  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  tried  to  be  facetious  at  my  expense,  and  I  stated  that 
I  was  not  aware  why  the  travelling  expenses  had  been 
put  under  the  head  charged  to  this  item,  rather  than 
where  they  were  formerly  placed,  in  the  contingencies  of 
the  Department  1  stated  that  I  thought  that  was  a  matter 
exclusively  with  the  Auditor  General.  I  have  found  since, 
however,  that  he  did  not  place  them  there*  They  were 
placed  there  by  the  accountant  of  the  Department,  for  the 
reason  that  all  the  travelling  that  took  place  and  which  is 
charged  to  this  item  had  special  reference  to  disputes 
in  connection  with  importations,  and  which  legitimately 
came  under  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Customs.  The  travel¬ 
ling  exponses  of  the  Minister,  the  accountant,  and  the  com¬ 
missioner  were  placed  under  that  head,  because  the  travell¬ 
ing  that  took  place  was  for  that  special  service.  How¬ 
ever,  I  gave  instructions  that  as  that  had  not  been  the 
mode  of  charging  the  contingencies  in  the  past,  it  should 
not  be  followed  in  the  future,  at  least,  so  far  as  the  Minister 
and  the  commissioner  were  concerned.  When  the  other 
officers  travel  on  that  business,  this  is  the  item  to  which 
their  expenses  should  be  charged.  There  is  an  increase  of 
$2,000  for  miscellaneous.  Last  year  it  was  found  that 
$13,000  did  not  cover  the  expenses  under  this  item.  Some 


years  the  printing  is  greater  than  others.  This  year  it  may 
be  $1,000  iess ;  next  year  it  may  be  still  lower,  and  another 
year  it  may  be  increased. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion  which  I  gave  notice  I  would  ask  when  we  came  to  Sup¬ 
ply,  in  reference  to  the  request  that  Ridgetown,  in  my 
county,  should  bo  made  a  port  of  entry  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  gave  instructions  the  other  day  to  have 
a  recommendation  made  out  to  erect  Ridgetown  into  an  out¬ 
port,  under  Chatham,  and  I  propose  to  remove  Mr.  Duck 
from  the  position  he  now  holds  to  Ridgetown,  to  act  as  sub¬ 
collector.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  make  an  addi¬ 
tional  appointment,  but  I  will  give  Mr.  Duck  a  little  more 
salary. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  arrangement  is  eminently  fair  and 
proper,  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  VAIL.  With  regard  to  the  outside  detective  service 
of  the  Customs  Department,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
whether  lie  intends  to  keep  Mr.  MacLaren  in  the  employ 
of  the  Department,  knowing  the  very  improper  course 
he  took  last  year  in  order  to  obtain  information  as 
to  goods  shipped  from  the  United  States  to  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  ?  1  am  told  he  went  to  Boston,  and  there 
bribed  the  clerk  of  one  of  the  largest  establishments  trading 
with  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  induced  him  to  go 
into  the  place  of  business  at  night  with  him  and  make  out 
invoices  on  the  invoice  paper  of  the  firm,  to  carry  with  him 
to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  in  other  ways  obtained 
information  very  improperly.  I  am  quite  sure  the  Minister 
of  Customs  would  not  countenance  such  conduct  as  this 
detective  pursued.  I  am  not  making  statements  from  hear¬ 
say,  because  the  whole  transaction  was  subsequently 
acknowledged  and  sworn  to  by  the  clerk.  The  young  man 
was  removed,  became  very  penitent,  and  made  a  full  state¬ 
ment  of  what  took  place.  The  following  is  his  sworn 
statement : — - 

“State  op  Massachusetts,  Suffolk,  U.S. 

“I,  Charles  B.  Gilliatt,  of  Boston,  United  States  of  America,  in  the 
employ  of  Delong  &  Seaman,  merchants  of  Boston,  aforesaid,  of  my  own 
free  will  and  without  threat,  fear  or  promise,  make  oath  and  say  as 
follows 

“I  say,  that  while  I  was  in  my  room  at  8  Allston  street,  Boston,  having 
leave  from  above  firm  to  stay  at  home  two  days,  I  was  called  on  by  John 
S.  MacLaren,  a  Dominion  of  Canada  Customs  detective,  about  6th  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1885,  Friday,  and  about  2.30  p.m.  I  did  not  know  the  man,  and 
never  heard  his  name  before.  He  introduced  himself,  after  a  little  talk 
about  the  weather,  etc.,  in  this  way  :  Said  he  was  a  Customs  detective, 
and  called  on  me  to  make  a  dollar  and  make  one  forme.  He  then  told  me 
what  he  wanted  of  me,  which  was  to  give  him  information  of  smuggling 
and  to  furnish  him  with  invoices  and  a  few  bills  of  lading  from  Delong 
&  Seaman,  to  compare  at  the  Custom  house  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape  Bre¬ 
ton.  He  also  told  me  that  I  would  get  a  large  amount  of  money  out  of 
it,  as  well  as  himself,  and  that  the  amount  of  the  fines  was  to  be  divided 
thus :  the  Canadian  Government  to  receive  one-third  of  the  full  amount 
fined  each  man,  and  5  per  cent,  of  the  balance  to  go  to  a  Mr.  Wolfe,  for 
collecting  fines  and  forwarding  all  moneys  to  MacLaren  and  his  partner, 
Jack  Bonues,  and  that  the  balance  of  the  two-thirds  was  to  be  divided 
between  MacLaren,  his  partner  Bonnes  and  myself,  equally.  I  told  him 
it  would  not  be  right  for  me  to  do  so,  and  that  I  would  lose  my  position 
if  I  did.  He  replied  that  I  need  not  fear  ;  that  1  would  not  be  known  in 
the  matter  at  all,  and  that  he  and  the  Canadian  Government  would  pro¬ 
tect  me  in  all  things  ;  also,  that  he  would  drop  a  seizure  if  he  had  to 
make  me  known  at  all,  and  that  he  would  not  fine  a  man  or  firm  if  they 
were  not  able  to  pay.  To  all  of  this  I  replied  that  I  would  not  give  him 
any  answer  then,  but  would  think  it  over  and  let  him  know  the  next 
day,  Saturday,  when  he  called  about  four  o’clock,  p.m.,  and  made  the 
same  promises  again,  and  explained  more  definitely  what  he  wanted  me 
to  do,  and  then  I  agreed  to  give  him  the  papers  and  information  that  he 
required. 

“  I  also  saw  him  Sunday  afternoon  at  his  room,  No.  1  Hancock  street, 
when  he  gave  me  $5  for  which  I  asked  him;  then  I  met  him  several 
evenings  afterwards  at  No.  7£  Bowdoin  square,  and  there  he  gave  me 
$20  more.  He  also  told  me  what  he  wanted  me  to  get  for  him,  and  he 
named  places  and  ports  that  he  said  he  must  have  information  and 
invoices  for,  of  the  customers  we  had  there.  He  also  told  me  at  his  room, 
Sunday  afternoon  mentioned  before,  that  he  had  made  $10,000  out  of  the 
seizures  he  had  made  ;  and  this  he  told  me  confidentially,  and  seemed  to 
be  anxious  that  I  would  not  say  so  to  any  person. 

“  I  then  commenced  to  make  out  the  invoices  about  Monday  night 
following,  and  continued  to  do  so  almost  every  evening,  sometimes  at 
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the  office  of  Delong  k  Seaman,  and  two  or  three  times  brought  a  blotter 
or  day-book  to  my  room,  and  also  to  an  office  in  Bowdoin  square,  in  Boston.  I 
“  MacLaren  was  down  to  the  office  with  me  once,  and  looked  at  the 
book  I  was  working  from,  and  compared  a  few  bill 3  of  lading  with  the 
invoices  I  had  made  out.  I  have  received  four  letters  from  him,  three  of  , 
these  since  he  has  been  iu  St.  John,  N  B.,  and  Nova  Scotia,  and  one 
before  leaving  Boston,  asking  me  to  meet  him  at  7<j  Bowdoin  square.  ■ 
‘  ‘  Since  then  I  have  received  one,  which  I  delivered,  without  opening,  to 
Delong  &  Seaman.  Two  of  the  other  letters  I  had  torn  up  by  a  special 
request  from  MacLaren ;  the  other  two  1  delivered  to  Delong  &  Seaman. 
The  above  letters,  and  all  that  I  was  to  receive,  was  to  be  addressed  to 
me  under  an  assumed  name  of  John  Gordon. 

“  I  also  further  state  that  the  making  out  of  the  invoices  given  Mac 
Laren  was  done  in  a  hurried  and  concealed  way,  unbeknown  to  the  firm 
of  Delong  &  Seaman,  or  any  of  their  clerks,  and  I  cannot  say  that  the 
invoices  I  gave  MacLaren  were  correct,  either  in  regard  to  the  date  of 
invoice  or  the  amount  of  goods,  or  in  other  respects,  as  I  worked  late 
nights  at  them,  and  felt  sleepy,  and  afraid  that  I  would  be  found  out  at 
any  time.  MacLaren  said  to  me  that  he  did  not  want  any  case  to  go  to 
law  for  settlement,  but  he  would  rather  settle  with  about  one-quarter  of 
the  amount  fined  than  have  a  case  in  court.  He  also  told  me  to  be  very 
careful  that  the  firm  did  not  find  me  at  the  office,  and  told  me  if  the  firm 
or  any  clerk  employed  with  Delong  &  Seaman  found  me  at  the  office 
while  after  invoices,  and  working  for  him,  to  say  that  I  came  down  to 
write  a  letter.  He  also  wanted  me  to  go  to  the  office  of  Delong  &  Seaman 
at  night,  after  business  hours,  with  him,  to  get  blank  bills  of  lading  and 
documents  that  he  wanted  to  make  the  seizures.  I  did  go  with  him 
there  twice,  and  he  compared  some  bills  of  lading  I  had  made  out,  with 
original,  and  examined  the  blotter;  and  he,  while  there,  called  off,  a  few 
invoices  to  me,  while  I  wrote  them  down.  He  asked  me  to  tear  up  or 
burn  up  all  the  letters  I  received  from  him. 

“Charles  B.  Gilliatt. ’’ 

“  Subscribed  and  sworn  to  by  the  above  named  Charles  B.  Gilliatt, 
at  Boston,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  United  States  of  America,  this 
14th  day  of  March,  A.D.  1885,  before  me,  a  commissioner  for  Nova 
Scotia,  duly  appointed  and  qualified  to  take  affidavits  to  be  read  in  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  any  court  of  record  in  said  Province. 

“  Witness  my  hand  and  official  seal, 

“A.  J.  McLeod, 

“  Commissioner  for  Nova  Scotia. 


“  The  foregoing  is  a  true  copy  of  the  affidavit  taken  before  me  as  above 
shown. 


“  A.  J  McLeod. 

“  Commissioner  for  Nova  Scjtia. 


“  I,  A.  J.  McLeod,  a  commissioner  for  Nova  Scotia,  duly  appointed 
under  chipter'ninety-six,  section  fifty-four,  of  the  revised  statutes  of  Nova 
Scotia,  hereby  certify  that  on  the  14th  day  of  March,  A.D.  1885,  person¬ 
ally  came  and  appeared  before  me,  Charles  B.  Gilliatt,  described  in  the 
foregoing  affidavit,  and  in  my  presence  subscribed  his  name  thereto,  and 
I  duly  swore  him  to  the  said  affidavit,  and  I  certify  that  the  said  affidavit 
was  made  and  subscribed  by  the  said  Charles  B.  Gilliatt  by  himself,  and 
in  his  own  handwritting,  voluntarily,  and  without  threat  or  promise. 

“  Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office,  at  Boston,  in  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  United  States  of  America,  this  14th  day  of  March,  A.D 
1885. 

“  A.  J.  McLeod, 

“  Commissioner  for  Nova  Scotia." 


It  seems  to  me  that  a  man  who  will  be  guilty  of  such  con¬ 
duct  as  this  is  not  fit  to  be  in  the  Department.  I  would  be 
sorry  to  say  a  word  to  encourage  smuggling  in  any  way,  or 
to  prevent  anyone  getting  information  in  a  fair  and  proper 
way,  to  prevent  smuggling;  but  I  think  any  man  who  will 
go  to  the  United  States  and  bribe  a  young  man,  as  this  man 
did,  to  go  into  a  man’s  place  of  business  at  night,  or  at  2  or 
3  o’clock  in  the  morning,  and  to  make  use  of  this,  as  he 
acknowledges,  was  not  justified. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Who  acknowledges? 

Mr.  Y AIL.  Mr.  MacLaren  acknowledges  himself.  I  have 
two  or  three  letters  written  by  him  to  Mr.  Gordon,  signed 
“  Jack,”  or  something  of  that  kind,  and  he  acknowledges 
that  he  used  one  of  the  blank  bills  he  received,  and  says  he 
intended  to  fill  up  the  blank  bill  heads  and  charge  the  man 
with  smuggling  goods ;  and  while  the  partner  was  talking, 
he  would  place  it  on  his  desk,  and  charge  him  with  smug¬ 
gling,  and  in  that  way,  I  suppose,  levy  blackmail. 


Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  have  most  of  tbo  letters  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  refers,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  that 
letter. 


Mr.  YAIL.  I  will  read  the  letters.  I  leave  out  certain 
names,  which  it  would  be  unfair  to  bring  before  the  public: 

“  Dear  Gordon,— I  made  three  seizures  in  Digby ;  not  a  dollar  paid  ; 
asked  time  until  1st  April ;  Bear  River  made  6.  Will  down  the  Port- 

Mr.  Vail. 


July  9, 


land  and  let  you  know  all.  As  soon  as  we  return  to  St.  John  will  send 
you  some  money  ;  we  will  make  a  big  thing  out  of  it.  I  have  not  heard 
from  you  for  more  than  a  week  ;  expect  your  letters  are  waiting  for  me 
in  Digby.  Now,  don’t  fail  me,  and  send  me  every  bill  at  once  against 
Nova  Scotia  ;  never  mind  whether  you  think  crooked  or  not ;  1  find  lots 
made  out  by  themselves  on  your  bill-heads.  Also  send  me  bills  of  lading 
and  bills  for  all  I  have  written  you  for  ;  I  trust  some  are  waiting  for  me 
in  Digby  ;  if  not,  let  me  know,  as  I  will  have  to  shut  down  on  some 
places.  Forward  all  at  once,  and  oblige 

“  Yours,  etc  , 

“'J.  MacLaren.” 

“  Will  not  touch  Yarmouth  until  I  am  finishing  up  ;  I  have  been  so 
busy  getting  up  reports  that  I  have  little  time  to  write.  If  I  get  your 
letters  to-morrow,  Monday,  will  write.  Now  send  Lunenburg  at  once, 
or  I  will  be  past  it,  and  do  not  want  to  return  there. 

“Jack.” 

“  March  9th,  1885. 

“  Dear  Gordon, — In  a  great  rush  ;  have  finished  up  Digby,  Bear  River 
and  Annapolis,  and  take  the  train  to-morrow  for  Yarmouth  ;  skip  it  and 
go  on  to  Pubnico  ;  thence  round  the  shore  to  Halifax  ;  then  through  the 
valley,  and  finish  up  and  back  to  Digby  to  settle.  I  am  afraid  it  will  be 
small  money  here.  Bear  River  will  pan  out  well ;  three  schooners  tied 
up  there.  Schooner  Portland  tied  up ;  will  get  Levose  when  she  returns  ; 
also  six  more  vessels  when  they  return,  so  we  have  not  done  badly.  It 
will  pan  out  so  far  (if  the  Department  will  settle  them  as  I  report)  a  few 
thousand.  As  soon  as  we  return  will  send  you  some  money.  It  will  take 
$300  to  pay  our  expenses  for  this  trip,  and  1  do  not  want  to  raise  money 
by  note  ;  my  cash  is  on  special  deposit ;  a  month  or  so  is  not  long  to  wait. 
Now,  send  as  soon  as  possible,  or  it  will  be  no  use,  Lunenburg,  Port 
Medway  and  all  others  I  asked  for,  and  burn  these  letters  you  get  from 
me  as  soon  as  read,  for  fear  of  trouble.  Bear  River  will  do  well  Now 
send  me  Clementsport  at  once  ;  we  leave  this  place  and  Granville,  and 
Bridgetown  and  valley,  until  we  return  from  the  shore.  We  are  afraid  of 
the  snow  leaving,  so  are  hurrying  up.  Your  letter  I  received  here  ;  sorry 
you  were  blocked  in  notgettingbills.  Be  sure  and  send  bills  of  lading  for 
Lunenburg,  and  send  bills  with  everyone  you  have  done  business  with.  I 
will  use  you  well ;  don’t  fear  ;  all  I  a3k  of  you  is  to  send  the  bills,  also  to 
keep  us  posted  as  things  go  forward.  I  downed  some  of  them  with  bills  you 
thought  straight;  made  false  ones  on  your  bill-heads.  Be  sure  and  send 
all  of  Mahone  Bay,  Bridgewater;  you  know  our  route;  we  are  driving 
right  round  the  shore  to  Halifax  from  Yarmouth,  thence  by  rail  to  Anna¬ 
polis  ;  also  working  Margaretville,  etc.  I  will  make  you  a  good  sum¬ 
mer’s  work.  Now_,  old  fellow,  if  you  have  to  go  down  to  the  office  after 
10:30  p.m.  and  write  until  3  p.m.  for  two  or  three  nieffits,  have  these 
posted  at  once  ;  if  von  do  not  I  will  lose  it ;  so,  if  you  have  to  sit  up  all 
night,  do  them,  and  don’t  make  your  letters  too  bulky. 

“  Yours, 

“  Jack. 

“  Lose  a  night’s  rest  to  get  me  them,  anl  forward  at  once ;  not  too 
bulky  letters.” 

“  March  14th,  1885. 

“  Dear  Gordon, — Since  writing  you  we  went  to  Barrington,  seized  th« 
schooner  Pleiades  and  fined  her  $400.  I  will  be  in  Mahone  Bay  to-mor- 
row  and  down  them  there,  and  then  to  Halifax  and  up  the  valley. 
Now  send  Glemensport  every  one  of  them  in  full,  also  send  Lunenburg; 
all  we  had  against  there  was  correct,  so  was  Port  la  Tour,  sorry  to  say, 
also  send  all  of  Lockeport  and  bills  of  lading  in  all  cases,  cannot  get  on 
without  them.  What  is  the  matter  ;  I  got  your  last  letter  all  right ;  I  am 
disappointed  about  bills  not  coming  forward  ;  look  out  for  a  man  named 
Will  McDonald  ;  he  talks  about  buying  out  Durkee.  He  is  from  Argyle, 
Pubnico.  Have  your  address  changed  if  he  buys  there,  and  have  no 
talk  with  him,  shun  him  in  every  way.  I  have  not  settled  up  with  Digby. 
Now  send  me  all  bills  of  lading  for  Gape  Breton,  Antigonish,  etc._;  you 
must  jump  quickly  or  you  will  lose  it.  Send  Shelburne  all  sure,  did  not 
stay  there  or  at  Lockeport ;  Bridgewater  correct.  If  you  want  me  to  send 
any  dates  or  anything  further,  let  me  know  at  once.  I  never  got  any 
bills  but  the  two  first  lots  you  sent  me.  If  you  send  them  I  will  rattle 
the  parties  and  make  a  dollar  for  us.  It  is  costing  us  big  money  for 
expenses,  hiring  teams,  etc.,  and  until  sometime  about  the  middle  of 
April  I  will  not  have  a  dollar,  as  it  takes  all  I  have  to  run  us.  Now, 
answer  at  once,  and  let  me  know  just  what  you  can  do.  Yours, 

“Jack." 

It  appears  that  he  was  getting  all  the  information  he  could, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  keeping  this  man  waiting  for  his 
money. 

Mr.  BAKEK  (Yictoria).  Is  he  a  Nova  Scotian? 

Mr.  YAIL.  No;  I  believe  he  is  from  New  Brunswick. 
I  have  given  enough  to  show  that  this  is  a  very  disreputable 
affair.  No  man  should  bo  permitted  to  obtain  information 
in  that  way.  I  am  suro  the  Minister  of  Customs  will  not 
justify  it,  and  I  do  not  think  a  man  of  that  style  should  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  tho  Department. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  havo  had  most  of  these  documents 
bofore  me.  Mr.  MacLaren  was  put  upon  the  special  staff, 
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and  has  been  doing  detective  work  for  some  time.  Apart 
from  this  particular  transaction  to  which  attention  has  been 
called  by  the  hon.  member  for  Dig  by  (Mr,  Tail),  I  can 
say  that  he  has  been  a  very  good  officer  in  ferreting  out  and 
punishing  smugglers.  A  number  of  cases  have  been  laid 
before  me,  with  which  the  member  for  Digby  is  well 
acquainted,  he  having  visited  me  in  order  to  get  the  parties 
relieved  of  the  penalties  which  the  law  imposes,  and  I 
pointed  out  to  him  different  cases  where  the  invoices  sent 
by  Delong  &  Seaman,  from  Boston,  did  not  agree  with  the 
correct  invoices  nor  with  the  ships’  manifests.  I  notice  in 
most  of  the  letters  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers,  a 
reference  to  false  invoices  made  by  Delong  &  Seaman  and 
sent  to  the  merchants  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  upon 
which  entries  were  made ;  but  upon  investigation  it  was  found 
that  they  had  their  invoices  of  the  same  date,  oovering 
the  same  goods,  with  a  large  quantity  left  off  the 
invoice  upon  which  the  entry  was  made  ;  and  in  order 
to  test  the  correctness  of  the  invoice  in  most  of  the  oases, 
MacLaren  was  shrewd  enough  to  obtain  the  ship’s  manifest, 
showing  that  the  goods  wore  actually  brought  from 
Boston  to  port  in  Nova  Scotia,  corresponding  exactly  with 
the  invoices  which  the  officers  found  in  the  possession  of  the 
importers,  and  which  were  not  the  invoices  upon  which 
entries  were  made. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Will  ,  the  hon.  gentleman  read  that  portion 
of  the  letter  where  McLaren  speaks  of  his  exploits  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Yes;  he  says  : 

“  I  downed  some  of  them  with  bills  yon  thought  straight,  aad  made 
false  ones.” 

It  does  not  say  that  he  made  false  entries ;  it  is  the  parties 
who  imported  the  goods  who  made  false  invoices  upon 
blanks  that  were  sent  them.  Now,  I  tell  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  MacLaren  made  a  positive  declaration  that  the 
charges  which  were  brought  against  him  by  Delong  & 
Seaman  were  not  correct. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Gordon  says  ho  gave  him  the  bill-heads. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Gordon,  whoever  he  may  be, 
appears  to  have  been  a  young  man  in  the  employ  of 
Delong  &  Seaman.  I  believe,  from  the  information  I  have 
obtained  and  from  the  invoices,  that  this  establishment  was 
established  for  the  express  purpose  of  doing  business  with 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  by  granting  false  invoices,  to 
enable  people  to  defraud  the  Customs.  When  I  first  saw  these 
charges  in  the  newspapers,  I  instructed  the  commissioner  to 
write  to  Delong  &  teaman,  asking  them  for  all  the  parti¬ 
culars.  The  information  sent  was  not  thought  sufficient, 
and  after  rc  -civing  the  letter  which  Delong  &  Seaman  had 
sent  to  ihu  c>on  of  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  in  Toronto,  asking 
him  to  call  his  father’s  attention  to  the  conduct  of  Mac 
Laren,  I  informed  the  fi,-_a  that  if  they  could  establish  the 
facts  which  had  been  published  to  the  world,  not  only  would 
MacLaren  be  dismissed  but  he  would  be  severely  punished 
for  having  committed  the  crimes  of  which  he  had  been  ac¬ 
cused.  Messrs.  Delong  &  Seaman  wrote,  sending  copies  of 
these  letters.  I  then  referred  them,  through  Mr.  Wolfe,  to 
MacLaren,  he  beiDg  the  accused  party.  He  made  affidavit, 
that  the  charges  therein  were  not  correct;  but  he  did  say 
that  he  met  this  young  man  in  Boston,  and  in  conversation 
with  him  opened  out  his  business — I  am  speaking  from  recol¬ 
lection  upon  this  point — and  was  informed  that  the  practice 
of  the  firm  with  which  he  was  connected  was  the  sending 
of  false  invoices  to  different  parties,  upon  which  to  make 
Customs  entries.  MacLaren  said  :  Well,  if  you  will  give  me 
that  information,  you  shall  have  a  share  of  the  spoils,  of 
whatever  .1  receive  as  my  share  of  the  seizure.  They 
entered  into  a  mutual  arrangement,  until  this  young 


man  was  caught,  when  his  employers  obtained  from 
him,  as  I  believe,  through  fear  of  punishment,  the  affi¬ 
davit  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  read,  and  then  dis¬ 
missed  him,  having  first  promised  him  that  if  he  would  make 
a  clean  breast  of  the  whole  matter,  they  would  keep  him  and 
he  should  not  be  punished.  Since  then  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  the  boy’s  mother,  asking  that  he  should  be  paid  his 
share  of  whatever  fines  were  imposed  and  collected  by 
MacLaren,  and  which,  she  alleges,  MacLaren  promised  to 
give  him.  I  then  wrote  to  Delong  &  Seaman,  telling  them 
that  if  they  would  do  what  they  threatened  to  do,  that  is, 
put  a  case  in  court — for  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  they 
recommended  the  merchants  in  Nova  Scotia,  the  parties  to 
whom  he  has  referred,  to  resist  the  payment  of  any  fines 
which  were  imposed,  and  that  they  would  produce  evidence 
to  show  what  a  scoundrel  MacLaren  was — I  told  them  I  would 
assist  them  in  carrying  into  court  any  case  they  selected, 
and  that  if  they  established  the  charges  they  had  made  against 
MacLaren,  he  should  be  not  only  dismissed  but  punished. 
A  letter  was  subsequenty  received  from  DeLong  &  Sea¬ 
man,  asking  that  all  their  letters  written  in  regard  to  this 
matter  should  be  returned  to  them,  for  what  purpose  I  do 
not  know.  I  did  not  return  any  as  the  matter  might  come 
up  in  the  courts.  Delong  &  Seaman  never  put  a  case  in  the 
courts.  Bonnus  and  MacLaren  obtained  written  acknow¬ 
ledgements  from  the  parties  from  whom  they  made 
seizures,  admitting  that  they  smuggled,  and  stating  that 
they  made  payments  in  liquidation  of  fines  and  pen¬ 
alties.  In  some  cases  I  declined  to  accept  the  settle¬ 
ment  made  by  MacLaren.  The  evidence  was  so  clear,  the 
smuggling  so  flagrant,  and  the  fact  established  that  it  had 
continued  for  years,  that  I  refused  to  accept  the  sum  men¬ 
tioned  in  full  liquidation  of  the  smuggling  crimes  com¬ 
mitted,  but  inflicted  additional  penalties  upon  the  smug¬ 
glers,  confiscated  the  goods  and  intend  to  sell  the  vessels.  If 
Delong& Seaman  can  establish  the  charges  they  have  made  in 
those  letters,  I  will  have  the  fullest  possible  investigation.  If 
they  establish  the  charges,  and  more  particularly  if  that  be 
proved  which  is  stated  in  one  of  the  letters,  that  MacLaren 
himself  made  false  invoices — not  only  will  MacLaren  be  dis¬ 
missed  from  the  service,  but  will  be  criminally  pun¬ 
ished.  I  contend,  however,  that  the  letter  does  not  bear 
the  construction  put  upon  it  by  the  member  for  Digby ;  on 
the  contrary,  it  establishes  the  truth  of  what  is  being  done 
from  Victoria,  British  Columbia — I  would  not  say  to  Cape 
Breton,  because  they  do  no  smuggling  there — but  to  the 
most  eastern  point  of  the  Dominion,  of  having  two  invoices, 
which  is  not  confined  to  America,  but  even  prevails  in  Europe. 
Possibly  MacLaren  may  have  gono  too  far ;  he  has  gone  too 
far  if  those  declarations  are  correct ;  but  there  is  nothing 
more  than  the  statement  of  the  young  man  who  sold  himself, 
and  the  statement  of  Delong  &  Seaman,  who  are  the  principal 
criminals  in  the  whole  transaction,  to  support  the  accusa¬ 
tion.  It  is  not  my  intention,  until  the  charges,  or  similar 
ones,  are  proved  against  MacLaren  to  dismiss  him  from  the 
service.  lie  has  done  more  to  put  a  stop  to  the  continued 
and  extensive  smuggling  which  has  been  going  on  in  those 
Provinces,  in  the  trade  between  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick  and  Boston  and  other  ports,  than  all  the  other 
officers  we  have  had.  I  can  sympathise  with  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  because  some  of  his  constituents  and  others  have  got 
into  difficulty.  I  know  how  members  are  pestered  by  persons 
who  want  to  get  relieved  from  penalties  imposed  for  smug¬ 
gling.  If  Mr.  MacLaren  and  the  other  officers  on  the  specia  1 
service  can,  by  any  possibility,  put  a  stop  to  the  smuggling 
going  on,  they  will  deserve  the  thanks  of  the  community,  as 
they  have  received  them.  Ihaveletters  from  all  the  princi¬ 
pal  merchants  of  Halifax  and  Sfi  John— but  will  not  refer 
to  them,  for  it  is  not  necessary — thanking  me  for  having  put 
these  officers  in  the  service,  detailing  the  good  that  has 
resulted  to  honest  traders.  A  large  merchant  in  St.  John 
told  me  lately  that  he  had  a  customer  who  had  been  fined 
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about  $700,  who  applied  to  him  to  use  his  political  influence — 
because  the  gentleman  is  a  Government  supporter— to  have 
him  relieved.  That  gentleman  declined  to  do  so,  stating  that 
he  had  urged  on  the  Department  the  necessity  of  patting 
detectives  on  duty  to  prevent  smuggling.  The  party  in 
question  then  asked  the  gentleman  to  lend  him  $700  to  pay 
the  fine.  This  the  gentleman  said  he  did,  when  the  individual 
said  he  thought  he  had  a  little  start  of  the  Customs  yet.  1 
give  that  as  an  illustration.  Strenuous  efforts  have  been 
made  by  the  Government  to  prevent  smuggling  going  on 
with  the  United  States,  and  the  officers  are  entitled  to 
thanks  for  what  is  being  done  to  protect  the  honest  trader. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  think  the  Minister  will  admit  that  I  have 
never  hesitated  to  say  that  where  people  have  smuggled 
they  deserve  to  be  punished. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  always  said  that,  and  then  you 
asked  to  have  them  relieved. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  never  did  so.  I  have  only  asked  the  Min¬ 
ister  to  deal  with  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  as  he  deals  with 
other  people.  I  ask  no  favor.  I  was  dealing  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  business  principles.  I  ask  that  he  should  deal 
with  us  in  the  same  way  as  he  deals  with  people  in  other 
Provinces.  I  do  not  believe  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
any  more  than  people  elsewhere. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  say  they  did. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  Minister  need  not  go  more  than  a  few 
miles  from  Ottawa,  by  rail,  to  find  a  place  where  there  is 
more  smuggling  in  one  day  than  there  is  in  the  western 
part  of  Nova  Scotia  in  six  months.  It  is  very  well  to  tell 
Delong  &  Seaman  that  if  they  bring  on  a  lawsuit  and 
prove  what  they  have  stated,  this  officer  will  be  dismissed. 
What  have  they  to  do  with  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  ask  them  to  bring  on  the  case. 
I  said  that  if  they  would  bring  a  case  I  would  assist  them. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  Minister  has  evidently  not  looked  care¬ 
fully  at  the  letters,  or  he  would  have  discovered  a  letter 
written  subsequently,  on  18th  April.  That  letter  is  as  fol¬ 
lows:— 

“  In  making  my  statement  before  Mr.  Macleod,  I  omitted  to  say  that 
when  Mr.  MacLaren  took  the  blank  printed  forms  of  invoices  and  bills  of 
lading,  that  he  told  me  he  intended  to  use  them  in  cases  where  he  could 
not  get  a  clinch  on  a  man,  in  this  way :  he  would  fill  out  an  invoice  and 
bill  of  lading  as  though  a  man  had  bought  the  goods  from  Delong  &  Sea¬ 
man,  and  while  his  partner  Bonnus  would  attract  a  man’s  attention,  he 
would  lay  them  on  a  desk;  then,  under  the  pretence  of  searching  for 
documents,  he  would  take  these  up  and  accuse  a  man  of  smuggling  the 
goods  mentioned  in  the  invoice  and  bill  of  lading  made  by  MacLaren.” 

He  (Gilliatt)  acknowledges  having  done  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  does  not  acknowledge  it. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  do  not  think  any;  further  evidence  is 
required  ;  and  I  am  a  little  surprised  and  disappointed  that 
the  Minister  does  not  intend  to  make  a  full  enquiry. 

Mr.  BOWELL,  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  had  made  a  cer¬ 
tain  enquiry ;  but  he  did  not  say  he  would  continue  it. 
I  shall  be  surprised  if  he  does  not  continue  it.  Any  man 
guilty  of  bribing  a  man  to  go  into  his  employer’s  office  at 
night,  as  has  been  described,  is  not  a  fit  man  to  be  employed 
under  the  Government. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  to  a  question  with  regard  to  the  discounts  which 
importers  receive.  It  is  a  fact  that  manufacturers  in  selling 
to  jobbers,  give  them  a  certain  line  of  discount,  according 
to  the  amount  which  they  agree  to  purchase  in  a  givenline, 
and  they  should  get  the  benefit  of  these  discounts  in  the 
Customs  offices  ;  whereas,  these  parties  who  are  sent  to  the 
United  Slates  manufacturers  to  ascertain  their  terms  do  not 
get  the^real  terms.  The  result  is,  that  when  the  importer, 
Mr.  Bqwell. 
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who  gets  a  discount  which  enables  him  to  sell  at  the  same 
pr’ce  as  the  manufacturer  sells  to  the  ordinary  buyer, 
imports  a  portion  of  these  goods,  the  Customs  officer  says  the 
discount  is  only  on  so  muoh,  and  the  importer  does  not  get 
the  benefit  of  his  legitimate  discounts.  There  have  been 
many  complaints  in  the  city  of  St.  John  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  and,  as  the  hon  gentleman  knows,  a  petition  was  sent 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  at  St.  John,  which  is  composed  of 
a  large  number  of  merchants,  irrespective  of  political 
creeds,  and  I  will  read  the  memorandum  attached  to  it.  I 
may  mention,  also,  as  showing  the  manner  in  which  the  St. 
John  merchants  are  treated,  that  last  year  no  notice  was 
sent  to  St.  John  about  the  changes  in  Ways  and  Means,  and 
the  merchants  there,  after  paying  the  duties  band  fide,  were 
called  on  afterwards  to  pay  additional  duties.  The  follow¬ 
ing  is  the  memorandum  : — 

11  The  regulations  governing  the  duty  payable  upon  these  goods  do 
not  sufficiently  recognise  trade  usage  and  the  actual  facts.  A  manufac¬ 
turer  selling  by  discounts  so  arranges  the  discounts  as  that  the  jobber 
who  carries  a  ‘  line  ’  of  the  goods  is  in  a  position  to  sell  to  smaller 
buyers  at  the  same  discount  which  the  manufacturer  would.  The  jobber 
having  agreed  to  carry  a  certain  value  or  line,  gets  the  larger  discount, 
and  is  privileged  to  buy,  from  time  to  time — to  keep  his  line  assorted — 
at  the  agreed-upon  rate  of  discount,  no  matter  how  small  the  purchase. 

“  The  information  upon  which  the  Customs  Department  has  based 
decisions  upon  such  goods  is  evidently  incorrect.  That  is,  the  rate  of 
discount  quoted  as  the  selling  rate  in  the  market  of  home  production  is 
not  the  discount  given  by  manufacturers  to  jobbers,  but  that  given  by 
the  manufacturers  and  the  jobbers  to  those  buyers  who  are  not  jobbers. 

“  It  is  natural  to  suppose  that  when  manufacturers  are  asked  by  any 
other  person  than  one  whom  they  recognise  as  a  jobber,  the  discount  on 
their  goods,  that  they  will  protect  the  jobbing  trade  by  quoting  the 
established  discount  at  which  jobbers  sell. 

“  The  information  as  to  the  discounts  given  by  manufacturers  to  the 
jobbing  trade  should  be  obtained  by  the  Government  direct  from  the 
manufacturers,  and  not  from  published  lists  or  quotations,  which  do  not 
give  the  lowest  wholesale  prices. 

“  The  interest  of  the  importer  should  be  considered  as  well  as  that  of 
the  protected  Canadian  manufacturer,  in  regulating  fixed  values  for  the 
payment  of  duties.” 

This  system  is  very  unfair  to  the  importers,  who  have  capi¬ 
tal  and  credit,  as  it  really  places  them  at  a  disadvantage  as 
compared  with  other  buyers.  There  is  another  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister,  and  that 
is,  that  when  small  packages  are  sent,  say  from  Great 
Britain,  inside  of  larger  parcels,  unknown  to  the  importer, 
even  though  he  may  be  prepared  to  make  oath  that  he 
knows  nothing  about  them,  he  has  very  great  difficulty  in 
getting  them  through  the  Customs.  Sometimes  the  pack¬ 
ages  may  be  for  another  person ;  they  are  not  on  his  in¬ 
voice,  and  he  may  not  know  their  value,  and  the  result  is 
very  great  hardship  and  inconvenience.  I  think  that  in 
such  cases,  where  the  persons  concerned  are  men  of  standing 
and  position,  a  certain  allowance  should  be  made,  as  against 
those  who  endeavor  to  evade  the  laws. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  is  true, 
to  a  certain  extent,  but  it  opens  up  a  question  which  would 
require  a  great  deal  of  time  to  discuss  fully.  The  state¬ 
ment  he  has  made,  that  where  a  man  imports  a  bale  of 
goods,  and  a  package  or  enclosure  is  found  therein,  great 
difficulty  is  found  in  making  entry,  is  a  complaint  I  have 
never  heard  before.  In  such  a  case,  the  difficulty  that  the 
man  encounters  is  the  confiscation  of  the  enclosure  that 
has  not  been  invoiced.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  the  law  is  very  positive  on  that  point,  and  that 
it  reads  in  this  way : 

“  If  any  goods  are  found  in  any  packages  which  are  not  entered  on 
the  invoice  or  entry,  such  goods  shall  be  seized  and  absolutely  for¬ 
feited.” 

If  there  be  an  enclosure  not  mentioned  in  the  invoice,  there 
is  no  discretion  with  the  officers  of  the  Department. 
Parliament  made  that  law,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  took  any  exception  to  it.  It  would  tako 
half  an  hour  to  give  the  various  reasons  for  this  clause. 
I  confess  that  I  took  the  same  view  as  the  hoo.  gentlemar, 
until  I  had  experience.  The  only  case  in  which  the 
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detention  of  the  whole  of  the  goods  is  justifiable  is  provided 
for  in  the  next  clause.  If  there  be  any  evidence,  by  way  of 
correspondence  or  otherwise,  or  by  the  invoice,  which  would 
lead  to  the  supposition  that  fraud  was  intended  by  the 
importer,  then  the  whole  of  the  package  is  to  bo  se’zed  and 
confiscated.  The  law  is  equally  clear  as  to  the  principle  on 
which  a  collector  can  levy  duties  on  goods  imported. 
If  a  capitalist,  with  a  large  amount  of  money,  can 
buy  5  or  10  per  cent,  cheaper  than  another  man,  the 
law  provides,  so  far  as  the  Customs  duties  are  concerned 
that  he  shall  not  have  any  advantage  beyond  that 
which  his  wealth  gives  him  in  the  purchase  of  the  goods. 
The  law  is  clear,  and  those  who  administer  it  have  no  option 
in  the  matter.  The  difficulty  that  has  arisen  is  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  system  of  selling  in  the  United  States 
to  merchants  in  this  country  in  giving  them  additional 
discounts,  provided  they  purchase  a  certain  amount  of  goods, 
that  discount  not  being  made  up  until  the  end  of  the  year. 
For  instance,  a  man  gets  a  certain  discount  if  he  buys  to  the 
extent  of  $100,000  during  the  year,  and  a  different  discount 
if  he  buys  to  the  extent  of  $50,000.  I  should  like  to  know  how 
any  law  could  be  framed  to  meet  cases  of  that  kind.  The 
goods  should  be  entered  at  the  price  at  which  they  are  sold 
at  the  time  of  exportation,  and  on  that  the  duty  is  paid. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  I  want  to  understand  is,  why  a 
man  who  pays  only  $3,000,  at  the  rate  he  has  agreed  upon 
with  the  manufacturer,  has  to  pay  duty  on,  say  $4,500,  50 
per  cent,  more  than  he  pays.  He  does  not  pay  on  the  value 
of  the  goods,  but  on  a  larger  amount  than  he  has  paid  for 
them.  It  is  an  act  of  injustice,  and  is,  I  believe,  an  inducing 
cause  for  the  smuggling  in  New  Brunswick  that  is  so  much 
complained  of. 

Excise .  $322,125 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  increase  over  last  year  is  $8,830. 
There  is  an  increase  of  $1,670,  resulting  from  changes  which 
have  taken  place  in  consequence  of  resignations  and  deaths, 
and  new  appointments.  They  have  resulted  in  an  addition 
of  five  officers  to  the  staff,  or  rather  four,  because  ono  of 
thoso  officers  belong  to  the  Weights  and  Measures  branch, 
but  ho  is  paid  $300  as  an  Excise  preventive  officer.  Then, 
there  are  $1,336  for  promotions.  These  have  taken  place  in 
accordance  with  the  Civil  Service  Act.  Then  there  are  $300 
for  increases,  as  the  result  of  examinations.  The  annual 
increase  of  5  per  cent,  upon  the  minimum  of  each  class 
makes  up  $6,000  of  that  increase.  The  House  will  under¬ 
stand  that  when  our  officers  get  5  per  cent,  increase,  they 
were  appointed  at  the  minimum  salary  on  all  occasions,  and 
that  increase  continues  until  their  salary  reaches  the  maxi¬ 
mum. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAET WEIGHT.  I  cannot  say  that  the 
general  result  is  very  satisfactory.  I  find,  although  there 
has  been  a  comparatively  small  increase  in  the  amount  of 
receipts  of  Excise,  an  increase  not  over  10  or  12  per  cent., 
within  the  last  half-dozen  years,  the  expenses  have 
increased  nearly  50  per  cent.  In  1879  the  expenses  were 
$211,000;  in  1884,  $300,000  ;  and  in  1886,  $322,000.  It 
appears  to  me  there  is  nothing  to  justify  this  enormous 
relative  increase  in  the  management  of  the  Department. 
With  regard  to  the  $3,000  allowance  to  Excise  officers  in 
Manitoba,  to  compensate  for  increased  cost  of  living,  I 
must  say  that  the  state  of  things  in  Manitoba  is  not  that 
which  formerly  prevailed.  I  do  not  object  to  Excise  officers 
or  other  servants  being  paid  a  fair  salary,  but  I  must 
say  that  the  argument  which  might  hold  good  in  1881 
and  1882  no  longer  applies  at  all  in  many,  probably  in 
all  parts  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  is  intended  to  reduce  that  as  rapidly 
as  possible. 
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Culling  Timber . . .  $71,600 

Mr.  VAIL.  Why  this  increase  of  $200  to  the  supervisor  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  With  reference  to  the  increase  of  $200 
to  the  supervisor,  that  will  still  leave  his  salary  under 
what  it  formerly  was.  It  formerly  was  $2,600  ;  it  is  not 
intended  that  his  salary  should  be  increased  further. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  It  must  bo  recollected 
that  the  whole  of  this  business  means  a  cost  of  $28,000  or 
$30,000  over  and  above  what  wo  get  out  of  the  timber.  If 
the  receipts  at  all  equalled  expenditure,  there  would  not  be 
much  objection  to  an  occasional  increase  of  salaries,  but 
there  is  a  decided  objection,  as  things  stand.  I  would  ask 
what  the  $8,000  contingencies  is  for  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  That  must  have  been  for  rent  of  office, 
fuel,  gas,  stationery  and  repairs,  and  other  running 
expenses. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  In  running  a  small 
place  holding  a  dozen  clerks,  $8,000  is  a  big  item  for  con¬ 
tingencies.  I  hardly  think  the  fuel  and  water,  and  light 
and  stationery  will  amount  to  that.  What  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  spend  for  that  last  year  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  will  give  that  information  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  on  concurrence. 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas .  $84,650. 

Sir  EICHARD  CAETWEIGHT.  Hero  is  an  increase  of 
$1,900  iu  the  salaries  of  inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  We  appointed  an  additional  officer  in 
Manitoba,  and  an  additional  inspector  in  British  Columbia. 
That  involves  an  expenditure  of  $800  and  $600,  and  the 
increase  through  the  whole  staff  only  amounts  to  $500. 

Mr.  VAIL.  There  is  an  increase  of  $50  in  the  salaries  of 
inspectors  of  gas. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  service  is  growing.  I  think  any 
one  will  admit,  when  we  have  extended  the  inspection  of 
gas  to  several  cities  in  tho  Dominion,  the  increase  of  $50  is 
very  little. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  In  tho  case  of  a  great 
many  other  companies,  such  as  insurance  companies,  where 
we  have  inspectors,  we  charge  them  to  the  companies,  by 
way  of  a  special  tax.  Is  anything  of  that  kind  done  with 
the  gas  companies  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No;  they  have  to  pay  certain  fees  for 
inspection  when  the  gas  is  inspected,  to  test  its  purity. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  The  salary  of  $800 
for  commissioner  of  standards  is  paid  to  tho  deputy  head,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes  ;  he  is  tho  commissioner  of  stan¬ 
dards,  just  the  same  as  the  former  commissioner  under  tho 
hon.  gentleman.  This  office  was  created  by  hon.  gentlemon 
opposite. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  think  it  was  created 
in  1873.  It  strikes  me  that  this  item  belongs  more  pro¬ 
perly  to  the  head  of  Civil  Government. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  be  paid  for  at  all ; 
it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  deputy  to  perform  what  is 
required  of  his  office. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  It  has  been  allowed  for 
some  time. 

Inspection  of  Staples .. .  $2,700 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  There  is  a  decrease  of  $500,  in  the 
amount  for  the  purchase  and  distribution  of  standards  of 
flour,  etc. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this  $200  to 
pay  inspector  Borradaile  for  work  in  connection  with  this 
service  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Mr.  Borradaile  is  an  inspector  in  the 
Excise  Department,  and  when  a  vacan  3y  occurred  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  that  district  was  handed  over  to  Nova 
Scotia  and  made  part  of  the  division  of  which  Mr.  Borra- 
daile  is  the  inspector.  Although  I  have  not  been  able  to 
meet  his  wishes  and  recommend  the  increase  of  salary  he 
expected,  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  the  extra  work  thrown 
upon  him  during  the  last  year  entitled  him  to  some  con¬ 
sideration,  and  I  preferred  to  give  him  the  $200  for  that 
year,  because  he  had  done  special  services  for  it,  to  giving 
him  an  increase  of  salary,  which  would  become  a  permanent 
charge. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  for  next  year. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  work  is  going  on;  this  is  a  com¬ 
pensation  for  the  other. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Mr.  Borradaile’s  salary  has  been  increased 
two  or  three  times.  I  admit  that  he  is  a  good  officer,  but 
his  salary  has  been  increased  quito  recently,  and  I  do  not 
see  why  it  should  be  further  increased. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  his  salary  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  $2,200. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  does  that  com¬ 
pare  with  the  salaries  given  to  other  inspectors  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  $1,800  is  the  minimum  ;  $2,400  is  the 
maximum. 

Mr.  V AIL.  How  many  are  receiving  more  than  he  is. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  There  are  four,  I  think,  receiving 
$2,400. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  former  inspector  did  this  work,  leaving 
out  Prince  Edward  Island,  which  cannot  be  much,  for 
$1,600  or  $1,700.  Mr.  Borradaile  is  appointed  at  $2,200. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  There  was  one  at  $1,700  and  one  at 
$1,600,  making  $3,300. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  is  that  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  There  was  an  inspector  for  Prince 
Edward  Island. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Where  does  that 
saving  appear  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  was  trying  to  explain  this  vote. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  just  now  that  a  considerable  saving  was  made  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  inspector  ;  inasmuch  as  Mr.  Borradaile 
was  doing  for  $2,500  work  that  had  cost  $3,000. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  That  change  was  made  three  years 
ago. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  salaries  are  out  of  all  proportion  to  the 
salaries  of  the  other  officers  in  Nova  Scotia.  By  raising  Mr. 
Borradaile’s  salary  you  create  discontent  among  the  other 
officers,  and  I  do  not  see  upon  what  principle  you  can  give 
one  man  a  largo  salary  and  refuse  it  to  others. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  do  not  propose  to  increase  this  offi¬ 
cer’s  salary  at  all.  When  he  went  down  there  it  was  under¬ 
stood  he  was  to  get  this  increase  of  salary,  inasmuch  as  he 
would  replace  these  two  officers,  which  he  has  done  for  the 
last  three  years.  A  sum  was  voted  for  his  salary,  making 
it  $2,400,  but  it  was  never  paid  him.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
other  officers  would  feel  aggrieved  if  they  saw  an  officer 
getting  an  increased  salary  which  was  refused  to  them.  I 
have  tried  to  avoid  that  cause  of  complaint,  and  that  is  the 
reason  I  refused  to  give  him  the  increase.  But  we  did 
Mr.  Costigan. 


acknowledge  that  he  had  rendered  very  important  services, 
outside  of  his  regular  duties,  for  which  he  ought  to  get  this 
$200. 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  is  impossible  that  ho  can  have  been  doing 
any  work  outside  of  his  regular  duties.  If  you  give  this 
man  $200  extra,  why  should  you  withhold  a  similar  increase 
to  the  inspector  of  Customs,  for  instance,  whose  duties  are 
much  more  important,  and  who  does  much  more  work  ? 
This  man's  expenses  are  all  paid,  wherever  he  goes;  it  is 
one  of  the  best  positions  in  the  gift  of  the  Government. 
Will  the  Minister  tell  us  what  duties  he  has  performed  out¬ 
side  of  his  office  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  He  has  performed  important  duties, 
with  regard  to  the  inspection  of  fish,  all  through  the  Prov¬ 
ince,  and  has  made  valuable  reports  and  collected  informa¬ 
tion  which  will  be  of  value  in  dealing  with  this  subject. 
Ho  has  consulted  over  400  deputies  on  the  subject. 

Adulteration  of  food — To  meet  expenses  under  the 

Act . .  $20,000 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  There  is  an  increase  here  of  $5,000. 
It  will  be  needed  to  extend  the  operation  of  the  Act,  and  to 
enforce  it  more  vigorously.  Up  to  the  present  time  it  has 
not  been  applied  to  many  places,  but  the  public  expect  that 
it  will  bo  extended  to  other  places. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  made  a  division 
of  the  territory  into  different  sections,  in  which  to  send  his 
inspector? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  As  soon  as  Parliament  votes  the  money 
wo  will  divide  the  territory. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  the  Minister  ought  to  have  an 
idea  as  to  the  division  of  the  territory,  the  probable  expense, 
and  the  cities  he  is  to  include  under  the  Act,  before  he  asks 
us  for  this  vote. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  larger  cities  of  the  Dominion— 
Montreal,  Toronto,  St.  John,  Halifax  and  Quebec,  are  now 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act,  and  we  desire  to  include  the 
cities  of  London,  Hamilton,  Winnipeg,  and  perhaps  St. 
Thomas,  and  some  other  of  the  smaller  towns. 

Department  of  Indian  Affairs — Grant  to  supple¬ 
ment  Indian  fund .  .  $34,938 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  propose  to  do  with  this  money  ?  Is  it  to  impart 
constitutional  learning  to  juvenile  Indians,  in  order  to  fit 
them  to  exercise  the  franchise  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  an  increase  of 
$2,850.  Thb  amount  is  to  supplement  the  Indian  school 
fund  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  to  increase  the  salaries  of 
teachers  of  schools  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  like  purposes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  How  is  this  money  expended  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Through  the  Indian 
agents. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  has  boen  some  correspondence,  with 
a  view  of  placing  these  Indian  schools — subject  to  the  over¬ 
sight  which  the  constitution  gives  the  Government — to  the 
educational  authorities  of  the  Provinces,  a  system  under 
which,  I  think,  they  could  be  more  efficiently  managed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  schools  are  now 
inspected  by  the  provincial  inspectors,  but  the  appointment 
of  teachers  is  not  made  by  the  provincial  authorities.  That 
would  involve  a  complete  change  of  system. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  system  of 
industrial  schools  will  be  found  to  be  very  expensive,  and 
the  results  very  limited. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  have  been  very 
successful  in  the  United  States,  and  in  certain  places  in 
Canada. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  So  far  as  my  observation  goes,  they 
have  been  very  successful  in  my  district.  With  regard  to 
these  Kobinson  Treaty  annuities,  I  would  like  to  ask  if  any 
progress  has  been  made  towards  arranging  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  large  amount  due  to  the  Indians  under  this 
treaty.  Some  correspondence  has  been  going  on  for  a 
number  of  years  with  the  Government  of  Ontario,  and  it 
has  been  held  that  that  Government  having  got  the  land, 
and  the  payment  to  the  Indians  being  liable  on  the  land, 
they  should  pay  the  arrears.  If  this  money  were  put  in 
the  hands  of  the  Indian  Department,  and  laid  out  in  schools 
or  industrial  farms,  or  agricultural  implements,  it  would 
do  a  great  deal  of  good. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  certainly  a  wrong 
to  the  Indians  that  that  matter  has  not  been  settled.  It  has 
been  pressed  on  the  Local  Government,  but  tho  answer  of 
the  Ontario  Government  is  that  this  is  one  of  the  items  to 
bo  taken  into  consideration  in  adjusting  tho  accounts 
between  the  Provinces.  I  hope  it  will  bo  settlod  before 
long. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  Local  Government  deny 
responsibility,  and  say  that  this  is  a  debt  of  tho  old  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Canada,  paid  for  the  so-called  Indian  title. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  late  Government,  in 
consequence  of  this  matter  not  being  settled,  advanced  a 
sum  of  money  on  account  in  tho  meantime,  but  it  has  not 
been  settled  yet. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Practically,  the  Government  of  Ontario 
disputed,  but  they  have  not  wholly  denied  it  at  any  time. 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  contend  that  this  is  a  matter  of  the 
old  Province  of  Canada,  that  it  is  not  a  charge  on  the  land, 
but  was  paid  precisely  the  same  as  the  Government  paid  for 
the  so-called  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  further 
west,  for  tho  building  of  the  railway. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  By  the  Robinson  Treaty,  it  was  virtually 
made  a  lien  on  the  land. 

For  Indians  of  Nova  Scotia  generally . $6,032 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Here  is  an  increase  of 
$1,000.  What  is  the  cause  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  a  vote  to  open  a 
road  and  to  build  a  bridge  at  Chapel  Island,  in  Capo  Breton, 
which,  it  has  been  reported,  would  bo  a  great  advantage  to 
the  Indians  in  that  neighborhood.  Chapel  Island  is  a  reserve 
which  is  greatly  resorted  to  by  the  Indians.  They  had  a 
missioq  there,  and  they  have  been  pressing  strongly  for 
these  improvements. 

Indians  of  New  Brunswick .  $5,090 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  increase  is  $200.  It 
is  to  enable  the  Department  to  increase  the  salary  of  the 
agent,  Mr.  Craig,  from  $100  to  $200  per  annum,  which  is 
well  deserved,  and  to  pay  $100  to  tho  Rev.  Mr.  Cormier, 
who  visits  tho  Indians  in  King’s  county. 

North-West  Mounted  Police .  $427,700 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  estimate  is  calcu¬ 
lated  on  500  men.  For  subsistence  there  is  a  decrease  of 
$14,600,  which  is  principally  owing  to  tho  reduced  cost  of 
transport.  There  is  a  reduction  of  $27,000  for  forage.  Con¬ 
siderable  quantities  of  oats  are  now  produced  by  the  set¬ 
tlers,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  furnishes  a  con¬ 
venience  of  transport.  Hay  is  also  reduced  in  price. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  to  distribute  these  troops  along  the  frontier,  I 
imagine  the  convenience  of  transport  would  not  reduce  tho 
forage  or  the  subsistence  there  very  much. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  propose  that 
they  shall  all  be  distributed  along  the  frontier.  There  will 
be  certain  patrols  along  the  frontier,  but  the  main  force  will 
be  stationed  at  Regina,  which  is  a  good  distributing  point, 
and  there  will  also  bo  forces  at  Prince  Albert,  Battleford, 
Calgary,  Fort  Macleod,  and  all  the  other  principal  stations. 
The  charge  for  fuel  and  light  is  increased  by  $10,000.  That 
appears  large.  The  fuel  which,  a  few  years  ago,  could  be 
obtained  within  easy  distance  of  tho  force,  has  now  to  be 
hauled  long  distances  ;  but  it  is  hoped  that  we  shall  soon  bo 
able  to  use  coal.  Formerly,  when  there  was  wood,  the  police 
at  the  stations  were  engaged  in  cutting  it,  to  a  considerable 
extent.  That  is  now  impossible ;  besides,  the  time  of  tho 
men  is  too  valuable  to  be  employed  in  that  way.  It  is 
satisfactory  to  be  able  to  state  that  the  clothing  for  tho 
force  is  entirely  mado  in  Canada,  with  the  exception  of 
helmets,  and  a  few  small  articles. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Whore  made  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  matorial  is  obtained 
by  tender,  and  is  made  up  into  clothing  by  tondor. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  asked,  because, 
owing  to  the  great  difficulty  of  obtaining  employment  for 
tho  number  of  convicts  at  Kingston  penitentiary,  it  was  at 
one  time  intended  they  should  make  up  the  clothing  for 
the  Mounted  Police  and  the  clothing  for  distribution  to  the 
Indians.  There  is  always  difficulties  about  employing  con¬ 
vict  labor,  so  as  not  to  compete  with  free  labor,  but  in  the 
case  of  Government  supplies,  this  labor  might  be  utilised. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  so.  It  was 
found  the  clothing  made  in  the  penitentiaries  was  not  good 
enough  for  the  soldiers.  There  can  bo  no  objection  in  the 
case  of  the  Indians. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT .  The  Indians  like  good 
clothes,  too. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  are  not  so  particular 
about  the  fit. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  not  wont  to 
question  reductions,  but  I  think  a  reduction  on  medicines, 
medical  comforts  and  hospital  expenses  requires  explana* 
tion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Formerly,  I  think,  the 
medicines  were  bought  under  orders  of  tho  medical  men  of 
the  Department.  They  are  now  being  all  ordered  under 
the  special  charge  of  Dr.  Jukes,  a  medical  man  of  known 
experience  and  standing.  He  has  devoted  himself  to  this 
Department,  and  I  believe  he  has  improved  the  quality  of 
medicines  and  medical  comforts,  while,  at  the  same  time 
reducing  the  expenses. 

For  expenses  of  the  Government  in  North-West 
Territorie’s  including  printing,  roads,  bridges, 
ferries  and  aid  to  schools,  etc .  $39,000. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  following  are  tho  details  of  this 
item: — Travelling  expenses  of  members  of  council  and  offi¬ 
cials,  $1,000  ;  probable  expenses  holding  elections,  $3,000 ; 
public  printing,  $2,000 ;  stationery,  telegrams  and  postage, 
$500 ;  roads,  bridges  and  ferries,  $9,000 ;  aid  to  schools, 
$6,000;  surveys  under  43  Vic.,  chap.  24,  sec.  91,  $2,000 ; 
rental  allowance  to  clerk  of  council  in  lieu  of  tho  free  resi¬ 
dence  occupied  by  him  at  Battleford,  $500;  cost  of  mail 
service  in  North-West  Territories,  $3,000;  legal  advisor, 
$200;  rental  allowance  to  Hugh  Richardson,  stipendiary 
magistrate,  in  lieu  of  the  freo  quarters  occupied  by  him  at 
'  the  late  seat  of  Government,  $500 ;  safes,  indexes,  registrar 
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books,  stationery,  furniture,  light  and  fuel  for  registry  offices, 
$3,000 ;  light,  fuel  and  stationery  for  deputy  sheriff’s  offices, 
$300  ;  miscellaneous,  including  maintenance  of  insane 
patients  from  North-West  Territory  in  Manitoba  penitentiary, 
$500;  clerical  assistance,  $1,000 ;  registration  books,  $300; 
sheriff’s  books,  $300 ;  rent  of  sheriff’s  office  and  rooms  for 
holding  court,  $600 ;  law  books,  newspapers  and  magazines, 
$500;  fuel  at  Government  House,  council  chamber  and 
sheriff’s  office,  light,  messengers,  etc.,  $1,800. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  this  is  an  impor¬ 
tant  item,  I  would  advise  that  the  details  be  printed. 

For  the  expenses  of  Government  in  the  District 

ofKeewatin . . .  $1,500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think,  since  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  boundaries  of  Ontario,  or  the  confirmation  of 
her  claims  to  the  north-west  angle,  northward  to  the  English 
River,  and  since  Manitoba  has  been  extended,  so  as  to  in¬ 
clude  the  Icelandic  settlements,  there  are  really  no  more 
settlements  in  Keewatin,  end  there  is  no  more  reason  for 
having  that  a  separate  district  than  to  have  the  Labrador 
coast  or  the  western  coast  of  Hudson  Bay. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  think  that  is  a  matter  which  admits  of 
a  difference  of  opinion. 

For  erection  of  Mounted  Police  Barracks . $10,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WRIGHT.  What  is  this  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  amount  is  required 
for  additions,  alterations  and  repairs  at  the  various  police 
posts,  particularly  Calgary,  Battleford  and  Edmonton. 

Surveys  of  Lake3  Superior  and  Huron .  $18,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  About  what  sura  will 
be  required  to  complete  this,  and  how  long  a  time  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  About  two  years. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the  expenditure 
be  in  proportion  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Next  year  and  the  year  after  it  will  be 
a  less  sum. 

Putting  in  force  Act  respecting  traffic  in  intoxicat¬ 
ing  liquors . . .  $20,000 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  principally  the 
expenditure  consequent  on  the  numerous  elections  going  on 
under  the  Scott  Act. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  it  include  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  Dominion  liconso  officers. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  it  has  nothing  to  do 
with  that.  It  is  for  the  elections  under  the  Scott  Act. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  license  commissioners  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Sir  RICHA  RD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  it  costs  $500 
in  each  county  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  know  the  amount. 
It  is  a  large  sum  of  money. 

Mr.  Fabre’s  salary  and  contingencies  of  his  office .  $2,600 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many  immigrants 
known  and  ascertained,  has  this  produced,  so  far  as  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  can  tell  us  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  not  in  my  Department. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  whose  is  it,  then  ? 
Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  in  the  Department 
of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  He  is  away,  and  no 
information  is  obtainable,  I  suppose  ? 

Mr.  McLelan, 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  an  item  I  think 
might  very  well  both  stand  and  be  struck  out. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Wo  are  entitled  to  further  information  on 
this  subject,  and  to  know  how,  if  this  office  comes  to  be 
connected  with  the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  not  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  for  what 
purpose  does  it  exist  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  you  had 
better  let  it  stand  for  further  information.  No  one  seems 
to  care  to  be  responsible  for  this  office. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  the  contrary,  I  think, 
the  Secretary  of  State  went  into  the  subject  at  some  length. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  we  gathered 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  thought  we  had  secured  one 
immigrant  last  year.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  am  afraid,  as  far 
as  its  value  for  immigration  purposes  is  concerned,  the 
returns  have  been  exceedingly  meagre. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  understood  that  we  had  had  four  Belgians 
and  one  Frenchman  from  that  office.  That  means  $500  a 
man. 

Mr.  WILSON.  We  are  entitled  to  some  information  in 
reference  to  this  office. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  really  think  we 
ought  to  got  somo  explanation  about  Mr.  Fabre’s  mission 
in  France.  It  has  now  been  going  on  for  a  long  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  Secretary  of 
Slate  had  been  here,  ho  would  have  been  able  to  give  the 
explanation. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give 
$2,500  for  the  payment  of  an  officer  who  has  not  been 
shown  to  have  anything  to  do.  We  had  a  discussion  on 
this  subject  earlier  in  the  Session,  but  tho  Secretary  of  State 
did  not  succeed  in  giving  tho  House  any  information  on  the 
subject,  though  he  made  it  clear  that  this  officer  had  not 
done  anything  for  the  money.  I  think,  however,  that  Mr. 
Fabre  did  visit  two  or  three  places  in  France,  and  told  them 
about  the  extraordinary  depth  to  which  snow  fell  in  Canada 
— some  40  feet,  I  think. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  I  am  surprised  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  so  much  difficulty  in  granting  a  vote  of  $2,500 
in  order  to  establish  communication  with  such  a  country  as 
France.  All  those  who  have  visited  Europe  during  the  last 
three  years,  have  declared  unanimously  that  were  it 
only  for  the  informations  given  by  Mr.  Fabre  to  Canadians 
travelling  in  Europe,  this  country  would  be  amply  repaid  for 
this  paltry  sum.  In  fact,  since  Mr.  Fabre  has  been  in  France, 
the  people  of  tho  continent  have  come  to  realise  what  Canada 
is.  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the  High  Commissioner,  and  many 
other  eminent  men,  testify  that  Mr.  Fabre  has  done  a  great 
deal  towards  promoting  the  interests  of  Canada  in  Europe. 
Letters  recently  received  from  Rev.  +  Labelle  show  that 
every  day  his  office  is  full  of  people,  who  go  to  him  for 
information  regarding  Canada,  whilst  our  compatriots  do 
not  fail  to  require  assistance  from  him,  which  is  always 
willingly  given,  while  they  are  on  their  voyages 
in  France  and  other  European  countries.  Through  Mr. 
Fabre,  business  men  have  been  ablo  to  communicate  with 
men  in  high  position  in  financo,  commerce  and  industry  in 
Franco.  His  work  has  beon  of  such  a  nature,  in  the  first 
years  of  his  works  that  it  cannot  yet  be  fairly  expressed  in 
figures,  though  it  is  none  the  less  real. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  represents  Mr.  Fabre 
as  though  he  was  travelling  through  the  streets  of  Paris 
with  an  advertising  sheet  on  each  side.  At  all  events,  if 
Mr.  Fabre  is  engaged  in  any  business  of  this  sort,  why  have 
we  not  some  information,  showing  us  what  his  success  has 
been? 
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Mr.  DESJARDINS.  It  is  not  immigrants  that  we  want 
to  get  from  France,  so  much  as  to  establish  trade  relations 
with  her  as  well  as  with  other  European  countries.  Thehon. 
gentleman  ought  to  know  that  efforts  are  now  being  made  to 
establish  direct  steam  communication  between  France  and 
Canada,  that  a  large  amount  of  French  capital  has  already 
been  invested  in  Canada  through  the  instrumentality  of  Mr. 
Fabre.  If  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Eoyal) 
was  here,  he  could  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  French  capitalists  have  invested  largo 
sums  of  money,  thanks  to  the  information  they  have  received 
from  the  agency  that  we  have  established  in  Paris,  and 
that  they  will  be  instrumental  in  sending  here  a  desirable 
class  of  settlers.  We  have  the  Credit  Foncier,  and  wo  may 
reasonably  expect  that  through  Mr.  Fabre’s  efforts  we  shall 
soon  have  more  extended  commercial  relations  with  France, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  we  should  loose  anything  by  it.  It  is 
true  that  it  is  France ;  but,  after  all,  France  is  a  country  with 
which  we  can  have  communication  without  Canada  suffer¬ 
ing  in  its  credit,  whatever  the  gentlemen  opposite  may 
think  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  addition  to  the  information  given  by 
Mr.  Fabre  to  the  people  of  France  respecting  Canada,  I 
know  that  a  large  number  of  Canadians  visit  Paris  every 
year,  and  that  every  day  in  the  year  Mr.  Fabre  is  called 
upon  to  give  them  information  to  enable  them  to  prosecute 
their  journey ;  and  if  he  did  nothing  moro  than  this,  I  think 
the  money  would  be  well  spent. 

Sir  RICHAKD  CARTWRIGHT.  Whoso  servant  is  Mr. 
Fabre,  in  reality  ?  Does  he  not  receive  a  salary  from  the 
Local  Government  also  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Practically,  ho  is  a 
servant,  I  tako  it,  of  the  Local  Government,  rather  than 
ours. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  appointed  him,  no 
doubt,  and  we  assist  his  salary,  in  order  that  ho  may  be 
utilised  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  and  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  any  good  work  can 
be  done  in  the  way  of  facilitating  connections  between  this 
country  and  France,  I  have  no  objection  to  it.  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  Avho  has  just  spoken,  that  the  old  times 
and  the  historic  association  which  subsisted  so  long  between 
Lower  Canada  and  France  are  of  a  character  which  might 
warrant  parties  in  introducing — Ido  not  think  many  immi¬ 
grants — but  possibly  a  considerable  amount  of  French  capi¬ 
tal  into  this  country,  and  if  Mr.  Fabre  can  contribute  to  that, 
I  am  not  disposed  to  grudge  a  reasonable  vote  for  it.  But  we 
have  a  right  to  know  how  far  he  has  succeeded  in  securing 
the  introduction  of  French  capital  into  this  country,  and 
until  the  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins) 
spoke,  no  information  was  forthcoming  on  that  head.  When 
we  get  to  concurrence,  it  may  be  desirablo  to  say  something 
more  on  this  item. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  quite  clear  that  we 
ought  to  call  on  Mr.  Fabre  to  make  an  annual  report  for 
what  he  has  done  for  his  salary  ? 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  Reports  have  been  regularly  sent 
in  by  Mr.  Fabre. 

Hudson’s  Bay  Route  Expedition .  $30,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  going  to  be 
done  with  that  sum  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  ship  has  gone  out  there,  with  addi¬ 
tional  observers  to  be  stationed  there,  and  to  bring  away 
those  who  were  there.  It  is  thus  intended  to  make  the 
survey  as  complete  as  possible. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  time  did  she 
start  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  May. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  had  any  advice  from  her. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  had  an  advice  from  a  point  on  the 
Labrador  coast.  There  is  no  means  of  again  communicating 
with  her  until  she  returns. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  this  supposed  to 
complete  the  survey  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No ;  she  will  have  to  go  out  again  next 
year,  to  bring  back  those  who  remain  this  winter. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  intention  is  to 
make  a  test  covering  three  seasons. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  the  intention.  It 
is  supposed  that  three  seasons  will  show  any  important 
change  in  climatic  conditions. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many  stations 
were  established  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Six  stations  wore  established  last 
season.  One  will  be  abandoned,  and  it  is  proposed  to 
continue  five  stations  this  winter.  There  will  be  two 
winters’  observations  and  three  summers’  observations. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  ordered  an 
exploration  to  bo  made  of  the  Ungava  channel. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  My  attention  has  been  called  to  that 
matter.  If  opportunity  pormits,  some  observations  will  be 
made  there  during  this  season. 

Extra  Gierke  to  prepare  Returns .  $10,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  it  the  intention  that 
the  staff  shall  be  employed  so  that  all  returns  ordered  this 
Session  will  be  ready  when  Parliament  meets  next  year, 
because  many  returns  were  not  ready  this  year. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  practice  has  been  to 
again  move  for  returns  that  have  not  boon  brought  down. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  are  now  about 
100  returns  that  have  not  been  brought  down.  If  this  amount 
of  $10,000  is  voted,  we  shall  expect  the  clerks  to  bo  em¬ 
ployed  during  the  recess  in  getting  returns  ready. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then,  I  understand  that 
if  this  vote  of  $10,000  is  passed,  wo  may  expect  to  get  all 
the  returns  ordered  by  the  Houso  this  Session  when  wo 
meet  again  next  year. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  would  bo  well  if  this  could  be  done.  I 
moved  for  returns  early  in  February.  None  have  come 
down,  with  one  exception,  and  that  in  a  mutilated  condition. 

Commercial  Agencies . $19,000 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  This  is  a  now  item,  to  cover  ttfo  cost  of 
obtaining  statistical  information  in  regard  to  the  trade  of 
the  country. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  a  curious  heading. 
Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes  ;  it  is,  perhaps. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  seems  that  this  information  bolongs  to 
tho  Department  of  tho  Minister  of  Agriculture.  Wo  have 
had  a  volumo  brought  down  to  us  on  this  subject  which  was 
wholly  unreliable,  so  much  so  that  anyone  knowing  any¬ 
thing  about  bis  own  constituency  found  that  the  information 
was  utterly  worthless. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  wo  should  have  some  further 
information  on  this  subject,  as  in  tho  volumo  referred  to  a 
very  small  portion  of  tho  Dominion  was  considered  at  all, 
and  no  dependence  could  be  placed  on  tho  information  con¬ 
tained  in  it.  TJndor  these  circumstances,  it  is  rather  unrea¬ 
sonable  to  ask  for  this  sum. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  In  that  volume  one  party  was  reported  as 
engaged  in  the  business  of  hardware  whose  business  was 
the  filing  of  saws. 

Sir  JOHN  At  MACDONALD.  That  was  hardware. 

Mr.  MTLLS.  It  was  rather  an  extraordinary  thing,  that 
an  old  fellow  who  would  get  10  cents  for  sharpening  a 
buck-saw  should  bo  put  down  as  one  of  the  manufacturers 
of  the  country,  engaged  in  one  of  tho  industries  established 
by  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:20  a.m., 
Friday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  10th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved, 

That  when  the  House  adjourn8  this  day,  it  stand  adjourned  until  to¬ 
morrow,  Saturday,  at  1.30  o’clock  p.m.,  and  that  Government  business 
have  precedence. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  are  called,  I  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  for  one  moment,  with  reference  to 
a  personal  question.  I  this  morning  found  some  portions  of 
tho  correspondence  which  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  thought  fit  to  refer  to  the  other  day,  and  I  will 
present  it  to  tho  House.  I  dare  say  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Toronto  (Mr.  Small)  and  the  right  hon.  gentloman 
will  be  glad  to  get  it,  as  I  observed  by  one  of  the  papers 
that  they  are  anxious  to  have  it.  On  the  7th  of  May  I 
receivod  this  letter : 

“55  Elizabeth  Street, 

“  Toronto,  6th  May,  1885. 

“  To  Hon.  Mr.  Blake,  Ottawa. 

“  Sir, — The  undersigned  is  just  down  from  South  Branch,  Prince 
Albert  settlement;  have  been  farming  in  that  neighborhood  for  five 
years.  Been  in  the  N.-W.  for  14  years  ;  on  surveys  7  years.  I  would 
very  much  like  to  interview  you  on  matters  concerning  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agents  in  the  N.-W.  T.,  and  the  half-breeds’  villainies  practised 
on  0.  P.  R.  surveys,  wilful  waste  of  both  provisions  and  cash  by  J.  A., 
C.  E.  I  have  been  interviewed  by  reporters  of  papers  here,  but  intend 
keeping  my  own  counsel  until  I  have  been  at  headquarters.  I  am  a 
ruined,  hard-working  farmer  ;  have  no  funds,  or  would  go  straight  to 
Ottawa.  If  you  will  send  me  a  pass  I  will  go  and  see  you  with  my 
Indian,  I  have  here  as  witness.  He  is  a  Sioux  that  I  adopted  when  a 
small  boy.  Now  he  is  a  fine  young  man  and  a  good  specimen  for  the 
Government  to  look  upon  and  treat  accordingly.  There  would  be  no 
trouble  in  the  west  if  my  intended  advice  is  noted  down.  Trustingyou 
will  kindly  comply  with  my  request,  beg  to  remain,  Sir,  your  humble 
servant, 

“J.  E.  BROWN.” 

To  which  I  replied — as  I  presumo  tho  right  hon.  gentloman 
obtained  the  original  of  my  letter,  and  read  it  correctly  ;  I 
read  from  his  own  statment : 

“  Ottawa,  7th  May. 

“  I  have  your  letter  of  the  6th,  and  should  be  very  glad  indeed  to  learn 
from  you  any  facts  connected  with  the  management  of  affairs  in  the 

Mr.  Wilson. 
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North-West  Territories.  I  would  willingly  comply  with  your  request 
for  a  pas3  to  Ottawa  if  it  were  in  my  power,  but  I  have  no  means  of  pro¬ 
curing  railway  passes.  It  is  possible,  though  by  no  means  certain,  I 
may  be  in  Toronto  for  a  few  hours  within  the  next  few  days,  and  if  so  I 
would  try  to  arrange  an  interview  with  you,  or  if  I  am  unable  to  man¬ 
age  that,  I  can  arrange  an  interview  with  a  confidential  friend  of  mine, 
who  would  note  down,  for  my  own  ear  only,  all  you  should  choose  to 
communicate,  if  this  would  be  agreeable  to  you. 

“  Yours  faithfully, 

“EDWARD  BLAKE.” 

To  which  I  received  this  answer : 

“  65  Elizabeth  Street,  5  a.m. 

“  To  Ed.  Blake,  Esq., 

“Sir, — In  reply  to  yours  just  to  hand,  your  friend  candropaline  stating 
time  and  place.  I  will  give  him  a  few  pointers  that  will  bear  weight  with 
them.  I  think  I  stated  to  you  in  my  last  that  I  had  to  leave  my  home  on 
the  South  Saskatchewan,  Prince  Albert,  and  after  17  days  in  snowshoes 
across  the  Birch  Hills,  lakes  and  plains,  arrived  at  Troy,  with  just  enough 
to  pay  our  fares  to  Toronto,  which  was  $56.75,  and  am  now  here  with  no 
funds,  not  even  a  dollar  to  pay  our  board.  C.  F.  Miles,  D.L.S.,  invited 
me  up  to  Dr.  Johnson,  on  Bloor  street,  to-day,  and  gave  me  a  recom¬ 
mend  to  a  Mr.  H.  B.  Proudfoot,  D  and  P.  land  surveyor,  Clinton, 
also  to  George  Rainball,  D.  and  P.  land  surveyor,  of  Pembroke,  that  are 
going  out  on  surveys  soon.  Now,  you  will  observe,  if  my  name  appears 
at  once  in  any  of  those  charges  I  shall  not  get  a  position  on  any  surveys 
for  a  long  time  to  come.  So  I  hope,  for  my  sake,  you  will  not  mention 
my  name.  They  can  easily  investigate  and  find  out  what  I  state  to  be 
correct.  If  you  can  put  in  a  word  for  me  and  my  boy  to  any  surveyor 
that  is  going  out,  I  shall  be  most  thankful.  Trusting  we  shall  soon  have 
a  change  of  Government  for  the  sake  of  the  whole  of  Canada,  beg  to 
remain,  obediently  yours, 

“BROWN.” 

To  which  I  replied : 

“Ottawa,  12th  May,  1885. 

“  Dear  Sir, — I  have  your  letter,  and  will  ask  a  friend  to  make  an 
appointment  with  you.  I  will  take  care,  as  you  desire,  that  your  name 
shall  not  be  used  to  your  prejudice.  I  will  not  disclose  it  until  you  have 
had  ample  opportunity  of  secjring  an  appointment  for  the  surveys  this 
year,  if  you  are  fortunate  enough  to  do  so.  But  I  fancy  there  will  not 
be  a  great  deal  of  surveying  done.  I  should  gladly  assist  you  in  pro¬ 
curing  employment  if  it  were  in  my  power,  but  I  have  no  means  of 
forwarding  your  interests  in  this  respect.  With  thanks  for  your  good 
wishes, 

“  I  am,  yours  faithfully, 

“EDWARD  BLAKE.  ' 

I  requested  a  friend  of  mine  to  communicate  with  a  friend 
in  Toronto,  asking  him  to  seek  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Brown,  and  my  friend  received  from  the  friend  in  Toronto 
this  letter,  of  which  I  read  all  the  parts  that  bear  on  this 
matter : 

“  Toronto,  23rd  May,  1885. 

“  My  Dear - ,1  have  had  Brown  looked  up  and  have  seen  him  twice 

to-day,  and  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  is  trying  what  he  can 
make  out  of  either  side  and  making  the  most  of  it.  He  has  been  to  see 
Sir  John  and  claims  that  he  has  agreed  to  appoint  him  a  Government 
detective  at  $1,200  a  year  to  drive  around  the  North-West,  be  provided 
with  horse  and  conveyance,  and  so  on.  He  says  he  is  now  waiting  for  a 
telegram  from  Ottawa — that  he  is  to  have  money  to  pay  his  expenses  to 
Elkhorn.  He  showed  me  a  letter  he  had  from  Small,  saying  he  had  sent 
him  a  copy  of  the  Homestead  Act,  and  asking  him  if  he  had  copies  of  the 
letters  he  sent  to  Mr.  Blake  he  would  like  to  see  them.  He  says  he  has 
not  sent  copies.  I  had  a  friend  with  me  at  each  of  the  interviews.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  his  Indian  is  the  same  as  has  been  on  exhibition  in  a 
King  [street  window  for  a  month,  and  offered  to  be  leased  out  for  show 
purposes.  He  says  he  wants  to  sell  his  information  to  either  party  who 
will  pay  him,  and  tells  me  his  cash  price  to  our  side  is  $1,200  ;  on  the 
payment,  his  lawyer  will  hand  over  the  roll.  He  had  been  indulging, 
looks  hard,  and  is  evidently  a  tough  citizen.  I  judge  he  has  been  fairly 
educated,  has  good  ability,  with  a  considerable  amount  of  cunning.  If  I 
learn  anything  of  the  consequence,  I  will  let  you  know.” 

Then,  after  referring  to  a  political  matter  : 

“At  this  point  I  got  interrupted,  and  I  have  not  had  time  to  sit  down 
and  write  letters  or  anything  else.  Brown  did  not  turn  up  on  Monday 
night;  considering  it  was  a  holiday,  I  did  not  think  it  likely  he  would 
be  in  condition  to  make  an  appearance ;  but  he  has  not  put  in  an  appear¬ 
ance  since.  I  think  he  sees  there  is  little  prospect  of  money,  and  my 
opinion,  as  well  as  that  of  those  who  have  seen  him,  is  that  he  is  a  dead 
beat.” 

I  will  only  say  to  the  hon.  member  for  East  Toronto  that 
tho  shortest  way  is  tho  best,  and  if  ho  wanted  to  see  Brown’s 
letters,  and  had  asked  mo  for  thorn,  I  would  have  been 
happy  to  havo  given  them. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  1  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
certain  words  which  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr. 
Eoyal)  has  put  into  a  despatch  which  he  says  was  written 
by  me  on  the  16th  of  March,  which  aie  not  in  that  despatch, 
and  which  are  not  like  anything  that  despatch  contains. 
The  words  that  are  really  to  be  found  in  the  despatch  to 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  were  those  read  by  the  First 
Minister  when  he  referred  to  this  question  : 

“  It  is  not  necessary  to  look  up  parties  who  have  claims  If  they  care 
for  their  interests,  they  themselves  will  come  forward  and  establish 
their  claims.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Provencher,  professing  to  make  that 
same  quotation  from  the  despatch — and  it  is  marked  as  a 
quotation  in  this  report— gives  the  following : 

“  It  is  perfectly  unnecessary  to  look  at  parties  who  may  have  grie¬ 
vances,  or  who  may  have  some  claims  upon  the  Government.  Let  ihem 
come  forward  and  state  their  claims.” 

Now  the  hon.  gentleman  may  be  able  to  say  how  ho  has 
found  words  like  those  in  any  despatch  sent  by  me. 

Mr.  EOYAL.  No  doubt  the  English  grammar  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  more  correct  than  mine,  and  1  am  prepared 
to  give  him  full  credit  for  that.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
whether  I  read  exactly  from  the  document  the  other  night, 
hut  I  certainly  gave  the  moaning  and  the  sense  of  it, 

Mr.  MILLS.  Neither  its  meaning  nor  sense. 

Mr.  EOYAL.  I  have  not  had,  so  far,  an  opportunity  of 
looking  at  the  proofs  of  Hansard.  If  I  see  that  I 
quoted  some  extract  in  another  language  than  the  official 
language,  or  the  language  in  which  that  oxtract  was  writ¬ 
ten,  I  will  cortainly  make  the  amendment  in  the  revised 
edition. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  Observing  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  in  his  place,  I  think  it  but 
right  to  myself  and  the  party  of  which  I  am  a  member  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  remarks  made  by  him 
in  my  absence  yestorday,  rcmaiks  quite  uncalled  for,  and,  I 
am  sure,  dictated  by  a  feeling  that  1  personally  do  not  enter¬ 
tain  towards  tho  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  When  we  think  of  the  history  of  the  Ottawa  Citizen  in  the  past,  it  is 
fruitful  of  many  discussions.  The  Ottawa  Citizen  has  had  a  checkered 
career  during  some  years  past.  At  one  time,  I  believe,  it  was  the  pro¬ 
perty  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  held  under  mortgage;  at  another 
time  it  was  the  property  of  the  sheriff  ;  at  another  time  it  was  the  pro¬ 
perty  of  the  tax  collector  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  ;  and  1  believe  it  only 
exists,  as  has  been  proved  by  the  public  records,  by  the  crumbs  and 
droppings  which  fall  from  the  Government  table,  and  which  it  is  always 
ready  to  take  up.  And  when  we  think  of  the  history  of  the  gentleman 
who  is  the  conductor  of  that  journal  we  have  something  rather  astonish¬ 
ing  to  remember.  We  can  remember  that  this  purist  journalist  is  the 
man  who  was  known  all  over  the  Dominion  of  Canada  as  the  celebrated 
contract  broker,  as  the  man  who  had  something  to  do  with  securing  a 
large  sum  of  money  under  the  celebrated  Whitehead  contract,  I  think 
he  is  the  last  man,  and  his  paper  i3  the  last  paper,  that  should  charge 
any  hon.  member  of  this  House  with  being  a  sneak  and  a  spy.  ” 

I  may  say  that  for  three  years  previous  to  September  last, 
I  had  no  editorial  connection  with  the  Ottawa  Citizen ,  but 
in  September  I  became  connected,  with  tho  reservation  that 
during  the  Session  I  should  not  bo  expected  to  contribute 
articles  dealing  with  members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  tell  tho  hon.  gentleman  I  have 
never  contributed  any  article  personally  directed  against 
any  member  of  the  House,  since  I  have  been  in  tho 
House.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville),  has  thought  proper  to  make  a  personal  attack  on  me, 
and  to  resuscitate  an  old  charge.  Two  years  ago, 
I  challenged  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  show  in 
what  way  I  made,  or  whether  I  made,  these  largo 
sums  that  the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of.  In  different 
counties,  at  different  elections,  I  have  met  these  charges 
and  disposed  of  them ;  I  have  cleared  myself  before 
my  constitutents  who  have  endorsed  my  course. 


The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  deemed 
proper  last  January  to  go  to  the  county  of  Lennox  to  make 
attacks  on  me,  and  I  there,  at  a  public  meeting,  disposed  of 
his  charges  completely ;  I  told  the  people  that  under  tho 
same  circumstances,  having  tho  inner  consciousness  that  I 
had  done  no  wrong,  I  would,  under  similar  circumstances, 
repeat  those  transactions.  In  all  my  transactions,  I  have 
nothing  to  regret;  I  never  received  any  favor  from  the 
Government  they  could  not  grant  to  any  member  of  this 
House ;  I  never  approached  the  Government,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  any  shape  or  manner,  with  any  object  in  view 
that  could  not  bear  the  most  severe  scrutiny.  I  submitted 
tho  whole  case  to  my  constituents  in  tho  city  of  Ottawa,  and 
year  after  year  was  rc-elected  mayor.  Hon.  gentlemen  think 
they  can  brow-beat  me  by  bringing  up  those  charges, but  I  am 
prepared  to  meet  them  ;  I  am  prepared  to  place  my  record 
against  the  records  of  those  who  attack  mo,  confident  in  the 
justice  of  my  case.  Let  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  remember 
that  tho  only  contract-broker  we  know  of,  who  ever  sat  in 
Parliament,  was  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
during  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  and  let  them  remem¬ 
ber  that  another  hon.  member,  a  member  of  that  Adminis¬ 
tration,  had  to  resign  his  seat  in  consequence  of  his  sharing 
a  Government  contract,  and  went  back  to  his  constituents, 
and  was  defeated.  They  should  remember  these  things 
before  attacking  me,  as  they  do,  year  after  year.  I  am  not 
afraid  of  the  smallest  or  the  biggest,  of  the  lightest  or  the 
heaviest  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  prepared,  on 
each  and  every  occasion,  to  defend  myself  against  their 
slanders.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake) 
looks  pleased.  Ho  has  little  cause  to  be  pleased  ;  ho  has  no 
reason  to  be  proud  of  any  hon.  membor  on  his  side,  who, 
after  I  had  made  explanations  two  years  ago  and  challenged 
anyone  to  say  then  what  they  had  to  say  against  me  or  hold 
his  peace,  will  rise  in  the  House  in  my  absence  and  make 
insinuations  against  me.  I  am  prepared  to  answer  these 
charges  before  ray  constituents.  Let  any  hon.  gentleman 
dare  to  accopt  tho  challenge  I  make  ;  let  the  best  man  they 
have  resign  his  seat  and  I  will  resign  mine  and  go  to  tho 
polls  against  him  in  my  constituency  on  all  tho  charges  they 
can  formulate. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Digby  has  some  recollection  of  resigning  his  seat 
and  being  defeated.  After  I  had  served  the  city  of  Ottawa 
in  Parliament  for  three  years,  a  public  meeting  took  place, 
at  which  both  Conservatives  and  Eeformors  were  present, 
the  result  being  that  the  meeting  passed  the  following  reso¬ 
lution  : — 

“  That  this  public  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  city  of  Ottawa 
hereby  tender  to  Mr.  C.  H.  Mackintosh,  mayor  of  Ottawa,  sincere 
thanks  for  the  able,  impartial,  and  strictly  honest  manner  in  which 
the  affairs  of  the  corporation  have  been  carried  on  during  his  three 
years’  administration  of  the  duties  of  mayor  of  the  capital.” 

Amongst  tho  movers  of  tho  resolution  woro  Aldormon 
Masson  and  Jamieson — two  prominant  Eeformors — and  Mr. 
Henry  Bate,  another  prominent  Keformer.  Subsequently, 
at  a  mooting  of  the  City  Council  it  was  resolved  : 

“  That  the  members  of  the  council  hereby  express  their  unqualified 
approval  of  the  public  spirited  and  judicious  manner  in  which  his 
worship,  Mayor  Mackintosh  has  administered  the  affairs  appertaining 
to  the  chief  magistracy  of  the  Dominion  capital  during  the  past  three 
years,  and  hereby  bear  testimony  to  the  honesty,  impartiality  and 
ability  which  characterises  the  discharge  of  his  duties  in  the  respon¬ 
sible  position  to  which  the  electors  elevated  him.” 

And  one  of  the  movers  of  that  resolution  was  Dr.  St.  Jean, 
the  Eoform  candidate  in  1882,  who,  in  fact,  after  it  was 
passed,  opposed  mo  in  1882 ;  and  there  were  also  among 
the  movers  of  that  resolution,  Alderman  Masson  and  Aider- 
man  O’Leary,  two  pronounced  Eeformors  of  this  city.  Yet, 
though  I  have  been  tried  by  my  peers,  though  my  con- 
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etituents  have  over  and  over  again  given  their  verdict, 
because  a  newspaper  contained  an  article  which  I  did  not 
write,  or  inspire,  which  I  did  not  even  know  of  and  have  not 
read,  the  hon.  gentleman  resurrects  slanders  and  cries 
against  me  which  had  grown  stale  owing  to  the  lapse  of 
years.  The  hon.  gentleman  talked  about  a  paper  being  held 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  held  under  mortgage.  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  Minister  of  the  Crown,  since  I  have 
been  connected  with  the  Citizen — I  can  almost  state  posi¬ 
tively  that  no  Minister  of  the  Crown  ever — had  a  mortgage 
on  or  a  dollars’  worth  of  interest  in  the  stock  of  the  Citizen 
Company.  If  the  contention  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  is  correct,  if  his  statement  that  we,  the  Conservative 
publishers  or  controllers  of  Conservative  newspapers,  can  go 
to  the  Departments  day  after  day,  or  week  after  week,  and 
draw  large  sums  of  money  from  the  Government, 
is  correct,  how  is  it,  as  he  represents,  that  the 
Ottawa  Citizen,  which  he  says  I  control,  is  in 
such  an  unhappy  condition  as  he  says  it  is,  and  has  been 
over  and  over  again  ?  How  can  he  reconcile  the  statement 
he  makes  with  the  further  statement  that  the  Ottawa  Citizen 
has  been  in  extremis  1  The  fact  that  the  paper  is  in  that 
position  is  proof  positive  that  the  Government  has  not  dealt 
generously,  or  with  sufficient  generosity,  towards  the  papers 
that  support  it.  I  have  never  asked  a  questionable  favor 
from  the  Government,  directly  or  indirectly,  and  I  challenge 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite — any  one  of  them  or  any  number 
of  them — to  show  that,  since  I  entered  Parliament,  I  have 
been  guilty  of  one  action  which  would  stain  my  escutcheon 
as  a  politician,  or  bring  the  blush  of  shame  to  tho  faces 
of  my  constituents.  Until  they  can  fight  mo  on  my  parlia¬ 
mentary  record,  it  is  unfair  and  unjust  for  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  to  make  such  an  attack  upon  me.  I  have 
never  yet  taken  notice  of  tho  slanders  heaped  on  me  by 
newspapers,  and  my  time  is  too  valuable  and  too  precious 
to  waste  it  in  writing  articles  even  on  the  profound  member 
for  North  Brant.  I  have  endeavored  to  live  on  terms  of 
amity  with  hon.  members.  I  have  never  personally  written 
an  article  in  reference  to  one  of  them.  If  I  have  anything 
to  say  in  regard  to  any  of  them,  I  will  say  it  to  his  face. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  tho  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded  to  mo, 
I  will  say  that  I  did  stato  tho  facts  of  his  connection  with 
tho  printing  contract,  and  I  may  say  that  I  intond,  from 
time  to  time,  to  recite  those  facts,  and  I  would  recommend 
the  hon.  gentleman,  before  he  fulfils  his  intention  of  repeat¬ 
ing  tho  operation,  as  he  says  he  would  do  on  any  occasion 
that  offered,  to  study  tho  Act  for  the  bettor  prevention  of 
fraud  in  relation  to  contracts  involving  the  expenditure  of 
public  moneys,  which  has  been  passed  since  the  last  trans¬ 
action  to  which  he  refers. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  So  far  as  advice  given  me  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  is  concerned  when 
backed  by  a  statutory  provision,  I  may  be  inclined  to 
consider  it,  but,  if  it  were  tendered  on  his  own 
biassed  political  opinion,  I  would  bo  tho  last  man  to 
accept  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  not  imagine  that 
I  was  not  aware  of  that  Act  in  relation  to  fraud.  I 
said  that,  under  similar  circumstances,  if  I  were  a  private 
individual,  I  would  do  the  very  same  thing ;  and,  when  ho 
speaks  of  tho  printing  contract,  lot  mo  say  that  tho  Ottawa 
Iree  Press,  when  I  had  voluntarily  made  my  statement 
without  being  called  upon  to  do  so,  because  I  had  nothing 
to  bo  ashamed  of,  in  its  issue  of  January  29th,  1880,  said  : 

“  We  publish  to-day  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Mackintosh,  given  in  the 
case  Boyle  vs.  The  Globe,  and  the  explanation  given  by  him,  corroborated 
by  Mr.  Roger,  seems  to  put  a  different  aspect  upon  the  printing  contract 
controversy,  in  so  far  as  Mr.  Mackintosh  is  concerned.  It  appears  from 
Mr.  Mackintosh’s  evidence,  Messrs.  Maclean  Koger  &  Co  ,  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  him  some  weeks  before  tho  tenders  went  in  that  he 
should  join  and  not  compete  against  them  for  the  parliamentary  print¬ 
ing.  Mr.  Mackintosh's  interest  to  be  settled  in  proportion  to  the  amount 
of  the  contrect  if  awarded  to  them.  This  arrangement  it  appears  was 
carried  out,  Messrs.  Maclean,  Roger  &  Co.,  ultimately  purchasing  Mr. 

Mr.  Mackintosh, 


Mackintosh’s  interest  and  not  his  tender,  as  was  generally  understood 
until  now.  The  evidence  seems  to  exonerate  him  from  the  allegations 
heretofore  made,  and  under  the  circumstances  we  now  deem  it  but  just 
to  place  Mr.  Mackintosh’s  position  in  a  fair  light,  being  neither  desirous 
of  doing  an  injury  nor  misrepresenting  any  of  the  parties  more  directly 
interested.” 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  hoD.  gentleman  for  some  reason  or 
other  has  thought  proper  to  bring  my  name  in  here.  He 
has  stated  as  a  fact  that  I  was  a  contract  printer.  I  was 
not  a  contract  printer  in  any  way. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  A  contract  broker. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Nor  a  contract  broker.  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  printing  and  never  received  a  dollar  directly  or 
indirectly  from  the  Government  or  anybody  else,  in  this 
House  or  outside  of  it,  in  connection  with  any  printing  con¬ 
tract.  I  do  not  know  why  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  to 
drag  my  name  in,  unless  he  desired  to  drag  mo  down  to  his 
own  level. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  It  appears  by  what  the 
hon.  member  for  Ottawa  has  said,  that  an  injustice  was  done 
him  in  attributing  to  him  the  authorship  of  the  article 
referred  to  in  the  House  yesterday.  I  am  glad  to  know  that 
the  member  for  Ottawa  was  in  a  position  to  say  that  it  is 
only  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  that  he  is  editor  of  the 
Ottawa  Citizen — that  during  the  Session  of  Parliament,  the 
most  important  of  the  different  seasons  of  the  year,  when 
the  most  important  discussions  take  place,  he  vacates  the 
editorial  chair.  At  the  same  time,  he  is  the  responsible 
editor  of  the  paper,  and  he  must  be  held  responsible  for  what 
appears  in  that  paper.  I  do  not  see  how  he  can  escape 
tho  responsibility  for  what  appears  in  the  Citizen. 
The  hon.  member  for  Ottawa,  and  the  editor  of  the  Ottawa 
Citizen,  has  a  right  to  say  what  he  thinks  proper  in  regard 
to  tho  member  for  North  Brant,  and  to  criticise  the  acts 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  I  am  glad  to  know 
that  the  member  for  Ottawa  has  an  inward  consciousness 
of  his  innocence  in  regard  to  those  things  which  have  been 
matters  of  history  in  the  past,  which  have  been  referred  to 
in  tho  courts,  which  the  judges  of  tho  land  have  taken 
cognisance  of;  but  I  think  it  will  take  a  great  deal  of  this 
inward  consciousness  that  ho  professes  to  have  to  satisfy 
the  public  that  ho  had  nothing  to  do  with  contract  broking 
in  connection  with  the  printing  contracts  some  years  ago. 
I  will  not  say  anything  further  except  that  every  gentle¬ 
man  who  comes  hero  to  represent  a  constituency  has  a  duty 
to  perform,  and,  in  discharging  that  duty,  he  need  not  care 
for  the  frowns  or  the  praises  of  any  journal,  no  matter  what 
its  party  politics  may  be.  I  have  been  too  long  used  to 
tho  abuse  heaped  upon  the  Reformers  of  the  country  by  the 
Conservative  press  to  heed  what  is  said  either  by  the 
Ottawa  Citizen  or  by  any  other  Conservative  paper.  Any¬ 
one  on  this  side  who  discharges  his  duty  must  expect  to  be 
traduced  by  the  organs  of  tho  Government.  I  anticipated 
that,  and  I  would  have  been  a  little  disappointed  if 
that  had  not  been  meted  out  to  me.  I  have 
therefore  nothing  to  say  with  regard  to  that. 
So  far,  however,  as  the  Ottawa  Citizen  is  concerned,  I  have 
had  a  note  sent  to  me  just  now  informing  mo  that  it  is  at 
tho  present  time  in  the  hands  of  the  tax-collectors.  That 
verities  the  statement  I  made  yesterday,  and  the  member 
for  Ottawa  is  indignant  that  I  should  make  any  such  state¬ 
ment  when  the  facts  are  just  what  I  said.  He  argues  that 
the  poverty  of  the  Citizen  shows  that  it  does  not  receive  a 
very  large  share  of  Government  patronage,  but  in  my 
opinion  this  only  verifies  the  truth  of  the  old  saying 
that  ill-gotten  gains  never  stick.  I  say  these  Tory  journals 
can  never  expect  to  prosper,  or  make  money  as  long  as  they 
live,  as  they  do,  upon  tho  droppings  from  the  Government 
table.  I  say  that  no  man  who  conducts  a  journal  in  such 
a  way  as  that,  and  who  depends  npon  the  offerings  of  the 
Government,  can  possibly  conduct  an  impartial  newspaper 
in  the  public  interest. 
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Somo  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh.  Order. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  know  I  am  saying  something 
which  is  very  unpalatable  to  some  hon.  gentlemen,  but  it  is 
the  simple  truth,  and  I  think  I  am  here  for  the  purpose  of 
stating  the  truth. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  did  not  desire  to  say  anything 
personal  to  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail),  but  he 
interrupted  me  while  I  was  speaking. 

Mr.  VAIL.  No,  I  think  not. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  understood  him  to  interrupt  me 
while  I  was  speaking,  and  I  then  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Halifax  Printing  Company,  the  firm  of  the  Halifax. 
Citizen ,  had  received  525,000  from  the  Government  of  which 
he  was  a  supporter;  and  when  Mr.  Jones,  of  Halifax, 
was  a  member  of  the  company,  and  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Digby  himself  had  been  a  member  of  it ;  and 
I  showed  that  he  had  to  resign  his  seat  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  that,  and  was  defeated  when  he  went  back 
to  his  constituents.  So  far  as  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  is  concerned,  what  he  says  about 
the  Ottawa  Citizen  does  not  matter  materially  to  me ;  but  I 
think  he  is  wrong  in  what  he  says  about  the  tax-collector. 
I  do  not  know  where  he  gets  his  information,  but 
even  if  it  were  true,  the  fact  that  a  newspaper  is 
in  extremis  is  not  absolute  proof  that  it  is  receiving 
any  favors  from  the  Government.  The  Citizen  has 
received  few  favors  from  the  Government ;  it  is  fighting 
its  own  way,  and  thus  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  it  is  a  subsidised  organ  falls  to  the  ground. 
It  makes  absolutely  no  difference  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  of  myself.  Gentlemen  far  superior  to  himself,  men 
more  profound,  at  least  as  profound  as  he  is ;  men  more 
able,  at  least  as  able  as  he  is  ;  men  more  astute,  at  least 
as  astute  as  he  is  ;  men  more  honest,  at  least  as  honest  as 
he  is,  have  attacked  me  over  and  over  again,  and  what  is  the 
result  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  this  has  gone  far  enough. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  I  have  said  all  I  wanted  to  say 
and  regret  I  was  called  upon  to  say  anything. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Mr,  Speaker-™- 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  This  is  a  personal  matter,  and  I  think 
it  has  already  gone  too  far.  Orders  of  the  Day, 

THE  OFFICIAL  REPORTS  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  A  very  great  latitude, 
an  undue  latitude,  in  my  opinion,  was  granted  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Mackintosh)  in  the  first  place.  He 
threw  across  the  House  taunts  like  “  contract  broker,”  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  Digby,  without  the  faintest  justification. 
However,  Sir,  I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to 
a  matter  more  pertinent,  perhaps,  to  tho  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  who,  if  1  mistake  not,  is  Chairman  of 
the  Hansard  Committee.  Now,  I  notice  that  in  the  report 
of  the  8th  July,  when  a  considerable  discussion  took 
place  on  the  adjournment,  scarcely  one  word  of  it  appears. 
It  appears  to  me  there  ought  to  be  some  regulation  about 
this  matter.  Occasionally,  on  the  motion  for  adjournment, 
statements  are  made  of  some  moment.  Statements  were 
made  on  that  occasion  of  some  moment  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Marquotte  (Mr.  Watson)  and  others,  and  I  do  not 
understand  why  the  Hansard  reporters  should  condense,  to 
one  line,  a  discussion  which,  to  my  knowledge,  took  some 
20  or  25  minutes.  I  do  not  desire  this  Hansard ,  which  is 
already  unduly  long,  should  be  spun  out  unnecessarily,  but 
still  there  ought  to  be  some  means  to  members  of  this 
House,  who  take  part  in  the  discussions,  of  knowing  whether 
what  they  say  is  going  to  be  reported.  On  all  other  occa¬ 
sions,  at  any  rate,  a  summary  of  what  passed  has  been  given, 
and  it  is  very  often  necessary  that  it  should  be.  Here  the 
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whole  thing  has  been  expunged,  and  I  do  not  think  it  should 
have  been  expunged  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  do  not  know  whether  tho 
hon.  gentleman,  in  referring  to  mo  as  the  Chairman  of  tho 
Hansard  Committee,  implies  that  I  had  anything  to  do  with 
this  omission—— 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No,  no  ;  I  called  atten¬ 
tion  to  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  have  nothing  to  say  except 
that  the  instruction  to  the  reporters  is  to  report  everything 
verbatim,  and  if  thoy  do  not  do  it  they  ought  to.  1  confess 
I  have  not  looked  at  it ;  1  do  not  supervise  the  report  in 
any  way,  and  should  be  very  sorry  to  have  to  do  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  impute  any 
blame  to  the  hon.  member  on  this  occassion,  but  I  only 
called  his  attention,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  to  the 
fact  that  a  considerable  omission  was  made. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  If  we  had  no  Hansard  we 
would  have  shorter  speeches  and  a  shorter  Session  ;  and  I 
think  it  would  be  more  acceptable  to  members  of  this  House 
if  tho  Hansard  were  abolished  altogether. 

THE  WASHINGTON  TREATY". 

Mr.  WELDON.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called, 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  Government  when  the  correspondence 
and  telegrams  with  regard  to  the  fisheries  will  be  brought 
down. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  lay  all  the  tele¬ 
grams,  with  the  exception  of  one  letter,  on  the  Table  at  six 
o’clock.  I  had  them  to-day,  but  when  I  came  to  look  at 
them  I  found  one  important  telegram  had  been  omitted 
from  the  list,  and  I  sent  them  back  to  the  Deputy  Minister’s 
office  to  be  completed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  be  able  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  papers  connected  with  the  transport 
regulation,  that  order  abolishing  the  liberty  of  transport  in 
United  States  ports,  under  tho  30th  article? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  not  yet  received  it.  Immediately 
upon  seeing  the  notice  in  the  newspapers,  I  instructed  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  to  telegraph  at  once  for  a  correct 
copy,  as  I  did  not  deem  it  advisable  to  act  upon  a  news¬ 
paper  copy ;  and  I  have  since  received  a  copy  of  it  from 
one  of  the  forwarders  in  the  West,  Mr.  Beatty  of  the 
Beatty  line.  I  am  not  prepared  to  lay  that  upon  the  Table 
until  I  can  investigate  the  effects  that  it  will  have  upon 
some  of  the  old  orders. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  about  to  incite  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  that  also.  I  suppose  he  has  an  authentic  copy 
of  the  regulation  which  is  cancelled  by  this.  Wo  have  seen  it 
in  the  papers — I  have  no  doubt  correctly — but  of  course  we 
would  like  to  have  an  official  copy.  That  regulation 
appears  to  be  a  regulation  of  1884,  but  it  is,  in  fact,  a  con¬ 
solidation  of  the  Customs  regulations  of  the  United  States 
passed  about  the  time  of  the  confirmation  of  the  Washing¬ 
ton  treaty.  It  would  be  very  imDortant  to  have  it. 
Without  it,  it  is  impossible  for  the  House  to  understand 
the  effect  of  the  order ;  with  it,  it  is  very  easy  to  under¬ 
stand  it.  I  think  it  has  a  much  more  serious  effect  than 
the  First  Minister  assumed  when  he  spoke  the  othir  day. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  point  to  which  tho  hon.  gentleman  has 
called  my  attention  suggested  itself  to  me,  and  immediately 
upon  reading  the  last  circular  and  comparing  it  with  tho 
provisions  of  the  Washington  Treaty,  l  instructed  a  clerk 
of  the  Department  first  to  go  to, the  law  office  of  the  Crown 
— for,  unfortunately,  it  was  not  to  be  found  in  our  Depart¬ 
ment— and  then  to  consult  the  library,  and  to  take  every 
means  possible  to  obtain  the  order  to  which  the  hon.  gen- 
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tleman  refers,  as  I  found  it  impossible  to  know  exactly  the 
full  meaning  and  force  of  the  last  order  without  it.  Of 
course  it  takes  a  few  days  to  get  it,  but  no  time  has  been 
lost.  The  moment  the  order  appeared  in  the  newspapers, 
instructions  were  given  at  once  to  procure  the  paper. 

SUPPLY. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Lighthouse  and  Ooast  Service.. .  $540,990 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  of  Marine 
promised  to  give  explanations  on  points  to  which  his  atten¬ 
tion  had  been  called  by  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward 
(Mr.  Platt). 

Mr.  McLELAN.  With  respect  to  Weller’s  Bay  light,  I 
may  say  that  a  sand  bar  on-  point  is  in  course  of  formation, 
and  until  it  ceases  the  lights  cannot  be  permanently  placed 
to  lead  clear. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  was  also  called  to  the  practice,  which  was  likely 
to  lead  to  abuse,  of  lighthouse  keepers  farming  out  their 
places,  and  employing  other  persons  at  inadequate  salaries. 
A  statement  was  made  with  respect  to  that  matter,  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward  gave  an  instance  of  the 
light  at  Knap’s  Point,  in  which  case  a  statement  was  made 
that  the  man  who  had  boen  employed  as  assistant  had 
reported  to  the  Department  that  peculations  had  been 
going  on  with  respect  to  the  supplies.  The  hon.  gentleman 
promised  some  information  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  An  investigation  was  held.  It  was 
found  that  in  one  of  the  cases  the  man  appointed  had 
farmed  out  the  work  without  the  sanction  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  when  the  attention  of  the  Department  was  called 
to  it,  the  man  who  was  removed  made  charges  against  the 
lighthouse  keeper  of  peculation.  Enquiry  was  made,  and 
the  report  was  that  nothing,  except  some  small  art'de  in 
connection  with  the  lighthouse,  had  been  taken.  The  man 
appointed  was  given  notice  that  he  must  either  attend  to 
the  light  himself  or  resign. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  was 
requested  to  produce  what  papers  he  had  on  the  subjoct. 
Has  the  hon.  gentleman  the  papers  with  him  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  did  not  so  understand  it.  I  can,  how¬ 
ever,  send  copies  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand,  then, 
from  the  Minister,  that  the  practice  of  farming  out — I  do 
not  mean  employing  members  of  the  man’s  family — is  dis¬ 
tinctly  contrary  to  the  regulations  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolutions  reported  from 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  3rd  March  last,  and  9th 
J  uly,  the  latter  to  take  effect  on  and  after  the  6th  day  of 
the  present  month  of  July. 

Mr.  BOWELL,  The  item  with  regard  to  labels  should 
be  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “  colored.”  I  find 
that  misapprehension  as  to  the  words  “  colored  labels,” 
has  already  arisen,  among  those  who  do  not  understand  the 
technical  meaning  of  the  term.  They  think  that  it  applies 
to  any  label  printed  on  colored  paper,  but  that  is  not  the 
intention.  I  therefore  move  that  the  word  “  colored  ”  be 
struck  out. 

Resolution,  as  amended,  concurred  in. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  asked  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  to  obtain  some  information  as  to  the  quantity  of 
spirits  ex-warehoused  at  certain  points,  particularly  in 
Quebec,  which  he  promised  to  ascertain. 

Mr.  Bowell. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  not  boen  able  to  ascertain  that 
yet.  I  will  give  it  to  the  hon.  gentleman  to-morrow,  or  when 
the  Bill  is  before  the  House. 

Resolutions  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  157) 
to  amend  the  Customs  and  Excise  Acts. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEY1N  moved  that  the  resolutions 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  grant  the 
further  subsidies  therein  mentioned  towards  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  railways  therein  described,  be  now  read  the 
second  time. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  to  give  cer¬ 
tain  information  upon  thi3  subject. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  An  hon.  gentleman  asked 
for  some  information  about  the  works  executed  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  on  the  North  Shore  line 
since  they  acquired  it.  Of  course  I  cannot  give  the  exact 
figures,  but  I  will  give  a  general  statement.  The  amounts 
are  :  Expended  on  roadway  and  buildings  to  the  31st  of 
December,  1884,  $4,936,000,  and  to  the  31st  of  April,  1883, 
$4,759,000,  the  difference,  $177,000,  being  the  expenditure 
made  under  that  head  ;  for  rolling  stock  the  amount  was 
very  small,  $300  or  $400  ;  for  machinery  to  the  31st 
December,  1884,  $39,324,  and  to  the  21st  of  April,  1883, 
$32,186,  the  difference  being  about  $7,000,  and  for  furniture 
a  few  hundred  dollars,  the  whole  being  $7,679  ;  paid  to  the 
city  of  Quebec  on  account  of  the  Palais  harbor  property, 
$30,000  ;  paid  for  the  Jacques  Cartier  extension  $150,000  ; 
material  on  hand,  $25,000  ;  sundries,  $19,000.  All  these 
sums,  with  the  amount  of  $250,000  to  be  paid  for 
the  stock,  make  over  $500,000.  This  does  not  include 
the  interest  on  the  amount  paid  for  the  stock  and 
other  expenditures.  As  to  the  improvements  to  be  made 
on  the  road,  I  cannot  give  the  exact  figures,  but  I  will  give 
generally  the  proposed  arrangements.  At  Quebec  there 
will  be  an  elevator  or  two  at  the  harbor  works,  and  no  doubt 
the  line  would  have  to  be  extended  to  the  embankment  in 
order  to  give  facilities  of  communication  between  Palais 
Harbor  and  the  docks.  Of  course,  besides  that,  they  would 
require  to  have  sidings  and  other  terminal  facilities.  Then 
a  number  of  bridges  that  are  in  wood  would  have  to  be 
put  in  iron,  and  generally  the  line  would  have  to  be  looked 
after  in  order  to  put  it  on  a  par  with  the  remainder  of  the 
lino.  This  will  cost  about  the  sum  I  mentioned  the  other 
"day  when  I  brought  the  resolutions  before  the  House. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the  other  day 
the  company  had  already  expended  $250,000  on  improve¬ 
ments,  and  promised  to  give  the  details.  He  has  not  done 
so. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes,  I  have.  The  expense  of 
roadway  buildings  was  about  $180,000,  and  there  are  the 
amounts  I  have  stated  making  the  full  amount. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  need  hardly  state  to  the  House  that 
having  the  honor  to  be  one  of  the  representatives  of  Quebec 
city  I  take  a  deep  interest  in  the  matter  before  us,  but  I 
have  thought  it  preferable,  under  all  the  circumstances,  to 
wait  before  offering  any  observations  on  the  subject 
submitted  to  the  House,  until  the  Government  had  given  us 
all  the  details  which  it  had  to  give  on  its  policy.  Leaving 
aside  that  part  of  the  resolution  which  provides  for  a 
subsidy  to  the  Edmonston  and  Riviere  du  Loup  Railway, 
which,  in  view  of  the  subsequent  proposals  becomes 
of  minor  importance,  the  resolutions  show  us  two 
things:  first,  that  with  regard  to  the  policy  announced 
last  Session  by  the  Government,  of  making  the 
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city  of  Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  the  Government  have  come  to  no  conclu¬ 
sion  and  no  decision  whatever.  During  the  12  months 
which  have  elapsed  since  the  close  of  last  Session,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  who  had  taken  power  under  the  Act,  to  settle  that 
question,  have  not  been  able  to  come  to  any  decision  yet. 
True,  last  Session  the  Government  took  power,  in  view  of  the 
policy  which,  they  said,  was  essentially  their  policy,  of  mak¬ 
ing  the  harbor  of  Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  to  provide  for  the  organisation  of  a 
company,  if  they  could  not  bring  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  or  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  an  understanding  with 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  the  line  from  Montreal  to  Quebec. 
So  far,  they  have  done  nothing.  This  year  they  have 
taken  exactly  the  same  powers ;  they  do  not  bind  them¬ 
selves  to  anything  definite,  but  they  ask  that  the 
powers  given  to  them  last  year  to  effect  that  object,  and 
which  have  now  lapsed,  should  be  again  given  to  them  and 
extended  for  a  period  of  two  months  after  the  close  of  the 
Session ;  that  is  to  say,  failing  any  agreement  being  come  to 
between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Grand  Trunk 
for  the  purchase  of  the  North  Shore  Railway,  the  Government 
may  organise  a  company  for  the  same  object.  We  may  ask 
Will  this  policy  be  carried  out  this  year  or  not  ?  Will  it 
remain  a  dead  letter,  as  it  was  characterised  by  the  hon. 
Minister  the  other  day,  on  the  Statute  book?  or  will  it  have 
some  tangible  effect  ?  I  say,  whether  the  Government  act 
or  do  not  act,  un  ler  the  subsequent  resolution  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with  regard  to  the  Short  Line  Railway,  they  have 
dealt  a  death  blow  to  their  so-called  policy  of  making  the  har¬ 
bor  of  Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  as  I  will  show  hereafter.  With  regard 
to  the  railway  contemplated  to  connect  Montreal  with 
the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  by  the  short¬ 
est  route  and  the  best  route,  they  have  made  a  selec¬ 
tion.  They  could  not  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  the 
other  matter,  but  on  this  one  they  have,  and  they  have 
selected  a  route  by  the  way  of  the  International  Railway. 
The  Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  other  day, when  ho  intro¬ 
duced  this  matter  to  the  House,  mado  a  statement  to  which 
it  is  my  duty  at  once  to  take  exception.  He  spoke  as  fol¬ 
lows  : — 

“The  policy  of  this  Government  has  been  to  secure  the  connection  of 
that  railway,  not  only  with  the  harbor  of  Montreal,  but  also  to  extend 
it  to  the  port  of  Quebec,  at  all  events,  for  the  summer,  and  that  during 
the  winter  months  it  should  communicate  with  the  seaports  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  by  an  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from 
Montreal.  That  policy  was  promulgated  and  supported  by  Aets  of  Par¬ 
liament  passed  last  Session,  by  which  we  voted,  for  a  direct  line  from 
Montreal  to  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  a  yearly  sum  of 
money  dur.ng  a  number  of  years,  in  order  to  assist  the  construction  of 
that  extension  from  Montreal  to  St.  Andrews,  St.  John  and  Halifax.  On 
the  other  hand,  Parliament,  at  its  last  Session,  expressed  its  desire  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  be  extended  from  Montreal  to 
Quebec  by  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  An  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  to  that  effect,  and  certain  conditions  were  inserted,  by  which 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  could  extend  its  line  from  Montreal  to 
Quebec,  or  failing  that,  certain  other  conditious  were  put  in  the  law. 
Thus  the  policy  of  Parliament  and  this  Government  has  been  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  shall  be  extended  on  the  south  shore 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  down  to  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and 
on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  by  the  North  Shore  Railway  to 
Quebec  and  thence  by  the  Intercolonial.” 

I  take  exception  to  this  language,  in  so  far  as  it  tends  to  that 
the  policy  adopted  by  Parliament  last  Session  was  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  south  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
from  Montreal  lo  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  take  excep¬ 
tion  to  this  statement  in  the  most  emphatic  language.  I 
challenge  the  accuracy  of  it.  I  deny  it.  I  say  that  Par¬ 
liament  never  adopted  such  a  policy  as  that.  I  say  that 
Parliament  never  committed  itself  to  any  line  whatever  for 
the  continuation  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  on  the 
south  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  On  the  contrary,  the 
policy  adopted  by  this  Parliament  and  recorded  in  the 
Act  is  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  be 
extended  from  Montreal  by  the  shortest  and  best  line, 


wherever  that  could  be  found,  not  south  of  Montreal, 
not  from  any  other  place,  but  wherever  it  should  be  found, 
after  survey,  the  best  and  tbe  shortest  on  the  ground. 
This  was  the  policy  adopted  by  this  Parliament,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  cannot  find  a  single  syllable  in  the  records 
of  this  House  which  can  justify  the  statement  he  made 
the  other  day,  that  the  policy  of  Parliament  was 
to  extend  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  by  the 
south  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  from  Montreal  to  the 
seaboard  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  say  more.  I 
say  this  was  not  the  policy  of  the  Government 
and,  if  it  was,  I  should  be  bound  to  say,  and  it  would  bo  my 
duty  to  say,  and  I  should  be  warranted  in  saying,  that  the 
Government  have  been  guilty  of  the  grossest  deception  to 
this  House,  because  the  House  never  heard,  until  the  1st  of 
July  instant,  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  was  to  extend  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  from  Montreal  on  the  south  shore  of  the 
St.  Lawrence ;  that  was  the  first  statement  that  was  ever 
made.  We  never  heard  a  word  of  it  before,  and  if  it  was 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  they  carefully  kept  it  con¬ 
cealed  in  their  own  breast.  I  repeat  that,  if  such  was  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  they  have  been  guilty  of  tho 
grossest  deception  to  the  House  and  the  people  of  this 
country.  Occasions  have  not  been  wanting  for  them  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views.  There  has  been  lurking  in  the  minds  of 
many  a  suspicion  that  indeed  this  was  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  that  it  was  in  fact  what  was  declared  the  other 
day  their  intention,  to  extend  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  from  Montreal  on  the  south  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  ; 
but,  if  there  was  a  suspicion  on  that  subject,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  never  spoke  on  it,  though  time  and  again  they 
had  an  opportunity  of  speaking  their  minds  on  tho 
subject.  There  was  a  lurking  suspicion,  and  that  found 
its  way  into  the  press  many  times,  not  only  that,  but 
the  Minister  of  Militia  last  summer  had  a  pic-nic  at 
Rividre  du  Loup  for  the  express  purpose  of  talking  a 
little  with  the  Prime  Minister  on  that  subject,  and  he 
tho  Prime  Minister,  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking 
then,  and  what  did  he  say?  Did  he  say  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  was  that  which  has  been 
stated  now  by  his  colleague,  to  extend  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  on  the  south  shore  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  from  Montreal  ?  No,  as  reported  in  tho  press, 
the  Prime  Minister  said  on  that  occasion  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  no  line  but  the  shortest  and  the  best.  If  that 
was  the  policy  of  the  Government  then,  the  policy  has 
varied  since,  and  if  it  has  not  varied,  then  I  say  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  act  towards  those  whom  he  was  address¬ 
ing  with  that  fairness  to  which  they  wore  entitled.  Not 
only  did  the  Prime  Minister  give  his  views  upon  tho  sub¬ 
ject,  but  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  himself  had  occasion 
to  speak  on  the  matter.  He  spoke  in  the  month  of  Decem¬ 
ber  at  the  city  of  Three  Rivers,  and  he  did  not  then  say  as 
he  said  the  other  day  that  the  policy  was  to  extend  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  Montreal  on  the  south  shore 
of  the  St.  Lawrence.  He  is  reported  to  have  made  a  state¬ 
ment  which  agreed  with  tho  statement  of  the  First  Minister, 
that  the  policy  was  to  secure  the  best  and  shortest  line, 
after  proper  survey.  I  say  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  to  day,  coupled  as  it  is  with  the 
language  we  have  heard  from  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
and  even  without  that,  will  create  in  parts  of  this  country, 
and  in  several  parts  of  it,  a  deep  sense  of  regret  and  indig¬ 
nation,  regret  and  indignation  arising,  and  naturally  arising, 
from  the  fact  that  the  Government  have  not  kept  the  pro¬ 
mise  they  made  last  year  to  this  House,  that  they  have 
broken  the  pledge  which  they  thon  gave  to  the  House  and 
to  the  public.  What  is  the  history  of  this  matter  ?  Last 
year,  when  the  first  measure  was  presented  to  the  House, 
the  Government  took  power  to  docide  themselves,  without 
any  reference  to  this  House,  the  selection  of  the  best  and 
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shortest  line.  I  moved  an  amendment  on  that  occasion,  to 
the  effect  that  the  choice  should  not  be  final,  but  should  be 
referred  to  the  House  for  approval.  A  majority  of  the 
House  was  induced  to  negative  that  amendment,  but  in 
order  to  get  their  followers  to  negative  it,  the  Government 
had  to  make  promises  to  them,  and  the  promise  was  that  no 
line  should  be  adopted  except  after  the  most  complete  sur¬ 
veys.  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  had  charge  of  that  measure, 
spoke  as  follows  in  reference  to  the  motion  which  I  had 
before  the  House: — 

“  It  is  intended,  before  any  line  is  adopted,  that  the  shortest  and 
best  route  shall  be  ascertained  by  competent  engineers,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  shall  locate  the  line  upon  the  report  of  competent  engineers, 
upon  what  they  find,  after  careful  examination,  to  be  both  the  shortest 
and  be3t  line.” 

This  was  the  promise  made  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  upon 
that  occasion,  but,  complete  and  thorough  as  it  was,  the 
Minister  was  questioned  by  some  hon.  members  in  order  to 
have  the  assurance  if  possible  more  complete  than  it  was. 
The  then  member  for  Levis,  Mr.  Belleau,  said: 

“  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Railways  if  the  Government  is 
disposed  to  admit  the  principle,  that,  besides  the  engineer,  who  is  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Government  to  make  the  exp  loration,  other  engineers 
who  may  be  suggested  by  the  Provinces  interested,  could  be  admitted 
as  parties  to  the  exploration.” 

And  the  answer  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was : 

“We  will  be  only  too  glad  to  receive  any  suggestions  of  that  kind.” 
Not  satisfied  with  this,  the  hon.  member  for  Temiscouata 
(Mr.  Grandbois)  went  on  further  and  expressed  his  satis- 
tion  and  the  reason  why  he  would  vote  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  proposed  : 

“  After  the  very  explicit  statements  made  by  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Railways,  it  will  be  readily  understood  that  it  is  my  duty  to  vote 
against  the  amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East ; 
otherwise  I  would  Lava  hesitated  a  great  deal,  as  the  county  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent  is  one  of  the  counties  the  most  interested  in 
having  the  short  line  built  exclusively  on  Canadian  territory.  The  reso¬ 
lution  states  that  the  shortest  and  best  line  will  be  chosen,  which  enables 
me  to  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  line  will  really  be  built  on  Canadian 
soil,  and  will  go  through  Riviere  du  Loup,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Quebec  East  has  said.” 

So  this  was  one — not  only  one,  it  was  the  paramount  reason 
for  which  the  member  for  Temiscouata  voted  against  the 
amendment,  that  the  Government  pledged  themselves  to 
have  the  whole  of  the  lines  thoroughly  surveyed  before  thoy 
made  a  choice.  Now,  I  charge  this  upon  the  Government, 
I  charge  them  deliberately  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  that 
they  have  not  kept  the  promise  they  made  last  year.  They 
have  broken  the  pledge  they  then  made.  This,  perhaps, 
may  be  considered  hard  and  strong  language,  but  I  use  it 
advisedly,  and  I  repeat  that  the  Government  have  broken 
the  pledge  they  gave  last  year  when  they  said  no  selection 
would  be  made  until  after  the  most  complete  and  thorough 
surveys.  After  the  departure  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the 
Department  of  Railways  was  put  under  the  control  of  the 
hon.  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  whom  I  am  sorry  not  to 
see  in  his  place  whon  this  matter  is  before  the  House,  but  I 
must  say  in  his  absence,  as  I  would  say  in  his  presence,  that 
strong  objections  were  taken  at  the  time  to  the  Department 
of  Railways  being  put  under  his  control  because  he  was  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  interested  in  one  of  the  lines  which  were  to  be 
surveyed,  and  which  might  afterwards  be  adopted  and 
selected.  The  complaints  came  not  so  much  from  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  press  as  from  the  Ministerial  press.  I  will  quote  hero 
the  opinion  of  a  Ministerial  paper  published  in  Montreal, 
which  is  a  strong  supporter  of  the  Government — it  cannot 
be  objected  that  it  is  not  a  most  Conservative  paper — I  mean 
L’Etendard. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  An  Independent  paper. 

Mr.  LAURIBR.  An  Independent  paper  which  warmly 
supports  the  Government,  but  it  offered  a  good  example  to 
somo  members  in  reference  to  the  Franchise  Bill.  That  is 
the  only  quostion  on  which  the  L'Etendard  did  not  support 
the  Government : 

Mr,  Laurijsr. 


“  It  is  really  unfortunate  from  many  points  of  view  that  Mr.  Pope,  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  immediately  after  the  departure  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  was  charged  with  the  control  of  the  Department  of  Railways. 
Rightly  or  wrongly  it  is  stated  that  this  gentleman  has  a  considerable 
personal  interest  in  causing  the  new  railway  to  pass  by  Sherbrooke.  It 
is  even  stated  that  a  considerable  portion  of  that  railway,  of  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  said  to  be  the  quasi  or  exclusive  proprietor,  is  to  be 
bought  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  at  an  immense  profit 
for  Mr.  Pope,  if  he  succeeds  in  getting  a  route  selected  which  would 
permit  the  incorporation  of  that  portion  of  the  road  into  the  new  road. 
vVe  do  not  know  personally  how  much  truth  there  is  in  this  statement, 
but  we  can  hardly  believe  it.  But  we  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  Mr. 
Pope  should  not  have  been  entrusted  with  the  control  of  these  matters 
as  long  as  there  exists  the  least  reasonable  suspicion  that  he  has  a  per¬ 
sonal  interest  to  serve  in  this  connection.  Not  only  would  he  then  be¬ 
come  a  judge  in  the  case,  not  only  would  he,  one  of  the  chief  officers  of 
the  State,  find  himself  in  a  position  to  be  able  to  serve  his  own  personal 
interests  to  the  detriment  of  the  State,  but  Buch  a  state  of  things  would 
create  an  immoral  and  dangerous  precedent.” 

Such  is  the  opinion  of  L’Etendard.  Now,  during  last  summer 
numerous  complaints  were  made  in  the  press  that  the  sur¬ 
veys  which  were  made  were  not  bona  fide,  were  not  thor¬ 
ough,  but  that  they  were  partial.  Another  paper  to  which 
objection  will  not  be  taken  as  being  a  Conservative  paper, 
Le  Ganadien,  spoke  as  follows  on  this  matter : 

“  This  exploration  is  not  made.  What  is  now  taking  place  is  a  farce, 
a  snare,  and  a  sham  exploration.  The  instructions  given  to  the  engineers 
are  insufficient,  and  the  engineers  are  the  first  to  admit  it.” 

L’Etendard,  speaking  again  upon  this  subject,  said : 

“  The  apprehensions  of  the  adversaries  of  the  Sherbrooke  line 
would  seem  to  be,  to  a  certain  degree,  justified  bv  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Pope,  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  is  said  to  be  partial  to  the  extent  of 
not  giving  to  the  engineers  the  instructions  necessary  to  insure  an 
impartial  survey  of  the  different  rival  routes.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  only  fair  to  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  to  say  that  he  stated  the  other  day  that 
he  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  these  surveys.  Well, 
whoever  had  anything  to  do  with  them,  the  fact  remains 
that  the  surveys  are  not  accurate,  and  particularly  are 
not  complete.  The  Acting  Minister  states  that  when  he  took 
charge  of  the  Department  he  would  not  act  in  this  matter. 
That  he  entrusted  it  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  that  the 
Prime  Minister  was  responsible  for  all  the  surveys.  Sir, 
this  story  is  not  new,  it  is  as  old  as  humanity  itself.  It  is 
the  old  story — I  am  not  the  one,  but  the  woman  whom 
thou  gavest  to  me  to  wife,  she  is  the  one.  Whoever  in  this 
matter  is  the  tempter,  or  whoever  is  the  fallen  one — whether 
the  Prime  Minister  was  the  tempter  and  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways  the  tempted,  or  whether  the  reverse  was  the 
case — and  I  am  rather  inclined  to  believe  that  the  Minister 
of  Railways  was  the  sweet  Eve  on  this  occasion — whoever 
was  the  guilty  one,  the  fact  remains  that  the  subsidy  has  been 
granted  to,  and  the  selection  has  been  made  in  favor  of  a  rail¬ 
way  in  which  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  is  directly 
interested,  and  this  has  been  done  after  the  promises  made 
by  the  Government  last  year  that  no  selection  should  be  made 
except  after  complete  surveys.  These  promises  had  been 
broken  and  violated.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  proceed  to  show  in 
what  manner  and  to  what  extent  these  surveys  are  incomplete. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  generally  understood  last  year  that  no 
subsidy  should  be  given  to  a  line  passing  through  foreign 
territory  until  it  had  been  ascertained  by  surveys  that  it 
was  impossible  to  find  in  our  own  territory  a  line,  not 
as  good,  but  almost  as  good  as  the  line  over  the  foreign 
territory.  What  was  then  the  first  thing  to  be  done  ?  The 
first  thing  to  be  done  was  certainly  to  have  this  line  which 
was  projected  exclusively  upon  Canadian  soil  fully 
surveyed.  A  line  was  suggested  by  the  way  of  Edmonston 
and  Riviere  du  Loup.  It  was  then  said,  and  it  has 
been  repeated  several  times  since,  that  as  good  a  line, 
a  lino  almost  as  short,  and  a  better  line,  in  respect  of 
gradients  and  curvatures,  could  be  found  upon  Canadian 
soil  by  the  way  of  Riviere  du  Loup.  Two  routes  were  pro¬ 
posed  to  connect  Riviere  du  Loup  and  Edmonston.  One  was 
by  the  way  of  the  valley  of  the  Riviere  du  Loup,  and  the 
other  was  by  the  way  of  Riviere  Ouelle.  It  would  appear 
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that  both  have  been  surveyed,  but  we  have  the  reports  only 
of  one  survey.  The  hon.  member  for  Kamouraska  (Mr. 
Blondeau)  complained  the  other  day  that  the  import  of  the 
survey  of  tho  Eiviere  Ouelle  route  had  not  been  brought 
down,  and  in  this  connection  it  may  be  interesting  to  quote 
the  report  of  the  chief  engineer  which  has  been  laid  upon 
the  Table,  at  page  2,  where  he  says  : 

“  Mr.  Crawford  was  in  charge  of  section  E,  from  St.  Roch  to  Edmons- 
ton.  His  plans  and  profiles  are  not  yet  completed,  neither  has  he  reported  ; 
b  jt  he  states  that  a  good  line  is  to  be  had  in  his  survey.  He  hopes  to 
have  his  plans  and  profiles  complete  and  his  report  ready  by  the  end  of 
this  month. 

Mr.  Crawford  also  had  charge  of  section  F,  from  Riviere  du  Loup  to 
Edmonston.  He  is  busy  with  the  plans  and  profiles,  and  hopes  to  have 
them  ready  early  in  May,  together  with  his  report.  He  states  that  a 
practicable  line  may  be  obtained,  though  the  grades  will  he  heavy.” 

The  report  which  states  that  the  grades  will  be  heavy 
has  been  brought  down,  but  the  other  report,  in  which 
it  is  stated  that  a  good  line  could  be  had,  has  not  been 
brought  down;  What  is  the  reason  that  both  reports  have 
not  been  brought  down  ?  If  two  surveys  have  been  made, 
why  did  not  the  Government  bring  them  both  down,  so  that 
the  House  could  judge  whether  their  selection  was  justifiable 
or  not  ?  Moreover,  it  is  impossible  to  say  whether  this  line, 
the  report  ot  which  we  have  not  complete,  is  better  or  worse 
than  the  other  line  through  the  State  of  Maine,  which 
has  been  selected.  But  the  two  lines  are  subsidised,  the 
oue  from  Eiviere  du  Loup  to  Edmonston,  and  the  one  by 
the  way  of  the  International  and  through  the  State  of 
Maine.  Now,  what  is  the  object  of  giving  these  two 
subsidies  ?  In  so  far  as  the  object  is  to  connect  the  harbor  of 
Montreal  with  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  this 
can  be  done  by  either  line,  and  consequently  there  is  no 
use  whatever  in  subsidising  the  two —  the  one  destroys 
the  other.  Whether  the  line  through  Maine  be  the  better 
one,  or  whether  the  Canadian  line  be  the  better  one,  the 
one  subsidy  destroys  the  other,  and  one  of  them  is  wholly 
ns '  less. 

But  it  was  very  properly  stated  at  the  time  that 
the  line  through  Maine  should  be  surveyed,  and  if  so  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  know  why  the  line  by  way  of  Eichmond  to  the 
maritime  ports  has  not  also  been  surveyed.  Time  and  again 
the  county  of  Eichmond  and  several  municipalities  in  ad¬ 
joining  counties  have  petitioned  this  Government  to  survey 
a  line  which  they  proposed,  and  which  they  contented  was 
as  good,  and  even  a  better  line,  than  the  International. 
I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  this  request  was  not  granted  ; 
I  cannot  see  any  reason  why,  in  face  of  the  promise  made  last 
year,  that  no  selection  would  be  made  until  after  a  complete 
survey  had  been  made  of  all  lines  proposed,  this  line  has  not 
been  surveyed.  The  other  day  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
speaking  of  the  line  by  way  of  Quebec,  of  which  I  shall 
speak  presently,  said  it  had  not  been  surveyed  because, 
looking  at  the  map  and  tracing  a  direct  line  from  Montreal 
to  the  harbors  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  the  Quebec 
route  was  too  great  an  angle  from  the  straight  line. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  was  tracing  that  line  on 
the  map  he  must  have  found  that  E’chmond  is  very 
nearly  on  tho  central  point  of  the  line,  and  is  almost 
the  nearest  point  on  the  direct  line  from  Montreal 
to  ports  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  base  his  selection  on  that  fact,  and  I  quite 
approve  of  his  so  doing.  It  will  not  do  to  select  a  line 
simply  upon  the  map,  for  the  short  line  cannot  be  deter¬ 
mined  except  upon  actual  survey  on  the  ground,  because  we 
know  that  in  railway  construction  the  distance  in  mileage 
is  not  everything,  but  grades  and  curves  are  important  con¬ 
siderations.  As  I  have  said,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find 
that  Eichmond  is  nearly  on  the  direct  line  between  Montreal 
and  the  seaports  of  tho  Maritime  Provinces.  But,  strange 
to  say,  in  order  to  exclude  Eichmond  the  hon.  gentleman 
sets  tho  map  aside,  and  to  exclude  Quebec  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  resorts  to  the  map. 


There  was  another  line  which  was  proposed,  and 
that  was  the  line  by  way  of  Quebec,  a  line  desi¬ 
gned  to  connect  the  St.  Lawrence  at  Quebec  and  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  and  to  extend  from  Quebec  City  to 
Canterbury.  Upon  this  line  one  of  the  engineers  of  the 
Government,  Mr.  Light,  reports  as  follows.  The  report  is 
dated  26th  March,  1883  : — 

“Sib, — In  myreportof  surveys,  dated  23rd  inst.,  I  incidentally  directed 
attention  to  a  line  designated  “  The  combination  line”  to  connect  Mont¬ 
real  with  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  feel  convinced  this  line,  if  estab¬ 
lished  in  connection  with  a  bridge  over  the  St.  Lawrence  at  Quebec, 
will  combine  in  a  marked  degree  the  traffic  requirements  of  Montreal, 
Quebec,  St  Andrews,  St.  John,  St.  Stephens,  Fredericton,  Halifax,  ana 
the  ports  further  east,  placing  all  localities  on  a  fair  and  equal  footing. 

“  This  combination  line  will  run  from  Canterbury,  N.B.,  to  Lake  Ches- 
uncook,  in  the  State  of  Maine,  and  from  Lake  Ohesuacook  by  the  val¬ 
leys  of  the  Famine  and  Etchemin  Riyers  to  Chaudi^re  Junction,  opposite 
Quebec,  and  from  thence  through  the  bridge  and  North  Shore  Railway 
to  Montreal. 

“  At  Canterbury  this  combination  line  will  connect  with  the  railway 
system  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. 

“  Starting  from  Chaudibre  Junction  the  line  would  traverse  the  valleys 
of  the  Etchemin  and  Famine  Rivers,  to  the  height  of  land  near  the  vil¬ 
lage  of  St.  Justin. 

“  The  summit  is  950feetabove  the  startingpoint  at  Chaudi&re  Junction, 
or  509  feet  lower  than  the  summit  on  the  line  surveyed  by  me,  via  the 
Rivibre  du  Sud.  From  St.  Justin  the  line  would  continue  its  course 
south-east,  and  nearly  direct  to  the  vicinity  of  the  head  of  Lake  Ches- 
uncook,  where  it  would  connect  with  the  line  surveyed  during  the  past 
season  by  Mr.  Vernon  Smith,  C.E.,  between  that  lake  and  Canterbury. 

“  The  country  from  Chaudi6re  Junction  to  Lake  Chesuncook,  and  I 
understand  from  Lake  Chesuncook  to  Canterbury,  lies  in  such  a  low 
valley  or  depression  that  it  would  appear  as  being  the  natural  direct 
route  for  a  line  of  railway  between  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  and  as  being  the  channel  through  which  nature 
intended  that  the  trade  between  these  Provinces  should  flow.” 

A  little  further  on  h8  says : 

“The  eastern  extension  of  the  combination  line  from  Canterbury  to 
Harvey  would  give  St.  John  a  good  connection,  while  another  exten¬ 
sion  from  Canterbury  along  the  right  bank  of  the  St.  John  would  con¬ 
tinue  this  system  of  easy  gradients  to  Fredericton,  at  which  place  the 
River  St.  John  would  be  bridged,  and  the  line  continued,  viti  the  head  of 
Grand  Lake,  for  the  most  part  through  a  flat  country,  to  Salisbury, 
there  intersecting  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

“This  line  would  have  a  marked  effect  on  the  trade  with  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  and  would  go  far  to  compensate  for  the  increase  distance  to 
their  ports  as  compared  with  Portland,  Boston  and  New  York.  (See 
synopsis  of  distance  from  Callander  to  St.  John  and  Halifax,  vid  Ohe- 
suncook,  App.  6.)  It  would  save  about  150  miles  of  railway  to  Halifax, 
and  nearly  double  that  to  St.  John  ;  and  should  be  thoroughly  con¬ 
structed  with  rails  and  bridges  sufficiently  strong  to  carry  the  consolida¬ 
tion  engines  (now  so  much  in  use  in  Pennsylvania),  capable  of  hauling 
a  gros3  load  of  800  to  1,090  tons  over  its  grades,  or  nearly  double  that 
which  could  be  hauled  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  with  the  same 
power,  and  at  little  additional  cost  per  train  mile. 

“  The  railways  from  the  Province  of  Quecbec  to  the  ports  of  Boston 
and  Portland,  although  apparently  shorter,  have  to  ascend  the  higher 
lands  of  the  watershed,  which  is  the  boundary,  and  have  therefore 
much  higher  summits  and  steeper  gradients.  The  Ogdensburg  and 
Portland  Railway  passes  over  a  summit  of  the  White  Mountains,  in  New 
Hampshire,  1,890  feet  above  the  sea  level,  with  maximum  grades  of  116 
feet  to  the  mile  and  minimum  curves  of  9  degrees  (633  feet  rad.). 

He  goes  on  farther  to  say : 

“  The  line  would  pass  directly  through  the  extensive  coal  fields  at  the 
head  of  Grand  Lake,  New  Brunswick,  (mentioned  in  the  reports  of  the 
Geological  Survey),  one  seam  alone  of  which  is  estimated  to  contain  one 
hundred  millions  tons  of  coal,  so  near  the  surface  that  it  is  quarried  and 
not  mined.  This  mineral,  at  present  almost  excluded  from  commerce 
in  this  isolated  district,  could  be  carried  a3  return  freight,  ensuring 
loaded  trains  both  ways,  and  bituminous  cial,  reported  to  be  excellent 
for  forging  and  other  purposes,  could  be  delivered  at  Quebec,  Montreal 
and  Ottawa  for  $3,  $3.86  and  $4.33  per  ton.” 

That  opinion  is  the  opinion  of  one  of  tho  engineers 
employed  by  the  Government.  It  is  true  that  the  other 
day  some  hon.  member  attempted  to  cast  some  imputations 
upon  the  professional  character  of  Mr.  Light.  It  is  no 
business  of  mine  to  defend  Mr.  Light  from  those  imputa¬ 
tions.  His  report  is  there ;  the  figures  are  thoro,  and  they 
cannot  be  challenged  by  any  imputation.  Moreover,  the 
only  imputation  made  was  simply  this:  that  formerly, 
while  in  the  employment  of  the  Quebec  Government,  he 
had  been  amenable  to  certain  influences  coming  from  Terre¬ 
bonne.  There  are  more  engineers  than  one  in  the  country, 
and  there  are  more  sources  of  influence  than  one  also ;  and 
I  believe,  if  in  former  times  the  source  of  influence  was 
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Terrebonne,  that  source  is  dry  to-day,  that  the  source  of 
influence  is  now  to  be  found  in  the  county  of  Compton. 
Upon  this  report  made  by  Mr.  Light  the  chief  engineer 
made  the  following  observations : 

“Query  No.  1.— Mr.  Light,  on  pages  2  and  3,  expresses  a  belief  that 
the  maximum  grade  between  Quebec  and  Moncton  by  way  of  Chesuncook 
and  Harvey  would  be  35  to  40  feet  per  mile,  and  that  the  surveys  of  last 
season  have  established  that  the  grades  above  mentioned  can  be  obtained 
between  Chesuncook  and  Harvey. 

“Mr.  Vernon  Smith’s  survey,  the  only  one  made  between  Chesuncook 
and  Harvey  last  season,  shO’iri  maximum  grades  of  53  feet  per  mile. 

“  The  line  between  QueBfcc  and  Chesuncook  has  not  been  surveyed.” 

I  ask  the  Government  why  this  line  has  not  been  sur¬ 
veyed  ?  Was  not  the  promise  made  last  year,  that  all  com¬ 
peting  lines  would  be  surveyed,  that  only  competent  engi¬ 
neers  would  be  employed  ;  and  when  one  of  the  engineers 
employed  by  the  Government  says  that  further  surveys 
should  be  made  in  order  to  do  justice  to  all  parties,  what 
excuse  can  be  put  forward  by  the  Government  for  not  having 
this  line  in  question  surveyed  ? 

Mr.  COLBY.  When  did  he  say  that?  When  did  the 
engineer  suggest  that  this  survey  should  be  made  ? 

Mr.  L  AURIER.  I  will  answer  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the 
language  of  Mr.  Light  himself.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Schreiber’s 
statement,  that  the  line  between  Quebec  and  Chesuncook 
had  not  been  surveyed,  Mr.  Light  says  : 

“  I  always  considered  that  a  survey  of  this  line  was  most  important, 
and  strongly  recommended  to  Mr.  Schreiber  that  it  should  be  made,  by 
telegram  dated  1st  August,  1884.  His  reply  was  a  peremptory  refusal.’’ 

Mr.  COLBY.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  like  a  copy  of 
that  telegram  to  assist  his  argument  ? 

Mr.  LA.URIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  surprises  me.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  in  the  secrets  of  the  Government,  but 
why  did  not  the  Government  take  the  House  into  its  secrets, 
and  not  some  members  of  the  Houae  only  ?  Was  the  pro¬ 
mise  made  only  to  certain  members  of  the  House,  who 
happened  lo  be  in  favor  of  a  certain  Hdo  ?  Was  not  the  pro¬ 
mise  made  to  all  the  members  of  the  House  ?  I'he  hon. 
member  for  Slanstead  has  certain  preferences,  for  which  I  do 
not  blame  him,  in  favor  of  another  line,  but  I  have  just  the 
same  right  that  he  has  to  be  put  in  possession  of  the  secrets 
of  the  Government.  I  charge  the  Government  with  not 
taking  this  House  in  their  confidence,  and  confiding  to  indi¬ 
vidual  members  the  information  they  ought  to  have  confided 
to  the  House,  and  that  in  not  doing  so,  there  was  another 
breach  of  duty  to  the  House. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  asked  for  information  and  received  it, 
and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  asked  for  information,  it 
would  have  been  given. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  act  upon  the  information  given  us  by 
the  Government,  but  what  I  complain  of  is  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  supplied  us  with  incomplete  information,  and 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  now  stated  goes  further 
to  justify  the  charge  I  have  been  bringing  against  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  What  was  the  reason  given  by  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  for  not  calling  fora  survey  of  this  line  from 
Quebec  ?  His  reason  was  that  he  had  taken  a  map  and  he 
had  caused  to  be  traced  there  the  different  lines,  and  he 
found  such  a  difference  in  the  angles  that  he  had  to  give 
Quebec  up.  Here  is  his  language  : 

“  At  all  events,  I  asked  the  chief  engineer  of  railways  to  prepare  this 
other  map,  and  to  show  on  it  the  air  line  from  Montreal  to  Louisburg, 
that  is  to  Bay,  the  straight  line  from  one  point  to  the  other.  I  have  had 
that  line  drawn,  and  the  Mattawamkeag  route  is  contrasted  here  with 
the  other  lines  passing  through  Quebec  and  the  other  portions  of  the 
territory,  and  the  result  is  that  this  Mattawamkeag  route  is,  at  its  great¬ 
est  distance  from  the  air  line,  distant  20  miles  from  it;  that  is  to  gay, 
that  the  distance  to  the  air  line,  from  the  point  which  is  the  farthest  on 
the  Mattawamkeag  route  from  the  air  line,  is  20  miles,  whilst  the  most 
distant  point  on  the  other  lines  through  Quebec  is  80  miles  from  the  air 
line.  It  is  impossible  that  any  calculation  can  show  that  a  line  which 
is  80  miles  at  a  number  of  points  from  the  air  line  can  be  shorter  than 
the  other  line,  which  is,  at  its  most  distant  point,  distant  about  20  miles 
from.the  air  line.  It.stands  to  reason,  though  there  are  curre*,  that  i£ 
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instead  of  putting  a  curve,  you  draw  a  line  from  Montreal  to  the  extreme 
point,  and  another  line  to  the  point  where  it  reaches  the  air  line  on  the 
Quebec  route,  and  do  the  same  thing  for  the  Mattawamkeag  route,  you 
will  find  that  that  will  make  two  triangles  ;  and  it  is  elementary  that 
the  longest  side  of  a  triangle  is  shorter  than  the  two  other  sides.  There¬ 
fore,  if  the  distance  from  the  base  to  the  farthest  noiat  of  the  triangle  is 
20  miles,  the  route  or  distance  of  the  two  tides  of  that  triangle  must  be 
shorter  than  that  of  the  two  sides  of  the  other  triangle,  in  which  the 
distance  from  the  base  ts  the  highest  point  is  80  miles  Therefore,  with 
all  my  good-will  to  my  native  city  of  Quebec,  with  all  the  desire  to  do 
all  I  could  do  for  it,  facts  are  facts,  truth  is  truth,  and  I  must  go  by  the 
facts  and  the  truth.” 

Now,  I  ask  if  that  was  what  was  promised  last  year  when 
the  Government  stated  that  they  would  have  all  the  com¬ 
peting  lines  surveyed  by  thoroughly  competent  engineers  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  as  well  as  I  do,  that  railway 
distances  are  not  measured  on  maps,  that  they  can  be 
measured  only  on  the  ground,  not  only  in  point  of  mileage, 
but  in  point  of  grades  and  curves  which  cannot  be  done  on  a 
map,  and  I  say  this  is  a  dereliction  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  in  not  having  a  proper  survey  made,  and 
deciding  merely  upon  a  map.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  quite  sinoere  when  he  said  his  heart 
was  almost  broken  when  he  had  to  decide  against  his  native 
city  of  Quebec,  but  I  cannot  pity  him  or  sympathise  with 
him,  because  if  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  take  even  the 
insufficient  reports  he  had  before  him,  he  would  have  found 
that  the  line  by  Quebec  was  actually  shorter  than  the 
Metr.wamkeag  line  :  and  perhaps  it  may  not  be  even  yet  too 
late  to  take  up  tiieoe  reports  and  figures,  and  change  his 
decision,  and  thus  prevent  his  heart  from  further  falling  to 
pieces,  by  doing  justice  to  his  native  city.  I  invite  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  attention  to  the  figures  he  will  find  in  the 
report  of  the  engineers.  The  chief  engineer — 
I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  he  is  influenced — 
in  the  papers  we  have  before  us,  reports  the  distances  by 
way  of  the  line  by  Montreal  and  St.  John  as  274  miles. 
But  the  engineer,  in  making  up  his  distance,  conveniently 
leaves  out  the  existing  railways  eut  of  the  calculation,  and 
strikes  across  the  country  a  route  which  is  not  surveyed, 
amounting  as  he  says,  to  58  miles.  I  object  to  this  mode 
of  calculation,  and  if  we  want  to  have  a  fair  calculation 
we  must  take  the  figures  we  have  from  actual  surveys  and 
existing  railways,  and  not  from  the  fanciful  figures  derived 
from  imperfect  information,  as  it  always  is  imperfect  unless 
based  on  actual  ascertained  facts.  Now,  the  actual  distance 
is  calculated  from  Montreal  from  Bonaventure  station,  I 
imagine ;  but  that  is  not  right.  The  distances  should  not  be 
calculated  from  Montreal,  but  should  to  be  calculated  from 
Hochelaga,  though  that,  perhaps,  would  not  be  fair  if  we  are  to 
make  comparisons  with  the  other  line.  I  think  the  best  start¬ 
ing  point  is  to  base  our  calculations  from  St.  Martin’s  Junc¬ 
tion,  which  would  be  the  diverging  point  of  the  two  lines. 
Now, what  are  the  distances  ?  The  distance  from  St.  Martin’s 
Junction  to  Chaudidre  Junction,  including  the  bridge  over 
the  St.  Lawrence  at  Cap  Rouge  is  161  miles.  The  actual 
distance,  as  I  find  it  on  the  time-table  from  St.  Martin’s 
Junction  to  Petito  Riviere  Junction  is  155  miles,  and  from 
Petite  RividretoChaudiere  6  miles,  according  to  a  table  which 
I  have  before  me,  so  that  the  distance,  between  these  two 
points  is  161  miles.  The  distance  from  Chaudiere  Junc¬ 
tion  and  Chesuncook  is  105  miles.  My  authority  for 
this  is  the  report  published  by  Mr.  Light,  page  18 ; 
but  this  part  of  the  ground  has  not  been  instrumentally 
surveyed ;  we  have  to  go  on  more  or  less  probable 
figures  ;  but  I  can  give  evidence  that  the  figures — though 
not  given  on  actual  surveys,  but  only  on  barometri¬ 
cal  surveys— cannot  bo  very  far  wrong,  because  Mr.  Ver¬ 
non  Smith,  in  his  report,  at  page  27,  says  :  “  It  is  but  a  little 
over  100  miles  from  Chesuncook  to  Levis.”  Then  the  dis¬ 
tance  from  Chesuncook  to  Harvey  is  136  miles,  upon  actual 
survey  ;  from  Harvey  to  St.  John,  by  the  existing  railway, 
the  distance  is  66  miles,  making  a  total  of  468  miles.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  the  distances  are  by  the  other  line,  the  sub- 
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sidised  line.  From  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Mile  End,  6 
miles;  from  Mile  Eud  to  Lachine,  where  it  is  intended  to 
bridge  the  St.  Lawrence,  about  9  miles  ;  from  Lachine  to 
Lennoxville,  including  bridge,  100  miles;  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Railway,  89  miles  ;  from  the  International  Railway  to 
Mettawamkeag,  136  miles,  according  to  the  survey ;  from 
Mettawamkeag  to  Yanceboro,  by  the  existing  railway,  56 
miles;  from  Vanceboro  to  St.  John,  91  miles;  total,  471 
miles.  So  that  by  these  figures,  which  cannot  be  disputed, 
the  calculation  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  and  the 
map  are  shown  to  be  erroneous.  The  distance  is  actually 
shorter  by  Chesuncook  than  by  Mettawamkeag.  These 
are  the  facts,  and  these  facts  I  submit  to  the  solemn 
consideration  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  gradients ;  some  time  ago,  when  we  had 
a  discussion  on  this  matter,  it  was  stated  as  a  blemish  on  the 
line  which  I  advocate,  by  way  of  the  North  Shore  Railway, 
Quebec,  and  Chesuncook,  that  the  gradients  from  Hochelaga 
to  the  Mile  End  were  82  feet  to  the  mile.  If  that  is  an 
argument  at  all,  it  applies  to  both  lines  ;  no  train  can  go 
from  Hochelaga  to  Mile  End  unless  it  passes  upon  that  grade. 
But  on  the  rest  of  the  line  which  is  to  be  suosidised  by  the 
resolutions,  from  Montreal  to  Mettawamkeag,  the  hon. 
gentleman  stated  the  other  day  that  the  grades  are  74  feet 
to  the  mile.  What  are  the  grades  on  the  line  from  Quebec 
to  Chesuncook  ?  Mr.  Light,  in  his  report,  says  that  they  are 
from  40  to  45  feet  to  the  mile  ;  at  all  events,  he  says  there 
is  a  difference  of  almost  20  feet  to  the  mile  between  the 
grades  of  the  two  lines.  What  does  Mr.  Schreiber  say  on 
this  point  ?  On  page  15  of  the  report,  the  statement  made 
by  Mr.  Light,  in  the  language  of  Mr.  Sohreiber,  is  as  fol¬ 
lows  : — 

“  Mr.  Light,  on  pages  2  and  3,  expresses  a  belief  that  the  maximum 
grade  between  Quebec  and  Moncton  by  way  of  Chesuncook  and  Harvey 
would  be  35  to  40  feet  per  mile,  and  that  the  surveys  of  last  season  have 
established  that  the  grades  above-mentioned  can  be  obtained  between 
Chesuncook  and  Harvey.” 

Then  Mr.  Schreiber  gives  this  as  his  answer  ; 

“  Mr.  Vernon  Smith’s  survey,  the  only  one  made  between  Chesuncook 
and  Harvey  last  season,  shows  maximum  grades  of  63  feet  per  mile.” 

I  do  not  think  this  is  a  fair  statement  by  Mr.  Schreiber, 
because  Mr.  Smith  actually  says,  in  his  report : 

11  By  slightly  increasing  the  earthworks,  1  believe  that  on  a  re-survev 
the  objectionable  points  may  be  greatly  improved,  and  that  the  whole 
distance  from  Harvey  to  Chesuncook  may  be  covered  with  gradients  not 
exceeding  35  feet  per  mile,  and  with  no  curve  exceeding  3  degrees  or 
1,910  feet  radius.” 

So  that  Mr.  Smith  actually  corroborates  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Light,  that  upon  this  line  the  maximum  gradients  could 
be  reduced  to  35  or  40  feet  to  the  mile;  whereas,  it  is 
admitted  by  the  Minister  himself,  and  in  the  reports,  that  the 
gradients  on  the  Mettawamkeag  lino,  or  some  of  them,  at 
least,  are  74  feet  to  the  mile.  This  will  not  surprise  any¬ 
body,  when  we  look  at  the  statements  which  have  been 
made  w.th  a  gard  to  the  summits.  Mr.  Light  says  that  the 
summits  to  be  overcome  on  the  line  I  advocate  are  only 
950  feet,  and  some  of  the  other  engineers  750  feet,  whereas 
it  is  admitted  that  on  ilio  international  line  the  summits  to 
bo  overcome  exceed  1,800  feet ;  so  that  there  must  be  a  con¬ 
siderable  difference  in  the  gradients.  I  have  only  taken 
the  figures  so  far  as  they  apply  to  St.  John ;  I  have  not  taken 
them  so  far  as  they  apply  to  St.  Andrew’s  or  Halifax. 
With  regard  to  a  line  to  Halifax,  I  cannot  do  better  than 
quote  from  a  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  E.  H.  Keating  to  the 
mayor  and  citizens  of  Halifax,  with  regard  to  the  two 
proposed  lines. 

“If  we  now  turn  our  attention  to  the  Burvsva  projected  across  the 
country  from  the  vicinity  of  Quebec,  it  will  be  found,  if  any  reliance  is 
to  be  placed  in  the  statements  of  the  engineers  who  have  examined  the 
ground,  that  a  shorter,  cheaper  and  superior  line,  passing  over  much 
lower  summits,  with  easy  curves  and  moderate  gradients,  involving  no 
engineering  difficulties  and  free  from  most  of  the  objectionable  features 
of  the  more  southern  route,  ean  easily  be  obtained.  This  line  has  been 
advocated  by  Mr.  Light  and  is  shown  on  the  accompanying  map  by 
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heavy  dashes  marked  ‘  combination  line.’  Although  this  route  pre¬ 
sents  the  strongest  possible  claims  for  favorable  consideration,  it  is  not 
shown  upon  the  Government  map,  nor  is  it  referred  to  in  the  report.  It 
passes  through  a  country  which  is  said  to  need  railway  facilities  and 
development,  it  does  not  involve  the  construction  of  as  many  miles  of 
new  railway  as  the  southern  route  described,  and  it  can  be  much  more 
cheaply  built  and  operated.  For  the  above  reasons,  in  the  interests  of 
the  port  of  Halifax  and  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  in  the  common 
interests  of  the  Dominion,  I  would  most  strongly  urge  upon  your 
committee,  the  Government  of  the  Province,  the  city  council  and 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  to  leave  no  stone  unturned  to  procure, 
if  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  the  adoption  of  this  route,  and  to  spare 
no  pains  to  prevent,  by  all  legitimate  means,  the  selection  of  a 
line  which  must  inevitably  have  the  effect  of  diverting  to  foreign 
ports  the  bulk  of  that  traffic  to  and  from  the  west  which  is  ours 
by  right,  and  will  deprive  us  of  our  last  visible  chance  of  regaining 
commercial  prosperity.  In  describing  the  combination  line,  which 
is  recommended  to  your  favorable  consideration,  1  will  first  give 
the  distances  as  measured  and  calculated  by  Mr.  Light,  and  over  those 
portions  of  the  route  which  are  common  to  other  projected  lines.  I  will 
afterwards  refer  to  any  apparent  discrepancies  in  measurement  when 
compared  with  the  distances  given  in  the  official  report  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  combination  line  is  proposed  to  run  from  Montreal  to 
GhaudiSre  Junction  over  the  North  Shore  Railway,  173  miles,  crossing 
the  river  by  the  contemplated  bridge  at  Cap  Rouge,  near  Quebec. 
From  Chaudi6re  Junction  the  line  would  traverse  the  valley  of  the 
Etchemin  and  Famine  Rivers,  and  from  thence  would  run  in  nearly  a 
direct  line  to  Lake  Chesuncook,  105  miles.  From  Lake  Chesuncook 
to  Canterbury,  111  miles,  the  line  follows  the  survey  of  Mr.  Vernon 
Smith.  From  Canterbury  to  Salisbury,  121  miles,  it  would  either  go 
direct  to  Fredericton  or  by  way  of  Harvey  and  Fredericton.  From 
Salisbury  to  Halifax,  200  miles,  the  Intercolonial  Railway  would  be 
followed.  The  total  distance  between  Montreal  and  Halifax  by  this 
route  will  thus  be  seen  to  be  710  miles,  of  which  337  miles  require  to 
be  built,  while  to  St.  John  the  distance  would  be  481  miles,  with  242 
to  build,  or,  in  other  words,  there  would  be  a  saving  over  the  southern 
route  of  30  miles  from  Montreal  to  Halifax.” 

And  then,  speaking  of  the  discrepancies,  he  says  : 

“  On  certain  sections  there  are  minor  discrepancies  between  Mr. 
Light’s  figures  and  those  given  in  the  official  report  presented  to  the 
Government,  which  are  too  insignificant  to  demand  any  special  notice, 
as  they  do  not  exceed  one  mile  in  each  instance.” 

Since  the  discrepancies  are  so  slight,  it  is  not  worth  while 
going  into  them.  Now  it  may  be  asked :  Do  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  representing  the  Maritime  Provinces,  which  are 
specially  interested  in  the  line  to  Halifax,  expect  that  this 
line,  as  it  is  now  laid  down  in  the  resolution,  from  Montreal 
to  Mettawamkeag  and  Fredericton  and  Salisbury,  will  ever 
be  constructed,  as  contemplated  in  the  resolution  ?  If  they 
do,  they  have  greater  faith  in  the  resolution  than  I  have. 
I  believe  the  line  will  be  built  to  Mettawamkeag,  but  I  do 
not  believe  it  will  be  constructed  any  farther  east.  There 
are  many  reasons  which  induce  mo  to  believe  that.  In 
the  first  place,  we  have  this  year  an  increase  of  subsidy, 
but  wo  have  no  explanation  as  to  the  reason  of  the  increase. 
Last  year  the  subsidy  voted  was  $170,000  a  mile  for  15 
years  ;  this  year  it  is  increased  to  $250,000  for  20  years,  but 
we  have  not,  so  far,  a  single  word  of  explanation  as  to  what 
is  the  cause  which  has  induced  the  Government  to  make 
this  increase,  or  as  to  the  principle  on  which  it  is  based. 
The  whole  thing  has  been  left  in  the  dark.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition  the  other  day  questioned  the  Government 
as  to  that,  but  he  could  obtain  no  answer.  Not  a  word  has 
been  uttered  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  not  a  paper  brought 
down,  to  show  on  what  principle  this  subsiby  has 
been  increased.  Another  question  that  occurs  to  me  is : 
who  are  to-day  the  promoters  of  that  line  ?  We  have  not  a 
word  of  information  as  to  that.  All  we  know  is,  that  it  is 
understood  this  is  to  be  an  extension  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  But  who  are  the  actual  promoters  of  the 
line  ?  Who  offers  to  to  build  the  line  on  those  conditions  ? 
We  do  not  know.  And  a  more  significant  fact  is  this : 
This  subsidy  has  been  calculated  evidently,  and  has 
been  brought  down  to  the  House — this  subsidy  of 
$250,000  a  year  for  twenty  years — to  build  what  ?  A 
railway  from  Montreal  to  Salisbury?  No;  from  Mont¬ 
real  to  Mettawamkeag.  Such  was  the  resolution  when 
it  was  introduced.  The  resolution  then  provided  for  the 
construction  of  a  railway  from  Montreal  to  Mettawamkeag, 
for  a  line  of  railway  to  connect  Montreal  with  the  harbors 
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of  St.  John  and  Halifax  vid  Sherbrooke,  Moosehead  Luke 
and  Mettawamkeag.  There  was  not  a  word  of  Fredericton 
or  Salisbury.  But  I  understand  that  certain  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  from  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  went  to  the 
Government,  and  the  next  day,  when  the  resolutions  wer# 
introduced,  these  words  were  added  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  : 
That  the  subsidy  shouly  apply,  not  only  as  first  contem¬ 
plated,  for  a  line  to  Mettawamkeag,  but  also  for  a  line  of 
railway  connecting  Montreal  with  the  harbors  of  St.  And¬ 
rews,  St.  John  and  Halifax,  via  Sherbrooke,  Moosehead 
Lake,  Mattawamkeag,  Harvey,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury ; 
so  that  in  the  course  of  a  night  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Government  was  altered  most  materially.  The  Government 
brought  in  a  resolution  to  the  House,  inviting  Parliament  to 
vote  $250,000  a  year  for  twenty  years  to  build  a  railway 
as  far  as  Mettawamkeag.  This  was  the  subsidy  which, 
in  their  opinions,  was  required  to  build  such  a  railway, 
yet  the  following  day  they  propose  that  addition  to 
the  resolution  which  will  increase  the  construction  of 
the  railway  by  at  least  100  miles  of  new  railway. 
The  promoters  of  this  policy  were  actuated  either  by 
honesty  or  by  greed.  In  the  former  case,  they  demanded  a 
subsidy  to  build  a  railway  to  Mattawamkeag  and  no  further, 
and  I  suppose  they  demanded  tho  subsidy  requisite  to  carry 
out  that  object.  Is  it  to  be  supposed  these  men  would  under¬ 
take  for  the  same  subsidy  to  build  100  miles  more  of  now 
railway.  If  they  were  actuated  by  greed  only,  would  they 
give  up  the  large  subsidy  ?  These  facts  lead  me  to  the 
inevitable  conclusion  that  the  railway  will  never  be  built  to 
the  harbors  of  Fredericton  and  Salisbury  except  on  paper. 
There  is  another  aspect  to  these  resolutions.  The  resolu¬ 
tion  proposes  what  last  year  was  proposed,  that  the 
North  Shore  Railway  should  be  placed  under  th8  control  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  for  the  purpose  of  making 
Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail¬ 
way.  The  Government  have  several  times  avowed  their 
policy  of  making  Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  last  year  spoke 
in  this  significant  language  on  this  subject: 

“  And  as  regarded  the  other  portion,  the  only  hesitation,  the  only 
doubt  that  existed  as  to  the  propriety  of  expending  the  $12,000  per  mile 
from  Montreal  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec,  arose  from  the  fact  that  the 
Government  of  Quebec  had  parted  with  that  portion  of  the  railway,  and 
that,  at  this  moment,  it  did  not  afford  that  short  and  unrestricted  line 
of  communication  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  make  the  harbor 
of  Quebec  that  which  it  is  believed,  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  of  this 
country,  it  is  desirable  it  should  be  made,  namely,  the  summer  terminus 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.” 

So  that  the  Government  are  here  committed,  in  the  mouth 
of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  was  entrusted  with  the  carry¬ 
ing  out  of  their  railway  policy,  to  the  policy  of  making 
Quebec  the  summer  terminus,  and  this  in  the  best 
interests,  not  only  of  the  city  and  district  and  Province  of 
Quebec,  but  of  the  whole  country.  On  the  same 
occasion,  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  spoke  in 
even  a  more  emphatic  manner.  He  said : 

“  In  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bellechasse  I  must  say  this — the 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  as  if  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  was  not  to  be  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  The  extension  is  to  be 
from  Montreal  to  Quebec,  and  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  Dominion,  but  especially  for  the  benefit  of  Que¬ 
bec.  The  intention  is  to  make  the  harbor  of  Quebec  the  eastern  ter¬ 
minus  in  summer  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  This  has  been  asked, 
the  people  and  the  press  have  asked  it,  and  we  have  come  down  with 
these  resolutions  to  carry  it  out ;  that  is  to  say,  we  propose  to  give 
$6,000  per  mile  in  order  that  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  shall  be  in  the  harbor  of  Quebec.” 

Now  a  good  deal  of  mystery  has  also  so  far  enshrouded  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  They  took  power  last  year, 
very  large  powers,  they  have  taken  power  to  organise 
the  company,  to  subsidise  the  railway  at  the  rate  of  $6,000 
per  mile  to  Quebec.  They  had  contemplated  to  use  their 
good  offices  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Bailway  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  to  bring  them  together  so  that 
tho  North  tthore  Bailway  might  be  placed  under  the  control 
Mr.  Laurier. 
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of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company,  so  as  to  make 
the  harbor  of  Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  that  railway. 
Nothing  has  been  done.  Will  anything  be  done  this  year  ? 
They  take  the  same  power  this  year,  and  they  also  propose 
to  increase  the  subsidy.  Whether  the  new  arrangements 
succeed  which  are  contemplated  by  the  Government, 
whether  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  purchase  the  North 
Shore  Bailway,  or,  failing  this,  the  Government  undertake 
to  form  a  company  to  build  an  additional  line  from 
Montreal  to  Quebec,  I  say  that,  by  the  policy  they  have 
adopted,  so  far  as  the  short  line  is  concerned,  they  destroy 
their  policy  so  far  as  they  proposed  to  make  the  harbor  of 
Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail¬ 
way.  They  kill  with  one  hand  what  they  profess  to  give 
life  with  the  other.  The  reason  is  obvious.  Suppose  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company  purchase  the 
North  Shore  Bailway;  suppose,  as  has  been  said  by 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  that  they  build  terminal 
buildings  in  Quebec,  and  that  they  improve  the  road; 
still  the  line  will  remain  a  local  road,  the  same  as  it 
is  to-day — it  will  remain  in  the  same  condition,  with  this 
difference  that,  instead  of  being  operated  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Bailway,  it  will  be  operated  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway.  As  far  as  any  advantages  to  the  city  of  Quebec 
are  concerned,  as  far  as  the  object  of  making  Quebec  the 
summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  is  con¬ 
cerned,  all  that  will  be  lost,  and  the  reason  is,  that  in  order 
to  make  any  harbor,  whether  it  is  Montreal  or  Quebec,  the 
summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that 
harbor  has  to  be  connected  with  the  winter  ports  by  a 
direct  line  of  railway.  It  stands  to  reason  that,  though  you 
carry  out  these  resolutions,  though  you  build  elevators  at 
Quebec,  if  there  be  no  connecting  line  between  the  summer 
and  the  winter  terminus,  there  will  be  no  freight  going  to 
the  summer  terminus.  What  will  take  place  ?  The  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway  purchases  the  North  Shoi’e;  suppose 
they  will  build  elevators  at  Quebec,  as  stated  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Public  Works;  these  elevators  are  filled  with  wheat, 
which  cannot  all  be  transported  during  the  summer  season ; 
at  the  close  of  navigation  the  elevators  are  full  of  wheat; 
how  will  that  wheat  be  carried  away  from  Quebec  during 
the  winter  months?  Suppose  there  is  a  rise  in  the  price  of 
wheat  during  winter  months  ?  Suppose  there  is  a  rise  in  the 
price  of  who  it  at  Liverpool  during  the  winter  months,  how 
will  that  wheat  be  carried  from  the  summer  to  the  winter 
ports,  unless  there  is  a  direct  line  of  railway  from  Quebec 
to  the  winter  ports  ?  It  is  intended  to  make  winter 
ports,  at  St.  Andrew’s,  St.  John,  and  Halifax.  Now,  will 
the  freight  be  carried  from  Quebec  to  these  winter  ports  if 
there  is  no  lino  of  railway  between  the  two  ?  It  is  impos¬ 
sible  ;  the  wheat  will  have  to  remain  there  until  the  follow¬ 
ing  season  ;  and  the  result  will  be,  that  not  another  cargo  will 
afterwards  go  to  the  port  of  Quebec.  So  it  is  manifest,  as 
anything  can  be  manifest  at  all,  that  unless  there  is  a 
direct  line  of  railway  between  Quebec  and  the  winter  ports, 
though  they  may  on  paper  make  Quebec  the  summer  tei- 
minus,  it  will  be  only  on  paper,  but  the  trade  will  never  g  > 
to  Quebec.  It  will  go  to  that  harbor  whence  it  can  b  j 
shipped  at  all  times,  either  by  water  or  by  rail.  It  has  been 
said,  by  way  of  objection  to  the  line  by  way  of  Quebec,  that 
if  you  adopt  it,  a  bridge  has  to  be  built  at  Quebec.  So  say  1. 
I  do  not  deny  it,  but  I  say  more.  I  say  that  the  St. 
Lawrence  has  to  be  bridged  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bail  way  at  one  point  or  another.  It  will  be  bridged, 
and  they  have  already  taken  steps  to  bridge  it  at 
their  summer  terminus,  and  nowhere  else.  It  will 
be  bridged  at  Montreal,  because  they  intend  to  make 
Montreal  their  summer  terminus ;  but  if  the  Govern- 
ment  are  in  earnest,  and  intend  to  make  Quebec  the 
summer  terminus  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  and  if, 
in  accordance  with  that,  the  Government  used  their 
good  offices  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company, 
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as  they  intend  to  use  them  under  these  Bcsolutions,  in  order 
to  induce  them  to  acquire  the  North  Shore  Bailway,  they 
should  prevail  upon  them  to  make  Quebec  the  summer 
terminus,  and  then  it  will  follow  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  Company  would  be  compelled  to  build  their  bridge, 
not  at  Montreal  but  at  Quebec.  They  will  build  their 
bridge  wherever  their  summer  terminus  is,  and  wherever 
their  harbor  is  connected  by  a  direct  line  with  the  sea,  and 
nowhere  else.  So,  if  the  Government  are  in  earnest,  they 
have  it  in  their  power  to  use  their  influence  with  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway  Company  to  make  Quebec  the  summer 
terminus,  and  they  will  bring  the  short  line  to  Quebec.  As  a 
consequence  of  that  policy  the  Pacific  company  will  have 
to  build  their  bridge,  not  at  Lachine,  near  Montreal, 
but  at  Cap  Bouge,  near  Quebec.  I  now  address  myself  to 
another  consideration.  The  Government  have  broken  the 
promises  they  have  made  to  the  House  ;  they  have  not  had 
the  surveys  made  which  they  were  bound  to  cause  to  be 
made  ;  they  have  selected  a  line  they  should  not  have 
selected,  and  which  they  promised  should  not  be  selected 
until  they  had  full  information  on  the  subject.  What  is  the 
reason  ?  No  reason,  so  far,  has  been  given  ;  no  reason  has 
been  ever  given  to  the  satisfaction  of  this  House,  to  justify 
the  Government  for  having  done  what  they  have  done.  In 
fact,  there  can  be  no  justification  for  the  Government,  after 
having  pledged  themselves  as  they  have,  breaking  those 
pledges.  But  in  the  press  of  Lower  Canada  I  find  some 
reasons.  Beasons  are  given  why  this  short  line  has  been 
selected,  and  if  we  are  to  believe  the  statements  made  in 
Lower  Canada,  not  made  by  the  Opposition  press,  but  by 
the  Ministerial  press,  and  not  only  by  one  shade  of  the 
Ministerial  press — because  there  are  two  shades  ;  there  are 
men  of  one  hue  and  men  of  another  hue — but  by  men  of  all 
shades  of  hue  who  favor  the  Government,  the  reasons  given 
are,  that  this  line  has  been  selected  by  intrigures.  Upon  this 
point  I  will  quote  the  language  of  the  Ministerial  press 
itself.  I  will  first  take  Le  Canadien,  which  represents  one 
shade  of  blue  color  in  Lower  Canada.  Speaking  of  the 
resolution  now  before  the  House,  it  says : 

“  The  railway  policy  is  before  the  House,  in  so  far  as  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  extension  to  the  seaports  is  concerned.  It  confirms  that  of  last  year, 
in  this  sense,  that  the  short  line  by  the  south  receives  an  additional  sub¬ 
sidy.  Most  of  those  who  to-day  are  protesting,  have  prepared,  during 
the  Session  of  1884,  the  final  adoption  of  the  International  and  Maine 
route.  When  Le  Canadien ,  L' Evinement,  demanded  that  before  voting 
thirty  millions  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  the  members 
should  exact  the  adoption  of  the  northern  route,  those  papers  were 
riddled  with  invectives.  Then  was  the  time  to  insure  the  extension  of 
the  Pacific  Railway  through  our  Province;  circumstances  were  favora¬ 
ble  ;  success  was  easy.  But  it  was  feared  that  the  North  Shore  Railway 
would  be  sold  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  that  Mr. 
Senecal  would  realise  some  profit.  And  first  and  last,  Senecal  had  to  be 
assassinated,  should  the  Province  go  to  all  the  devils. 

“  Such  a  deplorable  policy  has  had  its  result;  the  Sherbrooke  route 
has  been  adopted  ;  it  is  the  fault  of  intrigue. 

“  At  all  events,  it  behoves  us  now  to  shape  our  course  like  business 
men,  and  not  be  lo3e  our  time  in  ridiculous  jeremiads.  Let  ask  for 
compensations.’  ’ 

Then  there  is  another  shade  represented  by  a  well-known 
paper  in  Quebec,  called  Le  Nouvelliste,  which,  commenting 
upon  this  very  article  in  Le  Canadien ,  says  : 

“  It  is  the  Senecal  clique  that  speaks  by  the  mouth  of  Mr.  Tarte. 

“  As  may  be  seen,  the  clique  submits  easily  enough  to  the  selection  of 
the  Pope  route,  by  the  way  of  Sherbrooke. 

“  Everything  is  for  the  best,  since  the  so  long  coveted  million  is  at 
last  going  to  fall  into  Mr.  Senecal’s  pocket. 

“Will  the  Province  be  as  easily  satisfied  ?  The  future  will  tell  us. 

“  What  we  predicted  five  years  ago  is  fulfilled  to  the  letter. 

“The  Chapleau  faction  and  the  Pope  faction  had  each  their  interest  : 

,  Iks  one,  the  sale  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  ;  the  other,  the  turning  off 
of  the  Pacific  Railway  towards  the  International.  Isolated,  the  two 
groups  were  powerless  ;  united,  they  commanded  a  majority. 

“  They  united,  and  their  union  has  secured  the  triumph  of  the  policy 
which  our  district  and  the  whole  of  the  Province  fought  against.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  one  thing  is  certain.  According  to  the 
opinion  expressed  by  all  shades  of  opinions  in  the  Conser¬ 
vative  press  of  Quebec,  this  policy  is  not  conceived  for  the 
public  good ;  but,  in  the  opinion  of  these  two  papers  belonging 


to  the  Ministerial  press,  it  has  been  conceived  in  intrigue 
and  for  private  ends.  Whether  the  policy  will  assassinate 
Mr.  Senecal,  as  one  of  these  papers  says,  or  will  put  a 
million  dollars  into  his  pocket,  as  the  other  paper  says,  it  is 
premature  to  discuss.  I  would  look  at  the  matter  in  view  of 
Canadian  interests.  We,  from  the  district  of  Quebec,  feel 
warmly  upon  this  subject.  But  we  ask  for  no  favors  ;  we 
ask  for  nothing  but  justice.  Last  year  we  were  promised 
that  no  selection  of  a  route  would  be  made  until  surveys 
had  been  completed.  We  have  reason  to  believe  that  these 
surveys  will  establish  that  the  shortest  and  best  route  to 
connect  the  eastern  Provinces  with  Montreal  must  follow 
the  valley  of  the  St.  Lawrence  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec  ; 
and  believing  this,  we  ask  that  these  surveys  should  take 
place,  and  if  it  is  then  found  that  they  do  not  justify  our 
contention,  we  will  submit  graciously  to  the  inevitable.  But 
if  these  surveys  show  that  the  shortest  and  best  line 
must  tap  the  St.  Lawrence  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec, 
then,  in  the  language  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  last  year,  the 
interests  of  the  whole  country  are  linked  with  the  interests 
of  Quebec.  For  these  reasons  I  move  now  : 

That  all  the  words  after  “  that  ”  in  the  said  motion  be  left  out,  and 
the  following  inserted  instead  thereof :  In  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
additional  surveys  are  requisite,  in  order  to  a  sound  decision  for  the 
short  line  railway,  and  it  would  be  premature  to  adopt  any  line 
before  further  surveys  have  been  made 

Sir  HECTOB  LANGE  FIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  has  ended  his  speech  by  a  motion  to  the  effect 
that  additional  surveys  are  requisite  in  order  to  arrive  at  a 
sound  decision  as  to  the  best  route  for  a  short  line  railway* 
Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  must  remember  that  when  these 
resolutions  were  brought  down  it  was  with  a  view  of  having 
them  adopted  as  a  whole,  or,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes, 
to  reject  them  altogether.  The  resolutions  propose  to 
extend  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail  way  to  the  seaboard  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  and  they  have  no  other  object,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  may  see  upon  reading  them.  The  idea  is 
to  make  this  extension  to  the  Lower  Provinces,  either  by  the 
south  shore  or  by  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and 
thus  give  an  outlet,  in  the  summer,  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  at  Quebec,  and  in  winter,  at  the  ports  of  the  Lower 
Provinces.  Therefore,  if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion  should 
prevail,  the  whole  matter  would  be  delayed  for  another  year ; 
and  it  is  for  the  hon.  gentleman,  on  his  responsibility  as  a 
member  of  Parliament,  to  support  this  proposition  in  the 
interest  of  the  city  of  Quebec,  a  portion  of  which  he 
represents  in  this  House ;  it  will  be  for  him,  under 
that  responsibility,  to  show  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
city  of  Quebec,  in  the  interest  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  Dominion,  that  the  extension 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  to  Quebec  and  thence 
to  the  seaboard  of  the  Lower  Provinces  should  be  delayed 
in  order  that  additional  surveys  may  bo  made.  Of  course, 
the  country  will  judge  which  of  the  two  policies  is  the  best. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  labored  to  show  that  when  I  intro¬ 
duced  these  resolutions — of  course,  he  was  too  civil  to  say 
that  I  wanted  to  deceive  the  House — but  he  said  that  I 
wished  to  show  that  the  short  line  should  be  on  the  south 
shore,  and  not  on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  ;  and 
he  quoted  a  portion  of  my  speech  in  support  of  his  view  ; 
but  unfortunately  he  had  not  time  to  read  another  portion 
of  my  speech,  which  would  have  explained  the  first  portion. 
The  hon.  gentleman  quoted  a  portion  of  my  speech,  but, 
unfortunately,  he  had  not  sufficient  time  to  read  another 
portion  of  my  speech  which  would  have  certainly  explained 
the  point,  because  my  speech  was  not  one  extending  over 
three  or  four  days,  but  was  made  on  one  day  and  at  one 
time,  and  therefore  the  whole  speech  must  be  read 
together.  This  was  the  quotation  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman : 

“  The  policy  of  this  Government  has  been  to  secure  the  connection  of 
that  railway,  not  only  with  the  harbor  of  Montreal,  but  also  to  extend  it 
to  the  port  of  Quebec,  at  all  events,  for  the  summer,  and  that  during  the 
winter  months  it  should  communicate  with  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime 
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Provinces,  by  an  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from 
Montreal.  That  policy  was  promulgated  and  supported  by  Acts  of 
Parliament  passed  last  Session,  by  which  we  voted,  for  a  direct  line  from 
Montreal  to  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  a  yearly  sum  of 
money  during  a  number  of  years,  in  order  to  assist  the  construction  of 
that  extension  from  Montreal  to  St.  Andrews,  St.  John  and  Halifax.  On 
the  other  hand,  Parliament,  at  its  last  Session,  expressed  its  desire  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  be  extended  from  Montreal  to 
Quebec  by  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  An  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  to  that  effect,  and  certain  conditions  were  inserted,  by  which 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  could  extend  its  line  from  Montreal  to 
Quebec,  or,  failing  that,  certain  other  conditions  were  put  in  the  law. 
Thus  the  policy  of  Parliament  and  this  Government  has  been  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  shall  be  extended  on  the  south 
shore  of  the  St  Lawrence  down  to  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  by  the  North  Shore 
Railway  to  Quebec,  and  thence  by  the  Intercolonial.” 

The  portion  of  the  speech  which  the  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  read,  but  which  he  should  have  read,  is  further  down, 
at  the  foot  of  the  same  column.  It  is  as  follows  : — 

“  I  come  now  to  speak  of  the  proposed  short  line  on  the  south  shore  of 
the  St.  Lawrence.  In  accordance  with  the  promise  made  to  this  House 
last  Session,  that  the  Government  would  see  proper  surveys  were  made,  in 
order  to  ascertain  which  line  was  the  best  and  shortest  between  Montreal 
and  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  the  Government,  through 
the  Department  of  Railways,  gave  directions  to  engineers  to  go  and 
examine  the  country  and  certain  routes,  in  order  to  see  which  was  most 
desirable,  and  the  shortest  and  best  for  the  country,  and  to  secure  the 
object  Parliament  had  in  view  in  voting  a  certain  sum  of  money  during 
a  certain  number  of  years  for  that  purpose  Those  lines  have  been  sur¬ 
veyed  :  (1)  from  Montreal  vid  Sherbrooke,  Moosehead  Lake  and  Matta- 
wamkeag.  (2)  Montreal  vid  Sherbrooke,  north  of  Moosehead  Lake  and 
Canterbury.  (3)  Montreal  vid  Quebec  and  Hartland.  (4)  Montreal  by 
RiviSre  Ouelle,  or  St.  Rochs  and  Edmundston.  (5,  Montreal  vid  Quebec 
Riviere  du  Loup  and  Edmundston.” 

Therefore,  the  statement  I  made  and  the  idea  which  I 
intended  to  convey,  and  which  I  did  convoy  in  that  speech, 
and  in  the  explanations  I  gave  to  the  House,  was  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  facts — that  is  to  say,  that  the  Government 
have  taken  the  course  which  they  promised  to  adopt  and 
which  was  inserted  in  the  Act  of  Parliament,  that  surveys 
should  be  made  in  order  that  we  might  ascertain  which  was 
the  best  and  shortest  route,  either  by  railways  built  or  rail¬ 
ways  to  be  built  on  the  south  shore,  or  coming  by  the 
North  Shore  Railway  to  Quebec,  and  thence  by  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  to  the  Lower  Provinces.  If,  therefore,  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  read  my  speech  a  little  further  on,  he  would 
have  seen  that  the  statement  I  made  was  in  exact  accor 
dance  with  the  Act  of  last  Session.  The  hon,  gentleman 
says  that  a  promise  was  given  that  no  selection  would  be 
made  until  after  complete  surveys  had  been  carried  out. 
'lhe  Government  did  all  they  could  to  have  perfect  surveys 
made.  They  employed  engineers  and  expended  a  large 
sum  of  money  for  that  purpose,  in  order  to  execute  the 
intention  of  Parliament,  in  accordance  with  the  law  of  last 
Session.  Those  surveys  were  made  with  as  great  accuracy 
as  possible.  The  lines  are  shown  on  the  map,  which  I 
again  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  the  line  which  the  Government  recom 
mends,  the  line  which  the  Government  believes  to 
be  the  best  and  shortest  route  is  that,  which,  as  I 
mentioned  the  other  day,  is  known  as  the  Matta¬ 
wamkeag  line.  That  line  is,  according  to  all  the  state¬ 
ments  and  figures  which  have  been  laid  before  Parliament, 
in  the  official  documents  and  according  to  the  plan,  the 
shortest.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  again  come  forward  with 
a  statement  of  Mr.  Light,  that  another  line  might  be  found 
which  would  be  a  shorter  line.  The  other  day  I  showed 
that  it  could  not  be  so ;  that  the  line  advocated  by  Mr.  Light 
was  a  line  that  could  not  be  accepted  as  the  shortest  line. 
The  reason  I  gave — and  I  tried  to  show  it  in  as  striking  a 
form  as  possible,  after  explaining  that  the  line  Mr.  Light 
wished  to  have  was  what  is  known  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  as  the  Chesuncook  line,  could  not  be  as  short  a  line 
as  the  Mattawamkeag  line  was.  I  have  had  another 
map  prepared,  which  I  lay  on  the  Table,  and  it  shows  an  air 
line  drawn  from  Montreal  to  Louisburg.  The  line  in  blue 
shows  the  line  which  the  Government  believes  and  recom- 
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mends  as  the  best  and  shortest  route.  The  other  line  marked 
blue  up  to  a  common  point  is  the  Chesuncook  line.  I  wish  to 
convey  to  the  House  and  to  the  country  that  the  line  recom¬ 
mended  by  Government  to  Parliament  is  the  best  and  shortest 
line,  and  that  it  is  impossible  that  the  Chesuncook  line  could 
be  as  short  a  line  as  the  Matawamkeag  line.  If  you  draw  a 
straight  lino  from  Montreal  to  the  furthest  point  on  the 
Chesuncook  line,  and  draw  another  line  straight  to  a  com¬ 
mon  point  on  the  Mattawamkeag  line,  you  have  a  regular  tri¬ 
angle.  If  you  do  the  same  for  the  Matawamkeag  line,  and 
draw  a  line  from  Montreal  to  the  extremest  point  of  this 
line — on  the  air  line — and  continue  another  line  to  the 
common  point,  you  will  find  a  small  triangle  south  of  the 
Mattawamkeag  line,  while  you  have  a  large  triangle  north  of 
it.  As  I  said  the  other  day,  it  strikes  the  eye  at  once  that 
it  is  impossible  that  that  line  can  be  as  short  as  the  Mata¬ 
wamkeag  line.  For  that  purpose,  I  will  lay  this  map  also 
on  the  Table,  so  that  hon.  gentlemen  may  examine  both. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  moved  this  amendment  has 
also  taken  care  to  defend  the  Riviere  Ouelle  route,  and  he 
has  tried  to  show — at  allevents,  that  was  the  inference  from 
his  remarks — that  the  Kiviere  Ouelle  route  had  not  been 
properly  surveyod,  that  we  had  not  the  information  wanted, 
and  that  we  were  selecting  the  Riviere  du  Loup  line.  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  from  Kamouraska  (Mr.  Blondeau), 
who  has  thus  been  protected  by  the  hon.  member  from  Que¬ 
bec  East,  will  be  very  thankful  to  him  for  having  called 
attention  to  this  matter.  In  this  matter,  as  well  as  with 
respect  to  the  other  line,  the  Government  had  no  other 
alternative  than  looking  at  the  routes  as  they  are,  and 
even  now  they  do  not  select  one  route  over  the  other.  The 
proposed  grant  is  to  be  given  to  the  line,  the  same  as  was 
stated  in  the  Act  of  1883.  I  think  the  resolution  this  year 
is  exactly  in  the  same  terms.  The  resolution  is  : 

“  For  a  railway  from  a  point  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at  Riviere 
du  Loup  or  Riviere  Ouelle  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.” 

Well,  the  Governnment  did  not  select  a  point  of  departure; 
they  are  prepared  to  leave  it  as  in  the  statute  of  1883,  and 
have  the  line  determined  afterwards.  But,  in  order  that 
hon.  gentlemen  may  have  the  advantage  of  seeing  the  road 
as  surveyed  from  Edmunston  to  Riviere  Ouelle,  I  have 
brought  this  plan,  which  will  show  hon.  gontlemon  the 
advantages  and  disadvantages  of  the  line.  It  is  a  question 
of  engineering  and  of  cost,  and  the  company  who  have  to 
build  the  road  will  have  to  select  the  route  which,  iu  their 
estimation,  will  be  the  best,  the  most  favorable,  and  least 
expensive,  and  a  lino  which  will  give  the  largest  traffic 
possible.  The  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East  has  also 
spoken  of  the  grades  on  the  different  lines.  Well,  Ido  not 
suppose  that  we,  as  lay  members,  can  begin  to  discuss  all 
the  grades  of  these  different  routes,  so  as  to  be  able  to 
ascertain  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  on  one  line 
the  grade  was  8J  feet  at  one  point — I  think  he  said 
the  International  lino — and  he  added  it  did  not 
matter  if  We  had  another  point  or  two  of  the 
same  grade.  Well,  it  does  matter,  because,  if  you 
have  a  number  of  these  heavy  grades,  you  cannot  succeed 
in  making  a  good  line.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  also  made 
an  appeal  to  the  members  for  the  Lower  Provinces,  who, 
no  doubt,  will  be  pleased  to  see  the  great  interest  he  takes 
in  their  welfare,  and  in  the  future  of  their  Province,  and 
how  much  he  is  inclined  in  their  favor  !  He  is  afraid  that 
they  may  be  dissatisfied,  and  he  calls  their  special  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  the  resolution,  of  which  notice  had 
been  given,  did  not,  in  the  first  instance,  contain  the  words 
“Harvey,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury,”  after  the  word  “  Matta¬ 
wamkeag,”  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  afraid  that  they  may 
not  get  the  road  as  far  as  Salisbury.  He  says  there  was  a 
fixed  amount  of  money  asked  from  Parliament,  and  there¬ 
fore  it  was  only  for  a  railway  which  was  to  be  built  as  far 
as  Lake  Mattawamkeag.  Well,  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  be  pleased  to  hear  the  declaration  which  the  Govern- 
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ment  makes  through  me,  that  in  the  arrangements  to  be 
made  with  the  company  to  build  the  railway,  and  to  take 
advantage  of  this  vote  of  money,  of  $250,000  during  20 
years,  the  Government  will  take  care  to  secure  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  railway,  not  only  to  Mattawamkeag,  but  also  to 
Salisbury,  and  if  that  is  not  secured,  there  will  be  no  sub¬ 
sidy  given.  We  must  act  in  good  faith  ;  the  faith  of 
Parliament  is  pledged,  and  we  must  take  care  that 
that  money  is  employed  as  Parliament  wishes.  I 
think  I  am  explicit  enough,  and  that  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  will  not  have  the  fears  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Quebec  Bast  has  expressed  on  that  point. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  it  is  all  very  well  for  us 
to  speak  of  making  Quebec  or  Montreal  the  summer  seaport 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but  that  if  Quebec  is  the 
seaport  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  during  the  summer, 
it  is  impossible  for  that  port  not  to  be  connected  with  the 
seaports  of  the  Lower  Provinces,  because  he  is  otherwise 
afraid  that  wheat  may  come  to  Quebec  and  have  to  remain 
in  the  elevators  there  when  the  season  of  navigation  has 
closed.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  know  that  in  the  case  of 
Quebec  as  in  the  case  of  other  seaports,  when  goods  are 
there  at  the  end  of  the  season,  they  have  either  to  remain 
until  the  next  spring,  or,  if  there  are  railway  facilities 
for  exporting  them,  the  owners  of  those  goods  take 
advantage  of  those  facilities.  If  there  is  anything  at  Quebec 
to  be  exported  which  has*  not  been  exported  during  the 
season  of  navigation,  and  it  is  a  necessity  that  it  should  be 
exported  during  the  winter,  the  Intercolonial  Railway  is 
available,  and  there  will  be  other  facilities  as  well,  because 
there  are  two  other  roads  by  Quebec  which  Parliament  will 
have  subsidised.  The  first  is  the  Quebec  Central  Railway, 
which,  when  extended  by  the  subsidy  voted  by  Parliament 
last  year,  will  tap  the  short  line  to  the  Lower  Provinces. 
Then,  under  these  resolutions,  when  they  become  law,  there 
will  be  the  road  from  Quebec  to  Riviere  du  Loup,  and  from 
Riviere  du  Loup  to  Bdmunston,  and  so  on.  Therefore,  the 
facilities  for  Quebec  will  be  much  greater  than  they  have 
ever  been  before;  there  is  no  fear,  and  I  am  glad  to  allay 
all  the  fears  of  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  Bast  on  that 
point.  The  horn  gentleman’s  fears  about  wheat  and  other 
goods  remaining  in  Quebec  are  because  he  had  in  his 
mind,  that  we  must  have  a  bridge  at  Quebec.  The  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  be  very  nervous  just  now  about  the 
prospects  of  Quebec  in  connection  with  all  these  great 
works ;  he  will  not  allow  us  to  wait  a  month  or  a  week,  but 
we  must  do  everything  at  once — if  this  bridge  is  to  be  built, 
it  must  be  built  immediately.  But  about  this  short  line, 
the  hon.  gentleman  says,  no  short  line,  no  extension  of  the 
Pacific  Railway  to  Quebec,  but  we  must  have  new  surveys 
and  exhaustive  surveys,  and  these  will  take  a  year  or  two, 
before  we  decide  about  this  route,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  we  must  make  it  pass  through  Quebec.  If,  by  passing 
through  Quebec,  we  cannot  obtain  the  shortest  route,  we 
must  make  up  our  minds  to  pass  elsewhere.  It  is 
very  unfortunate  for  Quebec  that  the  short  line 
does  not  pass  through  Quobec ;  I  am  very  sorry 
for  Quebec,  though  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  think  I  could 
be  ;  but  we  must  look  first  to  the  interest  of  the  country  at 
large.  The  hon.  gentleman  represents  Quebec,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  is  the  reason  be  is  just  now  burning  with 
patriotism,  and  wants  all  the  interests  of  Quebec  to  be  put 
a-ide,  or  postponed  for  a  year  or  two,  until  new  surveys  are 
made;  and  he  does  not  care  if  Quebec  suffers  during  that 
time,  or  for  all  time  to  come.  All  those  may  be  vory  good 
and  proper  sentiments;  but  I  must  say  that  that  patriotism 
may  exist  and  the  railway  be  built.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  know  that  we  are  making  largo  and  necessary 
expenditures  now  on  all  sides,  which  the  progress  and  the 
development  of  the  country  require;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  a  bridge  is  required,  one  day  or  another,  sooner  or  later, 
at  Quebec,  the  Government  of  that  period  will  see  what 


policy  should  be  adopted  and  what  should  bo  done  ;  but  I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should  call  upon  us  to  do 
everything  in  one  day.  We  must  do  what  we  can  to-day  ; 
let  us  build  our  railway;  let  us  bring  the  Pacific  Railway 
to  that  great  and  beautiful  seaport  of  Quebec ;  we  shall 
have  the  short  line  built,  and  then  see  what  other  works 
are  required.  The  Government  and  the  Parliament  of  that 
period  will  see  whether  new  works  should  be  undertaken, 
whether  that  bridge  should  be  undertaken,  whether  it  will  be, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  the  interest  and  the  necessity  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  build  that  bridge. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  if  that  necessity  imposes  itself  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  they,  with  their  great 
spirit  of  enterprise,  will  not  hesitate  to  see  what  ways  and 
means  should  be  adopted,  in  order  to  have  that  bridge  built  ; 
but,  at  all  events,  I  think  the  country,  and  especially  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  will  be  satisfied  with  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  see  that  we  are  doing  quite  enough  for 
one  Session.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  he  had 
a  great  sympathy  for  me,  because  I  was  sorry  my  native 
city  could  not  have  everything  it  wished  to  have, 
and  he  thought  my  heart  was  broken.  Well,  I  will  reci¬ 
procate  with  the  hon.  gentleman.  If  his  heart  is  broken 
to-day,  it  is  because  we  have  no  bridge  there ;  if  his  heart 
is  broken,  it  is  because  we  have  not  made  twenty  or  thirty 
surveys  more  than  we  have  made;  if  his  heart  is  broken, 
it  is  because  our  resolutions  will  be  adopted.  Well,  I  pity 
the  hon.  gentleman ;  and  he  may  be  sure  that  I  have  as 
much  sympathy  with  him,  under  the  circumstances,  as  he 
has  for  me.  Without  wishing  to  extend  my  remarks 
further,  I  must  say  that  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  an  extension  of  time,  in  order  to  have  new  surveys,  and 
to  prevent  the  completion  of  these  lines  for  an  indefinite 
time — a  year  or  two,  or  I  do  not  know  what  length 
of  time — the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  think, 
is  not  one  that  can  be  accepted  by  this  House.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  resolutions,  and  also  the  Bill,  are  on  the  Notice  Paper 
and  that  we  are  waiting  for  these  resolutions  to  be  passed 
to  see  how  far  we  can  go  with  the  Bill.  He  knows  well  the 
whole  thing  is  one  scheme,  a  scheme  to  complete  the  great 
work  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  therefore,  we  ask 
Parliament  to  help  the  Government  in  adopting  these  reso¬ 
lutions.  There  may  be  on  one  side  or  other  some  interests 
that  cannot  be  served  exactly  by  these  resolutions,  but  we 
must  rise  above  these  local  interests  and  see  what  is  good  for 
the  country  at  large  ;  we  must  see  whether  the  interests  of 
the  country  lie  in  the  passing  of  these  resolutions  and  of 
tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Bill.  We  believe  they  do. 
We  have  made  the  best  selection  possible,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  a  short  route  to  the  Lower  Provinces.  We  are 
sorry  we  cannot  satisfy  all  the  views  of  all  our  friends  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  but  we  are  convinced  that  these 
recommendations  are  the  best  that  can  be  made  under  the 
circumstances,  and  we  hope  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides 
will  help  us  to  make  these  resolutions  become  law  and  com¬ 
plete  the  great  scheme  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  by 
bringing  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  seaboard  of 
the  Lower  Provinces. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke 
(Mr.  Hall)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstoad  (Mr.  Colby) 
made  some  disparaging  remarks  about  Mr.  Light,  evidently 
thinking  that  by  killing  the  reputation  of  Mr.  Light  they 
might  also  kill  the  line  itself.  In  furtherance  of  that  pro¬ 
ject,  the  other  day  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  doubted 
whether  Mr.  Light  had  power  to  assume  the  title  which  ho 
has  assumed  in  the  pamphlet  written  by  him.  Mr.  Light 
called  himself  a  member  of  the  Institute  of  Civil  Engineers. 
The  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall)  said  he  had 
gone  to  a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  looking  through  books 
which  contain  lists  of  members  of  that  institution,  and 
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could  not  find  the  name  of  Mr,  Light.  I  have  been  more 
fortunate  than  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  have  Mr.  Light’s, 
diploma.  Here  it  is — not  a  very  fresh  document ;  it  dates 
back  to  1862,  when  Mr.  Light  was  admitted  a  member  of 
the  Institute  of  Civil  Engineers. 

Mi*.  HALL.  Is  he  still  a  member  ? 

Mr.  LANG  ELI  ER.  I  do  not  think  that  would  take  any¬ 
thing  of  the  knowledge  he  possessed  at  that  time.  I  do  not 
suppose  he  has  forgotten  anything  he  knew  in  1862.  If  he 
was  then  found  worthy  of  being  admitted  a  member  of  the 
Institute  of  Civil  Engineers,  now  that  he  has  been  district 
engineer  on  the  Intercolonial,  for  I  do  not  know  how 
many  years,  for  the  most  difficult  district,  that  of 
Miramicki  where  that  great  bridge  is  erected  which 
cost  several  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars,  I 
think  he  is  still  worthy  of  being  a  member.  I  may  say, 
however,  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  he 
is  still  a  member.  Another  remark  was  made  about  Mr. 
Light  which  I  want  to  answer  at  once.  The  bon. 
gentleman  said  ho  had  received  a  telegram  or  letter 
from  a  Minister  of  the  Quebec  Government  contra¬ 
dicting  Mr.  Light’s  right  to  another  title  which  he 
has  taken,  that  of  chief  engineer  of  railways  for  the 
Government  of  Quebec.  The  hon.  gentleman  says, 
on  the  authority  of  a  Minister  of  the  Quebec  Government, 
that  such  is  not  the  case.  I  must  say  that  tlie  Minister  who 
gave  that  information  did  not  know  what  he  was  talking 
about.  Mr.  Light  is  still  engineer,  and  is  going  to  be  engi¬ 
neer  for  two  years  more,  at  least,  of  the  Government  of 
Quebec.  He  was  appointed  by  an  Order  in  Council  in  1882, 
for  five  years,  chief  engineer  of  Government  railways  for 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  quite  lately  be  has  been  acting 
in  that  capacity.  Only  four  months  ago  he  made  an  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway,  and  the 
subsidy  has  been  paid  by  that  same  informant— -for  I  think 
I  can  give  his  name — on  the  report  of  Mr.  Light ;  so  that 
there  was  very  little  justification  for  the  statement  that  Mr. 
Light  was  no  loDgor  Government  railway  engineer  of  Que¬ 
bec.  I  can  go  a  little  further.  As  the  informant  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  trying  to  damage 
Mr.  Light’s  character,  I  think  I  can  give  an  explanation 
of  the  animus  he  has  against  Mr.  Light.  In  1874  the 
same  gentleman  was  controlling  a  large  part  of  the 
stock  of  a  certain  railway,  and  he  wanted  to  float  a  loan 
on  the  London  market  for  that  railway.  But  before  doing 
s )  he  wanted  to  bolster  up  his  railway  by  the  report  of  an 
engineer  of  reputation,  and  he  selected  Mr.  Light,  as 
quite  competent,  at  that  time,  to  examine  his  road 
and  make  a  report.  When  Mr.  Light  had  examined 
it,  he  said  it  was  better  he  should  make  no  report, 
because  he  found  the  railway  the  worst  he  had  seen 
in  his  life,  and  that  if  he  made  a  report  it  would 
not  help  the  hon.  gentleman  to  float  his  loan  on  the  London 
market.  Prom  that  time  it  appears  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  been  very  favorably  disposed  to  Mr.  Light.  I  think  that 
is  quite  enough  as  to  his  character. 

On  a  previous  occasion,  I  stated  to  this  House  the 
importance  of  the  question  which  is  now  submitted 
to  us.  On  several  occasions  we  have  been  told  by  bon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
was  to  be  a  great  inter-oceanic  line  from  ocean  to 
ocean,  and  entirely  through  Canadian  territory.  At  that 
time  the  policy  of  the  Government  was  not  what  it  is  to¬ 
day.  Not  long  ago,  when  the  contract  which  is  now  being 
carried  out,  for  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  was  before  us,  hon.  gentlemen  will  remember  that 
when  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake) 
proposed  as  a  substitute  for  the  line  on  the  north  shore  of 
Lake  Superior  a  branch  going  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
his  motion  was  voted  down;  it  was  considered  nothing 
short  of  treason,  at  that  time,  to  think  of  passing  the 
Mr.  Lanqelier. 
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railway  through  United  States  territory.  We  must  not  forget 
that  at  that  time  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  did 
not  propose  to  spend  a  single  copper  of  our  money 
on  a  railway  in  the  United  States  ;  he  was  only  proposing 
to  bring  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Sault  Ste;  Marie, 
on  Canadian  soil,  there  to  connect  with  American  railways, 
built  with  American  money. 

Now  we  see  quite  a  different  policy  adopted  by  the 
Government,  a  policy  of  building  a  railway  on  United 
States  territory  with  our  own  money. 

Last  year,  when  this  question  came  before  the  House,  a 
resolution  was  adopted,  which  has  become  law  since,  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  to  be  carried  to  Halifax 
and  St.  John.  There  was  not  one  word  about  St.  Andrews, 
or  Fredericton,  or  any  of  those  places  that  are  now  men¬ 
tioned.  It  was  simply  from  Montreal  to  St.  John  and 
Halifax  by  the  shortest  and  most  practicable  route,  after  com¬ 
plete  surveys  had  been  made.  After  that  law  was  passed  the 
Government  did  not  seem  to  have  changed  their  minds, 
because,  on  the  20th  July,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
being  in  the  city  of  Quebec,  on  the  occasion  of  the  laying  of 
the  corner  stone  of  the  examining  warehouse,  made  the 
following  remarks — I  take  them  from  the  report  of  the  Que¬ 
bec  Morning  Chronicle,  a  Ministerial  paper,  which  I  am  sure 
would  never  dare  to  do  anything  to  damage  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  :  — 

“  That  Sir  John  had  just  reiterated  to  him  at  RiviSre  du  Loup  the 
promise  made  from  the  beginning,  that  the  shortest  and  best  line  would 
be  selected,  that  complete  surveys  would  be  made,  and  that  no  choice 
would  take  place  before  the  minutest  details  were  known.” 

On  the  19th  August,  at  Riviere  du  Loup,  that  celebrated 
lunch  took  place,  which  was  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Quebec  East,  given  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  and 
Defence  ;  and,  if  we  are  to  believe  some  of  the  Ministerial 
papers  belonging  to  a  lighter  shade  of  blue  than  those  who 
support  the  Minister  of  Militia,  only  le  dessus  du  panier 
were  invited  to  that  lunch ;  it  was  a  select  party  of  Minis¬ 
terialists  ;  and  what  was  the  statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  as  reported  by  the  Ministerial  papers  ?  There  was 
a  general  expression  of  opinion  amongst  those  supporting 
the  Government,  and  in  the  presence  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Minister  of  Militia,  that  the  railway  should  be 
entirely  upon  Canadian  territory.  I  do  not  see  that  any  word 
of  dissent  was  uttered  by  any  of  the  Ministers.  Those  words, 
according  to  the  Ministerial  organs,  were  used  by  the  mem¬ 
bers  present,  and  I  do  not  see  that  there  was  any  expression 
of  dissent  from  the  two  or  three  Ministers  who  were 
present,  including  the  Prime  Minister  himself.  So  it  had 
become  the  settled  policy  of  the  Government  to  have  the 
short  line  built  altogether  over  Canadian  Territory.  All 
that  has  been  changed  since,  and  I  do  not  thick  it  is  very 
difficult  to  understand  the  cause  of  that  change,  because,  if 
we  look  back  a  fow  days  before,  we  find  a  report  of  an 
interview  with  Mr.  Stephen,  the  president  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  given  by  the  St.  John  Sun.  The 
report  is  dated  ten  days  or  two  weeks  before  the  Riviere 
du  Loup  lunch.  Mr.  Stephen  stated  that  they  had  made 
up  their  minds  to  choose  the  Megantic  line,  that  is,  the 
line  now  proposed.  That  was  a  few  days  before  the  lunch, 
when  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  an  entirely  Cana¬ 
dian  line  was  the  best.  That  remark  made  by  Mr.  Stephen  to 
a  newspaper  reporter,  is  quite  sufficient  to  justify  the 
suspicion  that,  when  the  Ministers  did  not  express  any 
assent  or  dissent  to  the  general  expression  of  opinion  of 
their  friends  at  Riviere  du  Loup,  it  was  because  they  had 
already  made  up  their  minds  in  agreement  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  people,  as  they  had  ever  done. 
We  have  not  seen  many  occasions  when  these  gentlemen 
have  differed  with  the  gentlemen  composing  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  I  think  that  at 
that  time  the  policy  of  the  Government  had  been  decided 
upon,  and  that  what  we  have  seen  since  has  been  only 
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a  sham.  The  surveys  were  never  serious  surveys,  they 
were  never  complete,  and  they  were  only  a  sham,  intended 
to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  people,  to  make  the  people 
believe  that  the  Government  had  redeemed  their  promise 
not  to  select  their  line  before  they  had  made  complete 
surveys  and  obtained  minute  details  of  each  line  proposed. 
I  think  I  can  show  that  the  surveys  are  entirely  incomplete. 
Not  only  have  we  not  those  minute  details,  which  were 
promised  by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  by  other  Ministers  who  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  subject,  but  we  have  no 
details  at  all;  and,  in  regard  to  some  portions  of  the  line, 
not  only  have  we  no  details,  bat  we  have  nothing  at  all ; 
there  has  not  been  even  an  attempt  at  a  survey,  and  that 
not  for  a  short  portion  only,  because  I  shall  show  that  there 
are  hundreds  of  miles  that  have  not  been  touched  by 
engineers.  It  is  known,  although  Mr.  Schreiber  speaks 
as  if  thirty  lines  had  been  proposed,  that  there  are  really 
only  three  lines  proposed.  There  may  be  some  links 
which  may  differ,  but  there  are  only  three  main  lines,  one 
known  as  the  Pope  line,  which  it  is  proposed  to  take, 
the  Quebec  line  or  combination  line  and  the  Edmundston 
line.  There  are  some  differences  of  opinion. 

Mr.  LESAGE.  Too  many. 

Mr.  LANGELIEE.  These  are  the  only  three  main  lines 
proposed.  In  the  Edmundston  line  there  are  some  portions 
proposed  to  be  different  in  some  of  the  surveys.  By  some 
it  is  proposed  to  run  through  St.  Boch  des  Aulnets,  by 
some  through  Bivibre  du  Loup,  but  the  main  line  is  the 
same.  It  is  proposed  to  run  through  Quebec,  to  use  the 
Intercolonial,  as  far  as  possible,  and  then  to  give  a  new  line 
to  connect  with  Edmundston.  As  far  as  the  other  two  lines 
are  concerned,  it  is  the  same  thing.  There  are  a  few  links 
upon  which  there  may  be  some  difference  of  opinion,  but 
the  main  features  are  understood,  and  it  is  only  to  throw 
dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  members  and  to  complicate  matters 
that  Mr.  Schreiber  can  state,  as  be  does  in  his  report,  that 
30  lines  have  been  surveyed.  It  is  only  to  make  those  who 
do  not  read  his  report  through  believe  that  he  has  gone  to 
the  greatest  trouble,  that  the  Government  have  gone  to  the 
trouble  of  surveying  30  lines,  whereas  only  three  lines  have 
been  attempted  to  be  surveyed,  and  only  portions  of  them, 
as  I  shall  show. 

Let  us  take,  first,  wbat  I  may  call  the  Quebec  line, 
the  combination  line  passing  through  Quebec.  To 
show  the  insufficiency  of  the  surveys  last  summer,  I  may 
say  that  it  was  the  general  talk  in  the  city  of  Quebec  that 
we  were  being  trifled  with  by  the  Government ;  that  the 
surveys  were  not  sufficient.  Everyone  knew  that  Mr. 
Light,  who  had  been  entrusted  with  the  survey  of  the  line 
from  Quebec,  had  been  supplied  with  such  a  small  staff  that 
it  was  scarcely  enough  to  run  a  division  line  between  two 
farms;  it  was  perfectly  ridiculous;  so  much  so,  that  at  the 
unanimous  desire  of  the  City  Council  of  Quebec  I  had  to 
write  to  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  to  call  his  attention 
to  it,  to  point  out  that  the  poople  of  Quebec  considered  that 
they  were  trifled  with  in  the  way  the  surveys  they  had 
demanded  were  being  carried  out.  I  received  a  very  polite 
answer,  as  one  always  does  receive  from  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  dated  from  Broadview,  as  he  was  on  his  way 
to  the  North-West,  stating  that  he  would  transmit  my  letter 
to  the  Acting  Minister  of  Eailways,  with  a  recommendation 
to  carry  out  the  suggestion  of  the  letter.  I  do  not  know 
what  he  may  have  written,  but  I  see  the  rosult,  that  what 
I  was  complaining  of  has  remained,  the  same  state  of  things 
has  been  left  to  the  last  moment.  An  insufficient  staff  was 
given  to  Mr.  Light,  and  not  only  that,  but  he  was  actually 
prevented,  by  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Schreiber,  as  he  says 
in  his  report,  from  exploring  a  line  which  bo  thought  was 
the  best  line ;  and  now  Mr.  Schreiber  gives  as  a  rea¬ 
son  why  such  a  line  should  not  be  taken  that  it 


was  not  surveyed,  when  it  was  not  surveyed  because 
he  peremptorily  refused  to  allow  it  to  be  surveyed. 

I  will  now  examine  the  report  of  the  line  called  the  Pope 
line,  passing  through  Sherbrooke,  I  call  it  the  “  Pope  ” 
line,  because  it  is  better  known  by  that  name  than  by  any 
other;  and  I  think  it  would  nover  become  a  portion  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  line  if  it  was  not  the  “  Pope  ”  line. 
One  portion  of  that  line  it  is  proposed  to  run  from  St. 
Lambert  to  Chambly.  Between  these  two  points  there  are 
no  surveys  at  all.  Mr.  Davy,  the  engineer  who  was  in 
charge  of  the  survey,  says  that  the  country  is  very  easy. 
Of  that  I  do  not  complain,  because  it  is  an  easy  thing  to  find 
a  good  location  for  a  railway  in  any  part  of  that  country. 
Let  us  see  what  he  says  about  the  other  portion,  from 
Chambly  to  Lennoxville.  We  have  his  report  here,  in 
which  he  says  that  he  did  his  work  hastily.  It  was  not  so 
complete  as  it  ought  to  ho,  to  ascertain  exactly  what  the 
location  of  a  line  should  be.  There  are  only  two  miles 
and  a-half  less  by  the  line  he  proposes  than  by  the 
Grand  Trunk ;  and  here  I  may  remark,  en  passant, 
that  Mr.  Davy  is  entirely  mistaken  when  he  says  that  the 
line  passes  through  a  country  which  is  badly  in  need  of 
railway  facilities.  Any  member  of  the  House  who  will  look 
at  the  map  will  see  that  no  portion  of  the  country  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  is  better  supplied  with  railway  facilities  than 
this  portion.  There  are  two  complete  lines  of  railway  from 
Montreal  to  Sherbrooke ;  one  is  the  Grand  Trunk,  and  the 
other  is  the  Montreal,  Portland  and  Boston  and  the  Waterloo 
and  Magog  Bail  way,  and  the  proposed  line  will  run  at  a 
distance  of  not  more  than  ten  miles  from  each  of  these  two 
railways.  At  page  18  of  the  blue  pamphlet,  I  will  read  what 
the  engineer  says,  to  show  with  what  care  the  survey  has 
been  made : 

“  The  eastern  half  of  this  survey,  between  Chambly  and  Sherbrooke, 
passes  through  a  difficult  country  for  railway  location,  making  iticnpos- 
sible  to  thoroughly  explore  it  in  one  season.” 

He  was  only  given  one  season,  and  he  says  it  is  impossible 
thoroughly  to  explore  it  in  one  season.  Now,  we  had  been 
promised  to  have  a  thorough  and  complete  survey  of  all  the 
lines  proposed  before  any  selection  was  made.  Then,  the 
report  we  have  before  us  gives  no  information  of  the  Pope 
line,  or  the  International  Bailwav,  as  it  is  officially  called, 
from  Lennoxville  to  the  crossing  of  the  Moosehead  Eiver, 
which  is  already  built.  We  ought  to  be  put  in  possession 
of  the  character  of  that  road,  or  the  important  features  of  it. 
All  we  know  is  what  can  be  gathered  from  the  previous 
reports  of  the  Minister  of  Eailways.  We  know  there  are 
grades  on  the  railway  ol  74  foet  to  the  mile ;  but  wo  know 
nothing  of  the  curvature.  We  are  only  given  the  maximum 
curvature  or  the  maximum  grades  on  each  line.  It  is 
ridiculous  to  ask  us  to  decide  on  a  route  with  no  more 
information  than  this.  Suppose  a  railway  should  have 
only  one  mile  grade  of  100  feet,  and  another  line  should 
have  100  grades  of  two  or  three  miles,  of  80  feet  to  the  mile  ; 
the  first  line  would  be  infinitely  the  best.  But  we  cannot 
judge,  because  we  have  no  information  on  that  point.  Now, 
from  Moosehead  Eiver  to  Mattawamkeag,  we  have  the 
report  of  Mr.  Spofford  and  Mr.  Burpee,  who  were  the 
engineers  employed  to  survey  and  locate  the  line.  Mr. 
Spofford  tells  us  that  he  has  only  located  six  miles.  Out 
of  the  135J  miles,  only  69  miles  have  beon  carefully 
located.  What  does  he  say  of  the  balance,  tho  66|  miles  ? 
I  will  read  what  he  says  at  page  35  of  the  report : 

“The  distance  by  these  surveys  is  135J  miles,  of  which  69  miles  are 
carefully  located ;  the  remaining  66£  mile3  are  located  upon  the  map 
from  a  carefully  run  preliminary  line.” 

There  is  what  we  were  promised  as  minute  details  of  this 
line.  Further  on,  he  speaks  of  the  crossing  at  Moosehead 
Lake : 

“  This  large  and  picturesque  sheet  of  water  has  been  considered  by 
engineers  a  formidable  obstacle  in  the  way  of  a  short  line  from  Lake 
Megantic  to  Mattawamkeag,  necessitating  a  long  detour  in  order  to  pass 
either  south  or  north  of  it.  Fortunately,  there  are  two  islands  lying 
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some  12  miles  from  the  south  end  of  the  lake  and  extending  nearly 
across  it,  which  suggested  the  idea  of  crossing  the  lake,  and  thus  saving 
a  long  detour  to  the  south.  The  survey  and  soundings  show  that  the 
crossing  of  the  West  Narrows  from  the  mainland  to  Deer  Island  is  400 
feet  in  length,  with  a  depth  of  but  5  feet  at  the  ordinary  stage  of  water. 
There  can  be  no  objection  to  filling  in  the  greater  part  (if  not,  in  fact, 
the  whole)  of  this  crossing. 

“  The  main  channel  of  the  lake  is  between  Deer  and  Sugar  Islands, 
and  is  2,400  feet  in  width,  with  an  extreme  depth  of  34  feet  at  the 
ordinary  stage  of  water.  A  draw-bridge  would  be  required  here,  for  the 
passage  of  the  small  steamers  which  navigate  the  lake  when  free  from 
ice.  There  has  not  been  an  opportunity  to  examine  critically  the  nature 
of  the  bottom,  but  indications  are  that  it  is  a  firm,  gravelly  deposit, 
which  would  furnish  a  good  foundation  for  piers,  and  make  it  practicable 
to  drive  piles,  if  thought  desirable  to  do  so,  in  the  construction  of  a 
bridge. 

“  The  East  Narrows,  between  Sugar  Island  and  the  mainland,  is  650 
feet  wide,  with  an  average  depth  of  about  6  feet  at  the  ordinary  stage  of 
water.  The  greater  part,  if  not  all,  of  this  crossing,  can  be  made  by  an 
embankment.  A  draw-bridge  might  be  desired,  to  admit  of  direct  water 
communication  between  Lily  Bay  and  Greenville  but,  in  my  opinion 
the  exigencies  of  the  case  do  not  demand  it. 

“The  saving  in  distance  effected  by  thus  crossing  the  lake,  instead  of 
skirting  the  south  end  of  it,  is  in  the  vicinity  of  13  miles,  of  which 
several  miles  would  require  a  large  amount  of  earth  and  rock  work.” 

So  it  seems  that,  first  of  all,  he  does  not  know  anything  of 
that  most  important  portion  of  the  lake,  the  portion  2,400 
feet  long,  with  a  depth  of  34  feet.  Then,  he  admits  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  draw-bridge,  and  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact.  All  railway  authorities 
agree  in  saying  that  it  is  better  to  lengthen  a  line,  even  by 
several  miles,  if  by  so  doing  you  can  avoid  a  draw-bridge. 
Everyone  knows  the  danger  of  draw-bridges.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  draw-bridge  which  has  not  been  the  scene 
of  a  very  serious  accident.  Even  if  the  construction  of  the 
bridge  were  possible,  it  would  cost  an  immense  sum.  Engi¬ 
neers  do  not  know  what  the  amount  would  be.  There  has 
not  been  an  opportunity  to  examine,  critically,  the  nature 
of  the  bottom,  but  the  impression  is,  that  it  is  formed  of  a 
gravelly  deposit.  Surely  this  is  not  furnishing  the  House 
with  those  details  which  have  been  promised.  As  to  the 
grades  and  curvatures  of  this  line,  here  is  what  Mr.  Spofford 
says  : 

“  This  line  was  run  with  a  view  of  adopting  a  maximum  grade  of  66 
feet  to  the  mile,  but  the  topography  and  distance  indicate  that  a  lighter 
grade  can  be  used  in  the  location.  I  have,  therefore,  laid  upon  the  pro¬ 
file  a  continuous  grade  of  1*07  feet  per  100  feet,  or  56£  feet  per  mile,  for 
12^  miles,  and  for  4|  miles  a  grade  of  53  feet  per  mile,  with  2,000  feet  of 
level  grade  between  them.” 

He  adds : 

“It  is  possible  that  the  1  * 07  grade  can  be  reduced  still  further,  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  length  of  the  line  at  Mountain  Brook.  It  is  also  possible 
that  an  entirely  different  line  might  be  obtained,  giving  a  little  more 
distance,  by  following  another  branch  of  the  river,  which  runs  several 
miles  north  of  the  branch  followed,  but  heads  near  the  same  point.  This 
long  grade  is  the  chief  drawback  to  this  route,  though  not  so  objection¬ 
able  as  it  would  be  if  opposed  to  the  anticipated  traffic  from  the  west. 
However,  all  efforts  and  investigation  made  with  a  view  to  discovering 
a  lower  summit  upon  this  general  route  have  been  unavailing  ” 

He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Leaving  Pleasant  River  valley,  the  line  runs  in  a  generally  easterly 
direction,  over  an  undulating  surface,  with  no  very  long  grades,  though 
the  topography  of  this  section  of  country  necessitates  considerable  cur¬ 
vature  in  the  alignment  at  some  points.  Grades  of  1  foot  per  station 
can  be  adopted,  with,  perhaps,  one  exception — that  upon  the  east  side  of 
Mud  Brook,  between  stations  970  and  1,115.  There  is  some  question 
whether  the  distance  necessary  for  a  1  foot  grade  can  be  obtained 
here,  and  I  have  laid  a  1"  10  per  100  feet  grade  upon  the  profile,  to  which 
the  location  can  be  adapted.” 

All  this  is  mere  guess  work.  There  is  nothing  settled.  Mr. 
Spofford  says  that  all  efforts  and  investigation  made  with  a 
view  to  discovering  a  lower  summit  upon  this  general  route 
have  been  unavailing.  We  will  see  what  that  highest  summit 
is  which  it  has  been  found  impossible  to  reduce.  Here  is  a 
most  damaging  feature  of  the  line,  which  we  find  in  the 
report  of  Mr.  Burpee,  which  is  annexed  to  the  report  by  Mr. 
Spofford.  Mr.  Burpee,  at  page  40,  says  that  there  is  a 
summit  of  950  feet  to  overcome — besides  the  height  already 
reached — which  is  not  to  be  overcome  by  the  combination 
line.  According  to  other  information  I  have  obtained  since, 
Mr.  Langelier. 
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and  which  is  to  be  found  in  the  smoking  room,  there  is  not 
only  950  feet  to  be  overcome,  but  more  than  1,100  feet.  But 
let  us  take  the  lower  figure,  and  that  is  the  figure  given  in 
Mr.  Burpee’s  report,  which  is  an  official  report,  and  let  us  see 
how  the  matter  stands.  It  is  admitted  by  railway  authorities 
that  a  rise  of  20  feet  is  equal  to  an  increased  distance  of  one 
mile.  If  wo  make  a  calculation,  we  will  find  that  the  950  feet 
in  question  will  bo  equal  to  an  increased  distance  of  47^ 
miles.  The  survey  of  that  portion  of  the  line  from  Moose- 
head  River  to  Mattawamkeag  has  been  so  imperfect  that 
the  two  engineers  in  charge,  Mr.  Spofford  and  Mr.  Burpee, 
do  not  give  a  calculation  as  to  the  cost.  Those  engineers 
have  too  much  respect  for  their  characters  to  give  an  esti¬ 
mate — they  do  not  give  even  an  approximate  estimate  of  the 
cost  of  the  line.  How  could  Mr.  Spofford  give  an  estimate 
of  the  cost  of  crossing  Moosehead  Lake  ?  He  admits  that 
everything  is  uncertain,  and  all  authorities  are  agreed  that 
it  is  a  very  difficult  place  to  cross.  As  to  the  line  from 
Mattawamkeag  to  St.  Andrews  and  St.  John,  we  have  no 
information  given,  but  the  road  is  to  follow  the  existing  line. 
In  one  portion  of  Mr.  Schrieber’s  report  it  is  proposed  to 
build  a  new  line  from  Mattawamkeag  to  St.  Croix  crossing. 
No  survey  has  been  made  of  that  portion  of  the  line,  which 
is  58  miles  in  length.  I  understand  the  hon.  member  for 
Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  to  say  that  it  has  been  surveyed. 
If  such  is  the  case,  we  have  not  been  given  information  on 
the  subject;  and  if  the  Government  had  that  information  we 
should  obtain  it. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  L4NGELIER.  When  the  House  took  recess,  I  was 
endeavoring  to  show  that  the  surveys  of  these  proposed 
lines  were  quite  incomplete.  So  far  as  the  Pope  line  is  con¬ 
cerned,  a  survey  has  not  been  made  from  St.  Lambert  to 
Chambly ;  and  from  Chambly  to  Lennoxviile  it  is  imperfect. 
The  grades  are  bad,  and  Mr.  Davy  says  that  it  is  not  suffi¬ 
ciently  explored.  From  Moosehead  River  to  Mattawam¬ 
keag  the  surveys  were  made  by  Messrs.  Spofford  and  Bur¬ 
pee,  the  former  locating  only  six  miles,  and  out  of  135| 
miles,  only  69  have  been  carefully  located.  Further 
on  in  the  report  it  is  stated  that  the  difficulty  of  crossing 
Moosehead  Lake  has  been  considered  by  engineers  a  formi¬ 
dable  obstacle  in  the  way  of  a  short  line  from  Megantic  to 
Mattawamkeag.  The  curves  and  grades  are  bad,  according 
to  Mr.  Spofford’s  report,  and  the  survey  is  so  imperfect 
that  Mossrs.  Spofford  and  Burpee  do  not  even  attempt  to 
get  an  approximate  estimate,  and  out  of  135J  miles,  only 
three  are  level.  Then  as  to  the  two  routes,  one  follows  en¬ 
tirely  existing  lines,  and  the  other  also,  with  the^xception  of 
two  missing  links,  one  from  Harvey  to  Fredericton,  and  the 
other  from  Fredericton  to  Salisbury,  amounting  to  about 
137  mile?.  So  far  as  this  line  is  concerned,  there  are  133 
miles  which  are  completely  unsurveyed,  according  to  the 
reports  which  we  have,  and  for  66“  miles  there  has  been  no 
location  on  the  ground,  so  that  there  are  203  miles  of  the 
proposed  line  which  have  not  been  surveyed  and  located,  or 
nearly  one-half  of  the  total  mileage  which  is  only  loea'ed 
on  the  map. 

I  come  now  to  the  Edmunston  line.  One  of  the  proposed 
locations  of  that  line  is  by  way  of  Riviere  Ouelle,  and  we 
have  very  little  information  with  regard  to  it.  We  have  a 
report  of  Mr.  Crawford,  to  the  effect  that  his  plans  and  pro¬ 
files  ate  not  complete,  but  he  understands  that  it  i9  an  easy 
and  good  line. 

So  far  as  the  Riviere  du  Loup  line  is  concerned,  Mr. 
Crawford  says  it  is  pretty  difficult,  but  he  gives  some  details 
of  his  survey. 

I  come  now  to  the  combination  line,  and  here  again  the 
surveys  are  not  completed,  and  wo  have  not  the  information 
to  make  a  selection.  A  portion  of  this  line  is  well  known 
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by  Mr.  Light,  and  it  has  been  explored  to  some  extent,  but 
other  portions  havo  been  located  simply  on  the  map,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  with  regard  to  it  we  have  sufficient  inform¬ 
ation  to  make  a  good  selection.  The  circumstances  under 
which  it  has  beon  imperfectly  surveyed  have  already  b?en 
alluded  to.  Mr.  Light,  in  his  report,  replying  to  Mr. 
Schreiber’s  objection,  that  the  portion  of  the  line  between 
Quebec  and  Chesuncook  had  not  been  surveyed,  says : 

“  I  always  considered  that  the  survey  of  this  line  was  most  impor¬ 
tant,  and  strongly  recommended  Mr.  Schreiber  that  it  should  be  done,  in 
my  telegram  dated  18th  August,  1884.  His  reply  was  a  peremptory 
refusal.” 

This  would  almost  justify  the  idea  that  Mr.  Schreiber 
did  not  want  the  line  to  be  surveyed  for  fear  it 
might  appear  a  better  line  than  the  one  he  had 
selected.  If  Mr.  Schreiber  had  been  convinced  that  a  good 
lice  could  not  be  found  there,  no  one  can  doubt  that  he  would 
have  ordered  that  survey.  It  is  most  probable  that  he  knew 
that  the  result  of  his  survey  would  be  against  his  conten¬ 
tion,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not  want  it  to  be  made.  There 
is  the  less  excuse  for  him  in  having  prevented  the  surveying 
of  that  line  in  the  fact  that  there  would  have  remained, 
looking  at  the  map,  only  about  40  miles  to  survey,  from  the 
end  of  Mr.  Wicksteed’s  survey  to  Lake  Chesuncook,  where 
the  survey  of  Mr.  Vernon  Smith  commences.  The 
line  proposed  by  Mr.  Light  crosses  the  New  Brunswick 
and  Canada  Railway  at  Canterbury,  and  thence  there  is 
a  short  link  to  be  built  to  Harvey ;  and  another  link  from 
Harvey  to  Fredericton,  and  from  Fredericton  to  Salisbury. 
The  line  from  Harvey  to  Salisbury  is  the  same  as  the  line 
advocated  by  Mr.  Schreiber ;  and  that  length  of  113  miles 
is  entirely  unsurveyed.  I  am  told  that  there  has  been  a 
private  survey  of  it.  Why  it  has  not  been  surveyed  by  the 
Government  on  this  occasion  is  most  extraordinary.  The 
surveys  are  quite  incomplete,  and  should  be  completed, 
before  we  are  asked  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  this  question. 
We  are  asked  to  make  a  leap  in  the  dark.  In  order  to  show 
how  incomplete  the  surveys  have  been,  I  will  quote  from 
Mr.  Vernon  Smith’s  report,  page  27  : 

“  On  a  re-survey  the  work  might  be  lightened  and  the  gradients 
reduced,  by  keeping  a  more  northerly  route  than  the  one  instrumentally 
measured,  skirting  the  south  shore  of  Telos  Lake,  following  the  line  of 
the  canal  to  Webster  Lake,  and  thence  by  the  natural  valley  of  Webster 
stream  and  chain  of  lakes  to  the  Penobscot,  near  to  the  present  crossing 
of  the  survey.” 

This  shows  that  Mr.  Vernon  Smith  either  had  not  sufficient 
time  or  had  not  sufficient  instructions  to  make  a  survey,  as 
he  says  that  perhaps  a  better  line  might  have  been  found. 
Now,  here  are  the  facts  :  On  the  Pope  line  the  surveys  are 
very  imperfect — on  that  portion  of  the  line  between  Mon¬ 
treal  and  Sherbrooke,  and  on  the  portion  between  Moose- 
head  Lake  and  Mattawamkeag.  No  survey  has  been  made 
between  Mattawamkeag  and  St.  Croix,  nor  between  Harvey 
and  Salisbury.  As  for  the  rest,  the  line  is  to  pass  on  exist¬ 
ing  railways. 

Now,  I  think  I  have  proved  that  the  surveys  are  entirely 
insufficient  for  the  House  to  come  to  a  conclusion  upon 
them ;  and  I  now  come  to  the  second  point  of  my  argument. 
If  we  are  to  take  as  the  basis  of  our  judgment  the  surveys 
which  we  have,  and  which,  in  my  opinion,  are  entirely 
insufficient,  our  judgment  should  be  in  favor  of  the  com¬ 
bination  line,  because  the  information,  such  as  it  is,  justifies 
that  decision  ;  and  here  is  the  proof — I  will  give  the 
distances  according  to  the  document  we  have.  I  do  not 
know  where  the  distances  which  have  been  given  to  the 
House  have  been  taken  from ;  but  in  order  to  put  our 
opponents,  who  favor  the  Pope  line,  in  a  position  to  con¬ 
tradict  me,  I  will  give  the  location  of  each  portion  of  the 
line  and  its  length,  from  the  official  documents.  On  the 
Popo  line,  from  Montreal  to  Lachine  and  back  to  St 
Lambert,  the  distance  is  22  miles.  In  his  report,  Mr. 
Schreiber  always  speaks  as  if  it  were  proposed  to  start  from 
St.  Lambert;  but  the  line  is  to  be  from  Montreal  to  St. 


John  or  Halifax.  How  is  it  to  reach  St.  Lambert  ?  It 
cannot  be  by  a  bridge  in  front  of  Montreal ;  for  this  reason  : 
Some  ten  years  ago  a  well  known  railway  engineer,  Mr. 
Legge,  prepared  the  plan  of  a  bridge,  which  was  to  be  a 
high  bridge.  It  was  to  start  from  Hochelaga  station  and 
cross  over  to  Isle  Ronde,  below  St.  Helen’s  Island,  and  thence 
direct  to  St.  Lambert.  The  building  of  that  bridge  was 
opposed  by  all  the  steamship  companies  whose  vessels 
sailed  to  Montreal.  Although  it  was  proposed  to  build  a 
high  bridge,  those  companies  were  afraid  it  would 
obstruct  the  navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  and  increase 
the  current  to  such  an  extent  as  to  seriously  interfere  with 
traffic,  and  the  idea  of  that  bridge  was  given  up.  At  present 
it  is  well  known  that  the  gentlemen  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  intend  to  build  a  bridge  from  Lachine  to 
Caughnawaga ;  it  is  also  well  known  that  the  railway  is  partly 
built  from  Mile  End  station  to  Lachine  by  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway  Company,  and  to  reach  St.  Lambert  the  line 
will  have  to  go  by  that  bridge  and  that  line,  and  traverse  a 
distance  of  22  miles.  I  take  the  figures  given  by  Mr. 
Light,  and  this  distance  must  be  added  to  the  distance 
given  by  Mr.  Schreiber.  A  most  extraordinary  fact  is 
this  :  Mr.  Schreiber  gives  it  as  an  objection  to  the  line  by 
the  North  Shoi’e  Railway,  that  the  highest  grade  is  82  feet 
a  mile,  but  he  does  not  say  what  is  well  known  to  those 
who  know  anything  of  the  North  Shore  Railway,  that  the 
only  grade  of  that  kind  is  between  Hochelaga  and  Mile  End  ; 
and  he  entirely  omitted  to  say  that  that  same  grade  would 
apply  to  the  line  he  is  proposing.  It  is  impossible  for  him 
to  pass  anywhere  else  than  through  Lachine  or  Caughna¬ 
waga  ;  he  must  go  to  Mile  End,  and  must  overcome  the 
same  grade.  He  leaves  that,  however,  entirely  out  of  his 
calculation. 

From  Montreal  to  Lachine,  and  back  to  St.  Lambert,  there 
are  22  miles ;  from  St.  Lambert  to  Chambly,  by  the  Montreal, 
Portland  and  Boston  Railway,  20  miles ;  from  Chambly  to 
Lennoxville,  by  the  new  line  surveyed  by  Mr.  Davy,  80 
miles  ;  from  Lonnoxville  to  Moosehead  River,  by  the  Pope 
line,  89  miles ;  from  Moosehead  River  to  Mattawamkeag, 
by  the  new  line  surveyed  by  Messrs.  Spofford  and  Burpee, 
136  miles  ;  from  Mattawankeag  to  Macadam  Junction,  by 
the  European  and  North  American  Railway,  62  miles ;  from 
Macadam  Junction  to  St.  Andrews,  by  the  New  Brunswick 
and  Canada  Railway,  44  miles.  Total,  453  miles.  These 
figures  are  easy  to  controvert,  if  not  correct ;  I  have  taken 
them  from  the  documents  we  have  here.  On  this  route 
there  would  be  216  miles  of  new  line  to  be  built ;  that  is  to 
say,  80  miles  surveyed  by  Mr.  Davy,  from  Chambly  to 
Lennoxville;  and  the  portion  surveyed  by  Messrs.  Spofford 
and  Burppee  from  Moosehead  River  to  Mattawamkeag,  136 
miles.  Now,  if  we  take  the  combination  line  to  St.  Andrews, 
here  are  the  distances  :  From  Montreal  to  Chaudiere  Junc¬ 
tion,  by  the  North  Shore  Railway,  172  miles  ;  from  Chau- 
diare,*  Junction  to  Canterbury,  by  Lake  Chesuncook,  216 
miles.  I  take  that,  because  it  is  the  distance  given  by  tho 
city  engineer  of  Halifax,  though  the  official  documents  give 
the  distance  a  little  shorter.  I  do  not  want  to  be  charged 
with  exaggeration  ;  I  put'  the  highest  distances  when  they 
are  against  me.  If  I  take  Mr.  Yernon  Smith’s  report,  I  find 
that  he  makes  the  distance  a  lew  miles  shorter.  From  Can¬ 
terbury,  by  the  New  Brunswick  and  Canada  Railway  to 
St.  Andrews,  63  miles,  making  a  total  from  Montreal  to 
St.  Andrews,  by  that  location,  451  miles,  out  of  which  there 
are  216  miles  new  line  to  be  built,  from  Chaudiere  Junction 
to  Canterbury. 

Now,  I  come  to  the  distances  to  go  to  St.  John.  I  take 
again  the  official  documents  :  from  Montreal  to  St.  Lambert, 
22  miles  ;  from  St.  Lambert  to  Chambly,  by  the  Montreal, 
Portland  and  Boston  Railway,  20  miles  ;  from  Chambly  to 
Lennoxville,  by  new  line  surveyed  by  Mr.  Davy,  80  miles; 
from  Lennoxville  to  Moosehead  River,  by  the  International 
line,  89  miles ;  from  Moosehead  river  to  Mattawamkeag,  as 
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located  by  Messrs.  Spofford  and  Burpee,  138  miles  ;  from 
Mattawamkeag  to  Macadam  Junction,  by  European  and 
North  American  Bailway,  62  miles;  from  Macadam  Junc¬ 
tion  to  St.  John,  by  the  St.  John  and  Maine  Railway,  85 
miles.  Total  distance  to  St,  John  via  Sherbrooke,  according 
to  those  official  documents,  494  miles,  out  of  which  there 
are  216  miles  of  a  new  lino  to  bo  built,  namely,  80  miles 
from  Chambly  to  Lennoxville,  and  136  miles  from  Moosehead 
River  to  Mattawamkeag.  To  the  same  place  on  the  location 
proposed  by  Mr.  Light,  the  combination  line,  we  find  the 
following  figures  :  from  Montreal  to  Chaudiere  Junction  by 
the  North  Shor  Railway,  172  miles;  from  Chaudiere  Junc¬ 
tion  to  Canterbury,  216  miles;  from  Canterbury  to  St.  John, 
by  the  St.  John  and  Maine  Railway,  91  miles ;  making  a 
total  distance  from  Montreal  to  St.  John,  by  the  combination 
line,  of  479  miles,  out  of  which  there  are  216  miles  of  new 
line  to  be  built  from  Chaudiere  to  Canterbury,  the  same  as 
in  the  line  to  St.  Andrews. 

From  Montreal  to  Halifax  via  the  Sherbrooke  line,  the 
distances  are  as  follows  :  from  Montreal  to  St.  Lambert,  22 
miles  ;  from  St.  Lambert  to  Chambly,  via  the  Montreal, 
Portland  and  Boston  Railway,  20  miles ;  from  Chambly  to 
Lennoxville,  80  miles;  from  Lennoxville  to  Moosehead  River, 
via  the  International,  89  miles ;  from  Moosehead  River  to 
Mattawamkeag,  the  Spofford  and  Burpee  location,  136 
miles  ;  from  Mattawamkeag  to  Macadam  Junction,  by  the 
European  and  North  American  Railway,  62  miles ;  from  the 
Macadam  Junction  to  Harvey,  by  the  St.  John  and  Maine 
Railway,  19  miles  ;  from'Harvey  to  Fredericton,  unsurveyed, 
18  miles ;  from  Fredericton  to  Salisbury,  unsurveyed,  95 
miles;  from  Salisbury  to  Halifax,  by  the  International,  201 
miles ;  total,  742  miles,  out  of  which  there  are  329  miles  to  be 
built,  namely,  from  Chambly  to  Lennoxville.  80  miles  ;  from 
Moosehead  River  to  Mattawamkeag,  136  miles;  from 
Harvey  to  Fredericton,  18  miles ;  from  Fredericton  to  Salis¬ 
bury,  95  miles.  Let  us  take  the  same  localities,  Montreal 
to  Halifax,  by  the  combination  line :  from  Montreal  to  Chau- 
ditsre  Junction,  172  miles,  by  the  North  Shore  Railway  ;  from 
Chaudiere  Junction  to  Canterbury,  passing  by  Lake  Chesun- 
cook,  216  miles;  from  Canterbury  to  Fredericton,  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  link  that  has  not  been  surveyed,  40  miles;  from 
Fredericton  to  Salisbury,  not  surveyed,  85  miles ;  from 
Salisbury  to  Halifax,  by  the  Intercolonial,  201  ;  total,  724 
miles,  out  of  which  351  miles  of  new  line  will  have  to  be 
built,  namely,  216  from  Chaudiere  Junction  to  Canterbury; 
40  from  Canterbury  to  Fredericton  ;  and  95  from  Frede¬ 
ricton  to  Salisbury.  The  distances  which  I  have  given 
compare  as  follows :  to  St.  Andrews  there  is  a  difference  of 
two  miles  in  favor  of  the  combination  line,  to  St.  John  15 
miles  and  to  Halifax,  18  miles.  This  is  taking  the  best 
view  possible  of  the  line  through  Sherbrooke,  because  I 
have  taken  the  new  links  that  are  proposed  to  be  built. 

If,  in  order  to  go  to  Halifax,  instead  of  using  the  link 
from  Harvey  to  Salisbury,  it  was  proposed  to  use  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  from  St.  John  to  Halifax,  the  line 
would  be  28  miles  longer  still,  as  follows  :  66  miles  from 
Harvey  to  St.  John,  by  the  St.  John  and  Maine  Railway, 
and  75  miles  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  from  St.John  to 
Salisbury,  making  141  miles,  against  113  miles  from  Harvey 
to  Salisbury,  by  the  new  line ;  making  770  miles  to  Halifax 
by  the  Sherbrooke  line.  Ido  not,  however,  want  to  give 
that  disadvantage  to  the  Sherbrooke  line,  because  I  suppose 
that  the  new  links  will  be  built  to  shorten  the  distance. 

So  much  for  the  absolute  distances  and  lengths  of  the  two 
lines  pi’oposed.  Let  us  now  come  to  the  other  points  to 
be  considered,  and  the  comparison  is  still  more  in  favor 
of  the  combination  line.  Great  stress  has  been  put  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall)  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  on  what  they  call 
the  air  line.  They  take  the  map  and  say  :  Is  not 
that  line  shorter,  when  you  go  straight,  than  when 
you  have  to  go  round.  That  would  be  very  well,  if  a  line  of 
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railway  could  be  built  as  the  crow  flies,  but,  unfortunately, 
railway  trains  do  not  fly.  They  have  to  follow  the  ground 
as  it  is,  and  it  is  much  more  difficult  to  divert  vertically 
from  the  straight  line  than  to  divert  laterally.  These  gen¬ 
tlemen  always  speak  of  a  straight  line  laterally,  and  they 
say:  Your  line  will  divert  laterally  from  the  straight  line  ; 
but  they  do  not  state  that  their  line  will  have  to  diverge 
vertically  from  the  straight  line,  and  that  is  worse.  It  will 
have  to  overcome  an  extra  summit  of  950  feet  more  than  the 
combination  line,  making,  according  to  railway  authorities, 
a  difference  of  47^  miles,  at  the  rate  of  a  mile  for  each  20 
feet  of  extra  summit  to  be  overcome.  I  have  already  quoted 
Mr.  Burpee’s  report,  which  is  to  be  found  at  page  40  of  the 
Blue  Book,  and  some  of  the  reports  I  have  had  since  show 
that  it  is  worse  than  that.  The  difference  of  the  summits 
to  be  overcome  would  be,  not  950  feet,  but  1,152  feet,  which 
would  make  the  additional  length  57J  miles  for  the  line  by 
Sherbrooke  instead  of  474  miles.  I  am  not  going  to  insist 
very  much  on  that ;  I  am  only  refuting  the  argument  of 
those  hon.  gentlemen.  I  say  we  are  not  in  a  position  to 
judge.  The  Government  should  have  given  a  com¬ 
plete  tabular  statement  of  the  grades  and  curves  and 
summits,  of  the  heights  to  be  overcome,  and  even 
the  computation  of  the  railway  engineers,  of  the  length 
on  each  line,  taking  into  consideration  the  practical  length¬ 
ening  of  each  line  due  to  the  grades  and  curves  and  summits 
to  he  overcome.  We  do  not  know  exactly  the  comparative 
length  of  each  line.  That  should  have  been  given,  but  we 
are  left  iu  the  dark.  We  have  the  maximum  grades  and 
curves,  but  the  maximum  may  be  realised  in  one  line  only 
once,  and  in  another  line  it  may  be  realised  a  hundred  times. 

Another  very  important  fact  which  must  not  be  forgotten 
is  this  :  Supposing  there  is  the  same  summit  to  be  overcome 
— but  in  one  line  it  is  to  be  overcome  once  and  in  the  other 
twice — it  makes  all  the  difference  in  the  world,  because  it 
stands  to  common  sense  that  when  a  railway  train  has  gone 
down  a  very  heavy  grade,  the  power  lost  is  not  accumulated 
for  ascending  the  other  grade  which  must  be  ascended.  It 
is  lost  for  all  practical  purposes.  Those  gentlemen  have 
been  insisting  very  much  upon  the  examination  of  the  map. 
If  we  judge  by  the  two  lines  on  the  map,  it  is  their  con¬ 
demnation.  If  we  look  at  the  country  to  be  traversed  by 
each  line,  we  find  that  the  line  through  Sherbrooke  crosses 
the  mountain  diagonally,  whereas  the  combination  line 
crosses  the  chains  of  mountains  longitudinally,  which  makes 
a  great  difference.  It  is  not  proposed  to  cross  all  these 
mountains  with  tunnels,  -  The  summits  of  these  mountains 
must  be  overcome  by  lengthening  the  distance  to  be  passed. 
So  the  map  itself  is  a  condemnation  of  the  line  advocated  by 
those  gentlemen,  unless  they  are  going  to  cross  by  tunnels 
everywhere,  in  order  to  have  an  air  line.  This  shows  that 
their  mode  of  calculation  is  misleading,  and  cannot  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  making  a  practical  decision. 

Again,  if  we  are  to  pass  through  American  territory,  it 
must  be  admitted  on  all  bands  that  we  should  try  to  have 
the  shortest  possible  distance  crossing  that  territory.  The 
combination  line  has  40  miles  less  of  American  territory  to 
traverse  than  the  line  passing  through  Sherbrooke. 

The  line  through  Sherbrooke  leaves  aside  the  eastern  part 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  east  from  Montreal.  All  the 
benefits  supposed  to  be  derived  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  for  the  heavy  expenditure  which  had  been  incurred 
for  that  road  are  going  to  be  lost  for  all  the  eastern 
portion  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  if  we  allow  the  line  to  be 
constructed  through  Sherbrooke  ;  whereas  if  we  adopt  the 
combination  line,  all  these  advantages  will  be  much  greater, 
not  only  for  Quebec,  but  for  Three  Rivers,  and  all  the  other 
localities  on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence. 

Another  strong  objection,  to  my  mind,  against  the  Sher¬ 
brooke  line,  is  that  it  is  sure  to  be  tapped  by  American 
lines  at  Mattawamkeag,  as  will  be  seen  by  looking  at  the 
map.  From  Mattawamkeag  to  Bangor  there  is  already  a 
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railway  built,  and  which  is  only  40  miles  in  length.  Then, 
from  Mattawamkeag  to  St.  Andrews,  the  nearest  point, 
there  is  106  miles,  and  to  St.  John  there  is  141  miles ;  so  it 
is  evident  that  the  line  will  be  tapped  at  Mattawamkeag. 

The  line  through  Sherbrooke  will  also  necessitate  the 
construction  of  a  second  bridge  at  or  near  Montreal.  It  is 
well  known  that  it  is  proposed  to  build  the  bridge  at 
Lachine,  so  that  there  will  be  two  bridges  at  Montreal* 
There  is  no  bridge  at  Quebec,  and  if  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  should  pass  by  the  combination  line  Quebec  would 
get  a  bridge.  When  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  Bast 
(Mr.  Laurier)  spoke  of  the  importance  of  Quebec 
having  a  bridge,  in  order  to  have  the  terminus  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  he  was  answered,  by  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  that  the  bridge  would  not  contribute  to 
bring  the  traffic  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  I  say 
this  is  entirely  wrong,  and  I  speak  from  the  authority  of 
the  business  men  of  Quebec.  This  question  has  been  dis¬ 
cussed  a  great  deal,  and  the  business  men  of  Quebec  are  all 
of  the  opinion  that  without  a  bridge  or  a  ferry  it  is  impossi¬ 
ble  to  bring  the  traffic  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to 
Quebec,  even  in  the  summer.  The  great  advantage  in 
having  a  bridge  at  this  point  is  in  connection  with  the  grain 
trade.  Quebec  is  a  good  place  for  storing  grain  during  the 
summer  season.  When  the  European  markets  are  not  good 
the  grain  may  be  stored  there,  and  exported  as  soon  as  the 
markets  improve.  Supposing  grain  is  stored  in  Quebec  to 
await  exportation ;  as  soon  as  navigation  is  closed,  if  there 
were  no  bridge  at  Quebec,  it  would  have  to  be  brought  back 
to  Montreal,  and  then  taken  through  the  Lachine  bridge; 
whereas,  if  this  bridge  is  built  at  Quebec,  grain  may  be 
exported  at  any  time ;  and  when  the  immense  docks  at 
Quebec  are  completed,  very  great  facilities  will  bo  given 
for  storing  and  loading  grain.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  use  the  expression  of  one  of  the  Quebec  merchants, 
without  a  bridge  at  Quebec  that  city  would  be  a  cul  de 
sac  in  winter,  where  grain  would  be  stored  without  any 
means  of  removing  it. 

Moreover,  it  is  admitted  that  if  the  Pacific  Eailway 
passes  through  Sherbrooke  it  will  still  be  necessary 
to  spend  a  million  and  a-half  to  build  a  branch  to 
Quebec,  but  that  amount  will  be  saved  if  it  is  taken 
to  Quebec  on  the  short  line.  It  is  proposed  by  these 
resolutions  to  vote  one  million  and  a-half  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  to  go  to  Quebec,  and  half  a  million  to 
take  it  through  Bdmunston  ;  and  something  like  $3,400,000 
(the  present  value  at  4  per  cent,  of  $250,000  a  year 
for  twenty  years)  to  carry  it  through  Sherbrooke.  But 
if  we  adopt  the  combination  line,  all  the  monoy 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  expend  by  way  of  Sher¬ 
brooke  would  bo  saved. 

Another  important  fact  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House,  to  show  that  it  was  a  preconcerted  plan, 
agreed  upon  last  year,  to  select  the  location  through  Sher¬ 
brooke,  is  this  :  that  the  combination  line,  which  has  so 
many  advantages,  was  not  even  shown  upon  the  map  which 
has  been  distributed  to  members  of  this  House.  The  line 
which  was  shown  as  being  a  line  located  by  Mr.  Light  was, 
on  the  contrary,  a  line  that  was  condemned  by  Mr.  Light, 
that  is,  the  line  going  to  Hartland.  Mr.  Light  himself  was 
revented  from  adopting  that  location  on  account  of  the 
eavy  grades  and  sharp  curves. 

Now,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  tried  to 
show  that  if  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  hon*  member 
for  Quebec  East  was  adopted,  it  would  militate  against 
the  interests  of  Quebec,  because,  as  he  said,  the  resolutions 
proposed  by  the  Government  would  then  be  thrown  out,  and 
the  proposal  to  take  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to  Quebec 
would  also  be  thrown  out.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  suppose  the 
resolutions  were  thrown  out,  what  would  Quebec  lose  ?  I  do 
not  suppose  that  the  rejection  of  these  resolutions  would 
have  the  effect  of  removing  the  rails  on  the  North  Shore 
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Eailway  between  Quebec  and  Montreal.  It  is  proposed  to 
give  the  North  Shore  line  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway, 
that  is  all.  We  already  have  that  line,  and  it  is  not  proposed 
to  give  us  any  line  that  we  do  not  possess.  It  is  now  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway,  but  it  would  then  be 
controlled  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  It  is  better  for 
the  interests  of  Quebec,  for  the  local  traffic,  that  the 
North  Shore  Eailway  should  be  controlled  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  rather  than  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Eailway,  because  it  will  give  us  greater  facilities 
for  commerce  between  Montreal  and  Quebec.  But  as  far 
as  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  is  con¬ 
cerned,  it  does  not  matter  to  Quebec  whether  those  resolutions 
are  adopted  or  not;  we  will  not  have  the  terminus  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  at  Quebec,  but  we  shall  have 
two  lines  of  rails  between  Quebec  and  Montreal,  which 
will  be  controlled  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  Another 
important  point  on  which  we  have  not  obtained  information, 
although  we  have  repeatedly  asked  for  it,  is  this  :  The 
line  through  Sherbrooke  is  called  by  all  the  newspapers, 
even  by  those  supporting  the  Government,  the  Pope  line. 
The  line  is  principally  owned  by  a  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  other  day  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  made  an  enquiry,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
ascertain  whether  it  was  proposed  to  acquire  that  line  with 
the  money  it  is  proposed  to  vote.  No  answer  was  given 
to  that  question.  What  does  that  silence  imply  ?  It  implies 
that  the  railway  is  to  be  purchased.  It  is  not  only  going 
to  have  the  advantage  of  being  brought  into  connection 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  but  the  road  itself  is  to 
be  purchased  with  the  money  this  House  is  now  asked  to 
vote.  We  never  have  been  able,  however,  to  obtain  any 
information  on  this  point  from  the  Minister  of  Public  Works. 
That  hon.  gentleman  has  given  very  full  information  on  points 
that  are  of  little  importance ;  but  on  this  essential  point, 
not  one  word  of  explanation  has  been  vouchsafed  by  him. 

The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  if  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  were  taken  to  Quebec  by  the  North  Shore 
it  must  bo  understood  that  grain  carried  there  at 
the  close  of  navigation  must  remain  there  the  whole 
winter,  as  goods  are  now  stored  in  Quebec  until  tho 
opening  of  navigation.  That  is  exactly  what  we  are 
complaining  of ;  that  is  what  we  desire  to  prevent.  It  is 
not  proposed  to  remedy  it  by  these  resolutions.  We  want 
some  means  of  communicating  with  the  Canadian  railway 
system  in  winter  as  well  as  during  the  summer.  We  shall 
gain  nothing  by  the  road  proposed  by  the  Government. 

The  Minister  of  Public  Works  mentioned  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Quebec  East  (Mr.  Laurier)  wanted  everything 
done  at  once.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  wants  to  have 
the  matter  respecting  Quebec  left  over  to  another  Session. 
What  would  be  the  use  of  building  a  bridge  at  great  expen¬ 
diture  if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  traffic  had  taken 
another  channel.  If  the  traffic  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway,  which  it  is  hoped  will  bo  very  large,  passes  by 
the  Sherbrooke  route,  the  company  will  be  obliged  to  expend 
a  large  sum  for  terminal  facilities,  either  in  the  United 
States  or  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  they  would  not 
sacrifice  all  that  expenditure  in  order  to  come  back  to 
Quebec.  It  is  well  known  that  when  trade  has  adopted  a 
certain  channel  it  cannot  be  diverted,  unless  there  is  a  very 
great  difference  in  the  advantages,  and  there  will  not  be  so 
much  difference  as  to  lead  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
Company  to  come  back  to  Quebec. 

We  should  not  be  called  upon  to  pronounce  an  opinion  on 
the  documents  before  us, which  are  unsatisfactory,  and  I  there¬ 
fore  move  the  following  amendment  to  the  amendment : — 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  “  thereof,  ”  in  the  amendment,  and 
insert  the  following  :  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  additional  surveys 
are  required,  and  should  at  once  be  undertaken  in  order  to  obtain 
a  sound  decision  aB  to  the  proper  route  for  the  short  line  railway,  and  it 
would  be  premature  to  adopt  any  line  before  further  surveys  had  been 
made. 
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The  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall)  and  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  insisted  that  if  the  combina¬ 
tion  line  were  adopted  it  would  be  impossible  to  go  on  with  its 
construction,  because  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Maine 
would  not  meet  for  two  years.  That  is  entirely  a  mistake. 
It  would  not  bo  necessary  to  have  a  meeting  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture,  because  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maine  provide  for  the 
incorporation  of  railway  companies  without  having 
recourse  to  the  Legislature.  There  has  been  no  amendment 
to  that  law.  At  chapter  120  it  is  stated  : 

“  Section  1.  Any  number  of  persons,  not  less  than  ten,  a  majority  of 
whom  shall  be  citizens  of  this  State,  may  form  a  company  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  and  constructing,  maintaining,  and  operating  a  railway  for 
public  use  in  the  conveyance  of  persons  and  property  within  this  State, 
and  for  that  purpose  may  make  and  sign  articles  of  association,  in  which 
shall  be  stated  the  name  of  the  company,  the  gauge  of  the  road,  the 
places  from  which  and  to  which  the  road  is  to  be  constructed,  maintained 
and  operated,  the  length  of  such  road,  as  near  as  may  be,  and  the  name 
of  each  town  and  county  in  this  State  through  which  or  into  which  it  is 
to  be  made  ;  the  amount  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  company,  which  shall 
not  be  less  than  $6,000  for  every  mile  of  road  proposed  to  be  constructed, 
of  the  gauge  of  4  feet  8$  inches,  nor  less  than  $3,000  per  mile  for  any 
narrower  gauge,  and  the  number  of  shares  of  which  said  capital  stock 
shall  consist,  and  the  names  and  places  of  residence  of  at  least  five  persons, 
a  majority  of  whom  shall  be  citizens  of  this  State,  who  shall  act  as  direc¬ 
tors  of  the  proposed  company,  and  shall  manage  its  affairs  until  others 
are  chosen  in  their  places.  Each  subscriber  to  such  articles  of  associa¬ 
tion  shall  subscribe  thereto  his  name,  place  of  residence,  and  the  number 
of  shares  of  stock  he  agrees  to  take  in  said  company. 

“  Section  2.  Said  articles  of  association  shall  not  be  filed  and  recorded 
in  the  manner  provided  in  section  3  of  this  Act  until  the  capital  stock 
named  in  section  1  has  been  subscribed  thereto  in  good  fath  by  responsi¬ 
ble  parties,  and  5  per  cent,  paid  thereon  in  cash  to  the  directors  named 
in  said  articles  of  association. 

“  Nor  until  there  is  endorsed  thereon  or  annexed  thereto  an  affidavit 
made  by  a  majority  of  the  directors  named  in  said  articles,  that  the 
amount  of  stock  required  by  this  section  has  been  in  good  faith 
subscribed,  and  5  per  cent,  paid  thereon  in  cash  as  aforesaid,  and  that 
it  is  intended  in  good  faith  to  construct,  maintain  and  operate  the  road 
mentioned  in  such  articles  of  association,  which  affidavit  shall  be 
recorded  with  the  articles  of  association  as  aforessaid.” 

Mr.  SHANLY.  It  may  possibly  be  supposed,  when  I 
rise  to  speak  on  a  question  of  this  kind,  that  I  rise  to  speak 
with  some  authority  ;  but  I  would  state,  at  the  outset,  that 
I  am  entirely  unable  to  form  any  opinion  respecting  what 
may  be  called  the  engineering  merits  of  the  two  lines.  I 
am,  on  general  principles,  in  favor  of  a  thorough  and  com¬ 
plete  examination,  for  I  know  that  vast  sums  of  money  have 
been  wasted  in  various  public  works  of  this  country  and 
elsewhere,  by  not  making  complete  examinations.  I  had 
not  the  advantage  of  hearing  the  earlier  part  of  this  dis¬ 
cussion,  as  I  was  accidentally  absent  from  my  seat  when 
it  took  place ;  but  there  was  a  debate  took  place  a 
week  or  two  ago,  prior  to  my  having  had  the  privilege  of 
standing  where  I  now  stand,  and  I  have  been  reading  that 
debate,  in  order,  amongst  other  things,  to  arrive,  if  possible, 
at  something  like  the  merits  of  the  question.  And  I  was 
grieved  to  find  in  that  debate  that  certain  members  who 
advocated  one  line  in  preference  to  the  other  thought  it 
necessary  to  descend  to  personalities,  perhaps,  Sir,  under 
the  same  rule  which  has  been  ascribed  to  certain  lawyers, 
not  of  a  high  class,  of  course,  when  your  case  fails  in  argu¬ 
ment  abuse  your  opponent’s  connsel.  That  seems  to  have 
been  the  case  with  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  whom  I  allude. 
The  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall)  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  thought  fit  to  assail 
the  private  and  professional  character  of  a  gentleman 
whom  I  hold  in  high  respect,  both  privately  and  profession¬ 
ally,  Mr.  A.  L.  Light,  in  whose  character,  as  a  professional 
man,  I  have  entire  confidence,  as  I  have  in  his  integrity  as 
a  man.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  when  people  descend  to  use 
such  an  argument  as  they  used  against  Mr.  Light,  they 
cannot  have  very  good  faith  in  their  own  case.  As  regards 
the  plans  and  surveys,  and  everything  else,  I  say  there  is 
nothing  before  us  which  would  enable  any  engineer 
decidedly  to  state  that  ono  line  is  a  better  line  than  the 
other ;  and,  therefore,  it  is,  that  I  rise,  not  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  line,  but  I  feel  I  would  be  neglecting  my  duty, 

I  would  bo  false  to  my  friendship,  if  I  were  to  fail  to  rise 
Mr,  Lanqelieb, 


4 


and  defend  my  friend,  who  has  not  an  opportunity  of 
defending  himself.  And,  Sir,  because  I  think  there  is  not 
sufficient  information  before  us  to  enable  us  to  judge  as  to 
the  comparative  merits  of  these  lines,  I  shall  act  upon  that 
opinion,  and  shall  support  the  amendment.  I  have  nothing 
to  say,  further  than  this  :  that  the  proper  course  is  to  make  a 
complete  and  thorough  survey  of  the  line  before  any  subsidy 
is  voted. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  disagree  with  my  hon.  friend 
from  Megantic,  and  I  rise  to  state  why  I  shall  vote 
against  the  amendment.  This  is  a  question  of  great 
importance  to  the  Maritime  Provinces ;  it  is  a 
burning  question  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  those  Provinces,  as  we  feel  the  great  necessity  of 
having  a  line  giving  us  connection,  within  a  short  time, 
with  the  western  systems  of  railway.  The  Intercolonial 
Pailway,  so  far  as  the  Provinces  of  New  Brunswick  and 
Nova  Scotia  are  concerned,  is  regarded  as  one  which  is 
almost  useless  for  commercial  purposes.  Unfortunately,  in 
times  long  since,  a  portion  of  the  territory  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  was  taken  off  by  the  Ashburton  Treaty,  which,  in  that 
respect,  I  believe  was  an  act  of  injustice  to  us,  and  despoiled 
us  of  our  territory ;  and  the  result  is,  that  the  State  of 
Maine  is  there  like  a  wedge,  separating  those  two  portions 
of  the  Dominion,  one  from  the  other.  If  I  thought  it  were 
possible  that  we  could  have  a  short  line  through  Canadian 
soil,  I  should  have  been  willing  that  such  a  line  should  be 
constructed,  but  it  is  practically  impossible,  and  we  are 
obliged  to  ci’oss  through  the  State  of  Maine  for  the 
purpose  of  connecting  the  Maritime  Provinces  with  the 
great  Provinces  to  the  west.  We  have  been  advocating 
this  line  for  years  without  help — that  is,  the  Megantic 
line — until,  for  the  first  time  this  year,  we  found 
the  people  of  Quebec  coming  forward  to  help  us  to  get 
such  a  line.  Some  of  them  are  opposing  our  opportunity 
of  getting  this  road-— not  on  the  old  cry,  that  we  must 
have  a  line  through  Canadian  territory,  but  on  the  ground 
that  there  is  a  shorter  line  by  Quebec  than  by  Megantic.  I 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  discussion  with  regard  to  sur¬ 
veys  and  matters  of  that  kind.  In  the  last  Session,  when  we 
had  a  resolution  of  a  similar  character,  when  the  hon. 
member  for  Quebec  East  moved  that  the  matter  should  nob 
be  left  with  the  Government,  but  that  the  subsidy  should  be 
voted  by  Parliament,  I  felt  it  to  be  in  the  interests  of  my 
constituency  and  my  Province,  as  well  as  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  generally,  to  vote  against  my  hon.  friend  on  that 
occasion  ;  and  now,  as  the  Government  has  decided  the 
matter,  I  am  prepared  to  endorse  their  action  in  this  case. 
There  are  a  number  of  different  lines,  and  we  find  that  the 
engineers,  like  the  doctors,  disagree,  and  who  is  to  say  which 
is  right.  We  cannot  afford  to  wait  forever,  or  until  these 
full  surveys  are  made.  We  want  the  connection,  and  we 
want  it  as  fast  as  possible.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Megantic,  that  if  it  is  not  built  within  a  reasonable 
time,  trade  will  turn  in  different  channels  and  will  continue 
to  run  in  those  channels,  and  while  Quebec  is  contend¬ 
ing  against  the  Eastern  Townships  about  this  line, 
we  are  suffering  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  We 
are  suffering  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  by  the 
time  these  differences  are  settled,  we  shall  find  that  traffic 
arrangements  have  been  made  to  carry  the  traffic  to  those 
ports  to  which  nature  has  given  greater  advantages  than 
ours  possess,  and  we  shall  be  left  out  entirely  in  the  cold. 
Now,  there  are  three  lines  which  have  been  referred  to. 
First,  there  is  the  Megantic  line.  Then,  Mr.  Light  brings 
forward  the  Chesuncook  line.  This  is  the  first  time  we 
have  heard  of  this  line ;  and  while  we  are  talking  of 
interested  parties  in  Sherbrooke,  we  must  remember  that 
Mr.  Light — although  I  do  not  wish  to  damage  his  reputa¬ 
tion — is  largely  interested  in  the  bridge  to  be  built  at 
Quebec.  Although  we  have  the  opinions  of  different 
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engineers,  the  responsibility  rests  on  the  Government  and 
on  the  engineer  they  have  selected  ;  and  if  their  engineer 
has  selected  the  Megantic  line,  I  think  we,  who  are  unskilful 
and  unprofessional  men,  should  adopt  that  line.  In  our  Pro¬ 
vince,  as  I  have  said,  we  have  been  agitating  for  this  Megantic 
line.  Last  winter,  for  the  first  time,  a  deputation  was  sent 
from  the  city  of  Quebec  to  our  people;  but  that  deputation, 
although  received  with  every  respect  and  courtesy,  were 
told  plainly  that  so  far  as  our  people  were  concerned  the 
Megantic  line  was  the  line  they  wanted,  and  the  line  which 
they  believed  was  in  the  true  interests  of  the  people  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  While  Quebec  is  to  have  the  summer 
port,  we  desire  to  obtain  for  the  Maritime  Provinces  the 
winter  port.  Then,  the  combination  line  is  put  forward  to 
compete  with  "the  Megantic  line ;  but  since  the  last  debate 
took  place  a  line  is  proposed  by  Mr.  O’Sullivan,  the  only 
claim  advanced  in  favor  of  which  is  that  it  is  all  on  Cana¬ 
dian  soil ;  it  crosses  the  mountains  in  a  direct  route  from 
Grand  Palls  to  Moncton,  but  Major  Robinson  and  Captain 
Henderson  found  it  impossible  to  get  a  line  where  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  carry  his.  But  I  protest  against  that  line  on 
another  ground,  because  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick  are  hand  in  hand  in  endeavoring 
to  get  this  short  line,  and  I  think  weight  should  be 
given  to  the  fact  that  every  member  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  is  in  favor  of  the  Megantic  line,  and  that  the  line 
proposed  by  Mr.  O’Sullivan  in  his  letter  is  one  that 
would  leave  St.  John  and  St.  Andrews,  and  the  whole 
valley  of  St.  John,  without  any  advantage  whatever. 
We  complain  that  when  we  go  to  Montreal  we  have 
now  to  travel  100  miles  eastward  before  we  can  turn  our 
faces  towards  Montreal,  and  Mr.  O’Sullivan  proposes  to  give 
us  another  line,  which  will  compel  us  to  go  farther  still. 
We  have  not  only  this  line  surveyed,  but  a  charter  has  been 
granted  in  Maine  for  a  line  across  that  State.  The  hon. 
member  for  Megantic  has  called  attention  to  the  railway 
law  of  the  State  of  Maine,  and  has  pointed  out  that  we  need 
not  wait  until  the  Session  of  1887  in  order  to  obtain  a  rail¬ 
way  charter,  because  the  law  of  that  State  provides  for 
it;  but  my  hon,  friend  forgot  to  point  out  all  the  steps  that 
have  to  be  taken.  Every  company,  after  certain  things  are 
done,  and  when  it  is  approved  by  the  Railway  Commis¬ 
sioners,  obtains  an  endorsed  certificate,  and  that  certificate 
being  filed,  the  company  becomes  de  facto  and  de  jure  a  cor¬ 
poration,  but  it  is  also  enacted  as  follows : — 

“  Every  corporation  organised  under  this  Act,  before  commencing 
the  construction  of  its  road,  shall  present  to  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  a  petition  for  approval  of  location,  accompanied  with 
a  map  of  the  proposed  route,  on  an  appropriate  scale,  and  with 
a  profile  of  the  line  on  a  vertical  scale  of  ten  to  one  compared  with 
the  horizontal  scale,  and  with  a  report  and  estimate  prepared  by  a 
skilful  engineer  from  actual  survey.  The  Board  of  Railroad  Commis¬ 
sioners  shall,  on  presentation  of  such  petition,  appoint  a  day  for  a 
hearing  thereon,  and  the  petitioners  shall  give  such  notice  thereof  as 
said  board  shall  deem  reasonable  and  proper,  in  order  that  all  persons 
interested  may  have  an  opportunity  to  appear  and  object  thereto.  If 
the  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners,  after  hearing  the  petition,  shall 
approve  the  proposed  location,  and  that  the  public  convenience  requires 
the  construction  of  such  read,  the  corporation  may  proceed  with  the 
construction  of  their  road.” 

In  the  case  of  larger  roads,  application  must  be  made  to  the 
Legislature  for  a  charter ;  and  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
ascertain,  the  general  law  adopted  in  Maine  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  enabling  parties  to  build  short  lines,  pretty  much  as 
we  do  by  our  Consolidated  Railway  Act,  without  applica¬ 
tion  to  the  Legislature.  Now,  we  have  to  consider  that 
a  charter  has  been  granted  by  the  Legislature  of  Maine 
for  a  railway  across  that  State,  to  connect  with  our 
system.  If  wo  ask  to  build  a  line  across  the  State  of 
Maine,  which  will  divert  the  traffic  from  other  portions 
of  that  State,  we  cannot  expect  them  to  authorise  a  line 
which  would  draw  the  traffic  from  the  Penobscot  and 
Bangor  districts  to  New  Brunswick  and  Quebec.  I  feel 
that  this  is  a  matter  which  cannot  be  delayed;  I  believe 
that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  that  it 


should  not  be  delayed.  What  we  want  is  a  union  with  the 
western  system  of  railways,  in  the  hopo  of  getting  a  portion 
of  the  traffic  that  passes  over  that  system.  Give  us  the 
line,  and  then  I  am  not  afraid  of  the  enorgy  and  enterprise 
of  the  people  of  Halifax,  St.  John  and  St.  Andrews,  and  of 
the  counties  through  which  those  roads  will  run,  finding 
means  to  counteract  the  natural  advantages  which  the 
American  ports  possess  over  them.  That  is  for  us  to  do. 
What  we  ask  this  Parliament  to  do  is  to  give  us  a  helping 
hand,  to  enable  us  to  form  a  connection  with  that  system  of 
railways,  and  leave  the  people  to  develop,  by  their  own 
energy  and  enterprise,  the  trade  which  we  think  we  are 
entitled  to.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  any  longer ; 
I  only  desire  to  give  the  reasons  why  I  shall  vote  against 
this  amendment,  because  it  is  calculated  to  produce  delay 
and  to  injure  the  interests  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  for  I 
fear  that  if  we  let  this  opportunity  slip,  many  years  may 
elapse  before  we  shall  get  another.  We  may  find  that 
these  railways  cannot  wait  until  we  get  over  our  differences, 
and  the  consequence  will  be  that  the  traffic,  instead  of 
coming  to  our  Provinces,  will  be  diverted  to  the  cities  on 
the  seaboard  of  the  United  States,  to  which  nature  has 
given  advantages  over  us ;  but  we  hope  by  this  line  to 
counteract  them  and  get  a  share  of  the  traffic. 

Mr.  G1ROUARD.  I  rise  to  say  a  few  words  to 
explain  the  vote  I  intend  to  give,  and  my  l-emarks 
will  apply  to  the  amendment  as  well  as  the  resolutions. 
The  railway  resolutions  have  two  objects  in  view :  first,  the 
pui’chase  of  the  North  Shore  Railway,  and  second,  the  con¬ 
struction  of  what  is  called  the  short  line.  With  regard  to 
the  purchase  of  the  North  Shore  Railway,  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  last  year,  when  the  Quebec  railway  resolu¬ 
tions  came  up  for  discussion,  I  expressed  the  view  that  it 
was  unfair  to  deduct  fi’om  the  indemnity  payable  to  the 
Quebec  Government  the  sum  of  $6,000  a  mile  for  the  road 
from  Montreal  to  Quebec,  either  to  purchase  the  North 
Shore  Railway  or  to  build  a  new  road.  I  pi’otested  against 
the  Government  retaining  a  sum  out  of  the  Quebec  indem¬ 
nity  for  that  purpose.  I  could  not  do  moi-e,  because  the 
Province  of  Quebec  was  interested  to  the  extent  of 
$2,300,000.  However,  my  protest  was  made,  and  hold¬ 
ing  to-day  the  views  I  expressed  then,  I  feel  called  on 
to  vote  against  the  first  resolution,  for  tlie  purchase  of  the 
North  Shore  Railway  out  of  the  $960,000  which  forms  a 
portion  of  the  indemnity  to  the  Quebec  Government.  The 
ground  I  take  is,  that  in  the  past  we  never  deducted 
anything  from  l’ailway  company  subsidies,  under  the 
pretence  that  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  might  want 
to  purchase  the  roads  these  railway  companies  were 
intending  to  build.  Take,  for  instance,  the  Canada 
Central  road,  which  was  subsidised  to  the  extent  of  $12,000 
a  mile,  and  the  Callander  and  Gravenhurst,  only  a  branch 
line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  frona  Callander  to  the 
railways  leading  to  Toronto,  which  were  subsidised  $12,000 
a  mile  ;  and  in  both  cases  the  full  subsidy  was  allowed. 
I  do  not  see,  therefore,  why  the  Quobec  Government,  which 
has  built  a  railway  from  Quebec  to  Ottawa,  a  portion 
of  the  main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  should  not 
receive  $12,000  a  mile  for  the  road  from  Ottawa  to  Quobec. 
Now,  as  to  the  short  line,  it  is  true  Paidiament  committed 
itself  to  the  building  of  a  short  line  last  year,  but  only  to  a 
certain  extent.  It  did  not  commit  itself  to  building  a  short 
line  that  would  cost  about  four  times  more  than  what  was 
contemplated  last  year.  Last  year  we  voted  $170,000  a 
year  for  fifteen  years  towards  the  construction  of  that  line  ; 
to-day  we  are  asked  to  vote  $250,000  a  year  for  twenty 
yeai’s,:  that  is  to  say,  last  year  the  sum  of  one  or  two  millions 
of  dollars  was  asked  to  build  the  l-oad;  this  year  tho  sum  of 
about  $5,000,000  is  asked.  The  case,  thoi-eforo,  does  not 
stand  in  the  same  position  at  all.  The  hon.  member  for  Stan- 
stead  (M.  Colby)  laughs,  but  I  would  ask  him  if  $250,000  a 
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year  for  twenty  years  at  4  per  cent,  with  sinking 
fund,  does  not  represent  about  $5,000,000  capital.  Last 
year  I  entertained  the  same  views  as  to  the  commercial 
utility  of  the  line,  which  I  still  hold.  I  never  thought  we 
could  divert  traffic  from  Boston  and  Portland  during  the 
winter  months  to  Canadian  ports,  for  besides  the  climatic 
difficulty,  there  is  the  difference  in  distance  to  contend 
against.  Though  last  year  I  was  willing  to  vote  $170,000  a 
year,  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  members  of  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  I  did  not  believe  it  would  have  the  effect  of  securing 
to  Canada  the  traffic  which  now  goes  by  Portland,  Boston  and 
even  New  Aork.  If  I  could  see  that  the  building  of  this  line 
would  make  any  great  difference  in  the  trade  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  I  would  be  willing  that  we  should  expend  a 
few  millions  of  dollars  to  obtain  that  result,  but  I  believe 
the  advantages  by  Portland  and  Boston  cannot  be  overcome 
by  building  a  line  which,  though  100  miles  shorter  than  tho 
existing  lines  in  Canada,  will  still  be  too  long  to  compete 
against  Portland  and  Boston  lines.  I,  therefore,  cannot 
give  my  sanction  to  the  expenditure  of  so  many  millions,  for 
the  mere  purpose  of  giving  to  the  Maritime  Provinces 
a  road  which,  after  all,  will  only  be  of  local  advantage. 
We  have  already  spent  $42,000,000  in  building  the 
Intercolonial,  which  is  our  chief  means  of  communication 
with  tho  Maritime  Provinces.  To  maintain  that  road  costs 
us  $2,000,000  a  year,  which,  some  years,  is  met  by  traffic 
returns,  and  in  other  years  is  not.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  result  of  building  this  short  line  upon  the  traffic  of  the 
Intercolonial  would  be  such  that  the  revenue  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  will  fall  far  short  of  the  expenses.  I  believe  the 
short  line  will  take  at  least  one-half  of  the  Intercolonial 
traffic,  so  that  we  will  be  called  upon  to  pay,  not  merely  the 
$250,000  asked  to-day,  but  a  million  dollars  a  year  to  meet 
running  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial.  For  these  reasons,  I 
cannot  give  my  consent  either  to  the  purchase  of  the  North 
Shore  road  or  the  construction  of  the  short  line  ;  and  as  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East  (Mr. 
Laurier),  to  have  further  surveys  made,  I  do  not  see  any 
advantage  that  will  accrue  from  spending  another  $30,000 
or  $35,000  on  new  surveys. 

Mr.  TASCHEREAU.  The  question  which  is  now  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  House  seems  of  such  great '‘importance  to 
me,  and  will  be  also  of  such  importance  in  the  discussion  on 
the  hustings  at  the  next  general  elections,  in  the  district  of 
Quebec,  at  least,  that  I  cannot  let  it  pass  over  without  giving 
some  of  the  reasons  which  induce  me  to  vote  in  favor  of  the 
Government’s  resolutions.  In  the  district  of  Quebec, 
two  great  questions  are  agitating  the  public  mind  : 
the  first  is  the  question  of  the  summer  terminus  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  Quebec  desires 
to  possess  within  its  limits;  the  second  is  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  short  route,  which  the  population  of  that  city 
and  of  some  of  the  neighboring  districts  claim  with 
loud  voices.  The  first  question  seems  now  settled  by  one  of 
the  resolutions  laid  before  the  House,  which  guarantees,  in 
the  most  formal  manner,  the  prolongation  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  line  to  Quebec,  where  it  should  find  the  sum¬ 
mer  terminus  ;  and,  had  it  not  been  guaranteed  in  that  way 
by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  I  certainly  would  not 
vote  for  the  resolutions  altogether.  Upon  that  question 
there  should  be  then  no  difficulty  in  voting  for  the  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  reproaches  should  reach  no  one  who  would  vote 
for  it.  The  second  question,  the  question  of  the  short  route 
that  the  present  resolutions  definitively  determine,  via 
Sherbrooke,  is  a  more  ticklish  question,  and  will  surely 
excite  dissensions  in  tho  minds  of  a  good  number.  It  is  quite 
certain  that,  besides  having  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  should  the  old  city  of  Quebec  become 
one  of  the  links  of  the  short  route,  and  connect  Montreal  with 
tho  ports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  by  a  bridge  over  the 
£t.  Lawrence,  between  Cap  Rouge  and  St.  Romuald,  the  I 
Mr.  Girouard. 


old  city  of  Quebec  would  derive  from  these  immense  advan¬ 
tages,  and  would,  in  the  near  future,  see  added  to  the 
list  of  its  glorious  titles  the  more  lucrative  title  of 
a  rich,  commercial,  manufacturing  and  maritime  city. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  consider,  first,  that  the  question  of 
a  short  route  from  one  point  to  another  is  not  a  question 
which  can  be  decided  by  the  law  put  on  the  Statute  Book, 
but  is  a  question  of  geography,  laid  down  by  nature  itself. 
And  I  don’t  see  anything  else  in  the  resolutions  now  sub¬ 
mitted  than  this  :  that  the  Government,  at  the  instance  of 
the  people  of  the  Eastern  Townships  and  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  is  going  to  subsidise  a  line  of  railway  from  Mon¬ 
treal  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  vid  Sherbrooke,  like  it  has 
subsidised  the  North  Shore  Railway,  from  Quebec  to 
Ottawa,  like  it  subsidised  the  Lake  St.  John  Railway,  the 
Quebec  Central  Railway,  the  Riviere  du  Loup  and 
Edmundston  Railway,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  so 
many  other  railways  in  other  Provinces.  If  it  is  not  the  short 
route,  will  that  subsidy  make  it  ?  Certainly  not.  If  tho 
short  route  is  vid  Quebec,  sooner  or  later  the  trade  will 
find  its  way  through  this  last-named  city.  Like  the  water 
that  has  been  diverted  from  its  natural  channel  always 
seeks  after  its  natural  course,  and,  if  not  prevented  by  arti¬ 
ficial  work,  always  ends  in  finding  it,  the  trade  may,  for 
some  time,  be  diverted  from  its  natural  channel,  which  is 
the  shortest,  but  will  always  end  in  finding  it  also.  And, 
Mr.  Speaker,  nature  cannot  give  all  to  the  same  place.  If 
nature  gave  Quebec  one  of  the  finest  ports  in  the 
world,  if  it  gifted  Quebec  with  one  of  the  most  mag¬ 
nificent  sites  of  the  world,  surrounded  it  with  so  many 
charming  places,  who  can  blame  nature  not  to  have  put 
this  admirable  city  on  the  shortest  route  between  Montreal 
and  Halifax  ?  And  as  it  is  this  route  that  we  are  trying 
to  find,  because  the  trade,  blind  and  unpoctical  as  it  is, 
instead  of  seeking  on  its  way  after  beauties  of  nature, 
charming  and  adorned  places,  looks  always  after  the  straight 
line,  which  is  the  shortest  way  from  one  place  to  another, 
we  must  then  adopt,  to  subsidise  it,  the  route  which  is 
proved  to  us  as  meeting  the  most  the  needs  and  exigencies  of 
trade.  It  is  here  no  question  of  sentiment,  but  a  question 
of  business  ;  it  is  no  question  of  predilection  for  one  place 
or  another,  but  a  question  of  commercial  necessity.  In 
fact,  it  is  a  question  of  commerce,  which  has  its  own  indis¬ 
putable  rules.  Then,  we  must  not  look  at  it  and  judge  it 
through  the  prism  of  our  personal  sympathies,  but  with 
the  severe  and  impartial  eye  of  business  men.  For  my 
part,  then,  Mr.  Speaker,  notwithstanding  the  personal 
sympathies  that  I  might  have  for  the  city  of  Quebec,  which 
is  dear  to  me  for  more  than  one  reason,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  I  desire,  as  much  as  any  one,  its  progress,  its 
prosperity  and  its  material  grandeur,  I  cannot,  after  hav¬ 
ing  seriously  studied  the  papers  and  reports  laid  before  us, 
attentively  listened  to  the  reasons  given  on  each  side,  do 
otherwise  than  give  my  assentiment  to  the  resolutions 
which  contain  the  choice  of  the  short  route  through 
Sherbrooke.  And  what  I  stated  before  is  tho  first  con¬ 
sideration  upon  which  I  based  my  opinion,  a  consideration 
merely  of  general  interest,  completely  disengaged  from 
sectional  and  local  interests,  which  may  sometimes  lead  the 
mind  in  a  false  direction.  In  the  second  place,  1  must  recol¬ 
lect  that  I  am  here,  not  as  a  member  of  the  city  of  Quebec, 
but  that  I  represent  here  the  county  of  Beauce ;  that  this 
county  is  formed  partly  with  Eastern  Townships  directly  and 
largely  interested  in  the  completion  of  the  International 
Railway,  which  goes  through  them ;  that  this  line  crosses  a 
part  of  the  county  of  Beauce,  whioh  part  would  derive  great 
advantages  from  the  prosperity  and  of  the  success  of  this  line. 
If  a  part  of  the  county  of  Beauce  has  its  market  at  Quebec, 
another  part  of  the  same  has  it  at  Sherbrooke,  and  that  is 
the  new  part  of  the  county  which  requires  the  most  for  its 
development,  easy  access  to  markets  and  real  marks  of 
encouragement.  And,  besides,  will  not,  after  this,  the 
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lower  part  of  the  county  of  Beauce  be  connected  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  by  the  Quebec  Central,  which  the 
choice  of  the  route  through  Sherbrooke  will  assure  and 
accelerate  the  completion  of,  giving  to  the  parishes  along  the 
Chaudiere  River  and  the  large  townships  of  Marlow,  Liniere, 
Jersey,  Shenley,  Gayhurst,  etc.,  easy  access  either  to 
Quebec,  Sherbrooke  or  American  markets.  Another 
reason  :  When  the  subsidy  of  $211,000  had  been  voted  last 
year  by  Parliament  to  assure  the  completion  of  the 
Quebec  Central  Railway,  which  now  has  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  all  through  the  county  of  Beauce,  was  it  not 
granted  because  this  road  was  considered  as  an 
important  feeder  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
to  which  it  was  to  be  connected  at  some  given  point  within 
the  State  of  Maine  ?  Although  I  was  not,  last  year,  a 
member  of  this  House,  and  although  I  was  not  present  at 
the  conferences  which  preceded  the  grant  of  this  subsidy, 
I  always  thought,  however,  that  those  $211,000  were 
granted  largely  upon  that  consideration.  The  same  interest 
which  existed  last  year,  and  brought  the  Government  to 
the  granting  of  this  subsidy,  prevails  again  to-day.  And 
were  I  to  vote  to-day  against  the  present  resolution,  would 
I  not  undo  what  my  predecessor  did  last  year,  and  contribute 
to  unbuild  the  Quebec  Central  and  decrease  its  importance, 
which  he  contributed  so  much  to  build  and  increase  its 
importance,  working  in  this  connection  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  of  which  it  will  be,  as  I  already  stated,  an 
important  feeder.  Many  reasons,  then,  induce  me  to  give 
my  vote  in  favor  of  the  resolutions  brought  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  :  1st.  Reasons  of  general  interest  and  then  reasons  of 
a  secondary  value,  consisting  in  the  immediate  and  consid¬ 
erable  advantages  which  my  constituents  would  derive  from 
their  adoption.  I  cannot  forget  that  I  represent, 
in  this  House,  a  county  exclusively  composed  of 
farmers,  and  that  the  interest  of  the  agricultural 
class  must  stand  for  me,  in  the  first  place,  before 
the  commercial  and  manufacturing  classes  of  the  cities. 
In  voting  down  those  resolutions  altogether,  what  would  be 
the  result  for  Quebec  ?  The  question  of  the  summer  ter¬ 
minus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  is  decided  in 
their  favor  this  year,  and  which  will  become  within  a  few 
weeks  un  fait  accompli ,  will  be  left  one  year  more  to  the 
mercy  of  political  eventualities ;  and  who  knows  what  may 
or  may  not  happen  in  a  year’s  time  ?  Why  let  the  occasion 
pass  without  giving  Quebec  that  great  and  long-sought-for 
advantage  of  becoming  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  ?  Sir,  in  voting  for  the  resolutions,  I 
believe  that  I  will  vote  in  the  interests  of  my  constituents, 
agriculturists  and  farmers,  in  providing  for  them  new 
markets  for  their  products,  new  accesses  to  those  markets 
and  consequently  in  increasing  their  chances  to  reach 
wealth  and  prosperity.  For  a  long  time  past  this  question 
has  been  before  the  public,  and  my  intention  has  always 
been  well  loimed  to  give  this  question  the  most  serious 
consideration  and  give  upon  it  a  vote  completely  indepen¬ 
dent  of  party  links,  if  the  policy  of  the  Government  upon 
this  question  were  not,  in  my  opinion,  completely  a  just 
and  legitimate  one.  After  having  studied  the  question  most 
carefully,  I  am  happy  to  declare  that  the  opinion  I  formed 
upon  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  polioy  of  my  party  and  of 
my  leaders,  and  that  in  this  circumstance,  as  in  many  other 
instances,  I  may,  together  with  the  accomplishment  of  my 
duty  as  a  conscientious  member,  give  them  the  help  of  my 
vote.  It  only  remains  for  me  now  to  bog  pardon  from  the 
House  for  the  errors  I  must  have  been  guilty  of  in  using  a 
language  which  I  am  not  very  familiar  with,  but  it  was  my 
desire  to  be  understood  by  all,  and  I  hope  that  in  considera¬ 
tion  of  my  good  will  you  will  excuse  my  temerity. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  This  is  a  question  which 
is  of  especial  interest  to  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Pro* 
vinces  and  also  to  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  but 


we  regard  it  in  no  sense  as  a  provincial  question.  It  is  a 
question  which  is  rather  national  than  provincial  in  its 
character,  involving,  as  it  does,  the  commercial  interests  of 
this  whole  country.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  members  from 
Quebec  have  felt  it  their  duty  to  oppose  these  resolutions. 
I  regret  that  these  amendments  have  been  offered,  because 
I  had  hoped  that  the  resolutions  would  have  received  the 
unanimous  support  of  the  hon.  members  of  the  House,  no 
matter  to  which  political  party  they  belong.  The  object  of 
these  resolutions  is  to  secure  for  our  own  people  the  future 
trade  of  this  country  and  to  use  it  to  build  up  our  own  sea¬ 
ports.  This  is  a  laudable  object,  and  one  which  should  enlist 
the  sympathies  of  every  member  of  this  House ;  and  it  is 
because  I  believe  these  resolutions  will  attain  that  important 
object  that  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  support  them.  I  do  not  intend 
to  refer  to  that  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  moved  the  amendment,  which  refers  to  making  the  city 
of  Quebec  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  I  can  only  say  that  in  my  opinion  there  can 
be  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  fact  that  the  claims  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  route,  as  a  summer  route  for  our  traffic, 
are  superior  to  those  of  every  other.  The  natural  advan¬ 
tages  of  that  great  river,  improved  as  they  have  been,  from 
time  to  time,  by  large  expenditures  of  money,  have  already 
secured  for  it  a  very  large  percentage  of  the  foreign  trade 
of  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  If  hon.  gentlemen 
will  refer  to  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  they  will 
find  that  in  the  year  1884,  of  the  foreign  imports  of  those 
provinces,  70  per  cent,  came  vid  the  St.  Lawrence,  and 
about  30  per  cent  vid  other  routes.  In  the  exports,  the 
difference  was  till  more  marked.  Upwai’ds  of  90  per  cent, 
of  the  foreign  exports  of  those  Provinces  went  by  the  St. 
Lawrence,  and  less  than  10  per  cent,  passed  through  the 
United  States  in  bond.  I  do  not,  of  course,  inolude  in  these 
figures  the  exports  and  imports  to  the  United  States.  These 
figures,  however,  show  that  the  St.  Lawrence  route  has 
already  a  practical  monopoly  of  the  foreign  trade  of  the 
west.  It  is  my  desire,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  desire  of 
every  member  of  this  House,  from  whatever  part  of  the 
Dominion  he  may  come,  to  see  its  control  of  this  traffic  not 
only  established  but  extended,  to  see  it  in  the  future 
embrace  not  only  the  trade  from  our  own  North- 
West,  but  to  embrace  the  transcontinental  trade  that 
we  hope  will  be  developed,  and  also  to  draw  into  the 
same  channel  a  large  portion  of  the  exports  of  those 
States  which  lie  between  the  great  lakes  and  the 
Rocky  Mountains.  I  trust,  too,  that  when  this  trade  is 
developed  the  enterprise  of  the  merchants  and  business  men 
of  the  city  of  Quebec,  with  the  facilities  which  they  will 
possess  when  it  is  made  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  will  secure  for  them  a  large  share  of 
that  traffic;  for,  in  my  opinion,  the  importance  of  that  city, 
the  importance  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence  as  a  great  high¬ 
way  for  trade,  can  never  be  ignored.  The  value  of  this 
great  river  in  this  respect,  as  well  as  its  beauty  and  the 
grandeur  of  its  scenery,  were  referred  to  early  in  the 
present  session  by  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse) 
in  his  usual  eloquent  style ;  and,  Sir,  I  feel  that  it  is  a 
source  of  pride  to  every  Canadian  to  know  that  that  magni¬ 
ficent  river  which,  for  natural  beauty  and  for  the  grandeur 
of  its  scenery  has  no  rival,  and  which  in  the  past  has  con¬ 
tributed  so  largely  to  attract  foreign  travel  to  our 
shores  and  make  this  country  known,  occupies  at  the 
present  time  the  very  first  position  on  this  continent  as  a 
great  natural  channel  for  trade  and  commerce.  Sir,  I  feel 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  this  Parliament,  and  I  hope  it  will 
always  be  our  endeavor  to  strengthen  its  claims  to  that 
position,  so  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so  by  legis¬ 
lative  action.  But  while  I  endorse  the  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queboc  Bast,  in  regard 
to  this  matter,  I  cannot  endorse  the  views  he  has  expressed 
with  regard  to  the  winter  outlet  for  our  traffic.  When  we 
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come  to  deal  with  the  question  of  a  winter  outlet  we  have 
a  very  different  and  a  very  difficult  matter  before  us.  The 
first  question,  and  one  of  vital  importance,  is  the  question  of 
distance.  This  question  of  distance  in  the  past  has  been  so 
serious  a  matter  that  it  has  defeated  every  effort  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  carry  this  traffic  over  the  Intercolonial  Eailway  to 
the  seaboard ;  and,  although  we  now  adopt  the  shortest  and 
most  direct  line  possible,  it  still  presents  itself  as  a  very 
serious  obstacle  to  the  commercial  success  of  this  scheme.  This 
question  of  difference  of  distance  between  our  own  line  and 
the  lines  leading  to  American  ports  is  one  which  can  never 
be  entirely  removed ;  it  can  only  be  reduced  to  a  minimum, 
and  I  believe  every  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  that  it  is  not 
only  important,  but  absolutely  necessary,  that  it  should  be 
reduced  to  a  minimum.  I  believe  every  member  of  this 
House  agrees,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  support  this 
amendment  also  agree,  that  the  policy  which  was  adopted 
by  the  Government  last  Session  and  which  then  received 
the  sanction  of  this  House,  is  the  only  true  policy,  namely, 
that  the  shortest  and  best  practicable  line  should  be 
adopted.  Well,  Sir,  it  is  in  pursuance  of  that  policy, 
after  an  entire  season  has  been  passed  in  making 
surveys,  and  upon  the  report  of  the  Government  engineer 
of  railways,  that  the  present  route  has  been  selected. 
We  must  all  admit  that  we  have  largely  to  depend  upon  the 
experience  and  the  judgment  of  engineers  in  these  matters. 
I  feel  that  it  is  a  matter  for  regret  that  in  the  present 
instance  we  have  so  much  difference  of  opinion ;  that  some 
engineers  should  advocate  one  line  and  some  another;  that 
some  of  these  engineers  have  been  willing  to  stake  their 
professional  reputation  on  the  assertion  that  the  respective 
lines  which  they  advocate  are  the  best.  And,  Sir,  we  have 
a  gentleman  and  an  engineer  of  undisputed  ability  and  wide 
reputation  in  his  profession  stating  in  the  House  to-day 
that  there  is  not  sufficient  information  before  the  House  yet 
to  enable  any  engineer  to  give  an  opinion  upon  this  ques¬ 
tion.  Well,  Sir,  when  I  find  so  much  difference  of  opinion, 
I  have  decided  to  give  my  faith  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Government  engineer  of  railways,  for  I  feel  that  there  is  no 
higher  authority  to  which  I  can  appeal  in  the  support  of 
the  choice  which  the  Government  has  made,  and  as  a  guide 
to  the  action  of  the  House  in  this  matter,  than  the  authority 
to  which  I  have  referred.  Then  there  is  another  impor¬ 
tant  consideration  which  has  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon).  I  believe 
that  it  is  shown  to  be  the  shortest  and  best  prac¬ 
ticable  route  that  will  meet  the  interests  of  all  the 
important  seaports  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  It 
is  true,  I  believe,  that  a  shorter  line  can  be  obtained  to  the 
Port  of  St.  Andrews  to  the  south  of  this  line,  and  a  shorter 
line  may  be  obtained  to  the  port  of  St.  John  to  the  south  of 
this  line.  It  is  possible,  if  we  can  rely  upon  the  opinions 
which  have  been  expressed  by  some  of  the  engineers,  that 
a  somewhat  shorter  line  could  be  obtained  to  Halifax  and 
Louisburg  to  the  northward  of  this  line.  The  difference  of 
distance,  however,  between  any  of  these  lines  which  I  have 
referred  to,  and  the  line  which  has  been  selected,  is,  in  any 
case,  but  trifling,  and  this  may,  therefore,  be  regarded  as  a 
compromise  line.  While  the  interests  of  no  one  of  the  sea¬ 
ports  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  have  been  considered  of 
paramount  importance  in  this  matter,  the  interests  of  all 
have  been  properly  guarded.  Then  there  is  another  con¬ 
sideration  which  is  of  importance.  As  the  hon.  member 
for  St.  John  correctly  said,  the  people  from  every  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  have  been  for  years  looking 
to  this  route  for  direct  railway  connection  with  the  west. 
Practical  business  men  have  been  devoting  their  attention 
and  energy  to  this  matter,  with  the  hope  of  securing  the  con¬ 
struction  of  this  line.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  we 
are  not  proposing  to  build  a  Government  line  of  railway, 
but  that  the  subsidy  we  are  offering  is  given  as  an  aid  to 
private  enterprise,  as  an  inducement  to  capitalists  to  enter 
Mr.  Wood  (Westmoreland). 


upon  the  construction  of  this  important  work.  The  views, 
therefore,  of  practical  business  men  become  important  in 
this  matter.  And  while  in  the  one  case  we  have  these  facts, 
that  through  private  enterprise  a  company  has  been  organ- 
ieed  some  years  and  chartered  to  construct  a  line  of  railway 
through  Maine  over  the  very  route  indicated  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions  ;  while  a  large  amount  of  private  capital  has  already 
been  expended  in  surveys  and  in  promoting  this  enterprise ; 
while  we  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  with  a  sufficient 
subsidy  capitalists  will  be  found  ready  and  willing  to  con¬ 
struct  this  line,  we  have  no  good  reason  to  hope  that  the 
same  result  would  be  accomplished  if  any  other  line  were 
adopted.  We  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  capitalists  will 
be  found  to  construct  any  other  line  that  has  been  proposed, 
I  intended  to  refer  to  the  objection  offered  to  this  line  on 
account  of  its  running  through  Maine,  and  the  danger 
that  some  have  apprehended,  that  lines  would  be 
constructed  to  divert  trade  in  that  direction.  This 
matter,  however,  was  dealt  with  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  I  shall  not  allude  to  it.  I  will,  however,  allude  to  the 
matter  which  has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard).  He  has  spoken,  in  the 
first  place,  of  the  amount  of  this  subsidy,  and  said  that  the 
amount  would  be  equal  to  a  capital  of  $5,000,000  The  hon. 
gentleman  must  have  overlooked  the  fact  that  this  subsidy 
only  continues  for  20  years  ;  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  on  a  former  occasion,  gave  as  the  amount  which  this 
subsidy,  capitalised,  vvould  represent,  and  if  I  recollect  aright 
it  was  about  $3,400,000.  That  would  be  equivalent  to  about 
$10,000  per  mile  on  the  length  of  the  line  to  be  con¬ 
structed  ;  and  when  we  have  regard  to  the  cost  of  the 
line,  of  the  character  that  this  road  will  require  to  be,  it 
will  be  apparent  that  that  will  only  be  sufficient  to  pay 
about  half  the  cost  of  the  work  remaining  to  be  constructed, 
and  a  large  amount  of  capital  will  be  required  in  addition 
to  the  subsidy  to  secure  the  construction  of  this  work.  I 
will  also  refer  briefly  to  the  prospects  of  this  line.  The  hon, 
member  for  Jacques  Cartier  has  expressed  doubtas  to  whether 
this  line  can  ever  be  made  a  commercial  success.  I  do  not 
wonder  that  he  has  expressed  those  doubts.  1  have  already 
alluded  to  the  disadvantages  under  which  we  labor,  from  our 
geographical  position,  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  feel  that 
the  competition  which  we  will  experience  from  the  American 
lines  will  be  very  keen.  I  recognise  the  fact  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  we  should  avail  ourselves  of 
every  advantage  we  possess  to  the  fullest  possible  extent. 
What  are  our  advantages?  Eailway  traffic  is  usually 
classed  under  three  heads  :  The  ordinary  freight  traffic, 
the  passenger  traffic,  and  the  mail  service  and  ex¬ 
press  business.  Prom  the  Canadian  railway  returns  I 
find  that  of  the  gross  receipts  about  two-thirds  are  derived 
from  freight  traffic  and  one-third  from  the  other  sources. 
Prom  the  best  information  I  have  been  enabled  to  obtain 
from  the  public  returns  of  the  leading  American  railways, 
whose  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  different 
classes  of  traffic  are  kept  separate,  it  appears  that  of  the 
gross  recepts  from  freight  traffic  about  80  per  cent,  is 
required  to  pay  the  working  expenses,  leaving  about  20 
per  cent,  for  profit ;  of  the  gross  receipts  from  passenger 
travel  about  60  per  cent,  for  working  expenses,  leaving  40 
per  cent,  for  profit.  The  importance,  therefore,  of  a  large 
passenger  traffic  will  be  apparent,  as  it  brings  larger  profits. 
Those  incidents  of  traffic  are  governed  by  somewhat  different 
principles.  In  moving  freight,  cost  is  the  first  consideration. 
With  the  mail  service,  time  is  the  first  consideration  ;  cost 
is  the  second.  With  passenger  traffic,  time,  safety  and 
comfort  are  the  great  considerations ;  cost  is  secondary. 
As  the  result  of  the  operation  of  those  principles,  freight 
traffic  usually  seeks  its  ways  to  the  seaboard  by  the  shortest 
route.  Passenger  travel,  on  the  other  hand,  inclines  to  a 
longer  land  journey,  and  makes  the  ocean  voyage  as  short 
as  possible.  While,  therefore,  from  our  geographical  posi- 
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tions  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  we  are  placed  at  some 
disadvantage  as  competitors  against  American  lines  for 
freight  traffic,  we  have  some  advantages  in  the  competition 
for  passenger  traffic.  But  it  must  be  observed  that  many 
conditions  are  necessary  to  successful  competitiom  Not  only 
must  the  shortest  and  best  route  be  selected,  but  the  line 
itself  must  be  of  the  best  description.  The  roadbed  must 
be  of  the  most  permanent  and  substantial  character,  one  on 
which  the  highest  rates  of  speed  can  be  attained,  combined 
with  the  greatest  safety.  The  rolling  stock  must  be  of  the 
best  description;  and  it  must  be  equipped  with  all  the  com¬ 
forts  and  conveniences  which  modern  travellers  consider 
desirable  and  necessary.  I  believe  if  those  conditions  are 
met,  the  Canadian  line  in  point  of  time  has  an  advantage, 
while  so  far  as  regards  comfort  and  safety  it  can  be  made 
equal  to  any  possible  line  of  travel  between  America  and 
Europe ;  and  if  these  important  advantages  are  turned  to 
profitable  account,  the  Canadian  lines  will  be  placed  in  a 
vastly  more  advantageous  position  in  the  competition 
for  freight  traffic.  In  the  first  place,  it  will  have  a 
profitable  business  upon  which  it  can  with  certainty  rely, 
first-class  ocean  steamships  would  be  brought  to  the  Mari¬ 
time  ports  in  greater  numbers,  the  competition  which  would 
result,  combined  with  an  abundant  supply  of  cheap  fuel, 
always  available,  and  a  shorter  ocean  voyage,  would  reduce 
the  rates  of  ocean  freights  to  the  lowest  possible  point,  to  a 
point  below  any  which  could  be  quoted  on  any  other  sea¬ 
ports  on  the  American  coast.  Thon  another  important 
advantage  would  be  secured,  by  placing  this  line  under  the 
control  of  one  company.  I  admit  it  is  not  an  essential  con¬ 
sideration,  but  I  regard  it  as  a  very  important  one.  I  admit 
that,  in  the  main,  traffic  will  be  governed  by  ordinary  com¬ 
mercial  rules,  and  that  the  line  of  railway  which  can  deliver 
freight  at  its  destination  at  the  least  cost  to  itself,  will,  in 
the  end,  win  traffic  from  its  competitors,  But  where  other 
things  are  equal,  or  nearly  so,  it  is  well  known  that  the 
ownership  of  a  long  line  of  railway  practically  determines 
the  destination  of  its  entire  freight  traffic ;  and,  Sir,  under 
such  circumstances,  with  a  line  of  the  best  description  con¬ 
structed  and  thoroughly  equipped,  controlled  and  managed 
by  one  company  throughout,  I  feel  that  we  might 
hope  in  the  future  to  overcome  the  chief  difficulty 
with  which  we  have  to  contend  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  and  that  we  might  reasonably  expect  to  see  the 
great  and  growing  traffic  of  the  west  which,  during  the 
summer  time,  will  always  find  an  outlet  by  the  St,  Lawrence, 
in  the  winter  season  successfully  directed  to  the  seaports  of 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  shall  not  longer  detain  the 
House  at  this  late  hour,  and  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
but  I  believe  that  in  the  resolutions  which  are  now  proposed 
by  the  Government  we  are  laying  the  foundation  of  a  sound 
and  successful  enterprise.  I  trust,  Sir,  that  the  amount  of 
the  subsidy  which  is  offered  will  be  found  sufficient  to  in¬ 
duce  capitalists  to  construct  this  line  of  railway.  I  trust 
that  the  same  men  who,  with  such  remarkable  energy  and 
ability,  carried  forward  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  with  a  rapidity  which  is 
unprecedented  in  the  history  of  the  world,  will 
also  be  induced  to  undertake  the  construction  of  this 
line,  and  that  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
who  have  been  looking  to  this  projected  line  of  rail¬ 
way  for  many  years,  for  a  direct  and  intimate  connection 
with  the  sister  Provinces  in  the  west,  will  at  last  realise 
what  they  so  long  hoped  for,  and  that  this  line  will  also 
become  part  of  our  great  transcontinental  railway,  which 
in  future  is  to  connect  our  seaports  on  the  Atlantic  with 
those  on  the  Pacific  coast. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject, 
which  is  rather  an  important  one  to  the  people  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces.  I  wish  to  deal  with  two  routes,  that  is,  the 
southern  and  the  northern  route,  and  the  route  proposed  by 


Mr.  O’Sullivan.  In  order  to  do  so  I  shall  give  the  figures 
and  the  distances  of  the  two  routes,  and  I  will  endeavor  to 
show  the  entire  impracticability  of  Mr.  O’Sullivan’s  route, 
not  by  my  own  knowledge  of  the  route  altogether,  but  by  a 
survey  that  was  made  by  Major  Robinson,  under  the  British 
Government,  in  1848.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
seem  to  be  disposed  to  ignore  entirely  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  The  road  proposed  under  these  resolutions  has  been 
in  contemplation,  and  has  been  spoken  of  by  the  people  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces  for  a  number  of  years.  They  have 
been  looking  forward  to  its  completion,  and  I  hope  we  shall 
now  have  it  completed  under  these  resolutions.  I 
trust,  Sir,  that  the  hon.  members  of  this  House  will 
not  vote  down  these  resolutions.  Although  we  live 
down  by  the  sea ;  although  we  are  down-easters,  as  the 
Yankee  might  say,  yet,  living  in  the  east,  we  live  where 
hon.  members  from  the  west  receive  the  first  light  of  day. 
And  I  might  say  also  that  we  have  some  bright  and  shining 
lights  from  the  east  in  this  Parliament — we  see  them  all 
around  us ;  and  I  trust  that  when  this  vote  is  given,  hon. 
members  will  consider  us,  and  not  leave  us  altogether  in 
the  dark.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  I  propose  to  deal  for  a 
few  minutes  with  Mr.  O’Sullivan’s  pamphlet.  He  says: 

“  The  supporters  of  the  southern  route  in  one  sweep  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  shortest  route  is  by  Sherbrooke  and  Moosehead 
Lake,  and  to  prove  this  they  take  up  the  plan  to  show  that  the  Edmund- 
ston  line  forms  two  sides  of  a  triangle. 

“  Ste.  Thferese  and  Moncton  are  two  points  that  must  be  common  to 
the  trunk  line  of  the  Dominion,  whatever  route  is  chosen  between  these 
points,  unless  that  the  entire  interests  of  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  Gape  Breton,  as  regards  railway  communication  with  the 
west,  centre  in  St.  John,  N.B.,  which  has  not  yet  been  admitted  by  any 
one.” 

In  tho  first  place,  be  ignores  entirely  St.  Andrews  and  St. 
John,  and  he  goes  across  the  country  from  Grand  Palls,  as  I 
shall  show.  He  goes  on  : 

“  The  choice  of  route  for  the  short  line  from  Montreal  to  the  Canadian 
winter  seaports  should  not  be  made  from  a  local  standpoint ;  but  it 
should  be  made  from  that  high,  impartial  standpoint,  where  may  be 
united  and  centered  the  most  and  greatest  interests,  both  national  and 
commercial,  of  the  entire  Dominion.’  ’ 

I  agree  with  him  in  that.  As  far  as  I  understand  the 
resolutions,  I  believe  we  are  to  adopt  tho  shortest  and  best 
practicable  route,  and  this  was  the  understanding,  I  think, 
of  the  resolutions  last  year.  Now,  what  does  that  mean  ? 
We  cannot  go  100  miles  beyond  that,  even  if  we  were  ever 
so  willing  to  do  it ;  that  is  my  opinion  ;  otherwise  1  would 
agree  to  this  line ;  but  it  goes  across  the  Tobique  Moun¬ 
tains,  as  I  will  endeavor  to  show : 


“  And  if  it  can  be  proved  that  as  good  a  line  and  as  short  a  line  can 
be  had  on  Canadian  soil,  to  fill  the  above  conditions,  as  can  be  had  on 
United  States  soil,  it  seems  to  me  that  any  man  who  has  the  least  spark 
of  patriotism  or  who  values  his  oath  of  allegiance  should  vote  for  the 
all-Canadian  route.” 

Thore  is  no  doubt  about  that,  and  I  think  wo  would  all  vote 
for  it ;  but,  as  I  said  before,  under  the  resolutions  we  cannot 
do  it.  Now,  I  will  show  the  House  that  Mr.  O’Sullivan  is 
in  error  as  to  tho  distanco.  The  distances  of  the  northern 
route  are  as  follows — I  take  these  figures  as  given  by  Mr. 
O’Sullivan  himself: — 


Miles. 

Montreal  to  Quebec .  172 

Quebec  to  Rivi6re  du  Loup .  116 

Rivihre  du  Loup  to  Edmundston .  80 

Edmundston  to  Grand  Falls. 1 . - .  40 

Grand  Falls  to  Fredericton .  130 

Fredericton  to  Salisbury .  85 

Salisbury  to  Moncton . 13 

Total .  636 


That  is  the  distance  of  tho  northern  route.  But  that  is  not 
the  route  Mr.  O’Sullivan  proposes ;  but  had  he  been  honest 
in  his  convictions  he  would  have  taken  this  route  instead 
of  the  route  he  has  proposed.  Mr.  O’Sullivan’s  northern 
line  is  as  follows :— 
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Miles. 

Montreal  to  Quebec . 172 

Quebec  to  Riviere  du  Loup  . .» .  116 

Riviere  du  Loup  to  Bdmundston .  80 

Edmundston  to  Grand  Falls .  40 

Grand  Falls  to  Moncton .  . -  200 

Total .  608 


A  difference  in  favor  of  Mr.  O’Sullivan’s  route  of  25  miles. 
Mr.  O’Sullivan  calls  the  distance  from  Grand  Falls  to  Monc¬ 
ton  168  miles ;  but  that  is  straight  across  the  country, 
although,  if  a  line  could  be  constructed  there  at  all,  I  am 
sure  it  could  not  be  done  under  200  miles.  I  know  that 
country  very  well ;  I  have  travelled  over  it  year  after  year  ; 
it  is  a  very  mountainous  country ;  and  the  Eiver  Tobique 
runs  through  it  for  over  60  miles.  It  is  impossible  to  construct 
a  railway  across  that  river;  it  would  cost  millions  upon 
millions  of  dollars  to  build  100  miles  of  railway  through 
that  country.  To  prove  that,  I  will  show  by  Major  Eobinson 
when  he  surveyed  that  country,  in  the  effort  to  get  an  all- 
Canadian  route  from  Halifax  to  Quebec.  It  was  to  be  a 
military  road,  and  therefore  he  was  forbidden  to  go  near  the 
boundary  line.  If  he  had  struck  the  Eiver  St.  John  at 
Woodstock  or  some  other  point  near  the  boundary  line  ho 
could  have  got  on  without  any  trouble ;  but  going  through 
the  centre  of  the  country,  it  was  impossible  to  find  a  practi¬ 
cable  route,  so  that  he  had  to  abandon  the  attempt.  Now, 
I  will  give  you  the  distances  of  the  southern  route : 


Miles. 

Montreal  to  Chambly .  20 

Chambly  to  Lennoxville .  80 

Lennoxville  to  Moose  River .  . 89 

Moose  River  to  Mattawamkeag .  .  135 

Mattawamkeag  to  Harvey . . . . . . .  81 

Harvey  to  St.  John . .  64 

Total .  469 


The  distance  from  Harvey  to  St.  John  is  put  at  60  miles  in 
the  reports ;  I  put  it  at  61,  and  I  am  sure  I  am  right. 
Taking  Mr.  Schreiber’s  report  after  I  made  up  this  state¬ 
ment,  I  find  it  shows  a  difference  in  the  mileage  in  the  case 
of  each  of  the  routes.  According  to  Mr.  O’Sullivan’s  figures, 
the  northern  route  to  St.  John  from  Montreal,  by  way  of 
Quebec,  Eiviere  du  Loup,  Edmundston,  Grand  Falls  and 
Fredericton,  is  599  miles,  a  difference  in  favor  of  the 
southern  route  of  130  miles ;  but,  as  I  said  before,  under 
the  resolutions  it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to  adopt  this 
line,  if  we  were  ever  so  willing  to  do  so.  I  will  take  the 
northern  route  again,  and  the  distances  are  as  follows  : — 


Miles. 

From  Montreal  to  Quebec .  172 

Quebec  to  Riviere  du  Loup .  116 

Rivifeie  du  Loup  to  Edmundston . . .  80 

Edmundston  to  Grand  Falls . 40 

From  Grand  Falls  to  Moncton .  200 

Total... . 608 

The  southern  route  is  as  follows  : — 

Miles. 

Montreal  to  Chambly .  20 

C hambly  to  Lennoxville . . .  80 

Lennoxville  to  Moose  River .  89 

Moose  River  to  Mattawamkeag .  135 

Mattawamkeag  to  Salisbury  by  Fredericton .  194 

Salisbury  to  Moncton .  13 

Total . 631 


Showing  a  difference  in  favor  of  the  southern  route  of 
77  miles.  So  that  he  is  wrong  in  all  his  figuies,  and 
they  are  mystifying  in  every  way.  Taking  Mr.  O’Sulli¬ 
van’s  own  figures,  from  Grand  Falls  to  Moncton  is  167 
miles  across  a  straight  line  over  the  mountain,  which  still 
leaves  a  difference  of  52  miles  in  favor  of  the  southern 
route,  although  he  had  made  it  himself  25  miles  different  in 
his  own  favor.  All  this  proves  that  Mr.  O’Sullivan’s  report 
Mr.  Temple, 
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is  entirely  wrong,  as  regards  distances,  and  is  impracticable. 
No  doubt  Mr.  O’Sullivan  is  a  clever  man,  lor  it  takes  a 
clever  man  to  misinterpret  statements  and  mystify  figures, 
as  I  fear  he  has  done  in  his  report.  I  said  I  would  show 
whore  he  had  made  an  error,  in  reference  to  the  country 
over  which  he  proposes  to  take  this  line.  I  will  show  the 
House  his  line  is  utterly  impracticable,  according  to  explora¬ 
tions  that  have  taken  place  years  ago.  Major  Eobinson,  in 
his  report  of  1818,  says  : 

“  The  fourth  obstacle  is  the  broad  and  extensive  range  of  the  high¬ 
lands  which  occupy  nearly  the  whole  space  in  the  centre  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  from  the  Miramichi  River  north  to  the  Restigouche.  Some  of 
these  mountains  rise  to  an  altitude  exceeding  2,000  feet. 

“  The  Tobique  River  runs  through  them,  forming  a  deep  valley  or 
trough,  which  must  be  crossed  by  a  direct  line  and  increase  greatly  the 
difficulty  of  passing  by  them. 

“This  river  runs  directly,  and  all  the  roads  going  east  or  north-east 
have  to  cross  this  valley. 

“  The  lowest  point  of  the  ridge,  overlooking  the  Tobique  River,  at 
which  any  line  of  railway  must  pass,  is  1,216  feet  above  the  sea.  Then 
follows  a  descent  ro  the  river  of  796  feet  in  18  miles,  and  the  summit 
level  on  the  opposite  ridge  or  crest  between  the  Tobique  and  Restigouche 
waters  is  920  feet  above  the  sea,  or  a' rise  of  600  feet  above  the 
point  of  crossing  at  the  Tobique  water.  These  great  summit  levels  which 
must  be  surmounted  form  a  Berious  objection  to  this  route." 

He  goes  on  to  say : 

“  The  fifth  and  last  obstacle  to  be  overcome,  and  which  cannot  be 
avoided  by  any  of  the  routes,  is  the  mountain  range  running  along  the 
whole  course  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence,  in  a  very  irregular  line,  but 
at  an  average  distance  on  it  of  about  20  miles.  It  occupies,  with 
its  spurs  and  branches  a  large  portion  of  the  space  between  the  8t. 
Lawrence  and  the  Restigouche  River.  The  rocks  and  strata  composing 
the  range  are  of  the  same  character  and  kind  as  the  Tobique  range. 
The  tops  of  the  mountains  are  as  elevated  in  the  one  range  as  in  the 
other.” 

And  the  peculiar  formation  of  the  strata  and  general  course 
of  the  valleys  and  streams  renders  it  most  improbable  that 
any  further  explorations  to  improve  this  direct  lino  through 
Now  Brunswick  would  be  attended  with  much  success. 
Unwilling  to  abandon  the  direct  route  through  the  centre 
of  New  Brunswick,  by  which,  if  a  line  could  be  successfully 
carried  out,  the  distance  would  be  so  materially  shortened 
as  is  apparent  by  the  mileage  given  in  route  No.  4,  it  was 
determined  to  use  every  effort  to  decide  either  the  practicabi¬ 
lity  or  impracticability  of  such  a  line.  To  this  end  large 
parties  were  employed  the  whole  season.  Winding  up  he  thus 
condemns  the  line.  That  part  of  the  direct  route  (Nos.  3  and  4) 
viz.,  the  line  from  the  bend  of  Petitcodiac  by  Boistown  to  the 
Eestigouche  and  the  St.  Lawrence,  crossing  the  range  of 
New  Brunswick  mountains,  having  to  surmount  two 
summit  levels  of  1,216  and  920  feet,  causing  heavy 
grades  and  increasing  materially  the  cost  of  transport ; 
passing  through  a  totally  unsettled  and  wilderness  country ; 
involving  greater  difficulties  in  the  transport  of  the  materials 
necessary  for  its  construction,  and  supplying  food  to  the 
laborers  engaged  in  its  formation ;  excluding  the  towns  and 
settlements  on  the  Gulf  shore,  and  so  preventing  the  deve¬ 
lopment  of  the  vast  resources  of  the  country  to  be  derived 
from  the  fisheries ;  and  also  inflicting  a  serious  loss  to  the 
interests  of  the  main  line,  and  to  the  intended  branch  from 
the  City  of  St.  John,  in  New  Brunswick,  is,  notwithstanding 
its  one  great  advantage  of  diminishing  distance,  recom¬ 
mended  most  strongly  to  be  rojected.  Of  course,  so  far  as 
we  are  concerned  in  Fredericton,  it  is  not  material  which 
route  the  line  takes.  If  it  goes  by  Mattawamkeag,  under 
the  resolution,  it  passes  through  Fredericton ;  if  it  goes 
to  the  north,  it  passes  through  Fredericton  ;  but  I  wish  to 
see  the  line  carried  out  in  accordance  with  the  resolution 
now  before  the  House.  Owing,  of  course,  to  our  geographi¬ 
cal  position,  the  road  will  strike  us  on  any  point.  Mr. 
O’Sullivan  has  said  in  his  winding  up,  quoting  Sir  Walter 
Scott : — 

“  Breathes  there  a  man,  with  soul  so  dead 

Who  never  to  himself  has  said : 

This  is  my  own,  my  native  land.” 
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I  will  say,  in  response  to  that,  in  the  words  of  Temple : 

“  There  lives  a  man  who  is  so  base 
As  other  men’s  figures  to  deface, 

All  in  his  own,  his  native  land.” 

Mr.  LANDBY  (Montmagny).  (Translation.)  Mr. 
Speaker,  before  recording  my  vote  upon  the  question  now 
before  the  House,  I  desire  to  explain  it.  As  I  said  a  few 
days  ago,  when  the  Government  moved  these  resolutions, 
when  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  say  that  these  resolutions 
did  not  fully  meet  my  views.  As  I  said  then,  they  com¬ 
prise  three  perfectly  distinct  questions,  which  are  merged 
into  one  sole  motion.  These  three  distinct  questions  again 
come  to-night  under  the  same  form,  and  the  Government, 
who  are  asking  us  to  vote  the  present  resolutions,  ask  that 
we  should  vote  first  the  erant  to  the  Edmunston  Bailway 
secondly,  the  choice  which  they  have  made  of  the  Short, 
Line,  and  thirdly,  the  Pacific  Bailway  extension  to  Quebec. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  the  position  which  I  am  taking  to  be 
well  understood.  The  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec  (Mr. 
Laurier)  comes  here  with  a  motion  in  amendment,  asking 
that  all  the  words  of  the  main  motion  be  struck  off,  and 
that  his  proposition  be  adopted  by  the  House.  If  that 
motion  of  the  hon  member  is  adopted,  the  three  resolutions 
moved  by  the  Government  are  put  aside,  and  we  are  left 
with  no  alternative,  except  to  pass  condemnation  on  the 
Government.  I  believe,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  may  be 
fully  subservient  to  the  interest  of  a  political  party,  but 
that  it  is  not  at  all  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  and 
for  that  reason  I  shall  pronounce  against  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec 
(Mr.  Laurier),  because  I  find  that  he  lays  aside  all 
the  questions  whose  happy  solution  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  country  at  large  and  of  the  district  of 
Quebec  in  particular.  It  does  not  follow,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
I  am  in  favor  of  the  resolutions  of  the  Government;  on  the 
contrary,  I  make  these  restrictions  for  the  moment,  but 
when  the  time  comes  to  vote  on  the  resolutions,  I  shall 
record  my  vote  against  them.  The  sub-amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier)  has  the 
same  bearing.  It  strikes  out,  it  is  true,  all  the  words  con¬ 
tained  in  the  main  amendment,  but  it  substitutes  similar 
words  to  them,  and  the  only  difference  is  the  provision  that 
the  surveys  to  be  made  will  be  made  at  once.  I  do  not  object 
to  such  a  provision,  as  I  would  have  no  objection  to  declare, 
with  the  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  have  kept  the  promises  which  they  have  made 
both  to  Parliament  and  to  the  country ;  but  I  will  add  this, 
if  we  adopt  the  sub-amendment  and  the  amendment,  we  lay 
aside  all  the  resolutions,  while  I  only  object  to  one,  or  per¬ 
haps  to  two,  of  the  questions  involved  in  the  resolutions, 
such  as  proposed  by  the  Government.  For  the  same  reason, 
therefore,  I  shall  vote  against  the  sub-amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Megantic.  Sir,  what  is  the  end  which  is  sought 
to  be  attained  by  the  present  legislation  ?  The  object  is  to 
secure  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  or  at  least  to  a  seaport 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  the  shipping  of  the  western 
traffic,  the  Pacific  trade.  At  the  present  time  Montreal  is 
the  terminus  of  the  Pacific  Bailway,  and  as  such  the  distri¬ 
bution  point  of  trade.  The  traffic  may  take  two  routes ;  it 
may  take  the  southern  route  or  the  northern  route.  If  the 
traffic,  when  it  leaves  Montreal,  immediately  takes  the 
southern  route,  a  bridge  must  necessarily  be  built  at  Lachine ; 
then  the  laws  which  regulate  trade  will  apply  there  as  they 
will  elsewhere ;  and  if,  to-day,  we  are  discussing  before  the 
House  the  choice  of  a  line  which  is  pretended  to  be  shorter, 
if  the  Government  have  made  their  choice,  which  is  that  of 
the  Mattawamkeag  line — because  they  pretend  that  that 
route  is  the  shortest  of  any— in  preference  to  a  line  which 
would  run  through  Canadian  territory,  for  the  same  reason, 
when  the  traffic  once  gets  on  the  other  side  of  the  river,  at 
Montreal,  it  will  take  the  shortest  line,  and  as  it  will  only 
have  297  miles  to  go  to  Portland,  it  will  go  to  Portland, 
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and  will  never  go  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Here,  Sir,  is 
an  argument  which  I  used  some  ten  days  ago  in  this 
House,  which  has  never  been  answered,  and  which  cannot 
be  answered.  If  we  cannot  avoid  altogether  these  grave 
inconveniences,  we  have  at  least  at  our  disposal  a  powerful 
means  of  oxtenuating  them,  and  it  is  this  :  If  the  traffic, 
instead  of  taking  the  southern  route,  takes  the  northern 
route,  and  goes  down  to  Quebec,  then  Quebec,  instead  of 
Montreal,  becomes  the  great  distributing  point  for  trade 
from  Quebec;  the  traffic  would  have  to  go  317  miles  to 
reach  Portland.  If  we  take  St.  Andrews,  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  as  the  nearest  port  to  Quebec,  from  Quebec  to 
St.  Andrews  the  distance  is  258  miles.  These  figures  are 
taken  from  the  reports  brought  down  by  the  Government ; 
these  figures  are  given  by  the  Government  engineer,  Mr. 
Schreiber,  himself.  Therefore,  from  this  point  of  view, 
Quebec  becomes  the  point  of  distribution  of  trade.  The 
traffic  coming  to  Quebec  by  way  of  the  North  Shore  Bail- 
way,  it  follows  necessarily  that  the  shortest  route,  the  winter 
port  which  is  nearest  to  Quebec,  is  in  the  Maritime  Provin¬ 
ces,  either  at  St.  Andrews  or  even  at  St.  John,  to  compete 
with  advantage  against  Portland.  But  as  long  as  the  flow 
of  trade  is  not  directed  towards  Quebec,  as  long  as  traffic 
will  be  allowed  to  go  from  Montreal  to  Portland,  we  cannot 
expect  to  keep  the  trade  on  Canadian  territory.  For  that 
l’eason,  and  for  that  reason  only,  I  shall  pronounce  against 
the  line  which  goes  through  Mattawamkeag.  With  regard 
to  the  promises  made  by  the  Government,  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  any  more  about  them;  I  have  expressed  my  views  on 
that  question  the  last  time  I  spoke  in  this  House.  I  believe 
that,  in  the  interest  of  the  country  at  largo,  in  the  interest 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  more  particularly  in  the 
interest  of  the  district  of  Quebec,  the  Short  Line  which 
goes  through  the  city  of  Quebec  ought  to  be  chosen. 
I  regret  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec  (Mr. 
Laurier),  who  pretends  to  represent  here  more  especially 
the  interests  of  his  city,  or,  at  least,  the  interest  of  his  con¬ 
stituency  ;  I  regret  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr. 
Langelier),  the  chief  magistrate  of  the  city  of  Quebec, 
instead  of  serving  the  interests  of  their  party,  by  making  a 
motion  whose  result  would  be,  if  it  was  adopted,  to  deprive 
the  city  of  Quebec  from  all  the  advantages  which  these 
gentlemen  ought  to  strive  to  secure  for  it — I  regret,  I  say, 
that  instead  of  making  that  motion,  they  have  not  made  a 
motion  in  the  direction  of  my  remarks,  in  the  direction  of  the 
true  interests  of  the  city  of  Quebec,  of  the  district  of  Quebec 
and  of  the  country  at  large.  I  hope  that  when  we  shall 
have  voted  against  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Quebec,  and  the  sub-amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Megantic,  the  time  will  have  come  when  we 
can  move  an  amendment  embodying  the  opinions 
which  I  now  express,  and  which,  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  are  the  opinions  of  most  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House.  I  do  not  intend  to  fully  dis¬ 
cuss  the  question.  The  hon.  members  who  spoke  before 
me,  the  hon.  members  for  Megantic  and  East  Quebec,  have 
given  figures  which  have  proved  that  the  line  passing 
through  Quebec  is  even  shorter  than  that  which  it  is  sought 
to  day  to  impose  upon  the  House.  I  say  to  imposo,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  the  word  is  too  strong.  At  all  events, 
I  do  not  wish  for  the  moment  to  go  over  these  figures 
again,  but  I  say  this :  There  is  one  well-established 
fact  which  the  hon.  member  for  Dorchester  (Mr.  Losage) 
pointed  out  in  this  House  the  other  day,  and  it  it  the 
diversity  of  opinions  expressed  by  the  dilferent  officers 
employed  by  the  Government  in  the  survey  of  these  various 
lines.  This  diversity  of  opinion  on  figures  and  facts,  which 
are  in  their  line,  which  are  within  their  province,  ought  to 
open  the  eyes  of  hon.  members  of  this  House.  I  believe 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Government  ought  to  give 
us  more  extensive  surveys,  and  should  give  us  an  opportun¬ 
ity  of  examining  the  figures  which  have  been  given.  L 
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believe  that  it  was  one  of  the  chief  means  employed  by  one 
of  the  hon.  members  who  advocated  the  Short  Line  via 
Sherbrooke.  Ho  has  pretended  that  Mr.  Light  was  a  man 
who  went  to  work  with  his  eyes  shut,  who  had  given  figures 
which  were  not  accurate ;  but  we  find  that  if  we  take  the 
figures  given  by  the  Government  engineer  to  contradict 
these  figures,  we  stand  face  to  face  with  the  same  inaccura¬ 
cies,  with  the  same  interests,  and  perhaps  with  interests 
which  are  even  greater.  I  believe  that,  lor  these  reasons, 
the  Government,  seeing  that  these  officers  have  not  come  to 
a  uniform  decision,  seeing  that  the  men  whom  they  have 
employed  did  not  agree  on  the  surveys  which  they  had  made, 
ought  to  postpone  their  decision,  and  even  hold  an  investiga¬ 
tion,  to  verify  the  reports  which  have  been  laid  before  the 
House.  There  are  some  of  these  reports  which,  if  they  are 
not  accurate,  are  an  insult  to  this  House,  and  those 
who  have  made  them  ought  to  be  punished.  There  are 
men  who  have  come  and  stated  things  in  dishonest  reports, 
and  who  have  tried  to  mislead  public  opinion,  and  even  hon. 
members  ol  this  House.  They  are  men  who,  if  convicted 
of  dishonesty,  should  not  for  a  moment  continue  to  hold  the 
position  which  they  now  occupy,  and  to  control,  as  they  do, 
the  destinies  of  the  country,  the  same  as  the  Deputy  Minis¬ 
ters  do.  For  the  reasons  I  have  just  stated,  I  believe  that  in 
the  interest  of  the  city  of  Quebec,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  and  of  the  country  at  large,  we  should 
vote  against  the  sub-amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Megantic,  because  this  sub-amendment  does  away  with  all 
the  propositions  made  by  the  Government,  and  even  against 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec.  As  I 
said  awhile  ago,  when  the  main  question  comes  before  the 
House  to  be  voted  upon,  I  hope  that  we  will  contrive  to 
move  an  amendment  which  shall  better  express  our  views, 
and  which  shall  be  in  the  interest  of  the  country  at  large 
and  of  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  do  not  propose  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  the  merits  of  this  question,  in  addition 
to  the  remarks  made  by  me  the  other  evening,  but  these 
remarks  have  been  criticised  by  two  hon.  members  to-night : 
one  questioning  their  propriety,  the  other  their  correct¬ 
ness.  It  was  very  natural  and  commendable  that  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Grenville  (Mr.  Shanly)  should  come 
to  the  defence  of  his  colleague  and  friend  Mr.  Light. 
So  far,  however,  as  the  question  of  propriety  is  con¬ 
cerned,  the  House  is  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  question  before 
it  was,  whether  the  surveys,  which  had  been  made  at  great 
expense  to  the  country  and  which  demonstrated  that  there 
was  a  practical  line  by  a  certain  route,  should  be  set  aside, 
on  the  impressions  of  Mr.  Light  as  to  a  theoretical  line  of 
his  own.  As  it  was  within  my  personal  knowledge  that 
his  professional  views  heretofore  had  proved  not  only  erron¬ 
eous,  but  disastrous  to  my  Province,  I  felt  justified  in 
making,  under  these  circumstances,  reference  to  those 
matters,  and  my  statements,  in  those  respects,  have  not  been 
controverted,  and  could  not  be  controverted,  because 
the  facts  allleged  were  matters  of  record.  As  to  the  state¬ 
ment  I  made  about  the  use  of  titles  by  Mr.  Light,  the  impres¬ 
sion  has  been  conveyed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic, 
that  my  statements  were  inaccurate.  I  can  only  say  that 
they  are  not.  I  stated  that  he  was  not  in  the  employment  of 
the  Government  of  Quebec.  I  knew  it  personally,  and 
I  have  the  certificate  of  a  provincial  Minister,  to  that 
effect.  The  only  statements  in  contradiction  is,  that  under  an 
Order  in  Council,  Mr.  Light  had  the  right  for  two  years  to 
use  the  title  of  engineer  of  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
Whethor,  now  that  his  services  have  been  dispensed  with 
as  such  engineer,  he  is  entitled  to  use  that  designation  or 
not,  is  for  hon.  members  to  consider.  The  answer  to  the 
other  statement  I  made,  as  to  his  not  being  a  member  of 
the  Institute  of  Civil  Engineers,  is  that  a  good  many  years 
ago  he  was  a  member  of  that  institute,  he  has  written  a 
Mi’.  Landry  (Montmagny). 


letter  to  the  Quebec  papers,  stating  that  he  intends  to  renew 
his  subscription,  and  again  become  a  member  of  that 
institute.  It  was  within  my  own  knowledge  that  his  use 
of  that  title  was  criticised  by  the  institute  itself,  and  that 
it  apneared  by  the  catalogues,  for  many  years  past,  that  he 
was  not  a  member  of  that  institution,  and  the  only  answer 
to  my  statement,  is  that  he  has  formerly  had  that  right 
and  intends  to  avail  himself  of  it  hereafter.  My  statement, 
therefore,  is  not,  and  has  not  been  disputed ;  but  unless  I 
made  this  explanation,  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier),  might  have  led  the  House 
to  imagine  that  my  statements  were  incorrect. 

Mr.  FOSTEE.  This  matter  is  one  of  great  importance 
to  us  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  by  that  I  do  not  wish 
it  to  be  understood  that  it  is  not  of  equal  importance  to  all 
the  Provinces,  because  there  is  no  Province  whose  interests 
are  not  affected  by  it.  I  was  sorry  to  hear  a  statement 
from  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard) 
(and  I  hope  the  spirit  in  which  he  made  it  does  not  actuate 
many  members  of  this  House),  that  he  was  willing  last  year 
to  vote  a  small  amount  of  money,  by  way  of  soothing  the 
feelings  of  the  people  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  towards  a 
project  in  which  he  had  not  much  faith,  but  he  was  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  vote  any  more  money  to  encourage  what  he  believed 
to  be  a  chimera,  or  something  like  that.  I  have  a  great 
respect  for  that  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  think  there  are  many 
members  in  this  House  who  believe  that,  in  view  of  the 
opening  up  of  trade  between  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  the 
Upper  Provinces,  this  is  a  line  which  will  pay,  and  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  more  than  a  chimerical  idea  in  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  we  built  the  Intercolonial 
Eailway  for  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  “  We  ” 
is  a  very  large  person,  sometimes,  but we  ”  does  not  mean 
the  member  for  Jacques  Cartier  or  even  the  members  from 
Quebec  or  Ontario  alone.  All  the  Provinces  of  the 
Dominion  assumed  the  debt  for  the  building  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Eailway,  and  I  think  nearly  one-half  of  that  line 
runs  through  the  Province  of  Quebec.  At  any  rate,  if  not, 
the  longest  part,  the  most  expensive  part,  runs  through 
that  Province,  and  that  is  the  part  which  brings  in  the 
shortest  returns.  So  it  is  not  merely  the  Maritime 
Provinces  which  were  interested  in  building  that  railway. 
Tho  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  have  some  claims  to 
be  considered  in  this  respect.  We  contribute,  in  common 
with  the  larger  Provinces,  to  the  canals,  nearly  all  of  which 
are  in  the  upper  Provinces.  We  cheerfully  contribute  our 
proportion  of  the  cost  of  deepening  the  St.  Lawrence  and 
making  that  great  waterway  which  we  hope  it  will  be ;  and 
I  think  wo  have  a  claim,  which  we  have  a  right  to  prefer, 
that  this  short  commercial  line  should  be  completed,  and 
that  the  Maritime  Provinces  should  be  joined,  as  closely  as 
their  geographical  position  will  permit,  with  the  older  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I  think  that  derives 
additional  importance  from  this  :  We  speak  a  great  deal  of 
the  through  trade,  and  it  is  a  very  important  thing  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  road  ;  but  there  is  also  the  interprovincial 
trade.  When  the  Provinces  formed  a  Dominion,  and 
when,  more  especially,  the  National  Policy  was  adopted, 
the  Maritime  Provinces  were,  to  a  larger  extent 
than  before,  thrown  upon  the  older  Provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  and  they  were,  to  a  greater  extent,  thrown 
off  in  matters  affecting  their  commerce  and  trade 
with  the  United  States,  especially  with  the  Eastern 
States.  So  it  becomes  us,  more  than  ever  before, 
to  overcome  every  geographical  difficulty  which  it  is 
possible  to  overcome,  by  opening  up  the  shortest  commercial 
route  between  those  Provinces  and  the  Upper  Provinces, 
and  to  develop  the  interprovincial  trade  as  much  as  possible. 
I  do  not  understand  the  present  discussion  to  be  upon  the 
advisability  of  having  a  short  commercial  road  of  that 
kind.  After  the  vote  of  last  year,  when  the  principle  was 
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settled  by  a  large  majority,  after  the  amendment  proposed 
now  by  the  member  for  Quebec  Bast  (Mr.  Laurier), 
which  does  not  attack  the  principle  at  all,  but  simply 
desires  to  delay  the  embodiment  of  that  idea,  I  think 
it  is  not  seriously  contemplated  in  this  House  to  autagonise 
the  idea  of  building,  as  soon  as  possible,  a  commercial 
line  between  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  the  west.  The 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East  (Mr. 
Laurier)  is  simply  a  motion  for  delay.  I  watched  the  hon. 
gentleman  very  care! ally  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  to  see 
if  he  gave  any  sufficient  reasons  for  further  delay  in  putting 
into  execution  the  principle  to  which  we  are  all  agreed. 
The  main  reason  which  he  gave  for  delay  was  that  the 
Government  last  year  had  made  a  pledge  that  the  subsidy 
should  not  be  granted  or  the  railway  built  until  reports 
had  come  in  from  competent  engineers.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  the  Government  had  not  carried  out  that  pledge, 
and  hence  his  admendment.  Now,  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  carried  out  its  pledge,  both  literally  and  in  spirit. 
Some  five  or  six  different  surveys  have  been  made  ;  they 
have  been  thoroughly  gone  over  by  the  Government  engi¬ 
neer.  He  says  that  they  are  amply  sufficient  to  enable  the 
Government  to  base  the  location  of  a  line  upon  them.  But 
the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East  is  not  satisfied 
with  the  number  of  surveys.  He  says  there  is 
another  line  which  ought  to  be  surveyed,  the  combina¬ 
tion  line.  Now,  it  is  interesting  to  note  the  change  of  base 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  taken  since  last  year.  Last  year 
he  based  his  motion  for  delay  on  the  ground  that  there 
was  another  route  on  all-Canadian  soil,  very  nearly  as 
short,  and,  on  the  whole,  he  believed  it  to  be  a  good  one,  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  adopted,  in  preference  to  going  through 
American  territory.  A  large  part  of  his  argument  last 
year  was  based  on  the  Riviere  du  Loup  and  Edmunston 
route,  and  especially  the  desirability  of  having  the  line 
through  all-Canadian  territory.  Now,  it  has  been  shown  by 
the  surveys  that  there  is  a  considerable  difference  in  distance 
between  that  and  the  so-called  American  route.  My  hon. 
friend  this  year,  just  as  Parliament  is  ready  to  put  the 
idea  into  execution,  comes  forward  again  with  a  motion 
for  delay,  but  this  year  it  is  not  based  upon  the  patriotic 
necessity  for  having  an  all-Canadian  route.  He  himself 
goes  against  his  argument  of  last  year,  because  he  bases 
this  further  claim  for  delay  upon  the  ground  that  the 
combination  line  of  Mr.  Light  will  be  shorter  and  better  than 
the  Megantic  line,  but  which  combination  line  runs  for  a  long 
art  through  American  territory.  So  that  although  he  shifts 
is  ground,  yet  he  is  always  consistent  in  asking  for  delay. 
Now,  Sir,  to  what  limit  must  this  go?  Five  surveys  are 
made,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  for  delay  in  order 
that  another  one  may  be  made.  If  we  delay  another  year 
and  five  more  surveys  are  made,  is  there  any  probability 
that  my  hon.  friend  will  not  come  back  next  year  with 
another  motion  for  delay,  because,  forsooth,  Mr.  Light  or 
some  other  person  may  have  made  upon  paper  a  line  which 
he  declares  to  be  better  than  any  one  that  has  been  sur¬ 
veyed  already  ?  If  my  hon.  friend  bases  his  arguments 
upon  Mr.  Light’s  figures,  I  think  he  has  his  answer  very 
well  from  the  hon.  member  for  Grenville  (Mr.  Shanly), 
himself  an  engineer  of  large  experience,  who  stated  that, 
in  his  opinion,  no  surveys  had  been  made,  so  far,  which 
would  warrant  any  person  in  being  certain  about  the  com¬ 
parative  merits  of  either  line.  My  hon.  friend  also  argued 
that  the  Edmunston  subsidy  and  the  Megantic  line  subsidy 
were  antagonistic  ;  that  one  cut  out  the  other  ;  that  if  one 
was  given  the  other  would  be  useless.  Now,  1  do  not  sub¬ 
scribe  to  that  opinion.  I  think  the  Megantic  route  and  the 
Edmunston  and  Riviere  du  Loup  route  run  through  very 
different  sections  of  country,  and  meet  the  requirements  of 
very  different  sections  of  country;  and  oven  if  the 
Megantic  route  be  subsidised,  there  is  vory  good 
reason,  from  a  New  Brunswick  point  of  view, 


and  from  a  Quebec  point  of  view,  why  the 
Edmunston  and  Riviere  du  Loup  route  should  also  be  subsi¬ 
dised.  My  bon.  friend  also  gave,  as  a  reason  for  his  amend¬ 
ment,  that  no  company  had  come  forward  to  build  this 
Megantic  line.  Well,  I  think  that  the  House,  and  all  hon. 
members  who  have  given  the  least  attention  to  this  matter, 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  promoters,  and  the  company  who 
will  undertake  to  build  the  Megantic  line,  are  within  sight  far 
more  than  the  promoters  and  the  company  who  will  take 
up  and  carry  through  the  combination  line.  My  hon, 
friend  then  tried  to  make  capital  for  his  amendment  by 
saying  that  the  line  south  of  the  St.  Lawrence  had  resulted 
from  intrigue.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  that  question, 
except  to  point  out  that  the  proof  which  he  offered  for  his 
assertion  is  not  such  as  will  be  satisfactory  to  this  House. 
The  proof  that  he  gave  consisted  of  extracts  from  news¬ 
papers  in  Quebec  and  other  parts  of  the  country.  Well,  I 
need  not  remind  my  hon.  friend  that  newspapers  say  some 
very  astonishing  things  about  almost  every  public 
man  who  comes  within  the  eye  of  the  people,  and  my 
hon.  friend  would  be  the  last  man  who  would  bo 
willing  to  be  judged  in  this  House,  either  as  to  motive  or  as 
to  practice,  by  what  correspondents  or  editors  of  newspapers 
might  say  about  him.  These  were  the  reasons  given  by  my 
hon.  friond,  and  I  ask  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  if 
these  reasons  are  sufficient  to  justify  delay  in  a  work  of  so 
great  urgency  ?  I  do  not  think  they  are.  But  after  these 
apparent  reasons  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  think  he  gave  the 
real  reason  why  he  sought  delay  last  year,  and  why  ho 
seeks  delay  this  year,  and  that  was,  that  by  some  means 
or  other  he  has  persuaded  himself  that  the  future  of  the  city 
of  Quebec,  as  a  summer  port,  depends  upon  whether  this 
line  goes  south  of  the  St.  Lawrence  or  passes  north  of  that 
river  and  crosses  near  the  city  of  Quebec  or  goes  by  it. 
Now,  what  are  the  competitors  of  the  city  of  Quebec, 
as  a  summer  port  ?  Well,  in  summer  Quebec  would 
have  as  competitors  Montreal,  Portland  and  Boston  ;  and 
if  this  route  goes  through  it  will  have  as  competitors  the  Mari¬ 
time  Province  ports.  It  is  for  any  member  to  decide 
whether  or  not  Quebec  will  be  put  in  a  different  position  in 
competition  with  those  other  ports,  provided  this  road  is 
built,  or  provided  it  is  not  built.  As  summer  ports,  Quebec 
and  Montreal  are  now  in  competition.  They  will  be  in  just  the 
same  position  when  the  road  is  built  by  Megantic, and  no  more. 
The  competition  between  Halifax, St.  John  and  Quebec, as  sum¬ 
mer  ports,  is,  with  all  the  differences,  in  favor  of  Quebec. 
There  are  some  300  miles  distance  in  favor  of  Quebec,  and 
whatever  would  go  there  as  a  summer  port,  without  this 
line  being  built,  will  go  there  if  the  line  be  built.  When 
you  come  to  the  other  side  of  the  question,  and  consider 
what  are  the  competitors  of  St.  John  and  Halifax  and 
other  winter  ports,  you  find  those  competitors  to  be  Portland 
and  Boston,  great  cities  in  the  United  States.  There  is  a 
competition  in  which  St.  John  and  Halifax  and  the  Mari- 
time  Province  ports  stand  at  a  disadvantage,  if  the  distance 
and  the  kind  of  a  road  are  at  all  against  them  ;  and  even  if 
you  have  the  very  shortest  line,  and  the  very  best  road,  and 
the  very  best  equipment,  from  the  central  point  of 
Montreal  down  to  the  Maritime  .  Provinces,  you  give 
them  all  they  can  do,  in  order  to  make  a  fair 
competition  for  any  considerable  portion  of  the  trade 
with  ports  which  lie  much  nearer  Montreal,  so  far 
as  distance  is  concerned.  This  House  should  pause  before, 
for  the  sake  of  getting  this  road  on  the  north  shore  and 
having  a  bridge  built  at  Quebec,  it  runs  the  risk  of  making 
this  road  50  or  60  miles,  or  even  30  miles  longer,  and  takes 
away  from  its  chances  in  the  keen  competition  it  will  have 
to  meet  for  this  great  through  traffic  with  the  wintor  ports 
in  the  United  States.  I  have  very  little  else  to  say  with 
respect  to  this  subject,  except  this  :  I  do  not  believe  in  this 
policy  of  delay.  As  the  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon) 
I  said,  while  wo  are  squabbling  among  ourselves  about  the 
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Combination  route,  and  the  Megantic  route,  between  which, 
it  seems,  there  is  very  little  difference,  but  in  which  all  the 
geographical  lines  and  the  tendency  of  the  investigation  so 
far  go  to  favor  the  Megantic  route — while  we  are 
squabbling  about  these  rather  unimportant  particulars,  it 
may  be  that  the  trade  of  the  great  North-West  will  take 
a  set  and  current,  which  it  will  be  very  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  for  us  to  turn.  Trade  and  commerce  do  take 
sets  and  tendencies,  and  when  once  trade  gets  into  a  certain 
channel,  it  is  very  difficult  to  get  it  removed  to  other 
channels,  and  it  is  of  the  first  importance  that  just 
so  soon  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  open 
for  through  traffic  from  the  Pacific,  at  that  very 
moment,  if  possible,  or  as  soon  after  as  possible,  there 
should  be  this  uninterrupted  communication  with  the 
Maritime  Provinces  by  the  very  shortest  possible  route  ; 
and,  if  possible,  this  line  should  be  controlled  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  great  through  line,  in  oi'der  that  the  trade,  at 
its  inception,  may  be  drawn  to  our  ports  and  through  our 
channels.  For  those  reasons  I  am  against  a  policy  of  delay. 
As  regards  the  Maritime  Provinces,  we  speak  the  senti¬ 
ments  of  nine-tenths  of  the  people  when  we  say  that  this  is 
something  in  which  they  have  a  deep  interest  and  sym¬ 
pathy,  and  they  will  thank  no  public  man  in  this  House 
for  depriving  them  of  this  communication  for  years, 
and  making  them  run  the  risk  of  entirely  losing  it.  Here, 
now,  is  a  proposition  by  which  we  believe  this  line  can  be 
constructed  and  carried  to  tho  Maritime  Provinces.  No 
one  knows  what  the  complexion  of  affairs  may  be,  or  who 
may  be  the  members  of  this  House,  or  whether,  if  it  is  put 
off  one  year,  it  may  not  lead  to  its  being  put  off  for  years 
and  years,  until  the  project  may  ultimately  come  to  be  aban¬ 
doned.  So  I  say  we  ought  to  vote  against  a  policy  of  delay, 
unless  some  stronger  reasons  can  be  given  than  those  that 
have  been  adduced  this  afternoon.But  there  is  a  stronger  point 
than  all.  Without  Maritime  Province  ports  the  view 
is  taken  that  this  great  undertaking  on  which  we  have 
spent  so  much  money,  and  the  burdens  of  which  we  shall 
have  to  bear  for  many  years,  is  uncompleted.  We  not  only 
want  summer  traffic  but  we  want  winter  traffic  as  well. 
We  not  only  need  summer  ports  to  do  our  general  business, 
but  winter  ports  as  well,  and  we  can  secure  trade  for  them 
only  by  building  the  very  shortest  possible  line  of  communi¬ 
cation  betweon  the  great  central  channel  of  commerce  and 
trade  and  the  sea  coast,  through  whose  ports  we  expect  to 
do  a  great  part  of  this  business.  Much  depends,  from  tho 
point  of  view  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  as  well  as  of  the  rest 
of  the  Dominion,  upon  the  best  facilities  being  afforded  for 
interprovincial  trade.  Not  only  on  the  ground  of  promot¬ 
ing  interprovincial  trade,  but  on  the  ground  of  the  necessity 
of  securing  through  trade  in  the  interest  of  the  country  as  a 
whole,  as  well  as  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  as  the  winter 
port  system,  I  strongly  plead  for  no  more  delay.  Let  us  vote 
the  resolutions ;  let  us  have  the  communication,  and  then 
depend,  as  tho  hon.  member  for  St.  John  says,  upon  the 
energy  and  business  capacity  of  the  people  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  to  hold  up  their  own  end  of  the  commercial  pro¬ 
gress  of  this  country,  and  make  for  themselves  a  future  in 
this  Confederation  which  will  be  both  prosperous  and 
satisfactory. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  promise  not  to  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  few  minutes.  But  on  a  question  of  this  impor¬ 
tance  and  on  the  settlement  of  it  must  greatly  affect  the 
prosperity  of  tho  Maritime  Provinces,  I  think  it  is  the  duty 
of  members  who  represent  constituencies  in  those  Provinces 
to  give  utterance  to  whatever  sentiment  they  may  have  on 
this  question,  because  they  will  not  only  be  criticised  for 
their  actions  here,  but  their  actions  may  be  criticised  twenty- 
five,  thirty  or  forty  years  hence.  It  will  greatly  depend 
on  the  success  of  tho  line  we  may  adopt  here  now  as  tothe 
character  of  the  criticisms  that  may  be  brought  on  the  heads 
Mr,  Foster. 
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of  those  on  whom  the  responsibility  rests  of  adopting  a  line. 
I  am  not  at  all  in  sympathy  to-night  with  advocates  of  delay. 
I  think  we  have,  perhaps,  had  too  much  delay  in  dealing 
with  a  matter  of  this  importance,  but  I  must  admit  this, 
that  we  ought  to  be  in  a  position  not  to  ask  for  delay,  we 
ought  to  be  in  the  position  of  having  all  the  requisite  sur¬ 
veys,  explorations  and  plans  before  us,  in  order  that  we  may 
be  able  to  judge  as  to  what  route  will  be  most  profitable  and 
advantageous  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  to  the 
Dominion  generally.  With  that  feeling  I  am  in  full 
sympathy.  The  delay  asked  last  year  was  based  on 
similar  grounds  to  the  application  made  this  year,  namely, 
that  we  had  not  possession  of  sufficient  information  ;  that 
we  wanted  more  information.  The  House  granted  the 
request. '  It  was  desirable  for  the  Maritime  Provinces  to 
have  the  contract  entered  into;  but  the  Government  con¬ 
sidered  that  it  would  be  in  the  interests  of  the  Dominion 
that  the  delay  of  one  year  should  take  place.  What  for  ? 
In  order  to  have  sufficient  information  on  which  to  base  our 
judgment  this  Session.  Have  we  that  information  now  ? 
It  will  perhaps  be  presumptuous  to  offer  an  opinion,  because 
I  am  not  an  engineer,  and  do  not  pretend  to  understand  the 
different  terms  of  an  engineer’s  report.  Yet,  what  do  I  find  ? 
I  find  that  a  man  who  has  recently  been  returned  to  this 
House,  a  man  most  capable  of  expressing  an  opinion  on  this 
subject,  an  engineer  of  great  reputation,  tells  us,  that  with 
all  the  attention  he  has  been  able  to  give  to  this  subject, 
having  read  the  discussions  on  it,  having  examined  the 
plans — he,  as  an  engineer,  cannot  state  to  the  House  or  the 
country  that  he  could  make  a  choice  between  these  routes, 
because  the  surveys  are  not  sufficient.  W  ell,  Sir,  if  he  is 
not  in  a  position,  how  am  I  to  say — how  are  the 
Government  to  say,  and  decide,  that  this  is  the  best 
route  ?  For  that  reason,  I  am  in  sympathy  with 
the  idea  that  we  are  not  in  a  position  to-night 
to  give  that  intelligent  vote  that  I  think  we  should 
give  on  such  a  matter  as  this.  I  think  it  is  much  to  be  regrett¬ 
ed,  when  the  Government  acceded  to  the  request  of  the  House 
to  give  them  a  delay  of  one  year,  they  did  not  cause  such 
surveys  to  be  made  as  to  enable  them  and  us  positively  to 
say,  not  only  that  they  had  struck  a  certain  line,  but  to  say 
that  they  had  struck  the  best  line,  and  would  be  able  to  lay 
before  the  House  reports  upon  which  they  could  confi¬ 
dently  claim  that  it  was  the  best.  We  find  that  an  engineer 
who  appears  to  be  pretty  eminent  in  his  profession — I  do 
not  say,  for  I  cannot  say,  that  his  information  is  correct — 
but  on  his  authority,  ho  states  that  there  is  a  line  over  all- 
Canadian  territory  that  is  shorter  by,  it  is  true,  only  1J 
miles,  than  the  one  we  are  asked  to  adopt.  Well,  even  if 
it  were  10  miles  or  even  25  miles  longer,  I  say  we  should 
not  throw  it  overboard  in  favor  of  one  through  American 
tei’ritory.  I  say  we  should  be  willing  to  put  ourselves  to  some 
little  disadvantage  in  order  to  get  such  a  line  as  that.  I  do 
not  know  whether  this  gentleman  is  accurate  or  not,  but  I  will 
give  you  his  figures,  in  order  that  they  may  be  recorded 
as  part  of  the  discussion,  because  it  is  not  only  to-day,  but 
hereafter,  that  our  action  will  be  criticised,  and  this  will 
have  a  tendency  to  show  upon  what  information  the  vote 
was  given.  He  points  out  that  from  Montreal  to  Moncton 
the  distance  is  550  miles,  by  a  route  over  all-Canadian  terri¬ 
tory,  while  by  the  route  which  is  now  proposed  the  distance 
is  551J  miles,  or  a  difference  of  1J  miles  in  favor  of  the  all- 
Canadian  route.  He  gives  you  172  miles  from  Montreal  to 
Quebec,  about  which  there  is  no  dispute,  because  it  is  already 
built;  ho  gives  you  66  miles  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
about  which  there  is  no  dispute  ;  then  there  are  105  miles 
which  are  not  built,  and  which  may  be  speculative.  Then 
from  Edmundston  to  Grand  Falls  there  are  40  miles 
already  built;  and  from  Grand  Falls  to  Canaan,  148  miles, 
which  may  be  altogether  speculative,  and  which  I  am  not 
prepai’ed  to  say  is  correct  or  not.  Here  is  how  ho  arrives 
at  it : 
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“  From  Moncton  to  Canaan  the  Intercolonial  Railway  rung  in  a  nearly 
direct  line  for  Grand  Falls,  and  by  measuring  on  the  plan  and  adding 
10  per  cent,  for  curvature,  the  distance  from  Grand  Falls  to  Canaan  is 
148  miles,  making  the  whole  distance  from  Grand  Falls  to  Moncton  only 
167  miles  ;  while  by  Mr.  Schreiber’s  roundabout  way  vict  Fredericton  the 
distance  is  increased  to  232  miles." 

Now,  Sir,  if  that  is  a  practicable  route,  I  think  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  see  these  will  be  pretty  nearly  the  distances. 

Mr.  WELDON.  That  would  not  benefit  the  valley  of 
St.  John. 

Mr.  LANDEY  (Kent).  Yes  ;  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman,  so  far  as  St.  John,  York  County,  Sunbury  and 
Charlotte  are  concerned,  it  would  not  benefit  them  to  go  to 
Moncton,  but  we  are  told  that  here  we  are  not  to  consider 
small  localities,  but  the  great  interests  of  the  whole  Domin¬ 
ion.  I  have  a3  much  sympathy  with  St.  John  and  these 
other  counties  as  anybody  has,  but  we  are  told  not  to  go 
past  the  shortest  and  most  practicable  route,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  favoring  certain  localities,  and  St.  John  is  a  small 
locality  compared  with  the  whole  Dominion.  Do  not  mis¬ 
understand  me  as  saying  that  St.  John  has  not  its  import¬ 
ance,  but  it  should  not  divert  us  from  the  most  practicable, 
straight  and  direct  route.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  it 
would  have  been  worth  while  for  the  Government  to  have 
had  that  route  surveyed,  so  as  to  be  able  to  give  us  positive 
information.  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  resolutions,  but 
I  do  it  with  great  reluctance,  but  I  am  moved  to  do  so 
on  my  own  Province  being  generally  in  favor  of  this 
line,  because  the  people  of  Sunbury,  York,  St.  John, 
and  the  western  counties,  are  almost  unanimously 
in  favor  of  it.  One  reason  may  be,  because  it 
passes  through  that  portion  of  the  Province,  and 
may  be  of  benefit  to  it.  At  the  same  time,  if  I  were  firmly 
convinced  that  these  figures  I  have  given  were  positively 
correct — but  we  have  not  the  information  to  enable  us  to 
say  that  they  are — I  would  not  vote  in  favor  of  the  other 
line,  but  would  vote  in  favor  of  this,  because  it  would  give 
us  a  line  in  our  own  territory,  and  a  shorter  route  than  the 
one  we  are  asked  to  vote  for.  We  are  asked  to  build  360 
odd  miles  on  the  one,  as  against  252  on  the  other.  There 
is  another  consideration.  My  hon.  friend  from  King’s,  N.B. 
says  wo  should  not  encourage  delay,  because  once  traffic 
sets  in  in  certain  directions  it  is  difficult  to  divert  it.  There 
is  something  in  that  argument,  but  I  fear  that  notwith¬ 
standing  our  obtaining  the  route  which  is  now  proposed  to 
this  House,  and  for  which  I  intend  to  vote — I  cannot  help 
expressing  the  fear  that  when  wo  do  get  it,  it  is  not  going 
to  be  so  great  an  advantage  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  as 
we  hope  it  will  be. 

An  hon.  MEMBEK.  We  will  risk  that. 

Mr.  LANDEY  (Kent).  Well,  I  express  that  fear,  because 
there  is  already  a  line  from  Montreal  to  Portland,  at  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  272  miles,  and  that  is  controlled  now  by  the  com¬ 
pany  into  whose  hands  we  all  hope  the  short  line  will  be 
thrown,  when  it  i3  completed,  that  is,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  Company,  so  that  the  whole  line  will  be  under  one 
management.  That  is  only  272  miles,  and  when  in  winter 
through  traffic  reaches  Montreal  from  the  western  portion 
of  our  Dominion,  the  people  will  look  upon  it  simply  with 
a  commercial  eye,  and  when  they  are  asked  :  Will  we  send 
the  traffic  over  the  shoi’t  line  or  to  St.  Andrews,  which 
would  be  430  miles  instead  of  272,  I  think,  Sir,  they  will 
take  the  road  which  gives  them  272  miles  instead  of  430, 
and  send  it  to  Portland.  I  would  hope  and  wish  that  it 
would  be  otherwise,  but  I  am  afraid  that  would  bo  the  result. 
My  hon.  friend  beside  me  (Mr.  Mitchell)  says  I  am  mis¬ 
taken  as  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  having  full  con¬ 
trol  from  Montreal  to  Portland.  I  had  understood  that 
they  had  some  running  powers,  but  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  say.  Notwithstanding,  I  think  they  will  find  it  to  their 
advantage  to  acquire  control  over  it,  in  order  to  have 


only  272  miles  of  railway  instead  of  having  430,  and  if  they 
go  to  St.  John,  472  miles,  or  to  Halifax,  248  miles  more.  I 
am  expressing  these  fears  because  I  cannot  help  entertaining 
them,  and  that  is  another  strong  reason  why  I  feel  that  we 
ought  to  have  had  these  other  lines  surveyed  before  we 
were  called  on  to  vote.  There  is  another  matter  to  which 
I  would  like  to  draw  the  particular  attention  of  the 
Government.  In  the  explanations  or  the  assurances  which 
have  been  given,  I  have  not  understood  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  yet  made  it  clear  that  their  intention  is,  after 
this  vote  has  passed  the  House,  and  when  these  subsidies 
are  granted,  and  the  contract  is  entered  into  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  law  which  will  be  enacted 
upon  these  resolutions,  to  insist  on  the  parties  who  under¬ 
take  to  construct  this  line  securing  the  lines  that  are 
already  built  to  St.  Andrews,  to  Fredericton  and  to  St. 
John.  Hon.  gentlemen  must  understand  that  the  first  point 
where  this  line  will  strike  the  existing  system  of  railways  in 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  is  at  Mattawamkeag. 

Mr.  WELDON.  No  ;  it  is  in  the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  LANDEY  (Kent).  Mattawamkeag  is  not  in  New 
Brunswick,  but  tbe  New  Brunswick  system  runs  into  the 
State  of  Maine  ;  and  the  first  point  it  strikes  to  reach  the 
New  Brunswick  system  is  Mattawamkeag.  From  that  point  it 
goes  to  Macadam  Juncton.  From  that  point,  to  St.  Andrews,  it 
takes  one  route ;  to  St.  John,  it  will  have  to  proceed  over 
the  same  route  for  some  distance  ;  and  to  Moncton  or  Salis¬ 
bury,  it  will  have  to  go  as  far  as  Harvey,  and  then  branch 
off  again,  and  go  by  a  new  line  to  Fredericton,  then  across 
the  St.  John  Biver  to  Salisbury,  by  an  entirely  new  route, 
and  then  proceed  on  the  Intercolonial  Eailway  to  Halifax. 
So  that  there  are  three  different  branches  which  this  com¬ 
pany,  when  they  enter  into  a  contract  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  would  have  to  secure  or  obtain  running  powers  over 
— one  to  St.  John,  another  to  St.  Andrews,  and  a  new  lino 
to  Salisbury.  I  have  followed  the  discussion  and  have  read 
the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered  on  this  question, 
and  it  has  not  yet  been  made  clear  to  me  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  before  entering  into  a  contract 
for  the  building  of  those  portions  of  the  line,  to  see  that  the 
company  have  running  powers  over  those  different  roads. 

Mr.  WELDON.  All  the  roads  west  of  St.  John  are 
under  one  management. 

Mr.  LANDEY  (Kent).  But  they  are  not  under  the 
management  with  whom  the  contract  is  to  be  entered  into, 
and  arrangements  would  have  to  be  made  with  that  one 
management.  Now,  I  have  given  expression  to  fears  I 
entertain  ;  and  notwithstanding  those  fears,  notwithstanding 
the  great  regret  I  feel  that  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  make 
a  more  intelligent  choice  to-night,  yet,  as  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  favor  this  short  line,  I 
reluctantly  vote  for  it,  although  I  should  not  feel  that 
reluctance  if  I  were  sure  these  figures  were  correct. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  trust  I  shall  be  in  a  position  shortly  to 
relieve  the  anxiety  of  my  hon.  friend,  a  gentleman  in  whose 
candor  and  discernment,  and  in  whose  desire  to  do  the  right 
thing,  I  have  the  most  abundant  confidence.  My  hon.  friend 
would  see  his  way  clear  in  this  matter  did  he  not  think  that 
we  should  have  further  information  with  regard  to  the  all- 
Canadian  route.  He  assents  to  that  proposition.  He,  like 
every  loyal  Canadian,  would  desire  most  earnestly,  were  it 
possiblo,  that  the  short  line  should  be  an  all-Canadian  route. 
There  can  be  no  two  sentiments  about  that.  Unfortunately, 
however,  by  the  Ashburton  capitulation,  as  it  is  sometimes 
called,  the  State  of  Maine  is  so  far  projected  into  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada  that  the  northern  boundary  line  of  that 
Stato  is  more  than  100  miles  north  of  a  direct  line  drawn 
from  Montreal  to  Moncton.  Consequently,  it  is  absolutely 
impossible,  in  the  nature  of  things,  that  a  short  line  from 
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Montreal  to  Moncton,  the  common  point  for  Nova  Scotia 
and  Prince  Edward  Island,  could  be  built  entirely 
through  Canadian  territory.  Now,  I  know  1  must  be 
very  careful  in  commenting  on  engineers,  after  the  rebuke 
I  have  received  this  evening  ;  but  a  gentleman  who  I  suppose 
to  be  an  eminent  engineer — for  all  engineers  seem  to  be 
eminent — has  given  us  his  views — a  Mr.  O’Sullivan.  I  never 
heard  the  name  betoro,  although  I  have  no  doubt  of  his  emi¬ 
nence  and  ability,  and  his  very  great  candor,  and  every  word 
he  utters  should  be  received  as  Gospel,  because  he  is  an  engi¬ 
neer.  Mr.  O’Sullivan  has  laid  before  this  House  a  paper 
which  I  have  in  my  hand,  in  which  he  advocates  an  all-Cana¬ 
dian  route.  I,  having  the  same  anxiety  my  hon.  friend  has, 
to  find  this  short  all-Canadian  route,  have  taken  a  little 
pains  to  investigate  the  grounds  on  which  Mr.  O’Sulli 
van  forms  his  opinion.  I  made  enquiry  at  the  Department, 
addressing  a  letter  to  the  engineer  who  made  the  survey  of 
the  line  from  Riviere  du  Loup  and  Riviere  Ouelle  to  Edmun- 
ston,  Mr.  Crawford,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  correctness  of 
Mr.  O’Sullivan’s  data,  Mr.  O’Sullivan  gives  us  the  distance 
over  the  North  Shore  Railway  from  Montreal  to  Quebec, 
and  he  gives  the  distance  from  St.  Rochs  to  Edmunston  as 
105  miles.  In  his  profiles  connected  with  his  report  he 
gives  the  summit  on  that  line  as  750  feet.  I  thought  that 
to  be  a  very  important  fact  if  true,  and  I  enquired 
from  the  engineer,  who  gives  me  his  statement  over  his 
own  signature,  that  this  summit,  which  is  represented  as 
750  feet,  is  1,520  feet.  The  engineer,  however,  reports 
that  there  is  another  line  by  which,  although  at  an  increased 
distance,  a  lower  summit,  though  not  so  low  as  Mr.  O’Sulli¬ 
van  represents,  could  be  obtained,  and  says : 

“  Although  the  above  are  the  summits  of  the  different  lines,  a  lower 
pass  than  either  was  crossed  at  the  St.  Francis  River  on  the  Riviere  du 
Loup  line,  namely,  900  feet  above  high  water  in  the  Bay  of  Chaleurs. 
To  make  use  of  this,  however,  it  is  necessary  to  take  a  portion  of  euch 
survey  and  the  line  is  lengthened.  The  distance  will  then  be: - ” 

And  he  gives  the  distance  as  140  miles  instead  of  105  miles. 
Now,  in  order  to  get  the  line  105  miles  long,  you  must 
surmount  a  summit  1,520  feet  high,  and  in  order  to  attain  so 
low  a  summit  as  900  instead  of  750  feet,  you  would  have  to 
adopt  a  line  lengthened  by  35  miles  ;  and  yet  this  candid 
engineer  does  not  take  the  trouble  to  inform  us  of  that  fact. 
Then  his  next  point  of  departure  is  Grand  Falls.  He  draws 
a  straight  line  across  the  country  to  a  point  called  Canaan. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Kent  thinks  we  should  have  more 
information  as  to  that.  The  Government  was  not  desti¬ 
tute  of  information  with  regard  to  the  line  from  Grand 
Falls  to  Moncton  or  to  the  bend  of  the  Petitcodiac,  as 
it  was  formerly  called,  nor  was  any  hon.  member,  who 
was  in  this  House  at  the  time  of  the  great  Intercolonial 
Railway  discussion,  ignorant  of  the  nature  of  the  country 
through  which  that  proposed  line  was  to  pass.  It  was  a 
matter  of  public  discussion  ;  it  is  of  public  record  ;  it  is  to 
be  found  in  the  official  documents  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Government  would  have  stultified 
itself  had  itattemped  to  run  a  line  which  had  been  surveyed 
and  re-surveyed  by  Major  Robinson,  years  ago,  in  order 
to  ascertain  the  short  line  from  Moncton  to  Quebec,  and 
which  had  been  found  impracticable.  Major  Robinson  says : 

“  It  is  quite  impractable  as  a  railway  route. 

“  The  4th  obstacle  is  the  broad  and  extensive  range  of  the  highlands, 
which  occupies  nearly  the  whole  space  in  the  center  of  New  Brunswick, 
from  the  Miramichi  River  south  to  the  Reatigouche.  Some  of  these 
mountains  rise  to  an  altitude  exceeding  2,000  feet.  The  Tobiqua  River 
runs  through  them,  forming  a  deep  valley  or  trough,  which  must  be 
crossed  by  the  direct  line,  and  increases  greatly  the  difficulty  of  pass¬ 
ing  by  them.  The  lowest  point  of  the  ridge,  overlooking  the  Tobique 
River,  at  which  any  line  of  railway  must  pass,  is  1,216  feet  above 
the  sea.  Then  follows  a  descent  to  the  river  of  796  feet  in  18  miles,  and 
the  summit  level  on  the  opposite  ridge  or  crest,  between  the  Tobique  and 
Restigouche  waters,  is  920  feet  above  the  sea,  or  a  rise  of  500  feet  above 
the  point  of  crossing  at  the  Tobique  water.  These  great  summit  levels, 
which  must  be  surmounted,  form  a  serious  objection  to  the  route.” 

He  gives  many  further  objections ;  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House  by  reading  them  at  this  hour ; 

Mr.  Qolby, 
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“  Unwilling  to  abandon  the  direct  route  through  the  centre  of  New 
Brunswick,  by  which,  if  a  line  could  be  successfully  carried  out,  the 
distance  would  be  so  materially  shortened,  as  is  apparent  by  the  mileage 
given  in  route  No.  4,  it  was  determined  to  use  every  effort  to  decide  either 
the  practicability  or  impracticability  of  such  a  line.  To  this  end,  large 
parties  were  employed  the  whole  season.” 

What  is  his  summing  up : 

“  That  part  of  the  direct  route  (Nos.  3  and  4),  viz.,  the  line  from  the 
bend  of  Peticodiac  by  Boistown,  to  the  Restigouche  and  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence,  crossing  the  range  of  New  Brunswick  mountains,  having  to  sur¬ 
mount  two  summit  levels  of  1,216  and  920  feet,  causing  heavy  grades, 
and  increasing  materially  the  cost  of  transport ;  passing  through  a 
totally  unsettled  and  wilderness  country  ;  involving  greater  difficulties 
in  the  transport  of  the  materials  necessary  for  its  construction,  and 
supplying  food  to  the  laborers  engaged  in  its  formation  ;  including 
the  towns  and  settlements  on  the  Gulf  shore,  and  so  preventing  the 
development  of  the  vast  resources  of  the  country  to  be  derived  from  the 
fisheries;  and  also  inflicting  a  seriou3  loss  to  the  interest  of  the  main 
line,  and  to  the  intended  branch  from  the  city  of  St.  John,  in  New 
Brunswick,  is,  notwithstanding  its  one  great  advantage  of  diminished 
distance,  recommended  most  strongly  to  be  rejected." 

I  would  say  again  this  was  tbe  official  information ;  this 
work  had  been  done  at  the  expense  of  the  Imperial  Govern¬ 
ment  years  ago,  and  here  is  a  map  accompanying  the 
report,  laying  down  the  exact  route,  which  is  the  route  of 
Mr.  O’Sullivan,  until  it  oomes  within  a  few  miles  of  Grand 
Falls.  The  engineer  says  the  country  between  Grand  Falls 
and  the  Tobique  .River  is  of  a  most  objectionable  cha¬ 
racter  ;  that  you  must  either  commence  above  or  below, 
in  either  case  of  really  increasing  the  distance.  So  my 
hon  friend  is  censuring  the  Government  for  not  having 
made  this  survey,  when  the  Government  had  all  these  facts 
in  their  possession,  which,  however  strong  their  desire  to 
take  up  an  all-Canadiau  route,  made  it  impossible  for  them 
to  do  so.  What  is  this  appropriation  for  ?  We  are  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  promote  a  line  from  Montreal  to  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Now,  this  line  would  have  been  surveyed  if  the 
Government  had  not  been  in  possession  of  the  faet  that  it 
is  130  miles  longer  to  the  city  of  St.  John  than  the  short  line 
by  way  of  Megantic.  But  it  is  appparent  that  it  is  150  miles 
longer  to  St.  Andrews  ;  it  leaves  New  Brunswick  out  in  the 
cold.  This  northern  route — much  as  wo  might  desire  it,  if  it 
was  found  a  short  route,  a  practicable  route  to  Moncton — 
being  130  miles  longer  to  St.  John  and  152  miles  longer  to 
St.  Andrews,  is,  in  view  of  the  policy  of  the  House, 
as  pronounced  last  year,  an  absurd  and  impossible 
route,  not  worthy  of  discussion.  It  does  not  meet  our 
requirements  in  any  possible  way.  The  question  before  the 
House  is  this  :  Is  it  necessary  to  take  time  to  make  further 
surveys,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  practicability  of  the 
different  routes.  I  venture  to  say  no  hon.  member  can, 
after  this  explanation,  made  upon  the  authority  of  official 
documents,  say  it  is  necessary  to  waste  any  more  time,  in 
order  to  ascertain  whether  the  all-Canadian  route  is  one 
which  answers  the  requirements  of  the  resolution.  The 
next  line  which  comes  before  us  is  that  surveyed  and 
recommended  by  Mr.  Light,  the  line  from  Quebec  to  Harvey. 
A  survey  of  that  line  was  made  by  Mr.  Light,  at  his  own 
special  instance.  He  was  employed  as  the  engineer,  because 
the  people  of  Quebec  had  confidence  in  his  high  professional 
standing,  and  in  his  fidelity  to  the  interests  of  the  city  of 
Quebec.  For  that  reason  he  was  selected,  and  the*  route  he 
surveyed  from  Quebec  to  Harvey  was  the  route  of  his  own 
recommendation.  But  he  himself  condemned  that  route 
after  examination,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  admits 
that  he  condemned  it.  Do  you  want  more  time  to  survey 
this  route  which  Mr.  Light  himself  has  condemned  ?  You 
do  not  want  more  time  to  examine  that  route.  What  comes 
next  ?  It  is  the  route  which  Mr.  Light  last  winter  pro¬ 
posed.  Knowing  that  his  own  route  would  be  condemned, 
and  finding  that  a  good  route  had  been  found  to  Mattawam- 
keag,  he  put  in  a  supplementary  report,  recommending  his 
combination  line.  I  interrupted  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
East  in  his  argument,  in  order  to  put  him  right.  I  asked 
when  Mr.  Light  pointed  out  his  combination  route,  or 
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expressed  his  wish  there  might  be  a  survey  of  it,  and  he 
stated  that  in  August  last  Mr.  Light  sent  a  telegram  to  that 
effect.  I  asked  for  a  copy  of  that  telegram  and  obtained  it* 
It  has  no  reference  to  the  combination  route.  The  hon. 
member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier),  says  a  suspicion 
must  attach  to  Mr.  Schreiber  because  he  did  not  make  that 
survey.  What  does  Mr.  Light  say  ?  Here  is  a  copy  of  his 
telegram,  dated  18th  August,  1884 : 

“  Came  in  from  survey  Saturday  night ;  have  finished  twenty-five 
miles  of  good  line.  But  I  think  we  are  not  rising  fast  enough  on  first 
fifteen  miles  to  get  easily  over  the  summit.  Consider  desirable  to  put 
on  a  supplementary  line,  beginning  at  summit  and  running  out  near  St. 
Henry,  some  forty  miles  long,  so  as  to  gain  elevation  quicker;  also, 
line  up  the  Etchemin,  joining  the  present  line,  about  sixty  miles  from  St. 
Charles;  but  have  not  sufficient  staff  to  do  so;  should  like  authority 
to  employ  two  small  additional  parties  of  my  own  selection  for  about 
one  month ;  the  expense  will  be  trifling  compared  with  the  issue.” 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  Why  was  he  refused  ? 

Mr.  COLBY.  That  raises  another  question  entirely.  I 
believe  $57,000  is  the  expense  incurred  in  these  surveys 
already,  and  that  the  appropriation  had  been  anticipated.  I 
felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  criticise,  and  with  deserved  severity, 
from  my  standpoint,  the  report  of  Mr.  Light.  He  has  given 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  wanted  a  survey  of  the  combin¬ 
ation  line  to  Lake  Chesuncook,  that  is  not  true.  His  mind 
was  running  to  Hartland,  and  his  idea  was  to  find  a  better 
route  from  the  St.  Lawrence  up  to  Hartland  than  the  one 
he  was  taking.  His  first  idea  so  far  as  any  evidence  has 
been  given,  with  regard  to  the  combination  route,  was 
taken  from  Mr.  Yernon  Smith’s  report  in  which  he  says 
that, looking  towards  Quebec, there  seems  to  be  a  good  country 
in  that  direction.  Then,  putting  what  Mr.  Light  knew  of 
Wicksteed’s  survey  and  Yernon  Smith’s  survey,  it  was 
natural  to  infer  that  there  was  a  good  route  through  there, 
and  I  have  never  expressed  the  opinion  that  there  might 
not  be  a  good  route.  But  Mr.  Wicksteed’s  was  simply  a 
barometrical  survey,  no  other  having  been  put  on  the  line, 
and  Mr.  Wicksteed  says  the  barometer  was  unreliable.  I 
say  no  engineer  has  a  right  to  say  :  “  Here  is  a  line  so 
many  miles  long,  with  certain  curvatures  and  certain 
gradients,”  when  there  has  been  no  instrumental  survey  at 
all,  and  where,  from  the  point  at  which  his  survey  diverges, 
to  Lake  Chesuncook,  about  50  miles  has  never  been  stepped 
upon  by  an  engineer. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  There  are  113  miles  on 
the  Mattawamkeag  that  have  not  been  surveyed. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  am  coming  to  that.  I  am  not  complaining 
that  it  has  not  been  surveyed,  but  I  say  that  an  engineer  has 
no  right  to  pledge  his  professional  reputation  that  the  giades 
will  not  exceed  40  feet  to  the  mile,  that  the  curves  will  not 
exceed  a  certain  degree  of  curvature,  and  so  on,  upon  such 
insufficient  data  as  Mr.  Wicksteed’s  survey  of  a  portion  of  the 
road,  whieh  wns  barometrical  and  not  instrumental.  It  was 
a  fair  criucw.m,  a  legitimate  criticism,  and  my  hon.  friend, 
who  has  just  come  into  this  House  and  spoken  for  the  first 
time  to-night,  to  the  great  delight  of  both  sides  of  the  House 
— a  gentleman  of  high  professional  standing,  and  no  one  has 
a  greater  opinion  of  his  ability  than  I  have — who  chival¬ 
rously  defended  an  absent  friend,  should,  I  suggest  to  him, 
have  considered  whether,  in  doing  that,  he  might  not  have 
been  doing  injustice  to  others.  I  did  not  go  out  of 
the  record  to  attack  Mr.  Light’s  reputation.  I  know  nothing 
of  his  character  or  reputation,  but  I  took  his  reports  and 
criticised  them  fairly,  and  pointed  out  inaccuracies  of  the 
most  glaring  character,  inaccuracies  in  his  map  and  in  many 
other  respects,  and  I  judged  him  by  the  record,  and  not  by 
anything  outside  of  it.  High  and  eminent  as  he  is,  the 
more  careful  he  should  be.  He  must  expect  that 
members  of  this  House  will  criticise  his  statements, 
as  I  did,  in  the  spirit  of  fairness,  and  in  no  other  spirit 
whatever.  The  hon.  gentleman,  not  intending  it,  I  pre¬ 
sume — I  am  sure  he  would  not  have  done  it  if  he  had 


listened  to  the  debate — should  not  have  charged  mo  with 
going  beyond  the  record  to  attack  an  absent  gentleman.  I 
attacked  a  gentleman  who  was  present  in  the  report  which 
was  before  us,  and  I  am  not  liable  to  the  castigation,  or 
blame,  or  censure  that  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Grenville 
(Mr.  Shanly)  unintentionally,  I  believe,  attempted  to  inflict 
upon  me.  Now,  with  regard  to  this  route,  admitting  that 
this  combination  route  is  a  good  route,  then  I  say  it  is  a 
longer  route—  and  there  is  no  sophistry  that  can  cover  that 
up.  It  is  a  longer  route  to  St.  Andrews  by  40  miles,  to  St. 
John  by  30  miles,  and  to  Halifax  by  30  miles,  aggregating 
to  all  these  ports  more  than  100  miles,  and  I  can  clearly 
show  by  the  figures  which  are  admitted,  with  the  exception 
of  one  correction  which  I  have  to  make,  with  regard  to  tho 
Lachine  distances,  but  the  House  has  been  wearied  in  re¬ 
gard  to  that.  I  have  this  objection  to  the  combination 
road,  or  to  any  other  road  in  that  section,  and  I 
call  the  serious  attention  of  the  House  to  this : 
There  is  a  certain  point  to  which  we  ought  to  go,  in  order 
to  meet  the  wish  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  because 
they  have  just  claims;  having  contributed  with  all  other 

Sarts  of  the  Dominion  to  the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  they  should  be  permitted  to  participate  in  its 
immediate  advantages.  But  I  say  there  is  a  point  beyond 
which  we  ought  not  fairly  be  asked  to  go.  Now,  Mr.  Light, 
the  special  advocate  of  that  route,  tells  us  in  his  report  that 
in  order  to  carry  his  line  out  it  is  necessary  to  build  a 
bridge  at  Quebec,  which  he  estimates  will  cost  $5,000,000. 
It  is  a  magnificent  bridge,  there  is  no  doubt  about  it ;  I  am 
told  by  those  who  have  seen  it  that  it  is  a  most  magnificent 
structure,  as  it  has  been  photographed  and  published  in 
some  of  the  illustrated  papers.  He  says  it  is  necessary  that 
the  Government,  in  order  to  construct  that  bridge,  should 
give  a  guarantee  of  4  per  cent,  for  twenty-five  years  upon 
$5,000,000,  which  means  the  exact  subsidy  which  we  are 
asked  to  give  to  this  short  line  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  This  combination  route  can  only  be  carried  out 
by  swallowing  up  the  entire  subsidy  in  crossing  the  St. 
Lawrence,  before  even  making  a  start  for  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  Now,  is  this  country  prepared  to  do  that  ?  The 
Maritime  Provinces  do  not  ask  it ;  no  one  in  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  asks  anything  of  the  kind.  You  are  not 
doiDg  it  to  oblige  them.  Whom  are  you  doing  it 
to  oblige  ?  If  you  do  it  at  all,  it  is  to  oblige  a  certain 
section,  a  certain  locality,  which  is  entitled  to  as  much 
consideration  as  any  other  locality,  and  which,  in  these 
same  resolutions,  will  receive  a  large  sum  of  money.  There 
is  no  man  in  the  Lower  Provinces  that  asks  it.  But  in  order 
to  obligo  that  locality  alone  this  Dominion  is  asked  to 
spend  $5,000,000,  before  even  we  make  a  start  towards  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  Now,  to  my  mind  this  is  a  fatal 
objection  to  the  whole  project  of  a  route  by  Quebec.  I  say 
to  our  Maritime  Province  friends  that  if  they  are  willing 
to  wait  until  this  country  is  prepared  to  guarantee  4  per 
cent,  for  twenty-five  years  upon  $5,000,000  to  build  an  un¬ 
necessary  bridge  across  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  another 
$5,000,000  to  carry  the  road  to  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
they  may  just  as  well  throw  up  the  whole  thing  at  once,  for 
I  do  not  believe  the  people  of  this  Dominion,  or  their 
representatives  in  Parliament,  are  prepared  to  go  that  far. 
I  say  this  is  an  unnecessary  bridge,  for  it  is  unnecessary 
for  any  purposes  that  we  require  it  for.  We  do  not  need  it 
for  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  The  Intercolonial  Railway 
has  its  outlet,  and  a  good  one  it  is,  by  the  way  of  Levis, 
and  the  Grand  Trunk,  and  the  Victoria  bridge  at  Montreal. 
Were  I  a  citizen  of  Quebec  I  would  not  feel  that 
a  bridge  crossing  the  river  nine  miles  away  and  making 
Quebec  simply  a  way  station  on  that  throughfare  was  of 
any  advantage  to  the  city  of  Quebec.  I  should  feel  that 
Quebec  was  benefited,  by  being  made  a  terminus,  by  the  fact 
that  transhipment  had  to  be  made  there,  by  the  fact  of  tho 
ferry,  but  I  should  not  feel  that  it  was  going  to  increase  tho 
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importance  of  the  city  of  Quebec  to  have  a  thoroughfare 
pass  nine  miles  away  from  it.  It  is  just  like  a  railway 
passing  through  a  man’s  farm,  where  ho  lives  several  miles 
from  the  depot.  It  does  not  help  his  farm  to  have  the  rail¬ 
way  go  through  it;  the  advantage  he  gets  is  his  proximity 
to  the  depot.  And  the  city  of  Montreal  will  get  no 
advantage  in  that  sense  from  the  Lachine  bridge.  The 
traffic  will  come  down  and  will  pass  it.  Montreal  people 
will  not  see  the  railway,  unless  they  have  the  curiosity  to 
go  up  eight  or  nine  miles  and  see  the  heavy  trains  pass. 
But  I  say  there  is  no  actual  advantage  to  the  city  of  Quebec 
which  would  justify  the  expenditure,  and  even  if  there 
were  a  great  local  advantage,  it  is  not  an  advantage 
to  the  Dominion  of  Canada  at  large,  and  it  should 
not  be  placed  as  an  incubus  upon  this  road.  I 
say  it  is  weighing  down  this  necessary  road  which 
is  in  the  interests  of  the  Dominion  at  large,  and  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  especially,  it  is  weighing  it  down  by  an 
unnecesary  five  millions.  The  Lachine  bridge  will  have  to 
be  built.  It  is  a  portion  of  the  Ontario  and  Quebec 
system ;  it  is  to  be  built  as  a  commercial  enterprise :  it  will 
be  built  in  any  event,  and  not  a  dollar  of  this  subsidy  will 
be  taken  to  construct  the  Lachine  bridge.  No  request  will 
be  made  to  Parliament  for  one  dollar  to  construct  that  bridge. 
It  is  as  good  as  built  now.  In  fact,  very  able  men  in  this 
city,  who  have  a  high  reputation,  are  examining  it,  with  a 
view  of  tendering  for  its  immediate  construction,  which  is 
sure  to  be  realised  in  the  immediate  future.  That  bridge 
will  be  no  expense  to  the  country  whatever.  Then  why 
burden  this  great  and  necessary  enterprise,  so  important  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  by  an  unnecessary  debt  of  $5,000,- 
000,  or  $3,000,000,  or  whatever  the  sum  may  be,  for  the 
construction  of  an  unnecessary  bridge — unnecessary  in  the 
sense  I  have  indicated — at  Quebec  ?  Admitting  all  that  Mr. 
Light  claims  for  the  combination  line,  however  hopeful  it 
may  bo— as  it  would  be  hopeful,  if  he  spoke  upon  actual 
data — but  admitting  all  he  claims  for  it,  the  building  of 
this  very  expensive  bridge  is  an  insuperable  obstacle  to 
that  route.  Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  come  lastly— -no,  not 
lastly.  Here  is  another  route  :  there  is  the  air  line,  as  shown 
on  the  map,  between  Montreal  and  Moncton,  There  is  the 
route  advocated  by  one  man,  Mr.  Graham,  called  the  air 
line.  I  will  not  discuss  it ;  I  will  simply  say  this  :  I  sup¬ 
pose  it  is  the  desire  of  all  that  this  road  shall  be  a  practical 
road,  a  satisfactory  road,  and  that  it  shall  cost  as  little  as 
possible  to  this  Dominion.  Now,  that  air  line,  if  it  'should 
be  built,  would  have  to  be  built  as  a  new  road.  You  would 
have  to  build  from  Montreal  to  Eichmond  a  line  running 
straight  along  the  Grand  Trunk,  a  line  wholly  unnecessary. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Why  not  take  the  Grank  Trunk  ? 

Mr.  COLBY.  Why  don’t  the  lion  and  the  lamb  lie  down 
together  ?  Perhaps  when  the  millennium  comes  and 
Sir  Henry  Tyler  and  Mr.  Stephen  are  willing  to  pool 
everything — which  I  hope,  in  the  interests  of  this  country, 
they  will  not  do — when  they  are  willing  to  give  up  to  each 
other  all  the  advantages  each  possess,  when  they  are  actuated 
by  that  great  and  universal  benevolence,  then,  perhaps,  the 
suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend  may  be  carried  out.  But  no 
man  can  seriously  say  that  this  scheme  is  practicable ;  and 
our  Maritime  Province  friends  want  to  be  served  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  They  want  a  line  to  run  across 
this  continent,  a  consecutive  line,  under  one  management, 
not  broken  into  by  any  other  road  whatever ;  they  want 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  and  that  is  what  this 
appropriation  is  made  for.  No  hon.  gentleman  in 
this  House  supposes  the  Grand  Trunk  is  going  to  give  up 
76  miles  of  its  main  line  on  a  great  thoroughfare  running 
from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  and,  if  they  did,  it  would  be  done 
at  a  cost  fully  equal  to  the  cost  of  building  a  new  road. 
Then,  I  say  you  have  got  to  commence  at  Montreal  and 
Mr.  Colby. 
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build  a  new  road,  if  you  take  that  air  line.  But  nobody 
wants  it,  that  I  ever  heard  of ;  no  interest  in  this  country 
wants  it ;  nobody  is  asking  for  it,  except  this  gentleman,  who 
has  wasted  a  great  deal  of  ink  in  the  newspapers 
in  various  sections  of  the  country,  as  an  advertisement, 
perhaps,  as  much  of  himself  as  of  the  line  which  he 
espouses.  If  I  had  time  I  could  point  out  the  physical 
difficulties  that  belong  to  this  air  line,  and  which  are 
well  known  to  gentlemen  familiar  with  that  locality. 
I  will  come  lastly  to  the  line  which  is  the  short  line, 
which  is  the  short  line  upon  the  map  by  measurement, 
which  is  believed  to  be  the  short  line  and  is  actually  the 
short  line  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  That  line  has  been 
surveyed;  we  have  the  result  before  us,  with  all  its 
difficulties.  This  eminent  engineer,  this  gentleman  of  high 
standing,  as  no  doubt  he  is,  who  has  urged  the  northern 
route,  has  given  us  an  illustration  of  what  it  is.  We  have 
it  in  the  smoking  room  and  we  have  it  here.  He 
places  himself  behind  the  shield  of  truth,  and  with 
that  shield  he  gives  us  a  plan  drawn  upon  a  horizontal 
scale  of  50  miles  to  1  inch,  but  for  every  inch  there  is  100 
feet,  if  you  go  perpendicularly.  That  is  holding  up  the 
mirror  to  nature.  It  is  like  a  toy-mirror  which  bo)  s  use.  If 
the  mirror  is  turned  one  way,  a  man  is  a  pigmy,  but  if  it  is 
turned  the  other  way,  he  appears  to  be  high  in  the  heavens. 
It  is  an  absurd  caricature.  Does  any  man  suppose  that  a 
railway  line  would  run  up  a  mountain  side  as  is  shown  in 
this  plan  ?  That  profile,  I  say,  is  a  caricature.  The  eleva¬ 
tion  which  he  points  out  there  is  distributed  over  80  miles 
of  distance,  and  amounts  to  less  that  17  feet  to  the  mile,  and 
yet,  if  you  look  at  the  map,  you  would  imagine  the  line  was 
going  over  one  of  the  Himalayas.  If  the  mirror  were  held 
fairly  up  to  nature  the  elevation  would  be  almost  un- 
discernable  to  the  eye;  it  would  not  amount  to  more  than 
of  an  inch— it  would  be  only  a  speck.  Yet,  this  gen¬ 
tleman  who  holds  up  this  distorting  mirror  places  himself 
under  the  shield  of  truth.  The  short  line  route  has  been 
surveyed.  It  goes  through  as  good  a  section  of  country  as 
can  be  travelled,  in  order  to  get  from  Montreal  to  the 
Atlantic  coast.  We  cannot  have  prairie,  for  it  does  not 
exist.  But  the  grade  from  Montreal  to  Sherbrooke  does 
not  exceed  53  feet  to  the  mile,  and  that  is  a  very  practic¬ 
able  grade,  as  everyone  knows.  Now,  as  regards  the  grades 
on  the  International — and  here  we  see  the  candor  of  the 
gentleman  who  has  been  held  up  here  as  a  disingenuous 
engineer.  Mr.  Schreiber,  in  his  report,  states  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  74-foot  grade  on  the  International,  and  on  every 
road  going  by  the  southern  route  he  indicates  a  maximum 
summit  of  74  feet.  He  makes  that  statement  without  mitiga¬ 
tion  or  explanation,  I  have  the  report  of  Mr.  fiamsay — I 
will  no  read  it,  on  account  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  but  I 
will  lay  it  on  the  Table — who  located  the  line,  and  he  says 
it  was  constructed  with  a  maximum  of  66  feet,  because  at 
the  time  the  road  was  built,  although  they  expected  it  would 
become  in  the  future  a  portion  of  the  through  system, 
there  was  only  a  small  subsidy  and  a  comparatively 
small  municipal  subscription,  and  they  were  obliged 
to  make  the  cost  of  construction  conform  to  their  financial 
condition ;  but  he  said  it  was  built  with  reference  to  reduc¬ 
tions  ;  and  a  small  expenditure,  without  involving  any 
increased  distance,  would  reduce  the  maximum  to  60  feet  to 
the  mile.  And  yet  that  is  the  most  objectionable  point  of 
the  whole  road.  That  route  has  been  surveyed ;  it  is  a 
practicable  route.  It  is  a  compromise  route,  and  that  is  a 
very  important  matter.  This  line  is  for  all  the  Maritime 
Province  ports,  not  for  St.  Andrews  alone.  If  it  was, 
another  route  would  be  selected.  If  it  was  for  St.  John 
alone,  a  different  route  would  be  taken.  If  it  was  for  Hali¬ 
fax  alone,  no  better  route  could  be  taken.  But  St.  Andrews 
and  St.  John  have  conceded  something,  in  order  to  meet 
Halifax,  which  is  the  most  remote.  Who  are  asking  for 
delay  ?  Do  the  members  representing  the  city  of 
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Halifax  ?  Hoes  the  member  representing  St.  John  ;  does 
the  member  for  Charlotte,  representing  St.  Andrews  ?  Are 
those  members  representing  those  districts,  for  the  benefit 
of  which,  particularly,  this  road  is  to  be  built,  saying:  We 
are  dissatisfied  with  this  matter ;  the  surveys  have  been 
insufficient ;  we  want  you  to  take  more  time,  and  to 
be  sure  you  are  right  ?  Ho ;  those  gentlemen  who 
are  most  interested,  whose  constituencies  are  most 
interested,  who  have  examined  the  question  with  the  most 
care,  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder,  diifering  as  they  do 
politically;  the  member  for  St.  John  joins  the  members  for 
Halifax,  and  the  member  for  Charlotte,  representing  St 
Andrews,  will  stand  by  them  on  this  vote,  saying :  We  are  sat¬ 
isfied  with  the  survey  and  satisfied  with  the  Megantic  route ; 
we  do  not  wish  delay,  but  we  want  the  road  to  be  buiit  with 
all  reasonable  dispatch.  Then,  this  line  has  been  proved, 
by  instrumental  surveys,  to  be  a  practicable  route.  It  is 
the  short  route;  it  is  the  best  commercial  route,  for  it  passes 
through  the  State  of  Maine,  in  a  way  which  will  give  it  a 
larger  trade  than  would  be  secured  by  any  line  running 
north  of  it;  and  this  line  is  endorsed  almost  unanimously 
by  members  from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  irrespective  of 
party,  with  one  or  two  possible  dissentients.  It  is  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  that  this  appropria¬ 
tion  is  being  made.  They  have  examined  the  question 
because  they  are  interested  parties.  I  venture  to  say  that 
while  the  Blue  Books  of  some  hon.  members  have  been 
locked  up,  others  have  been  studying  them  at  night,  and  they 
have  come  to  an  almost  unanimous  conclusion  that  this 
route  is  in  the  interests  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Who  is  to 
stand  in  the  face  of  these  facts  and  gainsay  them  ?  If  they 
are  satisfied  why  should  we  not  be  satisfied  ?  Ought  we 
not  to  be  satisfied  ?  The  results  of  further  surveys  of  the 
different  routes  would  not  alter  the  conclusion  reached,  and, 
in  fact,  no  further  surveys  are  needed.  I  think  the  case  for 
further  delay  is  entirly  unfounded.  No  case  has  been  made 
out.  The  requirements  have  been  fully  met  by  the  official 
documents,  and  every  other  point  has  been  met,  and  there 
is  no  necessity  for  further  surveys.  And  I  believe  this 
House  will,  with  very  great  unaniminity,  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  this  line  should  be  built  now,  as  the  Provinces 
want  it,  in  such  time  that  the  channels  of  trade  will  not 
have  got  worn  and  set,  and  the  trade  of  the  great  west  can 
be  taken  down  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  The  members 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  one  and  all,  desire  this  to 
be  done  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway  Company 
and  by  no  other  corporation.  And  we  have  evidence 
of  that  feeling  in  the  position  taken  by  their  representa¬ 
tives.  I  have  a  report  from  Mr.  Petersen,  the  engin¬ 
eer  of  the  Atlantic  and  North-Western,  stating  that 
he  has  gone  very  carefully  over  the  matter,  and  fully 
endorses  the  opinion  of  the  Government  engineer.  What 
does  Mr.  George  Stephen,  president  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  say.  He  says,  in  a  letter  read  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Halifax,  that  in  his  opinion  that  is  the  best  route 
in  the  interest  of  the  country,  and  he  does  not  admit  his 
willingness  to  embark  in  any  other  enterprise,  but  is  ready  to 
proceed  immediately  with  the  construction  of  this  road. 
Then  all  the  parties  interested  in  the  Maritime  Provinces 
and  the  Maritime  ports,  particularly  the  corporation  which 
is  to  build  the  road,  which  aims  to  build  the  road,  which  is 
the  only  corporation  which  will  build  the  road — all  these 
are  unanimous,  and  it  is  only  the  cavillers,  only  those  who 
want  to  make  political  advantages,  with  few  exceptions, 
who  desire  to  obstruct  or  delay  it.  I  say,  with  some  few 
exceptions,  if  it  is  obstructed,  it  is  for  local  considerations  of 
that  kind,  which  are  not  essential  to  the  carrying  out  of  the 
main  enterprise,  or  for  the  sake  of  embarrassment. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  had  made  up  my  mind  that  it  was 
not  necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  on  this  subject,  but 
my  hon.  friend  from  Stanstead  has  rather  enthused  me,  and 
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I  wish  to  make  a  few  remarks.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  magnified  the  importance  of  this  enterprise,  so  far  as  the 
Maritime  Provinces  are  concerned,  and  I  am  as  much  inter¬ 
ested,  and  my  constituency  is  as  much  interested,  as  any 
constituency  can  be.  More  than  40  years  ago,  energetic 
and  enterprising  men  undertook  to  construct  a  railway  from 
St.  Andrews  to  Quebec,  before  this  unfortunate  Ashburton 
Treaty  was  completed.  At  the  time  we  commenced 
with  our  preliminary  surveys  and  explorations  that 
treaty  had  not  been  decided,  and  some  35  years  ago 
we  commenced  operations  on  a  railway  known  as  the  St. 
Andrews  and  Quebec  road,  and  during  all  those  years,  my 
constituents  have  been  looking  for  a  short  line  to  Montreal,  and 
they  perceive  now  that  their  expectations  are  about  to  be 
realised.  With  regard  to  what  my  hon.friend  from  Quebec  has 
said,  that  it  was  his  opinion  that  the  whole  operation  would 
end  when  they  reached  a  particular  point  at  Mattawamkeag, 
I  must  say  that  I  do  not  share  that  fear.  About  nine  years 
ago  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead,  when  this  enterprise  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  line  was  about  being  commenced,  without  any 
expectation  of  receiving  any  aid,  came  to  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  and  to  the  county  I  represent,  to 
look  over  the  prospects  and  see  if  they  could  got  the 
people  to  take  any  interest  in  the  enterprise,  so  as  to 
carry  it  to  completion.  If  the  object  at  that  time  was  to 
go  to  Mattawamkeag,  then  to  Portland  and  Bangor,  I  think 
they  would  have  turned  their  attention  to  Portland  and 
Bangor  rather  than  coming  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I 
believe  the  object  of  the  projectors  of  the  Internationial  line 
was  to  make  the  shortest  and  best  connection  with  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  rather  than  to  reach  the  ports  in  the 
State  of  Maine;  and  I  have  never  seen  any  deviation, 
from  that  time  to  this.  I  do  not  think  hon.  gentlemen  need 
have  any  fear  of  the  road  reaching  Mattawamkeag,  with  the 
intention  of  stopping  there,  and  letting  the  trade  go  to  the 
United  States.  It  would  be  out  of  place  for  mo,  even  if  I 
were  able  to  do  so,  to  go  into  the  question  of  distance  and 
curves  and  grades,  and  it  would  serve  no  useful  purpose,  but 
I  am  satisfied  myself  that  the  International  is  the  shortest 
and  best  line,  as  a  compromise  line,  for  all  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  and  I  am  satisfied  if  we  do  not  get  that  line,  we 
will  get  no  line  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  With  regard 
to  its  cost,  taking  into  consideration  that  the  Maritime 
Provinces  have  paid  their  proportion  of  the  $100,000,000 
towards  the  construction  of  our  great  transcontinental 
railway,  the  subsidy  now  proposed  to  continue  this  rail¬ 
way  from  Montreal  to  the  Lower  Provinces,  amounting  to 
$3,400,000,  is  not  a  large  appropriation  for  the  benfit  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  If  this  line  does  not  give  us  all  the 
trade  coming  from  the  west,  it  will  give  us  that  which  is  quite 
an  equivalent  to  the  cost — a  short,  speedy,  and  cheap  inter¬ 
provincial  communication.  I  have  been  a  little  amused  to 
hear  my  friends  from  Quebec  charging  that  the  present 
Government  are  going  contrary  to  the  interests  of  Quebec. 
Buring  the  whole  time  I  have  been  here,  Quebec  has  been 
paramount  in  the  interest  and  favor  of  the  Government,  and 
never  until  this  time  has  the  Government  been  charged  with 
neglecting  the  interest  of  Quebec.  On  the  contrary,  it  has 
been  said  that  the  Government  were  unfairly  influenced  in 
favor  of  Quebec,  and  I  think  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
and  the  Ministry  as  a  whole,  have  no  idea  of  neglecting 
Quebec,  and  it  is  rather  to  their  credit  that,  in  a  matter 
which  is  in  the  interest  of  the  Dominion  as  a  whole,  they 
have  had  the  courage  of  their  convictions,  irrespective  of 
party  or  local  interests,  and  that  they  have  understood  the 
true  line  to  select  for  the  best  interests  of  the  whole  Dom¬ 
inion.  Furthermore,  this  great  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
must  be  one  great  continued  whole.  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  can  construct  the  line  on  the  present  subsidy,  but  if 
this  road  is  to  be  constructed  at  all,  as  I  understood  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby),  it  is  to  be  con- 
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structed  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  I 
know  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  my  late  lamented  friend, 
Mr.  Isaac  Burpee,  who  was  not  ill-informed  on  these  ques¬ 
tions,  that  this  was  the  most  desirable  line,  and  that  if  a 
subsidy  were  granted  it  would  be  built  on  this  route.  I 
have  his  opinion  in  this  regard  in  my  desk  at  this  moment. 
Of  course,  our  different  constituencies  in  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  may  think  that  each  one  should  con¬ 
tend  for  his  own  particular  locality ;  but  I  think,  if 
our  people  were  present,  they  would  know  that  many 
things  have  to  be  decided  here  on  the  principle  of  give 
and  take — the  principle  of  compromise — and  I  am  glad 
that  so  many,  irrespective  of  party,  have  concluded  to  sup¬ 
port  this  line.  One  evidence  that  this  is  a  practical  line  is 
the  fact  that  private  parties  have  invested  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  in  it,  and  if  they  embark  in  this  enter¬ 
prise  it  is  not  likely  that  they  will  build  the  line  to  Moose- 
head  Lake  or  River  and  let  it  stop  there.  They  did  not  under¬ 
take  to  do  that.  They  knew  that  there  was  a  practicable 
line  across  Maine  to  Mattawamkeag  on  the  European  and 
North  American  line.  On  the  strength  of  the  practicability 
of  that  route,  they  have  invested  large  sums  of  capital.  That 
is  an  evidence  that  it  could  be  built.  A  fresh  evidence  of 
the  truth  of  that  survey  is  given  in  the  reports.  The  hon. 
member  for  Megantic,  (Mr.  Langelier)  to-day  endeavored  to 
show  that  it  had  high  grades,  that  it  crossed  the  Moose- 
head  Lake,  and  that  there  was  some  30  feet  of  water 
there ;  but  these  statements  carried  evidence  of  truth  and 
correctness,  because  they  did  not  disguise  the  facts.  It  would 
be  very  easy,  if  it  was  desired  to  practice  deception,  to  make 
the  depth  of  water  5  or  6  feet ;  if  a  convenient  engineer  had 
been  there,  he  could  have  made  6  feet  as  well  as  30  ; 
but  that  statement  bears  truth  on  its  face.  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  about  the  character  or  the  capacity  of  engi¬ 
neers.  They  are  very  much  like  other  men,  and  a  good  deal 
more  so,  sometimes ;  but  some  of  them  have  very  convenient 
scales  and  measurements,  and  I  think  some  new  light  must 
have  entered  into  the  brain  of  this  engineer  when  he  dis¬ 
covered  this  combination  line.  It  was  made  very  plausible 
on  paper,  but  I  do  not  think  it  speaks  much  for  any  gentle 
man’s  reputation  that  he  can  lay  out  a  route  without  having 
surveyed  it.  I  knew  Mr.  Light  when  he  was  a  young  man, 
something  like  thirty  years  ago,  and  when  he  was  employed 
on  the  St.  Andrews  and  Quebec  line.  At  the  same  time, 
without  going  into  the  question  of  the  different  routes,  I 
think  you  have  only  to  look  at  the  maps  to  see  that  you 
cannot  get  any  shorter  line  than  that  by  way  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  line  ;  and  that  it  is  practicable  is  evident  from  the 
fact  that  hundreds  of  thousands  of  private  money  has 
been  already  invested  in  that  line.  One  very  great 
objection  urged  against  this  line  is  that  private  means 
have  been  invested  in  it.  I  think  it  is,  perhaps, 
unfortunate  that  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways, 
many  years  ago,  before  he  ever  dreamed  -of  being  Minister 
of  Agriculture  or  Minister  of  Railways  either,  invested  his 
energies  and  his  means  in  that  line.  But  I  do  not  see  Mr. 
Pope’s  line  mentioned  in  the  Bill.  It  is  the  shortest  prac¬ 
ticable  line  that  can  be  obtained  from  Montreal  to  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces.  If  this  subsidy  is  granted  it  will  be  given 
to  some  company.  It  seems  to  be  imagined  by  some  that 
this  company  are  going  to  take  out  of  their  subsidy  a  large 
amount  of  money  to  enrich  some  private  individual.  That 
is  not  my  experience  of  companies  ;  they  do  not  usually  give 
their  subsidies  away.  If  the  company  can  utilise  the  Inter 
national  line  for  their  own  interest  to  carry  out  this 
great  scheme,  what  objection  is  there  to  it  ?  I  do  not  wish 
to  see  public  money  voted  to  enrich  any  private  parties  ;  but 
there  is  no  objection  to  existing  lines  being  utilised.  There 
was  no  wrong  in  the  parties  engaged  in  this  International  line 
many  years  ago,  to  secure  a  direct  and  practicable  route  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  embarking  in  it;  and  in  order  to 
carry  out  this  great  scheme  of  a  railway  from  ocean  to  ocean, 
Mr.  Gillmor. 
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I  see  nothing  unfair  or  improper  in  utilising  that  line  or  in 
building  a  new  line,  just  as  they  choose,  so  long  as  it 
serves  the  public.  I  have  expressed  my  views  about  this 
great  undertaking  before.  That  is  past ;  the  money  is 
expended,  and  the  great  transcontinental  line  is  now  nearly 
completed  to  Montreal.  The  next  thing  is  to  reach  a  port 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  do  not  wish  to  draw  any  com¬ 
parisons  ;  but  I  am  glad  to  see  that  no  one  is  opposed  to 
continuing  the  line  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  except  the 
hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard).  He 
seems  to  think  that  Canada  has  done  enough  when  it  has 
built  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  This  is  the  first  time 
I  have  heard  it  asserted  in  this  House  that  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  was  built  for  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
The  Intercolonial  was  much  more  important  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  Western  Provinces  than  of  the  Lower  Provinces. 
The  Upper  Provinces  had  no  ocean  port  for  six  months  in 
the  year  without  going  to  the  Maritime.  If  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  has  not  been  considered  in  regard  to  rail¬ 
way  expenditure,  I  should  like  to  know  what  Province  has 
been.  That  Province  has  the  North  Shore  line;  it  has  the 
terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ;  it  has  the 
Edmunston  line ;  it  has  the  Central  Quebec  line,  which  will 
connect  with  the  short  line  we  contemplate  ;  and  in  what 
respect  has  that  Province  been  slighted  or  neglected  ?  I 
think  it  comes  with  ill-grace  from  a  Quebec  representative 
to  oppose  this  measure.  Now,  I  will  vote  most  heartily  for 
the  measure.  I  am  opposed  to  delay  ;  I  think  there  is  no 
argument  or  reason  for  delay ;  I  believe  the  International 
line  is  a  practicable  line  and  a  shorter  line  than  any  other 
that  can  be  had,  and  therefore  I  am  opposed  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BOSSE.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  I  foel  it  my 
duty  as  a  respresentative  of  the  city  of  Quebec,  not 
to  allow  the  occasion  offered  by  the  adoption  of  these 
resolutions  to  pass  without  expressing  my  opinion 
on  this  subject,  and  without  stating  the  reasons  which 
have  induced  me  to  form  this  opinion.  It  is  particu¬ 
larly  in  view  of  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Quebec  (Mr.  Laurier),  and  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langelier),  mayor  of  Quebec,  and  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry),  that  I  owe 
it  to  my  myself,  as  I  owe  it  to  my  constituency,  to  declare, 
as  emphatically  as  it  is  possible,  that  I  believe  I  would  not 
be  doing  my  duty  towards  my  constituents  and  towards  the 
electoral  division  of  Quebec  Centre  if  I  did  not  give  my 
fullest  and  most  unswerved  support  to  the  resolutions  such 
as  they  have  been  introduced. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BOSSE.  Translation )  The  hon.  gentlemen  are 
saying  “  hear,  hear ;  ”  but  let  them  wait  a  moment, 
and  perhaps  they  will  not  say  it  with  such  irony, 
I  say  my  full  and  unswerved  support  in  favor  of 
the  resolutions  which  have  been  introduced,  not  because 
I  approve  the  three  resolutions  in  full,  but  because, 
in  order  to  obtain  the  Pacific  terminus  for  Quebec,  we 
must  take  the  resolutions  as  a  whole,  without  dividing 
them,  or  without  taking  them  apart,  one  from  the 
other,  and  I  must  lay  aside  the  objections  I  may  have 
against  what  is  called  the  short  line.  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  welfare  of  the  city  to  which  I  belong  depends  on 
the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  being  at 
Quebec.  For  a  long  time  we  have  fought  to  attain  this 
end,  and  now  that  we  are  near  the  result  it  would  be  unfor¬ 
tunate  to  let  it  slip.  The  hon.  member  for  Montmagny 
(Mr.  Landry)  has  declared  that  he  would  vote  against  the 
amendment  and  the  sub-amendment  which  are  now  pro¬ 
posed.  He  has  stated  that  he  would  do  so  because  he 
thought  that  by  his  vote  he  would  run  the  risk  of  causing 
Quebec  to  lose  the  terminus.  At  the  same  time,  he  declared 
that  he  would  move  an  amendment  to  one  of  the  resolu- 
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tions — if  I  understood  aright,  to  the  resolution  which  is  con¬ 
nected  with  the  short  line.  He  has  not  seen — and  that  is 
where  he  made  the  mistake — that  his  motion  in  amendment 
would  necessarily  involve  the  result  which  he  seeks  to 
avoid,  by  voting  against  the  amendment  and  the  sub¬ 
amendment  which  are  now  proposed.  The  thi*ee  resolutions 
which  have,  no  doubt,  been  dictated  by  what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  considered  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  various  local¬ 
ities  which  they  concern,  are,  by  the  declaration  of  the 
Government,  urged  upon  us  as  a  whole ;  they  must  be 
adopted  as  a  whole  or  rejected  as  a  whole ;  they  must  stand 
or  fall  as  they  are.  It  is  not  in  our  power  to  divide  them 
or  to  parcel  them  out.  If  I  thought  the  thing  would  be  pos¬ 
sible  perhaps  I  would  not  follow  the  course  which  I  have 
adopted.  But  it  is  because  these  three  resolutions  are  sub¬ 
mitted  to  be  adopted  or  rejected  together,  that  I  am  obliged 
to  concur  in  the  adoption  as  a  whole.  I  said  that  the  Paci¬ 
fic  terminus  at  Quebec  is,  for  us,  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
necessity.  That  terminus,  by  itself,  and  the  fact  that  it 
will  enable  us  to  get  rid  of  the  monoply  from  which  we 
have  so  long  suffered,  are,  for  me,  the  two  great  considera¬ 
tions  which  induce  me  to  take  that  course.  The  city  of 
Quebec  has,  for  many  years,  maintained  itself  by  its  lum¬ 
ber  trade  and  ship  building.  Either  directly  or  indirectly, 
Quebec  lived  upon  those  two  industries.  Unfortunately, 
both  disappeared  at  the  same  time.  About  the  same  time, 
or  a  short  time  thereafter,  disastrous  fires  destroyed  the 
greatest  part  of  our  city ;  and  if  the  experience  of  other  cities 
had  repeated  itself  among  us,  the  cities  which  have  exclusi¬ 
vely  lived  upon  their  lumber  trade  have  inevitably  disap¬ 
peared  with  running  out  of  the  industries  which  supported 
them,  and  the  same  thing  repeating  itself  in  our  midst, Quebec 
was  doomed,  but  there  was  among  us  such  vital  forces  that, 
notwithstanding  those  disastrous  circumstances,  Quebec  has 
been  able  to  maintain  itself  and  to  increase  somewhat. 
Thanks  to  the  success  of  its  industries,  thanks  to  the  estab- 
lishmentof  manufactures,  it  has  not  only  kept  up  its  popula¬ 
tion,  but  even  became  more  prosperous  than  it  was  in  the 
best  days  of  the  ship  building  and  square  timber  trade. 
But  those  industries,  started  under  such  different  circum¬ 
stances,  notwithstanding  their  prosperity,  were  not  as 
thriving  as  they  might  have  been,  had  they  not  groaned 
under  the  tariff  which  was  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Bailway,  the  North  Shore  Bailway  and 
Bichelieu  Qompany.  Labor  was  cheaper  than  in  surroun  - 
ing  towns  and  cities,  land  was  also  cheap  and  the  manu¬ 
factures  have  been  able  to  sustain  competition.  But  that 
competition  has  become  disastrous  for  us.  The  rates 
imposed  by  the  Grand  Trunk  on  the  south  shore  of 
the  St.  Lawrence ;  the  still  higher  rates  imposed  by 
the  Grand  Trunk  since  it  controls  the  North  Shore 
Bailway;  the  corresponding  high  rates  of  the  Biche¬ 
lieu  Company,  have  almost  isolated  us  from  the  rest 
of  the  Dominion.  The  Bichelieu  Company  found  profit 
in  it,  and  so  did  the  Grand  Trunk  Bail  way,  I 
have  not  much  to  say  against  them,  as  business  men,  but 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  them,  I  have  everything  to  say, 
because  it  was  making  Quebec  powerless,  and  causing  it  to 
be  deserted  for  ever,  if  that  style  of  thing  continued.  Such 
is  the  position  in  which  we  found  ourselves,  and  I  say  that 
to  get  out  of  that  position  we  would  have  sacrificed  every¬ 
thing.  1  say  that,  if  by  these  resolutions,  our  position  is 
changed,  and  if,  added  to  that,  we  obiain  the  Pacific  ter¬ 
minus  at  Quebec,  there  is  not  a  Quebecer  who,  by  study¬ 
ing  the  facts  and  woighing  them,  seeing  what  we  will 
come  to  if  that  state  of  things  continues,  and  what  will  be 
the  position  in  which  we  will  find  ourselves  if  we  obtain 
the  control  of  the  North  Shore  Bailway,  by  the  Pacific  and 
the  terminus,  I  say  there  is  not  a  Quebecer  who  will  not 
vote  in  favor  of  these  resolutions.  have  a  choice  to 
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we  actually  are,  and  which  will  perpetuate  itself  if 
we  do  not  obtain  redress.  It  is  the  short  line 
which  appears  to  be  the  bugbear,  but  I  do  not 
see  any  reason  that  we  should  feel  auxious  about. 
In  my  opinion,  it  cannot  ba  for  Quebec  a  source  of 
anxiety,  and  for  these  reasons  :  It  will  never  enter  any¬ 
body’s  head  that  when  western  trade  has  once  reached  Mon¬ 
treal  it  shall  take  this  short  line  and  run  over  three,  four 
or  five  hundred  miles  to  go  to  the  various  seaports  of  the 
Dominion,  and  that  it  will  not  stop  at  Montreal,  where  it  is 
already  to  take  the  steamers,  or  according  to  circumstances, 
that  it  will  not  go  down  to  Quebec  to  be  shipped  from  there. 
This  so-called  short  line  cannot  draw  the  western  trade  by 
that  route,  because  it  is  too  long,  and  it  cannot  compete  with 
Montreal,  because  the  cars,  on  leaving  Montreal,  will  have 
hundreds  of  miles  to  run  over  to  reach  the  seaboard,  instead 
of  the  produce  being  shipped  from  Montreal.  It  cannot  be 
objected  that  the  building  of  a  bridge  at  Lachine  will  open  a 
new  route,  and  that  cons  queritly  the  trade  will  be  directed 
towards  Portland  and  other  American  ports.  I  do  not  see 
that  there  is  a  serious  danger  of  that  kind,  because  the  dis¬ 
tance  between  Montreal  and  Portland  is  300  miles,  and  Port¬ 
land  is  300  further  from  Liverpool  than  Quebec  is.  We 
would  have  to  suppose  that  trade  would  take,  willingly,  this 
longer  route  of  300  miles  by  rail  and  150  miles  by  water  to 
reach  Liverpool.  It  is  said  that  there  would  be  compensa¬ 
tion  in  the  cost  of  freight,  that  there  would  be  compensa¬ 
tion  through  the  greater  amount  of  trade  in  those 
cities,  but  they  are  large  enough  to  compete  for  ever,  I  do 
not  say  temporarily,  against  the  advantages  offered  by 
Quebec  and  Montreal.  If^  unfortunately,  we  have  at  Quebec 
a  society  which  has  caused  so  much  damage  to  the  trade  of 
that  city,  let  us  hope  that  by  the  force  of  circumstances  it 
will  soon  cease  to  exist,  to  the  greatest  benefit  of  Quebec, 
and  even  of  those  who  belong  to  it ;  and  even  if  such  would 
not  be  the  case,  even  if  we  had  to  fear  the  competition  of 
Portland  and  Boston,  have  we  not  already  the  Victoria 
Bridge,  which  gives  a  right  of  way  to  cars  which  do  not 
belong  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Company,  and  do  we  not  know 
that  their  rates  have  lately  been  reduced  from  $14  to  $4.50. 
Do  not  these  rates  represent  what  would  be  the  cost  to  a 
company  of  building  a  bridge.  And  do  we  not  all  know 
that  this  bridge  has  been  built  in  such  a  way  as  to  allow  the 
laying  of  a  double  track  at  a  much  lower  cost  than 
that  of  the  building  of  a  new  bridge.  All  these 
considerations  tend  to  show  that  the  danger  which 
is  pointed  out  in  the  direction  of  Portland  and  Boston 
already  exists,  if  it  exists  at  all,  and  if  trade  is  to  take  that 
direction  it  has  already  taken  it  at  the  present  time. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  find  in  that  short  line  any  disadvantage 
which  can  compare  to  the  great  advantage  which  we  are 
to  derive  from  the  Pacific,  but  the  hon.  members  lor  Mont- 
magny,  East  Quebec  and  Megantic  say  that  the  surveys 
which  have  been  made  for  this  short  line  have  been  inade¬ 
quate.  Far  from  me  the  idea  of  saying  that  I  can  decide, 
from  the  returns  brought  down,  that  one  line  is  better  thaa 
another.  None  of  the  proposed  lines  are  absolutely  located, 
or  recognised  as  practicable.  But  again,  I  say  that  I  see  no 
danger  to  Quebec  from  the  short  line.  I  cannot  stoop  to 
that  consideration,  Mr.  Speaker.  Unfortunately,  our  harbor 
is  closed 4or  six  months  in  the  year;  we  cannot  think, 
during  that  time,  of  being  benefited  by  these  advantages. 
During  six  months  only  our  port  is  open  to  navigation,  and 
it  is  only  during  that  time  that  we  can  derive  the  advan¬ 
tages  which  I  have  mentioned.  It  would  be  perfectly  uselss 
to  have  the  short  line  during  winter,  because  we  could 
derive  no  benefit  from  it,  because  we  could  only  see  the 
trains  going  over  a  bridge  nine  miles  away  from  us.  In 
summer  I  submit  that  it  would  bo  perfectly  indifferent  to 
us  that  the  short  line  should  pass  vid  Quebec,  because  the 
trade  will  stop  there  to  be  shipped,  and  would  not  willingly 
go  over  hundreds  of  mils  by  rail  to  roach  seaports  at  more 
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remote  points.  I  repeat  that  in  spite  of  all  that  has  been 
said  and  of  all  that  has  been  done  we  will  have  the  Pacific 
Railway  terminus  at  Quebec.  The  argument  is  brought 
forth  that  our  position  is  the  same  as  it  was  last  year.  This, 
Mr.  Speaker,  is  not  so.  Our  position  last  year,  let  it  be 
remembered,  was  that  given  to  us  by  a  law  which  enacted 
that  $960,000  would  be  appropriated  to  the  purchase  of 
the  North  Shore  Railway  in  case  the  Pacific  Railway  could 
make  the  necessary  agreements.  A  delay  of  six  months 
was  allowed  to  make  these  arrangements,  which  were 
entirely  optional  with  the  two  companies.  After 
those  six  months,  if  the  arrangements  were  not  made, 
the  $960,000  were  to  be  appropriated  for  the  construction 
of  a  new  line  to  be  built,  which  was  to  be  organised. 
Such  was  then  the  position,  but  such  it  is  not  now.  A  year 
ago  everything  was  optional ;  each  company  could  conclude 
to  not  enter  into  these  arrangements.  Now,  as  the  Govern 
ment  tell  us,  the  aiTangements  are  complete  and  final.  The 
particulars  of  these  arrangements  have  been  stated  to  us. 
The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  has  agreed  to  sell, 
upon  certain  stated  conditions  which  I  will  discuss.  The 
Pacific  has  also,  we  are  told,  agreed  to  purchase  the  road 
on  the  terms  imposed  by  the  Government.  That  position 
is  altogether  different  from  that  in  which  we  were  last 
year.  Last  year  there  was  an  offer  to  sell  or  to  buy.  To¬ 
day  the  conditions  are  settled,  agreed  and  determined.  As 
we  are  told  by  the  Executive,  it  is  a  final  settlement,  and 
all  ihat  is  required  is  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  Sir,  1 
believe  in  the  statement  made  by  the  Executive  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  I  believe  in  it,  such  as  it  has  been  made  to  us  ;  the 
more  so,  as  I  rely  upon  the  honor  of  the  one  who  made  it — 
upon  the  honor  of  the  Government,  in  whose  name  it  has 
been  made ;  and  for  another  reason,  because  no  Govern¬ 
ment  would  survive  such  a  statement  if  it  was  not 
fully  executed  and  followed  to  the  letter.  This  is 
for  me  another  guarantee,  as,  for  my  part,  I  state  it  emphati¬ 
cally,  if  these  arrangements,  such  as  they  have  been  pointed 
out  to  us,  if  the  policy  which  was  enunciated  to  us  was  not 
carried  out,  I  would  be  the  first  to  condemn  the  Executive 
for  misleading  the  House  and  the  first  to  withdraw  my  sup¬ 
port  from  them.  This,  Mr.  Speaker,  satisfies  me  on  the 
question  whether  we  shall  have  the  terminus,  and  I  take  it 
for  granted  that  the  terminus  will  be  given  us  within  as 
short  a  delay  as  possible.  But  we  are  told :  Supposing  that 
we  should  have  it,  that  would  give  us  nothing,  because  we 
have  no  winter  port;  but  we  forget  the  crossing,  we  forget 
that  the  crossing  is  one  of  the  conditions  of  this  contract 
under  the  existing  law,  and  that  consequently  the  produce 
can  be  carried  over  from  Quebec  tr  Levis  during  the  whole 
of  the  winter  season.  We  also  forget  the  Bill  now  on  the 
Paper,  by  which  the  navigation  will  be  kept  free  opposite 
Quebec  throughout  the  winter  ;  but  we  forget  something 
more,  we  forget  that  there  is  not  only  the  grain  trade, 
which  can  be  carried  on  during  fall  and  winter, 
we  forget  the  shipment  of  grain  through  Quebec  during 
summer ;  we  also  forget  the  enormous  exportation  of  square 
timber  which  comes  down  from  Ottawa  during  summer,  and 
which,  owing  to  the  operating  of  the  North  Shore  Railway 
by  the  Grand  Trunk,  has  only  come  down  by  water,  because 
the  Grand  Trunk  Company  has  until  now  always  refused  to 
carry  it ;  we  also  forget  what  could  be  done  with  the  cattle 
trade,  which  must  necessarily  come  to  Quebec,  thus  saving 
to  the  shipper  the  enormous  losses  which  they  suffer  between 
Montreal  and  Quebec.  I  say  that  for  these  conditions  our 
port  must  take  a  very  largo  development.  I  may  be  mis¬ 
taken,  but  I  say  from  the  fact  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
will  be  relegated  to  the  South  Shore,  while  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  will  be  in  the  same  position  on  the  north 
shore,  that  a  bright  future  lies  in  store  for  us.  These  two 
great  companies  will  wage  a  keen  and  legitimate  competi¬ 
tion  to  one  another,  and  bring  to  our  ports  the  enormous  traf¬ 
fic  ofthe  western  part  of  the  Dominion ;  and  even  if  we  should 
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only  get  a  small  portion  of  this  traffic,  there  is  quite  a 
difference  between  that  prospect  and  the  disadvantage  under 
which  we  have  labored  until  now.  To  attain  this  end 
we  cannot  afford  a  delay,  which  has  often  proved  so  fatal  to 
us.  Have  we  not  already  favored  to  lose  the  benefit  which 
the  legislation  of  last  year  had  secured  for  us.  We  have  on 
Paper  a  legislation  giving  aid  to  the  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany.  These  resolutions,  according  to  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  form  a  part  and  parcel  of  the  resolutions 
which  are  now  under  discussion.  They  must  all  go  together. 
If,  to-day,  we  should  lose  the  opportunity  of  obtaining  the 
terminus  at  Quebec,  where  would  we  be  a  year  from  now, 
with  the  unexpected  changes  of  all  kinds  which  might  come 
up.  I  say,  moreover,  that  we  will  have  lost  the  opportunity 
this  year  of  controlling  the  company  and  of  securing  the 
terminus  for  Quebec.  In  a  year  from  now  the  coercive 
means  which  we  have  now  and  which  can  be  utilized  will 
have  ceased  to  exist,  and  we  will  not  be  able  to  control  the 
Pacific  and  bring  it  to  our  port.  I  see  in  the  postpone¬ 
ment  and  in  the  fact  that  we  should  lose  the  only  opportu¬ 
nity  afforded  to  us,  something  which  would  be  unfair 
towards  the  city  of  Quebec.  For  these  reasons,  and  as  I  do 
not  wish  at  this  late  hour  to  enter  into  other  considerations 
which  might  be  favorable  to  the  adoption  of  these  resolu¬ 
tions,  I  must  vote  against  the  amendment  and  the  sub¬ 
amendment  and  in  favor  of  those  resolutions. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  believe  that  this  is  a  question  of  the 
utmost  importance,  of  national  importance,  and  not  only  of 
interest  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  A  question  in  which 
all  and  every  part  of  the  Dominion  should  take  part  and 
think  well  over  before  deciding  upon  it.  The  proposition 
of  the  Government  is  probably  an  effort  on  their  part  to 
repair,  as  much  as  lies  in  their  power,  the  great  evil  which 
they  entailed  upon  the  country  when,  a  good  many  years 
ago,  they  located  what  is  called  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way.  I  believe  it  is  in  consequence  of  that  mistake, 
which  was  protested  against  by  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side,  that  to  day  Canada  is  called  upon  to  grant 
a  large  subsidy  to  build  a  short  line  to  connect  the 
Maritime  Provinces  with  the  rest  of  the  Dominion.  It 
is  not  my  place  to  decide  so  intricate  a  question  as  that 
of  the  engineering  capabilities  of  the  different  routes, 
especially  after  the  expression  from  a  high  professional 
authority  which  was  given  this  evening.  I  allude  to  the 
expression  of  opinion  which  the  hon.  member  for  Grenville 
(Mr.  Shaniy)  gave,  and  I  think  the  House  may  con¬ 
gratulate  itself  that  he  arrived  here  so  opportunely  as 
to  bo  able  to  give  a  timely  warning  to  Parliament,  a  warn¬ 
ing  it  will  be  well  to  take  to  heart  and  ponder  on  before 
casting  our  votes.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  an  elabor¬ 
ate  discussion  of  the  various  comparisons  of  distances  and 
grades  over  the  different  routes.  That  has  been  done  by 
hon.  members  who  have  already  addressed  you,  though  I 
think  I  have  some  data  to  go  on,  but,  at  this  late  hour, 
it  would  be  out  of  place  to  allude  to  this  question  at  any 
great  length.  I  cannot  refrain  from  alluding  to  one  or  two 
points  brought  forward  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  support 
the  resolutions.  Tho  Minister  of  Public  Works  alluded  to 
the  obvious  absurdity,  that  of  any  triangle,  the  two  sides 
might  possibly  be  shorter  than  the  one.  Of  course,  we  know 
well,  when  a  triangle  is  formed  of  straight  lines  that  is 
impossible  ;  but  when  wo  find  one  side  of  the  triangle 
shaped  like  a  corkscrew,  it  is  quite  possible  that  it 
might  be  longer  than  the  other  two.  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  state  whether  this  is  the  case  or  not.  I 
will  not  attempt  to  decide  the  question  of  railroad 
mileage,  but  as  long  as  there  is  question  about  it,  I  feel 
bound  to  support  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Quebec  East.  When  the  hon  Minister  of  Public  Works 
spoke  of  that  base  of  a  triangle,  he  alluded  to  it  as  being 
as  nearly  as  possible  an  air  line.  I  presume  we  can  take 
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an  air  line  between  the  points  of  Montreal  and  Canterbury, 
because  I  find,  on  looking  at  the  map,  that  all  the 
various  routes  proposed,  even  those  that  go  to  St,  John 
and  St.  Andrews’  converge  on  Canterbury.  There¬ 
fore,  I  think  the  portion  of  the  line  eastward 
from  Canterbury  may  be  almost  disregarded  in  the 
comparison  of  distances.  If  we  take  the  air  line  from 
Montreal  to  Canterbury,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  says 
that  line  goes  at  every  point  some  20  miles  from  the  present 
proposed  route ;  while,  if  the  Quebec  route  be  taken,  the 
air  line  is,  at  one  point  at  all  events,  80  miles  distant 
from  it.  The  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby) 
alluded  to  all  the  lines  proposed.  I  had  imagined  even  he 
was  going  to  omit  the  line  which  he  alluded  to  as  the  line 
of  one  man,  and  I  confess  that  I  almost  feared  to  have  the 
temerity  of  being  the  only  man  who  referred  to  it.  When 
the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  spoke  on  this  question,  the 
other  evening,  he  alluded  to  the  rush  for  this  subsidy.  He 
said  :  Now,  at  all  events,  there  are  several  Richmonds  in  the 
field.  I  do  not  know  if  the  hon.  gentleman  has  any  idea  of 
making  a  pun,  but  I  thought  that,  at  all  events,  there  was 
one  Richmond,  the  seat  of  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond 
and  Wolfe,  which  had  a  claim  for  this  short  line 
route.  The  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  said  Mr.  Graham 
was  the  only  man  who  advocated  that  route.  I  am  not  going 
to  advocate  it,  because  I  do  not  consider  myself  to  be  in  a 
position,  any  more  than  the  House,  to  decide  on  the 
merits  of  the  question  ;  but  before  going  into  the  question 
of  that  particular  route,  I  wish  to  allude  to  soma 
things  which  relate  particularly  to  the  proposition 
before  us.  In  this  respect,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  whether,  in  the  proposition  now  before  the 
House,  there  is  any  arrangement  made  as  to  how  the  sub¬ 
sidies  therein  contained  are  to  be  disbursed  to  the  companies 
which  may  take  up  the  undertaking  ?  In  these  resolutions 
there  is  nothing  which  intimates  how  the  money  will  be 
paid,  whether  at  a  certain  rate  per  mile  of  the  road  con¬ 
structed,  or  upon  certificates  of  the  engineer,  or  in  what 
way.  I  believe  in  the  other  House  the  Minister  of  Justice 
said  this  money  was  to  be  paid  out  at  a  certain  rate  per 
mile  of  the  road  constructed.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  whether  the 
whole  mileage  from  Montreal  to  Halifax  is  to  be  considered, 
or  only  the  mileage  that  is  to  be  constructed,  and  not  the 
mileage  that  may  be  taken  now  as  built.  These  two 
propositions  would  involve  very  different  operations.  From 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Westmoreland,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  this  money  is  going  to  be  paid  for  the  line 
that  is  to  be  constructed,  because  he  said  the  subsidy  of 
$3,500,000  will  amount  to  $10,000  a  mile  for  the  330  miles 
which  have  to  be  constructed  by  this  route.  The  Govern 
ment,  however,  has  not  given  us  information  on  this  point. 
Rut  when  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  spoke,  he  alluded 
to  the  taking  over  of  lines  from  St.  Lambert  to  Chambly 
and  Chambly  to  Lennoxville,  etc.,  instead  of  having  to  build  a 
new  line  from  Montreal  by  the  line  round  the  back 
of  the  mountain  to  Lachine,  across  the  Lachine  bridge, 
and  fiom  Lachine  to  Chambly,  and  from  there  north 
of  Waterloo  to  Lennoxville  or  Sherbrooke.  We  do 
not  know  which  is  the  proposition  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  how  this  money  is  to  be  paid  out  to  the  company 
who  undertake  this  work  ;  and,  if  the  proposition  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Stanstead  is  to  be  taken  as  the  true  pro¬ 
position,  namely,  that  the  bridge  at  Lachine  and  the 
various  portions  of  railway  now  built  between  Chambly, 
West  Farnham  and  Sherbrooke  are  to  be  taken,  we  must 
add  a  considerable  number  of  miles  to  the  distance  to  be 
calculated  from  Montreal  to  the  objective  points  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  Then,  perhaps,  we  would  find  that 
the  one  side  of  the  triangle  is  not  shorter  than  the  other 
two  sides.  My  hon.  friend  from  Stanstead  said 
this  bridge  at  Lachine  was  going  to  be  built.  I 


would  not  dispute  his  statement  of  that  point,  in  regard  to 
which  he  should  be  well  informed  as  one  of  the  originators  of 
the  Atlantic  and  North-Western  Railway,  under  whose 
charter  that  bridge  must  be  built  if  he  is  not  now  one 
of  the  shareholders.  He  also  stated  that  the  people  of 
Montreal  would  not  be  able  to  see  the  traffic  going  over  that 
bridge.  If  that  is  the  case,  it  seriously  affects  the  people 
of  Montreal  and  the  whole  of  the  calculation.  In  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  question  there  is  a  lot  of  information 
which  we  have  not  before  us.  We  do  not  know  the  line  of 
railway  to  which  we  are  asked  to  give  this  subsidy.  There¬ 
fore,  I  contend  that  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  state  whether 
the  subsidy  should  be  given  as  proposed  in  these  resolu¬ 
tions,  to  a  line  by  Sherbrooke,  Muttawamkeag,  Fred¬ 
ericton  and  Salisbury.  There  is  another  point  which  is  a 
reason  why  it  is  not  necessary  we  should  not  decide  to-night, 
or  even  this  Session,  in  regard  to  this  matter.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  says  the  people  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces  want  this  railway  immedi¬ 
ately.  One  would  imagine  that  the  resolutions  in¬ 
volved  the  immediate  commencement  and  completion 
of  this  road;  but  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  in 
answer  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee),  said 
that  the  company  were  to  be  given  two  years  to  commence 
and  four  years  to  finish  the  work.  Then,  it  is  evident  that 
there  is  no  necessity  for  this  great  haste  to  night.  It  will 
do  no  harm  to  wait  until  next  Session  before  finally  deciding 
upon  the  route,  and  in  the  meantirao  we  may  be  able  to  get 
the  additional  information  which  is  necessary  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  for  the  engineers,  for  the  House  and  for  the 
people  of  Canada,  before  deciding  upon  this  question.  Great 
stress  was  laid  by  my  hon.  friend-  for  Sherbrooke  (  Mr.  Hall), 
and  other  hon.  members,  upon  the  air  line.  In  looking  at 
the  map,  I  find  that  the  air  lino  from  Montreal  to  Canter¬ 
bury  passes  through  the  town  of  Richmond,  goes  on  from 
there  and  passes  to  the  north  of  the  International 
line,  25  miles  at  least,  I  am  convinced.  Well,  Sir, 
that  route  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Stanstead 
(Mr.  Colby)  rather  made  fun  of,  the  Richmond  line,  starts 
from  the  town  of  Richmond  and  proceeds  almost  coincident 
with  the  air  line  eastwards  to  a  point  called  Portage,  on  the 
boundary  line  between  Maine  and  the  county  of  Beauce,  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  It  then  proceeds  just  north  of 
Chesuncook  Lake,  only  about  15  miles  at  the  farthest  point 
away  from  the  air  line  between  Montreal  and  Canterbury. 
Then  from  the  north  side  of  Chesuncook  Lake  it  follows  what 
is  called  section  B  of  the  Government  survey,  to  Canter¬ 
bury.  If  the  merit  of  that  road  is  considered,  it  will  be 
found  that  if  an  air  line  must  be  the  shortest,  then  the  line 
from  Richmond  must  be  a  shorter  line  than  is  the  line  south 
of  Moosehead  Lake,  and  by  the  International.  The  only 
objection  to  that  line  that  I  understood  the  hon.  member 
for  Stanstead  had,  was  that  the  whole  of  it  had  to  be  built ; 
and  he  also  said  that  the  Grand  Trunk  from  Montreal  to 
Richmond  was  not  available  for  this  purpose.  Well,  that 
is  a  very  wide  question,  which  involves  the  question  whether 
this  country  is  absolutely  dependent  upon  only  one  railway 
corporation.  I  do  not  think  we  are  so  dependent ; 

I  believe  that  we  can  obtain  our  objects  without 
begging  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  build 
this  line.  But  that  seems  to  be  the  stand  taken  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead.  and  other  hon.  gentlemen.  Then 
there  is  another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  allude.  Within  a 
very  few  miles  of  that  line  there  is  already  communication 
with  the  city  of  Quebec.  Within  a  few  miles  of  Portage, 
the  point  to  which  I  alluded,  on  the  boundary  between  the 
county  of  Beauce  and  the  State  of  Maine,  we  have  the  Quebec 
Central,  and  it  has  an  extension  by  the  Etchemin  valley ; 
and  I  understand  from  those  well  acquainted  with  the  facts 
that  that  distance  is  only  30  miles.  But  if  we  should  not 
take  the  Grank  Trunk  at  the  line  from  Richmond  eastward 
to  Portage,  I  believe  it  would  be  more  in  the  interest  of  this 
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country  that  a  line  should  be  taken  from  the  northern  bend 
of  the  International,  near  Lake  Megantic,  and  go  to  Portage, 
which  would  be  a  line  inside  our  own  territory,  and  then, 
joining  the  line  from  Quebec  by  the  Etchemin  valley  to 
Portage,  strike  across  the  State  of  Maine  to  Canterbury, 
which  would  give  us  less  distance  in  the  State  of  Maine,  while 
it  would  also  open  up  one  of  the  best  of  our  counties  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  the  county  of  Beauce.  And  if  the 
line  was  taken  from  Richmond  eastwards,  we  would  find 
that  the  great  county  of  Richmond  and  Wolfe  would  be 
opened  up  and  groatly  benefited.  The  hon.  member 
for  Stanstead  seems  to  think  that  the  only  person  who 
was  interested  in  this  line  was  Mr.  Graham,  of  Rich¬ 
mond.  The  hon.  member  forgot  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  has  been  appealed  to  by  petitions  from  the 
county  of  Drummond,  and  from  various  municipalities  in 
the  county  of  Richmond  and  Wolfe,  asking  a  survey  of  that 
line.  That  line  has  not  been  surveyed  by  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  why  ?  This  is  a  question  which  some 
what  puzzles  me,  because  of  the  very  obvious  fact  that  that 
line  passes  through  the  town  which  is  represented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives),  who  is 
considered,  I  believe,  one  of  the  most  prominent  supporters 
of  the  Government  in  this  House.  Early  last  fall  a  public 
meeting  was  held  in  Richmond,  asking  that  gentleman  to 
induce  the  Government  to  try  a  survey  through  his  county, 
but  the  Government  did  not  try  that  survey.  I  believe 
the  answer  given  to  that  request  was  that  it  was  too  late  in 
the  day.  Well,  Sir,  I  happen  to  know  that  after  that  time 
other  survey  parties  were  sent  out  to  survey  the  line 
between  Sherbrooke  and  Montreal,  to  the  north  of  Orford 
Mountain.  Certainly,  if  the  season  of  the  year  was  not  too 
late  to  survey  that  portion  of  the  proposed  route,  it  could 
not  have  been  too  late  to  try  a  survey  from  Richmond 
eastward.  One  would  suppose  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Richmond  and  Wolfe,  who  was  a  supporter  of 
the  Government,  and  would  naturally  be  supposed  to  be 
interested  in  the  county  which  he  represented,  would,  as  an 
assistance  to  his  county,  have  endeavored  to  obtain  the  sur¬ 
vey  of  that  line.  And,  Sir,  did  I  not  know  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  would  not  think  it 
possible  to  explain  that  fact.  I  have  no  doubt  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  will  say  that  it  was  impossible  that  any 
such  line  could  be  carried  through.  Well,  Sir,  one  might 
have  thought  so,  but  I  think  I  have  seen  enough  of  hon. 
members  opposite  to  know  that  they  are  quite  ready  to  get 
a  little  money  spent  in  their  counties  whenever  they  can. 
It  does  seem  an  extraordinary  thing  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  should  not  have  attempted  to  find 
a  line  through  his  county,  which  would  have  been,  perhaps, 
a  better  line  than  the  one  proposed.  Why  did  he  not  doit  ? 
The  only  reason  I  can  think  of  is  the  fact  that,  as  I  know, 
that  hon.  gentleman  is  more  intimately  connected  with  the 
International  railroad,  more  intimately  connected  with  the 
city  of  Sherbrooke,  in  which  he  resides,  more  interested  in 
that  portion  of  the  country,  than  he  is  in  the  county  which 
he  represents.  Sir,  this  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  it  is 
important  that  this  question  should  not  be  decided  to-day. 
I  believe  this  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  should  take 
more  time  to  ponder  this  question,  before  we  vote  upon  it, 
because  I  contend  that  there  are  suspicious  circumstances 
connected  with  this  matter,  and  they  are  suggested  to  my 
mind  in  consequence  of  what  I  have  just  stated.  When  I 
find  that  an  hon.  member  who  is  a  supporter  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  this  House  does  not  try  to  benefit  his  own  county, 
but  in  consequence  of  what  I  know  to  be  the  greater  per¬ 
sonal  interest  that  he  has  in  another  direction,  he  prefers  to 
see  a  line  carried  outside  his  own  county - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  attribute  any  personal  motives  to  the  hon. 
member. 

Mr.  Fisher. 
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Mr.  FISHER.  I  will  withdraw  the  expression,  certainly. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  call  your 
attention  to  the  noise  and  discourtesy  shown  to  my  hon. 
frieud  by  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  I  think 
your  attention  might  have  been  called  to  that,  also. 

Mr.  FISHER.  As  I  said,  I  withdraw  the  expression 
attributing  interested  motives  to  the  hon.  member.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  would  be  glad  to  be  able  never  to  think  any¬ 
thing  against  a  member  of  this  House ;  but,  Sir,  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  imagine  what  could  have  actuated  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  when  he  refused  what  was  evidently  to  the  advantage 
of  his  county.  Sir,  I  find  that  this  question  not  only 
involves  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe,  but  I 
find  that  it  is  surrounded  by  other  circumstances,  which  I 
consider  so  suspicious  as  to  make  me  unwilling  to  decide 
upon  this  question  to-night.  I  find  that  it  is  stated  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  the  only  company  in  this  country 
which  is  able  to  perform  this  work  is  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company.  I  find  that  in  a  letter  signed  by  Mr. 
Stephen,  president  of  that  company,  he  states  that  that 
company  is  ready  to  undertake  the  building  of  that  road. 
The  letter  is  addressed  to  two  hon.  members  of  this 
House,  who  represent  the  city  of  Halifax  in  this  House. 
“  To  M.  B.  Daly  and  J.  F.  Stairs  : 

“  Sirs, — Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  16th  of  June,  on  the  subject  of 
the  proposed  short  line  between  Montreal  and  the  seaports  of  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  I  have  to  say  that  the  route  indicated 
therein  (that  proposed  in  the  Government  resolutions)  is,  in  the  light  of 
our  present  knowledge,  the  best  that  has  been  proposed,  and  this  route 
is  preferred  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  any  other  that 
has  been  suggested.  I  will  say,  further,  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  take  up  this  scheme  as  a  natural 
and  necessary  supplement  to  the  Uanadian  Pacific  Railway  as  it  now 
exists.  The  company  will  be  ready  without  loss  of  time  to  enter  into 
negotiations  with  the  Government  for  carring  out  this  project,  as  soon  as 
the  necessary  legislation  is  obtained. 

“  (Signed),  Geo.  Stephen.” 

Now,  I  think,  in  view  of  the  facte  which  occurred  this 
Session,  this  is  an  extraordinary  letter.  It  throws  a  good  deal 
of  light  upon  the  question.  It  is  only  three  or  four  weeks 
since  this  company  came  to  us  in  forma  pauperis,  asking  for 
assistance  to  carry  out  their  original  contract,  to  do  the 
things  which  were  specified  to  be  done  in  the  contract.  But 
the  building  of  this  short  line  is  not  mentioned  in  the  original 
contract.  When  the  Govenment  asked  Parliament  to  grant 
the  company  this  assistance,  they  told  us  it  was  going  to  be 
just  sufficient  to  enable  the  company  to  carry  out  the  terms 
of  the  original  contract.  Now,  what  do  we  find  ? 
We  find  this  same  company  offering  to  undertake  the  most 
onerous  obligation,  practically  coming  to  the  country  and 
saying  that  they  are  ready  to  undertake  a  vast  work,  while 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that  the  work  is  so 
vast  that  this  subsidy  would  be  but  as  a  drop 
towards  that  end.  Yet  we  find  this  same  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  which,  a  few  weeks  ago  was 
so  poor,  are  now  ready  to  undertake  this  great  enter¬ 
prise.  But  there  is  another  and  a  worse  aspect  to  this  ques¬ 
tion.  When  this  letter  was  written,  on  the  16*th  of  June  last, 
it  is  evident  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  were 
desirous  of  undertaking  this  new  contract  and  of  carrying 
through  the  short  line  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  ;  and  at 
the  same  time  they  were  negotiating  for  assistance  in  order 
to  carry  out  their  original  contract.  At  the  same  time  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  were  negotiating 
with  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  who  brought  down 
the  resolutions  to  this  House  for  giving  them  assistance, 
they  were  proposing  to  the  Government  of  this  country  to 
undertake  an  obligation  by  which  they  would  have  to  buy 
from  that  same  hon.  Minister  the  railway  which  he  owns 
in  the  Eastern  Townships  of  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
It  is  true  I  have  had  suspicion  as  to  the  reason  why  the 
short  line  was  adopted ;  but  when  I  found  that  letter,  and 
saw  the  statement  made  about  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
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way,  I  confess  my  suspicions  became  almost  a  moral  cer¬ 
tainty,  and  subsequent  evidence  in  regard  to  the  matter  was 
such  as  no  disinterested  person  in  this  House  or  the  country 
could  afford  to  overlook.  It  is  a  fnost  improper  state  of 
affairs.  If  I  were  to  characterise  it  in  the  way  I  should 
like  to  characterise  it,  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  would  probably 
call  me  to  order,  as  using  expressions  contrary  to  the  pro¬ 
prieties  of  the  House.  I  therefore  will  not  do  so,  but  I  state 
again  that  it  is  a  most  improper  thing  that  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  at  the  same  time  he  was  negotiating  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  afford  them  relief  in 
their  embai-rassment,  in  connection  with  the  enterprise  of 
building  a  railway  accross  the  continent,  should  have  been 
engaged  in  receiving  propositions,  and  the  company  engaged 
in  considering  an  undertaking  to  enter  into  another  contx-act, 
which  would  oblige  them  to  either  buy  or  secure  favorable 
running  powers  over  a  line  which  is  owned  by  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  that  he 
himself  was  so  much  interested  in  the  International  that  he 
could  not  have  anything  to  do  with  the  resolutions.  He 
told  us  he  was  so  intei’ested  in  that  x-ailway  that  he  could 
not  bring  down  the  resolutions  for  the  short  line,  and  the 
First  Minister  brought  them  down  ;  and  at  the  same  time 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  knew  he  was  himself  a  party 
negotiating  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  respect 
to  the  short  line  This  state  of  affairs  is  very  suspicious, 
and  it  leads  us  to  believe  that  the  determination  of  the 
Government  to  insist  upon  the  adoption  of  the  shoi’t  line, 
in  which  is  included  the  International,  is  a  policy  hasty, 
ill-considei’ed,  if  not  unconsidered,  and  I  believe  all  indepen¬ 
dent-minded  members  in  this  House  should  support  the 
amendments  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  and 
the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  was  somewhat  suprised  to  hear 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  forBrome(Mr. 
Fisher)  ;  I  was  somewhat  surpi’ised  at  the  line  of  argument 
he  adopted  and  at  the  amount  of  ignorance  he  showed, 
especially  in  regard  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  The  hon. 
gentleman  commenced  his  remarks  by  attacking  a  line  of 
railway  for  which  I  bold  myself  as  specially  responsible  as 
any  member  in  this  House.  If  there  ib  any  member  to 
whose  activity,  public  conduct  and  strenuous  efforts  the 
location  of  that  line  may  bo  attributed,  1  believe  that  man 
is  mysell.  And  then  the  hon.  gentleman  casts  reflections 
on  the  location  of  the  line,  and  attempts  to  throw  on  the 
Government,  at  this  day,  tlie  responsibility  of  determining 
that  location.  When  he  endeavors  to  place  that  responsibility 
on  the  Government  alone,  he  is  ignorant  of  the  events  of 
that  time.  I  was  a  member  of  the  Government  of  that  day, 
of  which  my  respected  and  hon.  friend  the  First  Minister 
was  the  leader.  Was  the  Goveimment  alone  responsible  for 
the  location  of  the  line  ?  No;  Parliament,  by  an  immense 
majority,  adopted  the  location.  We  find  the  leaders  of  the 
party  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  belongs  voting  for  that 
location,  and  yet  we  find  the  whole  blame  thrown  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  on  the  Government,  if  blame  there 
was.  I  want  to  make  no  excuse  for  the  location.  I 
assume  my  share  of  the  responsibility,  as  a  member  of 
the  Government  of  that  day.  It  was  a  location  ap¬ 
proved  by  Parliament  and  by  the  British  Government, 
which  aided  us  in  raising  money,  and  guaranteed  a 
certain  portion  of  the  cost  of  the  construction  ;  and  looking 
at  the  result,  there  is  no  reason  to  be  ashamed.  I  assume,  so 
far  as  one  individul  can,  the  responsibility  of  that  location. 
Let  us  see  how  the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  party  voted  on 
that  question.  With  the  exception  of  Mr.  Workman,  there 
was  no  member  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  who  voted 
against  it.  Among  those  who  voted  for  it  were  Sir  Richard 
Cartwright,  Messrs.  Geoffrion,  Holton,  Joly,  Pelletier,  Poser, 
Tremblay,  and  others.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  conversant 
with  the  position  of  any  of  those  members,  and  with  the 


J  proceedings  that  took  place,  he  would  not  say  that  the 
Government  of  that  day  alone  wore  responsible  for  the 
location  of  the  Intercolonial,  but  that  Parliament  almost 
unanimously  supported  it.  I  am  not  making  this  statment 
in  extenuation  of  the  act.  I  do  not  wish  to  x’eliovo  myself 
of  any  responsibility  connected  with  it.  1  l’epeat,  as  I  did  in 
1867-68,  that  the  location  was  justified  by  the  necessities  of 
the  countiy,  by  considerations  for  the  future  security  of 
the  country,  and  by  what  would  best  serve  and  conserve 
the  interests  of  Canada.  I  was  a  little  surprised  at  a 
remark  made  by  my  respected  friend,  the  member  for 
Jacques  Cartier,  for  whose  opinions  I  have  great  respect  and 
who  manifests  a  gx-eat  deal  of  that  independence  which  I 
myself  occasionally  exhibit.  I  was  surpi’ised  that  that  hon. 
member  made  a  mistake  in  referring  to  tbe  position  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  the 
Intercolonial  cost  $42,000,000.  1  am  not  prepared  to  say 

whether  my  hon.  friend  has  overstated  the  amount  or  not, 
but  this  I  will  say,  that  the  people  of  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick  do  not  thank  the  people  of  Quebec  or  Ontario 
for  the  outlay  upon  the  Intei’colonial  Railway.  It  was  our 
due ;  it  was  a  matter  of  treaty  ;  it  was  part  of  the  bargain. 
It  was  a  concession  they  were  bound  to  give  us,  and  I 
appeal  to  my  right  hon.  friend  to  say  whether  I  am  not 
stating  the  facts,  in  saying  that  in  the  bai’gain,  which  was 
the  foundation  of  the  legislation  which  led  to  Confederation, 
it  was  not  stipulated  that  that  l’oad  was  one  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  consummation  of  the  Union.  What  right  has 
the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cai'tier  to  cast  in  our  teeth 
that  we  have  had  more  of  the  public  money  of  Canada  than 
was  pi’oper,  or  than  we  wei’e  entitled  to  receive ;  that  we  were 
indebted  to  Canada  with  regai-d  to  the  Intei’colonial  Railway, 
and  the  outlet  for  us  which  it  affoi’ded.  We,  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  have  desired  and  have  always  shown 
our  desire  to  develop  the  country  in  the  west;  $100,000,000 
are  being  spent  in  lands  and  money  on  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  from  Montreal,  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Who  gets  the 
benefit  of  it  ?  Ho  we,  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  get  the 
benefit  that  you  do  here  in  Ontario  and  the  Western  Pro¬ 
vinces  ?  Do  we  pai’ticipate  in  the  enjoyment  of  these 
advantages  which  you  will  enjoy  in  the  building  and  run¬ 
ning  of  that  x’oad  ?  Certainly  we  will  not.  And  if  we  have 
not  those  privileges  ;  if  we  cannot  enjoy  the  advantages  of 
that  enormous  outlay,  sui-ely  we  ought  not  to  have  that 
cast  in  our  teeth,  when  we  want  a  short  line  of  communi¬ 
cation,  when  we  wish  to  perfect  that  system,  when  we 
wish,  having  Monti’eal  and  Quebec  as  summer  poi’ts, and  an 
outlet  for  that  country,  is  it  not  right,  when  we  have  winter 
ports,  when  we  have  St.  Stephen  and  St.  John,  and  Halifax, 
open  at  all  seasons  of  the  year,  is  it  not  right  that  we  should 
have  those  privileges,  and  is  it  proper  to  have  it  cast  in  our 
teeth  that  we  got  so  much  advantage  by  the  building  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  never  said  so. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Then  I  withdi-aw  the  remark.  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  the  merits  of  these  lines.  I  think,  after 
the  able  speech — the  magnificent  speech,  if  I  might  so  term 
it— the  forcible,  energetic  and  eaimest  speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Stanstead,  it  would  be  inconsistent  for  me  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  in  discussing  the  relative 
merits  of  the  two  lines.  But  I  will  tako  up  a  few  minutes 
in  discussing  the  impossibility  of  carrying  out  the  ideas  of 
those  who  speak  about  an  air  line,  which  was  dilated  on  to 
some  extent  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bi-ome.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  talks  on  a  subject  about  which  he  knows  very  little. 
That  question  was  better  understood,  and  as  fully  discussed 
in  1867,  and  certainly  better  discussed  than  it  has  been 
during  the  present  Session.  These  surveys  of  Major  Robin¬ 
son  were  fully  before  Parliament,  before  the  Parliament  of 
that  day,  and  perhaps  few  men  took  as  much  interest  in  the 
discussion  of  that  matter  as  I  did  ;  and  I  tell  the  hon.  mem- 
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ber  for  Brome  that  notwithstanding  the  various  surveys 
made  on  that  occasion  there  were  but  two  lines  that  Par¬ 
liament  entertained  the  slightest  idea  of  accepting.  These 
were  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  as  at  present  located,  or 
Major  Robinson’s  northern  line,  and  his  survey  by  the 
valley  of  St.  Johu.  The  ihird  line  ran  through  what  was  a 
sea  of  mountains. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  What? 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  British  Columbia  is  indignant  that  I 
should  use  a  portion  of  the  title  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  applied  with  reference  to  his  Pro  'ince.  The 
central  or  air  line  was  looked  upon  at  that  time  as  an 
impossibility,  and  was  rejected,  and  but  two  lines  were  dis¬ 
cussed,  as  1  have  said,  with  any  probability  of  being  adopted. 

I  merely  speak  of  this  to  show  the  almost  impossibility,  the 
great  improbability,  of  any  sane  man  accepting  an  air  line 
through  our  country,  no  matter  how  short.  There,  is  one 
passage  which  I  do  not  think  I  have  looked  upon  for  15 
years,  but  in  the  report  of  the  middle  line  of  Major  Robin¬ 
son,  my  impression  is  that  there  is  one  13-mile  section  of 
that  road  which  will  cost  about  one-third  the  cost  of  the 
whole  Intercolonial  Railway,  thus  showing  the  improba¬ 
bility  of  ever  building  a  line  such  as  tie  hon.  member  ior 
Brome  talks  about,  as  an  air  line. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  did  not  allude  at  all  to  Major  Robin¬ 
son’s  line. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  No ;  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  talked  of  an  air  line  which  would  go 
through  very  much  the  same  country  as  Major  Robinson’s 
line.  He  did  not  allude  to  iUajor  Robinson’s  line  because  he 
did  not  know  anything  about  it — that  is  the  fact  of  the 
matter.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  chosen  to  refer  to  the 
views  and  feelings  of  an  hon.  gentleman  who  is  not  now 
in  this  House — the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe 
(Mr.  Ives),  and  he  speaks  of  that  hon.  gentleman  being  so 
dead  to  the  interests  of  his  county  as  to  advocate  a  line 
which  passed  by  his  own  county,  and  he  went  so  far  as  to 
impute  motives,  which  were  scarcely  in  order,  according  to 
the  rules  in  this  House.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  forget 
his  own  position?  Dies  he  recollect  that  the  county  he 
represents  is  in  close  proximity  to  the  line  he  was  opposing  ? 
What  will  bis  constituents  say  when  he  goes  back  for  elec¬ 
tion,  when  they  quote  the  speech  he  made  to-night; 
when  they  ask  him  what  county  he  represents ;  if  he 
represents  the  county  of  Brome,  which  is  in  close  proximity 
to  this  line,  or  if  he  represents  the  city  of  Quebec, 
or  some  of  the  ports  of  the  Lower  Provinces.  What  answer 
will  the  hon.  gentleman  make  ?  I  am  afraid  he  will  not  be 
quite  as  cool  as  he  was  to  night  in  making  his  speech.  He 
also  took  occasion  to  refer  to  another  hon.  gentleman  who 
was  not  present — the  respected  member  who  is  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways  in  this  country.  I  think  his  remarks 
were  certainly  not  such  as  he  ought  to  have  made  with 
reference  to  a  gentleman  who  has  occupied  the  high  posi¬ 
tion  he  occupies,  who  possesses  great  parliamentary  and 
practical  experience,  and  who,  with  all  due  regard  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Brome,  possesses  quite  as  much  alike  of 
the  confidence  of  the  country  and  of  Parliament  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself,  and  I  think  a  good  deal  more.  It  has 
been  my  honor  and  pleasure  to  occupy  a  position  in  the 
same  Cabinet  with  that  hon.  gentleman,  and  a  posi¬ 
tion  in  Parliament  along  with  him,  and  I  say  that 
when  the  hon.  member  for  Brome  made  these 
remarks,  I  felt  ashamed  of  him  attempting  to  impute 
motives  to  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways.  They 
would  be  unworthy  of  him  if  he  entertained  them, 
and  they  were  as  unjust  as  they  were  uncalled  for.  I  will 
not,  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night,  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House  ;  but  I  will  give  him  one  more  hit  before  I  part 
with  him,  and  it  will  apply  to  the  gentlemen  who  sit  beside 
Mr.  Mitchell. 


him — I  refer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East  (Mr. 
Laurier)  and  to  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Lange- 
lier).  They  all  sounded  the  same  keynote  and  rang  the 
changes  of  delay,  procrastination,  put  off.  What  has  been  the 
cry  of  these  gentlemen  against  the  Government  of  the  day  ? 
What  has  been  my  own  cry  ?  Too  much  procrastination, 
too  much  put  off,  too  much  delay ;  and  yet  in  one  of  the 
most  important  concerns  which  relate  to  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  it  is  to  be  put  off  to  the  injury  of  the 
country,  and  of  the  constituency  I  represent.  We, 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  have  our  rights.  When 
we  entered  this  Confederation  we  did  so  believing 
we  would  get  our  just  rights  ;  we  have  never  got  them. 
We  went  into  this  Confederation  believing  that  we  would 
get  even-handed  justice ;  we  have  mighty  hard  work 
to  get  it  out  of  these  western  people.  When  we  put 
our  assets  into  the  Treasury  of  this  country  we  put 
in  valuable  assets,  representing  every  dollar  of  our  debt 
What  did  the  Upper  Provinces  put  in?  Thoy  put  in 
rotten  institutions,  like  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  vith 
£46,000,000  of  debt.  The  right  hon.  Premier  smiles  at  that. 
When  he  was  asked  about  it,  he  said  it  was  a  first- rate  asset 
— a  railway  stretching  all  through  Canada.  We  may  follow 
it  up  with  the  canals;  and  when  we  get  a  distribution  of 
money  for  railways  or  other  public  works,  what  de  we  find  ? 
Whore  we  get  a  dollar,  $  10,000  goes  to  Ontario  —save  and 
except  Nova  Scotia,  because  when  Sir  Cnarles  Tapper  was 
here  he  always  looked  after  its  interests  ;  and  when  one  of 
these  important  works  which  our  Province  demands  is 
under  consideration  in  this  House,  we  find  all  kinds  of 
obstacles  put  in  the  way  to  cause  delay  and  procrastination, 
and  to  throw  it  over  for  another  year.  Now,  I  am  just 
going  to  conclude  with  one  piece  of  advice  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  it  is  this:  I  find  in  these  resolutions,  in  addition  to 
the  short  line,  that  we  are  going  to  take  over  the  North 
Shore,  and  weate  providing  fora  line  to  be  built  to  Edraun- 
ston.  That  is  all  right  enough ;  I  do  not  object  to  that ; 
it  goes  to  New  Brunswick.  But  in  this  North  Shore  deal  I 
do  not  know  what  terms  the  Government  have  made  with 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  ;  but  I  find,  in  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  that 
the  Government  take  over  this  line  from  the  Grand  Trunk, 
and,  as  near  as  lean  make  out,  they  give  $592,000.52.  Thoy 
also  take  over  the  $250  000  of  stock  which,  I  suppose,  they 
pay  for  at  par.  Then  I  find  such  terms  as  expenditure  on  road¬ 
way  and  buildings,  $116,000 ;  expenditure  on  rolling  stock, 
machinery,  furniture,  etc.,  $7,609;  Palais  harbor,  $30,000  ; 
Jacques  Cartier  line,  $150,000  ;  and  sundries,  $19,000.  Now, 
1  want  to  give  the  Government  a  little  bit  of  advice  about 
this  matter,  which,  I  suppose,  they  will  take  kindly,  though 
they  very  seldom  do.  If  they  are  going  to  let  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  cover  up  any  little  steal  in  this 
matter,  I  pledge  my  word  that  I  will  look  after  it.  I  do 
not  want  the  Grand  Trunk,  under  cover  of  getting 
paid  for  any  improvements  on  the  road,  which  I  am 
willing  they  should  get,  to  make  a  steal  of  $200,000 
or  $300,000  into  the  bargain :  and  I  want  to  warn  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Let  any  man  see  what  improvements  the  Grand 
Trunk  has  put  on  the  North  Shore.  They  have  wooden 
bridges,  with  only  ten  or  twelve  years  of  life,  and  the  cars 
have  not  seen  a  paint  brush  lor  years.  You  can  see  the 
same  thing  all  through  ;  and  I  would  ask  the  Government 
to  have  these  things  properly  investigated  before  they  give 
the  Grand  Trunk  half  a  million  dollars,  without  knowing 
what  it  is  for.  In  conclusion,  I  intend  to  support  these 
resolutions,  and  to  vote  against  the  amendments. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  wish  to  give  an  answer  to  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  when  he  took  my  friend  the  hon.  member  for 
Brome  (Mr.  Fisher)  to  task,  because  he  had  stated  that  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  the  selection  of  the  route 
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of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway.  The  hon.  gentleman  took 
exception  to  that,  and  said  the  responsibility  was  shared  by 
Parliament.  I  want  to  refer  the  hon.  gentleman  to  a  motion 
which  was  moved  by  Mr.  Dorion  when  the  Bill  was  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  MITCHBLL.  That  is  the  year  before.  You  refer 
to  the  year  before  the  act  was  done.  Never  mind  what  his 
opinions  were  befoi*e  he  changed  them. 

Mr.  LAUKIEB.  I  will  answer  that.  That  motion  of 
Mr.  Dorion  was  voted  down;  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  it: 

“  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  committee  to  amend  the  Bill  so  as 
to  provide  that  the  location  of  the  line  of  the  Intercolonial  shall  not  be 
adopted  without  the  previous  assent  of  Parliament.” 

That  was  voted  down.  The  following  year  I  know  the 
question  was  raised  again,  and  was  voted  down  by  Parlia¬ 
ment,  because,  otherwise  the  guarantee  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  would  have  been  lost.  So  that  the  answer  he 
made  to  the  hon.  member  for  Brome  was  not  very  strong* 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  hon.  gentloman  has  simply  con¬ 
firmed  the  statement  I  made. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Langelior  to  amend¬ 
ment  : 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  “thereof”  in  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  insert  the  following  :  In  the  opinion  of  this  House  additional 
surveys  are  requisite,  and  should  at  once  be  undertaken,  in  order  to  a 
sound  decision  as  to  the  proper  route  for  the  short  line  railway  ;  and 
it  would  be  premature  to  adopt  any  line  before  further  surveys  have 
been  made. 
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Mr.  LESAGE.  (Translation.)  I  move,  in  amendment  to 
the  amendment : 

That  all  the  words  after  “that,”  in  the  amendment,  be  left  out, 
and  that  the  following  be  inserted  in  place  thereof  :  — 

The  House  does  not  now  concur  in  these  resolutions,  but  that  they 
be  referred  back  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  with  instructions 
to  amend  them  as  follows  : — 

By  striking  out  from  the  first  clause  the  words  “vie J  Sherbrooke, 
Moosehead  Lake,  Mattawamkeag,  Harvey,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury,” 
and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the  said  clause  the  following  words  : — 

The  said  subsidy  to  be  given  to  the  company  which  will  build  the 
line,  which  will  be  found  to  be  the  shortest  and  most  practicable  after 
complete  instrumental  surveys  of  all  the  lines  which  may  pretend  to 
obtain  this  result. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night,  and  especially 
after  the  long  discussions  which  have  taken  place,  it  is  no 
time  to  make  a  long  speech.  Still,  I  cannot  allow  the 
remarks  made  before  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby),  with  regard  to  the  different  lines 
which  may  reach  Canadian  seaports,  to  pass  by  without 
contradicting  certain  statements  which  he  has  made.  The 
hon.  member  for  Stanstead  began  this  discussion  by 
referring  to  the  through  line  on  Canadian  territory, 
and  he  endeavored  to  point  out  that  that  line  would 
be  139  miles  longer  to  St.  John  and  159  miles 
longer  to  Halifax.  I  shall  leave  that  line  aside,  as  I  have 
no  vouchers  in  my  possession  to  prove  the  contrary,  and  I 
will  deal  at  once  with  the  other  lines  which  he  has  criticised 
more  especially  for  the  benefit  of  his  own  cause.  The  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead  has  himself  stated  that  Mr.  Light  had 
made  a  report  in  the  course  of  the  year  1884,  and  that  it 
was  in  the  course  of  the  winter  in  the  same  year  that  he 
had  informed  the  engineer  of  the  Department  of  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  a  new  line  which  he  called  the  combination  line, 
and  to  support  his  statement  he  read  the  telegram  which 
Mr.  Light  had  addressed  to  Mr.  Schreiber,  the  chief  engineer 
of  that  Department.  Well,  I  think  that  my  hon.  friend 
made  an  error  of  fact.  In  the  coux-se  of  the  summer  of 
1884  Mr.  Light  was  actually  making  an  instrumental  sur¬ 
vey  of  a  line  from  the  St.  Charles  Branch  Railway  to 
Churchill  Lake.  That  is  not  at  all  what  we  call  the  com¬ 
bination  line,  and  what  Mr.  Light  was  asking  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  cause  to  be  surveyed,  but  a  new  line  passing 
through  the  Etchemin  valley,  and  which  had  already  been 
barometrically  surveyed.  This  was  the  true  combination 
line,  and  that  gentleman,  by  playing  upon  words,  will  not 
mislead  public  opinion  on  this,  even  by  reading  the  tele¬ 
gram.  And  I  refer  to  page  25  of  Mr.  Light’s  report  to 
prove  my  assertion.  Besides,  I  will  quote  that  part  of  the 
report  which  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Schreiber,  and  which  reads 
as  follows : — 

“  COMBINATION  LINE. 

“I  beg  leave  to  direct  attention  to  line  (marked  No.  3  on  the  general 
map)  which  was  explored  as  far  as  the  summit  and  favorably  mentioned 
in  my  report  on  the  reconnaissance  made  in  July  last.  Starting  from 
Chaudi^re  Junction  it  would  traverse  the  valleys  of  the  Etchemin  and 
Famine  Rivers  to  the  height  of  land  near  the  village  of  St.  Justin. 

“  This  summit  is  950  feet  above  the  starting  point  at  ChaudiSre  Junc¬ 
tion,  or  509  feet  lower  than  the  summit  on  the  line  surveyed  by  Rividre 
du  Sud.  From  St.  Justin  the  line  would  continue  its  course  south-east, 
and  nearly  direct  to  the  vicinity  of  the  head  of  Lake  Chesuncook,  from 
whence  it  would  connect  with  the  line  surveyed  during  the  past  season 
between  that  lake  and  Canterbury. 

“  From  data  on  hand,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  grades  not 
exceeding  36  to  40  feet  to  the  mile  can  be  easily  obtained  in  both  direc¬ 
tions,  by  this  route  from  Chaudi&re  Junction  to  Canterbury. 

“  This  line  appears  to  me  to  possess  advantages  peculiar  to  itself, 
which  lAiave  deemed  it  my  duty  to  point  out  in  a  special  report.” 

The  Hartland  lino  is  a  line  from  the  St.  Charles  Branch 
Railway  and  not  a  line  from  the  Chaudiere  to  Hartland. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  wish  to  bore  the  House  with  these 
particulars,  but  the  question  is  of  such  importance  that  I 
desire  that  it  should  be  well  understood  before  taking  a 
decision,  Bosides,  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  went  so 
far  as  to  state  that  the  engineer  ot  the  Department,  Mr. 
Light,  had  found  a  line  whioh  was  very  important  and  very 
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easy  to  finish,  but  that  for  the  time  being  it  was  not  thought 
advisable  to  grant  it,  because  it  was  too  late,  and  he  admits 
himself  that  the  line  was  exceedingly  advantageous.  Such 
is  the  sum  of  the  demand  I  now  make  to  the  House.  When 
Mr.  Light,  in  August,  1884,  was  asking  the  engineer  of  the 
Department  to  cause  an  instrumental  survey  of  the  said  line 
to  oe  made,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  was  time  to  grant  it. 
People  now  cry  out,  and  in  oi’der  to  defend  their  position 
they  say :  “  The  route  is,  perhaps,  superior  to  that  which  we 
have  adopted,  but  you  have  come  too  late.”  Well,  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  never  too  late  to  defend  a 
question  in  which  the  Province  ofQuebeo  is  interested,  from 
Montreal  to  Quebec  and  from  Quebec  to  the  Maritime 
Provinces. 


Some  hon.  MEM  BEES.  Question,  question. 


Mr.  LESAGE.  (Translation.)  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
hon.  members  opposite  might  allow  me  to  explain.  As  a 
rule,  I  do  not  uselessly  take  up  the  time  of  the  House.  I 
never  made  a  four  hours’  speech  on  the  Franchise  Bill,  nor 
no  six  hours’  speech  on  the  North-West  troubles.  Now,  Sir, 
to  come  back  to  my  subject,  my  friend  the  member  for 
Stanstead  has  stated  that  Mr.  Wicksteed  has  made  an 
inadequate  survey,  with  imperfect  instruments,  of  the  River 
Etchomin.  This  is  false,  but  I  say  that,  until  now,  you 
have  not  had  an  adequate  survey,  neither  for  this  line  nor 
for  the  others— a  survey  which  would  be  sufficient  to  allow 
you  to  decide  such  an  important  question.  He  said  that 
the  combination  line  was  longer  than  that  from  Montreal 
vid  Sherbrooke  and  Mattawamkeag.  Ho  has  quoted 
figures  in  support  of  that  statement.  I  hardly  know  where 
he  has  taken  them.  At  all  events,  they  cannot  be  very 
positive,  since  he  admits  that  the  combination  line  has  not 
been  surveyed.  He  appealed  to  our  hon.  friends  the  mem¬ 
bers  for  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Ho  told  them  that  that 
combination  line  should  not  be  adopted.  Still,  after 
waxing  very  pathetic  in  his  expression  of  a  well- 
known  sentiment,  he  comes  forward  and  states  that  the 
combination  line  is  by  far  the  longest.  How  can  that  be, 
since,  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech  he  said  that  the  line 
advocated  by  Mr.  Light  had  not  even  been  surveyed  ?  How 
does  he  know  it,  then  ?  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  combination 
line,  which  is  said  to  be  uuknown,  but  which  is  perfectly 
well  known,  that  line  is  the  shortest  and  most  direct,  it  is 
the  one  whose  curves  are  the  least,  whose  grades  are  the 
lowest.  And  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  has  done 
nothing  else  but  to  state  a  fact  which  he  has  not  proved. 
It  is  very  easy  to  say  that  a  line  which  one  favors  is  shorter 
than  another,  but  how  could  he  prove  it  ?  It  is  by  the 
reports  of  engineers,  and  there  are  none  before  the  House. 
True,  we  have  some  reports  with  regard  to  a  certain  line, 
for  instance,  40  miles  of  which  are  unsurveyed.  The  com¬ 
bination  line,  si  ch  as  represented  by  the  reports  before  the 
House,  is  the  shortest  and  the  most  advantageous,  as  I  will 
show  by  the  following  figures  : — 


Description  of  Line. 

From  Montreal,  via  Megantic  and 

Passadumkeag  to  St.  John . 

do  do  Halifax . 

From  Montreal,  vid  Megantic  and 

Mattawamkeag  to  St.  John . 

do  do  Halifax . 

From  Montreal,  vid  Combination 

Line  to  St.  John . 

From  Montreal,  vid  Combination 

Line  to  Halifax . 

From  Lachute,  vid  Megantic  and 

Passadumkeag  to  St.  John . 

do  do  Halifax . 

From  Lachute,  vid  Megantic  and 

Mattawamkeag  to  St.  John . 

do  do  Halifax . 

Grade  maximum  per  mile . 

Curves  minimum . . 

Mr,  Lesagb, 


Sher- 

loke. 

Via  Quebec 
and 

Combination 

Line. 

Difference 
in  favor 
of  Quebec. 

525 

481 

44 

801 

710 

91 

491 

481 

10 

|767 

710 

57 

491 

481 

10 

720 

710 

10 

663 

485 

78 

839 

761 

78 

529 

485 

44 

805 

761 

44 

74 

40 

34 

4  degrees. 

Yia  Sher¬ 
brooke. 

Via  Quebec 
and 

Combination 

Line. 

Difference 
in  favor 
of  Quebec. 

2,000 

1,200 

800 

20  I’d  cars 

40  I’d  cars. 

20 

*10,240,000 

8,470,000 

1,770,000 

*11,200,000 

10,500,000 

700,000 

Description  of  Line. 

Greatest  altitude  above  sea  level, 

say . 

Haulage  power,  consolidation  en¬ 
gines  . . . 

Cost,  including  bridges  over  St. 
Lawrence  in  both  cases,  vid  com¬ 
bination  lines  to  Chesuncook, 

(see  Appendix  7) . 

Cost,  including  bridges  in  both 
cases,  to  Mattawamkeag  versus 
combination  line  to  Harvey  (see 


f  The  distances  vid  Passadumkeag  and  Mattawamkeag  are  based  on 
the  assumption  that  the  extension  eastward  from  there  to  Moncton  will 
be  carried  to  St.  John  and  over  the  existing  lines  of  railway. 

*  These  estimates  are  based  on  the  assumption  that  the  syndicate 
carry  out  their  intention  of  bridging  the  St.  Lawrence  at  Lachine,  and 
building  a  line  from  Lachine  to  Sherbrooke.  In  the  last  eestimate  vid 
the  combination  line  to  Harvey,  the  Quebec  bridge  and  connecting 
lines  are  estimated  for  single  track,  in  order  to  institute  a  fair  compari¬ 
son  with  the  Lachine  bridge. 


I  am  not  bound  to  rectify  tbe  figures  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Stanstead,  which,  with  his  ordinary  eloquence,  he  has 
so  well  laid  before  the  House,  and  especially  before  the 
members  from  tho  Maritime  Provinces.  I  will  simply  say 
to  the  House  that  I  do  not  make  of  this  question  a  sectional 
issue,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  when  we  come  before  the 
members  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  with  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  figures,  and  when  our  opponents  come  and  say : 
Here  are  other  figures— it  seems  to  me  that  we  have  a  right 
to  express  a  doubt  as  to  what  is  before  the  House.  What  I 
ask  is  a  minute  and  thorough  survey,  and  I  only  ask  what 
is  fair.  Bat  a  line  is  forced  upon  us  without  an  accurate 
survey,  without  giving  us  any  reasons  based  upon  the  reports 
of  enquiries.  It  is  intended  to  make  us  accept  a  line  from 
Montreal  by  way  of  Mattawamkeag  to  St.  John,  and  we  are 
told  that  it  is  the  shortest  line.  I  do  not  wish  to  contend 
that  it  is  not  the  shortest  nor  the  most  favorable  line; 
but  at  least  let  it  be  proved  to  us  by  figures  and  reports 
made  by  competent  engineers.  Let  it  be  proved  that  the 
Sherbrooke  line  is  the  best,  and  I  shall  lay  aside  all  other 
considerations,  and  I  will  be  ready  to  vote  in  favor  of  the 
resolutions.  But  it  is  not  when  the  chief  engineer  of  tho 
Government  admits,  himself,  in  his  reports,  that  a  great 
portion  of  this  line  has  not  been  surveyed,  when  he  has  not 
even  given  any  plan  or  profile  before  the  House  calculated 
to  set  aside  our  statements  that  the  levels  reach  from  1,800 
to  2,000  feet,  that  we  can  decide  with  a  knowledge  of  the 
facts  ;  and  more  than  that:  for  the  purpose  of  the  case,  the 
reports  of  the  engineers  who  were  sent  to  survey  this 
Etchemin  line  have  been  falsified,  and  consequently  this 
shows  their  perfect  fairness  and  their  ability,  which  ought 
not  to  have  been  questioned.  Therefore,  I  hold  that  the 
reports,  incomplete  though  they  may  be,  are  truthful,  until 
the  contrary  is  shown  to  me  by  other  and  more  complete 
reports,  applying  to  the  whole  distance  of  the  three  lines 
mentioned,  so  that  we  may  decide  with  a  knowledge  of  the 
facts.  That  decision  taken  by  the  Government  proves, 
moreover,  this  fact :  that  we  have  not  been  placed 
on  equal  footing  to  compete  with  other  lines,  and  before 
this  day  I  have  had  occasion  more  than  once  to  remind  this 
Government  of  the  promises  which  they  had  made  to  me, 
that  a  full  and  complete  instrumental  survey  of  that  import¬ 
ant  route  would  tako  place,  and  always  without  any  results. 
The  interest  I  tako  in  this  lino  will  surprise  no  one,  when  I 
say  that  apart  from  the  roasons  above  mentioned,  that  the 
county  which  I  have  tho  honor  to  represent  would  have 
been  crossed  over  from  one  side  to  the  other  by  this  import¬ 
ant  line,  had  it  been  chosen,  as  it  should  havo  been,  were  it 
not  for  the  evil  influences  which  are  known.  I  flatter  myself 
that  I  am  doing  my  duty  at  the  present  time,  and  when 
the  promoters  of  tho  famous  short  line  vid  Sherbrooke  come 
here  and  say  that  the  surveys  made  by  Mr.  Wicksteed  were 
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made  with  imperfect  instruments,  when  it  is  known  that  that 
gentleman  was  in  the  employ  of  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment,  receiving  his  instructions  from  Mr.  Schreiber,  sent 
by  that  gentleman  to  answer  to  the  fair  demands  of 
the  promoters  of  the  line  of  the  valloy  of  the  Etchemin 
Eivei',  to  survey  that  magnificent  route  and  do  justice 
without  feai  or  favor  to  all  interested  parties,  I 
am  astonished  at  the  arguments  brought  forward  to-day, 
about  imperfect  instruments,  and  I  ask,  if  it  were  not 
intended  to  play  a  farce,  or  make  light  of  the  reputation  of 
engineers,  whether  qualified  or  not.  I  do  not  know  this  to 
be  a  fact,  but  I  have  strong  doubts  about  it.  Now,  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  charges  brought  against  Mr.  Light,  because 
it  was  his  misfortune  to  be  compelled,  by  force  of  circum¬ 
stances,  to  make  a  report  which  was  favorable  to  the  line 
of  the  Etchemin  Eiver,  I  shall  read  a  letter  addressed  to  tho 
editor  of  the  Montreal  Gazette.  I  have  no  doubt  that  it 
will  please  the  House,  and  above  all,  my  hon.  friends  oppo¬ 
site,  to  see  how  he  refutes  the  gratuitous  charges  which 
have  been  made,  both  in  this  House  and  outside.  The 
letter  reads  as  follows 
“  To  the  Editor  of  the  Gazette: 

“Sir, — My  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  following  statement  in 
your  parliamentary  report  of  the  debate  on  the  short  line  question  on 
Wednesday  last : — 

“  ‘Mr.  Hall  supported  the  Government  line  from  Montreal  vid  Sher¬ 
brooke  and  Mattawamkeag,  as  being  shorter  than  the  combination  line, 
and  with  easier  grades  and  curves.  The  professional  standing  of  Mr. 
Light,  as  well  as  the  feasibility  of  his  line,  was  open  to  question.  Mr. 
Light  assumed  the  title  of  ‘  Member  of  the  Institute  of  Civil  Engineers 
for  Great  Britain,’  but  his  name  could  not  be  found  in  any  of  the  rules 
of  that  institution.  Neither  wa3  he  Government  engineer  for  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  as  he  styled  himself,  two  years  having  elapsed  since  he 
filled  that  position  in  the  construction  of  the  North  Shore,  road.  It  was 
Mr.  Light  who  recommended  the  change  from  the  shore  to  the  Terre¬ 
bonne  line,  which  cost  the  Government  over  a  million  dollars  more  than 
his  estimates. 

“  ‘  Mr.  Colby  said  he  opposed  the  Light  combination  line,  and  declared 
that  it  had  not  been  accurately  surveyed.  In  order  to  make  the  line 
appear  short,  Mr.  Light  had  made  no  allowance  for  curvature,  nor  were 
his  reports  upon  it  reliable.  Moreover,  Mr.  Light’s  road  would  involve 
the  building  of  a  bridge  at  Quebec  which  would  cost  seven  millions, 
and  would  necessitate  a  subsidy  as  large  as  that  proposed  now  for  the 
whole  line.  Mr.  Light’s  mythical  line  would,  therefore,  be  not  only 
longer,  but  more  expensive  than  the  line  now  under  discussion.’ 

“  Your  parliamentary  editor  concludes  from  these  :  ‘  The  speeches  of 
Messrs.  Hall  and  Colby  presented  a  very  fair  analysis  of  Mr.  Light’s 
claims  to  consideration  tor  his  reports.  Mr.  Hall  made  a  strong  point 
in  reference  to  Mr.  Light’s  connection  with  the  North  Shore  Railway, 
while  Mr.  Colby  left  him,  literally,  without  a  leg  to  stand  on  in  his  dissec¬ 
tion  of  Mr.  Light’s  report,  and  his  exposure  of  its  palpable  dishonesty.’ 
My  official  reports  to  the  Government  are  on  record,  and  should  contain 
the  answers  to  any  criticism  of  their  merits.  In  answer  to  Mr.  Hall : 
1st.  The  combination  line  I  propose  is  shorter  to  St.  John  and  Halifax, 
and  practically  shorter  to  St.  Andrews  than  the  Mattawamkeag  line, 
and  is  infinitely  superior  to  it  in  point  of  gradients  and  curvatures.  My 
report  upon  these  points  has  been  endorsed  in  every  respect'by  Mr.Keating, 
C.B.,  of  Halifax,  a  member  of  the  Institute  of  Civil  Engineers,  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  it  would  be  similarly  confirmed  if  it  were 
referred  to  a  committee  of  engineers  of  standing.  2nd.  I  was  elected  a 
member  of  the  English  Institution  of  Civil  Engineers  in  1862.  My  name 
does  not  appear  on  this  year’s  roll  because  I  omitted  to  renew  my  dues, 
but  I  have  not  in  any  way  forfeited  my  rights  of  membership.  I  was 
reappointed  Government  engineer  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  June, 
1883,  for  a  further  period  of  five  years.  The  change  of  line  of  the  North 
Shore,  vid  Terrebonne,  made  on  my  recommendation,  endorsed  by  both 
Mr.  Shanly  and  Mr.  Sandford  Fleming,  was  not  an  additional  cost  to  the 
Government  (although  it  perhaps  may  have  slightly  exceeded  my 
approximate  estimate),  but  a  saving  as  compared  with  the  shore  line. 
The  extra  cost  of  the  road  was  principally  caused  by  the  great  excess  of 
quantities  on  the  Quebec  end,  located  before  I  took  charge  of  the  work. 
By  reference  to  Hansard  I  find  that  Mr.  Hall,  by  way 
of  excusing  himself  from  making  invidious  charges  against  me, 
says  1  that  I  made  similar  insinuations  and  charges  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  engineer,  and  also  made  reflections  upon  the  staff  which  had  been 
selected.’  In  reply  I  would  say  that  I  did-not  mean  to  make  charges, 
insinuations  or  reflections  against  any  one,  but  merely  defended  myself 
against  misquotations  and  misrepresentations.  Mr.  Hall  himself  also 
misquotes  me  unfairly  when  he  says  (speaking  of  my  remarks,  page  5), 

1  that  thi3  line  termed  the  International  has  tbeen  traced  by  way  of 
Sherbrooke  and  Lake  Megantic.  He  (Light)  speaks  of  a  line  that  “has 
been  traced.”  The  line  has  been  built  and  in  operation  for  the  last  five 
years,  with  four  trains  passing  upon  it  daily.  Yet  Mr.  Light  has  the 
unfairness  to  speak  of  it  in  his  report  as  a  line  that  “has  been  traced.”  ’ 
What  I  did  say  {vide  page  5)  in  describing  the  International  line  : 
‘  This  line  termed  the  International  line  has  been  traced  via  Sherbrooke 
and  Lake  Megantic,  to  be  carried  across  the  State  of  Maine  through 
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Moosehead  Lake,  and  from  there  to  Mattawamkeag,  on  the  Maine  Central 
railway.’  Thus  Mr.  Hall  omits  all  words  after  Lake  Megantic  to  make 
a  point  against  me.  Mr.  Hall  further  says  :  ‘  The  altitude  on  this 
theoretical  line  has  only  been  barometrically  surveyed,’  although  on 
page  4  of  my  preface  I  distinctly  state  that  ‘  the  summit  had  been 
tested  by  spirit  levels,’  a  careful  series  of  which  were  backed  up  from 
the  line  surveyed,  to  check  this  important  point. 

“  Now  for  Mr.  Colby.  This  gentleman  occupies  some  two  and  a-half 
pages  of  Hansard  with  charges  and  allegations  against  me.  First,  he 
says  in  effect  that  I  illustrate  my  report  by  a  map  in  which  the  line 
between  Lachine  and  Sherbrooke  is  very  incorrectly  laid  down.  At  the 
time  the  map  was  arranged  it  was  impossible  to  ascertain  exactly  where 
it  was  proposed  to  pass  this  line,  and  it  will  be  seen  from  the  remarks  of 
Messrs.  Laurier,  Colby  and  Sir  Hector  Langevin,  on  page  3076  of  Han¬ 
sard,  that  this  matter  is  still  unsettled.  Although,  for  this  reason,  the 
position  of  the  proposed  line  could  not  be  exactly  shown,  yet  the  dis¬ 
tance  from  Lachine  to  Sherbrooke  of  104  miles  as  given  in  the  body  of 
my  report  in  appendix  6,  pages  17  and  18,  is  quite  as  short  as  any  loca¬ 
tion  will  probably  make  it  ;  thus  showing  there  was  no  intention  to 
deceive.  Second,  ‘  Mr.  Light  tells  us  about  this  combination  line  run¬ 
ning  from  Ohaudiere  Junction  to  Chesuncook  Lake,  where  it  connects 
with  the  other  surveyed  line,  and  he  tells  us  that  the  distance  would  be 
106  miles.  If  any  gentleman  will  take  a  ruler  and  draw  a  straight  line  on 
the  map  he  will  see  that  the  distance  of  an  air  line  is  105  miles,  and  Mr.  Light 
knows  that  through  that  country  you  must  allow  twenty-one  miles  of  cur¬ 
vature,  so  that  instead  of  being  105  miles  the  distance  should  be  126  miles.’ 
The  actual  distance  between  the  points  above  named,  in  a  straight  line, is 
less  than  100  miles.  At  the  foot  of  page  twenty-three  of  my  report  on 
the  line  1  instrumentally  surveyed  ’  it  will  be  seen  that  this  latter  line 
was  6  per  cent,  longer  than  an  air  line  between  the  extreme  points. 
This  extra  length  was  caused  by  curvature  and  is  the  percentage  due  to 
that  item.  The  line  by  the  Etchemin  Valley  passes  overmuch  smoother 
ground  than  the  line  instrumentally  surveyed.  Therefore  the  amount 
of  5  per  cent,  that  has  actually  been  here  allowed  for  curvature  is  ample. 
Again,  Mr.  Colby  says  that,  ‘  if  you  read  his  report  you  will  find  that  he 
gives  you  the  grades  and  the  curvature,  and  the  summits  and  distances, 
although  there  has  never  been  an  instrument  put  over  the  route,  and  no 
man  knows  anything  about  the  grades  or  curvatures  or  summits, 
except  what  Mr.  Wicksteed  obtained  on  the  portion  of  the  same  line, by 
a  barometrical  survey  with  an  unreliable  barometer.  ’ 

“  Mr.  Colby  is  probably  unaware  that  a  careful  barometrical  survey  of 
some  75  miles  of  this  line  from  Ohaudiere  Junction  to  Baker  lake  was 
made  by  myself  in  the  spring  of  1884,  and  a  favorable  report  then  made 
on  it  by  me  to  the  chief  engineer.  In  this  survey  I  passed  over  every 
foot  of  the  line  and  carefully  examined  the  whole  of  it.  Subsequently 
the  summit  height  was  verified  by  a  series  of  checks  taken  with  a  spirit 
level  from  the  datum  of  the  line  instrumentally  surveyed,  establishing 
exactly  the  true  height  of  this  summit  above  sea  level,  leaving  no  doubt 
that  the  grades  reported  by  me  and  even  less  could  be  obtained.  The 
grounds  for  this  opinion  are  so  fully  stated  on  page  2  of  my  supplementary 
report,  that  I  refer  the  reader  to  them. 

“  As  to  the  cost  of  the  line  from  Montreal  to  Mattawamkeag,  I  would 
say  that  a  bridge  must  be  built  either  at  Lachine  or  at  Quebec.  If  a 
single  track  bridge  is  considered  sufficient  in  either  case,  I  estimate  that 
the  new  work,  exclusive  of  constructed  lines,  would  cost,  vid  Lachine 
and  Mattawamkeag,  $11,200,000,  and  vid  Quebec  and  combination  line, 
$10,500,000,  so  that  $700,000  could  be  saved  by  crossing  at  Quebec. 
Whether  the  line  I  advocate  be  adopted  or  not,  I  contend  that  I  have 
done  my  duty  to  the  Government  and  the  country  without  fear  and 
without  prejudice.  Time  will  tell,  and  the  ground  will  always  be  there 
to  prove  who  is  right  in  this  question. 

“  Believing,  that  in  common  fairness  you  will  insert  this, 

“  I  am,  dear  Sir, 

“  Your  obedient  servant, 

“A.  L.  Light.” 

I  will  not  insist  any  further,  nor  will  I  give  all  the  figures 
which  might  show  in  the  most  unanswerable  manner, 
the  position  which  I  hold  at  the  present,  because  they  have 
already  been  given  to  the  House  on  previous  occasions*  Now, 
as  regards  the  arrangements  made  by  the  Government  to  do 
justice  to  the  claims  of  the  city  of  Quebec,  by  giving  it  a 
summer  terminus  of  the  Pacific  within  the  limits  of  that 
city,  I  have  no  desire  to  discuss  them.  I  am  ready  to  accept 
on  this  subject  the  opinion  of  the  interested  parties  repre¬ 
sented  in  this  Parliameut  by  the  distinguished  members, 
and  outside  by  the  board  of  trade,  the  city  council,  its 
business  men,  its  citizens’^committee,  etc.  Therefore,  we 
have  in  that  quarter  all  the  guarantees  required.  It  would 
be  more  than  foolhardy  on  my  part  to  express  my  views 
before  having  their  opinion  on  the  subject.  Still,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  House  will  allow  mo  here  to  express  my 
candid  opinion  that  as  regards  the  satisfaction  to  bo 
given  to  Quebec  by  the  purchase  of  the  North  Shore 
Eailway,  or  of  another  independent  line,  controlled  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific,  and  considered  as  a  summer  terminus  at 
the  harbor  of  that  city,  but  as  regards  what  I  have  always 
I  considered  myself,  as  the  true  and  only  vital  question  for 
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the  district  of  Quebec  and  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  refer 
to  the  extension  of  the  Pacific  from  Montreal  to  the  Canadian 
ports  on  the  Atlantic.  It  is  towards  obtaining  this  result 
that  we  should  have  directed  all  our  efforts.  Indeed,  what 
use  is  it  to  the  district  and  the  city  of  Quebec  to  have  a 
change  of  name  effected  by  the  North  Shore  Railway ;  let 
it  be  called  the  Pacific  instead  of  the  Grand  Trunk,  if  at  the 
same  time  the  Pacific  is  allowed  to  have  its  real  extension 
through  the  townships  to  a  certain  sea  port,  which  will 
eventually  be  called  Portland.  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  in 
so  doing  you  deprive  completely  the  whole  district  and  the 
cities,  from  Montreal  to  Quebec,  from  all  the  advantages 
which  we  had  expected,  would  be  derived  from  the  Pacific 
trade.  For,  on  account  of  distance,  maritime  freight,  and 
insurance,  you  drive  all  the  western  traffic  towards  American 
ports,  and  what  is  more,  we  furnish  the  money  to  obtain  that 
result.  For  that  reason  I  say  that  the  real  question  for  the 
districts  of  Three  Rivers,  Quebec  and  the  Maritime  Provinces 
is  that  which  relates  to  the  short  line  with  regard  to  distance, 
grades  and  curves  to  reach  Canadian  seaports  with  the 
greatest  possible  facility.  If  I  make  a  distinction  in  the 
resolutions  from  the  standpoint  of  the  advantages  which 
the  inhabitants  of  Quebec  might  derive  from  the  adoption 
of  the  third  resolution,  by  leaving  them  sole  judges  of  their 
own  interests,  and  if  I  am  ready  to  adopt  their  way  of 
thinking,  I  desire  to  be  more  explicit  as  regards  the  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  second  resolution.  The  choice  which  the 
Government  has  made  of  the  line  through  Sherbrooke  and 
Mattawamkeag,  as  the  shortest  and  the  most  favorable— 
and  that  is  the  object  of  the  present  sub-amendment,  which 
I  hope,  for  the  reasons  above  given,  will  be  accepted  by  the 
Government. 

House  divided  on  amendment  (Mr.  Lesage),  to  amendment. 


Allen, 

Yeas  ; 

Messieurs 

Edgar, 

Lesage, 

Blondeau, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Lister, 

McCraney, 

Bourassa, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Forbes, 

Guay, 

McMullen, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Mulock, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Holton, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Cartwright, 

Innes, 

Platt, 

Casey, 

Kirk, 

Rinfret, 

Casgrain, 

Landerkin, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Shanly, 

Cimon, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Trow, 

Langelier, 

Watson, 

Dupont, 

Laurier, 

Wilson. — 36. 

Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Allison, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Mitchell, 

Auger, 

Foster, 

Moffat, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Gigault, 

Montplaisir, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gillmor, 

Orton, 

Barnard, 

Girouard, 

Paint, 

Beaty, 

Gordon, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Benoit, 

Grandbois, 

Pinsonneault, 

Bergeron, 

Guiibault, 

Pope, 

Bergin, 

Guillet, 

Pruyn, 

Billy, 

Hackett, 

Ray, 

Bosse, 

Hall, 

Riopel, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Burpee, 

Homer, 

Ross, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Hurteau, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Carling, 

Irvine, 

Jamieson, 

Caron, 

Stairs, 

Cochrane, 

Jenkins, 

Taschereau, 

Colby, 

Kilvert, 

Tass6, 

Taylor, 

Costigan, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Coughlin, 

Temple, 

Ooursol, 

Langevin, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Townshend, 

Curran, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Cuthbert, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Wallace  (York), 

Daly, 

Mackintosh 

Weldon, 

Dawson, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex),  Wells, 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

White  (Cardwell), 

Desaulniers(St.Maurice)MeCallum, 

White  (Hasting), 

Desjardins, 

Mr.  Lesage. 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

White  (Renfrew), 

Dickinson,  McDougallfC.  Breton), Wigle, 

Dodd,  McGreevy,  Wood  ( Brockville), 

Dugas,  McLelan,  Wood  (Westm’ land), 

Farrow,  McNeill,  Wright. — 101. 

Ferguson  (Leeds  &  Gr.),Massue, 

Amendment  to  amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Laurier)  negatived. 

On  motion  for  second  reading  of  resolutions, 

Mr.  LANGELIER  moved  in  amendment : 

That  the  said  resolutions  be  referred  back  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  same,  so  as  to  provide  that  the 
whole  amount  which  may  be  granted  in  respect  of  the  subsidy  of  $250, 000 
a  year  shall  be  applied  towards  the  construction  of  the  unbuilt  portions 
of  the  proposed  line,  and  that  no  part  thereof  shall  be  used  in  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  any  line  already  built  and  forming  a  link  in  the  proposed  line. 


House  divided : 


Auger, 

Bourassa, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Casgrain, 

Cimon, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Dupont, 

Edgar, 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Guay, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 


Lister, 

McOraney, 

McMullen, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Trow, 

Watson, 

Wilson. — 35. 


Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Boss6, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Ooursol, 

Curran, 

Outbert, 

Daly, 

Dawson, 


Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Foster, 

Gigault, 

Gillmor, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Gtandbois, 

Guiibault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Landry  (Montmagny), 
Lange  vin, 

Lesage, 


Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Orton, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Es sox), 
Pinsonne&ult, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Roberioon  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Shanly, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Townshend, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 


Macdonald  (King’s), 

Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Weldon, 

Mackintosh,  Wells, 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)Macmillan  (Middlessex), White  (Cardwell), 
Desaulniers(St.Ma’rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  White  (Hastings), 
Desjardins,  McCallum,  White  (Renfrew), 

Dickinson,  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wigle, 

Dodd,  McDougall  (C.  Breton)  Wood  (Brockville), 

Dugas,  McGreevy,  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Farrow,  McLelan,  Wright.— 101. 

Ferguson(Leeds&Gren).McNeill, 

Amendment  negatived. 


Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  moved  : 

That  all  the  words  after  the  word  “  now,”  to  the  end  of  the  question, 
be  left  out,  and  the  following  inserted  instead  thereof :  recommitted 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  same, 

1.  By  leaving  out  ini  section  2  the  words  :~vi&  Sherbrooke,  Moose- 
head  Lake,  Mattawamkeag,  Harvey,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury  ; 

2.  By  leaving  out  section  4,  and  instead  thereof  inserting  the  following 
one: — 4.  And  whereas  no  arrangement  has  taken  place  between  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  North  Shore  Railway  Company  for 
the  acquisition  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  whereas  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  done  nothing 
yet  in  the  way  of  constructing  a  new  line  between  Montreal  and  Quebec, 
it  is  expedient,  in  the  interests  of  Canada  generally,  as  well  as  in  the 
interests  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in  order  to  better  assure  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  continuation  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the 
maritime  ports,  to  amend  the  Act  passed  during  the  last  Session  of 
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Parliament,  47  Victoria,  chapter  8,  so  as  to  enact  that  the  line  of  railway 
intended  to  connect  Montreal  with  the  maritime  ports  by  the  shortest 
and  most  practicable  route  should  pass  by  the  port  of  Quebec.” 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  KIRK  moved : 

That  the  said  resolutions  be  referred  back  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  amending  section  2,  by  providing  that  the  work 
on  the  sections  of  the  line  between  Harvey,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury 
shall  be  begun  and  prosecuted  simultaneously  with  the  work  on  the 

Sortions  of  the  line  west  of  the  boundary  between  New  Brunswick  and 
aine. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Resolutions  read  the  second  time,  and  concurred  in  on  a 
division. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  158)  to  authorise  the  granting  of  further  sub¬ 
sidies  to  and  making  further  provision  for  the  construction 
and  efficient  operation  of  the  railways  therein  described. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  House  adjourned  at  3:30  a.m., 
Saturday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Saturday,  11th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half  past  One  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

PRINTING  COMMITTEE’S  REPORT. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved  that  the  ninth  report  of 
the  J oint  Committee  of  both  Houses  on  the  Printing  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  be  adopted.  He  said  :  This  report  was  presented 
yesterday  and  it  refers  to  the  printing  of  a  number  of 
documents  in  the  usual  way.  Reference  was  made  to  the 
committee  of  the  question  whether  an  extra  edition  of  the 
Geological  Survey  report  should  be  printed  for  distribu¬ 
tion,  and  the  committee,  after  carefully  considering  the 
matter,  recommend  that  the  present  edition  be  considered 
sufficient.  Communication  was  had  with  the  Geological 
Department,  and  it  was  found  that  they  have  about  650 
copies  of  French  and  English  which  could  be  distributed  if 
the  House  so  desired,  but  the  policy  adopted  in  the  past  is 
that  the  House  distributes  two  copies  to  each  member  and 
the  Department  itself  sends  one  copy  to  each  member,  so 
each  member  gets  three  copies  ;  this  particular  report  is 
published  by  Dawson  Bros,  of  Montreal,  with  their  imprint, 
and  is  eo'd  a'  their  establishment  to  those  who  desire  to 
purchase  it.  The  price  of  the  volume  for  this  year,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  statement  of  Dr.  Thorburn  is  $3.75.  It  was 
thought  by  the  committee  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
change  that  policy,  because  the  supply  of  three  copies  to 
each  member,  with  the  permission  to  each  person  who 
desires  to  purchase  any  volume  or  pamphlet,  was  thought 
to  be  sufficient,  and  they  therefore  do  not  recommend  the 
printing  of  the  extra  edition  necessary  for  distribution 
among  members.  There  is  another  part  of  the  report  which 
is  simply  a  matter  of  internal  economy.  The  committee 
recommend  that  Mr.  Romaine,  of  the  proof-reading  branch, 
shall  bo  hereafter  known  as  the  Superintendent  of  the 
Printing  of  the  Sessional  Papers  of  Parliament.  Every  one 
knows  that  the  term  “  proof-reader  ”  in  no  way  represents 
the  work  which  Mr.  Romaine  has  to  do.  All  the  Sessional 
Papers  are  referred  to  him  from  the  committee  and  he  goes 
through  them,  sometimes  takes  from  them  duplicates,  and, 
when  a  number  of  tenders  are  submitted,  classifies  them, 


and  supervises  generally  the  Printing  of  Parliament.  It  is 
understood  that  this  does  not  in  the  slightest  degree  affect 
or  interfere  with  the  position  which  Mr.  Hartney  has  so  well 
occupied  as  Clerk  of  the  Printing  Committee  ;  he  still  will 
be  the  organ  of  communication  between  the  Printing  Com¬ 
mittee  and  this  practical  printing  branch  of  Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  report  concurred  in. 

FIRST  READING. 

Mr.  MoLELAN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No- 
159)  for  facilitating  the  navigation  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence 
in  and  near  the  Harbor  of  Quebec. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  QUEBEC. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  on  Monday  next 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  committee  to  oonsider  the 
following  resolutions : — 

1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  there  shall  be  paid  to  the 
Senior  Puisi>6  Judge  of  the  Superior  Gourt  for  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
residing  at  Quebec,  if  the  Chief  Justice  resides  at  Montreal,  or  to  the 
Senior  Puisn6  Judge  residing  at  Montreal  if  the  Chief  Justice  resides  at 
Quebec,  an  annual  salary  of  $1,000  in  addition  to  his  other  salary. 

2.  Tb&t  such  salary  shall  be  paid  out  of  any  unappropriated  moneys 
forming  part  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fand  of  Canada. 

GOVERNMENT  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  to  give  us 
some  information  to-day  as  to  his  course  in  regard  to  what 
is  on  the  paper  and  as  to  what  is  not  yet  on  the  paper. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  The  1st,  2nd,  3rd,  4th 
and  5th  items  will  be  proceeded  with.  The  6th  will  not  be 
proceeded  with,  the  7th  will  stand  and  will  perhaps  not  be 
ressed,  the  11th  will  be  withdrawn,  the  12th  will 
e  dropped.  Mr.  Andrew  Allan  has  gone  to  England  for 
the  purpose  of  making  arrangements  about  different 
steamers  of  required  strength  and  power.  The  13th  and 
14th  will  be  withdrawn.  There  will  be  a  measure  introduced 
granting  certain  lands  under  certain  conditions  to  the 
officers,  non-commissioned  officers,  and  soldiers  of  the 
volunteers  who  served  in  the  North-West. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  course  does  the  Government  intend 
to  pursue  in  regard  to  the  Temperance  Bill,  and  when  are 
we  to  have  the  Supplementary  Estimates  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  not  a  Govern¬ 
ment  measure,  so  we  will  not  interfere  with  it ;  the  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates  will  be  brought  down  Monday  or 
Tuesday. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  a 
position  then  to  state  when  the  House  will  prorogue. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (No.  153)  to 
amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  and  to  provide  for  the  completion  and  successful 
operation  thereof. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  to  bring  us 
down  some  information  the  other  day. 

Mr.  POPE.  With  respect  to  the  point  brought  up  about 
the  item  of  $2,500,000,  I  am  informed  it  really  is  not  in  the 
other  and  means  nothing. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  means  nothing  at  all ;  thon  you  had 
better  strike  it  out. 

Mr.  POPE.  With  respect  to  the  100  miles  spoken  of  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario,  the  cost  of  making  the 
usual  allowance  of  13  per  cent,  for  shrinkage,  was  $2,640,000  ; 
the  company  receivod  $2,630,000.  I  do  not  know  how  the 
hon.  gentleman  made  up  his  figures,  but  that  is  the  cost 
furnished  to  me  by  the  engineer.  The  hon.  gentleman 
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says  there  is  land  besides,  but  the  land  is  covered  a  good 
deal  by  this  loan.  With  regard  to  the  item  of  rolling  stock, 
be  said  that  the  Order  in  Council  was  signed  or  passed  im¬ 
mediately  after  Sir  Charles  Tupper  left.  It  is  quite  true  it 
was  signed  then,  but  the  arrangement  was  come  to  with 
Sir  Charles  Tupper.  I  returned  the  1st  of  May,  he  was 
temporarily  absent,  and  I  signed  the  Order  iu  Council 
acting  for  him,  but  the  whole  thing  was  made  up  by  him. 
It  occurred  in  this  way.  The  rolling  stock  was  calculated 
in  the  first  place  by  the  Chief  Engineer  on  the  main  line 
and  branches,  amounting  to  $1,700,000.  It  was  changed, 
and  properly  changed,  so  that  they  were  only  to  furnish 
rolling  stock  for  the  main  line.  That  made  the  difference 
between  what  was  actually  given  and  the  estimate. 

House  divided  on  motion  for  third  reading. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Benoit, 

Billy, 

Blonaeau, 

Boss6, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 

Desaulniers  (.St.  M’rice) 
Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

Dupont, 

Farrow, 


Armstrong, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Casgrain, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Fairbank, 

Fisher, 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Ferguson  (Welland), 
Gigault, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kilvert, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse. 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

,  Mackintosh, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex), 
McJlillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McCallum, 

McDougald  (Bictou), 
McDougall  (C.  Breton) 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Gillmor, 

Guay, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Holton, 

Irvine, 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Mackenzie, 

McCraney, 

McIntyre, 

Mclsaac, 

McMullen, 

,  and  Bill  read  the  tl 


McGreevy, 

McLelan, 

Massue, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Shanly, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Stairs, 

Tasse, 

Temple, 

Townshend, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
Wood(WestmTand).-77. 


Mills, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Platt, 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Scriver; 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wilson. — 15. 

iird  time  and  passed. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 


that  resolution,  and  if  the  House  concurs,  then  to  refer  the 
resolution  to  the  committee  upon  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  understand  that  that  course  is  at 
all  regular.  The  committee  cannot  amend  a  resolution 
unless  a  resolution  gets  back  to  it.  The  resolution  is  con¬ 
curred  in,  and  then  forms  the  subject  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  enquired  into  the  practice  in 
matters  of  this  kind,  and  I  am  informed  that  if  the  House 
resolves  itself  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and 
adopts  this  resolution,  when  we  go  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  upon  the  Bill  containing  the  clause  that  has  already 
been  passed,  I  then  move  this  resolution  in  the  committee 
upon  the  Bill,  with  instructions  to  substitute  it  for  the  one 
which  has  been  passed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  may  be  that  is  the  practice,  but  it  is 
not  the  practice  that  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  to  us.  He 
asks  us  to  go  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  amend 
the  resolution — that  is  what  I  object  to.  If  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  do  is  to  go  into  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  pass  another  resolution,  it  will  be  time  enough 
for  us  to  consider  it  when  we  see  the  Bill  in  committee. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Perhaps  I  was  not  as  clear  as  1  ought 
to  have  been,  but  that  is  what  I  intended  to  convey  to  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  again  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BOWELL.  1  propose  to  re-enact  the  whole  resolu¬ 
tion  and  substitute  for  the  one  we  passed,  the  following  :  — 

4.  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  upon  all  tobacco,  as  described  in  tbs 
first  four  paragraphs  of  section  248,  of  46  Vic.,  c.  15  : 

On  every  pound  twenty  cents,  except  that  cigarettes,  or  cut 
tobacco,  when  put  up  in  packages  weighing  one-twentieth  of  apound,  or 
less,  each,  shall  pay  a  duty  of  thirty-five  cents  per  pound.  And  damp 
or  moist  snuff,  wnen  containing  over  forty  per  cent  of  moisture,  when 
put  up  in  packages  of  five  pounds  each,  and  over  fourteen  cents  per 
pound  actual  weight. 

On  damp  or  moist  snuff,  when  put  up  in  packages  of  less  than  five 
pounds,  on  each  pound  twenty  cents.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  explain 
what  the  difference  is  between  this  and  the  resolution  which 
we  have  passed. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  only  difference  between  this  and 
the  resolution  which  we  have  passed  is  that  if  the  resolu¬ 
tion,  as  it  was  passed  last  night,  remains  upon  the  Statuto 
Book,  it  would  enable  all  snuff  put  up  in  five  pounds 
packages  to  pay  a  duty  of  fourteen  cents  per  pound,  while 
that  which  is  put  up  in  larger  packages  would  pay  a  higher 
rate  of  duty  ;  consequently  the  effect  would  be  that  it  could 
be  all  put  up  in  these  particular  packages,  and  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  to  prevent 
that.  The  present  resolution  will  have  this  effect :  Dry 
snuff  now  paying  twelve,  will  pay  twenty  ;  that  was  the 
intention  under  the  old  resolution  ;  moist  snuff  that  now 
pays  eight,  will  pay  fourteen ;  wet  snuff  in  small  packages 
that  now  pays  twelve,  will  pay  twenty. 


Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  He  said  :  I  desire  to 
amend  a  resolution  that  was  passed  yesterday  in  which 
there  was  an  error  in  the  Excise  duty.  The  resolution 
reads : 

“  Except  that  cigarettes  or  cut  tobacco,  when  put  up  in  packages 
weighing  one-twentieth  of  a  pound,  or  less,  each  shall  pay  a  duty  now 
twenty,  thirty-five  cents  per  pound,  and  damp  or  moist  snuff,  when  con¬ 
taining  over  forty  per  cent  of  moisture,  when  put  up  in  packages.” 

The  word  “  except  ”  is  left  out.  This  imposes  a  duty  alto¬ 
gether  different  from  that  which  was  intended  by  the 
Inland  Kevenuc  Department.  I  ask  the  House  to  resolve 
itself  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  amend 
Mr.  Pope. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  What  does  it  pay  under  the  resolution 
that  we  passed. 

Mr.  BOWELL : 

“  Packages  weighing  one-twentieth  of  a  pound  or  less,  each  shall  pay 
a  duty  now  20,  35  cents  per  pound,  and  damp  moist  snuft  when  con¬ 
taining  over  40  per  cent,  of  moisture,  when  put  up  in  packages  of  less 
than  five  pounds  each,  14  cents  per  pound  actual  weight.” 

This  resolution  was  evidently  drafted  under  a  misappre¬ 
hension  of  the  law  as  it  exists,  because  it  does  not  convey 
the  intention  of  the  Department.  When  the  resolution 
was  placed  in  my  hands,  of  course,  I  put  it  before  the 
committee  in  that  shape.  It  will  be  much  clearer  that 
way. 
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Mr  BLAKE.  It  seems  to  me  quite  different,  as  far  as  I 
can  judge. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  difference  is  more  particularly 
with  reference  to  the  weight  of  snuff,  which  is  not  men¬ 
tioned  at  all. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  find  wet  snuff  mentioned  here,  and  it 
pays  20  cents  on  each  pound.  That,  of  course,  is  a  differ¬ 
ent  rate  of  duty  from  that  which  the  resolution  we  have 
carried  would  ascribe  to  it.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
quite  new  to  the  practice  which  is  proposed  to-day,  and  I 
do  not  at  all  intend  to  accede  to  it.  It  seems  to  me  con¬ 
trary  to  first  principles  that  we  should  be  called  upon  to¬ 
day,  in  the  committee,  to  pass  a  resolution  inconsistent 
with  and  contradictory  of  that  which  we  have  passed  and 
concurred  in,  and  which  is  the  foundation  of  the  Bill.  I 
do  not  understand  that  the  House  can  be  called  upon  by 
an  independent  proceeding  to  pass  another  resolution, 
quite  different  in  effect,  and  containing  different  provision 
from  that  which  we  agreed  to  the  other  day.  It  is  a 
contradiction  of  our  decision.  Of  course,  our  findings  are 
not  like  those  of  the  Medes  and  Persians,  are  not  irreversi¬ 
ble,  but  they  must  be  changed.  I  can  see  it  would  be 
essential  to  get  back  the  resolution  which  we  have  already 
passed  and  to  amend  that  resolution,  else,  when  we  come 
to  have  this  resolution  reported,  we  shall  have  two  differ¬ 
ent  resolutions  of  varying  import  and  effect  upon  the  same 
subject  matter,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  a  most  extraor¬ 
dinary  procedure.  It  may  be  the  practice  of  Parliament, 
but  it  is  certainly  inconsistent  with  the  general  practice  of 
Parliament,  with  logic  or  with  common  sense. 

Sir  RTCHAKD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  almost  looks  as  if 
we  ought  to  put  both  those  resolutions  in  although  they 
are  utterly  contradictory,  and  then  strike  out  one.  I  do 
not  remember  any  similar  case  to  this  occurring  before. 
No  doubt  these  resolutions  in  Ways  and  Means  have  been 
altered  time  and  again,  ffiit  they  had  already  been  got  to 
the  stage  of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which  makes  all 
the  difference  in  the  world.  The  proceedings  with  respect 
to  all  these  money  Bills  require  to  be  carefully  studied,  and 
although  I  do  not  want  to  embarrass  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Customs  there  is,  it  seems  to  me,  no  escape  from  the 
dilemma  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  should  like  your  ruling  on  the  point  of 
order,  with  the  authority. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  understand  the  member  for  West 
Durham  objects  to  the  resolution  now  before  the  committee 
as  being  out  of  order,  the  committee  having  already  had  a 
resolution  on  the  same  subject  before  it.  It  is  true  a  reso¬ 
lution  has  been  passed  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  on  this  subject;  but  this  is  intended  to  increase  the 
duty,  and  it  varies  the  other  resolution  in  that  way.  The 
rule  that  I  consider  brings  this  within  the  authority  of  the 
committeo  at  the  present  time  is  this  : 

“  But  every  new  duty  must  be  voted  in  committee.  So  strictly  is  the 
rule  enforced  which  requires  every  new  duty  to  be  voted  in  committee 
that  even  where  the  object  of  a  Bill  is  to  reduce  duties,  and  the  aggre¬ 
gate  amount  of  duties  will  in  fact  be  reduced,  yet  if  any  new  duty,  how¬ 
ever  small,  be  imposed,  or  any  existing  duty  be  increased  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  scale  of  duties,  such  new  or  increased  duty  must  be  voted  in 
committee  either  before  or  after  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.”  (May, 
687;  19  English  Commons  Journal,  330.) 

Also: 

“  But  it  must  always  be  borne  in  mind  than  any  duty  or  increase  of 
duty  must  be  previously  voted  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and 
then  referred  with  instructions  to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill.”  (155 
English  Hansard,  991 ;  132  English  Commons  Journal,  112.) 

This  resolution  is  in  fact  an  increase  of  duty  and  is  a  pro¬ 
position  which  comes  regularly  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  resolutions  which  wore  read  are  quite 
distinct  and  clear,  and  no  one  complains  of  them.  If  a  new 
duty  is  proposed  to  the  House  of  Commons  it  must  be  voted 


in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  If  it  is  an  existing  duty 
according  to  the  law  of  the  land  which  it  is  proposed  to 
increase,  and  that  is  the  increased  duty  spoken  of,  it  also 
must  be  proposed  and  voted  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  That  does  not  at  all  affect  the  question  whether 
having  this  Session  made  a  determination  as  to  what  the 
duties  shall  be  and  having  a  resolution  on  our 
records  and  embodied  in  a  Bill  we  can  with  that  unal¬ 
tered  propose  another  duty,  which  is  another  and  a  con¬ 
flicting  duty.  The  new  duty  and  the  increase  of  duty 
spoken  of  are  duties  to  make  a  change  in  the  law  of  the 
land  as  it  now  stands,  either  to  make  a  duty  or  increase  a 
duty,  but  not  in  the  slightest  degree  affecting  the  general 
rule  of  Parliament,  which  is  that  two  inconsistent  proposi¬ 
tions  may  not  be  assented  to  at  the  same  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  in  any  way  an 
inconsistent  proposition.  At  the  very  first  meeting  of  the 
House  of  Commons  we  may  vote  that  a  certain  duty  shall 
be  placed  upon  an  article.  Subsequently  exigencies  may 
arise,  which  may  require  an  additional  duty  to  be  imposed. 
We  may  raise  the  duty  half  a  dozen  times  during  any  given 
i  time,  and  no  doubt  precedents  to  that  effect  can  be  found. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  say  that  the  duty  may  not  be  raised. 
I  say  there  is  a  general  rule  that  we  cannot  do  it  in  this 
way. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  resolution  is  that  5  cents  shall 
be  added  and  there  is  a  proposal  of  20  cents,  and  altogether 
the  duty  would  be  made  32  cents. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  resolution  is  in  order  on 
the  ground  I  have  stated,  and  it  is  competent,  as  no  reso¬ 
lution  is  yet  embodied  in  the  Bill  finally  passed  in  this 
House — that  it  is  competent  for  the  committee  to  increase 
the  duty. 

Resolution  reported. 

On  the  question  that  the  resolution  bo  considered, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  On  Monday. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  will  postpone  pro¬ 
rogation  another  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  think  it  will.  Thero  is  such  a  thing 
as  more  haste  and  less  speed.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  some 
times  very  slow  and  sometimes  a  little  too  quick.  The 
Minister  of  Customs  was  a  little  too  quick  in  introducing 
his  Bill  the  other  day  before  he  knew  what  was  in  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
extra  quickness  will  throw  us  over  a  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  laws  and  constitution  of  Parliament 
throw  us  over  a  day. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  distinctly  to 
understand  that  I  did  not  introduce  the  Bill  not  knowing 
what  was  in  it.  I  knew  the  resolutions  that  were  passed. 
It  was  subsequently  found  by  the  officers  whose  duty  it 
is  to  administer  the  law,  that  thoy  had  made  an  error  in 
drafting  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  So  the  hon.  gentleman  was  willing  to 
change  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes.  I  am  not  like  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  never  changes  his  opinions ;  I  have  not  arrived  at  that 
stago  of  perfection  yet. 

SUPPLY. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committeo  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway— Subsidy . . .  $2,800,000 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  the  balance  of  the  $29,000,000, 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  10  per  cent, 
was  to  be  reserved  until  the  work  was  completed. 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  on  the  subsidy,  but  on  the  loan. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  thought  there  was  a 
certain  percentage  reserved  on  the  subsidy. 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  not  on  the  subsidy. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  state  how  many  miles  remain  to  be  completed 
at  the  present  time — how  many  miles  are  in  such  a  state 
that  they  cannot  be  accepted  just  now. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  are  about  200  miles  to  be  completed. 
I  think  there  are  about  140  on  which  the  track  is  laid  and 
to  be  completed  in  October. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Where  do  these  200 
miles  lie? 

Mr.  POPE.  In  the  Selkirks  and  west  of  them. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  At  this  present  moment 
what  is  the  position  north  of  Lake  Superior?  Are  the 
company  actually  running  bi-weekly  or  tri-weekly  trains  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  They  are  not  running  trains ;  they  are  doing 
so  much  ballasting  and  that  kind  of  work  that  they  cannot 
ran  trains  yet,  but  they  expect  to  run  them  in  October. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  information  does 
the  hon.  gentleman  possess  as  to  when  they  will  be  able  to 
run  trains  from  end  to  end  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  could  not  fix  a  time  earlier  than  October. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  expect  it  then  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
was  to  have  given  some  information  asked  for  by  the  hon, 
member  tor  West  Durham,  touching  a  certain  deviation  of 
part  of  the  road  which  was  swept  away,  or  was  in  danger 
of  being  swept  away  by  an  avalanche,  and  as  to  what  length 
would  have  to  be  substituted. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  will  be  a  change  in  the  road  of  about 
18  miles.  The  engineer  reported  that  the  further  he  consi¬ 
ders  the  matter,  the  better  he  likes  the  change  ;  that  it  will 
prevent,  at  all  events,  all  bad  snow  slides  and  things  of  that 
kind,  and  will  be  a  better  road. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  understand  the 
Minister  to  say  that  18  miles  comprises  the  total  amount  of 
now  road,  or  that  18  was  the  distance  added  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  the  new  road.  About  3£  miles  is 
the  additional  distance. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  know  the  grade  along  these  18  miles  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  About  160  feet. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Not  along  the  whole 
18  miles  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No  ;  that  is  the  maximum. 

Mr*.  SHANLY.  Are  these  18  miles  so  far  advanced  in 
construction  as  to  lead  to  the  expectation  of  being  finished 
this  fall  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes,  in  October. 

Intercolonial — Miscellaneous  works .  $6,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  a  very  small 
amount  considering  the  sums  we  have  had  to  vote  for  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  But  again,  although  it  appears  to 
be  of  little  use,  I  must  call  attention  to  the  inexpedience  of 
taking  those  little  votes  on  capital  account.  Surely 
$6,000  is  hardly  tho  sort  of  sum  which  should  fairly  go  to 
Mr.  Pope, 


capital  account.  In  all  cases  where  we  make  a  charge  to 
capital  account,  it  should  be  for  some  important,  definite, 
specific  object. 

Mr.  POPE.  That  has  always  been  the  annual  vote. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  just  what  I 
object  to.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  or  his  predecessor  has 
got  into  a  tight  place  in  the  management  of  tho  Interco¬ 
lonial,  the  recourse  has  been  to  charge  as  much  as  has 
been  wanted  to  capital  account.  The  consequence  has 
been — not  solely  from  that  cause,  of  course — that  our  Inter¬ 
colonial  capital  account  has  swollen  steadily  by  millions  of 
dollars  a  year,  of  which  these  little  items  in  the  long  run 
go  to  make  up  an  appreciable  part.  A  few  years  ago  it 
amounted  to  $36,000,000 ;  it  is  now  up  to  $45,000,000,  and 
I  fully  expect  to  see  it  up  to  $50,000,000  within  the  next 
three  or  four  years. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  any 
branches  we  build  are  charged  to  capital  account. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  are  not  going  to 
build  branches  with  $6,000. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  was  speaking  of  capital  account  gener¬ 
ally. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  are  the  items  that  make  up  this 
sum. 

Mr.  POPE.  General  expenses. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understood  it  was  on  capital  account ; 
what  are  the  items  of  the  capital  account  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  mny  not  be  expended,  of  course.  It  often 
happens  that  there  are  claims  extending  as  far  back  as  the 
time  the  road  was  built,  and  it  is  a  proper  thing  to  charge 
them  to  capital  account.  If  they  are  large  claims  we  will 
come  to  the  House  with  them. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  this  $6,000  to  pay  claims  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Anything  of  thuf  kind. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  is  meant  by  the  term  claim  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  They  might  be  land  claims  that  remained 
unpaid  ;  they  might  be  damages  for  right  of  way,  damages 
for  water,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  that  the  nature  of  the  indebtedness 
for  which  this  $6,000  is  asked  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  say  any  small  claims  of  that  kind  may  be 
paid  out  of  this  sum.  There  may  be  larger  claims  brought 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  asking  for  $6,000 
to  bo  applied  on  capital  account.  There  must  be  a  founda¬ 
tion  for  his  request.  It  will  not  do  to  say  that  there  may 
be  a  case.  The  hon.  gentleman  gives  us  a  suppositious 
foundation  for  his  request,  but  before  the  House  is  asked  for 
$6  ,000  or  any  other  sum  to  be  expended  on  capital  account, 
I  think  the  committee  has  a  right  to  know  what  it  is  for. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  answered  the  hon.  gentleman  as  well 
as  I  can, 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
exhausted  himself  in  this  little  effort.  He  says  thore  may  be 
cases,  but  his  explanation  is  absolutely  nothing ;  he  does 
not  mention  any  purpose  for  which  this  sum  is  asked,  and  l 
think  the  committee  will  not  be  justified  in  voting  it  when 
he  tells  us  that  he  is  absolutely  unable  to  give  us  any  state¬ 
ment  of  what  is  the  nature  of  the  account  for  which  this 
money  is  asked.  His  deputy  is  there,  and  he  could  tell  us. 
He  has  stated  it  may  be  this  or  that,  but  he  has  not  told  us 
what  it  is  for. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought 
to  understand  that  this  is  not  a  vote  for  actual  work  done, 
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but  for  cases  which  may  arise  during  the  year  1885-86.  My 
hon.  friend  is  not  a  prophet,  and  cannot  foresee  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  a  repair  here  or  there  or  a  small  claim  springing  up, 
and  in  order  to  provide  for  future  possibilities  there  is  always 
a  vote  of  this  kind  in  our  services. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  would  be  a  very 
fair  argument  for  asking  for  such  a  vote  chargeable  to  in¬ 
come.  I  quite  agree  with  the  First  Minister  that  in  the 
working  of  a  great  railway  like  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
these  unexpected  expenditures  may  occur ;  but  although  the 
sum  is  small,  this  principle  of  charging  these  sums  to 
capital  account  is  one  I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to,  because  it  is  liable  to  abuse.  The 
case  is  not  on  all  fours  with  that  of  a  private  company. 
When  a  private  company  makes  such  additions  to  capital 
account,  it  has  to  pay  interest  on  them ;  but  in  our  case 
millions  are  added  every  year  to  capital  account,  and  no 
sort  of  check  or  control  is  placed  on  the  natural  disposition 
of  the  administrators  of  the  railway  to  gratify  this  or  that 
locality.  That  is  the  reason  I  object  to  these  charges. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  understand  the 
position  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman;  and  it  is  well  worthy 
of  every  consideration  whether  the  capital  account  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  like  any  other  finished  work,  should 
not  be  closed  as  much  as  possible,  and  should  not  be  increas¬ 
ed  definitely  for  a  number  of  years.  But  all  we  can  say  is 
that  in  this  case  we  are  following  the  practice  which  has 
obtained  from  the  time  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was 
initiated  until  this  time  ;  but  it  is  quite  worth  considering 
whether  a  change  should  not  be  made  in  this  regard.  But 
that  is  quite  different  from  the  argument  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  that  we  should  say  what 
accidents  might  happen  in  1885-86,  and  how  this  money 
should  be  applied.  I  hope  there  will  be  no  accidents,  but 
we  should  have  the  money  if  accidents  should  happen. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  remind  the  First  Minister  that 
we  are  now  in  the  fiscal  year  1885-86,  and  I  question  if  this 
$6,000  is  for  any  unexpected  items.  The  capital  account 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has  been  increasing  by 
millions  of  dollars,  and  is  this  item  of  $6,000  the  only  item 
on  capital  account  ?  If  so,  it  has  a  peculiar  significance.  It 
is  manifest  that  there  is  something  in  this  item  we  do  not 
understand.  If  the  Minister  says  at  present  he  has  no  idea 
whatever  as  to  the  application  of  this  money  well  and 
good,  we  shall  know  about  that  next  year ;  but  I  think 
there  is  a  distinct  object  for  this  particular  item. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  “nigger  in 
the  fence,”  no  doubt. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  mean  that;  but  having  regard 
to  the  gigantic  nature  of  the  work,  it  appears  to  be  too 
small  a  sum  to  stand  simply  as  a  vote  of  credit. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  There  are  other  sums  for  capital 
account  and  they  are  stated  ;  but  with  respect  to  what  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  has  said  as  to  the  claims  for 
the  rights  of  way  or  other  claims.  I  know  as  a  matter  of 
fact  that  there  were  very  many  owners  who  declined  at  the 
time  the  payments  were  made,  to  accept  the  sums  awarded 
for  right  of  way,  on  the  ground  that  they  were  too  small. 
I  dare  say  there  are  a  number  of  these  sums  standing  out, 
and  the  owners  may  at  anytime  come  forward  and  say  they 
will  accept  settlement,  or  their  representatives  may  present 
themselves,  and  it  would  be  unjust  not  to  be  able  to  meet 
them.  Most  of  thorn  are  very  small  sums,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  taken  this  amount  for  a  number  of  years  to 
meet  these  incidental  claims  as  they  may  arise. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  words  used  are 
“  miscellaneous  works,”  not  claims  at  all,  and  I  question 
whether  the  Auditor  General  could  pass  a  demand  for  dam¬ 
ages  when  you  take  a  vote  for  works.  I  see  that,  in  the 
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Supplementary  Estimates,  an  amount  of  $53,000  is  asked 
for,  to  pay  contractors  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  the 
amounts  decided  by  tho  commissioners. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  argument  of  the  First  Minister  would 
have  had  more  force  if  we  were  voting  Estimates  for  the 
future,  but  it  so  happens  that  the  year  for  which  this  appro¬ 
priation  is  made  has  closed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No;  this  is  for  1885-86. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Minister  says,  with  regard  to  the  capi¬ 
tal  account,  that  there  is  a  great  deal  in  tho  argument  of 
my  hon.  friend.  A  few  years  ago,  there  were  a  number  of 
second-hand  cars  purchased  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  coal, 
which  were  bought  from  some  railway  on  the  other  side, 
and  were  found  to  be  utterly  useless,  though  they  were  to 
replace  others  that  were  worn  out.  That  was  charged  to 
capital  account,  and,  since  my  hon.  friend  retired,  nearly 
$10,000,000  have  been  added  to  capital  account  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  In  this  way  the  capital 
account  may  be  increased  indefinitely.  I  can  understand, 
where  a  few  miles  of  now  road  are  built,  that  that  might  bo 
charged  to  capital  account.  I  can  understand  that,  where  a 
large  amount  of  stock  or  equipment  is  required,  in  addition 
to  that  usually  used  on  the  road,  in  consequence  of  increased 
traffic,  that  might  be  charged  to  capital  account,  although 
I  think  there  is  some  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  adopting 
that  course,  but  the  Government  have,  during  tho  past  seven 
years,  charged  to  capital  account  the  repairs  on  their  loco¬ 
motives  and  the  stock  purchased  to  replace  the  stock  already 
worn  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  has  always  been  done. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Ho  has  not  shown  that  it  has  always  been 
done.  It  has  been  done  since  tho  hon.  gentlomau  has  had 
charge  of  the  road,  but  it  is  a  most  improper  proceeding, 
because  it  conveys  an  erroneous  impression  as  to  the  actual 
expense  for  working  the  road  for  tho  year.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  charged  to  capital,  I  think,  $1,400,000  during 
the  past  year,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  no  portion  of  that 
can  properly  be  charged  to  capital  account.  We  have  gone 
forward  from  year  to  year  largely  increasing  the  capital 
account  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  so  that,  during  the 
past  seven  years,  that  account  has  been  increased  by  nearly 
$10,000,000,  which  ought  to  have  been  charged  to  the  ordi¬ 
nary  expenses  of  the  year  in  which  they  were  made. 
If  tho  hon.  gentleman  kept  his  accounts  properly,  if 
the  capital  account  was  closed  and  the  expenses  for 
repairs  and  renewals  were  charged  to  the  ordinary 
cost  of  working  the  road,  we  would  see  exactly  what 
the  condition  of  the  railway  is,  we  would  see  how  far  it 
was  from  being  a  profitable  enterprise,  we  would  see  how 
far  in  the  location  of  the  road  the  hon.  gentleman  sacrificed 
the  public  interest.  But,  in  the  way  the  accounts  are  made 
up,  they  are  altogether  illusory. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  When  I  made  my  remarks,  I  did  so  in 
the  line  I  took  on  account  of  what  fell  from  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways.  He  gave  tho  committee  to  under¬ 
stand,  in  a  vague  way  it  is  true,  that  this  fund  was  to  meet 
existing  claims. 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  He  said  it  might  bo  claims  for  right  of 
way.  Of  course,  all  the  right  of  way  has  been  acquired 
many  years  ago,  so  that  must  be  for  the  past.  Tho  First 
Minister  has  given  another  explanation.  He  says  it  is  to 

Say  for  contingencies  in  the  future.  Then  tho  Minister  of 
[arine  and  Fisheries  says  it  is  to  pay  for  claims  to  be  made 
for  right  of  way  not  yet  settled.  The  committee  can  draw 
its  inference  from  all  this  as  to  the  purpose  for  which  this 
particular  fund  is  to  bo  voted.  I  think  the  explanations  of 
the  Minister  of  Marine  established  the  fact  that  this  item  is 
to  pay  some  indefinite  liability  in  reference  to  the  past 
which  may  bo  presented,  and  which  may  not ;  not  for  the 
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purpose  of  paying  damages  or  anything  in  the  future  in 
regard  to  which  no  cause  of  action  exists,  which  is  the 
explanation  the  First  Minister  offered  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Some  time  ago  I  made  a  motion  in 
regard  to  return  tickets.  Has  there  been  any  action  taken 
to  extend  the  time  within  which  return  tickets  are  avail¬ 
able  ?  Complaints  are  still  made  in  the  papers  in  regard 
to  that  matter.  I  pointed  out  on  a  former  occasion  the  in¬ 
conveniences  to  which  parties  are  subjected  under  the  pre¬ 
sent  regulation,  and  I  had  hoped  the  time  would  be  ex¬ 
tended. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  time  has  been  more  than  doubled. 
We  found  the  difficulty  before  was  that  they  paid  no  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  time,  but  the  time  has  been  extended. 

Mr.  WELDON.  There  is  another  matter  to  which  I 
wish  to  call  attention.  I  hold  in  my  hands  a  letter  which 
I  will  read  to  the  committee  in  regard  to  the  carriage  of 
coal  from  Spring  Hill  to  St.  John,  as  compared  with  other 
places.  Here  is  the  letter : 

“  Dear  Sir, — Will  you  please  bring  the  following  facts  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  as  a  specimen  of  the  way  we  are  protected  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  How  is  it  that  we  in  8t.  John  are  charged  $24,65 
freight  on  a  carload  of  coal  from  the  Spring  Hill  mines  a  distance  of 
about  164  miles,  while  a  carload  will  be  taken  from  Pictou  to  Quebec,  a 
distance  of  680  miles  for  $10.  Ybu  will  see  that  this  is  not  mere  assertion 
as  I  have  sent  you  the  proofs. 

“It  is  also  true  that  we  are  charged  as  high  or  higher  rates  from  St. 
John  to  places  on  this  Intercolonial  Railway,  say  a  distance  of  100  to 
150  miles,  than  goods  carried  from  Toronto  and  Montreal  to  Halifax. 
It  does  seem  very  unjust  that  we  should  be  treated  as  aliens  and  foreign¬ 
ers  when  other  portions  of  the  Dominion  have  the  full  privileges  of 
citizenship.” 

I  may  say  that  this  is  from  a  political  supporter  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Here  is  a  bill  of  lading  for  $24.65  on  a  car  load 
of  coal,  which  is  a  difference  of  $14.65. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  rate  to  St.  John  for  all  manufacturers 
is  the  same,  85  cents  a  ton. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  exact  cost 
per  ton  per  mile  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  Spring 
Hill  to  Quebec? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  distance  is  560  miles.  On  a  car  load  of 
10  tons,  the  freight  would  be  $16  and  some  cents. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  would  hardly 
exceed  a  \  cent  per  mile  per  ton,  which  is  a  very  low  rate. 
In  England  a  £  cent  per  ton  per  mile  is  considered  neces¬ 
sary  to  pay  expenses  of  transport.  Does  this  rate  pay 
expenses  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  get  T3^  of  a  cent,  and  when  our  cars 
are  loaded  back  that  pays  well.  I  think  that  rate  just 
clears  it. 

Mi1.  MACKENZIE.  Does  that  allow  anything  for  repairs  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  When  our  cars  are  loaded  back,  we  have 
enough,  at  any  rate,  to  pay  the  wear  and  tear. 

Mi\  WELDON.  When  the  hon.  member  for  West  Dur¬ 
ham  moved  for  a  return  with  refex-ence  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  this  Session,  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  stated 
he  understood  coal  was  carried  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
fiom  Pictou  to  Quebec  at  $10  a  car. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  think  the  case  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
John  has  made  out  is  so  extravagant  that  it  carries  its  own 
contradiction.  The  idea  that  a  car  load  of  coal  should  be 
charged  $24.65  from  Spring  Hill  to  St.  John  and  only  $10 
from  Spring  Hill  to  Quebec  is  so  extremely’absurd  that  there 
must  be  some  mistake.  If  you  will  take  the  rate  mentioned, 
you  will  find  that  the  car  load  carried  at  $10  must  have  been 
a  hopper  car  of  6  tons  and  the  other  must  have  been  a  car 
containing  17  short  tons. 

Mr.  Mulook, 
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Mr.  TAIL.  What  is  the  difference  between  the  rate  for 
coal  from  Spring  Hill  to  Quebec,  and  that  from  Pictou  to 
Quebec  ?  Could  the  hon.  Minister  say  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  I  could  not. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  puts  the  case  very  gently  when  he  says  that  we 
make  nothing  out  of  three-tenths  of  a  cent  a  mile,  and  that 
it  is  part  of  the  price  that  we  pay  for  the  luxury  of  run¬ 
ning  a  Government  railway.  I  have  always  been  entirely 
opposed  to  the  practice  of  running  Government  railways, 
even  although  we  beat  all  other  companies  in  the  lowness 
of  our  rates. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to  put  a 
question  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Grenville  (Mr.  Shanly), 
because  it  boars  closely  upon  the  possible  and  probable 
future,  not  merely  of  this  railway,  but  on  a  good  many 
other  questions  of  very  grave  importance.  Would  he,  than 
whom  nobody  is  better  able  to  judge,  say  what  he  con¬ 
siders  that  such  an  article  as  coal  might  be  carried  for  so  as 
to  clear  expenses,  making  reasonable  allowance  for  wear 
and  tear,  in  his  judgment  ?  Three-tenths  of  a  cent,  as  I 
gather  from  him,  is  too  little.  Now  I  tell  him  frankly  why 
I  want  to  get  the  information,  because  I  do  not  wish  to 
take  him  or  the  Minister  by  surprise.  Yery  important 
questions  aie  now  arising  in  connection  with  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  North-West  as  to  the  conveyance  of  coal.  If 
coal  can  be  carried  so  as  not  to  involve  a  loss  at  three- 
tenths  of  a  cent  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  where  the 
grades  are  not  very  serious,  it  is  quite  clear  that  very 
moderate  rates  might  be  imposed — and  I  think  in  that 
ought  to  be  imposed — in  the  North-West  on  the  conveyance 
of  coal  along  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  Do  I  understand  my  hon.  friend  to  put 
that  question  to  me  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes.  It  is  not  regular, 
but  I  would  like  to  have  my  hon.  friend’s  opinion. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  I  suppose  it  is  the  liberty  allowed  in 
committee.  I  do  not  care  what  the  advantages  of  a  road 
may  be,  I  think  ^  of  1  cent  cannot  possibly  be  otherwise  than 
a  losing  rate.  In  fixing  the  rate  at  which  to  carry  coal,  you 
must  first  know  what  the  characteristics  of  the  road  are. 
Upon  a  road  of  good  characteristics  ^  of  1  cent  might  do, 
but  it  would  be  a  losing  business  upon  a  road  of  worse  char¬ 
acteristics.  We  must  be  entirely  guided  by  that.  But  I 
know  that  the  characteristics  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
aie  such  that  it  is  impossible  that  coal  or  any  other  freight 
can  be  carried  over  it  for  ^  of  1  cent  per  ton-mile,  and  leave 
anything  at  all  in  the  shape  of  profit. 

Mr.  PAINT.  When  Mr.  Brydges  was  at  Halifax  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  put  the  question  to  him,  when  he  had 
the  management  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway :  What  are 
you  going  to  do  with  the  empty  cars  ?  He  said  he  was 
going  to  carry  coal  back,  that  he  would  utilise  them  for 
that  purpose.  Well,  I  suppose  that  is  what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  doing  at  present.  But  there  is  this  in  the  way. 
There  are  a  number  of  steamships  carrying  coal  for  some¬ 
thing  over  $1  a  ton  to  Quebec  and  Montreal.  There  is 
rivalry. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Do  I  understand  the  Minister  to  say  that 
three-tenths  of  a  cent  per  ton-mile  is  the  rate  that  has 
been  charged  for  some  time  from  the  mines  of  the  West? 
Has  that  been  cut  down  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  quite  certain  that 
three-tenths  of  a  cent  is  the  rate  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 
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Mr.  WELDON.  What  is  the  rate  charged  from  Pictou 
to  the  Londonderry  Steel  Works  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  there  has 
been  any  change  made  in  the  rate  he  speaks  of  for  two  or 
three  years  past  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No.  There  is  this  difference:  Oar  cars 
now  carry  20  tons,  and  my  hon.  friend  knows  that  when 
you  carry  20  tons  to  the  car  you  can  do  it  for  less  than 
when  you  haul  only  10  tons  to  the  car.  We  have  increased 
the  capacity  of  our  cars  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the 
rate. 

Mr.  McDOUG-ALD  (Pictou).  The  Intercolonial  Bailway 
is  not  a  commercial  road,  but  it  was  built  chiefly  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  interprovincial  trade.  If  three-tenths 
of  a  cent  per  ton-mile  is  a  very  low  rate,  I  think  we  can 
find  quite  as  low  rates  on  some  of  the  commercial  roads  in 
the  United  States.  I  have  here  an  article  from  the  Mining 
Engineer,  of  New  York,  of  the  16  th  May,  in  reference  to 
railway  rates,  which  I  will  read : 

“  Some  years  ago  a  distinguished  iron  master,  after  examining  this 
country  and  recognising  the  value  of  our  magnificent  deposits  of  coal 
and  iron  ore,  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  great  distances  to  which 
our  raw  and  manufactured  material  have  to  be  transported,  will  always 
prevent  effectual  competition  with  the  English  works. 

“No  doubt  our  ‘magnificent  distances’  are  a  serious  drawback;  but 
the  minimum  rate  at  which  our  railroads,  canals,  and  grand  lake  and 
river  systems  of  navigation  can  carry  heavy  freights  was  not  appreciated 
and  the  influence  of  distance  on  price  was  correspondingly  exaggerated. 

“  Goal,  coke,  grain  and  ore  are  charged  the  lowest  rates,  and  some  of 
the  figures  have  reached  a  marvellous  minimum.  Some  of  the  roads 
are  to-day.  carrying  grains  from  Chicago  and  St.  Louis  and  other 
points  at,  it  is  said,  from  $2  to  $2  50  per  ton  of  2,000  lbs.  from  10  to 
12£  cents  the  bushel.  The  distance  from  Chicago  to  New  York  harbor 
by  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  is  more  than  1,100  miles,  and  by  some  of 
the  shortest  routes  nearly  1,000  miles,  so  that  the  rate  of  nearly  two 
mills  per  ton  per  mile  has  been  reached.  It  is  not  claimed  that  the 
rate  is  remunerative  as  an  average  to  be  applied  to  all  the  freight 
moved  ;  but  some  years  ago,  when  economy  in  every  item  of  cost  had 
not  attracted  the  attention  or  been  practised  as  strictly  as  it  now  is, 
one  6f  our  best  known  engineers,  at  that  time  attached  to  a  through 
road,  showed  conclusively  that  all  over  $2  a  ton  that  could  be  received 
for  freights  for  empty  cars  returning  from  New  York  to  Chicago  would 
be  net  profit.  At  present  there  can  scarcely  be  a  doubt  that  the  actual 
cost  on  long  hauls  over  our  best  managed  roads  leaves  a  net  profit  on 
the  two  mill  rate.  It  was  shown  in  the  Engineering  and  Mining  Journal , 
a  few  months  ago,  that  the  ‘pool  prices’  fixed  by  the  railroad  com¬ 
panies  themselves  for  Cumberland  and  Clearfield  coal  would  leave  the 
main  lines  about  three  mills  per  ton-mile  on  a  haul  of  a  few  hundred 
miles  only,  and  we  have  since  shown  that  the  pool  prices  have  been 
heavily  ‘  cut  ’  at  the  expense  of  the  carrier. 

“  The  anthracite  roads  have  always  collected  heavier  tolls  ;  but 
when  anthracite  coal  was  sold  here  by  auction  in  1877,  at  a  minimum 
average  of  $2.35J  per  gross  ton  f.  o.  b.,  some  of  the  roads  carrying  on 
a  percentage  rate  must  have  received  less  than  one  cent  per  ton-mile. 
The  Reading  reports  show  that  its  cost  for  hauling  coal  from  the  Schuy- 
kill  field  t>  Port  Richmond  (about  100  miles)  does  not  exceed  one  quar¬ 
ter  of  a  cent  per  ton-mile  ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Reading, 
if  once  in  strong  financial  position,  could  take  the  lion’s  share  of  the 
anthracite  trade  from  all  its  rivals.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
though  it  was  before  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  built,  and 
roundly  abused  as  a  monoply,  carried  iron  ore  on  a  rate  of  even  less 
than  half  a  cent  a  ton-mile,  and  coal  at  but  little  more.” 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  A  return  with  respect  to  the  character 
of  coal  on  the  Intercolonial  was  ordered  three  months  ago, 
but  it  has  not  been  brought  down.  Such  a  return  would  have 
furnished  all  necessary  information.  The  grades  and  curves 
of  a  road  have  much  to  do  with  fixing  the  rates.  There  is 
no  road  in  Canada  ov6r  which  freight  can  be  so  easily  carried 
as  the  Canada  Southern.  If  the  grades  on  the  Intercolonial 
were  equally  easy,  coal  could  be  carried  at  a  low  rate ;  but 
with  grades  and  curves  as  at  present  a  rate  of  f  of  a  cent 
per  ton  per  mile  entails  a  loss. 

Mr.  YA1L.  A  very  large  amount  of  money  was  due  from 
the  Londonderry  Iron  Works  for  freight.  Has  the  amount 
been  collected  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  has  not  all  been  collected,  but  it  is  all 
secured. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Has  anything  been  done  towards  collecting 
the  accounts  for  sidings  to  various  factories,  which  sums 


appear  in  the  Public  Accounts  as  amounts  due  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  some  difference  of  opinion  about 
the  amounts. 

Mr.  BLAKE;  In  the  Public  Accounts  they  are  repre¬ 
sented  as  debts  due.  I  want  to  know  whether  they  have 
been  adjusted  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  My  recollection  is  that  they  remain  unset¬ 
tled.  Negotiations  are  going  on  with  respect  to  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  view  of  the  enormous  profits  made  by 
establishments  under  the  National  Policy  and  the  high 
prices  charged  for  goods,  it  seems  strange  that  these  people 
should  leave  their  just  debts  unpaid. 

Applying  air  brakes  to  100  engines. . .  $  78,500 

Sir  BICHAED  CABTWBIGHT.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  would  give  some  information. 

Mr.  POPE.  Up  to  the  present  time  we  have  had  the 
ordinary  brakes  in  use.  We  have  found  them  not  only 
expensive,  but  dangerous.  Trains  could  not  be  stopped  with 
them  as  quickly  as  with  improved  brakes.  After  a  good 
deal  of  pressure  brought  to  bear  on  the  Government  by 
those  who  patronised  the  road,  wo  felt  it  to  be  in  the  inte¬ 
rest  of  the  country  to  obtain  the  most  improved  brakes. 

Sir  BICHAED  CABTWBIGHT.  Whose  patont  is  to  be 

used  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Westinghouse. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  yielded  to  the  plea¬ 
sure  last  year,  for  there  is  a  large  sum  in  the  Public  Accounts 
for  the  application  of  the  Westinghouse  air  brake. 

Sir  BICHAED  CABTWBIGHT.  An  item  of  this  kind 
should  be  taken  out  of  ordinary  income.  To  place  charges 
for  air  breaks  to  capital  account,  which  is  supposed  to  repre¬ 
sent  permanent  improvements,  seems  questionable  polioy. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  much  has  already  been  spent  on  the 
application  of  the  Westiughouse  air  break  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  state. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  When  these  100  engines  are  supplied 
with  the  air  breaks,  will  that  finish  the  equipment  of  all 
engines  on  the  road  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  All  but  15. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  many  engines  are  there  on  the  road  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  160,  I  think. 

Mr.  YAIL.  There  were  $32,500  expended  last  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  all  charged  to  capital  account. 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  a  new  thing,  and  we  think  it  pro¬ 
perly  belongs  to  capital  account.  We  have  heard  from  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  in  repairing  rolling  stock  we 
charge  it  to  capital  account,  but  we  do  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Our  running  power  has  gradually  increased  from  $1,000,- 
000  in  18Y7,  to  $2,170,868  this  year;  and  as  we  require 
more  rolling  stock  to  keep  pace  with  our  traffic,  we  charge 
it  to  capital  account. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  carry  very  little  more,  you  have 
earned  a  little  more  money  last  year  than  the  year  before, 
but  the  increase  in  capital  account  goes  rolling  on. 

Intercolonial  Railway . . .  $  2,400,000 

Sir  BICHAED  CABTWBIGHT.  I  notice  that  the  bon. 
gentleman  has  made  certain  alterations  in  the  items.  There 
is  a  decrease  of  $100,000  in  the  charge  for  locomotive 
power,  $40,000  for  maintenance,  and  $30,000  for  general 
charges,  while  there  are  increases  of  $35,000  each  on  car 
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expenses,  and  station  and  train  expenses.  How  is  the 
saving  on  locomotive  power  to  be  effected  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  informed  that  that  is  expected  to  result 
from  the  heavier  now  ongines  which  we  are  putting  on. 

Sir  .RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  you  expect  less 
traffic  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No ;  but  we  expect  the  greater  power  of  the 
engines  will  enable  us  to  do  the  traffic  with  less  expense 
than  we  did  before. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  How  many  of  these  powerful  engines 
have  you  got  more  than  last  year  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  about  60. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Between  last  year  and  this  ?  I  notice 
that  the  expenditure  was  $820,000  for  last  year  and  $720,000 
for  this  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  got  five  or  six  new  ones  between  last 
ear  and  this,  and  the  old  ones  have  been  put  in  very  much 
etter  repair. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  So  each  of  these  now  and  powerful 
engines  is  to  save  you  $20,000  a  year? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  think,  as  the  old  engines  are  in  so  much 
better  repair  and  we  have  so  many  new  ones,  that  the  traffic 
will  cost  us  that  much  less. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  pretty  difficult  to  apprehend  from  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  statements,  what  the  real  condition  of 
things  is.  A  little  while  ago,  the  hon.  gentleman  made  a 
statement,  which  had  often  been  made  by  Sir  Charles  Tup- 
per,  namely,  that  the  rolling  stock  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way  was  always  kept  up  to  the  handle — that  the  engineers 
were  not  allowed  to  fall  back  at  all,  and  this  was  done  at 
the  expense  of  revenue.  Now  he  says  that  he  is  going  to 
save  $100,000  this  year  on  locomotive  power,  because  the 
engines  are  in  so  much  better  repair  than  last  year,  so  it 
would  appear  that  they  were  in  a  state  of  disrepair  last  year. 
If  you  have  160  engines  or  so  in  the  regular  course  of  things, 
some  of  them  will  be  wearing  out  more  or  less,  occasionally 
one  will  get  smashed  from  accidents,  and  so  on.  But  as  I 
understand  the  rule  of  the  road  is  that  whenever  an  engine 
gets  behind  in  efficiency  and  requires  repair,  or  when  an 
accident  happens,  the  engine  is  taken  in  and  made  right 
again.  If  this  is  so,  I  do  not  see  how  they  oould  have  been 
so  much  worse  last  year  than  this,  that  you  will  save 
$100,000  on  locomotive  expenses. 

Mr.  McLELAN;  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  when  an 
engine  gets  old  and  is  in  its  last  day,  it  costs  more  to  keep 
it  in  repair  than  a  new  one.  The  Minister  states  that  he 
has  put  out  of  use  a  number  of  these  old  engines,  and  is 
getting  new  ones,  and  the  expenses  required  to  keep  these 
new  ones  up  to  the  standard  will  be  much  lesss  than  the 
old  ones,  which  were  finally  condemned  and  put  out  of  use, 
and  therefore  there  will  be  a  less  expenditure  for  locomotive 
power. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  an  estimate 
is  one  thing  and  actual  expenditure  is  another.  Last  year 
we  actually  expended  $750,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  have  the  expenses 
then  up  to  the  1st  of  July.  We  would  like  to  know  the 
scale  of  expenses  up  to  that  date. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  not  got  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  said  a  moment 
ago  that  it  was  $750,000  and  ho  must  have  it  or  he  could 
not  have  stated  it.  Ho  could  not  have  been  prophesying 
when  he  told  us  the  exact  expenditure. 

Mr.  POPE.  Wo  have  not  got  it  this  year.  I  gave  the 
hon.  gentleman  what  it  was  the  year  before. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 


Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  normal  expenditure  seems  to  be 
about  that  amount  all  the  time.  In  1883  it  was  $767,062,  so 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  last  year  took  $60,000  more  than 
the  normal  amount,  and  cow  he  claims  to  be  saving  so 
much. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  speak  as  to  1883. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Could  the  hon.  gentleman  state  the  average 
price  of  coal  supplied  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  last  year 
for  locomotive  purposes. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  informed  about  $2.70. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  That  is  impossible.  When  I  left 
office  I  let  several  contracts  at  $1.59. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  figure  I  gave  includes  handling,  and  so 
forth. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  supplied  under  contract  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  now. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  several  mining  establishments  or 
with  one  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Two  this  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Was  any  tender  made? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  is  the  coal  delivered  at  the  pit  mouth 
and  handled  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  the  pit 
mouth,  or  how  is  that  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  delivered  at  the  junction  on  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  cars. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Which  mines  have  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Spring  Hill  and  the  Pictou. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  contract  price  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Pictou  mine,  $1.55,  and  the  other,  $1.81.  „ 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  price  which  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  pays  for  the  coal  is  $1.55  and  $1.83,  but  the  price 
at  which  it  is  charged  in  the  working  expenses  is  $2.73,  the 
difference  being  the  estimated  cost  of  handling.  Of  course, 
there  would  be  the  cost  of  putting  it  into  the  Intercolonial 
cars  at  the  pit.  The  cost  of  transporting  it  to  the  point  of 
consumption,  and  the  cost  of  loading  it  from  time  to  time 
into  the  engine  on  which  it  was  consumed  ;  but  how  this 
would  amount  to  $1.18  a  ton  I  cannot  understand. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  calculated  that  the  transport  costs  50 
cents,  and  the  handling  87  cents  more. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  average  of  the  mileage  of  that 
50  cents  haul  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  could  not  say ;  the  calculation  is  made  over 
the  whole  road. 

Mr.  PAINT.  What  is  the  total  yearly  consumption  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  the  contract  for  this  year  was  for 
140,000  tons. 

Mr,  SHANLY.  I  presume  the  whole  road  is  now  worked 
by  coal  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Eastern  Extension  Railway . . .  $  75,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  special 
reason  for  separating  this  ?  Is  it  not  part  of  the  Intercolo¬ 
nial  Railway  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  never  has  been  included  in  the  Intercolo¬ 
nial  Railway,  because  we  have  been  operating  it  for  a  short 
time,  and  we  may  not,  perhaps,  operate  it  vory  long ;  I  do 
not  know  as  to  that.  If'  I  had  put  the  accounts  together,  I 
have  no  doubt  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  would 
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have  complained,  and  I  have  separated  them  to  accommodate 
him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  the  good  bargain  we  made  in  Nova 
Scotia.  I  think  wo  paid  $1,284,000  for  this  road. 

Mr.  POPE.  For  the  other  railway  with  it — the  Pictou 
Branch. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  at  all.  We  had  the  Pictou  Branch  ; 
and  now  this  line  costs  us  something  like  $15,000  a  year  to 
work  it,  and  the  receipts  of  the  road  do  not  equal  the 
$75,000 ;  so  that  there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  working  of  the 
road,  besides  the  interest  on  the  investment.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  he  did  not  know  that  we  were  going  to  have 
it  very  long.  That  is  a  hopeful  and  assuring  statement  after 
the  account  the  hon.  gentleman  gives.  Has  he  made  a  new 
contract  with  the  Short  Line  Company  to  part  with  this 
valuable  piece  of  property  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  None  made  yet. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  premium  does  he  expect  to  have  to 
pay  in  order  to  become  relieved  from  this  white  elephant  of 
his  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  said  relieved 
from  the  eloquence.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  treated 
this  matter  very  fairly.  We  purchased  the  road  at  very 
much  less  than  it  cost  the  Nova  Scotia  Government ;  but 
we  also  purchased  the  Truro  Branch,  which  is  a  good  pay¬ 
ing  piece  of  road,  and  I  contend  we  made  a  good  purchase. 
I  do  not  expect  to  make  much  money  out  of  the  running  of 
this  road,  nor  do  I  expect  to  lose  anything.  I  think  when 
we  took  it  over  it  lacked  something  like  $2,000  of  paying 
expenses  ;  but  I  think  it  is  now  paying,  and  the  Pictou 
Branch  will  pay  about  $30,000. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  hope  when  the  hon.  Minister  makes  an 
arrangement  with  a  company  to  take  this  line,  he  will 
remember  that  the  Local  Government  paid  a  large  subsidy 
to  this  road,  and  will  give  a  quid  pro  quo  for  it. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway .  $  210,000 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  price  of  coal  carried  over  the 
line  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  $2.10,  delivered  on  the  Island  by  the  mining 
company. 

Sir  RICHARD  CABTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  annual 
deficit  in  working  the  road. 

Mr.  POPE.  About  $90,000. 

Windsor  Branch  Railway .  $  20,000 

Mr.  POPE.  The  profits  and  cost  of  maintenance  about 
balance. 

Lachine  Canal .  $  300,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  policy  of  the 
Government  as  to  this  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  $300,000  is  a  re-vote.  To  pay  final  estimate, 
section  11,  $82,000  ;  spring  bridge  at  Cote  St.  Paul  $6,000  ; 
St.  Gabriel  basin,  $69,000  ;  chains  and  booms  and  additional 
work  in  basin  $20,000  ;  settling  claims  of  arbitration,  etc., 
$111,500.  This  will  close  the  account  for  Lachine. 

Cornwall  Canal  . . .  $106,000 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  a  re-vote  also.  It  is  to  be  expended 
on  the  works  at  the  upper  entrance;  a  channel  made  and 
the  construction  of  a  new  lock  and  weir,  estimated  to  cost 
$400,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Was  any  part  deepened 
to  12  feet?  v 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes  ;  this  gave  a  depth  of  12  feet. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  All  through  the  canal  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No ;  that  will  be  done  in  the  future.  $106,000 
is  all  we  want  for  this  year. 

Williamsburg  Canal — Construction  of  entrance 

and  lock  at  head  ofRapide  Plat  Canal  .....  $  120,000 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  for  work  at  the  head  of  Rapide  Plat 
Canal,  which  is  estimated  to  cost  $250,000.  The  deepening 
of  the  channel  at  the  entrance  is  estimated  to  cost  $80,000. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  What  is  the  object  of  building  these 
locks  ?  Unless  the  Government  intend  to  proceed  with 
the  enlargement  of  the  Beauharnois,  the  Cornwall  and  other 
canals,  there  is  no  object  in  building  these  two  locks  there. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  reason  for  building  these  at  this  par¬ 
ticular  place  is  that  there  was  less  water  there  than  at  any 
other  point  on  the  St.  Lawrence . 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  depth  will  this 
give  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Fourteen  feet  on  the  mitre  sill.  I  felt  so 
strongly  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  was  always 
right  that  I  have  carried  out  his  policy. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  My  policy  has  not  been  carried  out. 
We  should  wait  for  the  discussion  of  the  entire  system, 
whether  it  is  to  be  deepened  to  12  or  14  feet,  before  doing 
anything  of  this  kind.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  aware  that 
the  revenue  from  canals  has  been  decreasing  instead  of 
increasing,  and  now  the  trade  demands  the  abrogation  of 
all  canal  tolls,  and  we  are  proposing  to  incur  works  which 
are  unnecessary  unless  they  are  required  as  part  of  a  com¬ 
plete  system.  I  think  the  action  of  the  Government  is  pre¬ 
mature. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  it  is  veiy  desirable  that  this  should 
be  deepened.  We  have  done  nothing  more  than  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  trade. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Some  little  time  ago, 
the  Minister,  or  his  predecessor,  stated  that  further 
examinations  were  going  on  over  the  whole  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  channel  from  Kingston  downwards,  and  that  he 
expected  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  statement  showing  what  the 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  deepening  the  channel  to  12  or  1 4 
feet  would  be.  Has  that  work  been  proceeded  with,  and 
has  the  hon.  gentleman  got  any  information  on  the  subject  ? 
In  my  hon.  friend’s  time,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  doubt 
and  dispute  as  to  what  the  cost  would  bo,  but  that  is  a 
good  many  years  ago. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Of  course  a  considerable  sum  has 
been  spent  in  the  Galops  Rapids  since  then. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  not  the  latest  estimate,  but  I  will 
bring  it  down  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Welland  Canal . . .  $  600,000 

Mr.  SHANLY.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals  if  this  $500,000  for  the  Welland  Canal 
is  estimated  to  be  enough  to  give  the  14  feet  depth 
throughout. 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  it  is  not  estimated  that  it  will  complete 
14  feet  throughout  but  it  makes  a  beginning. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  It  will  be  money  well  expended.  We 
have  never  yet  had  the  full  benefit  of  the  Welland  Canal 
enlargement.  The  largest  vessels  now  in  use  on  Lake  Erie 
and  the  other  “upper”  Lakes  draw  14  feet.  In  fact  there 
are  no  vessels  of  12  feet  draft,  which  is  the  present  available 
depth  of  the  Welland  Canal,  because  vessels  will  not  be 
built  specially  to  suit  that  work  in  its  present  incomplete 
state.  We  must,  as  it  were,  do  away  with  the  natural 
barrier  separating  Lake  Erie  from  Lake  Ontario  by  giving 
such  depth  to  the  canal  as  will  allow  of  the  largest  vessels 
descending  into  Ontario,  and  every  dollar  we  expend  to 
that  end  on  the  Welland  Canal  is,  in  my  opinion,  much 
better  applied  than  what  we  are  expending  on  the  river 
below  the  foot  of  lake  navigation.  No  matter  to  what  depth 
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we  make  the  river  and  St.  Lawrence  Canals  navigation 
available  there  will  still  always  be  transshipment  from  lake 
to  river  vessels.  Therefore  the  Welland  Canal  should  be 
deponed  as  speedily  as  possible  so  as  to  allow  the  largest 
vessels  to  pass  down  to  where  river  navigation  begins. 
Trans-shipment  will  almost  always  be  the  rule  at  that  point 
because  it  will  pay  best  to  transship.  A  small  tug  can 
take  through  the  river  part  of  the  route  to  Montreal  the 
cargoes  of  two  large  propellers  put  into  barges.  For  tho 
propellers  with  their  powerful  engines  to  be  put  to  do  the 
river  work  would  be  a  use  less  waste  of  power  ;  putting  a 
man  to  do  a  boys  work.  Somo  years  ago  when  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Public  Works  Department  he  very  wisely  took  steps 
that  the  two  entrances  to  the  canal  should  be  at  once 
constructed  for  a  depth  of  14  feet.  Increasing  the  depth 
throughout  now  between  the  two  end,  or  “  water,”  locks  is 
rather  a  question  of  raising  the  banks  than  lowering  the 
bottom  of  the  canal.  While  the  enlargement  of  the  Welland 
Canal  was  being  debated  at  that  time  I  was  absent  from 
Canada,  residing  in  the  United  States,  but  taking  the  interest 
I  have  never  ceased  to  take  in  our  canal  navigation  I 
addressed  a  letter  on  the  subject  to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Kirkpat¬ 
rick,  the  present  Speaker,  and  from  that  letter  he  read  a 
portion  which  I  find  reported  as  follows  in  the  Hansard  of 
that  year : 

“  The  Welland  Canal  never  can  perform  its  proper  functions  so  long 
as  larger  vessels  can  put  in  at  Buffalo  than  can  come  down  to  Kingston, 
and  it  seems  really  too  bad,  with  our  long  canal  experience  in  Canada, 
the  improvements  now  entered  upon  should  be  delib  rately  planned  on 
an  imperfect  and  insufficient  model.  I  have  always  contended  that  until 
the  foot  of  Lake  Ontario  be  made  for  Montreal  what  the  foot  of  Lake 
Erie  is  to  New  York — the  great  transshipping  point  from  lake  to  canal 
(and  river)  craft — we  never  will  be  in  a  position  to  compete  on  equal 
terms— where  we  should  be  able  to  do  so  on  much  better  terms — with 
Buffalo.” 

I  also  find,  looking  over  some  documents  relating  to  the  same 
subject,  that  about  1^73, 1  think  it  was,  a  large  number  of 
vessel-owners  submitted  a  memorandum  to  the  then  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  in  which  they  said  : 

‘‘We  are  fully  certain  that  the  tolls  on  the  tonnage  of  vessels  [and 
their  cargoes,  that  will  pass  the  Welland  Canal  on  a  draught  of  14  feet 
of  watsr,  over  and  above  what  will  pass  if  the  draught  is  restricted  to 
12  feet  only,  will  more  than  meet  the  interest  at  5  per  cent.,  and  a 
sinking  fund  of  1  per  cent,  on  the  amount  necessary,  say  $1,000,000  or 
more,  required  to  deepen  the  canal  and  harbors  at  the  extremities  to  the 
desired  depth.” 

The  same  memorandum  states  that  the  forwarders  and 
owners  of  vessels  would  be  willing  to  pay  twice  as  much 
per  ton  for  canal  tolls  in  a  vessel  drawing  14  feet  of  water 
as  they  would  be  willing  to  pay  where  vessels  were  restricted 
to  12  feet  draft. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  precisely  with 
that  object  that  the  late  Government  did  take  steps  to  make 
the  Welland  Canal  14  feet.  I  know  it  was  my  hon.  friend’s 
intention  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to  give  14  feet 
depth  to  the  Welland  Canal.  That  bears  very  forcibly, 
however,  on  the  whole  question  as  to  the  wisdom  of  some 
of  these  expenditures  immediately  after  discussion. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  Expenditures  at  other  points  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  My  hon.  friend’s  con¬ 
tention  is  right,  and  speaking  personally  I  have  always 
thought  that  there  was  an  immense  deal  in  it— not  merely 
for  the  reasons  my  hon.  friend  has  stated,  but  because  it  is 
constantly  known  to  the  trade  that  barges  are  used  as 
floating  warehouses  which  these  large  vessels  cannot  be, 
except  at  great  expense, when  they  come  down  from  Montreal. 
We  ought  to  be  careful  about  undertaking  the  expenditure 
of  large  sums  of  money  for  the  deepening  of  the  water  way 
between  Kingston  and  Montreal,  and  it  is  in  that  direction 
that  I  was  enquiring  from  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways 
as  to  the  estimated  cost,  and  what  general  determination 
the  Government  had  come  to,  because,  although  there  was 
good  reason,  I  suppose,  to  finish  tho  Cornwall  and  Lachino 
Mr,  Shanlt. 
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Canals,  there  can  be  no  good  reason  for  constructing  locks 
at  14  feet  at  points  like  Williamsburgh. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  deepening  of  the  Lachine  Canal 
was  practically  to  extend  the  harbor  of  Montreal. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  Quite  true,  and  very  properly. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  There  was  no  difficulty  at  all  about 
the  necessity  of  having  14  feet  depth  of  water.  I  am  exceed¬ 
ingly  pleased  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Grenville  has  expres¬ 
sed  himself  as  he  has  about  tho  inutility  of  enlarging  the 
other  canals  at  the  present  moment.  The  existing  locks 
are  quite  large  enough  for  barges.  If  we  have  to  depend 
upon  them,  as  I  think  we  must,  in  the  transmission  of  grain 
to  a  large  extent,  enlarging  these  locks  to  tho  size  of 
the  Welland,  seems  to  me  at  present  out  of  place.  I  am 
sorry  I  am  not  able  to  express  myself  more  fully. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  observed  the  other  day  a  statement  that  the 
Government  have  lowered  the  canal  tolls,  which,  if  true, 
is  a  matter  of  considerable  importance  when  large  appro¬ 
priations  are  being  made  for  the  improvement  of  the  canal 
system.  Now,  if  we  are  going  on  expending  money  from  year 
to  year  on  these  canals,  and  if  we  are  going  to  give  up  the 
tolls  on  them,  1  should  like  to  know  where  we  are  going  to 
get  a  return  for  the  money  expended.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  improvement  of  the  canals  will  increase  the  trade  to  a 
certain  extent,  but  at  the  same  time  we  ought  to  consider 
that  promises  were  made  when  this  money  was  voted,  that 
a  fair  return  should  be  made  to  the  country  for  it. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  would  like  to  understand  from  the 
Minister  whether  it  is  already  determined  upon  to  com¬ 
mence  the  work. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Digby.  If  the  Government  think 
proper  to  lower  the  tolls  in  order  to  benefit  th ;  trade  of  the 
country  and  get  the  trade  of  the  North-West  to  come  by 
tho  St.  Lawrence,  I  am  sure  tho  country  at  large  will  be 
benefited  in  other  ways.  lam  an  old  man,  but  I  hope  to 
live  to  see  the  day  when  the  canals  of  this  country  will  do 
a  much  larger  business  than  they  are  doing  now.  Then  we 
must  also  consider  the  question  of  the  elevation  of  grain  at 
Kingston,  the  cost  of  which  would  have  to  be  added  to  the 
expense  of  taking  grain  from  that  port  to  Montreal.  I 
believe  that  the  deepening  of  the  St.  Lawrence  will  cost  an 
immense  amount  of  money,  and  we  should  pause  before  we 
undertake  it.  But  I  am  sure  that  the  Welland  Canal  ought 
to  be  deepened  to  14  feet,  and  then  we  should  raise  the 
locks  from  Thorold  to  Lake  Ontario,  which,  I  believe,  can 
be  done  with  $1,000,000,  and  could  be  completed  by  the 
opening  of  the  navigation  in  1887.  I  am  satisfied  that  if 
the  Welland  canal  is  improved,  it  will  pay,  whether  the 
Government  refuses  to  give  the  people  a  free  toll  or  not. 

Mr.  YAIL.  We  were  told  in  this  House  over  and  over 
again  when  these  appropriations  were  asked  for,  and  when 
we  were  asking  for  small  sums  for  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
that  this  canal  expenditure  would  be  returned  to  us.  But 
we  have  had  no  return,  and  now  it  is  proposed  to  increase 
the  expenditure. 

Mr.  SHA.NL  Y.  This  question  of  canal  tolls  will  be  more 
keenly  agitated  from  year  to  year.  It  is  impossible  to  look 
at  the  canal  returns  without  confessing,  however  humi¬ 
liating  it  may  be,  that  after  the  large  expenditures  we  have 
made,  at  this  moment  our  canal  system  stands  a  failure. 
The  hon.  member  for  Digby  asks  how  are  we  going  to  get 
a  return  for  our  large  outlay  without  charging  tolls.  I  say 
that  if  we  were  doing  the  largest  trade  that  could  possibly 
be  done  through  the  canals,  the  tolls  collected  would  still  be 
the  smallest  part  of  the  benefit  the  country  would  derive 
from  the  canals.  Therefore,  I  say,  that  in  the  present  state 
of  the  canal  trade — and  it  cannot  well  be  worse — if  we  can 
increase  our  trade  by  throwing  off  the  tolls  altogether,  I,  for 
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one,  would  heartily  go  for  throwing  them  off.  It  is  in  the 
increased  trade  that  the  country  really  is  to  get  a  return 
for  the  expenditure. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Will  the  Minister  tell  m,e  what  the  reduction 
has  been,  and  what  the  rate  is  at  present. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  two  cents  a  ton  now,  and  it  was  twenty 
before. 

Murray  Canal .  $170,000 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT,  I  should  like  to  have 
full  information  about  the  position  of  work  on  the  Murray 
canal.  The  work  should  have  been  in  a  much  more  for¬ 
ward  state  than  it  is.  The  quantity  of  work  to  be  done  is 
comparatively  small,  and  I  think  it  was  four  years  ago  that 
a  sum  on  that  account  appeared  in  the  Estimates.  It  is  the 
opinion  in  certain  sections  of  the  neighborhood  that  an 
error  has  been  made  in  the  locality  chosen.  I  should  be 
glad  to  know  what  further  information  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  no  further  information  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  The  contract  was  let  on  4th  August,  1882.  The 
amount  was  $1,140,655.  In  1884,  $286,100  were  paid. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAET WEIGHT.  When  is  the  contract 
period  for  completion  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  know. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  thought  it  was  to  be 
completed  before  this  date.  How  many  feet  of  water  will 
there  be? 

Mr.  PLATT.  Is  the  cost  of  dredging  Presqu’Ile  harbor 
to  be  paid  out  of  this  vote  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  part  of  this  contract. 

Mr.  PLATT.  Have  the  contractors  undertaken  the 
dredging  of  the  harbor  or  did  the  Government  let  the  con¬ 
tract  to  the  contractors  who  are  at  present  doing  the  work. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  contract  was  let  for  the  whole  work 
including  the  dredging. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  contractors  for  the  whole  work 
let  the  dredging  to  Mr.  Murray,  of  St.  Catharines.  The 
cost  of  the  work  is  not  separated.  The  dredging  of  the 
harbor  will  cost  from  $50,000  to  $75,000. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  depth  of  water  required  is  11  feet.  I 
have  been  informed  by  persons  engaged  in  the  navigation 
of  the  Bay  of  Quinte  that  it  did  not  allow  a  depth  of  more 
than  10  feet. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  12  feet  at  the  lowest  point. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  It  is  well  known  that 
the  water  falls  in  particular  seasons  very  much  lower  than 
the  average ;  and  if  the  canal  is  to  admit  a  depth  of  11  feet, 
care  should  be  taken  that  the  navigation  in  the  bay  should 
exceed  thnt. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  report  of  the  chief  engineer  is  that 
there  is  a  depth  of  12  feet  in  the  bay. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Has  anything  been 
done  of  late  years  to  remove  shoals  and  obstructions  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Not  for  seven  or  eight  years.  The  bay 
was  sounded  by  an  engineer  when  this  question  was  under 
consideration.  There  are  two  points  at  which  there  is  low 
water.  One,  at  Nigger  Island,  where  there  is  a  lighthouse, 
and  the  other  just  below  Trenton.  But  the  depth  of  water 
at  those  joints  was  12  feet. 

Mr.  PLATT.  The  report  of  Mr.  Page  says  that  11  feet 
is  all  that  can  be  depended  on,  and  Mr.  Eubidge  states  that 
11  feet  is  all  that  can  be  depended  on  without  incurring  con¬ 
siderable  expense  in  improving  several  places  in  the  bay. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  will  be  when  the  lake  is  low. 

Mr.  PLATT.  Yes ;  at  present  there  are  12  or  13  feet. 
Has  the  hon.  Minister  any  report  of  the  progress  of  con¬ 


struction,  of  the  difficulties  met  with  in  the  progress  of  the 
works,  and  as  to  whether  time  is  undoing  what  tho  Depart¬ 
ment  has  bpen  doing  for  the  last  few  years?  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  tell  me  in  what  way  the  payments  are  made  to 
the  contractors,  in  proportion  to  the  work  done,  and  how 
does  the  Minister  obtain  a  knowledge  of  the  number  of 
yards  excavated  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  obtain  it  from  the  engineer. 

Mr.  FEEGUSON  (Welland).  That  is  always  done  by 
cross-sectioning  previous  to  the  work  being  done,  and  then 
cross-sectioning  afterwards. 

Mr.  PLATT.  What  I  want  to  find  out,  is,  whether  tho 
contractors  are  paid  for  the  amount  of  excavation,  or  for 
the  number  of  excavated  yards  they  remove. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  told  it  is  the  excavation  that  is  paid  for. 
It  is  like  any  other  work,  of  course  the  engineer  takes 
cross-sections  and  then  afterwards  he  measures  up  the 
work. 

Mr.  PLATT.  Last  year  a  certain  amount  of  excavation 
was  done  for  which  a  certain  amount  was  paid.  This  spring 
it  was  found  that  nearly  half  of  the  work  had  to  be  re¬ 
excavated.  Will  that  have  to  be  paid  for  twice. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  I  suppose  that  it  is  like  any  other 
contract,  the  engineer  will  take  his  soundings  and  as  the 
work  is  done,  he  will  measure  up  the  excavation  on  the 
scows  by  progress  estimates.  The  filling  in  would  I 
suppose  be  a  question  of  damages. 

Mr.  PLATT.  If  the  contractors  are  to  be  paid  for  the 
re-excavating  as  fast  as  the  sand  fills  in,  it  will  cost  us  from 
$3,000,000  to  $5,000,000,  as  the  sand  is  filling  in  very 
rapidly  during  the  winter  and  early  spring,  there  being 
sometimes  as  much  as  50  to  100  cubic  feet  in  a  single 
movement.  I  would  suggest  that,  under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  something  should  be  done  to  protect  the  canal 
from  the  influx  of  this  moveable  sand,  and  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  make  immediate  enquiry  as  to  the  character 
of  the  work.  Something  has  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
depth  of  the  canal,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  if 
any  representations  have  been  made  as  to  the  width  of  80 
feet  at  the  bottom  and  100  feet  at  the  top  beiag  sufficient. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  may  say  that  both  of  our  engineers  have 
reported  that  the  sand  is  not  filling  in,  and  that  it  was  all  a 
mistake.  Mr.  Page  also  gives  his  opinion  that  it  is  wide 
enough.  Mr.  Page  and  Mr.  Eubidge  both  say  that  it  should 
not  be  wider.  Of  course  everybody  likesga  wide  oanal.  At 
the  same  time,  our  engineers  report  that  80  feet  is  enough 
for  the  business  of  the  canal. 

Mr.  PLATT.  We  do  not  know  how  much  the  business 
will  be,  but  the  object  of  having  it,  say  150  feet  wide,  would 
be  to  prevent  it  filling  up  so  rapidly  by  the  sand.  This 
canal  has  been  the  result  of  very  much  agitation,  but  the 
original  promoters  had  better  grounds  for  urging  on  the 
Government  that  it  should  be  made  than  those  who  have 
urged  its  construction  in  later  years.  The  hon.  member 
for  Grenville  has  told  us  that  the  character  of  the  vessels 
doing  our  lake  Hade  has  changed  so  much  of  late  years 
that  even  a  12-feet  canal  is  comparatively  valueless  at 
the  present  time.  I  find  that  in  Mr.  Page’s  report  of  1867, 
he  says  : 

“  The  principal  reason  urged  in  favor  of  a  canal  connection  between 
Lake  Ontario  and  the  Bay  of  Quinte,  is  the  advantage  which  it  would 
confer  on  commerce  by  enabling  vessels  of  the  class  which  navigate  the 
lake  to  avoid  the  dangers  in  the  vicinity  of  Long  Point  during  the 
stormy  seasons  of  the  year,  by  passing  through  the  comparatively  shel¬ 
tered  waters  of  the  Bay  of  Quinte.  In  order  to  secure  this,  the  draft  of 
water,  should  be  at  least  equal  to  that  of  the  Welland  canal,  through 
which  vessels  drawing  10J  feet  can  pass.  This  would  render  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  take  advantage  of  the  full  available  depth  of  the  Bay  of  Quinte, 
which,  as  before  stated,  would  be  10  feet  at  the  very  lowest  water,  and 
fully  11  feet  at  ordinary  low  atageB  of  the  bay  and  lake.” 
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Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  find  it  necessary  to  deepen  the 
Welland  Canal  to  14  feet,  or  3  feet  deeper  than  it  is 
intended  to  make  the  Murray  Canal.  Again  Mr.  Page  says; 

“  It  will  be  observed  that  the  reasons  referred  to  as  having  been 
urged  in  support  of  this  undertaking  are  entirely  of  a  commercial  nature, 
and  though  evidently  of  considerable  importance,  it  may  be  questioned 
whether  the  advantages  which  the  work  if  executed  would  confer  upon 
the  general  navigation  would  warrant  so  large  an  expenditure.” 

The  expenditure  referred  to  was  $860,000  instead  of,  as  at 
present,  $1,265,000.  In  view  of  these  circumstances  and  of 
the  changes  which  have  taken  place  in  the  character  of  the 
vessels  which  navigate  the  lakes,  it  is  important  that  nothing 
should  be  done  to  lesson  the  comparatively  small  advantages 
which  are  expected  from  the  construction  of  this  canal.  As  to 
the  question  of  width,  this  canal  is  constructed  without  locks, 
and  it  is  expected  to  be  kept  open  by  the  current  of  water 
flowing  from  bay  to  bay,  and  the  engineers  think  that  with 
a  width  of  80  feet  this  will  not  be  sufficient  to  keep  it  clear, 
and  if  we  #re  to  keep  a  dredge  there  constantly,  in  order  to 
keep  that  canal  in  working  order,  or  at  a  sufficient  depth  for 
these  large  vessels,  the  expense  will  be  all  the  greater.  The 
probabilities  are  that  at  the  time  the  early  promoters  of 
tbis  canal  were  urging  its  construction,  it  would  have 
accommodated  three-fifths  of  the  number  of  vessels  navi¬ 
gating  the  lake.  It  is  doubtful  now  if  it  will  accommodate 
more  than  two-fifths  or  ou e-half  of  the  class  of  vessels  Mr. 
Page  mentions  in  his  report.  There  is  no  use  of  talking  of 
deepening  the  canal  unless  you  deepen  a  large  portion  of 
the  Bay  of  Quinte.  Therefore,  I  do  not  entertain  any  very 
brilliant  ideas  as  to  the  future  usefulness  of  the  Murray 
Canal.  I  hold  that  its  usefulness  has,  to  a  great  extent, 
been  destroyed  by  the  route  the  Government  saw  fit  to 
choose.  I  do  not  intend  to  protract  the  discussion,  only  in 
order  that  information  may  be  given  to  the  House  as  to 
the  character  of  the  report  upon  which  the  Government 
based  their  decision  as  to  the  route.  We  recently  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  liberty  that  was  taken  by  members 
of  this  House  in  criticising  the  acts  and  reports  of  Govern¬ 
ment  engineers.  I  do  not  intend  to  criticise  the  acts  and 
reports  of  the  engineer  who  made  the  last  survey,  but  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  the  representations  made  in  the 
Order  in  Council  of  the  23rd  of  May,  1882,  upon  which  the 
present  route  of  the  Murray  Canal  was  accepted,  were 
made  entirely  from  the  report  of  Mr.  Bubidge.  A  prior 
survey  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Page,  and  1  want  to  point 
out  some  of  the  contradictions  in  these  reports.  The  Min¬ 
ister,  in  making  his  recommendation  to  Council,  on  the  23rd 
of  May,  1882,  says  : 

“  That  from  such  report  it  appears  that  of  the  points  examined  with  a 
view  to  their  adaptability  as  a  port  of  entrance  from  Lake  Ontario,  spe¬ 
cifically  the  points  known  as  Weller’s  Bay  and  Presqu’Isle,  Presqu’Isle 
is  by  far  the  most  commodious  and  best  harbor  on  the  coast,  having 
excellent  anchorage  and  enabling  a  large  number  of  vessels  to  lie  land¬ 
locked,  secure  from  all  winds;  further,  that  the  route  having  this  har¬ 
bor  as  its  western  terminus  is  the  one  best  adapted  to  the  requirements 
of  aD  extended  river  navigation.” 

Now,  the  words  in  Mr.  Bubidge’s  report,  on  which,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  that  recommendation  is  founded,  are  these  : 

“  And  the  fact  of  its  being  longer  than  the  No.  2  route,  should  not  be 
deemed  a  serious  objection,  inasmuch  as  the  excess  in  distance  between 
the  bay  and  the  open  water  of  Lake  Ontario  lies  through  the  land-locked 
harbor  ot  Presqu’Isle.” 

Speaking  of  the  same  point,  Mr.  Page,  the  chief  engineer, 
says : 

“Were  the  channel  through  Presqu’Isle  harbor  made,  the  unavoidable 
difficulties  to  be  encountered  in  navigating  it  would  still  present  an 
insuperable  objection  to  the  adoption  of  route  No.  1.” 

Now,  we  have  the  two  engineers  directly  contradicting  each 
other  as  to  the  character  of  Presqu’Iele  harbor.  Upon  this 
same  point  Mr.  Bubidge  says  : 

“The  larger  class  of  propellers  which  run  in  for  shelter  usually 
anchor  off  Ualf  Pasture  light.  A  vessel  bound  down  the  lake,  and 
desiring  to  enter  Presqu’Isle  harbor  by  the  new  channel,  must  alter 
the  course  about  100°.” 

Mr.  Platt. 
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Now,  let  us  see  what  Mr  Page,  who,  I  suppose,  is  an  engi¬ 
neer  of  equal  ability,  says  on  the  same  subject.  He  says : 

“  A  vessel  approaching  Presqu’Isle  must,  before  getting  in  range  of 
the  inner  lights,  with  a  view  to  entering  ihe  harbor,  change  its  course 
fully  270  degrees,  which,  in  certain  winds,  it  is  barely  possible  to  do. 
When  up  with  Salt  Point  the  course  must  again  be  changed  to  norths 
westerly,  so  as  to  clear  *  Calf  Pasture  shoal  ’  and  enter  the  wider 
portion  of  the  harbor ;  in  fact,  the  direction  of  the  entrance,  crooked¬ 
ness  and  insufficient  width  of  the  channel,  are  found  by  masters  of 
vessels  to  prove  serious  obstacles  to  its  being  used  either  as  a  harbor  of 
refuge  or  for  commercial  purposes.” 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  What  date  is  that? 

Mr.  PLATT.  Mr.  Page’s  report  was  made  in  1861,  and 
Mr.  Bubidge’s  in  the  fall  of  1881.  Of  course,  the  answer 
will  probably  be  that  certain  changes  have  taken  place  ;  the 
chief  argument  is,  that  the  entrance  to  Weller’s  Bay  is  a 
changeable  channel ;  but  Mr.  Bubidge  proves  that  the 
entrance  to  Presqu’Isle  is  likewise  a  changeable  channel. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  he  does  not. 

Mr.  PLATT.  Yes,  he  does ;  I  will  show  you.  The 
Minister  represents  : 

“  That  the  total  length  of  the  canal  proper  vid  Weller’s  Bay  is  4  miles 
660  feet,  while  the  length  vid  Presqu’Isle,  is  6  miles  660  feet,  or  a  differ¬ 
ence  in  favor  of  Weller’s  Bay,  in  point  of  length,  of  2  miles.  This  dif¬ 
ference  is  not,  however,  held  to  be  of  weight,  inasmuch  as  the  excess  by 
the  Presqu’Isle  route  lies  through  the  land-locked  harbor  of  that  place." 

Now,  I  have  here  a  report,  as  to  which  time  cannot  make 
any  difference.  Mr.  Bubidge  says : 

“  A  comparison  of  distances  from  a  point  in  the  lake  (viz.,  E.S.E.,  J 
east,  half  a  mile  from  the  main  light),  which  may  be  taken  as  common 
to  the  navigation  into  Pesqu’Isle  harbor  and  Weller’s  Bay,  shows  that 
the  distance  from  the  point  mentioned  vid  Weller’s  Bay  to  the  Bay  of 
Quint6  is  7*37  miles,  whilst  that  vid  IPresqu’Isle  harbor  is  9-81  miles, 
showing  a  difference  of  2-44  miles  (or  25  per  cent.)  in  favor  of  Weller’s 
Bay.” 

Now,  what  does  Mr.  Page  say  as  to  that  ?  He  says  : 

“  A  comparison  of  distances  from  a  point  in  the  lake  which  may  be 
taken  as  common  to  the  navigation  into  Presqu’Isle  harbor  and  Weller’s 
Bay,  shows  that  the  length  from  this  point  vid  the  harbor  and  route  No. 
1  to  the  Bay  of  Quint6  would  be  fully  twice  that  vid  Weller’s  Bay  to  the 
outlets  of  either  routes  No.  2  or  No.  3. 

“Weller’s  Bay,  however,  lies  in  the  direct  line  of  the  proposed  naviga¬ 
tion,  and  has  now  the  full  depth  required;  whereas  the  entrance  to 
route  No.  1  lies  entirely  out  of  that  line,  and  can  only  be  approached  by 
a  circuitous  channel,  to  be  dredged  through  Presqu’Isle  harbor.  It  there¬ 
fore  appears  that  the  distance  from  the  mouth  of  the  latter  to  the  Bay 
of  Quinte  in  route  No.  1  should  be  compared  with  that  from  the  Weller’s 
Bay  entrance  to  routes  Nos.  2  and  3  to  the  Bay  of  Quint6.  This  would 
show  the  length  vid  the  former  route  to  be  about  three  times  greater 
than  that  by  either  of  the  other  two.” 

Now,  there  we  have  a  direct  contradiction  of  the  represen¬ 
tations  of  the  Minister  when  he  laid  this  matter  before  the 
Council.  The  Minister  tells  the  Council  that  the  cost  of  an 
80-feet  wide  canal  vid  Presqu’Isle  would  be  $121,000,  and 
that  the  cost  of  the  same  kind  of  a  canal  by  the  Weller’s 
Bay  route  would  be  $1,229,000.  We  find  that  already  a  mis¬ 
take  wa?  made  in  the  estimate,  because  the  Council  decided 
on  a  canal  to  cost  $121,000,  whereas  the  present  estimate  is 
$1,260,000.  A  comparison  being  made  with  the  cost  of  the 
Weller’s  Bay  canal,  which  was  estimated  at  $1,229,000.  Mr. 
Page’s  estimate  for  that  canal  was  $860,000,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  have  had  this  report  before  their  eyes  at  the 
time  they  made  their  selection,  and  I  merely  point  out  that 
in  the  matter  of  cost  a  representation  was  made  to  the 
Council  which  the  facts  do  not  bear  out  nor  justify.  These 
representations  were  made  to  the  Governor  in  Council  by  the 
Minister  : 

“  That  with  reference  to  the  route  vid  Weller’s  Bay,  it  appears  to  be  a 
fact,  from  the  evidence  obtained,  that  the  channel  across  the  bar  at  that 
place  is  of  a  shifting  character,  and  that  its  position  or  direction  is  not  to 
be  depended  on  after  a  storm  ;  also,  that  while  the  harbor  affords  good 
holding  ground  and  deep  water,  it  gives  no  shelter  from  the  heavy  sea 
rolling  in  from  the  lake  before  south-westerly  or  westerly  gales.” 

I  believe  the  report  of  Mr.  Bubidge  justifies  those  remarks, 
so  far  as  the  bay  is  concerned ;  but  Mr.  Page,  in  his  report, 
says  of  Weller’s  Bay; 
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“In  1857  this  opening  (speaking  of  the  opening  in  Weller’s  Bay)  is 
represented  to  be  100  rods  wide,  with  a  channel  150  feet  wide  and  14  feet 
in  depth  ;  and  in  1861  the  channel  appears  to  have  been  200  feet  in  width 
and  a  depth  of  fully  14  feet. 

“  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  from  the  time  when  the  opening  was  first 
made  the  channel  has  continued  to  increase  in  width.” 

Mr.  Bubidge  says : 

“It  is  not  improbable  that  this  bar  may  continue  increasing  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  cause  the  beaches  to  unite  opposite  the  cove,  in  which  case 
Weller’s  Bay  will  once  more  become  a  lagoon.” 

Here  they  are  complaining  of  the  shifting  sand  and  the 
shifting  of  that  entrance  to  such  an  extent  as  to  make  it 
unreliable,  when  the  chief  engineer  tells  us  the  depth  is  14 
feet  and  the  channel  has  increased  in  width. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Is  not  that  being  accomplished  now  by 
the  action  of  the  water  ?  Is  not  the  entrance  to  Weller’s 
Bay  being  narrowed  down  by  the  action  of  the  waves  and 
the  shifting  sands  ? 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  have  heard  no  report  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  COCHBANE.  Why  did  you  want  the  lighthouses 
changed  ? 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  will  deal  with  that  presently.  With  regard 
to  the  shifting  sands,  here  is  what  the  chief  engineer  says . 

“From  what  could  be  ascertained  as  to  the  original  line  of  the  beach 
and  ridge,  it  appears  that  the  action  of  the  lake  has  been  such  as  to 
carry  the  sand,  of  which  it  is  composed,  from  its  original  position,  and 
deposit  it  in  such  a  manner  as  to  increase  the  width  of  the  bank  without 
materially  encroaching  upon  the  area  of  the  bay. 

“  The  fact  that  the  sand  has  not,  so  far,  been  deposited  to  any  extent 
in  the  bay,  is  evident  from  the  material  in  the  bottom  consisting  of  clay, 
with  no  stratum  of  sand  over  it.’’ 

These  are  Mr.  Bubidge’s  remarks  regarding  the  action  of 
the  water : 

“  By  this  it  will  be  seen  that  the  action  of  the  lake  has  been  such  as  to 
carry  the  material  of  which  the  beach  was  composed  and  deposit  a  great 
part  thereof  in  deep  water  inside  the  bar  (where  was  formerly  good 
anchorage),  thereby  greatly  increasing  its  width  and  encroaching  upon 
the  bay.” 

The  sand  does  not  encroach  upon  the  bay.  Every  practical 
man  who  has  taken  soundings  has  failed  to  find  a  stratum  of 
sand  there.  Thus  we  see  the  chief  engineer,  Mr.  Page, 
contradicts  Mr.  Bubidge  in  this  important  respect.  I  am 
told  that  the  channel  is  not  narrowing,  that  there  is  a  space 
a  quarter  of  a  mile  in  width  of  a  channel  there  now,  with 
16  feet  of  water.  That  does  not  look  like  narrowing,  to 
any  great  extent.  So  far  as  the  change  in  the  direction  of 
the  channel  is  concerned,  those  lights  were  never  built  in 
range  with  the  deepest  channel.  The  contention  was,  that 
the  lights  had  better  be  built  as  they  now  stand  and  the 
channel  changed  by  dredging.  To  say  that  that  channel 
is  not,  at  present,  all  that  is  desirable,  is  no  argument, 
because  it  could  be  easily  made  so  by  very  little  dredging 
or  by  changing  the  lights.  An  expenditure  very  much 
less  than  the  cost  of  dredging  Prosqu’Isle  would  keep 
Weller’s  Bay  channel  permanently  open  and  in  range  with 
the  lights.  I  hope  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
who  knows  so  much  about  these  range  lights,  will  take  a 
note  of  this,  and  see  that  not  a  summer  passes  until  those 
lights  are  made  what  they  should  be.  I  have  been  simply 
attempting  to  show  that  the  Government,  in  the  selection 
of  the  route,  have  chosen  a  longer  route,  a  route  in  which 
we  find  great  difficulty,  on  account  of  difficult  entrance,  and 
in  which  tho  cost  of  construction  is  going  to  be  a  very  great 
deal  more  than  it  would  have  been  by  the  other  route.  We 
know,  according  to  the  engineer’s  reports,  that  the  other  is 
a  shorter  route,  and  has  a  harbor  equally  good,  and  more 
easy  of  access  than  Presqu’Isle  harbor.  The  mariners  of 
the  lakes  have  decided,  almost  unanimously,  that  Weller’s 
Bay  harbor  is  the  best,  and  that  Presqu’Isle  harbor  would 
seldom  be  used  by  them.  The  difference  between  the  reports 
of  these  engineers,  which  I  have  been  showing  the  House, 
is  more  marked  when  we  come  to  the  report  Mr.  Page  has 
made  'on  Mr.  Bubidge’s  report.  It  appears  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  decided  upon  the  route  of  the  Murray  Canal  on 
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Mr.  Bubidge’s  report,  without  considering  Mr.  Page’s  report. 
Mr.  Bubidge’s  report  did  not  pass  under  the  eye  of  Mr. 
Page  until  the  Government  had  passed  an  Order  in  Council 
in  favor  of  the  Presqu’Isle  route.  Then,  before  tho  contract 
was  let,  Mr.  Page  examined  tho  report  of  Mr.  Bubidge, 
and  sent  in  the  following  memo,  to  the  Government : 

Ottawa,  6th  July,  1884. 

“The  lowest  tender  is  that  marked  L,  and  the  highest  is  marked 
C  ;  as,  in  most  cases,  the  lowest  is,  I  believe,  considerably  below  the 
fair  value  of  the  work,  and  the  highest  is  probably  quite  as  much  above 
it.  In  short,  it  is  thought  that  rates  such  as  would  form  a  mean 
between  the  lowest  and  highest  would  enable  a  contractor  to  execute 
the  work  satisfactorily  and  leave  a  fair  margin  for  profit.  But  although 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  lowest  tender  is  below  the  value 
of  the  work,  it  is  nevertheless  75  per  cent,  higher  than  the  estimate 
submitted  by  Mr.  T.  S.  Rubidge  and  recited  in  the  Order  of  the  Honor¬ 
able  the  Privy  Council,  dated  23rd  May  last. 

Tender  L  amounts  to. . . . . .  $1,140,625 

To  which  must  be  added  the  following  items  ; — 

Superstructures  of  road  and  railway  bridges.  35, 000 

Land  damages . .  . . . . . .  10,000 

Superintendence  and  contingencies .  75,000 

$1,260,625 

Mr.  T.  S.  Rubidge’s  estimate  is . .  $721,000 

“  It  has  been  considered  proper  to  draw  attention  to  this  matter  in  the 
manner  above  stated,  for  the  reason  that  one  of  the  main  features  of  the 
case  (the  cost)  has  been  erroneously  represented,  a  result  which  alone 
hss  a  tendency  to  give  the  impression  that  other  questions  of  importance 
may  have  been  inadvertently  overlooked.” 

Here  is  a  commentary  on  Mr.  Bubidge’s  report  which  the 
Government  might  have  taken  into  consideration  ;  and  bad 
they  considered  it,  they  might  have  chosen  a  different  route 
from  the  one  they  selected.  Mr.  Page  proceeds  to  point 
out  that  Mr.  Bubidge’s  estimate  is  $721,000,  instead  of 
$1,260,000.  Being  called  upon  to  explain  how  it  was  the 
tenders  so  much  exceeded  bis  estimate,  he  explains  by  say¬ 
ing  he  did  notallow  for  “rip-rap”  and  “  quarry  waste,” 
etc.  Mr.  Bubidge’s  report,  from  end  to  end,  seems  to  be 
one  elaborate  argument  in  favor  of  the  Presqu’Isle  route,  as 
though  be  had  started  out  with  the  determination  of  secur¬ 
ing  the  selection  of  that  route.  Mr.  Page,  I  believe,  holds 
that  opinion,  too.  I  understand  that  Mr.  Page  never  sanc¬ 
tioned  the  report  of  Mr.  Bubidge,  and  that  he  told  practical 
men  be  never  would  sanction  it;  that  PresquTsle  Bay  was 
not  so  easy  of  access,  that  it  would  be  more  expensive,  and 
the  difficulty  of  entrance  would  prevent  vessels  from  using 
it.  Much  has  been  said  about  the  shifting  sands  in  Weller’s 
Bay;  but  I  would  ask  what  about  PresquTsle  harbor? 
Has  that  harbor  not  changed  ?  Is  the  entrance  to  it  what 
it  was  years  ago  ?  Mr.  Bubidge  says  not.  He  says : 

“  That  portion  of  the  beach  on  the  mainland  extending  westwards 
from  the  sand  banks,  referred  to  above  as  having  been  washed  away 
since  1861,  was  probably  swept  hv  the  prevailing  current  (which  has 
here  a  general  set  to  the  westward)  across  the  entrance  of  Boat  harbor 
to  Shoal  Point  Bhoai,  as  the  former  is  now  closed  and  Shoal  Point 
appears  to  have  made  toward  the  west  and  north  on  the  shoal. 

“The  old  channel  or  passage  into  Presqu’Isle  harbor,  between  the 
Middle  Ground  and  Shoal  Point  shoals,  is  also  found  to  be  silting  up  and 
narrower  than  formerly.  It  now  lies  north  of  the  line  of  Salt  Point 
range  lights,  which  at  one  time  led  directly  through  the  passage, 
whilst  north  and  east  of  Salt  Point  the  channel  has  increased  in  depth 
and  width.” 

Here  is  a  description  of  a  magnificently  changeable  channel, 
and  this  is  the  channel  which  is  chosen  because  of  its  per¬ 
manency,  while  the  other  is  rejectod  because  it  consists  of 
changeable  sands, 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  riso  to  a  point  of  order.  I  think  this 
speech  is  too  long,  and  I  ask  your  ruling  in  reference  to  this 
matter. 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  am  about  to  close  my  remarks  which 
should  have  been  made  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  woro  made. 

Mr.  PLATT.  They  were  never  made  since  tho  selection 
was  made,  and  hon.  gentlemen  have  no  idea  of  tho  feeling 
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which  exists  among  the  sailors  and  the  mariners  of  Lake 
Ontai'io  as  to  this  selection. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  route  did  Mr.  Page  recommend  ? 

Mr.  PLATT.  He  recommended  a  route  from  the  Bay  of 
Quinte  to  Weller’s  Bay.  I  want  to  tell  the  House  that 
strenuous  efforts  were  made  to  induce  the  Government  to 
select  a  better  course.  Friend  and  foe  petitioned  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ;  delegations  came  down ;  memorials  came  down, 
and  a  friend  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  got  the  names  of 
every  vessel  owner  and  every  master  and  mate  trading  on 
the  lake  that  he  could  find,  and  they  spoke  unanimously  in 
favor  of  the  Weller’s  Bay  route ;  but  we  could  not  get  even 
a  survey  of  that  route,  though  it  was  cheaper  than  the 
route  proposed  by  Mr.  Page.  We  discovered  what  we 
thought  would  he  a  better  route  than  that  proposed  by  Mr. 
Page,  but  could  not  induce  Government  to  order  a  survey. 

I  will  point  out  one  reason  why  I  think  the  Government 
steered  clear  of  Weller’s  Bay.  Here  is  a  letter  written  from 
Brighton,  and  addressed  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper : 

“  Brighton,  20th  March,  1882. 

“  My  Dear  Sir, — We  have  just  been  informed  upon  reliable  authority 
that  the  celebrated  George  W.  McMullen  is  at  the  town  of  Trenton,  and 
has  induced  the  municipal  council  of  that  town  to  call  a  special  meeting 
this  evening,  for  the  purpose  of  appointing  a  deputation  to  proceed  to 
Ottawa  to  oppose  the  Presqu’Isle  route  of  the  Murray  Oanal. 

“  This  McMullen  Brothers  have  quite  recently  purchased  a  consi¬ 
derable  tract  of  land  on  the  easterly  side  of  Weller’s  Bay,  and  are  desi¬ 
rous  of  having  the  canal  enter  that  bay,  in  the  vicinity  of  their  property, 
in  order  to  enhance  the  value  of  their  possessions. 

“  I  enclose  herewith  a  rough  sketch  of  the  McMullen  lands,  and  the 
place  where  they  would  like  to  have  said  canal  enter  Weller’s  Bay. 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir,  yours  most  obediently, 

“  Thomas  Wbbb.” 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  A  supporter  of  yours. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  A  leading  Grit. 

Mr.  PLATT.  It  shows  that  Mr.  Webb,  being  interested 
in  the  PresquTsle  route,  thought  the  only  thing  he  had  to 
do  was  to  bang  up  the  name  of  MoMullen  before  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  there  was  no  danger  of  that  route  being  selected. 

I  make  no  charge  against  the  Government,  but  this  gives 
color  to  the  suspicion  that  the  Weller’s  Bay  route  was 
shunned  by  the  Government,  for  fear  that  incidentally  a 
person  by  the  name  of  McMullen  might  reap  advantage 
from  their  action.  I  believe  that  suspicion  is  well  founded. 
Since  so  much  has  been  done  to  reduce  to  the  minimum  the 
benefits  likely  to  flow  from  the  construction  of  this  canal,  I 
hope  that  the  Government  will  see  that  the  width  is  what 
it  should  be  and  that  the  sides  are  thoroughly  protected. 
If  completed  according  to  contract  the  probabilities  are  that 
the  canal  will  prove  a  useless  ditch,  and  the  expenditure 
will  be  money  thrown  away. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  ought  to 
have  made  this  speech  two  or  three  years  ago.  I  am  sorry  he 
did  not  make  it  before  the  Government  went  to  this  expense, 

I  question  whether  this  expenditure  is  going  to  be  of  much 
benefit  to  the  country,  but  1  know  that  every  member  from 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  county  has  urged  upon  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  it  had  a  substantial  claim  for  certain  lands  to  be 
set  aside  long  ago,  for  the  purpose  of  building  this  canal.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  urged  that  upon 
the  Government,  but  now  he  says  he  should  have  warned 
them  long  ago.  After  the  Government  has  decided  and  has 
gone  on  with  the  work,  he  finds  fault  with  the  work  and 
with  the  engineer,  and  you  would  think  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  knew  more  than  all  the  engineers  in  the  country. 
He  says  the  Murray  Canal  ought  to  be  100  feet  wide. 
What  vessels  does  he  think  will  enter  that  canal  ?  It 
depends  altogether  upon  the  slope  of  the  banks  whether  the 
sand  will  slip  into  the  canal  or  not.  If  he  is  opposed 
to  the  expenditure  of  money  on  the  Murray  Canal, 
he  ought  to  propose  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  . 
in  the  ^Government.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  | 
Mr.  Platt. 


much  benefit  in  it,  but  it  has  been  undertaken,  and  he 
is  dissatisfied  because  it  did  not  go  just  where  he  wanted  it. 
In  best  canals  built  through  sand,  the  sand  will  slip  in,  but 
means  have  been  taken  to  shut  the  sand  out  in  other  canals, 
the  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  for  intance.  The  moment  he 
finds  that  the  Government  have  approved  of  buildiDg  this 
canal  in  the  interests  of  his  constituency,  he  pitches  into  the 
Government  for  a  useless  expenditure  of  money.  I  agree 
with  him ;  and  if  he  brings  in  a  motion  condemning  the 
expenditure,  I  do  not  know  that  I  will  not  vote  with  him  ; 
but  this  has  been  agitated  by  his  own  people  and  by  his 
own  supporters  strongly,  and  in  every  Parliament  by  the 
members  for  Prince  Edward  county  and  the  adjoining 
counties,  and  now  he  says  that  the  mariners  of  this  country 
advocate  another  route.  If  I  am  well  informed,  this  man 
McMullen  sent  a  man  through  the  country  and  paid  his 
expenses  to  get  the  vessel-owners  to  recommend  a  certain 
route.  What  right  had  the  Government  to  expend  the 
people’s  money  if  they  did  not  think  that  the  counties 
adjoining  these  works  had  a  claim  on  the  Government 
for  the  money  set  aside  for  building  this  canal  ?  I  believe 
that  was  the  substantial  reasonable  way  urged  for  building 
this  canal. 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  found  no  fault  with  the  Government  for 
expending  money  in  this  particular  part  of  the  country.  I 
only  said  it  was  of  doubtful  benefit  and  the  Government 
ought  to  be  careful.  I  believe  the  Government  made  a  huge 
blunder  when  they  selected  the  present  route,  and  I  have 
heai-d  a  good  many  complaints  from  vessel-owners.  If  the 
canal  were  good  and  useful  where  it  is,  it  would  be  as  much 
benefit  to  my  county  as  it  was  then.  We  feel  aggrieved 
because  the  least  possible  benefit  will  be  derived  from  it, 
principally  on  account  of  the  direction  it  has  taken. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Ever  since  I  have  been  in  Parliament 
we  have  had  an  annual  debate  on  this  subject.  After  an 
appropriation  was  placed  in  the  Estimates  for  the  purpose  of 
surveys,  and  after  the  engineers  had  made  their  reports,  the 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  recommended  this  route  as 
being  the  best  and  the  cheapest.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  refer  to  all  the  reports,  he  could  have  made 
a  good  deal  stronger  case  in  favor  of  the  adopted  route  than 
he  has  made  in  favor  of  his  favorite  route.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  might  have  gone  back  85  or  100  years,  and  have 
found  reports  on  this  subject,  and  he  would  have  stated 
the  matter  more  correctly  if  he  had  said  that  Mr.  Page 
never  made  his  reports  from  his  personal  examination  of 
the  surveys  of  that  canal.  I  am  speaking  under  correction, 
but  I  think  Mr.  Page  generally  made  his  reports  from  the 
reports  of  other  engineers.  As  far  back  as  1854,  Mr.  Page 
reported,  or  rather  set  forth,  the  disadvantages  that  would 
arise  from  the  selection  of  the  Weller  Bay  route,  and  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  seen  that  report  he  will  find 
it  in  the  general  collection  of  reports  upon  this  subject. 
Every  one  of  these  reports  differed  as  to  the  cost, 
ranging  from  £40,000  to  $1,000,000.  I  have  taken 
some  trouble  to  go  through  all  these  reports,  and  I 
find  that  Mr.  Page  never  reported  in  favor  of  the  route 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  prefers.  The  only  report  in 
which  he  ever  made  any  direct  recommendation  was  to 
enter  by  Stoneburg  Cove.  By  the  adoption  of  that  route 
it  would  have  run  through  the  same  portion  of  country 
as  is  now  traversed  by  the  px-esent  canal.  Now,  so  far  as 
the  quicksand  is  connected,  the  information  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  that  there  is  no  quicksand.  I  went  over  the  whole 
of  it  myself,  and  though  I  am  not  a  judge  in  these  matters, 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  where  hundreds  and  thou¬ 
sands  of  tons  of  material  were  taken  from  the  bottom  and 
the  sidos  of  the  canal,  and  piled  upon  its  banks,  if  the 
material  was  of  the  nature  of  quicksand  the  pressure  from 
.  above  would  shove  it  down  to  the  bottom.  But  there  have 
I  not  been  any  slides,  as  mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentle- 


1885 


COMMON'S  DEBATES. 


8307 


man,  but  in  dredging  out  that  material  they  brought  the 
dredging  machine  close  to  the  bank  and  took  out  the 
material,  as  much  as  possible,  from  under  the  bank,  and 
they  did  that  purposely  so  that  the  banks  would  fall  in.  I 
do  not  think  this  Government  ever  considered  the  question 
as  to  whether  Mr.  McMullen  was  to  be  benefited  or  not. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  take  the  trouble  to  refer 
to  the  files  of  the  Belleville  Ontario ,  he  will  find  a  long 
letter  from  Mr.  George  McMullen,  stating  positively  that  it 
was  of  much  greater  advantage  to  them  personally  to  have 
the  canal  route  where  it  is,  than  it  would  have  been  if  it 
had  taken  the  other  route,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers.  When  he  says  that  the  canal  was  diverted  for  the 
purpose  of  injuring  the  pecuniary  interests  of  those  parties, 
he  could  not  have  seen  the  letter. 

Mr.  PLATT.  I  saw  the  letter. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Then  you  could  not  honestly  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  canal  was  taken  from  that  route 
in  order  to  injure  those  parties.  The  fact  is,  the  Government 
obtained  the  fullest  information  before  they  made  any 
selection ;  and,  upon  the  report  of  their  engineers,  they 
chose  the  present  route.  I  am  convinced  time  will  show 
that  the  action  of  the  Government  is  correct,  in  taking  the 
route  from  Weller’s  Bay.  The  channel  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  refers  is  being  filled  up,  and  it  is  gradually  chang¬ 
ing,  and  the  lighthouses  will  have  to  be  changed,  in  order  to 
enable  vessels  to  get  into  Weller’s  Bay  with  any  degree  of 
safety.  I  called  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
attention  to  this  matter  the  other  day,  and  he 
promised  to  look  after  the  matter.  It  is  within 
my  recollection  that  a  portion  of  this  channel  used  to  be 
a  fishing  station,  and  I  remember  years  ago  when  people 
used  to  drive  teams  from  Presqu’Isle  Harbor  on  to  the  fish¬ 
ing  stations.  That  has  since  been  washed  away.  That 
deposit  has  gone  to  some  other  part  of  the  bay,  but  it  is 
now  re-forming  again  in  the  same  way.  No  doubt  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  some  day  find  the  same  bank  formed  that 
existed  when  he  and  I  were  boys.  As  far  as  the  shipping 
in  the  channel  of  the  Presqu’Isle  harbor  is  concerned,  that 
channel  is  not  now  where  it  was  when  the  original  surveys 
were  made.  A  large  amount  of  money  was  expended  by 
the  late  Government  in  dredging  and  straightening  that 
channel.  The  entrance  to  the  harbor  there  is  of  a  gravelly 
rather  than  a  sandy  nature.  When  this  gravel  is  removed  it 
will  always  remain  open. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  I  have  read  the  reports,  and  I  think 
this  work  will  be  in  the  proper  place.  I  disagree  entirely 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward.  I  am  well  satis¬ 
fied  that  canals  cannot  pay ;  but  the  question  is,  whether 
this  canal  is  going  to  be  a  benefit  to  the  trade  of  the 
country.  I  should  like  to  know  why  this  canal  is  not  going 
to  benefit  trade,  when  we  know  that  the  coast  of  Prince 
Edward  is  the  most  dangerous  in  Ontario.  There  are  more 
wrecks  on  that  coast  than  on  all  the  other  coasts  of  Ontario 
put  together.  If  large  vessels  come  through  the  canal  and 
pass  down  to  Presqu’Isle  harbor  and  Bay  of  Quinte,  and 
avoid  the  Prince  Edward  coast,  why  should  the  trade  not 
be  benefited  ?  I  should  not  be  at  all  surprised  if  the  head 
of  St.  Lawrence  navigation  was  ultimately  at  Presqu’Isle 
harbor.  I  do  not  understand  why  we  cannot  ship  on 
I  arges  there  as  well  as  at  Kingston.  When  the  weather 
is  heavy,  large  vessels  carrying  grain  could  come 
through  the  channel  as  far  as  Presqu’Isle  and  transship 
into  barges.  I  remember  distinctly  when  there  was  a 
fishing  beach  where  the  channel  now  is.  The  reports  of 
engineers  show  a  shifting  sand  bar,  and  that  the  lights  are 
now  out  of  range  at  Weller’s  Bay.  The  channel  has  com¬ 
pletely  changed;  so,  if  the  range  lights  wore  as  before, 
vessels  would  run  aground.  The  channel  does  not  now 
change.  It  was  dredged  in  1871,  and  has  become  wider, 
and  may  now  be  regarded  as  stationary.  All  we  want  to 


do  is  to  change  the  direction  of  the  channel  to  make  it  one 
of  the  best  harbors  on  Lake  Ontario.  This  canal  is  going 
to  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  carrying  trade  of  the  country, 
and  if  it  does  not  pay  directly,  it  will  recoup  us  indirectly, 
in  the  shape  of  trade.  The  hon.  member  for  Prince 
Edward  has  quoted  reports  from  the  engineers  respecting 
the  Weller’s  Bay  scheme,  but  he  did  not  tell  the  committee 
that  if  that  scheme  had  been  adopted  the  water  in  Weller’s 
Bay  would  have  been  so  increased  that  it  would  have  acted 
as  a  funnel,  and  carried  away  the  canal,  unless  it  had  been 
held  by  stop-locks. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left 
the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Repairs,  &c.,  Harbors  and  Slides...... . .  $87,000 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  is  a  reduction  of 
$2,250.  The  repairs  on  the  Ottawa  River  are  $5,000  less 
than  usual. 

Expenses  in  connection  with  Land  and  Cable  Tele 

graphs . . . . . . . .  $23,250 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  extent  of  the  cables 
and  telegraph  lines  is  greater  now  than  formerly,  and  the 
staff  has  necessarily  been  increased.  Nevertheless,  the  total 
is  less.  The  amount  for  repairs  in  1884-85  was  $21,900,  and 
for  this  year  $33,200.  The  increase  is  exactly  for  the  same 
reason. 

Telegraph  Lines,  B.C . . . . . . .  $34,500 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  cause  of  the  reduction  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  is  a  reduction  of 
$3,000,  We  expect,  by  changing  the  line  on  a  certain  por¬ 
tion,  to  effect  a  reduction  in  the  staff,  by  using,  for  a  portion 
of  the  distance,  a  telegraph  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  staff  of  this  line  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  A  district  superintendent 
and  32  operators  and  assistants. 

Mr.  MILLS.  How  much  of  the  amount  is  lor  staff,  and 
how  much  for  repairs,  etc.  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Staff,  $21,200;  repairs, 
$13,300. 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  generally . $9,500 

Mr.  WELDON.  1  would  like  some  information  on  this 
item. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  This  covers  the  offices  of 
headquarters  and  travelling  expenses,  superintendent’s  salary 
and  travelling  expenses,  stationery,  and  unforeseen  expenses 
in  connection  with  telegraph  and  telephone  service. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Has  there  been  any  decision  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  extending  the  cable  to  Sable  Island  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  That  is  in  the  Department 
of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  who  is  not  in  his 
seat  at  the  moment.  The  cost  will  be  considerable,  but  I 
believe  that  a  telephonic  service  has  been  established 
between  two  or  three  points  on  the  island,  so  that  communi¬ 
cation  may  be  had  in  that  way. 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  is  important,  not  only  to  the  interests 
of  Canada,  but  in  the  interests  of  the  mother  country  and 
the  United  States,  that  this  line  should  be  established,  and 
I  think;  if  representations  were  made  to  these  countries, 
they  would  unite  in  the  work,  and  it  would  be  the  moans  of 
saving  both  life  and  property. 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  I  may  say  that  we  consider  the  cost 
too  heavy  to  be  undertaken  at  present,  but  a  boat  has  been 
placed  there  as  a  means  of  communication  for  the  present. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  observe  that  the  amount  of  this  service  is 
the  same  as  last  year,  so  I  am  afraid  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  has  overlooked  the  petition  which  I  sent  in  for  a 
telegraph  line  at  Westport  and  Briar  Island,  which  is  very 
much  needed.  They  have  no  communication  now,  except 
overland,  a  distance  of  40  or  50  miles.  I  am  sure  there 
will  be  no  loss  to  the  revenue,  because  the  receipts  will  fully 
cover  the  interest. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  I  am  afraid  that  amount  is 
not  covered.  However,  the  Supplementary  Estimates,  I 
hope,  will  be  down  early  next  week,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  be  able  to  see  what  is  in  them. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  think  the  Minister  knows  what  is  in  them. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Well,  I  think  I  do  know 
something  about  them,  and  perhaps  my  hon.  friend  can  toll 
by  my  laugh  whether  that  item  is  in  them  or  not. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  can  only  judge  from  the  past.  I  have 
seen  the  hon.  gentleman  smile  before,  but  there  has  not 
been  much  in  the  Estimates  to  show  that  it  amounts  to 
anything.  If  he  gives  me  a  hint  that  it  will  be  in  the  Sup¬ 
plementary  Estimates,  I  will  be  satisfied  for  the  present. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVINj  The  hon.  gentleman  wil^ 
see  that  I  must  learn  by  experience.  Once  a  Minister 
smiled,  and  it  cost  a  good  deal  to  the  country. 

Agent  and  Contingencies,  British  Columbia.... . .  $4,000 

Mr.  VAIL.  What  are  these  contingencies  ?  It  appears 
to  me  there  are  a  great  many  votes  for  British  Columbia. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  do  not  think  my  hon0 
friends  from  British  Columbia  find  that  there  are  many' 
The  items  are  :  Salary  paid  to  Mr.  Trutch  by  my  Depart" 
ment,  $600;  the  accountant,  Mr.  Macdonald,  $1,200  ;  the 
engineer,  paid  partly  by  my  Department  and  partly  by  the 
Department  of  Railways,  $360  ;  messenger,  $400  ;  sta¬ 
tionery,  $.00  ;  fuel,  $200  ;  advertising,  etc.,  $200  ;  and 
travelling  expenses  and  contingencies  of  the  office,  $840. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Is  this  the  only  office  Mr.  Trutch  fills  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  He  is  the  agent  of  the 
Dominion  there. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know  the  total 
amount  of  salary  Mr.  Trutch  receives  ?  I  think  he  holds 
several  offices. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  He  is,  in  the  first  place,  a 
pensioner  under  the  arrangements  of  the  Confederation 
Act.  In  addition  to  that  he  receives,  I  think,  $1,200  as 
agent  of  the  Dominion,  and  $600  for  the  services  he  renders 
to  my  Department  from  time  to  time.  Of  course,  if  1  had 
not  his  services,  I  should  have  to  employ  an  engineer  of  my 
own,  who  would  cost  a  great  deal  more.  I  think  this  is  as 
economical  an  arrangement  as  we  can  have.  Of  courso, 
when  the  railway  works  are  completed,  most  likely  some 
other  arrangement  will  have  to  be  resorted  to. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  think  thore  is  a  saving  of 
about  $1,500  in  that  Department.  The  resident  engineer 
received  at  one  time  $2,100  or  $2,200,  while  Mr.  Trutch 
receives  $600  fordoing  the  same  amount  of  work. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  much  does  Mr.  Trutch  get  altogether  ? 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  beliove  about  $5,000,  and  $5  a  day  when 
travelling. 

Post  Office— Amount  required . . .  $2,651,837 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  erecting  any  other  post  office  in  Ontario,  except 
Brantford,  into  a  city  office,  this  year. 

Mr.  Weldon. 
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Mr.  CARLING.  Not  this  year. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  tell  us 
generally  what  the  increases  are  for.  I  suppose  they  are 
for  new  offices  being  established. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes;  there  are  new  mail  routes  being 
established  in  the  different  Provinces  by  rail  or  by  stage, 
and  of  course  new  offices  opened  and  additional  officers 
appointed. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  largest  increase  appears  to  be  in 
salaries. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  annual  increases  amount  to  a  very 
large  proportion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  a  very  large  increase  in  British 
Columbia. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Since  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway  has 
been  opened,  there  has  been  a  daily  mail  from  Puget  Sound 
to  Viotoria,  which  formerly  had  only  three  mails  a  week. 
Then,  we  have  established  a  mail  monthly  to  Port  Simpson, 
and  we  have  also  a  mail  to  Kamloops,  and  as  far  as  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  laid. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Will  the  Northern  Pacific  be  used  throughout 
the  entire  year,  or  does  the  hon.  gentleman  expect  to  send 
the  mails  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Of  course,  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
understand  we  do  not  pay  anything  for  the  mail  service  on 
the  Northern  Pacific ;  all  mails  are  carried  free  over  Ameri¬ 
can  lines;  but  of  course,  as  soon  as  our  own  line  is  finished, 
a  daily  mail  will  be  established  on  that  route. 

Mr.  MILLS.  And  will  this  mail  from  Puget  Sound  to 
Victoria  be  continued  also  ?  The  reason  I  ask  is,  that  if 
there  are  no  places  to  be  supplied  between  Puget  Sound  and 
Victoria,  of  course  that  line  would  necessarily  cease,  as  soon 
as  the  Canadian  Pacific  were  used  for  the  carrying  of  the 
mails. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Of  course,  the  American  mails  will  have 
to  be  transmitted  from  Puget  Sound  to  Victoria. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  With  regard  to  the  erection 
into  city  offices  of  offices  that  had  been  on  the  commission 
plan  before,  I  have  a  few  words  to  say  regarding  the  offi¬ 
cials.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  has  erected  the  Brant¬ 
ford  office  into  a  city  office,  but  I  regret  that  it  is  the  occa¬ 
sion  of  great  hardship  to  a  number  of  faithful  men  who 
have  been  in  that  office  for  a  number  of  years,  and  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  change  have  lost  their  positions.  Of  course, 
there  is  no  political  significance  in  it,  because  they  are  in 
political  accord  with  the  Postmaster  General  himself.  The 
postmaster  says  that  under  the  Civil  Service  rules  he  had 
no  option  but  to  discharge  these  men.  One  of  them  has 
been  12  or  15  years  in  the  service,  and  they  all,  of  course, 
are  anxious  to  retain  their  positions.  I  think  there  ought  to 
be  some  provision  made  for  these  cases,  as  their  claim  is 
certainly  stronger  than  that  of  those  who  may  have  passed 
the  Civil  Service  examination.  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
asking  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  thinks  he  can  give 
Belleville  and  Brantford  letter  carriers  ?  Kingston  has  letter 
carriers,  and  I  think  the  post  office  in  Brantford  equals 
that  of  Kingston. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  before  long  the  delivery  by 
letter  carriers  will  be  established  in  Brantford.  It  is  one 
of  the  most  prosperous  cities  in  the  west,  and  the  receipts 
amount  to  over  $20,000.  With  regard  to  the  clerks  in  the 
office,  of  course  the  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that, 
according  to  the  Civil  Service  Act,  I  cannot  appoint  any 
one  who  has  not  passed  his  examination.  These  young  men 
were  engaged  by  the  postmaster  as  his  officers,  and  were  not 
salaried  officers  of  the  Government,  They  were  aware  we 
were  about  to  establish  Brantford  as  a  city  office,  and  should 
have  taken  an  opportunity  to  pass  the  examination.  Had 
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they  passed,  the  Government  would,  of  course,  have  given 
them  preference. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  last  communication  I 
had  was  that,  if  the  hon.  Minister  would  retain  them  in 
their  positions  and  give  them  an  opportunity  to  go  up  for 
an  examination,  they  would  avail  themselves  of  it.  The 
period  had  passed  when  the  examination  was  held,  and  the 
next  examination  would  not  come  off  for  a  few  months,  so 
that,  in  the  meantime,  they  could  not  present  themselves. 
The  Act  might  be  amended, so  as  to  give  them  a  few  months 
delay,  if  they  were  not  ready  to  pass  at  once. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  endorse  what  my  hon.  friend  has  said* 
I  have  had  occasion  to  interest  myself  on  behalf  of  one  of  those 
young  gentlemen.  It  appears  to  me  that  where  a  number 
of  men  for  years  had  done  their  duty  faithfully  to  the  public, 
although  not  in  the  employ  of  the  public,  the  Government 
should  recognise  their  services,  by  retaining  them  in  some 
capacity,  under  the  new  state  of  things.  The  postmaster 
himself  objected  to  the  change,  because  I  believe  it  is  going 
to  reduce  his  receipts,  bat  the  young  men  were  in  favor  of  it ; 
and  now,  when  they  find  themselves  on  the  road,  I  believe 
he  refused  to  allow  them  to  go  up  for  the  Civil  Service 
examination.  If  that  be  the  case,  they  should  be  continued 
in  the  service,  until  they  have  an  opportunity  of  passing 
their  examination. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  alter  the  Act,  but  I  am  sure 
there  will  be  every  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  take  a  liberal  view  with  regard  to  these  officers.  I 
am  glad  hon.  gentlemen  have  mentioned  the  subject. 

Mr.  TROW.  What  accommodation  is  given  to  the 
settlers  at  Rainy  River,  Port  Francis  locks,  about  100  miles 
from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  believe  there  is  a  post  office  established 
at  Fort  Francis,  and  one  will  be  established  in  a  few  weeks 
at  Rainy  River. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  There  is  a  post  office  at  Fort  Francis, 
one  at  Rapid  River,  on  Rainy  River,  and  one  at  Rainy 
River;  three  in  all.  The  mail  going  from  Rat  Portage  to 
Rainy  River  is  irregular ;  some  arrangement  should  be 
made  to  have  a  mail  twice  a  week  instead  of  one  every 
week  in  summer,  and  once  a  fortnight  in  winter.  There  is 
a  very  large  settlement  now  at  Rainy  River. 

Mr.  WILSON.  In  St.  Thomas  we  have  every  right  to 
expect  to  have  a  city  post  office  there.  The  revenue  from 
St.  Thomas  has  been  greatly  increased,  and  is  increasing 
very  rapidly,  and  the  population  would  warrant  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  deciding  to  establish  the  St.  Thomas  office  as  a 
city  office.  The  Postmaster  General  should  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  propriety  of  making  St.  Thomas  a  city  post 
office.  Owing  to  the  situation  of  the  town,  and  the  fact  that 
it  covers  a  great  deal  of  ground,  free  delivery  of  letters 
would  be  very  advantageous.  The  post  office  will  move 
into  its  fine  new  building  within  a  few  days  or  weeks,  and 
it  would  certainly  be  desirable  to  have  it  established  as  a 
city  post  office,  and  provision  made  for  free  delivery  of 
letters. 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  can  be' no  doubt  that  flourishing 
towns,  such  as  St.  Thomas,  St.  Catharines, Guelph,  Stratford 
and  Chatham,  will,  in  a  very  short  time,  a  very  few  years, 
bo  established  as  post  offices,  the  same  as  Brantford.  But 
the  revenue  of  those  cities  and  towns  is  nothing  like  the 
revenue  derived  from  Brantford.  That  of  Brantford 
amounts  to  between  $20,000  and  $21,000,  whereas  the 
revenue  of  St.  Thomas  office,  at  the  present  time,  only 
reaches  $13,000.  Of  course,  as  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  has  erected  fine  buildings  at  St.  Thomas  and  Strat¬ 
ford,  no  doubt  they  will,  in  a  very  short  time,  be  established 
as  city  post  offices,  and  free  delivery  extended  to  them. 


Mr.  INNES.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Postmaster  General  to  establish  free  delivery  at  no 
remote  date  in  the  cities  mentioned.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  in  view  of  free  delivery  being  established  at  Brantford,  I 
think  Guelph  is  entitled  to  it  also.  The  revenue,  if  not  so 
large  as  that  of  Brantford,  is  very  nearly  as  high,  and 
according  to  the  last  census  our  population  is  larger. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Our  receipts  are  increasing  very  rapidly. 
Our  population  would  compare  very  favorably  with 
Brantford  or  Bellovillo,  as  we  have  about  12,000  people.  It 
may  be  that  the  people  of  St.  Thomas  do  not  receive  so 
many  dunning  letters. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  There  is  a  very  large  postal  business 
done  in  Prince  Arthur.  Last  year  no  less  than  $315,000 
passed  through  the  money  order  office.  The  town  has  now 
6,000  inhabitants,  and  the  post  office  is  kept  in  a  little 
wooden  building.  That  is  hardly  suitable  for  such  a  large 
and  growing  town,  especially  as  it  is  going  to  be  one  of  the 
cities  of  the  Dominion.  When  the  revenue  will  permit,  I 
hope  a  building  for  the  post  office  will  be  erected. 

Mr.  CARLING.  My  attention  has  already  been  directed 
to  the  importance  of  having  a  post  office  built  at  Port 
Arthur,  and  I  think  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  had 
the  matter  under  consideration.  It  is  not,  of  course,  pro¬ 
posed  to  erect  one  this  year,  but  with  the  rapid  growth  of 
the  town,  no  doubt  the  Government  will  be  able,  in  a  few 
years,  to  erect  a  building  for  post  office  and  Custom  house 
purposes. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  While  the  Postmaster  General  is 
giving  great  attention  to  cities,  I  desire  to  remind  him  that 
in  many  offices  in  rural  constituencies  there  is  not  more 
than  one  mail  a  week.  The  country  post  offices  are  self- 
sustaining,  and  the  Minister  would  make  them  even  more 
so  if  he  gave  them  a  more  efficient  service.  If  he  would 
give  a  postal  service  every  day,  ho  would  be  doing  some¬ 
thing  that  would  justly  entitle  him  to  the  thanks  of  the 
people,  and  the  revenue  of  the  offices  would  warrant  tho 
change.  I  hope  that  before  long  the  post  offices  in  rural 
constituencies  will  obtain  a  full  measure  of  justice. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Every  attention  is  being  given  to  the 
rural  districts^  There  is  hardly  a  case  in  which,  where  a 
petition  has  been  sent  in  for  better  service  than  a  weekly 
service,  that  we  have  not  given  a  semi- weekly  or  a  tri-weekly 
or  daily  mail.  Whenever  petitions  are  sent  in  by  any  dis¬ 
trict,  especially  a  rural  district,  every  attention  will  be 
given  to  the  application. 

Mr.  INNES.  After  considerable  delay  it  was  decided  to 
give  additional  accommodation  to  the  post  office  at  Guelph  ; 
$1,000  was  voted  last  year  for  the  work,  but  through  some 
misunderstanding  nothing  has  been  done.  I  understand 
from  the  Postmaster  General  alterations  will  be  made  soon 
and  I  hope  they  will  not  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  CARLING.  My  attention  has  boon  called  to  the 
want  of  accommodation  in  the  post  office.  A  room  occupied 
by  the  Inland  Revenue  Department  is  about  to  be  given  up 
to  the  post  office,  and  it  will  give  sufficient  accommodation 
for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Drew  and  Smithurst  post  offices  are 
only  served  by  a  mail  twice  or  three  times  a  week.  A  peti¬ 
tion  was  sent  in  last  year,  praying  that  one  of  these  post 
offices  might  be  abolished  and  the  other  removed  to  the 
railway  station.  If  that  were  done  we  could  have  a  mail 
every  day.  If  the  Postmaster  General  looked  into  it,  ho 
would  find  that  there  could  be  increased  accommodation 
given  without  any  inci'ease  of  cost. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  shall  bo  glad  to  make  a  noto  of  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  said. 
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Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Postmaster  General  to  an  office  in  the  south  riding  of 
Grey,  called  Glen  Eden.  Last  year  a  petition  was  sent  to 
the  Department,  asking  for  a  daily  mail  service  j  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  has  been  granted.  I  think  this  office  is  of 
sufficient  importance  to  deserve  a  daily  service,  and  that  the 
receipts  would  be  sufficient  to  pay  for  that  service. 

Mr.  HESSON.  There  is  no  service,  probably,  more 
valuable  to  the  people  than  the  post  office,  and  I  think  I  do 
no  injustice  to  any  other  Department  when  I  say  that  the 
Post  Office  Department  is  very  ably  administered.  But  I 
believe  it  would  bo  a  mistake  to  comply  with  all  the 
requests  that  the  Postmaster  General  receives  from  the 
various  constituencies.  I  have  myself  a  great  many  favors 
I  would  like  to  ask  of  him,  but  I  know  the  Department  are 
doing  the  best  they  can,  and  I  do  not  like  to  ask  too  much 
of  them,  and  embarrass  the  working  of  the  Department. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  people  in  cities  have  greater 
postal  facilities  than  do  the  people  in  the  country,  many  of 
whom  have  mail  communication  only  twice  a  week  ;  there¬ 
fore,  I  think  that  the  Minister  should  not  neglect  the 
country  in  favor  of  the  city.  I  also  think  that  a 
reduction  in  the  letter  postage  ought  to  be  made  as 
early  as  possible  to  2  cents,  and  if  I  am  spared  till 
next  year,  I  shall  endeavor  to  induce  the  Minister  to 
make  that  reduction.  It  may  decrease  the  receipts,  but  we 
do  not  expect  the  Post  Office  Department  to  be  self-sustain¬ 
ing  in  a  country  so  extensive  and  so  sparsely  settled  as 
Canada,  and  I  do  not  think  the  poople  will  object  to  drawing 
upon  the  general  revenue  of  the  country  in  order  to  give 
them  increased  postal  facilities. 

Mr.  YAIL.  In  the  United  States  they  have  increased 
the  weight  of  the  letter  to  one  ounce.  I  do  not  know  that 
the  receipts  of  the  Department  in  Canada  would  warrant 
the  Postmaster  General  in  reducing  the  rate  from  3  cents 
to  2  cents,  but  if  he  could  give  us  that  increase  in  the 
weight,  it  would  be  a  great  boon  to  the  public. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  questions  of  the  reduction  of  postage 
and  the  increase  of  weight  have  been  considered  by  the 
Department;  but  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree 
that  in  view  of  the  greatly  increased  expenditure  which  we 
have  made  to  extend  postal  facilities,  we  could  hardly 
reduce  the  postage  at  the  present  time.  Last  year  the 
American  Government  reduced  their  postage  from  3  to  2 
cents,  and  though  they  had  a  surplus  at  the  time,  of 
$2,000,000,  at  the  end  of  the  year  I  think  they  had  a  defi¬ 
ciency  of  something  like  $5,000,000.  We  have  lately  been 
doubling  the  postal  facilities  in  many  cases,  and  wo  have 
opened  a  great  many  new  offices  in  British  Columbia  and 
the  North-West,  and  the  great  distances  between  the  officee 
in  those  regions  have  necessitated  a  greatly  increased 
expenditure. 

Mr.  YAIL,  In  the  matter  of  post  office  accommodation,  I 
do  not  think  the  balancing  of  the  accounts  ought  to  be  con¬ 
sidered.  There  is  nothing  the  people  value  so  highly,  and 
there  is  no  purpose  for  which  they  contribute  so  willingly, 
as  the  postal  service.  I,  therefore,  hope  that  the;,  Post  master 
General  will  consider  this  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
public  benefit,  rather  than  from  the  point  of  view  of  making 
the  accounts  balance. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  desire  to  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  a  defect  in  the  mail 
facilities  through  recent  changes  in  the  time  tables  of  some 
of  the  railways  running  from  Toronto  west.  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  relationship  existing  between  the  Department 
and  the  railways,  sufficiently  to  know  whether  the  Depart¬ 
ment  can  control  the  running  of  trains ;  but  the  hon.  Minister 
is  doubtless  aware  that  a  close  relationship  must  exist 
between  the  two  in  this  regard.  The  train  leaving  Ottawa 
in  the  morning  roaches  Toronto  just  late  enough  to  miss  the 
Mr.  Cabling. 


early  mail  trains  from  that  city  westwards.  The  result  is,  that 
mails  leaving  here  are  delayed  in  Toronto,  and  reach  London 
three  or  four  hours  later  than  they  would  reach  it  if  the 
train  left  here  so  as  to  reach  Toronto  in  time  to  catch  the 
western  mail.  It  not  only  affects  the  city  of  Toronto,  but 
all  the  districts  lying  west  along  the  main  line  of  the  Great 
Western,  and  also  the  Sarnia  branch.  The  main  line  of  the 
Great  Western  has,  perhaps,  to  some  extent,  the  advan- 
tage,  from  the  fact  that  the  same  train  that  reaches  London 
carrying  the  mails  goes  right  through,  while  the  mails  on 
the  Sarnia  branch  are  delayed  in  London  until  the  next 
day.  A  very  slight  change  in  the  time  tables  of  the  trains 
carrying  the  mails  would  allow  the  distribution  of  mail 
matter  along  the  post  offices  on  the  Sarnia  branch  at  three 
or  four  o’clock,  or  at  least  in  the  afternoon  of  the  day  pre¬ 
ceding.  Of  course,  I  know  the  Postmaster  General  cannot 
absolutely  control  the  matter,  but  perhaps  representations 
to  the  railway  authorities  would  facilitate  the  earlier  distri¬ 
bution  of  mail  matter. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  mail  that  leaves  here  at  11  p.m. 
by  the  Pacific  does  not  reach  Toronto  in  time  to  connect 
with  the  Great  Western  going  west.  The  mails,  however, 
are  sent  forward  by  the  earliest  train  leaving  after  they 
arrive,  either  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  Grand 
Trunk.  Every  effort  is  made  at  Toronto  to  push  forward 
the  mails  going  west. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  A  gentleman  leaving  here 
for  the  west  and  going  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway  to 
Ingersollcan  catch  the  train  going  west  from  that  point  and 
reach  London  at  noon,  whereas,  if  he  were  to  go  to  Toronto 
he  would  not  reach  London  until  6  p.m.  If  it  were  possible 
to  arrange  to  have  mail  matter  for  London  and  district  sent 
to  Ingersoll,  there  would  be  an  earlier  distribution. 

Mr.  FARROW.  The  mail  that  leaves  here  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  arrives  in  Toronto  shortly  after 
8  o’clock,  and  the  Grand  Trunk  does  not  leave  till  9:25.  If 
clerks  were  on  the  train,  the  mail  matter  might  be  for¬ 
warded  by  that  Grand  Trunk  train. 

Mr,  CARLING.  I  am  quite  sure  letters  are  sent  on  by 
the  train  leaving  Toronto  immediately  after  the  arrival  of 
the  mail.  There  has  recently  been  a  change  in  the  time 
table,  which  has  prevented  connection  being  made.  We 
have,  of  course,  no  power  to  regulate  the  time  of  the  trains  ; 
but  we  do  everything  we  can  to  secure  connection  at 
Toronto. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail)  has 
referred  to  a  matter  of  very  considerable  public  interest,  and 
that  is  with  respect  to  a  reduction  of  postage  and  increased 
weight  of  letters.  Those  are  two  entirely  distinct  propo¬ 
sitions.  I  can  understand  how  the  Postmaster  General 
might  objoct  to  a  reduction  of  postage  at  the  present  time, 
when  there  is  a  falling  revenue.  If  we  were  enjoying  a  period 
of  prosperity,  the  loss  would  be  more  than  restored  by  the 
increased  number  of  letters.  The  question  in  regard  to 
increased  weight  of  letters  is  a  somewhat  different  one.  It 
would  not  seriously  affect  the  revenue.  The  mails  are  not 
over-weighted,  and  it  might  be  possible  to  increase  the 
weight  from  half  an  ounce  to  one  ounce.  This  change  might 
make  a  difference  to  some  persons  carrying  on  correspond¬ 
ence,  and  might  enable  people  to  write  longer  letters  or 
write  them  on  better  paper. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No  change  of  that  kind  can  be  made 
without  changing  the  Post  Office  Act.  The  Americans 
adopted  the  change  on  the  1st  July.  We  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  what  the  result  will  be,  and  what  the 
loss  of  revenue  will  be,  and  then  we  will  be  better  able  to 
judge  of  the  matter. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  made 
any  calculations  as  to  the  number  of  letters  going  through 
the  post  paying  double  postage. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  not 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  I  observed,  not  long  ago,  that  the  post 
office  authorities  in  the  United  States  estimated  that  a  con¬ 
siderable  loss  would  result  from  the  reduction  of  the  rate 
of  postage  from  3  cents  to  2  cents,  the  amount  being  about 
one-tenth  ot  the  revenue. 

Towards  deepening  Welland  Canal  to  14  feet 
throughout . . .  $500,000 

Mr.  TAIL.  Is  it  understood  that  it  is  the  intention  to 
deepen  this  canal  to  14  feet.  I  did  not  understand  it  so  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  intention  is  to  give  14  feet  navigation^ 

Mr.  SHANLY.  How  soon  is  it  contemplated  that  this 
expenditure  will  result  in  giving  you  14  feet  on  the  Welland. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  we  had  been  able  to  let  the  contracts,  it 
would  have  been  completed  by  July  or  August  next,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  now  it  will  take  next  season. 

Trent  River  Navigation  .  $113,000 

Mr.  TAIL.  What  do  the  receipts  of  this  canal  amount  to  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  for  constructing  locks  and  the 
improvement  of  navigation  between  Lakefield  and  Balsam 
Lake ;  only  a  certain  portion  of  the  system  has  been  in 
operation. 

Mr.  TAIL.  I  find  that  a  certain  sum  is  put  down  annually 
for  expenses  and  repairs,  and  it  seems  to  me  a  very  large 
expenditure,  unless  there  are  receipts  from  it.  Surely  there 
must  be  some  tolls.  It  seems  an  easy  thing  to  vote  these 
large  sums  for  Ontario,  while  we,  in  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
find  it  difficult  to  get  $3,000  or  $2,000  for  a  pier,  or  some 
other  small  work,  which  may  be  of  importance  the  whole 
year  around — while  this  canal  is  only  used  in  the  summer 
and  autumn  months. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  understand 
the  geography  of  the  country  through  which  this  canal 
passes,  though,  of  course,  it  is  quite  right  for  any  hon. 
gentleman  to  obtain  all  the  information  on  this  or  other 
proposed  votes.  We  are  not  now  discussing  the  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  country  has  pledged  itself  to  this 
Trent  Yalley  Canal.  That  section  of  country  has  been 
looking  forward  for  a  long  time  when  it  might  have  a  great 
canal  system  connecting  the  northern  system  of  waters 
with  Lake  Ontario.  Whether  this  system  Will  be  as  success¬ 
ful  as  it  is  hoped  for,  I  am  unable  to  say.  There  are  various 
theories  expressed  on  that  point,  but  the  House,  some  time 
ag°>  pledged  itself  to  this  system  of  internal  development, 
and  I  suppose  if  the  House  should  now  discontinue  this  work, 
considerable  sums  already  expended  would  be  rendered 
useless.  Perhaps  the  Minister  will  inform  me  if  I  am  correct 
in  saying  that  this  is  part  of  a  scheme  for  a  through  system  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  idea  being  to  continue  this  expendi¬ 
ture,  until  ultimately  you  connect  the  northern  waters  with 
Lake  Ontario,  by  means  of  a  canal  system. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  Georgian  Bay  and  tho  Bay  of  Quinte  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes.  Before  concluding,  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  Minister  of  Railways  if  ho  can  give  us  an  idea 
when  the  canal  system  will  be  completed  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Part  of  that  canal  was  built  in  1818. 

Mr.  POPE.  Of  course,  these  works  are  quite  independent 
of  other  works,  of  which  surveys  have  to  be  made,  but  the 
tin  e  when  they  will  be  completed  is  a  matter  which  cannot 
be  decided  yet.  For  instance,  there  is  the  Fonelon  Fulls 
Canal,  for  which  Mr.  Manning  is  tho  contractor,  and  which 


is  to  cost  $120,000,  and  to  be  completed  this  year ;  tho 
depth  of  the  water  is  to  be  5J  feet.  Then  there  is  the 
Buckhorn  Canal,  George  Goodwin,  contractor,  and  the  cost, 
$91,600,  and  that  will  be  completed  this  year.  Then  there 
is  Burleigh  Canal,  George  Goodwin,  contractor,  and  the 
cost  $176,700,  of  which  $60,000  is  to  be  expended  this  year. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  was  under  the  Ontario  Government 
once. 

Mr.  BOWELL,  Before  the  late  Dominion  Government 
went  out  of  power,  they  passed  an  Order  in  Council  trans¬ 
ferring  the  whole  of  the  Trent  works  to  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  but  the  Local  Government  failed  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  law  to  make  the  transfer  valid,  and  when 
the  present  Dominion  Government  came  into  power  we 
thought  the  work  of  sufficient  Dominion  importance  not  to 
carry  out  that  arrangement,  and  we  annulled  it.  I  might 
mention  to  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail)  that  part 
of  these  works  were  built  soon  after  1812,  when  the  scheme 
was  first  adopted.  Some  of  the  locks  were  getting  into 
decay,  and  in  order  to  utilise  the  inland  waters  as  much  as 
possible,  those  locks,  and  that  portion  of  the  canal,  particu¬ 
larly,  at  Chisholm’s  Rapids,  have  been  put  into  repair,  to 
keep  them  from  rotting,  so  that  when  the  system  is  com¬ 
plete  they  can  bo  used. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr. 
Mulock)  seems  to  think  I  do  not  understand  the  geography 
of  the  country.  I  have  travelled  a  little  through  Ontario. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  friend  has  had  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  travelling  through  the  Maritime  Provinces  or  not ; 
but  if  he  takes  a  trip  down  that  way,  he  will  find  that  these 
little  ponds  and  creeks  in  Ontario  are  insignificant  in  com¬ 
parison  with  the  broad  Atlantic  ;  he  will  see  that  we  are  a 
maritime  people ;  that  we  want  a  trade  with  all  the  world  ; 
that  a  large  proportion  of  our  people  are  on  the  water  all 
the  year  round,  and  that  we  require  breakwaters  and  piers, 
such  as  are  not  required  in  the  Upper  Provinces.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  objection  to  any  grants  being  made  that 
will  increase  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  Upper  Pro¬ 
vinces  ;  but  I  merely  take  advantage  of  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  point  out  to  the  Government  that  while 
we  are  spending  these  large  sums  for  canal 
accommodation  in  the  Upper  Provinces  our  public 
works  in  the  Lower  Provinces  are  in  a  state  of  decay,  and 
that  unless  something  is  done  very  soon  I  am  sure  our 
trade  will  suffer ;  and  I  am  sure  no  expenditure  could  bo 
made  that  our  people  would  value  more  than  an  expendi¬ 
ture  in  connection  with  navigation  securities.  Reference 
has  been  made  to  the  former  Government.  I  may  say  that 
the  average  expen diture  for  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia 
during  the  four  years  I  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  something  like  $240,000  a  year,  whereas  I 
find  in  the  Estimates  brought  down  now  a  sum  of  $1,500  for 
the  whole  Province  of  Nova  Scotia ;  and  last  year  the 
amount  was  $40,000.  I  do  not,  of  course,  know  what  tho 
Supplementary  Estimates  will  show,  but  I  hope  it  will  be 
something  large.  I  hope  this  matter  will  be  taken  into 
the  consideration  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Ministor  of 
Railways  and  Canals  if  any  expenditure  has  been  decided 
upon,  or  whether  any  plan  has  been  considered  for  con¬ 
necting  the  Trent  waters  with  the  upper  waters  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No  plan  has  boon  decided  upon.  Surveys 
are  going  on,  and  when  the  reports  are  in  we  shall  decide. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Where  are  the  surveys  going  on  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  In  the  upper  waters.  1  think  the  hon, 
member  for  North  York  was  a  little  severe  on  tho  hon. 
member  for  Digby.  He  has  travelled  a  good  deal ;  as  ho 
says,  he  has  been  often  afloat,  and  as  he  is  a  man  of  years, 
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surely  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  should  deal  a  little 
mildly  with  him. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  we  should  not  get  into  deep 
water  among  ourselves.  Of  course,  I  did  not  mean  anything 
towards  my  friend  from  Digby.  It  is  quite  impossible  for 
us,  in  this  extensive  Dominion,  extending  3,000  or  4,000 
miles  between  the  oceans,  to  be  familiar  with  the  various 
localities  of  the  country.  I  am  very  glad,  however,  that 
my  hon.  friend  from  Digby  takes  sufficient  interest  in 
Ontario  to  enquire  into  the  expenditures  there,  and  having 
found  out  the  advantage  of  these  works  I  am  sure  he  will 
approve  of  them.  However,  I  am  thankful  to  the  hon. 
Minister  for  attempting  to  reconcile  friends  here.  Now,  I 
want  to  ask  what  are  the  prospects  of  this  canal  being 
available,  and  the  main  object  of  this  scheme  being  attained. 
It  is  some  years  since  the  Government  undertook  the  work, 
and,  if  I  remember  rightly,  they  embarked  in  it  with  the 
assurance  to  the  public  that  they  would  be  able  ultimately 
to  connect  the  two  waters. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  As  soon  as  the  resources  of  the  country 
would  justify.  When  the  Government - 

Mr.  MULOCK.  When  the  Government  recommended 
this  expenditure  to  the  House,  they  justified  it  on  the  ground 
that  this  was  going  to  be  a  through  system,  not  local  or  pro¬ 
vincial,  but  one  that  would  afford  a  highway  between  the 
east  and  the  west. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton.)  From  Chicago  to  the 
ocean,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes ;  it  was  to  bo  a  grand  highway  on 
the  water,  like  a  railway  on  the  land.  This  expenditure  has 
been  going  on  for  some  years,  aud  the  question  is,  when  is 
the  object  of  this  scheme  likely  to  be  attained  ?  Can  we 
have  any  information  on  that  point  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  not,  because  the  surveyors  are  at 
work,  and  they  have  been  making  their  plans  and  reports, 
so  that  we  have  not  been  able  yet  to  make  up  our  minds. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  from  North 
York  need  not  be  afraid  of  getting  into  too  deep  water,  as  the 
depth  of  water  will  be  about  5J  feet.  I  think  the  plan  we 
are  pursuing  is  the  wiser  one.  There  is  a  long  stretch  of 
water,  and  by  making  short  pieces  of  canal  in  the  rock, 
here  and  there,  you  can  utilise  these  waters  for  local  pur¬ 
poses.  Each  lock  built,  though  it  may  be  some  years  before 
it  can  be  used  for  traffic  purposes, will  be  useful  for  internal 
purposes.  The  hon.  member  for  North  York  referred  to 
this  as  a  grand  route. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  SHANLY.  It  will  never  be  a  grand  route,  because 
it  will  be  utterly  impossible  to  utilise  it,  beyond  the  depth 
of  5J  feet,  and  where  we  have  such  great  depths  of  waters 
on  each  side,  the  St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa  waters,  it  will 
be  impossible  to  make  use  of  the  Trent  Canal  in  any  other 
way  than  for  internal  purposes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie)  came  to  the  conclusion  that  this  canal,  in  so  far  as 
constructed,  was  a  work  essentially  provincial,  within  the 
jurisdiction  and  power  of  the  Local  Government.  The  ob¬ 
servations  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grenville  (Mr. 
Shanly)  have  only  served  to  show  that  the  position  taken 
by  the  former  Government  was  the  right  one.  I  am  not 
going  to  criticise  the  appropriation  made  for  this  purpose. 
It  may  be  necessary,  in  order  to  extend  the  advantages  of 
this  work  to  a  considerable  section  of  the  community; 
but  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Grenville  show 
that  he  does  not  consider  it  wise  on  the  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  press  forward  a  work  so  as  to  connect  the  waters 
of  the  Georgian  Bay  with  Lake  Ontario,  at  the  present 
time.  He  thinks  it  should  bo  pushed  forward  gradually,  be- 
Mr.  Pope. 


cause,  oven  though  completed,  it  would  not  become  a 
general  route  for  trade,  All  these  observations  confirm  the 
propriety  of  the  course  of  the  former  Administration,  and 
show  the  impropriety  of  the  course  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  dare  say  that  a  large 
section  of  the  country  through  which  this  system  goes 
will  be  quite  satisfied  to  pardon  the  constitutional  breach 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  talking  about,  for  the  sake  of 
having  the  canal.  The  system  is  a  very  old  one.  It 
has  been  reported  on  by  many  able  engineers,  and  at  last 
the  Government  adopted  the  idea  of  making  it  a  permanent 
work  by  connecting  the  two  great  waterways.  It  may  be, 
it  cannot  compete  in  all  respects  with  other  and  deeper 
waters  and  with  a  railway  system,  but  it  will  be  substanti¬ 
ally  a  Dominion  work,  connecting  the  two  waters,  and  at 
the  same  time  of  great  advantage  to  the  fine  district  of 
country  through  which  it  passes.  The  hon.  member  for 
Grenville  (Mr.  Shanly)  has  fully  described  the  policy  of  the 
Government  when  he  said  the  ultimate  object  was  to  con¬ 
nect  the  two  waterways,  but  to  go  on  with  the  work  by 
degrees,  connecting  these  internal  waters  by  artificial  means 
in  every  spot  whore  they  could  be  locally  useful,  until  the 
resources  of  the  country  would  allow  the  completion  of  the 
work  in  the  Dominion  sense ;  that  is  the  sense  in  which 
the  appropriations  are  asked  for. 

Mr.  PLATT.  The  Auditor  General’s  accounts  would  lead 
us  to  suppose  the  progress  of  the  work  is  quite  satisfactory. 
No  less  than  $2,236  were  paid  to  A.  F.  Wood  and  Wilkinson 
for  valuating  land  expropriated  on  that  contract.  That 
would  constitute  a  large  portion  of  the  route  of  the  canal ; 
but  those  parties  were  paid  $3,500  for  valuating  property 
on  the  Murray  Canal  worth  $1,800. 

Mr.  TAIL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  now  asking  us  to 
make  an  appropriation,  and  cannot  give  information  regard¬ 
ing  it.  If  he  has  not  floated  down  the  canal,  I  would  like 
him  to  wade  through  it,  so  as  to  be  in  a  position  to  tell  us 
something  about  it,  what  it  is  being  built  for  aud  what  wo 
have  to  expect  when  it  is  completed. 

St.  Peter’s  Canal . . . . . . . .  . $  2,500 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  St.  Peter’s  Canal  was  never  finished, 
but  I  have  not  the  same  doleful  account  to  give  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail)  has  given.  The 
Government  spent  last  year  some  $20,000  there,  and  im¬ 
proved  it  very  much.  The  sides  of  the  canal  were  left  with 
jagged  rocks  to  tear  the  vessels’  sides  and  bulwarks  out  as 
they  passed  through.  There  was  not  a  post  or  a  ring  bolt  to 
fasten  a  line  to,  but  that  has  been  remedied  in  a  great  measure. 
It  will  require  probably  some  $30,000  to  complete,  aud  make 
the  work  entirely  serviceable. 

Mr.  YAIL.  This  work  pays  something.  The  receipts 
last  year  wore  $2,193. 

Works  necessary  to  increase  the  supply  of  water  to 

the  Rideau  Canal  and  the  Gauanoque  River...  $  20, COO 

Mr.  MILLS.  Will  tho  hon.  gentleman  stato  why  so  large 
a  sum  is  being  spent,  because,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  canal  is 
hardly  used  at  all  ? 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  total  receipts  last  year  were  $7,000,  and 
tho  expenditure  was  $36,000. 

Mr.  POPE.  Tho  dam  at  Devil’s  Lake  was  built  45  years 
ago  and  was  rebuilt  in  1872.  Some  claims  for  damages  not 
having  been  recognised,  some  dissatisfied  person  tore  up  the 
dam  in  1876,  and  it  has  not  been  reconstructed.  The  result 
was,  that  the  mills  at  Gananoque  and  at  other  places  on  the 
route  ceasod  running,  as,  in  the  dry  season,  they  could  not 
find  sufficient  water.  They  asked  us  either  to  furnish  the 
water  or  to  pay  them  for  the  damages  they  sustained. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  In  what  way  did  the  Government  come 
under  obligation  to  these  parties  for  damages  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Because  they  built  the  dam.  I  do  not  say 
we  are  liable  to  damages,  but  they  claimed  it.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  reconstruct  the  dam  and  to  build  three  others  on 
the  canal. 

Mr.  WILSON.  If  the  Government  is  going  to  assume 
the  responsibility  of  the  expenditure  of  $20,000  for  the 
purpose  of  completing  this  dam,  not  really  in  the  interests 
of  the  Bideau  Canal  but  in  the  interest  of  these  saw  mills,  it 
is  not  reasonable  to  call  upon  this  House  to  make  that 
vote.  We  like  to  have  the  industry  go  on,  but  it  is  not 
right  that  the  Dominion  of  Canada  should  be  taxed  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  these  parties  to  carry  on  their  milling 
operations. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
mistaken.  This  water  is  required  for  the  canal. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Then  it  has  been  required  since  1877. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  has  been  required 
since  1876.  The  quantity  of  water  supply  in  the  Bideau 
Canal  has  been  steadily  decreasing,  as  the  settlement  of  the 
country  has  advanced  and  the  country  has  been  drained, 
and  the  engineers  have  been  embarrassed  to  get  water  enough 
for  the  ordinary  supply  of  the  canal.  Then  this  water 
supply  also  benefits  the  town  of  Gananoque,  where  there 
are  some  of  the  finest  industries  in  iron  and  woollen  to  be 
found  in  central  Canada.  It  has  the  double  advantage  of 
supplying  the  canal  and  supplying  these  manaufactures. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  this  water  is 
required  for  the  use  of  the  canal,  but  he  has  not  stated  to 
what  extent  the  canal  is  used.  Since  the  increased  railway 
facilities  between  Ottawa  and  the  front,  the  canal  business  is 
much  reduced.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
mills  and  manufacturing  establishments  at  Gananoque,  but 
I  never  understood  the  Government  had  made  any  contract 
with  those  parties,  or  had  sold  them,  in  perpetuity,  a  supply 
of  water. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  it  is  precisely  the  same  as  any  other 
part  of  their  business  ;  it  is  for  them  to  supply  themselves 
with  water.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  many 
instances,  when  dams  are  built,  parties  apply  for  damages, 
on  account  of  the  water  overflowing  their  lands.  Now,  to 
what  extent  is  this  Vote  for  the  purpose  of  paying  damages 
like  that  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  long  as  the  canal  is 
kept  open  it  must  be  supplied  with  water.  It  is  quite  true 
that  it  is  not  nearly  so  useful  as  it  was  when  first  built. 
1  remember  the  time  when  all  the  trade  between 
Lower  and  Upper  Canada  was  carried  through  the 
Bideau  Canal.  But  since  the  improvements  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  and  the  construction  of  railways,  the  canal 
has  become  less  useful  than  it  was.  But  still  there  it  is. 
People  are  settled  along  its  banks.  Government  cannot 
close  it  up,  without  great  injury  to  that  whole  country, 
where  the  people  have  been  in  the  habit  of  using  it  as  their 
means  of  transport  for  two  generations.  The  millers  and 
manufacturers  at  Gananoque  are  not  the  lessees  of  the 
Government,  but  that  is  their  river  ;  the  Gananoque  Biver 
flows  into  Gananoque,  and  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
water  of  that  river  is  drained  away  for  the  purpose  of  the 
canal,  to  the  injury  of  the  river.  Government  has  no 
right  to  take  away  the  water  of  the  Gananoque  Biver,  which 
these  people  have  been  in  the  habit  of  enjoying.  This,  as  I 
understand,  will  increase  the  quantity  of  water  in  the 
canal,  and  supply  the  people  of  Gananoque  with  an  addi¬ 
tional  quantity  of  water. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  These  mills  were  built  before  the  Govern¬ 
ment  diverted  any  portion  of  the  waters  of  the  Gananoque  ; 
but  if  they  were  built  subsequently  to  the  construction  of 
the  canal,  and  the  Government  had  already  been  using  the 
water,  I  do  not  see  how  the  Government  incur  any  obliga¬ 
tions  towards  the  mill  owners.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  succeeded  in  showing  that.  Then,  he  must  see  that  last 
year  the  expenditure  was  nearly  $50,000,  and  the  revenue 
was  but  several  thousand.  People  living  along  the  canal 
may  continue  to  utilise  it,  but  they  utilise  the  railways  to  a 
far  greater  extent.  The  canal  has  ceased  to  be  of  much 
commercial  value,  and  it  is  a  question  whether  it  is  to  the 
public  advantage  to  continue  the  expenditure  of  these  large 
sums  every  year,  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  canal  open 
for  navigable  purposes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  First  Minister  says  that  this  expen¬ 
diture  is  necessary,  in  order  to  add  to  the  supply  of  water 
that  is  needed  for  the  efficient  working  of  the  canal.  Will 
the  Minister  of  Kailways,  if  he  has  it,  favor  the  committee 
with  the  opinion  of  experts  as  to  the  need  of  this  route  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  1  will  read  from  the  report  of  the  chief 
engineer  : 

“  Pretty  full  explanatory  details  have  been  given  of  what  is  necessary 
to  be  done  to  secure  a  greatly  increased  supply  of  water  for  the  Rideau 
Canal,  as  well  as  for  extending  the  line  of  navigation  northwards  to  the 
series  of  lakes.  It  is  intended  to  serve  as  an  attachment  ba3in,  raised, 
according  to  circumstances,  and  lowered  at  times,  when  necessary  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  navigation.” 

He  goes  on  to  recommend  that  it  should  be  done,  and  says 
that  the  estimated  cost  will  be  $20,000.  Then  he  gives  in 
detail  the  cost  of  each  portion  of  the  work. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  that  the  whole  evidence  that  the  hon. 
Minister  has  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  more  evidence  here. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  that  the  only  expert  evidence  there  is, 
showing  that  the  supply  of  water  for  canal  purposes  is  insuf¬ 
ficient  for  the  present  exigencies  of  trade  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  experience  is  general,  that  the  supply  of 
water  is  insufficient.  Mr.  Wise,  the  superintendent,  gives 
his  experience,  but  I  have  not  his  report  here. 

Surveys  and  Inspections . . . $10,000 

Mr.  MILLS.  Where  are  these  surveys  to  be  made  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  At  different  places.  Last  year  we  did  not 
spend  the  vote;  but  it  is  the  usual  vote. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Is  it  the  intention  of  tho  Government 
to  place  any  amount  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing  a  canal  between  lakes  Winni¬ 
peg  and  Winnipegoosis,  or  will  any  of  this  money  be  so 
devoted  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  explain  that  when  we  come  to  the 
Supplementary  Estimates. 

Indians,  British  Columbia . .  $45,280 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  to  give  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia, 
and  the  difficulties  which  have  arisen  there,  and  also  with 
regard  to  this  commission,  which  was  appointed  in  1875  or 
1876,  and  whose  labors  it  was  supposed  would  be  brought  to 
an  end  before  this  time.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
say  how  far  the  Indians  have  been  provided  with  reserva¬ 
tions,  and  how  far  the  work  of  the  commission  remains 
still  to  be  performed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That,  I  think,  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  report  of  the  Indian  Department. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  ;  it  gives  some  information  as  to  what 
has  been  done,  but  not  as  to  how  far  the  Indians  have  been 
provided  with  reservations,  I  think. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  several  tribes 
unprovided  with  reservations.  Mr.  O’Reilly  now  holds  the 
position  formerly  held  by  Mr.  Sproat.  He  was  formerly 
one  of  the  county  judges,  and  he  is  a  very  efficient  officer. 
He  was  employed  some  two  or  three  years  ago,  and  was 
obliged  to  give  his  services  if  called  upon  to  do  so.  I  am 
much  mistaken  if  there  is  not  in  the  reports  a  statement 
as  to  the  number  of  reservations  which  are  yet  incomplete. 
It  will  be  some  time  before  all  the  bands  in  the  interior  are 
provided  with  reserves.  There  is  no  great  hurry  in  laying 
out  reserves,  until  there  is  a  prospect  of  white  men  going 
in  near  them.  There  are  two  or  three  reserves  which  are 
expected  to  bo  completely  surveyed  this  year.  As  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows,  there  has  been  a  good  deal  of 
trouble  in  making  the  arrangements  with  the  pro¬ 
vincial  authorities.  They  object  generally  that  the 
reserves  have  been  too  large  for  the  Indians.  However, 
the  Dominion  Government,  both  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  in  and  the  present  Government,  as  guardians  of  the 
rights  of  the  Indians,  have  insisted  that  these  reserves 
should  be — not  extravagant,  but  ample  for  the  Indians,  and 
for  their  prospective  growth,  because  some  of  those  tribes 
do  increase.  There  were  several  reserves  which  at  last  had 
been  agreed  upon  between  the  Dominion  and  the  Provin¬ 
cial  Governments — that  they  shall  be  satisfactory  in  area 
and  position.  The  next  thing  is  to  survey  them.  There  is 
a  small  staff  of  surveyors  under  Mr.  O’Reilly,  but  they  are 
a  good  deal  behind  in  their  work — that  is,  there  are  reserves 
agreed  upon  by  the  two  Governments  which  have  not  yet 
been  surveyed.  I  cannot  at  this  moment  say  what  the 
number  of  bands  are  without  reserves.  Unfortunately, 
there  are  several  small  bands  which  have  been  very  badly 
used.  The  land  has  been  sold  without  their  knowing 
anything  about  it.  They  have  no  reserve?,  and  we  applied 
to  the  Provincial  Government  to  buy  them  reserves  in  the 
locality  in  which  these  Indians  have  a  right  to  expect 
reserves — where  their  habitat  was.  The  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment  said  that  they  might  be  given  reserves  elsewhere,  but, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  particularly  in  British 
Columbia,  the  Indians  are  very  much  attached  to  their 
locality,  and  object  to  being  hustled  away  to  a  strange 
country,  or  far  away  from  the  bones  of  their  ancestors.  In 
one  case  the  land  was  absolutely  sold,  and  they  were  cut 
off  practically  from  the  rights  of  fishing,  as  well  as  from 
places  for  their  habitations  ;  and  the  Government  came  to 
Parliament,  and  Parliament  sanctioned  the  purchase  of  a 
small  reserve.  The  funds  for  this  purchase  were  taken  out 
of  the  Dominion  Treasury,  though  I  think  they  should  not 
have  been,  but  Parliament  voted  it.  We  hope  to  get  it 
from  the  Provincial  Government,  but  they  see  it  in  another 
light. 

Mr.  MILLS,  I  moved  for  some  papers  and  correspon' 
dence  connected  with  Indian  difficulties  early  in  the  Ses¬ 
sion,  and  though  the  papers  were  promised  they  were  not 
brought  down.  The  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  Mr.  O'Reilly 
being  a  good  officer.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  him, 
but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  back  to  the  correspon¬ 
dence  which  took  place  prior  to  British  Columbia  becoming 
a  member  of  the  Confederation,  he  will  see  that  Mr,  O’Reilly 
was  one  of  the  officers  employed  by  the  Local  Government 
to  cut  down  the  reserves  of  the  British  Columbia  Indians. 
The  report  made  to  me  this  winter — and  I  have  many  com¬ 
munications  from  that  Province — is  that  the  decisions  as  to 
reserves  made  by  the  commission  between  1876  and  1880 
had  not  been  observed  by  the  Local  Government,  although 
the  understanding  between  the  two  Governments  was  that 
the  decisions  of  the  commission  should  be  confirmed.  I 
understand  that  in  some  cases  that  has  not  been  done. 
There  are  some  Indians  immediately  west  of  the  Blackfeet 
reservation,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  mountains,  whose 
reserve  has  been  disposed  of,  to  a  large  extent,  to  white  set- 
Mr.  Mills. 
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tiers.  The  Indians  there  have  been  in  the  habit  of  raising 
cattle  and  horses,  and  sending  considerable  numbers  of 
them  to  the  American  market.  The  range  of  territory  over 
which  their  stock  has  run  has  been  divided  up  into  lots 
and  given  up  to  the  white  settlers ;  fences  have 
been  put  up,  and  a  considerable  number  of  Indian 
cattle  and  horses  have  starved  to  death,  in  the  past 
winter,  for  want  of  their  usual  supply  of  food.  I 
suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  has  had  correspondence 
with  the  Local  Government  on  the  subject ;  and  it  seems  to 
me,  looking  at  the  Terms  of  the  Union,  whatever  we  might 
say  with  regard  to  the  Indian  title  elsewhere,  it  was  a  matter 
of  contract  between  the  two  Governments,  that  a  reasonable 
extent  of  territory  should  be  set  apart  for  Indian  reserves. 
Tf  the  two  Governments  could  not  agree,  the  matter  was  to 
be  referred  to  the  Colonial  Secretary,  but  that  arrangement 
was  superseded  by  this  commission,  who  were  on  the 
ground,  and  could  deal  directly  with  the  matter.  I  do  not 
know  how  far  the  Local  Government  have  been  disposed  to 
carry  out  the  understanding  in  good  faith,  but  I  should 
infer  from  their  treatment  of  some  of  these  Indians  that 
not  much  respect  has  been  shown  for  the  occupation  by  the 
Indians  of  the  land  which  they  were  holding.  I  think  the 
least  that  could  be  done  would  be  that  a  reasonable  extent 
of  territory,  of  which  any  band  was  in  actual  occupation, 
ought  to  be  reserved  for  them,  with  the  same  strictness 
that  an  individual  would  be  allowed  to  hold  a  reserve 
specially  set  apart  by  contract.  I  think  the  terms  of  the 
agreement  between  the  two  Governments  are  sufficient  to 
enable  the  Indians  to  retain  possession  of  the  territory  in 
which  they  were  in  actual  occupation,  although  it  may  not 
have  been  officially  set  out  as  a  reservation. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  arrangement,  at  the 
time  of  the  Union  was,  that  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia 
should  be  treated  as  liberally  as  they  had  been  up  to  that 
time. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  was  more  than  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  may  have  been.  I 
think  the  information  given  to  the  hon.  gentleman  is  a  little 
exaggerated.  That  is  a  fine  country,  both  for  grazing  and 
agricultural  purposes,  and  there  may  have  been  a  few  lots 
sold ;  but  that  there,  in  the  centre  of  that  large  grazing 
country,  cattle  could  have  starved,  I  think  can  hardly  be 
the  case. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  my 
information  is  strictly  accurate,  because  I  obtained  it  from 
a  party  on  the  ground. 

Indians  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories . . . . .  $680,831.45 

Mr.  MILLS.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  state  how  much 
of  the  annuity  vote  applies  to  each  treaty  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  memorandum  I  have 
got  is  that  the  increase  of  $440  for  annuities  is  to  cover 
additional  payments  on  the  estimated  natural  increase  of 
1  per  cent,  of  the  Indian  population.  These  are  the 
annuities  paid  to  the  several  bands  of  Manitoba.  I  have  no 
memorandum  of  the  annuities  paid  to  each  band.  I  do  not 
think  that  would  be  very  valuable  information. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  ;  except  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  when 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  insisted  on  that  information  being 
given  in  detail,  and  formerly  the  Estimates  were  printed  in 
that  way.  It  makes  this  difference,  that  when  the  vote  is 
taken  in  a  lump  the  hon,  gentleman  can  distribute  it  amongst 
the  whole  as  he  pleases.  There  is  an  advantage  in  having 
the  distribution  under  each  treaty.  An  Indian  may  be  paid 
two  or  three  times  from  appearing  in  different  places,  and 
having  the  children  of,  perhaps,  some  other  Indian  or  belong¬ 
ing  to  some  other  band  with  him.  In  fact,  it  is  easy  to  see 
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by  the  reports  that  it  is  impossible  that  the  payments  have 
been  strictly  accurate  ;  there  seems  to  be  some  frauds,  and  I 
am  asking  for  this  information  for  the  purpose  of  comparing 
one  year  with  another,  because  we  know  that  the  rate  of 
increase  by  birth  must  be  very  nearly  the  same  in  all  the 
bands. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Quite  right.  L  will  get 
that.  With  regard  to  agricultural  implements,  the  increase 
of  $18,564.46  is  to  be  distributed  over  Manitoba  and  in  each 
district  of  the  North-West  Territories.  For  the  current 
year  the  estimate  was  exceptionally  low.  In  Manitoba, 
less  than  $1,500  was  estimated  for  the  service,  the  Indian 
superintendent  considering  that  the  Indians  would  not  uti¬ 
lise  a  greater  number  of  implements  than  were  estimated 
for.  If  they  are  supplied  to  excess,  the  implements  are 
allowed  to  go  to  the  bad  altogether.  The  portion  of  the 
increased  estimate  for  Manitoba  is  intended  for  purchase  of 
implements  still  due  under  treaty,  with  the  exception  of 
three  fanning  mills,  some  ploughs  and  harrows,  and  a  few 
smaller  implements  which  the  Indians  need,  and  which 
are  essential  to  their  advancement,  but  which  they  are 
unable  to  procure  for  themselves.  In  the  Birtle  dis¬ 
trict  the  estimate  for  the  current  year  has  been 
increased  by  $1,165.  The  increase  is  due  to  excep¬ 
tional  efforts  made  to  improve  the  Moose  Mountain 
Indians,  only  two  years  settled  on  their  reserve,  and  to  sup¬ 
ply  them  with  ploughs  and  harrows.  Fanning  mills  are 
required  by  some  of  the  long-settled  bands  in  this  district, 
in  order  that  they  may  be  able  to  prepare  their  grain 
for  seed  and  for  the  mill.  The  proportion  of  the 
increase  intended  for  the  Indian  Head  district  is 
$1,221.59.  For  the  current  year  the  sum  of  $4,117.76 
was  estimated  for;  for  1885-86,  $5,339.35  will,  it  is 
estimated,  be  required,  mainly  on  account  of  the  recent 
settlement  of  Chief  Pie  a-pot,  the  Assiniboines  at  Indian 
Head,  and  a  large  number  of  Indians  who  have  returned 
from  Cypress  Hills  and  joined  their  bands  at  Crooked  Lakes, 
File  Hills  and  Touchwood  Hills.  In  the  Battleford  district 
the  sum  of  $6,504.91,  as  against  $1,487.22,  is  estimated  for 
the  current  year.  The  Battleford  district  includes  the  sub¬ 
agencies  at  Carlton  and  Fort  Pitt ;  and  the  implements 
now  estimated  for  are  intended  to  be  distributed  amongst 
the  bands  of  Chiefs  Big  Bear,  Little  Pine,  Lucky  Man  and 
Napahase,  all  of  which  bands  are  recent  arrivals  from 
Cypress  Hills,  and  are  as  yet  without  sufficient  means  to 
engage  to  any  extent  in  agricultural  pursuits;  $1,650,  it 
was  estimated,  was  a  sum  large  enough  to  furnish  the 
implements  necessary  for  the  Indians  of  the  Edmonton 
district  during  the  current  year ;  but  $5,800  will,  it  is 
believed,  be  required.  There  have  been  large  addi¬ 
tions  from  the  Cypress  Hills  to  the  Indians  of  this  district, 
not  taking  in  the  Peace  Hills  agency,  and  there  is  also  to 
be  considered  the  fact  that  the  older  settled  bands  have  not 
yet  received  all  the  implements  due  to  them  under  treaty, 
it  being  the  custom  of  the  Department  to  issue  these  only 
as  fast  as  the  Indians  become  capable  of  using  and  taking 
care  of  them.  In  the  Macleod  district  $1,707.75  was  consi¬ 
dered  sufficient  to  meet  the  requirement  of  the  current  year, 
but  for  188.7-86  $6,866.85  is  not  more  thau  will  be  needed,  to 
enable  the  Department  to  expend  $3,600  for  wire  fencing 
for  the  proper  protection  of  the  crops  in  a  locality  destitute 
of  timber  for  fencing,  and  also  to  supply  the  Indians— who 
are  now  beginning  to  turn  their  attention  to  farming — with 
the  necessary  implements. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Have  tenders  been  invited 
for  the  various  supplies  for  the  Indians  for  1885-86  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  the  form  of  the  tenders 
the  same  as  last  year  ? 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  are  substantially 
the  same. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  want  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  First  Minister  what  I  consider  is  an  unwise 
course  to  follow  with  reference  to  the  form  of  the  tenders. 
The  Government,  in  the  forms  they  adopt,  have  been 
emphatically  pronouncing  that  Canadian  manufacturers  are 
unfitted  to  supply  agricultural  implements.  For  instance, 
in  asking  for  tenders  for  ploughs,  they  specify  that  only 
the  John  Deer  plough  will  be  accepted.  This  is  an  official 
declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  Cana¬ 
dian  manufacturers  are  not  able  to  supply  a  plough 
equal  to  the  American  article.  In  each  case  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ask  for  supplies,  they  specify  the  manufacture, 
thus  casting  discredit  upon  the  other  manufacturers. 
For  instance,  in  calling  for  tenders  for  waggons,  they  call 
for  the  Chatham  waggon,  passing  over  the  manufacturers  of 
other  waggons  equally  as  good,  and  in  some  cases  better. 
Not  only  is  that  done,  but  I  find  in  the  return  laid  on  the 
Table  that  the  Chatham  Waggon  Company  have  succeeded 
in  getting  through  the  Department  a  description  of  their 
waggon,  in  which  it  is  recommended  above  all  other  wag¬ 
gons  in  the  country.  Government  influence  should  not  be 
used  in  this  way  in  favor  of  any  one  manufacturer,  but  free 
competition  should  be  allowed.  On  the  form  of  tender,  a 
description  is  given  of  the  Chatham  waggon,  which,  under 
the  circumstances,  is  really  a  certificate  of  the  Government 
given  ia  favor  of  that  waggon.  The  following  is  the  des¬ 
cription  : 

“  Tracks  4  feet  8  inches.  Wheels  made  of  best  and  thorougly 
seasoned  white  oak.  Boxing  of  hubs  pressed  in  by  a  patent  process, 
which  effectually  prevents  boxes  getting  loose,  as  they  are  sure  to  do 
when  wedged  in.  Tire  2J  inches  ;  arms  superior  to  any  others  made  in 
Canada,  in  that  they  receive  at  the  shoulder  f  of  an  inch  more  wood 
than  any  other  arm  made  in  Canada,  and  being  adapted  to  receive  and 
will  receive  the  climax  truss  rod  applied  by  the  Chatham  Manufacturing 
Co.,  only  to  their  waggons,  rendering  the  otherwise  strongest  axle 
practically  unbreakable  ;  the  axles  are  of  the  bestand  most  thoroughly 
seasoned  hickory  and  hard  maple.  Front  hames  one  solid  piece  of  bent 
white  oak.  Tongues  of  the  best  of  white  ash.  Reaches  of  the  best  of 
rock  elm.  It  is  better  ironed  in  all  respects  than  almost  any  waggon 
made,  constituting  it  not  only  the  strongest,  but  easiest  running 
waggon  made.  Lower  box  10  feet  and  13J  inches  high  ;  top  edge  iron 
bound.  Bow  bottom  of  box  of  best  tongued  and  grooved  ash.  Upper  box 
18  inches  high,  one  spring  seat,  the  opening  of  which  is  the  best 
Armstrong  make.  Trees  and  neck  yoke  well  ironed.  Second  growth 
white  ash.  Bach  waggon  is  furnished  with  a  pair  evener  chains.  Every 
waggon  guaranteed  for  one  year.  Double  trees  of  the  best  timber,  also 
neck  yoke,  which  must  be  4  feet  long.  The  whole  to  be  of  the  best  wood 
and  iron  throughout,  good  workmanship  and  finish,  and  to  be  complete 
and  perfect  in  every  particular  part.” 

In  a  return  I  moved  for,  I  find  this  matter  had  been  brought 
before  the  Department,  and  that  there  was  some  corres¬ 
pondence  between  the  Department  and  a  certain  firm  anx¬ 
ious  to  tender.  I  find,  under  date  of  16th  April,  1884,  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Department : 

“  We  enclose  for  your  perusal  two  pages  of  a  letter  just  received  from 
our  Winnipeg  house ;  please  read  and  return.  Last  season  we  supplied 
the  Indian  Department,  through  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  quantity  of  agricultural  implements,  which,  as  far  as  we  know, 
give  the  very  best  satisfaction.  We  last  year  called  your  attention  to 
the  fact  that  in  your  specification  for  goods  you  were  not  fair  to  Cana¬ 
dian  manufacturers.  We  again  call  your  attention  to  this  fact.  Ploughs 
— you  call  for  the  John  Deer  plough,  which  means  the  American  made 
plough.  You  should  ask  for  the  John  Deer  pattern  of  plough,  which  is 
made  in  Ontario,  and  quite  equal  to  the  American  article.  You  stipulate 
for  the  Toronto  mower  ;  you  should  stipulate  for  a  mower  equal  to  the 
Toronto  mower.  You  stipulate  for  sulky  horse  rakes  and  reapers  made  by 
the  Massey  Company  of  Toronto  ;  you  should  stipulate  for  these  ‘  equal  ’ 
to  those  made  by  the  Massey  Manufacturing  Company  of  Toronto.  You 
stipulate  for  a  Chatham  waggon  ;  you  should  stipulate  for  a  waggon 
‘  Equal ;  ’  you  stipulate  for  Collard  flexible  harrow  ;  you  should  stipul¬ 
ate  for  harrows  equal  to  Collard’s  flexible  harrows.  The  inconsistency 
of  your  specification  will  appear  when  you  state  that  you  have  also 
made  a  Spaight  waggon  your  standard,  which  is  a  very  much  superior 
waggon  to  the  Chatham,  and  costs  from  $5  to  $10  more  to  build.  When 
you  stipulate  for  the  John  Deer  plough,  that  virtually  shuts  out  every 
Canadian  manufacturer  from  tendering  ;  and  when  you  stipulate  for 
goods  made  by  any  one  particular  firm,  that  virtually  shuts  out  every 
other  maker  from  tendering.  We  are  quite  sure  that  the  wording  of 

our  specification  has  been  done  without  due  consideration,  and  without 

no  wing  what  the  result  would  be.” 
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This  letter  was  dated  the  16th  of  April,  and  on  the  24th  of 
April  the  Department  replied  as  follows  : — 

“  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  inst,.,  also  of  an  extract  from 
a  letter  received  from  yonr  Winnipeg'  house,  which,  in  accordance  with 
your  request,  I  return,  the  same  having  reference  to  the  implements 
called  for  by  the  schedules  accompanying  the  forms  of  tender  for  this 
Department.  I  also  enclose  copy  of  my  telegram  addressed  to  you,  at 
your  request,  informining  you  that  the  articles  to  be  delivered  must  be 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  specifications  contained  in  the  schedules 
I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  Department  cannot  see  its  way_  to  comply 
with  the  suggestion  contained  in  your  letter.  I  may  say,  in  passing, 
however,  that  the  only  article  of  American  manufacture  called  for  by 
the  tenders  is  the  ‘John  Deer’  plough,  and  the  reason  for  this  will  be 
explained  in  this  letter.  From  the  experience  gained  by  this  Depart¬ 
ment  in  inviting  tenders  for  agricultural  implements,  and  from  the 
manner  in  which  the  contracts  have  been  fulfilled  during  the  past  five 
years,  it  has  been  found  that  the  term  ‘  equal  to  ’  is  entirely,  too  vague 
to  describe  accurately  the  implements  required,  and  to  insure  the 
delivery  of  suitable  articles. 

“Fuch  a  description  is  also  little  or  no  guide  whatever  to  the  Indian 
agents  who  receive  over  the  goods  in  the  Territories,  as  these  men  are  not 
experts  in  such  matters,  and  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  say  whether  the 
implement  is  or  is  not  ‘equal  to  ’  the  articles  mentioned  in  the  contract. 
You  are  aware  that  all  manufacturers  of  machines  consider  their  own 
manufactures  the  best,  and  without  an  actual  trial  it  is  difficult  even  for 
an  expert  to  judge  as  to  the  relative  qualities  of  such  goods  Much  more 
difficult  is  it,  therefore,  for  persons  as  inexperienced  in  such  matters  as 
Indian  agents  usually  are  to  do  so.  The  result  has  been,  that  many  of 
the  articles  left,  although  declared  by  the  contractors  to  be  equal  to  the 
sample  mentioned  in  the  schedules,  when  used  were  found  to  be  quite 
inferior.  It  was  then,  however,  too  late  to  remedy  matters,  as  the 
articles  had  been  taken  over  by  the  officers  of  the  Department.  The 
Department  has,  therefore,  in  its  own  protection,  been  obliged  to  specify 
patterns,  and  the  names  of  the  makers  of  the  implements  required,  to 
avoid  these  serious  complications,  and  to  leave  the  agents  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  without  excuse  in  taking  over  goods.  There  is  also,  in  addition 
to  the  above,  much  inconvenience  experienced  when  implements  of  so 
many  different  patterns  are  supplied,  as  it  is  difficult,  when  parts 
of  an  implement  become  worn  oat  or  defective,  always  readily  to  obtain 
the  necessary  parts  to  make  it  again  complete,  and  many  of  the  imple¬ 
ments  have  therefore  to  be  discarded.  The  Department  has,  out  of  the 
multifarious  articles  of  which  it  has  made  trial  under  the  old  system, 
selected  those  which  experience  has  shown  to  be  best  adapted  to  the 
country,  and  these  patterns  have  been  adhered  to,  as  far  as  possible  ;  and 
where,  as  has  sometimes  been  the  case,  it  has  been  found  that  in  some 
particulars  none  of  those  formerly  sent  in  gave  entire  satisfaction,  after 
due  enquiry  from  practical  men,  other  makers’  patterns  have  been  chosen. 
With  reference  to  the  Spaight  waggon,  referred  to  in  your  letter,  it  was 
adopted  by  the  Department  in  the  first  instance.  It  was  found  that, 
although  branded  Spaight  waggon,  they  were  not  complete,  according 
to  the  specification  embodied  in  the  schedules,  and  were  in  many 
respects  an  inferior  waggon.  For  these  reasons  a  change  was  this 
year  made,  and  the  Chatham  waggon  selected,  as  it  was  reported  to 
be  a  serviceable  vehicle  by  persons  who  had  had  experience  of  the 
use  of  them  in  the  North-West.  Not  only  were  these  waggons  well 
made,  but  they  have  given  every  satisfaction  to  those  who  have  had 
them.  With  regard  to  the  mowers,  the  Toronto  mower  has  given  the 
best  satisfaction  to  the  Department,  and  therefore  there  can  be  no 
reason  for  changing  it  for  another,  it  not  being  desirable  to  have 
different  patterns  of  the  same  machine  in  use,  for  the  reasons  above 
stated,  viz., that  when  renewal  parts  are  required  confusion  is  caused. 
The  same  remark  applies  to  the  reapers  and  horse-rakes  called  for  by 
the  Department.  With  regard  to  the  harrows,  Collard’s  flexible  iron 
harrow  was  adopted  three  years  ago  by  the  Department.  It  has  given 
great  satisfaction,  and  there  is,  therefore,  no  reason  to  change  the  pat¬ 
tern.  As  regards  ploughs,  the  John  Deer  plough  has  been  found  to  be 
the  most  durable,  and  the  best  implement  of  the  kind  for  use  in  the 
North-West.  Wilkinson’s  plough  was  tried,  and  was  proved  to  be  a 
failure.  One  of  them,  for  instance,  was  put  to  work  on  a  small  farm  of 
about  10  acres,  attached  to  the  industrial  school  at  Battleford.  It 
worked  well  for  a  short  time,  but  the  mould-board  and  point  both  proved 
soft  in  temper.  It  was,  therefore,  considered  better  to  adhere  to  the 
plough  that  had  proved  satisfactory,  viz.,  the  John  Deer.  Since  the 
Department  commenced  farming  operations  among  the  Indians  in  1878-79, 
it  has  endeavored  to  introduce  at  various  times  Canadian  manufactured 
ploughs.  They  were  received  on  the  contracts  of  1881  and  1881-82,  but 
they  proved  entire  failures,  and  had  to  be  thrown  aside  as  useless.  I 
may  state  that,  in  1882,  Mr.  Watson,  of  Ayr,  Ontario,  who  is  a  large 
manufacturer  of  agricultural  implements,  in  a  communication  to  the 
Indian  Commissioner  for  the  North-West,  stated  that  no  Canadian  make 
of  plough  had,  up  to  that  time,  given  satisfaction  for  prairie  work,  and 
that  for  his  trade  he  intended  furnishing  American  ploughs.  Trusting 
that  these  explanations  will  prove  satisfactory  to  you,  etc.’  ’ 

That  is  the  reply  made  by  the  Department,  and  to  that 
again  the  firm  replied,  on  26th  April,  two  days  after  the  date 
of  the  letter  which  I  have  read : 

“  Sir, — We  are  in  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the  24th  of  April, 
which  is  by  no  means  a  satisfactory  reply  to  our  enquiries.  From  your 
letter  it  is  evident  that  the  fleads  of  Departments  at  Ottawa  know  as 
little  about  the  agricultural  implement  trade  as  the  Indian  agents  in  the 
North-West  are  represented  to  know.  On  examination  of  the  schedules 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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we  find  that  the  articles  required  by  the  Department  are  :  1  mower,  2 
reapers,  2  horse-rakes,  8  waggons,  44  harrows,  and  147  ploughs.  Omitt¬ 
ing  the  ploughs  and  harrows,  the  order  is  very  small  indeed,  very  much 
smaller  than  hundreds  of  orders  which  we  have  filled.  You  will,  there¬ 
fore,  understand  that  the  objections  we  make  are  not  from  any  anxiety 
to  procure  the  order,  which,  at  best,  amounts  to  very  little  ; 
but  we  are  writing  you  as  much  for  the  sake  of  showing  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  doing  a  very  unfair  thing,  and  are  not  carrying  out  the  policy  of 
the  present  Government.  It  would  be  very  easy  indeed  to  make  a  point 
against  the  Government  on  the  floor  of  the  House  by  a  reference  to  the 
very  matter  about  which  we  now  write.  We  have  evidence,  however, 
that  if  your  Department  is  made  to  understand  the  position  fully,  anything 
that  is  now  wrong  will  be  corrected.  If  the  Indian  Department  require 
only  1  mower,  2  reapers  and  2  horse-rakes,  and  these  must  posi¬ 
tively  be  those  made  by  the  Massey  Manufacturing  Company  of  Toronto, 
why  don’t  you  give  them  the  order,  and  not  advertise  for  tenders,  when 
it  is  a  matter  of  impossibility  for  anybody  else  but  the  Massey  Company 
to  tender  for  the  goods  required  ?  This  same  remark  applies  to  waggons. 
If  the  Department  want  8  Chatham  waggons,  why  don’t  they  order 
hem  from  the  Chatham  Manufacturing  Company,  instead  of  asking 
tenders  from  parties  whose  waggons  would  not  be  accepted?  This 
same  remark  refers  to  the  hairows  and  ploughs.  The  order  for 
the  former  should  be  given  to  the  manufacturer  in  Gananoque,  and 
the  order  for  the  latter  to  Messrs.  Westbrook  &  Fairchild,  of  Win¬ 
nipeg.  It  is  entirely  useless  to  go  to  the  expense  of  advertising  for 
tenders  of  these  articles  when  they  cannot  be  procured,  except  from 
one  manufacturer  in  each  line,  and  he  can  charge  the  Department 
any  price  he  chooses.  Apart  altogether  from  this,  for  your  Depart¬ 
ment  to  ask  for  tenders  as  they  do,  and  stipulate  for  certain  goods, 
only  makes  other  manufacturers  incensed  to  think  that  their  goods 
should  be  excluded.  The  mowers,  reapers  and  horse-rakes  mad  s  by  the 
Massey  Manufacturing  Company  are  goodarticles,  and  we  have  nothing 
to  say  against  the  Department  for  desiring  to  order  them.  At  the  same 
lime,  there  are  many  other  similar  articles  made  in  Canada  quite  as  good, 
and  which  would  give  equal  satisfaction  to  the  Department.  In  regard 
to  waggons,  how  the  Department  ever  came  to  choose  such  a  waggon  is 
beyond  our  comprehension.  It  is  evident  that  it  has  been  done  from 
reasons  otherwise  than  the  merit  of  the  waggon.  The  Chatham  waggon 
has  only  been  manufactured  for  two  seasons,  and  it  will  be  five  years 
before  it  is  known  whether  it  is  a  good  article  or  not.  It  has  not  stood 
the  test  of  time,  nor  is  it  as  good  a  waggon  as  either  the  Spaight,  the 
Snowball,  the  Adams,  the  Lowrie,  the  Ramsay,  or  the  Bain.  Nearly 
all  these  waggons  have  been  in  the  market  longer,  are  better  known  and 
are  better  goods  than  the  Chatham  waggon  In  regard  to  ploughs,  in 
1880,  1881  and  1882,  American-made  John  Deer  plough  was  the  best 
plough  in  the  North-West,  and  at  that  time  Mr.  John  Watson,  of  Ayr, 
was  bringing  American  ploughs,  as  we  were  also  ourselves.  Does  the 
Indian  Department  think  that  Canadian  manufacturers  have 
teen  sitting  on  stools,  doing  nothing,  during  the  last  four 
or  five  years  ?  For  the  information  of  the  Department,  we 
may  say  that  immense  progress  has  been  made  during  the  last  few 
years  in  the  manufacture  of  ploughs  for  the  North-West,  and  to-day 
the  ploughs  made  by  Geo.  Wilkinson  &  Company,  of  Aurora,  or  by  the 
Cookswell  Plough  Company,  of  Brantford,  or  by  the  American 
Plough  Company,  of  Ayr,  of  which  John  Weston  is  president,  are  just 
as  good  as  the  American-made  John  Deer  plough,  and  are  very  much 
more  largely  sold  in  the  North-West  Territories.  We  give  these  facts 
for  the  information  of  the  Department,  and  again  say  that  it  is  a  very 
unfair  thing  for  the  Department  to  call  for  tenders  in  the  manner  in 
which  it  has.  We  give  herewith  a  memorandum  of  Canadian  names, 
which  are,  in  every  respect,  equal  to  the  goods  asked  for  in  the  schedule 
of  the  Indian  Department,  and  in  getting  out  the  schedules  in  future,  if 
tenders  are  desired,  the  option  should  be  given  of  supplying  the  goods 
we  mention.” 

And  then  they  specify  the  names  of  certain  mowers  and 
reapers  and  self-binders  and  waggons,  and  other  manufac¬ 
tures,  and  go  on  in  this  way  : 

“  All  or  any  of  these  goods  are  equal  to  the  goods  asked  for  in 
the  schedule  of  the  Indian  Department,  and  very  many  of  them  are 
much  superior  to  the  goods  asked  for.  We  know  that  the  Department 
will  absolve  us  from  ulterior  motives  in  writing  as  we  do,  because  the 
goods  that  we  could  supply  would  bevery  limited  indeed  ;  but  we  do  not 
like  to  see  inconsistency  in  anybody,  much  less  in  any  Department  of  the 
Government  of  our  country.  ” 

I  do  think  there  should  have  been  some  attention  paid  to 
the  representations  made  some  two  years  ago  by  that  corres¬ 
pondent.  I  have  given  all  weight  to  the  arguments  which 
have  been  supplied  by  the  Department  in  their  replies,  but 
it  does  seem  to  me  that,  when  there  are  a  mower  and  two 
reapers  required,  and  you  specify  that  they  should  be  bought 
from  certain  manufacturers,  the  Government  should  buy 
them,  and  should  not  send  out  forms  of  tenders,  in  a 
manner  which  is  equivalent  to  giving  the  Government 
sanction  and  proclamation  that  in  their  experience 
these  articles  are  exclusively  made  by  those  firms. 
In  agricultural  implements  there  has  been  great  improve¬ 
ments,  and  many  firms  are  bending  their  best  energies  to 
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perfecting  their  products.  The  First  Minister  must  see  that 
the  Government  are  throwing  their  influence  in  favor  of 
one  particular  firm  in  each  line,  by  the  form  of  tender  that 
is  adopted.  He  can  readily  understand  that  the  manu¬ 
facturers  are  anxious  that  their  goods  should  stand  well  in 
the  market,  but  the  Department  is  throwing  a  considerable 
weight  in  favor  of  the  one  article  that  is  specified,  to  the 
injury  and  detriment  of  other  manufacturers  of  the  same 
article.  It  does  seem  to  me,  also,  that  it  is  limiting  com¬ 
petition.  With  reference  to  ploughs  in  the  North-West, 
there  were  none  a  few  years  ago,  but  I  can  assure  the  First 
Minister  that  in  that  article,  as  in  others  of  Canadian  manu¬ 
facture,  when  they  recognised  the  fact  that  the  Americans, 
through  long  experience,  had  secured  a  better  prairie  plough 
than  we  had,  I  know,  of  my  own  knowledge,  that  the  manu¬ 
facturing  firms  of  this  country  went  to  vast  expense  in  order 
to  get  the  Amerioan  patents  and  to  import  workmen,  in 
order  to  compete  with  the  American  products.  I  believe 
that  what  is  stated  there  now  is  correct,  in  reference  to 
ploughs,  and  that  in  the  North-West  our  Canadian  manu¬ 
facturers  have  attained  the  point  when  they  supply  as  good 
an  article  as  can  be  imported.  I  would  like  to  see  that  pro¬ 
vision  struck  out,  where  it  is  made  imperative  that  they 
shall  have  an  American  plough,  so  as  to  give  our  Canadian 
manufacturers  a  chance  in  that  line. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  first  place 
whether  the  statement  that  has  just  been  read,  about  the 
merits  of  the  Chatham  waggon,  is  going  to  be  an  adver¬ 
tisement  for  that  company,  one  thing  is  quite  clear,  and 
that  is  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  is  going  to  be  a 
most  substantial  advertisement  of  that  particular  waggon. 
I  am  glad  to  learn  from  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  manufacturers  now  can  make  as  good,  or  better,  goods 
in  every  kind  of  agricultural  implements  as  they  do  in  the 
United  States  I  remember,  not  very  long  ago,  when,  per¬ 
haps,  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  proclaimed  on  the  stump 
in  Parliament  the  extraordinary  injustice  that  was  being 
inflicted  upon  the  poor  settlers  in  the  North-West,  because 
they  could  not  get  American  implements ;  that  it  was  an 
injustice  that  our  tariff  should  keep  out  an  article  because 
we  could  not  make  it  as  good  or  so  cheap,  just  for  the  sake 
of  bolstering  up  the  National  Policy  ;  that  we  were  robbing 
the  settlers  in  the  North-West.  I  am  glad,  however,  to  learn 
from  such  clear  evidence  as  is  given  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  that  state  of  things  has  changed.  Now,  my  hon. 
friend  speaks  of  the  form  of  advertisement,  Well, 
that  form  of  advertisement  that  he  wishes  to  have 
would  never  do— such  as  a  plough  called  the  John  Deer 
plough.  Every  manufacturer,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  has 
his  own  plough,  his  own  implement,  which  he  thinks  is  not 
only  equal,  but  superior.  There  must  be  a  specification.  If 
you  are  going  to  have  tenders  at  all,  you  must  call  upon 
them  to  compete  in  the  same  article.  Now,  I  take  it  that 
the  John  Deer  plough  means  that  Mr,  John  Deer  has  a  cer¬ 
tain  kind  of  plough,  in  shape,  in  form  and  weight,  and  it  is 
well  understood  what  the  John  Deer  plough  is.  I  take  it 
that  any  manufacturer  in  Canada,  whether  he  has  bought 
a  patent  from  John  Deer,  or  whether  he  steals  the  patent 
and  makes  the  plough,  if  he  makes  a  John  Deer  plough 
that  man  can  compete — that  is  the  name  of  the  plough. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  No ;  that  is  an  American 
plough. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  quite  clear  you 
can  have  no  competition  unless  the  article  is  the  same.  I 
take  it  that  there  are  a  great  many  implement  makers, 
each  having  their  own  form  of  plough,  each  having  several 
excellencies.  There  can  be  no  competition ;  they  cannot 
fight;  they  cannot  tender ;  there  can  be  no  means  of  judging 
who  puts  in  the  lowest  tender,  unless  we  know  that  it 
is  for  the  same  article.  It  would  never  do  for  any 
Department  wanting  a  large  supply  of  ploughs,  or 


waggons,  or  any  other  implement,  to  allow  a  general 
scramble  among  all  the  manufacturers,  by  way  of  tender, 
and  then  afterwards  the  Department  would  have  to 
select  from  all  these  different  kinds  of  implements. 
I  take  it,  the  Department  has  learned  from  their  officers, 
from  those  who  are  experts,  what  article  best  Buits  the 
North-West,  best  suits  the  Indians.  If  the  Indians  have 
been  accustomed  to  one  kind  of  agricultural  implement,  it 
is  inadvisable  to  change  that  capriciously,  because  they  will 
have  to  commence  to  learn  the  use  of  the  implement  over 
again.  But  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  the 
desire  of  the  Department  to  get  the  best  article,  the  article 
fittest  to  be  handled  by  the  Indians.  They  must  require  a 
special  specification,  and  they  offer  everything  to  tender. 
The  Government  makes  it  a  principle — I  think  Parliament 
insists  upon  that  principle  being  carried  out — to  get  every¬ 
thing  by  tender,  except  in  remote  portions  of  the  country. 
There  was  a  time,  formerly,  when  an  article  could  only  be 
got  in  one  place,  and  from  one  party,  or,  from  waut  of  trans¬ 
port,  could  not  be  got  in  Canada  at  all,  but  that  kind  of  thing 
has  passed  away;  and  now  the  Departments  call  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  article,  giving  it  the  name  by  which  it  is  known  in 
the  trade. 

Mr.  MILLS.  As  the  Chatham  waggon. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Chatham  waggon,  I 
take  it,  is  known.  It  is  made  in  a  particular  way.  The 
hon.  gentleman  comes  from  that  vicinity,  and  I  dare  say  he 
knows  whether  it  is  a  good  waggon  or  not.  At  all  events, 
in  advertising,  it  is  necessary  to  specify  the  article,  whether 
it  is  the  Chatham  waggon  or  the  John  Deer  plough,  or  the 
Peter  Wilkins  plough,  or  the  Peter  Jones  harrow;  all  these 
implements  have  a  particular  name,  well  understood  in  the 
market.  That  is  the  object  of  the  Department;  and  if  there 
is  any  mistake  about  it,  I  shall  certainly  see  that  there  can¬ 
not  be  a  doubt  raided,  as  has  been  raised  by  the  writer  of  the 
letter  in  question,  as  to  whether  he  could  compete  or  not. 
If  he  makes  the  article,  whether  it  is  known  as  the  Chatham 
waggon  or  the  John  Deer  plough,  and  it  is  equal  to  sample, 
he  has  a  chance  to  get  the  contract. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  form  of  tender  does  not 
allow  that.  He  cannot  make  a  waggon  and  call  it  the 
Chatham  waggon.  The  tender  says  it  must  be  the  Chatham 
waggon.  The  contractor  is  to  supply  the  Chatham  waggon, 
and  is  not  at  liberty  to  supply  any  waggon.  The  letter  of 
the  Department  to  that  person  was  explicit.  The  party 
wished  to  tender,  for  some  agricultural  implements  equal  to 
any  in  the  market,  and  wanted  to  know  whether  the  tender 
would  be  received.  The  Department  replied  that  they 
exceedingly  regretted  that  they  could  not  depart  from  the 
form  of  tender  and  accept  other  than  the  articles  as  des¬ 
cribed  If  Massey  mowers  wore  called  for,  they  must  be 
made  by  the  Massey  Co.  If  the  tender  stated  that  the 
mowers  were  to  be  equal  to  the  Massey  mower,  half  a  dozen 
firms  would  have  competed.  So  with  regard  to  sugar.  The 
tender  for  the  supply  to  destitute  Indians  provides  that 
the  sugar  shall  be  Paris  lump.  Gentlemen  in  the  grocery 
trado  know  that  this  is  a  kind  manufactured  by  Redpaths 
alone,  and  that  it  costs  I  cent  per  pound  more  than  the 
best  granulated  sugar.  We  need  to  give  destitute  Indians 
Paris  lump,  when  every  Canadian  family  uses  granulated  and 
pay  for  this  lump  1  cent  per  lb.  additional.  This  limits 
the  tender  to  the  article  supplied  by  Redpaths.  There  is 
no  chance  for  the  Halifax,  Moncton  or  St.  John  refineries, 
because  they  no  not  make  Paris  lump,  only  granulated 
sugars.  But  granulated  is  good  enough  for  the  First 
Minister’s  house  and  for  the  rest  of  us,  but  Paris  lump,  at 
1  cent  per  pound  additional,  is  needed  for  the  destitute 
Indians.  And  so  I  might  run  down  the  list,  and  show  that 
the  form  of  tender  is  so  framed  that  a  monopoly  is  given  to 
a  particular  manufacturer,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  manu¬ 
facturers.  The  First  Minister  is  wrong  in  his  suggestion 
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that  there  is  latitude  allowed.  That  is  not  so.  The  pro¬ 
visions  are  imperative  ;  it  is  latitude  that  we  want. 

Mr.  MILLS.  According  to  the  form  of  tender,  the  article 
specified  must  be  supplied.  There  is,  therefore,  no  object 
gained  in  calling  for  tenders  at  all,  and  it  would  be  better 
to  purchase  direct  from  the  manufacturers,  than  to  provide 
that  a  particular  article,  the  product  of  a  particular 
manufacturer,  must  be  purchased. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  must  know  what  he 
will  charge  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Certainly ;  but  when  you  provide  that  the 
goods  of  a  particular  manufacturer  must  be  obtained,  then  it 
is  perfectly  clear  that  that  manufacturer  is  master  of  the 
situation,  and  is  able  to  ask  what  he  pleases.  You  cannot 
put  any  other  article  into  competition  with  his  articles.  I 
suppose  a  score  of  companies  manufacture  as  good  an  article 
as  the  Chatham  waggon.  It  looks  very  much  like  a  job  being 
put  up  on  the  Department.  I  have  some  curiosity  to  know 
how  such  an  advertisement  got  into  the  tender.  Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  tell  us  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think  it  a  proper 
thing  for  the  Department  to  do  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Did  the  Department  pub¬ 
lish  it  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes.  There  has  been  great  carelessness 
somewhere,  for  the  Department  should  never  have  allowed 
itself  to  be  used  in  that  way.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  been  looking  as  carefully  after  this  part  of  his 
public  duty  as  he  should  have  done.  That  is  really  an 
insult  to  every  waggon  manufacturer  in  Canada,  with  the 
single  exception  of  that  one  corporation.  I  could  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  something  about  that  company,  but  I  will 
not  make  it  a  subject  of  discussion  in  this  House.  He  will 
find  that  neither  the  interests  of  himself,  nor  the  Indian 
Department,  nor  the  industries  of  the  country,  will  be  pro¬ 
moted. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Departments  are 
trying  to  do  what  they  can  to  get  the  best  article  for  the 
animal — for  the  Indian.  I  do  not  know  how  that  description 
of  the  Chatham  waggon  got  into  the  advertisement  of  last 
year;  it  is  not  in  this  year’s  advertisement.  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that 
when  you  describe  an  article  by  a  particular  name,  it  must 
be  made  by  the  party  who  originally  gave  it  the  name.  We 
will  take  the  case  of  animals.  If  we  had  advertised  for 
Clydesdale  horses,  or  Suffolk  ponies,  or  Southdowns,  must 
they  have  been  brought  from  those  particular  parts  of  the 
country  ?  The  Department  knows  what  articles  they  want, 
and  they  want  the  article  to  supply  the  requirements  of  the 
specifications. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon  gentleman  is  mistakeu.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  articles  produced  by  the  Massey  Company. 
All  these  are  patented  articles,  and  they  cannot  be  obtained 
anywhere  else,  until  the  patent  has  expired.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  make  enquiries  of  manufacturers  who  are 
manufacturing  the  articles  of  another  company,  he  will  find 
that  the  particular  article  so  manufactured  will  not  be  of 
the  same  size  as  the  original  article,  unless  thoy  buy  the 
original  patterns. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  A  few  points  with  respect 
to  the  prices  paid,  and  I  should  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  have 
gone  more  fully  into  this  matter  at  an  earlier  part  of  this 
Session.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  advertisements 
are  not  broad  enough,  but  the  form  of  tender  limits  the 
scope.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  one  or  two  large 
firms,  such  as  Baker  &  Co.,  and  the  Hudson  Bay  Company, 
obtain  the  bulk  of  the  contacts.  Take  the  Chatham  wag- 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


gon.  The  First  Minister  has  stated  that  that  waggon  could 
be  bought  at  Winnipeg  at  from  $50  to  $60.  1  find 
the  price  paid  at  Indian  Head,  a  station  a  few 
hundred  miles  west  of  Winnipeg,  was  $95.  If  it 
was  only  $50,  it  would  be  below  the  price  of  Chatham. 
They  claim  that  was  a  benefit  conferred  on  the  North-WeBt, 
but  if  it  was  a  fact,  as  they  stated,  that  they  could  be 
bought  at  Winnipeg  at  that  nrice,  certainly  $95  was  too 
much.  Tho  same  waggon  at  Fort  Macleod  was  $125.  Then, 
at  Indian  Head,  a  station  on  the  railway,  they  paid  for 
white  sugar  11J  cents  per  pound,  when  everyone  knows, 
who  is  acquainted  with  the  trade,  that  granulated  sugar,  at 
that  time,  was  very  low  in  price,  and  it  certainly  could  not 
cost  3  or  4  cents  a  pound  for  freight  from  Montreal  to 
Indian  Head.  English  yellow  soap  was  14  cents  per  pound; 
rice  10^ ;  salt  cents  per  pound,  and  so  on.  I  give 
these  as  samples,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  whole  matter 
of  these  tenders  for  the  North-West  is  one  the  First 
Minister  should  give  his  personal  attention  to,  with  a  view 
of  seeing  whether  an  improvement  could  not  be  made. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  things  were 
very  dear  in  the  North-West,  but  that  is  rapidly  changing. 
We  could  not  get  people  in  the  East  to  tender,  and  as  we  were 
obliged  to  get  the  goods,  we  had  to  accept  the  lowest  tender. 
Now,  however,  the  transport  is  easy,  by  the  construction  of 
the  railway  and  the  progress  of  the  country  generally,  and 
they  are  now  just  beginning  to  tender  from  the  Eastern 
Provinces.  I  know,  with  regard  to  Indian  supplies  and 
Mounted  Police  supplies,  sometimes  we  can  hardly  get  ten¬ 
ders  at  all,  in  consequence  of  the  remoteness  of  the  stations, 
and  we  have  to  look  out  and  get  them  the  best  way  we  can. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  that  state  of  things  is  being  rapidly 
cured,  and  that  people  in  the  East  are  beginning  to  tender. 
Prices  will  soon  bo  very  nearly  down  to  the  same  rate  as  in 
Ontario,  plus  the  cost  of  transport. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  The  hon.  member  from  Brant,  inadver¬ 
tently,  I  know,  stated  that  Paris  lump  sugar  was  only  made 
at  Redpath’s.  I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  now  made  by  the 
Halifax  refiners,  and  I  mention  that  fact  so  that  no  injustice 
may  be  done  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  was  entirely  an  inadver¬ 
tence  on  my  part,  for  though  I  have  handled  a  great  many 
sugars,  I  was  not  aware  that  it  was  manufactured  else¬ 
where. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  First  Minister  states  that  it  is  diffi¬ 
cult  to  get  parties  in  the  East  to  tender  for  these  supplies. 
I  pointed  out,  some  time  ago,  that  the  reason  for  that  was 
that  the  supplies  were  tendered  for  at  a  particular  point. 
If  the  goods  were  tendered  for  to  be  delivered  at  certain 
points  on  the  railway,  I  think  that  difficulty  could  be 
remedied,  because  the  trouble  is,  at  present,  that  these  firms 
would  not  bother  with  these  small  contracts  for  remote 
places.  The  i*esult  has  been  that  the  contracts  have  been 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  I.  G.  Baker  &  Co.  and  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company.  The  Government  have  had  to  pay  more  for  the 
goods  than  they  should  have  paid,  and  in  many  cases  they 
have  not  been  of  as  good  quality  as  if  small  ten¬ 
derers  had  tendered  for  them.  With  reference  to 
the  Chatham  waggon,  there  are  three  or  four  different 
waggons  which  are  taken  in  preference  to  it,  in  Manitoba. 
It  has  only  been  manufactured  for  the  last  two  years,  and 
it  has  not  been  tested.  There  is  the  Scobell  and  the  Speight 
waggon,  which  take  the  lead  in  the  North-West,  and  there 
are  two  or  three  others,  which  are  taken  in  preference  to 
the  Chatham  waggon.  The  Government  should  be  very 
careful  as  to  the  quality  of  the  goods  they  supply  to  the 
Indians.  Some  years  ago  a  lot  of  waggons  came  from 
Listowel,  and  the  tires  fell  off  while  they  were  standing  on 
the  streets  of  Winnipeg.  As  to  the  prices,  the  best  waggons 
sold  at  $65  in  Winnipeg  last  year,  and  I  think  that  the 
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prices  in  these  tenders  are  too  high,  not  only  for  waggons 
but  for  ploughs  and  other  articles. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  see  that  the  hon.  gentleman  still  asks  for 
this  vote  for  provisions  for  use  at  annuity  payments.  It 
was  voted  in  the  first  instance  because  these  Indians  were 
not  on  the  reservations,  but  had  to  assemble  at  certain 
points  to  be  paid  their  annuities,  and  they  had  to  be  fed 
while  receiving  their  payments.  It  was  assumed  that  when 
they  became  settled  on  their  reserves  this  practice  would 
come  to  an  end. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  right ;  it  is  an  abuse  of  long  standing.  They  met  at 
certain  points,  and  some  times  kept  it  up  for  three  weeks 
or  more.  The  vote  used  to  be  enormous  in  those  times,  but 
it  is  being  gradually  reduced.  As  the  Indians  are  placed 
on  reserves,  the  agents  go  around  to  pay  them.  There  are 
still,  however,  a  number  of  places  where  they  have  to 
assemble,  owing  to  the  circumstances  of  particular  localities, 
and  I  dare  say  there  are  some  small  presents  of  food,  even 
on  the  reserves.  With  the  Indians,  you  cannot  break  these 
customs  off  suddenly. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will,  in  future 
reports,  give  us  some  information  about  these  cattle,  pigs 
and  seed  grain  supplies,  because  most  of  these  Indians  have, 
no  doubt,  already  had,  in  cattle,  implements,  etc.,  over  and 
over  agin  the  amount  required  under  the  treaty  obligations, 
and  of  course  they  are  getting  this  over  and  above  treaty 
obligations. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  some  cases. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  object  to  that;  but  it  would  be 
most  convenient  to  the  House  and  also  to  the  Department  if 
we  had  statements  showing  the  amount  paid  each  year. 
We  should  have  some  control  over  the  expenditure  for  this 
purpose;  we  should  see  what  bands  are  making  progress, 
and  what  are  not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  try  and  get  that  up 
for  next  year.  I  do  not  think  we  can  do  it  for  this  year. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Surely  the  Department  know  what  they 
have  done  in  the  distribution  of  supplies. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  amount  of  $215,056.83  is 
a  large  sum  for  supplies  for  destitute  Indians.  In  the 
reports  for  1882  and  1883  there  are  very  clear  evidences  of 
gross  frauds  perpetrated  by  the  head  men  among  the  Indians 
on  the  Government.  In  several  cases  the  agents  report 
that  a  large  number  have  been  rationed  in  excess  of  the  real 
number  in  the  band.  For  instance,  in  1883  the  Blackfeet 
appear  to  have  drawn  rations  for  800  or  900  more  than 
there  really  were  in  the  band ;  and  one  or  two  other  bands 
are  in  precisely  the  same  position.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  there  is  any  system  by  which  the  agent  of  the 
Government  can  tell  the  exact  number.  Mr.  Denny,  the 
Indian  agent  at  Macleod,  says : 


“  I  found  that  a  great  deal  of  cheating  had  been  going  on  in  rations  ; 
3,000  had  been  drawing  rations,  when  there  only  ought  to  have  been 
2,200.” 


That  appears  to  have  been  going  on  for  some  time.  Further, 
he  says  of  the  Sarcees,  of  Calgary,  that  they  have  been 
drawing  rations  for  a  much  larger  number  than  there  really 
were  in  the  band.  Another  agent  reports  that  some  two 
or  three  families  have  been  drawing  rations  who  have  been 
living  in  the  United  States  for  ten  years.  Another  agent 
reports  that  the  number  in  the  band  that  he  had  charge  of 
was  much  over-estimated  ;  that  is,  that  they  had  been 
drawing  rations  for  a  muoh  larger  number  than  there  really 
were  in  the  band.  I  would  like  to  enquire  whether  the 
First  Minister’s  attention  has  been  drawn  to  this  matter, 
or  whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to  check 
these  practices.  There  must  be  either  gross  negli¬ 


gence  on  the  part  of  the  agents  or  gross  frauds  on  the 
part  of  the  Indians.  I  would  also  draw  the  First  Minister’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  agents  have  reported,  Over  and 
over  again,  that  the  supplies  are  of  very  inferior  quality.  Mr. 
Wadsworth  has  several  times  pointed  out  that  the  supplies 
are  of  inferior  quality,  and  that  the  sacks  of  flour  weighed 
only  90  or  92  pounds,  instead  of  100  pounds,  and  that  it  is 
lumpy  and  bad.  If  the  Indians  are  getting  inferior  supplies, 
a  poorer  quality  of  flour  or  bacon  than  the  contract  requires, 
that  is  a  fraud  on  the  Indians  as  well  as  on  the  Government ; 
and  the  middle  men  who  furnish  the  supplies  must  have 
been  guilty  of  the  very  grossest  misconduct  during  the  last 
three  or  four  years.  I  would  like'to  know  whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  punish  the  parties  furnishing  these 
inferior  supplies,  or  to  check  them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  simply  say  that 
originally,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  there  were 
occasional  frauds ;  that  is,  the  Indians,  when  in  large  bodies, 
managed  to  get  more  supplies  than  they  were  entitled  to. 
That  evil  is  gradually  correcting  itself;  the  Indians  are 
now  on  their  reserves,  in  a  great  measure,  and  the  system 
has  been  adopted  of  suplying  each  family  with  a  ration 
ticket,  which  must  be  produced  when  they  are  paid,  so  that 
there  is  no  danger  of  fraud  in  the  future.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  there  is  fraud  on  the  Indians  because  the  food  is 
imperfect.  It  cannot  be  considered  a  fraud  on  the  Indians, 
because  they  have  no  right  to  that  food.  They  are  simply 
living  on  the  benevolence  and  the  charity  of  the  Canadian 
Parliament,  and,  as  the  old  adage  says,  beggars  should  not 
be  choosers.  But  the  Government  attempt  to  get  the  article 
they  advertise  for,  and  they  are  pretty  successful,  on  the 
whole.  Even  in  Ontario,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  seen  and 
heard  of  contractors  sending  in  inferior  articles,  which 
were  afterwards  condemned.  Up  there,  when  they  are  sent 
to  a  distant  post,  they  cannot  be  condemned  ;  they  have  to 
be  used.  I  do  not  think  there  has  been  any  unwholesome 
food  given,  although  it  has  not,  perhaps,  come  up  to  the 
standard.  Mr.  Wadsworth  is  an  active  and  zealous  officer, 
I  believe,  and  he  reports  that  last  year  all  the  supplies  were 
satisfactory. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  It  seems  to  me  there  must  be 
something  wrong  somewhere,  though  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  where  it  is,  or  who  is  to  blame  for  it.  For  instance,  in 
the  band  of  the  Bloods,  it  is  reported  there  are  2,200  Indians. 
According  to  the  vouchers  from  the  Department,  we  have 
supplied  the  Bloods  for  the  last  five  months  of  1883  with 
$48,744  worth  of  beef  alone,  and  all  this  was  obtained  from 
I.  G.  Baker  &  Co.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  butchers 
or  traders,  or  what  they  are,  but  all  this  was  supplied  by 
them.  That  appears  to  me  a  large  sum  for  supplying  2,220 
Indians,  and  I  find  by  the  reports  there  were  not  2,220 
every  month.  In  some  months  there  were  1,300,  and  in 
others  1,400,  and  the  greatest  number  in  any  month  was 
2,200.  Yet  we  have  given  them  for  five  months  $48,744 
worth  of  beef  alone. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  will  not  starve. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  What  I  am  afraid  of  is,  that 
this  will  not  all  reach  the  Indians.  What  check  has  the 
hon.  gentleman  ?  When  we  turn  to  the  vouchers,  we  find 
that  the  Department  has  no  check,  excepting  tho  receipts  of 
the  farm  instructors,  and  I  say  that  the  class  of  men  sent 
there  as  farm  instructors  are  not  a  class  to  be  entrusted 
with  granting  receipts  for  these  enormous  amounts. 
Youcher  436,  1st  of  October,  1883,  $10,000  worth  of  beef  for 
that  month;  voucher  381,  30th  of  September,  1883,  $10,434 
paid  to  Mr.  Baker;  voucher  325,  31st  of  August,  1883, 
$9,014  paid  Mr.  Baker  for  beef ;  voucher  542,  31st  Decem¬ 
ber,  1883,  70,512  pounds  beef,  at  13£  cents,  $9,518  ;  voucher 
494,  30th  of  November,  1883,  68,869  pounds  of  beef,  equal 
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to  $9,300.  The  five  months  aggregate  $48,744,  to  feed 
2,220  Bloods. 

Mr.  FARROW.  That  is  not  very  much. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  not  talking  about  whe¬ 
ther  it  is  much  or  not ;  I  am  giving  the  figures.  I  say  it  is 
much,  but  that  is  not  all.  Not  only  did  they  get  beef,  but 
they  got  bacon  and  other  supplies.  I  am  not  blaming  the 
First  Minister,  but  I  say  the  system  is  not  a  good  one.  These 
vouchers  are  all  certified  to  by  the  farm  instructors.  It  is 
an  unsafe  thing  to  leave  the  furnishing  of  such  an  enormus 
quantity  of  supplies  to  the  destitute  Indians  to  be  certified 
to  by  the  farm  instructors,  and  the  farm  instructors  alone. 
There  is  no  real  check,  except  the  check  furnished  by  the 
honesty  of  these  men.  I  find,  at  the  same  time,  while  on 
the  31st  July  we  were  supplying  the  Indians  with  beef,  at 
13J  cents  a  pound  wo  bought  for  them  12,438  pounds  of  bacon, 
at  23  cents  a  pound.  I  may  say  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  that 
there  is  no  voucher  at  all  for  one  month  of  the  last  six  months 
of  1883.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  Indians 
object  very  decidedly  to  the  use  of  pork,  and  I  cannot  see 
what  interest  the  Government  can  have  in  giving  the  Indians 
a  thing  they  do  not  want,  and  paying  double  the  price  for  it. 
The  Indians  say  that  by  supplying  them  with  this  bacon 
or  pork,  they  become  diseased.  Pie-a-Pot  complained  that 
a  large  number  of  his  band,  from  being  compelled  to  use 
this  pork,  bought  at  23  cents  a  pound,  became  unhealthy, 
and  many  died  from  tno  effects. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  was  a  lie  of 
Pie-a-Pot. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
explain  why  we  should  give  these  Indians  pork  at  23  cents 
a  pound,  when  we  could  supply  them  with  beef  at  13£ 
cents  a  pound.  The  same  thing  occurs  with  respect  to  the 
Blackfeet  Indians.  They  are  estimated  to  number  some¬ 
thing  over  2,000.  In  some  reports  and  for  some  months 
the  bands  are  estimated  at  2,000;  for  other  months  the 
number  is  down  to  1,200  and  1,500.  For  the  last  six  months 
of  1883,  according  to  the  vouchors  in  the  Department,  we 
supplied  them  with  fresh  beef  to  the  extent  of  $56,168  ; 
and  during  the  same  time  we  purchased  pork  for  them  at  23 
cents  a  pound.  There  is  another  thing  to  which  I  wish  to 
direct  the  First  Minister’s  attention.  In  voucher  837,  31st 
of  January,  1884,  with  respect  to  the  Blackfeet,  they 
obtained,  according  to  the  voucher,  on  that  day,  22,250 
pounds  of  beef,  at  14J  cents.  The  voucher  contains  an  entry 
to  the  following  effect :  Destitute  Indians,  Blackfoot  Cross¬ 
ing,  average  daily  rations,  871 ;  and  upon  the  same  date, 
31st  January,  1884,  by  voucher  836,  that  same  band  got 
26,560  pounds  of  beef,  at  14^  cents,  $3,785  ;  and  the  follow¬ 
ing  entry  is  on  the  voucher :  Destitute  Indians  at  Blackfoot 
Crossing,  average  daily  rations,  1,290, — the  one  voucher 
signed  by  J.  E.  Edward  the  other  by  J.  E.  Macdonald,  farm 
instructors.  Why  should  there  be,  on  the  same  day,  to  the 
same  Indians,  two  different  accounts  for  fresh  beef  ?  In  the 
month  of  February  precisely  the  same  thing  happened. 
Voucher  840,  29th  of  February,  1883,  these  Blackfeet  at 
the  Crossing  obtained  16,727  pounds  of  beef,  at  14J  cents, 
$2,383. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  better  let  this  item  pass,  as  it  is  close  on  Sunday. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  think  not.  I  am  perfectly 
convinced,  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  reports,  that  the 
grossest  possible  frauds  are  perpetrated  by  the  middlemen. 
Ferhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  this  item  to  stand, 
as  it  is  an  item  which  requires  some  discussion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  All  right. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  want  to  call  his  attention 
to  the  statements  in  his  own  reports.  I  do  not  know  that  he 
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has  read  all  these  reports,  and  it  is  of  the  first  possible  con¬ 
sequence  that  his  attention  should  be  drawn  to  them.  I  have 
two  different  vouchers  upon  the  same  day  of  the  same  month 
to  the  very  same  band  of  Indians. 

Sir  J OHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No ;  they  are  divided 
into  two  bands. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  will  refer  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  the  month  of  February.  I  find  one  voucher,  No. 
840— that  is  the  number  on  the  outside  of  the  voucher,  in 
pencil  mark — and  I  find  that  there  is  an  account,  dated  the 
25th  February,  1883,  for  16,727  pounds  of  beef  to  the  Black¬ 
feet  at  the  Blackfoot  Crossing ;  and  on  the  same  day  thero  is 
another  voucher  for  26,956  pounds  of  beef  to  the  same  identi¬ 
cal  band  of  Indians  at  the  Blackfoot  Crossing.  It  may  be,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  says,  that  this  band  of  Indians  has  been 
divided  into  two,  and  the  supplies  have  been  given  to  them 
by  two  different  agents.  If  that  is  so,  it  only  happens  with 
regard  to  those  two  months,  because,  during  the  whole  of 
1883  the  supplies  are  certified  by  one  official,  and  generally 
by  the  farm  instructor;  but  in  January  and  February,  1883, 
there  are  two  sets  of  vouchers,  certified  to  by  two  different 
individuals.  I  do  not  know  what  the  explanation  is,  but  I 
think  it  is  a  matter  that  requires  some  explanation. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  nearly  twelve  o’clock. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Then  let  the  item  stand. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  First  Minister  said  he  would  let  it 
stand  several  times.  He  said  so  fifteen  minutes  ago. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  He  did  not  say  so  fifty  times. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  said  he  said  so  fifteen  minutes  ago. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  If  the  First  Minister  said  so, 
I  did  not  hear  him,  or  I  would  have  stopped  at  once.  I  apolo¬ 
gise  to  the  First  Minister  for  going  on,  but  I  did  not  hear 
him. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  11:50  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  13th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

TEMPERANCE  ACT,  1878. 

Mr  McCRANEY  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  ask  Parliament  to  legislate  during  the  present  Ses¬ 
sion  so  as  to  provide  for  the  proper  enforcement  of  the 
Temperance  Act,  1878,  by  furnishing  the  necessary  funds 
for  the  prosecution  of  persons  violating  the  provisions  of 
said  Act  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  would  be  impossible,  I 
tbink,  at  this  stage  of  the  Session  to  legislate  on  this  subject. 

BONDED  MACHINERY  IN  USE. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN,  asked,  Whether  there  is  any  mill  or 
manufacturing  machinery  that  has  been  imported  into 
Canada  and  put  in  mills  or  manufacturing  establishments 
and  still  held  in  bond  by  the  Government  ?  If  so,  the 
names  of  the  mill  or  mills  in  which  the  machinery  is,  the 
date  of  its  importation  aDd  the  several  amounts  due  for  duty, 
and  how  long  due  ? 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  unable  to  answer  that  question 
fully,  but  there  are  two  or  three  establishments  in  which 
the  full  amount  of  the  duties  has  not  been  paid,  but  is  now 
in  course  of  collection.  There  is  one  at  Brantford,  one  at 
Weston,  and  the  Magog  one,  and  there  is  still  a  balance  due 
at  St.  Croix.  These  are  the  only  ones  I  am  aware  of.  The 
Commissioner  has  sent  for  the  information.  I  am  informed 
that  all  these  matters  are  in  course  of  final  settlement. 

THE  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  VAIL  (for  Mr.  Forbes)  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Dominion  Government,  during  the  continuance  of  the 
free  fishing  arrangements  allowed  the  American  fishermen, 
to  pay  the  fishermen  of  the  Dominion,  a  bonus  equivalent  to 
the  duties  paid  on  fish  shipped  to  the  United  States  by  Cana¬ 
dian  shippers  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  whole  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  fisheries  will  be  considered  at  an  early  day,  this 
particular  branch  of  the  subject  has  not  been  decided  upon. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST- 
COMPENSATION  FOR  LOSSES. 

Mr.  ROSS  (for  Mr.  Royal)  asked,  Whether  commissioners 
have  been  appointed  to  investigate  the  individual  losses 
made  during  the  last  outbreak  in  the  North-West  and  caused 
by  the  Indians  ?  If  not,  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
make  some  appointments  for  that  object  and  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  commissioners  have 
been  appointed  as  yet,  but  the  whole  of  that  question  is 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST- 
RELIEF  OF  DESTITUTE  FAMILIES. 

Mr.  ROSS  (for  Mr.  Royal  J  asked,  Whother  measures  have 
been  taken  to  come  to  the  relief  of  families  whom  the  last 
troubles  in  the  North-West  have  left  destitute  and  even 
without  the  first  necessaries  of  lifo  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  has 
taken  stops,  and  has  relievod  some  of  the  sufferers,  and  is 
taking  steps  to  prevent  starvation  in  regard  to  the  people 
who  have  suffered  during  the  late  outbreak. 

ONTARIO  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  MILLS  asked,  whether  the  Government  intends  to 
invite  Parliament  to  ask  for  Imperial  legislation  in  the 
matter  of  the  boundaries  of  Ontario,  this  Session  ?  Whether 
it  proposes  to  take  any  action,  and  if  so  what  it  is  to  bo  ? 

•  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  matter  has  engaged, 
as  might  bo  supposed,  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
With  respect  to  the  boundary  between  Ontario  and  Mani¬ 
toba,  there  can  be  no  difficulty.  The  Government  are 
quite  prepared  that  an  Act  should  pass  for  that  purpose. 
In  respect  to  the  northern  boundary  of  Ontario,  which 
boundary  divided  Ontario  from  Keewatin,  that  is  yet 
unsettled,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  there  is  a 
question  involved  in  that  as  to  what  is  or  ought  to  be  the 
northern  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  There  is 
no  chance  of  there  being  any  Imperial  legislation  until  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  The  Canadian 
Government,  in  the  meantime,  desire  to  open  negotiations, 
or  rather  to  have  communication  with  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  forever  not  only  the 
boundary  between  Manitoba  and  Quebec,  which  is  prac¬ 
tically  settled,  but  the  northern  boundary  of  Ontario  and 
the  northern  boundary  of  Quebec ;  and,  after  communicat- 
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ing  with  these  several  Governments,  to  get  from  the  Impe¬ 
rial  Parliament,  at  its  next  Session,  some  legislation 
settling  these  three  questions  forever — what  is  the  bound¬ 
ary  between  Manitoba  and  Ontario — that  is  to  repeat  by 
Imperial  enactment  what  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council 
has  been — to  settle  forever  what  is  the  northern  boundary 
of  Ontario,  separating  it  from  Keewatin,  and  what  is  the 
northern  boundary  of  Quebec,  dividing  the  Province  of 
Quebec  from  the  lands  belonging  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
lying  to  the  north  of  that. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whother  the  Government  received  any 
and  if  so,  how  many  communications  and  at  what  dates  from 
Bishop  Grandin  relating  to  North-West  affairs  and  not 
brought  down  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  We  only  saw  this  morn¬ 
ing  this  and  the  following  questions  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
put  on  Saturday,  and  will  be  ready  to  answer  them  to¬ 
morrow.  It  is  the  same  with  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton), 

DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST— RECOGNI¬ 
TION  OF  THE  SERYICES  OF  THE  YOLUNTEERS. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  House  will 
to  morrow  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  con¬ 
sider  the  following  resolutions : — 

1.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  recognise  the  services  of  the 
members  of  the  enrolled  militia  force  actively  engaged  in  surpressing 
the  half-breed  and  Indian  outbreak  in  the  North-West  by  giving  each, 
in  addition  to  the  pay  and  allowances  to  which  he  is  entitled  under 
the  Militia  Act,  a  grant  of  land  upon  certain  conditions  or  of  scrip, 
redeemable  in  land  as  the  case  may  bo,  and  that  the  grant  should  be 
made  ;n  such  form  as  would  be  conducive  to  the  actual  settlement  of 
the  public  lands  of  Canada. 

2.  Resolved,  That  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  foregoing  resolutions 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  be  authorised  to  grant  to  each  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  enrolled  militia  Iforce  actively  engaged  and  bearing  arms  in 
the  suppression  of  the  Indian  and  half-breed  outbreak,  and  serving 
west  of  Port  Arthur  since  the  25th  day  of  March,  last, including  officers, 
non-commissionei  officers  and  men.  A  free  homestead  of  two  adjoin¬ 
ing  quarter  sections  (comprising  an  area  of  320  acres  in  all)  of  any  even 
numbered  section  of  unoccupied  and  unclaimed  Dominion  lands  in  Mani¬ 
toba  or  the  North-West  Territories  open  for  homestead  and  prs-emption 
entry,  subject  to  the  condition  that  the  grantee  or  his  duly  constituted 
substitute,  shall  have  selected  and  entered  the  two  said  quarter  sections 
in  the  Dominion  Land  Office  for  the  land  district  in  which  they  may  be 
situated  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  June,  1886. 

Provided  that  the  said  grantee  or  his  substitute,  as  the  case  may 
be,  shall  perfect  the  entry  made  as  above  provided  by  commencing 
actually  to  reside  upon  and  cultivate  the  land  within  six  months  from 
and  after  the  1st  day  of  June,  1886,  and  shall  thereafter  continue  to 
reside  upon  and  cultivate  the  said  land  for  the  period,  and  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  by  the  homestead  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Acts,  1883.  Provided  further  that  no 
substitute  to  be  selected  by  a  grantee  shall  be  a  person  who  is  not 
eligible  under  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  to  obtain  entry 
for  a  homestead.  Provided  further  that  in  case  a  substitute  be  selected 
by  a  grantee  as  hereinbefore  provided,  the  land  shall  be  entered  in  the 
name  of  the  substitute,  and  upon  compliance  with  the  conditions  in 
that  behalf  prescribed  by  the  homestead  provisions  of  the  Dominion 
Lands  Act  the  patent  for  the  two  quarter  sections  shall  be  issued  in 
the  name  of  said  substitute. 

3.  Resolved,  That  any  person  entitled,  under  the  foregoing,  to  select 
and  enter  either  by  himself  or  by  his  substitute,  320  acres  of  land  as  a 
homestead  in  the  manner  and  subject  to  the  terms  and  condition  herein¬ 
before  prescribed  may,  in  lieu  thereof,  if  he  so  chooses,  receive  scrip  for 
eighty  dollars  (80)  which  shall  be  accepted  in  payment  of  any  Dominion 
lands  open  for  sale,  or  in  payment  of  pre-emptions  or  of  rents  of  Domi¬ 
nion  lands  leased  for  grazing  or  hay  cutting  purposes,  but  any  person 
choosing  to  take  scrip,  as  hereinbefore  provided,  shall  notify  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  the  Interior  of  his  choice  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  June,  1887. 

4.  Resolved,  That  all  grants  of  land  or  scrip,  as  the  case  may  be, 
issued  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions,  shall  be  made  by 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  upon  a  warrant  in  favor  of  the  person 
entitled  thereto  issued  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence,  which 
shall  be  recorded  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  under  clause  21  of 
the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  1883;  and  further,  that  all  scrip  which  may  be 
issued  under  the  third  resolution  as  above,  shall  be  subject,  in  all 
respects,  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  clause  21  and  also  of  clause  22  of 
the  Dominion  Lands  Act. 

5.  Resolved,  That  the  entries  to  be  made  and  the  patent  to  be  issued 
hereunder  shall  cot  be  subject  to  the  dues  and  charges  exacted  in  the 
case  of  ordinary  homestead  entries. 
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SUBSIDIES  TO  BAIL  WATS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  will,  unless  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  objects,  go  on  with  the  Bill  granting  subsidies  to 
railways.  It  is  simply  the  resolutions,  with  one  slight 
change. 

Hr.  BLAKE.  The  Bill  is  not  yet  distributed,  and  I  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  looking  at  it. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Of  course,  if  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  objects,  I  cannot  go  on  with  it. 

SUPPLY-CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolutions  reported  from 
Committee  of  Supply. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  second  reading  of  the  report  of 
the  Coommitte  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  explain 
what  alteration  this  will  make  in  his  estimate  of  the 
revenue. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  aware  it  will  make  any  material 
difference.  I  have  not  the  figures  with  me,  but  I  will  give 
them  to  the  House  when  we  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— THE  WASHINGTON  TREATY. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  importance  of  the  matter  I  propose 
to  bring  before  the  House  is  my  apology  for  calling  atten¬ 
tion  to  it  at  this  period  of  the  Session.  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  dealt  with  the  termination  of  the  Washington 
Treaty,  and  to  show  by  facts  laid  before  the  House,  that  the 
Government  in  their  conduct  with  respect  to  the  abrogation 
of  the  articles  of  the  Washington  Treaty,  have  been  guilty 
of  delay  and  neglect.  Their  conduct  may  be  characterised 
as  having  been  gross  and  inexcusable  in  the  like 
manner  as  the  Toronto  Mail  characterised  the  action 
regarding  the  North-West.  The  value  of  the  fisheries 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces  is  so  well  known  to  this 
House  that  I  need  not  dwell  upon  it.  Sufficient  it 
is  to  state  that  by  the  award  made  by  the  Hali¬ 
fax  Commission  we  were  granted  about  $5,000,000  for 
ten  years  during  which  the  treaty  was  in  force. 
This  subject,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  not  only  of  importance  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  because  it  is  not  only  in  the  waters 
that  wash  the  Atlantic  coast,  where  our  fisheries  are  situate, 
but  even  in  the  Pacific  there  are  countless  millions  of  fish,  so 
that  to  both  the  east  and  the  west  of  this  Dominion,  this  is 
a  matter  of  great  importance.  Perhaps  I  cannot  better 
characterise  those  fisheries  than  by  using  the  words  of  the 
late  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United  States,  who  spoke  of  the 
richly  stocked  fisheries  and  sealirg  grounds  of  British 
North  America.  You  ore  aware  that  articles  18  to  25  of  the 
Washington  Treaty  relate  to  the  fisheries,  and  those  articles 
provided,  amongst  other  things,  that  the  Americans  should 
use  our  fishing  grounds,  that  we  should  have  the  benefit  of 
their  fishing  grounds,  and  that  fish  should  be  admitted  into 
both  countries  respectively  free  of  duty.  By  the  33rd 
article  of  that  treaty,  it  was  provided  that  two  years’ 
notice  should  be  given  by  either  country,  in  the  event 
of  a  desire  to  terminate  those  articles.  We  are  all 
aware  that  notice  has  been  given  o f  their  termination, 
and  I  wish  briefly  to  refer  to  the  course  pursued  by  the 
American  Government,  and  the  course  pursued  by  this  Gov¬ 
ernment,  with  regard  to  it ;  and  to  show  that  despite 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 


repeated  applications  to  the  Canadian  Government,  despite 
the  fact  that  their  attention  was  repeatedly  called  to  it,  the 
matter  was  allowed  to  slumber  until  no  advantage  could  be 
gained  to  Canada.  On  the  10th  of  January,  1883,  Senator 
Fry,  of  Maine,  introduced  a  resolution  into  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations.  On  the  10th  of  January,  1883, 
the  Hon.  Mr.  West  forwarded  a  copy  of  that  resolution  to 
this  Government.  On  the  2nd  of  February,  a  resolution 
was  passed  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States ;  it  was  then 
referred  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  on  the  27th 
of  February, the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
was  accepted  by  the  House.  As  the  question  may  arise  as 
to  what  took  place  at  that  time,  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  language  of  Mr.  Rice,  of  Massachusetts, 
who  was,  I  believe,  a  member  if  not  chairman,  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

“  I  think  if  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  will  hear  the  explanation 
which  I  will  briefly  give,  it  may,  perhaps  satisfy  him  on  all  points,  with 
reference  to  the  propriety  of  the  adoption  of  this  measure.  By  the 
Treaty  of  Washington  certain  sections  were  devoted  to  rights  given  in 
British  waters  to  American  fishermen.  The  amount  that  the  United 
States  was  to  pay  for  the  privilege  was  to  be  settled  by  the  Halifax 
Commission.  The  sum  that  was  to  be  awarded  by  that  commission  paid 
for  lhat  right  for  the  term  of  12  years  and  no  longer.  The  sum  awarded 
by  the  Halifax  Commission  was  #5, 500,000.  We  must  now  give  notice, 
by  the  first  of  next  July,  of  the  abrogation  of  these  clauses  of  that 
treaty,  and  provisions  contained  in  the  treaty  for  the  abrogation  of 
those  clauses,  and  nothing  else.  So  that  the  matter  stands  by  itself  or 
else  we  enter  upon  another  term,  for  which  England  may  demand  ample 
payment  from  the  United  States,  according  to  the  enormous  and  unjust 
awards  of  the  Halifax  Commission  for  privileges  which  nobody 
in  the  United  States,  who  has  investigated  the  subject,  consider 
worth  keeping.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Atfairs,  unanim¬ 
ously  reported  this  resolution.  It  was  adopted  by  the  Senate 
without  any  objection  ;  and  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of  this 
House,  having  fully  examined  the  matter,  unanimously  instructed  me  to 
move  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  by  the  House,  which  I  now  do  under 
that  instruction.  With  this  explanation,  I  trust  that  no  objection  will 
be  made  to  the  consideration  of  the  resolution,  which  1  am  very  sure,  I 
can  satisfy  everybody,  ought  to  be  adopted,  to  avoid  liability  to  further 
payment  of  an  extortionate  sum  to  Great  Britain,  for  that  which  is  not 
considered  worth  anything  to  us  by  parties  who  are  interested  in  the 
matter  and  who  have  examined  into  it  ” 

This  was  also  communicated  to  this  Government.  On  the 
27th  of  February,  1883,  that  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  on  the  3rd  of  March,  it 
received  the  approval  of  the  President.  On  the  19th  of 
March,  after  the  resolution  was  finally  passed,  Mr.  West 
enclosed  copies  of  these  resolutions  to  the  Government.  On 
the  28th  of  March,  the  late  Colonial  Secretary,  Lord  Derby, 
wrote  the  following  : 

“  My  Lord,— I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  to  you,  for  communication 
to  your  Government,  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Foreign  Office,  for¬ 
warding  a  copy  of  a  despatch  from  Her  Majesty’s  Minister  at  Washington, 
reporting  that  a  joint  resolution  for  the  termination  of  the  fishery  clauses 
of  the  Treaty  of  Washington,  has  passed  the  Senate. 

“  I  shall,  no  doubt,  receive  an  expression  of  the  views  and  wishes  of 
the  Dominion  Government  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

“  I  have,  etc., 

“DERBY.” 

Although  the  Colonial  Secretary  intimated  his  wish  to  obtain 
the  views  and  wishes  of  the  Canadian  Government  in 
regard  to  the  matter,  no  response  was  made  to  the  Imperial 
Government.  On  the  2nd  of  April  the  Government  for¬ 
warded  papers,  which  were  sent  to  Earl  Granville,  which 
contained  the  extract  from  the  G ongressional  Record  which 
I  have  already  read,  and,  on  the  2nd  of  April,  Lord  Derby 
forwarded  a  copy  of  a  further  despatch  from  the  Foreign 
Office.  Now,  the  despatch  written  from  Washington  on 
the  27th  of  February,  1883,  by  Mr.  Saurin,  acting  for  the 
legation,  is  as  follows : — 

“  Washington,  27th  February,  1883. 

“  Mr  Lord, — With  reference  to  my  despatch  of  yesterday’s  date,  I 
have  the  honor  to  report  that  the  Senate  joint  resolution  for  the  term¬ 
ination  of  articles  18  to  25  and  30  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington,  was 
yesterday  read  a  third  time  in  the  House,  and  passed. 

“  I  enclose,  at  the  same  time,  a  report  from  the  Congressional  Record 
of  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Rice,  of  the  Gommittee  on  Foreign  Affairs, 
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explaining  the  reasons  why  the  United  States  Government  is  anxious  to 
denounce  the  fishery  clauses. 

“  They  are  briefly  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  fisheries  are  not  worthy 
the  sum  awarded  by  the  Halifax  Commission,  and  that,  as  the  term  of 
years  for  which  compensation  was  awarded  expires  next  year,  the 
United  States  would,  were  no  steps  taken  to  free  themselves  from  this 
obligation,  be  liable  to  be  again  called  upon  to  pay  largely  for  privileges 
which  they  do  not  consider  worth  keeping. 

I  have,  &c., 

“  The  Earl  Granville,  K.G.  DUDLEY  E.  SAURIN.” 

On  the  3rd  of  May  following,  Lord  Derby  addressed  a  letter 
to  the  Marquis  of  Lome,  in  these  words  : 

“  Downing  Street,  3rd  May,  1883. 

“  Mr  Lord, — I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  to  you  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  the  Foreign  Office,  enclosing  a  note  from  the  United  States  Minister 
at  this  Court,  informing  Her  Majesty’s  Government  that  a  formal  notice 
will  be  given,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  Government,  on  the  2nd 
of  July  next,  for  the  termination,  after  two  years  from  that  date,  of 
articles  18  to  25,  inclusive,  and  article  30  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington, 
cf  the  8th  of  May,  1873. 

“  Although  the  articles  in  question  will  remain  in  force  for  two  years 
after  the  notice  is  given,  your  Government  will,  no  doubt,  agree  with 
me  in  the  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  that  no  time  should  be  lost  in 
taking  into  consideration  the  course  which  it  will  be  best  to  adopt  in 
regard  to  the  fisheries  question,  on  the  termination  of  the  articles  of  the 
Treaty  relating  thereto. 

“  Her  Majesty’s  Government  will  be  glad  if  your  Ministers  will  favor 
them  with  their  views  in  the  matter,  as  soon  as  they  may  be  in  a  position 
to  do  so. 

“  I  have,  etc., 

“DERBY. 

“  Governor  General,  the  Right  Hon. 

“  The  Marquis  of  Lorne,  K.T.,  G.C.H.G.” 

In  that  was  enclosed  a  letter  from  the  Foreign  Office  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  dated  the  25th  of  April,  1883  : 

“  Foreign  Office,  25th  April,  1883. 

“Sir, — I  am  directed  by  Earl  Granville  to  transmit  to  you  a  copy  of 
a  note  from  the  United  States  Minister  at  this  Court,  to  the  effect  that 
he  has  been  instructed  by  hi3  Government  to  give  notice,  on  the  2nd 
July  (the  1st  falling  on  a  Sunday),  of  the  termination  of  articles  18  to 
25  inclusive,  and  article  30,  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington,  of  the  8th 
May,  1871. 

“  I  am  to  request  that  in  laying  this  paper  before  the  Earl  of  Darby 
you  will  state  that  although,  after  notice  is  given,  two  years  must  still 
elapse  before  these  articles  cease  to  have  effect ;  it  appears  to  Lord 
Granville  expedient  to  take  into  consideration,  without  delay,  what 
course  it  will  be  best  to  adopt,  with  a  view,  if  possible,  to  avoid  a  recur¬ 
rence  of  irritating  disputes  in  connection  with  the  fisheries  question, 
and  I  am  to  suggest  that  in  the  first  place  it  might  be  well  to  communi¬ 
cate  a  copy  of  Mr.  Lowell’s  note  to  the  Canadian  Government,  and  to 
ascertain  what  views  they  entertain  upon  the  subject. 

“I  am,  &c. , 

“PHILIP  W.  CURRIE.” 

“  The  Under  Secretary  of  State,  Colonial  Office. 

You  will  observe  that  not  only  Lord  Derby,  the  Colonial 
Minister,  but  also  Earl  Granville,  the  Foreign  Secretary, 
expressed  the  opinion  in  clear  and  emphatic  language  that 
no  time  should  be  lost  in  considering  what  mea¬ 
sures  should  be  taken,  in  view  of  the  termination 
of  these  articles,  and  that  the  views  of  the  Canadian 
Government  on  tho  subject  should  be  obtained. 
Yet,  notwithstanding  the  explicit  terms  in  which  the  views 
of  the  Imperial  Government  were  thus  expressed,  so  far  as 
we  can  ascertain  from  the  papers  which  have  been  brought 
down,  the  Canadian  Government  were  silent  on  the  matter ; 
no  notice  was  taken  of  these  papers;  nothing  appears  to 
have  been  done  on  behalf  of  our  Government.  Parliament 
met  here  in  the  following  January.  In  the  debate  on  the 
address,  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake)  called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  matter 
in  the  following  words : 

“There  is  an  omission  or  two  in  the  Speech  to  which  I  must  refer. 
The  Fishery  Exhibition  is  mentioned,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
moved  and  seconded  the  reply  have  spoken  with  great  and  lively 
admiration  of  the  success  of  that  exhibition  and  of  the  triumphs  which 
Canada  there  achieved.  But  we  have  some  fishery  interests  which  are 
to  be  promoted  in  other  ways  than  by  attending  exhibitions  ;  there  are 
some  fishing  clauses  in  a  treaty,  which  clauses  have  been  denounced, 
and’which  are  to  come  to  an  end  at  no  remote  period ;  and  I  think  some 
reference  to  that  circumstance  and  to  an  intention  to  take  the  House 
into  the  confidence  of  the  Government  as  to  the  course  proposed  by 


them,  aud  to  indicate  what  the  Government  have  done  in  view  of  the 
approaching  termination  of  the  fishery  clauses  of  the  Washington 
Treaty,  would  have  been  at  least  of  as  much  consequence  as  the  para¬ 
graph  which  has  been  inserted  in  the  Speech.  It  is  very  well  known 
that  withia  the  last  two  or  three  years  more  particularly  the  chief 
market  for  our  fish  has  been  the  United  States,  and  it  has  become  of 
very  pressing  importance  that  we  should  know  what  the  results  are  to 
be  of  the  termination  of  these  fishery  clauses.  It  is  of  importance  that 
the  treaty  should  not  terminate  without  an  earnest  effort  in  advance  to 
make  proper  arrangements,  so  that  there  shall  be  no  gap,  if  it  can  be 
avoided ;  and  I  will  add  that  it  i3  of  great  consequence  also,  and  the 
times  appear  to  be  more  propitious  now  tPan  in  former  days,  that  in 
those  negotiations  due  attention  shall  be  paid  to  arriving  at  some  mode 
of  restoring  freer  trade  relations  between  us  and  our  neighbors  than 
have  for  some  time  subsisted. ’(] 

On  that  occasion  tho  only  reply  my  hon.  friend  received 
from  the  right  hon.  Prime  Minister  was  an  attack  on  the 
members  here  for  having  opposed  that  treaty  in  1871,  and 
for  having  called  him  a  Judas  Iscariot  for  securing  such  a 
treaty.  Shortly  afterwards,  when  attention  was  called  to 
the  matter,  we  find  that  on  the  30th  of  January,  1884,  Lord 
Derby  wrote  again  to  the  Marquis  of  Lansdowne : , 

“Mv  Lord, — With  reference  to  my  despatches  of  the  3rd  of  May  and 
of  the  28th  December  last,  I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  you  will 
move  your  Government  to  take  an  early  opportunity  of  placing  me  in 
possession  of  their  views  as  to  the  course  to  be  pursued  in  consequence 
of  the  approaching  termination  of  the  fishery  articles  of  the  Treaty  of 
Washington. 

“In  connection  with  this  subject,  you  will  no  doubt  have  observed 
the  suggestion  contained  in  an  early  part  ol  the  Message  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  communicated  to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress 
ou  the  4th  of  December  last.” 

Before  stating  whether  any  notice  was  taken  of  this  des¬ 
patch  or  not,  I  would  refer  to  that  portion  of  the  President’s 
message  relating  to  the  fisheries.  President  Arthur,  in  his 
message  to  Congress  on  the  5th  of  December,  1883,  used  the 
following  language  :  — 

“Notice  of  the  termination  of  the  fisheries  articles  of  the  Treaty  of 
Washington  was  duly  given  to  the  British  Government  and  the  reciprocal 
privileges  and  exemptions  of  the  treaty  will  accordingly  cease  on  Jul}' 
1st,  1885.  The  fisheries  industries  pursued  by  a  numerous  clas3  of  our 
citizens  on  the  northern  coasts  of  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  oceans,  are 
worthy  of  the  fostering  care  of  Congress  whenever  brought  into  com¬ 
petition  with  the  like  industries  of  other  countries,  our  fishermen,  as 
well  as  our  manufacturers  of  fishing  appliances  and  preparers  of  fish 
products,  have  maintained  a  foremost  place.  I  suggest  tnat  Congress 
create  a  commission  to  consider  the  general  question  of  our  rights  in  the 
fisheries  aod  the  means  of  opening  to  our  citizens  under  just  and  endur¬ 
ing  conditions,  the  richly  stocked  fishing  waters  and  sealing  grounds  of 
British  North  America.” 

Showing  that  if  the  American  Government  had  been 
aproached  to  use  their  influence  to  obtain  a  x’enewal  of  the 
treaty,  they  would  no  doubt  have  been  willing  to  use  that 
influence.  That  was  referred  to  in  the  despatch  of  the  30th 
of  January,  1884,  with  the  request  that  the  views  of  this 
Government  should  be  presented  at  as  early  a  date  as  pos¬ 
sible  to  the  Imperial  Government.  That  Government  had 
in  the  previous  year  pointed  out  that  it  was  important  that 
no  time  should  be  lost  in  endeavoring  to  make  some  arrange¬ 
ments,  but  while  perfectly  ready  and  willing  to  enter  into 
negotiations,  they  wero  desirous  of  consulting  the  Dominion 
Government  and  obtaining  their  views  with  regard  to  extend¬ 
ing  the  treaty  or  making  other  errangements  which  might  be 
mutually  satisfactory  and  beneficial  to  both  countries.  On 
the  28th  of  March  following,  my  hon.  friend  tho  member 
for  Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies),  who  I  regret  is  not  hero 
to  aid  me  in  putting  this  matter  before  the  House,  moved  a 
resolution  calling  the  attention  of  the  Houso  to  the  subject. 
My  hon.  friend,  in  his  speech  on  that  occasion,  showed 
clearly  the  advantages  that  would  accrue  to  this  country, 
especially  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  by  a  continuation  of 
this  treaty,  and  urged  that  some  effort  should  be  made  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  an  arrangement  if  possible  with  tho 
United  States.  At  that  time  the  despatches  wero  referred 
to,  but  had  not  been  laid  on  the  Table.  My  hon.  friend  on 
that  occasion  moved  : 

“In  view  of  the  notice  of  the  termination  of  the  fisheries  articles  of 
the  Treaty  of  Washington,  given  by  the  United  States  to  the  British 
Government,  and  the  consequent  expiration,  on  the  1st  July,  1885,  of 
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the  reciprocal  privileges  and  exemptions  of  that  treaty,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  steps  should  be  taken,  at  an  early  day,  by  the  Government 
of  Canada,  with  the  object  of  bringing  about  negotiations  for  a  new 
treaty,  providing  for  the  citizens  of  Canada  and  the  United  States,  the 
reciprocal  privileges  of  fishing  and  freedom  from  duties  now  enjoyed, 
together  with  additional  reciprocal  freedom  in  the  trade  relations  of  the 
two  countries ;  and  that  in  any  such  negotiations  Canada  should  be 
directly  represented  by  some  one  nominated  by  its  Government.” 

That  resolution  was  voted  down  on  that  occasion.  The 
Government  had  not  only  done  nothing  but  did  not  desire 
to  open  any  negotiation  at  all  with  the  United  States,  such 
appears  to  have  been  the  condition  of  affairs.  Congress 
had  opened  on  the  4th  December,  1883,  and  continued  in 
session  until  Ith  July,  1884,  and  during  three  months  ot 
this  period  our  House  was  in  session.  No  steps  were  taken, 
however,  during  the  Session  or  afterward  to  open  negotia¬ 
tions.  Matters  remained  in  this  state  until  the  4th  December 
last,  when  the  following  despatch  was  sent  by  the  Colonial 
Secretary : 

“  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  fishery  articles  of  the  Treaty  of  Wash¬ 
ington  will  expire  on  the  1st  July  next,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you 
that  Her  Majesty’s  Government  are  desirous  of  obtaining  at  as  early 
date  as  it  may  be  possible,  some  definite  expression  of  the  views  of  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  as  to  the  course  which  they 
may  wish  to  be  pursued,  in  negotiation  witb  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  with  the  object  of  arriving  at  some  satisfactory  arrange¬ 
ment  with  that  Government  in  order  to  avoid  the  risks  and  complica¬ 
tions  which  might  arise  from  the  fishery  question  being  left  in  an 
unsettled  and  undecided  state.  You  will,  therefore, be  so  good  as  to  lay 
this  despatch  before  your  Ministers  and  to  request  them  to  favor  me  at 
their  earliest  convenience,  with  such  an  expression  of  their  views  upon 
this  important  subject  as  they  may  be  in  a  position  to  supply.” 

This  was  written  the  4th  Decombor,  1881,  and  appears  to 
havo  had  no  response  until  the  26th  December,  1884.  On 
that  date,  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General,  after 
acknowledging  receipt  of  the  despatch,  explained  the  delay 
in  replying  to  it  by  the  absence  of  the  First  Minister,  and 
goes  on  to  say  : 

“  3.  I  have  in  the  first  place  to  point  out  that  these  articles  have  been 
abrogated  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  in  compliance  with  a 
vote  of  Congress,  without,  as  far  as  we  are  aware,  any  intimation  of  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  that  Government  to  substitute  for  them  any  other 
arrangement,  and  without  any  specific  disclosures  of  the  reasons  which 
have  induced  it  to  adopt  such  a  course,  beyond  general  and  unofficial 
expressions  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  result  of  the  award  under  which 
the  United  States  were  required  to  pay  a  sum  of  five  and  a  half  millions 
of  dollars  for  the  privilege  of  fishing  in  the  waters  to  which  their  fisher¬ 
men  were  admitted  under  the  Treaty  of  1871. 

“4.  A  course  similar  to  that  which  has  now  been  adopted  was  followed 
by  the  Government  of  Washington  in  regard  to  the  Treaty  of  1854, which 
was  abrogated  in  like  manner,  to  the  detriment  of  the  commercial  rela¬ 
tions  which  had  been  established  between  the  two  countries  while  it  was 
in  operation.” 

At  that  time  the  Government  had  the  letter  of  Mr.  Saurin, 
of  the  British  Legation,  the  speech  of  Mr.  Eice,  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  the  President’s  Message,  showing  the  reasons 
for  inducing  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  adopt 
the  course  they  did.  The  great  object  of  the  American 
Government  was  to  place  themselves  in  such  a  position  with 
regard  to  the  Washington  Treaty  that  they  would  not  have 
to  pay  anything  for  the  use  of  our  fisheries,  but  not  in 
such  a  position  that  other  negotiations  might  not  take 
place. 

“6.  In  the  face  of  these  circumstances  my  Government  does  not  con¬ 
sider  that  it  would  be  consistent  with  the  respect  which  it  owes  to  itself 
to  appear  as  a  suitor  for  concessions  at  the  hands  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  It  is  moreover  certainly  open  to  question  whether 
its  negotiations  on  this  subject  are  to  be  approached  at  all,  they  will  not 
be  approached  with  a  better  prospect  of  success  if  they  are  commenced 
and  conducted  with  the  Government  which  will  assume  office  next  spring, 
rather  than  with  that  by  which  the  articles  have  been  denounced  and 
which  could  not  reasonably  expect  to  terminate  such  negotiations  before 
the  end  of  its  official  existence.” 

This  was  written  26th  December,  1884.  Instead  of  applying 
to  the  then  Government  while  Congress  was  in  session, 
although  they  knew  Congress  would,  by  law,  rise  4th  March, 
1885,  and  that  it  would  not  bo  in  session  later  in  the  year, 
unless  an  extra  Session  were  called  by  the  now  President, 
which  was  highly  improbable,  the  Government  took  no 
fiction : — 
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“  6.  The  expiration  of  the  fishery  articles,  although  no  doubt  it  will 
produce  some  dislocation  of  this  branch  of  the  commerce  of  the 
Dominion,  will  only  replace  it  in  the  position  which  it  occupied  between 
the  expiration  of  the  Treaty  of  1854  and  the  commencement  of  the 
Treaty  of  1871.  Each  party  will  be  restricted  to  its  own  waters,  and 
steps  would  be  taken  to  protect  from  trespass  those  of  the  Dominion 
which  are  admitted  to  be  of  far  greater  value  than  those  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  probable  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  catch  of  the 
Canadian  fishermen  would  find  its  way,  a3  it  did  during  the  period 
referred  to,  to  the  same  markets  a3  now,  but  carried  in  American  vessels, 
the  owners  of  which  would  purchase  the  fish  from  the  Canadian  fishing 
vessels  whilst  afloat  and  enter  them  at  their  own  ports  free  of  duty  as 
their  own  catch  for  resale  in  the  West  Indies  and  elsewhere. 

“  7.  In  another  respect,  however,  the  action  of  the  United  States 
Government  is  no  doubt  likely  to  leave  inconvenient  and  perhaps 
embarrassing  results,  though  not  to  Canadian  fishermen.  The  fishery 
clauses  will  cease  to  operate  on  the  1st  of  July,  1885.  At  that  time 
vessels  belonging  to  the  United  States  will  be  engaged  in  fishing  in 
Canadian  waters. 

“  These  vessels  will  have  been  equipped  and  fitted  out  for  the  season’s 
fishing,  and  will  have  made  all  their  arrangements  in  the  belief  that 
they  would  be  able  to  prosecute  their  business  until  its  end.” 

Here  the  Government  assumes  that  these  vessels  are  equip¬ 
ped  and  ready  to  set  out.  But  tho  Government  of  which 
theso  men  are  the  constituents  had  given  ample  notice  that 
the  treaty  would  terminate  on  the  1st  of  July.  Why  should 
our  Government  undertake  to  assume  that  the  American 
fishermen  were  ignorant  of  it  and  would  trespass  on  our 
fisheries,  being  convinced  that  not  the  slightest  attempt 
would  be  made  to  prevent  them?  Our  Government  had 
been  notified  that  the  treaty  would  cease,  and  it  became 
their  duty  to  give  notice  that  every  man  who  entered  our 
fisheries  would  bo  a  trespasser  and  to  have  taken  steps  to 
protect  our  fisheries  against  trespass. 

“  If  these  vessels  were  upon  the  day  following  that  upon  which  the 
articles  ceased  to  operate,  either  captured  for  trespass,  or  compelled  on 
pain  of  seizures  to  desist  from  fishing  in  Canadian  waters,  considerable 
loss  would  be  occasioned  to  the  owners,  and  much  ill-feeling  created 
between  the  two  countries.  The  Government  of  the  Dominion  has  no 
desire  to  be  instrumental  in  producing  such  a  state  of  things,  and  I  am 
able  to  inform  your  Lordship  that  should  such  a  course  be  acceptable  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  we  shall  be  prepared  to  agree  to 
an  extension  of  the  operation  of  the  clause  in  regard  both  to  “  free  fish¬ 
ing  ”  and  “  free  fish”  until  the  1st  of  June,  1888.” 

Mark  the  words.  A  proposal  was  made,  and  they  were 
willing  to  agree  to  an  extension  of  the  operations  of  tho 
treaty  both  as  regards  free  fishing  and  free  fish  up  to  1st 
June,  1886  ;  and  at  the  time  when  they  were  making  that 
proposal  they  were  doubtless  aware  that  Congress,  which 
had  alone  the  power  to  grant  it,  would  not  bo  in  session,  and 
that  the  executive  had  not  the  power. 

“  If  this  were  to  be  done  their  expiration  would  take  place  between 
the  fishing  season  of  1885  and  that  of  1886,  instead  of  in  the  middle  of 
that  of  1885,  and  the  result  of  avoiding  those  complications  of  which  I 
have  already  spoken. 

“  8.  The  delay  thus  gained  would,  if  the  United  States  were  to  show 
any  desire  for  the  discussion  of  the  commercial  relation  of  the  two 
countries,  give  time  for  such  a  discussion  and  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  would  have  no  object  in  restricting  its  scope  to  the  subject  of 
the  fisheries.  It  is,  indeed,  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  the  Dominion 
has  consistently  expressed  its  readiness  to  become  a  party  to  an  arrange¬ 
ment  which  might  have  the  effect  of  affording  increased  facilities  for 
international  commerce  between  itself  and  the  United  States.  It  has 
given  the  best  proof  of  its  sincerity  by  taking  under  its  existing 
Customs  laws,  powers  of  which  Your  Lordship  is  aware,  to  admit  upon 
favorable  terms  by  proclamation  of  the  Governor  General,  those 
products  of  the  United  States  which  were  included  in  the  Treaty  of 
)  854,  whenever  a  similar  course  in  regard  to  the  natural  products  of  the 
Dominion  may  be  adopted  by  the  Government  of  Washington.  It 
regretted  at  the  time  the  termination  of  the  Treaty  of  1851,  which  it 
believed  to  be  advantageous  to  the  interests  of  both  countries,  end  it 
would  be  fuliy  prepared  ou  receiving  from  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  an  intimation  thai  negotiations  would  be  likely  to  pro¬ 
duce  useful  results,  to  enter  into  such  negotiations  in  an  amicable  spirit. 

“  1  think  it  my  duty,  in  conclusion,  to  make  Your  Lordship  aware 
that  in  a  letter  to  Her  Majesty’s  Minister  at  Washington,  dated  the  23rd 
inst.,  I  asked  him  to  be  good  enough  to  inform  me  whether  such  an 
ad  interim  arrangement  as  I  have  indicated  in  paragraph  7,  was  likely 
to  beagreableto  the  Government  to  which  he  is  accredited.” 

No  such  letter  is  brought  down  and  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  answor  was  made.  This  proposition  was  made  by  the 
Colonial  Office  mentioning,  and  putting  forward  the  fact,  that 
no  steps  have  yet  been  taken.  The  next  communication  is  a 
despatch  from  Mr.  West,  dated  23rd  April,  1825.  This  does 
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not  appear  to  have  been  the  first  communication  between 
the  two  Governments,  for  we  find  that  Mr.  West  on  12th 
March,  1885,  adressed  a  confidential  memorandum  to  Mr. 
Bayard. 

“  The  fishery  clauses  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington  of  1871  -will  expire 
on  1st  July  next.  It  has  been  represented  by  the  Canadian  Government 
that  much  inconvenience  is  likely  to  arise  in  consequence,  unless  some 
agreement  can  be  made  for  an  extension  ot  the  period.” 

It  was  represented  to  the  Canadian  Government  that  much 
inconvenience  would  be  likely  to  arise  in  consequence  of  the 
abolition  of  the  fishery  clauses.  We  have  a  letter  addressed 
to  Mr.  West  on  the  23rd  inst.  We  assume  that  Mr.  West 
had  a  copy  of  the  despatch  of  Lord  Derby.  There  it  was 
mentioned  not  that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  Canadian 
fishermen  but  would  cause  inconvenience  to  American 
fishermen,  the  very  men  who  were  surrendering  the 
privilege  were  to  be  called  upon  to  submit  to  inconvenience. 
The  point  is  put  forward  by  Mr.  West  as  follows  : — 

“  When  the  time  cornea  (1st  July  next)  American  ships  will  be  actually 
engaged  in  fishing  within  the  territorial  waters  of  tbe  Dominion.  These 
vessels,  will  have  b?en  fitted  out  for  the  season’s  fishing  and  have  made 
all  their  usual  arrangements  for  following  it  up  until  its  termination  in 
the  autumn.  If  under  these  circumstances  the  provincial  or  municipal 
authorities  in  Canada  were  to  insist  upon  their  strict  rights  and  to  corn¬ 
el  such  vessels  on  pain  of  seizure  to  desist  from  fishing,  considerable 
ardship  would  be  occasioned  to  the  owners,  and  a  feeling  of  bitterness 
engendered  on  both  sides  which  it  is  clearly  the  interest  of  both  Gov¬ 
ernments  to  avert. 

“  It  seems  therefore  desirable  in  order  to  avoid  such  possible  compli¬ 
cations,  that  both  Governments  should  come  to  an  agreement  under 
•which  the  clauses  might  be  in  effect  extended  until  1st  January,  1886. 

“  If  this  was  done  the  existing  state  of  things  would  coma  to  an  end 
and  a  date  between  the  fishery  season  of  1885  and  that  of  1886,  and  an 
abrupt  transition  at  a  moment  when  fishery  operations  were  being 
carried  on  would  be  thus  uvoided.” 

It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  concession  made  on  our  part, 
—and  I  assume  that  the  viows  put  forward  by  Mr.  West  in 
his  memorandum  are  expressed  on  behalf  ot  the  Canadian 
as  well  as  tho  Imperial  Government.  I  do  not  think  it 
shows  a  want  of  respect  of  this  Government  to  como  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  very  first  thing  done  on  the  12th 
March,  within  less  than  three  months  of  the  termination 
of  the  fishery  clauses  of  tho  treaty,  was  an  application  by 
this  Government  to  have  the  time  extended  not  for  the 
benefit  of  Canadian  fishermen  but  in  order  to  prevent 
American  fishermen  being  inconvenienced.  This  point  i3 
referred  to  by  Mr.  Bayard  in  a  memorandum  which  is  also 
brought  down  among  the  papers.  That  memorandum  after 
referring  to  the  legislation  points  out : 

x  passed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States’  Act  of 

March,  1873,  for  the  execution  of  the  fishery  articles  of  the  Treaty  of 
Washington,  has  been  repealed  by  the  joint  resolution  of  March  3,  1883, 
the  repeal  to  take  effect  July  1,  1885.  From  that  date  the  effects  of  the 
fisheries  articles  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington  absolutely  determine,  so 
lar  as  their  execution  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  is  con¬ 
cerned,  and  without  new  legislation  by  Congress  modifying  or  post- 
poning  that  repeal,  the  Executive  is  not  constitutionally  competent  to 
extend  the  reciprocal  fisheries  provisions  of  the  Treaty  beyond  the  1st 
July  next,  the  date  fixed  by  the  action  of  Congress.” 

Ml’.  West’s  memorandum  of  12th  March,  1885,  suggests  the 
mutual  practical  convenience  that  would  accrue  from  allow¬ 
ing  the  fishing  ventures  commenced  prior  to  1st  July,  1885, 
to  continue  until  the  end  of  the  season  for  fishing  of  that 
year,  thus  preventing  their  abrupt  termination  in  the  midst 
of  fishing  operations  on  the  1st  of  July.  I  am  perfectly 
justified  in  saying  that  the  First  Minister  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  must  have  been  fully  aware  of  tho  effect  of  the 
termination  of  that  notice;  also  that  on  1st  July, 
under  tho  constitution  of  tho  United  States,  Congress 
would  not  be  sitting,  it  was  highly  improbable  that 
after  4th  March  Congress  would  be  in  session,  and  if 
no  action  was  taken  by  Congress  the  Executive,  to  use  the 
language  of  Mr.  Bayard,  is  not  competent  to  extend  the 
reciprocal  provisions  of  the  treaty.  If  those  negotiations 
had  been  entered  upon  at  an  earlier  period — for  there  is 
nothing  to  show  that  the  late  United  States  Government 


and  President  Arthur  were  not  as  favorable  to  Canada  as 
are  the  present  President  and  Congress— tbe  matter  might 
have  been  taken  into  consideration  by  Congress  and  the 
privileges  extended,  the  loss  of  which  must  seriously  affect 
tho  Maritime  Provinces,  and  thus  place  the  fishermen  on 
the  same  footing  as  American  fishermen,  and  that  fish 
caught  by  Americans  in  Canadian  waters  should  not  be 
carried  into  the  United  States  free  without  our  fish  being 
also  carried  in  free.  But  tbe  opportunity  was  lost ;  it  was 
allowed  to  slip  by  and  nothing  was  done.  The  matter  was 
taken  up  after  Congress  had  prorogued  and  separated.  Mr. 
Bayard  wrote  to  Mr.  West  as  follows  : — 

“  It  has  been,  moreover,  suggested  on  the  part  of  the  Province  of 
Newfoundland  and  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  that  in  view  of  the 
mutual  benefit  and  convenience  of  the  present  local  traffic,  consisting  of 
the  purchase  of  ice,  bait,  wood,  and  general  ship  supplies  by  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  engaged  in  fishing  from  the  inhabitants  of  the  British 
American  fishing  coast,  the  usual  operations  of  tbe  fishing  season  of 
1885  should  be  continued  by  the  fishing  vessels  belonging  to  citizens  of 
the  United  States  until  the  end  of  the  season  of  that  year,  and  that  the 
local  authorities  of  Newfoundland  and  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  in  a 
spirit  ot  neighborhood  should  abstain  from  molesting  such  fishermen  or 
impeding  their  progress  or  their  local  traffic  with  the  inhabitants  inci¬ 
dental  to  fishing  during  the  remain  ier  of  the  season  of  1885,  and  all  this 
with  the  understanding  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  would 
bring  the  whole  question  of  the  fisheries  before  Congress  at  its  next  ses¬ 
sion  in  December,  and  recommend  the  appointment  of  a  commission  in 
which  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  of  Great  Britain  should 
be  respectively  represented,  which  commission  should  be  charged  with 
the  consideration  and  settlement  upon  a  just,  equitable  and  honorable 
basis  of  the  entire  question  of  the  fishing  rights  of  the  two  Governments 
and  their  respective  citizens  on  the  coast  of  the  United  States  and 
British  North  America. 

“  The  President  of  the  Uni’.ed  States  would  be  prepared  to  recom¬ 
mend  the  adoption  of  such  action  by  Congress  with  the  understanding 
that  in  view  and  in  consideration  of  such  promised  recommendation 
there  would  be  no  enforcement  of  restrictive  and  penal  law3  and  regu¬ 
lations  by  the  authorities  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  or  of  the  Province 
of  Newfoundland,  against  the  fishermen  of  the  United  States  resorting 
to  British  American  waters  between  the  1st  July  next  and  the  close  of 
the  present  year’s  fishing  season  ;  the  mutual  object  and  intent  being  to 
avoid  any  annoyance  to  the  individuals  engaged  in  this  business  and 
traffic,  and  the  irritation  or  ill-feeling  that  might  be  engendered  by  a 
harsh  or  vexatious  enforcement  of  stringent  local  regulations  on  the 
fishing  coast  pending  an  effort  to  have  a  just  and  amicable  arrangement 
of  an  important  and  somewhat  delicate  question  between  the  two 
nations. 

“  Public  knowledge  of  this  understanding  and  arrangement  can  be 
given  by  an  exchange  of  notes  between  Mr.  West  and  myself,  which  can 
be  given  to  the  ptess.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  this  memorandum  no  copy  of  Mr. 
West’s  memorandum  appears  to  have  boon  furnished  ;  but 
on  the  22nd  ot  April  Mr.  West  sent  a  despatch  to  the 
Government  here  enclosing  a  copy  of  this  memorandum 
which  I  have  just  read.  On  the  22nd  of  April  the 
Governor  General  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  this,  and  in 
referiiDg  to  it  said  : 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the 
23rd  inst.,  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  memorandum  submitted  to  you  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  upon  the  subject  of  an  understanding  which  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  desires  to  establish  with  that  of  the 
Dominion,  in  view  of  the  approaching  expiration  of  the  fisheries  articles 
of  the  Treaty  of  Washington. 

“I  have  referred  Mr.  Bayard’s  memorandum  to  my  Government,  and 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  communicate  further  with  you  upon  the  subject  in 
the  course  of  a  few  days. 

“I  may,  however,  in  the  meanwhile  express  the  hope  that  you  will 
convey  to  the  Secretary  of  State  the  assurance  that  his  proposal  will 
receive  most  careful  consideration,  and  that  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  is  sincerely  desirous  of  placing  its  relations  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  both  in  regard  to  the  question  of  fisheries  and 
in  regard  to  all  questions  affecting  the  commerce  of  the  two  countries 
upon  a  footing  advantageous  and  satisfactory  to  both,  and  likely  to 
avoid,  as  far  as  circumstances  will  admit,  all  risk  of  misunderstanding 
and  annoyance  to  the  individuals  concerned  therein.” 

You  will  observe  that  the  memorandum  of  Mr.  Bayard 
simply  accepts  a  proposal  of  Mr.  West  that  tho  Americans 
should  have  tho  benefit  of  the  Canadian  fisheries  without 
the  alternative  that  the  Canadians  should  be  allowed  to 
utilise  the  American  fisheries;  it  does  not  at  all  refer  to  the 
matters  referrod  to  in  the  30th  article  of  tho  treaty.  On 
the  same  day,  tho  28th  of  April,  tho  following  dospatch  is 
sent  to  the  Colonial  Office  : — 


3326 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


July  13, 


“I  have  the  honor  to  forward  for  your  Lordship’s  consideration 
copies  of  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from  Her  Majesty’s  Minister  at 
Washington,  and  of  a  memorandum  enclosed  therein  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  United  States  Government,  upon  the  subject  of  the 
approaching  expiration  of  the  fisheries  clauses  of  the  Treaty  of  Wash¬ 
ington.  I  also  enclose  copy  of  my  reply  to  Mr.  West. 

“  I  have  referred  Mr.  West’s  letter  and  the  memo,  to  my  Ministers, 
and  I  shall  communicate  farther  with  your  Lordship  in  a  few  days,  as 
to  the  course  which  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  may  propose  to 
adopt  in  the  matter. 

“  I  have  already  made  your  Lordship  aware  of  the  reasons  which  led 
me  to  believe  that  the  abrupt  termination  of  the  fisheries  clauses  of  the 
1st  of  July  might  be  followed  by  the  seizure  of  American  vessels  found 
after  that  date  within  the  territorial  waters  of  the  Dominion  would  be 
attended  with  the  utmost  inconvenience,  and  I  expressed  the  hope  that 
it  might  be  found  possible  to  effect  an  arrangement  under  which  the 
operation  of  the  clauses,  both  in  regard  to  free  fish  and  free  fishing, 
might  be  extended  to  January  1st,  1886,  and  that  before  the  commen¬ 
cement  of  another  fishing  season  a  permanent  agreement  might  be 
arrived  at  between  the  two  Governments.” 

Here  you  will  observe  the  hope  is  expressed  that  arrange¬ 
ments  may  be  made  with  regard  to  free  fish  and  free  fishing. 
This  is  immediately  after  the  announcement  put  forward 
that  Congress  alone  had  power  to  make  that  arrangement, 
that  the  Executive  would  be  powerless ;  and  this  is  to  be 
done  after  the  1st  of  July,  when  it  was  too  late  to  make 
any  arrangement : 

“  Your  Lordship  will  observe  that  Mr.  Bayard  is  of  opinion  that 
without  new  legislation  by  Congress  the  Executive  is  not  constitu¬ 
tionally  competent  to  extend  the  operation  of  the  clauses  in  the  manner 
proposed  ;  and  that  he  suggests  that  in  order  to  avoid  the  inconvenience 
which  was  anticipated,  the  usual  operations  of  the  fishing  vessels 
belonging  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  should  be  allowed  to  continue 
without  interference  on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities,  either  of  the 
Dominion  or  of  Newfoundland,  until  the  close  of  the  season. 

“  This  Mr  Bayard  purposes  should  be  done  upon  an  understanding  to 
which  expression  might,  he  thinks,  be  given  by  means  of  notes  exchanged 
between  Mr.  West  and  himself,  and  published  in  the  press  to  the  effect 
that  Congress  should  be  moved  a t  its  next  Session  to  agree  to  the 
appointment  of  an  international  commission  of  which  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  should  be  represented,  and  which 
should  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  endeavoring  to  arrive  at  a  final 
adjustment  of  the  entire  question  of  the  fishery  rights  of  both  powers. 

“  While  the  desire  of  the  United  States  Government  to  avoid,  in  view 
of  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  a  question  likely  to  occasion  serious 
international  complications,  all  possible  sources  of  irritation  in  the 
meanwhile,  will,  I  believe  be  fully  appreciated  in  the  country.  It  is 
impossible  to  exclude  from  considerattion  the  fact  that  some  hostile 
criticisms  are  likely  to  be  provoked  by  any  arrangement  under  which, 
while  persons  connected  with  the  fishery  interests  of  the  Dominion  would 
find  their  fish  and  fish  products  liable  to  the  reimposcd  duties  on 
entrance  in  the  United  States,  the  6ame  access  as  heretofore  to 
Canadian  waters  would  be  enjoyed  by  the  fishermen  of  the  United 
States.  Mr.  Bayard’s  proposal  is,  however,  framed  in  terms  which  leave 
no  doubt  as  to  the  desire  of  this  Government  for  an  amicable  under¬ 
standing  with  that  of  the  Dominion,  and  I  venture  to  recommend  that 
Mr.  West  should  be  authorised  to  continue,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
Her  Majesty’s  Government,  the  negotiations  which  have  been  thus  com¬ 
menced,  and  also,  if  the  opportunity  presents  itself,  to  extend  their 
scope  so  as  to  include  the  consideration  of  commercial  relations,  other 
than  those  arising  out  of  the  fish  trade  between  the  Dominion  and  the 
United  States.” 

Now,  you  will  observe  that  when  it  is  said  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Government  were  desirous  of  coming  to  an  amicable 
understanding  with  the  Government  of  the  Dominion — at 
that  time  not  a  single  favor  or  concession  was  granted  by 
the  United  States  whatever,  but  the  proposal  conveyed  in 
Mr.  West’s  memorandum  of  the  12th  March,  was  simply 
that  American  fishermen  should  bo  allowed  the  privilege  of 
fishing  in  Canadian  waters  while  no  corresponding  privilege 
was  allowed  to  Canadian  fishermen.  Thei-e  is  no  doubt  that 
tho  Government  wei’O  quite  right  in  expiessing  the  view  in 
this  despatch  that  a  fairly  hostile  criticism  might  be  made 
of  this  arrangement.  The  next  despatch  of  any  importance 
is  dated  the  17th  May,  1885,  and  is  addressea  to  Lord 
Derby  : 

“  My  Lord,— In  reply  to  your  Lordship’s  enquiry  whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  1  he  Dominion  was  prepared  to  concur  in  the  memorandum  by 
Mr.  Bayard,  ot  which  a  copy  was  forwarded  to  me  by  the  British  Minister 
at  Washington  on  the  23rd  of  April,  I  had  the  honor  to  inform  your 
Lordship  by  telegram  on  the  17th  instant,  that  upon  the  understanding 
that  Congress  would  be  recommended  to  agree  to  the  issue  of  a  commis¬ 
sion  for  the  object  suggested  by  Mr.  Bayard,  no  cruisers  would  be  sent 
by  my  Government  to  protect  the  Canadian  fisheries  or  to  interfere  with 
American  fishermen,  but  that  it  might  not  be  possible  to  prevent  col- 

Mr.  Weldon. 


lisions  between  Canadian  and  American  fishermen,  or  to  control  the 
action  of  individuals  attempting  to  enforce  provincial  laws  against  for¬ 
eign  intruders.  I  added  that  my  Government  was  prepared  to  do  any- 
ihing  within  its  power  to  discourage  such  proceedings,  and  that  I 
believed  this  could  be  done  effectually,  and  I  went  on  to  say  that  I  pre¬ 
sumed  that  the  American  Government  would  act  iu  the  same  manner  in 
regard  to  Canadian  fishermen  resorting  to  the  territorial  waters  of  the 
United  States. 

“  2.  Such  an  arrangement  would,  as  your  Lordship  suggests,  be  of  a 
temporary  nature,  and  would  be  agreed  to  upon  the  understanding  that 
it  should  not  prejudice  the  equivalents  which  might  be  hereafter 
demanded  in  negotiations  for  a  more  permanent  settlement. 

‘‘  3. .  With  regard  to  the  latter,  I  have  already  intimated  to  your  Lord- 
ship  that  my  Government  would  regard  favorably  a  proposal  by  which 
the  scope  of  the  negotiations  for  the  settlement  of  the  fishery  question 
might  be  enlarged  so  as  to  include  the  discussion  of  reciprocal  conces¬ 
sions  calculated  to  give  increased  facilities  for  trade  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States. 

“  4.  If  it  were  to  become  known  here  that  such  proposals  had  been 
made  and  were  entertained,  it  is  probable  that  the  suspicion  with  which, 
as  I  have  already  pointed  out  to  your  Lordship,  the  arrangement  now 
under  discussion  will  in  some  quarters  be  regarded,  might  be  to  some 
extent  removed.  The  arrangement  will  unquestionably  be  looked  upon, 
particularly  by  persons  connected  with  the  fishery  interests  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  as  being  of  a  very  one-sided  character.” 

It  is  charactoi-ised  by  the  Americans  themselves,  and  every- 
one  who  reads  the  documents  will  seo  that,  in  view  of  the 
privileges  we  give  to  the  Americans,  the  arrangement  is  of 
a  one  sided  character: — 

“  Mr.  Bayard  has  explained  that  in  consequence  of  the  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  of  30th  March,  1883,  the  expiration  of  the  fishery  articles  of  the 
Treaty  of  Washington  will  absolutely  determine  upon  1st  July  of  the 
present  year,  and  that  without  due  legislation  by  Congress  modifying 
or  postponing  that  repeal,  the  Executive  is  not  constitutionally  com¬ 
petent  to  extend  the  reciprocal  provision  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington 
beyond  the  date  fixed  by  the  action  of  Congress.  It  follows  that  the 
reimposition  of  the  duty  on  Canadian  fish  products  entering  the  United 
States  after  that  date  cannot  now  be  prevented.  If  under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  American  fishing  vessels  are  permitted  to  use  the  territorial 
waters  ot  the  Dominion  without  molestation  after  the  1st  of  July 
without  any  understanding  more  specific  or  binding  than  one  to  the 
effect  that  the  President  is  to  bring  the  whole  question  of  the  fisheries 
before  Congress  at  the  next  Session  in  December,  and  to  recommend  the 
appointment  of  an  international  commission  for  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
sidering  and  it  possible  arriving  at  a  settlement  of  the  entire  fishing 
rights  of  the  two  Governments,  a  recommendation  which  may  not  be 
more  successful  than  a  somewhat  similar  recommendation  made  to 
Congress  by  the  last  President.” 

You  will  perceive  here,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  they  say  the  duty 
must  be  imposed,  and  all  they  give  is  a  promise  by  the 
President  that  he  will  bring  before  Congress  the  subject  of 
tho  appointment  of  a  commission,  which  proposal  may  not 
be  more  successful  than  was  a  somewhat  similar  pi’oposal 
made  to  Congress  by  tho  previous  President.  It  goes  on  to 
say: 

“  It  should  be  clearly  understood  that  the  Government  of  the  Domin'1 
ion  has  become  a  party  to  such  an  arrangement  from  a  desire  to  remove 
as  far  as  in  its  power  every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  arriving  at  a  lasting 
and  mutually  advantageous  settlement  between  the  two  nations,  and  to 
maintain  those  neighborly  relations  which  at  present  exist  between 
them,  and  not  as  would  appear  to  be  suggested  by  a  passage  iu  Mr.  Bay¬ 
ard’s  memorandum.  In  view  of  any  present  benefits  or  inconveniences 
accruing  to  Canada  from  the  non-continuance  of  the  present  local  traf¬ 
fic  connected  with  this  particular  industry.” 

Then  the  Govei-nment  point  out  clearly  that  we  are  to  get 
nothing  except  a  promise  that  the  President  will  recom¬ 
mend  a  commission  which  they  themselves  say  may  not  be 
more  successful  than  the  like  recommendation  made  by 
the  previous  President — but  it  must  be  clearly  understood 
that  Canada  is  a  party  to  the  ari-angement.  If  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  are  willing  to  issue  a  commission  in  1885,  why  were 
they  not  willing  to  issue  one  iu  1884,  when  the  pi’oposition 
was  supported  by  tho  then  President,  as  it  is  understood 
tho  recommendation  to  Congress  will  be  made  by  President 
Cleveland  ?  The  Government  wex-e  in  1883  and  in  1884  in 
a  position  to  apply  to  Congress  on  this  subject,  for  I  do  not 
think  the  political  complexion  of  Congress  has  been  changed 
since  that  time.  The  Democrats  then  had  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Eepx-esentatives  and  Eepublicans  contx-olled  the 
Senate,  and  they  ai-e  in  the  same  position  to-day.  December 
will  be  the  eai'liest  period  at  which  the  Message  of  the 
President  can  be  submitted.  When  we  find  that  the  Pre- 
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sident  of  the  United  States  was  willing  in  1883  to  recom¬ 
mend  the  appointment  of  a  commission,  which  must  neces¬ 
sarily  be  of  a  joint  character,  it  is  obvious  that  our  Govern¬ 
ment  have  done  nothing  whatever,  and  have  therefore 
failed  to  do  justice  to  those  Provinces  which  are  dependent 
on  the  fishing  industry.  It  was  only  at  the  last  minute 
that  negotiations  were  entered  upon.  Although  the 
Americans  may  attempt  to  belittle  our  fisheries  and  say 
that  the  advantages  they  give  us  in  return  are  large,  yet 
the  suggestions  thrown  out  by  the  late  President  and  the 
succeeding  President  show  the  value  of  our  fisheries — and  it 
is  obvious  that  they  place  a  much  higher  value  on  our 
fisheries  and  upon  the  fishing  industry  than  is  placed  on 
them  by  our  own  Government. 

“6.  Your  Lordship  will  have  observed  that  although  Mr.  Bayard  in 
his  memorandum  invites  the  Government  of  Canada  to  consent  to  an 
agreement  under  which  there  is  to  be  no  enforcement  of  restrictive  laws 
or  regulations  by  the  authorities  of  the  Dominion  against  fishermen  of 
the  United  States  resorting  to  the  territorial  waters  of  Canada  between 
1st  July  and  the  close  of  the  present  fishing  season,  he  does  not  offer 
any  assurance  that  a  similar  forbearance  will  be  exercised  by  the  au¬ 
thorities  of  the  United  States  in  regard  to  Canadian  fishermen  who  may 
have  occasion  to  resort  to  the  territorial  waters  of  the  United  States.  It 
may  be  the  case  that  this  omiseionis  owing  to  the  fact  that  in  the  United 
Stated  as  in  Canada  the  action  of  the  local  anthorities  is  to  some  extent 
independent  of  that  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  that  Mr.  Bayard 
therefore  does  not  feel  justified  in  offering  to  give  on  the  part  of  his 
Government  the  same  engagement  as  that  which  he  invites  from  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  in  this  respect.  The  telegram  which  I  have 
the  honor  of  addressing  to  Your  Lordship  on  17th  inst.  stated  clearly  the 
extent  to  which  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  felt  itself  justified  in 
guaranteeing  to  American  fishermen  the  immunity  from  interference 
for  which  Mr.  Bayard  has  asked.” 

I  call  attention  to  this  clause.  It  will  bo  seen  by  the  Treaty 
of  Washington  and  by  these  articles  which  are  abrogated 
by  the  notification  served  in  July,  1883,  that  the  advantages 
were  reciprocal,  that  American  vessels  had  a  right  to  enter 
Canadian  waters  and  Canadian  vessels  had  a  right  to  use 
American  waters  to  fish  if  they  thought  proper.  At  the 
threshold  of  these  negotiations  an  offer  was  made  to  throw 
over  our  fisheries  to  tho  American  Government  without 
securing  a  right  to  send  Canadian  fish  into  American  mar¬ 
kets.  The  despatches  show  that  if  the  Americans  refused 
to  grant  this  boon,  the  Government  would  still  bo  willing 
to  grant  them  tho  right  to  fish  in  Canadian  waters  : 

“  7.  A  report  upon  tbe  Provincial  Acts  of  Parliament  by  which  the 
procedure  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  in  regard  to  such  matters  is  regu¬ 
lated,  is  in  course  of  preparation  by  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

11  8.  It  would,  I  think,  be  desirable  in  view  of  what  I  have  stated 
above  that  no  time  should  be  lo3t  in  carrying  out  the  exchange  of  notes 
proposed  by  Mr.  Bayard  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the  public  of  the 
nature  of  the  provisional  agreement  which  may  bo  arrived  at,  and  I 
believe  that  much  satisfaction  would  be  given  to  persons  interested  in 
the  commerce  of  the  Dominion  if  it  could  be  made  to  appear  upon  the 
face  of  these  notes  that  the  agreement  expressed  in  them  had  been 
arrived  at  under  circumstances  which  afforded  a  prospect  of  the  renewal 
of  negotiations,  the  reciprocal  development  and  extension  of  trade 
between  the  two  countries.” 

Then  this  Government  for  the  first  time  became  alive  to  the 
importance  of  the  question,  and  although  it  had  not  answered 
despatches  sent  by  the  Imperial  Government,  and  although 
it  had  allowed  the  matter  to  remain  in  abeyanco  year  after 
year,  it  urged  in  March  that  immediate  action  be  taken,  and 
it  attempted  to  secure  a  promise  of  improved  commercial 
relations.  We  will  see  how  the  suggestion  in  regard  to 
commercial  relations  was  treated  by  Mr.  Bayard.  This  was 
the  subject  of  a  communication  made  to  the  American  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Mr.  West  endeavored  to  get  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  to  consent  to  the  arrangements  including 
something  with  regard  to  reciprocal  trade  relations.  On 
20th  June  Mr.  West  wrote  to  Mr.  Bayard  as  follows  : — 

"My  Dear  Mr.  Bayard, — I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
confidential  note  of  yesterday’s  date  concerning  the  proposed  temporary 
arrangement  respecting  the  fisheries,  which  I  am  authorised  by  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  to  negotiate  with  you  on  behalf  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  the  Government  of  Newfoundland, 
is  to  be  effected  by  an  exchange  ot  notes  founded  on  your  memorandum 
of  21st  April." 


You  will  recollect  that  this  is  the  memorandum  of  Mr. 
Bayard  to  which  I  referred : 

“The  two  confidential  memoranda  I  handed  to  you  on  the  13th 
instant,  contain  as  you  assume,  the  acceptance  by  the  Dominion  and 
the  British  American  coast  Provinces,  of  the  general  features  of  your 
above  mentioned  memo,  with  the  understanding  expressed  on  this  side, 
that  the  agreement  has  been  arrived  at  under  circumstances,  affording 
prospect  of  negotiation  for  the  development  and  extension  of  trade 
between  the  Uaited  States  and  British  North  America  ;  a  contingent 
understanding,  to  which,  as  you  state,  you  can  have  no  objection,  as 
you  regard  it  as  covered  by  the  terms  of  your  memorandum  of  21st 
April.” 

I  should  have  called  attention  earlier  to  tho  despatch  of  Mr. 
Bayard  to  Mr.  West  of  the  19th  of  June  in  which  he  says  : 

“  I  assume  that  the  two  confidential  memoranda  you  handed  to  me  on 
the  _13th  instant  embraces  the  acceptance  by  the  Dominion  and  the 
British  American  coast  Provinces  of  the  general  feature  of  my  memo¬ 
randum  of  21st  April,  concerning  a  temporary  arrangement  respecting 
the  fisheries,  with  the  understanding  expressed  on  their  side  that  an 
agreement  has  been  arrived  at  under  circumstances  affording  prospect 
of  negotiation  for  the  development  and  extension  of  trade  between  the 
United  States  and  British  North  America.” 

“  To  such  a  contingent  understanding  I  can  have  no  objection.  Indeed 
I  regard  it  as  covered  by  the  statement  in  my  memorandum  of  21st 
May  that  the  arrangement  therein  contemplated  would  be  reached 
with  the  understanding  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  will 
bring  the  whole  question  of  fisheries  before  Congress  at  its  next  Session 
in  December,  and  recommend  the  appointment  of  a  commission  in 
which  the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and  of  Great  Britain 
should  be  respectively  represented,  which  commission  should  be 
charged  with  the  consideration  and  settlement,  upon  a  just,  equitable, 
and  honorable  basis  of  the  entire  question  of  the  fishing  rights  of  the 
two  Governments  and  their  respective  citizens  on  the  coasts  of  the 
United  States  and  British  North  America.” 

Mr.  West’s  communication  continues  : 

“  In  authorising  me  to  negotiate  this  agreement,  Earl  Granville  states, 
as  I  have  already  had  occasion  to  intimate  to  you,  that  it  is  a  temporary 
one,  and  that  its  conclusion  must  not  be  held  to  prejudice  any  claim 
which  may  be  advanced  to  more  satisfactory  equivalents  by  Colonial 
Governments,  in  the  course  of  the  negotiations  for  a  more  permanent 
settlement.  Earl  Granville  further  wishes  me  to  tell  you  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Colonial  Government  have  consented  to 
the  arrangement  solely  as  a  matter  of  good  will  to  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States,  and  to  avoid  difficulties  which  might  be 
raised  by  the  termination  of  the  fishery  articles  in  the  midst  of  the  fish¬ 
ing  season,  and  also  that  the  acceptance  of  such  a  modus  vivendi  does 
not  by  any  implication  affect  the  value  or  the  inshore  fisheries  by  the 
Governments  of  Canada  and  Newfoundland. 

“  I  had  occasion  to  remark  to  you  that  while  the  Colonial  Govern¬ 
ments  were  asked  to  guarantee  immunity  from  interference  to  Amer¬ 
ican  vessels  resorting  to  Canadian  waters  no  such  immunity  is  offered 
in  your  memo,  to  Canadian  vessels  resorting  to  American  waters,  but 
that  the  Dominion  Government  presume  that  the  agreement  in  this 
respect  would  be  mutual,  as  you  accepted  this  view,  it  would  I  think  be 
as  well  that  mention  should  be  made  to  this  effect  in  the  notes  under 
tbe  reservation  as  above  indicated,  in  which  I  believe  you  acquiesce. 

“  I  am  prepared  to  accept  the  understanding  on  behalf  of  British 
North  America  and  to  exchange  notes  in  the  above  sense.” 

Mr.  Bayard  writes: 

“  Undoubtedly  it  is  our  clear  and  mutual  understanding  that  the 
arrangement  now  made  is  only  temporary,  and  that  it  proceeds  from  the 
good  will  of  our  respective  Governments,  and  solely  to  avoid  all  diffi¬ 
culties  which  might  otherwise  arise  from  the  termination  of  the  fishing 
of  1885  in  the  midst  of  the  season,” 

Ha  than  goes  on  to  state  that  the  same  immunity  should 
be  extended  to  British  subjects  and  British  vessels  engaged 
in  fishing  in  the  waters  of  tho  United  States  as  were  granted 
to  American  subjects  fishing  in  Canadian  waters.  On  tho 
22nd  of  June  he  writes  : 

“  In  compliance  with  your  verbal  request  of  this  morning,  that  I 
should  restate  part  of  my  note  to  you  of  the  19th,  I  repeat 
that  the  arrangement  whereby  a  modus  vivendi  on  the  fishing  ques¬ 
tion  has  been  reached,  rests  on  the  memoranda  and  correspondence 
exchanged ;  that  your  memorandum  of  the  13th  instant  expressed  the 
understanding  on  your  side  that  the  agreement  has  been  arrived  at 
under  the  circumstances  affording  prospect  of  negotiation  for  develop¬ 
ment  and  extension  of  trade  between  tbe  United  States  and  British 
North  America ;  that  I  not  only  had  no  objection  to  such  an  under¬ 
standing,  but,  in  tact,  regarded  it  as  amply  embraced  in  our  proposal 
to  recommend  a  commission  to  deal  with  the  whole  subject  in  the 
interest  of  good  neighborhood  and  intercourse,  and  that  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  any  measures  which  the  commission  might  deem  necessary 
to  attain  those  ends,  would  seem  to  fall  within  its  province,  and  such 
recommendations  could  not  fail  to  have  attentive  consideration. 
Having  thu3  not  only  admitted  the  proviso  of  your  memorandum  in 
your  own  language,  but  gone  further  and  pointed  out  that  no  limits 
would  be  set,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  to  the  proposals  to  be  brought 
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forward  in  the  suggested  commission  on  behalf  of  either  party,  I  do  not 
Bee  how  it  is  possible  for  me  to  give  any  stronger  assurance  that  the 
understanding  has  been  reached  under  circumstances  affording  a  prospect 
of  negotiation  for  the  development  and  extension  of  trade  between  the 
United  States  and  British  America.” 

You  will  observe  that  while  that  is  to  be  the  understanding, 
he  is  very  careful  to  not  introduce  in  the  exchange  of  notes, 
the  words  so  urgently  pressed  on  him  by  Mr.  West,  making 
clear  that  the  intention  was  to  carry  out  the  arrangements 
not  only  with  regard  to  the  fisheries,  but  not,  or  at  least 
doubtful,  with  regard  to  reciprocal  trade  relations.  Prom 
this  correspondence  we  apparently  made  the  otfer  in 
the  first  instance,  that  we  would  allow  the  American 
fishermen  in  our  waters  without  asking  the  slightest 
concession  on  their  part,  on  the  reason  pul  forward  in 
the  despatch  of  the  26th  of  December,  that  it  would 
enable  our  fishermen  to  go  under  cover  of  American 
fishermen  so  as  to  sell  to  American  vessels  and  'have 
them  carried  in  free  of  duty.  The  point  seems  to  be  that 
this  was  out  of  consideration  to  the  poor  American  fisher¬ 
men.  They  would  be  allowed  to  continue  through  the 
season,  because  they  had  the  belief  that  they  would  be 
allowed  to  do  so  until  December,  although  their  own  Gov¬ 
ernment  knew  that  the  treaty  ceased  in  July,  and  they  were 
fishing  without  law  or  license  and  were  liable  to  seizure. 
To  prevent  this  impression  from  being  removed  from  their 
mind,  our  Government  graciously  conceded  that  point  to  the 
American  Government.  I  find  that  by  the  American  Fish¬ 
ery  Bureau  return  for  June,  that  there  were  50  mackerel 
schooners  out  of  216  that  went  out  fishing  in  Nova  Scotian 
waters  alone  ;  and  289  out  of  460  cod-fishers,  fishing  upon 
the  banks,  adjacent  to  British  territory,  upon  the  inshore 
fisheries  of  which  they  would  be  dependent  for  bait.  In 
discussing  this  matter,  I  want  to  discuss  it  as  briefly  as 
possible,  but  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  my  constituents  and  my 
Province  and  the  Maritime  Provinces  generally,  to  bring 
this  matter  fairly  before  you,  and  I  could  show  you  that 
this  matter  was  regarded  by  the  American  press  in  itself,  as 
a  one-sided  operation.  I  would  call  attention  to  the 
remarks  of  one  paper,  which  has  taken  a  great  interest  in 
Canadian  affairs.  I  refer  to  an  article  which  appeared  in 
tho  Boston  Herald  on  tho  19th  of  last  month,  giving  a 
fair  historical  account  with  regard  to  this  treaty  and  the 
different  contentions  of  the  English  and  American  Govern¬ 
ments,  written,  I  believe,  by  an  American  now  residing  in 
Montreal,  and  also  to  an  article  in  that  paper  of  the  ^7th 
June : 

“  This  benefit  is  bestowed  practically  without  an  equivalent  in  one 
art.  It  is  true  that  under  the  agreement  Canadian  fishermen  are  to 
ave  the  same  right  to  fish  along  the  coast  and  bays  of  the  United 
States,  that  is  accorded  to  American  fishermen  on  the  shores  of 
Canada  and  Newfoundland  but  it  hardly  needs  to  be  pointed  out  that 
this  concession  on  our  part  is  one  of  theoretical  rather  than  practical 
value.” 

•  •****»** 

“  The  other  advantage  which  Canadians  may  obtain  is  the  opportu¬ 
nity  of  selling  us  bait  and  other  supplies  to  those  of  our  fishermen  who 
desire  to  obtain  these  commodities,  but  this  they  could  do  if  no  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  treaty  had  been  made  and  it  can  hardly  be  counted  as  an 
offset  to  the  benefits  we  receive.” 

Again  referring  to  the  course  pursued  and  evidences  of  good 
will,  adds  : 

“  We  are  sorry  to  add,  it  is  a  grant  which  if  it  had  been  made  to 
“  English  fishermen  by  an  American  Government  would  have  called 
“  forth  angry  protests  from  a  great  many  people  of  this  country.” 

I  charge  upon  the  Government  that  by  their  delay  in 
endeavoring  to  get  through  these  negotiations,  instead  of 
being  in  a  position  when  that  Government  asked  for  fair 
concessions,  instead  of  being  in  a  position  to  ask  fair  con¬ 
cessions,  our  fishermen  are  handicapped  by  the  duty  im¬ 
posed  on  them  in  a  way  of  which  an  illustration  may  be 
seen  any  day  in  the  harbor  of  tho  city  I  represent — two 
cargoes  of  lumber,  one  going  to  the  United  States  free  of 
duty,  and  the  other  paying  duty,  which  tells  severely 
against  blew  Brunswick  trade.  That,  however,  cannot  be 
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helped,  as  it  is  a  treaty  arrangement,  under  which  we  gave 
the  navigation  of  the  Biver  St.  John  to  the  Americans,  so 
that  American  lumber  cut  by  American  citizens  is  sent 
free  into  the  United  States,  while  Canadian  lumber  has 
to  pay  duty.  Now  the  position  in  which  we  are  placed  is 
not  by  virtue  of  a  treaty,  but  by  what  is,  according  to  the 
Government’s  own  despatches,  a  one-sided  arrangement, 
under  which  Canadian  fishermen  trading  with  American 
ports  are  handicapped  by  a  duty,  whereas  American  fisher¬ 
men,  taking  fish  from  the  same  waters,  are  allowed  to  take 
them  in  duty  free.  On  this  subject,  the  St.  John  Telegraph 
of  the  7th  of  July  had  an  article  which  says : 

“We  recently  referred  to  the  one-sided  arrangement  by  which  the 
Ottawa  Government  concedes  the  season’s  fishing  in  our  waters  to  Amer¬ 
icans,  while  the  latter  impose  duties  upon  our  fish  products  entering  their 
markets.  The  organ  of  the  Government  here  then  said  it  was  doubtful 
if  the  duties  imposed  in  the  States  would  be  injurious  to  our  fishermen  1 
To  this  feeble  attempt  in  defence  of  the  jug-handled  arrangement,  a  cor¬ 
respondent  at  Deer  Island,  gives  the  following  reply  as  to  its  actual 
working : — 

“  ‘  The  Sun  says  it  is  doubtful  if  duties  imposed  on  our  fish  by  the 
American  Government  will  affect  our  fishermen  injuriously.  On  Wed¬ 
nesday,  July  1st,  a  Canadian  fisherman  took  to  Eastport  a  few  pickled 
fish,  was  offered  75c.  per  barrel  of  200  lbs— the  usual  price  this  season— 
but  was  notified  that  if  he  landed  the  fish  he  must  pay  duty  at  the  rate 
of  Ac  per  lb.  He  was  affected  badly.  Under  present  regulations  our 
peonle  are  not  allowed  to  carry  into  Eastport  herring  for  sardines  without 
paying  a  duty  of  £c.  per  lb,  or  about  $5  per  hogshead,  ;  but  American 
boats,  manned  by  Americans,  can  come  here  and  buy  and  take  in  free  of 
duty.  This  throws  numbers  of  our  people  out  of  employment,  several 
of  whom  have  already  declared  their  intention  of  being  naturalised,  so  as 
to  hold  the  privileges  formerly  enjoyed  by  them.  Such  are  *he  facts.’ 

“  Another  correspondent  writing  from  Campobello,  which  is  opposite 
Eastport,  says  : 

“  ‘  During  the  forty-five  years  that  I  have  been  residing  in  this  place, 
the  outlook  never  was  so  bad  and  discouraging  for  the  fishing  business 
as  at  the  present  time  in  this  place.  The  unusual  scarcity  of  all  kinds  of 
fish  at  this  season,  and  the  unnrecedented  low  price,  of  all  kinds,  are  some 
of  the  causes,  but  not  all.  What  has  been  gleaned  from  the  Montreal 
Gazette ,  of  June  19th,  to  which  you  referred  in  your  last  issue,  has  left  the 
impression  here  that  the  Americans  will  have  the  full  privilege  of  our 
fishing  grounds,  and  we  will  be  virtually  shut  out  of  tneir  markets  by 
the  high  duties  imposed  on  fish.  The  fishermen  could  patiently  labor, 
and  hope  for  a  recovery  from  the  general  depression  in  their  business, 
but  this  outcome  of  Tory  rule  they  think  is  most  too  much  to  bear.  It 
is  reported  here  that  one  large  boat  was  seized  at  Eastport,  and  also 
that  a  man  was  caught  landing  about  one  dollar’s  worth  of  fish  at  the 
same  place,  and  had  to  pay  one  dollar  and  fifty  cents  in  duties,  and  thus, 
after  being  legally  fleeced  he  returned  home  minus  fifty  cents.  The  air 
is  filled  with  vengeance  against  Macdonaldism,  and  the  American  fisher¬ 
man.  It  is  a  great  pity  that  any  Government  should  lead  its  subjects 
into  sheer  ruin.” 

With  regard  to  this  industry,  for  the  last  20  years  some  17 
or  18  sardine  factories  established  in  Eastport  afforded  a 
large  trade  to  the  fishermen  of  Passamaquoddy  and  to  those 
engaged  in  fishing  in  the  bay  of  the  county  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  represents;  and  these 
parties  are  obliged  to  pay  ^  c.  per  pound  on  these  fish, 
which  virtually  deprives  them  of  a  market  entirely.  Such 
is  tho  position  in  which  we  are  placed.  Without  discussing 
the  arrangement,  what  I  say  is,  that  if  any  arrangement 
was  made,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  have  made 
attempts  to  secure  it  two  years  ago ;  it  was  not  to  be  left 
until  the  legislative  powers  of  both  countries  had  ceased  to 
act — until  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  had  risen,  and 
the  time  had  arrived  when  our  own  Legislature,  though  still 
in  session,  was  supposed  to  have  risen.  The  Government 
should  not  have  allowed  this  matter  to  drift  along,  saying  we 
will  not  make  any  concessions.  When  the  hon.  member  from 
Queen’s  (Mi’.  Davies)  this  Session  urged  that  the  Government 
should  take  steps  to  negotiate  with  tho  American  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  reply  was  made  that  the  hon.  member  for 
East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  had  refused  in  1878  to  negotiate 
with  the  United  States  Government.  But  they  continued 
to  do  nothing  to  the  last  moment,  and  it  was  shown  by  their 
own  despatches  and  by  the  confidential  memorandum  from 
Mr.West,  that  the  proposition  came  from  tho  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  was  a  voluntary  offer  made  to  the  American 
Government,  without  the  slightest  offer  of  concessions  from 
the  latter ;  and  whatever  concessions  are  granted  are  admitted 
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by  the  Americans  themselves  to  be  of  no  practical  benefit  to 
us.  Now,  I  turn  to  another  phase  of  this  matter:  that  is, 
the  negotiations  with  Newfoundland.  We  are  well  aware 
— if  the  report  is  correct,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is — that 
this  year  Sir  Ambrose  Shea  was  sent  by  the  Newfoundland 
Government  to  Washington.  Whether  previous  negotia¬ 
tions  had  taken  place  with  Washington  or  not,  does  not 
appear  ;  but  the  first  thing  we  discover  by  the  papers  was 
that  Newfoundland  had  imposed  retaliatory  duties.  On  the 
18th  of  May  the  Acting  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance  tele¬ 
graphed  to  the  Provincial  Secretary  of  Newfoundland  to 
ascertain  if  the  Government  there  had  taken  any  action 
with  regard  to  differential  duties  against  Canada.  On  the 
19th  of  May  the  reply  was  that  if  Canada  imposed  duties  on 
the  produce  of  their  fisheries  an  extra  duty  was  imposed  on 
pork,  flour,  butter,  tobacco,  kerosene  oil,  and  corn  meal  from 
Canada — otherwise,  all  would  remain  as  before.  A  copy  of 
the  Act  passed  by  the  Government  of  Newfoundland  was 
sent  to  our  Government  on  the  22nd  of  May,  and  was 
received  by  the  Government  here  on  the  1st  of  June. 
Matters  were  allowed  to  drift  until  the  26th  of  June,  when 
the  Colonial  Secretary  of  Newfoundland  telegraphed  as 
follows : — 

“May  we  assume  fish  and  fish  products  will  be  duty  free  in  Dominion 
after  1st  July?  ” 

Evidently  feeling  sure  that  this  Government  would  take 
some  action.  The  reply  of  the  Minister  of  Customs,  on  the 
30th  of  June,  was  as  follows  : — 

“Pish  will  be  dutiable  on  and  after  1st  July,  Question  of  inter¬ 
change  of  commodities  with  Newfoundland  will  be  considered  after 
Parliament  rises.’’ 

Apparently  that  did  not  satisfy  the  Newfoundland  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  Sir  Wm.  Whiteway,  on  the  2nd  of  July,  telegra¬ 
phed  to  the  Premier : 

“  Our  Revenue  Act  last  Session  sent  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance; 
please  reply  to  it ;  under  it  our  Government  having  no  alternative  but 
collect  extra  duties  on  certain  Canadian  products.  If  jou  collect  duties 
on  our  fish  products,  this  operation  will  disturb  trade  relation  in  the 
Dominion.  I  would  therefore  urge  necessity  immediate  action,  and  not 
deferring  as  proposed  by  Deputy  Minister  to  Colonial  Secretary.  Our 
Government  very  anxious  our  trade  relations  with  the  Dominion 
should  not  be  disturbed.  Tour  deferring  action  will  cause  transfer 
trade  to  United  States.  One  steamer  from  Montreal  just  arrived;  another 
expected;  delay  therefore  serious.  If  you  propose  admitting  our  fish 
dutj  free,  please  answer  promptly  that  we  may  have  power  to  act.” 

We  know  then  that  a  deputation  visited  Ottawa  from  Mon¬ 
treal  composed  of  parties  connected  with  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  What  do  you  mean  by 
that  ?  J 

^  Mr.  WELDON.  I  beg  pardon;  supporters  of  the  present 
Government. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No ;  some  of  them  wore 
the  other  way, 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre 
(Mr.  Curran),  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  West  (Mr. 
Gault),  as  well  as  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Mitchell),  were  willing  to  forego  their  usual  Sunday 
trip  in  order  to  assist  the  deputation  ;  and  on  the  4th  of 
July  the  Government,  through  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
telegraphed  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  of  Newfoundland  : 

“  Duties  on  fish  suspended  to  allow  time  for  negotiations.  Please 
send  commissioners  for  the  purpose.” 

Now,  what  I  say  is  this :  The  people  from  Montreal  do  not 
consider  that  they  make  us  pay  60  cents  duty  on  flour  in  the 
Lower  Provinces  for  the  sake  of  Montreal,  but  when  New¬ 
foundland  retaliates,  when  the  shoe  pinches  in  Newfound¬ 
land,  the  Newfoundlanders  can  send  us  fish  free,  so  that  the 
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Montrealers  may  send  them  flour  free.  We,  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  have  Newfoundland  fish  coming  in  free  to  com¬ 
pete  with  our  fish,  and  in  the  United  States  we  are  handi¬ 
capped  by  duties  on  our  fish.  All  through  this  business 
there  has  been  nothing  but  blundering.  The  opportunity 
for  obtaining  a  fair  and  reasonable  arrangement  with  the 
United  States  was  allowed  to  slip  by.  From  tho  disposition 
evinced  by  the  late  President  of  the  United  States,  I 
believe  he  would  have  assisted  in  this  matter  equally  well 
with  the  present  President,  and  then  there  would  have  been 
opportunity  to  negotiate  with  the  United  States  Cabinet, 
and  have  passed  through  Congress  and  our  Parliament,  if 
not  a  permanent,  a  temporary  arrangement.  There  is  an¬ 
other  point  to  which  I  propose  to  refer  but  briefly,  because 
it  is  a  matter  more  of  interest  to  Ontario  than  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  Article  30  of  the  Washington  Treaty  provides 
as  follows : — 

“It  is  agreed  that,  for  the  term  of  years  mentioned  in  article  XXXI II 
of  this  treaty,  subjects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  may  carry  in  British 
vessels,  without  payment  of  duty,  goods,  wares  or  merchandise  from  one 
port  or  place  within  the  territory  of  the  United  States,  upon  the  Si. 
Lawrence,  the  great  lakes,  and  the  river3  connecting  the  same,  to 
another  port  or  place  within  the  territory  of  the  United  States  as  afore¬ 
said  ;  provided  that  a  portion  of  such  transportation  is  made  through 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  by  land  and  carriage  and  in  bond,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  agreed  upon  between  the  Government 
of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  Government  of  the  United  States.” 

Citizens  of  the  United  States  may,  for  the  like  period,  carry 
in  United  States  vessels  merchandise  in  the  like  manner. 
To  that  article,  also,  tho  notico  has  put  an  end.  It  seems 
difficult  to  comprehend  what  that  means.  Tho  Customs 
regulations  of  1884  have  been  cancelled,  and  it  is  very 
difficult  to  know  what  that  is.  No  doubt  great  fears  are 
entertained  that  it  might  interfere  with  the  ordinary  transit 
through  the  United  States.  No  doubt  the  time  the  matter 
was  discussed  in  Congress  it  was  evidently  intended  that  the 
article  relating  to  in  transitu  goods  should  remain  unrepealed, 
but  the  question  arises  under  the  Customs  regulations ;  and 
we  find  in  the  papers  that  the  collector  at  Chicago  refuses 
to  clear  out  Canadian  vessels.  We  find  in  to-days  Montreal 
Herald  a  letter  from  Mr.  Fairchild  to  the  collector  of  Customs 
of  Oswego,  dated  the  11th  July : 

“Sir, — Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant,  in  regard  to  the 
internal  effect  of  the  circular  of  this  Department  of  the  2nd  instant,  of 
which  instructions  were  given  to  the  Customs  officers,  in  the  matter  of 
transportation  of  merchandise  through  Canada  by  routes  part  rail  and 
part  water,  your  attention  is  invited  to  the  following  statement  of  facts 
under  article  29  of  the  Treaty  of  Washington  :  ‘Transportation  by  all 
railroads  from  one  point  in  the  United  States  to  another  through  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  from  one  point  in  Canada  to  another  through 
the  United  States,  is  authorised,  under  article  30  of  said  treaty.  Trans¬ 
portation  through  the  territory  of  both  Governments  by  routes 
partly  by  rail  and  partly  by  vessels  on  the  great  lakes  and  con¬ 
necting  waters  is  authorised.  [See  synopsis  2171.]  By  an  Act 
approved  3rd  March,  1883,  Congress  directed  the  discontinuance  of  the 
30th  article  referred  to  from  and  after  1st  July,  1885,  and  notice  to 
that  effect  was  promptly  given  Her  Majesty’s  Government  through  our 
Department  of  State  immediately  after  the  approval  of  the  said  Act, 
The  circular  of  this  Department  of  the  2nd  instant  simply  directed  the 
Customs  officers  on  the  northern  frontier  to  continue  shipments  of 
merchandise  passing  through  Canada  under  transit  manifests  betweeen 
American  ports,  by  routes  part  rail  and  part  water,  and  instructed  them 
to  hereafter  treat  goods  arriving  at  their  ports  by  such  routes  as  impor¬ 
tations  from  foreign  contiguous  territory,  that  is  to  say,  that  such 
goods  upon  arrival  should  be  entered.  Of  course,  if  merchandise  so 
arriving  is  of  domestic  production,  it  will  be  admitted  to  free  entry  on 
presentation  of  proofs  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law  and  regula¬ 
tions.  Merchandise  arriving  by  all-rail  routes  will  be  treated  as  here¬ 
tofore,  the  29th  article  of  the  treaty  not  having  been  terminated.  That 
portion  of  your  letter  relating  to  the  use  of  the  Welland  Canal  and 
incidental  ports  for  the  transportation  of  cargoes  by  means  of  the  Well¬ 
and  Railway  will  be  further  considered  by  the  Department.” 

I  merely  refer  to  this;  bat  there  is  one  thing  they  have 
paid  a  little  attention  to  is  the  article  of  fish,  and  that  is 
the  giving  to  Americans  tho  benefit  of  fishing  in  our  waters 
without  our  receiving  any  corresponding  benefit  from  tho 
Americans  ;  and  while  they  have  boon  doing  this,  this  article 
regarding  the  transportation  through  Canadian  and  Ameri¬ 
can  territory  has  never  been  referred  to  or  notice  taken  of 
it.  I  think  the  Government  have  been  guilty  of  great 


3330 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


dilatoriness  in  neglecting  to  attend  to  this  matter.  They 
were  warned  by  the  British  Government  in  1883,  their 
attention  was  called  to  it  in  1884,  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
but  they  left  the  matter  to  the  last  moment.  If  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  said  they  had  made  every  effort  by  negotiation, 
and  had  brought  down  correspondence  to  show  they  had 
made  attempts  to  get  that  treaty  renewed,  which  is  of  such 
great  importance  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  if  they 
had  made  vigorous  efforts  to  protect  our  fisheries,  we  would 
have  had  nothing  to  say, and  the  American  fishermen, if  incon¬ 
venienced,  could  only  lay  the  blame  at  the  door  of  their  own 
Government ;  but  the  Government  allowed  matters  to  drift 
on  in  this  way  without  doing  anything.  We  have  already 
seen  that  the  great  harvest  lands  of  the  west  have  been 
laid  open  to  waste  and  desolation  through  the  supineness  of 
the  Government ;  we  now  see  the  great  harvest  of  the  ocean 
being  surrendered  to  the  Americans.  Great  dissatisfaction 
exists  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  with  the  conduct  of  the 
Government ;  but,  so  far  as  the  Maritime  Provinces  are 
concerned,  they  are  loyal.  No  standard  of  rebellion  will 
ever  bo  raised  there  ;  they  are  descendants  of  loyalists,  and 
true  to  their  country,  but  there  is  no  doubt  great  dissatis¬ 
faction  exists,  and  this  course  of  the  Government  will  tend 
to  make  the  seeds  of  dissatisfaction  deepen  into  discontent, 
and  a  desire  to  sever  from  the  Union,  and  cause  many  to 
leave  the  home  and  flag  under  which  they  live,  to  seek  in  a 
foreign  country  for  those  privileges  denied  them  in  their 
own. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  have 
been  charged  with  a  great  many  things,  but  1  thought  we 
might,  at  all  events,  get  some  confidence  from  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  on  this  subject.  On  this  question,  at  all  events,  we  have 
been  guilty  of  no  laxity ;  on  this  question  we  have  suc¬ 
ceeded,  almost  hoping  against  hope,  in  getting  the 
American  Government  to  agree,  in  the  first  place,  to  have 
a  joint  committee  to  settle  the  fisheries  questions,  and 
then  to  go  into  negotiations  for  a  reciprocity  treaty.  The 
hon,  gentleman  seems  to  suppose  that  we  can  do  as  we  like, 
that  we  can  choose  the  right  time,  and  that,  whenever  we 
like  to  make  advances  to  the  American  Government,  they 
must  yield,  and  that  we  are  guilty  of  laches  because  we  did 
not,  in  1883,  two  years  ago,  go  to  the  American  Government 
with  cap  in  hand  and  on  bended  knee  and  ask  them  to  with¬ 
draw  their  resolutions.  Now,  the  United  States  is  a  great 
nation.  There  are  two  branches  of  the  Legislature,  and, 
with  the  sanction  of  their  President  they  came  to  a  solemn 
decision — and  they  had  a  right  to  come  to  that  decision— 
to  give  two  years’  notice  to  put  an  end  to  the  fishery 
clauses  of  the  Washington  Treaty.  They  had  a  right  to  do 
that.  True,  they  did  not  give  their  reasons  for  doing  it,  but 
they  did  it.  True,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  Mr.  Bice,  a 
member  in  the  Senate  or  House  of  Eepresentatives,  I  do  not 
know  which,  made  a  speech.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  made 
a  speech,  but  that  is  not  a  matter  between  the  two  nations. 
All  the  two  nations  could  know  was  that  the  United  States 
gave  a  notice  that  the  fishery  clauses  were  to  be  put  an  end 
to  on  the  expiration  of  the  two  years.  We  could  not  help 
that.  We  were  sorry  for  it.  We  would  have  preferred  that 
they  should  have  been  continued,  that  they  should  fish  in 
our  waters  and  we  should  fish  in  theirs,  that  we  should  have 
free  fish  and  free  fishing,  and  that,  at  some  convenient 
time,  there  should  be  another  arbitration,  to  decide  what 
were  the  equivalents  to  be  paid  to  us  for  the  superiority  of 
our  fisheries  over  theirs.  But  they  gave  their  notice,  and 
when  were  we  to  remonstrate  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
we  were  too  tardy.  Were  we  to  go  to  them  the  day  after, 
or  the  week  after,  or  the  month  after  they  gave  the  notice  ? 
Great  nations  are  not  to  be  treated  in  that  way.  It  would 
have  been  only  courting  a  repulse  ;  it  would  have  been  only 
courtiDg  a  snub,  to  use  a  familiar  but  effective  word,  for  us 
to  say :  True,  as  a  matter  of  national  policy  the  executive  and 
Mr.  Weldon. 
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legislative  powers  have  united  in  putting  an  end  to  the  fishery 
articles ;  but  we  beg  of  you  not  to  do  so ;  we  beg  that 
you  will  not  do  so.  We  might  expect  the  answer. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  a  favorable  disposition 
was  shown  by  President  Arthur,  and  we  might  have,  perhaps, 
commenced  negotiations  then.  Well,  President  Arthur  put 
in  a  paragraph,  as  President  Grant  had  on  a  previous  occa¬ 
sion  put  a  paragraph  into  his  Message,  recommending  to 
the  consideration  of  Congress  the  question  of  a  reciprocity 
treaty  ;  but  we  know  what  was  the  result  on  both  of  these 
occasions.  President  Grant  sent  down  a  memorandum, 
which  was  settled  through  the  intervention  of  Mr.  Brown, 
who  was  appointed  by  the  late  Government  and  who  battled 
energetically  and  ably  in  favor  of  it,  and  produced  some 
able  papers  on  the  subject,  but  they  contumeliously  turned 
their  back  upon  him  and  took  no  notice  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  They  did  not  exactly  turn  their  back 
upon  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  did  nothing. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  There  were  only  three  days  left  to 
the  close  of  the  Session,  and  they  put  it  off  to  the  next 

Session. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  And  in  the  next  Session 
they  did  not  take  it  up. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Exactly.  President 
Arthur  put  in  a  paragraph  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
quoted,  saying  that,  as  the  fishery  articles  have  ended, 
perhaps  there  might  be  an  opportunity  of  arriving  at  reci¬ 
procal  relations.  That  was  not  three  days  beforo  Congress 
rose  ;  that  was  at  the  opening  of  the  Session ;  but  no  notice 
whatever  was  taken  of  it ;  not  a  speech  was  made  on  ii ;  not 
a  motion  was  made  about  it,  either  by  ihe  influence  of  the 
President  or  his  Cabinet,  or  by  any  of  the  friends  of  the 
Cabinet  or  of  those  who  were  in  favor  of  reciprocity  ;  not  a 
motion  was  made  in  any  way  to  encourage  reciprocity. 
They  passed  it  by  with  contumelious  silence.  We  had  to 
accept  the  situation.  We  knew  that  we  could  live  without 
reciprocity  ;  we  knew  that  we  could  not  help  the  termina- 
nation  of  the  fishery  articles ;  we  knew  that  we  would  have 
to  return,  if  the  Americans  so  pleased,  to  the  condition  of 
things  which  existed  between  1854  and  1871  ;  we  knew 
that  we  had  stood  it  from  1854  to  1871,  and  that  we  could 
stand  it  again.  There  was  no  single  day  or  hour  or  month 
in  which  the  Government,  with  any  prospect  of  success, 
could  go  to  the  United  States  and  ask  them:  Will  you 
alter  your  whole  policy  and  allow  the  fishery  treaty  to  bo 
renewed  ;  will  you  allow  another  arbitration  to  be  taken,  as 
to  the  superior  value  of  our  fisheries,  in  order  to  allow  us 
another  chance  of  getting  five  millions  and  a-half  out  of 
you ;  will  you  change  your  policy  at  our  request,  and 
leave  things  as  they  were  before  ?  It  is  too 
childish  ;  such  a  course  would  be  puerile,  would 
bo  unworthy  of  any  Government,  would  be  unworthy 
of  any  Executive  which  has  any  respect  for  itself,  and  could 
have  no  result  but  certain  failure.  The  Government  may 
be  pardoned  for  going  very  far  indeed  for  the  purpose  of 
gaining  a  material  advantage,  but  when  the  fact  of  going 
and  beseeching  and  praying  for  it  was  the  very  way  to  defeat 
your  object,  there  was  no  use  in  causelessly,  uselessly  and 
purposelessly  abandoning  the  dignified  position  of  saying : 
We  had  a  treaty ;  we  liked  that  treaty  and  would  have  liked 
to  continue  it ;  you  have  chosen  to  end  it;  good-bye;  we 
can  do  without  it.  But  I  say  it  is  a  very  great  pity  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  chosen  to  bring  the  matter  up  now. 
I  must  do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  his  speech  is  not,  in 
my  opinion,  whatever  that  may  be  worth,  harmful  to  the 
discussion  of  this  matter  with  the  United  States,  but  it  is  a 
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great  danger  to  bring  on  a  discussion  of  this  kind,  because 
in  the  discussion  things  may  be  said  which  may  thwart  in 
the  future  prospects  of  negotiations  with  the  United  States  ; 
speeches  of  individual  members  may  be  quoted,  as  the  speech 
of  Mr.  Eice  has  been  quoted,  and  they  cannot  know  the 
comparative  value  of  speeches  here  any  more  thaD  we  can 
know  the  comparative  value  of  speeches  made  in  Congress ; 
and  so  statements  made  by  any  hon.  member  may  thwart 
the  chances  of  any  negotiation  with  that  Government. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Mr.  Eice  occupies  a  very  important  po¬ 
sition — chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eolations. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes ;  but  I  remember 
when  Mr.  Sumner,  a  much  more  important  man,  was  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eolations,  and  yet,  we 
met  him  on  the  Washington  Treaty,  and  he  was  opposed 
to  it  from  end  to  end,  because  he  said  that,  if  it  were  not 
carried,  Canada  must  fall  into  the  arms  of  the  United  States. 
It  may  be  remembered  that  several  questions  were  asked 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  as  to  when  we  were  to  bring 
down  the  papers  on  this  subject,  and  that  I  stated  from  time 
to  time  that  I  was  applying  for  leave  to  bring  down  some  of 
the  papers.  I  have  applied  for  leave,  and  all  I  could  get 
permission  to  bring  down  have  been  brought  down.  When 
I  speak  of  asking  permission,  I  mean  permission  to  briDg 
down  papers  which  were  international  papers.  There  has 
been  secret,  unofficial  correspondence  between  the  two 
Governments,  and  we  have  had  to  get  the  consent  of  the 
American  Government  to  some  of  the  papers  being  brought 
down.  I  am,  therefore,  to  a  considerable  degree,  hampered 
in  my  freedom  of  statement,  and  in  vindication  of 
the  course  of  the  Government,  by  not  getting  that  consent ; 
but  I  have  a  general  permission  to  state  the  general  course 
of  the  negotiations,  Now,  Sir,  the  American  Government 
had  given  notice  that  the  treaty  was  to  be  ended.  It  would 
certainly  have  been  childish  and  undignified  to  ask  them  to 
change  their  policy,  unless  we  had  a  good  reason  to  give 
them.  Then  the  other  question  was,  that  of  reciprocal  trade 
relations,  which,  though  not  the  same  subject,  might  still  be 
a  cognate  subject,  and  it  was  of  considerable  importance  to 
Canada  to  mingle  the  two  subjects,  and  try,  by  using  one  as 
a  lever,  to  introduce  the  other.  Now  as  regards  an  applica¬ 
tion  to  the  late  Government  on  the  fishery  question,  any 
man  who  knows  anything  about  American  politics  must 
know  how  futile  that  would  have  been.  True,  President 
Arthur,  as  a  mere  flourish,  put  a  sentence  in  his  Message, 
which  was  not  regarded,  but  we  knew  perfectly  well  that 
Mr.  Blaine,  who,  as  Secretary  of  State,  at  that  time  covered 
theForeign  Affairs  of  the  United  States,  was  strongly  opposed 
to  any  concession  about  the  fisheries. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Blaine  went  out  on  Garfield’s  death. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Not  immediately. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Blaine  was  a  candi¬ 
date  for  the  Presidency  :  he  was  supported  by  the  whole 
Bepublican  party ;  Mr.  Blaine  was  the  nominee  of  the 
President,  as  far  as  the  President  can  have  a  nominee,  and 
Mr.  Blaine  was  the  head  and  front  of  the  protectionist  party 
in  the  United  States,  and  ho  was  hoping  and  trusting  to  get 
his  election  by  keeping  up  protection  in  the  United  States, 
and  by  keeping  out  the  products  of  all  the  world,  Canada 
excluded,  from  the  American  market.  Not  only  that,  Sir, 
but  when  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  was  Secretary  of  State — Mr. 
Frelinghuysen  was  a  gentleman  for  whom  I  had  a  great 
respect  when  he  was  alive,  and  I  have  a  great  respect  for 
his  memory  now,  because  I  had  the  honor  of  considering 
him  one  of  my  best  frionds.  But  ho  was  a  protectionist  to 
the  utmost  extent ;  he  was  resolved  to  keep  the  United 
States  trade  for  the  United  States  people  ;  and,  Sir,  in  the 
spring  or  summer  of  1884  he  had,  in  answer  to  a  deputation 
from  the  Gloucester  fishermen,  solemnly  declared  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  would  adhere  to  the  ter¬ 


mination  of  the  treaty,  and  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  that  treaty  be  renewed.  That  statement  was  known, 
and  we  knew  that  it  was  of  no  use  to  go  to  the  United 
States  Government,  or  to  the  United  States  Congress,  and 
ask  them  either  to  withdraw  the  cancellation  of  the  treaty, 
or  to  enter  into  negotiations  for  a  reciprocal  treaty  ;  it  was 
useless,  it  was  folly,  it  was  humiliation,  without  even  the 
reward  that  humiliation  sometimes  has,  of  getting  “  the 
dirty  shilling.”  We  could  not  get  the  shilling,  and 
we  might  have  the  humiliation.  The  question,  therefore, 
stood  in  that  way.  But  as  it  occurred  to  us  last 
autumn  that  we  might,  perhaps,  incidentally,  insert 
a  wedge,  and  during  the  administration  of  President 
Arthur  and  the  administration  of  the  Foreign  Affairs 
by  Mr.  Frelinghuysen — I  think  I  am  at  liberty  to  say 
this:  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  is  dead,  and  we  cannot  get 
his  consent,  of  coui’se,  to  the  correspondence,  but  I  am 
at  liberty  to  state  the  general  results.  We  knew  perfectly 
well  that  if  we  stated  that  we  wanted  the  fisheries  treaty 
to  be  renewed,  that  we  wanted  a  treaty  of  commercial 
reciprocity,  that  there  was  no  use  in  trying ;  but  it  occurred 
to  us  that  we  might  put  the  matter  to  that  Government 
— not  the  present  Government  of  the  United  States,  but  to 
that  Government — we  might  say  to  them:  Well,  the  treaty 
will  ond  1st  July,  1885 ;  that  is,  in  the  middle  of  the  fishing 
season.  Your  men  will  be  fitting  out  vessels,  and  we  cannot 
expect  that  those  rude  fishermen  may  know  everything,  and 
may  know  when  the  treaty  ends.  They  are  fitting  up  their 
vessels,  and  if  they  are  in  our  waters  up  to  the  1st  of  July, 
it  will  cause  them  great  irritation  if  their  vessels  are  seized 
on  the  2nd  day  of  July.  We  took  that  as  a  means  of  open¬ 
ing  the  subject.  We  did  it,  I  think,  in  a  diplomatic  way, 
so  as  not  to  ensure  either  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the 
Americans  or  to  cause  any  embarrassment  on  either  side. 
Unofficial  communications  were  conveyed  through  Mr.  West, 
and  he  asked  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  whether  there  was  any  use 
in  our  going  into  the  subject,  in  our  asking  for  a  reconsider¬ 
ation  of  the  fishery  matters—whether  there  was  any  use  in 
making  an  official  proposition,  or  any  use  in  talking  about 
reciprocity  arrangements.  The  general  result  was  that  Mr. 
Frelinghuysen  stated  that  it  was  impossible,  and  that  all  he 
could  do,  or  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  could 
do,  was,  just  prior  to  the  1st  of  July,  to  issue  a  proclamation, 
warning  the  American  fishermen  to  avoid  coming  into  our 
waters.  We  accepted  that  answer,  because  we  knew  from 
the  previous  statements  of  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  that  there  was 
little  or  no  use  in  entering  into  negotiations.  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  quoted  from  the  Governor  General’s  state¬ 
ment  in  his  despatch,  that  perhaps  we  would  have  a  better 
chance  under  the  incoming  Government,  who  have  four 
years  before  them,  rather  than  the  outgoing  Government, 
in  going  into  negotiations  with  them.  The  moment  that  wo 
knew  a  new  Government  was  formed,  we  set  to  work.  The 
British  Ambassador  drew  the  attention  to  it  of  Mr.  Bayard, 
the  present  Secretary  of  State,  and,  of  course,  the  Minister 
who  is  in  charge  of  the  Foreign  Eolations  of  the  American 
Government — wo  called  his  attention  to  the  previous 
unofficial  correspondence  with  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  and  from 
that  it  grew  by  degrees  from  a  quite  confidential  and  unofficial 
series  of  letters — all  of  which,  of  course,  we  saw  here,  and  all 
of  which  we  weighed — until  it  arrived  at  the  unexpectedly 
happy  result  we  now  find  in  these  letters,  in  which,  so  far 
as  the  present  Government  of  the  United  States  is  con¬ 
cerned,  we  have  now  the  expression  of  their  desire,  in  the 
first  place,  to  deal  with  the  fishory  question,  and,  in  the 
second  place,  to  enter  upon  the  great  subject  of  the  exten¬ 
sion  and  development  of  trade  between  the  two  countries. 
Sir,  at  the  time  that  we  commenced  those  negotiations  I 
never  thought  wo  would  have  got  so  far ;  I  never  really 
thought  wo  would  have  got  the  Americans  to  take  a  step 
towards  what  we  all  reasonably  desired — although  wo  did 
not  pray  for  it ;  we  will  not  pray  for  it ;  we  will  not  say  it 
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is  essential  to  our  prosperity — but  I  say  we  got  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  to  agree,  as  the  papers  show,  to  a 
commission  being  issued,  under  which  the  fishery  question 
can  be  dealt  with  ;  and,  with  the  question  of  our  fisheries, 
the  wider  question  of  the  development  of  international 
trade  will  be  gone  into.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  were  quite 
well  aware  of  the  difficulties  of  the  question ;  they  are 
candidly  stated  in  these  papers.  We  stated  that  we  knew 
it  would  look  like  a  one-sided  bargain.  We  knew  perfectly 
well  that  there  are  certain  interests  that  will  feel  that 
it  is  so,  and  that  they  are  to  some  extene  prejudiced. 
But  our  first  proposition  was,  as  the  papers  disclosed,  that 
inasmuch  as  the  treaty  ended  on  1st  July,  when  the  fishing 
season  had,  for  some  time,  commenced,  and  it  was  in  active 
prosecution,  we  suggested — and  remember,  we  did  not 
suggest  it  to  the  present  Government  only,  but  it  was  a 
suggestion  to  the  last  Government  as  well — that,  for 
mutual  convenience  and  to  mark  our  neighborly  feelings, 
so  far  as  we,  in  Canada,  were  concerned,  we  would  agree 
that  the  term  should  be  extended  from  1st  July.  That  was 
refused  by  the  late  Government,  but  the  offer  was  repeated 
by  us.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  in  his  speech,  that  we 
put  it  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  the  poor,  honest,  innocent  American  fishermen,  instead 
of  for  the  convenience  of  our  own  fishermen.  It  is  quite 
true  we  put  it  on  that  ground.  If  we  go  to  the  United 
States  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  make  an  arrangement, 
we  should  scarcely  hope  them  to  agree  to  our  proposition, 
if  we  pleaded  that  it  was  to  suit  the  convenience  of  our 
fishermen.  We  put  it  on  the  ground  that  it  would  greatly 
meet  the  convenience  of  their  fisherman  if  they  were 
allowed  to  fish  during  the  remainder  of  the  season,  from 
1st  July  to  1st  November  or  1st  December,  as  the  case 
might  be.  That  would  be  the  course  pursued  by  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon),  if  he  were  a  negotiator, 
instead  of  a  member  trying  to  make  a  point  against  the 
Administration,  and  forgetting  the  interest  of  his  own 
Province  and  of  the  whole  Dominion.  We  put  it  that  the 
American  fishermen  had  been  fishing  in  our  waters  for  twelve 
long  years,  that  they  had  had  the  value  of  our  fisheries  from 
the  beginning  of  the  season,  and  would  be  fishing  there  on 
HOth  June,  and  on  1st  July  all  their  vessels  would  be  seized. 
It  was  a  reasonable  ground  on  which  to  approach  the 
United  States.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  want  to  have  a 
treaty  with  the  United  States,  or  does  he  prefer  to  make  a 
flourish  before  the  fishermen  of  his  Province,  or  to  make, 
perhaps,  a  speech  to  the  fishermen  in  the  neighborhood  of 
St.  John,  whon  he  goes  down  there  at  the  end  of  the  season. 
Does  he  prefer  the  interests  of  his  Province  to  the  interests 
of  the  Dominion — those  interests  which  are  now  trembling 
in  the  balance — all  those  great  interests  which  may  affect 
the  whole  Dominion.  Why,  I  believe  we  were  told  a  short 
timo  ago  that  the  trado  of  St.  John  would  be  ruined  unless 
certain  things  were  done,  thus  killing  our  chances,  so  far  as 
the  people  of  St.  John  could  kill  them,  with  the  United 
States.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  gone  so  far,  but  his 
remarks  lead  in  the  same  direction.  It  is  of  very  great  im¬ 
portance  that  tho  Government  of  Canada  should  be  sustained 
m  their  action  by  this  House,  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  in  their  honest,  straightforward  and  earnest  attempt, 
which  has  gone  further  towards  success  in  negotiations  than 
any  attempt  since  18*73,  and  gone  further  towards  a  return 
to  reciprocity  and  reciprocal  relations.  This  is  a  question 
which  affects  the  whole  Dominion.  We  have  done  a  good 
doal,  I  must  say,  for  the  fishermen  of  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Yes,  for  some  of  them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Wo  have  done  a  groat 
doal  for  some  of  them — I  think  for  all  of  them. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Not  for  the  fishormen  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald 


July  13, 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
New  Brunswick  mad,  as  he  should  be.  He  persistently 
fights  the  battle  of  New  Brunswick,  and  no  one,  perhaps, 
fights  it  more  energetically  and  earnestly  and  thoroughly 
than  that  hon.  gentleman.  What  have  we  given  up  ?  We 
have  simply  stated  that  so  far  as  the  Canadian  Government 
is  concerned  they  would  not  send  a  fleet  down  to  fight  the 
American  fishermen, that  they  would  not  have  a  recurrence  of 
the  trials  and  convictions  and  irritations  that  were  caused 
before  the  Treaty  of  Washington,  if  they  could  avoid  it. 
The  Canadian  fishermen,  from  all  I  can  learn,  will  be  quite 
willing  to  have  a  renewal  of  the  treaty  ;  they  will  be  quite 
willing,  if  they  had  their  fish  admitted  free  into  the  United 
States  market,  to  allow  American  vessels  to  fish  in  Cana¬ 
dian  waters.  It  is  not  because  the  American  vessels  are  really 
driving  them  off  their  grounds,  or  really  depriving  them 
of  their  catch  of  fish,  or  really  diminishing  the  catch  every 
year,  that  they  offer  opposition.  They  do  not  oppose  it  on 
that  ground,  or  otherwise  we  would  not  attempt  to  renew 
the  treaty  by  which  the  Americans  would  continue  to  go 
upon  the  Canadian  fishing  ground.  They  argue  as  reason¬ 
able  men  :  Why  should  the  Americans  be  allowed  to  come 
and  fish  in  our  waters  when  our  fish  are  excluded  from  the 
American  market  ?  But  they  do  not  object,  and  would  not 
object  to  the  Americans  coming  within  the  three  mile  limit, 
if  Canadian  fish  were  admitted  free  into  Boston,  Portland 
and  other  American  markets.  This  shows  that  their  catch 
is  not  diminished  in  quantity,  but  that  they  have  not  access 
to  the  American  markets.  I  admit  the  whole  of  the  force 
of  that  argument.  But  our  answer  would  be  this  :  That  it 
is  of  great  consequence  to  you,  the  fishermen  of  Nova  Scotia, 
New  Brunswick,  Prince  Edward  Island  and  Quebec  to  got 
your  fish  into  the  American  market,  duty  free ;  that  that 
market  should  be  open,  and  in  order  to  get  that  promise 
from  the  United  States  Government,  in  order  to.  obtain  an 
engagement  that  they  would  enter  into  negotiations,  is  it 
not  worth  while  to  allow  the  American  vessels  to  come  ii  i ) 
our  waters,  as  they  have  done  for  12  years,  and  fish  from 
1st  July  to  30th  November,  or  whatever  may  be  the 
close  of  the  season  ?  That  is  the  whole  sacrifice  made.  The 
American  vessels  will  come  into  our  waters  as  they  do  now. 
There  will  be  no  more  sacrifice  of  Canadian  interests  by 
American  vessels  after  1st  July  than  there  was  before  that 
date  ;  they  will  be  in  the  same  position  in  our  waters  as 
they  have  been  for  the  last  12  years.  We  acknowledge  that 
it  is  pretty  hard  upon  you,  the  Canadian  fishermen  ;  but  if 
you  want  the  benefit  of  the  American  market,  is  it  not 
worth  while  to  give  the  Americans  the  use  of  our  waters  for 
three  months  longer,  and  then  sit  down  with  their  represen¬ 
tatives  and  endeavor  to  settle  the  whole  fishery  question, 
and  afterwards  have  a  treaty,  or  endeavor  to  negotiate  a 
treaty,  to  open  the  markets  of  the  two  countries  to  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  each  ?  That  is  tho  way  wo  put  tho  matter  to  the 
Canadian  fishermen.  It  is  natural  they  should  grumble  ; 
but  is  it  not  better  that  something  of  this  kind 
should  be  done,  rather  than  that  Canadian  fish  should 
be  kept  for  all  time  to  come  out  of  the  American  market  ? 
They  will  have  to  pay  duties  for  all  time  on  their  catch,  and 
is  it  not  worth  while  to  do  that  much,  with  the  good  chances 
and  prospects  we  have  of  having  some  kind  of  satisfactory 
negotiation  with  the  United  States,  notonly  on  the  fishing  ques¬ 
tion,  or  questions  which  affect  fishermen,  but  on  all  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  country.  We  cannot  expect,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  said,  and  we  do  not  expect,  that  in  any 
reciprocity  treaty  there  will  be  an  exact  return  to  the  lines 
of  the  treaty  of  1854,  but  I  believe  there  will  be,  and  that 
there  may  be,  unless  it  is  thwartod  by  our  own  ambitions, 
or  by  violent  faction,  an  arrangement  by  which  thore  will  be 
reciprocal  trade  in  very  many  articles,  the  growth  of  the 
Provinces  on  tho  one  hand,  and  of  the  United  States  on  the 
other.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  admitting  that  it  is  on  the 
paper,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  stated,  a  one-sided  arrange- 
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ment,  because  the  illustrious  individual  at  the  head  of  this 
Government  has  put  it  plainly  in  his  despatch,  that  we 
know  and  feel  it  is  a  one-sided  arrangement.  But  it  was 
worth  while  making  this  concession  for  the  great  purpose  I 
have  mentioned,  and  I  am  sure  any  man  in  this  House, 
who  will  rise  above  party,  above  mere  party  feeling, 
and  who  desires  to  have  extended  negotiations  with 
the  United  States,  desires  to  have  free  fish,  free  fishing  and 
a  free  interchange  of  products,  so  far  as  the  two  nations  can 
agree— every  man  will  feel  that  the  Government  have  been 
acting  prudently,  wisely  and  in  the  interests  of  the  country 
— that  they  have  taken  the  proper  time,  at  the  proper 
moment,  and  just  when  there  was  a  chance  of  succeeding. 
There  was  no  chance  of  succeeding  before,  under  the  late 
Government,  as  I  have  explained.  We  have  now  some 
chance  of  succeeding,  and  is  it  not  worth  while  to  make 
this  paltry  concession,  by  which  nobody  suffers,  because  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  fishermen  do  not 
suffer,  for  if  they  did  they  would  have  complained  for  the 
last  twelve  years  that  the  Americans  fished  in  our  waters. 
If  we  put  our  fleet  on  there,  we  might  keep  the  Americans 
out,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  we  will  defend 
our  fishing  rights  on  our  coasts  if  these  negotiations  fail. 
But  it  is  worth  while  to  suspend  those  strict  rights  when 
we  have  such  a  great  prospect  of  succeeding.  The  hon. 
gentleman  alludes  to  the  30th  clause.  The  American 
Government  have  simply  decided  not  to  continue  that 
privilege,  and  it  will,  of  course,  affect  one  or  two 
places  in  Ontario.  It  was  granted  in  a  spirit 
of  kindliness  more  than  anything  else,  in  the  Washington 
Treaty,  and  they  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
shall  come  to  an  end.  We  cannot  help  that,  and  it  would 
be  unworthy  to  cry  about  it.  They  will  not  yield  upon  that 
point.  The  Americans  think  that  there  ought  not  to  have 
been,  originally,  such  a  concession  made  by  theWashington 
Treaty.  They  think  it  hurts  their  trade,  and  it  certainly 
does  affect  their  coasting  laws  which  are  very  rigid  and 
stringent,  and  I  think  very  unjust.  If  we  could  coax  them 
to  give  up  their  coasting  laws,  we  would  do  so,  but  they 
have  refused.  This  provision  was  inserted  in  the  treaty  to 
oblige  certain  interests,  and,  I  may  say,  inserted  on  the 
strong  personal  pressure  of  myself,  though  the  Americans 
saw  that  there  was  no  gain  by  it.  They  have  chosen  to 
close  that  arrangement,  and  no  remonstrances  of  ours  will 
help  it,  although  it  interrupts  the  trade  of  some  one  or  two 
lines  on  our  upper  waters,  and  it  is  unfortunate  in  that 
respect.  Then,  as  to  Newfoundland,  I  believe  it  is  not 
necessary  to  enter  into  a  long  discussion  of  that  subject.  In 
Newfoundland  they  have  behaved  as  you  see — we  have  no 
right  to  speak  so  as  to  stir  up  any  feeling — but  they  have 
behaved,  I  will  say,  in  an  eccentric  manner.  We  have  told 
them,  as  the  House  knows,  that  the  House  has  already  put 
duties  on  fish  coming  into  our  market,  and  Newfoundland  fish 
among  the  rest.  They  have  duties  on  our  articles,  but  they 
say  we  should  not  put  duties  on  theirs,  because,  although 
they  put  duties  on  ours,  the  trade  from  Canada  to  New¬ 
foundland  is  very  large,  while  the  shipments  from  New¬ 
foundland  to  Canada  are  very  small.  They  say  they  cannot 
afford  to  give  up  their  Customs  revenue,  and  therefore  they 
hope  you  will  not  reciprocate  with  regard  to  those  duties. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  discoursed  about  the  deputation 
that  came  from  Montreal.  Well,  I  met  that  deputation  and 
spoke  to  them,  and  the  spokesman  of  that  deputation  was 
one  of  the  strongest  opponents  the  Government  happen  to 
have  in  that  illustrious  city.  But  there  are  certain  ship¬ 
ments  made  to  St.  John’s,  Newfoundland,  from  Montreal. 
Vessels  had  arrived  there  with  large  cargoes,  and  all  would 
have  had  to  come  back  at  considerable  loss.  And  our  state¬ 
ment  to  Newfoundland  was  just  this  :  if  wo  suspend  it  for 
a  moment,  it  will  have  the  effect  of  preventing  these  people 
from  losing  a  great  sum  of  money  ;  but  if  we  do  that,  you 
will  have  to  send  a  commissioner  to  deal  with  that  subject, 


and  if  they  do  not  deal  with  it  satisfactorily,  we  will  impose 
the  duties  strictly  and  sternly.  We  were  merely  giving  a 
sprat  to  catch  a  mackerel ;  those  two  or  three  cargoes  can 
go  through  without  loss  to  our  Canadian  people,  but 
you  must  send  a  commissioner,  in  order  to  come  to  such 
arrangements,  or  we  will  enforce  the  law.  That  is  simply 
the  case  of  the  Government,  and  I  appeal  to  the  common 
sense  and  patriotism  of  both  sides  if,  under  my  explanation 
—■hampered,  as  it  is,  by  my  inability  to  bring  down  the 
whole  correspondence — I  say  I  shall  be  disappointed  if  both 
sides  of  the  House  do  not  say  that  whatever  may  have  been 
the  shortcomings  of  the  Government  elsewhere,  they  have 
acted,  not  only  with  earnestness  and  speed,  but  with  con¬ 
siderable  diplomatic  skill,  in  bringing  the  matter  into  the 
position  in  which  it  now  stands. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Before  the  resolution  is  put,  I  wish  to  make 
a  few  observations  on  the  question  before  the  House.  The 
First  Minister  says  that  ho  expected  the  confidence  of  the 
Opposition,  as  upon  this  question  he  prided  himself  on  his 
great  skill  and  success  in  conducting  the  negotiations  and 
the  correspondence  which  has  taken  place  with  regard  to 
the  matter.  Well,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the  corres¬ 
pondence  indicates  any  great  skill  or  industry,  or  any 
remarkable  judgment  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  colleagues,  in  dealing  with  this  question.  We  find  from 
the  correspondence  that  the  intention  of  the  American 
Government  was  brought  immediately  under  the  attention 
of  the  Administration.  We  find  that  Mr.  Fry  introduced, 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  a  resolution,  with  a  view 
of  repealing  certain  articles  in  the  Washington  Treaty,  as 
early  as  the  10th  January,  1883 ;  and  that  immediately 
after,  on  the  16th  January,  the  English  Ambassador  at 
Washington  enclosed  a  copy  of  that  resolution  to  the  adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Canadian  Government.  After  the  resolution 
was  adopted  a  copy  was  sent  to  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada,  and  the  Governor  General  communicated  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Colonies,  informing  him  of  the  despatch 
and  its  enclosure,  which  he  had  received  from  the  English 
Ambassador  at  Washington.  Lord  Derby  called  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Government  to  the  subject,  and  asked 
for  an  early  communication  ;  and  it  will  be  observed  that  the 
American  Minister  in  England  noticed  the  fact  that  the  Earl 
of  Granville  had  made  no  suggestion  with  reference  to  the 
subject  of  the  fisheries  and  the  abrogation  of  those  articles 
of  the  Treaty  of  Washington;  and  the  reason  the  Earl 
of  Granville  took  no  stops  towards  a  renewal  of  the  nego¬ 
tiations  is  clear  from  his  communication  to  the  Governor 
General  of  Canada.  He  was  anxious  to  be  fully  informed 
of  the  intentions  and  views  of  the  Canadian  Government 
on  this  subject,  before  any  negotiations  were  opened  with 
the  American  Government.  The  reason  the  American 
Government  proposed  the  abrogation  of  those  particular 
articles  was  sufficiently  indicated  by  Mr.  Bice’s  spoech.  Mr. 
Bice  is  the  chairman  of  the  committee  on  foreign  rela¬ 
tions  ;  as  such  he,  to  some  extent,  occupies  the  position  of 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  ;  the  views  which  he  expressed 
are  to  be  taken  as  the  views  of  the  committee,  and  he  there 
indicated  his  opinion  that  the  fisheries  of  Canada  were  not 
worth  to  the  United  States  tho  amount  they  wore  called 
upon  to  pay  under  the  settlement  of  the  Halifax  commis¬ 
sion,  and  notice  was  givon  for  the  termination  of  thoso 
treaty  provisions,  with  the  view  of  getting  rid  of  the 
settlement  effected  by  the  Halifax  commission,  and  opening 
tho  whole  subject  again.  Now,  the  hon.  Minister  says  that 
the  views  expressed  by  Mr.  Bice  are  of  no  consequence. 
I  think  they  are  ot  very  groat  consoquence ;  they 
show  us  tho  motive  which  impelled  the  committee 
on  foreign  relations  to  bring  this  matter  before  Congress, 
and  tho  motive  which  actuated  Congress  in  deciding  for  an 
abrogation  of  these  particular  provisions  of  tho  treaty.  Thore 
|  can  be  no  doubt,  then,  that  tho  Canadian  Government  woro 
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early  informed  of  the  views  and  intentions  of  the  American 
Government,  and  that  they  were  informed,  too,  by  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  that  it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
communicate  at  an  early  period  to  him  their  views  on  this 
subject.  If  the  Colonial  Secretary  had  entertained  the  views 
suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that  it  was  beneath  the 
dignity  of  Canada  to  open  negotiations  with  the  view  of 
securing  a  renewal  of  those  fishery  regulations,  or  the 
establishment  of  others  which  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
two  countries,  he  would  not  have  made  the  communication 
he  did ;  but  when  he  informed  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  that  they  should  avail  themselves  of  the  two 
years  that  would  elapse  after  the  notice  was  given, 
for  the  purpose  of  renewing  the  negotiations  and 
re-establishing  treaty  regulations  between  the  two  Govern¬ 
ments,  it  is  clear  he  saw  nothing  beneath  the  dignity  of  the 
Canadian,  or  the  English  Government  either,  for  that  matter, 
in  taking  initiatory  steps  for  the  purpose  of  renewing  those 
negotiations.  And,  after  all  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  it  is 
plain  to  everyone  who  has  read  this  correspondence  and  to 
everyone  who  has  listened  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he, 
in  effect,  did  take  the  initiative  in  renewing  the  negotia¬ 
tions  and  in  abandoning  the  rights  of  the  Canadian  fisheries 
to  the  Americans  for  the  time  being,  for  the  sake  of  a  pro¬ 
mise  that  at  some  future  period  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  would  be  prepared  to  agree  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  commission.  Now,  I  would  like  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  tell  us  in  what  respect  we  are  in  a  better  position 
now  than  we  were,  or  would  have  been  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  taken  action  upon  the  suggestion  contained  in  the 
Message  of  President  Arthur.  That  Message  did  not,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  said,  suggest  a  treaty  of  reciprocity,  or  nego¬ 
tiations  for  a  treaty  of  reciprocity ;  it  suggested  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  commission  : 

“I  suggest  that  Congress  create  a  commission  to  consider  the  general 
question  of  our  rights  in  the  fisheries,  and  the  means  of  opening  to  our 
citizens,  under  just  aad  eniuring  conditions,  the  richly  stocked  fishing 
waters  aud  sealing  grounds  of  British  North  America.” 

That  was  what  was  suggested  by  President  Arthur,  and  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  President  Cleveland  or  Mr. 
Bayard  has  done  anything  more.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
any  better  position  at  this  moment,  after  the  negotiations 
he  has  had,  than  he  would  have  been  if  ho  had  accepted  the 
invitation  which  is  indirectly  given  by  President  Arthur 
in  bis  Message  to  Congress  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says  :  It 
is  true  President  Arthur  made  a  suggestion,  but  what 
guarantee  had  we  that  Congress  would  act  on  that  sugges¬ 
tion  ?  What  guarantee  has  the  hon.  gentleman,  at  the 
present  moment  ?  Not  any.  Then  he  is  is  no  better 
position.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  hon.  member 
for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  refused  to  renew  certain 
negotiations,  with  reference  to  the  Treaty  of  Washington, 
in  connection  with  the  reciprocity  treaty  negotiated  by 
Mr.  Brown. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  said  nothing  of  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  certainly  understood  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say  so.  At  all  events,  when  the  subject  was  under  dis¬ 
cussion,  a  few  days  ago,  he  gave  as  a  reason,  if  not  to-day, 
that  there  was  the  same  Congress,  that  there  was  no  change. 
But  the  Congress  under  President  Arthur  was  not  the  one 
that  was  in  office  when  Mr.  Brown  negotiated  his  recipro¬ 
city  treaty.  On  the  contrary,  we  might  fairly  believe  that 
that  Congress  might  take  a  more  favorable  view  of  the 
matter;  at  all  events,  when  the  President  made  the  suggestion, 
there  was  no  impropriety  or  want  of  dignity  in  assuming 
that  it  was  at  least  practicable  to  enter  into  negotiations  to 
secure  a  fair  understanding,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
he  is  going  to  do  at  this  moment.  I  want  to  know  if  the 
chances  are  any  more  favorable.  There  is  a  Democratic 
Administration,  which  is,  perhaps,  ready  to  make  freor  trade 
relations  with  this  country ;  but  there  is  a  Senate  which  is  in  | 
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less  accord  with  the  President  than  it  was  with  President 
Arthur ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  according  to  his  own 
statement,  does  not  stand  in  a  whit  better  position  to-day 
than  he  did  two  years  ago  ;  he  has  no  better  chances  of 
succeeding  to-day  than  he  had  then  ;  and  if  it  was  undigni¬ 
fied  to  have  made  the  offer  two  years  ago,  it  is  equally 
undignified  at  the  present  moment.  But  the  question  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  could  or  could  not  succeed  is  not  the 
question  which  is  to  govern  the  consideration  of  this  matter. 
The  hon.  gentleman  might  fairly  assume  that  trade  relations 
between  the  two  countries,  which  are  mutually  advantageous 
to  each,  are  likely  to  be  established.  The  statement  of 
President  Arthur  shows  that  the  American  Government  do, 
after  all,  attach  more  importance  to  the  fisheries  of  Canada 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  says  the  fishermen  of  Canada  do. 
He  says  it  is  possible  something  may  be  said  hero  that  may 
interfere  with  our  chances  of  success.  What  could  more 
tend  to  damage  the  chances  of  successful  negotiation  in  this 
matter  than  the  declaration  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself?  He  has  told  us  that  our  fishermen  would  be  quite 
satisfied  to  allow  the  Americans  the  free  use  of  our  fisheries, 
on  condition  that  they  were  allowed  free  access  to  the 
American  market. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  that,  but  I 
said  they  would  be  willing  for  the  next  six  months. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  qualify  his 
statement  when  he  made  it.  As  I  understood  him,  and  I  will 
repeat  it ;  and  if  he  says  I  am  incorrect,  I  will  accept  his 
corrrection.  I  understood  him  to  say,  and  my  hon.  friends 
around  me  understood  him  to  say,  that  our  fishermon  would 
be  quite  ready  to  acquiesce  in  an  arrangement  with  the  Unit¬ 
ed  States  that  would  admit  the  Americans  to  the  use  of  Cana¬ 
dian  fisheries,  on  condition  that  Canadians  were  admitted  to 
the  American  market  with  their  fish.  I  ask.  what  is  the 
effect  of  that  statement  upon  these  negotiations  ?  What 
chance  has  he  to  receive  any  indemnity  for  the  use  of  our 
fisheries  after  a  declaration  of  i  hat  sort  ?  He,  himself,  it  is 
clear  from  his  statement,  does  not  expect  to  succeed  in 
obtaining  compensation,  or  ho  never  would  have  made  a 
declaration  of  that  kind.  There  is  damage  done  to  our  case, 
if  our  fisheries  are  represented  of  so  little  value  in  the 
estimation  of  the  people  of  both  countries,  as  they  are 
represented  to  be  in  the  declaration  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
There  has  been  no  declaration  made  on  this  side  that  is  cal¬ 
culated  so  seriously  to  interfere  with  our  claim  for  compen¬ 
sation  as  the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  to-day.  The 
hon.  gentleman  admits  the  arrangement  is  a  one-sided 
arrangement.  Why,  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Bayard  makes 
that  point  clear.  He  says  it  is  not  competent  for  the  Execu¬ 
tive  of  the  United  States  to  alter  the  Customs  laws, 
by  admitting  Canadian  fish  into  the  American  mar¬ 
ket.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  have  known  that. 
I  venture  to  say  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  knew  it,  and  many  other  members  know  enough 
about  the  American  system  of  government  to  know  that  that 
is  the  case.  Why  did  not  the  hon.  gentleman  press 
negotiations  upon  this  question  before  Congress  rose, 
while  it  was  still  in  the  power  of  Congress  to  deal  with  the 
question  ?  He  knows  it  was  open  to  Congress  to  propose 
that  this  treaty  should  terminate  iu  December  instead  of 
July.  It  was  the  business  of  Congress  to  look  after  the 
interest  of  the  fishermen  of  the  United  States,  and  say 
whether  they  would  repeal  or  put  an  end  to  tho  treaty 
during  the  fishing  season.  If  any  inconvenience  resulted 
to  the  American  fishermen  from  this  action,  they  could  only 
hold  the  American  Government  responsible.  Why  did  the 
hon.  gentleman  show  this  special  interest  for  the  fishermen 
of  the  United  States  and  not  show  corresponding  interest  in 
behalf  of  our  fishermen,  by  seeing  that  our  fishermen 
wore  admitted  to  the  American  market  ?  The  interests  of 
( the  American  fishermen  were  the  special  concern  of  the 
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American  Government.  What  specially  concerned  the 
Government  of  Canada  was  the  protection  of  the  fishermen 
of  Canada,  to  see  that  no  privileges  were  granted  to  the  fish¬ 
ermen  of  the  United  States  to  which  they  were  not  entitled 
by  law,  without  corresponding  privileges  being  conceededto 
the  Canadians.  How  do  the  accounts  stand?  According 
to  the  decision  of  the  Commission  at  Halifax,  the  admission 
of  Canadian  fish  free  to  the  American  market  is  not 
an  advantage  sufficient  to  compensate  Canada  for  per¬ 
mitting  American  fishermen  to  fish  in  our  waters, 
and  for  that  reason  the  Canadians  obtained  compen¬ 
sation.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  secured  free  admission 
of  our  fish  into  the  American  market  for  the 
remainder  of  the  season,  he  would  be  accepting 
less,  according  to  the  decision  of  the  Halifax  commission, 
than  the  Americans  were  receiving.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  obtained  nothing  and  conceded  everything.  He  made 
the  concession,  and  made  it  at  a  time  when  it  was  out  of 
the  power  of  the  American  Government  to  concede  anything 
in  return.  He  made  a  statement  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts;  he  intimated  that  the  Government  knew,  from 
correspondence  with  the  United  States  and  from  the  action 
of  the  American  Secretary  of  State,  that  there  was  no 
chance  of  success  in  making  this  arrangement.  If  that 
were  so,  why  did  he  send  the  despatch  of  the  23rd  Decem¬ 
ber  last,  asking  the  British  Minister  at  Washington  what 
chance  there  was  of  succeeding.  The  reply  to  that  despatch 
is  not  brought  down  ;  the  information  contained  in  it  is  not 
given  us. 

Sir  JOHN  Ai  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  get  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  cannot  get  it, 
but  the  despatch  is  there,  and  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  help  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  it  is.  The  despatch  shows  that  the 
Government  of  Canada,  at  that  time,  did  not  know — I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  was  in  the  country 
or  not  at  that  time.  The  despatch  asks  the  British  Minister 
at  Washington  what  chance  there  was  for  successful  ne¬ 
gotiation  being  carried  out.  If  he  knew  there  was  no 
chance,  it  was  not  necssary  to  send  that  despatch. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  23rd  September  the 
new  Government  had  come  in. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  came  in  in  March. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  But  the  elections  were 
just  over. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  was  not  of  the  new  Government  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  enquiring.  He  was  enquiring  with  reference 
to  the  chances  with  the  old  Government  and  not  with  the 
new,  and  the  answer  is  not  brought  down.  We  do  not 
know  what  that  answer  is. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes  ;  we  do  know. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  negligent 
ol  h is  duty ;  that  he  did  not  do  what,  in  the  public  interest, 
he  should  have  done  ;  that  in  this  matter  he  delayed,  from 
day  to  day,  just  as  he  did  in  regard  to  the  correction  of 
abuses  and  grievances  in  the  North-West  Territories,  and 
that  when  it  was  too  late  he  was  ready  to  come  to  an  under¬ 
standing.  It  was  due  to  public  interests  that  an  attempt 
should  have  been  made  earlier,  and  if  he  failed  in  this 
attempt  the  wrong  would  lie  at  the  door  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  his  advisers  and  Congress,  and  not  at 
the  door  of  the  Canadian  Administration.  This  matter  has 
been  considered  of  sufficient  consequence  to  lead  to  treaty 
stipulations  twice  between  the  Government  of  Canada  and 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  there  would  havo 
•been  nothing  undignified  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of 
Canada  in  enquiring  whether  the  Government  of  the  United 


States  were  prepared  to  negotiate  another  treaty ;  and 
especially  after  the  declaration  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Eolations,  we  should  have  asked  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Government  what  it  was  they  desired.  There  was  a 
declaration  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  that 
that  was  the  proper  way  of  settling  the  question.  That 
is  clearly  set  out  in  President  Arthur’s  Message. 
Why,  then,  did  not  the  hon.  gentleman  seize  the  opportu¬ 
nity  for  opening  negotiation,  with  a  view  of  coming  to  an 
understanding?  He  knows  that  he  is  not  in  a  better  posi¬ 
tion  to-day  than  he  was  in  then  ;  he  knows  that  if  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  was  Eepublican  it  is  Eepublican 
to-day.  If,  because  it  was  Eepublican,  he  could  not 
succeed  then,  what  chances  has  ho  to  succeed  now  ?  And  he 
has  made  this  concession  for  the  purpose  of  putting  himself 
exactly  in  the  position  he  would  have  been  in  if  he  had 
undertaken  these  negotiations  two  years  ago.  What  have 
we  in  prospect  now  more  than  we  would  have  had  two  years 
ago?  What  has  the  hon.  gentleman  got  by  all  these  skilful 
negotiations,  upon  which  he  prides  himself  so  much  ?  What 
has  he  secured  ?  A  promise  that,  as  far  as  the  President  is 
concerned,  he  is  ready  to  appoint  a  commission.  The  hon. 
gentleman  was  told,  two  years  ago,  by  President  Arthur, 
that  he  was  ready  to  do  the  same  thing. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  I  was  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  He  said  so  in  his  Message. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  did  not  tell  us  so. 

Mr.  MILLS.  He  told  all  the  world,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  being  a  man  of  the  world,  received  the  information, 
as  well  as  the  rest  of  the  world,  and  the  English  Govern¬ 
ment  communicated  the  information  officially  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  urged  prompt  action  and  yet  he  took  no 
action,  he  made  no  reply,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  My  hon.  friend  says  he 
did  it  no  more  than  if  the  Colonial  Secretary  had  been 
a  half-breed.  So  it  would  seem.  It  seems  to  be  his  prac¬ 
tice  to  pass  over  in  silence  the  communications  he  receives 
on  the  most  important  public  business.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  owed  it  to  the  people  of  this  country  aud  to  the  fisher¬ 
men  of  this  country  that  he  should  seek  to  come  to  an 
understanding  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
upon  a  question  seriously  affecting  the  interests  of  the  fish¬ 
ermen  of  the  two  countries.  It  was  not  less  his  duty  than 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
Surely  the  hon.  gentleman  will  admit,  at  all  events,  that 
the  Halifax  fishery  commission  awarded  fair  compensation 
from  the  United  States.  He  knows  that  the  United  States 
believed  that  the  Canadian  Government  received  more  than 
the  fisheries  were  worth.  He  knows  that  they  termi¬ 
nated  the  fisheries  clauses  on  that  account.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  in 
his  communication  to  the  English  Ambassador,  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  United  States  Goveimment  expected 
a  communication  from  the  English  Government  as  to 
their  views  upon  these  articles  of  the  treaty  which  were 
about  to  be  terminated,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
asked  the  hon.  gentleman  for  his  views,  in  order  that  the  Eng¬ 
lish  Government  might  take  the  initiative,  and  yet  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  communicate  with  him;  and  it  was  not 
until  he  was  again  and  again  pressed  that  any  action  was 
taken  in  the  matter.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  in 
regard  to  the  30th  article,  that  the  American  Government 
had  made  up  their  mind  to  repeal  that  article  ;’  upon  that 
subject  they  would  not  yield,  and  that  it  was  useless  to  press 
the  subject  upon  their  consideration.  I  do  not  think  so.  I 
think  the  interests  of  our  trade,  the  interests  of  our  ship¬ 
ping,  which  will  be  seriously  affected  by  the  abrogation,  made 
it  the  duty  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  do  what  was  in  his 
power  to  secure  the  renewal  of  the  provisions  in  the  treaty, 
and  of  those  regulations  of  the  United  States  Executive  which 
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were  even  broader  than  the  treaty  itself.  We  know  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  paid  so  little  attention  to  the 
30th  article  that,  when  ho  communicated  the  effect 
of  it  to  us  the  other  day,  he  gave  us  information 
which  was  altogethor  misleading.  Tho  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  accordance  with 
the  action  of  the  American  Government.  That  affects,  not 
merely  the  short  line  of  railway  between  one  extremity  of 
the  Welland  Canal  and  the  other,  but  it  affects  tho  transit 
trade  across  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The  vessels  that  are 
loaded  with  wheat  at  Duluth  and  carried  it  to  Sarnia, 
or  that  were  loaded  at  Chicago  or  Milwaukee  and  carried  it 
to  Sarnia,  or  Maitland,  or  Collingwood,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  it  re-shipped  at  some  lake  ports  to  the  eastward,  are 
now  excluded  jrom  that  trade,  and  when  we  look  at  the 
treaty  in  this  particular,  we  find  it  is  not  as  broad  as  the 
commercial  regulations  of  the  United  States,  because  the 
treaty  only  provides  for  the  carrying  of  American  products 
from  one  American  port  to  another,  in  vessels,  with  an  inter¬ 
mediate  transit  over  some  Canadian  railway  or  through 
Canada  ;  whereas  the  regulations  made  by  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States  not  only  pr-ovided  for  that  case,  but  for  a 
case  of  this  sort,  that  flour  and  grain,  and  so  on, 
shipped  in  the  west,  landed  at  some  Canadian  port, 
cairied  by  Canadian  railways  to  Ogdensburg  or  to 
the  Eastern  States,  was  also  admitted  to  be  car¬ 
ried  in  part,  so  far  as  carried  at  all,  in  Cana¬ 
dian  vessels.  Under  the  Treaty  of  Washington  only 
those  cases  were  dealt  with  where  the  article  was  carried 
at  each  extremity  in  a  vessel,  which  was  practically  an 
interference  with  the  coasting  trade,  but  the  regulations 
made  by  the  Executive  also  permitted  goods  that  were 
intended  for  the  various  ports  in  the  United  States,  and  that 
were  taken  on  board  some  Canadian  railway,  to  be  carried 
for  the  remainder  of  the  way  through  Canada,  and  through 
a  portion  of  the  United  States,  by  railway.  Now,  the  repeal 
of  those  trade  regulations  not  only  repeals  the  30th  article 
of  the  Washington  Treaty,  but  also  those  other  regulations 
which  provided  for  these  cases.  That  is  a  very  serious 
matter.  Take,  for  instance,  the  Beatty  line  of  steamers. 
They  have  four  large  steamships  engaged  in  this  trade 
during  the  summer  season.  They  are  all  thrown  out  of 
employment.  So  with  regard  to  our  shipping  on  the 
lakes  ;  so  with  regard  to  those  ships  which  carry  grain  and 
flour  to  Maitland  or  Collingwood,  to  be  carried  to  Toronto, 
and  put  on  vessels  for  the  port  of  Oswego.  The  trade  on 
the  lakes  is  most  seriously  affected  by  the  repeal  of  this 
article,  but  it  is  still  further  affected  by  tho  repeal  of  these 
Executive  regulations  relating  to  the  trade;  and  yet  the 
hon.  gentleman,  after  two  years’  notice  of  the  intention  of 
the  American  Government  to  terminate  these  provisions, 
has  not  taken,  in  all  that  time,  the  first  step  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  new  and  satisfactory  trade  relations  with  tho 
people  of  the  United  States.  I  think  tho  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  succeeded,  as  he  declared  he  had,  in  adopting  a 
course  that  was  or  is  likely  to  be  to  the  general  advantage 
of  this  country. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  judge  that  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  so  much  disapprove  of  the  present  position  of  affairs  as 
complain  that  action  was  not  taken  earlier.  We  were  in 
this  position  :  We  had  been  the  last  to  send  a  representa¬ 
tive  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating  a  reciprocity  treaty  in 
1875;  we  had  also  declared  publicly  by  our  Statute  Book 
that  we  were  ready  to  negotiate  with  the  United  States  for 
reciprocal  trade  whenever  that  country  saw  fit  to  negotiate 
with  us;  but  we  were  in  a  different  position.  In  1883, 
when  notice  of  tho  termination  of  this  treaty  was  given,  we 
did  not  send  a  delegate,  we  did  not  officially  go  to  the  United 
States  Government,  we  did  not  bog  for  a  renowal  of  that 
treaty,  but  informally,  and  through  the  Governor  General 
of  that  day,  Lord  Lome,  we  suggested  to  tho  American 
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Government  that  a  commi  ’sion  should  be  appointed,  consist¬ 
ing  of  representatives  of  both  Governments,  to  visit  the 
whole  coast  of  British  America  and  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  consider  the  question  of  the  fisheries, 
and  obtain  such  information  as  we  thought  would 
be  necessary,  with  a  view  to  adopting  a  new  treaty. 
That  suggestion  was  made  to  the  American  Government 
in  1883  through  Lord  Lome — informally,  not  officially.  To 
that  suggestion  we  had  no  response.  No  information, 
either  official  or  informal,  was  given  to  us,  that  they  would 
respond  to  that  suggestion,  or  that  they  would  join  us  in  a 
commission  to  obtain  such  information  as  was  desirable  to 
have  in  negotiations  for  the  renewal  of  a  treaty.  Having 
met  us  in  that  way,  having  made  no  response,  I  think  we 
would  have  been  too  much  in  a  position  of  suppliants  and 
beggars  if  we  had  again  moved  without  any  intimation 
from  them.  When  we  approached  the  termination  of  the 
treaty  a  suggestion  was  made  which  has  resulted  in  the  cor¬ 
respondence  which  has  been  submitted  to  the  House.  I  do 
not  understand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  complains  of  the 
action  taken,  but  only  that  we  did  not  take  it  early  enough. 
Both  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  made  that  their 
ground  of  comp  laint ;  and  if  they  will  consider  that  in  1883 
we  did  all  that  we  properly  could  do  in  order  to  open  nego¬ 
tiations  on  the  question,  preliminary  to  making  a  treaty,  I 
think  then  they  will  agree  that  we  have  done  all  we  hono¬ 
rably  could  to  bring  about  negotiations  in  respect  to  the 
fisheries  and  reciprocal  trade  between  the  two  countries. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  feel  like  continuing  the  dis¬ 
cussion  upon  this  subject,  for  the  reason  that,  as  it  is  now 
before  the  American  Government,  I  think  it  is  unwise  to  go 
into  it  at  any  great  length,  and  for  that  reason,  also,  I 
rather  deprecate  the  action  of  my  hon.  friend  from  the 
county  of  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon),  in  raising  the  question  at 
this  time.  But  I  have  no  doubt  that  hon.  gentleman  was 
inspired  by  a  sense  of  the  duty  that  he  owed  to  his  consti¬ 
tuents,  and  in  a  matter  of  so  much  importance  to  the 
people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  that  is  certainly,  to  my 
mind,  an  excuse  for  ventilating  it  at  this  time,  although  I 
think  the  continuance  of  this  discussion,  and  even  the  dis¬ 
cussion,  so  far  as  it  as  gone,  cannot  be  otherwise  than  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  future  settlement  of  tho  fisheries.  Sir, 
there  have  been  two  very  grave  statements  made,  one  by 
the  right  hon.  Premier  and  the  other  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothweil  (Mr.  Mills),  which  I  think  ought  not  to  have 
been  made  in  this  discussion,  looking  at  what  is  ahead  of 
us.  My  hon.  friend  from  Bothweil  stated,  if  I  understood 
him  distinctly,  that  the  Halifax  award  of  $5,500,000  was 
far  beyond  the  value  of  the  Canadian  fisheries. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No;  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  What  did  you  say  about  it  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  said  the  American  Government  assumol 
that  the  amount  was  beyond  the  value  of  the  fisheries,  and 
that  was  the  reason  why  they  terminated  the  treaty.  I 
expressed  no  opinion  as  to  their  value. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  very  glad  I  misunderstood  my 
hon.  friend,  because  it  would  be  of  the  last  importance  to  us 
that,  either  with  regard  to  the  value  of  our  own  fisheries 
or  with  regard  to  the  facilities  which  we  may  get,  in  respect 
to  trade,  that  matter  should  not  be  discussed  until  it  is  taken 
up  by  tho  two  Governments.  Our  worthy  friend  the 
Premier  made  a  statement  which  I  regretted,  if  I  under¬ 
stood  him  correctly.  I  understood  him  to  say  something 
to  this  effect :  That,  inasmuch  as  the  Americans  were 
admitted  to  fish  in  our  waters  before  the  treaty  expired, 
and  as  we  took  the  fish  of  our  fishermen  into  American 
markets  free,  it  was  no  hardship  to  us  to  allow  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  to  continue  to  fish  in  our  waters,  and  that  it  would  be 
sufficient  compensation  to  our  fishermen  in  the  future  to 
get  their  fish  free  into  tho  United  States  markets. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No ;  that  was  not  my 
argument.  My  argument  was  what  the  fishermen  would 
think  about  it.  Of  course,  the  Dominion  of  Canada  con¬ 
siders  that  the  fisheries  are  much  more  valuable,  but  the 
fishermen  on  the  coast  do  not  care  so  much  about  that, 
about  having  a  share  in  the  five  millions  and  a-half,  or  the 
one  million,  or  whatever  they  may  get.  What  they  think 
of  chiefly  is  to  get  their  fish  free  into  the  American 
markets. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  very  glad  I  misunderstood  my 
hon.  friend. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  went  so 
far  as  to  state  that  they  would  bo  perfectly  satisfied. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  I  did  not.  You  did 
not  understand  the  meaning  of  my  argument. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  It  would  be  better  to  clothe  the 
argument  in  such  language  as  that  it  may  not  bo  misunder¬ 
stood. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  tried  to. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  drew  attention  to  these  two  points 
for  the  purpose  of  having  clear  explanations,  so  that  no 
misapprehension  shall  go  abroad  as  to  what  the  opinions 
are  in  this  Parliament ;  because  I  think  it  would  be  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  deep  regret  if  a  misapprehension  went  abroad  from 
tho  statement  made  by  the  Premier,  such  as  I  understood 
him  to  mean.  I  am  glad  to  find  that  ho  does  not  think  the 
admission  of  our  fish  into  tho  "United  States  is  a  fair  com¬ 
pensation  for  tho  free  use  of  our  fisheries. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Sir,  in  considering  the  imposition  of 
a  duty  upon  the  importation  of  our  fish  into  the  American 
markets,  it  is  becoming  a  great  question  who  pays  the  duty. 
True  it  is,  that,  in  the  first  instance,  the  question  affects  the 
fishermen  and  the  merchants  who  forward  the  fish,  but  it  is 
a  question  for  the  consideration  of  this  House,  as  well  as  for 
tho  Americans  themselves,  what  class  of  people  these  duties 
will  ultimately  affect  the  most.  I  am  free  to  admit  there 
are  cases  where  the  imposition  of  duties  comes  off  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  and  comes  off  the  producer,  but  there  are  cases  also 
where  it  comes  off  the  consumer ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  the 
scarcity  of  fish  in  the  United  States,  and  the  fact  that  thej^ 
require  to  go  abroad,  into  the  more  fruitful  waters  of  British 
North  America,  leads  me  to  believe  that  the  shortness  of 
supply  for  the  fifty-five  millions  of  people  on  the  other  side 
of  the  border  will  eventually  operate  to  place  tho  duties 
upon  the  consumer  instead  of  the  producer,  and  that 
is  the  opinion  I  have  always  held  in  relation  to  the 
importation  of  fish  into  tho  American  market.  But, 
Sir,  I  am  free  to  admit  that  what  the  Premier  stated 
is  quite  true,  and  that,  perhaps,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
people  who  catch  the  fish,  the  duty  imposed  is  the  great 
bugbear,  when  they  formerly  got  their  fish  in  free,  as  they 
do  not  look  to  the  ultimate  effect,  as  to  whether  the 
increased  price  in  the  markets  where  these  duties  are 
imposed  will  not  more  than  compensate  for  tho  duty  itself. 
Sir,  I  look  forward  to  a  treaty  being  accomplished  in  the 
future  between  the  two  countries.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  blame  too  severely  the  Government  for  delay  in  open¬ 
ing  up  negotiations  ;  and  I  am  not  one  of  those,  as  the 
Premier  knows,  who  advocate  that  we  should  go  at  once, 
hat  in  hand,  to  the  American  Government.  I  am  quite  of 
the  opinion  that,  at  the  time  they  approached  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  in  respect  to  the  repeal  of  the  treaty,  it  would  have 
been  unwise,  it  would  have  been  injudicious  in  us,  to  go  to 
thorn,  hat  in  hand,  and  ask  them  to  make  new  arrange¬ 
ments.  Wo  have  not  forgotton  what  occurred  in  1867, 
when  the  British  Government  asked  us  to  allow  the  Ameri- 
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cans  to  come  in  and  fish  in  our  waters  free.  The  position 
taken  by  the  Government  of  that  day  was  very  different 
from  that  taken  now.  Wo  said:  No;  we  cannot 
allow  that  to  be  done ;  we  cannot  allow  a  tem¬ 
porary  right  of  use  to  grow  up  in  the  future,  to  be,  perhaps, 
claimed  as  a  right,  when  it  was  granted  only  as  a  favor,  and 
we  imposed  a  tonnage  due  upon  the  vessels  of  Americans, 
and  allowed  them  to  come  in  within  the  three-mile  limit. 
Sir,  at  that  time  we  took  no  precaution  for  the  protection 
of  our  fisheries  for  the  first  three  years,  any  more  than  wo 
have  done  this  year  ;  and  the  fact  of  our  not  taking  any 
precaution,  or  putting  any  police  force  on  our  waters,  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  the  American  without  the  boundary, 
was  that  they  came  to  disregard  the  imposition  of  tonnage 
dues,  and,  finally,  refused  or  neglected  to  pay  them,  and 
the  result  was,  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  energetic 
action  taken  in  1869,  the  probability  is  that  our  fisheries 
would  have  drifted  along,  until  the  Americans  would,  by 
this  time,  have  claimed  as  a  right  what  now  they  own 
they  are  accepting  as  a  favor.  I  believe  the  same  course 
and  policy  pursued  in  1869  should  have  been  followed 
last  year,  and  it  is  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
present  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  that  there 
was  a  strong  opinion  expi’essed  in  this  House,  and 
notably  expressed  by  myself,  on  the  occasion  of  consi¬ 
dering  the  Bill  for  the  division  of  his  Department, 
that  the  Minister  should  have  asked  for  $50,009  or 
$100,000  to  place  a  marine  police  force  on  our  coast,  and 
thus  have  shown  the  Americans  that  we  meant  business. 
What  is  our  position  to-day  ?  I  hope  tho  Government  will 
not  allow  the  matter  to  drift  along  and  find,  on  31st 
December,  that  nothing  has  been  done,  and  allow  tho  Ameri¬ 
cans  to  continue  to  fish  in  Canadian  waters  free,  as  they 
practically  did  up  to  1869.  What  I  think  the  Government 
ought  to  do  now  is  this :  Make  provision  to  place  upon  our 
waters  vessels  for  the  protection  of  our  fisheries.  The  cost 
will  be  trifling,  in  comparison  with  the  importance  of  the 
duty,  and  the  moral  effect  that  will  follow  from  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  measures  we  have  taken,  when  we  come  to 
negotiate.  I  do  not  say  this  for  tho  purpose  of  condemning 
the  Government,  but  to  call  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  to  the  moral  effect  such  a  course  would  have 
upon  any  negotiation  that  may  be  carried  on,  if  the 
time  came  when  negotiations  were  instituted.  I  desire  to 
state  another  point,  and  it  is  well  to  do  it  now,  because  I 
hope  before  the  House  next  meets  there  will  be  something 
of  a  definite  character  known  in  regard,  at  all  events,  to  the 
feelings  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to  the  fishery 
question.  My  point  is  this  :  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that 
no  damage  was  being  done  to  our  fisheries  by  the  Americans 
fishing  within  the  three-mile  limit.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not 
well  informed  on  that  point.  Within  the  last  three,  four  or 
five  years,  a  system  of  fishing  has  been  established  by  the 
Americans,  which  has  been  most  destructive  to  our  fisheries, 
and  will  ultimately  ruin  them,  as  the  Americans  have  ruined 
their  own  fisheries.  The  Americans  come  in  with  schooners 
and  with  nets,  and  with  three,  four  or  fivo  miles  of  nets, 
sweep  a  whole  bay,  taking  all  kinds  of  fish,  and  for  every 
one  marketable  mackerel,  two  or  three  unmerchantable 
young  mackerel  are  thrown  overboard.  Complaints  have 
been  made  by  tho  fishermen  of  my  own  county  of  this 
practice,  and  they  have  asked  whether  any  protection  can 
be  obtained.  What  I  desire  to  impress  on  the  First  Minister, 
looking  to  the  future,  is  this :  Whatever  arrangements  may 
be  made — if  any  shall  be  arrived  at — wo  ought  to  provide  for 
a  recognition  on  the  part  of  the  American  Government  that 
the  municipal  laws  of  each  country  should  apply  to  the 
fishermen,  whether  Americans  or  Canadians,  whether  on 
the  American  coast  or  on  our  own  coast. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear,  A  good 
point. 
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Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  stated  this  opinion,  because  I 
think  it  covers  a  point  of  vital  importance.  I  do  not  desire 
to  continue  this  discussion.  If  I  were  to  do  so,  I  could  say 
a  good  deal  that  would  be  interesting  to  the  House  ;  but  it 
would  be  unwise  ;  and  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  will  not  raise 
controversial  points,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  whether  guilty  of  neglect  or  otherwise,  which  is  a 
matter  of  secondary  importance  just  now,  we  do  not  desire 
to  see  them  placed  in  a  position  of  disadvantage  when  they 
approach  the  consideration  of  this  question  with  represen¬ 
tatives  of  the  people  across  our  southern  boundary.  I  have 
every  desire  to  see  the  most  friendly  relations  existing 
between  the  United  States  and  British  colonies  on  this  con¬ 
tinent.  I  desire  to  maintain  that  friendly  feeling  which 
will  best  promote  our  prosperity ;  and  1  repeat  what 
I  have  said  on  a  former  occasion,  that  I  do  not 
desire  to  see  a  money  compensation  for  our  fish¬ 
eries  ;  that  I  do  not  desire  to  see  the  question  to 
be  viewed  from  a  purely  financial  standpoint,  but 
that  it  should  be  looked  upon  as  a  matter  of  trade ;  and 
whatever  the  value  of  our  fisheries,  and  they  are  infinitely 
greater  than  those  of  the  United  States,  whose  fisheries  are 
worthless  to  us,  while  uur  fisheries  are  of  immense  value  to 
them,  I  think  the  question  should  be  dealt  with  in  regal’d  to 
trade  relations  between  the  two  countries.  I  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Bothwell  to  say  that  we  got  too  much  for 
our  fishery  rights  from  the  Halifax  Commission.  I  was  glad 
to  find  that  I  misunderstood  his  remarks.  The  Government 
of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  which  conducted  the  nego¬ 
tiations  so  satisfactorily,  claimed  for  Canada  $15,000,000, 
and  so  far  from  that  being  too  much,  it  was  not  equal  to  the 
compensation  which  should  have  been  obtained.  I  mention 
these  facts  with  a  view  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  to  try  and  prevent  a  discussion  which  would 
do  no  good,  and  which,  if  followed  up,  might  lead  to  recrimi¬ 
nations  and  statements  which  would  weaken  the  hands  of 
any  Administration  which  had  to  conduct  negotiations  with 
the  United  States  Government. 

Mr.  YAIL.  After  the  statement  by  the  First  Minister, 
this  discussion  is  narrowed  down  very  much,  and  if  I  were 
to  discuss  it  now,  with  the  papers  that  are  before  us,  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  to  do  so  intelligently  or  in  such  a  way 
as  to  convince  the  House  and  the  country  that  we  are  justified 
in  making  serious  charges  against  the  Government,  while  we 
would  be  justified,  if  the  correspondence  brought  down  con¬ 
tained  all  that  has  passed  between  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  that  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  in  hold¬ 
ing  those  assertions  to  be  true.  I  would  be  sorry  to  say 
anything  that  might  be  construed  as  in  any  way  tending  to 
embarrass  the  Government  in  any  future  negotiations  with 
the  United  States  Government  ;  but  coming  from  a  Pro¬ 
vince  that  is  more  deeply  interested  in  this  question  than 
is  any  other  Province,  I  can  hardly  allow  the  debate  to  close 
without  saying  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  remarks  made 
by  the  First  Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  The  First  Minister  seems  to  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  done  all  that  could  be  expected  of  them.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  think  for  a  moment  that  this  Govern¬ 
ment  should  go  down  on  its  knees  to  the  United  Slates  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  Had  the  Government  of 
the  Dominion,  when  it  was  announced  that  the  American 
Government  intended  to  abrogate  the  treaty,  made  a  fair 
open  statement  to  theAmerican  Government,  and  said :  Our 
fisheries  are  very  valuable ;  you  know  they  are  valuable,  and 
that  your  fishermen  place  a  very  high  valuation  upon  them ; 
they  have  been  a  source  of  trouble  heretofore,  and  it  is  very 
important  that  this  question  should  be  settled  for  another 
ten  years,  if  not  forever.  We  are  perfectly  willing  to 
appoint  a  joint  commission  to  consider  the  whole  question,  as 
well  as  commercial  reciprocity.  When  you  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  take  up  this  question,  we  shall  be  quito  prepared 
Mr.  Mitchell. 
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to  consider  it,  with  a  view  to  arriving  at  a  conclusion  that 
will  be  satisfactory  to  both  countries.  Had  the  Dominion 
Government  done  this  and  nothing  more,  and  done  it  a 
year  ago,  that  is  one  year  after  the  notice  was  given  that  the 
fishery  clauses  would  be  abrogated,  I  would  not  have  been 
disposed  to  find  fault  with  the  Government.  They  would 
have  gone  as  far  as  it  was  incumbent  on  them  to  go,  and 
if  the  United  States  Government  did  not  take  the 
matter  up  it  would  be  no  fault  of  our  Government ; 
but  the  Government  have  allowed  this  matter  to  drift  on, 
until,  so  far  as  we  know  from  the  papers  before  the  House, 
December  of  last  year  arrived,  and  it  was  not  until  the  24th 
of  that  month  that  the  first  despatch  was  written  by  the  Gov- 
nor  General  to  Earl  Derby  on  this  subject.  The  first  part 
of  that  despatch  is  very  statesmanlike,  as  it  set  forth  clearly 
that  it  would  be  rather  derogatory  on  the  part  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  Government  to  make  proposals,  after  what  had  taken 
place  in  the  United  States,  and  considering  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Government  had  shown  no  disposition  to  open  nego¬ 
tiations.  But  unfortunately  for  the  Government,  and,  I 
think,  for  the  country,  before  closing  the  despatch,  they 
made  this  offer  to  the  Government  of  tho  United  States, 
and  pointed  out  that  they  made  it  because  of  the 
great  inconvenience  which  would  result  to  the  American 
fishermen  if  the  treaty  should  expire  in  the  middle  of  the 
season.  I  hardly  think  it  was  the  duty  of  our  Government 
to  look  after  the  interests  of  tho  American  people  in  that 
way.  In  reality,  although  the  First  Minister  says  that  the 
fishermen  of  the  United  States  know  little  of  what  is 
going  on,  I  can  assure  him  they  know  all  about  it.  The  fish¬ 
ermen  of  the  United  States,  like  those  of  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  are  not  at  all  ignorant  in  regard  to  matters 
connected  with  treaties  in  which  they  are  interested  ;  they 
understand  their  rights  a  great  deal  better,  perhaps, 
than  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House,  who  are  far  from 
the  locality  interested.  Now,  if  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  had  given  notice  to  this  Government  that  the  fishery 
clauses  cf  the  treaty  would  expire  on  the  1st  July,  1885, 
then  we  were  in  duty  bound  to  look  out  that  our  rights  were 
not  iniringed  upon  after  that  time  ;  and  had  we  done  so,  I  am 
satisfied  the  Government  would  have  been  in  a  much  better 
position  next  year,  after  Congress  meets,  in  December  next,  to 
have  met  the  American  Government,  and  would  have  found 
them  in  a  much  better  mood  to  discuss  the  matter  than  now. 
I  am  afraid  the  course  the  Government  have  taken  will  lead 
the  American  Government  and  people  to  suppose  that  we 
do  not  put  a  very  high  valuation  on  our  own  fisheries,  if  we 
are  disposed  to  give  them  up  for  what  is  practically  the 
whole  fishing  season,  because  the  season  in  which  the 
Americans  derive  much  advantage  from  these  fisheries  does 
not  commence  before  the  last  of  May,  and  the  really  valuable 
part  of  the  season  to  the  Americans  is  just  beginning  now, 
that  is,  the  mackerel  fishery,  which  they  value  far  above 
other  fisheries.  I  say,  in  this  regal’d  the  people  of  Nova 
Scotia  have  just  cause  for  complaint.  I  notice  that  the 
mackerel  fisheries  on  the  American  grounds  have  been 
largely  a  failure,  and  the  consequence  will  be  that  the 
price  will  be  high  this  year ;  and  the  Americans  will  be 
allowed  to  come  in  and  enjoy  the  same  privileges  as  our 
own  fishermen,  take  their  catch  to  the  same  market  with 
our  fishermen,  who  have  to  pay  a  duty  on  their  catch 
of  $2  per  barrel.  When  I  point  out  that  the  value  of  the 
fish  caught  in  Nova  Scotia  last  year,  by  the  returns  made  by 
the  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department,  was  $8,760,000,  it 
will  be  seen  that  this  is  a  very  important  industry,  so  far  as 
that  Province  is  concerned,  and  that  we  naturally  look  with 
considerable  interest  on  any  arrangements  which  are  made 
with  the  object  of  allowing  Americans,  or  any  other  people, 
to  come  in  upon  our  fishing  grounds,  unless  we  get  some¬ 
thing  in  the  way  of  compensation.  The  hon.  member  lor 
Bothwell  has  stated,  and  I  agree  with  him,  that  at  present 
the  matter  stands  in  this  way :  That  our  fisheries  were  con- 
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sidered  by  the  commission  which  sat  at  Halifax  to  be  worth, 
over  and  above  the  value  of  the  free  admission  of  our  fish  to 
the  United  States,  $5,500,000  for  the  10  or  12  years  which 
wore  covered  by  that  award.  The  whole  thing  has  been 
given  up  for  nothing ;  wo  get  no  admission  to  the  American 
markets,  no  money,  but  only  the  right  of  fishing  in  Ameri¬ 
can  waters,  which  our  fishermen  do  not  value.  Everybody 
knows  that  our  vessels  do  not  go  into  American  waters,  so 
that  that  concession  amounts  to  nothing.  I  am  pretty  safe 
in  saying  that  had  the  Dominion  Government  last  year 
approached  the  American  Government,  and  made  the  offer 
of  free  fishing  for  free  fish,  they  would  have  granted  this 
and  giveu  them  the  privilege  of  fishing  in  their  waters 
in  addition  ;  and  I  think  they  would  have  been  quite  satis¬ 
fied  to  allow  the  treaty  to  continue  for  the  next  six  months. 
I  notice  that,  in  the  correspondence,  our  Government  do  not 
appear  to  have  a  very  direct  promise  from  the  American 
Government  that  they  will  approach  this  question  of  com¬ 
mercial  reciprocity.  Mr.  Bayard  merely  says,  at  the  end  of 
the  correspondence,  that  he  has  no  objection  to  submit  that 
question  to  the  commission,  or  any  other  question  that  the 
two  Governments  may  desire.  Well,  it  is  very  easy  to  make 
that  offer,  but  he  does  not  state  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  will  suggest  to  Congress  that  such  an 
arrangement  shall  be  made,  or  that  the  question  shall  be 
considered.  It  is  stated  emphatically,  over  and  over  again, 
in  those  letters  of  Mr.  West’s,  that  they  shall  have  power 
to  arrange  all  matters  in  connection  with  the  extension  of 
the  fishery  clauses,  but  he  does  not  refer  to  commercial  reci¬ 
procity  till  the  very  end.  I  hope  that  something  good  will 
grow  out  of  these  negotiations,  and  that  we  shall  be 
rewarded  for  the  great  sacrifices  we  are  making  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  time  to  the  Americans.  I  know  that  the  Americans  do 
set  a  high  value  on  our  fisheries.  I  know  that  everything 
that  took  place  in  connection  with  tho  settlement  of  the 
treaty  in  le>71,  at  Halifax,  shows  that  notwithstanding  that 
the  First  Minister  has  stated  that  tho  Gloucester  fishermen 
have  represented  that  they  did  not  want  the  treaty  con¬ 
tinued,  such  is  not  the  desire  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  I  know  this  because  I  happened 
to  be  in  Boston  in  December  last,  for  some  time,  and  I 
found  a  strong  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Boston  people,  and 
I  am  sure  that  desire  extends  to  the  whole  Western  States, 
that  the  fish  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  should  be  admitted 
into  the  American  markets  free  of  duty,  no  doubt  their  fisher¬ 
men  would  like  to  have  the  advantage  of  getting  their  fish 
into  the  United  States  on  better  terms  than  the  Canadian 
fishermen,  but  I  am  at  the  same  time  quite  satisfied  that 
the  large  majority  of  the  people  of  tho  United  States, 
who  consume  fish  and  are  interested  in  the  Canadian  trade, 
would  be  very  glad  to  see  some  arrangement  made,  whereby 
this  treaty  should  be  extended,  so  as  to  allow  American 
fishermen  to  fish  in  our  waters,  in  return  for  a  market  in  the 
United  States,  and  either  commercial  reciprocity  or  such  a 
money  compensation  as  would  be  fair  in  the  interest  of  all 
concerned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  again  resolved  itself  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

The  committe  rose,  and,  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  tho  Committee.) 

Indiana  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories . $  680,831  45 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  I  was  pointing  out,  on  Satur¬ 
day  night,  before  tho  committee  rose,  that  very  large  sums 
were  expended  in  supplies  for  the  destitute  Indians.  I  do 
not  complain  so  much  of  the  amount  as  of  tho  fact  that 


there  are  evidently  irregularities,  to  use  a  very  mild  word, 
in  connection  with  these  supplies.  I  drew  the  attention  of 
the  First  Minister  to  the  accounts  rendered  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  supplies  of  fresh  beef  and  bacon  to  the  Bloods 
and  Blackfeet  Indians,  and  stated  that  there  appeared  to  me 
to  be  very  little  attention  paid  by  the  Government  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  supplies  were  given  to  the  Indians  or  the 
vouchers  certified  to  by  the  farm  instructors.  I  find  that  the 
Sarcee  Indians,  a  band  of  about  440,  were  supplied  with  fresh 
beef  daring  the  last  six  months  of  1883  to  the  amount  of 
$10,150;  and  the  Piegans,  during  the  same  time,  were 
supplied  with  the  same  article  to  the  amount  of  $19,423. 
During  the  same  time  this  beef  was  purchased,  I  suppose, 
by  contract,  at  13f  cents  a  pound,  the  Indians  were  supplied 
with  10,799  pounds  of  bacon,  at  23  cents  a  pound,  so  that 
you  will  observe  that  we  were  paying  for  bacon  nearly  10 
cents  a  pound  more  than  for  fresh  beef.  It  is  a  well  known 
fact,  as  i he  reports  show,  that  the  Indians  do  not  care  for 
pork;  they  complain  that  it  injures  their  health  ;  one  of  the 
Indians  complained  that  a  large  portion  of  his  band  suffered 
very  severely,  I  think  in  the  winter  of  1883,  from  the  pork 
given  to  them.  I  saw,  in  a  western  paper,  the  statement — I 
do  not  know  whether  it  was  true  or  not — that  this  pork 
was  purchased  from  an  individual  closely  connected  with 
officials  of  tho  North-West,  and  that  it  turned  out  to  bo 
rusty  and  inferior.  I  believe  the  hon.  Minister  will  find  in 
the  reports  references  to  the  quality  of  the  pork,  and  com¬ 
plaints  from  tho  Indians  that  it  was  injurious  to  them,  they 
not  being  accustomed  to  it.  I  understood  from  the 
discussion  on  Saturday  evening  that  nearly  all  the 
supplies  to  the  Indians  are  given  under  contract  to  tho 
lowest  tenderer,  after  tenders  have  been  advertised*  for. 
1  find  an  account  from  I.  G.  Baker  &  Go.  for  waggons  and 
ploughs.  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  that  they  had  any 
contract  for  the  supply  of  waggons  and  ploughs  in  1883.  I 
find,  by  ono  account,  that  on  tho  20th  Juno,  1883,  Baker  & 
Go.  supplied  one  of  the  officials  of  the  Department  for  the 
Indians  with  12  ploughs,  at  $28  each  :  10  sots  of  harrows,  at 
$20  each;  5  waggons,  at  $120  each.  I  do  not  know  on  what 
authority  those  articles  were  got  from  I.  G.  Baker  &  Co.  I 
am  told,  however,  that  the  price  of  the  waggons  is  nearly 
$40  in  oxcess  of  what  waggons  of  tho  class  supplied  by 
Baker  &  Co.  could  be  obtained  for  by  the  Government  in  the 
markets  there.  I  believe  there  is  no  waggon  that  goes  into 
the  North-West  which  could  not  be  bought  at  a  much  less 
figure.  I  find  in  the  voucher  an  entry  in  red  ink,  that  these 
articles  were  got  without  any  authority,  by  some  official ; 
that  the  attention  of  the  Department  had  been  drawn 
to  the  fact,  and  that  tho  Department  had  ratified  the  purchase 
of  the  official,  It  is  a  loose  way  of  doing  business,  that 
the  officials  should  have  the  right  to  purchase  supplies,  rely¬ 
ing  on  the  good  nature  of  the  Department  to  rooogniso  the 
purchases.  In  July  tho  samo  thing  happened.  Mr.  Galt, 
ono  of  the  officials  of  the  Department,  appears  to  have,  with¬ 
out  authority,  purchased  articles  of  the  class  referred  to  from 
I.  G.  Baker  &  Co. ;  and  in  the  voucher  there  is  a  long  memor¬ 
andum  indicating  that  the  articlos  wore  purchased  without 
any  authority  ;  that  subsequently  tho  matter  was  referred 
to  the  Department,  and  the  Department  sanctioned  tho  pur¬ 
chase.  It  is  quite  impossible  for  tho  Hoad  of  the  Department 
to  know  anything  personally  of  what  is  done,  but  must  trust 
largely  to  the  officials  in  charge  at  tho  North-West.  What  I 
desire  to  impress  upon  the  Government  is  the  fact  that  these 
enormous  supplies  should  be  obtained  under  tho  authority 
of  some  responsible  officer,  and  that  officials,  generally, 
should  not  be  allowed  to  make  purchases.  In  this  last  ac¬ 
count  I  find  that  there  were  8  ploughs,  at  $35  oach,  $7  more 
than  the  price  charged  the  month  previous;  1  find  that  tho 
harrows  were  purchased  at  $31.50,  $11.50  over  the  price  of 
a  month  before  from  tho  same  firm.  Upon  these  several 
purchases  in  July,  of  tho  samo  class  as  those  purchased  in 
June,  thero  appears  to  be  an  oxcess  paid  in  July  of  $159.50. 
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There  are  6  sets  of  harness,  at  $62,  $3*72,  and  there  does 
not  appear  to  have  been,  so  far  as  I  can  gather  from  tho 
documents,  any  authority  for  this  purchase.  Why  they 
were  purchased  I  do  not  know.  Another  thing  to  which  I 
drew  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  on  Saturday 
night  is  this:  There  are  a  number  of  complaints  in  the 
reports,  notably  in  1882-83,  and,  I  think,  in  the  earlier  part 
of  1884,  of  great  irregularities  on  the  part  of  the  officials. 
It  appears  one  or  two  have  been  dismissed,  but  thei’e  does 
not  appear  to  have  been  any  investigation  as  to  the  extent 
or  nature  of  the  irregularities,  so  far  as  I  can  judge  from 
the  report.  Has  the  Minister’s  attention  been  drawn  to  these 
irregularities,  and  has  there  been  any  investigation  into 
them  ?  One  can  easily  see  that  if  the  agents  in  the  North- 
West  see  fit  to  engage  in  irregularities — and  I  do  not  say 
they  do,  except  as  far  as  one  can  judge  from  the  reports — if 
they  engage  in  the  business  of  stealing,  and  are  simply  dis¬ 
missed,  that  is  practically  no  punishment.  If  there  have 
been  irregularities  on  the  part  of  any  agent,  the  attention 
of  the  other  agents  ought  to  be  drawn  to  his  misconduct  by 
an  investigation  being  held  and  punishment  inflicted.  In 
1883  Mr.  Wadsworth,  whom  I  met  in  the  North-West,  and 
believe  to  be  an  efficient  officer,  as  far  as  I  can  judge — he 
appears  to  be  an  active,  vigorous,  intelligent  man-reports 
that  he  could  not  get  any  account  whatever  of  tho  sup¬ 
plies  sent  in  by  the  contractor  or  the  Government.  In  this 
report,  speaking  of  the  Sekoskoots  reserve,  he  says  ho 
could  get  no  account  of  the  supplies  sent  in  by  contractors 
or  the  Government.  That  is  an  extraordinary  con¬ 
dition  of  affairs.  That  no  account  should  be  kept  of  these 
supplies,  that  there  should  be  no  way  by  which  irregulari¬ 
ties  or  misconduct  can  be  traced,  is  an  extraordinary  condi¬ 
tion  of  affairs.  Mr.  Wadsworth,  in  his  report  ofl883,  draws 
the  Minister’s  attention  to  the  fact.  Has  an  enquiry  or 
investigation  been  held  under  that  report  ?  Mr.  Wadsworth 
further  says,  in  the  same  report,  that  the  flour  delivered  at 
that  reserve  was  of  an  inferior  quality,  and  of  light  weight. 
It  may  be  said  the  right  hon.  gentleman  did  say  that  the 
Indians  were  getting  this  as  a  donation  and  should  not  be 
particular ;  but  all  the  same,  the  country  is  paying  for  it ; 
the  country  has  contracted  with  that  contractor  to  supply 
us  with  a  fair  quality  of  flour,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  it  to 
the  Indians,  and  they  should  be  compelled  to  supply  the  pro¬ 
per  article  and  the  full  weight.  Some  of  the  sacks,  Mr  .Wads¬ 
worth  reports,  only  averaged  93  pounds,  and  contained 
inferior  flour.  With  respect  to  Poundmaker’s  band,  Mr. 
Wadsworth  says  the  flour  was  inferior  and  of  light  weight. 
So  I  could  go  od,  and  point  out  where  the  same  reports  are 
made  to  the  Department,  that  the  supplies  given  to  the 
Indians  are  inferior  in  quality  and  light  in  weight.  I  drew 
the  First  Minister’s  attention  the  other  night  to  tho  fact 
that  in  several  of  the  bands— in  four  or  five  of  them — 
the  grossest  frauds  had  been  perpetrated,  either  by  the 
Indians  or  through  the  negligence  of  agents,  in  pay¬ 
ing  for  rations  to  numbers  far  in  excess  of  what 
the  bands  contained.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I  understood 
him  to  say,  had  drawn  the  attention  of  the  officials  to  that, 
and  that  condition  of  things  did  not  now  exist.  That  is 
quite  satisfactory,  because  it  is  quite  enough  for  the  coun¬ 
try  to  pay  for  the  rations  of  the  real  number  of  Indians 
without  paying  for  800  men  more  than  there  are  in  one 
band.  Mr.  Wadsworth,  with  respect  to  Farm  No.  11,  at 
Battleford,  says  :  That  the  books  of  the  farm  did  not  agree 
with  the  books  from  tho  Indian  office,  the  entries  in  the 
one  class  of  books  as  to  quantities  received  not  agreeing 
with  the  entries  in  the  other  as  to  quantities  delivered.  It 
does  not  appear  where  the  discrepancy  existed,  and  to  what 
extent  the  Government  were  defrauded.  In  the  Sekoskoots 
reserve,  Mr.  Wadsworth  says  that,  at  Farm  No.  14,  the 
farm  storehouse  is  used  as  a  depot  for  supplies,  but  that 
neither  at  Battleford  nor  Fort  Pitt  could  ho  get  any  account 
of  the  supplies  sent  in  by  the  contractors  or  the  Department. 
Mi’.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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If  things  had  been  kept  regularly,  there  should  have  been 
no  discrepancy,  and  Mr.  Wadsworth,  making  his  annual 
inspection,  should  have  had  no  difficulty  whatever  in  dis¬ 
covering  where  the  discrepancy  lay.  It  appears  that  he 
was  utterly  unable  to  do  so,  and  ho  draws  the  attention  of 
the  Department  to  these  grave  irregularities.  He  says  : 

“  At  Farm  15,  Frog  Lake,  in  the  books  there  were  discrepancies 
between  the  amount  of  goods  received  from  Farm  14  and  the  amount 
charged  in  the  books  of  Farm  14.  38  sacks  of  flour  only  averaged  93 
pounds  per  sack.” 

If  the  First  Minister’s  attention  has  not  been  drawn  to  these 
irregularities,  and  no  doubt  it  has  been,  an  investigation 
should  have  been  had.  Then,  in  1884,  Mr.  Wadsworth 
said,  in  regard  to  Poundmaker’s  band  : 

“  I  took  an  inventory  of  flour  and  other  supplies.  The  flour  was  of 
inferior  quality,  and  weighed  only  98  pounds  to  the  sack.” 

All  these  things  go  to  indicate  that  there  is  something 
wrong  in  the  management  of  tho  Department  in  the  North- 
West.  I  am  not  at  present  prepared  to  say  whose  fault  it 
is,  but  when  tho  attention  of  the  Department  has  been  so 
pointedly  called  to  those  grave  irregularities,  it  was  the 
imperative  duty  of  tho  Government  to  have  a  full  investiga¬ 
tion,  and  to  have  the  parties  who  committed  the  wrong 
punished.  I  also  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
to  this  :  Mr.  Dewdney,  I  believe,  is  the  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  and  Indian  Commissioner;  and  I  find,  in  some  accounts, 
that  Mr.  Dewdney— whether  as  Lieutenant  Governor  or 
Indian  Commissioner,  I  do  not  know — charges  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  table  cloths  and  table  napkins,  and  with  washing 
blankets,  and  with  152  yards  of  cotton  and  109  yards  of 
cotton,  and  with  painting,  varnishing  and  cleaning  the  Go¬ 
vernment  House  carriage,  and  with  some  cooking  utensils. 
Is  it  our  duty  to  pay  for  these  things  ?  It  seems  to  me  they 
are  the  private  affairs  of  the  officials  in  charge.  There  are 
many  other  items  that  I  would  like  to  discuss,  but  it  is  use¬ 
less  at  this  late  stage  of  the  Session.  They  cannot  pos¬ 
sibly  receive  that  attention  they  ought  to  receive,  and  tho 
First  Minister  cannot  give  them  that  attention  which  they 
eminently  deserve ;  consequently,  I  shall  not  pursue  the 
investigation  of  these  points  any  further. 

Mi’.  MITCHELL.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
officers  of  the  Department,  and  of  the  chief  of  the  Department, 
to  the  manner  of  receiving  the  tenders  for  Indian  supplies. 
I  can  quite  understand  that,  before  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  passed  through  that  country,  it  was  almost  a 
necessity  that  the  furnishing  of  these  supplies  should  pass 
into  the  hands  of  foreigners,  who  had  their  establish¬ 
ments  located  in  that  far  western  country,  and  that  they 
alone,  perhaps,  could  furnish  those  supplies  with  accuracy 
and  promptitude ;  but  things  have  changed  very  much  in 
two  years,  and  my  attention  has  been  called  to  this  matter 
by  many  of  our  merchants,  and  manufacturers,  and  others, 
in  the  chief  commercial  cities,  rvho  have  stated  that  the 
manner  of  letting  the  supplies,  to  be  delivered  at  tho 
reserves,  was  not,  perhaps,  the  most  judicious  way  of  letting 
them,  and  was  not  calculated  to  secure  the  greatest  amount 
of  competition,  or  one  that  would  load  to  the  business  falling 
into  the  hands  of  our  own  people — a  thing  which,  I  believe, 
is  to  bo  very  much  desired.  I  think  that  in  tendering  for 
the  supplies  to  bo  delivered  at  the  different  reserves  it 
would  be  much  more  desirable  if  the  tenders  were 
mado  for  the  delivery  at  Winnipeg,  Moose  Jaw,  Calgary, 
or  other  given  points  in  proximity  to  these 
reserves,  and  the  question  of  transport  were  made  an 
entirely  different  tender.  By  that  means  the  necessity  of  a 
middleman  would  be  done  away  with,  and  our  merchants  in 
Toronto,  Quebec,  Montreal,  or  elsewhere,  could  put  in  their 
tenders.  They  could  get  the  tariff  rates  of  the  railway  and 
could  deliver  their  goods  at  those  points, and  our  own  forward¬ 
ers,  our  own  farmers  in  that  section, who  had  their  teams, their 
horses  or  their  oxen,  could  deliver  these  goods  to  the  different 
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reserves,  and  the  business  would  thus  be  kept  within  our  own 
people,  and  wo  should  dispense  with  the  necessity  of  a 
foreign  middleman.  I  do  not  bring  this  forward  as  blaming 
the  Department  at  all,  because  I  understand  the  necessity 
there  was  for  adopting  the  practice  before  the  railway 
existed;  but  now  that  we  have  the  railway  and  the  means 
tor  giving  facility  to  people  to  tender  in  smaller  lots,  to 
deliver  at  points  on  the  railway,  where  they  can  calculate 
the  cost,  it  would  possibly  have  the  result  of  getting  a  better 
class  of  goods  at  a  cheaper  rate,  while  keeping  the  business 
within  our  own  country  and  giving  to  the  farmers  and 
settlers  and  pioneers  of  that  country  a  chance  to  do  the 
transport.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  this,  not 
in  a' fault-finding  spirit,  but  to  see  whether  he  does  not  think 
it  better  to  adopt  this  plan  than  to  tender  in  large  lots  for 
delivery  on  the  reserves. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  has  been  a  matter 
of  consideration,  and  the  opinion  of  the  officers  of  the 
Department  is,  that  it  is  premature  to  commence  that 
system.  It  is  quite  true  that  along  the  line  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway  goods  can  be  sent,  but  the  great  mass 
of  the  Indians  are  not  along  the  line  of  that  railway,  but 
some  200,  300,  or  400  miles  away  from  it.  In  the  case  of 
supplies  to  the  Indians  along  the  Saskatchewan, for  instance, 
sending  them  along  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
is  sending  them  to  the  wrong  place.  They  aro  sent  to 
Winnipeg,  and  then  by  water,  by  the  boats  of  the  Hudson’s 
Bay  Company  ;  and  so  with  regard  to  other  points.  It  is 
impossible  to  adopt  the  plan  proposed,  unless  you  organise  a 
whole  system  of  transport.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  transport 
to  the  numerous  points  would  be  an  enormously  expensive 
thing,  and  instead  of  saving,  you  would  lose  a  largo  sum  of 
money  by  altering  the  present  system.  Now,  the  local 
merchants  at  Winnipeg  and  at  the  other  points  are 
beginning  to  tender,  and  they  can  manage  it  infinitely 
better  themselves,  because  they  know  the  ways  of  the 
country.  You  must  call  for  tenders  for  transport  if 
the  Government  desire  to  have  a  transport  system. 
You  cannot  have  a  tender  for  every  point  along  the  railway. 
There  must  be  a  general  system  of  transport,  and  that 
would  be  a  very  cumbrous  and  expensive  thing ;  but  a  Win¬ 
nipeg  merchant  tenders  for  goods  to  go,  say,  to  the  Black- 
feet,  from  Calgary,  and  he  has  to  deliver  them  at  the  Black- 
foot  Crossing,  or  other  points,  and  he  can  make  his  contracts 
easily ;  he  can  hire  the  local  people  and  get  teams  very 
much  cheaper  than  the  Goverment  could  do.  By-and-bye 
the  system  may  be  changed,  but  at  present  I  am  satisfied 
that  it  would  increase  the  cost.  The  hon.  gentleman  oppo¬ 
site  (Mr.  Cameron)  has  quoted  Mr.  Wadsworth’s  report. 
Mr.  Wadsworth  is  a  very  good  officer,  and  it  is  his  duty  to 
inspect  the  different  reserves  and  report  upon  them.  These 
reports  show  that  there  is  a  good  system  of  inspection. 
They  are  all  followed  up,  as  a  matter  of  course,  like  the 
reports  of  an  inspector  of  any  institution.  The  inspector 
reports  irregularities,  and  these  reports  are  made  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  officers  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  them,  and  they  are  looked  into  carefully. 
If  there  happens  to  be  a  deficiency  in  some  of  the  flour  sacks, 
if  they  aro  two  or  three  pounds  under  weight,  that  is 
charged,  of  course,  against  the  contractor  ;  he  will  have 
to  make  it  up.  If  he  sends  articles  which  are  inferior,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Indian  agent  to  reject  them.  Sometimes 
the  article  is  a  good  and  wholesome  article,  but  it  is  under 
the  standard.  Obviously,  they  cannot  throw  it  away,  and 
they  make  a  deduction  in  the  charge.  If  it  is  unwholesome 
or  improper  to  be  received,  it  is  rejected.  I  must  say  that 
the  contractors  have  been  very  fair,  so  far  as  I  can  learn. 
If  there  are  cases  where  they  do  not  give  the  proper  stan¬ 
dard,  why,  they  have  got  to  account  for  it,  that  is  all.  But 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  admits,  it  is  obviously  impossible  to  dis¬ 
cuss  it  at  this  time,  to  go  over  the  articles  item  by  item,  and 


answer  every  possible  charge  of  apparent  irregularity  that 
may  be  supposed  to  bo  found  out  in  the  accounts. 
All  I  can  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  is  that,  so  far 
as  I  can  learn,  the  inspection  is  very  rigid  ; 
and  the  action  of  the  Department  is  also  very  rigid, 
to  see  that  any  irregularities  that  are  proved  to 
exist  are  accounted  for.  With  respect  to  the  farm  instruc¬ 
tors,  the  Indian  agent  is  in  charge  of  each  reserve.  Some 
Indian  agents  have  two  or  throe  reserves,  but  they  aro 
small.  There  is  a  farm  instructor,  and  he  has  an  assistant, 
and  sometimes  the  farm  instructor  receives  the  supplies. 
The  Indian  agent  cannot  be  everywhere,  but  thoso  farm 
instructors  are  intelligent  men,  and  sometimes  they  see  to 
the  rations.  There  is  no  doubt,  until  lately,  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  duplication  of  the  rations.  The  Indians  aro 
very  cunning  in  that  regard,  and  they  sometimes  disguise 
themselves  and  come  twice.  But  that  is  being  cured. 
When  we  no  longer  meet  with  large  bands,  and  when  the 
agent  and  the  instructor  know  every  man,  woman  and  child 
on  the  reserve,  that  kind  of  irregularity  will  shortly  dis¬ 
appear.  Of  course,  it  is  inevitable,  in  a  new  country,  whore 
largo  bands  of  Indians  come  and  go,  but  that  they  will  try 
to  defraud,  and  sometimes  successfully.  It  is  hardly  pos¬ 
sible  to  avoid  sometimes  giving  one  man  more  than  he 
ought  to  have. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Premier,  I  think 
for  once  he  is  not  quite  as  logical  as  usual.  Now,  there  is 
no  reason  in  the  world  why  the  monopoly  of  this  thing 
should  bo  given  to  the  foreign  merchants  at  Benton,  or  to 
the  merchants  at  Winnipeg.  There  aro  merchants  and 
manufacturers  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  country  that  are 
contributing  towards  the  expense  of  opening  up  that  coun¬ 
try,  and  making  railways  there,  that  feel,  and  very  natur¬ 
ally  and  properly  feel,  that  if  there  are  supplies  to  bo  con¬ 
tracted  for  and  delivered,  the  contracts  for  these  should  be 
given  in  such  a  way  as  that  they  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  participating,  which  they  cannot  now  do.  If  there  is  an 
arrangement  by  which  these  supplies  go  up  to  the  more 
distant  reserves  north  ©f  the  Saskatchewan  Eiver,  why  not 
tender  for  their  delivery  at  Winnipeg,  and  let  tho  transport 
to  the  Saskatchewan  bo  a  separate  contract  altogether? 
Then,  as  regards  tho  reserves  in  tho  vicinity  of  Calgary,  there 
might  bo  four  or  five  leading  points  along  the  line  of  rail¬ 
way,  where  tho  supplies  might  be  delivered  by  contract,  and 
then  the  merchants  could  deliver  them  there.  I  do  not  see 
why,  if  it  can  be  done  in  two  or  three  years,  it  cannot  be 
done  at  once.  In  connection  with  the  charges  in  the  Public 
Accounts,  if  my  right  hon.  friend  had  heard  the  comment  I 
have  heard, and  of  which  lam  just  now  the  exponent,  ho  would 
probably  think  it  might  be  as  well  to  commence  the  reform  at 
once.  I  can  assure  him  it  is  not  a  pleasant  thing  for  our 
merchants  and  manufacturers,  who  are  contributing  to  the 
construction  of  this  railway,  to  find  half  a  million  or  three- 
quarters  of  a  million  of  dollars  going  to  a  foreign  company, 
who  are  monopolising  the  business  of  that  country, 
when  our  own  people  are  excluded.  For  my  part,  I  am 
not  satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the  Premier  at  all,  If 
the  thing  could  be  done  in  two  years  bonce  it  can  be  dono 
now,  and  I  think  it  would  bo  well  for  him  to  consider  tho 
propriety  of  having  the  matter  looked  into,  with  a  viow  of 
carrying  out  that  system,  which  I  am  sure  the  whole 
country  will  approve  of,  at  as  early  a  day  as  possible. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
hope  that  it  will  be  done  in  two  years.  It  would  be  impos¬ 
sible;  it  would  take  as  much  to  pay  for  tho  transport,  if  the 
Government  were  to  adopt  that  policy,  as  it  would  for  tho 
food,  Tho  truth  of  tho  matter  is,  the  manufacturers  all 
over  the  country  would  have  no  objections  to  sending  the 
goods  to  the  places  that  are  convenient  for  them,  and  then 
throw  the  whole  trouble  and  expense  upon  the  Government. 
It  would  bo  quite  impossible.  The  hon.  gentleman  speaks 
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about  the  Saskatchewan  and  Calgary.  I  quoted  these 
merely  as  examples.  But  there  are  upwards  of  200 
reserves,  and  that  we  should,  by  changing  the  system  of 
transport,  adapt  a  system  of  transport  to  every  one  of  these 
200  roserves,  is  impossible.  It  is  easy  for  the  manufac¬ 
turers  now  to  find  out,  when  tenders  are  called  for,  for  goods 
to  be  delivered  at  several  points,  to  make  their  arrangements. 
Now  I  fancy  that  the  teams  for  transportation  will  be  plen¬ 
tiful,  because  that  is  the  only  means  really  for  supporting 
the  half-breeds.  There  is  no  buffalo.  Those  who  will  not 
settle  down  on  their  farms  must  use  their  teams.  Any 
contractor  can  get  the  teams,  and  they  can  do  it  much 
more  satisfactorily  than  the  Government. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Surely,  if  the  contractor  can  get  over 
the  difficulty  of  delivery,  there  can  bo  no  practical  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  tendering  for  the  transport.  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  it  cannot  bo  done.  I  admit  there  is  less  trouble 
in  the  present  way  for  the  Department,  but  I  think  it  would 
be  much  more  satisfactory  for  the  public  if  the  other  system 
were  adopted. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken.  This  is  a 
kind  of  business  I  have  had  something  to  do  with  heretofore, 
and  I  have  always  found  that  the  cheapest  and  safest  way  was 
to  contract  with  the  first  man  to  put  the  goods  where  you 
want  them.  If  you  pass  them  through  half  a  dozen  hands, 
half  a  dozen  men  are  responsible,  and  the  goods  never 
arrive  so  safely.  When  you  say  to  a  man  :  I  want  you  to 
put  this  flour  at  a  certain  place,  you  have  one  man 
responsible  for  it.  You  can  do  it  cheaper  and  better,  and 
much  safer,  than  if  you  contract  with  several  parties. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  With  all  due  deference  to  the  Minister 
of  .Railways  and  the  right  hon.  Premier,  I  cannot  see,  if 
there  is  a  million  dollars’  worth  of  supplies  to  go  into  that 
country,  why  tho  tenders  should  be  placed  in  such  a  way 
that  two  persons  can  get  the  whole  of  that  money.  If  the 
Premier  and  the  Minister  of  Railways  say  that  it  is  better 
to  have  the  transport  and  supply  in  one  hand  for  the  deli¬ 
very  at  one  point,  I  admit  it  is  less  trouble  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment.  But  what  is  the  difficulty  of  dividing  the  delivery 
at  these  several  points  into  a  dozen  different  tenders  ?  There 
will  be  more  competitors;  there  will  be  as  many  competi¬ 
tors  for  each  one  of  these  tenders  as  there  would  be  for  the 
whole,  and  the  consequence  is,  that  the  Government  will  get 
the  advantage  of  the  competition.  They  have  to  pay  large 
profits  to  middlemen  now,  which  they  would  not  do  in  the 
other  case. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
enough  about  tho  question.  But  what  I  desire  to  point  out 
to  the  House  is,  that  it  would  be  the  greatest  possible  mis¬ 
take  to  have  half  a  dozen  men  responsible  for  the  same 
work,  when  the  responsibility  can  all  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  one  man.  If  we  are  going  to  have  half  a  dozen  men  to 
deal  with  it,  we  have  half  a  dozen  men  to  look  after.  There 
is  no  reason  to  believe  it  would  be  a  cheaper  system.  Mon 
tender  all  over  the  country,  and  unless  they  can  place  the 
supplies  there,  they  cannot  tender  as  cheaply  as  others.  The 
hon.  gentleman  wants  to  add  to  the  difficulties  and  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  surprised  at  tho  speech  of  the 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  and  his  statement  that  I  want 
to  add  to  tho  difficulties  of  tho  Department.  It  is  an 
amazing  statement.  I  appeal  to  this  House  whether,  in  any 
courso  I  have  takon,  I  have  sought  to  add  to  tho  difficulties 
of  any  Department ;  on  the  contrary,  I  have  endeavored  to 
raise  my  voice  in  an  opposite  direction.  I  have  refrained 
from  saying  things  that  would  add  to  the  difficulties.  Others 
would  not  have  shown  the  forbearance  I  have  shown.  The 
Minister  of  Railways,  who  seems  to  embody  all  tho  wisdom 
and  experience  of  the  House  and  of  the  country,  says  I 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


know  nothing  about  the  matter.  A  large  book  might  be 
written  of  what  he  does  not  know,  although  I  admit  that, 
generally  speaking,  ho  is  protty  well  informed.  He  says 
that  if  a  man  could  deliver  a  part,  there  seems  to  be  no 
reason  why  he  should  not  deliver  the  whole  of  the  goods 
required  ?  Take  a  manufacturer  who  weaves  cloths.  He 
does  not  want  a  tender  for  cloth  and  1,000  barrels  of 
flour,  50  sides  of  leather  and  other  articles.  He  cannot  do  it. 
The  goods  have  to  bo  sold  to  middlemen,  But  if  there  were 
1,000  yards  of  cloth  to  be  delivered  at  Calgary,  or 
Winnipeg,  or  Moose  Jaw,  or  any  point  within  reasonable 
distance  of  the  main  line  of  travel,  surely  the  cloth  could  be 
placed  there  at  a  less  price  than  it  could  under  a  tender  for 
an  enormous  number  of  articles,  which  can  only  be  put  in 
by  Baker  &  Co.,  and  the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  Our 
merchants  are  ready  to  do  some  of  this  work.  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  at  tho  Minister  of  Railways  pitching  into  me.  I 
admit  that  he  knows  something  more  of  the  public  business 
than  I  have  done  recently ;  but  I  also  know  something  of 
the  business  of  the  country. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  pitching  into  me,  becauso  that  is  his  practice.  But  I 
do  say  that  the  man  who  makes  cloths  should  not  tender 
unless  he  could  place  tho  goods  at  the  point  required,  other¬ 
wise  his  tender  would  be  good  for  nothing.  I  admit  that 
the  manufacturers  would  not  tender ;  men  who  purchased 
cloths  from  them  would  tender. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  wants  a  middle¬ 
man  in  the  transaction.  That  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  after — he  wants  a  third  profit.  I  want  to  save  that  pro¬ 
fit  to  the  country  and  the  business  for  Canadians.  I  am  sure 
the  First  Minister  will  have  to  adopt  the  plan  I  have 
mentioned,  for  public  opinion  will  demand  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  would  bo  difficulty  in  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  organising  a  transportation  service  to  carry  the  differ¬ 
ent  supplies  to  Indians  in  tho  North-West  Territory.  But 
I  do  not  feel  certain  that  a  transportation  service  organised 
by  the  Government  would  be  necessary.  When  Baker  &  Co. 
were  employed  by  the  preceding  Government,  they  not 
only  furnished  supplies  but  they  were  the  Government 
bankers.  There  was  no  Canadian  settlement  within  800 
miles  of  some  of  the  points.  There  were  only  two  com¬ 
panies  with  which  arrangements  could  be  made  for  furnish¬ 
ing  the  necessary  supplies  to  Indians  in  the  western  portion 
of  the  territory.  The  condition  of  things  has  very  greatly 
changed  within  the  last  few  years.  Beef  could  now  be  sup¬ 
plied  from  some  of  tho  ranches,  and  tenders  might  be 
obtained  from  some  of  those  parties. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  So  it  is. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then,  as  to  flour.  Wheat  is  grown  in  almost 
every  part  of  the  Territories.  On  the  North  Saskatchewan 
there  is  sufficient  produced  not  only  to  supply  the  popula¬ 
tion  there,  but  also  the  Government  with  all  they  need  for 
tho  Indians  in  that  district.  I  see  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  purchased  from  the  residents,  and  the  cost  of  trans¬ 
portation  saved.  I  suppose  the  Government  intend  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  to  furnish  such  supplies.  It  is  of  great 
conseqence  that  the  Ministor  should  submit  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  a  statement  showing  the  distribution  of  the  money. 
Tho  Government  have  employed  a  large  number  of  farm 
instructors.  Some  are  doing  well,  and  are  succeeding  in 
making  some  bands  of  Indians  self-supporting.  Whether 
the  Indians  do  well  depends  largely  on  two  conditions : 
tho  character  of  the  reservation,  and  tho  character  of  the 
instructor  placed  over  them.  If  there  is  a  good  instructor, 
and  progress  is  not  made,  it  is  probably  owing  to  the  loca¬ 
tion  being  a  bad  one,  and  the  Indians  should  be  induced  to 
settle  on  another  reserve,  whilo  there  is  yet  abundance  of 
land  in  the  North-West.  With  respect  to  the  item  for  cloth- 
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ing,  I  suppose  it  is  to  supply  Indian  chiefs  and  head  men 
with  clothing. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Are  any  other  parties  to  receive  clothing. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
correct  in  supposing  that  this  item  does  not  include  the 
clothing. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  give  some  explanation  about  these  Indian 
schools.  I  should  like  to  know  how  many  schools  have  been 
started,  and  whether  or  not  they  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
various  Christian  denominations  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  may  say  that  it  has 
been  found  very  difficult  to  get  these  Indian  children  to 
attend,  and  the  teacher’s  are  obliged  to  hold  out,  as  an  incen¬ 
tive,  the  giving  them  a  little  food,  such  as  biscuits  or  bread. 
They  go  for  the  bread  and  nothing  else,  and  then  the  teach¬ 
ers  endeavor  to  do  something  in  the  way  of  education.  The 
increased  vote  is  for  salaries  and  aid  in  the  erection  of 
school  houses,  SI  1,600;  the  average  salary  of  teachers  is 
$300.  Thirty-one  new  schools  are  proposed  to  be  estab¬ 
lished,  and  the  salaries  for  these  will  cost  $9,300,  and  the 
remaining  $3,300  will,  it  is  estimated,  be  required  for  aid  in 
the  erection  of  new  school  houses. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  have  heard  statements 
made  by  one  of  the  agents,  to  the  effect  that  this  system 
was  a  comparative  failure,  for  the  reason  stated  by  the  hon. 
gentleman,  that  it  was  difficult  to  got  the  children  to 
attend. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  doubt  the  children 
will  not  attend  at  school  all  day,  unless,  as  I  have  said 
before,  some  inducement  is  held  out  to  them.  I  may  say 
that  the  schools  are  not  generally  conducted  by  the  differ- 
denominations,  but  in  some  cases  they  are.  The  Catholics 
have  schools,  and  they  are  assisted  wherever  they  have  a 
considerable  number  of  children  attending,  and  so  aro  ihe 
Methodists.  Those,  I  believe,  aro  the  two  denominations 
which  are  really  pushing  education  among  the  Indians,  in 
connection  with  and  with  a  view  to  religious  instruction. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  My  own  impression 
is,  that  they  are  the  very  best  possible  instructors,  and  will 
do  the  work  more  cheaply  and  more  assiduously  than 
teachers  employed  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Wherever  a  religious 
body  establishes  a  school,  they  are,  of  course,  allowed  to  do 
so ;  we  are  very  glad  to  get  their  aid.  The  body  send  cer¬ 
tificates  of  competence  with  the  teachers.  They  will  not 
establish  schools  unless  they  know  they  are  going  to  get 
scholars.  The  Department  grants  $300  to  the  teachers, 
when  the  number  of  pupils  is  less  than  42,  and  $400  when 
the  number  is  over  42  ;  the  religious  body  may  contribute 
as  much  more  to  the  teachers  as  they  like.  The  schools  of 
the  Department  are  not  under  the  control  of  any  religious 
body. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Are  the  teachers 
required  to  know  the  Indian  tongue,  or  only  English  ?  I 
have  heal’d  from  parties  in  the  North-West  that  a  good 
many  cases  have  occurred,  in  which  pupil  and  teacher 
found  themselves  confronted,  and  neither  understood  one 
syllable  of  what  the  other  said. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  Wherever  teachers  who 
are  linguists  can  be  found,  of  course  they  are  eagerly 
sought  for,  and  are  preferred;  but  we  find  it  impossible 
always  to  get  competent  teachers  who  can  speak  the  Indian 
language.  They  must  commenco,  first,  at  trying  to  teach 
their  pupils  English,  as  best  they  can.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  other  way  of  doing  it.  For  $300  you  cannot 
get  a  man  who  can  speak  English  and  Indian  as  well. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  cannot  get  them 
here,  but  as  my  hon.  friend  has  just  remarked,  in  the  North- 
West  many  of  the  half-breeds,  as  the  First  Minister  knows, 
are  men  of  considerable  education.  I  have  been  rather  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  number  of  half-breeds  whom  I  have  met  there 
who  are  quite  fairly  educated  men,  and  from  whom  I  sup¬ 
pose  it  would  be  quite  easy  to  supply  a  reasonable  corps  of 
instructors  for  the  number  of  schools  we  are  to  establish 
with  such  a  grant  as  this.  There  is  another  point  requiring 
explanation.  If  I  understood  the  First  Minister,  he  stated 
that  he  was  locating  a  number  of  these  schools  at  one  place 
— as  many  as  four,  I  think,  at  such  places  as  Edmonton  and 
Battleford.  It  occurs  to  me  that  that  might  lead  to  con¬ 
siderable  inconvenience.  I  understand  that  the  policy  of 
Government  is  not  to  encourage  Indian  reserves  to  form  in 
the  vicinity  of  large  or  even  small  towns,  where  the  Indians 
are  much  more  disposed  to  fall  into  idle  and  dissipated 
habits  than  elsewhere,  and  unless  there  is  some  reason  for 
it,  the  policy  seems  to  me  dubious,  to  place  several  Indian 
schools  at  a  point  already  occupied  by  whites .  But  perhaps 
the  hon.  gentleman  means  that  they  are  in  the  agency. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  meant  in  the  district. 
For  instance,  in  the  whole  Province  of  Manitoba  there  are 
to  be  eleven  schools,  and  in  the  Birtle  district  four. 

Mr.  MILLS.  With  regard  to  these  Indian  schools,  I  do 
not  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done  ;  but  I  know 
that  the  understanding  the  former  Government  had  with 
the  various  religious  bodies  was,  that  it  would  not  pledge 
itself  to  continue  to  support  denominational  teachers 
for  an  indefinite  period  of  time,  but  always  reserve  to  itself 
the  right  to  establish  schools  of  its  own  whenever  it  deemed 
it  expedient  to  do  so.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  continues 
to  be  the  rule  of  the  Department  or  not.  But  it  seems  to 
mo  that  it  is  of  not  a  little  consequence  to  establish  at  an 
early  day  an  Indian  instructor  of  superior  education,  com¬ 
petent  to  give  instruction  in  a  normal  school,  either  in 
Manitoba  or  in  the  North-West  Territories,  and  paid 
by  the  Government  out  of  the  Indian  appropriation. 
In  that  way  the  Indians  or  half-breeds  to  be  employed  as 
teachers  in  these  schools  could  be  trained.  It  would 
cost  the  Government  but  a  very  small  sum,  and  in  a  very 
short  time  it  would  have  a  staff  of  competent  teachers  to 
properly  instruct  the  Indians.  My  own  impression  is,  that 
a  large  number  of  these  schools  aro  of  very  little  conse¬ 
quence,  and  that  the  Indians  are  making  little  or  no  progress 
in  education.  There  have  been  instances,  such  as  those  men¬ 
tioned  by  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright),  whore  the  teachers  only  understood  English  or 
French,  and  Indians  new  nothing  but  Cree,  the  consequence 
being,  that  nothing  said  by  the  teacher  was  intelligible  to 
the  pupil,  and  nothing  said  by  the  pupil  was  intelligible  to 
the  teacher.  I  think,  if  the  p»lan  I  suggest  were  adopted,  a 
sufficient  number  of  competent  teachers  could  be  obtained, 
at  comparatively  little  cost,  and  the  schools  could  be  greatly 
improved  ;  and  there  might  be  denominational  co-operation 
in  the  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  suggestion  is 
a  very  good  one. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  some  explanation 
of  the  increase  of  $14,316  in  the  vote  for  farm  instructors’ 
wages.  Are  the  farm  instructors  now  residing  on  the 
reservations,  have  the  Indian  farms,  apart  from  reserva¬ 
tions,  been  wholly  abandoned,  and  to  what  extent  have  the 
farm  instructors  been  successful  in  making  the  Indians  self- 
supporting  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  sum  estimated  for 
1885-86  required  to  pay  the  forco  is  $37, 010.  Tho  reason 
such  a  large  additional  force  is  required  is  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  after  the  object  of  tho  old  farms  had  been 
accomplished,  it  became  evident  that  instruction  in  farming 
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must  be  given  on  tbe  reserve,  and  now,  in  nearly  every 
case,  the  instructor  is  on  the  reserve.  Formerly,  the  object 
was  to  make  a  model  farm,  quite  free  from  the  reserve,  so 
that  the  instructor  could  not  be  supposed  to  be  under  the 
control  of  the  Indian  band  at  all.  It  was  found  that  that 
did  not  quite  succeed,  as  the  Indians  would  not  come  to  the 
farm.  So  the  system  has  been  altered,  and  the  instructors 
have  been  put  upon  the  reserves.  Then,  about  mainten¬ 
ance,  which  is  the  nest  item,  the  increase  is  $12,262.  The 
maintenance  for  each  man  for  twelve  months  is,  as  nearly  as 
possible,  $135,  and  the  maintenance  for  the  current  year 
contemplates  the  employment  of  forty-nine  persons.  This 
will  make  $56,015. 

Dominion  Lands — Amount  required  for  surveys, 
examination  of  survey  returns,  printing  of 
plans,  etc . . . . .  $70,000 

Mr.  MILLS.  Why  continue  charging  to  capital  account 
this  sum  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  charged  to  capital, 
and  the  sales  credited  to  capital. 

Sir  KICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  that  be  done,  there 
is  no  objection.  But  that  is  not  the  course  the  Finance 
Minister  declared  he  intended  following.  The  First  Minister 
is  correct.  That  was  the  arrangement  said  to  be  made,  and 
no  doubt  ought  to  have  been  adhered  to ;  but  what  shall  I 
call  it  ?— official  exigencies  or  party  exigencies  have  caused 
the  Finance  Minister  to  alter  that  excellent  regulation,  and 
he  charges  this  to  capital  account  and  credits  the  other  to 
revenue  account. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  expenditure  is  made  for  the  benefit 
of  the  future.  It  is  necessary  to  survey  largely  in  advance  of 
settlement,  and  the  practice  has  boon  adopted  of  charging 
this  to  capital  account. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  have  hoard  for  some  time  reports  of 
very  large  areas  having  been  surveyed  since  1818,  by  the 
Government,  although  any  one  who  will  look  at  the  map 
will  see  that  the  area  is  not  so  great  as  is  represented  ;  and 
if  the  amount  of  surveying  has  been  done  that  is  represented 
to  have  been  done,  a  good  deal  must  have  been  done  two 
or  three  times  over.  I  have  never  been  able  to  see  myself 
the  utility  of  surveys  in  tracts  of  country  not  likely  to  be 
settled  for  years  to  come.  It  is  one  of  the  duties  of  the 
Government  to  watch  the  direction  in  which  settlement 
tends,  and  to  adjust  the  surveys,  for  the  time  being,  to  the 
wants  of  colonisation  and  settlement.  This  has  not  been 
done,  and  the  result  is,  that  lines  which  have  been  estab¬ 
lished  have  been  obliterated,  and  surveys  once  made 
require  to  be  made  again.  It  would  be  interesting  to  know, 
seeing  that  the  Government  have  such  an  immense  area 
surveyed,  far  beyond  the  requirement  of  settlement — an  area 
so  extensive  that,  according  to  their  own  statements,  it 
would  require  more  than  2,000,000  people  to  occupy  the 
whole  territory,  with  the  ordinary  allotment  allowed  under 
the  pi’osent  area  regulations — where  the  Government  propos¬ 
ed  to  make  surveys,  and  how  it  is,  if  the  system  of 
surveys  has  been  carried  on  in  such  a  way,  there  is  still 
necessity  for  further  surveys  being  made.  If  these  surveys 
had  been  along  the  lines  of  the  rivers  and  in  sections  of  the 
country  accessible  to  the  population,  it  is  clear  that  a  very 
much  smaller  area  surveyed  than  that  which  has  been 
marked  out  by  the  surveyor  would  have  been  adequate  to 
the  requirements  of  settlement.  But  the  hon.  gentleman, 
notwithstanding  the  very  extensive  area  that  has  been 
sui-veyed,  still  finds  it  necessary  to  continue  surveying 
further.  It  would  bo  important  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  inform  the  committee  where  the  Government  pro¬ 
pose  to  carry  on  surveys  during  the  present  season. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  are  four  parties  surveying  in 
British  Columbia,  fixing  tho  latitude  and  longitude  on  the 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 
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lands  in  the  railway  belt,  and  projecting  the  outlines  upon 
which  the  sub-division  work  can  be  completed  ;  and  there 
are  several  points  in  the  North-West  where  it  is  proposed 
to  have  surveys,  and  several  trails  are  to  be  surveyed.  The 
hon.  gentleman  thinks  it  is  unwise  to  survey  so  much  in 
advance  of  settlement.  If  you  were  sure  that  no  settlers 
would  go  in  advance  of  you  it  might  be  well  to  hold  your 
hand,  but  settlers  spread  all  over  the  North-West,  and  it 
saves  expense  to  have  the  school  lands  and  the  odd  sections 
marked  out  in  advance  of  settlement ;  but  if  they  are  not, 
and  the  surveyor  has  to  estimate  the  value  of  tho  improve¬ 
ments  made  by  a  squatter,  it  adds  to  the  expense  of  the 
survey. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Of  course,  before  the  surveys  of  an  isolated 
settlement  can  be  made,  there  must  be  an  astronomical  sur¬ 
vey  made,  with  the  utmost  exactness.  I  was,  however,  call¬ 
ing  attention  to  the  very  large  area  which  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  has  surveyed,  and  to  the  fact  that  that  area  of  the  sur¬ 
veys  for  several  years  appear  to  be  in  excess  of  the  actual 
work  done,  according  to  the  various  maps  brought  down.  It 
is  only  necessary  to  look  at  the  longitude  and  latitude  of  these 
places  to  see  the  length  of  a  degree  ;  and  a  good  deal  of  that 
must  have  been  surveyed  two  or  three  times  over,  before 
the  amount  of  surveying  could  have  been  done  which  has 
boen  reported  to  tho  Department.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  it  is  necessary  that  surveys  should  be  made  in 
advance  of  settlement,  but  there  is  no  difficulty  in  telling  the 
direction  in  which  settlement  is  tending.  When  the  people 
of  tho  North-West  supposed  the  railway  was  going  in  the 
direction  of  Battleford  the  settlement  went  in  that  direc¬ 
tion,  by  the  Little  Saskatchewan  out  to  Rapid  city, 
and  even  to  Prince  Albert ;  and  when  it  is  found  that 
the  railway  is  going  in  another  direction,  the  settlement 
will  go  in  the  same  way.  There  must  be  some  reason 
for  settlers  establishing  themselves  in  isolated  localities. 
I  do  not  object  to  the  Government  surveying  such  localities, 
and  surveying  them  as  early  as  possible,  but  I  do  object  to 
the  large  amount  of  money  which  has  been  expended  upon 
districts  which  are  not  fit  for  settlement  and  are  not  likely 
to  bo  settled  for  years  to  come.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
Beaver  Hills,  which  wore  surveyed  some  years  ago.  There 
are  no  settlers  there,  and  there  are  none  likely  to  be  there 
for  years  to  come.  Tho  district  is  not  fitted  for  present 
settlement,  and  yet  the  same  minute  survey  has  been  made 
of  that  as  of  other  districts.  If  more  care  and  judgment 
had  been  shown  by  the  Department  in  marking  out  the 
work  for  the  season,  there  would  be  fewer  cases  of  surveys 
of  that  sort. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Whenever  wo  find  the  direction  in 
which  settlement  is  tending,  we  endeavor  to  follow  it,  and 
tho  maps  which  I  produce  now  show  the  amount  of  work 
which  we  have  done  during  tho  past  five  years. 

Dominioa  Lands — Land  Board  at  Winnipeg . .  $31,220 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Here  is  a  new  officer, 
the  superintendent  of  mines.  Who  is  appointed  to  that 
office  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  Pearce. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  former  inspector  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  an  office  which 
requires  special  qualification.  I  believe  that  Mr,  Pearce  is 
an  able  officer  and  showed  considerable  zeal — in  fact,  almost 
too  much  zeal,  sometimes — in  prosecuting  his  duties  as  land 
inspector;  but  what  are  his  special  qualifications  as  super¬ 
intendent  of  mines  ?  Has  he  been  educated  as  a  mining 
engineer,  or  has  ho  had  any  special  knowledge  which  would 
:  enable  him  to  act  intelligently  in  this  capacity  ?  1  believe 
1  ho  has  not  received  a  very  high  education  as  a  geologist, 
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but  he  has  some  special  requirements  that  fit  him  for  the 
position,  and  he  has  been  found  to  bo  au  active  and  energetic 
officer. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  It  appears  to  mo  that 
in  appointing  an  officer  as  superintendent  of  mines,  at  a 
salary  of  83,200,  we  ought  to  get  an  officer  who  possesses 
practical  scientific  knowledge.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
are  in  the  North-West  as  great  mineral  developments  as  in 
some  other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  but  it  is  a  huge  territory, 
and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  very  valuable  mineral  deposits 
will  be  found  there.  Now,  if  we  have  not  got  a  person  of 
the  requisite  qualifications  in  our  own  country,  it  would  bo 
desirable  to  import  one.  It  is  very  difficult  for  anybody 
who  has  not  a  special  education  in  that  direction  to  render 
good  service  in  a  post  such  as  this. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Very  much  of  this  gentleman’s  duties 
will  be,  for  a  long  time,  in  the  regulation  of  the  boundaries 
and  the  settlement  of  disputes.  Perhaps,  in  course  of  time, 
when  large  mines  are  developed,  it  may  be  desirable  to 
have  a  man  of  scientific  knowledge,  with  respect,  princi¬ 
pally,  to  the  mining  business.  Mr.  Pearce  is  a  practical 
surveyor  of  great  experience  in  the  North-West,  and  is 
eminently  qualified  for  this  position. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Pearce  is  a  very 
good  officer  as  a  Dominion  land  surveyor,  and  is  a 
thoroughly  trustworthy  man  ;  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
he  is  a  good  mining  engineer  or  not,  or  whether  he  is 
acquainted  with  mineralogy.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  he  has  not  the  qualifications  necessary  in  a 
superintendent  of  mines,  and  I  should  have  thought  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  have  gone  to  the  Geological  Depart¬ 
ment  for  an  officer  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  that  position.  The 
hon.  gentleman’s  own  statement  just  now  is,  that  he  has 
simply  to  survey  the  boundaries  and  the  mining  locations. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  This  has  no  connection  with  the 
important  Department  of  the  Geological  Branch,  to  which  a 
mining  geologist  is  now  being  added.  Mr.  Pearce  will  be 
specially  required  for  a  number  of  years  to  settle  disputes 
between  miners,  and  to  lay  out  locations  ;  and  having  con¬ 
siderable  knowledge  of  mines  and  minerals  as  well,  he  will 
do  for  that  position.  If  anything  moi'e  is  required,  we  can 
go  to  the  Department  of  the  Geological  Branch. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  having  an 
officer  to  survey  mineral  locations.  Certainly,  there  is  no 
reason  why  a  man  should  be  appointed  specially  to  mark 
out  the  boundaries  of  mineral  locations ;  and  as  to  mines, 
and  everything  relating  to  them,  it  clearly  belongs  to  the 
Geological  Branch,  and  should  be  referred  to  that  branch. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Pearce  has  a  direct 
and  general  knowledge  of  mines  ;  ho  is  a  surveyor,  and  a 
very  intelligent  man,  and  must  have  had  a  good  deal  of 
experience  in  that  regard.  As  my  hon.  friend  has  stated, 
his  duties  are  not  merely  to  survey  mineral  locations  ;  he 
has  got  to  lay  them  out.  Under  regulations,  the  mines  of 
coal,  gold  and  silver,  are  of  different  areas.  These  have 
got  to  be  surveyed,  and  the  royalties  have  got  to  be  col¬ 
lected,  especially  in  the  gold  washings.  Ho  has  got  to  lay 
out  lots  and  to  settle  disputes  between  miners,  who  are 
rather  a  rowdy  set.  It  is  understood,  from  all  that  is  known, 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  mineral  wealth  in  the  Eocky 
Mountains,  which  we  are  just  now  making  accessible,  and 
he  will  have  to  lay  out  those  auriferous  regions  according 
to  the  regulations,  and  see  to  the  leasing  of  them,  and,  I 
presume,  to  collect  the  rents. 

Mr.  MILLS.  A  Government  bailiff. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  that  would  be 
the  more  proper  name. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Can  the  First  Minister 
tell  us  what  the  policy  is  going  to  be  with  respect  to  such 


deposits  of  valuable  minerals  as  may  bo  within  our  own 
territory  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  say  now.  I 
will  send  for  the  regulations  ;  they  are  all  printed. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  have  always  thought 
that  a  good  deal  more  might  be  made  in  now  countries  out 
of  these  deposits  than  in  older  countries.  I  have  always 
thought  that  in  the  department  of  mines  the  next  genera¬ 
tion,  at  any  rate,  might,  under  a  proper  system,  reap  a 
considerable  amount,  as  is  done  in  other  countries;  and  that 
we  have  been  inconsiderate  in  our  policy  with  regard  to 
rental  and  royalty  from  many  of  the  most  valuable  mineral 
deposits  .in  the  country.  As  the  First  Minister  knows  very 
well,  those,  in  a  great  number  of  cases,  do  not  go  to  enrich 
our  own  citizons,  but  they  fall  into  the  hands  of  foreign 
partios.  There  is  very  good  reason  why  we  should,  with 
the  example  of  other  countries  before  us,  retain  some 
reasonable  royalty  on  theso  deposits.  Concerning  the  land 
board  at  Winnipeg,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  the 
Government  should  ask  for  salaries  for  secretary,  short-hand 
writer  and  accountant.  The  probability  is,  that  the  traffic 
in  Dominion  lands  will  be  rather  less  than  more  for  some 
time  to  come. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  work  in  the  office  is  increasing 
from  year  to  year,  although  the  sale  of  land  may  not 
increase.  The  correspondence  connected  with  all  the  claims 
that  have  been  taken  up  for  several  years  has  been  accumu¬ 
lating  from  year  to  year.  The  expenditure  of  the  Winnipeg 
board  has  so  much  increased  that  a  short-hand  writer  is 
necessary,  and  one  has  been  appointed.  It  is  proposed  to 
check  the  accounts  sent  to  the  Winnipeg  office  at  that  office, 
instead  of  sending  them  to  the  Department  here,  and  it  is 
therefore  proposed  to  place  an  accountant  there. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Who  is  inspector  of  agencies  now,  in  place 
of  Mr.  Pearce  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Tho  position  is  not  filled  yet. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Has  Mr.  Pearce  been  appointed  superinten¬ 
dent  of  mines  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  He  was  appointed  in  July,  1884. 

Mr.  MILLS.  With  respect  to  the  item  of  $3,000  for  salary 
of  inspector  of  colonisation  companies,  I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  inspector  has  to  do.  The  report  of  tho  Department 
shows  that  very  few  settlers  have  gone  upon  colonisation 
companies’  lands,  especially  during  the  last  year  or  two.  It 
appears  that  more  settlers  would  have  gone  into  tho  country 
if  no  colonisation  companies  had  been  organised. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Tho  colonisation  companies  have 
expended  large  sums  in  endeavoinng  to  get  settlors  on  their 
reserves,  and  they  have  expended  large  sums  abroad  in 
advertising  the  North-West ;  and  I  know  a  very  consider¬ 
able  number  of  settlers  has  gone  upon  their  reserves.  The 
inspector  visits  those  reserves,  and  makes  enquiries  as  to  the 
number  of  settlers  upon  them.  The  companies  are  very 
often  in  error  as  to  the  number  of  settlers,  and  wo  have  to 
rely  upon  tho  reports  of  the  inspector. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  believe  the  larger  proportion  of  the  expen¬ 
diture  made  by  the  companies  has  been  in  paying  officers. 
The  companies  have  found  that  settlers  are  not  willing  to 
take  up  their  land,  and  the  promoters  of  the  companies  have 
been  disappointed  in  the  result  of  their  investment.  It  is  a 
gross  waste  of  public  money  to  maintain  an  office,  for  tho 
holder  of  which  there  is  no  employment.  It  would  be  very 
much  better  if  the  Government  would  find  some  other  posi¬ 
tion  for  the  inspector  of  colonisation  companies,  and  abolish 
the  office  altogether. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Settlers  fight  shy  of  colonisation  com¬ 
panies.  Colonisation  companies  in  the  North-West  are 
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simply  bodies  of  men  banded  together  to  bleed  intending 
settlers.  I  know  one  colonisation  company  in  connection 
with  which  a  person  by  the  name  of  Dobbin  claims  to  have 
a  right  to  settle  two  or  three  townships  in  south-western 
Manitoba.  Ho  took  $30  each  from  several  persons  for 
securing  land  patents,  and  it  afterwards  appeared  that  he 
had  no  right  to  the  land,  and  that  incorrect  descriptions  were 
given.  Those  companies  have  been  a  curse  to  the  country, 
and  it  is  an  injustice  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
encourage  them.  We  do  not  consider  that  they  have  adver¬ 
tised  the  country  or  assisted  it.  They  try  to  pick  up  immi¬ 
grants  at  Winnipeg  or  other  points,  and  to  induce  them  to 
settle  on  their  lands.  And  such  persons  would,  at  all  events, 
have  homesteaded  Government  land.  Then  they  receive  a 
certain  portion  of  the  odd-numbered  sections.  These  settlers 
have  to  pay  for  them,  and  they  pay  more  to  the  colonisa¬ 
tion  companies  than  they  would  have  to  pay  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  aids  in  the  settlement  of 
the  country,  but  rather  retards  it.  The  money  paid  to  the 
inspector  of  colonisation  companies  appears  to  be  money 
thrown  away. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  gentleman  to  whom  the  hon.  mem. 
ber  refers  is  not  connected  with  the  colonisation  companies 

Mr.  WATSON.  Yes  ;  that  is  the  point,  that  this  Mr. 
Dobbin  had  no  right  to  act  in  that  way,  and  there  are  others 
there  who  have  no  right  to  be  there.  Then  there  are 
colonisation  companies  which  have  failed,  and  their  agree¬ 
ments  with  the  settlers  have  not  been  carried  out,  and  they 
are  looked  upon  as  a  means  of  bleeding  the  settlers,  who,  of 
course,  believe  the  statements  of  men  who  set  themselves  up 
as  agents. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this  new  item, 
u  special  services,  $6,000  ?  ” 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  is  for  furnishing  the  offices  with 
safes  and  other  farniture ;  and  the  expenses  of  removing 
offices,  and  other  things  of  that  kind. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  offices  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  offices  of  the  different  agencies. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Where  are  these  land  guides  to  be 
employed  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Wherever  it  may  be  tound  necessary. 

Inside  Service . . .  $30,000 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  know  why  this  $30,000  for 
inside  service  is  specially  charged  to  Dominion  lands  instead 
of  to  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  are  certain  considerable  expenses 
for  extra  clerks  at  head  office,  at  Ottawa,  publishing  maps, 
advertising,  and  other  similar  expenses  connected  with  the 
outside  service.  It  has  been  required  for  several  years,  and 
voted  in  this  particular  way. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  so 
charged,  as  this  work  is  just  as  much  a  part  of  the  functions 
of  the  office  as  that  of  the  Surveyor  General  or  other 
officers.  There  is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  charged 
in  the  regular  Avay. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
not  advise  that  these  men  should  be  put  on  the  permanent 
list,  as  it  is  hoped  when  the  surveys  are  further  advanced 
that  we  Aviil  require  a  less  number  of  these  extra  and 
temporary  men,  and  therefore  they  are  charged  in  this  way. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Certainly  I  do  not  understand  that  any 
person  is  to  be  permanently  on  the  staff,  when  his  occu¬ 
pation  is  gone,  and  this  is  simply  to  conceal  increased 
expense.  The  hon,  gentleman  knows  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  correspondence  with  regard  to  patents,  and  it  would 
be  just  as  reasonable  to  charge  all  the  expense  in  connection 
with  patents  as  a  special  charge  to  Dominion  lands  in  this 
way,  as  it  is  to  make  this  a  special  charge. 

Mr.  Watson. 


Dominion  Lands  Agencies .  $41,278 

Mr.  WATSON.  Will  tho  hon.  gentleman  inform  me  who 
is  the  Dominion  lands  agent  at  Prince  Albert,  or  who  has 
been  agent  for  the  past  year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  McTaggert  is  the  agent. 

Mr.  WATSON.  For  the  past  year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  nearly  a  year. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Has  one  Louis  Smith  been  employed  in 
that  branch  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  was,  at  one  time. 

Mr.  WATSON.  How  long  ago? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  know  the  length  of  time. 
I  will  get  the  information  for  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  MTJLOCK.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Minister  would  not 
only  ascertain  when  Louis  Smith’s  services  were  discon¬ 
tinued,  but  when  he  was  engaged  and  what  his  duties  were  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  endeavor  to  get  the  information. 

Geological  Survey . . .  $60,000 

Mr.  HALL.  There  were  some  explanations  to  be  given 
in  reference  to  changes  in  the  Department. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  force  at  present  employed  is  as 
follows :  Dr.  Dawson,  employed  on  the  west  coast  of  British 
Columbia ;  Mr.  Bowman,  in  the  interior  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia  ;  Mr.  McConnell,  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  ;  Mr.  Tyrrell, 
in  the  North-West  Territories;  Mr.  Ingafl,  on  Lake 
Superior;  Mr.  Lawson,  on  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and 
Rainy  Lake;  Mr.  Coste,  in  Ontario,  in  the  Madoc  and 
Marmora  regions — he  has  lately  been  appointed  as  a  spe¬ 
cialist  in  mining ;  Dr.  Bell,  in  the  Hudson  Bay,  where  he 
went- on  the  expedition  to  explore  the  coast,  and  whence 
he  is  expected  to  return  overland;  Mr.  Low,  cn  Lake 
Mistassini  and  Rupert  River  ;  Mr.  Ells,  in  the  Eastern  Town¬ 
ships--  he  has  lately  been  appointed  as  a  mining  geologist ; 
Professor  Bailey,  in  New  Brunswick;  Robert  Chalmers,  in 
the  counties  of  Restigouche  and  Gloucester,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  ;  Mr.  Fletcher,  in  the  counties  of  Piclou,  Antigonish 
and  Guysboio’,  Nova  Scotia;  Mr.  Willmott,  in  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  in  collecting  mineral  statistics  and  specimens  for 
the  Lqndon  exhibition  ;  Mr.  Weston,  in  the  Eastern  Town¬ 
ships,  collecting  fossils;  and  Mr.  Adams,  in  Lake  St.  John. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  Notwithstanding  the  statement  just  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  committee  by  the  hon.  Minister,  I  think  it  is 
very  much  to  be  regretted  that  the  report  submitted  to  Par¬ 
liament  last  Session  by  the  Geological  Survey  Committee 
was  not  long  since  acted  upon  by  the  Government,  and  the 
exceedingly  important  aud  valuable  suggestions  embodied 
in  it  adopted.  Those  suggestions,  it  is  known  to  everybody, 
were  in  the  direction  of  much-needed  and  called-for  improve¬ 
ments  and  reforms ;  and  it  is  a  surprise  to  me,  as  I  know  it 
will  be  to  the  public,  that  attention  has  not  been 
given  to  them  before  this  by  the  Government.  When  this 
matter  was  before  the  House  last  year,  no  personal  refer¬ 
ences  were  made  by  those  taking  part  in  the  discussion,  for 
the  very  good  reason,  I  presume,  that  up  to  that  time  no 
charges  had  been  made  against  any  member  of  the  staff  of 
the  Survey,  and  the  report  had  not  yet  been  submitted  to 
Parliament.  To-day,  however,  things  are  in  a  very  differ¬ 
ent  position.  That  report  has  been  before  Parliament  and 
the  public  for  more  than  a  year,  and  the  matter  has  been 
the  subject  of  very  considerable  discussion  in  many  news¬ 
papers  for  months.  I  feel,  therefore,  that  it  is  now  my 
right,  as  well  as  my  duty,  to  invite  a  full  consideration 
of  tho  condition  and  management  of  the  Survey,  even  if  in 
that  consideration  are  involved  unpleasant  reflections  upon 
its  chief  officer.  Tho  committee  alluded  to  investigated  the 
matters  which  had  been  referred  to  it  by  this  House  in  a 
thorough  and  impartial  manner,  all  of  its  members  being, 
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in  my  belief,  actuated  by  no  other  desire  than  to  secure 
such  changes  and  improvements  as  would  ensure  its 
becoming,  as  it  ought  to  be,  one  of  the  most  useful 
Departments  in  our  public  service.  As  the  result  of 
that  investigaton,  it  is  generally  well  known  that  the 
Geological  Survey  is  in  a  deplorable  inefficient  con¬ 
dition,  and  that  the  value  of  what  it  is  acomplishing  for 
the  country,  from  a  useful  and  practical  point  of  view,  is  by 
no  means  commensurate  with  its  cost — that  it  is,  in  fact, 
almost  nil ;  and  basing  my  assertion  on  the  evidence  adduced 
before  that  committee,  and  upon  facts  since  brought  to 
light  through  the  press,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  this 
unfortunate  condition  of  aifairs  is  chiefly  attributable  to  the 
director.  To  the  scientific  attainments  of  that  gentleman 
I  do  not  propose  now  making  any  reference ;  for  there  I 
would  probably  be  incompetent  to  judge ;  but  I 
do  say,  on  the  same  evidence  I  have  referred  to, 
that  his  peculiarities  of  temper  and  disposition,  his 
contempt  for  all  authority  superior  to  his  own,  as  well 
as  for  many  of  those  who,  unfortunately,  have  to 
acknowledge  his  authority,  his  apparent  want  of  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  needs  of  this  country,  his  very  peculiar 
notions  of  the  real  objects  of  the  Survey  and  of  the  duties  of 
its  director,  and  generally  his  utter  lack  of  administrative 
ability  and  qualifications,  render  him  peculiarly  unfit  for 
the  important  position  he  occupies.  As  the  immediate 
result  of  his  incompetency  the  generous  sum  annually 
voted  by  this  Housejfor  the  purposes  of  the  Survey  amount¬ 
ing  to  nearly  $100,000  is  well  nigh  wasted,  and  in  addition 
to  this  we  have  to  consider  the  enormous  loss  constantly 
.  accruing  to  the  country  through  the  inability,  indisposition 
or  neglect  of  this  official  to  do  what  should  be  done  by  him 
for  the  development  of  our  vast  minoral  resources,  and  for 
the  direction  of  public  attention  to  them  both  at  homo  and 
abroad.  Whenever,  in  past  years,  reference  has  been  made 
in  this  Souse  to  the  management  or  defects  of  the  Survey, 
Government  have  apologised  for  the  director,  by  saying 
that  he  had  come  to  Canada  with  a  wonderful  record 
of  success,  achieved  in  a  similar  survey  in  Australia, 
and  that  his  appointment  had  been  strongly  urged  at 
the  time,  and,  at  all  times  subsequently, '  warmly  approved 
by  the  late  Sir  William  Logan.  With  regard  to  Dr. 
Selwyn’s  connection  with  the  Australian  Survey,  a 
careful  examination  of  the  public  records  of  the  Victoria 
Assembly  has  revealed  to  me  the  fact  that  his  career  in  that 
country  was,  in  every  respect,  as  utter  a  failure  as  it  has 
proved  in  this,  and  that  it  resulted  there,  as  it  certainly 
will  result  hore,  and  from  very  similar  causes,  in  the 
absolute  demoralisation  of  the  service.  I  find  that  the 
Victoria  Assembly  took  hold  of  the  matter  in  1867,  dis¬ 
cussed  it  very  fully,  and  finally  voted  the  supplies  for  the 
Survey,  conditionally  upon  their  recommendations  being 
carried  out  by  the  director.  I  find,  also,  that  in  1869  the 
Survey  there  was  abolished,  but  that  it  was  almost  imme¬ 
diately  afterwards  reorganised  under  a  new  management, 
and  that  the  services  of  Dr.  Selwyn  were  then  transferred 
to  Canada.  As  for  Sir  William  Logan’s  subsequent  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  head  of  the  Canadian  Survey,  I  can  throw 
some  light  upon  that,  by  reading  from  a  letter  addressed  to 
me  by  a  prominent  and  respected  citizen  of  Montreal,  a 
gentleman  who  was  the  intimate  and  confidential  friend  of 
the  late  Sir  William  Logan,  and  with  his  permission  I  read 
the  letter.  He  says : 

“  With  reference  to  conversations  had  from  time  to  time  with  the  late 
Sir  William  E.  Logan,  I  have  a  distinct  recollection  of  his  having 
referred  to  Mr.  Selwyn,  his  successor,  in  very  flattering  terms.  Then 
he,  Sir  William,  showed  me  some  beautiful  specimens  of  geological 
maps  traced,  he  said,  by  Mr.  Selwyn.  Sir  William  expressed  himself  as 
fortunate  in  having  such  a  successor.  But  I  regret  to  add  that  some 
weeks  after  Mr.  Selwyn’s  arrival  here,  Sir  William  spoke  to  me  of  b  m, 
Mr.  Selwyn,  with  doubt  and  fear,  and  once  at  his  own  house,  on 
Logan’sfarm,  he  said  to  me,  in  speaking  of  his  successor,  ‘  I  made  a 
great  mistake.’  Indeed,  1  was  grieved  to  perceive  the  annoyance  the 
appointment  caused  Sir  William.” 


I  again  say  I  regret  the  inaction  of  the  Government  in  this 
most  important  matter,  and  would  express  it  as  my  convic¬ 
tion,  as  I  know  it  is  the  belief  of  the  majority  of  those  who 
take  an  interest  in  the  work  of  the  Survey  and  are  desirous 
that  its  efficiency  should  be  restored,  and  its  labors  directed 
to  more  useful  and  practical  ends,  that  no  reform  and  no 
improvement  can  be  looked  for  until  the  contx-ol  of  the  ser¬ 
vice  is  placed  in  other  and  more  competent  hands. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  in  charge 
surely  owes  it  to  himself  and  the  House  and  the  Survey  to 
take  some  notice  of  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friend.  It  has 
been  a  matter  of  common  complaint,  from  one  end  of  this 
country  to  the  other,  that  very  small  results  indeed  have 
accrued  to  the  public  of  Canada  from  the  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  that  have  been  expended  for  the  last 
ten  or  twelve  years  on  the  Geological  Survey.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  who  is  in  fault  or  who  is  not,  because  I  have 
not  had  time  to  examine  into  the  matter,  but  I  believe  a 
committee  was  recommended  to  look  into  the  question,  com¬ 
posed  of  gentlemen  on  both  sides,  and  that  that  committee 
reported,  after  full  examination,  very  adversely  to  the  man¬ 
agement  of  the  Survey.  In  asking  for  this  vote,  it  becomes 
the  Government  to  say  whether  they  have  examined  into 
the  matters  brought  to  light  by  that  committee,  and  what 
conclusions  they  have  come  to.  No  doubt,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  the  public  opinion  is  that  we  have  bad  very  little 
value  indeed  from  the  expenditure  on  the  Geological  Survey, 
and  that  it  is  high  time  steps  should  be  taken  to  make  this 
vote  moro  valuable  to  the  people  of  Canada,  who  have  to  pay 
for  it. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Tho  recommendation  of  the  committee 
was  that  some  practical  turn  should  be  given  to  this  Survey, 
and  the  Government  have  enforced  that  view  on  tho  offi¬ 
cers.  The  Government  have,  besides,  appointed  two  mining 
engineers  to  the  staff,  to  devote  their  attention  sololy  to 
practical  matters. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  do  not  wish  to  repeat  what  I  havo 
already  said,  but  I  assure  tho  Minister  the  slight  improve¬ 
ments  he  promises,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  will  satisfy  nobody.  I  would  recommend  the  Minister 
to  read  the  report  over  carefully,  and  he  will  find  ground  for 
a  great  many  other  improvements  than  those  he  has  men¬ 
tioned. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTW RIGHT.  There  is  a  good  deal,  as 
my  hon.  friend  says,  in  that  report,  which  the  hon.  Minister 
has  not  yet  had  his  attention  called  to.  A  very  curious  state  of 
things — I  spoak  from  memory — was  revealed  as  to  tho  rela¬ 
tions  between  the  head  of  that  Department  and  a  number 
of  his  subordinates,  and  statements  were  made  which  show 
that  Department  to  be  in  state  approaching  utter  disorgani¬ 
sation.  There  was  not  only  no  confidence  but  violent  recri¬ 
mination  and  great  distrust  among  various  important  mem¬ 
bers  of  tho  staff.  That  kind  of  thing  cannot  go  on  in  a 
Department  of  that  sort,  where  the  officers  ought  to  work 
in  full  harmony  with  each  other,  without  detriment  to  tho 
public  service. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  It  it  quite  true’ the  committee  of  last 
Session,  of  which  I  was  a  member,  did  make  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  which  tho  Minister  now  says  tho  Government  proposes 
to  act  upon.  But  tho  committee  referred  to  the  deplorably 
inefficient  condition  of  the  service,  a  condition  which  I 
believe  has  not,  in  any  one  particular,  been  since  amended. 
The  committee  basing  its  report  in  that  respect  on  the 
evidence  given  before  them  by  Dr.  Selwyn,  reported 
that  the  sum  before  then  voted,  the  same  a3  that  now 
asked,  $60,000,  was  amply  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Survey,  and  indeed  sufficient  to  enable  it  to  carry  out 
some  of  tho  improvements  suggested.  Now,  I  understand 
that  on  the  26th  March  last  fourteen  of  the  officors  of  the 
Survey  were  notified  that  their  services  would  bo  dispensed 
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with  on  the  30th  April,  on  account  of  the  exhaustion  of  the 
funds.  I  think  that  is  a  point  which  the  Minister  should 
explain. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  informed  that  there  were  some 
six  or  seven  whose  services  were  dispensed  with,  being 
temporary  clerks  and  other  employes  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  But  why  is  it  that  the  funds  were 
exhausted,  and  that  their  dismissal  was  necessary  for  that 
reason  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  there  are  some  bills  unpaid  yet, 
of  last  year,  and  that  the  expenses  will  bo  reduced  this 
year.  It  is  expected  that  the  $60,000  will  pay  the  outstand¬ 
ing  bills  and  moot  the  expenses  of  the  coming  year. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  What  were  these  outstanding  bills,  and 
why  were  they  not  included  in  the  Estimates  of  last  year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  My  information  is,  that  fourteen  were 
dismissed.  I  have  the  list  of  them  here. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  know  there  was  a  proposition,  in  the 
expectation  that  we  would  adjourn  before  the  end  of  the 
year  1884-85,  to  make  this  vote  $50,000,  and  to  ask  for 
$10,000  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates,  but  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  did  not  take  place,  and  this  has  been  left  standings 

Mr.  HOLTON.  There  is  another  matter  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  attention.  In  speaking,  last  year,  on  behalf  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  the  First  Minister  gave  us  a  promise,  after  excusing 
the  expenditure  for  Indian  curiosities  in  the  past  year,  in 
regard  to  which  there  were  some  complaints,  that  no  more 
money  would  be  expended  this  year  in  that  way,  but  that 
the  whole  of  the  money  would  be  expended  on  the  Goolo- 
logical  Survey.  I  find,  on  reference  to  the  Public  Accounts, 
that  notwithstanding  this  promise  the  large  sum  of  $2,500 
was  paid  to  Herschf elder  &  Co,,  of  Toronto,  for  Indian  gim- 
cracks,  which,  I  am  informed  by  those  more  competent  to 
pronounce  upon  them  than  I  am,  are  not  worth  the  money 
expended  on  them. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think,  probably,  that  expenditure  was 
incurred  previous  to  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister 
being  called  to  it  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  find  a  large  amount  was  incurred  for 
the  publication  of  what  may  be  a  useful,  but  what  I  consider 
a  useless  book,  the  vocabulary  of  certain  Indian  dialects  in 
British  Columbia. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  It  is  important,  from  a  historical  point 
of  view. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  to  the  Minister  of 
Customs,  but  I  doubt  if  it  is  to  anyone  else.  I  observe,  also, 
and  to  this  the  Auditor  General  refers  complainingly,  in  his 
correspondence  with  Mr.  Selwyn,  that  a  sum  of  $1,250  was 
paid  to  one  of  the  employes,  Professor  Macoun  for  a  collec¬ 
tion  of  plants,  which,  according  to  the  Auditor  General’s 
statement,  was  largely  made  up  by  Professor  Macoun,  when 
he  was  in  the  service  of  the  Survey.  These  sums  "taken 
together  would  have  gone  a  very  long  way  to  pay  the 
salaries  of  those  unfortunate  young  fellows  who  were  sum¬ 
marily  dismissed  a  few  months  ago.  Then  there  is  a  very 
important  point  on  which  I  think  the  Minister  ought  to 
give  information,  even  if  the  item  has  to  be  postponed.  I 
refer  to  the  expedition  last  year  to  Lake  Mistassini.  My 
information  is,  and  it  has  been  stated  in  the  press  and  else¬ 
where,  that  this  expedition  proved  a  failure  and  resulted  in 
the  loss  of  $’7,000  or  $8,000.  That,  I  think,  the  Minister 
should  explain.  I  would  also  like  him  to  explain  why  it  is 
that  Mr.  Bignell,  who  had  charge  of  that  survey  until  within 
a  few  weeks,  has  been  dismissed,  and  has  been  replaced  by 
Mr.  Lowe.  That  has  been  a  matter  of  comment  in  the 
Mr.  Holton, 


Quebeo  papers  chiefly,  and  I  should  like  to  have  the  infor¬ 
mation  I  ask  for. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  not  the  full  information  on  this 
point.  I  understood  from  the  horn  gentleman  that  we 
would  have  a  discussion  on  this  on  concurrence,  but  my 
general  understanding  of  the  matter  was  that  Dr.  Selwyn 
reballed  Mr.  Bignell  because  he  believed  he  was  not  ener¬ 
getically  performing  the  survey,  and  gave  the  work  to 
another,  Mr.  Lowe,  being  a  permanent  officer. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  further 
by  asking  for  a  discussion  on  concurrence,  but  I  should  like 
to  have  tbe  Minister’s  promise  to  give  us  the  full  information 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  give  all  the  information  I  can. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  reference  to  the  purchase  from  pro¬ 
fessor  Macoun,  T  know,  from  my  personal  knowledge  and 
long  acquaintance  with  that  gentleman,  that  the  plants 
which  were  purchased  were,  in  great  part,  what  he  had  been 
collecting  for  years  and  years,  long  before  he  was  connected 
with  the  Government,  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Grammar  School  in  the  town  of  Belleville  and  when  he  was 
professor  in  Albert  University.  Whether  or  not  any  portion 
of  that  collection  was  acquired  when  he  was  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  survey,  before  he  was  employed  permanently,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say.  Professor  Selwyn  does  not  deny  that 
a  portion  of  them  wero  obtained  during  that  survey,  but 
he  says : 

“  I  fail  to  see  on  what  ground  you  assume - ” 

Because  it  was  an  assumption  on  the  part  of  the  Auditor- 
General  ;  he  does  not  give  any  evidence  of  the  fact,  but 
merely  asks  the  question,  and  says  what  part  was  obtained 
on  Government  journeys  should  not  have  entered  into  the 
calculation  of  value  ;  and  Dr.  Selwyn  says  : 

“  I  fail  to  see  on  what  ground  you  assume  that  anything  obtained  on 
Government  journeys  did  enter  into  the  calculation  of  value.” 

From  which  I  should  infer  that,  if  any  portion  of  the 
collection  was  made  during  Mr.  Macoun’s  trip,  in  1869  or 
1870,  that  did  not  enter  into  the  calculation.  I  can  say  this 
for  Professor  Macoun,  and  I  am  sure  the  hoc.  member  for 
Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton),  if  be  had  as  intimate  an  acquaint¬ 
ance  with  him  as  I  have,  would  know  that  he  would  not 
put  the  slightest  plant,  obtained  while  he  was  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  employ,  into  a  collection  which  he  would  sell  to 
the  Survey  Department.  I  can  also  say,  personally,  for 
Professor  Macoun,  that  he  has  had  an  opportunity  of  selling 
these  specimens  to  the  American  Institute  at  Washington, 
and  that  he  declined  to  do  so,  preferring  that  they  should 
remain  in  this  country  ;  and  I  have  good  reason  to  know 
that  he  would  have  obtained  a  larger  amount  of  money  than 
that  which  he  received  from  this  Government.  Those  who 
know  Professor  Macoun  say  that  he  is  one  of  the  most 
upright  and  honorable  men  in  the  country. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  My  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
of  course,  understands  that  I  have  no  desire  to  reflect  upon 
Professor  Macoun.  I  simply  wish  to  have  an  explanation 
of  this  vote. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  This  is  a  very  lar’ge  and  important 
item.  Great  and  practical  results  may  arise  from  an  intel¬ 
ligent  application  of  the  geological  surveys  ;  and  with  that 
view  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  if  it  is  his  intention 
to  direct  the  Geological  Survey  to  make  an  investigation 
into  the  origin,  source,  and  extent  of  the  Tufa  deposits  near 
Montreal. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  examined  the  points  at  which 
they  are  working  this  year,  but  I  could  not  answer  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  question.  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  to  it  on  his  return. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  I  happened  to  be  a  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  made  the  report  referred  to,  and  I  endorse  what 
has  been  said  as  to  the  work  of  the  committee  and  the  time 
they  devoted  to  the  investigation.  While  joining  in  the 
report,  of  course,  I  do  not  bring  to  bear  upon  the  subject 
any  personal  technical  knowledge  in  regard  to  the  matter. 
But  looking  at  the  report  of  the  director  for  this  year,  I  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  the  form  in  which  it  is 
presented.  The  committee  last  year  pointed  out  that  but 
very  few  copies  of  the  report  were  printed  for  distribution — 
I  think  only  a  few  hundred  altogether,  and  they  were  placed 
in  the  hands  of  a  favored  few.  Mow,  it  was  recommended 
by  the  committee  last  year  that  the  annual  report  of  the 
Geological  Survey,  embracing,  as  it  does,  an  account  of  the 
work  of  the  Survey  between  the  Atlantic  and  the  Pacific, 
should  be  made  up  for  popular  distribution,  into  sub¬ 
divisions.  It  can  easily  be  seen  that  whilst  this  volume 
itself  may  be  of  immense  value  as  a  record  for  Canadians  of 
scientific  mind,  the  people  themselves  also  desire  to  derive 
some  advantages  from  this  expenditure,  and  in  order  that 
they  may  do  so  they  should  be  able  to  obtain  copies  of  the 
reports  applicable  to  the  sections  of  country  in  which  they 
are  interested.  Acting  upon  that  principle,  the  committee 
last  year  recommended  that  there  should  be  a  very  consider¬ 
able  sub-division  of  the  volume.  It  might,  for  example,  be 
made  up  somewhat  as  follows :  There  might  be  in  each  volume 
a  chapter  devoted  to  the  economic  minerals  generally  of  the 
Dominion,  and  that  chapter  might  be  attached  to  each  vol¬ 
ume;  and  then,  instead  of  having,  as  we  have  to-day,  a  vol¬ 
ume  of  perhaps  800  pages,  it  would  be  divided  into  several 
parts,  or  at  least  into  two,  one  part  dealing  with  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  and  the  other  dealing  with  the  older 
Provinces.  Great  interest  is  being  taken  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  mineral  wealth  of  the  north  shore  of  our  inland 
lakes,  and  in  the  region  of  the  Eocky  Mountains,  and  per¬ 
sons  interested  in  that  part  of  the  country  may  not  be  inter- 
<  -ted  in  the  development  of  the  easterly  portions  of  it.  It 
was,  therefore,  a  recommendation  of  a  practical  character, 
which  I  think  might  have  been  taken  advantage  of.  I 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister,  also,  to  the  extent 
of  the  researches  of  the  Survey  during  the  past  year, 
researches  extending  beyond  the  objects  of  the  Act  estab¬ 
lishing  the  Survey.  I  do  so,  not  that  they  may  hereafter 
limit  their  researches  in  the  direction  to  which  I  intend  to 
refer,  but  rather  that  the  Act  itself  should  be  amended.  In 
the  Act  of  lSTT  the  objects  of  the  Geological  Survey  are  put 
forth.  Section  2  of  that  Act  is  as  follows 

“  The  objects  and  purposes  of  the  Survey  and  Museum  shall  be,  to 
elucidate  the  geology  and  mineralogy  of  the  Dominion,  and  to  make  a 
full  and  scientific  examination  of  the  various  strata,  soils,  ores,  eoal, 
oils  and  mineral  waters,  and  of  its  recent  fauna  and  flora,  so  as  to  afford 
to  the  mining,  metallurgical  and  other  interests  of  the  country,  correct 
and  full  information  as  to  its  character  and  resources.” 

Section  3  also  states  the  objects  to  the  same  effect.  Now, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Act  authorising  the  Survey  to  devote 
any  part  of  the  public  money  towards  making  a  topo¬ 
graphical  examination  of  the  country,  for  the  were  purpose 
of  a  geography.  At  the  same  lime,  it  must  bo  apparent 
that  it  is  a  legitimate  expenditure  of  the  public  money  that 
these  parties  should  make  such  an  examination,  in  order 
that  it  it  may  be  utilised  in  making  up  a  geography  of  the 
country.  Although  last  year  they  devoted  a  considerable 
part  of  their  time  to  the  preparation  of  topographical 
sketches,  which  will  afterwards  be  of  great  use  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  maps,  still  this  is  an  application  of  money  not  at 
present  authorised  by  the  statute.  If  the  Government,  on 
further  consideration,  think  that  this  is  a  proper  way  of 
expending  the  public  funds,  then  the  Act  should  be  amended 
in  that  respect.  I  would  also  ask  the  Minister  a  question  in 
reference  to  tho  great  carboniferous  deposits  in  the  North- 
West.  As  he  well  knows,  lignites  and  coals  are  found  at 
the  foot  of  the  Eocky  Mountains— on  the  third  plateau — 


in  the  Laramie  formation,  I  am  told  there  are  evidences 
showing  that  the  coal  bearing  Laramie  formation  extends 
beyond  the  present  localities  in  which  coal  is  found.  For 
example,  it  is  stated  by  scientists  that  there  is  evidence 
that  this  formation  exists  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Lake  of 
the  Woods,  Lake  Winnipegoosis,  and  various  other  parts  of 
Manitoba.  But  I  am  not  aware  that  the  Geological  Survey 
has  made  any  investigation  there.  If  it  has,  the  results 
do  not  appear  in  the  reports  of  last  year.  I  would  ask 
the  Minister  if  the  Survey  has  directed  its  investigations  in 
the  direction  of  researches  in  districts  in  Manitoba,  with  a 
view  to  ascertaining  whether  there  is  any  scientific  evidence 
showing  the  existence  there  of  the  coal  bearing  Laramie 
formation. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  am  not  aware.  I  will  make  enquiries. 

Mr.  MULOOK.  In  the  report  of  the  director  for  1884, 
he  sets  forth  the  expenditure  of  public  money,  and  he 
mentions  items  embracing  partly  expenditures  on  capital 
account  and  partly  expenditures  on  current  account.-  It 
would  be  well  that  there  should  be  a  sub-division.  On  page 
24  of  this  volume  there  are  items  including  pay  for  salaries 
and  wages — which  is  a  proper  item — and  also  an  item  being 
expenditures  for  survey,  including  travelling  charges,  pur¬ 
chase  of  horses  and  equipment.  The  purchase  or  horses  and 
equipment  is  a  very  considerable  item.  A  glance  at  the  Public 
Accounts  shows  that  the  cost  of  equipment  for  each  party 
amounts  to  a  very  considerable  sum.  The  gross  amount  for 
that  year,  including  travelling  expenses  and  equipment,  reach 
$13,941.61.  That  ought  to  be  sub-divided,  one  part  showing 
that  portion  of  the  expenditure  which  would  represent 
the  annual  outlay,  and  the  other  payments  on  capital  account. 
The  investments  on  capital  account  are  of  a  permanent 
character,  and  we  should  have  credit  for  the  purchases ;  and 
if  horses,  for  example,  are  re-sold,  the  receipts  should  be 
taken  into  account.  What  became  of  the  horses  bought 
during  last  year?  Ware  they  kept  over  to  the  following  year, 
or  were  they  sold  ?  If  they  were  sold,  what  became  of  the 
money  ?  It  is  true  we  are  not  embarrassed  with  that  ques¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  all  the  horses,  for  it  appears  in  this 
scientific  volume  that  four  horses  were  stolen,  and  the 
director  has  not  yet  found  them.  I  do  not  think,  however, 
it  is  necessary,  in  a  scientific  volume  of  this  kind,  to  enter 
into  details  of  this  kind,  and  it  would  suffice  to  make  such  a 
statement  to  the  head  of  the  Department.  With  respect  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Chateauguay  (Mr. 
Holton),  I  have  had  a  little  opportunity  of  meeting  the 
director  during  the  current  year,  and  I  had  much  pleasure, 
under  his  guidance,  in  inspecting  his  Department.  As  to 
whether  he  is  able,  scientifically,  to  discharge  those  onerous 
and  high  duties  which  devolve  upon  him,  I  do  not  express 
an  opinion  ;  but  I  have  much  pleasure  in  saying  that  no 
one  is  more  attentive  or  more  desirous  of  pleasing  those 
who  seek  for  information  than  he  appeared  to  be  during 
my  visit.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  an  omis¬ 
sion  in  this  book.  It  ought  to  set  forth  a  faithful  record  of 
the  doings  of  the  Survey,  and  the  statute  requires  that  it 
should  do  so,  not  only  for  the  genoral  education  of  the 
public,  but  in  order  to  call  attention  to  practical  results; 
It,  therefore,  should  bear  on  the  face  of  it  evidence  of 
wide  researches,  and  where,  beyond  all  question,  there 
exists  large  and  valuable  deposits  of  minerals  in  our 
own  territory,  references  should  bo  made  to  the  fact. 
I  have  it  on  the  authority  of  an  hon.  member 
of  this  House  who,  not  only  outside  of  this  House, 
but  from  his  seat  this  House,  stated  that  vory  valuable 
deposits  of  gold  and  precious  stones  are  to  be  found  in  the 
rivers  in  the  North-Wost,  which  are  open  for  inspection, 
and  where  gold  and  precious  stones  can  be  collected  by  any 
person  at  any  time,  if  he  is  not  too  lazy  and  indifferent  to 
help  himself.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  asked,  on  the  floor 
of  this  House,  upon  ono  occasion,  whether  he  was  not  indul- 
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ging  in  a  little  metaphorical  language  when  he  referred  to  I 
that  mineral  wealth.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  no  ;  he  was 
speaking  of  the  literal  state  of  affairs  ;  and  it  was  literally 
true  that  in  the  North-West  to-day  the  rivers  were  glitter¬ 
ing  with  gold,  silver  and  other  precious  metals,  and  that 
ali  one  had  to  do  was  to  help  himself.  There  is  no  account 
of  that  in  this  record.  I  will  give  an  exact  quotation  from 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks,  and  perhaps  the  diroctor  will 
add  it  to  his  book,  in  order  that  it  may  produce  practical 
benefit.  I  hope  also  the  Minister  will  get  the  member  for 
West  Toronto— if  it  is  not  a  secret — to  inform  the  director 
where  these  deposits  are,  in  order  that  the  information  may 
be  published  in  the  next  volume,  and  we  may  all  be  able  to 
help  ourselves.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mir. 
Beaty)  spoke  as  follows,  about  the  rivers  in  the  North  West . 

“  There  are  mines  of  gold,  of  silver,  of  copper  and  of  precious  stones. 
All  you  have  to  do  is  to  go  and  pick  them  up.  The  gold  lies  here  in  the 
beds  of  the  rivers,  shining  in  the  gladness  of  the  noonday  sun,  and  all 
you  have  to  do  is  to  pick  it  up  and  put  it  in  your  pocket.” 

If  hon.  members  will  refer  to  Hansard,  at  page  1946,  they 
will  see  that  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  this  statement 
was  literally  correct.  It  is  a  most  extraordinary  circum¬ 
stance,  that  a  volunteer  member  of  this  House  should  be 
able  to  discoyer  and  give  to  the  public,  free,  important  infor¬ 
mation  which  has  not  been  furnished  by  the  Survey  which, 
we  are  maintaining  at  considerable  expense. 

Department  of  the  Secretary  of  State — To  pay  certain 
Clerks  amounts  granted  under  provisions  respect¬ 
ing  optional  subjects . . $270  83 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  explanation  of  this  item  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANG-EYIN.  These  officers  pass  exami¬ 
nations  for  theso  optional  subjects,  $50  being  allowed  for 
each  one  passed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WRIGHT.  On  what  scale  7 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN.  Not  more  than  $600.  If 
an  officer  is  a  third-class  clerk  at  $  100,  and  passes  four 
optional  subjects,  he  receives  $200  more;  two  subjects,  $100 
more,  and  so  on. 

Dominion  Police . .  $4,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  the  number  been 
augmented  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes ;  they  were  augmented 
last  year ;  $3,000^  of  this  sum  is  required  to  complete  the 
service  for  the  year,  and  $1,000  for  special  service. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  amount  per  diem  has  also  been 
increased. 

Gratuity  to  widow  of  late  C.  McManus,  guard  at 

Kingston  Penitentiary .  $670  30 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  this  is  granted  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand,  the 
guard  was  entitled  to  this  amount,  and  a  cheque  was  made 
out,  but  not  delivered  to  him,  when  ho  died. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  was  he  entitled 
to  it  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  retiring  allowance 
under  the  law  is  one  month  for  every  year’s  service. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  My  recollection  is,  that 
in  the  case  of  guards  in  the  penitentiaries  we  have  hitherto 
allowed  them  one  year’s  salary.  I  will  not  contradict  the 
hon.  gentleman,  if  he  speaks  of  his  own  knowledge ;  but 
my  recollection  is  rather  strong,  that  one  year  has  been  the 
outside,  heretofore. 

Mr.  Mulook, 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  rule  in  the  Civil 
Service  has  been  that  a  civil  servant  is  allowed  a  month 
for  every  year,  up  to  ten  years,  and  then  he  comes  under  the 
Superannuation  Act ;  but  I  cannot  speak,  of  my  own  know¬ 
ledge,  that  that  rule  obtains  in  the  penitentiaries.  I  can 
say,  however,  that  thero  is  no  person  more  economical  in 
his  way  than  the  present  Minister  of  Justice,  and  when  he 
allowed  this,  he  must  have  made  up  his  mind  that  it  was 
right. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  object  to  the 
allowance,  if  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  allowances  which 
have  been  made  in  former  cases. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  will  ascertain  the 
facts. 

To  pay  G.  F.  Baillairgfi  for  services  in  connection  with 
the  investigation  at  St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  held  in 
1884  . . .  $550 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  was  the  nature 
of  this,  and  who  is  this  gentleman  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  He  is  the  Deputy  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works.  He  was  selected  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice  to  make  an  investigation  at  St.  Yincent  de 
Paul  penitentiary,  into  complaints  which  had  been  made  ; 
he  was  there  for  some  time  ;  he  made  a  report  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  and  this  amount  is  compensation  for 
ihooC  services. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  gentleman,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  was  drawing  his  usual  salary  from  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  Department  all  the  time  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  services  may  have 
been,  and,  I  dare  say,  were,  of  considerable  value,  but  we 
have  had  a  number  of  instances,  within  the  last  year  or  two, 
of  gentlemen  employed  in  various  Departments  being 
detached  on  work  that  did  not  specially  belong  to  them, 
and  receiving  pay  for  it,  and  other  persons  being  paid  to  do 
their  work ;  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  practice  of  pay¬ 
ing  an  officer  in  full  service  special  allowances  is  both  liable 
to  abuse  and  objectionable  in  itself.  How  long  was  this  gen¬ 
tleman  employed  in  the  investigation  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Several  months,  going  and 
coming,  and  besides  he  had  a  great  deal  of  work  at  night, 
in  compiling  the  evidence  and  making  his  report.  It  was 
a  very  elaborate  and  a  very  confidential  work ;  and  the 
Minister  of  Justice  asked’mo  specially  to  allow  Mr.  Baillairge 
to  do  it.  He  had  to  come  back  frequently  to  attend  to  his 
work  in  the  Department,  and  then  go  back ;  and  he  had 
often  to  work  at  night,  also,  when  he  was  at  headquarters ; 
so  that  the  amount  of  money  which  is  asked  for  these  ser¬ 
vices  is  not  a  large  amount,  compared  with  the  very  great 
quantity  of  work  he  did  at  that  time.  Of  course,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  says,  the  officer  is  paid  besides  for  his  ordi¬ 
nary  work ;  but,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is  aware,  when  an 
officer  is  employed  on  a  special  service,  the  custom  has 
always  been  to  give  him  an  additional  amount  to  compensate 
him  for  the  extra  labor  he  has  to  perform. 

To  pay  Dr.  Sutherland,  surgeon  of  the  Manitoba 
penitentiary,  for  services  rendered  to  luna¬ 
tics  confined  in  said  penitentiary .  $  290 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  would  like  some  explanation  of  this. 
I  see  that  the  surgeon  there  is  paid  $600  a  year  for  attend¬ 
ing  to  tho  inmates  of  the  Manitoba  penitentiary,  and  this 
amount  is  to  be  paid  to  him  in  addition.  It  seems  to  me 
this  sort  of  double  pay  is  hardly  fair.  If  you  are  not  pay¬ 
ing  him  enough,  you  ought  to  increase  his  pay ;  if  you  are 
paying  him  what  is  right  and  proper,  he  should  attend  all 
the  inmates  of  this  institution. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  right,  hut  he  is  not  quite  aware  of  the  circumstances. 
The  lunatic  asylum  of  Manitoba  is  kept  up  at  the  exponse  of 
the  Provincial  Government,  and  Dr.  Sutherland,  as  surgeon, 
is  paid  by  the  Province  ;  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  that; 
but  outside  of  the  Province,  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
we  have  a  good  many  lunatics,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  and  the 
Dominion  Government  has  not  yet  built  a  lunatic  asylum 
outside  of  the  Province,  and  we  have  made  an  arrangement 
with  the  Province  to  maintain  those  lunatics  in  the  provin¬ 
cial  asylum,  we  paying  so  much  a  head ;  and  this  is  an 
allowance  to  the  doctor  of  the  Manitoba  lunatic  asylum  for 
his  services  in  looking  after  those  patients. 

H.  J.  MorgaD,  400  copies  of  the  Dominion  Annual 

Register .  $  1,200 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  not  received  a  copy,  and  many  of  my 
friends  say  they  have  not  received  copies.  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  spend  such  a  sum  for  this  book.  Certainly 
it  is  not  worth  $3.  It  is  a  small  affair,  a  mere  compilation, 
and  not  compiled  by  Mr.  Morgan.  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  pay  $1,200  to  a  man  who  is  already  in  the  employ 
of  the  Government,  for  work  he  is  supposed  to  do  in  his 
spare  hours,  but  which  is  really  done  by  other  people. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  a 
matter  of  consequence  who  prepares  or  writes  the  book. 
The  question  is,  will  we  subscribe  for  it  ?  It  may  be  it  is 
not  well  to  encourage  this  book,  but  I  think  the  editor 
should  get  notice,  and  not  be  put  to  the  trouble  of  making 
it  up.  The  hon,  gentleman  says  $3  is  a  large  sum.  So  it 
would  be,  if  the  book  were  one  that  could  be  largely  circu¬ 
lated  ;  but  there  are  only  a  comparatively  few  people  anxious 
to  get  copies  of  it,  and  if  we  are  to  have  it,  we  must 
keep  it  up  by  a  subscription  of  this  kind.  I  think,  on  the 
whole,  the  compilation  is  fair.  The  yeai-ly  annual  of 
political  events  in  Canada  is  perfectly  colorless  ;  it  shows 
no  indication  of  party  spirit  in  any  way. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  sees  it  through  the 
same  colored  spectacles  as  the  author.  It  does  not  seem 
colorless  to  the  rest  of  us.  It  seems  to  us  we  are  paying 
public  money  for  a  book  which  is,  to  a  great  extent,  a 
political  publication,  a  book  nominally  but  not  really  com¬ 
posed  by  Mr.  Morgan,  and  in  some  cases  those  he  has 
engaged  to  compile  it  have  not,  I  am  told,  received  their 
share  of  what  he  has  been  paid  for  the  work.  As  to  the 
necessity  of  annuals  of  the  sort,  if  it  is  deemed  to  be  necessary 
to  have  a  publication  of  the  kind  it  would  be  cheaper  to 
keep  a  clerk  for  that  special  purpose,  and  pay  him  for 
compiling,  and  departmental  printers  for  printing  a  per¬ 
fectly  colorless  account.  Although  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
contention  may  be  quite  correct,  that  he  should  be  paid  for 
this  year,  as  he  has  gone  on  with  the  understanding  that 
the  book  would  be  bought,  it  should  be  intimated  to  him 
that  this  sort  of  speculation  should  be  given  up. 

Ontario  Law  Reports . . .  $261.32 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  There  is  an  amount  here  of 
$251  for  law  reports.  I  suppose  we  are  getting  them 
annually,  and  I  should  like  to  know  what  this  item  is  for  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  to 
complete  a  set  somewhere,  eithor  here  or  in  the  Supreme 
Court,  or  perhaps  in  the  Department  of  Justice. 

Deputy  Speaker’s  salary .  $2,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Why  should  we  be 
asked  to  pay  $2,000  for  a  Deputy  Speaker  ?  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  a  full  explanation.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Speaker  himself  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  explain 
this  item  of  $2,000.  I  am  bound  to  admit  that,  this  par¬ 
ticular  year  the  Deputy  Speaker  has  done  more  to  earn 
his  salary,  perhaps,  than  even  Mr.  Speaker  himself,  but  I 
look  upon  the  whole  thing  as  decidedly  objectionable,  and 


as  introducing  a  very  vicious  system.  I  do  not  think  that, 
in  this  House,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  there  is 
the  slightest  use  for  having  a  Deputy  Speaker.  Our  previous 
rules  gave  us  ample  opportunity  for  relieving  the  Speaker 
of  his  duties  in  the  Chair  and  elsewhere,  and.  I  think  the 
whole  business  is  uncalled  for. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  spoken  too  late.  The  House  has  affirmed  the  necessity 
of  having  a  Deputy  Speaker ;  it  has  affirmed  the  necessity 
of  relieving  Mr.  Speaker  from  the  continuous  labor  and  risk 
to  his  health  caused  by  his  sitting  continuously  in  the  Chair. 
The  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ought  not  to  say  one  word 
against  the  salary  of  a  Deputy  Speaker,  this  Session,  at  any 
rate.  They  tried  him  to  the  utmost ;  in  fact,  it  was  cruelty 
to  animals ;  and  they  drove  him  into  a  fit  of  the  gout,  by 
sitting  in  committee  for  two  months. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  responsible  for 
getting  him  the  fit  of  the  gout,  because  he  had  it  imme¬ 
diately  after  he  got  the  position. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  two  kinds  of 
gouts.  There  is  the  rich  man’s  g: ut  and  the  poor  man’s 
gout. 

Mr.  WILSON.  He  had  the  poor  man’s  gout  before  he 
got  the  salary,  and  now  he  has  the  rich  man’s  gout. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  ody  respon¬ 
sible  for  getting  him  the  gout,  by  making  him  a  rich  man, 
but  by  insisting  on  sitting  day  in  and  day  out  on  the  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill.  I  think  the  Deputy  Speaker  has  good  cause  for 
asking  compensation  from  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  per¬ 
sonally,  for  his  arbitrary  conduct,  but  he  has  no  right  to  ask 
it  from  the  House  and  the  country,  I  objected  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  paid  Deputy  Speaker,  and  I  wish  to  record  my 
objection  again.  His  position  is  very  different  from  that  of 
the  Speaker.  The  Speaker  never  has  occasion  to  vote, 
except  when  the  House  is  in  committee,  or  to  express  his 
views,  and  is  so  utterly  apart  from  the  political  contests  of 
the  House  that  it  is  very  seldom  that  any  suspicion  of  poli¬ 
tical  leanings  can  rest  upon  his  position  in  the  Chair  ; 
and  it  goes  without  saying  that  any  such  suspicion 
is  out  of  question  in  the  present  instance.  The  Deputy 
Speaker,  however,  except  when  he  is  in  the  Chair,  takes 
part  in  all  the  bickerings  of  the  House,  and  he  is  in  receipt 
of  a  salary  of  $2,000,  conferred  upon  him  by  favor  of  the 
Government.  We  all  have  an  idea  why  tho  necessity  arose 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Speaker  this  Session.  The 
hon.  Premier  could  not  have  foreseen  that  the  Session 
would  be  so  long.  It  could  scarcely  have  been  on  account 
of  the  amount  of  work  to  be  transacted  that  the  appoint¬ 
ment  was  made.  But  we  know  that  there  was  disappoint¬ 
ment  felt  among  Nova  Scotian  members  because  some  one 
from  that  Province  was  not  taken  into  the  Government  in 
place  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  promoted  to  a  higher  sphere. 
And  it  was  supposed  that  this  was  done  to  afford  gratification 
to  those  members  without  the  risk  of  opening  a  constituency; 
Public  businessffiid  not  require  the  appointment.  It  might 
have  been  necessary  to  have  one  or  two  members  always  on 
hand  to  take  the  Chair,  when  it  was  necessary,  even  during 
the  laborious  debate  of  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  that  would 
not  have  been  objected  to.  Members  would  have  boon 
willing  to  take  that  position,  in  view  of  the  greater  promin¬ 
ence  it  would  have  given  to  them.  The  Chair  is  ably 
filled  on  the  present  occasion  by  another  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Foster). 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ho  is  a  foster  brother. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Others  might  have  been  found  to  do  the 
same  thing.  I  may  say  that  the  Department  has  clothed  a 
gentleman  of  no  long  experience  in  parliamentary  practice 
with  permanent  authority  as  chairman  of  committee,  which 
I  think  might  have  been  better  distributed  amongst  several 
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of  the  more  experienced  members  of  the  House.  His  deci¬ 
sions  are  clothed  with  something  of  the  authority  that 
attaches  to  the  decisions  of  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair  ;  for 
we  have  to  regard  the  decisions  of  the  Deputy  Speaker  with 
more  respect  than  those  of  gentlemen  who  may  casually 
fill  the  Chair.  The  decisions  of  the  Deputy  Speaker  have 
not  always  been  consonant  with  the  decisions  that  we  have 
been  in  the  habit  of  obtaining  from  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair,  and  this  vai'iety  does  not  conduce  to  the  soundness 
of  parliamentary  practice.  For  all  these  reasons,  I  objoct  to 
tho  passage  of  this  item. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Would  it  follow  as  a  matter 
of  course  that  in  the  case  of  the  elevation  of  the  present 
Speaker  to  a  higher  position,  the  Deputy  Speaker  would 
become  the  Speaker  of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  That  gentleman  is  not  present  in  the 
House,  and  I  did  want  to  take  this  opportuniny  of  saying  a 
few  words,  but  it  is  not  so  pleasant  to  say  them  when  the 
person  is  not  present. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  It  depends  upon  what  the 
words  are. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  wished,  without  reviewing  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  Deputy  Speaker,  particularly  to  point  out  one 
thing  where  it  seems  to  me  that  in  exercising  the  duties  of 
Deputy  Speaker  and  permanent  chairman  of  committees, 
it  is  very  desirable  to  have  a  gentleman  with  a  good  deal  of 
parliamentary  experience.  These  positions  have  been 
filled  in  years  gone  by  by  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead 
(Mr.  Colby),  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert), 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White), 
and  other  gentlemen  of  large  parliamentary  experience. 
Sometimes  questions  arise  in  which  it  is  necessary  that 
a  person  of  a  very  cool  mind  and  temper,  while  pos¬ 
sessed  of  the  requisite  knowledge,  should  be  presiding, 
in  order  that  proper  effect  might  be  given  to  parliamentary 
proceedings.  I  remember  one  case  in  which  I  considered 
I  was  placed  at  a  disadvantage,  and  which  there  was  a 
course  of  procedure  that  did  not  tend  to  bring  credit  upon 
the  House — in  fact,  prevented  the  proper  expression  of  the 
House  from  being  had.  It  is  perhaps  in  the  remembrance 
of  some  members  that  when  an  appeal  was  taken  from  the 
Deputy  Speaker  to  the  House,  upon  one  occasion,  he  reported 
to  Mr.  Speaker  what  I  thought  was  not  exactly  the  point 
of  difference  between  the  committee  and  the  Deputy; 
and  when  the  Speaker  took  the  Chair  I  attempted 
to  point  out  to  the  House  what  I  thought  was  the 
difference,  when,  as  I  found  by  studying  the  practice, 
the  Speaker  very  properly  ruled  that  I  should  not  do  so  ;  I 
found,  by  looking  up  the  practice,  that  I  should  have  argued 
that  point  with  the  chairman  before  the  Speaker  was  called 
in,  and  that  the  committee  should  have  agreed  upon  the 
point  that  was  to  be  submitted  to  the  House.  Well,  upon 
another  occasion  a  circumstance  of  the  same  kind  arose,  and 
I  rose  to  follow  the  constitutional  practice,  to  have  it  under 
stood  and  have  it  argued  before  informing  the  Speaker  what 
the  point  of  appeal  was  that  was  to  be  submitted.  When  I 


Speaker  took  the  Chiir,  and  I  asked  him  then  if  I  might 
be  permitted  to  point  out  the  question,  and  as  he  ruled  that 
it  was  too  late,  I  was  loft  without  remedy.  Now,  I  con¬ 
sidered  that  the  Deputy  Speaker  at  that  time  stated  to  Mr. 
Speaker  the  appeal  to  Mr.  Speaker  different  from  what  I 
believed  the  appeal  was.  He  put  it  in  such  a  form  that  I 
did  not  consider  tho  appeal  was  in  that  direction,  nor  did  I 
consider  the  appeal  was  taken  on  that  point,  and  the  result 
was,  that  members  on  this  side,  who  had  appealed  from  the 
decision,  were  put  upon  record  as  voting  for  a  proposition 
that  they  did  not  want  to  vote  for.  As  put  before  the 
Speaker,  it  might  fairly  have  be  contended  that  it  was 
proper  that  the  Deputy  Speaker’s  ruling  should  be  upheld  ; 
but  I  contend  that  it  was  not  put  fairly,  and  in  doing  that 
those  who  had  taken  the  appeal  were  put  in  a  wrong  posi¬ 
tion.  I  take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that.  I  know  that, 
perhaps,  through  the  heat  of  discussion  which  we  passed  in 
committee,  and  when,  from  long  hours,  and  a  nervous 
system  strained  and  taxed  to  the  utmost,  probably  I  said, 
and  other  members  said,  things  that  would  have  been  better 
unsaid.  But,  after  all,  I  do  think — and  I  would  say  it  if  the 
Deputy  Speaker  were  here,  I  would  say  it  in  all  kindness — 
that  at  certain  times  the  decisions  were  such  as 
he  could  hardly  maintain  from  the  authorities.  And  on  one 
occasion  I  did  consider  that  he  deliberately  insulted  me  ;  I 
felt  that  I  was  deliberately  insulted  when  I  was  making  a 
speech  in  committee,  when  I  was  speaking  pertinently  to 
the  point,  when  I  gave  a  few  figures  that  I  had  given  in  a 
speech  on  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill,  between  two  and 
three  o’clock  in  the  morning,  when  there  were  not  more 
than  20  members  in  the  House,  and  when  I  was  giving  those 
figures  again  in  committee,  as  I  had  a  perfect  right  to  do, 
the  Deputy,  of  his  own  motion,  read  a  decision  from  English 
parliamentary  procedure,  where  a  member  addressing  the 
House  was  ruled  out  of  order  because  he  was  repeating  him¬ 
self,  and  when  I  asked  upon  what  occasion  it  was,  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker  did  not  give  me  fully  to  understand  ;  but  in 
looking  at  it  I  saw  that  this  was  a  person  who  had  spoken 
two  or  three  times  on  a  personal  explanation  ;  it  had  not  the 
slightest  application  to  the  position  in  which  I  was.  There 
was  no  rule,  there  was  no  parliamentary  procedure  that  justi¬ 
fied  him  in  rising  of  his  own  motion  to  rule  me  out  of  order. 
When  the  decision  was  given,  I  felt  so  aggrieved  at  it 
that  I  did  not  feel  like  proceeding  under  the  circumstances. 
I  have  only  said  this  much  because  I  think  a  proper  sense 
of  dignity  impelled  me  to  say  it.  I  have  no  doubt,  as  the 
First  Minister  has  said,  the  patience  of  the  Deputy  Speaker 
was  taxed.  It  was  a  rather  trying  time  for  us  all.  The 
Deputy  Speaker  should  show  the  fullest  desire  to  maintain 
dignity  and  exercise  caution  in  giving  his  decisions,  for  it 
is  well  understood  that  the  Chair  has  much  influence  when 
the  duties  are  discharged  in  that  manner.  I  am  speaking 
without  any  heat  at  the  present  time.  I  did  feel,  on  certain 
occasions,  aggrieved,  and  I  felt  that  if  the  Deputy  Speaker 
had  possessed  a  little  more  parliamentary  experience  he 
would  not  have  prevented  my  making  some  remai’ks  which 
I  desired  to  make  on  that  occasion,  and  on  other  occasions, 
and  he  would  not  have  told  certain  members  speaking  on 
this  side,  even  an  ex-Minister,  to  sit  down— -take  your  seat— 


was,  properly,  as  I  thought,  within  my  right,  and  speaking  j  in  that  peremptory,  commanding  tone,  which  tends  to  irri- 
within  my  right,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  misapprehending  '  ‘  Tn  Jl  ‘  "  1  ’  '  1  1 

the  purpose  for  which  I  had  risen,  thinking,  perhaps,  that 
I  was  desirous  of  speaking  despite  the  chairman’s  ruling, 
made  such  a  noise  that  it  was  impossible,  perhaps,  for  the 
Deputy  to  catch  exactly  the  point  I  was  at.  But  it  did  seem 
to  me  that  it  was  only  proper  that  sufficient  order  should 
have  been  maintained,  and  that  I  might  have  been  able  to 
state  what  I  wanted  to  say,  and  which  I- am  fully  convinced, 
from  a  study  of  parliamentary  procedure,  that  I  was  per¬ 
fectly  right  in  saying;  but  instead  of  quelling  the  noise, 
the  Deputy  Speaker,  while  I  was  upon  my  feet,  rose 
from  the  Chair,  paying  no  attention  to  what  I  said.  The 
Mr.  Casey. 


tate.  If  the  Deputy  Speaker  was  laboring  under  bodily 
infirmity,  I  desire  to  make  every  allowance  for  that  ;  but, 
nevertheless,  I  felt  I  would  like  to  make  these  few 
observations,  and  I  would  have  felt  more  at  liberty  to 
speak  if  tho  Deputy  Speaker  had  been  in  his  place. 
There  is  a  wide  distinction  between  the  position 
of  the  Deputy  Speaker  and  that  of  Mr.  Speaker. 
Mr.  Speaker  is  removed  from  party  conflicts  that  take  place 
on  the  floor  of  this  House,  and  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  that  office  we  have  an  officer  that  it  is  a  pleasure  and  an 
honor  to  conduct  our  deliberations  under.  But  the  Deputy 
Speaker  is  in  a  different  position.  He  is  at  liberty  to  take 
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part  in  debate  ;  be  votes  on  every  question  that  comes  up  ; 
the  tendency  is  to  keep  alive  strong  party  zeal,  that  is  com¬ 
mon  to  us  all  engaged  in  our  duties  on  the  floor  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  I  trust  I  have  made  every  statement  in  a  proper 
spirit,  and  that  the  Eon.  gentleman,  if  he  would  agree  with 
me  that  at  the  time  he  was  a  little  hasty  in  giving  his  judg¬ 
ment,  would  remember  that  the  position  he  occupies  is  one 
of  very  great  power,  and  if  anyone  has  a  right  to  look  to 
the  presiding  officer  for  protection,  fair  play  and  justice,  it  is 
a  member  of  the  minority  in  this  House,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  I  do  not  desire  to  do  anything  that  would  be  unjust  to 
the  majority. 

Mr.  McMULLBN.  I  cannot  permit  this  item  to  pass 
without  entering  my  solemn  protest  against  the  increased 
expenditure  proposed  in  granting  payment  to  the  Deputy 
Speaker.  In  looking  over  the  different  items  in  connection 
with  the  officers  of  the  House,  we  find  that  there  is  a  very 
large  annual  expenditure  and  it  is  desirable  that  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  should  carefully  consider  the  ques¬ 
tion,  not  only  as  to  endorsing  the  appointment,  but  as  to  pass¬ 
ing  this  item  of  $2,000  as  salary  to  the  Deputy  Speaker.  I 
wish  to  draw  attention  to  the  amounts  paid  to  the  four 
officers  connected  with  the  House.  Wo  have  a  clerk,  at  a 
salary  of  $3,400,  and  a  superannuated  clerk,  who  is  walking 
around  the  streets  of  Ottawa,  at  a  salary  of  $2,379.60, 
which  makes  in  all  for  the  office  of  clerk  $5,179.60.  We  have 
an  assistant  clerk,  at  $2,400,  and  an  assistant  clerk,  who  is 
superannuated,  and  who  is  striding  the  streets  of  the  city, 
at  $1,543.93,  which  makes  $3,943.92.  These  items  make  a 
total  of  $9,723.88  for  two  clerks  and  two  superannuated 
clerks.  The  Speaker  of  the  House  receives  a  salary  of  $4,000, 
and  the  Deputy  Speaker  $2,000,  which,  with  their  sessional 
allowances,  makes  a  total  of  $8,000 ;  or  a  total  for  the  four  offi¬ 
cers  of  $17,723.88.  I  think  that  is  a  very  large  sum.  It 
is  high  time  we  should  consider  the  items  in  connection 
with  those  expenditures,  in  order  to  see  if  they  cannot  be 
reduced.  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  in  criticism  of  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House;  I  can  fully  endorse  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant,  with  reference 
to  the  course  he  has  taken  in  regard  to  any  remarks  I  may 
have  offered  in  taking  a  humble  part  in  this  House.  There 
were  occasions  when  the  Deputy  Speaker  showed  a  little 
too  much  one  sidedness  and  venom  in  discharging  his  duties. 
He  would  have  got  through  his  duties  with  considerable 
more  grace  under  other  circumstances,  and  the  Deputy 
Speaker  would  have  more  efficiently  filled  the  position  if  he 
had  possessed  the  characteristics  of  Mr.  Speaker  to  a  larger 
extent.  Hdwever,  possibly,  after  the  Deputy  Speaker  has  had 
practical  experience  for  a  number  of  years,  he  will  discharge 
the  duties  better ;  but  from  the  very  large  following  possessed 
by  the  First  Minister,  some  member  might  have  been  picked 
out  who  was  a  little  more  level-headed  than  the  Deputy 
Speaker.  I  could  not  allow  this  item  to  pass  without 
entering  my  solemn  protest  against  the  increased 
expenditure.  The  position  was  unnecessary.  There  are 
many  hon.  members  who  efficiently  discharged  the  duties 
of  chairman,  and  feel  proud  of  the  honor  ;  but  there  was  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  make  some  posi¬ 
tion  for  this  hon.  gentloman,  and  so  they  made  the  position 
of  Deputy  Speaker.  It  was  a  very  convenient  mode,  because 
it  did  not  render  it  necessary  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
appeal  to  his  constituents.  Thus  it  became  necessary  to 
create  this  office  in  order  that  the  hon.  gentleman  might 
pocket  the  respectable  sum  of  $2,000  without  running  the 
risk  of  loosing  his  seat.  I  presumo  that  was  the  reason 
why  ho  was  appointed.  It  is  establishing  a  very  bad  prece¬ 
dent.  Every  Government  will  now  want  to  have  a  Deputy 
Speaker.  If  ever  my  friends  obtain  office,  I  trust  they  will 
wipeout  this  statute,  as  a  mattor  of  justicoto  themselves  ar.d 
never  consent  to  appoint  a  Deputy  Speakor  until  there  is 
more  evidence  of  its  necessity.  1  admit  that  the  Session  i 
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has  been  somewhat  long,  and  that,  perhaps,  under  very  pro¬ 
tracted  sittings  one  member  would  have  been  tired  of  occupy¬ 
ing  the  Chair  during  the  entire  discussion.  Still,  we  notice 
that  when  Mr.'Speaker  was  not  in  the  Chair,  several  of  the 
hon.  members  occupied  it  very  efficiently  quite  as  efficiently 
as  the  Deputy  Speaker. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  propriety  of 
the  appointment  of  an  officer  to  hold  this  position.  Of 
course,  during  this  Session,  and  if  all  Sessions  were  going 
to  be  like  this  Session,  it  might  be  necessary.  But  I  am 
much  afraid  that  the  House  did  not  make  the  best  selection 
from  amongst  it  members  for  that  position.  I  have  no  per¬ 
sonal  grounds  of  complaint,  because  I  did  not  often  trouble 
the  House,  and  when  I  did  I  was  not  ruled  out  of  order ;  but 
I  could  not  help  feeling  exceedingly  pained  at  the  manner 
in  which  the  Deputy  Speaker  conducted  himself,  especially 
to  those  who  are  his  seniors  in  practical  experience.  I  par¬ 
ticularly  remember  the  occasion  when  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies),  who  was  addressing  the 
Houso  in  his  usually  pleasant,  agreeable  and  orderly  man¬ 
ner,  was  called  upon  by  the  Deputy  Speaker  in  a  way  and 
manner  in  which  a  man  might  speak  to  his  dog,  but 
which  he  would  not  use  to  another  hon.  gentleman  “  to  sit 
down,  Sir  !  sit  down,  Sir.”  If  he  is  to  be  continued  in  his 
position,  I  hope  for  the  credit  of  the  House  and  for  the 
comfort  of  all  its  members,  he  will  take  a  leaf  out  of  the 
book  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  usually  fills  the  Chair,  and 
try  to  imitate,  not  only  his  courtesy  of  manner,  but  his 
uniform  fairness  of  decision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  vindicate  the  conduct  of  the  Deputy  Speaker. 
The  House  selected  him,  and  I  think  they  made  a  good  selec¬ 
tion.  Strange  it  is,  that  while  these  hon.  gentlemen  are  com¬ 
plaining  of  hia  impatience,  and  going  so  far  as  to  challenge 
his  impartiality,  I  believe  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  this 
House  is  that  he  extended  unusual  forbearance  to  the 
gentlemen  of  the  Opposition.  I  believe  there  never  was  a 
case  in  which  the  rules  of  Parliament  were  so  considerably 
broken,  so  purposely  and  ostentatiously  broken,  as  during 
the  debate  referred  to ;  and  when  the  hon.  member  who 
last  spoke  says  that  the  Deputy  Sepaker  used  strong  language 
towards  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  he  must 
remember  that  that  hon.  gentleman  refused  to  obey ;  he 
was  acting  in  a  most  unparliamentary  manner,  by  refusing 
to  sit  down  when  told.  There  is  no  rule  so  fixed  as  that 
when  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  rises,  the  member  who  is  speaking  must  sit  down, 
whoever  he  may  be.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  excitement 
in  those  days,  and  I  am  rather  sorry  that  there  should  have 
been  a  revival  of  this  discussion,  but  I  merely  repeat  that  I 
believe  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  this  Houso  is  that  tho 
patience  of  the  Deputy  Speaker  was  exemplary,  I  might 
almost  say,  heroic. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  cannot  allow  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  words  to  pass  unchallenged,  as  regards  the 
conduct  of  the  Opposition.  The  Opposition  were  in  dis¬ 
charge  of  their  clear  duty  and  parliamentary  right  in  resist¬ 
ing  ono  of  the  most  outrageous  pieces  of  tyranny  that  ever 
was  attempted  to  be  put  on  the  Statute  Book,  and  they  were 
most  abundantly  justified  in  every  thing  they  did.  I  was 
not  present  on  the  occasion  of  the  unhappy  altercation  to 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  alluded  ; 
but  if  any  man  in  your  place,  or  any  man  in  the  Chair, 
addressed  another  member  in  tho  terms  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ontario  has  just  repeated,  be  was  using  a  very 
unfortunate  form  of  language  to  be  used  by  one  hon. 
gentleman  to  another,  and  I  trust  it  will  never  be  ropoated. 
if  it  be  repeated,  the  consequences  will  bo  exceedingly 
unpleasant  to  tho  person  using  it. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  this  $2,000,  which  is  asked  by  this 
vote,  based  on  the  services  rendered  during  the  present 
Session,  or  is  this  to  be  the  figure  which  the  House  is  to  be 
asked  to  vote  in  future  Sessions  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  This  is  a  permanent  figure  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  being  the  case,  we  cannot  measure 
the  payment  simply  by  the  length  of  the  present  Session. 
If  wo  take  the  Session  of  1884,  which,  I  presume,  is  a  better 
precedent  to  go  by  than  this  exceptional  Session  of  1885,  I 
find  that  during  that  Session  the  House  sat  in  all  65  days, 
and  was  in  session  during  those  65  days  366  hours  and  30 
minutes.  I  find  that  in  that  time  the  House  was  only  in 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  Supply,  in  all,  34  days, 
and  during  a  portion  of  the  time  in  those  14  days  the 
Speaker  was  in  the  Chair,  while  the  House  was  not  in  com¬ 
mittee.  A  fair  estimate,  as  I  am  told  by  some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  were  present,  would  be  to  allow  one-fifth  of  those 
14  days  as  the  time  occupied  by  this  body  in  the  House 
with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  and  not  in  committee.  Now, 
I  may  say  that  the  House  sat  in  those  14  days  112  hours, 
and  if  you  take  from  those  112  hours  one-fifth  of  the  time, 
being  the  time  in  those  14  days  that  the  House  was  not  in 
committee,  and  during  which  hours  you  would  not  have 
required  a  Deputy  Speaker,  it  leaves  the  remainder 
90  hours  and  10  minutes  as  the  gross  time  this  House 
was  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  and  Supply  during 
the  Session  of  1884.  Now,  I  think  it  is  fair  to  assume 
that  the  length  of  the  Session  and  of  committee  work  of  the 
kind  I  have  referred  to  is  a  fair  indication  of  what  will  be 
the  length  of  like  kinds  of  work  for  some  Sessions  to  come. 
That  being  the  case,  it  is  now  proposed  to  attach  to  the 
office  ot  Deputy  Speaker  the  sum  of  $2,000,  for  discharging 
the  duties  of  sitting  in  the  Chair  and  taking  no  part  as  a 
member  of  the  House,  except  in  the  capacity  of  chairman  ; 
and  for  sitting  in  the  Chair  for  those  90  hours  and  10 
minutes  he  is  to  be  paid  $2,000,  or  at  the  rate  of  $22.22  per 
hour.  I  believe  that  is  a  high  rate  to  pay,  for  many  per¬ 
sons  in  this  country.  Now,  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  Deputy  Speaker,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  is  sent  here 
to  discharge  certain  parliamentary  duties ;  and  for  those 
duties,  which  he  is  supposed  to  discharge,  he  receives  the 
ordinary  sessional  indemnity.  To  a  certain  extent,  those 
whom  ho  represents  are  necessarily  disappointed,  because 
he  cannot  give  that  attention  to  debate  and  to  committee 
work  which  he  would  be  able  to  give  if  free  from  the  duties 
of  Deputy  Speaker.  An  Act  has  been  passed  creating  this 
office,  and  that  Act  does  not  state  what  the  salary  is  to  be. 
This  year  we  are  told  it  is  to  be  $2,000,  and  it  is  to  be  $2,000 
in  future  years,  until  the  House  otherwise  decides ;  but  that 
will  depend  upon  an  annually  recurring  vote,  and  the 
amount  is  open  to  discussion  on  each  occasion.  The  case  is 
not  like  that  of  the  Speaker,  whoso  salary  is  fixed  by  statute, 
I  believe.  It  seems  to  me  we  are  making  a  mistake  in 
placing  this  large  sum  at  the  disposal  of  the  Deputy  Speaker, 
considering  that  in  addition  to  that  amount  he  receives  a 
sessional  indemnity ;  and  whilst  he  is  serving  the  country 
as  Deputy  Speaker  he  is  not  serving  the  country  as  member, 
except  in  so  far  as  the  office  of  Deputy  Speaker  must  be 
filled  by  a  member.  For  these  reasons,  I  think  the  expen¬ 
diture  is  unnecessarily  large,  even  if  the  office  is  necessary. 
I  would  not  venture  to  offer  my  opinion  on  that  point;  but 
certainly  the  testimony  of  many  membors  of  experience 
is  that  the  Deputy  Speakership  is  an  unnecessary 
appendage  to  this  House;  its  many  disadvantages  were 
pointed  out  when  the  Bill  was  under  discussion.  I  do 
not  wish  to  recall  any  of  the  painful  occurrences  which 
have  been  r>  feri  ed  to.  I  had  a  grievance  myself,  but  I 
believe  in  foiget'ing  such  things,  as  much  as  possible ;  in 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


fact,  I  will  not  let  the  sun  go  down  on  my  wrath.  But  I 
have  a  feeling  of  sympathy  for  my  companions.  I  can  for¬ 
get  wrongs  to  myself,  but  perhaps  I  cannot  so  well  forget 
when  I  see  my  friends  suffer.  However,  I  hope  the  discus¬ 
sion  to-night  will  have  a  beneficial  effect ;  and  as  we  are  soon 
to  part,  I  no  not  wish  to  add  anything  to  the  acrimony  of 
the  debate.  It  only  remains  for  me  to  endorse  the  tributes 
which  have  been  paid  to  the  presiding  officer  of  this  House, 
and  to  express  my  entire  satisfaction  with  its  choice  of  a 
Speaker. 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  my  first  remarks  I  studied  to  avoid  any 
particular  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Deputy  Speaker, 
because  he  was  absent,  but  the  point  has  been  raised  since, 
and  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the  Government 
has  seen  fit  to  say  that  he  does  not  propose  to  vindicate  the 
conduct  of  that  gentleman  before  this  House.  I  should  like 
to  kDow  why  he  refuses  to  vindicate  that  conduct  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  not  necessary,  I 
said. 

Mr.  CASEY.  On  that  point  there  is  room  for  a  very  large 
difference  of  opinion.  It  is  totally  lacking  in  respect  to  this 
House  to  say  that  the  conduct  of  a  gentleman  whose  conduct 
has  been  attacked  by  members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
does  not  need  to  be  vindicated.  If  this  House  is  not  to  con¬ 
sider  his  conduct  when  it  is  voting  his  pay,  I  should  like  to 
know  when  his  conduct  is  to  be  considered  ?  With  regard 
to  that  conduct,  I  am  still  restrained  by  the  fact  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  absent.  Perhaps  we  should  discuss  the 
matter  just  as  fully  in  his  absence  as  in  his  presence ;  but 
one’s  natural  feeling  prevents  one  from  doing  so.  I  will 
merely  say,  then,  that  he  has,  I  will  not  say  consistently, 
but  usually,  when  any  warm  debate  has  sprung  up,  conducted 
himself  in  the  Chair  in  such  a  manner  as  to  create  the  most 
strained  relations  betwoen  himself  and  the  whole  Opposition 
in  this  House.  Whether  he  decided  rightly  or  wrongly 
I  am  not  discussing,  but  the  manner  of  his  decisions, 
and  his  disrespectful  address  to  his  senior  members — 
and  most  of  us  are  his  seniors — were  such  as  to  create 
very  strained  relations.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  says 
he  approves  of  his  conduct  ;  he  considers  that  his 
patience  was  heroic.  If  he  appi-oves  of  his  conduct, 
he  approves  of  disrespect  to  the  whole  Opposition  in  this 
House.  I  am  not  speaking  now  with  personal  animus, 
because,  like  my  hon  friend  from  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar)  I  did  not  come  into  personal  collision  with  him.  But 
as  others  have  said,  I  have  felt  disrespect — what,  outside  of 
this  House,  would  be  called  insult — to  fellow  members,  even 
more  keenly  than  if  it  had  been  addressed  to  myself.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  would  lead  us  to  believe  that  it  was 
inevitable— that  our  conduct  was  such  that  nothing  else 
could  happen. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  heai\ 

Mr.  CASEY.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  back  benches 
call  “  hear,  hear,”  in  a  sneering  tone.  Will  they  explain 
to  me  why  there  has  not  been  any  friction-  between  the 
Speaker  and  the  Opposition,  or  why  there  has  not  been  any 
friction  between  any  gentleman  who  has  been  casually 
called  to  the  Chair  and  the  Opposition?  Will  they  explain 
why  this  gentleman  who  has  been  called  to  the  Chair,  not 
by  the  free  choice  of  the  House,  but  by  the  will  of  the  right 
hon.  leader  of  the  Government,  alone  has  created  these 
strained  relations.  If  they  explain  those  questions,  they 
will  explain  away  the  puzzle ;  otherwise,  it  can  only  be 
explained  by  tho  supposition  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
overcome  by  his  position,  that  he  felt  the  enthusiasm  of  his 
position,  and  his  duty  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who 
appointed  him,  so  strongly,  that  he  fell  into  this  state  of 
constant  antagonism  to  the  Opposition  mombers  of  the 
House.  Sir,  we  have  endured  from  him  language  and 
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manners  which  we  have  never  had  to  endure  from  any 
Speaker  or  Chairman,  in  this  Houso  at  any  time  during 
the  fourteen  Sessions  that  1  have  sat  here,  and  which 
we  are  not  going  to  endure  in  silence.  I  only  hope 
these  errors  and  faults  are  not  inherent  in  the  hon. 
gentleman  —  not  necessary  parts  of  his  constitution 
as  a  Deputy  Speaker,  but  that  a  little  more 
experience  and  a  little  more  appreciation  of  how  parlia¬ 
mentary  business  should  be  conducted,  of  how  it  is  con¬ 
ducted  when  he  is  not  in  the  Chair,  will  lead  to  a  change, 
and  that,  perhaps,  next  Session  or  the  Session  after — I  do 
do  not  see  why  not  next  Session — the  relations  between 
the  Deputy  Speaker  and  the  Opposition  may  become  as 
pleasant  and  smooth  as  those  between  the  Speaker  and  the 
Opposition,  and  that  he  will  learn  from  this  absolutely 
necessary  though  painful  discussion  of  his  conduct  in  the 
Chair,  how  his  conduct  is  regarded,  and  how  he  can  make  it 
as  acceptable  as  that  of  his  superior  officer  is.  I  say  this 
without  any  reference  to  the  hon.  gentleman  personally, 
because  I  admit  there  is  the  most  marked  contrast  between 
the  conduct  we  have  to  complain  of  in  the  Chair  and  his 
thoroughly  courteous  and  pleasant  manner  out  of  the  Chair. 
I  only  hope  he  will  assimilate  his  conduct  in  the  Chair  to 
his  conduct  out  of  the  Chair ;  and  if  he  does,  there  will  not 
be  the  slightest  ground  for  dissatisfaction  with  it  on  this 
side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HBSSON.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Elgin 
(Mr.  Casey)  overlooks  the  fact  that  the  Deputy  Speaker 
was  equally  severe  to  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  I  think  the  good  nature  of  every  gentle¬ 
man  in  this  House  was  drawn  on  very  severely  on  that 
occasion,  and  my  hon.  friend  must  not  forget  that  he 
had  the  privilege  at  any  moment  to  leave  this  House 
when  unpleasant  things  were  being  said.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  was  not  compelled  to  remain  in  the  unpleasant 
position  of  listening  to  debates  which  he  could  withdraw 
from.  If  there  has  ever  been  a  Session  of  this  House  since 
I  have  been  a  member  that  required  the  best  of  patience, 
good  nature  and  gentle  conduct,  it  was  this  Session,  and  I 
think  the  experience  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Deputy  Speaker 
has  been  such  as  no  gentleman  on  the  other  side  would 
probably  wish  to  undergo,  during  the  eight  or  ten  weeks 
when  we  had  that  unpleasant  discussion  on  the  franchise. 
Hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  could  go  to  sleep,  could  with¬ 
draw  to  their  rooms  or  play  draughts,  or  do  anything  to 
amuse  themselves  or  relieve  their  minds,  while  my  hon. 
friend  had  to  listen  to  the  most  unpleasant  discussion  beforo 
Parliament.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  laugh,  but  they 
know  it  is  a  positive  fact.  Now,  they  complain  that  the 
Deputy  Speaker  found  it  necessary  on  some  occasions  to 
keep  them  within  the  reasonable  limits  of  debate.  He  had 
occasion  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
members  on  both  sides  were  departing  Horn  the  decorous 
course  of  debate,  and  if  ho  had  occasion  to  call  hon.  gentle 
men  on  that  side  to  order  more  frequently  and  to  reprimand 
them  more  frequently  than  on  this  side,  it  was  because 
they  occupied  very  much  more  time.  If  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  had  said  as  little  as  wo  did,  they  would  not  have 
been  called  to  order  so  often.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
may  laugh,  but  some  of  them  taxed  ours  and  their  own 
strength  very  severely  in  making  71  speeches ;  and  it  was 
certainly  a  much  more  severe  tax  on  ray  hon.  friend,  who 
was  compelled  to  sit  there  during  all  that  weary  discussion. 

Mr.  COST1GAN.  When  the  objection  was  taken  to  this 
item  at  first,  I  did  not  think  tho  discussion  would  last  as 
long  as  it  has.  I  did  not  then  know  that  tho  object  was  to 
make  a  personal  attack  upon  one  of  tho  kindest  and  most 
courteous  members  of  the  House.  I  did  not  think  that  tho 
attack  that  was  made  when  that  hon.  gentleman’s  name 
was  mentioned  for  the  position  he  now  holds  would  have 
been  repeated ;  I  thought  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 


having  once  said  what  I  then  thought  was  a  little  too  much, 
and  that  having  said  many  severe  things  about  that  hon. 
gentleman  during  the  Session,  the  propriety  of  voting 
his  salary  might  be  discussed  on  its  merits,  and  that  at 
least  those  personal  allusions  to  the  hon.  gentleman  might 
very  well  have  been  left  aside.  1  was  pleased  to  know  that 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  did  feel,  in 
the  absence  of  that  hon.  gentleman,  under  certain  restraints, 
and  would  not  say  what  ho  would  if  the  Deputy  Speaker 
were  present.  What  he  would  have  said  had  that  hon. 
gentleman  been  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  present  I  cannot 
imagine;  he  would  certainly  have  wounded  his  feelings  very 
deeply,  and  therefore  I  feel  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not 
present.  Now,  there  is  no  cause  for  the  attack  made  on  tho 
Deputy  Speaker  at  all .  Every  fair-minded  member  of  this 
House,  every  one  who  witnessed  the  scenes  that  took  place, 
every  one  who  knows  the  duties  that  the  Deputy  Speaker 
has  to  perform,  will  6ee  that  he  had  a  very  difficult  task 
indeed  to  discharge,  and  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  must 
know  that  they  made  it  most  difficult  for  him  to  discharge 
those  duties.  It  will  not  bo  difficult  to  rocall  to  their  minds 
this  fact,  that  they  resisted  his  authority. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  say  yes.  I  think  I  am  quite  correct 
in  saying  that. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No ;  you  wore  not  here. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Several  hon.  gentlemon  on  that  side 
of  the  House  refused  to  be  called  to  order  and  allow  the 
question  to  be  put. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  say  yes. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  When? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  On  several  occasions.  During  tbd 
several  weeks  the  House  was  in  committee  on  the  Franchise 
Bill. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name  one. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  From  the  time  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
appointed,  there  was  a  prejudice  on  that  side  against  tho 
appointment,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  showed  it. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes  ;  and  I  know  it,  and  I  feel  it  just  as 
much  as  the  hon.  gentleman  does.  Allusion  has  been  made 
to  the  difference  between  the  Deputy’s  conduct  in  the  Chair 
and  the  Speaker’s.  Well,  the  Speaker’s  patience  was  not 
tried  as  tho  Deputy’s  was.  The  Speaker  had  no  occasion 
to  come  in  contact  with  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  carried  on 
that  series  of  long  speeches  against  time,  with  the  laudable 
object,  it  has  been  stated,  of  preventing  the  passage  of  a 
measure  objectionable  to  them.  The  hon.  the  Speaker  was 
not  called  upon  to  listen  to  that.  k  great  portion  of  the 
discussion  took  place  while  the  House  was  in  committee, 
and  the  Deputy  Speaker  presided.  Ho  was  the  ono  who 
had  to  sit  there  and  listen  to  the  long  speeches;  he  was  the 
one  who  had  to  endeavor  to  keep  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
within  the  rules,  and  during  the  excitement  which  some 
times  ran  high.  Hon.  gentlemen  were  disposed  to  ignore 
his  authority.  Some  of  those  who  have  spoken  have  vei’y 
wisely  and  kindly  refrained  from  making  personal  remarks, 
— I  think  it  would  have  been  better  if  they  had  all  done 
the  same,  and  confined  themselves  to  the  discussion  of  the 
item.  The  Deputy  Speaker  displayed  the  greatest  amount 
of  patience,  of  perfect  control  of  temper,  and  I  think  any 
one  would  be  unreasonable  who  would,  taking  everything 
into  consideration,  try  to  find  fault  with  him  and  prejudice 
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the  public  against  the  manner  in  which  he  discharges  his 
duties. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  When  the  Deputy  Speaker 
was  appointed  there  was  no  prejudice  against  him  on  account 
of  his  nationality.  The  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  is 
entirely  mistaken  when  he  states  that,  at  bis  appointment, 
there  was  a  prejudice  on  this  side  against  him.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  he  feels  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  feels 
it  or  not.  It  is  of  no  consequence ;  all  I  can  say  is,  that  so 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  had  no  prejudice  against  him. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  was  a  popular  man  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  had  always  found  him  a 
courteous,  genial  person,  and  I  believed,  if  we  were  to  have 
a  Deputy  Speaker  at  all,  that  the  hon.  member  for  Halifax 
would  make  a  good  Deputy  Speaker.  We  were  opposed 
to  the  creation  of  the  office,  and  we  protested  against  that ; 
but,  in  our  own  minds,  I  believed  if  we  were  to  be  saddled 
with  a  Deputy  Speaker,  he  would  make  as  good  a  Deputy 
Speaker  as  could  be  found  on  the  other  side.  But  it  is 
quite  a  different  matter  as  to  how  the  Deputy  Speaker 
acted  when  in  the  Chair.  I  quite  admit  the  patience  of  any 
man  would  be  tested  to  a  considerable  extent  in  a  long 
discussion,  existing  over  two  months.  We  did  not  complain 
of  that,  but  on  the  gruff  and  uncourteous  manner  in  which 
gentlemen  on  this  side  were  treated  during  the  discussion. 
A  man’s  patience  may  be  severely  tried,  but  that  is  no 
reason  why  his  conduct  should  be  ungentlemanly  in  the 
Chair. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  It  was  not. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  was  no  necessity  for 
his  being  rough  in  his  treatment  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side,  as  he  was  occasionally  during  that  long  discussion.  I 
know  we  had  reason  to  complain,  and  we  complained  more 
than  once  with  energy,  that  he  would  give  a  rul:ng  on  a 
point  one  way  one  day,  and  the  next  day  on  the  same  p  tint 
give  exactly  the  opposite  ruling ;  and  when,  occasionally, 
there  would  be  a  ruling  against  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side, 
there  would  be,  on  precisely  the  same  point,  a  ruling  in 
favor  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side.  We  complained 
that  the  Deputy  Speaker  did  not  treat  us  with  that  con¬ 
sideration  and  courtesy  with  which  he  ought  to  have  treated 
us.  We  complain,  with  reason,  that  gentlemen  of  experience 
and  knowledge,  gentlemen  who  have  been  in  this  House 
almost  before  he  was  born — who  had  been  here,  at  all  events, 
25  years — were  treated  with  the  greatest  possible  disrespect. 
We  complain  there  was  an  exhibition  of  temper  the  Deputy 
should  not  have  exhibited.  I  have  not  a  ground 
lor  complaint  against  the  Deputy  Speaker  myself, 
because  I  take  impertinence  from  no  man.  If  I  am 
allowed  to  defend  myself,  I  do  defend  myself;  personally, 
1  had  no  complaint  against  Mr.  Daly’s  ruling  in  my  case. 
But  I  say  it  is  an  extraordinary  thing  that,  in  this  instance, 
so  many  of  our  friends  on  this  side  have  complained,  and  I 
think  with  reason  ;  and  that,  since  Confederation,  we  have 
never  had  any  ground  of  complaint  against  the  Speaker. 
Since  the  present  Speaker  has  occupied  the  Chair  no  man 
on  this  side  has  complained,  or  has  had  any  reason  to  com¬ 
plain,  and  if  he  was  not  a  modest  man  and  a  lawyer,  and 
was  not  present  to-night,  I  might  say  what  I  shall  not  say 
in  regard  to  him.  But  we  are  justified  in  expressing  our 
opinion  as  to  the  Deputy  Speaker.  The  majority  of  Par¬ 
liament  have  seen  fit  to  pass  the  Bill  and  to  make  the 
appointment,  and  that  has  passed  beyond  the  region  of  dis¬ 
cussion  ;  but  we  have  a  right  to  express  what  we  feel,  and 
what  we  could  not  help  feeling,  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
we  were  very  frequently  treated  by  the  Deputy  Speaker. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  cannot  allow  this  occasion  to  pass 
without  expressing  my  heartfelt  sympathy  for  the  Speaker 
Mr.  Costigan. 


of  this  House.  I  cannot  conceive  what  he  has  done  to  draw 
upon  himself  the  enconiums  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  He  has  done  what  is  right. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  And,  no  doubt,  in  his  heart  of  hearts, 
he  exclaims  to  night,  Timeo  danaos  et  dona  ferrentes. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  What  is  that?  Explain. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  A  gentleman  on  the  other  side  says: 
What  is  that  ?  I  know  thoroughly  that  he  is  totally  ignorant 
of  its  meaning, 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Translate. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  However,  as  I  am  not  hero  to  give  him 
a  course  of  instruction,  I  do  not  intend  to  translate  it.  I 
simply  rise  to  make  a  few  remarks  in  addition  to  the 
admirable  speech  which  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  Mr. 
Daly  is  acknowledged,  in  this  House  and  out  of  this  House, 
as  an  Irish  gentleman,  and  that  he  has  acted  as  Deputy 
Speaker  in  a  manner  becoming  the  nationality  to  which  ho 
belongs  and  this  House  of  which  he  is  so  distinguished  a 
member.  Although  the  last  speaker  has  said  that  there  is 
no  prejudice  in  this  matter  and  has  been  none  against  the 
Deputy  Speaker,  the  speech  delivered,  on  the  occasion  of 
his  appointment,  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  when  ho 
spoke  of  him  as  a  gentleman  who  had  never  occupied  a 
prominent  position  in  this  House  and  had  never  rendered 
himself  worthy  of  being  elevated  to  his  present  office, 
shows  that  then  there  was  a  prejudice  against  him,  and  I 
think  it  existed  from  the  fact  that  he  belonged  to  our  race 
as  much  as  from  anything  else.  That  is  what  I  have  felt, 
and  I  thought  then  it  was  unworthy  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  made  the  attack  upon  him,  and  who,  more  than  once, 
had  spoken  of  himseif  as  one  who  belonged  to  our  people. 
I  say  that,  during  the  course  of  the  long  debate,  which 
mud  have  beeu  trying  to  the  patience  of  any  man,  the 
Deputy  Speaker  of  this  House  displayed  exemplary  good 
nature  and  a  spirit  of  justice — more  than  a  spirit  of 
justice — towards  those  who  were  wa«ting  the  time  of  this 
House  and  wearing  out  the  patience  of  their  fellow  mem¬ 
bers.  It  was  one  of  those  things  vrhich  we  witnessed  this 
Session  for  the  first  time  in  this  country,  and  which  I  hope 
we  have  witnessed  for  the  last  time,  when  we  found  men 
getting  up,  and,  hour  after  hour,  wasting  the  time  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people.  On  this  side  of  the  House  I 
was  one  who  spoke,  and  the  Deputy  Speaker  called  me  to 
order.  I  did  not  complain  of  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  No  doubt  you  were  out  of  order. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  Perhaps  I  was.  I  bowed  to  the  decision 
of  the  Chair.  But  I  should  be  unworthy  of  the  position  I 
occupy  if  I  did  not  defend  a  gentleman  who  has  been 
publicly  abused  and  spat  upon,  not  only  in  this  House, 
but  throughout  the  Opposition  press  of  this  country,  simply 
because  they  have  organised  a  dead  set  upon  a  man  who 
is  entirely  above  their  attacks,  who  is  an  Irish  gentleman, 
and  has  always  conducted  himself  as  such. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  that  is  a  speech  to  his  credit,  but  if  ho  does,  he  is 
much  mistaken.  It  would  not  do  him  credit  on  any  hustings, 
to  say  nothing  as  to  its  being  made  in  the  Canadian  Parlia¬ 
ment.  It  does  not  merit  any  reply  at  all — to  bring  in  such 
statements,  and  so  utterly  without  foundation. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  So  utterly  without  foundation  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  So  utterly  without  found¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  The  attack  was  made  so  utterly  with¬ 
out — 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  So  utterly  without  found¬ 
ation.  So  utterly  impossible  is  it  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  prove  what  he  said,  of  a  prejudice  existing  against 
Mr.  Daly  because  of  his  nationality,  that  I  defy  him  to  do 
it,  and  yet  he  has  not  hesitated  to  state  that ;  and  yet  I  tell 
him  he  cannot  prove  it. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  will  prove  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  not  like  to  be  in  the 
position  in  Parliament  that  I  was  not  able  to  offer  some 
proof  for  my  statement,  at  any  rate.  As  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  have  no  prejudice  against  the  Deputy  Speaker, 
nor  did  I  speak  against  him  from  that  spirit.  I  re-echo  what 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey),  as  to  the  opinion  I  formed  of  Mr.  Daly  in  social 
intercourse  outside  ;  and  wbat  has  taken  place  here  has  not 
marred  that  social  intercourse,  nor  has  it  marred  it,  as  far 
as  I  can  see,  on  his  part.  1  am  speaking  without  prejudice 
of  a  person  whose  qualities,  I  think,  were  kind  and  courteous, 
and  I  am  speaking  in  the  hope  that  this  may  not  be  with¬ 
out  fruit  in  future  years.  There  is  no  one  who  will  desire 
more  than  the  members  of  the  Opposition  to  see  all 
proper  respect  paid  to  the  Chair,  and  while  I  want  to  make 
every  allowance  for  patience  being  taxed,  I  want  to  repeat, 
that  if  a  chairman  is  unfortunate  enough — it  is  a  great  mis¬ 
fortune,  no  doubt — to  be  unable  to  control  ki3  temper  in  a 
sufficient  degree  to  speak  to  members  who  may  be  trans¬ 
gressing  in  a  way  that  no  gentleman  should  speak,  if  he 
must  say,  in  peremptory  tones  :  Sit  down,  Sir;  sit  down, 
Sir;  I  will  not  hear  you ;  I  have  ruled;  I  think  that  will 
tend  to  bring  discredit  upon  our  proceedings  and  to  arouse 
unpleasant  feelings. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  should  the  Speaker  do  when  a  gen¬ 
tleman  will  not  sit  down  when  he  rises  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Speaker  should  say,  as  our 
Speaker  does:  Will  the  hon,  gentleman  please  take  his  seat. 
Then  it  would  be  done  at  once.  As  to  the  patience  of  the 
Deputy  Speaker  being  taxed,  hon.  gentlemen  speak  of  Mr. 
Daly  as  a  member  of  the  Conservative  party  in  the  House, 
and  not  as  an  impartial  Deputy  Speaker.  What  difference 
is  it  to  the  Speaker  or  the  Deputy  Speaker  what  length  of 
time  the  discussion  occupies  ? 

Mr.  LANDERK1N.  The  pay  is  going  on. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  No  presiding  officer  will 
attempt  to  dictate  as  to  the  length  of  a  speech  or  to  mani¬ 
fest  displeasure  as  to  the  length  of  a  discussion.  The  pre¬ 
siding  officer  is  not  in  the  position  of  other  hon.  members, 
and  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  speak  about  his  patience 
being  exhausted,  they  must  remomber  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Deputy  Speaker  to  allow  the  fullest,  fairest  and  longest 
discussion — only  to  see  that  proper  order  is  maintained.  I 
can  remember  more  than  one  occasion  when  the  First 
Minister  was  himself  terribly  out  of  order,  and  yet 
the  attention  of  the  Deputy  Speaker  had  to  be  called 
to  it  before  he  took  any  notice  of  it.  If  I  were  to  refer 
to  the  record,  I  could  show  you  where  we  had  a  ruling 
of  the  Deputy  Speaker  in  one  direction  on  one  occa¬ 
sion,  and  within  a  short  time  after  a  diametrically 
opposite  ruling  on  this  point.  Now,  I  say  these  things 
without  feeling  the  slightest  prejudice  against  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  have  no  prejudice  against  him,  and  as  to  meet¬ 
ing  him  socially  outside,  there  is  no  change  in  my  feelings 
towards  him.  All  I  want  is  that  ho  should  act  in  a  judicial 
manner,  and  give  to  the  minority  tho  same  privileges  and 
the  samo  rights  that  are  accorded  to  others.  I  have  felt, 
Sir,  that  it  was  not  on  all  occasions  given  to  us  ;  and  I  want 
hon.  gentlomen  opposite  to  remomber  that  they  must  not 
talk  about  his  patience  being  taxed  ;  they  are  speaking  of 


Mr.  Daly,  a  member  of  the  Conservative  party  in  this  House) 
but  we  are  speaking  of  Mr.  Daly,  removed  from  political 
partisanship  in  the  House,  and  occupying  the  impartial 
position  of  Deputy  Speaker. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  should  not  have  said  anything  more  on 
this  subject  if  my  hon.  and  Irish  friend  from  Centre  Mon¬ 
treal  (Mr.  Curran)  had  not  raised  the  national  question  ; 
but  when  one  Irishman  rushes  into  a  fray  there  is  almost 
always  another  Irishman  to  follow  him.  If  that  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  been  here  when  an  Irish  gentleman — yes,  a 
more  representative  Irish  gentleman  than  even  the  hon. 
member  for  Halifax — occupied  the  Speaker’s  Chair  in  this 
House,  when  that  Irish  gentleman  was  attacked  in  the  most 
abusive  manner  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  when  the 
Minister  of  Customs  moved  that  his  seat  bo  vacated,  when 
the  First  Minister  said  that  he  was  bought  up,  and  was  no 
more  independent  than  one  of  the  pages  in  the  House, 
when  that  Irish  gentleman  was  thus  attacked,  I  say  that  if 
my  hon.  friend  had  been  here  then  he  would  have  felt  what 
it  was  to  have  a  representative  Irish  gentleman  attacked 
on  account  of  his  conduct  in  the  Chair.  I  say  that  I  felt  it 
as  an  Irishman,  and  I  resented  it,  and  resent  it  still.  I  do 
not  complain  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Anglin  was  attacked  in 
connection  with  the  printing  contract,  which  was  a  fair 
subject  of  criticism,  but  I  complain  of  the  manner  of  the 
attack,  and  I  think  it  was  most  unfortunate  for  my  hon. 
friend  from  Montreal  to  have  spoken  about  attacking  an 
Irish  gentleman,  and  to  have  raised  the  race  question ;  for  if 
he  raises  it,  I  think  the  Hon.  Timothy  Warren  Anglin  can 
have  as  many  Irishmen  at  his  back-*— 

Mr.  CURRAN.  Not  as  many  as  Burns. 

Mr.  CASEY — as  any  other  Irishman  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  We  did  not  put  him  in  the  Chair  at  the  Table ; 
we  put  him  in  the  Chair  of  the  House,  and  that  is  more 
than  the  Conservative  party  ever  did  for  a  representative 
Irishman.  Sir,  we  all  recognise  the  claim  that  the  hon. 
Deputy  Speaker  has,  of  being  an  Irish  gentleman,  and 
nobody  has  ever  denied  it ;  we  only  complain  that  on  some 
occasions  he  has,  perhaps,  allowed  his  Irish  temper  to  run 
away  with  him.  There  is  no  intention  to  insult  tho  hon. 
gentleman  or  to  hurt  his  feelings,  as  was  stated  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  in  his  very  generous  defence  of 
a  friend  and  colleague ;  but  I  think,  if  he  has  as  much  abi¬ 
lity  as  we  suppose  him  to  have,  instead  of  allowing  his  mind 
to  rest  upon  any  injury  to  his  feelings,  he  will  apply  him¬ 
self  to  learn  the  lessons  of  this  debate. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  regrets 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran) 
was  not  here  on  a  former  occasion,  when  a  distinguished 
Irishman  occupied  the  seat  of  Speaker  of  this  House,  having 
been  put  there  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pai’ty ;  and  he  refer¬ 
red  to  an  occasion  when  the  party  to  which  I  belong  made 
an  attack  upon  that  gentleman,  and  alluded  to  the  Minister 
of  Customs  as  having  led  that  attack.  The  hon.  gentleman 
should  have  gone  a  little  further  and  he  should  have  ex- 
p'ained  that  the  present  Minister  of  Customs  was  tho  movor 
of  a  resolution  of  censure  upon  the  Government  for  having 
given  the  contract  to  the  then  Speaker  of  the  House.  There 
was  no  personal  attack  at  all  upon  the  Speaker.  The  vote 
was  a  vote  of  censure  against  the  Government  for  having 
entered  into  a  contract,  contrary  to  law,  with  tho  Speaker 
of  the  House;  and  so  strong  was  the  case  that  tho  Govern 
ment  of  the  day,  who  had  given  Mr.  Anglin  this  contract 
and  made  their  supporters  vote  that  motion  dow  n,  sustain 
themselves  with  the  pledge  that  as  soon  as  it  was  done  they 
would  send  Mr.  Anglin  to  a  committee,  and  would  execute 
him  for  the  crime  for  which  they  had  acquitted  themselves  ; 
and  they  did  it,  and  turned  him  out. 
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Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son),  in  his  remarks  to  the  committee,  has  cast  a  slight  upon 
the  action  of  this  House.  He  found  fault  with  the  action 
of  the  Deputy  Speaker,  and  said  it  was  uncourteous  and 
ungentlemanly.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  not  have  made 
those  remarks,  and  should  retract  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  think  I  used  the 
word  “  ungentlemanly.” 

Mr.  HESSON.  Mr.  Speaker  was  called  to  the  Chair  ;  a 
statement  of  the  question  was  put  to  the  House,  and  the 
ruling  of  the  Deputy  Speaker  was  sustained  by  the  House. 
The  hon.  member  for  Brant  is  therefore  showing  not  only 
disrespect  to  the  Deputy  Speaker  in  his  action,  but  also  to 
the  House,  which  supported  the  Deputy  Speaker  in  his 
position.  I  think  the  hon,  gentleman  ought  not  to  put  this 
House  in  that  position,  and  he  ought  to  retract  what  he  said. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  HESSON.  That  is  exactly  what  I  say.  No  hon. 
genteman’s  “  Oh,  oh,”  or  laugh,  can  make  me  take  back 
anything  that  I  say.  I  say  this  House  has  a  right  to 
some  respect  from  members  who  address  it,  and  when  it 
supports  the  ruling  of  the  Deputy  Speaker,  that  ruling  has 
no  right  to  be  attacked.  I  put  that  case  strongly,  because 
I  feel  that  on  that  rests  the  whole  foundation  of  this  charge, 
whether  the  Deputy  Speaker  acted  rightly  or  wrongly  in 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  My  opinion  is  this — and  I  might 
also  speak  as  an  Irishman — that  I  have  known  the  hon. 
gentleman  seven  or  eight  years,  and  have  found  him  not 
only  a  gentleman,  but  an  Irish  gentleman.  When  I  say 
that,  I  say  a  good  deal,  because  we  know  that  an  Irish  gen¬ 
tleman  is  always  courteous  to  friend  and  foe  alike.  What 
respect  did  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  show  to  the 
feelings  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  That  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  the  Deputy  Speaker  was  there  as  Deputy  Speaker,  and 
not  as  Mr.  Daly.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  expect  the 
Deputy  Speaker  to  sit  there  like  a  stick,  without  feeling  ? 
The  hon.  member  for  Brant  knows  perfectly  well  that  he 
himself,  on  one  occasion,  when  an  hon.  gentleman  rose  to 
say  something,  called  out  to  him  to  sit  down,  in  a  most 
brutal  manner — “Sit  down,”  he  said,  “sit  down.”  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  forgotten  it,  hon.  members  on  this  side 
have  not.  Was  that  courtesy  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  felt  a  little  sorry  for  that, 
and  stepped  over  and  spoke  to  the  hon.  gentleman  immedi¬ 
ately  ;  and  we  are  the  best  of  friends.  I  was  not  in  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  remember 
that  other  members  want  respect  paid  to  their  feelings  as 
well  as  the  hon.  member  for  Brant.  I  trust  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  remember  that  in  future  debates.  I  rose 
more  particulary  to  show  that  the  hon.  member  for  Brant 
was  throwing  discredit  on  the  action  of  this  House  when 
he  said  the  Deputy  Speaker  acted  unfairly,  and  yet  his  rul¬ 
ing  was  sustained  by  the  House. 

Mr.  CASEY.  A  few  words  in  regard  to  the  Anglin 
case.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  correctly  the  nature 
of  the  motion — that  it  was,  motion  of  censure  on  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  That  was  technically  the  motion ;  but  the  whole 
of  the  speeches  made  on  that  occasion  were  directed  against 
the  Speaker  personally,  those  hon.  members  pointing 
with  the  finger  and  making  most  distinct  and  pei'sonal 
references.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  Government 
induced  the  House  to  vote  down  the  resolution  of  censure, 
by  a  promise  to  send  the  case  to  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  and  Elections,  and  there  have  him  executed.  The 
the  hon.  gentleman  states  that  most  incorrectly.  It  was 
stated  on  behalf  of  tho  Government  during  that  debate  that 
they  considered  the  matter  one  for  investigation  by  a  com- 
Mr.  Costigan. 
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mittee.  It  was  not  ?a;d,  it  would  have  been  absurd  to  say, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  to  be  executed  when  his  case 
was  investigated  before  a  committee.  The  Government 
did  not  know  what  the  precedents  in  the  case  were,  and  not 
until  after  the  oommittee  had  sat  for  several  days  did  they 
come  to  a  decision.  I  moved  the  resolution  for  reference  to 
the  committee.  I  was  opposed  in  that  view  by  the  present 
Minister  of  Customs,  who  held  that  censure  should  be  passed 
upon  the  Government  without  further  enquiry,  and  spoke 
against  an  investigation .  I  opposed  that  view  in  a  speech 
before  I  made  the  motion,  and  said  this  was  not  a  case 
for  immediate  censure  but  for  investigation.  I  was  in 
favor  of  investigation  first,  and  afterwards  of  censure,  if  it 
was  shown  to  be  necessary.  My  view  of  the  case  carried 
in  the  House  at  that  time — I  do  not  think  it  would  now — 
and  an  investigation  was  held.  It  was  found  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  technically  in  the  wrong.  Ho  went  back  to 
his  constituents,  was  reinstated  in  his  seat,  and  this  party 
showed  its  appreciation  and  respect  for  him  by  reinstating 
him  as  Speaker  of  the  House,  where  he  held  the  respect  of 
the  whole  House  during  the  time  he  occupied  that  position. 
That  is  the  history  of  the  Anglin  case,  and  it  does  not  show, 
as  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  thought  to  make  it 
appear,  any  disrespect  on  the  part  of  the  Liberal  party 
towards  Hon.  Mr.  Anglin. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  only  wish  to  say  that  part  of  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  said  is  quite  correct ;  but  the  record  does 
not  show  that  I  made  any  personal  attack  on  the  Speaker 
of  the  House.  I  did  attack  the  Government,  not  only  by 
resolution  but  by  speech,  setting  forth  the  facts  as  they 
appear  in  the  public  records,  my  motion  being  a  condemna¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  for  what  they  had  done  in  making 
a  bargain  with  the  member  for  Gloucester.  I  said  nothing 
personally  against  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
record  will  show  that  I  did  so. 

Quarantine — Payments  for  immigrant  patients, 

Winnipeg  and  St.  Boniface  hospitals .  $16,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  cause  of 
this  ? 

Mr,  POPE.  We  made  arrangements  with  the  Winnipeg 
hospital  for  tho  admission  of  these  patients  at  45  cents  a 
day,  I  think. 

To  take  measures  for  extirpating  the  disease  of 

sheep  scab  in  part  of  Province  of  Quebec .  $10,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  has  the  hon. 
gentleman  been  doing  about  this  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  found  that  sheep  scab  was  prevailing 
very  much  in  some  of  the  countios  of  Quebec.  We  have 
been  quarantining  some,  and  we  had  to  slaughter  a  good 
many.  We  wore  threatened  that  if  any  more  sheep  arrived 
in  London  they  would  be  liable  to  be  scheduled,  so  we  have 
taken  very  active  measures,  and  shall  continue  to  do  so,  in 
tho  way  of  careful  inspection  and  otherwise,  to  prevent  this. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Has  there  been  any  of  this  disease  out¬ 
side  of  the  prairie  district  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  FISHER.  In  what  counties  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  In  Terrebonne,  in  Laprairie,  in  Chambly, 
Napierville,  and  another  county. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY— SUPPLEMEN¬ 
TARY  ESTIMATES  FOR  1886. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  presented  a  Message  from  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General, 
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Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows : — 

LANSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons,  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates  of  sums  required  for  the  services  of  the  Dominion, 
for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1886  ;  and  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  “British  North  America  Act,  1867,”  he  recommends 
these  Estimates  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  11th  July,  1885. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  that  the  Message,  with  the  Sup¬ 
plementary  Estimates,  be  referred  to  Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN”  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  th9  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:10  a.m., 
Tuesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  14th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  OFFICIAL  DEBATES. 

Mr.  WHITE  j(Cardwell),  in  moving  the  third  report 
of  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  supervise  the  report 
of  the  official  Debates,  said  :  I  may  say  that  this  report  has 
now  almost  become  ancient  history,  as  it  was  presented  on 
the  22nd  of  May,  so  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  will  look  at  the 
Motes  and  Proceedings  of  the  22nd  of  May,  they  will  find 
the  report,  the  adoption  of  which  I  move.  The  report  first 
recommends  that  the  $180  which  has  hitherto  been  paid  to 
Mr.  Matthewson  to  keep  in  repair  the  caligraph  writing 
machines,  shall  no  longer  be  paid,  as  the  amanuenses  are 
sufficiently  familiar  with  the  machines  themselves  to  keep 
them  in  order;  so  that  I  suppose  there  will  be  no  objection 
to  that  clause,  at  any  rate.  The  next  proposal  is  that 
hereafter  the  members  of  the  House  shall  receive  but 
two  copies  of  the  bound  volumes  of  Tiansard  instead  of 
five,  as  they  got  last  year.  The  most  important 
proposal,  however,  is  that  the  form  of  the  Hansard  volume 
shall  be  changed,  and  instead  of  having  it  in  royal  quarto, 
as  it  is  now,  the  proposal  is  to  make  it  an  octavo  volume, 
printed  in  brevier  type  instead  of  long  primer,  that 
is  a  smaller  type,  making  it  a  very  much  more  convenient 
volume  to  handle.  Another  proposal  in  the  report  is,  that 
the  official  reporters,  who  are  now  employed  by  the  year  at 
an  annual  salary,  and  who  are  regular  officers  of  the  House, 
shall  be  employed,  if  the  Government  shall  so  determine, 
during  recess,  without  oxtra  remuneration  excepting  their 
travelling  expenses,  if  they  shall  be  sent  anywhere  during 
recess  for  such  reporting  as  the  Government  may  have  to 
to  do  of  a  special  kind.  Looking  at  what  has  been  paid 
during  the  last  three  years  for  outside  reporting,  the  aver¬ 
age  has  been  about  $4,000  a  year,  and  the  suggestion  is  that 
that  amount  be  saved  by  the  employment  of  the  reporters  in 
that  way.  The  general  result  of  the  change,  if  it  is  made, 
is  that  we  expect  to  save,  without  reference  to  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  the  reporters,  about  84,000  a  year,  and  if  the  report¬ 
ers  are  employed,  assuming  that  the  same  amount  of  outside 
reportiog  is  to  be  done  in  the  future,  the  saving  will  be 
about  $8,000  a  year.  But  I  think  it  right  to  say  that  at  this 
moment  we  are  paying  a  very  high  price  indeed  for  the 
printing  of  Hansard.  When  the  Hansard  was  determined 
upon,  the  printing  of  it  not  being  included  in  the  contract  for 


the  printing  of  Parliament,  special  tenders  had  to  be 
asked  for.  There  was  only  one  establishment  in  the 
city,  that  is  the  parliamentary  printers,  who  were  able  to 
do  the  work,  and  they  tendered  for  the  printing  at  60  cents 
per  1000  ems  ;  I  believe  the  contract  price  which  they  get 
for  ordinary  work  is- — I  am  speaking  from  memory — 28  cts, 
so  you  will  see  that  the  price  paid  is  more  than  double  what 
we  are  paying  for  our  ordinary  parliamentary  printing.  Of 
course,  there  is  this  to  be  said,  that  under  any  circumstances 
the  printing  of  the  Hansard  is  worth  more  than  ordinary 
printing,  because  the  work  is  altogether  night  work.  The 
copy  goes  from  the  reporters’  office  to  the  printing  office, 
and  the  first  sheets  have  to  be  distributed  in  the  House  early 
next  day,  so  that  practically  all  the  work  is  night  work, 
and  is  necessarily  somewhat  more  expensive  than  ordinary 
day  work  would  be.  My  own  estimate  is,  however,  that  in 
the  new  tenders  which  are  about  to  be  asked  for,  for  the  par¬ 
liamentary  printing,  at  least  50  per  cent,  will  be  saved  on  the 
printing  itself,  that  is,  the  composition  and  press  work ;  the 
paper  would  be  about  the  same  price,  assuming  we  pay  the 
same  price  by  contract  that  we  are  paying  now ;  but  a 
material  saving  will  be  effected  in  that  way.  These  aro  the 
changes  that  are  proposed.  The  daily  edition  will  be  exactly 
as  it  is  now,  circulated  in  the  same  way,  and  the  Hansard 
will  be  in  every  respect,  precisely  as  it  is  now,  excepting 
that  the  form  will  bo  changed,  and  the  number  of  copies 
each  member  will  receive  will  be  two  instead  of  five,  with 
the  suggestion  that  the  reporters  shall  be  employed  during 
recess,  as  they  are  now  paid  an  annual  salary  instead  of 
being  paid  solely  for  the  Session. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings.)  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  can¬ 
not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  moved  this  motion. 
I  believe  that  the  Hansard  has  got  to  be  a  very  expensive 
piece  of  furniture,  if  I  may  call  it  so.  It  has  cost  this  House 
and  the  country  a  good  deal  more  than  appears  on  the  face 
of  it.  I  ask  any  hon.  member  wbo  was  in  this  House  years 
ago,  before  the  Hansard  was  established,  how  many  speeches 
we  had  that  lasted  six  hours  ?  How  many  books  wore  read 
from  the  Library  ?  How  many  newspapers  were  quoted  ? 
Let  hon.  members  who  were  members  of  the  House  before 
Hansard  was  established  go  back  in  their  minds  and  think 
this  over.  We  are  doing  a  great  injury  to  hon.  gontlemen. 
Some  of  their  heads,  hearts  and  kidneys  are  getting  affected 
by  the  long  speeches.  We  have  not  the  time  aud  we  have 
not  the  inclination  to  sit  here  and  listen  to  five  or  six  hour 
speeches  from  any  man,  I  care  not  who.  I  say  we  have  a 
right  to  be  charitable  and  stop  them.  Some  hon.  members 
have  read  books  and  have  uttered  words  that  ought  not  to 
bo  uttered  in  this  Houso,  against  the  personal  character  of 
members, ‘in  order  to  get  them  into  Hansard,  and  from  there 
into  their  county  papers.  It  is  time  this  was  stopped. 
If  we  are  to  have  Hansard,  let  us  allow  the 
leader  of  the  Government  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
and  the  Finance  Minister,  and  the  hon.  member  who 
answers  him  take  their  own  time ;  but  after  that,  the 
Hansard  reporters  should  not  be  allowed  to  report  any 
speeches  extending  more  than  one  hour.  There  is  not  an 
hon.  member  who  can  stand  up  one  hour  and  speak  without 
books,  papers,  documents  or  written  speeches.  How  many 
in  this  House  can  do  it  ?  I  am  unable  to  point  to  ono  who 
can  stand  up  here  and  speak  for  one  hour  without  documents. 
Few  men  can  speak  more  than  15  minutes  without  taking 
up  documents  and  quoting  from  them,  or  getting  up 
speeches  in  their  bedrooms.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  major-- 
ity  of  the  members  will  put  a  stop  to  it.  I  am  convinced  we 
have  strength  to  wipe  Hansard  out.  Why  should  wo  not  do 
so?  It  is  not  alone  a  matter  of  $50,000.  Tho  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  put  it  very  nicely.  Ho  is  a  printer.  Ho  says 
we  will  save  so  much  on  tho  printing  and  so  much  on  the 
reporting.  Travelling  expenses  are  to  be  allowed  to  tho 
reporters,  and  we  know  that  it  often  costs  as  much  to  send 
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an  officer  of  a  Department  to  do  a  piece  of  work  as  it  is  to  j 
get  the  woik  done  in  the  locality.  Not  much  is  going  to 
be  saved  in  that  direction.  All  matters  of  expense  are  very 
nice  when  they  come  before  Parliament.  It  is  not  only  tbe 
amount  the  people  have  to  pay  for  Hansard  but  tbe  length  | 
of  time  that  has  to  be  spent  here  by  hon.  members.  This 
House  is  not  blessed  with  rich  men,  with  few  exceptions,  and 
members  cannot  afford  to  spend  five  months  here.  Their 
business  and  families  require  them  at  home.  Unless  the 
Government  and  the  Opposition  will  agree  to  some  arrange 
ment  as  regards  the  length  of  the  debates,  I  am  satisfied 
Hansard  will  be  voted  down.  If  not,  we  can  carry  a  motion 
in  the  direction  of  shortening  speeches.  Let  us  be  chari¬ 
table  to  those  men  with  their  long,  insulting,  unpala¬ 
table  speeches,  speeches  that  are  not  fit  to  be  road.  Now, 
as  to  the  reports  of  the  speeches.  I  go  to  the  speeches  of 
the  Provincial  Parliament  of  Ontario,  and  I  say  unhesitat¬ 
ingly  the  reports  of  the  Mail  and  Globe  are  ten  times  better 
than  the  reports  of  this  House  .  I  say  they  are  better,  for 
they  circulate  among  the  people,  and  I  contend  the  people 
of  Ontario  are  better  informed  about  matters  before  the 
Provincial  Parliament  than  they  are  informed  about  the 
business  of  the  Dominion  Parliament.  Before  Hansard  was 
established,  those  two  papers  gave  the  people  reports  and  they 
were  read  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  that  great 
Province — I  cannot  speak  of  the  other  Provinces.  They  did 
not,  1  will  admit,  report  all  the  different  speeches  read  by 
hon.  gentlemen.  Not  a  bit  of  it.  They  did  not  report  when 
members  read  from  books  got  from  the  library.  They 
gave  the  gist  and  the  truthfulness  of  the  speeches  made  by 
hon.  gentlemen.  I  hope  that  something  is  going  to  be  done. 
We  cannot  afford  to  live  here  five  or  six  months  in  the  year. 
Had  it  not  been  for  Hansard  and  the  little  unfortunate 
trouble  we  had  in  liie  North-West,  and  ihe  fact  that 
the  Finance  Minister  had  to  go  away,  we  would  not 
have  been  here  five  or  six  months,  but  we  would  have  been 
at  home  and  been  able  to  pay  our  honest  debts  and  the 
interest  on  money  we  owe,  and  other  obligations  for  which 
we  are  responsible.  I  repeat  that  we  will  take  thi3  matter 
into  our  own  hands  whether  the  Government  like  it  or  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  likes  it,  and  we  will  manage  it. 
We  are  going  to  do  it,  and  we  have  men  to  do  it.  If  you 
want  to  wipe  it  out  vote  against  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell,  and  then  you  will  settle  the 
matter  and  we  will  not  be  here  for  five  months  next 
Sossion,  and  you  will  not  have  to  listen  to  speeches 
and  written  documents.  The  Globe,  the  Mail,  the  Citizen 
and  the  Free  Press,  and  the  Montreal  papers  will  not  be 
able  to  get  the  books  and  they  will  not  report  them,  and 
they  will  not  pay  for  telegraphing  them,  and  if  they  do  not 
appear  next  morning  they  will  not  appear  three  or  four 
days  afterwards.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  furnishes 
th8  Globe  with  three  or  four  speeches  of  six  hours  long 
which  occupies  it  during  the  Session.  I  have  pity  for  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  in  making  these  speeches — his 
health  cannot  stand  it.  I  move  to  wipe  out  that  which  I 
believe  to  be  the  cause  of  the  long  speeches. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell.)  By  voting  against  this  motion 
the  hon.  member  will  not  abolish  Hansard.  He  will  simply 
continue  it  at  the  increased  cost.  The  proposal  contained  in 
the  report  is  to  diminish  the  expense.  If  th9  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  desires  to  abolish  Hansard  he  should  move  that  it  is 
inexpedient  to  continue  the  official  report  of  the  Debates. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  did  not  catch  the  amount  of  saving  that 
is  expected  to  be  made. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  stated  that  the  saving  by  the 
change  of  form  will  be  about  $4,000,  and  by  tho  employ¬ 
ment  of  the  reporters  during  the  recess  about  $4,000  more. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  state 
that  when  the  present  contract  was  out,  Hansard  could  be 
Mr.  White  .(Hastings). 


July  14, 


!  printed  much  more  cheaply  than  now.  Has  he  made  any 
estimate  of  what  the  saving  will  be  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  My  impression  is  that  the  sav¬ 
ing  in  printing  afterwards  ought  to  be  between  $5,000  and 

I  $0,000. 

Mr.  CASEY.  A  very  considerable  saving.  I  think,  under 
the  circumstances,  Hansard,  even  if  it  is  not  reduced  in  hulk, 
will  probably,  in  tho  near  future,  become  a  less  expensive 
institution  than  it  is  at  the  present  time.  As  for  the  proposi¬ 
tion  to  make  the  reporters  permanent  officials,  and  to  use  them 
for  official  reporting  outside  of  Parliament,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  favorably  of  it,  because  we  have  seen  in  the  Public 
Accounts,  the  enormous  cost  of  reporting  the  proceedings 
of  commissions,  etc.,  by  outside  reporters.  There  was  the  case 
of  the  arbitration  with  regard  to  Section  B,  where  many  of 
tbe  sittings  were  held  here  in  this  city,  so  that  in  the  event  of 
employing  the  Hansard  reporters  there  would  have  been  no 
travelling  expenses  at  all,  and  speaking  from  memory,  I  think 
the  cost  of  the  reporting  in  that  case  was  something  like 
$8,000.  Other  cases  of  that  kind  must  arise,  aud  I 
think  the  probabilities  are — in  fact  there  will  be  almost  a 
certainty — that  there  will  be  a  very  large  and  important 
saving,  taking  the  year  round,  in  reporting  the  proceedings 
of  arbitrations,  etc.  If  the  Hansard  officors  were  made 
permanent  officers  for  the  whole  year  at  a  salary,  and  if 
we  could  direct  them  to  do  this  work  without  extra  cost  to 
the  country,  I  believe  their  travelling  expenses  in  cases 
where  the  reporting  would  be  done  outside  of  Ottawa  would 
be  a  trifling  item  compared  with  the  present  cost  of  en¬ 
gaging  outside  reporters.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  continuance  of  tbe  Hansard,  which  has  been  raised  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Hastings,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words. 
That  gentleman  has  taken  a  very  decided  stand  against 
the  Hansard,  and  he  certainly  cannot  be  blamed  for  adding 
much  to  the  length  of  Hansard  during  this  Session,  and 
cannot  be  expected  to  feel  any  great  personal  interest  in 
having  the  speeches  delivered  in  this  House,  correctly 
reported.  For  the  converse  of  that  reason,  as  one  who  has 
occupied  a  considerable  space  in  Hansard  this  Session, 
perhaps  it  would  be  well  for  me - 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Let  us  understand  the  matter ; 
if  you  have  any  insinuations,  out  with  them.  Say  what¬ 
ever  you  have  to  say  against  me. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  have  a  very  bad 
conscience,  indeed,  if  he  fancies  he  sees  insinuations  against 
him  in  every  allusion  that  is  made  to  him  in  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Speak  out  fully;  none  of  your 
insinuations. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  keep  order  and 
cease  his  rude  remarks  across  the  House  in  the  first  place ; 
and  in  the  second  place,  I  may  tell  him  that  I  made  no  in¬ 
sinuations,  and  that  he  must  have  a  very  bad  conscience, 
a  bad  digestion,  or  a  bad  liver,  if  he  thinks  I  alluded  to  him 
in  any  such  sense  as  ho  thinks.  What  I  said  was  that  he 
contributed  so  little  to  the  Hansard  that  he  probably  took 
no  great  amount  of  interest  in  tho  subject  personally,  and 
that  as  I  spoke  a  good  deal  I  might  be  regarded  as  unduly 
favorab'e  to  the  Hansard,  for  that  reason.  However,  I  must 
take  that  risk,  and  say  that  however  much  some  of  us  may 
have  erred  in  tho  iength  of  our  remarks;  howevor  wrong 
we  may  have  been  in  that  respect,  I  believe  Hansard  is 
an  institution  which  Ave  cannot  afford  to  dispense  with. 
It  may  be  regulated,  and  the  length  of  our  speeches 
may  bo  regulated  if  you  chose,  but,  apart  from  that,  Hansard 
is  a  necessary  institution.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  leads 
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to  lengthy  speeches  and  to  reading  speeches.  I  think  it  was 
a  most  unfortunate  thing  for  his  friends  that  he  should  call 
attention  to  the  growing  habit  of  reading  speeches,  because 
that  habit  is  almost  entirely  confined  to  his  own  side,  I  do 
not  remember  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  who  has  read 
a  speech  this  Session,  but  we  have  heard  read,  verbatim,  a 
speech  of  three  or  four  hours  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
taken  volume  by  volume  out  of  the  hon,  gentleman’s  hat,  and 
sent  out  to  the  Hansard  room.  It  went  on  in  that  way  until 
we  were  all  lost  in  amazement,  and  to  parody  the  language  of 
Goldsmith : 

“  — Still  the  wonder  grew, 

That  one  small  hat  could  carry  all  he  knew,  ” 

on  that  subject.  This  growing  practice,  which  has  not  yet 
become  general,  I  am  sorry  to  see  introduced,  and  I  think  it 
well  to  rebuke  it.  I  was  glad  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  it,  and  I  hope  the  rebuke  will  be  accepted.  As 
to  the  great  length  of  the  Hansard  on  account  of  the  debates 
on  the  Franchise  Bill,  I  think  that  is  more  imaginary  than 
real.  The  greater  part  of  the  extracts  which  were  read 
were  quoted  in  the  night  sessions  or  during  the  early 
hours  ol  morning,  when  the  speeches  were  necessarily  rather 
rambling,  and  1  would  point  out  that,  at  such  times  the 
Hansard  was  not  burdened  with  the  extracts  read,  because 
scarcely  any  of  them  were  put  in  Hansard.  I  know  that 
on  one  occasion,  a  three  hours’  speech  was  made  in  that 
debate  which,  by  striking  out  the  extracts  and  giving 
only  a  reference  to  the  books,  made  only  1£  columns  of 
Hansard.  I  think  this  was  the  proper  course  under  the 
circumstances,  when  the  extracts  were  too  voluminous,  not 
to  record  them  in  Hansard ,  and  thus  prevent  any  great 
extension  of  that  debate  in  its  columns.  The  cause  of  our 
having  a  voluminous  Hansard  this  year  was  the  tremendous 
amount  of  business  which  we  have  had  to  do,  and  the  fact 
that  it  was  discussed  more  fully  than  usual.  As  every  hon. 
gentleman  knows,  we  have  been  in  the  habit  of  allowing 
business  to  go  through  here  without  sufficient  discussion. 
That  has  been  a  fault  on  both  sides.  This  year  we 
desired  to  discuss  matters  more  thoroughly,  and  the  lesson 
to  be  learned  from  the  unusual  length  of  the  Session,  is  that 
the  Government  should  not  give  us  too  much  business  in  one 
Session,  and  should  give  us  as  much  of  it  as  possible  in 
the  early  part  of  the  Session,  when  it  can  be  thoroughly  dis¬ 
cussed.  Experience  does  not  point  to  the  abolition  of  the 
Hansard  at  all,  but  to  a  revolution  in  the  manner  of  conduct¬ 
ing  the  business  of  the  House,  by  the  Government  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  bringdown  the  business  early,  so  as  to  have  it  discuss¬ 
ed  at  a  time  when  we  generally  have  nothing  to  do,  and  in  that 
case  we  need  not  have  more  than  a  three  months’  Session  in 
future,  and  yet  the  business  of  the  country  would  be  fully 
discussed.  I  say  that  the  newspaper  reports  cannot  be 
relied  upon  to  give  a  full  and  fair  report  of  what  is  said  in  this 
House.  The  newspapers  of  neither  party  report  even  their 
own  friends  with  any  degree  of  fullness,  except  in  the  case 
of  some  great  speech  which  is  specially  reported  verbatim. 
I  say  that  the  newspapers  would  not  adequately  report  the 
dobates  of  Parliament,  and  no  man  in  the  House  could 
afford  to  trust  his  reputation  as  a  politician  to  the  reports 
which  appear  in  the  party  newspapers.  I  say  the  papers 
do  not  report  the  members  of  their  own  party  at  all  fully 
and  they  report  their  opponents  unfairly,  and  an  authorita¬ 
tive  record  of  what  is  said  in  this  House  is  quite  as  import¬ 
ant  as  a  record  of  what  is  done.  This  is  a  consideration 
which  applies  to  every  member  in  the  House,  and  if  it 
applies  to  private  members,  it  applies  with  still  greater 
force  to  members  of  the  Government,  and  party  leaders 
generally,  of  whose  statements  there  ought  to  be  an  author¬ 
itative  report  so  that  their  position  may  be  known,  and  so 
that  they  may  be  held  to  account  for  what  they  say. 
For  all  these  reasons,  I  must  adhere,  as  I  have  always  done, 
to  the  idea  that  we  should  have  a  Hansard.  The  question 
of  having  it  economically  managed  is  quite  another  thing ; 


that  is  a  question  for  the  Printing  Committee,  and  they  have 
certainly  this  year  shown  some  desire  to  secure  economy. 
But  I  must  object  to  the  cutting  off  of  the  number  of  copies 
hitherto  given  to  members.  I  do  not  think  five  copies  are 
at  all  too  many  for  any  member.  I  believe  every  member 
of  this  House  feels  that  he  can  very  well  apply  the  five 
copies — that  there  are  at  least  four  persons  in  every  con¬ 
stituency  in  Canada  occupying  sufficiently  important  posi¬ 
tions,  and  sufficiently  posted  in  political  matters  to  be  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  a  full  report  of  what  is  done  in  the  House. 
If  we  only  get  two  copies,  we  can  only  give  one  to  a  friend 
and  that  is  certainly  a  stingy  allowance.  I  regret  also 
that  the  proposal  to  give  bound  copies  to  the  newspapers 
has  been  dropped.  I  think  economy  could  easily  be 
effected  in  another  direction  to  allow  this  to  be  done  ;  and 
it  would  be  a  great  convenience  to  the  newspapers  to  have 
them.  For  all  these  reasons,  while  I  agree  with  one  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Printing  Committee,  1  have  to  differ  from 
those  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  I  differ  in  toto  from 
the  proposal  that  the  Hansard  should  be  abolished. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  The  result  of  the  present  Ses¬ 
sion  has  convinced  me,  that  Hansard  is  at  all  events  a  very 
expensive  gratification  to  many  of  the  hon.  members  of  this 
House.  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  almost  any 
subject  can  be  fairly  ventilated  in  an  hour  or  an  hour  and  a 
half ;  yet  we  have  witnessed  during  the  present  Session  the 
spectacle  of  hon.  members  of  this  House  occupying  its 
time  all  the  way  from  two  hours  up  to  seven  and  eight 
hours  in  the  discussion  of  subjects  which  to  any  fair  and 
reasonable  mind  could  be  discussed  and  decided  in  much  less 
time.  It  is  not  alone  that  we  have  to  place  in  the  Estimates 
a  large  sum  of  money  for  the  mere  publication  of  the 
Hansard,  but  the  length  of  time  that  this  Session  has  drag¬ 
ged  out  in  consequence  of  the  existence  of  Hansard  and  in 
consequence  of  hon.  members  wishing  their  lengthy 
speeches  and  the  long  extracts  they  read  placed  in  Hansard , 
makes  it  something  more  than  a  mere  expense  to  the  coun¬ 
try — makes  it  a  very  serious  inconvenience  to  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  who  have  anything  to  do  at  home.  I  am 
quite  willing  to  concede  that  in  the  future,  it  may  be, 
Hansard  would  be  a  very  valuable  document  to  refer  to, 
containing  a  report  of  the  legislation  of  this  country  and 
very  many  useful  things  for  future  generations  ;  but,  Sir, 
we  have  to  legislate  for  the  present  as  well  as  for  the  future, 
and  I  have  every  confidence  that  in  the  press  of  this  coun¬ 
try  the  speeches  of  hon.  members  of  this  House  that  are 
worth  reporting  will  be  reported  fairly  and  well.  Without 
saying  anything  further,  l  beg  to  move,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Cochrane  : 

That  all  the  words  after  “That”  be  omitted,  and  the  following 
inserted  instead  thereof :  the  publication  of  Hansard  be  hereafter 
discontinued. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN.  I  was  rising  when  my  hon. 
friend  from  Brockville  (Mr.  Wood)  rose  to  make  his 
motion,  in  order  to  suggest  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Hast¬ 
ings  (Mr.  White)  not  to  oppose  this  motion  now,  for  this 
reason:  We  do  not  know  what  the  House  of  Commons 
may  decide,  and,  if  Hansard  is  to  be  maintained,  it  is  better 
to  adopt  this  report,  because  its  object  is  to  reduce  the 
expense ;  then  on  the  second  Order  of  the  Day  —the  further 
consideration  of  resolution  37  reported  from  Committee  of 
Supply,  which  is  the  vote  for  Hansard  for  next  year — the 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Brockville  can  properly  be 
made.  Speaking  for  myself  individually,  after  what  I  have 
seen  of  the  increasing  volumes  of  Hansard  year  after  year, 
and  especially  the  immense  edition  we  shall  have  this  year, 
I  must  say  I  am  not  favorable  to  the  maintenance  of 
Hansard.  I  think  it  is  an  expense  that  the  country  can 
dispense  with  to  advantage.  If  we  continue  as  we  are 
doing  every  Session,  we  shall  after  a  while  have  a  new 
library.  This  year  I  do  not  know  how  many  volumes  we 
shall  have,  and  the  expense  is  very  large.  I  will  not  say  a 
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word  of  the  speeches  that  have  been  uttered  in  this  House; 
we  must  suppose  that  the  speeches  of  hon.  members  ot  this 
House  ai-e  worth  reporting,  but  I  am  sure  the  country  will 
believe  that  if  we  had  not  a  Hansard  the  Sessions  would  not 
be  so  long,  and  there  would  not  be  so  many  speeches. 
Therefore  I  would  recommend  my  hon.  friend  from  Brock- 
ville  to  postpone  his  motion  until  we  come  to  the  vote  for 
next  year,  because  even  if  we  reject  this  report  the  vote  of 
money  would  remain. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hastings).  Would  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  give  the  House  an  approximate  idea  of  the 
expense  of  the  Hansard,  including  salaries,  during  the  pre¬ 
sent  Session. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  listened  to  the  suggestions  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  made  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brockville  (Mr.  Wood)  and  I  must  say  I  do  not 
approve  of  them  for  two  reasons.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  if  this  motion  is  withdrawn  and  the  original  motion  to 
adopt  the  report  of  the  committee  is  carried,  that  will 
reduce  the  expense ;  but  does  he  not  see  that  if  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville  is  carried  there  will  be 
no  necessity  for  the  motion  of  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  ?  It  will  wipe  it  away.  Does  he  not  see  that  he  places 
the  supporters  of  the  hon.  gentleman  behind  him  in  a  false 
position  ?  If  the  amendment  is  withdrawn  and  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  is  carried,  the  House  will 
be  in  the  position  of  practically  endorsing  the  continuance 
of  Hansard.  They  do  another  thing  :  If  the  suggestions  of 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Brockville  that  he  should  move  to  abolish  Hansard  as  an 
amendment  to  the  vote  in  Committee  of  Supply,  what 
position  is  he  putting  his  friends  behind  him  in  ? 
They  will  have  to  vote  against  going  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply,  which  would  practically  defeat 
the  Administration.  At  all  events,  that  is  not  a  fair  and 
square  way  of  dealing  with  this'  matter.  I  like  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville.  I  express  no  opinion  as 
to  the  course  I  will  take  upon  it ;  but  it  is  the  fair  and 
square  way  of  dealing  with  this  thing.  How,  I  will  say  a 
word  for  the  Hansard  people.  I  must  pay  them  the  tribute 
of  saying,  so  far  as  the  reports  of  my  speeches  are  con¬ 
cerned,  that  never,  from  the  first  time  they  have  started  to 
the  last,  with  one  slight  exception,  have  1  had  occasion  to 
call  attention  to  any  inaccuracy  ;  I  think  the  work  is  well 
done,  and  if  we  are  to  have  a  Hansard ,  I  doubt  if  we  could 
find  a  more  efficient  set  of  men  than  the  gentlemen  we 
employ  to-day ;  but  we  know  that  the  volumes  have  swollen 
to  an  enormous  size  in  consequence  of  the  time  taken  up  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  with  a  few  exceptions  on  this 
side  as  well.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  laugh,  but  I  think  they 
will  admit  that  three-fourths  of  the  time  of  the  Session  has 
been  taken  up  by  their  long  speeches.  I  know  it  is  not 
palatable  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side,  and 
perhaps  not  to  some  on  this  side.  I  am  looking 
for  the  six-hour  men.  I  see  one  of  them  is  out  now. 
I  will  say  this,  that  I  believe  Hansard  has  prolonged  this 
Session  two  months  at  least,  and  if  we  are  to  have  a  recur¬ 
rence  of  these  lengthy  Sessions,  what  between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  being  unprepared  to  bring  down  their  measures  and 
the  Opposition  being  determined  to  obstruct  them,  when 
they  do  bring  them  down,  we  have  lengthened  this  Session 
until  it  is  nearly  six  months  long.  1  presume  it  will  be 
that  length  before  we  get  through  with  it.  Hon.  members 
talk  of  adjourning  Saturday.  My  impression  is,  the  way 
business  goes  on,  we  will  not  get  away  Saturday  week. 
How  many  gentlemen  listening  to  me  will  be  content  to 
come  back  here  as  representatives  in  Parliament,  if  the 
precedent  set  this  year  is  to  be  followed  in  future  years  ?  If 
we  cannot  get  men  to  come,  under  such  circumstances,  and 
if  we  know  whore  the  fault  lies — and  one  fault  is  the  fact 
that  hon.  gentlemen  are  so  fond  of  seeing  themselves  in 
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Hansard,  that  they  take  hour  after  hour  getting  their 
speeches  ready  and  delivering  them  ;  in  place  of  presenting 
their  views  to  the  Chair  succinctly  and  clearly,  they  give 
us  essays  and  extensive  extracts  which  go  into  the  Hansard, 
and  the  speeches  are  then  published  in  pamphlet  shape  and 
sent  through  the  country  as  campaign  documents. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  helps  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  If  the  hon,  gentleman  ran  a  daily 
paper,  he  would  find  the  prolongation  of  the  Session  affected 
his  pocket  to  the  tune  perhaps  of  thousands  of  dollars,  and 
I  feel  it  in  my  pocket.  If  we  see  an  evil  in  this  thing,  wo 
ought  to  remedy  it.  There  has  been  a  crying  evil  this  Ses¬ 
sion  that  we  ought  to  remedy.  Means  should  be  taken  to 
cause  hon.  members  to  make  fewer  speeches,  but  good 
speeches,  to  make  their  points  in  a  business  like  way,  and 
not  speak  for  hours  in  order  to  fill  up  page  after  page  of 
the  official  Hansard  so  that  they  may  send  their  speeches 
to  their  constituents. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  have  the 
goodness  to  state  who  it  was  who  read  the  essays  in  the 
House.  Only  one  essay  was  read  in  the  House  this  Session. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  There  were  two  essays  read  this 

Session. 

Mr.  LANDERK1N.  I  heard  but  one. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  There  was  one  on  each  side  of  tho 
Bouse.  There  were  speeches,  u-eless,  long  speeches,  with 
extracts  from  books  and  papers,  and  prepared  speeches 
made  with  no  other  object  than  to  delay  business.  This 
evil  exists  on  both  sides,  and  we  ought  to  remedy  it.  I 
regret  to  say  that  I  will  vote  to  abolish  Hansard,  but  I  see 
nothing  else  to  be  done,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  member  for 
Brockville  (Mr.  Wood)  will  adhere  to  his  resolution,  and 
test  the  feeling  of  the  House  on  this  point. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  concur  in  the  views  expressed  in 
the  resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville  (Mr. 
Wood),  nor  do  I  admit  the  correctness  of  the  views 
expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell).  The  official  reports  of  the  Debates  of  this  House 
we  have  had  for  acme  eight  or  ten  years,  and  the  same 
motive  that  has  operated  on  the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen 
this  Session  operated  on  the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen 
before,  and  if  the  Debates  have  caused  the  Session  to  be 
lengthened  this  year,  it  operated  quite  as  strongly  in  former 
Sessions  as  in  this.  That  does  not  account  for  the  length 
of  the  Session  ;  it  bad  nothing  whatevor  to  do  with  it.  I 
utterly  deny  that  any  considerable  number  of  hon.  members, 
I  doubt  whether  a  single  member  of  the  House  has  made 
a  longer  speech  than  he  would  otherwise  have  made,  in 
consequence  of  the  debates  having  been  published  in  the 
Debates.  If  the  Debates  have  lengthened  this  Session  by 
two  monthi;,  how  is  it  it  had  not  that  effect  in  previous 
Sessions  ?  We  have  had  a  Session  of  ten  weeks.  How  is 
it  we  have  had  a  Session  nearly  three  times  that  length 
now  ?  It  is  not  became  we  have  tho  Debates,  because  we  had 
it  before;  it  is  because  of  the  character  of  the  measures  in¬ 
troduced  by  the  Government  and  tho  time  they  were  brought 
forward.  We  were  here  nearly  ten  weeks  before  tho 
measures  of  the  Government  were  submitted.  The  time 
when  Parliament  should  have  risen  was  tho  time  Govern¬ 
ment  measures  first  began  to  be  laid  on  the  Table.  I  say  it 
is  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  tho  Treasury  benches  who  are 
responsible  for  the  length  of  the  Session,  and  not  the  official 
publication  of  the  debates.  The  only  measure  introduced 
this  Session  on  which  there  was  a  long  discussion  was  the 
Franchise  Bill.  I  believe  ten  weeks  elapsed  between  the 
time  when  the  committee  rose  until  we  went  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply  again,  The  House  sat  from  day  to  day 
considering  the  measure.  Why  was  the  discussion  so  long  ? 
It  was  because  the  Government  sought  to  force  the  measure 
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through,  before  there  was  an  opportunity  of  informing  the 
country  of  the  character  of  the  measure.  We  pointed  out 
at  the  time  the  objectionable  character  of  the  measure,  that 
the  opinion  of  the  country  had  not  beon  taken  upon  it,  that 
the  coarse  taken  by  the  Government  on  that  measure  was 
an  unconstitutional  and  arbitrary  course,  one  that  struck  at 
the  very  foundation  of  government  in  this  country,  and  yet 
they  persisted  in  that  measure.  Wo  had  no  opportunity, 
we  were  denied  the  opportunity  of  informing  our  constituents 
of  meeting  them  face  to  face  on  this  measure.  We  had  no 
way  of  imparting  information  to  the  country,  except  in  that 
indirect  way  by  discussing  the  measure  from  day  to  day  in 
the  House.  The  time  taken  by  the  Government  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  measure  was  sufficient  to  enable  them  to 
carry  through  the  entire  business  of  the  Session,  if  they 
had  chosen,  but  they  were  not  ready.  They  were  anxious 
for  the  protraction  of  the  debate,  and  when  the  debate  was 
over  we  saw  the  House  adjourn  again,  time  and  again, 
because  the  Government  had  not  made  such  arrangements 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  with  whom  they  are 
proposing  to  deal,  or  whom  they  are  seeking  to  conciliate, 
or  some  other  company  whose  support  they  are  seeking 
outside  the  House.  That  caused  the  length  of  the  Session. 
Hon.  gentlemen  undertake  to  shift  the  responsibility  from 
their  own  shoulders  to  the  shoulders  of  members  of  the 
House,  and  say  it  is  because  hon.  members  want  their 
speeches  to  appear  in  the  Debates,  I  do  not  believe  that  is 
true;  it  is  a  calumny  upon  the  members  of  this  House;  but 
I  do  say  it  is  important  there  should  be  an  official  report 
of  the  debates. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS  Hon.  gentlemen  say  no,  but  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  mannor  in  which  the  debates  are  reported 
by  the  press  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  find  the 
Toronto  Mail  has  attributed  to  me,  upon  the  subject  of 
Excise  duties,  remarks  I  never  used.  The  Toronto  Mail 
makes  me  say  : 

“Hon.  David  Mills  said  there  was  no  sufficient  reason  for  placing  of 
additional  burdens  upon  people  by  increasing  duties  upon  whiskeys.  It 
was  evident  to  him  that  as  the  distillers  took  an  unusual  quantity  of 
liquors  out  of  bond,  they  must  have  been  informed  in  advance  of  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  increase  the  duty.  ” 

l  never  said  anything  like  that.  Yet  I  find  that  repeated 
in  the  Mail  two  or  three  times  over  and  quoted  in  several 
Tory  journals  ;  and  I  find  the  following  article  in  the  Mon¬ 
treal  Witness  based  upon  that  report  which  put  words  in  my 
mouth  I  never  used  : — 

“  The  Hon.  David  Mills,  if  truly  reported,  will  have  to  be  added  to  the 
iist  of  persons  unfit  to  represent  a  Canadian  constituency.  Although 
he  voted  on  the  Scott  Act  question  against  permitting  the  sale  of  beer 
and  wine,  he  must  have  done  that,  as  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  would  put  it, 
under  pressure  from  the  fanatics  of  his  constituency,  or  else,  differing 
from  Mr.  Smith,  he  thinks  whiskey  a  more  wholesome  beverage  than 
these,  and  one  that  ought  to  be  encouraged.  He  actually  complained 
of  the  increased  burden  the  spirit  tax  would  lay  upon  the  people.  Poor 
people  1  stinted  of  their  whiskey.  We  have  heard  incessantly  of  late  of 
the  intemperance  of  temperance  reformers.  According  to  Mr.  Mills, 
even  Sir  John  Macdonald  is  an  intemperate  reformer,  going  altogether 
too  far  when  he  adds  to  the  taxation  of  the  p^or  people’s  whiskey.  We 
welcome  Sir  John  into  the  ranks  of  the  fanatics.” 

Here  you  have  a  speech  manufactured,  words  put  in  my 
mouth  I  never  used,  the  report  repeated  (wo  or  three  times 
in  the  Mail,  copied  in  several  Tory  journals,  and  then  an 
article  founded  upon  the  report  in  another  paper,  assuming 
it  to  be  true.  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that  it  would  be 
insisted  upon,  notwithstanding  my  denial  that  I  had  used 
those  words,  if  we  had  not  an  official  report  which  shows 
that  no  such  language  was  employed  at  all.  We  understand 
why  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  so  anxious  to  get  rid  of 
the  Debates.  The  hon.  gentleman  made  an  attack  upon  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  because  he  occupied  six 
hours  in  discussing  the  grievances  of  the  half-breed  popu¬ 
lation  in  the  North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  forgets 
that  Mr.  Burke  occupied  eleven  days  in  discussing  the 


grievances  of  the  people  of  India.  Was  that  an  improper 
proceeding  ?  Why  did  he  take  up  so  much  time  ?  Because  of 
the  number  of  documents  to  be  cited  in  proof  of  the  charges 
he  had  brought  against  Warren  Hastings.  My  hon.  friend 
felt  it  necessary,  from  the  fragmentary  information  the 
Government  has  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  House,  to 
quote  a  number  of  documents  for  the  purpose  of  establish¬ 
ing  the  charges  he  made  against  the  Administration. 
There  was  not  a  word  or  a  syllable  in  the  motion  which 
my  hon.  friend  submitted  to  the  House  that  was  not  sus¬ 
tained  by  the  evidence  he  produced.  How  did  the  hon. 
gentlemen  meet  that  charge  ?  First,  by  talking  beside  the 
issue,  by  speaking  against  an  Administration  whose  con¬ 
duct  they  did  not  impeach  at  the  time  when  they  were  in 
power,  and  now  by  talking  against  my  hon.  friend  on 
account  of  his  having  made  a  long  speech.  We  all  know 
why  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  done  this.  There  is  no  other 
evidence  that  they  have,  and  the  country  will  have  no 
difficulty  in  understanding  why  it  is  that  this  motion  has 
been  made,  and  that  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  has  been  attacked  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
on  account  of  the  speech  he  made  on  the  North-West 
question. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Really,  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  must  be  some  order  kept,  and  you  were  evidently  not 
listening  when  the  hon.  gentleman  who  just  sat  down  was 
clearly  out  of  order.  He  quoted  a  previous  debate,  and 
tried  to  impute  motives  to  hon.  members  which  aj-ose  out  of 
that  previous  debate.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
make  this  a  party  question.  He  does  not  know  what 
course  I  am  going  to  take  on  this  subject,  for  instance.  It 
has  nothing  to  do  with  that  debate  to  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  refers,  but  it  is  simply  a  question  whether  we  should 
have  a  Hansard  or  not,  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  politi¬ 
cal  discussions  which  have  arisen  in  this  House. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  desire  to  say  a  very  few 
words  pertinent  to  the  question  before  the  House.  I  notice 
that  there  is  considerable  feeling  in  the  House  in  favor  of 
the  motion  which  has  been  offered  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Brockville  (Mr.  Wood).  I  think  that  feeling  is  rather  ap¬ 
parent,  and  I  regret  it  somewhat,  because  I  am  one  of  those 
who,  from  the  first  day  that  official  reporting  was  adopted, 
in  the  House,  have  been  in  favor  of  it ;  and  we  have  felt  our 
way  along,  and  worked  along  through  difficulties  which  are 
incident  to  the  inauguration  of  a  new  system,  in  almost 
any  matter,  and  we  have  now  arrived  at  a  stage  I  think,  of 
almost  perfection  in  reporting  the  debates  of  this  House. 

Mr.  FARROW.  Look  at  the  size. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Looking  at  the  size  does  not 
say  anything  against  what  I  am  stating,  that  we  have 
arrived  at  a  state  of  almost  absolute  perfection  in  reporting 
the  Debates  and  giving  them  to  us  when  they  are  service¬ 
able  and  at  the  time  agreed  upon.  We  have  passed  through 
the  stages  of  having  the  Debates  published  and  in  our  hands 
two  or  three  weeks  after  the  time  when  they  were  delivered, 
when  they  were  practically  useless.  The  Hansard  Committee 
seemed  to  me  to  have  been  bending  their  energies  in  the 
direction  of  making  the  official  reports  complete,  and  they 
have  succeeded  in  doing  so,  and  have  succeeded  in  enlisting 
in  our  service  a  staff  of  men  who  are  so  capable  to  discharge 
the  duties  they  have  to  fulfil  that  it  is  highly  questionable 
if  their  equals  can  be  found.  If  we  adopt  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Brockville  (Mr.  Wood),  we  should  be 
doing  a  very  great  injustice  towards  a  very  able  staff 
of  men  who  were  constituted,  and  who  are,  as  I 
understand,  permanent  officers  of  this  House,  and  they 
may  be  ruthlessly  scattered  in  this  way,  they  may  be 
suddenly  dismissed  without  a  word  of  warning,  eight  or 
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nine  permanent  officers  of  the  House  may  be  treated  in  that 
way  without  any  warning,  but  I  feel  persuaded  that,  if  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville  prevails,  if  these 
gentlemen  are  scattered,  not  more  than  one  Session  will 
elapse  before  it  will  be  decided,  I  believe  almost  unanim¬ 
ously,  that  we  shall  again  have  a  system  of  official  reporting 
of  the  debates,  with  all  the  difficulties  to  be  encountered 
again,  with  the  men  to  be  got  together  again,  and  I  feel 
that  in  adopting  this  motion  we  would  make  a  very  serious 
and  a  very  great  mistake.  When  a  young  member  of  the 
House,  when  the  debates  were  first  commenced,  I  supported 
the  proposition  at  that  time,  particularly  from  this  view, 
that  I  noticed  that  the  press  had  not  sufficient  reporters  to 
report  the  whole  of  the  proceedings  in  Parliament,  I  noticed 
— what  no  one  could  fail  to  notice — that  the  press  gave  pro¬ 
minence  to  the  speeches  of  members  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  leaders  of  the  Opposition,  as  could  only  be  supposed, 
but  the  great  mass  of  gentlemen  who  sat  behind 
either  the  members  of  the  Government  or  the  leaders 
of  the  Opposition,  were  not  reported  at  all,  or,  if  they  were 
reported,  the  report  was  necessarily  much  condensed,  and 
that  a  party  was,  in  consequence  of  this  condensation,  very 
often  made  to  say  the  very  opposite  of  what  he  intended  to 
say.  One  can  quite  understand  that,  when  there  is  such  a 
great  condensation,  it  is  impossible  to  give  the  sense  and 
meaning  of  a  speech.  1  did  think  at  that  time  that,  how¬ 
ever  humble  might  be  the  position  occupied  by  members 
who  had  been  elected,  if  they  saw  fit  to  speak  on  some 
subject,  it  might  be  that  they  were  as  thoroughly  conver¬ 
sant  with  those  subjects  as  even  the  leaders  of  the  two 
parties.  It  might  be  a  local  matter  on  which  they  spoke, 
and  their  utterances  were  worthy  of  being  placed  on  record 
in  such  a  position  that  they  could  be  referred  to. 
While  thinking  that  in  reference  to  the  newer  mem¬ 
bers,  I  did  think  also  that  the,  speeches  of  the 
leading  statesmen  of  Canada,  the  men  who  are  entrusted 
with  the  duty  of  managing  the  affairs  of  this  great  and 
growing  country,  and  the  speeches  of  those  opposed  to 
them,  who  watch  and  criticise  their  pretensions,  should  be 
put  on  record  in  order  that  posterity  might  be  able  to  read 
what  was  said  in  Parliament,  and  that  the  history  of  Canada 
should  be  compiled  in  that  way.  I  have  not  changed  my 
views  up  to  the  present  time.  I  recognise  that  there  is  a 
feeling  almost  of  bitterness  in  the  breasts  of  some  because 
we  have  been  retained  so  long  this  Session.  It  would  only 
produce  acrimony  if  I  wore  to  say  anything  as  to  what  I 
consider  the  cause  of  that.  The  First  Minister  has  stated 
that  it  is  no  cause  of  this  discussion,  that  this  is  not 
a  party  question,  but  that  we  are  discussing  it  on 
its  own  merits.  But  this  I  will  venture  to  say, 

without  arousing  any  feeling  or  leading  the  mind  away 
from  the  question,  that  my  own  firm  opinion  is — and 
I  hesitate  not  to  express  it — that  the  existence  of  Hansard 
had  nothing  more  to  do  with  the  prolongation  of  this 
Session  than  anything  that  hon.  gentlemen  might  choose 
to  mention.  With  reference  to  Hansard  conducing  to  long 
speeches  by  members,  my  opinion  is  the  very  reverse  of 
that.  If  1  may  speak  from  my  own  sentiments  and  my 
own  feelings — and  one  in  doing  that  will  not  entirely  mis¬ 
judge  the  sentiments  and  feelings  of  others — my  opinion  is 
that,  if  there  be  one  thing  more  than  another  that  would 
tend  to  make  a  public  man  careful  in  the  utterances  that  he 
makes  in  Parliament,  it  is  the  fact  that  his  utterances  are 
being  taken  and  reported  by  gentlemen  whose  duty  it  is  to 
do  so,  and  who  discharge  that  duty  impartially.  Sir,  my 
own  opinion  is  the  very  opposite  of  those  who  have  spoken 
in  the  sense  of  the  Hansard  prolonging  the  speeches,  and 
that  instead  it  is  my  own  firm  conviction  that  the  tendency 
is  in  exactly  the  opposite  direction. 

Mr.  TASS&  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must  say 
that  I  entirely  agree — which  is  a  rather  unusual  fact — with 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


the  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  member  wKo  has  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant).  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  the 
House,  in  its  wisdom,  decided  to  abolish  the  Hansard  that 
a  single  Session  would  not  pass  by  before  it  would  be  again 
re-established.  Indeed,  this  has  already  taken  place  since 
the  principle  of  the  Hansard  has  boen  adopted;  we  have 
seen  the  Hansard  abolished  and  all  its  staff  scattered,  and  at 
the  next  Session  Parliament  re-established  it.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  if  Parliament  decides  upon  abolition 
to-day,  during  the  next  Session  or  during  the  Session  next 
following  there  will  be  a  majority  in  favor  of  the  re-estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  Hansard.  Hence,  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson).  I  must,  consequently, 
have  heard  with  regret  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Public  Works,  who  pronounced  in  favor  of  the  aboli¬ 
tion  of  the  Hansard.  Still,  I  agree  with  him  on  more  than 
one  point,  and  especially  on  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  that 
publication  has  considerably  inci’eased  since  lStfi,  in  which 
year  we  commenced  to  publish  it,  as  the  following  figures 
will  show : 

In' 1876 . $12,000 

1876  .  11,280 

1877  . 16,456 

1878  .  19,007 

1879  . 19,130 

1880  . . . .  16,286 

1881  .  24,099 

1882  .  26,126 

1883 .  28,494 

1884.. .  38,114 

I  do  not  know  what  the  figures  will  be  for  the  current  year, 
but  I  presume  that  the  expenditure  will  be  much  larger 
than  it  was  last  year.  And  on  this  point  I  perfectly  agree 
with  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works;  the  expenditure 
in  the  past  has  been  too  high  and  even  excessive.  But 
because  the  expenses  are  too  high  it  does  not  follow  that 
we  should  destroy  an  institution  which  is  in  itself  useful  to 
the  country  and  Parliament.  I  believe  that  instead  of 
destroying  it  we  should,  on  the  contrai’y,  try  and  amend, 
improve  and  peifact  the  system  followed  until  now.  The 
report  made  by  the  Debates  Committee  is  an  important 
step  in  the  direction  of  a  sound  and  good  economy.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  figures  given  by  the  hon.  chairman  of  that  com¬ 
mittee,  if  that  report  is  adopted  there  will  be  a  probable 
reduction,  first  in  the  printing  of  tho  Debates,  and  again  by 
the  employment  of  tho  reporters,  whose  services  will  be 
utilised  as  stenogi-apaers  before  the  courts,  and  again, 
through  the  reduction  in  the  number  of  copies  given  to  each 
member;  there  will  be,  I  say,  a  reduction  in  the  expenses 
of  $13,000  per  year  according  to  the  hon.  chairman 
of  the  committee.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  reduction  is 
quite  large,  and  1  believe  that  the  House,  instead  of 
adopting  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville 
(Mr.  Wood)  should  unanimously  adopt  the  report  of  the 
Debates  Committee,  which  is  conducive  to  progress  and 
sound  and  substantial  economy.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  believe  that 
we  might  make  further  economy  besides  that  which  is 
suggested  by  the  committee,  and  that  economy  is  embraced 
in  the  proposition  which  I  am  about  to  make  to  the  House, 
and  which  I  hope  will  be  adopted.  I  believe  that  instead  of 
reporting  verbatim  the  discussion  which  takes  place  when 
the  House  sits  as  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  Bills, 
they  should  be  summarised  and  boiled  down.  By  this 
means  the  Hansard  for  this  year  would  have  boen  consider¬ 
ably  diminished.  It  is  true  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
eloquent  effusions  which  we  have  heard  from  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  during  tho  famous  debate  on  the 
Franchise  Bill  would  have  been  lost  to  us ;  but  I  believe 
that  the  House  would  willingly  sacrifice  that  pleasure ;  I 
even  think  that  the  hon;  members  opposite,  after  they 
reached  their  homes,  when  they  had  an  opportunity  to  read 
their  speeches,  would  also  be  willing  to  make  that  sacrifice, 
because  I  must  say  that  the  Opposition  has  made  a  real 
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abuse  of  eloqueuce,  from  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  and 
the  most  guilty  of  them  all  is  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion.  I  find  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake)  has  all  alone  covered  253  pages  of  the  Hansard. 

Mr.  LAURIER.(Translation.)Is  there  a  word  too  many  ? 

Mr.  TASSE.  (Translation.)  The  next  great  offender  is  the 
hon. member  for  Both well(Mr.Mills), who  occupies  134  pages  ; 
the  third  is  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron), 
with  119  pages;  the  fourth  is  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  with  98  pages.  Well,  Mr.  Spoaker,  by 
the  proposition  which  I  am  about  to  make  to  this  House,  if 
it  is  carried,  if  it  had  previously  been  adopted,  a  groat  por¬ 
tion  of  the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered  by  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  would  have  been  laid  aside ;  and,  conse¬ 
quently,  a  groat  portion  of  the  expenditure  involved  in  the 
publishing  of  the  Hansard  would  have  been  avoided.  In 
the  third  place,  I  believe  it  is  unfair  to  have  every  year  a 
debate  on  the  question  whether  we  should  abolish  that 
publication  or  not.  I  believe  it  is  unfair  towards  the 
officers,  the  reporters,  the  translators  and  their  assistants, 
who,  until  now,  have  proved  that  they  would  perform  their 
duties  in  the  most  efficient  and  useful  manner.  Well,  every 
year  these  officials  have  the  sword  of  Damocles  suspended 
above  their  heads,  every  year  they  are  threatened  with 
dismissal,  although  they  have  been  for  several  years  in  the 
employ  of  this  House.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  principle  of  pub¬ 
lishing  the  Debates  has  been  adopted  since  1875,  and  having 
been  ratified  by  the  present  Parliament,  it  seems  to  me,  in 
my  humble  opinion,  that  that  principle  ought  to  be  main¬ 
tained,  and  that  instead  of  destroying  the  Hansard  we 
should  amend  it,  make  it  more  perfect  and  improve  it  in 
the  direction  indicated  by  the  Hansard  Committee.  To 
give  effect  to  the  proposition  to  which  I  have  referred,  I  beg 
to  move  the  following  in  amendment  to  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Brock  ville : 

That  all  the  words  after  “  That  ”  be  struck  out,  and  the  following  be 
substituted  to  the  main  motion  :  It  is  the  opinion  of  this  House 
that  the  verbatim  reporting  of  the  debates  taking  place  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Bills  should  be  altogether  dispensed  with,  and  that 
only  a  brief  analytical  report  be  made  instead. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  While  I  agree  with  a  good  deal  that  has 
been  said  by  hon.  members  who  contend  that  Hansard 
has  done  much  towards  lengthening  the  Session  and 
towards  compelling  us  to  listen  to  long  and  tedious  speeches, 
still  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  agree  with  the  opinion  of 
those  who  desire  to  see  the  Hansard  abolished.  Some 
seven  years  ago  when  the  system  was  discussed  in  this 
House,  I  was  in  favor  of  it,  and  I  was  in  favor  of  it  for  some 
of  the  reasons  that  have  been  expressed  here  to-day, 
and  especially  those  mentioned  by  the'  hon.  member  for 
Brant  (Mr.  Paterson).  I  found  that  in  the  press  of  the 
country  there  was  a  habit  of  reporting  at  length  important 
members  of  this  House,  while  the  great  majority  of  the 
ordinary  members  of  the  House  were  cut  off  with  a  few  lines 
that  did  not  convey  any  intelligent  idea  of  their  opinions 
on  the  public  questions  of  the  day.  If  evils  have  grown 
out  of  this  system  I  think  we  should  direct  our  attention 
towards  remedying  them.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Both  we  II  (Mr.  Mills)  and  the  menber  for  Brant,  when 
they  say  that  the  staff  which  we  now  have  in  the  House 
has  been  improved  from  year  to  year  until  at  present  it  is, 
perhaps,  as  near  perfection  as  we  could  expect  to  have  it. 
I  must  say  that  the  reporting  that  has  been  done  during 
this  long  and  tedious  Session  is  a  credit  to  that  Btaff. 
1  must  say  also  that  1  believe  it  is  important  that  we  should 
have  some  official  record  of  the  debates  and  proceedings 
of  this  House.  It  would  be  useful  to  future  Par¬ 
liaments  and  to  future  legislators  in  this  country  to  refer 
to.  It  would  also  be  useful  for  the  reason  that  it  cor¬ 
rectly  conveys  the  opinions  expressed  by  hon.  members  in 


this  House,  and  they  cannot  be  contradicted  in  the  country. 
It  will  bo  useful  also  as  showing  the  opinions  of  mombers 
on  certain  measures  that  are  passed  through  this  House,  and 
it  is  afterwards  almost  compulsory  to  refer  to  thorn,  in 
order  to  find  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  various 
Acts  and  various  measures  that  have  been  passed.  Now, 
for  these  reasons  I  am  still  in  favor  of  the  Hansard.  I 
believe  if  the  proposals  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  (Mr.  White)  were  adopted,  that  is  to  reduce  the  num¬ 
ber  of  bound  volumes  that  are  given  to  members  of  this 
House,  and  to  cut  down  the  expense  in  various  other  ways, 
we  would  go  a  long  way  towards  remedying  many  of  the 
evils  that  have  been  complained  of,  and  of  diminishing  the 
expense  of  the  Hansard.  Then,  again,  if  those  reporters  are 
employed  during  the  recess  of  Parliament  in  reporting  for 
the  courts,  for  which  we  have  to  pay  large  sums  at  the 
present  time,  a  very  large  item  of  expense  will  be  saved  to 
the  country,  and  in  the  other  ways  suggested  by  the  report, 
substantial  saving  can  be  effected.  For  these  reasons,  I 
must  say  that  I  am  still  in  favor  of  continuing  the  Hansard, 
only  adopting  such  amendments  as  may  reduce  the 
expense,  but  still  continuing  an  official  report  that  we  can 
always  depend  upon.  I  believe  a  good  deal  might  be  said 
about  the  long  speeches  and  the  lengthy  Sessions,  but  there 
is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  adopt  some  plan  that 
would  compel  shorter  speeches  being  made  in  the  House, 
and  when  that  is  done  I  think  the  length  of  the  Session 
will  bo  reduced,  and  that  the  success  of  the  present  system 
will  be  secured. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  I  am  opposed  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Tasse),  and  also  to  the  amendment  that  was  first  pro¬ 
posed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Brockvillo  (Mr.  Wood).  I 
feel  that  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  we  should 
preserve  an  official  record  of  the  debates  and  transactions 
here.  These  discussions  contain  a  very  large  amount  of 
valuable  matter,  useful  both  to  ourselves  and  to  the 
country.  Many  of  the  speeches  are  the  result  of 
days  and  weeks,  and  some  even  of  months,  of  study, 
thought  and  preparation.  In  many  of  the  speeches  we 
have  a  great  amount  of  valuable  statistics,  gathered  from  a 
great  variety  of  sources;  in  other  speeches  we  have  collected 
the  opinions  of  eminent  and  distinguished  men,  and  the 
result  of  scientific  investigation  and  research.  Many  of  the 
speeches  to  which  we  have  had  the  privilege  of  listening 
here  contain  a  connected  presentation  of  important  facts 
and  events  which  are  transpiring  in  our  own  time,  or  which 
have  transpired  in  the  past.  These  addresses  are  full  of 
interest,  and  possess  considerable  historic  value.  Then, 
Sir,  in  another  class  of  speeches  to  which  we  listen  here,  we 
have  the  results  of  past  legislation  considered  and  reviewed. 
The  policies  adopted  at  different  times  by  different  Govern¬ 
ments  and  in  different  countries,  their  influence  upon  society, 
upon  public  morals,  upon  trade,  commerce  and  manufactures, 
and  upon  the  general  prosperity  of  the  different  countries 
affected,  are  all  carefully  analysed  and  compared.  All 
this  vast  amount  of  information  is  furnished  us 
in  the  speeches  which  are  delivered  in  this  House, 
and  it  is  so  arranged  as  to  be  in  the  most  convenient 
form,  both  for  the  present  use  and  future  reference 
I  feel  that  this  vast  amount  of  labor  should  not  be  lost, 
that  it  should  be  most  carefully  preserved.  Then  it  must 
be  remembered  that  many  of  our  debates  have  additional 
importance  from  the  high  standing  and  character  of  those 
who  take  part  in  them.  We  are  glad  to  know  that  we  have 
in  this  House  men  possessing  the  strongest  minds,  the  best 
brain  and  the  most  cultured  intellects  to  be  found  in  this 
country.  A  large  portion  of  the  speeches  delivered  here,  at 
least  in  ordinary  Sessions,  are  delivered  by  men  who  are  the 
leaders  of  public  opinion  in  this  country,  whose  views  shape 
the  policy  which  will  influence  its  future  destiny.  These 
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are  the  men  who  are  making  Canadian  history.  In  a  few 
years,  when  we  are  gone,  the  historian  of  the  future  will 
review  what  they  have  said  and  done.  I  feel  it  is  due  both  to 
those  who  hereafter  will  write  and  who  hereafter  will  read 
the  history  of  this  country  that  we  should  leave  them,  not 
only  the  results  of  our  deliberations  here,  which  will  be 
found  embodied  in  our  Statute  Book,  but  that  we  should  also 
furnish  them  with  the  causes  which  lead  to  those  results, 
that  they  might  know  the  reasons  which  influenced  us  and 
the  motives  which  influenced  us  and  the  objects  we  had  in 
view  in  our  legislation  here.  And  that  important  object 
can  be  gained.  We  can  give  them  that  information  only 
by  leaving  them  a  true  and  authentic  record  of  the  debates 
which  take  place  in  this  Houre.  Reference  has  been  made 
to  the  cost  of  the  Hansard.  I  admit  the  amount  of  cost 
appears  large,  but  I  consider  this  a  matter  of  secondary 
importance.  I  am  willing  that  the  cost  of  Hansard  should 
be  reduced  so  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  consistent  with 
preserving  a  true  and  faithful  record.  I  am  willing,  if  it  is 
found  necessary  in  the  interest  of  economy,  that  the  daily 
issue  shall  be  discontinued.  I  am  willing  to  endorse  the 
report  submitted  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cai’dwell  (Mr. 
White),  that  the  number  of  bound  volumes  which  we 
receive  shall  be  reduced  to  two.  But  I  feel  this :  We  have 
already  expended  a  very  large  amount  of  money  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  parliamentary  library.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
wisdom  of  that  appropriation  has  ever  been  called  in 
question.  We  are  each  year  voting  very  considerable 
sums  to  maintain  that  library  and  to  complete  and  perfect 
its  contents  as  far  as  possible.  I  consider  that  Hansard  is 
about  the  most  valuable  and  useful  work  which  the  library 
contains,  and  I  do  not  believe  any  public  library  in  Canada, 
much  less  any  parliamentary  library,  can  be  considered 
complete  without  it.  Then  it  is  suggested  that  the  more 
important  speeches  delivered,  those  which  are  really  valu¬ 
able,  will  be  printed  by  the  newspapers  and  in  pamphlet 
form,  and  be  by  that  means  preserved.  No  doubt  they 
would,  but  they  would  be  useless  in  that  form  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House.  They  would  be  without  arrangement, 
classification  or  index  for  reference.  The  records  would  not 
be  authentic,  and  disputes  would  constantly  arise  as  to  their 
accuracy.  Then  hon.  members  would  have  to  rely  upon 
their  individual  efforts  for  a  record,  and  it  is  absurd  to 
suppose  that  any  member  of  this  House  could  follow  the 
debates  upon  the  great  variety  of  subjects  which  come  up 
for  consideration  here,  and  preserve  even  a  summary  of 
the  arguments  presented  which  would  be  of  practical  value 
for  future  reference.  Then,  one-half  or  nearly  one-half  of  the 
present  Parliament  are  new  members.  After  another  general 
election  it  is  impossible  to  say  what  further  changes  may 
take  place.  If  we  attach  any  importance  whatever  to  the 
utterences  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  some  of  us  who  are 
now  here  must  disappear  from  the  scene  of  action.  But, 
however,  that  may  be,  no  doubt  many  changes  will  occur. 
The  official  record  of  the  debates  delivered  in  this  House 
is  the  only  one  available  for  the  use  of  members 
newly  elected  to  this  House.  To  them  this  record 
is  invaluable,  for  however  the  representation  may 
change,  many  of  the  political  issues  which  they  will 
be  called  upon  to  consider,  will  remain  the  same.  I 
maintain  that  no  one  who  may  afterwards  occupy  a  position 
in  this  House  will  be  able  to  offer  an  intelligent  opinion 
and  intelligently  perform  his  duties  without  having  a 
record  of  the  past  discussions  to  refer  to.  Then  I  feel  that 
it  is  due  to  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  those  whose  views 
do  not  generally  prevail,  that  the  Hansard  should  be 
retained.  It  is  true  that  the  policy  of  the  Government  of 
the  day,  the  views  and  opinions  of  the  majority  of  this  House 
may  be  regarded  as  being  represented  to  a  great  extent 
in  the  measui’es  we  adopt  and  which  are  to  be  found  on  our 
Statute  Book.  But  those  measures  do  not  at  all  represent 
the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Yery  often  those 
Mr.^ Wood  (Westmoreland). 


hon.  gentlemen  are  entirely  opposed  to  the  principles  of  the 
measures  which  we  adopt,  and  I  for  one  feel  that  it  is  only 
just  and  fair  that  the  views  which  the  Opposition  entertain, 
that  the  grounds  upon  which  they  base  their  opposition, 
that  the  principles  for  which  they  often  vei'y  ably,  though 
unsuccessfully,  contend  in  this  House  should  be  recoi’ded 
and  preserved.  The  principal  object  which  those  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  in  view  in  supporting  the  amendment  is  to 
shorten  the  discussions  in  this  House.  I  am  in  the  fullest 
sympathy  with  the  object  which  those  hon.  gentlemen  seek 
to  accomplish ;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  means  which 
they  propose  will  secure  that  object.  JUet  us  consider  for 
one  moment  what  will  be  the  possible  or  probable  effect  of 
the  abolition  of  Hansard  upon  the  class  of  speeches  to  which 
we  listen  here.  In  the  first  place,  what  will  be  the  effect 
as  regards  the  class  of  speeches  to  which  I  have  already 
referred,  the  class  which  are  really  valuable,  the  class 
which  ai*e  prepared  and  delivered  with  a  view 
influencing  the  opinions  of  hon.  membei-s  ?  This  class 
cannot  and  will  not  be  curtailed.  It  is  not  desii’able  in  the 
interest  of  this  House  and  the  country  that  they  should  be 
curtailed.  Take  a  second  class  of  speeches,  those  which  are 
not  delivered  on  account  of  exerting  any  influence  on  hon. 
membei’S  in  this  House,  but  which  are  delivered  for  the 
purpose  of  exerting  influence  in  the  constituency  which  the 
speaker  represents.  Is  it  possible  that  the  abolition  of 
Hansard  will  prevent  the  delivery  of  those  speeches  ? 
Every  hon.  member  must  know  that  Hansard  is  not 
a  medium  for  circulating  our  speeches  among  our 
constituents.  It  is  true  that  any  hon.  member  may 
arrange  with  the  publishers  of  Hansard  to  obtain  additional 
copies  of  any  speech  delivered  and  send  them  to  his  con- 
j  stituents.  The  abolition  of  Hansard  would  not  prevent  this 
being  done  through  the  medium  of  the  press.  Any  hon. 
member  could  go  to  the  office  of  the  daily  Citizen  or  the 
Free  Press.  They  could  have  their  speeches  reported  at 
length,  they  could  obtain  hundreds  and  thousands  of  extra 
copies  in  this  way,  and  distribute  them  amongst  their  con¬ 
stituents  as  easily,  as  economically,  and  as  conveniently  as 
they  could  possibly  arrange  with  the  publishers  of  Hansard. 
I  cannot  see  any  reasonable  hope  that  the  abolition  of  Han¬ 
sard  would  have  the  effect  of  diminishing  the  number,  or  of 
shortening  the  length  of  speeches  of  this  character.  Then, 
Sir,  consider  its  effect  upon  the  third  class  of  speeches — 
the  most  objectionable  to  which  we  are  obliged  to  listen— 
those  speeches  which  are  expected  or  intended  to  serve  no 
useful  purpose,  which  are  merely  delivered  for  the  purpose 
of  occupying  our  time  or  wearying  our  patience.  How  can 
it  be  expected  that  the  abolishment  of  Hansard  would  pre¬ 
vent  the  delivery  of  those  speeches?  I  believe  if  there  is 
any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  who  delivers  a  speech 
for  the  purpose  of  obsti-ucting  public  business,  possibly  with 
the  hope  of  gaining  some  political  advantage,  he  would 
continue  to  do  so,  whether  we  have  a  Hansard  or  not.  I 
believe,  Sir,  that  that  is  an  abuse  of  the  privileges  of  this 
House.  I  regret  that  we  have  witnessed  it  during  the  pre¬ 
sent  Session,  and  that  it  has  been  carried  to  a  greater  extent 
than  before  in  the  history  of  this  country.  I  desire  as 
much  as  any  gentleman  in  this  House,  to  see  this  prac- 
!  tice  discontinued.  I  am  willing,  if  it  becomes  neces- 
j  sary,  to  support  stringent  measui’es  to  prevent  it 
‘  in  the  future.  But  Sir,  I  think  in  order  to  remedy 
this  evil  at  the  present  time,  we  may  l’ely  upon 
a  few  simple,  but  I  hope  effectual  remedies.  In  the  first 
place,  I  would  x’ely  on  the  good  sense  of  the  members  of 
this  House.  I  would  rely  on  their  regard  for  their  own 
|  health,  or  as  the  hon.  member  for  Hastings  has  said,  on 
tbeir  regard  for  their  lungs,  their  hearts,  and  their  kidneys. 
Then,  Sir,  1  believe  evei’y  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House 
’  must  have  some  consideration  for  the  feelings  and  some 
respect  for  the  opinions  of  those  with  whom  he  is  asso¬ 
ciated  ;  and,  Sir,  1  do  believe  that  those  who  have  taken  a 
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leading  part  in  the  obstruction  which  we  have  witnessed 
during  the  present  Session,  will  find  that  they  have 
raised  themselves  in  the  estimation  of  this  House,  or 
in  public  opinion  throughout  this  Dominion.  1  doubt 
very  much  that  if  after  the  excitement  of  the  Session  is 
over,  when  they  return  to  the  quiet  of  their  own  homes, 
whether  they  will  be  able  to  reflect  on  the  course  they  have 
pursued,  with  very  great  pleasure  or  satisfaction.  But  I 
rely  not  only  on  this,  I  rely  mainly  on  the  good  sense 
and  the  sound  judgment  of  the  people  of  this  country.  I 
believe  that  when  those  who  by  their  votes  have  sent  us 
here,  those  who  bear  the  burdens  of  taxation  in  this  country, 
those  who  must  pay  the  cost,  the  largely  increased  cost 
which  has  been  incurred  through  the  unnecessary  prolon¬ 
gation  of  this  Session,  pronounce  their  judgment  upon  this 
practice,  they  will  condemn  it  in  a  manner  so  severe  and  em¬ 
phatic  as  to  prevent  its  recurrence  in  the  future.  I  regard 
this,  Sir,  as  I  said  before,  as  a  gross  abuse  of  the  pi  ivileges 
of  this  House.  I  feel  that  it  is  very  desirable  to  prevent  it 
in  future.  I  do  not  believe,  sir,  that  this  is  the  proper 
place  or  the  proper  time  to  speak  to  our  constituents,  or  to 
the  country.  We  have  the  public  platforms  in  this  country 
where  we  can  discuss  political  questions  at  any  length.  We 
have  the  public  press  through  which  we  can  convey  our 
views  and  opinions  on  public  matters  to  our  constituents.  I 
believe  these  are  the  proper  and  legitimate  means  by 
which  to  accomplish  this  object.  I  cannot  oppose  freedom 
of  speech.  I  desire  freedom  of  speech  to  be  maintained ; 
but,  Sir,  I  believe  that  discussions  should  take  place  at  the 
proper  time,  in  the  proper  manner,  and  in  the  proper  place. 
I  believe,  Sir,  in  the  freest  and  fullest  discussion  of  every 
question  which  affects  the  welfare  of  this  country,  and  the 
happiness  and  future  prosperity  of  our  people ;  but  I 
believe  that  it  is  entirely  compatible  with  that  perfect  free¬ 
dom  both  of  thought  and  speech  that  is  our  pride  and 
boast  in  this  country,  that  Parliamentary  debate  should 
be  confined  to  its  legitimate  objects,  that  it  should  be  con¬ 
tinued  only  so  long  as  it  is  possible  to  impart  information, 
useful  to  this  House,  and  only  so  long  as  there  is  a  reason¬ 
able  hope  of  assisting  the  members  of  this  House  in  reach¬ 
ing  wise  and  intelligent  conclusions.  Sir,  I  shall  no  longer 
detain  the  House.  I  feel  not  only  bound  to  vote  against 
these  amendments,  but  to  oppose  them  with  all  the  possible 
influence  I  possess.  I  feel,  Sir,  fully  iu  sympathy 
with  the  objects  which  hon.  gentlemen  seek  to 
attain,  but  I  have  no  faith  whatever  that  the 
abolishment  of  Hansard  would  have  the  practical  effect 
of  shortening  discussions  in  this  House  as  hon  gentlemen 
expect  it  v  ill.  I  most  sincerely  hope  this  House  will  reject 
these  amendments,  for  I  feel  that  that  is  a  duty  we  owe  to 
the  leaders  of  the  great  parties  in  this  House,  to  the  pro¬ 
minent  men  who  take  a  part  in  our  discussions  here  ;  it  is  a 
duty  we  owe  to  ourselves  and  our  constituents  ;  it  is  a  duty 
that  we  owe  to  every  member  who  occupies  a  seat  in  this 
House  at  the  present  time,  and  to  those  who  will  take  our 
plates  hereafter ;  it  is  a  duty,  Sir,  we  owe  to  the  public,  to 
the  people  of  this  country  who  have  entrusted  its  highest 
interests  to  our  care  ;  it  is  a  duty  we  owe  to  posterity,  who 
must  reap  the  fruits  of  our  legislation,  will  enjoy  its  advan¬ 
tages  if  we  are  fight,  and  who  must  suffer  the  consequences 
of  our  errors  if  we  are  wrong — that  we  should  preserve  the 
Hansard. 

Air.  WHITB  (Cardwell).  I  shall  detain  the  House  for 
only  a  few  moments  in  reply  to  some  observations  which 
have  been  made  with  reference  to  the  Hansard.  I  may  say 
that,  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  have  perhaps 
less  interest  in  the  continuance  of  Hansard  than  any  other 
gentleman  here,  because  in  so  far  as  anything  I  say  in  Par¬ 
liament  is  concerned,  I  can  always  secure  the  reporting  of 
my  remarks  if  1  desire  to  do  so.  I  think  some  members  of 
the  House  are  laboring  under  one  error  which  the  abolition 


of  the  Hansard  will  bring  painfully  to  their  knowledge,  and 
that  is  that  the  press  of  the  country  can  efficiently  report 
the  debates  of  Parliament.  My  hon.  friend  from  Hastings 
refers  to  the  debates  of  the  Local  Legislature,  as  reported 
in  Toronto,  and  paid  a  very  just  and  proper  tribute  to  the 
manner  in  which  both  the  Glebe  and  Mail  report  those 
debates.  But  my  hon.  friend  should  remember  that 

we  are  not  sitting  in  Toronto,  that  we  are  sitting 
in  Ottawa,  and  that,  in  addition  to  the  cost  of 
reporting  and  the  difficulty  of  reporting,  there  is 
the  difficulty  of  transmission  by  telegraph  of  all 
that  may  be  reported  for  the  newspapers.  I  venture  to  say, 
and  I  speak  with  some  knowledge  on  a  subject  of  this  kind, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  will  find  that,  so  far  from  the 
newspapers  furnishing  anything  like  reasonably  sufficient 
reports,  nothing  of  the  kind  will  be  done.  The  press,  like 
everything  else,  has  changed  very  much  within  recont 
years.  To-day  the  mass  of  the  people  require  what  they 
get  in  very  much  shorter  pieces  than  they  used  to  be 
willing  to  have  it.  The  newspapers  which  would  under¬ 
take  to  report,  from  day  to  day,  anything  like  a  reasonably 
full  report  of  the  more  important  speeches  of  Parlia- 
ment—and  none  but  the  more  important  would  be 
attempted  to  be  reported  at  all — that  paper  would  * 
become  unpopular,  instead  of  popular,  with  its  readers. 
What  the  public  outside  want,  after  all,  is  not  so  much  what 
is  said  in  Parliament,  as  what  is  done  in  Parliament,  and 
we  find  in  the  United  States,  even  in  the  large  city  of  New 
York,  that  the  reports  of  Congress  and  of  the  State  Legisla¬ 
ture  are  embraced  in  a  comparatively  few  lines,  simply 
stating  what  has  been  done,  or  that  some  particularly  prom¬ 
inent  member  has  spoken  for  a  short  time  upon  some  par¬ 
ticular  subject  ;  but  anything  like  a  report  will  not  be  had  ; 
and  if  it  is  desirable  at  all  that  there  should  be  a  report  of 
what  is-said  in  Parliament,  for  the  information  and  guidance 
of  Parliament  in  the  future,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
we  should  have  it  in  the  form  of  an  official  report.  Why, 
Sir,  every  important  Legislature  in  the  world  has  its  official 
report.  In  the  Australian  colonies,  even  in  the  compara¬ 
tively  small  colony  of  New  Zealand,  there  has  been  since 
1867  an  official  report ;  and  I  have  hei*e  a  letter  from  the 
public  printer  there,  stating  the  manner  in  which  the  work 
is  done  in  that  colony.  It  is  not  long,  and  I  will  simply  read 
it  as  showing  that  they  have  adopted  practically  the  same 
plan  there  that  we  have  here  : — 

“  The  system  of  publishing  the  debates  officially  was  commenced  in 
186’?,  so  has  now  been  in  existence  17  years.  During  that  time  48  vol¬ 
umes  have  been  issued,  averaging  about  750  pages  in  each,  printed  in 
brevier  type.  The  ordinary  duration  of  the  Sessions  of  our  Parliament 
is  three  months,  and  I  find  they  generally  talk  about  one  volume  a 
month,  giving  an  average  of  nearly  three  volumes  per  Session.  The 
debates  are  reported  verbatim  and  proofs  are  sent  to  members  for  cor¬ 
rections  the  next  day,  after  which  they  are  made  up  in  book  form  and 
published  twice  a  week  (Tuesdays  and  Fridays),  a  certain  number  of  the 
sheets  being  retained  for  binding  in  volumes  at  the  close  of  the  Session. 
Many  of  the  members  are  inclined  to  abuse  the  privilege  of  correcting 
their  speeches,  and  take  the  opportunity  of  excising,  altering  and  adding 
to  them  considerably;  but  as  a  rule  the  corrections  made  cannot  be 
reasonably  objected  to.  There  has  been  an  improvement  in  this  respect 
of  late  years— very  probably  owing  to  increased  efficiency  on  the  part  of 
the  reporters.  The  reporting  staff  consists  of  8 — one  chief  reporter  at 
£500  per  annum  ;  6  at  £300  and  one  at  £250.  They  are,  as  a  rule 
not  employed  more  than  three  months  in  the  year,  and  when  the  House 
is  not  in  session  they  follow  other  occupations  or  get  engagements  as 
reporters  on  some  of  the  newspaper  staffs.  The  cost  of  reporting  amounts 
to  £2,550  and  printing,  binding,  etc.,  £2,700  per  annum.  It  is  printed 
at  the  Government  printing  office,  the  compositors  setting  it  up  on  the 
piece  work  system,  at  Is.  3d.  per  1,000  ems.” 

We  pay  here  60  cents  per  1,000  ems.  so  that  the  difference 
in  the  cost  between  our  Hansard  and  the  Hansard  in  New 
Zealand  can  be  made  up  by  the  saving  in  the  printing.  In 
the  other  Australian  colonies,  in  Congress,  in  several  of 
the  States  of  the  American  Union,  in  fact  everywhere,  it  is 
tound  necessary  to  have  a  system  of  official  reporting.  The 
hon.  member  for  the  city  of  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse)  referred 
to  the  increasing  cost  of  Hansard.  Well,  Sir,  I  may  point 
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out  that  in  the  first  instance  the  work  of  reporting  was 
done  by  contract.  Mr.  Richardson,  who,  I  think,  was  the 
first  contractor,  employed  his  own  reporters.  Well,  those 
who  recollect  that  time  will  recollect  that  that  proved  a 
very  unsatisfactory  method;  the  reports  were  not  so  good 
as  they  ought  to  be,  and  members  had  great  difficulty  in 
making  a  reasonably  fair  revision  of  what  was  said .  In 
fact,  the  revising  of  a  speech  was  a  much  more  serious  mat¬ 
ter  than  its  preparation  and  delivery.  In  that  way  a  con¬ 
siderable  saving  in  the  cost  was  made,  because,  inasmuch  as 
the  printing  was  not  done  for  several  days  after  the  speech 
was  delivered,  it  was  done  in  the  day  time  instead  of  at  night, 
as  it  is  at  present,  and  consequently  at  a  much  lower  cost. 
One  of  the  evils  which  would,  result  from  the  abolition  of 
Hansard  is  this.  I  believe  thoroughly  that  the  experience 
of  one  single  Session  without  a  Hansard  will  cause  the  House 
to  reconsider  its  decision. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  Let  us  try  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  My  hon.  friend  from  East 
Northumberland  says :  Let  us  try  it.  If  the  hon.  member 
had  the  experience  I  have,  he  would  know  that  reporters 
fit  for  the  work  of  reporting  at  these  tables  cannot  be 
picked  up  every  day.  We  have  had  great  difficulty  in 
getting  the  staff  we  have  at  the  present  moment.  There  is 
a  popular  idea,  which  is  a  fallacious  idea,  that  every  steno¬ 
grapher  is  a  reporter — that  every  man  who  learns  short¬ 
hand  can  be  put  at  a  table  and  can  report  speeches.  I  ven 
ture  to  say  that  if  we  had  a  haphazard  staff,  such  as  we 
should  be  compelled  to  get  under  the  circumstances  I  have 
mentioned,  hon.  members  would  find,  from  the  character  of 
the  reports,  reason  to  regret  that,  when  they  had  a  really 
efficient  staff,  such  as  we  have  to-day,  they  permitted  it  to 
be  dispersed.  As  to  the  length  of  the  Session  being 
a  result  of  Hansaid,  I  do  not  conceal  from  myself 
that  there  could  be  no  more  unfortunate  time  to 
discuss  the  question  of  Hansard  than  the  present 
moment ;  but  hon.  gentlemen  should  remember  that  wo 
have  had  long  Sessions  before.  I  believe  this  Session  is  only 
a  few  days  longer  than  the  famous  Session  of  1858  in  the 
old  Parliament  of  Canada,  if  it  is  quite  so  long.  Eut  up  to 
this  Session  we  have  had  Sessions  of  reasonable  length  ;  no 
one  has  complained  that  hitherto  the  length  of  the  Sessions 
has  been  due  to  Hansard  at  all  ;  and  when  I  state  to  you, — 
what  perhaps  1  ought  not  to  say,  but  what  I  will  venture  to 
say — that  on  one  occasion,  during  that  long  debate,  the 
reports  of  Hansard  were  somewhat  condensed,  I  had 
complaints  from  hon.  members  on  this  side  that  the  reports 
of  the  speeches  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  not  pub¬ 
lished  in  full,  and  I  had  the  entire  acquiescence  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  in  the  condensation  of  the  reports,  I  think 
you  will  agree  with  me  that  where  talking  against  time — if 
it  were  talking  against  time — perhaps,  I  have  no  reason  to 
say  that  in  this  debate — prevails,  those  who  talk  against 
time  are  not  those  who  desire  an  official  report  of  their 
speeches,  but  those  whose  patience  is  worn  out  by  that 
process.  I  quite  concur  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  one 
hon.  gentleman  that  Hansard,  instead  of  being  the  means  of 
lengthening  the  Session,  really  shortens  it  by  impressing 
upon  hon.  gentlemen  the  sense  of  responsibility  which  the 
verbatim  publication  of  whatever  they  might  say  ought  to 
impress  upon  every  man  who  has  a  proper  sense  of  his 
responsibility.  I  think  it  right  simply  to  uttor  these  few 
words  in  defence  of  the  official  reporting  of  the  debates. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  would  be  very  sorry,  indeed,  to  see 
the  Hansard  abolished ;  but,  I  think,  without  reflecting 
particularly  on  any  speeches  that  have  been  made  in  this 
House,  without  criticising  any  of  them  in  particular,  some 
of  them  might  have  been  to  great  advantage  abridged. 
In  the  neighboring  country  a  limit  of  time  is  fixed,  beyond 
which  a  speaker  cannot  occupy  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  adopt  some  rule  to  limit 
Mr.  White  (Qardwell). 
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the  time  here.  I  think  if  the  leaders  of  both  sides  were 
allowed  to  make  their  speeches,  without  curtailment,  the 
speeches  of  other  members  should  be  kept  within  a  certain 
limit.  That  would  be  of  great  advantage.  An  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  said  that  posterity  will  learn  the  history  of 
our  times  from  the  reports  of  our  speeches ;  but  1  think  we 
would  confer  a  great  boon  on  posterity  if  we  would 
make  them  shorter.  If  hon.  members  were  compelled  to 
condense  their  speeches,  I  am  sure,  in  a  literary  point  of 
view,  they  would  show  a  great  deal  of  improvement. 
I  concur  in  everything  that  has  been  said  with  regard 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  present  staff;  they  certainly 
do  their  duty  very  well,  and  I  doubt  if  we  could  get  a  bettor 
staff.  It  is  only  through  long  practice  and  experience  that 
they  have  gained  their  present  efficiency.  In  sending 
reports  to  the  press,  I  think,  however,  that  the  corrected 
reports  should  be  sent,  and  not  the  first  issue. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  In  seconding  the  motion,  I  was 
impelled  to  do  so  from  the  fact  that  I  have  been  satisfied 
for  several  months  that  this  Session  has  been  unnecessarily 
prolonged  because  speeches  of  hon.  gentlemen  are  recorded 
in  Hansard.  We  have  often  had  it  announced  by  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  that  they  were  speaking  to  the  country;  but  I  consider 
it  was  waste  of  time  on  their  part,  because  they  were  not 
speaking  to  the  country  in  a  strain  that  reasonable  people 
would  endorse  or  intelligent  men  fail  to  discover  as  being 
mere  high-flown  sentiment,  and  not  practical,  wise  or 
judicious  opinions.  We  heard  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
state  that  a  newspaper  which  would  attempt  to  give  a  decent 
report  of  the  speeches  would  not  be  read.  If,  then,  the 
speeches  published  in  newspapers  will  not  find  readers,  how 
are  they  going  to  find  readers  when  published  in  Han¬ 
sard  ?  Life  is  too  short  for  anyone  to  wade  through  these 
long  reports.  I  may  not  have  practical  experience  in 
this  matter,  but  I  have  common  sense,  and  I  must  say  that 
in  many  of  the  speeches  we  do  not  find  much  of  that  element. 
We  have  heard  about  the  benefit  to  posterity  accruing  from 
the  Hansard  reports,  but  my  opinion  is  that  the  Hansard 
reports  will  give  to  the  generation  yet  unborn  a  good  deal 
of  nonsense,  and  certainly  not  impress  them  with  the  pro¬ 
fundity  of  their  progenitors.  If  1  were  convinced  before,  I 
am  still  more  convinced  now,  that  it  is  absurd  to  have  a 
Hansard.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has 
told  us  that  10  weeks  elapsed  before  the  Government 
brought  down  any  business.  If  so,  the  Government  was 
wrong ;  but  what  was  the  fact  after  the  business  was 
brought  down  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  talked  against  time  for 
10  weeks  and  prevented  this  House  from  doing  business, 
making  the  Session  last  10  weeks  longer,  for  mere  partisan 
reasons  as  nonsensical  as  they  were  ill-timed  and  uncalled 
for.  I  am  satisfied,  therefore,  that,  had  it  not  been  for  Han¬ 
sard,  we  would  not  have  had  that  10  weeks  of  speech-making 
in  the  House.  We  have  had  an  illustration  of  the  waste  of 
time  in  the  debate  on  Hansard  itself,  for  we  have  had  an  essay 
delivered  by  an  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  which  was 
written  very  carefully  outside ;  we  have  had  illustrations  with¬ 
out  number  during  the  Session  of  the  loss  of  time  caused  by 
Hansard.  We  have  seen  hon.  gentlemen  rise  here  and 
deliver  elaborate  historical  essays  on  political  economy, 
Indian  affairs,  and  other  things,  and  I  contend  this  is  a  practi¬ 
cal  House ;  I  do  not  want  to  be  kept  here  listening  to 
lengthy  disquisitions  which  have  nothing  businoss-like  to 
commend  them  to  practical  men.  I  do  not  want,  as  a 
farmer,  to  be  kept  here  until  the  haying  is  over  and  the 
harvest  past.  I  have  heard  the  changes  rung  in  my  ears, 
ever  since  I  recollect  listening  to  anything  like  politics, 
about  the  extravagance  of  the  Government,  as  shown  in  the 
public  service  But  what  is  the  argumentpf  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  when  we  want  to  retrench 
and  save  $50,000  a  year,  which  would  put  up  a  good  public 
building  ?  His  only  argument  is,  he  fears  there  would  be 
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two  or  threo  officials  taken  out  of  the  service,  and  he  utters 
a  wail  over  that  fact.  What  do  wo  hear,  day  after  day,  in 
the  House  ?  I  have  heard  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  my 
riding,  declare  that  this  whole  building  was  crammed  with 
officials;  that  the  Government  were  putting  up  other  build¬ 
ings  for  their  accommodation  ;  yet,  now,  when  we  have  an 
opportunity  to  save  $50,000  a  year,  hon.  gentlemen  oppose 
the  idea.  I  think  it  is  time  the  debates  were  brought  to  a 
close.  I  only  intended  to  second  the  motion ;  but  when 
I  have  a  chance  to  support  it  with  my  voice  as  well,  and  if 
it  is  carried  it  will  save  he  country  $50,000,  I  am  bound  to 
do  it,  even  though  the  result  may  be  to  turn  out  soveral 
deserving  officials. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings').  I  rise  to  say  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposing  the  publication  of  Hansard  have 
not  one  unkind  word  to  say  of  the  official  repor¬ 
ters.  We  all  believe  they  are  men  who  discharge 
their  duty  efficiently.  With  regard  to  the  cost  of 
Hansard,  I  may  say  that  in  1873  we  had  a  Hansard  of 
1,300  pages  which  cost  $14,000 ;  then  it  cost  $30,000  to 
$40,000,  and  now  it  costs  $60,000.  I  would  just  ask  hon. 
gentlemen  who  are  advocating  Hansard  whether,  previous 
to  the  Hansard  being  introduced  into  this  House,  Confedera¬ 
tion  was  not  carried.  Were  not  the  Canadian  Pacific  Hall¬ 
way  resolutions  carried,  was  not  British  Columbia  brought 
into  the  Union  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  other  mat¬ 
ters  of  great  importance,  just  as  well  as  during  this  important 
Session  ?  Are  we  only  saving  $50,000  ?  I  contond  this 
Session  will  cost  an  extra  $250,000,  and  by  abolishing  Han¬ 
sard  we  will  save  that.  I  believe,  if  we  abolish  Hansard,  we 
will  get  some  system  that  will  be  a  more  beneficial  system. 
The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  says  that  no 
paper  would  publish  the  reports  of  the  House.  I  contend 
that  the  business  done  in  the  Provincial  Parliament  of 
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Ontario  is  as  important  to  that  Province  as  the  business 
done  here,  and  the  country  is  well  informed  on  that  busi¬ 
ness.  I  am  satisfied  the  country  would  be  as  well  informed 
on  the  business  of  the  House  if  we  abolished  Hansard. 
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Amendment  negatived. 


Mr.  HICKEY.  I  think  that,  in  order^to  correct  the  evil 
that  seems,  in  all  our  minds,  to  exist  in  this  matter,  tho 
motion  I  am  about  to  read  will  go  far  in  that  direction.  I 
move  that  the  following  be  added  to  the  motion  : — 

And  that  no  speaker  shall  be  reported  longer  than  one  hour,  excepting 
two  members  of  the  Government  and  two  members  of  the  Opposition  ; 
and  that  in  committee  on  Bills  no  speaker  shall  be  reported  longer  than 
ten  minutes. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  know  what  may  bo  tho  idea 
of  the  mover  of  that  resolution.  My  own  opinion  ps,  that  a 
gentleman  ought  to  be  able  to  say  all  that  he  has  to  say  to 
this  House  within  a  short  time,  and  I  am  sure  that  if  the 
long  speeches  which  have  taken  five  or  six  hours  had  been 
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delivered  in  one  hour,  they  would  have  been  much  more 
extensively  read,  and  would  certainly  have  been  more 
extensively  appreciated  by  the  public.  I  am  in  favor  of 
not  making  long  speeches,  I  am  not  given  to  making  long 
speeches  myself  lately,  because  I  have  seen  the  evil  of  it, 
and  I  have  endeavored  to  curtail  my  remarks  and  to  state 
my  views  as  clearly  and  as  succinctly  as  possible.  But  I  do 
not  like  this  manner  of  picking  out  two  parties  in  this 
House.  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  what  everybody  knows 
exists  in  this  House,  a  large  independent  element,  which 
pervades  both  parties  in  the  House  and  exists  among  the 
followers  of  the  right  hon.  the  Premier  as  well  as  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  There  exists  an  independent  ele¬ 
ment,  who  are  not  satisfied  with  the  despotism  of  party,  and 
do  not  follow  party  from  their  own  hearts,  but  from  neces¬ 
sity,  because  they  must  belong  to  a  party.  I  think  it  is 
unfair  to  that  growing  Independent  party,  and  to  the  grow¬ 
ing  independent  feeling  in  Canada,  that  a  motion  should  be 
adopted  which  would  foreclose  the  leader  of  an  Independent 
party. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear, 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  glad  that  my  remarks  meet  with 
so  much  approval.  I  was  sure  they  would,  and  I  think  the 
acclamation  which  follows  those  remarks  should  show  the 
House  that  the  statements  I  have  made  as  to  the  existence  of 
a  large  Independent  party  and  the  feeling  of  independence 
amongst  the  followers  of  both  sides  of  the  House  should  pre¬ 
vent  such  an  amendment  from  being  adopted  by  the  House. 
I  have  no  particular  objection  to  the  amendment,  provided 
they  do  one  thing.  They  may  confine  it  to  two  of  the  leaders 
of  each  of  the  different  parties  that  exist  in  this  House ;  and, 
as  I  stated  before,  1  should  judge  that,  were  such  a  proposition 
put,  from  the  acclamation  with  which  my  remarks  have 
been  met,  it  would  be  carried.  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  moved  this  amendment  will  see  the  injustice  of  it. 
He  has  often  professed  to  be  a  follower  of  the  Independent 
party,  though  his  independence,  like  that  of  some  others,  is 
probably  only  in  talk  ;  for,  when  it  comes  to  a  vote,  I 
observe  that  he  votes  with  his  party.  There  is  also  my 
hon.  friend  from  the  county  of  Ottawa,  who  is  sitting  oppo¬ 
site  me.  He,  every  now  and  then,  makes  an  independent 
speech,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  he  does  not  often  give  inde¬ 
pendent  votes. 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  I  always  vote  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
the  left  centre. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  make  the  same 
objection  to  myself,  but  I  think  without  just  cause.  If  the 
amendment  is  limited  to  two  members  of  each  party,  I  think 
the  Independent  party  should  be  included. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  look  upon  this  amendment  as 
a  very  objectionable  one.  I  voted  with  the  minority  on  the 
last  motion ;  but  I  look  upon  this  amendment  as  very 
objectionable.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  it  will  have  this 
bad  effect,  that  when  you  have  speeches  in  the  House 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  time  or  obstructing, 
members  will  devote  the  first  hour,  perhaps,  to  making  a 
speech  which  they  will  look  upon  as  worthy  of  being 
reported,  and  then  will  proceed  to  take  up  time.  I  think, 
also,  that  to  have  speeches  reported  for  ten  minutes  in  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  is  equally  objectionable,  on  the  same 
ground.  You  will  see  that  those  who  have  moved  against 
the  continuation  of  the  Hansard  have  done  so  on  the  ground 
of  the  expense  connected  with  it.  It  will  decrease  the 
expense  very  little  if  this  is  adopted.  We  shall  require  the 
same  staff,  and  I  presume  we  shall  pay  them  in  the  same 
way  as  we  do  now,  and  it  would  be  very  idle  to  see  these 
gentlemen  constantly  looking  up  at  the  clock  in  order  to 
see  if  the  ton  minutes  had  elapsed,  when  perhaps  an  hon. 
member  had  only  entered  into  the  important  part  of  his 
speech.  If  we  are  to  have  a  Hansard  at  all,  we  should  have 
Mr.  Mitchell. 
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it  with  all  the  advantages  which  are  to  be  derived  from  it> 
and  not  so  curtailed  as  the  amendment  now  proposed  would 
cause  it  to  be.  I  shall  therefore  feel  constrained  to  vote 
against  the  amendment,  howevor  much  I  might  desire  to 
see  the  expenses  lessened.  I  think  the  Hansard  would  be  a 
valuable  institution,  and  I  agree  with  everything  that  has 
been  said  as  to  the  efficiency  with  which  the  gentlemen 
who  are  engaged  do  their  work,  but  I  have  taken  the 
ground  I  have,  simply  because  I  look  with  some  alarm  at 
the  increase  of  the  expenditure,  not  only  in  that  Depart¬ 
ment,  but  in  almost  every  other  Department  connected 
with  legislation,  which  has  been  increasing  ever  since  Con¬ 
federation  down  to  this  point.  I  shall  consider  it  my  duty 
to  record  my  vote  ia  favor  of  any  resolution  tending  to 
decrease  the  expenditure,  not  only  in  connection  with  the 
Hansard ,  but  in  connection  with  every  Department  of  legis¬ 
lation. 


House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr. 

Hickey : 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Abbott, 

Gordon, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Guilbault, 

Pinsonneault, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Guillet, 

Pope, 

Barnard, 

Hackett, 

Pruyn, 

Bergeron, 

Haggart, 

Riopel, 

Billy, 

Hesson, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Bryson, 

Hickey, 

Small, 

Cochrane, 

Homer, 

Taschereau, 

Coughlin, 

Hurteau, 

Tasse, 

Curran, 

Jamieson, 

Temple, 

Dawson, 

Kaulbach, 

Thompson, 

Desaulniers  (Maski’ 

nge)  Lesage, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Desaulniers  (St.M’rice),  Macdonald  (King’s), 

Wallace  (York), 

Dodd, 

McMillan  (Vandreuil), 

Wells, 

Dugas, 

McOallum, 

White  (Hastings), 

Dupont, 

McCraney, 

Wigle, 

Farrow, 

McGreevy, 

Wood  (Brockville). — 53. 

Foster, 

Massue, 

Nats  : 
Messieurs 


Allen, 

Fortin, 

Mitchell, 

Armstrong, 

Geoffrion, 

Moffat, 

Auger, 

Gigault, 

Montplaisir, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Gillmor, 

Mulock, 

Beaty, 

Gunn, 

Paint, 

Bell, 

Hall, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bergin, 

Harley, 

Platt, 

Blake, 

Holton, 

Ray, 

Blondeau, 

Innes, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Bourassa, 

Kilvert, 

Ross, 

Bowell, 

Kirk, 

Royal , 

Burpee, 

Kranz, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Landerkin, 

Shanly, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Landry  (Kent), 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Langevin, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Laurier, 

Springer, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Lister, 

Sproule, 

Carling, 

Livingston, 

Stairs, 

Caron, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Cartwright, 

Mackintosh, 

Trow, 

Casey, 

Macmaster, 

Vail, 

Casgrain, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex), Valin, 

Colby, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Vanasse, 

Costigan, 

McDougall(G.  Breton),  Watson, 

Daly, 

McIntyre, 

Weldon, 

Desjardins, 

Mclsaac, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Dickinson, 

McLelan, 

White  (Renfrew), 

Fairbank, 

McMullen, 

Wilson, 

Fisher, 

McNeill, 

Wood  (Westm’lnd), 

Fleming, 

Mills, 

Wright. — 91. 

Forbes, 

Amendment  nogatived. 

Main  motion  agreed  to,  on  a  division 

. 

THEFT  OF  GOVERNMENT  BONDS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  certain  statements  which  have 
been  made  in  the  public  journals  to  which  I  feel  it  my  duty 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government.  I  see  a  statement 
in  the  Montreal  Witness  of  the  13th  inst.,  that  there  has  been 
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a  disappearance  of  certain  Government  bonds  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  vaults,  and  that  during  a  recent  investigation  into 
the  management  of  the  Finance  Department  a  defalcation 
of  $12,000  was  discovered  in  the  accounts  of  a  certain 
official :  ■ 

“  And  that  bonds  to  the  value  of  over  a  million  dollars,  all  eigned 
ready  for  issue,  are  said  to  have  lain  in  the  vault,  to  which  every  officer 
of  the  Department  had  access,  without  any  check  upon  him.” 

As  a  result,  the  Government  have  now  to  make  good  $25,000 
to  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  which  had  made  the  advance  to  the 
dishonest  officials.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
these  are  rather  disturbing  statements,  and  it  would  be  well 
to  have  some  authentic  statement  on  the  subject  communi¬ 
cated  to  the  House  and  to  the  country. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Department  of  Finance  has  no  infor¬ 
mation  of  any  robbery  of  any  kind  having  been  committed, 
or  of  any  defalcation,  that  I  have  been  able  to  discover.  I 
heard  this  rumor  last  night,  and  one  of  the  members  of  the 
press  gallery  sent  me  a  note  to  ask  if  there  was  anything 
in  it,  and  I  at  once  sent  to  Mr.  Tollor  to  ascertain  if  there 
was  anything  in  it,  and  he  informed  me  he  knew  nothing 
about  it. 

SPIRITS  TAKEN  OUT  OF  BOND. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  certain  distillers  were  in  Ottawa  urging  that 
spirits  taken  out  of  bond  by  them  previous  to  the  9th  July 
should  only  pay  the  old  rates  of  duty  : 

“  They  allege  that,  through  some  bungling  on  the  part  of  the  Minister 
of  Customs,  the  new  Excise  duties  came  into  force  three  days  before  the 
increased  Customs  duties  began  to  be  imposed,  and  that  between  the 
6th  and  the  9th  of  the  present  month  large  quantities  of  imported 
liquors  were  taken  out  of  bond  at  the  old  rates  of  duty.” 

I  ask  the  Minister  of  Customs  whether  that  statement  is 
correct  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  believe  that  statement  is  substantially 
correct,  as  regards  taking  the  liquor  out  of  the  bonded 
warehouse  from  the  Customs  bonds.  The  difference 
between  the  two  orders  that  was  given  was  simply  this  : 
The  Deputy  Head  of  the  Customs  gave  instructions  not  to 
accept  any  entries.  The  Commissioner  of  Customs  did  what 
he  always  has  done  in  the  past — instructed  the  telegraph 
officers  not  to  transmit  any  message  affecting  the  tariff ; 
and  the  result,  I  suppose,  was,  that  two  or  three  days  after 
the  motion  was  made  to  go  into  committee  some  merchants 
who,  like  business  men,  thought  that  some  change  would 
he  made,  made  their  entries.  I  suppose,  as  the  House 
has  affirmed  the  principle  that  the  duties  should  take  effect 
from  the  6th  ftf  the  month,  the  date  that  the  motion  was 
made  to  go  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  the  parties 
making  the  entries  will  be  asked  to  amend  the  entries. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  Minister  of 
Customs  mean  that  the  importers  who  have  taken  goods  out 
of  bond  will  he  required  to  amend  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  called  attention  at 
the  time  that  these  resolutions  were  going  through,  to  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  as  to  the  quantity  of 
spirits  which  were  alleged  to  have  been  taken  out  of  bond 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  I  asked  the  hoD.  gentleman 
to  obtain  the  information  as  to  the  amount  which  had  been 
taken  out  immediately  prior  to  the  6th. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  informed  the  House  th n t  I  would,  as 
far  as  possible,  ascertain  what  had  been  laken  from  bond 
during  those  days.  On  the  6th,  7th  and  8th,  tho  duties 
paid  amounted  to  $54,000,  and,  in  the  city  of  Montreal, 
$139,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  that  refor  to  Cus¬ 
toms  goods,  or  to  Excise  ? 


Mr.  BOWELL.  To  Customs  goods  exclusively ;  there 
were  no  Excise  entries  made,  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
Department  refused  to  accept  them. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  the  point  which 
was  taken  had  reference  to  two  distinct  matters — one,  the 
point  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  given  information 
about;  and  the  other,  as  to  the  quantities  of  exciseablo 
spirits  which  had  been  taken  out  between  th9  1st  of  July 
and  the  6t’n,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Of  course,  I  am 
aware  that  this  matter  does  not  belong  especially  to  tho 
Minister  of  Customs,  but  more  particularly  to  the  Minister  of 
Inland  Revenue.  But  I  called  attention  to  the  statement 
that  between  the  1st  and  the  6th  of  July  a  large  quantity 
of  spirits,  in  addition  to  the  Customs  goods,  had  been 
reported  to  be  taken  out  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  I 
asked  to  be  informed  what  quantity  of  spirits  had  been 
taken  out  of  the  warehouses  in  that  Province  between  those 
dates.  It  is  very  desirable  that  wo  should  have  that  inform¬ 
ation  to-night  or  to-morrow. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  will  get  it  to-night. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called* 
I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  whether  it  is  the 
intention  to  introduce  a  measuro  with  reference  to  grants  of 
land  or  money  to  railways  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  it  was  promised  that  we  should  have 
a  measure  with  reference  to  colonisation  companies. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  1  do  not  think  I  stated 
there  was  going  to  be  a  measure. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RETURNS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  just  call  tho  attention  of  the 
Government  and  the  House  to  a  return  which  has  been 
brought  down  to-day,  being  one  of  the  returns  moved  for 
very  early,  with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  and  the  answer  to  which  was  made  by  tho 
secretary  of  that  company  on  the  30th  May,  1885,  and  it  is 
only  brought  down  to  day,  after  all  the  measures  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  been  brought 
down  to  the  House,  and  although  it  was  lying  in  the  office 
of  tho  Minister  during  the  whole  period  when  these  measures 
were  under  discussion. 

SUPPLY— CONCURRENCE. 

Publishing  Debates . . . . .  $47,500 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Chairman  of  the  Debates 
Committee  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  recom¬ 
mend  that  an  additional  sum  be  paid  to  Mr.  Boyce,  who 
revises  the  reports.  I  find  that  his  salary  is  only  $800,  and 
we  have  had  a  six  months  session.  From  my  own  knowledge, 
I  am  aware  that  he  has  been  at  his  office  from  early  in  the 
morning  till  early  the  next  morning.  The  amount  of  work 
he  has  performed  is  sufficient  to  entitle  him  to  some  recogni¬ 
tion  in  a  substantial  way,  for  the  extra  service  he  has  per¬ 
formed  during  this  Session. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  matter  has  not  come 
before  the  Debates  Committee  in  any  way. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  ought  to  receive  tho  attention  of  tho 
committee.  Of  course,  all  the  officers  of  Hansard,  have  had 
much  more  than  the  usual  work ;  but,  as  regards  the  chief 
officers,  we  get  their  services  for  the  whole  year,  and  the 
compensation  is  based  on  that  theory,  and  they  must  take 
the  rough  and  the  smooth  together;  but  when  tho  reviser’s 
salary  is  fixed  at  $800  for  such  labor  as  he  has  had  to  dis¬ 
charge,  in  view  of  the  length  of  the  Session,  the  question  of 
granting  an  additional  amount  should  receive  consideration. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  I  quite  concur  in  that  view.  This  Session 
is  equally  as  long  as  two  ordinary  Sessions,  and  no  doubt 
the  amount  of  work  has  been  very  large.  I  consider  the 
remuneration  paid  is  quite  inadequate. 

Mr.  H  AGGART.  I  observe  that  this  item  is  increased  by 
610,950,  as  compared  with  last  year,  for  the  publication  of  the 
Hansard.  I  move  that  the  amount  be  reduced  to  that  of 
last  year,  636,144. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  supplementary  estimate  for  this 
year  is  for  the  same  amount  as  last  year. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  expenditure  last  year  was  about 
634,700.  The  supplementary  estimate  provided  for  another 
6 10,000,  in  ordor  to  pay  the  difference  of  the  expense  in 
connection  with  the  reports  of  the  Debates  for  last  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  view  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  if 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  is  correct, 
it  will  not  be  necessary  to  expend  so  much  money.  The 
committee  did  not  themselves  make  a  recommendation  with 
respect  to  a  large  and  important  portion  of  the  report — 
probably  as  they  did  not  deem  it  to  be  within  their  pro¬ 
vince.  I  entirely  approve  of  the  suggestion  which  is 
embodied  in  the  report,  with  respect  to  utilising  the  services 
of  the  staff  of  reporters  for  executive  and  administrative 
work  during  the  year.  My  own  opinion  is,  that  a  very  much 
larger  economy  may  be  obtained  than  that  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  suggested  ;  and  for  this  reason :  I  believe  there 
are  a  very  considerable  number  of  departmental  investiga¬ 
tions,  not  unimportant,  which  are  proceeded  with  in  a  very 
imperfect  manner  at  the  present  time  for  the  want  of  short¬ 
hand  reporters.  We  know,  also,  that  there  are  investigations 
in  regard  to  the  Customs,  and  in  regard  to  Excise  matters. 
These  are  of  high  consequence.  Very  important  private 
rights  are  involved  and  questions  of  character  are  also 
involved.  From  motives  of  economy,  short-hand  reporters 
are  not  employed— I  am  not  saying  that  they  should  be 
employed  at  the  regular  rates  which  have  to  be  paid  to 
them  ;  but  by  saving  the  time  of  the  higher  officers,  who 
are  or  ought  to  be  engaged  in  those  enquiries,  involving, 
as  I  have  said  they  do,  questions  of  character  and  of 
important  private  rights,  those  investigations  would 
be  enormously  facilitated  by  the  use  which  might  be 
made  of  our  admirable  staff  of  short-hand  reporters. 
I  bolieve  the  public  service  would  be  very  greatly 
served  by  them.  No  one  who  has  not  been  conversant  with 
the  very  imperfect  manner  in  which  justice  was  adminis¬ 
tered  before  short-hand  reporters  were  appointed  to  the 
courts  of  Ontario,  as  compared  with  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  now  administered,  would  be  able  to  form  any  concep¬ 
tion  of  the  superiority  of  this  method  of  making  enquiries, 
and  particularly  when  it  happens,  as  it  does  happens  very 
often,  that  in  the  last  resort  the  decision  is  with  the  Minis¬ 
ter,  who  has  not  heard  the  evidence  taken,  and  that  he 
should  have  an  accurate  vetbatim  transcript  of  what  was 
said  by  those  on  both  sides  in  the  investigation  is,  I  will  not 
say  important,  but  I  say  it  is  essential  to  the  formation  of 
an  accurate  judgment  on  the  matter  submitted  to  him.  I 
maintain  this  because  it  involves  rather  an  extension  of  the 
duties  which  will  be  cast  upon  the  reporters.  Of  course,  I 
understand  that  under  this  plan  the  charges  to  the  public 
are  not  to  bo  increased  at  all,  with  the  exception  of  what¬ 
ever  travelling  expenses  may  be  necessary,  in  order  to  bring 
the  reporter  to  where  his  work  will  be.  I  think  it  right, 
also,  to  observe  that  I  do  not  understand  it  to  be  intended 
that  the  reporters  shall  be  debarred  from  making  the  usual 
charges  for  such  copies  as  may  bo  desired  for  private  indi¬ 
viduals,  at  the  expense  of  those  private  individuals.  That 
arrangement  is  one  which  holds  in  other  cases,  and  it  will 
give  them  some  measure  of  remuneration,  however  moder¬ 
ate,  and  it  will  prove  an  advantage  to  the  public  service 
that  they  should  have  that,  because  people  work  a  little  bet¬ 
ter  under  the  stimulus  of  material  considerations  of  that 
Mr.  Blaice, 


kind  than  under  the  thought  of  nothing  but  an  amount  of 
extra  work. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  public  pay  for  everything. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  public  will  pay  nothing  more.  The 
public  pays  62,000  a  year  to  each  of  those  officers  ;  that  is 
all.  If  they  go  to  some  point  under  the  orders  of  a  -Depart¬ 
ment  and  take  evidence,  the  actual  travelling  expenses  will 
be  allowed.  That  is  all  that  is  proposed  to  be  charged.  I 
believe  we  have  an  opportunity  of  effecting  very  consider¬ 
able  improvement  in  the  conduct  of  an  important  branch 
of  the  public  servico  by  utilising  the  services  of  the  reporters 
by  these  means,  which  will  not  involve  any  further  public 
charge,  but  which  may  fairly  be  taken  out  of  the  charges 
for  Hansard.  It  will  be  necessary,  in  order  to  carry  that 
out  that  an  account  be  kept  of  what  the  various  charges 
will  be  for  the  services  of  reporters  when  employed  one  way 
or  the  other  during  the  recess,  and  that  service  will  have  to 
be  charged  against  the  Department  and  credited  to  the 
amount  charged  against  the  Official  Debates.  It  will  be  a 
public  convenience  arising  from  the  system  of  the  Official 
Debates ,  and  therefore  will  have  to  be  deducted  from  the 
public  charges  on  that  account.  It  will  not  be  an  increase 
of  charge,  but  a  utilisation  of  the  officers  we  find  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  have  for  the  Official  Debates  on  other  important 
public  services,  and  therefore  properly  to  be  charged  to 
those  services  which  receive  the  benefit  of  their  work. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  In  accordance  with  the  notice  I  gave, 
I  move,  seconded  by  Mr.  Mitchell,  that  the  sum  in  the  Es¬ 
timates,  of  647,100  for  1885-86,  be  reduced  to  636,144,  the 
amount  voted  for  the  Hansard  of  1884-85.  I  find  that  the 
sum  voted  for  Hansard  for  1884-85  was  $36,144  and  that  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  of  this  year,  for  the  purpose, 
I  suppose,  of  paying  the  expenses  of  Hansard  on  account  of 
the  length  of  the  Session,  there  is  a  vote  of  $10,936.  Now,  if 
it  is  the  intention  to  have  a  reduction  in  the  expenditure  on 
Hansard ,  the  amount  should  be  reduced  to  the  normal  expen¬ 
diture  during  the  year.  It  was  said  last  year,  when  the 
motion  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  dispensing  with  Han¬ 
sard  altogether,  that  the  parties  were  engaged,  that  we 
could  not  discharge  them  on  that  account,  and  that  the 
amount,  it  was  hoped,  would  be  sufficient  for  all  the  expen¬ 
diture  required.  I  find  now  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
expenditure  of  over  $10,000,  and  notwithstanding  the  obser¬ 
vations  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  the 
report  of  the  committee,  I  think  the  expenditure  should  be 
reduced,  instead  of  providing  for  an  increase  of  nearly 
$11,000. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  actual  amount  which 
Hansard  cost  last  year  was  $38,114.84,  but  the  official 
reporters  were  not  paid  the  larger  salaries  which  Parlia¬ 
ment,  by  resolution,  decided  should  be  paid  to  them,  and 
which  began  to  be  paid  them  for  the  first  time  this  year* 
The  cost  of  Hansard  for  last  year,  if  the  salaries  which  Par¬ 
liament  has  agreed  now  to  pay  the  staff  had  been  paid  last 
year,  would  have  been  about  $45,000;  and  the  saving 
which  we  expected  to  effect  in  the  direction  I  have  stated 
will  be  about  64,000.  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
make  it  $40,000  instead  of  $36,144,  we  might  get  through 
another  year  at  that  price. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  member  for  Lan¬ 
ark  correctly  apprehends  the  reasons  for  the  extra  vote.  I 
do  not  understand  that  the  extra  vote,  beyond  the  main 
vote,  has  anything  whatevor  to  do  with  the  length  of  this 
Session.  Whatever  of  Hansard  may  bo  abnormal,  owing  to 
the  length  of  the  Session,  will  have  to  be  voted  separately. 
I  understood  that  the  extra  vote  was  due  to  the  resolution 
of  last  Session,  increasing  the  cost  of  tho  staff. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Partially  so. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  item  says  it  is  to  recoup  amount 
expended  since  1st  July,  1884,  in  c\;mng  Debates  account  of 
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Session  of  1884,  $10,036,  with  a  lapsed  balance  of  $1,262.43 
on  the  30th  of  dune,  1884. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  last  year.  Now,  I  am  not  prepared 
— I  never  have  been  prepared — although  I  voted  last  year, 
and  voted  to-day  against  the  continuance  of  the  Debates ,  for 
reasons  with  which  I  need  not  trouble  the  House — I  have 
never  been  prepared  to  oppose  any  expenditure  required  in 
order  to  have  the  Debates  efficient.  I  think  that  when  a 
majority  of  the  House  say  that  there  is  to  be  an  official 
report  of  the  Debates,  it  is  necessary  to  have  an  adequate 
official  report.  While  I  believe  this  vote  is  excessive,  and 
while  I  fully  expected  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
been  responsible  for  the  expenditure  of  the  country  would 
have  proposed,  after  the  report  of  the  committee  was 
adopted  by  the  House,  that  it  should  be  reduced,  I  think 
the  hon.  member  for  Lanark  has  erred  too  much  on  one  side, 
while  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  errs  in  sug¬ 
gesting  too  small  a  reduction.  I  think  if  we  utilise  the  ser 
vices  of  the  official  reporters  in  the  manner  suggested,  at 
least  $6,000  might  properly  be  due  to  that  circum¬ 
stance.  We  cannot,  of  course,  in  one  sense,  regard  that  as 
a  saving  in  the  Hansard ,  but  we  may  in  another.  It 
is  really,  and  it  ought  to  be,  a'  transfer  of  the  vote,  so  that 
instead  of  its  being  $6,000  for  the  Hansard  it  ought  to  be 
$6,000  for  the  use  of  the  official  reporters  in  work  which  it 
is  suggested  they  might  perform,  or  $4,000,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  says,  for  work  now  done  at  the  public 
expense  by  other  reporters.  I  say,  then,  we  may  save  $4,000 
in  that  way,  and  we  may  save  another  $4,000  on  the  specific 
vote,  by  the  reduction  of  the  cost  of  printing  and  the  num¬ 
ber  of  copies  as  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwoll. 

Mr.  TASSE.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to  take 
the  opportunity  offered  by  the  motion  now  before  the  House 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Debates  Committee  on  the  expedi¬ 
ency  of  granting  a  bonus  to  the  gentlemen  employed  as  trans¬ 
lators.  Everybody  admits  that  the  members  of  that  staff 
are  very  efficient  and  that  they  do  their  work  with  great 
alacrity.  This  year,  if  I  am  well  informed,  the  Debates 
will  reach  such  enormous  proportions  that  they  will  cover 
no  less  than  3,400  to  3,500  pages ;  which  is  more  than 
double  last  year’s  edition,  which  only  contained  1,400  pages. 
These  gentlemen  only  receive  $1,000  per  year,  and  when 
they  accepted  that  salary  they  had  to  calculate  on  a  Session 
of  three  months  or  four  months  at  the  most.  As  the 
Session  will  last  about  six  months  this  year,  I  believe  that 
under  the  circumstances  the  committee  ought  not  to 
hesitate  to  recommend  the  granting  of  a  liberal  bonus  to  the 
translators. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  (Translation.) I  believe  that  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse)  apply  perfectly  well 
to  the  present  circumstances.  The  French  translators  are 
only  appointed  for  the  Session,  which  does  not  generally 
exceed  three  or  four  months.  The  present  Session  has 
lasted  nearly  six  months,  and  most  assuredly  it  was  not 
what  they  had  in  view  when  they  accepted  the  position 
which  they  occupy  as  sessional  clerks — because,  they  are 
sessional  clerks — they  are  not  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
reporters,  who  are  employed  the  year  round.  I  believe 
that  for  this  reason,  this  should  also  apply  to  tho  proof¬ 
readers. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  At  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell,  and  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
would  amend  the  motion  by  inserting  “  $40,000  ”  instead 
of  “  $36,411.” 

Resolution,  as  amended,  concurred  in. 

Indians  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  .  . $680,831  45 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  desire  to  enquire  of 
the  First  Minister  what  amount  he  expects  to  be  obliged  to 
expend  on  Indian  affairs  during  the  year  1886.  These  esti¬ 


mates  were  prepared,  as  everybody  knows,  prior  to  the 
unfortunate  disturbances  in  the  North. West.  In  1884  an 
expenditure  of  about  $1,100,000—1  speak  from  memory — 
was  incurred  for  this  service,  and  in  the  year  which  closed 
on  the  1st  July  last,  so  far  as  lean  judge,  the  expenditure 
must  have  very  largely  exceeded  the  amount  asked  for.  It 
is  doubtful  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  able  to  con¬ 
fine  the  expenditure  within  the  sum  here  named  ;  and  as 
we  are  now  in  the  year  1885-86,  I  would  like  to  know 
distinctly,  as  far  as  he  can  form  an  opinion,  what  he 
expects  the  expenditure  will  really  be. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  almost  impossible 
for  me  to  give  any  specific  answer  to  that  question.  Ido  not 
anticipate,  however,  that  the  expenditure  will  be  larger 
than  the  estimate.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  gi’eater 
destitution  in  the  coming  year  than  there  has  beeu  in  the 
past.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  there  will  be  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  increase  in  the  quantity  ol  food  raised  on  the 
different  reserves.  After  all,  we  must  consider  that  the 
disturbances  on  the  Indian  reserves  have  not  extended 
very  largely  through  the  country.  Of  course,  there 
must  have  been  an  interruption,  to  a  lamentable  extent,  in 
the  industries  of  the  Indians  of  the  North  Saskatchewan  ; 
but  that  does  not  apply  to  the  main  mass  of  the  Indian 
population.  There  has  been  also  a  great  deal  of  disquietude. 
The  Indians,  like  other  masses  of  population,  have  been 
roused  by  the  reports  they  have  heard, and  the  false  messages 
continually  sent  to  them,  as  to  the  extent  of  the  outbreak 
and  the  success  of  the  half-breeds,  which  rendered  them 
disturbed  and  discontented,  and  prevented  them  working 
steady  on  their  reserves.  But,  on  the  whole,  the  reports 
are  favorable ;  the  Indians  fairly  apply  themselves  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  ground  and  to  the  raising  of  crops,  princi¬ 
pally  of  roots,  but  to  no  considerable  bxtent  of  cereals. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  greater  destitu¬ 
tion  next  year  than  there  is  now,  while  I  am  happy  to 
believe,  from  the  reports  received,  that  the  supplies  raised 
by  the  Indians  themselves  will  be  considerably  in  excess  of 
those  raised  last  year.  I  believe,  if  it  had  not  been  for 
these  local  disturbances,  the  quantity  would  very  largely 
exceed  that  of  last  year.  I  am  getting  reports  now  almost 
every  day,  and  before  the  House  rises  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
give  a  general  statement  regarding  the  different  reserves. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  not  have  made 
the  remark,  but  for  the  fact  that  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  for  the  year  just  passed  the  hon.  gentleman 
demands  $324,850  in  addition  to  the  sum  here  asked  for, 
making,  in  all,  $1,100,000  odd;  and  although  I  do  not  sup¬ 
pose  the  expenditure  will  exceed  tho  sum  expended  in 
1884-85,  yet  ho  would  certainly  require  more  than  $1,000,000. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  again  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  importance  of  having  detailed  statements 
showing  the  amount  of  produce  raised  on  each  reservation, 
and  the  amount  the  Indians  receive  at  the  various  places,  by 
way  of  gratuity,  in  order  to  prevent  famine  and  starvation. 
It  is  only  in  that  way  that  you  can  fix  public  attention  on 
the  work  done  by  each  individual  farm  instructor.  It 
seems  to  me  of  great  consequence  that  every  farm  instructor 
should  feel  that  the  eyes  of  the  country  are  upon  him, 
watching  the  result  of  his  individual  efforts.  Of  course,  we 
should  notice  those  who  succeed  and  those  who  fail.  Whon  a 
farm  instructor  does  not  succeed,  the  first  thing  to  consider 
is,  whether  the  Indians  have  a  reservation  suited  to  agricul¬ 
ture,  and  if  they  have,  whether  they  would  do  better  by  hav¬ 
ing  the  inspector  changed.  When  the  farm  instructor  feels 
that  public  attention  is  fixed  upon  him,  his  success  will  be 
much  greater  than  if  he  is  allowed  to  considor  that  ho  is 
merely  a  public  official,  and  that  the  result  will  be  the  samo, 
whether  he  succeeds  or  fails;  and  if  he  fails  to  induce  the 
Indians  to  engage  in  agricultural  pursuits,  where  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  are  favorablo,  he  ought  to  be  replaced  by  another 
man.  Of  course,  tho  greater  tho  success  tho  less  is  tho 
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charge  upon  the  public  Treasury.  It  would  also  be  of  greater 
advantage  to  the  Department,  and  would  add  to  the  comfort 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  hiaiself,  if  he  had  individual  reports 
made  and  laid  before  Parliament,  so  that,  when  the  Estimates 
are  voted,  we  may  see  what  each  man  is  costing  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  who  is  in  charge  of  each  particular  Indian  band. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  told,  the  hon.  gentleman 
the  other  night,  I  think,  when  discussing  the  same  question, 
that  I  quite  agreed  with  him,  and  I  gave  instructions  at 
once  to  have  the  reports  prepared,  so  far  as  they  are  to 
be  found  in  the  Department,  respecting  the  work  of  each 
individual  band,  and.  I  propose  to  lay  them  before  the 
House  during  the  present  Session.  I  do  not  know  if 
that  can  be  done  very  perfectly,  but  it  will  be  done 
as  well  as  the  information  at  headquarters  will  allow. 
I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  should  appear 
in  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Ifidian  Department,  so  that  the 
conduct  and  the  results  of  the  labor  of  the  different  officers 
would  be  laid  before  Parliament.  That  will  be  a  great  addi¬ 
tional  check  and  an  incentive  to  improvement.  I  also  agree 
with  the  hoD.  gentleman  that  the  office  was  not  made  for 
the  farm  instructors,  but  for  the  Indians,  and  wherever  a 
farm  instructor  is  not  found  to  succeed,  he  is  dismissed. 
Though  he  may  have  every  desire  to  do  his  work,  he  may 
not  be  capable  of  impressing  his  individuality  and  his  power 
of  teaching  on  the  Indians.  Even  in  the  case  of  ordinary 
school  teachers,  a  school  master  may  be  really  a  good 
scholar  and  yet  not  have  the  power  of  conveying  instruction 
to  the  pupils.  We  have,  without  any  remorse,  removed  men 
who,  either  from  temper  or  want  of  ability,  were  unsuccess¬ 
ful  in  getting  on  with  the  Indians.  They  are  not  made 
civil  servants ;  there  is  no  permanence  in  their  appoint¬ 
ment.  We  caD  always  get  rid  of  a  man  who  has  not  been 
successful ;  he  will  pay  the  full  penalty  of  want  of  success, 
by  being  removed  ;  but  if  he  is  a  respectable  man, 
and  has  done  his  best,  a  small  gratuity  will 
be  given  him.  It  is  important  to  get  men  to 
hold  this  appointment  who  are  accustomed  to  the 
Indian  character,  and  have  been  in  the  country  some 
time.  At  first,  those  could  not  be  got,  but  now  we  can  get 
men  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  Indians  to  have 
influence  with  them  and  be  able  to  impart  knowledge  to 
them.  If  they  can  learn  the  language,  so  much  the  better, 
hut  I  do  not  think  the  process  of  learning  the  Indian  lan¬ 
guage  has  gone  on  so  rapidly  as  we  would  wish.  There  is  a 
difficulty  in  moving  the  Indians  from  the  reserves.  Their 
reserves  were  originally  given  under  treaty,  and  it  is 
with  great  difficulty  we  can  get  them  to  give  up 
reserves.  Originally,  these  reserves  were  chosen  to  meot 
the  views  of  the  Indians.  They  had  to  be  coaxed  into  a 
treaty,  and  selected  their  own  locality,  the  lands  where  the 
bones  of  their  ancestors  lie  being  their  favorite  reserves. 
We  have,  with  success,  induced  them  to  change,  and  to  sur¬ 
render  that  immense  area  running  along  the  South  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  one  mile  on  each  side,  which  they  were  to  have 
for  ten  years.  That  was  found  an  almost  insupportable 
barrier  to  the  settlement  of  the  country,  and  the  Indians 
have  been  induced  to  surrender  that  very  large  section  aDd 
to  take  up  separate  reserves.  These  Indians  are  Blacxfeet 
and  Bloods,  but  though  belonging  to  the  one  great  nation, 
they  do  not  get  on  very  well  together,  and  we  have 
to  put  them  on  separate  reserves.  With  respect  to  the 
discussion  raised  by  the  hon.  membor  for  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron),  about  the  tender  for  agricultural  implements,  I 
have  a  note  stating  that  the  Department  calls  for  these 
articles,  John  Deer  ploughs,  the  Chatham  waggon,  and  the 
Paris  lump  sugar,  delivered  at  different  points  in  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West,  and  therefore  there  is  competition 
between  those  who  have  better  means  of  transport  than  the 
manufacturers.  The  hon.  gentleman  called  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  an  advertisement  of  the  Chatham  waggon 
Mr.  Mills. 


that  crept  into  the  forms  of  tender,  but  it  did  not  appear  in 
the  advertisement  in  any  way,  so  that  the  puff,  if  it  wore  a 
puff,  did  not  go  to  the  public.  It  only  went  to  thoso  who 
were  competing  for  these  waggons. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  what  kind 
of  surveys  are  to  be  made  in  British  Columbia,  in  what 
part  of  the  railway  belt  they  are  to  be  made,  and  what  the 
Government  intend  to  accomplish  by  those  surveys  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  They  are  arranging  for  a  general  sur¬ 
vey  of  the  belt. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  intend 
to  survey  the  whole  of  the  belt  in  British  Columbia  within 
this  year  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Where  are  the  survoys  to  bo  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  We  intend  to  take  observations  and  to 
run  lines  which  will  be  the  base  of  the  whole  system  of 
surveys. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Where  are  these  base  lines  to  be  ran  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  They  are  taking  observations  so  as  to 
fix  the  points  of  latitude  and  longitude.  Having  estab¬ 
lished  astronomical  points,  they  will  be  able  to  survey  the 
whole  belt,  and  I  think  the  principal  surveys  this  year  will 
bd  irom  Port  Mjuiy  eastward. 

Mr.  MTLLS.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  doing  anything  more 
this  your  than  making  an  astronomical  survey  to  fix  the 
latitude  and  longitude,  or  is  he  going  to  do  a  good  deal  more 
of  the  survey  ?  Does  this  astronomical  survey  connect  with 
the  survey  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  or  is  it  an  inde¬ 
pendent  survey  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  1  am  not  prepared  to  say.  I  shall  be 
able  to  give  that  information  more  fully  when  the  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates  are  before  u*. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  agrees  that  the 
discussion  shall  take  place  on  the  Supplementary  Estimates, 
1  will  postpone  some  remarks  which  I  had  to  make,  especi¬ 
ally  as  a  return  on  the  subject  has  just  been  laid  before  us, 
which  I  have  not  been  able  to  read. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Acting  Minister  proposed  at  this 
stage  to  answer  my  question  in  reference  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Louis  Schmidt. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  not  the  information  here. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

Alter  Recess. 

To  pay  gratuity  to  the  widow  of  the  late  C.  McManus, 

guard  at  Kingston  penitentiary  .  $670  30 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  First  Minister  was 
to  ascertain  what  the  rule  was  with  regard  to  that  particular 
item. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  When  this  officer  resigned,  in  April,  1883, 
it  was  proposed  to  give  him  a  gratuity  of  one  month’s  salary 
for  each  year’s  service.  He  went  into  the  service  in  18,13. 
Before  the  gratuity  had  been  voted  ho  died.  Then  the 
usual  gratuity  of  two  months’  salary  was  given  to  the  widow, 
and  the  Minister  of  Justice  recommended  to  C  mncil  that 
the  balance  of  the  full  amount  of  the  gratutity  of  one  month’s 
salary  for  each  year  of  service  should  be  paid  to  the  widow. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  ascer¬ 
tained  that  tho  rule  was  for  two  or  three  years,  as  the  case 
might  be;  that  it  did  not  stop  at  one  year? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  No.  The  rule  has  been,  that  where  an 
officer  retired  from  ill-health,  and  was  not  of  sufficient  age  to 
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be  superannuated,  he  is  given  a  month’s  salary  for  each  year 
he  has  been  in  the  service.  Sometimes  they  are  not  given 
the  full  amount,  while  in  other  cases  they  are  simply  given 
one  year’s  salary  as  gratuity — sometimes  only  six  months. 
This  was  the  ground  of  the  recommendation  in  the  present 
case  by  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

ORDERS  DISCHARGED. 

The  following  Orders  were  discharged  :  — 

House  in  committee  on  Bill  (No.  4)  to  provide  for  the 
distribution  of  Assets  of  Insolvent  Debtors. — (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald . ) 

House  in  committee  to  consider  a  certain  proposed  reso¬ 
lution  respecting  the  remuneration  of  revising  officers,  and 
of  their  clerks  and  bailiffs,  who  may  be  appointed  under  the 
Bill  (No.  103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. — (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Mr.  CARLING  moved  the  discharge  of  Order  for  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  151)  respecting  the  Ocean  Mail  Ser¬ 
vice. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  trust  the  intima¬ 
tion  of  the  First  Minister,  which  he  made  the  other 
day,  that  this  course  would  bo  taken,  is  not  to  be 
understood  as  meaning  that  there  is  any  understanding 
with  Mr.  Allan  that  he  is  to  make  arrangements  for  the 
construction  of  fast  steamers,  upon  the  theory  that  this  con¬ 
tract  proposed  to  be  ratified  by  this  Bill  is  thereafter  to  be 
ratified,  or  upon  any  arrangement  for  some  other  and 
different  contract.  I  have  already  stated,  and  I  do 
not  desire  to  enter  into  the  discussion  now,  that  it  is  of 
great  consequence  that  efforts  should  be  made,  if  a  fixed 
subsidy  is  to  be  given,  to  secure  the  services,  at  a  compara¬ 
tively  low  price,  of  other  lines,  and  that  it  is  of  perhaps  still 
greater  consequence  to  make  arrangements  by  which  fast 
steamers  of  the  various  lines  would  be  utilised.  While 
agreeing  entirely  in  the  view  that  we  should  not  proceed  to 
ratify  the  proposed  contract  this  Session,  I  hope  that  the 
time  which  will  elapse  between  this  and  next  Session  will  be 
utilised  so  as  to  frame  a  satisfactory  proposition,  based  on 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  thrown  out,  rather  than 
that  the  House  should  be  asked  to  ratify  next  Session  this 
proposed  contract,  with  some  minor  improvements,  which 
may  be  made  in  consequence  of  the  disfavor  in  which  the 
proposed  contract  is  generally  viewed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  All  I  can  say  is  this, 
that  this  matter,  when  Parliament  meets  again,  will  stand 
just  as  it  stands  now. 

Order  discharged  and  Bill  withdrawn, 

SUPERIOR  COURT,  QUEBEC. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  the 
following  resolutions : — 

1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  pruv.de  that  there  shall  be  paid  to  the  senior 
puisne  judge  of  the  Superior  Court  for  the  Province  of  Qaebec,  residing 
at  Quebec,  if  the  Chief  Justice  resides  at  Montreal,  or  to  the  senior 
puisne  judge  residing  at  Montreal,  if,the  Chief  Justice  resides  at  Quebec, 
an  annual  salary  of  $1,000,  inaddttion  to  his  other  salary. 

2.  That  such  salary  shall  be  paid  out  of  any  unappropriated  moneys 
forming  part  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  of  Canada. 

Ho  said :  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  place  the  senior 
puisne  judge  of  the  Superior  Court  in  the  same  position  with 
regard  to  salary  as  the  Chief  Justice.  It  is  known,  Sir,  that 
practically  there  are  two  systems  of  jurisprudence  and 
judiciary  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  centre  of  one  being 
in  Montreal  and  the  centre  of  the  other  in  Quebec.  Tnoy 
have  a  different  judiciary  in  Quebec  and  a  differ¬ 
ent  bar.  It  so  happens  that  there  iB  only  one 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Superior  Court,  but  from  the 
peculiar  constitution  of  the  courts  in  the  Province  of 


Quebec,  if  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Superior  Court  belongs  to 
one  bar  and  presides  over  one  Dench,  the  senior  justice  in 
the  other  district  bolds  the  position  and  performs  the  duties 
of  a  chief  justice  ;  in  fact,  the  senior  puisne  judge  is  in  every 
regard,  excepting  as  to  title,  the  Chief  Justice  of  tho  Superior 
Court  for  the  particular  district  in  which  he  may  be.  It  is 
proposed,  therefore,  that  he  shall  have  the  salary  of  a  chief 
justice.  It  is  proposed  that  if  the  senior  judge  of  the 
Superior  Court  presides  in  Montreal,  he  shall  have  the  salary 
while  the  Chief  Justice  is  in  Quebec,  and  vice  versa.  It  is  so 
reasonable  a  proposition  that  I  think  it  is  only  necessary 
to  state  it  to  get  the  assent  of  the  House.  There  are  only 
two  Chief  Justices  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  while  we  have 
four  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  need  not  speak  of  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  senior  judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
of  Montreal.  I  simply  move  the  resolutions  on  the  general 
question  that  there  are,  in  fact,  two  Chief  Justices,  one 
presiding  in  Montreal  and  the  other  in  Quebec,  and  that,  as 
they  perform  the  same  duties  and  are  under  the  same 
responsibilities,  he  should  have  the  same  salary. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  explain 
what  special  duties,  additional  to  those  performed  by  the 
other  puisne  judges  of  this  court,  the  senior  puisne  justice 
performs  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  senior  judge  of  Mon¬ 
treal  at  this  moment,  performs  all  the  duties  that  a  chief 
justice  performs  elsewhere.  He  presides  in  the  court,  he 
takes  the  initiative,  and  acts  otherwise  as  a  chief  justice  of 
a  court  would  act — the  hon,  gentleman  quite  understands 
the  duties  and  position  of  a  chief  justice,  as  contra-distingu¬ 
ished  from  those  of  a  puisne  judge.  He  guides  and  con¬ 
trols,  so  far  as  a  chief  justice  guides  and  controls, 
the  general  practice  in  a  court.  My  hon.  friend,  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  reminds  me  that  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  he  has  to  regulate  the  work  of  the  judges  of  the 
Superior  Court  throughout  the  Province.  If  a  judge  is  ill 
or  is  away,  and  it  is  necessary  to  make  arrangements  for 
the  performance  of  the  duties  throughout  his  district  or  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Province,  he  selects  the  judges,  and  there  is 
thrown  upon  him  the  responsibility  for  tho  performance  of 
those  duties. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  had  supposed,  and  I  think  it  has  been 
stated  on  former  occasions,  that  those  duties,  which  are  not 
unimportant,  the  duties  of  arranging  who  shall  perform  tho 
work  among  the  puisne  judges,  are  duties  which  are  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  that  court,  and  not  by  the 
senior  puisne  justice  in  Montreal.  I  thought  that  the  Chief 
Justice,  wherever  he  presided,  performed  those  duties.  I 
think  the  senior  puisne  justice  has  no  statutory  title 
to  perform  any  of  those  duties,  and  I  had  not  heard  that  he 
performed  any  extra  duties  beyond  those  performed  by  tho 
junior  puisne  judges  of  the  court.  In  fact,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  in  explaining  his  position,  seemed  to  be  in  exactly 
the  same  predicament  as  a  certain  great  clerical  dignitary, 
who,  on  being  asked  what  were  the  functions  of  an  arch¬ 
deacon,  said  his  functions  were  archidiaconal. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  thought  of  that  story. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes ;  I  thought  when  I  saw  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  smile,  that  his  explanation  must  have  reminded 
him  of  it. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Missisquoi).  It  is  true  that  before  the  Session 
of  1884  of  the  Quobec  Legislature,  tho  functions  of  the 
Chief  Justice  in  tho  district  of  Monti-eai  were  performed 
there  by  the  senior  judge  by  courtesy  and  gratuitously, 
and  had  been  so  performed  for  many  years,  but  in 
1884  the  Quebec  Legislature  passed  an  Act  declaring, 
in  express  terms,  that  whenover  the  Chief  Jus¬ 
tice  residod  in  the  district  of  Quebec  tho  functions 
of  a  chief  justice  should  be  performed  by  tho  senior  puisne 
judge  at  Montreal,  and  vice  versd ;  so  that  wo  have  direct 
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legislative  authority  for  the  arrangement  which  at  present ; 
exists  in  the  district  of  Montreal,  and  those  functions  have 
been  discharged  since  the  month  of  June  1884,  by  the 
senior  puisn6  judge. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  they  archidiaconal  functions? 

Mi\  BAKER  (Missisquoi).  Well,  his  functions  are,  per¬ 
haps,  not  very  onerous,  but  they  are  very  responsible.  He 
has  the  duty  of  presiding  in  the  Court  of  Review,  and  gen¬ 
erally  in  the  Superior  Court  in  the  district  of  Montreal. 
Beyond  that,  he  has  entire  control  of  the  judicial  force  in 
the  district  of  Montreal.  It  is  not,  since  the  passage  of  that 
Act  of  the  Quebec  Legislature,  confined  to  the  Chief  Justice ; 
the  senior  judge  in  Montreal  has  his  specific  duties  to  per¬ 
form,  and  it  is  only  right  that  Parliament  should  provide 
for  the  payment  for  those  duties. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  not  going  to  raise 
any  question  as  to  the  propriety  of  this  addition  to  the 
salary  of  the  judge  in  question  ;  i  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  matter  which  would  warrant  me  in  objecting  to 
this  step  ;  but  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  to  the  fact  that  he,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  has  again 
and  again  held  out  hopes  to  a  deserving  class  of  judges  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario  that  he  would  raise  their  salaries, 
and  I  think  the  whole  question  of  the  salaries  of  the  judges 
ought  to  be  considered  at  the  same  time.  I  think  those 
gentlemen  who  are  acquainted  with  the  duties  performed 
by  the  county  judges  in  Ontario  are  of  opinion  that  those 
gentlemen  are  very  greatly  underpaid.  VVe  are  going  to 
increase  their  duties  by  the  legislation  of  this  Session,  and  I 
think  that  when  steps  are  being  taken  to  raise  the  salaries 
of  the  judges  in  other  Provinces,  the  case  of  those  gentlemen 
ought  to  be  considered. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  I  think  the  position  of  the  county  court  judges 
ought  to  be  considered.  In  days  past  I  have  been  considered 
by  the  county  judges  their  special  friend,  because  I  have 
raised  their  status  and  their  salaries  to  their  present  position ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  that  matter  is  at  all  connected  with 
this  subject,  which  relates  to  the  salary  of  a  man  who  is 
performing  the  duties  of  Chief  Justice  of  a  Superior  Court, 
and  is  recognised  by  law  as  such.  The  other  question  is  a 
separate  question,  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  at  the  proper  time,  which  is  not  this  time,  in  my 
opinion,  the  case  of  the  county  court  judges  in  Ontaiio — 
the  common  Province  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  of  myself — 
should  be  considered.  Meanwhile,  many  of  them  will  be 
revising  officers,  and  in  that  position  will  receive  a 
considerable  addition  to  their  salaries. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  the  case  was  up,  I 
thought  that  the  case  of  men  whose  claims  were  denied 
because  you  could  not  consider  their  case  without  considering 
that  of  others,  might  fairly  be  considered  on  this  occasion. 

Resolutions  considered  in  Committee  and  reported. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST - 
RECOGNITION  OF  VOLUNTEERS’  SERVICES. 

Sir  J  OHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  tho  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  to  consider  certain  proposed  resolutions 
(p.  3321)  to  authorise  the  granting  of  land,  or  scrip 
redeemable  in  land,  to  the  members  of  the  enrolled  militia 
force  actively  engaged  in  suppressing  the  half-breed  and 
Indian  outbreak  in  the  North-West.  He  said  :  I  think  the 
House,  on  both  sides,  will  be  in  accord  with  the  general 
spirit  of  these  resolutions.  Wo  all  agree  that  the  services 
of  our  citizen  soldiery,  who  have  left  their  homes  and  their 
hearths  in  order  to  fight  the  battles  of  the  country  in  the 
North-West,  and  to  restore  peace,  order  and  law,  where 
disorder  and  insurrection  existed,  should  be  duly  acknow- 
Mr.  Baker  (Missisquoi). 
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lodged.  These  resol u* D>ns  are  offered  with  that  purpose; 
and  they  are  offered  with  the  secondary  purpose  of  opening 
up  that  country  to  the  young  men  of  that  soldiery  who  have 
seen  the  North-West,  who  know  its  advantages,  and  who 
may,  perhaps,  take  a  liking  to  the  country  and  desire  to 
settle  there.  It  is  of  great  importance,  too,  I  think,  to 
that  country  and  to  the  whole  Dominion,  that  a 
considerable  portion  of  that  body  should  take  up  their 
habitation  in  the  North-West,  to  which  the}T  have  gone  as 
loyal  soldiers  and  as  supportei’s  of  the  supremacy  of  the  law 
and  of  the  Government  of  Canada,  as  it  is  constituted.  Still, 
it  is  more  than  probable  that  a  very  considerable  portion  of 
the  militia  force  now  on  duty  in  the  North-West  may  not 
desire  to  settle  there,  and  may  return  to  their  homes ;  and 
yet  we  must  make  some  acknowledgment,-  in  my  opinion 
and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  of  their  invaluable 
services.  Every  one  of  them  who  happens  to  settle  there 
has  the  same  rights  as  any  other  settler  to  have  a  quarter 
section  of  160  acres  free,  except  by  paying  the  entry  fee  of 
$10.  We  think  that  besides  those  160  acres,  which  any  one 
of  them  could  get  ot  right  as  a  settler,  together  with  a  pre¬ 
emption  right  to  a  quarter  section  contiguous  to  the  home¬ 
stead,  they  shou'd  have  that  as  a  second  homestead ;  so  that 
their  homestead  should  be  320  acres  instead  of  160,  and  for 
those  320  acres  they  should  receive  their  patent,  free  of  all 
fees  or  charges.  The  resolutions  provide  that  they  are  to 
have  a  certain  period  to  make  up  their  minds  whether  they 
shall  become  settlers  or  not.  Those  who  do  not  choose  to 
become  settlers,  but  who  return  to  their  homes  in  the  older 
Provinces,  instead  of  getting  320  acres,  shall  get  scrip  for 
80  acres,  simply  as  an  acknowledgment  by  the  country  of 
their  services,  and  the  scrip  will  be  received  in  payment  for 
Crown  lands,  or  as  dues  for  timber  or  grazing  lands. 
The  resolutions  provide  that  in  case,  after  due  consider¬ 
ation,  the  soldier  chooses  to  settle,  he  can  do  that  in  person 
or  by  substitute.  The  present  system  does  not  allow  of  a 
substitute.  A  man  who  goes  to  settle  must  himself  choose 
his  own  homestead,  enter  his  own  name,  work  it  for  three 
years,  and  at  the  end  of  three  years  he  gets  his  patent.  It 
is  thought  that  somo  of  the  militiamen  coming  home  may 
at  fii’st  make  up  their  minds  to  settle  in  the  North-West, 
and  then  find  they  cannot  conveniently  do  so.  It  will  give 
them  an  opportunity,  which  is  not  given  to  other  settlers, 
of  choosing  a  substitute.  They  may  make  what  arrange¬ 
ment  with  a  substitute  they  please.  The  militiaman  has 
the  right  to  get  his  320  acres,  free  of  everything,  or  transfer 
it  to  some  substitute  ;  but  if  he  sends  a  substitute,  he  is  not 
to  keep  the  land  in  his  own  name  and  have  a  tenant  there, 
because  that  is  a  system  liable  to  lead  to  an  evasion  of  the 
present  system,  which  is,  that  the  land  should  be  actually 
settled  by  the  owner.  If  he  chooses  to  reside  in  Ontario 
or  Quebec,  or  Nova  Scotia,  he  may  do  so,  and  he  can  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  320  acres  to  a  subsitute,  who  goes  out  there  a-d 
becomes  an  actual  settler,  the  land  being  entered  in  his  own 
name,  and  being  himself  personally  responsible  to  carry 
out  all  the  conditions  of  a  homesteader.  That  is  the  pur¬ 
view,  the  intention  of  the  resolutions,  the  spirit  of  them, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  they  will  be  accepted  by  the  whole 
House,  Tho  resolutions  have  a  twofold  object.  First, 
that  there  should  be  a  substantial  recognition,  beyond  the 
mere  daily  pay  of  the  militiamen  who  went  to  the  North- 
West  to  fight  our  battle,  of  their  services,  by  making  thorn 
grants  of  land,  or  scrip,  it  they  do  not  want  to  have  the 
land,  and  at  the  same  time  making  a  distinction  between 
the  men  who  will  not  settle  there  and  tho  men  who  will. 
The  man  who  does.not,  but  who  returns  home,  gets  scrip 
equivalent  to  80  acres  ;  the  man  who  goes  there  and 
settles  there  gets  320  acres.  That  is  tho  system  which, 
after  full  consideration,  the  Government  have  resolved  to 
press  on  the  approval  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  rise  to  say  a  word  on  the  details 
of  the  proposal  which,  I  think,  will  be  more  fitly  discussed 
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in  committee,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  conjoin  one  of  the 
observations  I  shall  have  to  make  in  the  committee  with 
the  words  I  have  to  say  on  this  occasion,  which,  as  the 
House  will  understand  from  the  question  I  put  some  time 
ago,  is  simply  to  express  my  approval  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  proposition,  that  a  substantial  reward  be  offered  to 
the  volunteers.  I  think  that  our  citizen  soldiery,  to  use 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  phrase,  occupy  a  position  wholly  dif¬ 
ferent  from  that  which  the  permanent  soldiery  of  other 
Governments  occupy.  We  cannot  ignore  the  character  of 
their  engagement,  the  circumstances  under  which  they  enlist, 
the  material  sacrifices  they  make,  when  they  are  obliged  to 
go  out  on  active  service,  and  all  of  these  call  on  us  to  join 
in  the  endeavor  to  frame  a  plan  by  which  there  will  be  a 
material  and  substantial  recognition  of  the  services  they 
have  rendered  us  in  the  North-West. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  resolution  1, 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  heartily  concur  in  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  to  recognise  the  services  of  the  volunteers 
in  this  substantial  manner.  I  would  suggest,  however,  to 
the  First  Minister,  that  there  should  be  some  provision  made 
to  the  volunteers  who  have  gone  to  the  front  from  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  who  already  occupy  land,  and  would  prefer  other 
arrangements,  rather  than  have  to  take  up  more  land,  inas¬ 
much  as  a  great  many  of  them  own  160  acres  homesteads, 
and  have  pre-emptions  of  160  acres.  Those  pre-emptions, 
of  course,  are  not  paid  for  yet,  and  I  know  that  a  change 
made,  by  which  those  volunteers  would  be  allowed  to  get  a 
free  patent  of  the  half  section  they  occupy,  would  be  much 
more  appreciated  than  the  privilege  of  taking  up  other 
land.  These  volunteers  would  only  roceive  $80  each,  if 
they  did  not  wish  to  take  up  other  lands.  This  scrip  is 
worth  about  75  cents  on  the  dollar. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  ought  to  be  worth  a 
dollar. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  may  inform  the  hon.  Minister  that 
half-breed  scrip  is  selling  in  the  west  at  76  cents  on  the 
dollar,  and  the  scrip  given  to  the  volunteers  would  not  be 
worth  more.  In  the  case  of  Capt.  Brown,  who  was  shot  at 
Batoche — he  was  one  of  Baton’s  scouts-— that  gentleman 
had  fulfilled  the  conditions  of  the  Homestead  Act,  but  had 
not  received  the  patent  for  his  homestead  and  pre-emption, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  he  had  not  paid  for  his  pre-emp¬ 
tion.  In  such  a  case  as  that,  I  should  suggest  that  the 
patent  should  issue  free,  as  I  suggest  it  should  issue  in  the 
case  of  a  homesteader  who  has  already  received  his  land. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  resolutions  contain 
a  general  proposition  affecting  all  the  militia.  It  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  amend  them  so  as  to  meet  every  possible 
case.  The  case  of  those  who  have  fallen  in  battle  or  in 
disease  consequent  on  the  hardships  of  the  campaign  ;  the 
case  of  men  who  have,  through  any  circumstances 
whatever,  during  the  course  of  the  campaign,  special 
claim  and  special  reason  for  desiring  variation  of 
these  general  propositions,  will  be  duly  considered. 
But  you  can  quite  see  that  it  would  be  Impossible  for  us  to 
frame  a  series  of  resolutions,  and  amend  them  in  order  to 
meet  every  possible  case,  or  even  every  individual  case 
which  may  occur  within  the  cognisance  of  any  hon.  mem¬ 
ber.  The  general  principle  being  laid  down,  it  will,  of 
course,  take  some  little  time  before  this  can  be  carried  out. 
I  think  it  will  take  this  summer.  We  will  have  to  get  the 
ruleB  from  each  board  duly  certified  by  the  commanding 
officer  of  the  regiment,  according  to  whatevor  system  may 
be  adopted  by  the  Militia  Department,  and  after  their  claims 
are  substantiated,  there  will  be  the  warrant  to  be  issued,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  under  the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  the 
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militia  bounty  warrant ;  then  the  individual  has  to  choose 
his  lot  or  to  declare  that  he  does  intend  to  be  a  settler.  All 
that  will  take  some  little  time.  That  will  take  this  summer 
and  autumn ;  and,  when  we  get  the  general  principle  of 
granting  these  lands  or  scrip  in  lieu  of  lands  to  the  main 
body  of  the  volunteers  or  militiamen  on  service,  then  we 
can  take  up  the  special  cases  that  will  be  represented  to 
the  Department,  and  you  may  depend  upon  it  that  the 
House  on  both  sides  will  have  sufficient  confidence  in  the 
Government  to  say  that  they  will  look  carefully  at  every 
individual  case  with  the  utmost  liberality  and  with  due 
regard  to  the  great  services  of  the  men,  to  the  losses  in  case 
of  death  or  permanent  injury,  and  to  the  state  of  the 
families  of  those  who  have  been  cut  off.  I  think  we  had 
better  carry  the  resolutions  generally,  leaving  special  cases 
to  be  dealt  with  specially. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  only  mentioned  this  as  a  case  which 
might  come  up,  and  I  am  pleased  to  hear  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  give  their  favorable  consideration  to  such  cases. 
I  did  not  expect  that  the  resolutions  would  be  formed  to 
meet  any  special  cases  of  that  kind,  but  there  should  be  no 
objection  to  make  the  resolutions  meet  the  case  of  the  vo¬ 
lunteers  in  Manitoba  who  have  homesteads.  That  would 
cover  a  large  number  of  men.  There  must  be  1,500  men 
enrolled  in  the  active  service  there,  and  I  suppose  half  of 
them  are  farmers  and  homesteaders,  and  probably  one- 
fourth  of  them  hold  pre-emptions  which  are  not  paid  for. 
That  being  the  case,  I  think  the  First  Minister  could  put  in 
a  provision  for  these  homesteaders.  It  is  rather  general 
than  particular,  and  I  think,  if  they  wish  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  this  provision,  they  should  be  allowed  to  do  so.  I 
think  these  volunteers  in  Manitoba  should  receive  special 
consideration  when  they  own  homesteads  and  pre-emptions, 
and  for  this  reason  ;  they  have  gone  to  the  front,  and  this 
year  they  will  not  have  any  crops  in,  and  they  will  suffer 
more  than  the  volunteers  who  went  from  the  east,  many  of 
whom  were  young  men,  who,  of  course,  lost  their  salaries, 
but  not  the  whole  year’s  profits ;  but  these  farmers,  who  are 
unable  to  put  in  their  crops,  will  lose  one  year  of  their 
farming  operations,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  fair  condition, 
in  return  for  their  services,  to  provide  that  those  home¬ 
steaders  who  have  pre-emptions  which  are  not  paid  for,  and 
that  should  be  paid  for,  should  receive  a  patent  for  the  320 
acres. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  understand  my  hon.  friend  from 
Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  to  propose  that  these  resolutions 
should  meet  exceptional  cases,  but  I  understood  him  to  make 
a  very  reasonable  suggestion  as  to  the  geueral  ground  upon 
which  the  resolutions  should  be  based.  The  First  Minister 
has  said  that  we  have  to  deal  with  the  general  principle, 
and  that  he  will  be  liberal  in  dealing  with  particular  cases ; 
but  he  cannot  deal  more  liberally  than  the  law  allows  him, 
and  we  should  see  that  the  law  will  allow  him  to  deal  with 
these  cases.  The  proposition  we  are  now  on  contains  a 
terminal  statement,  to  which  I  do  not  object,  that  this  grant 
shall  be  made  in  such  a  shape  that  it  shall  be  conducive  to 
the  settlement  of  the  public  lands,  and  that  is  the  motion 
on  which  you  propose  to  give  some  larger  inducements,  if 
only  it  suits  the  position  of  the  volunteer  himself  to  settle, 
or  will  enable  him  to  give  large  inducements  to  somebody 
else  whom  he  may  love  or  with  whom  he  may  make  a 
bargain.  But  you  are  dealing  with  two  classes  of  volunteers. 
There  is  a  very  important  class  of  these  volunteers,  in  point 
of  numbers,  who  have  settled  upon  land  and  are  home¬ 
steaders  in  the  North-West.  You  cannot  say  that  they 
are  to  settle  the  public  lands,  because  they  are  already 
there,  doing  the  very  thing  you  want  them  to  do, 
and  therefore  you  cannot  apply  to  them  the  stimulus 
to  make  a  new  settlement  that  you  can  to  a  man 
from  the  east,  who  had  gone  up  there,  and  is  willing, 
either  himself  or  by  means  of  a  friend,  to  become  a  settler 
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in  the  North-West.  The  question  then  is,  in  reference  to 
that  large  class,  which  may  comprise  in  all  1,400,  or  1,500 
men,  of  whom  a  considerable  proportion — of  course,  a  large 
number  were  from  Winnipeg  and  other  centres  of  popula¬ 
tion — are  homesteaders;  and  I  suppose  there  are  several 
hundreds  of  homesteaders  among  them,  whether  you  will 
apply  to  those  who  are  homesteaders  and  actual  settlers  the 
measure  of  relief  by  which  they  could  take  advantage  of 
your  benevolence,  would  it  not  be  the  nearest  analogy  to 
the  case  of  the  others  if  you  were  to  say  that  they  might 
have  their  pre-emption  free,  and  that  that  should  be  their 
reward  ?  Of  course,  it  is  no  inducement  to  tell  them  they 
may  have  another  pre-emption.  Indeed,  they  will  have 
only  a  Hobson’s  choice ;  they  must  take  the  $80  of  scrip, 
and  that  is  all  you  give  them.  The  second  observation  I 
have  to  make  is,  that  the  reward  in  money  or  money’s 
worth  which  you  propose  to  give  them  in  scrip  is  of  very 
doubtful  advantage.  When  my  hon.  friend  informed  the 
First  Minister  that  scrip  was  now  selling  at  76  cents,  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  it  ought  to  be  worth  $1.  It 
is  no  use  discussing  what  it  ought  to  be  worth ; 
the  question  is,  what  it  is  worth,  and  the  value  will 
be  less  when  you  throw  some  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dol¬ 
lars  more  upon  the  market.  The  law  of  supply  and  demand 
must  affect  the  price,  and  the  result  of  giving  this  scrip,  in 
addition  to  the  amount  of  scrip  to  be  issued  in  satisfaction 
of  the  half-breed  claims,  will  be,  that  the  volunteer  will  not 
get  the  $80,  probably  not  more  than  $60  out  of  the  $80 ; 
the  public  will  lose  the  $80  ;  and  the  speculators  will  get 
the  difference  between  $60  and  $80.  The  speculators  in 
land  scrip  will  make  the  whole  profit.  This  scrip  is  $80  of 
loss  to  the  State,  but  it  is  not  $80  of  profit  to  the  volunteer. 
If,  therefore,  you  are  going  to  give  a  commodity,  which,  at 
the  present  moment,  is  worth  only  about  $60,  which,  by 
the  very  fact  of  your  arranging  for  a  very  large  additional 
issue  will  be  probably  worth  less  than  $60  to  the  volunteer, 
which  will  just  give  a  margin  of  profit  to  the  speculators, 
and  which  will  give  the  volunteer  something  between  $50 
and  $60,  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  give  him  the  alterna¬ 
tive  of  taking  a  smaller  sum  in  cash ;  let  him  take  scrip  if 
he  chooses,  but  let  him  have,  if  he  prefers,  that  smaller  sum 
in  cash,  which  will  be  to  him  more  than  he  will  get  by 
means  of  the  scrip. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  there  is  no  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette 
(Mr.  Watson),  with  reference  to  those  who  have  already 
taken  up  lands  in  the  North-West  Territory.  The  hon, 
gentleman  knows  the  plan  that  was  adopted  before,  when 
military  warrants  were  issued  to  the  volunteers  in  1871. 
Now,  those  who  did  not  wish  to  go  into  the  country  were 
allowed  by  the  Government  so  much  cash  in  lieu  of  lands. 
If  the  hon  gentleman  were  to  make  a  similar  arrangement, 
so  that  the  man  who  is  already  in  possession  of  a  home¬ 
stead,  and  who  has  pre-empted  160  acres,  could  deposit  with 
the  Government  his  warrant  for  the  160  acres,  and  it  would 
be  accepted  as  payment  for  the  lands  of  which  he  is  already 
in  possession,  that  would  be  just  as  well  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  very  much  better  for  the  individual ;  because  he 
does  not  want  more  land,  and  it  is  not  in  the  public  interest 
that  he  should  take  more  land,  when  he  is  already  a  new 
settler  upon  lands  that  belong  to  the  Crown.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  of  consequence  to  the  Government  that  we  should  not 
compel  a  party  to  take  an  additional  160  acres  when  he  is 
already  in  possession  of  as  much  as  he  can  well  deal  with. 
If,  then,  he  does  not  wish  to  take  an  additional  160  acres, 
it  would  be  better  for  the  public  and  it  would  be  better  for 
the  individual  that  he  should  have  an  opportunity  of  ten¬ 
dering  his  bounty  warrant  for  his  160  acres  of  land  to  the 
land  agent,  and  that  it  should  be  accepted  in  payment  of 
the  pre-emption  of  which  he  is  already  in  possession. 

Mr.  Blake. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  first  place,  I  am 
not  at  all  prepared  to  recommend  that  instead  of  scrip  there 
should  be  money  given  to  the  soldiers.  They  will  come 
and  receive  their  $50,  or  $70  or  $80,  and  it  will  be  a  serious 
charge  on  the  Treasury ;  many  of  these  volunteers  are 
young  men,  and  it  will  be  an  inducement  to  them  to  take 
the  money  at  once,  rather  than  become  settlers.  I  do  not 
think  that  we  ought  to  offer  an  inducement  to  them  against 
remaining  in  the  country.  "Young  men  are  young  men, 
and  when  you  tell  them  :  You  will  get  so  much  money  at 
once  if  you  do  not  choose  to  settle,  a  good  many  of  them 
will  be  very  apt  to  take  it.  But  I  have  already  said  it  is 
the  object  of  the  Government,  in  proposing  these  resolutions, 
first,  to  make  a  substantial  recognition  of  the  services  of 
the  volunteers;  and, in  the  second  place,  to  encourage  them 
to  become  settlers.  They  will  be  most  valuable  settlers ; 
they  are  men  trained  to  be  soldiers,  who  have  come  up 
there  and  shown  their  loyalty,  and  who  will  be  most 
valuable  stand-bys,  every  one  of  them  a  centre  of 
law  and  order  in  the  North-West.  It  will  be  a 
great  thing  to  get  them  to  settle  there;  they  will 
be  most  invaluable,  not  only  for  their  services  as 
settlers  and  agriculturists,  but  as  men  who  have  served  the 
country,  and  who  will  be  ready  to  serve  it  again.  There¬ 
fore,  we  ought  not,  by  offering  them  a  small  payment  in 
money,  to  hold  out  an  inducement  to  them  not  to  return. 
And  there  is  this  substantial  objection,  that  it  will  be  a 
most  serious  inroad  upon  the  public  revenues  to  provide  for 
four,  or  five,  or  six  thousand  men — whatever  the  number 
may  be — who  take  their  money  instead  of  settliug  upon  the 
lands.  The  other  question  which  has  been  raised  is  a  more 
substantial  one,  that  is  to  say,  that  the  scrip  shall  be  allowed 
to  be  used  in  payment  of  all  kinds  of  land.  The  two  regi¬ 
ments  that  went  into  the  field  in  the  North- West,  besides 
the  artillery  corps,  should  stand  precisely  in  the  same  posi¬ 
tion  as  the  volunteers  from  the  east.  If  they  want  addi¬ 
tional  land  they  can  have  it ;  if  they  do  not,  if  they  have 
land  enough  already,  they  ought  to  stand  exactly  in  tho 
same  position  as  tho  volunteers  from  Ontario.  If  they  do 
not  want  the  land  they  will  take  the  scrip;  if  they  do  want 
the  land  they  can  get  it,  and  they  cannot  only  get  it,  but 
they  have  special  advantages  :  the  volunteers  who  went 
from  Winnipeg  will  have  special  advantages  over  their 
comrades  from  the  east,  because  they  are  at  Winnipeg  ;  they 
see  settlers  coming  in,  and  they  can  get  hold  of  a  substitute 
for  the  whole  320  acres.  With  the  eastern  volunteers  the 
chance  of  doing  so  is  not  so  certain.  The  militiaman,  for 
instance,  going  from  Quebec,  as  the  9th  Regiment  of  Quebec, 
may  not  find  a  substitute  at  all,  and  he  may  be  obliged  to 
take  the  scrip  for  $80.  But  the  soldiers  of  the  two  regi¬ 
ments  and  the  corps  of  artillery  at  Winnipeg  can  always 
get  a  substitute,  can  always  make  an  arrangement,  and 
they  have  a  great  “  pull,”  to  use  a  common  expression,  on 
their  comrades  in  tho  east.  I  do  not  think  we  can  make  a 
distinction  between  those  soldiers  who  start  from  Winni¬ 
peg,  make  a  distinction  in  their  favor,  as  against  the  volun¬ 
teers  of  Quebec,  or  even  Toronto.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
issue  of  scrip  :  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  thii’d 
resolution,  it  provides  this: 

“  That  any  person  entitled  under  the  foregoing  to  select  and  enter, 
either  by  himself  or  by  his  substitute,  320  acres  of  land  as  a  bomestea1!, 
in  the  manner  and  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  hereinbefore  pre¬ 
scribed,  may,  in  lieu  thereof,  if  he  so  chooses,  receive  scrip  for  $ 80, which 
shall  be  accepted  in  payment  of  any  Dominion  lands  open  for  sale,  or 
in  payment  of  pre-emptions  or  of  rents  of  Dominion  lands  leased  for 
grazing  or  hay-cutting  purposes.” 

So  that  if  it  does  not  suit  the  volunteer  living  in  Winnipeg 
to  go  and  get  his  320  acres  more,  he  gets  his  $80  of  scrip, 
and  that  he  can  pay  in  upon  lands  he  has  bought  upon  pre¬ 
emption.  I  bfelieve  it  will  not  do  to  draw  any  distinction; 
they  must  be  put  exactly  on  the  same  footing,  whether  they 
come  from  Winnipeg,  or  Quebec  or  Halifax, 
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Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  suggest  that  a 
distinction  should  be  drawn  between  the  volunteers  from 
Winnipeg  and  the  volunteers  from  the  east ;  far  from  it. 
I  believe  the  volunteers  from  the  east  should  receive  fully 
as  valuable  consideration  as  those  from  the  west.  But 
young  farmers,  who  are  living  on  the  land,  who  have  all  the 
land  they  can  occupy,  and  who  are  not  in  a  position  to  hire 
a  substitute  to  hold  their  land  for  them,  if  they  do  not 
receive  that,  they  only  receive  $80.  A  great  number  of 
these  young  men  are  not  in  the  best  of  circumstances  ;  they 
may  have  to  pay  for  their  homesteads  inside  of  six  months; 
some  of  them  are  past  due,  and  it  will  be  a  great  relief  to 
these  young  volunteers  who  have  sacrificed  one  year’s 
farming  operations  in  going  to  the  front.  It  is  on  behalf 
of  those  young  men  I  am  advocating  that  they  should 
receive  a  free  deed  of  the  lands  they  occupy,  instead 
of  having  to  pay  for  them,  as  the  Dominion  Lands  Act 
i-equires.  It  should  be  provided  in  the  Bill  that  a  volunteer 
who  is  in  occupation  of  a  homestead  or  pre-emption  should 
have  a  right  to  receive  a  patent  for  his  pre-emption  in  Jieu 
of  those  other  considerations  for  volunters  who  have  not 
homesteads  or  pre-emptions.  My  remarks  are  not  made 
with  reference  to  individuals  in  Winnipeg,  but  simply  with 
regard  to  young  farmers  who  have  gone  to  the  front. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Just  consider  how  that 
would  work  out.  One  of  the  volunteers  has  got  a  home¬ 
stead,  and  has  agroed  to  pay  $2  an  acre  for  the  pre-emption, 
and  it  is  proposed  to  make  him  a  present  of  the  pre  emp¬ 
tion.  He  will  get  the  $2  an  acre,  and  the  man  in  the  east 
will  get  $80.  It  would  never  work  out. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking  of  a 
man  who  is  to  receive  $80  in  scrip,  and  I  am  talking  of  a 
man  who  has  a  homestead  in  the  country.  I  do  not  see  that 
a  pre-emption  already  located  should  bo  worth  anything 
more  than  one  that  is  to  be  located.  There  should  not  be 
any  difference.  This  seems  to  be  rather  like  taking  advan¬ 
tage  of  a  man  who  happens  to  be  so  placed  as  not  to  be  able 
to  take  up  a  second  homestead  or  pre  emption,  for  in  such  a 
case  he  would  only  received  $80  in  scrip  when  another 
volunteer  would  have  the  right  to  receive  160  acres. 

On  resolution  2, 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  inclined  to  think 
it  would  be  better  to  extend  the  time  a  little.  I  would  not 
care  to  extond  it  indefinitely,  but  1st  June  is  not  a  very 
convenient  time.  Almost  all  those  persons  now  bearing 
arms  in  the  North-West  reside  in  Old  Canada,  and  are  likely 
to  return  immediately  for  various  reasons:  If  they  should 
go  up  to  ihe  North-West  to  select  land,  it  would  probably 
be  in  the  spring  of  next  year,  and  there  would  be  consider¬ 
able  difficulty  in  their  making  a  selection  by  1st  June  if  the 
season  happened  to  be  wet  or  the  winter  happened  to  be  late. 
The  Minister  knows  well  that  it  will  not  be  convenient  for 
most  of  those  who  would  liko  to  avail  themselves  of  this 
opportunity  to  remain  in  the  Province  at  the  present  time, 
and  probably  they  would  not  care  to  go  up  till  next  spring. 

Mr.  FAIRBANKS  I  gather  from  the  remarks  of  the  First 
Minister  that  his  real  object  is  to  get  the  settlers.  Looking 
at  it  from  that  point  of  view,  I  believe  that  the  limited  time 
would  tend  very  much  to  prevent  that  object  being  gained. 
Most  of  the  volunteers  are  now  on  their  way  home.  They 
made  arrangements  at  home  before  leaving,  and  it  will  not 
be  convenient  for  them  to  immediately  return  to  the  North- 
West,  and  the  1st  June  will  come  very  quickly  in  the  North- 
West.  I  can  see  no  disadvantage  likely  to  arise  from 
extending  the  time,  and  I  believe  the  result  of  doing  so  would 
be  largely  to  induce  settlement  rather  than  taking  scrip. 
The  time  being  limited,  it  offers  peculiar  inducements  to 
accepting  $80  scrip  instead  of  making  settlement.  The 
volunteers,  being  on  their  way  home,  can  hardly  return  this 


season.  Furthermore,  I  suppose  they  could  go  in  advance  of 
the  warrants,  but  perhaps  it  would  suit  them  better  to  have 
documents  in  their  possession,  showing  they  are  entitled  to 
make  the  location.  If  that  be  the  case,  a  considerable  time 
must  necessarily  elapse  before  they  can  be  putin  possession 
of  the  warrants.  Returns  must  be  made  by  the  commanders, 
and  there  must  be  identification  and  other  matters  gone 
through.  This  will  throw  it  too  late  in  the  season.  They 
should  start  again  in  early  spring,  so  as  to  have  ample  time 
to  look  over  that  very  extensive  country  and  make  loca¬ 
tions.  1  therefore  think  it  would  be  far  better  if  the  time 
were  extended,  so  as  to  give  the  entire  season. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  first  decision  of  the 
Government  was  to  fix  1st  January,  1886,  as  the  time 
within  which  these  persons  should  make  up  their  minds 
whether  they  would  take  scrip  or  become  settlers  ;  but 
after  due  consideration,  we  thought,  using  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  that  the  time  had  better  be  extended 
to  1st  June,  1886.  It  is  of  very  great  importance  that 
these  matters  should  not  be  hanging  indefinitely,  but  that 
we  should  get  the  people  up  there.  While  we  had  thought 
that  1st  January  was  suitable,  yet  we  finally  decided  that 
the  time  should  be  extended  to  1st  June.  Surely,  in  regard 
to  those  men  who  have  been  in  the  North-West,  to  give 
them  a  whole  year  in  which  to  make  up  their  minds  whether 
they  would  take  scrip  or  become  settlers,  is  not  an  insuffi¬ 
cient  time. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  point  is  not  as  to 
their  becoming  settlers,  but  as  to  their  selecting  particular 
portions  of  land. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  seo  no  objection,  with 
the  consent  of  the  House,  of  changing  the  date  from  1st 
June  to  1st  August,  which  would  give  them  the  whole  sea¬ 
son.  We  cannot  hang  this  question  up. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that  is  reason¬ 
able  enough. 

Resolution  amended,  by  inserting  1st  August  in  place  of 
1st  June. 

On  resolution  3, 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  suggest  that  at  the  end  of  this 
resolution,  tho  following  be  inserted  : 

Any  member  of  the  said  enrolled  militia  who  has  located  a  home¬ 
stead  and  pre-emption  shall,  in  lien  of  the  grant  hereinbefore  mentioned, 
be  entitled  to  get  his  pre-emption  free. 

He  said :  I  think  it  is  nothing  but  fair  that  such  a  pro¬ 
vision  should  be  made,  as  it  is  simply  giving  them  the  pri¬ 
vilege  of  keeping  land  which  they  have  got  already, 
instead  of  taking  other  land,  which  he  may  have  to  locate. 
He  could  move  off  and  take  up  the  land  through  another, 
as  he  has  the  right  to  do,  by  having  a  substitute. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  provision  is  impos¬ 
sible.  It  would  be  a  cause  of  discontent  among  all  the 
volunteers,  except  a  few  corps  in  Manitoba.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  it  is  only  160  acres,  but  it  is  more  than  that, 
because  the  pre-emptions  are  $2  an  acre,  and  the  Manitoba 
volunteers  would  get  $320  instead  of  $80,  as  the  others  get. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  propose  that  at  all.  There  are 
no  pre-emptions  now  at  less  than  $2  per  acre,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  give  320  acres  as  a  homestead.  They 
get  160  acres  free,  and  why  should  those  who  are  able  to 
take  up  a  second  homestead  be  entitled  to  receive  $320, 
while  the  man  who  cannot  do  that,  but  has  a  pre-emption 
only,  receives  $80  in  scrip. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  the  same  with  an 
eastern  volunteer  ;  if  he  cannot  get  the  land,  he  gets  scrip. 
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Mr.  WATSON.  These  men,  when  able,  can  come  back 
and  prosecute  their  ordinary  callings,  but  there  are  many 
of  these  other  men  have  lost  their  whole  year’s  work. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Have  not  the  men  from 
the  east  lost  their  work  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  There  are  very  few  of  the  volunteers 
from  the  east  who  are  farmers.  I  do  not  think  there  are 
half-a-dozen  who  have  neglected  putting  in  their  spring 
crop. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  don’t  know  anything 
about  it. 

Resolutions  reported  as  amended. 

On  motion  for  concurrence  in  the  resolutions, 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  now  move  that  the  resolutions  be  not 
now  concurred  in,  but  be  referred  back,  to  make  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  read  in  committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  afraid  that  is  out  of 
order.  There  can  be  no  increase  of  this  kind  without  the 
Crown’s  consent. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that  is  rather  a 
strained  construction  of  the  rule.  It  is  a  substitute,  and  not 
an  additional  grant. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  submit  that  this  is  doing  no  more  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  recommended  to  the  House  by  the 
resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  After  receiving  the  assent 
of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  160 
acres  of  the  public  domain  away,  and  he  has,  I  suppose, 
obtained  the  consent  of  the  Crown  to  that  proposition. 
Now,  these  other  parties  have  already  homesteads,  and  they 
say,  instead  of  compelling  them  to  take  up  an  additional 
homestead,  when  they  receive  this  gift  of  a  pre  emption  of 
land  the  pre  emption  lands  given  shall  be  those  attached  to 
the  homestead  already  taken  up.  There  is  no  additional 
charge  or  burden.  It  is  another  160  acres,  but  still  it  is  no 
more. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  it  is  a  little  pro¬ 
voking  to  hear  arguments  of  that  kind,  when  it  is  so  plain. 
The  hon.  gentleman  wants  that  every  Manitoba  volunteer 
who  happens  to  have  a  homestead,  and  if  he  has  got  a  pre¬ 
emption  or  the  promise  to  pay  $320,  for  which  he  is  a 
debtor  to  the  Crown,  that  he  shall  get  a  present  of  that  $320 
instead  of  $80. 

Mr.  W ATSON.  It  is  simply  to  replace  the  homestead 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  by  the  pre¬ 
emption  which  I  propose  they  should  get. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  would  be  a  direct 
injustice  to  the  volunteers  of  Ontario,  Quebec  and  other 
Provinces. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  take  it  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  simply  that  it  gives  to  the  volunteers  in 
Winnipeg  and  Manitoba,  who  happen  to  have  homesteads 
already,  an  advantage  over  the  volunteers  in  all  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion.  That  should  not  be. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That,  however,  does 
not  affect  the  point  of  order ;  that  is  another  affair. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Tho  question  of  order  is  not  a  very  easy 
one  to  decide.  The  land  which  is  now  offered  to  the 
volunteers  is  160  acres  of  any  lands  in  the  North-West 
Territories  open  for  homestead  and  pre-emption  entry,  and 
it  is  now  stated  in  the  amendment  that  it  shall  be  160  acres 
which  he  has  himself  pre-empted. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  That  is  not  open. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  No.  The  quostion  is,  can  the  altera¬ 
tion  be  made  without  the  special  consent  of  the  Crown.  I 
think  that  the  land  has  been  pre-empted  as  a  sort  of  debt  to 
the  Crown,  and  this  would  be  giving  $160  or  160  acres  of 
land,  and  therefore  I  think  it  is  such  a  material  change  as 
should  be  recommended. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  wiping  out  a  debt. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes;  it  is  wiping  out  a  debt  of  320 
acres  by  giving  $160. 

Sir  RIC  HARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Not  in  all  cases,  because 
some  of  these  pre-emptions  are  $1  an  acre — for  instance,  in 
Belt  1. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  just  shows  that  there  are  different 
cases  in  which  there  have  been  pre-emptions,  and  there¬ 
fore  it  is  an  addition. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  First  Minister 
cannot  see  fit  to  adopt  this  proposal,  and  even  if  it  is 
declared  out  of  order,  to  get  a  Message  to  allow  it.  It  seems 
to  me  nothing  but  fair,  and  it  is  taking  no  undue  advantage 
of  the  volunteors  in  the  east.  They  have  a  right  to  take  up 
lands  in  the  west,  and  the  volunteers  in  the  west  have  a 
right  to  take  up  their  land.  I  am  very  sorry  the  First 
M  inister  puts  the  construction  he  does  upon  this  matter.  I 
do  not  wish  to  take  any  undue  advantage  of  the  volunteers 
in  the  east. 

Resolutions  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  for  leave  to  intro¬ 
duce  Bill  (No.  160)  respecting  a  grant  of  lands  to  the 
militia  on  service  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

RAILWAYS  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  158)  to  authorise  the  granting  of  further  Subsidies  to 
and  making  further  provision  for  the  construction  and 
efficient  operation  of  the  railways  therein  described. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  there  was  some 
change. 

Sir  HECTOR  LA  NGEVIN.  In  the  third  clause  we  insert 
the  same  provision  that  was  put  in  the  Subsidies  Bill  of  last 
year,  that  this  company  cannot  become  amalgamated  with 
the  other. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  just  remembered 
that  I  told  the  bon.  member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs)  that  it 
was  not  at  all  likely  that  this  Bill  would  come  on  to-night, 
and  I  do  not  see  him  in  the  House.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  fair  to  go  on  in  his  absence,  and  therefore  I  move 
that  the  commiltee  rise,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  see  by  tho  papers  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Halifax  likes  the  Bill  very  much. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  dare  say. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

SUPPLY— NORTH-WEST  CENTRAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  very  short  time  to  a  matter  of  some  considerable 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


3381 


'mportance,  which  I  expected  would  be  dealt  with  before 
this  date,  but  which,  for  some  reason  or  other,  has  not  been 
dealt  with.  I  refer  to  a  land  grant  for  the  North-West 
Central  Railway,  running  to  .Rapid  city,  trom  a  point  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  at  Melbourne.  I  was  much 
pleased,  at  the  commencement  of  this  Session,  to  see  it 
announced  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  that  branch  lines 
in  the  North-West  should  be  aided  by  land  grants,  and  I  was 
also  well  pleased  to  see  6,400  acres  a  mile  granted  to  the 
Manitoba  and  South-Western  Railway  and  to  the  Manitoba 
and  Noith- Western  Railway,  but  I  regretted  that  at  the  same 
time  the  North-West  Central  Railway  was  not  included. 
The  original  charter  for  this  railway  was  granted  in  1880,  it 
being  then  known  as  the  Souris  and  Rocky  Mountain  Rail¬ 
way.  It  was  to  start  at  a  point  in  township  11,  range  13, 
and  was  to  run  in  a  north-westerly  direction  to  Battleford. 
The  line  was  approved  of  in  1881  as  far  as  Fort  Ellice.  In 
1880  a  land  grant  of  3,840  acres  per  mile,  at  $1  per  acre, 
was  offered  to  this  road ;  but,  unfortunately,  for  somo  rea¬ 
son,  the  company,  like  other  companies,  was  unable  to 
proceed,  and  last  Session  the  name  of  the  railway  was 
changed  to  the  North-West  Central  Railway,  and  certain 
amendments  to  its  charter  were  obtained  Jxv  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty),  who  is  the  president  of  the 
x-oad,  and  who,  I  believe,  has  got  the  road  into  very  good 
shape,  to  be  proceeded  with,  it  it  is  given  a  land  grant  the 
same  as  other  railways.  One  strong  reason  why  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  consider  this  road  as  one  of  the  important 
branch  lines  of  the  North-West  is  that  it  runs  over  a  section 
of  country  through  which  the  original  line  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  was  located  in  1879.  In  that  year  the  line 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  surveyed  to  cross  the 
Little  Saskatchewan  at  Rapid  city,  and  in  consequence  of 
that  the  country  in  that  neighborhood  settled  up  very  rapidly 
and  a  town  sprang  up  at  the  spot.  Unfortunately,  they  want 
railway  communication.  They  had  hopes  of  having  a  rail¬ 
way,  but  now,  when  their  expectations  seemed  to  be  on  the 
eve  of  fulfilment,  it  seems  that  the  Government  will  not 
make  the  free  grant  to  this  company,  as  they  have  to  other 
companies.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  runs  22  miles 
north  of  Brandon  and  18  miles  south  of  Minnedosa,  and 
there  is  ample  room  between  those  two  for  another  railway. 
Very  strong  petitions  have  been  presented  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  showing  why  aid  should  be  granted,  and  as  I  happen 
to  have  a  petition  here  similar  to  the  one  presented  the 
other  day,  with  490  names  attached,  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  reading  it  to  the  House  : 

“  The  petition  of  the  undersigned  homesteaders  along  the  proposed 
line  of  the  North-West  Central  humbly  sheweth  r 

“  That  ■whereas  the  majority  of  homesteaders  located  in  this  district, 
in  consequence  of  assurance  from  the  Government  that  the  main  line 
of  the  Oanadian  Pacific  Railway  would  be  built  on  the  4th  base  line, 
between  townships  12  and  13,  and  the  publication  of  Government  maps 
showing  this  to  be  its  location ; 

“  And  whereas  the  settlers  along  the  line,  from  Melbourne  to  Rapid 
city,  assisted  largely  in  the  construction  of  the  present  grade  between 
these  points,  by  work  done  on  the  same,  and  the  furnishing  of  supplies  ; 

“  And  whereas,  if  the  work  is  not  proceeded  with,  these  people  will 
receive  no  compensation,  although,  in  many  instances,  their  claim  against 
the  old  company  amounts  to  more  than  $ 1,000,  which  amounts  farmers 
can  ill-afford  to  lose  ; 

“  And  whereas  the  injury  done  to  the  farms  by  having  the  grading 
made  through  them  can  never  be  repaired  ; 

“  And  whereas  many  of  the  settlers  have  left,  and  others  will  be 
obliged  to  leave,  if  railway  accommodation  is  not  soon  obtained  ; 

“  Your  petitioners,  therefore,  humbly  pray  that  your  honorable  body 
may  see  fit  to  give  such  aid,  by  way  of  free  land  grants,  as  will  lead  to 
the  immediate  construction  of  the  said  North-West  Central  Railway  ; 

“  And  your  petitioners,  as  in  duty  bound,  will  ever  pray." 

I  believe  the  work  between  Melbourne  and  Rapid  city  cost 
in  the  neighborhood  of  $100,000,  $42,000  is  owing  for 
labor  and  supplies  on  the  road,  about  $12,000  is  due  the 
merchants  of  Rapid  city  for  supplies,  and  also  $30,000  due 
to  the  farmers  along  the  line,  between  Melbourne  and  Rapid 
city.  The  line  was  graded  two  years  ago  with  a  good  grade 
to  lay  a  track  on ;  and  unless  the  Government  come  to  the 


relief  of  the  company,  those  people  to  whom  I  have  referred 
will  be  compelled  to  suffer  a  heavy  loss.  When  the  charter 
was  granted  a  year  ago,  changing  the  name  from  the  Souris 
and  Rocky  Mountain  Railway  to  the  North-West  Central, 
there  was  a  provision  put  in  the  Bill  which  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows  : — 

“The  said  Act  incorporating  the  said  Souris  and  Rocky  Mountain 
Railway  Company,  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same,  are  hereby  con¬ 
tinued  in  full  force  a od  effect,  so  far  as  the  same  are  not  inconsistent 
with  anything  in  this  Act  contained  and  as  amended  hereby  ;  and  the 
said  company,  under  the  name  hereby  assigned  to  it,  shall  have  a  fur¬ 
ther  period  of  one  year  and  oue-halt  from  the  passing  of  this  Act  for  the 
completion  or  putting  into  running  order  of  at  least  fifty  miles  of  the 
said  railway,  commencing  on  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
at  Melbourne,  or  at  such  other  point  as  the  directors  determine,  with 
the  saDetion  of  the  Governor  General  in  Council. 

I  believe  that  one  of  the  objections  against  giving  a  land 
grant  to  the  North-West  Central  Company  is  that  its  line 
approached  too  closely  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
the  Manitoba  North-West  Railway,  and  that  there  is  not 
enough  room  between  the  two  to  warrant  the  Government 
giving  the  land  grant.  That  is  an  unfair  construction  to 
put  on  this  matter,  for  the  Governmont  granted  a  charter 
and  approved  of  the  location  of  the  road  some  years  ago, 
and  in  June,  1884,  the  Government  passed  an  Order  in  Coun¬ 
cil  increasing  the  land  grant  to  this  road  as  well  as  to 
others.  The  Government  were  aware  of  the  location  of  the 
road,  and  approved  of  Melbourne  as  a  starting  point,  and 
since  that  time  have  approved  of  Sydney,  still  further  east, 
as  a  starting  point,  by  Order  in  Council.  Melbourne  is 
accepted  as  the  starting  point  by  Order  in  Council,  and  you 
will  see  that  any  other  point  the  directors  may  choose  may 
be  taken,  provided  it  has  received  sanction  of  Order  in 
Council.  As  far  as  Melbourne  is  concerned,  however, 
the  company  have  the  power  to  start  without  an  Order 
in  Council.  I  might  also  state  that  the  following  clause 
is  in  the  charter  of  the  company  :  “  The  existing  liabi¬ 
lities  of  the  company  for  work  done  for  the  said  com¬ 
pany  shall  be  a  first  charge  on  the  undertaking.”  Under 
this  Bill,  the  first  charge  on  the  new  company  is  the 
liabilities  of  the  old.  It  is  nothing  but  fair  the  Government 
should  come  to  the  relief  of  this  road,  as  it  has  done  to 
othors.  No  railway  in  the  North-West  stands  in  a  better 
position,  provided  the  same  terms  are  given  to  it  as  to  other 
railways.  I  know  the  president  has  a  contract  signed  by  a 
leading  firm  of  contractors,  who  are  willing  to  take  the  land 
grant  and  build  the  road.  I  believe  the  reason  the  president 
has  been  able  to  make  such  favorable  terms  is  that  the  road 
runs  through  a  settled  country,  that  will  pay  for  the 
operation  of  a  local  line,  and  I  believe  tho  settlers  will  be 
willing  to  bonus  this  company,  in  order  to  obtain  its  speedy 
construction.  From  the  petition  I  have  read  from  the 
settlers,  it  is  evident  they  are  in  a  de-perate  strait.  They 
declare  unless  they  get  railway  communication  they  will 
havo  to  leave.  It  has  been  suggested  the  company  might 
receive  the  land  grant  if  they  started  further  west;  but  if 
they  did,  it  would  be  a  great  injustice  to  the  people  along 
the  line,  who  have  done  the  work  and  are  anxiously  waiting 
to  see  the  line  pushed  forward.  I  might  quote  from  the 
Rapid  city  Standard  with  reference  to  this  matter,  as  show¬ 
ing  the  views  of  the  settlers  in  that  section  of  country. 
That  paper  says : 

“  The  people  along  the  proposed  line  of  the  North-West  Central  Rail¬ 
way  have  been  deluded,  year  by  year,  with  false  hopes  of  railway  com¬ 
munication  ;  and  now  that  they  could  be  realised,  if  the  Government 
gave  a  free  grant,  are  they  to  be  crushed  forever  ?  ” 

Those  people  feel  that  the  Governmont  have  the  power  to 
aid  them  by  giving  them  this  free  grant;  and  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  do  not  see  their  way  to  do  that,  those  people  will 
feel  that  they  have  been  broken  faith  with.  There  was  a 
petition  presented,  with  a  circular  attached,  on  which  there 
were  500  names,  and  the  circular  gave  the  names  of  125 
homesteaders  who  had  left  their  homesteads  because  they 
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had  not  l’ailway  facilities.  I  maintain  it  is  just  as  impor¬ 
tant  to  keep  settlers  in  the  country  as  to  induce  them  to 
come  into  the  country.  It  has  been  rumored  through  the 
press  that  there  was  some  reason  for  the  Government  with¬ 
holding  this  land  grant;  that  one  of  the  directors  of  the 
North-West  Central  Railway  Company,  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s,  N.  S.  (Mr.  Woodworth),  because  he  could  not 
get  matters  as  he  wished,  was  opposing  any  aid  being 
granted  to  this  company.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
not  favor  any  such  petition,  but  will  look  at  the  true 
interest  of  the  settlers,  and  the  pledges  these  people 
have  received  from  the  Government — even  pledges  by 
Order  in  Council,  and  repeated  by  other  Orders  in  Council, 
which  have  been  passed  for  years,  referring  to  Rapid 
city  as  an  objective  point  of  that  road,  and  Melbourne 
as  the  starting  point.  That  being  the  case,  the  Government 
having  made  pledges  and  promises  to  these  people,  leading 
them  to  believe  that  the  railway  will  be  constructed  along 
the  4th  base  line,  within  two  miles  of  Rapid  city,  those 
people  believed  that  the  line  would  be  so  built.  They  are 
still  in  hopes  that  they  may  have  railway  communication  if 
this  land  grant  is  given.  This  company  have  only  about 
three  months  from  the  present  date  to  commence  the  work, 
and  have  50  miles  in  operation  to  Rapid  city.  I  believe 
that  could  be  done  if  they  got  the  land  grant,  and  can  be 
done  even  at  this  late  stage  of  the  season.  I  hope  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  see  fit  to  give  the  same  aid  to  the  company 
that  they  have  given  to  others.  It  might  be  stated  that 
this  section  of  country  is  near  the  North-Western  Railway, 
but  there  is  a  range  of  sand  hills,  which  it  is  impossible  to 
make  a  road  through,  to  get  to  the  North-Western  Rail¬ 
way.  I  think  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  this 
matter  should  he  attended  to  this  Session.  If  not,  I  am 
afraid  that  the  people  will  become  disheartened.  Some  have 
already  left  and  others  threaten  to  leave.  From  Rapid 
city  to  Fort  Ellice  is  one  of  the  finest  tracts  of  country  in 
the  North-West,  all  well  settled,  with  a  good  class  of  farm¬ 
ers,  some  of  whom  have  broken  up  200  or  300  acres,  and  in 
some  cases  there  are  no  less  than  1,200  acres  broken  up.  If 
they  were  receiving  $1  a  bushel  for  their  grain,  they 
could  take  it  to  the  railway,  but  when  they  are  getting 
from  45  cents  to  55  cents  a  bushel,  it  does  not  pay  them  to 
raise  grain,  when  they  have  to  take  it  so  far  to  the  market. 
The  line  has  been  graded  for  some  distance  now,  and  the 
work  will  be  thrown  away,  unless  it  is  speedily  completed. 
I  hope  the  Minister  will  see  it  to  be  his  duty  to  bring  down, 
at  a  very  early  day  this  Session,  a  proposition  in  aid  of  this 
railway. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  formally  approved  of  this  road.  I  had  reason  to 
fear  that  he  would  have  taken  a  somewhat  different  course. 
When  the  proposition  was  made  to  give  free  grants  of  land 
to  other  colonisation  roads  in  the  North-West,  conditions 
were  sought  to  be  imposed  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
which  the  Government  believed  would  have  rendered  them 
inoperative.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  here  at  that 
time  to  aid  the  Government  in  carrying  those  resolutions 
through,  and  I  was  afraid  he  would  not  have  given  his  hearty 
support  to  a  grant  for  this  road.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in 
error  in  supposing  that  any  hon.  member  of  this  House  has 
given  any  opposition  to  this  grant.  It  is  the  policy  adopted 
by  the  Government  and  sustained  by  the  House  that  free 
grants  shall  be  given  to  roads  which  tend  to  open  any 
district  for  settlement,  or  to  accommodate  the  settlers  in 
any  former  settlement.  This  road  is  not  wholly  in  a 
position  of  opening  up  a  section  of  country  that  has 
not  railway  accommodation  within  a  reasonable  distance. 
The  difficulties  in  aiding  this  road  by  a  free  grant  of  land 
are,  first,  that  it  rnns  between  and  almost  parallel  with  the 
main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  the  North- 
Western,  already  built  for  a  considerable  distance  west,  and 
Mr Watson. 


so  close  to  both  that  it  is  almost  in  the  position  of  a  com¬ 
peting  line  with  both.  It  is  not  for  a  considerable  distance 
in  the  position  of  opening  up  a  new  country  that  is  with¬ 
out  railway  facilities,  and  therefore  it  do  :s  not  come  under 
the  provision  upon  which  the  Government  and  the  House 
agreed  to  grant  lands  in  aid  of  railways.  Then  there  is 
another  difficulty,  namely,  that  it  is  so  close  to  both,  for  a 
considerable  distance  westward,  that  the  Government  has 
not  low  land  available  for  a  free  grant.  It  is  either  within 
the  railway  belt,  where  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  lands 
lie,  or  in  the  belt  of  the  North-Western  Railway,  where  the 
lands  have  been  set  apart  for  that  road,  or  the  lands 
have  been  taken  up  by  settlers,  or  by  persons  who 
have  acquired  their  patents  by  purchase  or  home¬ 
stead.  So  that  for  a  very  considerable  distance  west¬ 
ward  there  is  a  want  of  lands,  not  only  in  proximity 
to  two  roads,  but  a  want  of  lands  to  subsidise  it 
westward.  I  have  stated  to  the  president  of  that  company 
that  if  the  road  were  started  further  west,  or  if  it  were  con¬ 
tinued  upon  the  site  which  has  been  projected  without  grants 
of  land,  when  it  reached  a  postion  farther  west,  where  the 
company  already  holds  lands  that  could  be  appropriated  to 
it,  and  when  it  reached  a  point  far  enough  away  that  there 
would  be  a  sufficient  distance  from  the  two  roads  already 
constructed,  then  it  would  be  in  a  position  to  receive  favor- 
able  consideration  ;  and  I  believed  my  colleagues  would  be 
ready  to  follow  the  principle  that  has  been  adopted  by  the 
Government  and  the  House,  in  reference  to  that  part  west¬ 
ward  to  Battleford.  It  is  in  this  position  The  president 
of  the  company  took  this  matter  into  consideration,  and 
asked  me  to  stay  a  decision  upon  the  matter,  until  he  could 
consult  with  the  shareholders,  or  some  persons  with  whom 
he  was  in  communication.  I  have  but  lately  received  his 
reply  upon  the  matter ;  and  having  got  his  reply,  the  whole 
question  is  now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Government, 
and  will  be  immediately  decided. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  have  been  honored  with  a  good  deal  of 
correspondence  from  friends  in  the  North-West,  who  settled 
along  that  road,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr. 
Watson)  said,  many  years  ago,  when  there  was  a  prospect 
of  building  the  road  on  the  original  survey  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  The  tone  of  the  telegrams  I  have  received 
is  much  of  the  character  that  the  hon.  member  for  Mar¬ 
quette  has  stated  to  the  House.  But  I  must  say  that  I 
regret  that  the  hon,  member  should  have  brought  this  ques¬ 
tion  up  here.  These  matters  are  seldom  brought  to  a  satis¬ 
factory  issue  by  the  efforts  of  one  single  gentleman  in  the 
House,  no  matter  how  eloquent  or  able  he  may  be,  or  how 
much  he  may  be  in  the  confidence  of  the  Government.  Had 
the  matter  been  entrusted  to  myself,  I  should  not  have  taken 
that  course.  However,  as  it  has  been  brought  before  the 
House,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say  that  I  must  endorse  what 
he  has  stated,  with  reference  to  the  feeling  of  the  people 
in  that  section  of  the  country.  They  feol  that  they 
have  peculiar  claims  upon  this  Government,  because 
the  road  was  diverted  from  the  original  line,  where 
they  supposed  it  would  run  when  they  settled  there. 
It  is  one  of  the  most  settled  parts  of  Manitoba  ;  without 
any  doubt  it  is  the  gai’den  of  that  country.  1  had  almost 
said.  I  have  here  a  printed  list  of  something  like  100  home¬ 
steaders  who  have  vacated  their  lands  after  having  been 
settled  upon  them  for  two  or  three  years,  and  other’s  will 
follow  It  is  said  that  at  least  twenty  names  have  been 
omitted  from  this  printed  list,  and  that  along  the  line  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  for  a  distance  of  100  miles,  there 
are  many  other  settlers  who  have  abandoned  that  part  of  the 
country  because  they  cannot  make  farming  pay.  I  am  sorry 
to  hear  the  Aoting  Minister  of  the  Interior  say  that  they  con¬ 
sider  now  that  that  road  is  located  too  close  to  the  Manitoba 
and  North-Western.  I  have  reason  to  believe,  Sir,  that  a 
country  capable  of  producing  so  largely  as  that  country  does, 
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of  grain  and  stock,  can  be  made  profitable  for  another  line 
of  railway.  A  distance  of  22  miles  from  Brandon  to  Bapid 
city  is  certainly  far  enough  for  any  farmer  to  take  his  grain, 
and  it  is  18  miles  on  the  other  side  to  Minnedosa,  where  it 
strikes  the  North-Western.  Now,  the  Government  having 
granted  a  charter  for  that  road,  having  promised  a  grant 
of  land  of  so  many  thousand  acres  per  mile,  I  think  it  now 
remains  for  the  Government  to  carry  out  in  good  faith  their 
pledges  to  the  people.  Had  not  land  grants  been  made 
tree,  both  as  regards  the  South-Western  branch  and  the 
Manitoba  and  North-Western  branch,  I  do  not  suppose  the 
managers  or  directors  of  the  North-West  and  Central  would 
have  complained.  But  they  have  just  reason  to  complain, 
and  it  is  a  fact  that  large  expenditures  have  been  made  upon 
that  road,  some  50  miles  of  it  being  already  graded,  and 
it  will  be,  to  some  extent,  valueless,  and  the  people  of  that 
part  of  the  country  are  now  lying  out  of  the  money  that 
they  have  earned  in  performing  that  work.  I  understand 
that  the  contractors  and  managers  of  that  road  have  pledged 
themselves  to  wipe  out  that  liability.  Now,  let  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  consider  for  a  moment  what  it  means,  that 
people  settled  in  that  part  of  the  country,  having  accom¬ 
plished  a  great  deal  of  work  on  that  road,  should  not  only 
be  disappointed  in  having  the  road  built,  but  should  also  be 
lying  out  of  their  honest  earnings  for  work  they  have 
accomplished  while  it  was  in  progress.  I  trust  that 
the  Government  will  take  the  matter  into  their 
consideration,  and  that  they  will  see  that 
their  obligation  to  settlers  there  are  fulfilled.  If  by 
any  chance  the  company  which  has  undertaken  the  cons¬ 
truction  of  the  road  should  fail  to  carryout  the  undertaking 
it  would  be  much  better  that  the  fault  should  rest  with 
them  than  with  the  Government,  for  having  refused  in  this 
case  to  grant  what  has  been  granted  in  all  other  cases.  It 
would  be  wise  that  the  Government  should  not  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  delay  in  this  work,  or  for  driving  away,  as  it 
appears  it  will  do,  a  large  number  of  settlers  from  that  part 
of  the  country,  who  might  otherwise  be  prospering  and 
doing  well.  I  say  this  because  numerous  letters  and 
telegrams  bearing  out  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  have  been  sent  to  me;  and 
knowing,  as  I  do,  the  facts,  having  been  over  that  portion  of 
the  road  two  years  ago,  when  it  was  being  graded,  and 
knowing  the  settlers,  I  feel  justified  in  expressing  the  hope 
that  the  Government  will  not  make  an  exception  in  this 
case,  but  will  carry  out  the  rule  of  making  the  land  a  free 
grant  to  them.  The  Acting  Minister  of  Interior  has  declared 
that  there  are  no  lands  to  give.  It  is  sufficient  discourage¬ 
ment  to  gentlemen  undertaking  this  enterprise  that  they 
should  have  to  go  far  away  to  obtain  their  land  ;  and  the 
least  the  Government  can  do  is  to  grant  then  lands  at  as 
early  a  day  as  possible,  when  they  will  have  a  better  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  getting  them  in  a  reasonable  position. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway . $699,384 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  For  what  purpose  is 
this  sum  required  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  To  pay  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  balance  of 
arrangement  respecting  section  “  B,”  $54,000  ;  balance  of 
award,  Manning  &  Co.,  $800,000.  There  is  also  an  amount 
to  pay  balance  due  contractors  on  section  “  B.” 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  has  section 
“B”  cost,  from  first  to  last,  including  the  contract,  the 
award  and  this  sum,  and  whatever  was  paid  to  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  Company  on  taking  it  over. 

Mr.  POPE.  As  near  as  I  can  get  at  it,  the  sum  will  bo 
about  $3,900,000. 


Mr.  MILLS.  This  is  a  fair  opportunity  to  refer  to  a 
matter  of  very  considerable  importance.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  just  given  us  information  more  accurate  than  he  is 
usually  able  to  give  us  in  regard  to  the  Department  of 
Railways  and  Canals.  We  know  that  that  is  not  the 
Department  for  which  the  hon.  gentleman  holds  a 
patent.  He  has  a  patent  from  the  Crown  as  Minister 
of  Agriculture  and  Immigration.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  sworn  to  discharge  the  duties  of  that  Department, 
of  which  he  is  Minister.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  although  there  is  no  Min¬ 
ister  in  charge  of  that  Department,  and  we  have,  all  through 
this  Session,  been  obliged  to  content  ourselves  with  the  most 
scanty  information,  because  there  is  no  Minister  responsible 
to  discharge  the  administrative  duties  of  the  Department. 
It  is  true,  under  our  system,  it  has  become  the  practice  some¬ 
time  for  one  Minister  to  act  in  room  of  another,  but  there 
is  always  some  Minister  on  whose  behalf  he  acts.  By  a  law 
passed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  it  is  provided  that 
there  shall  be  a  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  have  deliberately  set  aside  the  Statute  providing 
for  that  office,  by  leaving  it  vacant  for  more  than  two  years. 
The  result  has  been,  that  we  have  been  unable  to  obtain  the 
information  we  require  in  connection  with  railways  and 
canals,  that  information  to  which  the  House  is  entitled 
before  it  votes  public  money.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  either  apparently  acted  wrongly  in  dividing 
the  office  of  Public  Works  and  taking  away  from 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  these  duties. 
They  advised  His  Excellency  to  sanction  a  certain  law,  and 
he  has  done  so.  They  have  told  His  Excellency  that  the 
law  was  necessary,  that  this  office  of  Railways  and  Canals 
was  necessary,  that  it  was  required  in  the  public  interest, 
and  still  they  appointed  as  High  Commissioner  their  col¬ 
league,  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  and  they  left 
the  office  vacant  from  that  date  to  this.  It  is  true  he  was 
back  here  last  Session,  and  took  part  in  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  fourteen  or  fifteen  months  ago,  but  he  was  here 
attending  his  parliamentary  rather  than  his  administrative 
duties.  He  resigned  his  office,  and  from  that  time  to  this 
the  office  has  been  absolutely  vacant,  as  befoi'e  that  it  was 
practically  vacant.  This  is  a  matter  which  requires 
the  careful  attention  of  the  House  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Here  we  have  a  Minister  of  Railways  who  has, 
from  time  to  time,  told  us — what  ?  “I  do  not  know  ; 
I  know  nothing  about  the  matter.”  The  hon.  gentleman 
may  be  better  informed  about  his  own  Department,  for 
which  he  is  responsible,  but  here  is  a  most  important 
Department,  for  which  he  has  no  special  responsibility, 
which  involves  the  expenditure  of  millions  of  dollars  every 
year,  through  which  large  liabilities  are  being  incurred, 
and  when  the  House  asks  for  information,  it  is  totally 
unable  to  obtain  that  information.  I  trust,  Sir,  that  before 
the  House  rises  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  be  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways,  but  that  there  will  be  a  real  Minister 
of  Railways,  either  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  or  some 
other  hon.  gentleman,  who  will  be  able  to  give  the  House 
the  information  it  requires,  and  that  we  will  not  see  the 
Government  setting  a  law  at  defiance  which  they  them¬ 
selves  placed  on  the  Statute  Book. 

Intercolonial  Railway .  $155,432  38 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  notice  here  an  item 
for  increased  accommodation  at  St.  John,  $48,000.  Regu¬ 
larly  as  the  year  comes  round,  there  is  a  large  sum  tor 
increased  accommodation  at  St.  John,  and  it  would  Boem 
that  they  ought  to  have  had  enough  increased  accom 
modation  at  St.  John  by  this  time. 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  for  equipping  the  now  station, 
$10,000  ;  erection  of  car  shed,  $6,000,  land  for  division  of 
street,  $10,000;  gates  at  Mill  stroet,  $2,000;  bridge  at 
Dorchebter  street,  $20,000.  * 
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Mr.  WELDON".  With  regard  to  this  crossing  at  Mill 
street,  that  is  a  very  important  matter,  as  that  is  the  main 
crossing  between  St.  John  and  Portland,  as  owing  to  the 
cutting  down  of  the  grade  of  the  railway,  they  have  cut  off 
access  by  Dorchester  street,  which  is  now  utterly  useless 
for  that  purpose.  By  the  railway,  which  was  opened  on 
Saturday  last,  the  traffic  from  the  western  railways  will  go 
into  the  Intercolonial  Bail  way  station,  and  by  the  bridge. 
In  January  last  the  municipal  bodies  of  both  cities  made 
a  joint  memorial  to  the  Government,  calling  their  attention 
to  this  matter  of  the  heavy  traffic  between  the  two  cities, 
and  how  it  will  be  affected  by  the  railway.  I  think  it  will 
be  important  that  something  should  be  done  with  regard  to 
that  thoroughfare,  not  merely  on  account  of  damages  to 
land,  but  by  the  danger  which  will  be  incurred  if  matters 
are  allowed  to  remain  as  they  are.  The  result  is,  that  there 
is  only  one  street  through  which  all  the  traffic  between 
the  two  cities  can  pass,  if  it  does  not  go  by  the  river,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  vessels  and  steamers  are 
obliged  to  stop  at  Indiantown,  above  the  falls,  and  cannot 
get  down  to  the  harbor  of  St.  John.  I  trust  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  see  some  way  of  overcoming  this  difficulty. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  quite  aware  of  the  difficulty  the  hon. 
gentleman  speaks  of,  but  the  Government  do  not  feel  that 
they  can  go  to  the  expense,  just  now,  of  a  bridge,  which  would 
cost  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  Consequently,  we  have 
decided  to  use  the  gates ;  but  I  hope  that  at  some  time  we 
may  find  ourselves  in  a  better  position  to  meet  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  wishes. 

Mr.  WEL/DON.  I  hope  the  hon.  Minister  will  give  the 
matter  consideration,  because  there  is  real  danger  of  loss  of 
life  there,  as  a  line  of  vehicles  is  constantly  passing  from 
one  city  to  the  other.  I  think  selfacting  gates,  which  rise 
and  fall,  such  as  are  used  on  American  railways,  would  be 
better  than  the  gates  which  are  swung  by  cranks. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  will  do  everything  we  can  to  meet  the 
difficulty. 

Sir  BLCHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  dosire  to  know  how 
much  the  St.  Charles  branch  has  cost,  and  how  much  more 
will  require  to  be  expended  upon  it  ?  It  also  appears  very 
frequently  in  these  accounts. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  sorry  that  we  have  to  admit  that  it 
has  cost  a  good  deal  of  money.  Up  to  the  present  time  it 
has  cost  $976,505. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Including  this  vote  of 
$117,432? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  includes  this  vote;  but  I  might  as 
well  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  will  find  a  further  sum 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimates,  yet  to  come  down,  which 
will  increase  the  cost  $145,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  long  is  that 
line  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Fifteen  miles. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Of  course,  one  can 
understand  that  considerable  extra  expense  is  incurred  on 
a  line  that  runs  into  a  town.  But  for  15  miles  a  total 
expenditure  of  about  $1,100,000  is  an  immense  sum.  How 
comes  it  to  be  so  expensive  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  right  of  way  has  been  exceedingly 
expensive,  in  fact,  the  expense  has  far  exceeded  our  anti¬ 
cipations,  although  we  have  tried  to  reduce  it  as  much  as 
possible. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Can  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  tell  what  the  total  cost  of  the  right  of  way  will  be  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  has  been  already  expended  on  land 
and  damages  $342,957,  and  the  balance  i  s  expected  to  cost 
$115,000.  A  very  large  number  of  the  claims  have  been 
settled  by  the  board  of  arbitrators,  and  many  have  been 
Mr.  Pope. 
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appealed  to  the  Exchequer  Court,  not  on  our  aocount,  but 
by  the  parties. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  have  had  letters  from  parties,  com¬ 
plaining  that  although  through  rates  of  freight  are  given 
for  shipment  of  goods  from  England  to  Montreal,  or  Quebec, 
or  St.  John,  by  way  of  Halifax,  in  winter,  they  cannot  get 
through  rates  for  goods  shipped  the  other  way. 

Mr.  POPE.  Up  to  this  time  we  have  not  been  able  to 
quote,  but  we  have  been  trying,  and  we  hope  to  succeed. 

Eastern  Extension  Railway — To  pay  Nova  Scotia 

Government  for  repairs  on  steamer  Norwegian.  $33,380 

Mr.  POPE.  This  steamer  belongs  to  the  Nova  Scotia 
Government,  and  the  arrangement  was,  that  we  were  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  repairs, 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  She  connects  the  eastern 
terminus  of  the  Eastern  Extension  Railway  with  ports  in 
Capo  Breton,  on  the  other  side  of  the  Strait  of  Canso  ;  dur¬ 
ing  the  summer  season  she  plys  from  Port  Mulgrave  to 
Ports  Hastings  and  Hawkesbury.  The  company  that  built 
the  Eastern  Extension  Railway  contracted  to  maintain  a 
steam  ferry  on  the  Strait  of  Canso,  and  contracted  as  well  to 
build  a  wharf  on  the  Cape  Breton  side  as  a  part  of  the 
Eastern  Extension.  Before  the  contract  was  completed, 
unfortunately  for  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  the  Eastern 
Extension  Railway  was  transferred  by  the  railway  company 
to  the  Local  Government  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  from  the 
Local  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  to  this  Government.  If 
the  railway  had  not  been  transferred  before  the  compleiion 
of  the  contract  we  would  havo  had,  erenow,  a  wharf  on  the 
Cape  Breton  side,  in  connection  with  the  railway,  as  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  contract.  In  the  summer  season  there  is 
no  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  wharf  at  which  the  steamer 
may  get  freight  and  passengers  from  the  Cape  Breton 
side,  but  unfortunately  it  is  impossible  in  the  winter  season 
to  ship  from  any  port  on  the  Island,  on  the  Strait  of  Canso, 
except  Port  Hastings.  A  public  wharf  was  built  at  Port 
Hastings  by  the  Local  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  before 
Confederation,  as  many  other  wharves  were  built  bofore  that 
time,  but  unfortunately,  like  all  the  other  wharves  built  on 
the  north-west  coast  of  the  island  of  Cape  Breton  by  the 
Nova  Scotia  Government  before  Confederation,  this  is  now 
in  a  dilapidated  condition  and  requires  repairs.  Unless  that 
wharf  be  repaired  soon, I  am  satisfied  that  the  Eastern  Exten¬ 
sion  Railway  and  the  Intercolonial  Railway  will  lose 
as  much  traffic  each  winter  season  as  the  repairs  will 
cost.  Not  only  should  that  wharf  be  repaired  and  main¬ 
tained  by  the  railway  authorities  in  connection  with  the 
Eastern  Extension,  as  has  been  done  in  connection  with  other 
wharves  necessary  for  railway  purposes,  but  the  wharves 
at  Long  Point,  Broad  Cove  Marsh  and  Cheticamp,  on  the 
north-west  coast  of  the  island,  should  be  maintained  as  well, 
because  they  are  necessary,  in  order  to  enable  goods 
and  chattels  to  be  shipped  from  those  ports,  as  from  the 
others,  to  the  Eastern  Extension  and  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way.  Application  has  been  made  to  the  Railway  Department 
to  repair  the  wharf  at  Port  Hastings,  for  the  purpose  of 
transmitting  freight  across  the  Strait  of  Canso  during  the 
winter  season.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  repairs  was  $700, 
and  I  observe  that  $12,400  are  asked  for  the  purpose  of 
purchasing  from  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Government  a 
wharf  at  Cape  Traverse,  in  connection  with  the  Cape  Tra¬ 
verse  Branch  Railway.  I  would  suggest  that  this  Govern¬ 
ment  would  not  only  repair  the  whart  at  Port  Hastings, 
which  is  absolutely  necessary  as  a  winter  terminus,  but  also 
purchase  the  wharf  from  the  Local  Government,  on  the 
same  principle  as  this  has  been  purchased  from  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Government.  I  assure  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Railways  that  this  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  railway 
itself,  and  be  a  great  advantage,  not  only  to  the  county  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent,  but  to  the  whole  island. 
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Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  know  exactly  the  position  this 
may  be  in,  or  the  particular  spot  where  this  may  be 
required,  until  the  railway  is  located.  It  does  not  make 
much  difference  whether  the  railway  is  built  or  not,  so  far 
as  the  wharf  is  concerned.  If  the  railway  authorities  desire 
to  secure  the  trade  of  Victoria  and  of  Inverness,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  them  to  maintain  the  Port  Hastings  wharf 
daring  the  winter  season. 

Fort  Frances  Canal. — Amount  due  to  Mr.  Hugh 

Sutherland .  $2,695  69 

Mr.  FARROW.  Is  this  [the  same  as  the  Fort  Frances 
locks  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  a  balance  found  by  the  Railway  Com¬ 
mittee  to  be  due  to  Mr.  Sutherland. 

Mr.  FARROW.  How  much  has  the  whole  thing  cost  the 
country,  and  what  is  it  worth  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Really,  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  FARROW.  Is  it  $250,000  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes  ;  I  should  think  so. 

Mr.  FARROW.  What  is  its  use  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  was  intended  to  be  used  as  a  part  of  the 
water  communication. 

Mr.  McDOUGALL,  Does  the  Minister  intend  to  provide 
for  the  enlargement  of  the  St.  Petor’s  Canal  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  bring  the  matter  before  my  colleagues. 

Newcastle,  N.B  ,  Post  Office . ,. .  $3,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  will  be  the 
whole  cost  of  that  building  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  About  $33,000,  I  suppose. 

Quebec — Montreal  Armories .  $13,000 

Mr.  HOLT  JN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  if  this 
sum  is  intended  to  cover  the  cost  of  the  completion  of  the 
present  drill  hall  iu  Montreal  and  for  the  erection  of  the 
armories,  or  is  it  to  pay  for  extras  upon  the  construction  of 
the  hall  as  it  already  exists  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  This  is  besides  the  drill 
hall.  The  armories  are  to  be  built  separate,  and  this  was 
the  amount  required  for  the  foundation  of  the  armories.  It 
is  not  extra  work. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  This  sum,  then,  I  understand,  will  not 
cover  the  completion  of  the  armories,  but  is  simply  for  the 
foundation. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  there  is  a  sum  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  for 
1835  of  $45,000  for  the  armories.  This  is  only  for  the 
foundations. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Is  that  expected  to  provide  efficient 
armories— the  two  sums  together? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No;  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  not  to  press  me  to  specify 
the  sum,  because  contractors  base  their  tenders  upon  the 
sum  that  may  be  announced.  The  chief  architect  makes  an 
estimate  of  the  work  for  the  Minister,  and  when  the  tenders 
are  called  in  I  can  thus  see  whether  they  are  reasonable  or 
not,  but  wo  never  allow  the  tenderers  to  know  the  estimated 
cost  before  they  are  in,  and  therefore  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentlemen  not  to  insist  upon  this  estimate. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  meant  to  enquire  wh  ;thcr  it  was  the 
intention  ol  the  Government  to  complete  those  armories. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes. 

Examining  warehouse  at  Toronto .  $8,600 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  thought  that  was 
already  finished. 

424 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Far  from  it.  There  was  a 
main  building,  but  the  business  has  increased  to  such  an 
extent  that  representations  were  made  by  the  Customs 
Department  that  a  large  additional  building  was  required. 
We  did  not  think  that  we  could  afford  to  undertake  tho 
whole  building  in  one  year,  and  therefore  we  divided  it  into 
three  portions.  Last  year  there  was  a  sum  of  $25,000  voted 
for  that  purpose.  The  sum  we  ask  for  this  year,  $12,000, 
as  I  explained  the  other  day,  is  to  erect  a  small  building  in 
continuation  of  the  present  one,  for  an  engine-house  and 
other  purposes.  The  third  portion  of  the  building  will  have 
to  be  provided  for  later  on. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Last  year  the  House  voted  $50,000  for 
the  purpose  of  erecting  a  warehouse  in  the  city  of  Toronto, 
in  which  the  merchants  might  store  their  goods  while  in 
bond.  We  were  told  last  year  that  the  receipts  from  these 
merchants  would  be  equal  to  a  good  interest  upon  the 
investment.  I  would  like  to  know  from  the  Minister  how 
far  those  expectations  have  been  realised  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
see  that  we  cannot  realise  a  revenue  from  that  building 
before  it  is  built.  Tho  $12,000  asked  this  year  must  be 
used  before  we  receive  any  benefit  from  that  building. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Havo  no  goods  been  stored  in  it  yet  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  That  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  whether 
the  amonut  of  $13,600,  in  the  original  Estimates,  will  bo 
sufficient  to  complete  the  Post  Office  and  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  offices  at  St.  Thomas.  I  see  that  there  is  nothing 
further  than  $  13,600.  Will  that  sum  complete  the  buildings 
and  put  them  in  proper  shape,  with  furniture,  etc.  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  That  sum  of  $13,500  was 
in  addition  to  the  $15,000  of  the  year  previous,  and  I  am 
informed  by  my  chief  architect  that  that  sum  is  required 
to  complete  the  building. 

Mr.  WILSON .  Am  I  then  to  understand  that  this  sum 
will  furnish  the  Custom  house  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  So  I  am  told. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Will  it  also  enable  the  Minister  to  put  a 
sidewalk  around  the  building  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  It  is  not  the  intention  to 
lay  a  sidewalk  this  year. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  understand  that  the  architect  there 
made  representations  to  the  Government  that  the  sidewalk 
was  in  a  very  bad  condition.  If  there  wore  an  accident, 
owing  to  a  defective  sidewalk,  the  Government  would  be  held 
responsible.  If  tho  building  is  going  to  bo  completed  and 
be  occupied  at  once — and  it  is  long  since  it  was  commenced 
— there  is  no  reason  why,  during  the  present  year,  a  good 
sidewalk  should  not  be  put  down.  A  strong  representation 
was  made  by  officers  in  the  Customs  Department  of  tho 
building  that  it  was  not  being  furnished  in  a  suitable 
manner.  I  regret  I  was  not  present  when  the  original 
Estimates  came  up,  because  tho  Minister  of  Public  Works 
promised  to  explain  how  the  clerk  of  works  drew,  in  one 
year,  $1,980.  Whether  he  is  drawing  pay  still  or  not  I  am 
unable  to  say.  A  man  was  appointed  to  the  position  who 
was  not  competent,  who  was  not  adapted  to  the  position, 
and  who  attended  to  his  duties  simply  as  a  matter  of  form. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
be  satisfied  that  he  has  once  more  attacked  the  clerk  of 
works,  as  he  did  last  year.  He  repeated  to  day  what  he 
said  last  year.  If  the  hon.  member  had  been  in  his  place 
when  the  item  was  under  discussion,  he  would  have  heard 
the  explanations  I  gave ;  and  I  was  ready  to  give  him  all 
explanations  possible.  When  the  works  were  completed 
the  clerk  of  the  works  was  discharged.  Therefore,  tho 
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chargee  made  are  only  retrospective.  I  am  pushing  the 
work  forward  as  rapidly  as  possible.  As  regards  the  side¬ 
walk,  it  will  be  put  in  a  condition  to  bo  used,  but  we  havo 
no  money  to  expend  on  new  sidewalks,  as  we  have  cut  down 
every  item  possible  in  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  WILSON.  In  other  parts  of  Ontario  comsiderable 
sums  are  being  appropriated  for  repairs  to  buildings.  The 
Minister  of  Public  Works  has  mentioned  that  he  has  cur¬ 
tailed  the  expenditure  on  public  buildings.  I  am  not 
complaining  of  that;  but  I  desire  to  point  out  that  if 
Cornwall  can  have  matters  attended  to  connected  with  the 
Public  Works  Department,  there  is  no  reason  why  some  of 
the  cities  should  not  have  their  works  attended  to. 

Public  '^Buildings — British  Columbia.... . .|$17,358 

Mr.  BAKER.  Does  that  amount  include  the  temporary 
furnishing  of  the  quarantine  building  at  Victoria,  even  for 
the  accommodation  of  the  caretaker,  if  nothing  more?  Does 
that  include  an  amount  for  the  furnishing  of  a  part  of  this 
building  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No  ;  it  is  mainly  to  pay 
balance  due  on  contract,  and  for  such  additional  work  as  may 
be  found  necessary,  in  order  to  fit  it  for  occupation. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  think  it  is  very  necessary 
now,  or  will  be  in  the  near  future,  to  put  some  furniture  in 
that  building,  to  make  it  habitable. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  As  soon  as  that  is  required 
by  the  Department  of  agriculture,  of  course  we  will  furnish 
the  building. 

Harbors  and  Rivera— Ontario . . . .  $53,000 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  rise,  not  to  object  to  the  grant  to  South¬ 
ampton  harbor,  but  when  we  look  at  the  harbors  of  these 
waters  and  their  importance,  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
Government  are  spending  these  amounts,  and  I  am  only 
sorry  that  they  are  not  larger,  both  for  Owen  Sound,  Col. 
lingwood  and  Southampton.  I  think,  however,  that  Owen 
Sound  has  peculiar  claims  on  this  Government.  Our  works 
there  were  commenced  under  the  most  patriotic  circum¬ 
stances.  At  the  time  the  British  gunboats  were  in  the 
upper  lakes  we  had  no  dry  dock  in  any  harbor  in  Ontario. 
One  of  the  gunboats  came  into  the  harbor  of  Owen  Sound 
for  repairs,  and  the  commander  complained  bitterly  of  the 
want  of  patriotism  in  the  people  of  Ontario  for  not  having 
provided  any  means  for  repairing  those  gunboats  on  the  upper 
lakes,  and  for  having  to  send  gunboats  to  the  United  States 
to  be  repaired  in  case  of  accident.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  a  public  meeting  was  called  in  Owen  Sound, 
and  the  town  agreed  to  give  a  bonus  of  $15,000  to 
any  company  which  would  construct  a  dry  dock  in  the 
harbor.  A  company  was  formed,  and  in  order  to  get  a 
proper  position  for  the  dry  dock,  it  had  to  be  placed 
up  the  river,  some  3,700  feet  from  deep  water.  Then, 
we  had  to  give  $15,000  to  assist  in  dredging  the  river  from 
deep  water  up  to  the  dry  dock,  so  as  to  enable  vessels  to 
reach  it,  and  the  Government  of  1870  granted  an  equivalent 
of  $10,000  or  $12,000.  The  Government  of  that  day  saw 
the  necessity  for  the  dry  dock,  and  how  necessary  it  was 
and  the  convenience  of  navigation  and  for  repairing  ships. 
The  town  of  Owen  Sound  has  given  altogether  $62,246  for 
dredging  that  river,  and  $15,000  of  bonus  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  dry  lock.  The  Mackenzie  Government  saw  the 
necessity  of  completing  these  works,  and  sent  their  dredge 
up  there  in  one  season,  and  gave  us  $10,000  in  another 
season,  in  order  to  complete  them.  In  1882  we  made  a  bar¬ 
gain  with  the  present  Government,  to  give  $13,500,  on  con¬ 
dition  that  Irliey  would  complete  the  work  and  give  suffi¬ 
cient  water  to  accommodate  any  ship  coming  from  Lake 
Superior  through  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal  to  our  har¬ 
bor.  We  expect  that  that  work  would  be  complete  ;  but  at 
present  it  is  2,200  feet  from  16  feet  of  water,  and  a  water- 
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logged  ship,  drawing  16  feet  of  water,  cannot  reach  the  dry 
dock,  but  has  to  bo  lightened  before  it  can  be  taken  to  it. 
It  would  require  at  least  $10,000  to  deepen  this  channel  of 
2,200  feet  long  to  16  feet;  and  I  believe  the  Government, 
seeing  the  position  we  are  in,  and  knowing  how  libei’ally 
we  have  acted  and  what  we  have  done  for  the  harbor, 
should  make  this  grant.  Our  town  is  now  the  third 
largest  shipping  port  in  Ontario.  In  the  last  season 
1,064  steamers  and  vessels  left  our  harbor,  having  a  tonnage 
of  463,366  tons,  employing  15,891  men,  carrying  26,780  pas¬ 
sengers,  and  vessels  valued  at  nearly  $2,000,000.  The  town  of 
Owen  Sound  has  paid  $17,669  of  Customs  duties  during  the 
past  year.  Our  town  is  growing  in  importance,  but  our 
harbor  is  not  capable  of  accommodating  the  vessels  that  run 
there.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  steamers  run  from 
Port  Arthur  to  Owen  Sound,  and  now  pass  up  the  river, 
above  the  place  where  it  is  dredged,  to  the  wharves ;  the 
screws  sometimes  touch  the  bottom,  and  I  have  been  told  that 
last  week  one  of  them  was  broken.  Now,  having  the  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  Government  that  we  have,  and  remembering  the 
promise  they  have  made,  1  believe  they  will  take  the  matter 
in  hand,  and  give  us  the  money  required  to  dredge  out  the 
remaining  2,200  feet,  so  that  we  can  accommodate  the 
ships  that  come  there. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Of  course,  I  do  not  wish  to 
appear  as  if  not  answering  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  he 
knows  that  I  did  not  hold  out  any  hope  to  the  deputation 
that  came  here  some  time  ago,  that  the  Government  were 
in  a  position  to  expend  more  money  there  this  year,  and  I 
have  only  to  say  the  same  thing  to-day.  1  think  we  have 
done  very  well  towards  Owen  Sound,  and  the  people  there 
seem  to  be  satisfied  that  we  have  done  a  great  deal  for  them. 
I  must  say  that  they  themselves  have  also  done  their  share, 
and  I  have  very  little  doubt  that  if,  at  a  future  time,  we 
shall  require  to  come  to  the  relief  of  Owen  Sound  again  and 
deepen  the  harbor,  we  shall  find  that  the  people  theie  will 
put  their  hands  in  their  pockets  and  also  contribute  their 
share  to  the  improvements.  But  I  think  the  works  are 
sufficient  for  the  present,  and  that  we  can  delay  doing  any 
more  work  there  for  some  time. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  The  position  is  such  that  there  is  not 
sufficient  water  in  those  2,200  feet  to  accommodate  the 
vessels,  and  if  $10,000  cannot  be  appropriated,  perhaps 
$5,000  would  be  sufficient  for  the  present.  The  dredges 
have  been  lying  there  all  summer  waiting  for  instructions, 
and  I  know  the  people  would  be  very  much  indebted  to  the 
Government  if  they  could  see  it  in  their  power  to  grant 
$5,000. 

Sub-marine  cable  route  between  British  Columbia 
and  Washington  Territory,  vid  Victoria,  Clo¬ 
ver  Point  and  Dungeness  (revote  of  lapsed 
amount) . . . . .  . .  $3,500 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  Is  that  payment  in  full  for  the 
laying  of  that  cable  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes  ;  this  is  the  balance.  It 
is  to  cover  an  appropriation  of  a  similar  sum  made  by  Gov¬ 
ernor  General’s  warrant  to  provide  for  making  a  sub-marine 
cablo  to  connect  British  Columbia  and  Washington  Terri¬ 
tory  directly  across  the  St.  Juan  de  Fuga  Straits. 

House  and  Furniture  for  High  Commissioner  of 
Canada,  London,  England— Balance  of  furni¬ 
ture,  etc  . . .  $703  17 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Would  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  say 
what  is  included  under  this  item? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  otc.  covers  the  altera- 
ration  of  the  drainage  system.  Then  there  is  some  painting, 
some  furniture  in  bedrooms  and  kitchen,  and  $160  con» 
nected  with  the  gasfittings, 
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Fisheries — Additional  amount  required  for  fishing 

bounty . «... .  $20,000 

Mr.  McDOUGALL.  Is  it  the  intontion  of  the  hon. 
Minister  to  extend  this  bounty  to  boats  under  14  feet  ? 
People  engaged  in  the  Bras  D’Or  fisheries  do  not  require 
large  boats,  but  use  small  boats.  I  hope  the  Minister  will 
take  this  into  consideration,  and  extend  the  bounties  to  the 
smaller  boats. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  1  may  state  that  the  minimum  length 
of  keel  was  14  feet,  for  we  thought  that  was  as  small  a 
boat  as  was  desirable  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  and  one  or 
two  other  hon.  members  have  brought  to  my  notice  special 
circumstances  under  which  larger  boats  could  not  be  used.  I 
will  make  special  enquiries  into  the  matter.  The  Act  appro¬ 
priates  a  given  sum  of  $150,000  to  be  divided  amongst  the 
vessels  and  boats  of  the  fishermen.  It  was  necessary  to  wait 
until  all  claims  were  in  before  division  could  be  made.  That 
involved  delay,  and  complaints  were  made  by  the  fishermen. 
This  year  it  was  decided  to  adopt  a  uniform  price  for  the 
bounty. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  hope  the  hon.  Minister  will  include 
the  Bay  of  Fundy  boats  as  well  as  the  Bras  D’Or  boats. 

To  pay  accounts  in  connection  with  the  erection 
and  completion  of  barracks  for  the  use  of  the 
North-West  Mounted  Police  at  Fort  Macleod, 

Maple  Creek  and  Medicine  Hat . . .  $26,000 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  total  cost  at  Fort 
Macleod  is  $16,000,  and  at  Medicine  Hat  $9,000,  out  some 
of  these  barracks  are  in  bad  order,  and  have  to  be  repaired. 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  see  that  the  force  being  increased 
the  accommodation  must  be  increased  also  It  is  impossible, 
just  now,  to  say  whether  it  will  be  more  at  one  place  than  at 
the  other.  This  matter  was  under  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  The  inspector,  Mr.  Perry,  reports  that  the  work¬ 
manship  is  of  the  best  description  for  the  class  of  buildings, 
and  the  material  used  of  good  quality,  and  that  no  other 
person  has  resources  for  carrying  it  on.  When  wo  took 
these  buildings,  they  were  mere  huts,  of  the  roughest  char¬ 
acter,  and  now  that  the  police  are  to  be  located  permanently 
in  certain  places,  we  have  to  put  tho  buildings  in  proper 
order.  I  have  seen  those  at  Calgary  and  Regina,  and  they 
were  kept  in  the  best  possible  order,  but  those  at  Calgary 
for  example,  require  to  be  repaired,  and  I  think  there  is  an 
additional  amount  for  that  in  the  Estimates  for  1885-86. 

To  refund  bank  imposts  collected  irregularly . $41,048  92 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  circum¬ 
stance  connected  with  this  refund,  and  to  what  bank  is  it 
made  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  will  read  the  memorandum  which  I 
have : 

“  By  the  Act  31  Vic.,  cap.  11,  sec.  2,  a  duty  of  1  per  cent,  was  imposed 
on  the  circulation  of  the  banks  incorporated  by  the  Legislatures  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick.  This  Act  was  continued  by  Act  33 
Vic.,  cap.  12,  sec.  9,  until  the  end  of  the  Session  of  Parliament  next 
after  the  1st  day  of  January,  1872.  The  Bank  Act  of  1871  (34  Vic.,  cap. 
51)  by  section  i5  repealed  the  duty  as  to  banks  to  which  it  applied,  but 
continued  it  as  to  other  banks.  The  Bank  Act  also,  by  section  76  con¬ 
tinued  the  Act  33  Vic.,  cap.  11,  in  force,  till  the  time  above  mentioned, 
as  to  banks  not  coming  under  the  Bank  Act  As  the  Act  33  Vic.,  cap. 
11,  was  not  continued  beyond  that  time,  it  consequently  lapsed  at  the 
end  of  the  Session  next  after  1st  January,  1872,  or  on  the  14th  June, 
1872,  and  the  duty,  ceased  to  be  payable  at  that  date. 

“  The  banks  above  named,  which  are  not  under  the  Bank  Act,  con¬ 
tinued  to  pay  the  duty,  the  first  two  until  the  31st  October,  1883,  and  the 
Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  until  the  30th  April,  1875,  and  this  amount 
bo  paid  has,  under  advice  from  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  by'Order 
in  Council  founded  on  the  report  of  the  Treasury  Board,  been  repaid 
the  banks.” 

For  500  copies  of  the  Parliamentary  Companion . $1,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  a  convenient 
little  publication  enough,  but  it  used  to  be  only  $1.50  when 
it  was  just  as  well  got  up  as  it  is  at  present.  I  do  not  see 


why  we  should  pay  50"  cents  more,  when  the  circulation 
must  be  more  numerous. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  That  is  tho  price  at  which 
it  is  sold  now,  and,  I  think,  last  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  used  to  be  $1.50. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  When  it  began,  I  think  it 
was  less  than  that.  I  must  say  that  the  book  now  is  very 
complete. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  know  the  book  well 
enough,  but  it  strikes  mo  that  the  party  has  marked  it  up, 
without  rhyme  or  reason,  some  50  cents. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  think  the  price  paid  for  this  book 
and  for  the  Parliamentary  Register  is  outrageous.  You  will 
get  just  as  much  information  in  tho  Canadian  Almanac, 
which  you  can  buy  for  12J  cents,  whereas  you  pay  $2  for 
this  book  and  $3  for  the  Register.  I  have  examined  these 
books,  and  the  Canadian  Almanac,  and  there  is  more  infor¬ 
mation  in  the  Canadian  Almanac  than  in  both  of  them  put 
together.  It  looks  like  a  perfect  swindle. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  am  a  little  inclined  to  think  tho  same 
as  the  hon  gentleman.  I  cannot  see  how  this  work  should 
have  increased  in  price  so  much.  We  used  to  get  it  for 
$1.50,  and  then  it  was  dear  enough,  and  now  it  is  raised  to 
$2.  If  we  intend  to  run  things  economically,  we  must 
begin  at  the  small  leaks.  It  is  perhaps  a  small  matter 
compared,  to  a  great  many  other  items  which  we  have  been 
passing,  but  I  think  it  is  a  charge  that  ought  not  to  be 
countenanced.  I  think  $1,50  is  quite  sufficient,  and  I  think 
a  good  deal  of  profit  might  bo  made  if  the  price  was  $1.  I 
think  it  is  of  very  little  use  to  tbe  House,  and  that  it  might 
be  published  once  every  two  years  or  once  every  new  Par¬ 
liament.  It  is  of  very  little  use,  especially  now  that  we 
have  an  Annual  Register.  One  or  tbe  other  ought  to  be 
dropped,  and  I  think  it  should  bo  this  one. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  Register  is  $3  and  this  is 
only  $2. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  practically  a 
stereotyped  thing.  Of  coui’se,  when  there  is  a  new  Parlia¬ 
ment,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  work,  and  it  is  reasonable 
enough,  but  in  the  second,  third,  fourth  and  fifth  years  of 
the  Parliament,  there  is  very  little  alteration  from  year  to 
year. 

To  meet  expenses  in  connection  with  the  Chinese 

Commission . . . . .  $11,500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  that  tho  total  vote; 
and  how  is  it  incurred? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
have  a  little  forbearance  in  this  case,  because  it  is  in  the 
Department  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
was  obliged  to  leave  the  other  day  on  account  of  ill-health. 
This  is  not  the  only  item.  I  think  the  next  itom  of  $4,300, 
for  printing,  belongs  to  this  matter.  I  think  another  $5,000 
was  exponded  for  the  printing  and  cost  of  translation.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  have  tho  total  expenditure,  I 
will  take  note  of  it,  and  give  it  on  concurrence. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  also  how  it  was 
distributed,  how  much  wont  in  salaries  and  how  much  for 
other  purposes. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  will  have  a  statement. 

To  meet  expenses  of  Elections  held  under  the  Can¬ 
ada  Temperance  Act .  $26,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  a  pretty  expensive 
business  to  keep  people  sober. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  How  much  does  it  cost  for 
county  ? 
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Mr.  BO  WELL.  Just  the  same  as  for  a  parliamentary 
election.  In  a  county  like  Hastings,  for  instance,  where 
there  are  three  ridings,  you  have  to  add  the  three  together. 

To  meet  payments  to  extra  clerks  for  services  ren¬ 
dered  in  preparation  of  returns  ordered  by 
Parliament . . .  $10,000 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  before  we 
grant  that  we  ought  to  see  those  returns.  Many  of  them 
have  not  yet  been  brought  down,  and  in  particular  one  for 
which  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  is  responsible,  because 
he  amended  my  hon.  friend’s  return  for  the  details  of  sums 
paid  to  certain  newspapers,  and  as  good  as  promised  that 
we  should  have  it.  That  has  never  been  brought  down  in 
full. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Yes,  that  has  been  brought 
down.  We  had  the  returns  before  us  at  the  last  mooting  of 
committee. 

To  settle  the  claims  of  the  estate  of  the  late  S.  R. 

Thompson,  and  those  of  Mr.  Justice  Weather- 
bee,  of  Halifax,  and  Mr.  L.  H.  Davies,  M.P. ,  of 
Charlottetown,  for  increased  remuneration  as 
counsel  before  the  Halifax  Fishery  Commis¬ 
sion,  $8,000  each .  $24,000 

Mr.  FARROW.  This  is  a  very  extraordinary  amount.  I 
would  very  much  like  to  have  seen  tho  hon.  gentleman, 
whom  1  respect  very  highly,  in  his  place,  but  he  has  thought 
proper  to  leave  us.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against  that 
individual,  personally.  I  think  he  is  a  very  fine  gentleman, 
a  man  of  considerable  ability,  and  I  respect  him  highly. 
Now,  I  understand  that  he  has  been  paid  a  certain  amount, 
which,  if  I  am  correctly  informed,  has  reached  the  sum  of 
$15,000,  for  the  same  service;  and  this  is  an  additional 
amount  of  $8,000,  which  will  make  the  nice  round  sum  of 
$23,000.  Now,  we  were  talking  last  night  about  hour’s  work, 
how  much  it  was  an  hour,  and  I  will  venture  to  say,  with¬ 
out  fear  of  successful  contradiction,  that  if  you  add  u^  the 
hours  that  he  put  into  that  work,  he  would  get  $1.00  an 
hour.  It  was  complained  of  here  the  other  night  that  a  certain 
hon.  gentleman  got  at  the  rate  of  $20  an  hour,  measured  by 
a  certain  Session — not  this  one.  Now,  here  is  a  man,  and 
he  is  not  a  Tory,  who  had  received  $15,000,  and  this  is 
supplemented  by  $8,000  more. 

Mr.  WELDON.  How  do  you  make  out  that  he  got 
$15,000  ?  He  only  got  $7,000  before. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  put  me 
right,  for  I  do  not  want  to  make  a  wrong  statement.  That 
will  be  $15,000.  It  is  very  strange  that  he  did  not  make  a 
right  charge  at  first.  Generally  speaking,  lawyers  make 
the  heaviest  charge  at  first,  and  then  come  down.  But  he 
has  reversed  the  order ;  he  first  got  $7,000,  and  now  he  thinks 
he  ought  to  get  $8,000  more.  He  did  not  get  half  of  his 
pay  at  first.  Well,  this  is  not  all.  This  man  was  born 
under  a  lucky  planet.  He  has  received  a  great  many  favors 
from  this  Government.  This  gentleman  whom  we  are 
giving  $8,000  to  is  the  gentleman  who  rose  in  tho  House,  a 
few  weeks  ago,  his  breast  filled  with  righteous  indignation, 
because  the  public  money  was  expended  wasteiully.  He 
has  been  a  member  of  this  House  for  over  three  years,  and 
he  cannot  stay  till  the  end  of  the  third  Session  ;  yet  he  has 
drawn  from  this  Government  $  15,000,  and  $20,000  for  being 
the  law  agent  of  this  Dominion  Government ;  that  makes 
$35,000. 

Mr,  WELDON.  He  never  got  $20,000. 

Mr.  FARRO  W.  If  I  am  correctly  informed,  he  got  $4,000 
a  year  for  five  years. 

Mr.  WELDON  Show  that  in  the  Public  Aocounts,  if  you 
can. 


Mr.  FARROW.  For  tho  five  years  in  which  he  was  law 
agent  of  the  Dominion  he  took  out  of  the  coffers  of  this 
country  $20,000,  which,  if  it  is  true— — 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  is  not  true,  that  is  the  trouble. 

Mr.  FARROW — makes  $35,000  in  all.  It  is  not  a  Tory 
who  is  doing  this  kind  of  thing.  And  this  is  one  of  your 
model  Reformers.  How  much  did  he  receive  previously, 
and  how  long  was  he  engaged  ?  How  much  were  the  whole 
law  expenses  in  connection  with  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  WELDON.  We  have  not  heard  much  from  the 
member  for  North  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  since  he  discovered 
that  hens  laid  larger  eggs  since  the  National  Policy.  He 
has,  however,  taken  advantage  of  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  to  attack  him. 
He  would  not  have  dared  to  say  what  he  has  said  if  that 
hon.  gentleman  had  been  here ;  he  took  advantage  to  make 
statements  behind  his  back.  He  spoke  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  leaving  his  place  in  this  House.  That  hon. 
gentleman  came  here  on  the  first  day  of  the  Session,  and 
stayed  till  30th  June,  when  he  was  obliged  to  go  back  to 
attend  to  the  interests  of  his  clients.  Hon.  members  from 
Ontario  have  visited  their  homes  several  times,  but  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  never  left,  from  29th  January  to  30th 
June.  I  doubt  very  much  if  any  other  hon.  members  have 
done  so. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  I  have. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  have. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  admit  those  hon.  gentlemen  are  excep¬ 
tions.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Huron  has  stated  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  obtained  $20,000  from  the 
Government.  I  have  had  some  little  experience  about  such 
matters,  and  I  say  the  hon.  gentleman  obtained  no  such 
sum ;  but  no  doubt  that  hon.  member  gave  full  value  for 
every  dollar  he  received  while  acting  as  agent  of  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice  The  charge  that  the  hon.  member  received 
$20,000  out  of  the  Dominion  Government  before  he  came  to 
this  House  is  utterly  without  foundation.  Iu  regard  to  this 
matter,  the  hon.  member  lor  Queen’s  was  employed  as 
counsel  in  the  fishery  case  with  my  friend,  the  late  S.  R. 
Thompson,  one  of  the  most  eloquent  and  able  men  who  ever 
lived  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  Any  one  who  will  read 
his  speech  at  the  dose  of  the  deliberations  of  the  Halifax 
Commission  will  be  satisfied  on  that  point;  and  I  say  the 
award  was  largely  due  to  the  eloquence  of  my  friend,  with 
whom  I  was  associated  for  many  years.  The  hon,  member 
for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  gave  great  attention  to  the  case. 
Those  gentlemen  sacrificed  their  business  in  order  to  attend 
to  the  case,  and  visited  Ottawa  and  Halifax  in  regard  to  it. 
They  performed  their  duty  well.  When  Mr.  Doutre  made 
this  claim,  it  was  resisted  by  the  Government.  Mr.  Davies 
and  Mr.  Thompson  made  no  claim  on  the  Government; 
they  took  the  money  offered,  although  they  felt  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  they  should  have  been  paid  more. 
Mr.  Doutre  went  further,  and  commenced  proceedings 
in  the  courts.  The  Supreme  Court,  by  a  majority,  decided 
that  Mr.  Doutre  was  entitled  to  receive  an  additional  $8,000. 
The  Government  were  not  content  with  the  decision,  but 
carried  the  case  to  the  Privy  Council,  where  it  was  decided 
in  favor  of  Mr.  Doutre.  And  if  Mr.  Doutre  was  entitled  to 
be  paid  that  sum,  so  was  my  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte¬ 
town,  and  so  was  my  friend,  Mr.  Thomson,  who  has  gone  to 
his  long  home.  I  say  the  Government  have  done  an  act  of 
justice  and  right  in  this  matter,  when  not  only  the  highest 
oouidfof  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  but  the  highest  court  of 
Great  Britain,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  decided  that  they 
were  entitled  to  this  amount  from  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment.  My  hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  did  not 
ask  for  this  amount,  but  the  Government  said  that  when 
the  highest  courts  in  the  land,  after  full  discussion,  decided 
in  favor  of  Mr,  Doutre,  it  was  only  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
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other  gentlemen  to  say  that  they  should  be  meted  out 
the  same  measure  of  justice.  I  think  the  Government 
have  done  that  which  is  just  and  fair.  I  will  not 
discuss  the  question  of  whether  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  or  the  Privy  Council  was  right,  but  those  decisions 
are  the  law  of  the  land,  and  the  Government  did  right  to 
bow  to  them.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Huron  may 
think  it  a  very  large  amount,  and  so  it  may  be  ;  but  as  the 
law  of  the  land  has  decided  that  they  were  entitled  to  it,  the 
Government  were  simply  doing  an  act  of  justice  in  paying 
the  same  amount  to  my  hon.  friend  as  they  paid  to  Mr. 
Doutre.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Huron  attacks  my  hon. 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  in  his  absence,  and  he 
makes  an  unfair  charge  against  him,  because  it  was  not  on 
the  application  of  my  hon.  friend  that  this  amount  was  paid, 
for  the  Government  simply  decided  that  according  to  the 
law  of  the  land  he  was  entitled  to  this  amount,  with  the 
others. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  As  this  matter  arose 
under  the  late  Government,  it  may  be  as  well,  both  in  jus¬ 
tice  to  my  absent  friend  and  also  for  the  information  of  the 
committee,  that  I  should  state  generally  what  the  circum¬ 
stances  wero.  I  may  remind  the  House,  in  the  first  place, 
that  it  was  not  money  badly  invested,  inasmuch  as  the 
Canadian  Government  obtained  a  verdict  of  over  millions 
of  money  from  the  American  Government — the  first  case  on 
record,  I  believe,  in  which  an  English  colony  has  succeeded 
in  extracting  substantial  damages  from  the  United  States, 
and  a  very  marked  contrast  to  the  way  in  which  such  nego¬ 
tiations,  conducted  by  English  negotiators,  have  heretofore 
terminated,  in  any  disputes  which  have  arisen  between  the 
two  countries.  It  is  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  these 
legal  gentlemen  engaged  on  behalf  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  were  only  occupied  during  the  time  the  commission 
sat  at  Halifax,  I  know  myself  that  I  have  often  hoard  from 
the  late  Sir  Albert  Smith,  who,  as  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  presided  over  the  matter,  that  for  a  period  of 
two  or  three  years  they  were  obliged  to  devote  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  portion  of  their  time  in  mastering  the  evi¬ 
dence  and  the  details  which  had  to  be  investi¬ 
gated  before  the  commission.  As  to  the  sum  total 
which  has  been  paid  these  gentlemen,  I  believe 
it  was  more  than  the  late  Government  thought  was  a  fair 
compensation  for  their  services,  but  no  blame  can  be 
attached  to  the  present  Government,  when,  after  the  pro¬ 
tracted  litigation  in  which  they  were  engaged  with  Mr. 
Doutre,  they  recognised  the  claims  of  these  gentlemen.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  if  Mr.  Doutre  was  awarded,  first  in  the 
Exchequer  Court,  then  in  the  Supremo  Court,  and  then  by 
the  Privy  Council,  this  additional  sum  of  88,000,  in  all  rea¬ 
son  and  justice  the  other  three  legal  gentlemen  engaged  in 
the  matter,  were  entitled  to  an  equal  Bum.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  they  severally  and  individually  discharged  as 
important  functions  in  that  work  as  Mr.  Doutre,  and  it 
would  be  perfectly  absurd  for  the  Government  of  Canada  to 
have  paid  further  costs  and  further  interest, as  they  undoubt¬ 
edly  would  have  had  to  pay,  I  think.  I  see  that  nearly 
$4,U00  for  costs  and  interests  have  to  be  paid  Mr.  Doutre 
in  addition  to  the  $8,000.  It  would  be  an  absurd  way  of 
saving  the  public  money,  to  have  brought  three  separate 
additional  suits  by  three  separate  parties,  as  I  presumo 
would  undoubtedly  have  been  the  case  after  the  decision  in 
Mr.  Douiro’s  suit. 

Mr,  COCHRANE.  The  Government  made  a  loose  bar¬ 
gain  with  those  gentlemen. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Well,  I  do  not  think 
it  was  a  case  in  which  it  was  possible  to  make  any  bargain. 
I  know  that  in  cases  in  which  I  have  been  a  litigant  myself, 
I  have  had  to  pay  sums  quite  equal,  in  proportion 
to  the  work  done,  to  the  sums  charged  by  these  gen¬ 


tlemen.  In  fact,  I  have  known  cases  in  which,  where  a 
vastly  smaller  sum  was  at  issue,  in  cases  carried  to  other 
courts,  heavier  sums  than  this  had  to  be  paid. 

An  hon.  MEMBEE.  In  proportion  ? 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  No ;  I  mean  absolutely, 
for  the  work  done.  These  gentlemen  were  engaged  six  or 
seven  months  continuously  at  Halifax.  I  have  known  cases 
where  very  large  sums  had  to  be  paid  for  two  or  three  days’ 
work,  and  if  the  work  had  continued  for  anything  like  the 
time  they  were  engaged,  the  amount  would  have  been  much 
larger  than  it  is.  No  doubt  the  sum  total  is  a  large  sum  ; 
it  amounts  to  about  $15,000  apiece,  and  heavy  as  the 
expenses  of  the  suit  were,  I  think  myself  that  it  was  rather 
an  excessive  sum.  I  have  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Doutre  might 
have  been  compromised  with  at  a  considerbly  smaller  sum, 
but  the  Government — and  I  cannot  blame  them — thought 
that  Mr.  Doutre  was  asking  too  much  ;  they  referred  the 
matter  to  the  courts,  and  it  has  been  decided  against  them. 
No  blame  can  be  attached  to  the  Government,  nor  do  I 
think  any  blame  can  bo  attached  to  them  for  claiming  what 
they  consider  a  fair  payment  for  their  work. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  wish  to  correct  the  hon.  gentleman  on 
one  point.  The  First  Minister  who  refused  positively  to 
recognise  that  claim,  was  the  late  Sir  Albert  Smith. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  dare  say. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  we  had  refused 
it, 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  No ;  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  mistaken  ;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  member  for  St.  John  said  so. 

Mr.  WELDON.  No  ;  I  said  the  Government. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  It  is  always  a  difficult 
matter  to  settle  what  lawyers’  bills  amount  to.  I  have  often 
thought  myself— although  a  humble  member  of  that  pro¬ 
fession,  having  been  a  student  only — that  the  public  at 
large  were  grossly  abused  by  the  immense  amount  of  fees 
they  were  obliged  to  pay,  especially  in  connection  with 
election  expenses,  and  1  have  often  thought  that  there 
should  be  some  tariff  fixed  with  regard  to  these  matters.  I 
do  not  like  to  reflect  on  absent  members,  but  I  think  that  no 
professional  man,  with  equal  practice,  has  been  as  regular 
in  his  attendance  in  the  House  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Prince  Edward  Island.  Very  eminent  legal  gentlemen, 
having  seats  in  this  House,  are  extremoly  frequently  absent 
— on  both  sides,  no  doubt,  but  especially  on  the  other  side. 
I  see  opposite  me  vacant  seats,  which  are  usually  filled  by 
very  distinguished  Ontario  lawyers,  which  have  been  vacant, 
to  my  knowledge,  for  about  two-thirds  of  the  Session, 
whereas  my  hon.  friend,  for  five  whole  months,  was  a  most 
persistent  and  consistent  attendant,  as  the  records  of  the 
Hansard  will  show,  and  as  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  can  testify. 

Mr.  FAEEOW.  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  member  for  St.  John.  One  charge  is,  that  1  would 
be  afraid  to  say  what  I  have  said  if  the  hon.  gentleman  were 
in  his  seat.  1  would  not  be  afraid  to  say  it,  but  would 
have  pleasure  in  saying  more.  At  the  outset,  I  did  say  that  I 
respected  that  hon.  gentleman  as  much  as  1  respect  any  man 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  tho  House  ;  and  I  havo  reason 
to  respect  him.  The  hon.  member  for  St.  John,  no  doubt, 
is  an  eminent  lawyer,  but  instead  of  answering  my  remarks 
by  an  argument,  he  threw  an  insult  across  the  House.  I 
happen  to  be  a  farmor ;  I  probably  know  as  much  about 
farming  as  he  knows  about  law,  and  ho  said  we  havo  not 
heard  the  hon.  member’s  voice  this  Session,  scarcely  over 
since  I  said  tho  hens  laid  bigger  eggs.  Now,  I  wish  to 
correct  tho  hon.  gentleman.  I  novor  said  they  laid  bigger 
eggs.  Tho  question  was  brought  up  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Brant  that  Session,  and,  as  a  farmer,  I  said 
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that,  on  account  of  better  care,  we  got  more  eggs, 
on  the  same  principle  that  we  get  more  milk  from 
cows  on  account  of  better  care.  The  hon.  member 
for  St.  John  knows  nothing  about  farming ;  but  he  is  a  very 
good  lawyer,  if  we  can  measure  him  by  the  fees  he  charges. 
If  you  examine  the  Public  Accounts  you  will  find  that  he 
has  drawn  to  the  tune  of  $4,000  or  $5,000.  Now,  I  rose  to 
say  that  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  charge  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  who  is  absent,  unduly*  My  information  was  derived 
from  the  Charlottetown  Herald.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
is  a  Conservative  paper  or  a  .Reform  paper  or  an  Indepen¬ 
dent  paper;  but  if  it  will  descend  so  low  as  to  print  plain 
lies  about  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  sooner  we  know  it  the 
better.  Now,  here  is  the  statement : 

“  The  Charlottetown  Herald  has  been  counting  up  how  much  L.  H. 
Davies,  M.  P.,  has  cost  the  country  in  his  twelve  years  of  political  life. 
The  following  table  gives  a  portion  of  the  rewards  received  by  him  for 
public  services  :  As  Attorney  General  arid  Solicitor  General,  $4,214  ;  as 
member  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  $1,311 ;  as  solicitor,  Land  Purchase 
Act,  $6,718  ;  as  counsel  for  the  Crown,  $363  ;  as  counsel  for  the 
Halifax  Commission,  $16,000  ;  as  Dominion  law  agent  for  five  years, 
$20,000  ;  as  member  of  the  Commons  for  three  years,  $4,000.” 

But  he  has  not  been  here  three  years.  Now,  has  he  not 
lost  more  time  since  he  went  a  way  than  two-thirds  of  the 
members  sitting  in  this  House  ?  He  has  got  altogether, 
according  to  this  statement,  $50,680.  Show  me  a  Tory  who 
has  done  better  in  three  years. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  does  not 
know  whether  the  Charlottetown  Herald  is  a  Reform  or  a 
Conservative  paper ;  but  I  think  I  may  say,  from  that  state¬ 
ment,  that  it  is  a  Conservative  paper  of  a  very  rabid  type. 

Mr.  FARROW.  Is  it  true  ? 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  will  venture  to  say  it  is  not  true.  I 
think  the  hon.  member  for  North  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  has 
cost  the  country  $8,000  or  $9,000  since  he  has  boen  here  ;  I 
suppose  he  has  drawn  his  indemnity  every  year,  and  any¬ 
thing  else  he  could  get ;  and  does  he  say  that  he  is  of  no 
value  to  the  public  at  large  as  a  member  of  this  House. 
What  would  be  think  if  some  Liberal  paper  charged  him 
with  drawing  his  indemnity  and  doing  nothing  for  it  ?  He 
has  spoken  of  my  name  appearing  in  the  Public  Accounts. 
If  he  looks  at  that  account,  he  will  see  that  it  was  money 
to  be  paid  to  other  people,  and  although  it  was  in  my  name, 
I  received  very  little  of  it. 

Mr.  FARROW.  How  much ? 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  amount  was  $5,000,  and  $4,000  of 
it  went  over  to  England,  I  receiving,  I  suppose,  about  $500 
or  $600.  The  Government  agreed  to  pay  the  expense  of 
contesting  the  Scott  Act  on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  and 
if  I  had  chosen  to  go  across  a  larger  amount  would,  perhaps, 
have  gone  into  my  pocket ;  but  I  did  not  go ;  I  said  it  was 
not  necessary,  and  although  the  money  was  charged  in  my 
name,  all  but  a  very  small  portion  of  it  went  to  parties 
across  the  Atlantic.  But  I  reiterate  that  it  is  very  unfair, 
in  the  absence  of  the  hon  member  for  Queen’s,  who  has  been 
here  from  the  29th  January  to  the  30th  June,  day  in  and 
day  out,  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make  statements  which 
he  would  not  have  ventured  to  make  in  the  presence  of  that 
hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  do  not  imagine  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  succeed  in  arousing  any  great  sympathy  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s  for  his  long  attendance  in  this 
House,  when  we  know  what  part  be  took  in  prolonging  dis¬ 
cussion.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  gentleman  who  had 
the  management  of  this  matter,  in  1817,  had  not  the  under¬ 
standing  with  the  legal  gentlemen  employed  more  clearly 
defined,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  had  a  pretty 
strong  impression  that  he  had  psid  them  fully  more  than  he 
had  expected  to  give  them  when  he  first  employed  them.  I 
have  no  doubt  the  success  that  attended  that  commission, 
whether  it  was  attributed  to  the  legal  gentlemen  employed  or 
Mr.  Farrow. 


July  14, 


not,  perhaps  raised  their  ideas  as  to  the  value  of  their  servi¬ 
ces.  Mr.  Smith  had  paid  them  the  amount  he  felt  he  was 
responsible  for,  and  the  full  amount  he  felt  he  was  entitled 
to  pay  on  the  understanding  he  had  with  them,  but  they 
asked  that  that  amount  should  be  rather  more  than  doubled. 
Mr.  Doutre  claims  he  spent  six  months  in  the  work  at 
Halifax,  and  a  month  travelling  between  Halifax  and  Ottawa, 
examining  papers.  This  was  about  the  time  occupied  by 
Messrs.  Doutre,  Thompson,  Wetherbee  and  Davies.  They  all 
occupied  about  the  same  time,  from  six  to  eight  months,  and 
when  this  vote  passes  and  the  money  is  paid,  we  will  have 
paid  over  $60,000  for  the  services  of  those  gentlemen.  I 
think  that  is  pretty  good  pay.  It  is  not  every  lawyer,  even 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  who  will  receive  $15,000  for  six 
months’  service.  All  these  gentlemen  pressed  their  claims. 
Mr.  Doutre  brought  an  action,  which  the  Government  con¬ 
tested.  It  was  decided  in  his  favor  here  ;  the  decision  was 
appealed  from,  and  finally  the  case  was  brought  before  the 
Privy  Council,  and  the  judgment  confirmed,  with  costs, 
amounting  to  $12,000.  I  consulted  with  the  Department  of 
J ustice  to  know  whether  there  was  any  difference  between  Mr, 
Doutre’s  case  and  that  of  the  other  claimants,  and  I  was  told 
there  was  none,  i  made  a  proposition  to  the  others  to  settle 
for  $8,000,  the  amount  awarded  to  Mr.  Doutre,  with  costs, 
and  they  have  agreed  to  accept  that. 

Mi-.  DAWSON.  I  do  not  rise  to  call  into  account  the 
amounts  paid  to  the  different  legal  gentlemen.  In  fact, 

I  think  these  charges  are  exceedingly  small,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  my  experience  of  law,  in  not  having  ab¬ 
sorbed  half  the  whole  award.  But  that  is  not  the  point 
to  which  I  call  attention.  It  often  happens,  in  cases 
of  the  kind,  that  the  quiet  people  who  do  the  real 
work  are  lost  sight  of,  and  those  distinguished  gentlemen 
who  are  pi’ominent  in  the  eyes  of  the  world  get  the  pay. 
There  was  a  gentleman  connected  with  that  investigation 
whoso  services  were  of  the  greatest  value  to  the  people  in 
obtaining  this  award.  I  allude  to  the  then  Commissioner  of 
Fisheries,  Mr.  Whitcher.  Now  he  is  out  of  office — probably 
he  was  not  always  very  prudent,  but  in  that  case  he  worked  » 
hard  indeed;  and  now,  when  these  large  sums  are  being 
paid  for  services  in  connection  with  this  matter,  I  think  we 
ought  to  see  that  Mr.  Whitcher,  whose  services  were  of 
great  value,  should  get  something. 

Mr,  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John 
(Mr.  Weldon)  displayed  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  warmth 
in  the  defence  of  his  political  and  professional  brother.  He 
threw  strong  aspersions  against  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Huron  (Mr.  Farrow),  because  he  dared  to  protest  against  the 
impropriety  of  paying  out  what  he  believed  to  be  an  exor¬ 
bitant  sum  for  services  rendered.  If  we  accept  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John,  as  to  the  time  these 
gentlemen  were  engaged  in  that  service,  we  must  admit 
they  were  paid  high  figures.  Seven  months  for  $15,004  is 
over  $2,000  a  month.  What  value  did  they  put  on  their 
time,  compared  with  that  of  other  men  in  this  country  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  Mr.  K.  H.  Thompson 
was  one  of  the  most  able  men  in  Canada.  I  believe  he 
was  an  able  man,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  repeated,  that  had 
it  not  boen  for  Mr.  Thompson  we  would  not  have  had  that 
favorable  verdict.  I  believe,  if  the  men  wore  paid  according 
to  their  merits,  Mr.  Davies  and  Mr.  Doutre  would  bo  woll 
paid  at  $1,000,  while  Mr. Thompson’s  services  would  be  cheap 
at  $10,000.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  would  not  dare  to  take  the 
stand  ho  did  if  tho  hon.  member  for  Charlottetown  (Mr. 
Davies)  wero  here.  I  do  not  think  that  any  hon,  member  hero 
is  afraid  of  the  hon.  memberfor  Charlottetown  (Mr.  Davies), 
or  any  other  hon.  member.  I  do  not  think  it  becomes  hon. 
gentlemen  to  display  so  much  feeling  against  any  hon.  mem¬ 
ber,  because  he  dares  to  question  the  propriety  of  what  he 
believes  to  be  an  exorbitant  charge. 


COMMONS 


3391 


Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  not  open  to  the  charge  of  being  a  ; 
professional  man,  a  professional  brother  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  under  discussion,  but  I  think  I  have  common  sense 
enough  to  take  exception  to  the  statement  of  the  newspaper, 
in  which  Mr.  Davies  has  been  accused  of  receiving  so  large 
sums  from  the  Government  of  Canada.  I  find,  among  the 
items  charged  against  him,  that  of  Attorney  and  Solicitor 
General.  But  he  was  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  of  the 
Local  Government  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  with  which 
this  Government  had  nothing  to  do. 

Mr.  FARROW.  So  we  read  it. 

Mr.  FISHER.  At  the  same  time,  the  hon.  gentleman 
summed  up  a  unit  of  $20,000  which  the  Dominion  of  Can¬ 
ada  had  paid  to  him. 

Mr.  FARROW.  The  public  money  of  this  Dominion. 

Mr.  FISHER.  However,  I  presume  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  when  he  did  the  work  of  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  General  of  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  gave  good  value  for  the  money  he  received.  At  all 
events,  he  did  so  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  the  Province 
to  which  he  belonged.  He  was  also  a  member  of  the 
Assembly,  under  which  he  received  a  certain  amount. 

Mr.  FARROW.  He  was  solicitor  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Company. 

Mr.  FISHER.  That  was  a  question  of  local  politics,  with 
which  the  Local  Government  and  not  this  Government  had 
to  do.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  received,  as  counsel  for 
the  Crown,  a  certain  small  sum,  it  was  on  account  of  the 
Local  Government,  and  not  the  Dominion  Government.  The 
hon.  membei-  for  Queen’s  has  been  also  a  member  of  this 
Commons  for  three  years,  but  as  member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  instead  of  receiving  $4,000,  he  would  have 
received  $3,000. 

Mr.  FARROW.  What  about  the  mileage  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  He  receives  his  mileage,  the  same  as  any 
other  member.  His  mileage  would  not  amount  to  anything 
like  $1,000 ;  and  any  days  he  is  absent  will  be  deducted. 
The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  was  one  of  several 
gentlemen  who  served  their  country  in  that  case.  The 
Government  was  forced  by  one  of  those  gentlemen  to  pay  a 
certain  amount  as  fees.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  did 
not  attempt  to  force  the  Government  to  make  that  payment 
to  him.  The  Minister  of  Marine  says  he  made  his  demand 
upon  the  Government.  In  conversation  with  the  hon. 
member,  I  understood  that  he  never  made  any  demand. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  claims  were  made  by  all  the 
gentlemen  on  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  they  were 
referred  to  my  Department.  I  remember  that  Mr.  Justice 
Wetherbee,  one  of  the  claimants,  wanted  to  bring  a  suit. 
I  consulted  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  they  reported 
that  the  whole  of  the  claims  stood  upon  the  same  footing, 
and  that  Mr.  Doutre’s  case  being  decided,  the  other  cases 
followed  it. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  understand,  then,  that  Mr.  Davies  did 
not  make  a  formal  application  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes  ;  I  find  that  there  is  a  report  of  the 
24th  January,  1885,  with  reference  to  the  claims  of  the  late 
Mr.  Thompson,  of  Mr.  Wetherbee,  of  Halifax,  and  of  Mr. 
Davies,  of  Charlottetown,  and  then  there  is  a  petition  of 
right  obtained  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Wetherbee.  There  is  no 
difficulty  about  the  matter  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a 
right  to  the  money. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Certainly.  I  do  not  see  that  there  can 
be  any  slur  cast  upon  him  for  having  got  this  money. 
As  to  his  earning  the  money,  his  capabilities  as  a  lawyer 
and  professional  man  are  such  as  to  place  him  above 
reproach. 


Mr.  WELDON.  Referring  to  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Grey,  I  did  not  blame  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  for  asking  for  information  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  but  I  blamed  him  for  attacking  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s  in  his  absence.  I  do  not  blame 
the  Government  for  resisting  this  claim.  On  the  contrary, 
my  opinion  is,  that  they  were  quite  right  in  resisting  it,  and 
also,  in  view  of  the  difference  of  opinion  in  the  Supreme 
Court  here,  they  were  quite  right  in  carrying  it  to  the 
Privy  Council. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  am  glad  to  see  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  prepared  to  criticise  such  accounts 
as  these,  and  I  would  call  their  attention  to  some  other 
accounts,  which  should  receive  similar  criticism.  I  find, 
for  instance,  an  item  in  the  Public  Accounts,  under  the 
head  of  railways  and  canals,  where  a  member  of  this  House 
appears  as  the  recipient- - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex)— of  $18,960. 

Mr.  BOWELL,  Who  is  that  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  The  hon.  member  for 
North  or  South  Victoria,  I  forget  which. 

Mr.  MoCALLTJM.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  out  of 
order.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  might  say  : 
Lord,  save  me  from  my  friends ;  because  we  are  willing  to 
vote  the  money.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order,  because 
he  must  discuss  that  matter,  and  not  any  other. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  This  discussion  was  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  member  for  North  Huron,  who  read  from  the 
Charlottetown  Herald  matters  which  were  much  less  rele¬ 
vant  than  this.  I  am  as  desirous  as  any  one  to  keep  to  the 
question,  but  I  think  attention  ought  to  be  drawn  to  the 
vast  amounts  which  are  being  paid  for  legal  expenses.  It  is 
only  fair  to  say,  in  regard  to  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron),  that  the  amounts  were  obtained  by 
him  in  a  case  against  the  Government.  He  secured  them  as 
the  solicitor  for  the  section  “  B  ”  contractors,  in  their  case 
against  the  Government.  I  think,  where  a  man  secured 
$4,500,000  for  theDominion,  he  ought  to  be  treated  as  well  as 
one  who  secured  a  verdict  for  $395,000  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  justice  to  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Victoria,  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  gone  further,  and 
made  the  same  explanation  which  was  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  St.  John,  in  reference  to  the  sum  which  ho 
drew.  On  the  contrary,  being  the  lawyer  who  brought  the 
case  against  the  Government,  the  whole  amount  was  paid 
to  cover  all  the  expenses  so  charged  to  him,  and  he  dis¬ 
bursed  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  asked  a  question  as  to 
the  cost  of  this  oaso.  It  cost  about  $35,000  for  lawyers’ 
fees  altogether,  and  costs,  including  this  law  suit.  Now, 
there  is  one  peculiarity  about  the  legal  profession  that  I 
certainly  admire,  and  I  regret  very  much  that  the  samo 
esprit  de  corps  does  not  exist  in  the  profession  to  which  I 
belong.  Whenever  an  unfortunate  printer  gets  a  few  dol¬ 
lars,  every  other  printer  pitches  into  him,  as  if  he  was 
purchased,  and  was  the  biggest  rascal  that  ever  lived  ;  but 
you  touch  a  lawyer,  and  it  makes  not  the  slightest  difference 
whether  he  is  a  political  friend  or  opponent,  they  all  stick 
together  like  wax.  The  hon.  member  for  St.  John  county 
(Mr.  Weldon)  touched  upon  the  question  of  the  money 
that  the  hon.  gentloman  obtained  as  counsel.  I  heard  the 
whole  question  in  the  committee,  when  it  was  up  before,  and 
I  know  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not  liablo  to  any  charge, 
because  he  was  not  acting  for  the  Government  directly, 
although  the  Government  paid  the  money. 
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To  pay  the  amount  awarded  to  Mr. 

Joseph  Doutre,  for  services  in 
connection  with  the  Halifax 

Fishery  Commission .  $8,000  00 

Interest  on  same,  at  6  per  cent,  per 
annum,  from  29th  August,  1879, 

10th  October,  1881 .  2,456  55 

Costs  in  Exchequer  Court .  709  75 

Costs  of  Supreme  Court  appeal .  402  65 

Costs  of  Privy  Council  appeal,  £170 

11s.  6d .  830  12 

■ -  12,399  07 


Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  havo  only  one  remark  to  make  on 
this  item.  This  was  as  important  a  case  as  the  country 
ever  was  engaged  in,  and  it  was  only  proper  that  leading 
counsel  should  be  employed  and  paid  fees  commensurate 
with  their  services.  These  legal  gentlemen  were  engaged 
by  the  late  Sir  Albert  Smith,  who  made  an  arrangement 
with  them  that  turned  out  to  be  very  indefinite,  and  by 
reason  thereof  the  counsel  who  were  engaged  pressed  their 
claims  for  further  fees,  and  the  case  of  Mr.  Doutre  was  taken 
as  a  test  case.  J  happen  to  be  familiar  with  the  pro¬ 
ceedings — in  fact,  they  are  fully  reported  in  the  law 
reports.  Mr.  Doutre,  in  that  suit,  recovered  the  additional 
indemnity,  in  the  form  of  fees,  of  $8,000  ;  and  the  only  ques¬ 
tion  that  could  rise  as  regards  the  Government,  was  this  : 
should  tho  other  counsel  be  paid  a  similar  sum  ?  Now,  in 
my  view,  and  I  think  it  is  the  view  every  hon.  gentleman 
must  take,  it  would  be  difficult  to  discriminate  between 
the  several  counsel.  There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  late  Mr.  Thompson  was  the  leading  counsel ; 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  he  was  a  man  of  the  greatest 
eminence  in  his  profession,  and  that  he  left  a  name  as  an 
honorable  man  that  the  leaders  of  his  profession  might 
envy.  There  can  bo  no  doubt  that  he  brought  all  tho  pro¬ 
fessional  skill  and  great  ingenuity  that  he  possessed  to  bear 
upon  the  prosecution  of  that  trial,  and  I  think  that  as 
regards  him,  at  least,  it  is  entirely  beyond  question  that  he 
was  entitled  to  the  additional  sum.  Then  would  arise  the 
question  :  Mr.  Doutre  having  obtained  judgment  for  the 
additional  sum  of  $8,000,  can  we  reasonably  object  that  the 
other  counsel  should  have  the  same  sum  ?  1  think  that, 
owing  to  the  importance  of  the  case,  owing  to  the  length 
of  time  occupied,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  decision  of  the 
highest  court  was  obtained,  this  additional  sum  should  be 
allowed,  and  should  not  be  questioned  in  this  House.  How¬ 
ever,  a  full  discussion  having  taken  place,  it  is  not  my  inten¬ 
tion  to  enter  into  the  details,  but  merely  to  pay  my  humble 
tribute  to  tho  memory  and  great  ability  of  the  late  Mr. 
Thompson. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  If  the  hon.  gentleman, 
who  is  a  distinguished  member  of  the  bar,  will  explain  how 
a  client  can  make  anything  else  than  a  loose  bargain  in  a 
law  case,  he  will  give  us  some  valuable  information. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  principal  objection  I  have  to  this 
vote  is  that  it  establishes  a  precedent.  The  case  was 
decided  on  appeal  by  the  fact  that  large  fees  had  been  paid 
on  certain  occasions.  I  am  afraid  that  these  four  counsel 
having  received  $15,000  each  for  six  months’ services,  will 
form  a  precedent,  and  that  many  unfortunate  suitors  will 
be  made  to  pay  large  fees  because  the  Government  have 
paid  this  large  fee. 

Printing  Commission . . .  $864 

Sir  RICH AR  D  CARTWRIGHT.  Cui  bono  f 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr  Blackburn,  of  London,  Ontario, 
and  Mr.  Chamberlain,  proceeded  to  different  cities  in  the 
United  States,  in  order  to  report  on  the  question  of  esta¬ 
blishing  a  printing  bureau.  This  vote  is  to  pay  tho 
expenses  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern 
ment  to  establish  a  printing  bureau  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Government  havo  not  come  to  any 
decision  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Howell, 
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Payments  of  salaries,  etc. ,  of  members  of  North-West 
Council  for  1881  and  1883 .  $4,000 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Will  the  Minister  in  charge  explain 
how  the  amounts  come  to  bo  paid  for  past  yoars  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Previous  to  1881  they  had  not  been 
paid.  Considerable  correspondence  took  place,  and  the 
Government  of  the  North-West  Territories  eventually 
agreed  that  the  elected  members  should  be  paid  $400  and 
the  nominated  members  $200.  It  was  paid  out  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  funds  of  the  North-West  Territory,  and  this  is  to 
recoup  the  fund . 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  about  1882  ?  Were  any  sums 
paid  for  that  year? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  make  enquiries. 

North-West  Mounted  Police — To  complete  service 
for  the  year . . .  $300,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  that  part  of  the 
expenses  connected  with  putting  down  the  revolt  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  impossible  to  pre¬ 
pare  an  accuate  estimate  of  the  expenses  of  the  Mounted 
Police  in  connection  with  the  North-West  troubles. 
Accounts  from  Edmonton  and  the  Prince  Albert  dis¬ 
tricts  have  not  yet  reached  Ottawa  ;  but  it  is  known  that 
the  Hudson  B  iy  Company  have  paid  out,  on  the  certificates 
oi  its  officers,  ovor  $100,000.  The  accounts  are  being 
audited,  and  they  will  show  the  expenditure,  distinct  from 
the  ordinary  charges  for  maintenance  of  the  force. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  in  the  nature 
of  a  vote  of  credit. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  expenditure  cannot 
be  approximated. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  supposition  is,  that 
for  everything  entered  in  the  Eoi mates  information  can  be 
given  and  a  detailed  accounts  presented.  When  an  account 
cannot  be  given,  a  vote  of  credit  should  be  had  recourse  to. 
This  item,  strictly  speaking,  should  be  treated  in  that  way. 
I  am  aware  the  expenditure  on  that  account  must  have  been 
heavy. 

Department  of  Indian  Affairs — Assistance  to  insti¬ 
tutions. .  $4,850 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this  item  of 
$250,  in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  ten  scholar¬ 
ships  in  the  Mohawk  institute. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  explain,  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Mohawk  institute  is  one 
maintained  by  the  New  England  Company,  and  that  com¬ 
pany  on  the  Six  Nations  reserve  maintains  six  or  seven 
schools  and  an  industrial  institute.  I  do  not  remember  any 
money  being  previously  granted  by  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  presume  this  is  a  new  departure,  and  I  trust  it 
will  prove  to  be  one  productive  of  good. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  decided  by  the 
New  England  Society,  under  whose  auspices  the  Mohawk 
institute  is  conducted,  to  establish,  in  the  interest  of  Indian 
youths,  ten  scholarships,  five  for  boys  and  five  for  girls,  and 
to  give  to  those  pupils  attaining  the  highest  number  of 
marks  at  the  public  examination  for  entrance  into  the  high 
school  the  opportunity  of  attending  the  Brantford  Collegiate 
Institute,  and  to  qualifiy  as  third-class  teachers.  Then,  the 
next  amount,  $1,000,  is  to  assist  in  rebuilding  the  industrial 
schools  Wikwemikong,  Manitoulin  Island,  which  was 
destroyed  by  fire. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  There  wore  two  of  these  schools  burned 
down,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will  see  its  way,  if  not 
this  year,  then  next  year,  to  give  a  further  grant  towards 
the  rebuilding  of  the  other  schools. 
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North-West  Territories— To  complete  service  for 

the  year  ,. .  $320,000 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  failure  of  the  crops 
in  the  Saskatchewan  district  and  Assiniboia,  rendered  it 
necessary  that  much  greater  assistance  should  be  given  in 
supplies.  A  Governor  General’s  warrant  for  $250,000  was 
obtained,  but  that  amount  was  insufficient,  and  $70,000  addi¬ 
tional  is  now  asked,  though  it  is  impossible,  because  the 
accounts  are  not  in,  to  state  the  exact  sum. 

Collection  of  Revenue— Customs . . .  $2,242 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  when  he  expects  to  be  able  to  appoint  a  collector  at 
Sutton.  Mr.  Dunn  has  been  there  for  some  time;  I  believe 
he  has  ably  performed  the  service,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  sum  now  asked  is  not  too  high  a  remuneration  for  his 
services.  In  fact,  I  have  been  wondering  why  he  was  not 
appointed  permanently  before  this. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  appointment,  perhaps,  ought  to 
have  been  made  some  time  ago,  and  it  has  been  more  negli¬ 
gence  on  my  part  than  anything  else,  because  Mr.  Dunn 
has  been  acting  since  the  superannuation  of  the  previous 
officer.  The  matter  will  be  attended  to  in  a  short  time.  I 
think  this  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which  a  difficulty  has  arisen 
under  the  Civil  Service  Act.  That  Act  will  allow  you  to 
appoint  a  collector,  if  he  has  never  been  in  the  service 
before ;  but  if  he  has  been  in  the  service,  it  is  regarded  as  a 
promotion,  and  the  law  makes  no  provision  for  promoting 
a  man  to  a  higher  place  until  he  has  passed  the  qualifying 
examination.  I  think  Mr.  Dann,  who  i3  a  very  good  officer, 
is  in  that  position. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  hope,  before  this  time  next  year,  the 
Government  vill  take  into  consideration  the  advisibility  of 
amending  a  law  which  compels  a  man  to  remain  in  a  sub¬ 
ordinate  position,  and  who  is  otherwise  eligible  for  promo¬ 
tion,  simply  because  he  has  not  passed  some  wretched  exa¬ 
mination,  while  a  new  man  may  be  appointed,  without  pass¬ 
ing  an  examination  at  all. 

Mr.  FISHER.  This  is  certainly  rather  an  adverse  com¬ 
mentary  on  the  Civil  Service  law.  I  may  say  that  I  know 
Mr.  Dunn ;  I  know  that  he  is  doing  the  work  efficiently 
and  well,  and  I  had  not  understood  that  he  was  not  able  to 
pass  the  examination  if  he  had  the  opportunity. 

Allowance  for  assistant  postmaster  of  Ottawa  for 
performing  the  duties  of  postmaster,  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  section  11,  Canada  Civil  Service 
Act,  1882,  from  1st  April,  1883,  to  1st  Febru¬ 
ary,  1884,  being  difference  of  salary  between 
tnat  of  the  postmaster  and  the  assistant 
postmaster  . $1,502  09 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  a  large  sum  for 
twelve  months’  extra  work.  How  does  it  come  to  be  paid  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  was  paid  to  the  deputy  postmaster 
of  the  Ottawa  post  office,  during  the  absence  of  Mr.  Currier, 
the  postmaster,  through  illness.  Mr.  Currier’s  salary  was 
$3,000,  and  this  is  the  difference  between  the  salary  of  the 
assistant  and  the  postmaster. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  salary  of 
the  assistant  postmaster  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  it  is  $1,600 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  appears  to  me  this 
is  a  very  unnecessary  and  not  a  very  well  considered  posi¬ 
tion.  The  assistant  postmaster  has  not  beou  appointed 
postmaster. 

Mr,  CARLING.  No. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  I  do  not  see  the 
necessity  of  doubling  his  salary,  which  appears  to  have  been 
done  here.  It  is  stated  here  that  that  is  done  under  a  cer¬ 
tain  section  of  the  Civil  Service  Act.  but  I  take  it  that  that 
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is  a  discretionary  power  with  the  Department,  and  not  a 
matter  of  statutory  right  to  the  man.  It  appears  to  me  this 
is  a  provision  for  needlessly  increasing  the  expenditure.  No 
one  would  object  to  a  reasonable  amount  being  paid  to  the 
asssistant  postmaster  while  he  is  doing  the  duty  of  post¬ 
master,  but  so  large  a  sum  as  this  appears  to  be  unreason¬ 
able. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  large  amount  of  Government  busi¬ 
ness  makes  the  business  of  the  Ottawa  post  office  very  large 
indeed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  say  such  a 
thing  as  this  would  have  the  effect  of  rendering  the  gentle¬ 
man  dissatisfied  with  the  salary  he  is  getting. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  is  quite  satisfied. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
correct  principle. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  1  do  not  think  it  is  a 
good  principle,  but  it  has  always  been  the  practice. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  the  law  ought 
to  be  amended,  and  it  ought  to  be  left  in  the  discretion  of 
the  department. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2  a.m., 
Wednesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  15th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  wish  to  call  your  attention,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  the  report  in  the  Globe  of  tho  few  remarks  I 
made  last  Friday.  Tho  report  is  as  follows 

“  Mr.  Girouard  objected  to  the  proposal  to  subsidise  the  North  Shore 
road  because  $6,000  a  mile  of  the  subsidy  to  the  Province  of  Quebec 
last  year  had  been  withheld.  He  contended  that  the  whole  bonus  of 
$12,000  a  year  should  be  given  to  the  Province  before  any  other  question 
was  dealt  with.  He  had  voted  for  the  short  line  subsidy  last  year;  mainly 
because  the  Maritime  Provinces  believed  it  would  be  to  their  interest. 
But  he  did  not  believe  the  trade  could  be  secured  for  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  was  not  prepared  to  vote  $5,000,000  for  that  purpose.  He 
did  not  see  any  use  in  the  surveys,  and  would  vote  against  the  amend¬ 
ment,  as  well  as  against  the  resolutions.  The  company  was  to  be  given 
two  years  to  begin  the  work,  and  four  years  to  finish  it,  so  there  need  be 
no  desperate  hurry  in  settling  the  matter.” 

I  complain  of  the  balance  of  the  report,  which  is  rather 
extensive : 

“  He  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  Minister  of  Railways  was  personally 
interested  in  this  vote,  being  the  virtual  owner  of  the  part  of  the  road  to  be 
bonused.  The  Canadian  Pacific  had  just  come  to  Parliament  to  assist  them 
to  carry  out  the  first  contract,  yet  they  proposed  now  to  go  into  this  work, 
for  they  were  to  build  the  short  line,  and  the  same  Minister  who  pro¬ 
posed  that  they  should  get  assistance  was  the  one  virtually  who  pro¬ 
posed  they  should  be  given  this  new  work.  He  thought  the  transaction, 
in  this  light,  was  a  disgraceful  one.” 

I  never  said  anything,  even  very  remotely,  which  could 
warrant  such  a  report,  I  never  made  any  allusion  to  tho 
interests  of  any  party  whatever,  and  it  seems  to  me  this 
report  has  B&on  purely  and  simply  an  invention  of  tho 
correspondent  of  the  Globe. 

PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved  tho  adoption  of  tho  tenth 
report  on  tho  printing  of  Parliament.  He  said  ;  This  report 
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deals  with  some  papers  to  be  printed  in  the  ordinary  way. 
It  also  recommends  that  an  employe  in  the  distribution 
office,  who  has  been  there  for  some  time,  Mr.  John  Wiltshire, 
should  be  made  a  permanent  officer  instead  of  a  sessional 
officer.  He  has  beon  paid  $250  a  year  as  a  sessional  mes¬ 
senger  or  officer  in  connection  with  the  Department.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  make  him  a  permanent  officer,  at  $500  a  year.  Last 
year  Mr.  Hartnoy  was  compelled  to  employ  special  assist¬ 
ance  to  do  the  work,  which  cost  $129.  This  proposal  involves, 
therefore,  an  additional  charge  of  about  $120.  Mr.  Wiltshire 
is  a  practical  binder,  well  acquainted  with  the  work  he  has 
to  do,  and  exceedingly  useful  in  the  Department.  Formerly, 
in  connection  with  the  distribution  office,  the  post  office 
clerks  were  in  the  habit  of  putting  up  the  blue  books  during 
the  recess,  but  for  the  last  two  Sessions  they  have  not  con¬ 
sented  to  do  this  work.  The  result  has  been  that  the  work 
of  the  distribution  office  has  been  largely  increased  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  that  fact.  Mr.  Wiltshire  is  a  particularly  suit¬ 
able  man  for  the  work,  being,  as  I  have  said,  a  practical 
binder,  and  the  committee  makes  the  recommendation  I 
have  mentioned.  The  report  further  recommends  a  change 
in  the  form  of  the  index  to  the  Sessional  Papers.  I  have 
caused  a  copy  of  the  proposed  index  to  be  placed  on  the 
desks  of  hon.  members.  Hitherto,  the  practice  has  been 
to  make  an  ordinary  index,  simply  giving  the  different  num¬ 
bers  and  abreviated  titles  of  the  Sessional  Papers,  and  then 
the  papers  themselves  were  distributed  through  the  book, 
giving  simply  the  titles,  when  they  were  not  ordered  to  be 
printed.  The  result  was,  that  in  the  Sessional  Papers  last 
year  200  pages  were  occupied  simply  with  titles,  and  in 
some  cases,  leaving  only  a  title  on  a  whole  page,  it  became  a 
matter  of  considerable  profit  to  the  printers.  It  is  proposed 
to  make  the  index  in  the  form  of  the  sample  laid  on  hon. 
members’  desks.  First,  the  general  subject,  and  then  the 
several  papers  brought  down  relating  to  the  subject,  are 
briefly  indicated.  Then  there  is  the  full  title  of  the  paper, 
and  whether  it  was  ordered  to  be  printed  for  distribution  or 
not,  and  the  name  of  the  member  moving  for  it.  In 
this  way  we  have  in  this  index  a  thoroughly  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  Sessional  Papers,  and  we  save  the 
printing  of  the  titles  in  the  way  I  have  indicated.  Then, 
Sir,  this  report  deals  with  the  question  of  the  printing  for 
the  future.  As  hon.  gentlemen  are  aware,  the  contract  for 
printing  expired  last  year,  but  in  view  of  the  suggestion 
that  possibly  a  Government  bureau  of  printing  might  be 
established,  it  was  deemed  wise  to  obtain  with  the  contrac¬ 
tors  an  arrangement,  by  which  they  consented  to  go  on 
under  the  contract  for  one  or  for  two  years  additional,  at 
the  option  of  Parliament.  They  have  gone  on  for  one  year, 
and  we  have  arranged  that  they  shall  go  on  for  the  second 
year;  but  as  the  proposal  to  establish  a  Government  bureau 
does  not  appeur  likely  to  be  carried  out  in  the  meantime,  it 
was  thought  better  to  advertise  for  tenders.  The  printing, 
as  done  now,  is  not  at  all  satisfactory — I  do  not  say  that  as 
reflecting  on  the  printers  in  any  way— but  the  contract  is 
near  at  an  end,  the  type  is  worn  out,  and  no  prudent 
business  man  would  think  of  renewing  his  plant  on 
the  expiry  of  a  contract,  and  with  the  uncertainty 
of  having  it  again  or  not,  and  therefore  it  was  desirable  that 
the  contract  should  bo  renewed.  In  connection  with  this 
matter,  the  committee  recommend  the  House  to  ask  for  ten¬ 
ders  for  five  and  ton  years,  so  as  to  determine  which  will  be 
the  more  profitable.  It  will  bo  open  for  the  committee  and 
the  House  to  accept  a  tender  for  one  period  or  for  .the  other, 
the  object  being,  if  possible,  to  induce  people  to  tondor  bond 
fide  for  this  work,  and  many  might  be  induced  to  tender  for  a 
ten  years’  contract  who  probably  would  not  care  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  putting  up  or  obtaining  buildings  and  erecting 
plant  in  Ottawa  for  a  five  years’  contract.  Thon  another 
re«ommendation  in  the  report  is,  that  the  paper  to  be  used 
shall  be  somewhat  heavier  than  the  paper  now  being  used. 
1  am  satisfied  that  is  not  going  to  involve  additional  cost. 

Mr.  White  (CardweW). 


The  price  of  paper  has  largely  decreased  since  the  last  con¬ 
tract  was  made,  and  the  paper  we  are  getting  now,  and 
which  is  now  going  into  our  present  work,  I  believe  we 
are  paying  for  at  the  rate  of  about  2  cents  a  pound  more 
than  we  could  purchase  in  the  ordinary  open  market,  with¬ 
out  tender  at  all,  at  this  time.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  we  will  bo  able  to  get  a  much  better  article  of 
paper — and  the  character  of  printing  depends,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  on,  the  character  of  the  paper — at 
actually  a  less  cost  than  we  are  getting  it  at  now.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed,  further,  that  we  do  not  ask  for  tenders  for  the  paper 
for  the  full  period.  The  getting  of  paper  does  not  involve 
in  any  way  the  erection  of  buildings,  or  anything  of  that 
kind,  in  Ottawa,  and  it  is  therefore  proposed  that  the  paper 
shall  be  obtained  each  year  for  the  work  of  the  Session  or 
the  Sessional  Papers.  The  opinion  is — and  I  concur  in  that 
opinion  very  strongly — that  in  that  way  there  will  be  a 
greater  inducement  to  the  several  paper  manufacturers  to 
furnish  a  really  good  article,  because,  by  doing  so,  a  manu¬ 
facturer  who  filled  the  contract  thoroughly  well  one 
year  would  have  a  very  strong  claim  to  have  it  continued 
for  another  year.  Then,  Sir,  a  suggestion  which  I  venture 
to  make,  is  this :  The  committee,  of  course,  have  no  power 
to  make  any  recommendation  on  that  subject,  but  they  have 
had  the  matter  under  consideration,  and  I  think  they  were 
unanimous  in  believing  that,  if  it  were  possible  to  have 
tenders  for  the  whole  printing  of  the  Government  and  Par¬ 
liament  embodied  in  one  tender,  we  should  induce  a 
much  larger  and  better  competition,  and  probably  secure 
the  work  to  be  better  done.  One  of  the  difficulties 
under  the  present  system  is  this  :  The  Government  adver¬ 
tise  for  tenders  ;  that  is  a  distinct  contract.  The  committee 
of  Parliament  advertise  for  tenders,  and  that  is  a  separate 
contract.  A  contractor  may  tender  for  one  or  the  other  ; 
one  person  may  be  the  lowest  in  one  case,  and  may  not  be 
the  lowest  in  the  other,  and  at  once  he  is  compelled  to 
make  arrangements  with  the  lower  tenderer  in  the  other 
case,  so  as  to  secure  the  contract  for  the  whole.  At  this 
moment  the  public  contractor  has  the  whole  work,  but 
especially  if  they  were  embodied  in  one  tender,  they  would 
undoubtedly  be  sufficiently  large  to  induce  persons  to  come 
here  and  tender,  with  a  view  of  putting  up  e-ta'  lishments 
in  Ottawa,  thus  securing  in  that  way  that  kind  of  competi¬ 
tion  which  I  foar  neither  one  nor  the  other,  standing  alone, 
would  be  likely  to  secure  for  us,  These  are  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  committee — except,  of  course,  the  last,  which 
is  merely  a  suggestion— and  I  have  the  honor  to  move  the 
adoption  of  the  report. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  beg  to  corroborate  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell,  with  reference,  particularly,  to 
Mr.  Romaine,  and  the  alphabetical  index  of  Sessional  Papers 
which  he  has  prepared.  Members  will  find  it  a  source  of 
great  convenience  in  having  their  papors  arranged  in  this 
form.  I  have  found  Mr.  Romaine,  in  any  business  I  have  had 
to  do  with  him,  one  of  the  most  practical  men  in  the  service, 
and  he  has  been  the  means  of  saving  thousands  of  dollars  to 
the  Government  by  his  arrangement  of  the  stationery,  and 
the  various  appliances  he  had  been  instrumental  in  bringing 
forward  to  facilitate  the  work  of  the  House.  As  for  Mr. 
Wiltshire,  Mr.  Dotterel  tells  me  that  he  is  a  practical  man, 
and  the  additional  sum  paid  to  his  annual  allowance  will  be 
but  trifling  indeed.  I  hope  that  portion  of  the  report  will  be 
adopted.  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  did 
not  embody  in  his  report  the  propriety,  or  the  absolute  neces¬ 
sity,  of  printing  an  additional  number— a  few  thousands,  at 
least — of  the  Franchise  Bill,  for  general  circulation.  I  am 
anxious  that  that  should  be  done  by  the  printing  committee. 
It  is  a  measure  which  has  been  under  discussion  lor  some 
time;  it  should  be  generally  understood  by  the  people,  and 
I  hope  yet  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  will  see  the 
propriety  of  printing  an  extra  edition  for  general  circula¬ 
tion. 
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Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  As  to  the  last  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  I  may  say  that  the  matter  was  discussed, 
and  it  was  t  hought  better  to  lea  re  the  question  of 
the  additional  number  of  the  Franchise  Bill  to  bo  printed 
until  the  Bill  was  finally  passed.  It  is  now  passed,  and  of 
course  it  is  one  of  those  measures  of  which  I  have  no  doubt 
a  very  large  edition  must  necessarily  be  printed.  As  to 
the  remarks  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Bomaine,  I  should  have  stated  that  the  work 
of  preparing  this  index  has  involved  a  great  deal  of  trouble, 
and  that  it  is  entirely  his  own  work.  There  are  reasons  why, 
perhaps,  I  should  not  say  much  on  the  subject,  but  I  think 
every  hon.  gentleman  vill  admit  that  if  there  is  one  officer 
in  the  public  service  who  not  only  earns  his  salary,  but  who 
has  saved  to  the  country  three  or  four  or  half  a  dozen  times 
his  salary,  the  gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Stationery 
Department  of  this  House  may  be  said  to  be  that  officer. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ENQUIRY  FOR  RETURN. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called, 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Railways — and 
I  regret  that  he  is  not  here,  but  this  is  the  only  opportunity 
I  will  have  of  bringing  it  up  to-day — to  a  return  which  was 
sent  down  on  the  5th  of  May  last,  in  answer  to  an  Order  of 
this  House  of  the  24th  of  February  last,  for  “  copies  of  the 
returns,  as  required  to  be  made  under  the  Consolidated 
Railway  Act  of  1819,  and  the  Acts  in  amendment  thereof,  of 
1881  and  1884,  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail  way  Company,  for 
the  fiscal  year  1883-84,  in  each  year  separately ;  the  number 
of  miles  of  main  line ;  actual  total  cost  of  construction  and 
equipment,”  and  so  on.  A  number  of  items  of  information 
were  ordered  by  the  House.  I  find  that  the  secretary  of 
the  Department  says  : 

“I  herewith  transmit  return,  in  answer  to  an  Order  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  dated  24th  February,  1885,  relating  to  detailed  returns,  as 
required  by  Consolidated  Railway  Act,  1879,  and  amendments,  by  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company,  for  fiscal  year  1883-84,  and  I  am  to  inform 
you  that  a  supplementary  return  will  be  forwarded  as  soon  as  the  com¬ 
pany  furnishes  the  further  information  asked  for.” 

What  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Government  is,  whether  they 
have  called  upon  the  Grand  Trunk  Company  for  that  addi¬ 
tional  information,  whether  the  Grand  Trunk  has  furnished 
that  information,  and  if  the  Government  have  got  it,  when 
they  will  bring  it  down,  in  accordance  with  the  Order  of 
this  House  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  not  being  here,  I  cannot  give  an  answer,  but  I 
will  mention  the  matter  to  him  when  he  comes. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  fact  is,  there  is  no  information  in 
this  return  that  is  worth  anything.  The  material  informa¬ 
tion  is  not  given.  It  is  like  all  the  information  given  by 
the  Grand  Trunk. 

SPIRITS  TAKEN  OUT  OF  BOND. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  desire  to  give  the  information  asked 
for  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron,  with  regard  to  the 
quantity  of  spirits  taken  out  of  bond  in  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
from  the  1st  July  to  the  6th  of  July,  inclusive.  According 
to  the  returns,  there  were  taken  out  in  Ontario  18,104 
gallons,  and  in  Quebec  28,269 ;  but  this  does  not  show  the 
actual  facts  of  the  case,  because  some  of  the  liquor  taken 
out  in  Ontario,  for  instance,  at  Prescott,  was  taken  out  for 
consumption  in  Quebec,  so  that  the  real  quantity  taken  for 
consumption  in  Quebec  would  be  34,269  gallons,  and  in 
Ontai’io  12,104.  I  may  state,  also,  that  tho  largest  quantity 
was  taken  out  by  one  man,  a  merchant  who  telegraphed  to 
Prescott  on  Saturday,  ordering  one  or  two  car  loads  of 
whiskey,  and  again  on  Monday,  doubling  the  order.  I  saw 
the  telegram,  because  it  was  used  as  an  argument  why  Mr. 
Wiser  should  be  allowed  to  take  out  an  additional  quantity. 
The  telegram  stated :  • 


“  Cannot  say  anything  as  to  the  dnties,  but  ■will  write  and  give  my 
own  impressions.” 

That  entry  was  made,  but  the  subsequent  entries  wore 
refused;  but  I  may  state  that  the  total  quantity  was  46,313 
gallons,  which  does  not  exceed  tire  ordinary  quantity  taken 
out  in  the  same  period  of  other  months.  But  the  fact 
remains,  that  a  larger  quantity  was  taken  out  at  Quebec 
than  anywhere  else. 

MANITOBA  JUDICIARY. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  that  the  House, 
to-morrow,  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to 
consider  the  following  resolutions : — 

1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide,  for  the  salary  of  an  additional 
county  court  judge  in  the  Province  of  Mianitoba,  the  sum  of  $2,000. 

2.  That  the  said  salary  shall  be  paid  out  of  any  unappropriated 
moneys  forming  part  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  of  Canada. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

QUEBEC  JUDICIARY. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  the  resolutions 
reported  from  Committee  of  tho  Whole,  respecting  the 
salary  of  the  sonior  puisne  judge  of  tho  Superior  Court  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  be  now  read  the  second  time,  and 
concurred  in. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  resolutions  concurred  in. 

Sir  HECTOR-LANGEYIN  moved  forleavo  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  161)  respecting  tho  salaries  of  certain  Provin¬ 
cial  Judges. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  tho  first  time. 
SUPPLY-CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolutions  reported  front 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Intercolonial  Railway,  chargeable  to  capital...  $455,432  38 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Railways  to  tho  fact  that  when  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  items  were  going  through  last  Session,  a  discussion 
arose  about  some  claims  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  Sir 
Richard  Cartwright  referred  to  the  claims  of  McGreevy, 
McDonald,  McGaw,  and  some  others.  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
said  : 

“The  principal  one  was  Murray  &  Co.,  about  $100,000.  The  others 
were  comparatively  small  sums.  I  suppose  $10,000  would  cover  them 
all. 

“  Mr.  DAYIES.  Will  this  close  up  all  claims  in  regard  to  the  Inter¬ 
colonial. 

“  Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  This  is  the  report  of  the  commission. 

“Mr.  DAYIES.  Are  there  any  outstanding  claims  ? 

“  Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  No  ;  roue  that  have  not  been  considered 
by  the  commission. 

“  Mr.  DAViES.  Then  this  pays  everything. 

“Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  This  report  deal3  with  all  the  claims 
against  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

“Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  you  propose  to  reopen  them? 

“Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  Certainly,  I  do  not  propose  to  reopen 
them. 

“Mr.  MITCHELL.  There  are  two  or  three  trifling  claims  that  I  have 
brought  under  the  Minister’s  notice,  and  which  I  received  from  my  con¬ 
stituents.  I  hope  these  claims  will  not  not  be  shut  oat  from  considera¬ 
tion. 

“Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  Nothing  can  be  foreclosed.  That  is  a 
matter  for  Parliament  entirely. 

“Mr.  DAVIES.  I  understand  then  it  is  quite  possible  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  may  be  called  on  to  devote  further  sums  in  liquidation  of  other 
claims  than  those  before  U3  now. 

“Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  When  the  hon.  member  for  Northumber¬ 
land  refers  to  small  matters,  respecting  which  he  has  sent  a  communica¬ 
tion  to  me,  they  will  have  to  be  examined  ;  and  it  is  impossible  to  say 
that  we  will  close  the  door  against  all  such  claims.  Isay  that  all  claims 
against  the  Intercolonial  have  been  dealt  with  by  the  commission. 
They  have  reported  on  all  of  them.” 
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I  called  the  attention  of  the  then  Minister  of  Railways  to  the 
fact  that  these  claims  have  not  been  dealt  with  by  the 
arbitrators.  I  was  not  in  Parliament  during  the  time  they 
enquired  into  the  Intercolonial  Railway  claims;  and  after 
1882  these  claims  were  forwarded  to  me  by  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  estate  of  Mr.  John  Bannon,  and  by  some  half 
dozen  others  in  Northumberland,  amounting  to  $4,000  or 
$5,000  altogether ;  they  were  claims  that  stood  exactly  on 
the  same  footing  as  others  which  have  been  recognised  and 
paid.  I  called  the  Minister’s  attention  to  this  when  the 
subject  was  under  discussion  ;  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
Department  and  the  House  to  the  fact  that  these  claims 
were  not  enquired  into  or  settled,  and  the  Minister 
practically  stated  they  would  be  dealt  with  and  considered 
b}T  the  Government  arbitratois  with  other  Intercolonial 
Railway  claims.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
to  the  fact  that  these  claims  have  not  yet  been 
dealt  with.  My  constituents  insist  on  an  examination  and 
enquiry  being  held  into  them  by  the  Government  arbitra¬ 
tors.  That  is  all  I  ask,  and  I  trust  the  Minister  will  give 
me  the  assurance  that  those  few  trifling  claims  will  not  be 
made  an  exception,  more  especially  when  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  in  committee,  last  year,  recognised  the  right  to 
have  an  enquiry  made  into  them.  I  hope  the  Minister  will 
refer  the  matter  now  to  the  Dominion  arbitrators  to  have 
the  claims  investigated,  and  if  just,  paid,  and  if  unjust, 
rejected.  At  present,  my  ground  of  complaint  is  that  these 
claims  have  remained  unenquired  into.  Of  course  blame 
attaches  to  me,  if  I  do  not  press  them  ;  and  in  the  interests 
of  my  clients  and  the  performance  of  my  duty  as  a  repre¬ 
sentative,  I  must  ask  that  they  be  referred  to  the  Dominion 
arbitratoi’s. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  constituents 
must  be  very  unreasonable,  indeed,  if  they  complain  that 
he  does  not  press  any  claim  they  have  sufficiently  for  them 
in  this  House,  but  as  to  referring  them  to  the  official 
arbitrators  I  do  not  think  my  predecessor  promised  to  do  j 
that.  The  first  thing  the  hon.  gentleman  must  expect  me 
to  do  is  to  have  an  enquiry  as  to  how  the  matter  stands, 
and  after  that  determine  what  course  to  take. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  did  not  say  that  the  predecessor  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  we  would  refer  them  to  the  Domi¬ 
nion  arbitrators.  What  I  say  is  Ibis,  that  that  is  the  course 
which  has  been  pursued  in  all  these  other  claims  and  I  have 
the  right  to  ask  that  the  same  consideration  be  given  to 
those.  I  also  say  that  during  the  past  year  no  enquiry  or 
progress  has  been  made  towards  settlement. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  think  the  hon.  Minister  had  better  accede 
to  the  request  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland.  I 
have  a  very  vivid  recollection  of  another  claim  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  which  he  persistently  pressed  until  he 
accomplished  Ms  object. 

Dominion  Steamers . . . . .  $30,000 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  should  like  to  ask  if  the  report  I  see  in 
the  papers  is  correct,  that  the  Deputy  Minister  has  pur¬ 
chased  boilers  and  engines  for  the  steamer  Druid,  now 
lying  in  the  docks  at  Quebec. 

Mr,  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  VALL.  Is  it  the  intention  to  purchase  them  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  had  plans  and  specifications 
made,  and  I  propose  to  call  for  tenders. 

To  refund  the  amount  of  bank  imposts  col¬ 
lected  irregularly  from  banks .  $41,048  92 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  promised  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  give  him  the  infor¬ 
mation  for  which  he  asked  last  night.  The  amounts  are: 
To  the  St.  Stephen’s  Bank,  $16, 819.96  ;  to  the  People’s 
Mr.  Mitchell. 


Bank  of  Nova  Scotia,  $20,999.91 ;  to  the  Commercial  Bank 
of  Windsor,  $3,169.10 — being  a  total  of  $41,048.97. 

Chinese  Commission .  $11,500 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  asked  for  some  information  as  to  the  salaries 
and  so  on,  and  the  other  expenses  separated.  The  informa¬ 
tion  I  have  is  as  follows Services — that  means  the 
salaries — $5,241.60  ;  travelling  expenses,  $3,695.85  ;  sun¬ 
dries,  $2,225.20  ;  all  this  making  a  total  of  $11,162.65. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  is  the  salary  dis¬ 
tributed  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  is  between  Judge  Gray, 
Mr.  Davin,  the  assistant  secretary ;  then  the  translation, 
thon  copying,  then  the  assistant  to  Mr.  Davin,  then  the 
reporter — these  are  the  principal  items. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  much  to  each  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Judge  Gray  received 
$2,040  ;  Mr.  Davin,  $2,047  ;  the  assistant,  Mr.  Macdougall, 
$174;  the  translator,  $415;  copying,  $93;  Mr.  Boyce, 
assistant  to  Mr.  Davin,  $397.50  ;  and  the  reporter  at  Vic¬ 
toria,  $75.  Then,  besides  that  there  are  accounts  not  yet 
settled  for  printing  and  so  on,  amounting  to  $5,738.50. 
Thus  the  whole  amount  is  $16,901. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Without  including,  of 
course,  the  printing  account. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  A  portion  of  that  is  in  these 
accounts.  There  is  the  printing  of  the  English  version,  and 
the  printing  of  the  French  edition,  and  the  translation,  that 
is  included  in  the  $5,738.50. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  I  understand  that 
the  $16,000  will  cover  all  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  will  run  up  to  nearly 
$17,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  will  cover  all  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes,  according  to  the  infor¬ 
mation  I  have. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Docs  that  cover  the  transla¬ 
ting  of  the  printing  into  French? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes. 

To  settle  the  claims  of  the  estate  of  the  late  S.  R. 

Thompson,  and  those  of  Mr.  Justice  Weather- 
bee,  of  Halifax,  and  Mr.  L,  H.  Davies,  M.P.,  of 
Charlottetown,  for  increased  remuneration  as 
counsel  before  the  Halifax  Fishery  Commission, 

$8,000  each  . .  $24,060  00 

Mr.  VAIL.  Does  this  cover  the  whole  amount  claimed 
by  the  parties  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes.  The  $24,000  covers  the  whole 
claim  of  these  three  gentlemen.  They  agreed  to  accept 
$8,000  each,  and  not  to  claim  any  interest. 

To  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  salaries  of  the 
members  of  the  North-West  Council  for  1881 ; 
and  to  recoup  the  general  revenue  fund  of  the 
North-West  Territories  for  the  amount  paid  out 
by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  on  account  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Council  for  1883 .  $4,000  00 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  like  to  enquire  whether  provision 
has  been  made,  or  is  to  be  made,  in  the  Estimates  for  further 
funds  for  schools  in  the  North-West  Territories.  I  have 
observed  a  correspondence  which  has  recently  taken  place 
in  the  Territories,  with  reference  to  the  application  of  the 
Act  which  we  are  engaged  in  amending — as  to  its  applica¬ 
tion  only  to  places  in  which  municipal  institutions  have 
been  established.  I  observe  a  statement  made  by  the  acting 
clerk  of  the  Council  that  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the 
territorial  Government  are  not  adequate  to  supply,  I  think 
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it  is,  something  like  one-tenth  the  demands  that  are  made 
upon  it  for  schools  in  the  Territories.  I  was  anxious  to 
know  whether  that  subject  is  attracting  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  because  it  is  obvious  that  nothing  could  be 
more  lamentable  for  the  future  of  that  country,  than  that 
young  people  should  be  growing  up  in  ignorance  there. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  matter  is  being  considered,  and 
there  is  an  additional  sum  for  schools. 

Allowance  for  Assistant  Postmaster  of  Ottawa 
for  performing  the  duties  of  Postmaster,  as 
provided  for  in  Section  11,  Canada  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  Act,  1882,  from  1st  April,  1883,  to  1st 
February,  1884,  being  difference  of  salary 
between  that  of  the  Postmaster  and  the 
Assistant  Postmaster . . .  $1,602.09 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Last  night  I  called  the 
attention  to  the  abuse,  as  I  conceived  it  was,  which  was 
growing  up  in  this  direction.  Looking  at  the  phrase  used 
here  that  such  and  such  allowance  is  made  for  performing 
the  duties  of  postmaster  as  provided  in  section  11  of  the 
Canada  Civil  Service  Act,  I  supposed,  and  I  dare  say  a 
good  many  other  members  in  the  House  supposed,  that  that 
Civil  Service  Act  required  that  the  payment  should  be 
made.  Now  on  looking  to  the  Civil  Service  Act,  1882, 
section  11,  I  find  that  it  says  this  : 

“  In  the  absence  of  any  deputy  head,  a  chief  clerk  to  be  named  by 
the  head  of  the  Department  shall  perform  the  duties  of  such  deputy 
head,  unless  the  performance  Of  such  duties  is  otherwise  provided  for  by 
Order  in  Council.” 

Well,  that  may  be  said  to  have  a  bearing  in  principle  on  the 
fact  that  the  assistant  postmaster  is  to  perform  the  duties 
of  postmaster  when  the  postmaster  is  away ;  that,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  is  what  he  is  appointed  for.  But  there  is  in  that,  at 
any  rate,  no  ground  why  the  Government  should  pay  $1,502 
for  the  services  of  this  gentleman  for  ten  months,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  his  ordinary  salary  of  $1,500  or  $1,600.  It  appeared 
to  be  thought  by  the  Postmaster  General  and  by  some  of 
his  colleagues,  that  there  was  some  compulsion  in  the  mat¬ 
ter.  Apparently,  there  is  no  direction,  even,  in  the  matter; 
the  thing  is  left  wholly  and  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  Now,  I  know  perfectly  well  that  this  particu¬ 
lar  item  of  $1,500,  in  itself,  is  not  very  large,  but  it  estab¬ 
lishes  a  principle  which  will  be  mischievous.  The  authority 
certainly,  is  not  in  section  11  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  1882; 
but  it  there  be  elsewhere  any  such  provision  I  think 
it  is  well  that  the  attention  of  Parliament  should  be 
called  to  it,  and  that  the  thing  should  be  amended, 
because  I  can  conceive  no  ground  for  an  officer’s  salary 
being  doubled  for  taking  the  duties  of  his  chief,  who  may 
be  dead  or  absent.  I  do  not  object  to  a  reasonable  allow¬ 
ance  being  made,  but  this  thing  disorganises  the  service. 
I  see  that  Mr.  Bolduc,  who  was  assistant  postmaster  of 
Quebec,  discharged  the  duties  of  postmaster  for  one-half  the 
time,  and  he  gets  $250.  The  other  officer,  who  performed 
the  duties  of  postmaster  for  10  months,  receives  $1,500. 
That  kind  of  thing  is  mischievous,  and  it  needs  to  be  looked 
into.  It  would  bo  quite  light  if  oxtra  work  and  responsi- 
bil.ty  Were  thrown  on  officers,  that  some  consideration  should 
be  shown  them ;  but  it  does  not  follow  that  an  officer  in 
receipt  of  $  1,500  or  $1,600  a  year  should  get  his  salary 
doubled,  as  is  proposed  to  be  done  here.  The  First  Minister 
concurred  in  the  view — although  he  seemed  to  suppose  it 
was  imperative  that  such  amounts  should  bo  paid — that  this 
and  the  other  proposed  increases  should  be  amended  and 
brought  into  proper  proportions ;  and  if  thero  were  a  doubt 
as  to  the  law,  it  should  be  amended,  so  as  at  least  to  leave  it 
optional  with  the  Government  to  decide  what  would  be  a 
fair  and  proper  remuneration. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  In  this  case,  as  the  First 
Minister  stated  last  night,  there  may  bo  room  for  improve¬ 
ment.  Here  are  two  officers  in  the  same  position,  acting 
respectively  for  the  postmaster  during  his  absence  or  illness, 


one  of  whom  receives,  for  ten  months,  $1,500,  and  the 
other,  for  five  months,  $250.  That  is  accounted  for  in  this 
way :  The  officer  who  roceives  only  $250  for  the  five 
months  has  a  much  larger  salary  than  the  other  officer, 
and  therefore  the  difference  between  his  salary  and  that 
of  the  postmaster  was  much  smaller  than  in  the  case  of  the 
officer  at  the  Ottawa  post  office  who  was  filling  the  position 
of  postmaster  while  the  chief  officer  was  sick.  There  is  a 
good  deal  in  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said.  It  looks 
rather  strange  that  an  officer  should  thus  double  his  salary. 
No  doubt,  this  matter  will  receive  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  and  next  Session  the  law  may  be  modified 
in  order  to  meet  the  difficulty.  In  the  Act  of  1882, 
section  49,  sub-section  2,  it  is  provided  that  when  the 
duties  of  a  superior  officer  or  clerk  are  performed 
by  an  inferior  officer  during  a  period  of  three  months 
and  upwards,  that  clerk  or  officer  may,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  deputy  head,  concurred  in  by  the  head 
of  the  Department,  and  provided  there  are  funds  available 
from  the  parliamentary  vote,  receive  in  addition  to  his 
salary  the  diffei’ence  between  such  salary  and  the  salary  of 
the  postmaster  whose  duties  he  has  performed.  The  clause 
is  not  imperative,  but  the  deputy  head  having  reported  the 
same,  and  the  report  being  concurred  in  by  the  head  of  the 
Department,  the  salary  may  be  so  increased.  I  know  both 
of  these  officers,  and  1  know  that  they  are  efficient  officers 
and  properly  performed  the  responsible  duties  entrusted  to 
them,  and  they  are  entitled  to  have  the  benefit  of  this 
clause  in  the  Act.  The  only  question  would  be,  if  this  prin¬ 
ciple  is  to  be  maintained,  whether  the  clause  should  not  be 
amended  so  that  the  whole  difference  of  the  two  salaries 
may  not  be  granted  but  only  a  portion  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  I  understand  this  clause  it  gives  that 
power  only  when  money  has  been  appropriated  by  Parlia¬ 
ment.  But  what  the  hon.  gentleman  is  now  doing  is  to 
bring  down  a  number  of  grants  and  to  ask  parliamentary 
sanction  to  them.  That  is  an  injurious  precedent.  I  had 
supposed  when  the  law  was  passed  that  it  was  intended  to 
deal  with  this  matter  so  as  to  allow  a  discretionary  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  I  can  well  conceive 
many  cases  in  which  the  duties  of  the  office  would  be  light 
and  some  cases  in  which  the  duties  would  be  very  onerous, 
and  a  discretion  should  be  left  with  the  Executive  with 
respect  to  payment  to  be  made.  It  is  proposed  to  lay  down 
the  proposition  that,  even  if  there  is  not  a  parliamentary 
appropriation,  there  should  be  extra  amounts  given  to  offi¬ 
cers.  That  will  be  surrounded  with  very  considerable  diffi¬ 
culties.  The  efficiency  of  the  service  very  often  requires, 
no  doubt,  that  a  good  and  faithful  officer  should  be 
permitted  to  be  absent  for  a  time  ;  I  do  not  object  to  that, 
but  on  the  other  hand,  that  is  an  arrangement  which  should 
be  very  cautiously  made.  The  officers  of  the  service  have 
their  regular  occasions  of  absence  from  their  duties,  and 
under  the  supposition  that  the  staff  when  it  is  complete  is 
not  more  than  adequate  to  the  service,  it  is  a  positive  evil 
that  there  should  be  long  absences  when  there  is  pratically 
no  head  to  the  Department.  It  is  one  thing  that  a  man 
should  be  able  to  discharge  duties  of  the  head  of  his  office 
in  a  pinch,  but  is  he  able  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
head  of  his  office,  and  his  own  too  ?  If  he  is,  it  is  because 
the  Department  has  too  large  a  staff,  and  if  ho  is  not,  then 
the  service  must  suffer. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Under  the  49th  section  of 
the  Jaw,  I  think,  it  is  provided  that  in  case  the  superior 
officer  is  away  for  more  than  3  months,  it  is  only  in  that 
case  that  the  additional  salary  will  be  paid.  As  a  rule  we 
give  the  officers,  according  to  the  statute,  3  weeks  of  a 
recess  during  the  year,  always  taking  care  that  too  many 
may  not  be  absent  at  the  same  time,  and  that  the  public 
service  may  not  suffer.  If  a  longer  absence  is  desired, 
of  course  there  must  always  be  an  Order  in  Council 
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which  states  the  reason  why  it  is  granted,  and  it  may  be 
worth  while  to  consider  whether  an  officer,  who  has  leave  of 
absence  on  urgent  business  of  his  own,  should  not  be  called 
upon  to  provide  for  the  addition  to  the  salary  whilst  he  was 
away.  I  think,  however,  in  the  case  of  an  old  and  valuable 
officer  in  the  service,  whose  health  is  breaking  down,  and 
whose  medical  man  says  that  he  requires  three  or  four  or 
five  months  to  recuperate,  the  rule  under  section  forty-nine 
might  be  followed,  though  it  may  put  the  Government  and 
the  country  to  a  little  more  expense  for  that  purpose.  I 
may  say  that  this  question  of  remuneration  has  been  noted, 
and  will  be  considered  during  the  recess  with  a  view  of 
seeing  whether  we  can  next  Sessiom  make  such  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  to  provide  a  sort  of  scale  for  the  remuneration  of 
officers  performing  such  duties  as  we  have  referred  to. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Had  Mr.  Winstanley 
another  salary  besides  what  is  there  provided  for  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes,  $960  and  travelling  allowances.  He 
was  appointed  to  the  position  of  chief  railway  mail  clerk, 
Toronto  division,  the  remuneration  of  which  is  fixed  by 
statute. 

Liquor  License  Act . . .  $60,000 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  should  like  to  enquire  what 
is  the  exact  amount  paid  to  enforce  or  carry  out  the  License 
Act  of  last  year,  also  whether  or  not  any  remuneration  has 
been  fixed  by  the  Government  for  commissioners  and 
inspectors,  and  what  becomes  of  the  moneys  received  from 
license  holders.  I  observe  by  a  return  brought  down  that 
the  sum  of  over  $77,000  was  obtained  Irom  the  liquor 
dealers  of  the  Dominion  as  license  fees.  Has  that  money 
been  paid  over  to  the  Government,  or  retained  by  the 
commissioners  as  part  of  their  salaries  or  fees  ? 

Mr.  CObTIGAN.  I  cannot  give  the  exact  amount  of 
the  cost  of  administering  this  service.  I  suppose  it  will  be 
about  $150,000  for  last  year  which  includes  the  amount 
received  from  the  license  dealers.  With  regard  to  the 
amount  paid  in  salaries,  of  course  the  salaries  vary 
according  to  the  population  or  extent  of  the 
license  district  to  which  the  officers  are  appointed. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Who  fixes  the  amount  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN,  The  Governor  in  Council.  I  cannot 
state  the  amount  of  the  remuneration  paid  to  the  commis¬ 
sioners  more  definitely  than  by  saying  that  they  each  get 
$5  a  day  for  attendance  and  a  mileage  of  10  cts.  per  mile  to 
the  place  of  meeting.  The  moneys  received  by  the  different 
boards  as  fees  have  never  been  paid  to  the  Government ; 
they  never  were  required  to  be  paid.  The  moneys  paid  are 
usually  subject  to  the  control  of  the  board,  and  are  used  to 
pay  the  running  expenses  of  the  board.  The  amount  they 
have  received  will  be  taken  into  account,  and  where  there 
is  a  deficiency,  this  vote  will  go  to  cover  the  salaries  and 
expenses.  In  some  of  the  larger  cities  there  has  been  a  sur¬ 
plus,  but  under  the  provision  of  the  Act  they  do  not  get 
the  benefit  of  that  surplus.  It  goes  to  the  local  authorities. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  has  cost  about 
$150,000  ;  would  he  tell  us  what  good  it  has  done  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  In  round  numbers,  it  has  cost  $150,000. 
As  to  the  good  it  has  done,  that  is  another  matter. 

Mr.  FISHER.  What  is  the  salary  of  the  inspectors  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN,  There  is  no  fixed  salary  for  the  inspec¬ 
tors.  The  salary  is  regulated  according  to  the  extent  of  the 
district,  the  population,  and  the  number  of  licenses  applied 
for. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  general  range  of  them  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  suppose  from  $100,  and  I  think  one 
or  two  are  as  nigh  as  $2,000. 

Sir  Hector  Lahgevin, 


July  15, 


Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  a  large  salary ;  it  is  the  salary  of 
a  county  court  judge. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  That  was  fixed  by  the  commissioners 
in  those  large  places  whore  the  revenue  and  the  quantity  of 
work  was  very  large.  The  sum  of  $2,000  is  for  the  whole 
inspection,  and  in  some  places  it  includes  two  or  three  per¬ 
sons. 

Mr.  FISHER,  Do  the  commissioners  fix  the  salaries  of 
the  inspectors  or  does  the  Governor  in  Council  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  commissioners  have  the  right  to 
fix  the  salaries  of  the  inspectors,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Governor  in  Council ;  but  there  is  no  uniformity  in  the 
salaries. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  which  arises  out 
of  letters  which  I  have  received  from  counties  in  which  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  is  in  force.  I  suppose  that  in 
counties  in  which  the  License  Act  is  in  force,  the  duties  of 
the  commission ers  and  inspectors  would  be  largely  nominal ; 
but  in  counties  where  the  Scott  Act  is  in  force,  their  duties 
will  be  other  than  nominal,  provided  they  are  performed. 
A  gentleman  writes  from  a  Scott  Act  county,  saying  with 
reference  to  the  commissioners : 

“  They  are  good  men,  and  sincerely  desirous  of  having  the  law 
enforced.  They  have,  however,  done  nothing  since  the  first  of  May 
towards  enforcing  the  Act.  We  gave  them  cases,  but  they  refused  to 
proceed,  because  most  of  our  oases  will  be  imprisonment,  owing  to  this 
being  the  offenders’  third  offence,  and  they  have  no  funds  to  meet  the 
costs  of  the  cases.” 

Other  letters  from  Scott  Act  counties  state  that  cases  have 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  inspector,  and  he  refuses 
to  prosecute.  If  you  are  going  to  pay  inspectors  in  Scott 
Act  counties  fair  salaries,  it  is  certainly  right  that  they 
should  do  something  to  earn  their  money  ;  and  it  would  be 
foolish  to  spend  money  in  these  counties  if  the  commission¬ 
ers  or  inspectors  refuse  to  prosecute  the  oases.  These 
salaries  will  have  to  be  paid  from  the  1st  of  May  last  till 
the  1st  of  next  May  ;  it  is  now  the  middle  of  July,  and  they 
have  not  undertaken  a  prosecution  in  that  particular 
county  yet,  the  reason  given  being  that  they  have 
no  funds.  As  I  understand  the  law,  it  is  that 
whatever  fines  and  penalties  come  from  convictions  go 
into  a  fund  which  is  used  for  paying  the  expenses 
of  the  prosecution,  and  I  think  that  in  all  Scott  Act  counties 
some  definite  direction  should  be  sent  to  the  inspectors  that 
they  shall  do  the  work  the  law  requires,  and  that  it  shall 
not  be  entirely  optional  with  them,  just  at  their  own  will  or 
whim,  to  take  cases  and  prosecute.  Of  course  until  they 
prosecute  and  obtain  convictions,  they  will  get  no  funds  or 
tees  ;  but  I  apprehend  that  the  law  as  administered  will  be 
something  like  this.  In  a  Scott  Act  county  where  convic¬ 
tions  are  had,  a  few  fines  and  fees  are  brought  in,  and  a  cer¬ 
tain  fund  is  created  thereby.  Out  of  that  fund  the  inspector 
pays  the  expenses  of  the  prosecution,  and  at  the  end  oi  the 
year  makes  a  return  ;  and  what  remains  of  the  fund  goes  to 
pay  the  salary  of  the  inspector,  and  the  appropriation  wo 
are  now  making  goes  to  make  up  any  deficiency  there  may 
be  in  the  salary.  Is  that  the  Minister’s  understanding  oi 
the  law  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  think  the  view  the  hon.  gentleman 
takes  of  the  Act  is  quite  correct.  It  provides  that  the  foo 
of  $10  which  accompanies  the  application,  the  fee  of  $5 
which  is  afterwards  paid,  and  all  fines  and  penalties  that 
may  be  imposed  and  collected,  shall  form  a  general  fund, 
out  of  which  the  expenses  are  to  be  paid  ;  and  if  that  sum 
be  not  sufficient  to  cover  the  salaries  and  expenses  tho 
deficiency  is  to  be  made  up  by  a  vote  of  Parliament.  With 
regard  to  duties  of  inspectors  in  Scott  Act  counties,  my 
own  impression  is  that  the  only  duty  they  have  to  perform, 
and  the  only  reason  for  their  existence  as  a  staff,  is  the 
enforcement  of  the  Scott  Act.  I  think  it  is  their  duty  to 
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enforce  the  Scott  Act  in  Scott  Act  counties,  just  as  any 
oilier  officer  discharges  the  duties  assigned  to  him  ;  ther6 
can  be  no  doubt  about  that.  The  only  duty  they  have  to 
perform  at  present,  I  think,  is  to  see  that  the  Act  is  carried 
out  fairly. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Just  one  more  question,  which  I  suppose 
the  Minister  is  prepared  to  answer.  We  know  that  when 
the  test  case  was  appealed  and  brought  before  our  Supreme 
Court,  for  a  time  nothing  was  done.  Several  of  the  com¬ 
missioners  have  since  written  to  me  asking  whether  any 
instructions  were  to  be  given  to  them  to  go  on  and  carry 
out  the  law.  Will  the  Minister  say  whether  any  instruc¬ 
tions  will  be  issued  to  the  commissioners  and  the  inspectors 
in  the  line  of  performing  their  duties  as  they  have  done  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Instructions  will  bo  issued.  I  wish  it 
understood  that  the  remuneration  paid  commissioners  and 
inspector's  for  last  year,  will  necessarily  be  the  same  for  the 
present  year.  The  remuneration  for  the  present  year  will 
be  paid  subject  to  the  consideration  of  the  reduced  duties 
they  will  have  to  perform. 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  Bill  (No.  158) 
to  authorise  the  granting  of  further  subsidies  to  and  mak¬ 
ing  provision  for  the  construction  and  efficient  operation  of 
the  railways  therein  described. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  After  the  first  paragraph, 
I  would  move  to  add  this  clause  which  is  the  same  as  that 
in  the  Act  of  last  year  for  the  incorporation  of  a  company  : 

And  for  the  purpose  of  incorporating  the  persons  undertaking  the 
construction  of  the  said  railway  and  those  who  shall  be  associated  with 
them  in  the  undertaking,  the  Governor  in  Council  may  grant  to  them, 
under  such  corporate  name  as  he  shall  deem  expedient,  a  charter  con¬ 
ferring  upon  them  the  franchises,  privileges  and  powers  requisite  for  the 
said  purpose,  which  shall  be  similar  to  such  of  the  franchises,  privileges 
and  powers  granted  to  railway  companies  during  the  present  Session  as 
the  Government  shall  deem  most  useful  or  appropriate  to  the  said  un¬ 
dertaking,  and  such  charter  being  published  in  the  Canada  Gazette,  any 
Order  or  Orders  in  Council  relating  to  it  shall  have  force  and  effect,  as 
if  it  were  the  Act  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada. 

There  are  two  companies.  Of  course  we  cannot  subsidise 
two  companies,  and  wo  want  to  have  power  to  incorporate 
one  company,  so  that  the  two  companies  may  come  to  some 
understanding,  if  possible  ;  otherwise  the  two  would  be  fight¬ 
ing  against  each  other  for  the  subsidy. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  difficulty  will  not  be  so  much  to 
choose  between  the  companies  as  between  the  routes.  One 
company  is  incorporated  to  build  a  railway  from  Riviere  du 
Loup  by  the  Riviere  du  Loup  valley ;  the  other,  from  a 
point  somewhere  in  the  county  of  Kamouraska  by  the  way 
of  Riviere  Ouelle.  How  is  the  Government  to  determine 
between  these  two  routes  ?  We  have  no  surveys  of  them. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes,  wo  havo  surveys.  This 
clause  would  give  the  Government  a  right  to  incorporate  a 
company  to  go  from  the  one  point  to  the  other,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  having  information  about  the  length  of  the  two  pro¬ 
posed  routes  and  the  facilities  or  difficulties  of  each,  so  as  to 
decide  which  of  the  two  is  the  best.  This  does  not  prevent 
any  other  company,  which  may  have  a  charter,  from  build¬ 
ing  any  railway  if  they  choose ;  but  as  this  is  a  special  grant, 
we  must  be  in  a  position  to  know  where  the  railway  is  to  go. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  If  the  Government  has  all  the  informa¬ 
tion,  why  not  make  a  selection  now  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  Government  wish  to 
reserve  the  right  to  examine  again  and  select  the  best 
route. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  makes  it  essential  the  Government 
should  charter  a  company  in  order  that  the  subsidy  be  paid. 
There  are  now  two  companies,  and  it  is  propose!  to  make 
an  arrangement  by  having  recourse  to  the  incorporation  of 
a  third.  Although  £  do  not  know  that  thero  will  be  any 


great  rush  of  companies  to  construct  this  enterprise,  and  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  he  will  have  enough  to 
do  dealing  with  those  two  without  creating  a  third.  He 
may  find  it  easier  to  grant  a  charter  than  to  build  the  lines. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  provision  now  made  in  conjunction 
with  the  subsidy  is  a  provision  for  a  company  to  be  chartered 
by  the  Governor  in  Council,  so  that  it  may  be  difficult,  if 
not  impossible,  to  give  the  subsidy  to  either  of  the  two 
existing  companies.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that,  of 
course,  the  existing  companies  would  build  a  line  under 
their  charter.  Of  course,  they  have  the  power  to  do  that, 
but  they  will  not  have  the  sinews  of  war ;  and  we  know 
that  it  is  probable  that  there  will  be  one  line,  and  not  two. 

On  sub-section  2  of  section  1, 

Mr.  WELDON.  When  the  resolutions  were  before  the 
committee,  I  understood  that  this  would  be  a  railway  com¬ 
mencing  on  the  south  bank  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  connecting 
with  Montreal.  It  was  clearly  understood  that  the  building 
of  a  bridge  was  not  to  be  included,  and  I  would  suggest  that 
the  words  should  be  inserted : 

“  For  a  line  of  railway  on  the  south  bank  of  the  river  St.  Lawrence 
connecting  Montreal.’' 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  do  not  see  the  object  of 
that.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  wish  to  throw 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  this  line.  There  is  now  one 
bridge  ;  there  may  be  two  bridges.  There  are  two  compa¬ 
nies  chartered,  and  I  think  it  would  be  better  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  leave  it  as  it  is. 

Mr.  WELDON.  As  it  stands  now,  it  would  include  the 
building  of  a  bridge,  and  it  was  understood  that  that  was  to 
be  an  independent  business  altogether ;  but  this  would  per¬ 
mit  the  money  to  be  applied  to  the  building  of  a  bridge 
across  the  St.  Lawrence,  which  I  am  sure  is  not  intended. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  would  not  only  permit  the  application 
of  the  money  in  that  way,  but  it  is  imperative.  The  whole 
subsidy  is  to  be  applied  proportionately,  and,  as  it  is  for  a 
line  between  Montreal  and  Salisbury,  you  must  provide  for 
the  cost  of  a  bridge  over  the  St.  Lawrence  cut  of  the 
subsidy. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  We  might  add  the  words  : 

A  line  of  railway  on  the  south  bank  of  the  St.  Lawrence  opposite 
Montreal. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  should  like  to  understand  what  is  the 
understanding  of  the  Government  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
this  particular  subsidy  is  to  be  paid. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  object  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  asking  Parliament  for  this  subsidy  is  stated  in  the 
Bill  : 

“  For  a  line  of  railway  on  the  south  bank  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  oppo¬ 
site  or  near  to  Montreal,  to  the  harbors  of  St.  Andrews,  St.  John  and 
Halifax,  via  Sherbrooke,  Moosehead  Lake,  Mettawamkeag,  Harvey, 
Fredericton  and  Salisbury,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  eighty  thousand 
dollars  per  annum  for  twenty  years,  forming  in  the  whole,  together 
with  the  subsidy  authorised  by  the  Act  forty-seventh  Victoria,  chapter 
eight,  for  a  line  of  railway  connecting  Montreal  with  the  said  harbors 
of  St.  John  and  Halifax  by  the  shortest  and  best  practicable  route, 
which  the  line  above  described  is  found  to  be,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  the  whole  of  which 
shall  be  paid  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  such  line  of  railway  for  a  period 
of  twenty  years,  or  a  guarantee  of  a  like  sum  for  a  like  period  as  interest 
on  the  bonds  of  the  company  undertaking  the  work  :  The  said  subsidy 
to  be  so  granted  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  of  and  payable  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  in  the  manner  specified  in  the  said  last 
mentioned  Act  in  respect  of  the  subsidy  thereby  authorised  in  aid  of  the 
said  line  of  railway.” 

This  is  for  that  railway.  The  Government  will  have  to 
make  an  arrangement  with  the  company  undertaking  this 
work,  and  will  take  such  means  as  will  socure  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  line  and  its  working  from  end  to  end.  I  said  the 
other  day  that  wo  would  take  special  care  in  the  arrange¬ 
ments  with  the  company  that  the  portion  of  the  lino  to 
Salisbury  would  be  completed  as  well  as  the  other  portion. 
It  covers  the  wholo  ground. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  failed  to  make  myself  intelligible.  I 
was  anxious  to  show  how  it  was  proposed  to  pay  this  sub¬ 
sidy.  This  subsidy,  you  will  observe,  is  different  from 
ordinary  subsidies  granted  in  aid  of  railways,  which  are  so 
much  per  mile,  ard  which  are  to  be  paid  upon  a  calculation 
of  the  propoitionate  cost  of,  I  think,  10-mile  sections,  each 
section  getting  its  share  of  the  whole.  Now,  is  it  intended 
to  apply  the  same  principle  to  this  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  first  thing  to  be  done  will  be  to 
ascertain,  of  course,  what  the  proportionate  cost  will  be  of 
the  different  sections  of  10  miles  long,  and  you  will  apply 
so  much  of  the  grant.  But  then  you  say  the  grant  is  a 
grant  of  a  special  character ;  it  is  an  agreement  to  pay 
$250,000  a  year  for  20  years.  Now,  supposing  that  form 
is  adopted — because  the  two  forms  are  open  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  company — one  to  take  a  guarantee  of  interest 
and  the  other  just  to  take  $250,000  a  year  for  20  years. 
Let  us  take  the  first  form.  Suppose  the  company  says  : 
We  want  the  $250,000  a  year  for  20  years.  Is  any  instru¬ 
ment  to  be  executed  by  the  Government,  any  document 
which  shall  be  a  document  of  title  or  of  credit,  when  a  10 
mile  section  is  completed,  indicating  the  right  of  the  com¬ 
pany  to  so  much  of  its  subsidy  ?  Then  on  the  other  hand, 
supposing  they  adopt — as  they  are  likely  to  adopt — the 
alternative  provision  ;  is  it  intended  that  the  Government 
shall  guarantee  as  many  bonds  as  are  earned  for  a  10-mile 
section  when  a  10-mile  section  is  completed  ;  and  then  when 
another  10-mile  section  is  completed  to  guarantee  another 
lot  of  bonds,  proportionate  to  the  amount  ?  Or  how  is  it  to 
be  worked  ? 

Mr.  GIGAULT.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  1  highly 
approve  of  the  route  chosen  by  engineer  Davy  for  the  Mont¬ 
real  and  Sherbrooke  section.  This  route,  passing  through 
the  counties  of  Chambly,  Rouville  and  Shefford,  will  afford 
the  most  advantageous  line,  and  will  tend  greatly  to  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  the  localities  through  which 
it  will  pass.  These  municipalities  are  in  great  want  of  these 
new  railway  facilities,  as  stated  in  engineer  Davy’s  report. 
Here  is  what  he  says  on  the  subject : 

“  The  country  between  Montreal  and  Sherbrooke,  through  which  the 
proposed  line  passes,  is  greatly  in  need  of  railway  facilities,  a  portion 
being  practically  undeveloped  from  want  of  means  of  communication.” 

I  regret  that  the  question  of  substituting  to  this  route  that 
which  is  offered  by  the  existing  railways  from  St.  John  to 
Waterloo  has  been  raised.  The  effect  of  this  change  would 
be  to  give  a  much  longer  and  much  less  advantageous  line 
than  that  which  was  suggested  and  explored  by  Mr.  Davy, 
and  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  adopt  this  change, 
unless  it  is  intended  to  neglect  public  interest  in  order  to 
favor  the  proprietors  of  the  railways  built  between  St.  John 
and  Waterloo.  By  virtue  of  the  legislation  enacted  last 
year  we  are  bound  to  subsidise  the  shortest  line  after 
causing  surveys  to  be  made ;  the  engineers  have  found  that 
that  line  is  that  which  goes  through  the  counties  of  Cham¬ 
bly,  Rouville  and  Shefford.  It  would  be  preposterous  on 
our  part  not  to  adopt  that  line.  In  building  that  short  line 
we  must  choose  the  most  advantageous  route,  and  we  must 
also  seek  to  favor  the  localities  which  are  in  the  greatest 
want  of  this  means  of  communication  to  develop  their 
resources.  This  double  result  will  be  attained  if  we  act 
accoi  ding  to  the  report  of  engineer  Davy.  I  hope  the  Gov- 
eimmont,  in  disposing  of  the  subsidy  which  we  are  about  to 
vote,  will  choose  the  shortest  line,  the  most  advantageous 
line,  and  the  line  which  will  be  most  likely  to  develop  the 
resources  of  the  country. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  leader 
ol  the  Opposition,  I  may  say  that  one  proposal  is  $250,009 
a  year  during  so  many  years,  and  the  other  is  a  guarantee 
Sir  Hector  Lanqevin, 


of  a  like  sum  for  a  like  period  as  interest  on  the  bonds  of 
the  company  undertaking  the  work.  As  I  understand  the 
project  it  will  be  this :  That  bonds  may  be  sold  and  the 
proceeds  of  the  bonds  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  and  as  the  work  proceeds  and  each  10-mile 
section  is  completed,  the  amount  of  money  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  would  be  paid  in  the  same  proportion.  Of 
course,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  there  will  be  some 
sections  where  the  work  will  be  heavier  than  in  other  sec¬ 
tions,  and  that  will  have  to  be  well  weighed  and  determined 
on  beforehand,  so  that  there  will  be  no  misunderstanding 
about  the  amount  to  be  paid.  When  the  work  is  going  on 
the  company  may,  for  example— as  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  these  things  sometimes  occur — go  on  and  build 
an  easy  portion  of  the  road  and  ask  for  an  equal  amount 
for  that  portion  which  they  would  have  had  for  a  heavy 
portion  ;  but  we  could  not  allow  this.  We  take  care  that 
if  the  easiest  portions  of  the  line  are  built  first  they  will 
be  paid  only  in  proportion  to  the  work  performed,  or  to 
the  heaviness  of  those  sections,  always  taking  into  consi¬ 
deration  that  if  the  heaviest  portions  of  the  line  are  left  to 
be  built  last  more  money  will  be  paid  for  them  than  for  the 
first  ones. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  proposal  the  hon.  gentleman  makes 
is  not  one  that  is  in  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands.  Under  this 
Bill  the  Government  is  not  free  to  guarantee  the  interest 
on  the  whole  mass  of  bonds  which  are  to  be  issued  for  the 
purpose,  that  is  to  the  extent  of  $250,000  a  year  for  20 
years.  The  proposal  is  not  in  the  Bill,  and  is  not  authorised 
by  the  Bill,  and  cannot  be  carried  out  legally  under  the 
Bill. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  comes  to  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  bog  your  pardon.  Hyou 
grant  a  like  sum  for  a  like  period  as  interest  on  the 
bonds  of  the  company  it  is  the  same  thing.  If  you  adopt 
the  olher  mode  the  result  is  ab  olutely  the  same,  and  the 
Government  would  take  care,  if  they  granted  a  like  sum  for 
a  like  period  as  interest  on  the  bonds,  that  the  bonds  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  the  amount  should 
not  be  used  except  in  the  way  I  have  indicated. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  maintain,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  f  am  correctly  maintaining,  that  the  Government  has 
no  power  under  this  legislation  to  adopt  the  course  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  informed  us  the  Government  intend  to  adopt. 
It  is  one  thing  to  ask  Parliament  to  give  power  to  allow  the 
Government  from  time  to  time  as  10-mile  sections  are  com¬ 
pleted  to  give  a  subsidy,  on  whatever  terms  it  is  to  be  given, 
whether  as  one  gross  sum,  or  as  an  annuity  for  20  years,  or 
as  a  guarantee  of  interest  on  bonds ;  and  it  is  quite  another 
thing  to  say  that  the  Government  intend,  before  one  mile  of 
the  road  has  been  completed,  to  give  the  company  a  guaran¬ 
tee  or  bonds  on  $250,000  a  year  for  20  years.  The 
Government  thus  enter  into  an  obligation  to  gua¬ 
rantee  the  interest  on  the  interest,  and  they  do  guarantee 
the  interest  to  the  extent,  without  even  10  miles  of  the  road 
being  built.  You  may  say  that  we  got  the  product  of  the 
obligation.  But  the  bonds  may  be  sold  at  such  prices  that 
it  may  not  be  a  very  good  account  out  of  which  to  pay  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest.  Whether  it  is  a  good  obligation  or  not  is, 
however,  beside  the  question.  The  question  is  whether  any 
such  arrangement  is  covered  by  this  Bill  ?  I  say  no.  If  hon. 
members  would  look  at  the  clause  they  will  see  it  stated 
that  the  subsidy  is  to  be  payable  on  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  the  Act.  The  Act  says  that  the  subsidies 
shall  be  payable  on  the  completion  of  sections  of  10  miles 
in  proportion  to  tho  value  of  the  work  done.  If  the  Govern¬ 
ment  give  a  guarantee,  instead  of  paying  the  money,  they 
must  guarantee  payment  on  the  completion  of  each  10- 
mile  section ;  but  hon.  gentlomen  opposite  propose  to 
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guarantee  the  whole  amount  before  one  mile  of  the  road  is 
built.  That  is  an  entirely  different  financial  operation,  and 
one  not  authorised  by  the  Bill,  It  is  premature  to  consider 
whether  it  is  desirable  or  not,  because  it  is  not  authorised. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
be  sura  of  this,  that  the  law  will  be  observed.  If  my 
scheme  goes  beyond  the  law,  we  will  not  go  beyond  the 
law.  I  think  that  if  you  may  pay  $250,000  a  year  for  20 
years  you  can  guarantee  a  like  sum  for  a  like  period  on 
the  bonds  of  the  company  undertaking  the  work.  We  may 
perfectly  well  guarantee  the  bonds  and  retain  them  in  our 
hands,  instead  of  paying  out  the  money,  and  this  would 
come  to  the  same  thing.  Perhaps  my  scheme  goes  a  little 
further  than  what  the  hon.  gontleman  thought;  but  it 
amounts  to  the  same  thing,  for  instead  of  having  the  money 
in  our  hands  we  would  have  the  bonds,  and  on  these  bonds 
being  sold  the  company  would  have  the  money  to  redeem 
them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  A  moment’s  consideration  will  show  a 
clear  sighted  man  like  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  that 
there  is  a  very  great  difference  between  guaranteeing  bonds 
which  we  keep  in  our  hands,  and  guaranteeing  bonds  to  the 
company  and  allowing  them  to  go  to  the  public  and  sell 
the  bonds  at  a  discount. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  bonds  will  not  go  out 
of  our  own  hands. 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  ask  the  Minister  why  he  has  made 
this  subsidy  $500,000.  I  understood  from  him  the  other 
day  that  it  was  to  bo  about  $1,000,000,  that  is  $500,000  to 
recoup  and  about  $460,000  to  improve  the  line.  Am  I  cor¬ 
rect  in  that  statement  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  stated  that  the  determi¬ 
nation  and  decision  of  the  Government  were  to  purchase 
the  North  Shore  Railway  from  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  at  a  certain  figure,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated,  and  that  railway  would  pass  into  the  hands  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  which  would  assume  the 
debt  remaining  on  the  road,  that  is  to  say,  the  debt  to  the 
Quebec  Government  of  $3,500,0^0  and  the  amount  of  the 
bonds  on  the  road,  I  believe  $1, 725, 000.  We  have  asked  this 
Bum  for  the  same  purposes  as  last  year,  which  was  that  failing 
any  negotiations  of  this  kind,  or  supposing  the  matter 
should  fall  through,  the  Government  may  not  be  without 
the  necessary  power. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  think  it  proper  to  have  a  very  clear 
Understanding  on  that  point.  I  understand  the  policy  of 
the  Government  is  that  there  should  be  a  purchase  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  of  the  North  Shore 
Railway.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  moan  to  pay  off  the 
debt  to  the  Quebec  Government ;  or  is  the  debt  to  bo  placed 
upon  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  on  the  North  Shore  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Upon  the  North  Shore. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Am  I  to  understand,  then,  that  the  state¬ 
ment  referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend  and  corroborated  by  tho 
hon.  gentleman,  as  to  the  terms  of  the  understanding  which 
has  been  made,  is  correct;  or  that  circumstances  have 
occurred  to  alter  the  position,  because  when  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  announced  the  understanding  previously,  it  was 
definite  and  absolute,  Ai’rangements  have  been  made,  and 
there  was  no  longer  that  element  of  uncertainty  which  had 
existed  up  to  a  comparatively  recent  period.  It  is  possible 
that,  supposing  this  arrangement  for  buying  the  North 
Shore  and  transferring  it  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
is  carried  out,  this  large  sum,  which  is  larger  than  the  sum 
required  by  more  than  half,  may  be  expended  to  accomplish 
that  particular  object.  1b  it  that  there  is  still  a  doubt  as  to 
whether  it  can  bo  done  for  tho  money  spoken  of? 
And  that  there  is  a  question  whether  we  may  not  require  to 
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pay  more  than  half  a  million  dollars  more  in  order  to 
acquire  that  road  ;  or  is  it  that  those  negotiations  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers,  and  which  I  understood  were 
completed,  should  by  some  accident  fail,  then  it  is  the  other 
plan  that  is  to  be  adopted? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes,  that  is  the  case. 

Bill  reported  with  amendments. 

On  motion  for  concurrence  in  the  amendments, 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  move  tho  following  amendment : — 

That  the  report  be  not  now  considered,  but  be  referred  back  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  Bill  by  pro¬ 
viding  that  the  work  on  the  sections  of  the  line  between  Harvey,  Fred¬ 
ericton  and  Salisbury  shall  be  begun  and  prosecuted  simultaneously  with 
the  portion  of  the  whole  line  west  of  the  boundary  between  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  Maine. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  do  not  think  that  this  is 
an  amendment  which  should  bo  made,  as  if  it  were  carried 
instead  of  helping  the  enterprise,  it  would  throw  obstacles 
in  its  way.  Other  hon.  gentlemen  may  come  forward  and 
ask  that  work  on  other  portions  of  the  line  shall  be  prose¬ 
cuted  simultaneously.  That  is  not  dono  anywhere  ;  we  see 
no  such  provision  in  any  charter  ;  no  road  is  undertaken  in 
that  way.  After  the  explanations  I  gave  just  now,  that 
the  contract  which  the  Government  will  have  to  make,  will 
be  made  in  such  a  way  as  to  secure  the  completion  of  the 
line,  taking  care  that  the  heaviest  portions  of  the  line  may 
not  be  left  to  be  built,  and  paid  with  an  amount  only  equal 
to  the  easiest  portions  of  the  line,  but  that  the  different 
portions  may  be  paid  for  according  to  the  character  of  the 
work  to  be  performed — under  these  circumstances  I  hope 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  persist  in  his  motion.  If  he 
does,  of  course  I  must  ask  hon.  gentlemen  supporting  this 
Bill  to  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  dare  say  if  I  had  as  much  confidence  in 
tho  hon.  gentlemen  and  his  declarations  as  some  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen,  I  would  probably  be  willing  to  withdraw  the 
motion  ;  but  the  hon.  gontleman  knows  that  I  have  not  got 
full  confidence  in  the  promises  of  this  Government,  because 
I  know  that  many  promises  and  pledges  hitherto  made 
with  reference  to  work  to  be  performed  in  Nova  Scotia 
have  not  been  fulfilled.  I  know  that  many  grants  have 
beon  made  in  this  House  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  which  should  have  been  expended  years  ago;  that 
linos  of  railway  have  been  projected  and  subsidised  which 
should  have  beon  in  operation  to-day,  but  not  a  dollar  has 
been  expended  on  them,  and  tho  railways  have  not  been 
built.  I  think,  Sir,  with  regard  to  this  road  that  tho 
chances  aro  that  the  same  thiog  will  occur  again,  and  that 
the  grants  provided  for  in  this  Bill,  are  just  about  as  likely 
to  be  expended  as  those  which  have  been  made  in  previous 
years  to  other  linos.  For  that  reason,  I  have  to  ask  the 
House  not  only  to  sustain  the-promise  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  measure,  but  to  provide  by  a  vote  if 
they  choose  to  do  so— if  they  choose  to  vote  against  it  I 
cannot  help  it — for  the  securing  for  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia  that  which  it  is  its  right  to  have. 
We  have  had  promises  from  this  Government,  time  and  time 
again,  that  they  would  make  Halifax  the  winter  port ;  and 
when  I  speak  in  tho  interest  of  Halifax,  I  speak  in  tho 
interest  of  the  whole  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  am  not 
here  as  the  representative  of  the  city  or  tho 
county  of  Halifax ;  I  am  here  as  the  represent¬ 
ative  of  one  of  the  most  distant  counties  of  Nova  Scotia  ; 
but  I  know  that  anything  that  is  done  in  the  interest  of 
Halifax  benefits  my  county,  and  I  know  that  if  Halifax 
were  made  the  winter  port,  my  county  would  be  benefited. 
For  that  reason  I  am  anxious  that  the  pledges  made  by  the 
Government  that  they  would  make  Halifax  a  winter  port 
shall  be  carried  out.  There  are  no  gentlemon  in  this 
House  who  know  the  value  of  those  promises  better  than 
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the  members  for  Halifax ;  they  have  had  the  benefit  of 
them  in  more  elections  than  one.  We  know  also  that 
large  sums  of  money  have  been  expended  to  prepare  that 
harbor  for  the  extension  of  the  railway  to  the  deep  water 
terminus.  A  large  amount  of  money  has  been  expended 
in  building  a  wharf  and  an  elevator  for  the  purpose  of  facil¬ 
itating  the  shipment  of  grain  which  is  to  be  shipped  over 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  the  great  wheat-producing 
sections  of  this  country  ;  but  although  theso  works  have 
cost  a  large  amount  of  money,  and  although  the  elevator 
has  been  built  for  the  last  three  or  four  years,  not  oae 
single  cargo  of  wheat  has  been  shipped  through  that  ele¬ 
vator.  It  is  true,  a  few  portions  of  cargoes  have  been 
shipped,  but  not  one  full  cargo ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  this  road  is  built  on  the  lino  projected — and  the  House 
has  declared  that  it  will  be— and  if  the  section  of  the  line  I 
refer  to  is  not  built,  I  do  not  think  one  of  us  here  will  live 
long  enough  to  see  the  time  when  grain  will  b8  shipped 
through  that  elevator.  Therefore  the  money  which  has 
been  oxpended  upon  it  is  absolutely  thrown  away.  Besides 
all  this,  Nova  Scotia  is  paying  her  full  proportion  of  the 
cost  of  building  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  This  Par¬ 
liament  has  voted  $100,000,000,  outsido  altogether  of  the 
land  grant  and  the  money  realised  from  lands,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  building  a  railway  Rom  Port  Moody  to  Montreal. 
Nova  Scotia  is  paying  her  full  proportion  of  that  money ; 
she  is  paying  to-day  $250,000  per  annum  of  interest  on  the 
cost  of  that  railway;  and  what  benefit  does  she  receive  for 
it?  We  pay  in  interest  on  that  work  alone  almost  all  wo 
receive  as  subsidy  from  this  Government,  and  we  were  pro¬ 
mised  that  Halifax  would  bo  made  the  winter  port  of  the 
country,  in  order  to  receive  tho  vast  amount  of  traffic 
that  would  come  over  that  great  road ;  and  to  day 
wo  are  asked  to  voto  a  eum  of  money  to  build 
a  road— in  the  interest  of  Halifax?  Certainly  not. 
This  road,  if  built,  as  I  suppose  it  will  be,  on  tho  line  pro¬ 
posed  by  this  Bill,  will  be  of  no  advantage  whatever  to 
Halifax;  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of  the  United  States 
ports,  and  not  of  Halifax.  When  these  resolutions  were 
first  introduced  into  this  House,  there  was  no  mention  made 
of  the  section  of  road  to  which  my  motion  refers ;  there  was 
no  reference  made  to  the  line  to  Harvey,  Fredericton  and 
Salisbury;  evidently  it  was  an  afterthought  that  it  should 
be  inoluded  at  all.  The  road,  when  built  to  Mettawamkeag, 
will  have  a  conneetion  with  Salisbury;  and  we  have  no 
plodgo  from  the  Government  that  this  section  of  the  lino 
will  bo  built.  Tho  Minister  of  Public  Works,  in  his 
speech  tho  other  day,  pledged  the  Government  to  secure 
the  building  of  the  road  from  Mettawamkeag  to  Salisbury. 
When  the  road  is  built  to  Mettawamkeag  we  have  connec¬ 
tion,  but  the  Short  Lino  is  not  complete  unless  it  is  built  to 
Harvey,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury.  Unless  this  section  is 
built,  the  road  will  be  of  no  earthly  benefit  to  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia  or  to  tho  city  of  Halifax.  It  may  bo  built ; 
but  what  wo  want  is  that,  since  tho  Government  and  Parlia¬ 
ment  have  declared  that  it  shall  be  built  by  this  company, 
we  want  to  take  care  that  it  shall  be  built  as  soon  as  possi¬ 
ble.  Therefore,  I  cannot,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  withdraw  my  motion,  and  1  shall  have  to  ask  the 
House  to  divido  on  it. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  cannot  allow  tho  observations  the  hon. 
member  for  Guysboro  ’(Mr.  Kirk)  has  just  made,  to  pass 
without  saying  a  few  words  as  a  representative  of  tho  city 
of  Halifax.  I  fully  believe  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
actuated  by  a  sincere  desire  to  further  the  interests  of  the 
Province  from  which  he  comes  ;  but  at  the  same  time, 

I  believe  he  is  mistaken  in  the  mode  he  is  now  adopting 
to  show  that  desire.  I  believe  that  tho  interests  of 
Halifax  are  very  largely  wrapped  up  in  the  completion  of 
the  undertaking  to  which  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
relates.  The  scheme  is  one  which  the  people  of  Nova 
Mr.  Kirk, 


Scotia  at  large,  as  well  as  tho  people  of  Halifax,  have  been 
looking  forward  to  with  interest  and  with  expectations  of 
great  profit  for  many  years  past,  and  it  is  one  which  we 
now  rejoice  is  approaching  its  accomplishment.  This 
Bill,  we  believe,  and  the  measures  the  Government 
will  take  under  it,  will  tend  to  accomplish  an  object  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia  have  had  at  heart  for  a  very  long 
time,  that  is,  that  while  Canada  has  been  taxing  itself,  and 
Nova  Scotia  as  part  of  Canada  has  been  bearing  its  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  taxation,  for  the  development  of  the  great  west, 
wo  in  the  east  wish  to  participate  in  the  benefits 
which  that  groat  development  is  likely  to  produco. 
We  believe  a  direct  connection  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  system  with  the  city  of  Halifax  will  be  of  great  advan¬ 
tage  to  the  whole  Province  and  to  that  port  particularly, 
and  we  believe  that  object  can  be  accomplished  by  tho  mea¬ 
sure  now  proposed.  To  hamper  that  measure  with  embar¬ 
rassing  details  would,  we  think,  prevent  our  acccomplishing 
that  object.  The  company  will  be  obliged  to  seek  in  the 
markets  of  tho  world  the  necessary  assistance  to  extend  this 
railway  from  Montreal  to  Halifax  ;  and  to  impose  upon  that 
company  the  necessity  of  commencing  the  work  on  each 
particular  section  of  the  line  simultaneously,  would,  we 
think,  involve  the  company  in  embarrassments  which  this 
Legislature  should  not  impose  upon  them.  To  enact  these 
conditions  would  render  it  difficult  for  any  company  to 
obtain  the  necessary  capital  for  the  undertaking.  I,  for 
my  part,  have  sufficient  confidence  in  the  declarations 
of  tho  Minister  to  the  effect  that  the  intention  of  the 
Government  will  bo  fully  carried  out  in  any  agree¬ 
ment  or  contract  that  is  made  with  the  company. 
For  that  reason,  I  think,  it  is  unnecessary  to  hamper 
this  legislation  with  conditions  which  may  defeat  the 
very  objoct  wo  have  in  view,  instead  of  promoting  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  interests  of  Halifax.  I 
am  very  glad  he  takes  an  interest  in  the  welfare  of  the 
city  I  have  tho  honor  to  represent.  Ho  stated  that  many 
of  the  promises  of  the  Government  have  not  been  fulfilled 
in  regard  to  this  very  project  which  is  now  before  us.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  promises  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  the  people  of  Halifax  have  been  amply 
redeemed  with  regard  to  the  terminal  facilities  which 
have  been  afforded  for  tho  Intercolonial  at  that  port. 
I  know  I  am  understating  the  figures  when  I  say  that 
over  a  million  dollars  have,  by  the  generosity  of  this  Par¬ 
liament,  been  granted  to  the  development  of  the  eastern  ter¬ 
minus  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  in  the  building  of  a 
deep  water  terminus  with  facilities  for  the  shipment  of 
grain  which  aro  not  surpassed  in  any  Atlantic  port  of  the 
Dominion.  An  elevator  has  boon  built  at  enormous  expense, 
and  I  will  inform  tho  hon.  gentleman,  as  he  does  not  seem 
to  be  aware  of  the  fact,  for  he  has  said  that  no  grain  what¬ 
ever  has  passed  through  the  elevator  that - 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  DALY — upwards  of  400,000  bushels  of  grain  have 
passed  through  it  this  year,  and  parts  of  two  cargoes  of  grain 
passed  through  last  year.  This  is  but  tho  beginning  of  a 
trade  which,  when  communication  exists  between  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  Halifax  by  this  short  line, 
will  still  further  develop  itself.  It  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  no  grain  has  been  shipped  through  the  port  of  Halifax. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  did  not  say  that  none  had  been  shipped. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  maintain  that  Halifax  fe  our  winter 
port,  and  enjoys  advantages  which  no  other  port 
in  tho  Dominion  possesses  for  the  trade.  The  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  system,  with 
the  great  traffic  which  it  must  necessarily  control,  to 
our  eastern  souboard,  is  a  part  of  the  policy  of  this 
Government,  and  every  friend  of  Nova  Scotia  should 
support  a  measure  which  will  give  an  opportunity  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  extend  its  system  to  the  Mari- 
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time  Provinces.  I,  therefore,  do  not  wish  to  600  any  amend¬ 
ment  introduced  which  will  hamper  the  scheme  or  tend  to 
prevent  in  any  way  the  accomplishment  of  what  we  all 
desire.  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  refer  to  the  law  passed  last 
year,  which  this  measure  puts  into  operation,  they  will 
find  that  the  woi’k  is  to  be  completed  within  three  years. 
With  that  provision  on  the  Statute  Book,  no  further  neces¬ 
sity  exists  for  pledging  the  company  to  complete  the  under¬ 
taking  within  a  shorter  period.  I  believe  when  the  law 
comes  into  force,  and  we  have  heal’d  from  the  president  of 
the  company,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail  way  aim  willing  to  ne¬ 
gotiate  with  the  Government  to  undertake  the  scheme  which 
they  look  upon  as  a  necessity  and  a  supplement  to  their 
system.  Halifax  will  bo  in  a  position  to  rejoice  in  the  fact 
that  this  Parliament  had  the  liberality,  and  this  Govern¬ 
ment  the  statesmanlike  ability  to  formulate  these  provi¬ 
sions,  and  ask  Parliament  to  ratify  this  large  outlay  for  the 
benefit  very  largely  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Instoad  of 
captious  fault-finding,  these  resolutions  meet  with  the  cor¬ 
dial  approval  and  congratulation  of  every  hon.  gentleman 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces  who  loves  his  country. 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  hon.  member  for  Guysboro’  (Mr. 
Kirk)  has  made  a  statement  in  which  he  has  intimated 
that  he  had  no  confidence  in  the  Government.  I  would 
place  more  reliance  on  his  attack  had  not  the  hon. 
gentleman  intimated  to  me,  oa  more  than  one  occasion, 
that  he  intended,  on  every  opportunity,  to  drive  as  many 
nails  as  he  could  into  the  Conservative  coffin.  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  provision  is  made  for  extending  the  railway  to 
Nova  Scotia,  with  the  prospect  of  carrying  it  through  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton  to  an  Atlantic  port  there.  1  desig¬ 
nate  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  as  an  uncertain  sound 
from  a  Beform  trumpet. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  (Mr. 
Daly)  has  pointed  out  to  us  what  was  our  duty  as  patriots. 
Well,  some  of  us  have  to  perform  theso  duties  as  patriots  in 
some  circumstances  and  others  in  other  circumstances,  from 
different  points  of  view,  and  inspired  by  different  notions  as 
to  what  the  duties  of  patriots  are.  If  it  was  patriotic, 
statesmanlike  and  wise,  if  this  proposed  Act  is  such 
an  Act  as  should  receive  the  plaudits  of  every  unbi¬ 
assed  and  independent,  unpurchased  and  unpurchasable 
patriot,  what  shall  be  said  of  the  Government  that  guaran¬ 
teed  us  twelve  months  ago  that  they  would  do  the  same  work 
for  little  more  than  half  the  money.  Whore  was  tho 
patriotism,  the  statesmanship,  the  wisdom  then  ?  And  ever 
since  we  have  been  asking  on  what  calculation  the  Govern¬ 
ment  now  say  they  will  do  the  work  any  more  than  last 
Session.  We  have  asked  what  the  cost  of  the  line  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be,  and  cannot  find  out ;  we  have  asked  what  lino 
is  to  be  built  by  the  subsidy,  and  cannot  find  out.  We  were 
told  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  last  Session  that  this  thing  was 
to  be  done  at  a  capital  charge  of  $1,890,000.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Halifax  finds  that  tho  Government  wholly  failed  in 
performing  it  and  telling  us  in  fact,  though  they  will  not 
say  so  in  words,  that  this  was  a  jump  in  the  dark,  a  mere 
guess,  because  they  now  come  down  this  Session  and  say 
they  will  require  $3,400,000  to  do  it.  Having  proved  by 
that  the  imperfection  of  their  calculation  of  twelve  months 
ago,  they  will  not  give  us  bases  for  giving  confidence  to  then- 
present  calculation  by  telliDg  us  on  what  it  is  founded  ;  and 
notwithstanding  that  the  hon.  member  for  Halifax  has 
hardly  words  strong  enough  to  express  the  wisdom  and 
farsighted  statesmanship  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BUKPEE.  If  the  motion  before  the  House  embar¬ 
rassed  the  Government  or  the  company  building  the  road, 
I  would  not  vote  for  it,  but  any  person,  knowing  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  knowing  the  situation  and  locality  of  the  road, 
must  know  that  it  cannot  have  that  effect.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Daly)  appears  to  be  exceedingly  grate¬ 
ful  thut  this  road  should  be  extended  down  to  the  Maritime 


Provinces.  I  feel  grateful  for  small  favors  very  often,  but 
I  contend  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  18  years 
ago  to  have  built  a  commercial  road  to  tho  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Tho  Government  are  only  now  attempting  to  do 
what  they  have  left  undone  for  the  last  18  years. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  No  such  thing. 

Mr.  BUBPEE.  I  will  except  tho  portion  of  tho  country 
that  the  hon  member  for  Northumberland  represents, 
because  in  order  to  reach  his  constituency — and  I  am  proud 
to  8eo  he  has  such  influence  with  the  Government — they 
left  the  rest  of  tho  Maritime  Provinces  out  in  tho  cold. 
The  hon.  member  from  Montreal  stated  that  the  road  was 
not  required  by  the  Maritimos  Provinces.  Ho  is  perfectly 
satisfied  to  get  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  to  Montreal 
and  let  it  stop  there,  and  after  that  they  can  distribute  the 
produce  that  comos  over  the  road  to  the  United  States  or 
anywhere  else.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  is  very  careful  to 
urge  upon  tho  Government  that  the  canals  shall  bo  im¬ 
proved,  so  as  to  facilitate  trade  to  Montreal,  and  desire  tho 
abolition  of  the  tolls  on  these  canals  in  order  to  bonofit 
Montreal.  We  have  not  only  a  fair  claim  to  a  road  being 
built  to  the  Maritime  ports,  but,  if  Montreal  has  a  fail- 
claim  to  tho  abolition  of  the  tolls,  and  the  canals  being 
made  free,  we  have  an  equal  claim  that  tho  railway  should 
be  made  free,  to  a  certain  extent  at  all  events.  However, 
members  of  this  House  generally  have  not  objected  to  tho 
road  being  built  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  With  the 
exception  of  the  hon.  member  from  Montreal,  they  have 
not  raised  any  objections  to  that  road.  Unless  wo  get 
a  good  road,  however,  it  will  be  of  very  little  service.  We 
want  tho  best  and  shortest  road,  with  the  best  curves  and 
grades.  The  road  which  has  been  selected  across  Moose- 
head  Lake  via  Sherbrooke,  in  order  to  accommodate  St. 
Andrews,  St.  John  and  Halifax,  is  about  the  best  that  could 
be  selected.  I  do  not  say  it  is  the  only  road,  but  it  is  one 
of  the  best.  I  tried  to  get  information  as  to  whether  it  was 
practicable  to  cross  Moosehead  Lake,  but  I  did  not  get  the 
information!  should  like  ti  have  had.  If  it  should  prove  to  be 
impracticable,  and  they  should  propose  to  take  the  south 
side  of  Moosehead  Lake,  that  would  not  bo  the  best  road. 
According  to  tho  reports,  it  would  be  13  milos  longer,  but  I 
think  it  will  make  a  difference  of  30  or  40  miles.  If  you 
cannot  go  across  Moosehoad  Lake,  you  would  got  a  better 
road  north  of  the  lake.  I  hope  the  road  described  in  the  Bill 
will  bo  carried  out.  I  cannot  see  any  difficulty  in  regard  to 
this  particular  portion  of  the  road  from  Harvey  to  Salisbury, 
being  built  simultaneously  with  the  other  portions,  and 
I  thought  there  would  be  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which 
would  guarantee  that  the  whole  road  should  be  placed  under 
the  same  contract.  It  is  not  there,  however,  and  I  shall 
therefore  have  to  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon.  membor 
for  Guysboro’  (Mr.  Kirk). 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Kirk. 


Auger, 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Harley, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Blake, 

Holton, 

Platt, 

Bourassa, 

Innes, 

Ray, 

Burpee, 

Kirk, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameroa  (Huron), 

Landerkin, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Laurier, 

Springer, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Cartwright, 

Trow, 

Casgrain, 

McCraney, 

Vail, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

McIntyre, 

Watson, 

Mclsaac, 

Wells, 

Forbes, 

McMullen, 

Weldon, 

Geoffrion, 

Mills, 

Wilson.— 40. 

Gunn, 

Mulock, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Nats  : 

Messieurs 

Fortin, 

Pope, 

Foster, 

Gigault, 

Ri°PeI>  .. 

Bell, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
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Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Billy, 

Elondeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Dawson, 


Gillmor, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Guilbault, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hnrteau, 

Jamieson, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Langevin, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Mackintosh, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex), 


Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)McCallum, 
Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McDougald  (Pictou), 
Desjardins,  McLelan, 

Dickinson,  Massue, 

Dodd,  Mitchell, 

Dugas,  Montplaisir, 

Dupont,  Paint, 

Farrow,  Patterson  (Essex), 

Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren),Pinsonneault, 


Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Scriver, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tass6, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Valin, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (  Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 
Weldon, 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland) 
Wright.— 83. 


SUPPLY— REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  NORTH¬ 
WEST  TERRITORY. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Before  this  motion  is  put  I 
desire  very  briefly  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  a  matter  that  I  consider  of  vital  importance  to  the  Do¬ 
minion  at  large,  and  especially  to  the  North-West  Territory. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  in  the  Session  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  1871,  an  Act  entitled:  “An  Act  respecting 
the  establishment  of  Provinces  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,” 
was  passed.  The  second  section  of  that  Imperial  Statute 
reads  as  follows:— 

“The  Parliament  of  Canada  may  from  time  to  time  establish  new  pro¬ 
vinces  in  any  territories  forming  for  the  time  being  part  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  of  Canada,  but  not  included  in  any  Province  thereof,  and  may,  at 
the  time  of  such  establishment,  make  provision  for  the  constitution  and 
administration  ol  any  such  Province,  and  for  the  passing  of  laws  for  the 
peace,  order  and  good  government  of  such  Province,  and  for  its  repre¬ 
sentation  in  the  said  Parliament.” 


Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved : 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  considered  as  amended,  but  that  it  be  re¬ 
ferred  back  to  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  order  to  ametd  the  same  by 
providing  that  the  accounts  of  the  subsidised  companies  shall  be  subject 
to  investigation  and  report  by  the  Auditor  General  of  Canada. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Blake. 

Yeas  : 


Messieurs 


Auger, 

Harley, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Blake, 

Holton, 

Platt, 

Ray, 

Bourassa, 

Innes, 

Burpee, 

Kirk, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Landerkin, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Middlesex) 

Laurier, 

Somerville  (Bruce). 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

McCraney, 

Springer, 

Cartwright, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Casgrain, 

Trow, 

Fisher, 

McIntyre, 

Vail, 

Fleming, 

Mclsaac, 

Watson, 

Forbes, 

McMullen, 

Weldon, 

Geoffrion, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Nat*: 

Messieurs. 

Wells 

Gillmor, 

Gunn, 

Wilson.— 43. 

Allison, 

Ferguson  (L’ ds&Gren. ), Patterson  ( Essex) 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Fortin, 

Pinsonneault, 

Bell, 

Foster, 

Pope, 

Bergeron, 

Gigault, 

Riopel, 

Bergin, 

Girouard, 

Robserton  (Hamilton), 

Billy, 

Gordon, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Blondeau, 

Guilbault, 

Ross, 

Royal, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Hall, 

Carling, 

Hesson, 

Sproule, 

Caron, 

Ilurteau, 

Stairs 

Cochrane, 

Jamieson, 

Taschereau, 

Colby, 

Kranz, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Costigan, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Coughlin, 

Langevin, 

Temple, 

Cuthbert, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Valin, 

Daly, 

Mackintosh, 

Vanasse, 

Dawson, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex),  Wallace  (Albert), 

Desaulniers  f'Maski’ng6)McCallum, 

Wallace  (York), 

Desaulniers  (8t.  M’rice),  McDougald  (Pictou), 

White  (Hastings), 

Desjardins. 

McLelan, 

White  (Renfrew), 

Dickinson, 

Massue, 

Wigle, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

Mitchell, 

Montplaisir, 

Wood  (Brockville), 

Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Paint, 

Wright. — 79. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Main  motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  third  time  and 


Now  the  provisions  of  this  statute  are  clear.  They  give  to 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  the  power  of  establishing  new 
Provinces  in  Territories  forming  part  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  and  the  power  of  giving  6uch  Provinces  their  due 
representation  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  Under  that 
statute  only  one  Province  has  so  far  been  established,  the 
Province  of  Manitoba.  Now  it  will  be  recollected  that  in 
the  Session  of  1884  of  this  Parliament,  I  introduced  a  Bill 
with  a  view  of  giving  representation  to  the  Territories  in 
the  Parliament  of  Canada,  and  upon  that  occasion  1  pointed 
j  out  to  the  Government  what,  in  my  judgment,  appeared  to 
be  an  absolute  necessity  for  the  representation  of  those 
Territories  in  this  Parliament.  On  the  introduction  of  that 
Bill  I  discussed  the  matter  at  some  length.  No  answer  was 
made  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
During  the  present  Session  of  Parliament  I  again  introduced 
that  Bill,  a  Bill  that  was  demanded,  as  hon.  gentlemen  well 
know,  by,  I  think,  the  almost  unanimous  voice  of  the  people 
of  the  North-Wost  Territory.  On  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  I  gave  the  reasons  why,  in  my  humble  judgment,  the 
poople  of  the  Territories  ought  to  be  represented  in  the 
Parliament  ol  Canada.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  moved 
the  adjournment  of  that  debate,  and  it  has  not  been  reached 
again  this  Session,  Now,  I  may  say  that  sinoe 
the  introduction  of  that  Bill  I  have  more  carefully  than  I 
formerly  did,  looked  into  the  power  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  to  grant  representation  to  the  Territories,  and  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  from 
a  careful  examination  of  the  statutes  dealing  with  this 
subject,  the  Union  Act  and  the  Act  amending  tho  Union 
Act,  the  second  clause  of  which  I  have  just  read,  that  it  is 
extremely  doubtful  whether  this  Parliament  has  power  by 
Bill  to  grant  representation  to  the  Territories  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  of  Canada.  Now,  upon  a  question  of  such  importance, 
a  question  that  this  Parliament  will  be  required  to  deal 
with,  action  ought  to  be  taken,  and  that  action  ought  to  be 
taken  by  the  Government  itself.  Government  has  failed  to 
take  any  action  in  tho  matter  for  the  last  two  or  three 
years ;  although,  as  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  well 
knows,  it  was  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  Government  have  taken  no  steps  to  grant  the 
representation  to  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories. 
Now,  I  say  that  the  power  to  grant  such  representation  is 
now  not  vested  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  and  steps 
ought  to  be  taken  immediately  by  the  Government  to 
obtain  that  power.  1  do  not  propose  to  discuss  this 
question  at  any  length,  but  I  desire  to  say,  what 
must  bo  known  to  almost  every  momber  of  the 
House,  that  it  appears  to  me  of  tho  greatest  con¬ 
sequence  to  the  peace,  growth  and  prosperity  of 
the  North-West  Territories  that  they  should  have  represen¬ 
tation  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  I  think  no  man  who 


Mr.  Burpee. 
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knows  anything  whatever  of  the  affairs  of  the  North-West 
Territories,  who  knows  anything  of  the  views  of  the  people 
there  of  all  shades  of  political  thought,  but  must  come  to 
the  conclusion  that,  sooner  or  later,  these  Territories  must 
be  represented  in  this  Parliament,  and  the  sooner  it  is  done 
the  better  it  will  be  for  the  people  in  those  Territories. 
Sir,  I  hoped  that  the  Government  of  this  country  would 
deal  with  this  question  during  the  present  Session  ;  and  I 
hoped,  in  view  of  the  persistent  demands  that  have  been 
made  by  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories  for  the 
last  three  or  four  years,  and  in  view  of  the  recent  occurrences, 
that  the  Government  would  direct  the  attention  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  this  important  question,  and  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  give  the  people  of  those  Territories  representation 
in  this  Parliament.  Having  that  in  view,  I  delayed  draw¬ 
ing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  question  until  the 
closing  hours  of  the  Session,  but  I  have  waited  in  vain  for 
the  action  of  the  Government,  I  now  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  that,  according  to  my  view  of 
the  law,  it  is  doubtful  if  we  have  the  power  to  grant  such 
representation  ;  I  think  there  must  be  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen,  praying  Her  to  cause  legislation  to  be 
passed  through  the  Imperial  Parliament  vesting  that 
power  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  It  was  stated, 
I  think,  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  during  this 
Session,  when  submitting  the  proposition  to  take  a  census 
of  the  North-West  Territories,  that  such  census  was  taken 
with  a  view  to  representation  ;  but  unless  action  is  taken 
in  the  matter  during  the  present  Session  it  is  very  doubtful 
if  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories  will  be  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament.  Without  tres¬ 
passing  further  on  the  time  of  the  House,  I  beg  leave  to 
move  the  following  amendment:—- 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  “that”  and  insert  the  following 
instead  thereof:  It  is  expedient,  that  at  the  earliest  moment,  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  representation  of  the  North-West  Territories  in 
the  Parliament  of  Canada,  in  such  manner  as  shall  to  that  Parliament 
seem  expedient. 

That  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  Parliament  of  Canada  has  power 
to  provide  for  such  representation,  so  long  as  the  said  Territories  are 
not  formed  into  Provinces,  or  otherwise  than  in  the  hitherto  accustomed 
method. 

That  unless  Imperial  legislation  is  obtained,  additional  delays  may 
take  place  in  the  granting  of  such  representation. 

That  it  is  expedient  to  address  Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  praying  that 
she  may  be  pleased  to  move  the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  to 
pass  such  legislation  as  may  remove  the  doubts  as  to  the  power  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  to  provide  for  such  representation. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  reading 
the  Act  of  1871  says  he  believes  there  are  doubts  as  to 
whether  the  Parliament  of  Canada  could  give  representation 
in  this  House  to  the  Territories.  There  may  bo  doubts,  it 
may  be  a  matter  of  certainty,  for  all  I  know.  The  question, 
for  the  present,  is  not  that  question.  This  subject  has  not 
been  brought  forward  in  this  form,  except  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  when,  some  months  ago,  he  had  a  motion  on  the 
Notice  Paper  and  made  a  speech  upon  it,  after  which  I  asked 
the  House  to  postpone  its  consideration,  which  was  agreed 
to.  At  this  period  of  the  Session  the  hon.  gentleman  comes 
forward  with  a  motion  that  we  shall  ask  the  Imperial  Par¬ 
liament,  through  Her  Majesty  the  Queen,  to  give  us  power 
under  this  head.  The  motion  is  premature;  at  all  events, 
Parliament  has  not  pronounced  in  that  direction  yet.  But  it 
has  been  decided  this  Session  that  there  shall  be  a  census  of 
the  population  of  the  Territories  taken  in  order  that  we  may 
ascertain  what  their  population  is,  where  it  is  placed  and 
whether  it  is  sufficient  to  form  a  Province  and  have 
representation  in  this  House,  if  representation  were 
considered  by  Parliament  to  bo  proper  under  the 
circumstances.  We  have  just  passed  the  Qensus  Bill, 
and  the  Government  has  been  authorised  to  expend  a  cer¬ 
tain  sum  for  that  purpose  ;  but  it  has  not  yet  passed  the 
other  House  and  has  not  yet  become  law.  We  have  not 
had  one  minute  to  ourselves  to  see  what  is  to  be  done  in 


|  ordor  to  put  into  effect  the  order  of  Parliament  to  make  a 
census  of  the  population  in  the  North-West  Territories. 
Wo  intend  taking  advantage  of  the  power  that  Parliament 
is  giving  ns,  and  we  hope  within  a  short  time  to  take  such 
census.  When  that  is  done,  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
consider  the  next  step.  No  one  more  than  the  members  of 
the  Government  desires  that  the  Territories  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  with  all  due  consideration  and  that  the  people  have  all 
the  powers,  liberties  and  privileges  that  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  in  Canada  enjoy.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  wo  must 
look  to  matters  as  they  are.  The  Territories  are  not  organ¬ 
ised  into  Provinces  yet.  If  sufficient  population  be  found 
there,  and  if  the  people  wish  to  have  a  Province  created, 
we  would  be  in  a  position  to  come  down  to  Parliament  and 
create  a  Province,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  Manitoba. 
When  I  visited  the  Territories  last  autumn,  and  matters 
connected  with  the  Territories  were  discussed  with  the  lead¬ 
ing  men  of  the  Territories,  at  all  events  where  the  railways 
gave  me  access  to  them,  and  in  all  the  towns  and  villages 
for  some  distance  from  the  railway,  the  question  was 
asked :  Do  you  wish  a  certain  part  of  the  Territories 
created  into  a  Province  ?  The  unanimous  answer  was  : 
No  ;  we  have  not  the  means  of  maintaining  a  Province  now, 
and  we  do  not  wish  a  Province  to  be  established,  because 
while  we  would  have  the  advantages  of  a  Province,  we 
would  havo  also  the  responsibility,  onus  and  expense  of  a 
Province.  .The  wish  was  expressed  that  thero  should  bo 
some  kind  of  representation  for  the  Territories.  The  idea 
had  not  taken  such  a  form  with  the  settlers  that  they  could 
submit  it  to  the  Government ;  but  they  thought  we  might 
devise  somo  means  of  giving  representation,  no  matter  how 
small  it  might  bo,  to  the  Territories.  I  know  that  wish  was 
expressed.  But  I  told  them  :  How  can  Parliament  give 
you  representation  before  the  Government  know  how  many 
people  are  in  the  Territories  ?  We  want  to  know  whether 
you  are  sufficiently  numerous  to  have  representation. 
I  therefore  told  them  that  I  was  not  in  a  position  to  make 
any  promises,  but  that  the  first  step  to  be  taken  would  bo 
to  have  a  census  of  tho  population  taken  in  order  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  number  of  people.  The  estimates  as  to  the  popu¬ 
lation  were  very  different.  Some  thought  the  Ter¬ 
ritories  had  already  a  population  of  over  150,000, 
others  thought  100,000,  others  again  believed  that 
the  population  was  not  over  60,000.  I  have  no 
idea  of  the  population  of  the  Territories  ;  but  from 
the  power  Parliament  has  given  us  to  have  a  census  taken, 
this  question  will  be  set  at  rest  in  a  short  time.  Then  we 
will  be  in  a  position  to  consider  the  matter,  and  to  come 
down  to  Parliament  with  a  scheme,  if  the  population  is 
sufficiently  largo  to  have  representation,  or  if  some  portion 
of  tho  Territories  has  a  denso  population.  The  quostion  of 
I’epresentation  in  this  House  will  require  a  good  deal  of 
considei’ation,  because  if  the  Territories  have  no  provincial 
rights,  if  we  are  to  continue  to  govern  them  as  Territories, 
the  position  of  representatives  would  not  be  exactly  that  of 
the  present  members  of  this  House.  That  might  bo  a  diffi¬ 
culty  for  the  moment,  but  it  is  exactly  such  difficulties  that 
Parliament  is  called  to  surmount,  and  no  doubt  if  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  Territories  be  found  to  be  large  enough  to  have 
representation,  the  Government  and  Parliament  will  find 
some  means  of  giving  them  representation.  The  popula¬ 
tion  may  be  found  so  dense  in  a  certain  section  that  it  may 
bo  deemed  desirable  to  erect  that  district  into  a  Province 
and  give  it  representation  accordingly.  Holding  these  views, 
I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  premature  in  submitting  this 
motion.  If  the  census  gives  the  result  L  was  speaking  of,  wo 
will  be  in  aposition  next  Session  to  communicate  the  matter 
to  Parliament,  and  see  what  measures  we  intend  submitting 
for  their  consideration ;  and  if  the  power  is  required,  if  we 
find  that  we  have  not  power  enough  under  Imperial  statutes 
or  under  our  constitution,  then  will  bo  tho  time  to  ask  those 
powers  from  the  Parliament  of  England.  That  Parliament 
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Bits  about  the  same  time,  and  generally  to  a  much  later 
period  than  we  do,  and  we  would  have  plenty  of  time  to  ask 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  or  to  ask  this  House,  to  pass  an 
Address,  seeking  the  necessary  powers,  and  we  would  have 
an  answer  in  good  time  to  give  representation  in  those 
Territories  if  needed,  just  in  time  for  the  general  elections 
of  1887.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  object  to  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  I  hope  this  House  will  not  con¬ 
sent  to  adopt  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  us  his 
views  with  reference  to  the  formation  of  the  Territories  into 
Provinces,  with  a  view  to  representation  here.  That  is  not 
the  question  raised  by  the  motion.  It  is  just  precisely 
because  my  hon.  friend  is  of  opinion  that  Parliament  will 
probably  be  disposed  to  give  some  of  the  Territories  repre¬ 
sentation  before  they  are  formed  into  Provinces  that  he  is 
bringing  forward  this  motion.  I  entirely  agree  that  the 
creation  of  Provinces  out  of  Territories  is  a  question  which 
has  to  be  disposed  of  only  after  mature  consideration,  and 
when  you  find  that  tho  circumstances  in  all  respects  as  to 
population,  as  to  the  ultimate  centres  of  population  and  as  to 
the  possibility  of  supporting  the  position  of  Pi’ovinces,  are 
favorable,  that  is  a  question  that  we  could  dispose  of 
before  long,  one  way  or  the  other,  in  some  portions  of  the 
Territories.  The  question  my  hon.  friend  presents,  is — and 
I  agree  with  him— that  we  are  at  this  moment,  in  all  proba¬ 
bility,  disabled  from  giving  any  repi’esentation  to  the  Terri¬ 
tories  unless  we  get  this  authority;  and  what  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  desires  is,  that  wo  should  be  clothed  with  the 
authority  to  enable  us  to  legislate  in  such  a  manner  as  we 
may  deem  to  be  in  the  public  interest,  at  the  time  when  we 
approach  the  subject  of  such  legislation.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  it  is  premature,  because  we  are  going  to  have  a 
census.  Well,  I  remomber  that  when  we  were  discussing 
the  Census  Bill  we  learned  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
does  not  expect  the  census  to  be  completed  by  next  Session, 
and  he  has  taken  until,  I  think,  the  1st  of  July  or  the  1st  of 
August  next,  on  tho  declaration  that  it  was  impossible 
to  complete  it  earlier,  and  therefore  we  are  not  going  to 
have  the  census  in  time  to  act  upon  it,  if  the  census  is  to  be 
a  necessary  preliminary  to  this  particular  step  of  obtaining 
authority.  How,  this  stop  commits  us  to  nothing  more 
than  that  it  may  be  in  our  view  in  the  interest  of  the  coun¬ 
try  that  we  should  give  representation  to  the  Territories, 
and  it  is  expedient  that  we  should  get  power,  in  order  to 
enable  us  to  give  that  representation.  Let  us  get  power  to 
legislate  in  this  way,  if  in  this  way  we  think  it  good  for  the 
country  to  legislate,  next  Session,  or  at  a  subsequent  Session. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says,  and  says  truly,  that  Territories 
represented  here  would  occupy  a  somewhat  different  posi¬ 
tion  from  the  Provinces.  We  know  the  particular  form  of 
representation  which  has  been  fixed  by  the  wisdom  of  the 
.Republic  to  the  south  of  us  for  those  populations  which  are 
still  in  tho  rudimentary  condition  of  Territories,  that  is,  that 
they  are  entitled  to  send  a  representative,  who  is  more 
a  delegato,  perhaps,  than  a  member  of  Parliament, 
who  has  the  right  to  speak,  and  to  all  tho 
other  privileges  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  but  not 
the  right  to  vote.  Other  methods  of  representation  might 
be  adopted  ;  I  am  not  saying  that  would  be  a  satisfactory 
method,  but  it  is  one  method  which  would  be  open  to  our 
consideration.  These  are  questions  fit  to  be  thoroughly 
discussed  and  debated,  when  we  come  to  consider  how  we 
shall  give  representation  to  the  Territories,  but  they  are 
not  relevant  to  the  presont  discussion.  The  question  now 

is,  have  we  power  now  to  give  representation  to  the  Terri¬ 
tories.  If  we  have  not,  or  evon  if  it  be  doubtful  if  we  have 

it,  is  it  not  well  to  show  the  Territories  that  we  are 
not  going  to  looso  timo  in  getting  the  power  to  secure 
that  representation.  For  my  own  part,  1  see  no  incon¬ 
venience,  but  a  groat  advantage,  in  our  stepping  forward, 
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under  the  circumstances,  and  during  this  Session  taking 
this  step  towards  clothing  us  with  the  legislative  power  to 
do  that  which  I  think  is  essential  to  the  contentment,  peace 
and  good  government  of  those  Territories. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  believe  the  Government  and  this  House 
have  shown  the  Territories  what  we  intend  to  do  towards  tho 
representation  of  those  Territories.  I  believe  the  Census  Bill 
which  has  passed  the  House  is  a  sufficient  indication  of  the 
spirit  in  which  we  are  approaching  this  important  question. 
That  measure  is  sufficient  to  show  the  Territories  that 
this  House  is  prepared  to  give  them  representation  if  there 
is  any  necessity  for  it.  But  I  believe  this  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  is  premature,  for  the  very  reasons 
he  has  himself  given.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  never  been 
able  to  show  that  there  was  any  necessity  for  the  represen¬ 
tation  of  the  North-West  Territories  in  this  House — ho  has 
not  been  able  to  show  it  by  any  writing  or  documentary 
evidence.  I  must  give  credit  to  the  Mackenzie  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  admirable  territorial  constitution  they  gave  to 
the  North-West  Territories  in  1874,  and  if  the  population 
of  the  Territories  is  large  enough,  or  is  as  large  as  stated 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  it  lies  within  their  powers, 
it  is  in  their  own  hands,  to  organise  themselves  into 
Provinces,  and  thus  take  advantage  of  those  institutions, 
when  the  proper  time  arrives  for  them  to  do  so.  It  is  a 
matter  of  wonder  to  me  that  the  hon.  member  for  Huron, 
at  this  stage  of  tho  Session,  after  preparing  a  Bill  to  give 
representation  to  the  Territories,  should  now  tell  us  that 
there  was  rro  legal  basis  upon  which  to  frame  such  a  Bill. 
What  would  have  been  the  result  if  his  Bill  had  passed  ? 
The  result  would  have  been  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  wo 
would  have  stultified  ourselves,  if  wo  had  no  constitutional 
!  right  to  pass  such  a  measure.  I  believe  the  Government  has 
acted  more  wisely  by  ordering  the  census  to  be  taken  of 
the  various  parts  of  the  Territories.  After  the  census  is 
taken,  we  will  be  able  to  see  whether  the  present 
constitution  will  be  made  available  and  taken  advantage 
of  by  the  population  of  the  Territories  or  not ;  whether, 
in  fact,  there  is  any  necessity  to  give  representation 
to  the  population  of  those  Territories,  outside  of  those 
portions  of  them  which  are  created  into  Provinces, 
f  think  the  hon.  gentleman,  before  drafting  Bills  orbringing 
on  discussions,  which,  I  believe,  aro  premature,  should  have 
commenced  with  tho  speech  he  has  just  now  made,  express¬ 
ing  his  doubts  as  to  whether  we  have  any  right  to  give 
representation  to  those  Territories  or  not.  As  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  has  stated,  there  is  little  doubt  about  the 
matter ;  I  believe  there  is  certainty.  My  hon.  friend,  the 
member  for  Jacques  Cartier,  who  has  given  study  to  the 
subject  has  expressed  the  view  that  we  have  no  right,  under 
the  constitution  we  have,  to  give  representation  to  any 
portions  of  Canada  which  are  not  Provinces.  Therefore, 
I  believe  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron,  instead  of 
bringing  up  a  premature  motion,  should  have  begun,  at 
tho  commencement  of  the  Session,  by  expressing  his  doubts 
about  the  constitutionality  of  his  course. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  view  expressed  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  that  those 
people  are  not  entitled  to  representation,  because  they  are 
not  sufficiently  numerous  to  be  constituted  into  a  Province. 
The  hon.  gentleman  assumes  that  the  territorial  system  in 
the  United  States,  in  giving  representation  in  advance  of 
the  formation  of  a  State,  is  not  a  desirable  system  to  intro¬ 
duce  into  this  country.  I  entirely  dissent  from  that  view. 
I  hold  that  it  is  not  to  the  advantage  of  the  country  that 
the  people  of  the  Territories  should  be  pressed  to  assume 
all  the  responsibilities  of  a  Province  while  the  popu¬ 
lation  is  vei-y  small.  There  are  many  difficulties  that  do  not 
occur  so  long  as  the  territorial  system  continues.  There  is 
the  question  of  subsidy;  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  this 
Parliament  from  making  appropriations  for  schools, 
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and  for  various  other  local  purposes  in  the  Territory ; 
and  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  this  Parliament,  when 
the  people  become  sufficiently  numerous  to  assume 
the  responsibility  of  an  ordinary  Province,  con¬ 
sidering  the  expenditure  made  for  local  purposes 
on  their  behalf.  In  the  United  States  the  system  of  terri¬ 
torial  representation  has  worked  most  satisfactorily.  There 
is  a  uniform  rule ;  everybody  knows  what  it  is  ;  it  is  not 
tinkered  with  from  time  to  time ;  and  the  policy  of  the 
country  is  not  changed  with  every  change  of  Administra¬ 
tion.  I  think  that  would  be  a  highly  desirable  state  of 
things  to  establish  here.  Our  territorial  system  of  govern¬ 
ment  is  only  adapted  to  the  most  initiatory  stage  of  terri¬ 
torial  settlement.  When  the  people  become  sufficiently 
numerous  in  a  Territory  to  entitle  them,  if  they  were  a  por¬ 
tion  of  a  Province,  to  send  a  representative  to  Parliament, 
I  eeo  no  reason  why  they  should  not  have  a  representative 
in  Parliament,  without  being  compelled  to  assume  all  the 
burdens  and  responsibilities  of  an  ordinary  Provincial 
Government.  I  think,  on  the  contrary,  there  would  be 
great  advantage  in  permitting  them  to  do  so.  What  would 
have  been  the  condition  of  things  in  our  Territories  during 
the  past  twelve  months  if  the  people  residing  in  that 
country  had  a  representative  on  the  floor  of  this  House  ? 
Whether  be  would  have  had  the  privilege  of  voting  or 
not  is  not  now  an  important  consideration.  If  the  people 
had  spokesmen  here,  who  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  making  Parliament  acquainted  with  the  condition  of 
things  in  the  Territory,  with  the  grievances  of  the  people, 
with  the  wrongs  that  were  unredressed,  with  the  administra¬ 
tive  acts  which  the  Government  have  neglected  to  perform, 
it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  this  Parliament  would  have 
allowed  that  condition  of  things  to  continue,  without  press¬ 
ing  the  Administration  to  redress  those  wroDgs,  and  avoiding 
all  the  expense,  the  heart-burnings  and  conflicts  which  have 
resulted  in  that  country  from  the  negligence  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration,  and  the  ignorance  of  Parliament  with  regard  to 
the  actual  condition  of  the  population.  Now,  my  hon.  friend 
makes  a  proposition  based  upon  the  assumption,  which  I 
believe  is  well  founded,  that  the  British  North  America  Act 
does  not  authorise  this  Parliament  to  give  to  tho  people  of 
a  Territory  representation  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Com 
mons.  Now,  we  ask  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  shall  be 
moved  to  give  us  that  power.  Tnat  does  not  compel  us  to 
immediate  action;  it  gives  us  the  power  to  act,  and  then  it 
leaves  us  to  decide  whether  representation  in  this  House 
shall  be  given,  and  at  what  time  it.  shall  be  given.  The 
hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Royal)  has  said  that 
while  tho  territorial  condition  continues,  those  people  ought 
not  to  be  represented,  but  that  when  they  are  organised 
into  a  Province  it  will  be  time  enough  to  give  them 
representation ;  and  he  says  the  Government  have  taken 
measures  to  take  the  census  in  that  country,  with  the  view 
of  deciding  whether  the  people  are  sufficiently  numerous  to 
justify  establishing  a  Province  in  that  Tei'ritory  or  not.  I 
have  no  doubt  in  my  own  mind  that  they  are  not  sufficiently 
numerous.  It  is  not  desirable  to  imitate,  in  this  case,  the 
policy  that  we  pursued  in  dealing  with  Manitoba.  I 
believe  Manitoba  would  have  been  bettor  satisfied — her 
condition  would  have  been  moi’e  satisfactory,  and  she 
would  have  had  a  larger  population  to-day,  if  the  initiatory 
stage  of  territorial  Governffnent  had  been  adopted  in  the 
first  instance,  until  she  had  a  larger  and  wealthier  popula- 
lation  to  assume  the  responsibilities  of  a  Province.  Holding 
that  view,  I  support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron).  I  think  it  is  a  rational 
proposition,  and  we  are  not  taking  tho  step  a  moment 
too  soon ;  the  Imperial  Government  would  not 
legislate  in  the  direction  we  ask  earlier  than  would  be 
necessary  in  order  to  carry  into  effect  the  results  of  the 
census  which  we  propose  to  take.  And  we  shall  satisfy 
the  population  of  the  Territory ;  we  shall  show  them  that 


we  ai’e  not  indifferent  to  their  interests,  and  we  show  to  the 
many  other  people  who  may  be  disposed  to  go  into  that 
country  that  if  they  go  there  they  will  not  cease  to  possess 
the  rights  of  British  freemen,  but  will  have  power  to  elect 
l-epresentatives  to  promote  their  interests,  to  speak  on 
their  behalf,  and  to  move  Parliament  to  x’omedy  any  griev¬ 
ances  of  which  they  may  complain. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chaii\ 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  G1ROUARD.  It  is  consoling  to  me  to  find  that, 
after  all,  my  long  speech  of  six  hours  has  produced  some 
good,  even  whei’el  did  not  expect  to  find  any.  Until  that 
speech  was  delivered,  the  hon.  member  for  Hui’on  (Mi*. 
Cameron)  was  ignox’ant  that  this  Pai’liament  had  no  juris¬ 
diction  in  the  matter  of  giving  i*epi*esentation  to  the  North- 
West  Territories.  He  was  so  much  convinced  that  it  had, 
that  ho  introduced  a  Bill  last  Session  to  give  representation 
to  the  North-West  Territories,  and,  after  nine  months  of 
study,  during  recess,  he  came  back  again,  at  the  beginning 
of  this  Session,  with  the  same  Bill,  and  he  was  not  con¬ 
vinced  ho  was  wrong  until  that  long  speech  was  made. 
Now,  howevoi*,  at  a  vei*y  late  houx*,  ho  comes  with  a  motion, 
admitting  that  this  Parliament  has  not  jurisdiction  in  tho 
matter  of  giving  representation  to  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories,  and  that  application  must  bo  made  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  During  the  North-West  debates,  I  believe  I 
was  the  only  one  who  mentioned  that  we  had  no  jurisdiction 
in  the  matter,  and  that  there  wore  two  difficulties  to  be 
overcome  in  meeting  the  wishes  of  tho  North-West 
population.  I  believe  there  is  only  one  opinion  in  the 
House,  and  that  is,  that  sooner  or  later,  and  the  sooner 
the  bettei*,  the  population  of  the  North-West  must 
be  represented  in  this  Parliament ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  pointed  out  two  difficulties :  First,  the  want  of  a  census, 
the  want  of  that  knowledge  of  the  population  which  cannot 
be  determined  but  by  a  census,  but  which,  notwithstanding 
the  express  desire  of  the  Opposition  to  give  representation 
to  that  population,  was  opposed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
The  second  difficulty  was  the  want  of  jurisdiction  or  power 
on  the  part  of  this  Paidiament  to  give  the  representation. 
I  suggested,  at  the  same  time,  that,  as  our  officei*s  were  pro 
ceeding  with  tho  census,  this  Government  would  take  tho 
initiatory  steps  to  secui*e  the  amendment  to  our  constitution 
from  the  Imperial  Paidiament,  In  1870,  when  we  amended 
our  constitution,  in  order  to  creato  another  Pi'ovince  out  of 
that  Territory,  it  did  not  require  an  Address  from  this 
Parliament.  The  amendment  was  asked  by  tho  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  was  held  to  be  sufficient ;  and  tho  same 
coui’se  may  be  followed  between  now  and  the  next  sitting 
of  Parliament ;  but  I  am  greatly  disappointed  to  see  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr,  Cameron),  and  especially 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  should  urge  that 
we  should  take  the  proceeding  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huron.  That  hon.  gentleman  says  :  Let  us  go 
and  ask  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  give  us  power  to  give 
representation  to  the  North-West,  without  showing  what 
kind  of  representation,  whether  with  a  right  to  vote  or 
without  it,  as  in  tho  United  States,  or  without  showing 
how  many  mombei’s  should  be  returned  ;  without 
determining  the  districts  that  shall  be  i*epresented ;  in  fact, 
without  giving  any  details  whatever.  1  am  surprised  at 
this,  because  it  is  the  vei*y  revei’se  of  the  doctrine  and  policy 
laid  down  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  1870.  At  that 
time,  on  the  discussion  of  the  constitution  of  Manitoba  and 
the  North-We3t,  as  it  was  then  proposed,  Mr.  Dorion  moved, 
in  amendment  to  tho  pi-oposition  of  the  Government,  that 
all  the  woi'ds  after  “  that,”  to  tho  end  thei*eof,  bo  left  out 
and  tho  following  substituted  :  — 

“  The  Hon.  Mr.  Dorion  moved,  in  amendment  to  the  said  proposed 
amendment,  seconded  by  Mr.  Mills,  that  all  words  after  1  that,’  to  tho 
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end  thereof,  be  left  out,  and  the  words  ‘  irrespective  of  the  merits  of 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  for  the  purpose  of  confirming  certain  Canadian 
legislation,  depriving  the  Parliament  of  Canada  of  certain  existing 
powers,  and  altering  the  British  North  America  Act,  1867,  this  House 
would  be  wanting  in  its  duty  if  it  did  not  express  its  decided  opinion 
that  no  such  Imperial  legislation  should  be  a3ked  for  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada,  except  after  the  details  of  such  proposed  legislation 
shall  have  been  submitted  to  both  Bouses  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada, 
for  their  judgment,  and  Addresses  of  such  Houses  to  the  Queen,  praying 
for  such  legislation,  shall  have  been  passed,’  inserted  instead  thereof.” 

I  hope  this  will  convince  the  hon.  gentleman  that  his 
motion  is,  at  least,  premature. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the 
reason  for  that  motion,  if  he  will  look  at  the  papers,  he  will 
seo  that  the  proposition  of  the  Government  was  to  ask  for 
Imperial  legislation  without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 
Our  proposition  was,  that  Parliament  should  ask  for  that 
Imperial  legislation,  and  that  was  ultimately  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  You  asked  a  little  more  than  that; 
you  asked  that  no  Imperial  legislation  should  be  asked  for 
without  first  having  the  details  submitted  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  MILLS.  So  they  were. 


Nays  ; 

Messieurs 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gigauit, 

Girouari, 

Gordon, 

Guilbault, 

Hackett, 

Hesson, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Jamieson, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Langevin, 

Macdonald  (King’s) 
Mackintosh, 

Macmillan  (Middlessex) 
McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 


Abbott, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Barnard, 

Bell, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Carling, 

Caron, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Cuthburt, 

Daly, 

Dawson, 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)McOallum, 
De3aulniers  (St.Mau’ce)McDougald  (Pictou), 
Desjardins,  McLelan, 

Dickinson,  Mitchell, 


Montplaisir, 

Orton, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 
ltio  pel, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse. 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Valin, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

White  (Hastings), 

,  White  (Renfrew), 

Wigle, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Wright. — 77. 


Mr.  GIROUARD.  You  ask  for  no  details  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  have  just  a  word  to  say  about  this 
matter.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
has  said  that  this  Bill  was  intended  to  give  the  people  of  all 
classes  and  all  shades  free  institutions  in  the  North-West,  by 
means  of  territorial  government.  I  approve  of  a  great  deal 
of  what  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has  said 
about  territorial  government.  I  think  you  might  have 
territorial  government  there  that  might  work  very  well; 
but  with  regard  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Huron,  I  consider  it  the  most  unfair  measure  brought  before 
Parliament.  I  consider  that,  instead  of  giving  the  people 
free  institutions,  it  is  so  worded  as  to  have  the  very  oppo¬ 
site  effect.  It  is  well  known  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  there  are  Indians  or  half  Indians.  This  Bill  is  so  drawn 
as  to  exclude  Indians ;  it  will  give  to  one  third  or  one-half 
the  population  the  power  of  governing  the  whole.  I  consider 
the  half-breeds  all  come  under  the  designation  of  Indians,  and 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Ctmcron)  would 
exclude  half  the  community  from  participating  in  the 
privileges  proposed  to  be  conferred  on  tho  people  of  the 
-North-West  Territories.  I  believe  that  if  this  Bill  were 
carried  into  operation  in  the  North-West  it  would 
prove  to  be  a  fire  brand  of  discord,  by  excluding 
one  part  of  the  people  from  its  operation,  and  permit¬ 
ting  tho  other  part  to  govern.  It  would  be  a  return 
to  what  was  common  in  the  dark  ages,  by  allowing  one 
half  of  the  community  to  govern,  and  making  slaves  of  the 
other  half.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwoll,  with  his  beau¬ 
tiful  way  of  dealing  with  the  Indians,  would  never  allow 
them  to  have  votes.  He  would  send  every  Indian  back  to 
his  reserve,  to  serve  an  apprenticeship  for  three  years,  before 
he  could  bo  enfranchised.  That  was  his  view,  as  expressed 
in  the  debate  on  the  Franchise  Bill.  I  think,  therefore, 
this  Bill  is  entirely  premature,  and  can  well  lie  over  until 
another  Session. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Cameron  (Huron)  : 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 


Amendment  negatived,  and  the  House  again  resolved 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Department  of  the  Interior — Two  mining  geolo¬ 
gists,  as  2nd  class  clerks  in  the  Geological 
Survey  Branch .  $2,400 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  propcee  to  reduce  that  by  $200. 
They  aro  to  bo  appointed  at  the  minimum  of  the  class, 
$1,100  each,  which  will  make  $2,200. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  What  are  tho  duties  to  be  performed  by 
those  officers  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  They  are  to  attend  to  the  exploration 
of  mines.  I  think  one  is  now  engaged  in  the  east  and  one 
in  tho  Lake  Superior  district.  Their  attention  is  to  be 
devoted  especially  to  mining. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  are  the  gentle¬ 
men  to  be  appointed  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  Coste  and  Mr.  Ingall. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Can  tho  Acting  Min* 
ister  state  whether  those  gentlemen  have  received  any 
special  technical  instruction  fitting  them  for  this  position  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Costo  has  attended  the  mining 
schools  in  Europe. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  what  I  wanted 
to  know,  because  both  in  Germany  and  elsewhere  there  are 
mining  schools  of  a  high  character,  and  if  we  are  going  to 
recognise  the  importance  of  having  these  parties,  it  is  pro¬ 
per  that  the  men  appointed  should  have  received  a  scientific 
education.  Probably,  on  concurrence,  tho  Minister  can 
inform  us  as  to  the  special  qualifications  of  the  second 
gentleman  appointed. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Minister  why  a 
special  vote  is  necessary  for  this  service,  when  it  was  shown 
by  the  special  committee  last  Sgpsion,  on  the  evidence  of 
Dr.  Selwyn,  that  this  service  could  be  undertaken  without 
additional  cost. 


Auger, 

Gunn, 

Mills, 

Blake, 

Harley, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bourassa, 

Holton, 

Platt, 

Burpee, 

Innis, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Laurier, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Cartwright, 

Lister, 

McUraney, 

Vail, 

Casgrain, 

Weldon, 

Fleming, 

McIntyre, 

Wells, 

Forbes, 

Gillmor, 

Mclsaac, 

McMullen, 

Wilson.— 35. 

Mr,  Girquard, 


Mr.  McLELAN.  These  gentlemen  have  been  for  some 
time,  I  believe,  on  the  staff,  and  have  been  paid  from  con¬ 
tingencies.  I  explained  the  other  night  that  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  to  reduce  tho  vote  this  year  by  $10,000,  and  to  vote 
that  $  10,000  separately,  in  order  to  finish  up  last  year’s 
work  ;  but  from  tho  length  of  tho  Session,  it  was  allowed  to 
stand  at  $60,000.  This  year  it  will  be  decreased  to  $50,000. 

*  Mr.  HOLTON.  But  the  vote  was  not  decreased. 
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Mr.  MoLELAN.  It  would  have  been  decreased  if  Parlia¬ 
ment  had  been  prorogued  at  the  usual  time,  and  it  would 
have  been  only  $50,000  this  year,  instead  of  $60,000,  and 
$  10,000  would  have  been  taken  in  the  Supplementary  Esti¬ 
mates  to  pay  up  the  balance  of  last  year. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  was  not  here  the  other  night  when 
there  was  a  little  discussion  on  the  subject  of  the  Geological 
Survey,  and  I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  that  subject. 
There  can  be  no  one  more  ready  than  I  am  to  give  credit  to 
the  Geological  Survey  for  all  it  has  accomplished.  Its 
explorations  have  extended  far  and  wide,  and  many  of  the 
reports  of  its  officers  are  very  valuable.  Without  wish¬ 
ing  to  make  invidious  distinctions,  I  may  say  that  the 
explorations  of  Dr.  Bell,  in  the  regions  of  Hudson’s  Bay, 
and  the  reports  he  has  made  thereon,  are  of  national  impor¬ 
tance.  My  namesake,  Dr.  Dawson,  has  distinguished  him 
self  by  his  researches  in  the  central  parts  of  the  continent 
and  in  British  Columbia,  and  his  very  able  reports  are  of 
value  in  a  practical  as  well  as  a  scientific  view.  He  has 
been  criticised  somewhat  adversely  for  the  attention  he  has 
bestowed  on  the  customs,  language  and  history  of  the 
Indian  tribes  among  whom  he  travelled,  but  I  think  he  has 
done  well  to  notice  and  record  the  characteristics  of  a  race 
fast  passing  away,  or,  at  all  events,  changing  its  habits,  and 
soon  to  be  absorbed  or  destroyed  by  the  advanco  of 
civilisation.  His  researches  in  this  regard  will,  I  have 
no  doubt,  be  of  value  to  such  scientists  as  seek  to  trace  the 
origin  and  early  history  of  the  races  who  occupied  this  con¬ 
tinent  before  the  advent  of  the  white  man ;  and  as  the  mat¬ 
ter  came  in  his  way,  and  could  not  have  interfered  with  the 
main  object  of  his  surveys,  I  think  he  has  acted  wisely  and 
well  in  giving  us  all  the  information  he  could  obtain  about 
a  subject  which  is,  in  itself,  of  very  great  interest.  Professor 
Macoun,  too,  has  done  much,  and  his  reports  are  replete 
with  valuable  information  as  to  the  climatic  conditions  and 
natural  productions  of  the  wide  regions  he  has  traversed. 
He  has  shown  us  that  extensive  sections  of  the  country,  for¬ 
merly  believed  to  be  barren  and  inhospitable,  are  in  every 
way  adapted  to  the  growth  of  such  plants  as  are  needed  for 
human  subsistence,  and  has  convinced  us  that  our  great  inhe¬ 
ritance  in  the  north  and  west  is  much  more  valuable  than  it 
was  at  first  believed  to  be,  and  that  the  area,  either 
cultivable  or  adapted  to  the  growth  of  valuable  forests,  is 
of  continental  dimensions.  But,  giving  the  officers  of 
the  Survey  full  credit  for  what  they  have  done  and  the 
earnestness  and  zeal  displayed  by  many  of  them, 
still,  I  must  point  to  a  direction  in  which  some  of  them 
allow  their  zeal  to  outrun  their  discretion,  and  that  is  in 
regard  to  a  habit  they  seem  to  have  acquired  of  decrying 
mineral  discoveries  made  otherwise  than  through  the  Survey. 
In  this  direction,  the  worthy  director  is  not  himself 
altogether  blameless.  It  is  said  of  a  certain  animal  that  he 
becomes  furious  at  the  sight  of  a  red  rag,  levels  his  horns 
and  rushes  bellowing  to  toss  it  in  the  air  or  trample  it  in 
the  dust.  Something  like  this  is  the  effect  that  a  mineral 
discovery  seems  to  produce  on  some  of  the  mombevs  of  our 
Geological  Survey.  Whether  such  discovery  bo  in  the  copper- 
yielding  formations  of  the  Quebec  group,  in  the  silver-lined 
rocks  of  Lake  Superior,  or  among  the  gold-containing  schists 
of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  it  receives  but  scant  encourage¬ 
ment  at  the  hands  of  the  Survey.  On  the  contrary,  it  is 
pretty  sure  to  be  decried.  As  an  instance  of  this,  I  need  but 
mention  to  the  House  a  case  which  occurred  not  very 
long  ago,  at  the  Lake  of  the  Woods.  Dr.  Bell  had 
reported  favorably  on  the  prospects  of  gold  mining  in 
that  section,  and  as  a  consequence  there  occurred  a  con¬ 
siderable  investment  of  capital,  in  part  by  people  from  the 
United  States  and  partly  by  the  settlers  of  Bat  Portage. 
Their  method  of  mining  was,  no  doubt,  in  some  cases  primi¬ 
tive  in  its  character,  because  their  circumstances  admitted 
of  nothing  better.  In  1883  their  operations  attracted  the 
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attention  of  tho  Geological  Survey,  and  a  Mr.  Costo  was 
sent  to  examine  and  report.  If  the  intention  of  the  Survey 
had  been  to  ruin  and  kiil  out  tho  enterprise,  no  fitter  person 
than  Mr.  Coste  could  have  been  selected  for  the  duty.  Ho 
visited  all,  or  nearly  all,  tho  openings  made,  but  could  see 
nothing  to  approve  of.  He  found  the  miners  struggling 
with  the  difficulties  incidental  to  a  new  country,  and  spoke 
of  their  efforts  in  the  most  contemptuous  strain.  Ho  could 
not  but  admit  the  existence  of  gold,  but  it  was  in  lodes  so 
twisted,  so  narrow  or  contorted,  that  its  working  would  not 
pay.  With  the  leave  of  the  House,  I  shall  read  a  few 
extracts  from  his  report,  letter  K,  page  14,  of  the  last 
volume  issued  by  the  Survey.  Speaking  of  tho  Pine  Portage 
mine,  which  he  seems  to  have  considered  one  of  the  best  at 
the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  The  great  blunder  had  been  made  of  erecting  the  stamp  mill  on  the 
side  of  a  small  creek,  full  of  water  in  the  spring,  but  absolutely  dry  iu 
summer.  Clearly,  the  proper  place  for  the  mill  was  the  shore  ot  the 
Lake  of  the  Woods  ;  a  self-inclined  plane  would  have  given  ai  easy 
connection  between  the  mine  and  the  head  of  Pine  Portage  Bay.  Besides, 
the  fitting  up  of  the  crushing-house  was  entirely  premature  ;  the  mine 
should  have  been  first  developed,  and  the  crushing-mill  erected  only 
when  the  preliminary  work  was  done  and  the  mine  in  a  regular  working 
condition.  But  how  could  a  lumber  merchant  and  a  gentleman  farmer 
undertake  to  develop  a  mine  without  the  assistance  of  a  single  com¬ 
petent  person  ?  Yet  this  is  what  has  been  attempted  at  Piue  Portage 
mine,  and  the  parties  should  not  be  surprised  at  their  own  failure.  The 
shaft  sunk  in  the  vein  was  only  43  feet  in  depth,  at  the  time  of 
my  first  visit  ;  and  yet  a  crushing-house,  with  five  stamps  and  two  fine 
Prue  vanners  for  concentration,  had  been  erected  two  months  before,  on 
the  bank  of  a  creek  without  water,  as  though  the  proprietors  had  been 
seized  by  a  mania  for  spending  money  on  seeing  a  little  gold  in  the 
quartz.  At  the  time  of  my  second  visit,  four  weeks  later,  the  shaft  had 
reached  a  depth  of  60  feet  ;  four  miners  were  carrying  on  the  sinking, 
under  a  contract.  They  worked  as  they  liked,  and  blindly,  not  being 
controlled  by  any  competent  person.  Such  was  the  method  of  working 
adopted  on  this  vein,  which  is,  nevertheless,  the  most  promising  of  all 
those  I  saw  on  the  Lake  of  the  Woods.” 

I  might  quote  a  good  deal  of  a  character  even  more  vicious 
than  the  paragraph  I  have  read  ;  but  I  shall  not,  on  the 
present  occasion,  detain  the  House.  In  reference  to  the 
extract  I  have  just  read,  it  will  be  observed  that  he  says  ; 
“  They  committed  the  great  blunder  of  sinking  a  shaft  in 
the  wrong  place and  not  content  with  this,  he  must  in¬ 
dulge  in  a  sneer  at  “  a  lumberman  and  a  gentleman  farmer 
attempting  to  develop  a  mine.”  Now,  it  appears  that  sub¬ 
sequent  to  his  visit  the  lumberman  and  gentleman  farmer 
were  wonderfully  successful  in  developing  the  mine;  that, 
in  1884,  they  got  good  returns  from  it ;  and  that  the  creek, 
which  he  said  was  dry  in  summer,  had  always  abundance 
of  water.  Professor  Bell,  writing  on  the  same  matter  in 
the  Canadian  Mining  Review ,  remarks  as  follows : — 

“  Assays  have  been  made  by  Mr.  Hoffman,  the  painstaking  chemist 
of  the  Geological  Survey,  of  a  considerable  number  of  samples  of  ore 
from  different  localities  on  the  lake,  which  show  that  the  richest  veins 
are  those  around  Bigstone  Bay,  on  the  north-east  side  of  its  northern 
portion.  The  veins  at  the  Pine  Portage,  Sultana,  Winnipeg  Consoli¬ 
dated  and  Keewatin  mines  proved  to  contain  rich  ore.  Three,  of  the- 
assays  of  that  of  the  Pine  Portage  mine  yielded,  respectively,  12'T?  ounces 
gold,  20'41  silver,  9*68  gold,  8'92  silver  and9'91  gold,  15'37  silver,  to  the> 
ton  of  2,000  pounds.  This  mine  wa3  worked  steadily  by  a  small  force, 
of  men  during  the  whole  summer  of  1884)  and  the  ore  produced, 
together  with  what  had  been  previously  mined,  was  sufficient  to  give 
pretty  steady  employment  to  the  five-stamp  mill  at  the  mine,  and  no. 
scarcity  of  water  for  its  supply  was  experienced.  In  the  autumn,  a 
second  battery  of  five  (Stamps  was  placed  on  the  same  cam-shaft  as  the 
first,  the  engine  being  originally  intended  to  drive  ten  stamps.  As  a 
good  deal  of  secrecy  was  observed  last  summer  about  all  the  discoveries 
and  the  mining  operations  at  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  it  was  impossible 
to  ascertain  the  amount  of  gold  produced  at  the  Pine  Portage  mine,  but 
it  is  believed  to  have  been  between  150  and  200  ounces,  or  some  $3,500 
worth.  In  addition  to  the  free  gold  thus  obtained,  the  sulphides  were, 
concentrated  by  two  Frue  vanners,  and  will  be  either  exported  or  treated 
in  time  on  the  ground. 

“The  Keewatin  mine  was  the  only  other  which  was  worked  during; 
1884.  Operations  were  kept  up  all  summer,  with  a  few  men,,  and  the  ore 
was  taken  in  barges  to  the  crushing-mill  at  the  Argyle  mine,  on  Clear¬ 
water  Bay.  The  result  was  said  to  be  satisfactory,  b,u.t  from  the  general 
observance  of  secrecy  no  particulars  could  be  obtained. 

“  Although  the  quantity  of  gold  which  has  actually  been  produced  at 
the  Lake  of  the  Woods  is  small,  still  tho  progress  which  has  been  made 
towards  its  establishment  as  a  mining  district  has  been  considerable  and 
important.  We  have  witnessed  all  the  usual  stages.  First,  the  original 
discovery  of  the  precious  metal ;  next  a  good  deal  of  promiscuous  hunt-. 
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ing  and  exploring,  accompanied  by  many  reported  assays  of  very  rich 
ore ;  then  the  commencement  of  mining  and  milling,  partly  judicious  and 
partly  injudicious.  Finally,  the  district  is  surveyed  geologically,  and 
reliable  assays  and  mill  returns  are  obtained,  and  actual  facts  enough 
become  known  to  justify  the  commencement  of  systematic  mining  and 
milling.  The  geological  position  and  relations  of  the  gold-bearing 
veins  being  pretty  well  established,  the  search  for  new  mines  may 
now  he  confined  to  narrow  limits,  that  h,  to  the  dark  green  diorites 
near  the  contact  of  the  granite.  The  principal  unexplored  region  would 
thus  lie  along  this  line  of  junction,  which,  as  shown  on  Dr.  Ball’s  map 
of  1881,  trends  south-eastward,  from  the  head  of  Big  Stone  Bay  towards 
the  arm  to  which  Dr.  Bell  has  given  the  name  of  Long  Bay,  and  new 
discoveries  may,  therefore,  be  looked  for  behind  Yellow  Girl  point,  and 
in  that  vicinity.” 

From  this  it  will  be  seen  that  Professor  Bell  differs  in 
opinion  from  Mr.  Ooste,  and  he  (Professor  Bell)  has,  in 
other  reports,  spoken  very  favorably  of  the  Lake  of  the 
Woods  as  a  mining  region.  But  it  appears  that  jealousies 
exist  in  the  Geological  Department,  and  it  has  been  said 
that  the  director  is  somewhat  given  to  disparaging  what 
Dr.  Bell  approves.  If  he  was  led  by  any  feeling  of  this 
kind  to  send  Mr.  Coste  to  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  it  shows 
how  the  public  interests  may  be  made  to  suffer  and,  indeed, 
bow  important  enterprises  may  be  ruined,  in  a  strife 
between  contending  scientists,  placed  in  a  position  where 
their  actions  must  have  a  widespread  influence  for  good  or 
evil.  I  may  say,  further,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Coste,  that  the 
sneering  manner  in  which  be  speaks  of  the  miners  and  the 
scorn  he  bestows  on  their  operations  are  quite  out  of  place. 
He  should  bear  in  mind  that  his  own  report  is  not  alto¬ 
gether  a  work  of  such  classical  elegance  as  to  be 
beyond  criticism,  and  it  might  be  wise,  on  his 
part,  to  remember  that  those  who  live  in  glass  bouses 
should  not  throw  stones.  Were  I  disposed  to  be  critical, 
I  might  say,  and  with  justice,  that  his  report,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  director’s  (probable)  finishing  touch,  was  but  an 
ill-considered  muddle  from  first  to  last ;  that,  of  itself,  it 
amounted  to  little  more  than  a  very  silly  and  very  unjust 
attack  on  a  new  and  important  industry;  that  it  could  have 
had  no  influence  in  crushing  out  that  industry  but  for  hib 
connection  with  the  Geological  Survey,  and  that  the  fright¬ 
ful  rush  of  scientific  terms  in  which  he  has  indulged  is 
nothing  more  than  a  specimen  of  the  dust  usually  raised  by 
the  charlatan  in  a  vain  endeavor  to  conceal  his  own 
iacompetency  and  lack  of  knowledge.  The  director  himself 
is  not  entirely  blameless ;  for  he,  too,  has,  in  some  cases, 
decried  the  operations  of  miners,  although  in  a  way  not 
quite  so  unbecoming  as  that  which  his  subordinate  has 
adopted ;  and  I  might  point  to  a  very  promising  enterprise 
in  copper  mining  at  Michipicoten  Island  and  Mamainse, 
the  stoppage  of  which,  1  am  told,  was  in  some  measure  due 
to  his  severe  criticism  of  the  manner  in  which  they  carried 
on  their  operations.  It  is,  no  doubt,  within  the  sphere 
of  the  Geological  Department  to  deal  with  the  mineral 
character  of  the  country,  and  I  should  say  that  it 
was  within  the  range  of  its  duties  to  discover  and 
indicate  the  localities  where  mining  could  be  advan¬ 
tageously  carried  on ;  but  without  a  staff  of  practical 
miners,  it  is  certainly  a  piece  of  impertinent  assumption  on 
the  part  of  its  officers  to  criticise  and  condemn  systems  of 
carrying  on  operations  of  a  character  of  which  they  could 
have  had  no  experience,  and  in  regard  to  which  they  can 
only  be,  at  best,  the  merest  amateurs.  Let  them  fiud,  if 
they  can,  new  mines  and  new  mining  regions;  but  as  to 
actual  working,  they  should  leave  that  to  those  who  make 
it  their  profession  and  understand  it.  The  operations  to 
which  I  have  so  far  referred  were  confined  to  the  district 
whieh  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  but  the  influence  of 
the  Survey  extends  far  and  wide.  I  could,  I  think,  show 
where  a  system  so  costly  might  be  improved  upon ;  and  I 
certainly  believe  that  some  new  arrangement,  by  which  we 
should,  at  least,  have  a  harmonious  staff,  is  necessary.  The 
director,  no  doubt,  means  well ;  but  whether,  from  having  an 
unruly  family  of  officials,  or  from  some  defect  in  his  own 
temper,  matters  do  not  seem  to  work  well.  We  saw  last 
Mr,  Dawson. 


Session,  when  the  committee  was  making  its  investigations, 
that  we  have  scientists  in  the  country  of  whom  any  nation 
might  be  proud.  Dr.  Hunt,  a  gentleman  long  attached  to 
the  Survey,  enjoys  a  world-wide  reputation  as  a  geologist 
and  mineralogist,  and  then  we  have  Professor  Chapman,  of 
the  Toronto  University,  a  gentleman  scarcely  less  distin¬ 
guished  than  Dr.  Hunt.  There  is  really  no  lack  of  material 
out  of  which  to  form  an  admirable  geological  staff,  seeing 
that  we  have  already  on  it  such  efficient  men  as  Dr.  Daw¬ 
son,  Dr.  Bell  and  Professor  Macoun.  The  worst  I  have  to 
say  of  the  Survey  is  that  it  seems  to  have  a  hereditary  and 
constitutional  tendency  to  throw  cold  water  on  every  mining 
enterprise.  Recently,  many  important  discoveries  have 
been  made  a  little  inland  from  Lake  Superior,  and  not  very 
far  from  the  United  States  boundary  line.  The  mineral  lodes 
on  our  side  have  their  counterpart  in  Minnesota,  and  the 
people  of  that  State  have  already  expendod  six  millions 
of  dollars  in  building  railroads  and  opening  up  their  new 
mineral  region.  They  may,  perhaps,  be  going  ahead  a  little 
too  fast,  for  they  have  a  geologist  who  says  to  them  :  Go 
ahead ;  open  up  and  develop  the  mines  ;  they  contain  bound¬ 
less  wealth  ;  but  mind  you,  there  will  be  many  blanks  as 
well  as  prizes  to  those  who  invest  their  capital,  but  those 
who  lose  will  still  have  the  satisfaction  to  know  that  they 
have  contributed  to  develop  and  people  a  new  region,  that 
they  have  been  the  means  of  placing  happy  settlers  with 
their  waving  grain  fields  where  the  gloomy  forest  now 
overshadows  the  land ;  go  ahead,  by  all  means.  Now,  as  a 
contrast  to  this,  I  may  tell  the  House  that  our  great  geologist 
gives  never  a  word  of  encouragement,  and  it  has  occurred 
to  me  that  we  might  enter  into  negotiations  with  the  State 
of  Minnesota  for  an  exchange  of  geologists.  I  should,  of 
course,  be  exceedingly  grieved  to  part  with  our  distinguished 
director,  but  private  feelings  must  yield  to  public  expedi¬ 
ency,  and  it  is  just  r'OBsihle  that,  after  a  time,  wo  might  get 
him  back  again.  The  people  ot  Minnesota  would  soon  find 
a  salutary  check  imposed  on  their  ardour,  lots  of  cold  water 
thrown  on  their  mining  enterprises  and  general  stagnation 
prevailing,  and  when  all  this  had  occurred,  we  might,  per¬ 
haps,  without  any  very  great  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Minneftotians,  be  allowed  to  take  our  unrivalled  scientist  to 
our  hearts  once  more. 

Department  of  Indian  Affairs — Increases  of  salaries, 

arrears  of  salaries,  etc . . .  $752  05 

Sir  RIGHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  reason  of 
these  increases  ?  Primd  facie  they  seem  to  be  objectionable, 
and  a  departure  from  the  ordinary  rules  of  promotion  in 
the  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  It  often  occurs,  in  making  appointments 
under  the  Civil  Service  Act,  that  it  is  necessary  to  pay  more 
than  the  minimum  salary  of  $400  ;  for  two  reasons.  If  the 
candidates  pass  optional  subjects  they  are  entitled,  under  law, 
to  $50  for  each  additional  subject.  Then,  if  they  have  special 
qualifications  of  a  technical  character,  you  can  appoint  them 
at  any  rate  you  please,  between  $400  and  a  maximum  sum 
of  $1,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Have  these  parties 
only  $400  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Some  of  them.  Mr.  Bray  is  assistant 
surveyor,  and  his  duties  are  of  a  technical  character.  Ho 
is  an  excellent  officer,  and  his  present  salary  is  only  $800. 
It  is  proposed  to  give  him  an  additional  $150  on  account  of 
the  technical  knowledge  which  he  possesses,  and  which  par¬ 
ticularly  appertains  to  the  work  he  is  performing.  Mr. 
Orr,  a  third-class  clerk,  is  a  barrister,  receiving  only  $450, 
whieh  is  considered  quite  inadequate  to  the  services  per¬ 
formed  by  him  in  the  land  branch,  and  consequently  it  is 
recommended  that  he  be  paid  an  additional  $150.  Mr. 
Kemp  is  a  third-class  clerk,  at  $450  per  annum,  a  very  care¬ 
ful,  industrious  man,  and  an  increase  of  $150  is  recom¬ 
mended  to  him,  on  account  of  the  responsible  work  he  is 
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performing  in  the  land  branch.  Miss  Yielding  is  a  third- 
class  clerk,  whose  duties  are  of  an  onerous  character,  and 
are  constantly  increasing.  She  is  in  the  Indian  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  an  increase  of  $50  is  recommended  to  be  paid  to 
her. 

To  provide  for  payment  to  certain  clerks  in 
Departments  of  Secretary  of  State,  Finance, 

Marine,  Post  Office  and  Indian  Department, 
of  $50  for  each  subject  passed  by  them .  $1,300 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are  these  sub¬ 
jects  ?  Take,  for  instance,  Mr.  Labelle,  of  the  Secretary  of 
State’s  Department,  who  has  passed  four  subjects. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think  there  are,  alto¬ 
gether,  four  or  five  optional  subjects.  For  example,  there 
is  precis  writing,  shorthand,  translation  into  the  candidate’s 
own  language,  type-writing,  and  I  think  there  is  another, 
but  I  forget  it  at  the  moment. 

Administration  of  Justice,.... .  $20,150 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  see  one  item  here 
for  miscellaneous  justice,  including  North-West  Territories, 
$20  000.  I  suppose  that  is  connected  with  trials  of  pris¬ 
oners  in  the  North-West? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  enquired  oi  the  Minister  of  Justice,  just 
before  dinner,  what  this  vote  was  for,  and  he  said  it  was  to 
defray  the  expenses  in  connection  with  the  trials  that  are 
the  result  out  of  the  late  difficulties.  He  thought  it  would 
require  fully  this  amount,  from  the  fact  that  very  large 
expenditures  would  have  to  be  incurred  in  connection  with 
witnesses,  and  other  matters  incident  to  the  trials. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  any  details  on 
which  this  large  sum  of  $20,000  is  based  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  no  details,  nor  do  I  think  the 
Minister  of  Justice  could  give  the  details  at  present.  I 
made  the  enquiry  of  him  not  two  hours  ago,  and  that  is  the 
answer  he  gave  me, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  say  what  the  dis¬ 
tance  is  from  the  general  locality  at  which  these  prisoners 
live  and  the  place  at  which  they  are  to  be  tried  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  I  cannot,  nor  can  1  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  the  distance  that  many  of  the  witnesses  will  have 
to  be  brought. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  now  criticising  the  place  of 
trial,  for  I  have  not  sufficient  information  to  do  so ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  very  considerable  distance  from  the 
.  locality  of  the  outbreak,  the  residence  of  the  parties,  and 
probably  tLe  residence  of  most  of  the  witnesses.  The  gene- 
i  al  principle  of  cur  criminal  law  has  been,  and  is  in  Eng¬ 
land,  for  very  good  and  obvious  reasons,  that  the  trial 
should  take  place  as  nearly  as  possible  in  the  locality  where 
the  offence  occurs.  I  do  not  say  that  the  place  for  this  trial 
is  not  the  proper  place  ;  I  dare  say  it  may  be  ;  but  so  very 
wide  a  departure  from  the  ordinary  rule  will,  of  course, 
involve  a  great  deal  of  extra  expense  to  both  the  Crown  and 
the  prisoners,  in  the  way  of  summoning  witnesses,  and 
therefore  I  should  have  supposed  there  would  be  some  con¬ 
sideration  extended  by  the  Department  of  Justice  to  that 
circumstance,  and  that  they  would  nave  furnished  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  responsible  for  carrying  the  estimate 
through,  with  some  more  details  than  they  seem  to  have 
supplied  him  with. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  informed  that  the  distance  from 
Batocho  to  Regina  is  between  280  and  290  miles,  and  I  am 
also  informed  that  there  are  no  gaols  or  places  in  which  the 
prisoners  could  have  been  properly  protected  in  the  locality 
of  the  troubles,  not  even  at  Prince  Albert.  They  wore 
brought  to  Regina,  which  was  considered  the  safest  and  best 
place,  and  where  the  least  excitement  prevailed,  and  it  has 


been  thought  that  a  better  and  fairer  trial  could  be  held 
there  than  in  the  locality  of  the  troubles. 

Removal  of  prisoners  from  Dorchester  penitentiary 
to  Kingston  penitentiary . . . . . . .  $750 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  class  of  prisoners 
are  these  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  proposed,  I  bolievo,  to  remove  all 
the  female  prisoners  from  Dorchester  to  Kingston  peniten¬ 
tiary. 

To  meet  expenses  in  connection  with  sheep  scab...  $8,000 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  if  this  amount  is  to  be  used  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  no  sheep  scab  anywhere  else,  that  I 
know  of.  I  do  not  know  how  much  we  shall  use. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  The  information  I  have  received  is  that 
the  disease  has  been  practically  extirpated  in  those  counties 
where  it  existed.  Has  the  Minister  received  information  of 
a  contrary  character  recently  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  information  that  there  is  still  some 
work  to  be  done  in  that  line,  but  that  the  large  bulk  of  tho 
sheep  that  had  the  disease  have  been  destroyed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  for  a  future  work.  If  tho  great 
bulk  of  the  work  has  been  done,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  $8,000  for  the  small  remainder,  will  he  tell  us  what 
he  has  spent  to  do  the  great  bulk  of  the  work  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Ten  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  he  thinks  it  is  only  a  little  more 
than  half  done. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  hope  it  is. 

For  one  company  of  mounted  infantry,  75  men,  at 

Winnipeg  . . . . .  .  $80,000 

Mr.  CARON.  There  is  a  mistake  in  tho  number  of  men  ; 
it  ought  to  be  100  instead  of  75. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Even  so,  I  presume 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  carefully  ascertained  the  cost 
of  each  mounted  man.  Apparently,  this  vote  is  much 
larger  in  proportion  than  the  vote  asked  for  in  the  case  of 
the  Mounted  Police.  For  500  men  only  $250,000  was  asked  ; 
whereas,  for  100  men,  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  $80,000, 
and  there  are  items  for  salary,  equipment  and  clothing, 
besides.  I  do  not  say  the  amount  is  too  large.  I  am  aware 
that  the  maintenance  of  a  mounted  man  in  the  North-West 
is  an  expensive  item  ;  but  it  appears  to  me,  if  that  be  a  fair 
proportion  for  100  men,  the  estimate  of  $250,000  for  500 
men  will  be  apt  to  fall  decidedly  short. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  estimate  was  based  upon  the  best 
information  we  could  get.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remem¬ 
ber  that  out  of  the  whole  100  men  we  intend  having  50 
mounted  men.  The  saddlery  and  equipment  for  this 
mounted  company  extends  over  100  men.  Next  year  the 
estimate  will  be  smaller  than  this  year ;  but  as  far  as  we 
have  been  able  to  ascertain,  I  think  the  $80,000  will  cover 
the  expense  we  will  bo  called  upon  to  incur  for  the  purpose 
of  organising  and  keeping  up  that  company. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Give  us  some  of  the  details. 

Mr.  CARON.  One  lieutenant  colonel,  at  $5.25  a  day; 
two  captains,  one  adjutant,  six  lieutenants;  two  captains,  at 
$3  a  day  would  bo  $2,190  per  annum  ;  one  adjutant,  at  $3, 
$1,095  ;  four  lieutenants,  at  $2,  $4,500  ;  one  surgeon,  $1,095; 
one  veterinary  surgeon,  at  $2.50  a  day,  $912.50;  two 

(sergeant  instructors,  $730 ;  six  sergoants,  $72  ;  eight  cor¬ 
porals,  $2,044;  100  privates,  $17,345 ;  rations,  $27,400; 
forage  for  horses,  $27,100;  fuel  and  light,  $140;  clothing, 
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$5,000 ;  contingencies,  $9,000.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
remember  that  this,  besides  being  one  of  the  permanent 
corps,  is  also  a  school  of  instruction,  and  that  we  have  to 
provide  for  the  men  and  officers  who  come  up  to  follow  the 
course.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  understand  that  a  mounted 
corps  is  very  much  more  expensive  than  any  branch  that 
could  be  organised,  and  I  thought  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
the  school,  it  was  sufficient  to  mount  half  the  corps,  so  that 
one  half  could  go  through  mounted  drill  one  day  and  the 
other  half  next.  If  the  Government  required  it  at  any  time, 
a  certain  number  of  horses  could  be  purchased  to  equip  the 
the  wholo  force.  By  providing  horses  for  only  one  half  the 
company,  we  will  reduce  the  expenditure  by  a  very  large 
amount. 

For  barracks  at  London.. . $25,000. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  have  not  provided  for  any  pay  for  the 
London  school  this  year,  because  I  consider  that  until  the 
barracks  were  prepared  to  receive  the  school  it  was  not 
necessary  to  provide  for  the  equipment  and  pay  of  officers 
and  men.  The  total  estimated  cost  amounts  to  about 
$50,000  or  $55,000  ;  but  I  consider  it  would  be  sufficient  to 
build  a  small  portion  of  the  barracks  at  present.  When 
completed,  the  whole  of  the  barracks  will  cost  from  $55,000 
to  $60,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Where  is  it  to  be? 

Mr.  CARON.  There  is  a  proposition  now  before  the 
Department,  from  the  municipal  council  of  London,  pro¬ 
posing  an  exchange  of  property.  The  Government  have  a 
property  in  London  which  was  handed  to  them  by  the 
Imperial  Government,  and  the  council  propose  to  exchange 
for  it  another  property,  which  is  far  superior  to  it  for  the 
purpose  of  this  vote,  namely,  the  property  now  occupied  as 
an  exhibition  ground.  There  wo  have  more  room  for  the 
barracks,  and  also  have  space  enough  for  rifle  ranges. 
However,  that  point  is  not  yet  settled. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  believe  the  Government  property  occupies 
a  central  situation,  and  is  very  valuable.  There  is  a  very 
good  building  erected  on  it,  a  good  drill  room  and  armory ; 
and  I  cannot  see  any  property  in  London  which  could  be 
given  in  exchange  for  it,  without  our  making  a  loss.  It  is 
certainly  a  valuable  property,  and  I  hope  the  Minister  of 
Militia  will  be  very  careful  to  see  that  he  gets  full  value  for 
that  property. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that 
the  property  we  now  hold  is  7  acres,  and  we  are  going 
to  get  17  acres,  besides  which  we  get  the  rifle  ranges,  which 
are  indispensable  to  a  school  of  infantry,  such  as  we  wish  to 
organise  in  London.  The  exchange  is  not  completed,  and 
everything  in  regard  to  it  will  be  brought  before  the  House. 
I  am  satisfied  that,  if  the  exchange  does  take  place,  it  will 
bo  to  the  advantage  of  the  Department;  otherwise,  we  have 
no  interest  in  exchanging  the  property  we  now  hold  for  one 
which  would  not  be  as  advantageous  for  us. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  the  proposition  of  the  corporation  of 
London  for  this  exchange  with  the  view  of  using  the  public 
property  for  a  park,  or  for  public  purposes,  or  is  it  to  have 
the  property  cut  up  into  building  lots  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  No.  The  drill  shed  is  to  remain,  and  to 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  drilling  the  local  corps,  and  I 
understand  that  the  property  is  to  be  utilised  for  a  public 
park. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  heard  a  rumor  that  the  city  intends 
to  make  a  good  speculation  out  of  it,  and  to  sell  a  part  of  it 
in  city  lots.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  think  it  would  be  as  well 
for  the  Government  to  sell  the  lots  as  for  the  city  to  do  so. 
Of  course,  it  is  quite  different  if  the  property  is  to  be  used 
for  public  purposes,  and  is  to  be  so  retained  in  the  deed. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  will  be  to  the  advantage  of  the 
Mr.  Caron. 


Department.  I  am  sorry  he  is  going  to  drive  so  hard  a 
bargain  with  the  city  of  London,  and  I  must  appeal  to  his 
hon.  colleague  (Mr.  Carling),  to  see  that  the  city  is  not 
imposed  upon  by  the  Minister  of  Militia. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  quite  sure,  from  what  I  know  of 
the  city,  that  the  arrangement  is  a  fair  one  on  both  sides. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  the  land  to  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  in  any  way,  or  is  it  to  be  reserved  for  public  pur¬ 
poses  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  understand  that  this  is  a  fair  exchange, 
and  that  the  city  will  do  what  is  fair  in  the  matter. 
I  know  pretty  well  the  value  of  the  property  owned  by  the 
Government.  My  hon.  friend  from  Digby  (Mr.  Vail) 
appears  to  have  an  impression  that  this  property  is  the 
ordnance  lands  which  were  there  when  he  was  Minister  of 
Militia,  but  the  chief  part  of  those  lands  has  been  sot  apart 
for  public  schools.  I  am  sure  that  the  Government  is 
getting  full  value  in  the  exchange. 

Mr.  VAIL.  What  we  gave  for  the  public  schools  was 
only  a  small  portion  of  the  land  on  one  corner.  It  must  be 
a  loss  to  the  Militia  Department  to  remove,  on  account  of 
the  value  of  tho  buildings  there. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition,  with  his 
usual  courtesy,  has  expressed  his  hope  that  my  colleague 
will  see  that  there  is  no  imposition  upon  the  city  of  London 
in  this  matter.  I  know  perfectly  well  that  the  hope  he  has 
expressed  will  carry  its  weight,  and  that  my  hon.  friend 
and  colleague  will  see  that  I  do  not  take  advantage  of  the 
municipal  council  of  London.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby 
(Mr.  Vail)  knows  that  we  keep  the  drill  shed  upon  the  pro¬ 
perty  now  belonging  to  the  Department  of  Militia  for  the 
purposes  of  the  militia  force,  outside  of  the  new  organisation 
which  we  are  getting  up,  and  that  it  is  very  important 
that  we  should  have  a  drill  shed  for  the  local  force.  The 
question  of  exchange  has  been  referred  to  and  reported  upon 
by  the  military  advisers  of  the  Department ;  and,  taking 
into  consideration  the  new  organisation,  I  think  the 
exchange,  if  it  does  take  place,  will  be  found  satisfactory.  We 
get  a  much  larger  ground  than  we  now  possess,  which  was 
too  small  for  the  purposes  of  our  school;  ani  it  was  a 
question  whether  we  should  exchange,  or  should  buy  land 
somewhere  else.  When  the  papers  are  brought  down,  I 
think  hon.  members  will  see  that  there  is  no  attempt  to 
impose  upon  the  corporation  of  London,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  it  will  serve  the  purposes  of  the  Department  of  Militia. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  observe  that  the 
Minister  proposes  to  appoint  some  ten  officers  to  this  school. 
Can  he  state,  now,  whether  it  is  tho  intention  of  the  Govern-' 
ment  to  select  these  officers  from  among  officers  who  have 
been  actively  engaged  at  tho  front  ?  It  appears  to  me  that 
that  is  a  sort  of  recognition  that  should  be  given  to  men  who 
have  done  such  good  service  to  the  country  in  the  recent 
emergency. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  commandant  of  the  school  has  been 
already  appointed  by  Order  in  Council.  Col.  Taylor  has 
been  appointed.  He  has  great  experience,  and  he  is  one  of 
the  very  best  officers  we  have  on  our  staff.  Outside  of  this 
appointment,  my  intention  is  to  appoint  every  officer  either 
from  those  who  have  been  in  the  force  now  at  the  front  or 
from  the  cadets. 

Barrack  huts,  British  Columbia .  $10,000 

Mr.  CARON.  We  intend  organising,  as  we  have  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  last  two  Sessions,  C  Battery  in  British 
Columbia.  It  is  expected,  from  the  nature  of  the  climate 
in  that  country,  that  the  huts  which  will  be  required  for 
the  purpose  of  our  school  of  gunnery,  C  Battery,  will  be 
covered  by  the  $10,000  which  are  now  placed  in  the  Esti¬ 
mates, 
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In  aid  of  the  Short  Line  Railway  in  Nova  Scotia, 
for  settling  the  unpaid  claims  of  sub-con¬ 
tractors  and  others  for  labor  and  materials 
constructing  said  railway,  between  Oxford 
and  New  Glasgow,  and  for  acquiring  their 
rights  in  the  railway  and  in  the  said  claims, 
the  expenditure  to  be  under  Order  in  Council, 
and  to  be  a  first  charge  on  the  subsidy  for 
such  railway,  under  chap.  14  of  the  Dominion 
Act  of  1882 . . .  $125,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  this  is  sufficient  to  make  everything  pleasant  for 
the  member  from  Pictou — which,  I  take  it  to  be,  the  primary 
and  practical  object  of  this  vote . 

Mr.  POPE.  I  should  think  that  this  ought  to  do  a  good 
deal  in  this  direction.  A  considerable  amount  of  work  has 
been  done  upon  this  road,  and  the  people  have  been  suffering 
very  much  for  a  long  time  because  they  could  not  get  their 
pay.  The  object  of  this  vote  is  to  pay  them,  and  to  charge 
it  against  the  subsidies.  The  work  has  been  done  to  a  larger 
extent  than  this  sum  would  represent. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  sort  of  work  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Grading,  masonry,  and  that  kind  of  thing. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  it  not  almost  all 
work  which,  from  exposure  to  th6  weather,  has  pretty  well 
crumbled  away,  and  will  be  required  to  be  done  over  again  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  was  informed  by  resi¬ 
dents  of  that  county  that  the  work  was  of  such  a  character 
that  from  exposure  to  the  elements  it  had  become  of  very 
small  practical  value. 

Mr.  MoDOUGALD  (Pictou).  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou 
is  not  quite  so  much  interested  in  this  matter  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  has  been  led  to  believe,  and  a  very  small 
portion  of  the  work  has  been  done  in  the  county  of  Pictou. 
In  1882  a  subsidy  of  $3,200  a  mile  was  granted  to  this  rail¬ 
way,  from  Oxford  to  New  Glasgow,  and  a  contract  was  made, 
in  the  summer  of  that  year,  for  the  construction  of  the  work, 
which  was  to  be  finished  the  1st  July,  1884.  The  subsidy 
was  to  be  paid  for  each  10-mile  section ;  that  part  of  the 
work  which  was  done  in  1883  was  regularly  paid  for.  I  am 
informed  that  the  work  done  by  the  contractors  is  of  a  very 
substantial  nature.  The  bridges  are  built  of  stone,  and  the 
earth  work  is  so  substantial  that  very  little  deterioration 
has  taken  place.  However,  the  work  that  was  done  after 
the  year  1883  was  prosecuted  vigorously  for  about  two 
months,  but  no  payment  has  ever  been  made  for  that,  up  to 
this  time.  The  value  of  the  work  done  is  more  than  double 
the  amount  of  this  appropriation,  and  I  am  satisfied,  from 
the  enquiries  I  have  made,  that  it  will  approximate  to 
$300,000,  Of  course,  the  action  of  the  company  is  entirely 
indefensible,  and  I  think  it  is  only  right  and  just  that  this 
appropriation  should  pass  at  the  present  time.  No  loss  can 
accrue  from  the  payment  of  the  money,  as  the  road  cannot 
be  built  without  a  subsidy,  and  this  amount  can  be  deducted 
from  any  sums  that  may  be  paid  to  parties  undertaking  the 
work. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Have  any  recent  arrangements  been  made  to 
complete  the  road  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  as  yet. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  was  stated  in  the  papers,  sometime  ago, 
that  fresh  proposals  had  been  made  by  the  company,  in  which 
Dr.  Norman  Green  and  Mr.  Wiman  are  interested,  which 
proposals  had  been  made  to  the  Government,  for  an  arrange¬ 
ment  by  which  a  financial  institution  in  France,  I  think, 
was  to  advance  money  to  cash  the  Government  bonds.  Is 
any  negotiation  of  that  kind  proceeding  now  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Some  Fronch  capitalist — I  do  not  like  to 
mention  the  name — has  made  a  proposal.  I  think  ho  made 


a  proposal  in  writing  to  me,  that  he  could  raise  the  money, 
and  .1  think  he  is  trying  to  raise  it  now.  The  last  I  heard 
from  him,  he  thought  he  would  be  ready  by  the  1st  of 
August. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  amount  of  subsidy  granted  to 
the  company  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  $3,200  a  mile,  for  90  miles. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  now  proposed  to  pay  on  account  of 
that  $125,000  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  forgot  to  say  that  after  next  year  there  is 
a  further  subsidy,  which  will  make  the  whole  about  $14,000 
a  year,  and  we  divide  it  into  two  parts. 

Mr.  BL  AKE.  You  mean  as  to  the  first  half — not  on  the 
whole  lot? 

Mr.  POPE.  On  the  whole  lot.  It  would  be  divided 
between  this  part  of  the  line  and  the  other  part  of  the  line. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  proposed,  then,  to  divide  that  subsidy 
into  two  sections,  one  for  each  part  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  was  given  for  the  whole  portion.  It  is 
not  proposed  to  divide  it  at  all,  but  a  portion  of  that  would 
be  applied.  The  proportion  would  be  as  14  is  to  60. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  know  it  is  not  the  mileage  that  is 
important  in  this  thing.  Some  miles  cost  more  than  others, 
and  some  miles  are  worth  less  than  other  miles  after  they 
are  built.  I  see  by  the  Mail  newspaper  of  yesterday  that : 

“  Advices  were  received  to-day  from  Paris  of  the  successful  negotia¬ 
tions  with  the  Banque  Descompte,  and  another  large  financial  institu¬ 
tion,  whereby  all  the  capital  necessary  for  the  completion  of  the  Short 
Line  Railway  in  Nova  Scotia  has  been  secured.  The  line  is  said  to  be 
already  partially  constructed,' from  Oxford  Station,  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  to  New  Glasgow,  where  it  joins  the  Eastern  Extension,  already 
completed  to  Oanso,  thence  across  Cape  Breton  to  Louisburg.  New 
construction  is  necessary,  for  the  completion  of  which,  and  other  uncom¬ 
pleted  portions,  fresh  capital  is  immediately  available.  Negotiations 
have  been  carried  forward  by  Comte  D’Hauterive  and  Mons.  Camper,  on 
behalf  of  Marvin  Green,  Erastus  Wiman  and  others.1' 

Has  the  hon.  gentleman  received  auy  communication  as  to 
the  issue  of  these  negotiations  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  VAIL.  While  I  am  glad  to  see  this  vote  in  the 
Estimates,  I  am  sorry  that  the  Government  are  not  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  state  that  they  have  made  arrangements  for  the 
completion  of  that  road,  I  think  these  people  to  whom 
money  is  owing  have  been  hardly  dealt  with.  It  is  another 
evidence  that  before  we  grant  subsidies  to  railway  compa¬ 
nies  we  should  be  satisfied  of  their  ability  to  complete  the 
work;  that  railways  shall  not  be  commenced  and  allowed  to 
go  to  destruction,  and  that  the  Government  shall  be  called 
on  afterwards  to  complete  the  work.  Two  years  ago  I 
intimated  to  the  then  Minister  of  Railways  that  I  had  doubts 
as  to  the  ability  of  this  company  to  carry  out  the  contracts 
proposed  to  be  made  for  the  subsidies  then  asked  for,  and 
the  Minister  of  Railways  then  stated  that  he  had  made 
every  enquiry,  and  was  satisfied  of  the  ability  of  this  com- 
piany  to  complete  the  work.  He  spoke  of  Mr.  Green  as 
being  a  man  of  immense  wealth,  and  he  was  quite 
satisfied  that  any  contract  in  which  that  gentleman 
was  interested  would  be  completed  without  any  doubt. 
The  result  of  the  contract  was  that  the  work  remained  in 
an  unfinished  state  for  nearly  two  years,  and  the  poor  men 
who  worked  on  the  road  and  provided  supplies  for  building 
it  were  not  paid ;  and  at  last  the  Government  have  come 
to  their  relief,  without,  however,  there  being  any  fair  pros¬ 
pect  of  the  road  ever  being  completed,  or  completed  within 
a  reasonable  time.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  that  the  arrangement 
is  not  more  complete,  as  I  had  hoped,  from  statements  I  saw 
in  the  newspapers,  that  tho  Government  would  have  been 
,  able  to  inform  the  House  that  they  had  made  arrangements 
j  necessary  to  ensure  the  completion  of  the  work. 
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Mr.  WELDON.  Does  this  include  amounts  due  to 
engineers  on  the  road,  who,  I  think,  have  as  strong  a  claim 
as  sub-contractors  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  there  was  some  legislation  passed 
by  the  Local  Legislature  or  Nova  Scotia,  authorising  this 
company  to  dispose  of  its  interest  in  the  work.  Is  it  pro¬ 
posed  to  take  any  cession  of  the  claim  of  the  company  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  intended  to  make 
any  arrangement  with  that  view.  Our  object  was  to  come 
to  the  relief  of  the  men  who  had  done  the  work  and  never 
been  paid.  I  should  have  thought  that  a  man  in  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  Dr.  Green  would  have  been  able  to  raise  the  money. 
I  have  always  hold  that  payment  to  the  men  who  have  done 
the  work  should  be  made  before  anything  else. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  quite  agree  that  the  people  employed 
on  the  work  should  be  paid,  and  that  they  have  a  sort  of 
equitable  claim  on  the  Dominion  Government,  in  view  of 
the  representations  made  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  in 
regard  to  the  solvency  of  the  company  and  their  ability  to 
go  on  with  the  work.  I  view  of  the  statements  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  predecessor,  and  the  certificate  of 
character  which  the  Minister  of  Kailways  gave  those  gentle¬ 
men  in  the  face  of  the  world,  I  am  not  surprised  that  the 
people  of  his  own  Province  should  take  the  company  on 
the  faith  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  cei  tificate,  and  that  his 
successor  should  feel  himself  bound  to  honor  the  certificate 
given  by  a  colleague  then  occupying  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
present  position.  The  country  has  got  to  make  good  the 
ex- Minister’s  statement.  The  hor.  gentleman  feels  bound 
to  endeavor  to  make  the  losses  good.  There  is,  how  wer. 
another  source  from  which  they  might  be  made  good.  The 
company  made  a  contract  with  a  mysterious  corporation, 
known  as  the  North  American  Construction  Company, 
which  was  not  content  with  offering  to  build  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  but  also  carried  on  operations  in  the  east¬ 
ern  part  of  the  Dominion  and  made  a  contract  for 
constructing  the  Short  Line.  It  is  primarily  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  failure — I  think  there  was  a  Col. 
Snow  connected  with  the  enterprise,  and  the  con¬ 
tracting  company,  the  centre  of  whose  operations 
is  at  Watertown,  N.  J.,  is  authorised  to  carry  on  opera¬ 
tions  all  over  the  United  States  and  Canada.  The  Company 
did  a  good  deal  towards  building  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  succeeded  in  obtaining  from  that  corporation 
the  sum  of  $800,000  in  cash,  which  sum,  according  to  a  state¬ 
ment  laid  on  the  Table  yesterday  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  has 
been  reduced  by  something  under  $150,000,  leaving  about 
$450,000.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  found  anything  out  about 
that  mysterious  ccrporation,  and  has  he  made  any  enquiries 
as  to  its  solvency  and  capacity  to  cany  out  its  obligations 
and  to  go  on  with  the  work  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  admit  that  at 
the  time  the  Minister  of  Railways  spoke  of  the  company, 
its  promoters  were  men  of  sufficient  standing  to  induce  the 
Minister  to  believe  that  the  contract  would  be  carried  out 
in  good  faith.  Circumstances  beyond  the  control  of  any  one 
changed  the  position  of  affairs.  I  believe  some  of  the 
leading  men  in  the  company  invested  large  sums  from  their 
private  fortunes  in  the  undertaking.  I  think  Dr.  Marvin 
Green  invested  $100,000  or  $150,000  of  his  own  money;  I 
know  it  was  over  $100,000  in  cash.  He  had  every  reason 
to  believe  that  he  and  those  with  him  would  be  able  to  float 
the  undertaking  in  the  New  York  money  market,  and  raise 
sufficient  funds  to  carry  it  through.  As  to  the  local  legisla¬ 
tion  which  has  taken  place,  the  company  assigned  to 
trustees,  for  the  benefit  of  the  sub-contractors,  all  their  rights 
in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia, 

Mr.  Jf  ail. 
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Mr.  YAIL.  When  will  the  road  fall  into  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  in  the  event  of  its  not  being  completed? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  think  they  have  two  years  yet. 

Mr.  McDOUGALD  (Pictou),  With  respect  to  what  has 
been  said  about  the  names  of  these  two  companies,  I  beliove 
that  although  they  are  similar,  they  are  entirely  different 
parties.  The  company  in  the  other  case  was  the  North 
American  Contracting  Company;  in  this  case  it  is  the 
North  American  Construction  Company.  I  do  not  know 
who  the  shareholders  are,  but  I  believe  Mr.  Sidney  Green 
is  the  president,  and  the  shareholders  are  the  same  parties 
as  the  Short  Line  Company — four  or  five  capitalists  in  New 
York.  The  contract  of  the  company  was  to  be  completed 
onthe3!stof  December,  1883,  but  the  charter  does  not 
expire  for  three  years. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Is  this  intended  only  to  pay  the  laborers 
or  are  others  included  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  object  is  to  pay  the  laborers,  the  actual 
navvies  who  did  the  work. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  On  the  face  of  the  vote,  it  is  to  settle  the 
unpaid  claims  of  sub-contractors  and  others  for  labor  and 
material,  etc.;  so  it  is  far  more  than  paying  the  laborers,  for 
you  pay  the  sub-contractors  the  sums  which  they  may  have 
paid  for  labor  and  materials. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  word  “material”  has  been  struck 
out,  and  *■  board  ”  is  inserted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  think  that  such  a  change  should 
be  made,  without  a  motion  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  It  was  struck  out  at  the  Minister’s 
request. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  thinks 
it  strange  that  this  company  is  allowed  to  contract  with  the 
Government,  and  that  it  did  not  complete  the  contract. 
Oae  would  think  the  hon.  gentleman  had  never  heard  of 
co rap u nies  failing  in  their  contracts  with  the  Government. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  whou  he  was  responsible 
for  the  legislation  of  the  Nova  Scotia  Legislature,  a  com¬ 
pany  in  Nova  Scotia  came  to  the  western  counties  and  got 
$8,000  per  mile,  besides  the  ground,  for  80  miles.  They 
allowed  the  road-bed,  the  embankments,  and  so  on,  to  go  to 
destruction  ;  they  never  completed  the  road,  and  they  left 
it  in  the  most  deplorable  state  that  evor  a  railway  was  left 
in  in  this  country.  Everybody  knows  that  when  the 
company  now  under  consideration  failed  to  pay 
the  men,  when  railway  stocks  in  the  United  States 
had  depreciated,  so  that  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  get  a  dollar,  this  gentleman  applied  his  own  private  for¬ 
tune  to  the  work,  which  had  also  been  reduced  by  dealing  in 
railway  stocks;  else  the  road  would  never  have  gone  on.  So 
this  must  be  feigned  indignation  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Digby,  or  else  his  recollection  has  entirely 
deserted  him. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  think  my  memory  is  a  little  better  than 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  is.  In  the  first  place,  I  did  not  pass 
the  legislation,  nor  enter  into  the  contract  to  give  more  than 
$6,000  per  mile  to  that  company  ;  in  the  next  place,  I  left 
the  Local  Government  and  came  here,  before  the  company 
had  been  three  months  engaged  at  the  work.  I  knew  nothing 
of  it  afterwards,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  subsequent 
arrangements,  and  therefore  I  was  not  responsible  for  them. 
If  I  had  remained  in  the  Government  they  would  not  have 
received  a  dollar  beyond  what  they  were  entitled  to  receive 
under  the  law,  and  the  road  would  have  been  completed. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  It  is  merely  a  case  of  the  mantle 
of  Elijah  tailing  on  Elisha. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  we  are  con¬ 
cerned  about  is  the  payment  of  this  large  sum  of  money  to 
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certain  persons  in  Nova  Scotia.  The  precedent  looks  to  be 
an  excessively  bad  one,  and  the  whole  thing  looks  like  an 
arrangement  to  make  thiDgs  pleasant  for  some  supporters 
of  the  Government 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Why  should  they  not  be  made 
pleasant  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Not  at  the  expense  of 
this  large  sum  of  money.  I  may  say  that  the  matter  is  in 
strict  harmony  with  all  the  other  proceedings  connected 
with  railways  which  have  been  conducted  in  this  way  for 
the  last  three  or  four  years. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  You  have  been  hei’e  six  months, 
and  still  you  are  not  pleasant. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  would  like  to  know  what  the  language 
of  the  vote  is  to  be. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  move  that  the  word  “  materials  ”  be  struck 
out  and  “  board  ”  inserted,  and  the  words,  “  in  the  construc- 
of,”  inserted  instead  of  “  constructing.” 

Mr.  PAINT.  It  is  a  question  whether  the  word  “  mate¬ 
rials  ”  should  be  struck  out,  because  some  of  these  materials 
were  obtained  from  many  of  the  men  along  the  line. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond; 
I  think  the  materials  should  be  paid  for  as  well  as  other 
supplies. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  tell  us 
why  “  materials”  was  first  inserted,  and  “  board  ”  left  out, 
and  why  “  board  ”  is  now  put  in  and  “  materials  ”  struck 
out. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  wa3  an  oversight,  and  it  stands  now  as  I 
intended  it  to  be.  I  intended  to  act  in  this  case  as  we  do  in 
all  such  contracts,  the  object  being  to  relieve  the  men  who 
did  the  work. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  do  not  see  why  a  difference  should 
be  made  in  that  respect ;  certainly,  that  labor  ought  to  be 
paid  for.  In  building  a  railway  you  use  stones,  timber  and 
ties;  labor  is  required  to  prepare  these  things,  and  that 
labor  ought  to  be  paid  for,  just  as  well  as  the  labor  that  is 
employed  in  other  ways. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear.  The  chief  value  is  the  labor. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  understand  that  the  vote  as  it  stands 
is  not  only  to  pay  the  men  who  do  the  labor  on  the  railway, 
but  the  sub-contractors.  They  take  their  contracts  merely 
as  a  speculation.  I  do  not  see  why  the  class  I  have  alluded 
to  should  be  left  out.  Some  of  my  hon.  friends  from  the 
Lower  Provinces  have  mentioned  to  me  some  six  or  seven 
young  men  who  commenced  their  profession  as  engineers 
on  this  road,  and  who  could  much  less  afford  to  bo  deprived 
of  their  pay  than  some  of  tho  laborers.  At  all  events,  their 
claim  ought  to  be  considered  before  that  of  the  sub-con¬ 
tractors. 

Mr.  VAIL.  If  you  aro  going  to  pay  the  railway  con¬ 
tractors,  these  sub-contractors  owe  a  number  of  people  in 
the  county,  who  have  furnished  them  with  supplies,  and  I 
think  the  Government  is  bound  to  see  that  this  money 
goes  into  tho  hands  of  the  people  who  are  entitled  to  it. 
They  should  ascertain  who  furnished  tho  supplies,  and 
everything  else,  and  pay  the  parties. 

To  purchase  the  Carleton  Branch  Railway,  with 
harbor  frontage,  wharf  and  town  lots,  and 
all  other  property  of  the  company .  $85,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  a  railway  track  about  three  miles 
long.  It  is  a  valuable  property,  which  tho  Government 
think  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  one 
company,  but  should  be  controlled  by  tho  Government,  for 
the  benefit  of  all  the  railways  that  may  find  their  way 


there.  Tho  wharf  itself,  I  think,  pays  some  $1,500  a  year, 
and  we  think  that  the  Government  ought  to  own  this  pro¬ 
perty,  as  we  own  properties  in  other  cities.  In  the  city  of 
Montreal  that  has  been  found  very  important,  and  I  think 
my  hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  will  remember 
tho  difficulties  that  have  taken  place  in  the  city  of  Toronto, 
and  how  much  better  it  would  have  been  if  the  Government 
had  owned  the  Esplanade,  and  allowed  all  railways  to  have 
the  right  to  pass  over  it. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Will  the  hon.  Minister  tell  us  what  line  of 
railway  this  piece  of  road  connects  with  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  connects  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
across  the  bridge,  and  with  other  railways  that  run  there, 
and  we  think  this  is  the  time  we  should  purchase  it. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Is  there  any  road  between  the  end  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  and  this  road  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  believe  there  is  a  piece  at  St.  John. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Why  should  the  Government  undertake  the 
purchase  of  a  piece  of  road  that  does  not  begin  at  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  or  any  other  railway,  and  ends  at  the 
water?  I  think  it  ought  to  be  shown  that  this  road  is  to 
connect  with  some  Government  work,  that  makes  it  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Government  to  own  that  particular  branch. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  found  it  of  the  utmost  importance, 
in  other  places,  where  we  did  not  own  a  single  particle  of 
road,  that  wo  should  own  the  property  on  which  the  rail¬ 
roads  had  to  run.  1  am  certain  there  is  not  a  man  in  this 
House  who  knows  the  property  at  Toronto  but  would  say 
that  if  the  Government  owned  that  property,  and  allowed 
all  railways  to  pass  over  it,  it  would  have  been  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  Toronto.  Now,  we  believe  that  this  is  going 
to  be  a  large  place,  and  that  that  is  a  valuable  property  ; 
and  although  about  half  a  mile  of  the  road  between  Carleton 
and  the  bridge  is  another  railway,  we  think  it  important 
that  we  should  own  this  property,  so  as  to  be  able  to  con¬ 
trol  the  landing  and  the  wharves. 

Mr.  VAIL.  This  line  runs  from  the  Maine  and  St.  John 
Railway  for  four  or  five  miles  to  the  wharf  at  Carleton,  in¬ 
dependent  altogether  of  any  other  road ;  and  unless  it  is 
purchased  for  some  special  reason,  I  cannot  see  what  tho 
object  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  not  the  truth  just  this :  That  the  Govern, 
ment  subsidised  tho  bridge  across  the  St.  John  River,  and 
thus  enabled  that  bridge  to  be  constructed?  that  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  bridge  took  away  the  traffic  from  this 
branch  ?  that  upon  that  state  of  things  arising  a  claim  was 
made  by  those  who  built  the  branch  ?  that  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  destroyed  their  traffic  they  should  buy  their  road  ? 
and  that  the  Government  a  long  time  resisted  that  claim, 
and  that  they  now  believe  this  to  be  a  proper  time  to  meet 
it  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  not  quite  all. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  asking  the  Minister. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  road  formerly  entered  at  Fairvillo, 
and  there  was  no  passage  between  that  and  tho  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway,  across  the  St.  John  River,  except  by  a 
carriage  road.  This  extension  was  built  from  Fairvillo 
down  to  the  wharf,  on  tho  Carleton  side,  and  after  that  the 
traffic  went  across  to  St.  John  by  the  ferry.  It  may  be  that 
a  double  consideration  enters  into  this  claim,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  the  justice  of  it.  Tho  city  of  Carleton 
took  a  very  large  amount  of  stock  in  tho  building  of  that 
extension  ;  it  became  the  main  line  of  traffic ;  after 
a  time,  in  tho  progress  of  the  country  and  tho 
requirements  of  frado,  it  was  found  that  it  was  too 
great  an  obstruction  ;  that  trade  should  be  made  to  go  to 
the  city  of  St.  John  by  a  ferry  and  by  a  roundabout  way, 
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so  that  a  bridge  has  been  built  across  the  St.  John  River, 
and  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has  been  extended  to  that 
bridge.  When  you  get  across  the  St.  John  River  by  that 
bridge  you  are  really  at  Carleton.  The  short  line  will  be  of 
very  little  use,  as  regai’ds  the  outlet  for  traffic,  unless  it  has 
good  permanent  facilities,  and  in  no  other  way  can  these  be 
got,  except  by  means  of  that  branch  to  the  deep  water  ter¬ 
minus.  If  any  single  line  controlled  that  it  wonld  be  able 
to  bluff  the  Short  Line,  or  in  some  way  interfere  with  the 
traffic.  Besides,  the  property  is  a  valuable  one  in  itself, 
comprised  not  only  of  4  miles  of  main  line  and  bridges,  but 
a  valuable  water  frontage  of  over  1,600  feet,  and  a  wharf 
which  cost  $1,200,  and  is  a  paying  property,  one  of  the  few 
wharves  in  St*  John  at  which  the  largest  vessels  that  go  to 
the  ocean  float  safely. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  that  these  are  the  explana¬ 
tions  on  which  the  Government  justifies  the  vote  or  not.  I 
ask  the  Minister  as  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
vote  was  brought  forward,  and  would  be  obliged  to  have  an 
answer  from  him.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  is  that 
of  an  independent  member  of  the  House,  but  not  that  of  the 
Administration. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  said  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I 
thought  this  was  an  important  property  for  the  Government 
to  have,  and  that  there  is  in  it  good  value  for  the  money.  I 
think  it  is  a  real  necessity,  as  we  are  going  to  have  a  pretty 
large  traffic,  that  the  Government  should  own  it,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  danger  of  one  company  obtaining  control 
over  it  to  the  detriment  of  others. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  this  railway  the  property  of  a  private 
company  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  believe  it  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Has  a  bargain  been  made  with  the 
company  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No;  there  has  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  does  tho  hon.  gentleman  know  he 
will  get  it  for  the  sum  mentioned  ?  Was  there  any  bargain  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  property  originally  cost  $150,000. 
The  company  offered  to  sell  it  to  the  Government  for  the 
sum  mentioned. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  negotiations  been  going  on  for 
some  time  for  the  sale  and  purchase  of  this  property  ?  No 
papers  have  been  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  have  been  no  negotiations,  but  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  property  could  be  acquired  for  this  amount* 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Was  the  application  made  by  the  company 
to  the  Government,  or  by  the  Government  to  the  company  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Unless  I  am  greatly  misinformed,  the 
proprietors  of  the  concern  deem  that  the  property  has  been 
depreciated  in  value  by  the  bridge  across  the  St.  John,  and 
claim  that  as  the  property  was  depreciated  in  value  through 
the  use  of  public  money,  their  property  should  be  pui’chased 
by  the  Government. 

Mr,  POPE.  That  has  not  come  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Did  the  advance  with  reference  to  the 
acquisition  of  the  property  begin  with  the  Government  or 
the  concern  ? 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  cannot  see  how  this  branch  can  be 
utilised,  unless  the  contemplated  Short  Line,  instead  of 
running  to  St.  John,  would  run  over  tho  St.  John  and  Maine 
Lino,  down  to  this  point,  within  3  miles  of  Carleton.  That 
property  might  then  be  valuable.  Another  railway  termi¬ 
nating  in  Carleton,  the  Grand  Southern,  at  first  ran  over  two 
or  three  miles  of  this  Carleton  branch,  but  the  Carleton 
Mr.  Foster. 


Branch  Company  wero  unreasonable,  and  compelled  the 
Grand  Southern  to  build  a  separate  line.  The  two  lines 
terminate  at  this  wharf.  How  this  branch  of  three  miles 
can  be  of  any  service  or  income  to  the  Government,  at  least 
by  the  Short  Line,  I  cannot  conceive.  The  wharf  may  be 
a  source  of  income  from  vessels  loading  at  deep  water  there, 
but  as  for  this  branch  line  being  used  by  any  line,  tho  only 
line  that  could  use  it  was  the  Grand  Southern,  and  they, 
not  being  able  to  come  to  arrangements,  built  a  separate 
branch  to  this  terminus. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  two  suffi¬ 
cient  reasons  to  justify  this  vote.  He  stated  the  Grand 
Southern  ran  in  there  and  wanted  an  outlet,  but  the  com¬ 
pany  that  controlled  this  road  and  the  Grand  Southern 
could  not  come  to  terms,  so  the  latter  built  an  independent 
line.  He  also  stated,  on  a  previous  occasion,  that  the  Short 
Line  would  be  built.  Taking  these  two  things  into  con¬ 
sideration  they.furnish  good  reasons  why  this  property 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  this  is  to  be  used  simply  by  the  Short 
Line  Railway,  it  ought  to  be  part  of  the  Short  Line  Railway. 
We  have  given  terminal  facilities  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  at  Quebec  and  at  Montreal,  and  at  various  other 
places,  and  if  this  is  to  be  part  of  the  Short  Line,  the  Short  Line 
Railway  Company  ought  to  buy  it  out  of  its  subsidy.  There 
is  no  reason  why  the  public  should  buy  it  and  present  it  to 
the  Short  Line  Railway.  The  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  not  state  whether  he  was  the  first  to  approach  the  pro¬ 
perty  owners,  or  the  property  owners  were  the  first  to 
approach  the  Government,  leads  mo  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  the  property  owners  who  approached  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  The  result  of  this  will  be  that  the  Grand 
Southern  and  the  Carleton  Bi’anch  will  be  useless,  and  that 
no  other  line  can  be  utilised  except  the  Short  Line,  because 
the  Grand  Southern  is  not  going  to  stop  at  Carleton,  but  is 
ready,  as  well  as  the  St.  John  and  Maine,  to  utilise  the 
bridge,  and  to  terminate  in  the  city  of  St.  John,  where  the 
Short  Line  is  also  to  terminate,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Short  Line  road  is  supposed  to  bring 
down  a  vast  amount  of  traffic  from  the  west,  and  to  make 
St.  John  and  Halifax  shipping  ports  for  grain  to  the  old 
country.  In  order  to  have  that  done,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  line  should  not  end  in  the  city,  but  should  go  down 
directly  to  deep  water,  where  large  vessels  can  lie  and  ship¬ 
ments  can  be  made.  Of  course,  the  Grand  Southern  wants 
to  get  into  the  city,  because  it  does  not  do  an  ocean  business. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  Are  we  to  suppose  that  elevators  are 
to  be  built  at  Carleton  and  at  the  deep  water  wharf?  I  do 
not  suppose  the  business  is  going  to  be  so  enormous  as  to 
require  all  that.  There  is  no  use  disguising  the  fact  th.it 
these  branches  are  to  be  made  useless,  as  they  will  be  if  this 
is  adopted.  Of  course,  if  this  great  western  ti'affic  com 'S 
down,  all  these  elevators  and  deep  water  wharves  may  bu 
kept  in  employment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  proposed  to  follow  this  up  by  a  vole 
for  the  erection  of  elevators  for  the  use  ol  the  railways  at 
Carleton  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  it  is  not. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Would  not  the  railway  be  left  there,  for  the 
use  of  any  company,  tho  Short  Line  or  any  other  company  ? 
I  do  not  see  that  it  changes  the  matter  if  tho  Government 
should  purchase  the  road.  It  is  there  already,  and  the  people 
of  Carleton  have  tho  benefit  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  My  hon.  friend  does  not  see  the  point, 
that  this  very  desirable  property  will  be  snapped  up  by 
others  if  we  do  not  buy  it  now.  Here  is  an  opportunity 
which  may  never  recur.  Hero  is  an  advantage  which  is 
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seized  by  this  far-seeing  Government,  who  observe  that  this 
is  the  special  opportunity  to  purchase  at  a  low  rate  property 
of  great  value,  for  which  capitalists  all  over  the  world  are 
eagerly  looking. 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John 
(Mr.  Weldon)  could  throw  a  great  deal  of  light  upon  this 
matter,  but  it  appears  that  he  is  afraid  to  express  his 
opinion  fearing  to  implicate  himself. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  may  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  con¬ 
sulted  me  as  to  whether  he  should  speak  on  this  subject  or 
not.  He  happens  to  be  a  shareholder  of  this  railway,  and  I 
said  that,  if  I  were  placed  in  the  same  circumstances  as  he 
was,  I  would  not  take  any  part  in  the  discussion. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Are  there  any  timber  limits 
or  colonisation  companies  there  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  think  there  are  any  timber  limits 
or  colonisation  companies  thero.  No  bargain  was  made 
with  the  Government.  It  wa3  not  by  the  Government  that 
the  Carleton  Kailway  was  acquired,  and  there  was  no  blind 
shares  in  it,  either. 

Mr.  White  (Hastings).  There  aro  no  blind  shares  in 
any  matter  that  I  am  connected  with.  Anything  I  have 
done  is  just  as  pure  and  honest  as  anything  you  had  to  do 
with ;  but  you  like  to  cover  up  things  which  affect  your 
own  friends. 

Pembina  Branch,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway — 

Award  and  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
claims  of  Messrs.  Murphy,  Kavanagh  and 
Upper,  and  Joseph  Upper  &  Co .  $100,000 

Mr.  POPE.  Most  of  this  work  was  done  whon  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  were  connected  with  the  Government. 
Wo  never  could  arrive  at  a  settlement,  and  it  was  referred 
to  arbitrators,  and  this  is  the  finding  of  the  arbitrators. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Who  were  the  arbitrators  ? 

Mr.  SHANLY.  Judge  Clarke,  of  Cobourg,  John  Bell,  of 
Belleville,  and  myself. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  satisfactory. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Was  this  for  work  actu¬ 
ally  done,  or  was  it  for  damages  for  the  road  being  taken 
out  of  these  gentlemen’s  hands  ? 

Mi\  SHANLY,  It  was  for  work  done.  There  was  an 
unsettled  account.  They  were  anxious  to  have  the  road 
finished  a  year  sooner  than  the  contract  roquired.  The 
arrangement  was  made  under  tho  Government  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York,  and  in  that  arrangement  they  set 
aside  the  contract  and  paid  item  by  item.  The  matter  never 
was  settled  until  this  year,  when  it  was  referred  to  arbitra¬ 
tion. 

Salaries  and  expenses  of  inspecting  engineers  and 

other  officers . .  . . .  $50,000 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  for  tho  whole  of  the  staff  of  engineers 
employed  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  all  other 
railways.  Hitherto,  the  larger  share  of  this  expenditure 
has  been  paid  out  of  an  appropriation.  There  is  no  appro¬ 
priation  now,  and  they  must  be  provided  for  in  this  way. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  under  this  heading 
it  appears  to  be  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  engineers 
alone.  Now,  we  surely  do  not  propose  to  spend  $50,000  in 
1886  on  merely  inspecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do  besides 
inspecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  We  have  to  keep 
a  regular  staff  for  some  little  time  yet,  both  in  the  office 
and  outside. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  stated  to 
me  the  other  day,  in  answer  to  a  question,  that  the  whole 
work  would  be  done  by  October. 

428 


Mr.  POPE.  I  said  I  thought  tho  track  would  be  laid,  so 
that  engines  could  go  over  in  October. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  has  been  stated  to  us  throughout  that 
such  progress  would  be  made  in  this  work  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  have  paid  off  the  loan  and  the  subsidy  by 
tho  month  of  September.  I  suppose  that  tho  Government 
sections  in  British  Columbia  will  also  have  been  completed 
by  that  time,  or  by  October.  Then,  after  the  company  has 
so  far  completed  this  work  that  the  Government  has  paid 
its  last  dollar  of  loan  and  subsidy,  and  tho  Government 
has  so  far  completed  its  work  that  it  has  delivered  over  this 
section,  what  are  tho  inspecting  engineers  to  do  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  They  will  not  have  got  all  their  money  as 
soon  as  the  contract  is  through,  because  certain  other  things 
will  have  to  be  done,  and  a  certain  oversight  will  have  to 
be  kept  on  this  work. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  much  is  remaining  unpaid  of  loans 
and  subsidies  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  about  $5,000,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  observe  that  accord¬ 
ing  to  a  construction  with  which  I  rather  quarrel,  a  view  has 
been  taken  that  this  road  is  completed  for  tho  purposes  of  the 
contract  as  soon  as  a  car  can  go  over  tho  rails,  and  you  find 
a  definition  something  like  those  words  in  Mr.  Schreibor’s 
statement  of  that  serpentine  exhibition  that  he  gavo  us  of 
tho  state  of  the  contract,  about  two  months  ago  ;  and  you 
find  complete  payments  made  with  reference  to  a  good  por¬ 
tion  of  the  road  north  of  Lake  Superior,  portions  that  are 
paid  off  altogether,  although  there  remains  a  great  deal  to 
be  done.  Well,  now,  wheD  does  the  hon.  gentloman  expect 
to  have  paid  off  the  Government  loan  and  subsidies  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  to  keep  close  watch  of  it,  and  that 
is  what  these  engineers  will  do.  North  of  Lake  Superior, 
and  on  other  sections  of  the  road',  there  are  some  temporary 
trestles  to  be  filled  yet,  which  have  not  been  paid  for,  so 
you  will  find  thero  are  other  things  to  bo  done  that  are  not 
paid  for.  Probably,  during  the  last  part  of  next  year,  we 
shall  have  as  much  work  to  do  for  our  engineers  as  we 
have  had  during  tho  last  year.  If  we  do  not,  I  will  be  all 
the  bettor  pleased. 

Intercolonial  Railway— Sleeping  Oars . . .  $150,000 

Mr.  POPE.  We  had  an  arrangement  with  tho  Pullman 
Car  Company,  by  which  they  put  on  their  cars  and  took  care 
of  them,  and  that  contract  expired,  I  think,  last  year.  They 
had  exactly  tho  same  contract,  I  believe,  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway.  We  thought  it  advisable  to  extend  it  for1 
a  little  time,  until  wo  saw  what  tho  Grand  Trunk  was  going 
to  do,  but  with  the  understanding  that  we  should  give  them 
six  months’  notice.  Under  that  contract  we  were  pledged 
to  take  these  cars  off  their  hands  at  a  valuation.  I  think 
the  notice  expires  the  first  of  next  month,  whon  wo  intend 
to  run  these  sleeping  oars  oursolves,  and  to  have  as  good 
cars  as  any  other  road.  The  Pullman  Company  have  ten 
cars  that  we  are  to  purchase,  and  the  price  of  each  will  be 
from  $13,000  to  $15,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  These  are  pretty  old  Pullmans,  I  under¬ 
stand. 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes ;  they  can  be  bought  at  a  valuation. 
These  cars  are  not  in  tho  condition  that  they  ought  to  bo. 
Wo  have  already  got  some  of  them  made  over,  and  the 
intention  is  to  make  them  as  good  as  now,  and  suitable  for 
any  road.  A  good  deal  of  our  business  are  excursionists 
travelling  through  the  country,  and  they  must  have  good 
accommodation.  At  this  time  of  tho  year  a  great  number 
of  people  are  travelling,  and  we  must  provide  for  them. 
We  must  put  these  cars  into  such  a  condition  as  will  be 
satisfactory  to  the  travelling  public. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Was  it  part  of  the  arrangement  made  by  the 
Mackenzie  Government  that  the  cars  were  to  bo  ultimately 


3418 


COMMON'S  DEBATES 


July  15, 


purchased,  or  is  this  an  arrangement  made  recently  ?  I 
was  not  aware  that  the  Government  were  bound,  at  the 
expiration  of  a  certain  time,  to  purchase  those  cars.  I  do 
not  understand  that  this  arrangement  was  made  by  the  late 
Government. 

Mr.  POPE.  No  ;  it  was  not. 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  is  a  very  little  over  a  year  since  the  con¬ 
tract  terminated.  This  arrangement  may  turn  out  to  be  a 
good  one,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  these  are  old- 
style  cars,  and  that  a  large  amount  of  money  will  bo 
required  to  repair  them,  so  as  to  be  equal  to  the  present 
standard. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  was  the  reason  this  arrangement  was 
made? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  knew  we  must  have  cars,  and  we  thought 
this  was  a  proper  thing  to  do. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Under  the  original 
contract  there  was  no  agreement  by  the  Government  to 
purchase  the  cars.  That  has  been  made  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  It  seems  a  very  unbusiness-like  transaction  to 
arrange  to  purchase  old  stock,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  new 
cars  can  be  obtained  at  from  $13,000  to  $15,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  more  than  merely  pui'chasing  old 
stock.  It  is  purchasing  old-fashioned  stock.  The  new 
sleeping  cars  are  very  much  better  than  the  sleepers  on  the 
Intercolonial,  which  do  not  compare  with  the  sleeping  cars 
on  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  division  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  by  any  manner  of  means.  It  is  a  great  advantage, 
on  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  road,  to  have  an  extra  width  in 
the  sleeping  car,  and  a  sufficient  height  to  sit  up  without 
knocking  your  head.  I  maintain  that  it  is  a  mistake  for  a 
road  like  the  Intercolonial,  which  is  dependent  on  pleasure 
travel  for  its  summer  passenger  business,  to  make  an 
arrangement  to  purchase  old-fashioned  sleeping  cars.  1 
observe  a  letter  in  a  newspaper  from  a  correspondent  who 
has  just  travelled  over  the  road.  He  points  out  the  most 
extraordinary  irregularity  in  regard  to  stopping  at  stations. 
He  said  that  the  train  ran  at  high  speed  from  Quebec  to 
Riviere  du  Loup.  After  that  point  it  lost  time  at  every  one 
of  the  stations,  and  at  last,  at  Campbellton,  where  the  train 
was  to  stop  15  or  20  minutes,  it  remained  45  minutes ;  and 
then  several  of  the  passengers  went  up  to  the  conductor 
and  asked  him  if  he  was  going  to  stay  all  night,  as,  if  that 
was  the  case,  they  would  take  lodgings ;  whereupon  the  train 
moved  off.  That  is  not  the  way  to  create  a  good  impression 
of  the  service  on  the  Intercolonial. 

Surveys  for  Cape  Breton  and  other  Railways .  $12,000 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  are  the  other  railways? 

Mr.  POPE.  Most  of  this  money  will  be  expended  on 
surveys  in  Cape  Breton.  If  there  is  anything  over  it  will  go 
to  surveys  for  other  railways. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  we  would  like  to  know  some  further 
particulars  about  the  other  railways.  There  are  a  great 
many  anxious  hearts  beating  to  know  what  the  other  rail¬ 
ways  are.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  tell  us  what 
the  other  roads  are  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  could  not.  It  is  intended  for  the  Capo 
Breton  Railway.  There  might  be  a  little  loft  over  for  other 
lines. 

Land  and  damages,  Grand  River,  and  filling  a  pond 

near  St.  Catharines . .  $21,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  this,  on  the  Grand 
River,  a  special  work  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  $16,000  is  for  claims  in  the  townships 
of  Dunnville,  North  Cayuga,  Dunn,  and  the  town  of  Cayuga. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  old  are  these  claims  ? 

Mr,  Vail. 


Mr.  POPE.  Since  about  1874. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  In  1874  a  dam  was  raised  at  Dunn’ 
ville  to  supply  water  to  the  canal,  and  by  that  means  there 
was  a  large  overflow  on  the  land,  and  some  of  the  banks 
were  washed  away  along  the  river.  The  matter  was  pressed 
for  some  time,  and  the  late  Government  settled  some  of  the 
cases  wore  the  laud  was  overflowed,  but  they  did  not  make 
allowance  for  those  cases  in  which  the  wind  drove  the  water 
upon  the  banks,  washing  away  the  land,  in  some  cases 
houses,  orchards,  and  even  portions  of  eemeteties. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  may  say  that  this  matter  has  been  before 
us  for  somo  time,  and  these  claims  have  been  in  course  of 
settlement,  but  we  deferred  them,  to  bring  them  all  in 
together. 

Mr.  BLAKE  What  is  this  other  item — filling  a  pond 
near  St.  Catharines,  $5,000  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  a  piece  of  land  which  has  been 
flooded  from  the  canal  near  St.  Catharines.  It  has  caused  a 
great  deal  of  complaint  in  the  city,  and  it  is  perfectly  useless ; 
so  now  we  propose  filling  tho  pond,  which  will  give  us  3J  or 
4  acres  of  land,  and  remove  a  nuisance. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  towards  filling 
the  pond.”  Will  any  more  be  required  ? 

M.  POPE.  The  engineer  says  that  an  expenditure  of 
$5,000  properly  applied  would  enable  this  quantity  of  land 
to  be  raised  I  foot  above  tho  water  level. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  this  is  money  well  expended  ; 
and  I  am  sure  tho  land  will  rent  for  a  sum  sufficient  to  pay 
the  interest.  At  present  this  pond  is  a  great  eye  sore  to  the 
city. 

Grenville  Canal— J.  Simard,  services . .  $75 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  a  special  caso,  in  which  this  gentle¬ 
man  was  a  sole  arbitrator  in  sottling  a  matter,  and  for  his 
services  he  charged  $15  a  day. 

Rideau  Canal — To  pay  land  damages  in  the  town¬ 
ship  of  Pittsburgh . . .  $550 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  has  this  occurred  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  have  been  vory  great  changes  in  the 
country ;  tho  timber  has  died  out,  and  the  wind  has  carried 
the  water  over  a  great  deal  of  the  land  and  destroyed  it. 
Theso  claims  have  been  sent  either  to  the  arbitrators  or  the 
valuators,  and  this  is  to  pay  one  of  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  likely  that  we  shall  have  a  recurrence 
of  these  claims  ?  The  Rideau  Canal  is  one  of  tho  oldest 
public  works  in  tho  country,  and  it  is  rather  alarming  that 
we  are  now  to  bo  called  upon  to  pay  land  damages  in  con¬ 
nection  with  it. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  believe  there  are  a  few  claims  that  will 
arise  from  the  very  cause  I  speak  of. 

Repairs  to  Road  Dyke  along  Lake  St.  Francis .  $4,000 

Mr.  KIRK.  When  the  main  Estimates  were  before  the 
House,  in  answer  to  an  enquiry  of  mine,  with  reference  to  a 
vote  I  expected  to  bo  put  in  the  Estimates  for  a  small  canal 
which  the  fishermen  of  Guysboro’  county  had  petitioned  for 
during  tho  early  part  of  tho  Session,  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Public  Works  advised  me  to  wait  until  I  would  see  what 
was  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates.  They  are  down,  and 
I  do  not  see  any  vote  for  this  work.  Perhaps  he  intends  to 
bring  down  Further  Supplementary  Estimates,  and  to  provide 
for  it  there ;  if  he  does,  I  have  nothing  more  to  say. 

Mr.  POPE.  What  is  the  work  ? 

Mr.  KIRK.  It  is  to  enlarge  a  canal  which  runs  through 
a  small  neck  of  land  and  connects  the  harbor  of  White 
Haven  with  Torbay.  It  was  built  by  the  Government  of 
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Nova  Scotia  before  Confederation,  but  it  was  notmade  quite 
deep  or  broad  enough.  Consequently,  it  can  only  be 
used  by  the  fishermen  when  the  tide  is  high.  The  Local 
Government,  a  few  years  ago,  voted  a  small  amount  of 
money  to  put  it  in  repair,  but  not  enough.  This  Govern¬ 
ment,  last  summer,  sent  an  engineer  to  examine  the  canal, 
and  he  reported  that  it  is  a  very  necessary  work,  and  that 
it  will  require  $6,000  to  put  it  in  a  position  to  serve  all  the 
requirements  of  the  people.  It  is  only  about  three-quarters 
of  a  mile  long,  and  if  put  in  proper  shape  it  would  bo  use¬ 
ful  to  fishermen,  a  large  number  of  whom  use  it  every  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  My  impression  is,  that  the  engineer  must 
have  been  sent  from  the  Public  Works  Department,  for  I 
have  no  recollection  of  hearing  of  this  canal  before. 

Mr.  PAINT.  Is  it  because  I  am  more  submissive  than 
the  hon  member  for  Guysboro’  (Mr.  Kirk),  that  I  should  be 
debarred  from  bringing  the  St.  Peter’s  Canal  claims  before 
this  House  ?  The  men  who  performed  the  hard  labor  of 
that  canal  and  lost  their  pay,  to  the  amount  of  $20,000, 
when  the  Opposition  were  in  power,  would  like  very  much 
to  have  those  claims  adjusted,  and  whatever  is  fair  and 
proper  in  the  matter  done. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  Referring  to  the  vote  before  the  com¬ 
mittee,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Railways  to  the  fact  that  representations  were  made  to  his 
predecessor  in  office  last  year  in  favor  of  an  extension  of 
this  dyke  upon  lake  St.  Francis.  An  officer  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  was  sent  there  to  make  examinations,  and  he  made  a 
report  to  the  effect  that  by  the  extension  of  that  dyke  a 
certain  distance,  great  relief  would  be  afforded  to  the 
inhabitants,  who  aro  now  suffering  by  the  overflow  of  the 
lake.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Minister  if  he  has  given  his 
attention  particularly  to  the  matter,  and  if  he  can  hold  out 
any  hope  that  action  will  be  taken  upon  the  report  of  that 
engineer. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  was  something  done  there  last  year, 
was  there  not  ? 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  There  may  have  been  some  repairs,  but 
I  think  there  tvas  nothing  done  in  the  way  of  extending 

the  dyke. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  informed  by  the  chiof  engineer  that 
there  was  a  certain  sum  of  money  expended  there  last  year, 
and  that  the  further  sum  the  hon.  gentleman  secs  in  the 
Estimates  will  be  expended  this  year. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  I  am  afraid  this  sum  is  only  for  repairs 
on  the  dyke,  and  not  for  extending  it. 

Montreal  Armories . . .  $45,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  had  another  vote 
for  this  the  other  evening. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEY1N.  The  other  vote  was  for  last 
year,  for  the  foundations  of  the  buildings,  as  I  explained. 
This  is  for  the  superstructure.  I  am  not  sure  that  this  will 
be  enough,  but  it  will  be  enough  until  Parliament  assembles 
again. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  About  what  is  expected  to  be  the  whole 
cost  of  the  armories  ? 

Harbors  and  Rivers — Nova  Scotia .  ........  $12,550 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  do  not  see  any  item  for  breakwaters  in  Guys¬ 
boro’,  for  which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  advised 
me  to  wait  until  these  Estimates  came  down.  The  total 
amount  to  be  expended  on  harbors  and  rivers  in  Nova  Scotia 
this  year  is  $14,000.  I  can  remember  very  well,  when  the 
Mackenzie  Government  was  in  power,  how  fond  the  Conser¬ 
vatives  were  of  tolling  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  gave  such  small 
grants  to  public  works  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  spent  every¬ 
thing  in  Ontario,  and  how  they  predicted  the  Conservatives 


would  be  more  liberal.  Yet  this  year  only  $14,000  are 
granted  the  wholo  of  Nova  Scotia  for  rivers  and  harbors, 
while  the  lowest  sum  ever  voted  during  Mr.  Mackenzie’s 
rigime  was  $56,500.  The  Goverumont  which  was  to  be  so 
much  more  favorable  to  Nova  Scotia,  can  only  afford  to  give 
$14,000,  while  Mr.  Mackonzie,  year  after  year,  granted  over 
$200,000. 

Mr.  PAINT.  He  never  had  to  suppress  a  rebellion. 

Mr.  KIRK.  That  is  quite  true,  but  he  might  also  say 
that  he  never  raised  a  rebellion. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he 
does  not  see  those  works  he  spoke  about  provided  for.  I  do 
not  see  them  either.  They  are  not  there,  because  the  Privy 
Council  did  not  think  wo  could  afford  to  ask  money  this 
year.  Works  to  the  extent  of  millions  of  dollars  aro  not  put 
in  the  Estimates,  because  we  do  not  want  to  increase  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  to  such  an  extent  as  to  have  to 
increase  taxation.  We  expect  our  revenue  generally  will 
be  bettor  next  year,  so  that  wo  will  bo  able  to  do  more  for 
public  works.  The  hon.  gentleman  only  looked  for  the 
column  for  1885-86  for  the  harbor  of  Nova  Scotia  when  ho 
said  there  was  only  $14,000  in  the  Estimates  ;  if  he  had 
looked  at  the  previous  column  ho  would  have  seen  that 
last  year  we  expended  $46,450  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  KIRK.  It  is  getting  snmller  evory  year. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Tnen  the  hon.  gentleman 
might  have  looked  at  public  buildings  for  Nova  Scotia,  and 
he  would  have  found  that  we  put  an  amount  of  $96,550  in 
the  Estimates  last  year,  and  have  put  $91,525  in  the  main 
Estimates  this  year.  It  may  happen  that,  for  harbors  and 
rivers,  we  have  not  been  able  to  do  as  much  for  all  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  as  we  would  desire.  For  dredging,  the  hon  gentle¬ 
man  sees  that  we  have  given  to  his  Province  $30,000,  while 
in  the  previous  year  we  gave  $42,000  ;  but  the  amount  for 
Queboc  is  reduced  from  $20,000  to  $15,000;  for  Ontario, 
from  $20,000  to  $  15,000  ;  for  British  Columbia,  from  $17,000 
to  $15,000,  so  that  the  reductions  are  not  limited  to  Nova 
Scotia,  but  they  aro  made  in  all  the  Provinces. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  confined  my  remarks  to  those  items  which 
immediately  interested  the  fishermen  ;  becauso,  when  you 
talk  about  looking  after  the  interests  of  the  fishermen,  we 
find  Ron,  gentlemen  opposite  saying :  We  have  given  them 
a  bonus  of  $150,000  for  fish,  but  that  is  voted  for  the  fisher¬ 
men  of  the  whole  Dominion,  and  while  Nova  Scotia  may 
probably  got  half  of  that  sum,  the  Government  are  robbing 

them,  on  the  other  hand,  and  depriving  them  of  tho  moneys 
they  formerly  received  from  the  Government.  Their 
necessaries  of  life  are  taxed  by  duties  on  articles  which  they 
require  in  order  to  prosecute  their  callings,  such  as  cordage 
and  cans.  These  items  alone  amount  to  a  good  deal  more 
than  the  money  you  give  them  as  a  bounty  for  their  fish. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  We  cannot  have  a  tariff  discussion. 

Mr.  KIRK.  While  the  fishermen  have  received 
$150,000  as  a  bounty,  it  is  taken  out  of  them  by  the  duties 
they  have  to  pay,  and  they  are  not  receiving  the  advantage 
they  formerly  received,  by  grants  of  money  for  breakwaters 
to  protect  their  boats  and  for  dredging  thoir  bai’bors,  and  at 
the  same  time  hon,  gentlemen  boast  of  being  so  liberal  to 
the  fishermen. 

Improvement  of  the  River  Yamaska . . . -  .........$10,500 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  $6,000  of  this  sum  is  to  pay 
the  contractors  the  balance  of  their  contract,  and  is  required 
to  complete  tho  locks.  All  tho  work  done  amounted  to 
about  $50,000,  and  the  object  is  to  remove  obstacles  and 
render  tho  river  navigable.  It  is  a  very  important  river, 
and  this  work  has  been  going  on  since  1882.  Wo  expended, 

then,  $7,000 ;  the  noxtyear,  $11,000;  the  next  year,  $11,000 ; 
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and  the  next  year,  $20,000  ;  and  this  is  for  the^  balance  of 
the  contract.  These  obstructions  in  the  river  extend  for 
a  distance  of  20  miles,  near  the  villages  the  St.  Hugues. 
This  is  in  a  very  large  and  important  district  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  cf  Quebec.  There  is  a  line  of  steamboats  on  the 
river. 

For  the  improvement  of  the  North  Saskatchewan 

River .  .  It  •••••  •••  •••••••••  $10,000  ! 

Mr.  TROW.  On  what  portion  of  the  North  Saskatche¬ 
wan  will  this  money  be  expended  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
say.  A  discussion  took  place  in  this  House  in  respoct  to 
the  Saskatchewan  River,  in  which  several  members,  includ¬ 
ing  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  took  part, 
and  it  was  represented  that  it  was  very  important  there 
should  bo  an  examination  or  survey  of  the  river.  That  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  about  $20,000  or  $25,000  being  granted 
for  that  purpose.  We  did  not  think  we  could  ask  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  $25,000,  but  wo  inserted  $10,000  in  the  Estimates. 
With  that  sum  we  expect  to  make  a  surveyor  examination, 
and  to  expend  part  of  the  money  in  making  improvements 
on  the  river. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  have  been  under  the  impression  that  the 
river  has  been  surveyed  repeatedly — twice  to  my  know¬ 
ledge — and  that  wo  have  reports  describing  the  rapids  and 
interruptions  to  navigation. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.-  There  were,  no  doubt,  some 
partial  surveys  ;  but  thero  has  not  been  a  thorough  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  river.  It  will  bo  of  great  advantage  to  know 
what  points  should  bo  dredged  or  improved. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  the  larger  amount  of  money 
should  be  expended  in  making  improvements  rather  than 
in  conducting  surveys.  The  captains  of  steamboats  which 
navigate  the  river  will  be  able  to  furnish  information  as  to 
the  points  where  money  can  be  spent  to  the  best  advantage. 

Roads  and  Bridges  . . . . .  $16,100 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  sum  of  $3,000  to  aid  the 
municipality  of  New  Edinburgh  to  erect  an  iron  bridge 
across  Rideau  River  is,  I  suppose,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
Government  House  is  situated  on  the  other  side.  The  item 
looks  like  voting  an  amount  for  a  purely  local  enterprise. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes,  it  is  local ;  but  the 
interest  we  have  in  it  as  a  Government  is  such  as  should 
lead  us  to  do  it.  The  grounds  of  Rideau  Hall  are  extensive, 
and  form  more  than  half  the  area  of  the  municipality,  which 
could  not,  therefore,  afford  to  rebuild  the  bridge  without 
some  aid. 

Telegraphs . .  $28,650 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Why  is  it  necessary  that  the  Govern- 1 
mont  should  build  a  telegraph  line  between  Amherst  Island 
and  the  mainland  at  Bath  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  Government  have  con¬ 
sidered  a  request  made  to  them  with  respect  to  having  tele¬ 
graph  communication  there.  The  people  of  Amherst 
Island  contribute  to  the  revenue  of  the  country,  and  cannot 
have  the  benefit  of  any  improvement,  except  such  as  that 
which  is  proposed.  The  people  have  undertaken  to  build 
the  land  lines  on  the  island.  I  believe  the  interests  of 
shipping  will  also  bo  served  by  having  a  telegraph  line 
there. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  has  not  answered  my 
point.  Why  is  it  necessary  for  the  Government  to  under¬ 
take  the  work  ?  Will  not  private  enterprise  do  it  ?  Have 
enquiries  been  made,  to  see  if  the  ordinary  telegraph  service 
will  not  make  a  connection  with  Amherst  Island, 

Sir  Hector  Langevin. 


I  Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  We  understand  from  the 
inhabitants  that  they  cannot  obtain  telegraph  communica¬ 
tion  except  by  this  means.  The  Government  will  not  work 
the  line,  and  of  course  they  will  work  on  the  island  without 
the  interference  of  the  Government.  The  Government  will 
give  the  cable  ;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  thiuk  this  is  a  very  proper  thing  to 
do,  because  those  islands  are  so  situated  that  in  most  cases 
they  derive  no  advantage  from  the  public  works  on  the  main¬ 
land,  though  they  contribute  as  much  to  the  revenue,  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  population,  as  any  other  part  of  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  will  not  do  to  carry  that 
point  too  far.  There  are  many  counties  in  Ontario  which 
are  among  the  largest  revenue-contributing  counties  in  the 
Dominion,  but  they  got  nothing  at  all  from  the  Dominion 
Government,  except,  possibly,  $10,000  or  $15,000  for  public 
buildings.  A  vote  of  this  kind  must  bo  justified  in  the 
public  interest,  and  not  on  that  ground. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  the  Government  making  this  grant 
simply  to  accommodate  those  people,  or  because  they  cannot 
be  otherwise  accommodated  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
the  people  there  have  made  some  representations,  but  that 
does  not  necessarily  justify  the  grant. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  When  the  deputation  came 
down  here,  I  asked  them  the  same  question  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  asked,  and  they  said  they  had  tried  each  of  the 
companies,  but  they  could  not  get  them  to  expend  a  dollar, 
because  the  lines  would  not  be  profitable,  but  that  afterwards 
tho  company  might  probably  operate  them.  They  thought 
they  should  have  some  little  benefit,  especially  as  there 
were  some  seasons  of  the  year  when  they  do  not  get  to  tho 
island. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  many  are  there  on  the 
island  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  There  are  about  two  town¬ 
ships. 

Mr.  BOWELL,  Thero  is  another  reason  for  tho  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  telegraph.  The  most  dangerous  portions  of  Lake 
Ontario,  in  regard  to  navigation,  aro  about  the  head  of  that 
island,  and  near  the  Brothers’  Islands  below  it.  Wrecks 
often  take  place  there,  and  it  is  important  that  there  should 
be  rapid  means  of  communicating  botween  tho  island  and 
the  mainland.  Although  the  island  is  well  settled,  and 
although  it  is  a  good  farming  locality,  there  is  not  enough 
business  on  tho  island  to  make  the  telegraph  a  paying 
investment  for  the  company.  For  these  reasons,  this 
amount,  or  even  $2,000  or  $3,000,  would  be  money  well  spent 
for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  It  should  also  be  stated  that 
the  parties  themselves  are  doiDg  a  great  deal  towards  con¬ 
structing  the  line  on  the  island. 

For  the  preparation  of  Dr.  Rand’s  Micmac  Indian 

dictionary . . . .  $1,000 

i  Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  many  Micmacs  aro  there 
in  tho  Dominion  ? 

Mr.  PAINT.  There  are  about  2,500. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Including  Now  Brunswick  ? 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  think  not.  I  may  say  that  the  Rev.  Silas  T. 
Rand  has  given  35  of  the  best  years  of  his  life  as  a  missionary 
among  these  Indians,  and  he  has  collected  some  30,000  words 
in  this  dictionary,  and  he  asks  for  this  assistance  to  publish 
the  work. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  may  say  that  this  gentleman,  as  the 
hou.  member  for  Richmond  has  stated,  has  devoted  a  great 
deal  of  attention  to  tho  compilation  of  this  dictionary  for 
the  benefit  of  that  tribe.  The  book  will  bo  used  in  their 
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guhools,  and  by  the  educated  Micmacs  generally.  We  all 
know  that  the  sale  of  a  work  of  that  kind  will  not  compensate 
any  author  /or  publishing  it ;  hence,  the  Government  deemed 
it  highly  proper  that  he  should  be  aided  to  this  extent  in 
the  publication  of  his  work. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  member 
for  Richmond  if  Micmac  is  taught  in  the  Indian  schools.  If 
so,  they  must  have  school  books  in  Micmac,  as  well  as  the 
dictionary. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  This  dictionary  is  used  for  instruction 
in  the  Micmac  language  in  every  way. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWEIGAT.  According  to  such  in¬ 
formation  as  we  have  of  these  missionary  tongues,  the  mis¬ 
sionary,  in  most  cases,  has  to  construct  a  language  out  of 
his  own  bead.  I  know  that  in  some  cases,  when  the  work 
has  been  done,  the  Indians  themselves  have  not  recognised 
their  own  language. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  question  arises  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  maintaining  an  Indian 
school  in  which  the  lessons  aro  not  taught  in  English. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  They  are. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  know  that  tho  company 
who  maintain  several  schools  in  my  county,  are  making  it 
imperative  that  the  studies  shall  all  bo  in  English,  and  if 
the  Government  are  attempting  to  bring  the  Indians  into 
full  citizenship,  it  seems  to  me  the  public  money  should  be 
used  to  teach  them  English  and  to  assimilate  them  to  the 
rest  of  the  people. 

Mr  PAINT.  The  Rev.  Silas  T.  Rand  brought  the  highest 
credentials fiom  the  University  of  Dalhousie,  in  Nova  Scotia, 
from  the  University  of  Acadia  College,  from  the  College  of 
Sackville,  N.B.,  and  from  Sir  William  Dawson,  all  recom¬ 
mending  this  work  and  soliciting  the  Dominion  Government 
to  aid  its  publication. 

To  pay  for  the  compilation,  printing  and  publishing 
of  correspondence,  petitions,  reports  and  Orders 
in  Council  respecting  provincial  legislation . .  $500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  this  reference  to 
a  justification  of  the  numerous  disallowances  that  have 
taken  place  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  cannot  give  the  bon.  gentleman  any 
other  information  than  is  hero,  but  I  will  try  and  obtain  it 
for  him. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  this  is  intended  to 
produce  a  full  report  of  all  the  correspondence  that  has 
taken  place  with  respect  to  all  the  Acts  of  disallowance 
since  Confederation,  I  doubt  very  much  whether  $500  would 
do  it,  and  if  it  is  not,  it  is  of  very  little  value. 

Expenses  for  translating  and  printing  Chinese  immi¬ 
gration  report .  $4,500 

Mr.  BAKER.  May  I  ask  what  this  particular  sum  is  for  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  is  for  the  printing  of  the 
Chinese  commissioners’  report. 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  would  move  the  word  “  commisioners  ”  bo 
substituted  for  the  word  “  immigration.” 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  This  may  bo  altered,  but 
the  report  was  about  the  Chinese  immigration.  There  is 
only  one  report,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  ambiguity 
in  tho  title. 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  know  the  impression  it  will  convey  to  the 
people  in  British  Columbia. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  We  will  mako  tho  altera¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  Where  was  this  work  done,  and  by 
whom  ? 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  was  printed  in  Montreal, 
by  the  Minerve  Publishing  Company. 

North-West  Mounted  Police — Equipment,  pay  and 

maintenance  of  additional  men . .  $250,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Judging  by  the  expen¬ 
diture  for  the  remainder  of  the  force,  that  amount  will  bo 
inadequate.  It  does  not  compare  with  the  vote  already 
taken  for  the  mounted  infantry  at  Winnipeg.  However,  it 
can  be  repaired,  as  we  meet  again  without  great  delay. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Tho  hon.  gentleman’s  opinion  is  borne 
out  by  the  memorandum  placed  in  my  hand.  The  memor¬ 
andum  reads  as  follows  :  Equipment,  pay  and  maintenance 
of  an  additional  500  men.  This  amount,  I  am  afraid,  will 
not  be  sufficient  for  the  service  mentioned,  hut  that  will 
depend  largely  on  the  number  of  men  mounted,  a  subject 
which  is  at  present  receiving  the  consideration  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  If  the  whole  are  mounted,  it  certainly  will  not 
cover  the  expenditure  ;  if,  however,  they  determine  not  to 
mount  the  whole  500,  the  expenses  connected  with  the 
equipment  will  not  be  so  much.  It  may  ho  all  required 
before  Parliament  meets  again. 

Liquor  License  Act — To  pay  commissioners  and 
inspectors  appointed  to  administer  the 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  and  generally  to 
meet  expenditure  made  under  the  Act  for  the 
license  year  ending  15th  April,  1886  . .  $50,000 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  What  amount  was  expended  last 
year  in  enforcing  this  Act  ?  and  what  was  the  amount  con¬ 
tributed  by  the  hotel  keepers  and  by  shop  licenses  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  stated  that  the  amount  in  round  num¬ 
bers  was  $140,000  or  $150,000,  including  the  amount 
provided  by  votes  here  to  day,  and  the  fees  paid  in  at 
additional  places. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  According  to  the  Estimates  in  the 
year  1884  85,  $5,000  was  contributed  by  the  country  for 
the  Liquor  License  Act.  In  1885-86,  $20,000  was  voted  ;  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  for  1884-85  we  find  $60,000 ; 
and  we  have  now  estimates  of  $50,000.  That  makos  the 
amount  expended  by  the  country  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
Act  $135,000.  There  is  a  return  brought  down  as  to  the 
amount  that  was  contributed  by  the  hotel  keepers  and  tho 
shop  keepers  throughout  the  country.  I  had  not  time  to 
find  out  the  exact  amount,  but  I  think  the  tax  imposed  on 
the  hotels  and  shops  of  the  Dominion  amounted  to  at  least 
$100,000.  I  will  give  you  an  idea  of  what  it  cost  in  differ¬ 
ent  places.  In  Brant  $670  was  paid  to  the  commissioners 
and  the  inspectors  and  sub-inspectors ;  in  Bruce  $540  was 
paid  to  the  commissioners,  or,  at  least,  I  should  say,  was 
contributed  by  the  hotel  keepers  and  shop  keepers  there. 
In  Elgin  $855  was  levied  on  tho  hotel  keepers  and  shop 
keepers,  and  in  Essex  $885.  In  Grey,  one  of  the  most 
intelligent,  largest  and  best  counties  in  the  Dominion, 
there  was  levied  on  these  good  men  and  true  $980. 
In  the  city  of  Hamilton  I  find  that  a  tax  was  imposed  on  the 
hotel  keepers  of  $1,845;  in  the  county  of  Hasting,  so  ably 
represented  by  the  Minister  of  Customs  and  the  member  for 
East  Hastings  (Mr.  White),  and  the  other  distinguished 
gentleman,  they  have  had  to  contribute  $1,300  for  tho  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Act;  in  Kingston,  $755  ;  in  Lambton,  $1,140  ; 
Lanark,  $535  ;  Leeds  and  Grenvillo,  $895;  Lennox  and 
Addington,  $590  ;  in  the  city  of  London,  represented  by  the 
Postmaster  General,  $920;  in  the  county  of  Northumber¬ 
land,  $410;  Ontario,  $645;  the  city  of  Ottawa,  $1,210; 
Oxford,  $515  ;  Peel,  $565  ;  Perth,  $1,205  ;  Poterboro’,  $760  ; 
Renfrew,  $655  ;  Simcoo,  $630  ;  Wellington,  $1,080  ;  York, 
$1,445 ;  Waterloo,  $1,135 ;  Welland,  $855 ;  and  Toronto, 
$4,480.  I  would  like  to  know  what  was  the  use  of  levying 
this  tax  upon  tho  hotel  keepers  and  tho  shop  keepers  of  this 
country  to  this  alarming  amount,  when,  during  the  last 
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Session  of  this  House,  an  amendment  of  the  Liquor  License 
Act  was  passed,  suspending  its  operation  in  regard  to  certain 
matters  and  compelling  hotel  keepers  to  take  out  Local 
Licenses.  During  this  Session  a  Bill  was  introduced,  and 
I  believe  passed,  to  suspend  the  Act,  and  yet  we  find  that 
850,000  is  asked  when  the  Act  is  suspended.  The  people 
will  no  doubt  be  surprised  to  find  we  have  spent  $135,000 
on  account  of  this  Act,  which  does  not  protect  them  or  pro¬ 
tect  any  interest  whatever. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
out  of  order  in  speaking  of  the  money  contributed  by  the 
hotel  and  saloon  keepers  of  the  country.  What  has  this  to 
do  with  this  vote  ?  I  should  like  you  to  rule  on  that  point. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Paint).  I  am  disposed  to  allow 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  make  his  remarks,  very  short. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  was  aware,  from  your  well-known 
fairness,  that  you  would  allow  me  to  proceed.  After  the 
Act  has  been  suspended,  what  do  we  want  the  money  for  ? 
Why  should  wo  throw  $50,000  away  in  paying  officers  who 
should  have  been  dismissed  as  soon  as  the  Act  was  sus¬ 
pended  ?  I  think  the  people  have  reason  to  complain  of  the 
introduction  of  the  measure  at  all,  of  the  enormous  amount 
expended,  and  that  the  hotel  keepers  have  reason  to  complain 
of  the  heavy  tax  levied  upon  them,  which  has  given  no  pro¬ 
tection  to  the  people  against  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquor, 
or  to  the  hotel  keepers  themselves.  The  law  has  been  a  dead 
letter  from  the  beginning,  and  yet  the  Government  ask  for 
a  vote  of  $50,000. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  put  the 
case  fairly  ;  he  has  overlooked  the  very  important  fact  that 
the  Act  has  been  suspended  only  in  regard  to  those  matters 
which  are  inconsistent  with  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  that,  only,  until  we  get  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council.  There  is  no  doubt  as  to  our  right  to  grant  whole¬ 
sale  licenses  and  licenses  to  druggists,  and,  in  Scott  Act 
counties  our  inspectors  are  the  officers  who  are  bound  to 
enforce  the  law,  and  the  machinery  must  remain  organised 
as  it  was.  I  know  myself  that  from  the  Lower  Provinces 
I  have  complete  testimony  from  parties,  independent  of 
politics,  who  state  that  they  regret  there  was  any  constitu¬ 
tional  difficulty ;  that  they  never  know  an  Act  bettor  calcu¬ 
lated  to  promote  order  and  regulate  and  restrain  the  sale 
of  liquor,  and  they  would  bo  only  too  glad  if  the  constitu¬ 
tional  question  was  settled  in  favor  of  that  Act. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Is  it  from  your  own  inspectors? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  was  from  the  people  of  both  sides 
of  politics.  We  are  not  discussing  the  law  itself,  but  the 
propriety  of  this  vote  of  $50,000,  to  make  up  any  deficiency 
that  will  occur  this  year.  As  I  have  said,  the  board  of  com¬ 
missioners  must  be  retained  until  this  question  is  finally 
settled,  and  the  inspectors  must  be  retained,  even  were 
thero  no  licenses  granted,  except  the  druggists  licenses,  in 
every  Scott  Act  county  of  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  am  desirous  of  knowing  what| 
salary  is  paid  to  the  commissioners,  to  the  inspectors,  and  i 
the  sub-inspectors.  I  asked  this  question  before,  and  the  j 
Minister  told  me  he  did  not  know.  I  am  very  anxious  to 
know,  because  it  appears  to  me  that  this  tax  that  is  levied 
upon  hotel  keepers  and  shop  keepers  is  for  no  other  purpose 
than  to  pay  these  officers,  when  they  do  no  good,  do  not  ad¬ 
minister  the  law  and  are  of  no  benefit  at  all. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  have  already  answered  that  it  was 
proposed  to  allow  the  commissioners  a  per  diem  allowance 
of  $5  for  every  day  they  actually  sit  at  the  board,  and  a 
travelling  fee  of  10  cents  per  mile  going  to  and  returning 
from  these  meetings.  With  regard  to  the  salaries  of  inspec¬ 
tors,  there  is  no  fixed  rate,  because  we  had  to  consider  the 
questions  of  divisions,  the  population,  the  number  of  licenses 
Mr.  LANDERKIN. 


issued,  so  as  to  form  some  idea  of  the  work  and  to  settle 
the  salary  on  a  regular  scale. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Will  you  tell  me  what  is  the  salary 
paid  to  the  sub-inspector  in  the  county  of  Grey  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  cannot  remember,  for  the  200  coun¬ 
ties. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Would  it  amount  to  $400  or  $500  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  will  amount  to  $600  or  $700,  from 
the  receipts  that  he  gave  awhile  ago. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  understand  this  year  he  issued 
two  licenses,  and  consequently  the  people  have  had  to  pay 
him  $300  for  each  license. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  was  speaking  from  the  figures  he 
read.  If  there  were  only  two  licenses  issued  in  that  county, 
I  think  the  salary  would  be  much  smaller. 

Mr.  HESSON.  If  the  hon.  member  for  Grey  had  heard 
the  discussion  in  the  House  this  afternoon,  he  would  not 
have  spoken  in  this  way.  Ho  seems  to  forget  that  the  hotel 
keepers  who  applied  for  Dominion  licenses  did  so  on  their 
own  option.  Thero  was  a  doubt  as  to  which  Government 
had  a  right  to  issue  licenses,  and  tho  hotel  keepers  had  their 
option  to  apply  to  the  Dominion  Government  and  pay  their 
$10  and  $5,  which  was  $15  for  the  security  which  that 
option  presented  if  they  took  advantage  of  it.  The  security 
would  not  be  prosecuted  by  either  Government,  who  might 
have  a  right  to  take  action  if  they  found  they  had  authority. 
A  great  many  came  forward  and  made  that  deposit  as  a 
security  that  they  would  be  protected  by  both  Governments 
from  prosecution,  and  I  have  not  hoard  any  fault  found  by 
the  licensed  victuallers  of  Ontario  in  that  regard.  At  pre¬ 
sent  the  question  has  been  decided  that  wholesale  licenses, 
at  all  events,  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Government, 
but  thero  is  still  a  doubt  as  to  whether  this  Government 
have  control  over  retail  licenses,  and  that  question  has  still 
to  be  settled  by  the  Privy  Council-.  Now,  certain  sums 
have  been  paid  in — in  tho  county  of  Perth,  something  over 
$1,200 — but  I  have  not  heard  any  complaints  from  the 
licensed  victuallers  in  that  county,  and  thore  is  still  some¬ 
thing  like  $600  lying  to  the  credit  of  tho  Government  in 
that  fund. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Does  the  chairman  of  the  commissioners, 
who,  in  Nova  Scotia,  is  tho  county  judge,  receive  the  same 
fee  as  the  other  commissioners  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  think  there  is  a  little  difference  in 
favor  of  the  chairman. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  repay  this  $15  to  the  hotel  keepers  of  this  country  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  will  take  a  little  time  to  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Since  tho  Minister  seems  to  fix  the  salaries 
of  inspectors  according  to  the  number  of  licenses  which  are 
issued  in  their  respective  counties,  how  is  he  going  to 
arrange  their  salaries  in  Scott  Act  counties,  where  there  are 
no  licenses  issued  ?  I  trust  the  Minister  will  fix  the  salaries 
in  Scott  Act  counties  sufficiently  high  to  cause  the  men  to 
do  the  work  efficiently. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  did  not  state  that  their  salaries  were 
fixed  exclusively  according  to  the  number  of  licenses  issued. 
I  said  that  in  order  to  arrive  at  some  settlement  of  the 
matter  various  points  had  to  bo  taken  into  consideration, 
such  as  the  extent  of  the  district,  the  number  of  licenses 
issued,  and  so  on.  In  Scott  Act  counties  it  will,  of  course, 
bo  different. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Does  the  Minister  think 
that  the  amount  of  the  present  vote,  $50,000,  will  be  likely 
to  meet  tho  requirements  of  the  board  ?  Last  year  the 
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expenses  were  $150,000.  Of  that  amount  there  was  contri¬ 
buted  from  other  sources  $“73,000.  I  suppose  the  Minister 
proposes  to  reduce  the  salaries,  as  tho  amount  of  contribu¬ 
tions  will  be  considerably  reduced.  Wo  must  remember 
that  much  of  the  revenue  which  was  contributed  from 
other  sources  will  not  be  available  for  tho  present  year,  as 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  Government  intend  to  issue 
tavern  licenses  in  future.  Does  the  Minister  hope  to  got 
through  with  $50,000  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Ido. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Does  tho  hon.  gentleman 
intend  to  reduce  the  amount  paid  to  the  license  inspectors  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Tho  work  will  bo  merely  nominal. 
They  are  holding  their  positions,  lest’we  should  have  to 
arrange  a  new  staff.  Their  duties  will  not  involve  the  same 
labor  as  their  duties  did  last  year,  for  which  they  were  paid 
a  larger  amount. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  congratulate  tho  license 
victuallers  on  having  such  an  able  and  ardent  advocate  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  I  am  sure  the  hotel  keepers 
and  saloon  keepers  will  bo  only  too  happy  to  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  pay  that  amount  over  again.  I  am  speaking  the 
sentiments  of  the  licensed  victuallers. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
Bpeaking  the  sentiments  either  of  tho  licemed  victuallers  or 
tne  temperance  people. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  believe  he  is. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  Are  all  moneys  collected  under 
the  Act  paid  in  as  part  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  of 
Canada,  and,  if  that  be  so,  are  the  commissioners  justified  in 
reserving  for  themselves  so  much  on  account  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  They  have  power  to  retain  money  to 
pay  their  running  expenses.  Then  the  Dominion  must  make 
up  the  deficiency. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  If  it  should  appear  that  we 
had  no  right  to  pass  the  Act,  the  people  should  bo  given 
their  money  back.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  hotel  keepers 
throughout  Ontario  would  bo  willing  to  pay  $15  each  for 
the  peace  they  have  had  during  the  past  year.  The  inspec¬ 
tors  and  commissioners  could  not  say  to  them  :  You  must 
get  a  license.  The  Ontario  Act  is  a  machine  to  make  men 
vote  against  their  consciences. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Can  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  lay 
on  the  Table  the  Orders  in  Council  sanctioning  the  various 
payments  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  do  not  think  I  could  at  once,  although 
I  have  no  desire  to  place  obstructions  in  the  way. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Perhaps  it  will  be  a  more  simple  matter, 
if,  instead  of  furnishing  Orders  in  Council,  the  Minister 
would  lay  on  the  Table  a  schedule  showing  the  salaiy 
that  has  been  assigned  to  those  various  officers. 
That  would  simplify  the  matter,  and  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  copy  out  the  former  parts  of  the  Orders 
in  Council  in  that  way.  I  think  it  is  important  that 
we  should  know  how  this  sum  is  to  bo  apportioned,  for 
although  the  duties  of  the  officers  continue  to  some  extent 
in  those  counties  that  have  passed  the  Scott  Act,  that  does 
not  apply  to  the  remaining  counties,  although  they  have 
some  small  duties  remaining.  On  the  whole,  the  duties  of 
these  officers,  as  they  deal  only  with  wholesale  druggists 
and  vessel  licenses,  are  almost  nil,  and  therefore  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  that  we  should  know  on  what  basis  their  salaries  are 
now  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  will  not  be  able  to  give  the  Orders 
in  Council  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to.  This  $50,000  is  to 
pay  the  salaries  of  the  same  officers  for  which  $60,000  was 
asked  last  year.  I  may  say  that  it  is  to  be  understood  these 


officers  must  not  expect  the  same  salaries  as  before,  as  the 
work  is  very  largely  reduced. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings),  Have  the  officers  boon  notified 
to  that  effect  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  They  will  be. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY— FURTHER 
SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  presented  a  Message  from  His  Excel¬ 
lency  the  Governor  General,  transmitting  Further  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1886. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  tho  Message,  as  follows : — 
LA^SDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons  additional 
Supplementary  Estimates  of  sums  required  for  the  Service  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1386;  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  “The  British  North  America  Act,  1867,”  he  recommends 
these  Estimates  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  15th  July,  1885. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  Message,  and  the  Esti¬ 
mates  transmitted  therewith,  be  referred  to  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  tho  adjournment  of 
tho  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  tho  Houso  adjourned  at  1:15  a.m. 
Thursday . 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Thursday,  16th  July,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

TROUBLES  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  received 
any,  and  if  so,  how  many  communications,  and  at  what 
dates,  from  Bishop  Grandin,  relating  to  North-West  affairs, 
and  not  brought  down  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  correspond¬ 
ence  of  record  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  from 
Bishop  Grandin  since  that  which  he  addressed  to  Mr.  Laird, 
in  1876,  already  laid  on  the  Table  of  tho  House,  except  a 
communication  dated  the  19th  March,  1882,  in  which  ho 
asks  for  assistance  in  the  construction  of  a  hospital,  a  sub¬ 
sidy  for  the  hospital,  and  help  for  the  orphanages,  and  one 
(not  dated)  received  on  the  30th  September,  1882,  asking 
that  Michael  Deane  be  instructed  to  survey  their  settlement. 
These  letters  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the  half-breed 
question,  nor  wero  they  called'for  by  any  Order  of  the  House. 
The  Order  called  for  correspondence  relating  to  land  claims 
at  Prince  Albert  and  the  neighboring  districts.  Albort 
is  not  in  the  neighborhood  of  Prince  Albert,  but  in  tho 
neighborhood  of  Edmonton — over  400  miles  west  of  Prince 
Albert.  Michael  Deane  was  instructed  to  survey  the  settle¬ 
ment  at  St.  Albert  in  the  spring  of  1883.  I  may  as  well  say 
that  there  are  a  great  many  letters,  I  dare  say,  addressed 
to  individual  members  of  the  Government,  which  are  not 
considered  official,  but  thoy  will  be  collated  as  fast  as  they 
can  bo,  and  laid  on  tho  Table  of  the  House  at  tho  beginning 
of  next  Session. 
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Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  addressed 
any,  and  if  so,  how  many  communications,  and  at  what  date, 
to  Bishop  Grandin,  relating  to  North-West  affairs,  and  not 
brought  down  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  did 
not,  since  18 *  6,  address  any  communication  to  Bishop 
Grandin  on  North-West  affairs  generally,  but  in  reply  to 
bis  letter  of  1882  he  was  informed  that  instructions  had 
been  given  for  the  survey  of  the  lands  in  the  settlement. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  received 
any,  and  if  so,  how  many  communications  from  inhabitants 
of  St.  Albert,  Edmonton  or  Fort  Saskatchewan,  through 
Father  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney,  in  the  winter  of  1883,  not 
brought  down — whether  the  Government  received  any,  and 
if  so,  how  many  communications  from  Father  Leduc  and 
Mr.  Maloney,  or  either  of  them,  on  the  same  subjects,  not 
brought  down  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  On  the  7th  April,  1883,  a  communica¬ 
tion  was  received  from  Father  Leduc  and  Mr.  Maloney, 
representing  the  people  of  Edmonton  and  Fort  Saskatche¬ 
wan,  asking  for  a  river  lot  survey,  patents,  a  land  office, 
recognition  of  claims  to  lands  by  settlement  in  advance  ot 
survey,  without  reference  to  the  question  of  whether  the 
sections  settled  upon  were  even  or  odd,  and  making  other 
representations  in  regard  to  local  land  questions.  The 
only  references  of  a  general  character  in  this  communication 
was  one  on  the  subject  of  representation  in  Parliament,  and 
a  short  paragraph  asking  consideration  for  the  requests  of 
the  half-breeds.  There  were  two  short  letters  subsequently, 
having  reference  to  the  first.  They  were  answered  on  the 
12th  April,  1883,  promising  them  the  survey  asked  for,  the 
establishment  of  a  land  office,  the  issue  of  patents  upon 
proof  of  title,  and  the  recognition  of  the  claims  of  actual 
settlers,  in  accordance  with  tho  provisions  ol  the  law  in  that 
behalf.  There  was  no  Order  of  the  House  calling  for  papers 
having  reference  to  land  claims  in  the  Edmonton  district. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  addressed 
any,  and  if  so,  how  many  communications  to  Father  Leduc 
and  Mr.  Maloney  on  North-West  affairs,  not  brought  down? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  There  were  two  letters  sent  from  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  to  Messrs.  Leduc  and  Maloney 
•—one  dated  the  12th  April,  1883,  replying  in  full  to  their 
representations,  and  one  dated  the  3rd  September,  1883, 
acknowleging  and  replying  to  the  later  letters  received  in 
the  Department  on  the  27th  August,  1883. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether,  in  the  year  1882,  instruc¬ 
tions  were  sent  to  the  surveyor  engaged  in  the  special  river 
lot  survey  at  St.  Albert  to  desist;  and  whether  thisinstruc 
tion  was  acted  on  for  the  time?  Whether,  in  1883,  instruc¬ 
tions  were  sent  to  have  a  river  lot  survey  at  St.  Albert, 
Edmonton  or  Fort  Saskatchewan,  and  whether  such  survey 
was  made  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Mr.  Michael  Deane,  without  instruc¬ 
tions  from  the  Department,  and  while  carrying  instruc¬ 
tions  to  do  other  work,  commenced  a  river  survey  at  St. 
Albert,  in  1882.  When  the  Surveyor-General  discovered 
from  Mr.  Deane’s  progress  roturns  what  he  was  doing,  he 
insisted,  very  properly,  upon  obedience,  and  ordered  Mr. 
Deane  to  proceed  with  the  work  which  he  had  instructions 
to  do.  In  the  spring  of  1883  Mr.  Deane  got  a  new  con¬ 
tract,  including  tho  river  survey  at  St.  Albert  and  Fort 
Saskatchewan,  which  he  duly  performed.  Tho  survey  of 
tho  Edmonton  settlement  on  the  river-lot  system  was 
included  in  his  contract  for  the  previous  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  answers  wero  given,  not 
brought  down,  to  any,  and  if  so,  to  which  of  tho  letters  or 
memorials  on  the  subject  of  North-West  grievances,  which 
have  been  brought  down  ?  and  at  what  date  were  such 
answers  given  ? 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald 


Mr,  MoLELAN.  The  answer  to  that  question  has  not 
been  prepared.  Many  of  these  questions  involve  a  search 
in  the  whole  Department  for  letters  and  papers,  and  they 
involve  a  great  deal  of  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by  Mr. 
Pearce,  in  his  report  of  12th  March,  1884,  that  from  corres¬ 
pondence  on  the  departmental  fyles  it  appoars  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  as  lato  as  the  spring  of 

1883,  to  re-survey  into  river  lots  the  portion  of  land  settled 
on  by  the  hall-breeds  at  St.  Laurent  ?  and  what  are  the  dates 
of  such  correspondence  not  brought  down  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  Pearce  was  mistaken.  There  is 
no  such  correspondence  on  record  in  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  answer  was  given  to 
the  letter  of  Father  Vogreville,  of  the  19th  January,  1881, 
to  Mr.  Deville  ?  If  so,  when  and  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Mr.  Deville  replied,  saying  the  letter 
bad  been  submitted  to  the  Minister,  with  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  Mr.  Pearce  be  instructed  to  comply  with  the 
wishes  of  tho  settlers,  as  far  as  practicable.  The  letter  of 
Mr.  Deville  is  dated  15th  February,  1884. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  answer  was  given  to 
the  petition  of  19th  November,  1883,  from  thirty-one  per¬ 
sons  of  St.  Louis  de  Langevin?  and  if  so,  when,  and  by 
whom  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  petition  having  been  received  at 
the  Department  through  the  local  agent,  there  is  nothing 
to  show  whether  that  official  did  or  did  not  acknowledge 
it,  but  he  doubtless  did,  and  tho  communication  was  imme¬ 
diately  referred  to  the  Surveyor  General  and  to  Mr.  Pearce, 
for  action,  which  action  was  taken  by  granting  the  petition¬ 
ers  their  river  frontages  in  legal  sub  divisions,  as  shown  by 
the  correspondence  brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  answer  was  given, 
after  the  retuim  of  the  Deputy  Minister,  to  the  letter  of 
Louis  Schmidt,  of  26th  April,  1884  ?  and,  if  so,  when  and  by 
whom  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes ;  an  answer  was  sent  by  Mr. 
Burgess  himself,  on  the  6th  May,  1885,  within  a  short  time 
after  his  return  to  the  Department. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  answer  was  given  to 
Mr.  Pearce’s  letter  of  19tb  March,  1884,  as  to  the  settlement 
of  the  river  lot  claims  ?  and,  if  so,  when  and  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No  reply  was  necessary.  The  cor^ 
respondenco  brought  down  shows  that  the  agent  at  Prince 
Albert  was  instructed  to  proceed  with  the  settlement  of  the 
claims  mentioned  by  Mr.  Pearce,  and  that  a  large  number 
of  them  have  been  settled. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  instructions  were 
given  after  Mr.  Pearce’s  letter  of  19th  of  March,  1884,  as  to 
the  mode  of  settlement  of  the  river  lot  claims  ?  And,  if 
so,  when,  and  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Not  subsequent  to  Mr.  Pearce’s  letter, 
but  prior  to  it,  as  tho  correspondence  brought  down  shows. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  When  wore  the  plans  and  surveys 
of  St.  Laurent  and  the  neighborhood  sent  to  Mr.  Duck  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  plan  of  St.  Laurent  settlement  was 
sent  to  the  agent  at  Prince  Albert  on  th8  15th  February, 

1884,  and  the  plans  of  tho  neighborhood  at  various  times, 
commencing  with  the  spring°of  the  year  1889. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Are  there  any  orders,  or  instructions, 
or  letters  as  to  the  mode  of  survey  on  rivers,  particularly 
on  the  Saskatchewan,  not  brought  down  ?  If  so,  what  are 
the  dates  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  are  separate  instructions  given 
to  each  surveyor,  directing  him  as  to  the  mode  in  which  he 
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is  to  carry  out  the  particular  work  entrusted  to  him.  The 
Dominion  Lands  Act  authorises  the  mode  of  surveys  to  be 
adopted,  and  particularly  authorises  the  sub-division  of 
lands  fronting  on  rivers  or  lakes  into  lots  with  narrow 
frontages,  if  thought  expedient. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  quite  prepared 
to  answer  that  question,  neither  as  to  the  receipt  of  the 
letter  nor  as  to  the  answer. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  letter  has  been  brought  down  ;  I  do 
not  ask  as  to  that. 


Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Did  the  Government  receive  com¬ 
munication  of  the  resolution  of  the  North-West  Council  of 

1884  as  to  the  half-breed  claims,  and  when  ?  Did  they 
answer  that  communication  ?  If  so,  when  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes;  on  the  19th  August,  1884  ;  and 
since  then,  the  subjects  referred  to  in  the  memorial  of  the 
council  have  been  dealt  with  at  various  times  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment, 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Did  the  Government  receive  the 
report  mentioned  by  Col.  Houghton  of  his  mission  to  the 
North-West  in  1881  ;  and  if  so,  when  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  All  reports  received  from  Col.  Houghton, 
which  are  not  of  a  specially  confidential  character,  have  been 
brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  not  answering  the  question.  I  ask 
whether  the  Government  received  the  report  mentioned  by 
Col.  Houghton,  and  if  so,  when. 

Mr.  CARON.  All  the  reports  which  W6re  received  which 
could  be  brought  down  have  been  brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  ask  whether  any  reports  have 
been  brought  down.  I  ask  whether  the  Government 
received  any  particular  document. — No  answer.  Did  the 
Government  call  on  Governor  Dewdney  for  any  information 
as  to  the  state  of  things,  with  reference  to  the  half-breeds  in 
the  Saskatchewan  region,  in  1884,  or  in  January,  February 
or  early  March,  1885,  and  if  so,  when  ?  Did  the  Govern¬ 
ment  receive  any  communications  from  Governor  Dewdney 
on  the  subject;  and  if  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
have  been  any  special  calls  on  Governor  Dewdney  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  for  information.  It  is  Governor 
Dewdney’s  duty  to  give  full  information  on  everything 
affecting  affairs  in  his  jurisdiction,  and  he  has  been  in  con¬ 
tinual  communication  with  the  Government  or  individual 
members  of  the  Government  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Did  the  Government  call  on  any  of 
the  officials  in  the  North-West  and  if  so  on  which,  and  when, 
during  1884  or  1885,  for  information  as  to  the  state  of  things 
with  reference  to  the  half-breeds  in  the  Saskatchewan 
region  ?  Did  the  Government  receive  any  communications 
from  any  of  the  officials  in  the  North-West  during  1884  or 

1885  as  to  the  state  of  things  with  reference  to  the  half-breeds 
in  the  Saskatchewan  region  ;  and  if  so  from  whom  and 
when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  and 
several  of  the  Departments  have  been  in  active  correspond¬ 
ence  with  the  various  officials  in  the  North  West,  as  to  the 
state  of  affairs  in  reference  to  the  half-breeds  in  the 
Saskatchewan  region,  and  other  matters  affecting  the  North- 
West.  Some  of  these  communications  are  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  some  are  not.  They  will  be  brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Did  the  Government  receive  any 
communication  of  Archbishop  Tache’s  views  on  the  subject 
of  the  half-breed  question  not  brought  down;  and  is  so, 
when  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  no  record  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  of  any  communication  on  the  half-breed  ques¬ 
tion  from  Archbishop  Tach6,  which  has  not  been  brought 

down. 

.Mr.  BLAKE  asked.  Was  any  answer  sent  to  the  letter  of 
Father  Andre’s  to  Sir  John  Macdonald,  of  16th  January,) 
1888,  and  if  so,  when  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  all  right,  then. 

Mr.  ROYAL  (Translation)  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  any  information  concerning  certain  facts  said  to 
have  been  committed  after  the  taking  of  Batoche,  on  the 
14th  May  last,  by  Canadian  volunteers,  namely  :  a  rope  was 
placed  around  the  neck  of  one  Damase  Carriere,  a  half-breed, 
who  was  afterwards  dragged  for  a  distance ;  an  old  man 
named  Donald  Ross,  while  lying  wounded,  was  stripped  of  his 
clothes  and  indignities  were  committed  upon  him ;  another 
half-breed,  Yandal,  was  seized  and  was  cut  and  wounded 
all  over  the  body  ;  also,  whether  they  have  any  information 
concerning  the  wanton  destruction  of  property  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  Batoche,  after  the  fight,  by  Canadian  volunteers  ? 
And  if  so,  whether  they  have  ordered  an  investigation  of 
said  facts  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  (Translation.)  In  answer  to  my  hon. 
friend,  1  must  say  that  the  Government  have  received  no 
information  as  to  the  facts  mentioned  in  the  question  he  has 
just  put.  I  have  communicated  this  question  to  General 
Middleton,  in  order  to  obtain  the  required  information,  but 
as  the  General  is  now  en  route  to  Selkirk,  he  is  not  likely  to 
receive  my  letter  before  his  arrival  at  Selkirk  or  at 
Winnipeg. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  Michel  Dumas,  one  of  the 
delegates  to  Riel,  was  offered  an  appointment  as  assistant 
farm  instructor,  or  in  some  other  capacity  ?  If  so,  when  ? 
Did  he  accept  the  appointment  ?  How  long  did  he  continue 
in  office  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  not  the  answer 
here  to-day,  but  Mr.  Michel  Dumas  was  offered  an  appoint¬ 
ment  and  accepted  it;  the  particular  dates  I  will  get  for  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  James  Isbister,  one  of  the 
delegates  to  Riel,  was  offered  an  appointment  as  assistant 
farm  instructor,  or  in  some  other  capacity  ?  If  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  James  Isbister  was 
also  offered  an  appointment  ?  The  dates  I  will  obtain 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Was  a  ferry  license  granted  to  Gabriel 
Dumont,  one  of  the  delegates  to  Riel,  and  if  so,  when  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  All  ferries  under  the  control  of  the 
Federal  Government  are  under  the  management  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department.  Gabriel  Dumont  has  received 
no  ferry  license  from  that  Department  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  was  the  date  of  Superintendent 
Crozier’s  report  (not  brought  down  but  mentioned  in  that 
of  27th  July,  1884)  in  which  he  pointed  out  the  sympathy 
of  the  Indians  with  the  half-breeds,  and  suggested  that  pre¬ 
cautionary  measures  should  be  taken  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  not  the  date,  but 
I  will  obtain  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Has  the  Government  received  re¬ 
ports  from  officers  of  the  Mounted  Police  with  regard  to  the 
fight  at  Duck  Lake,  the  evacuation  of  Carlton,  the  affair  at 
Fort  Pitt,  the  affair  at  Frog  Lake,  the  affair s  of  Prince 
Albert,  tbe  affairs  of  Battleford,  or  any  of  them,  and  of  what 
dates  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  reports  of  the  affairs 
at  these  points  have  been  received  and  will  be  brought  down 
at  once. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Had  the  Government  received  any 
communication  from  Sheriff  Chapleau  before  the  outbreak 


3426 


COMMONS  DEBATES, 


in  the  North-West,  relating  to  half-breed  affairs  ?  If  so, 
when  ? 

Mr.  McLBLAN.  No  communication  from  Sheriff  Cha- 
pleau  relating  to  the  outbreak  in  the  North-West  or  to  half- 
breed  affairs,  has  been  received  or  is  on  record  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Had  the  Government  received, 
before  the  outbreak,  any  communication  as  to  half-breed 
matters  containing  the  views  of  Mr.  Forget,  Mr.  Hayter 
Beed,  Judge  Rouleau,  Father  Andre,  Mr.  L.  Clarke,  Mr. 
Macdowell,  Bishop  McLean,  or  any  other  prominent  citizen 
of  the  North-West  Territories  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Very  probably  com¬ 
munications  have  been  received  from  some,  if  not  all,  of 
those  gentlemen.  Those  received  will  be  brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Did  Sir  Hector  Langevin  receive 
one  or  more  communications,  in  1884  85,  from  Mr.  Jackson, 
M.  C.  North-West  Territories,  on  the  subject  of  the  half- 
breed  claims  ?  If  so,  at  what  dates  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No  doubt  I  have  received 
one  or  more,  I  do  not  know  the  dates. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked.  Did  Sir  Hector  Langevin  report  to 
the  Government  his  interview  with  certain  half-breeds  at 
Qu’Appelle  in  September,  1884;  and  if  so,  when  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No  doubt  I  have  so  stated 
to  my  colleagues,  but  I  do  not  know  the  date. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Are  the  telegram  of  2nd  January, 
1885,  and  the  report  of  31st  December,  1884,  brought  down, 
the  only  communications  received  by  the  Government  on 
the  subject  of  L.  Riel’s  proposal  to  take  money  and  go  ?  If 
not,  from  whom  and  at  what  dates  were  other  communica¬ 
tions  sent  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  From  my  general  recol¬ 
lection,  there  have  been  several  communications  from  per¬ 
sons  present  at  meetings  at  which  Riel  made  speeches  and 
from  officials  and  settlers,  giving  all  kinds  of  contradictory 
reports  about  Riel’s  proposal  to  take  money  and  go. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Were  there  any  petitions,  resolutions 
or  letters  on  the  subject  of  half-breed  and  settler’s  claims  in 
the  disturbed  districts  reeeived  by  the  Government  and  not 
brought  down  ?  If  so,  from  whom,  and  when  were  they 
sent. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  have  not,  in  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  discovered  any  so  far. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Is  there  any  correspondence  as  to 
the  settlement  of  the  claims  of  the  unenumerated  half-breeds 
of  Manitoba,  not  brought  down  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Did  Mr.  Walsh  investigate  into  or 
report  on  the  affair  of  the  Qu’Appelle  half-breeds  referred 
to  him  on  the  6th  July,  1882  ?  If  so,  at  what  date  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  no  report  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Is  there  any  correspondence  on  the 
subject  of  the  affairs  of  the  Qu’Appelle  half-breeds,  referred 
to  Mr.  Walsh,  not  brought  down  ?  If  so,  from  whom,  and 
at  what  dates  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  a  report  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  in  respect  of  the  settlers,  not  distinguishing  whether 
half-breeds  or  not.  I  have  not  the  date. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  there  reports  from  Mr.  Russell  and 
Mr.  Aldous  on  the  Prince  Albert  or  the  St.  Laurent  settle¬ 
ment,  in  the  years  1817  and  1878  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes;  there  is  the  report  of  Mr.  Russell 
contained  in  the  report  of  the  Department  for  the  year 
Mr.  Blake. 
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1877 ;  and  there  is  the  report  of  Mr.  Aldous  contained  in 
the  report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  1878. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  the  whole  reports  published  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  answer  given  me  is,  that  the  whole 
report  is  published. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  hon.  gontleman  will  find  that 
hardly  accurate. — Does  the  report  of  the  surveyor,  or  the 
report  of  the  inspector  give  any  particulars  on  the  subject 
of  the  improvements  made  by  settlers  or  squatters  on  tho 
Prince  Albert  Colonisation  Company’s  tract  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes;  the  report  of  the  surveyor  gives 
the  fullest  details  as  to  the  settlers  found  upon  the  Prince 
Albert  Colonisation  Company’s  tract,  as  is  the  practice  in 
the  case  of  every  squatter  or  settler  found  upon  any  sur¬ 
veyed  lands.  Section  36,  2nd  Nov.,  1883 ;  Joseph  Dufresne, 
house  (log)  partly  built,  about  4  acres  broken.  Section  2, 
John  Toogood,  house  (log)  partly  finished,  about  5  acres 
broken.  Section  14,  George  Alexander  McLeod,  house  (log) 
15J  x  16,  32  acres  broken  and  cropped,  120  acres  fenced, 
logs  out  for  s (able  30  x  40.  St.  George  claims  land  adjoin¬ 
ing  Joseph  Dufresne,  on  which  he  has  erected  a  log  house 
and  broken  4  acres;  had  been  on  the  place  2  months, 
but  was  absent  at  the  time  of  my  visit,  12th  August,  1884; 
had  made  no  entry.  Township  45  A,  range  28,  west  of  the 
second  meridian,  section  24,  Maxime  Lepine,  Norbert  Tur- 
cotte  ;  those  two  lay  claim  to  this  section,  but  have  neither 
made  entry  nor  improvements;  at  present  they  reside  in 
township  45,  range  28,  where  they  have  made  improvements. 
Norman  Mackenzie,  no  residence ;  20  acres  cropped.  Andre 
Let  end?  e,  no  residence,  house;  30  acres  broken.  Michel 
Dumas,  no  residence,  5  acres  broken;  logs  out  for  house. 
Alexander  McDougall,  no  residence,  5  acres  broken ;  logs 
out  for  house.  Chas.  Boucher,  lives  with  his  father,  3  acres 
in  crop.  Solomon  Boucher,  lives  with  his  father,  10  acres 
in  crop.  Baptiste  Boucher,  house,  etc.,  3  years  residence, 
35  acres  in  crop.  I  need  not  go  through  the  whole  list. 
These  are  the  particulars,  as  given  by  the  surveyor,  which 
the  inspector  confirmed.  These  are  not  placed  on  record 
until  confirmed  by  the  inspector. 

PROPERTY  OCCUPIED  BY  JOHN  HENEY. 

Mr.  HOLTON  asked,  Does  John  Heney,  of  Ottawa,  hold 
the  property  occupied  by  him,  south  of  the  Sappers’  Bridge 
and  West  of  the  Rideau  Canal  in  Ottawa,  under  lease  from 
the  Government  ?  If  so,  what  is  the  term  of  the  lease  and 
the  amount  of  the  annual  rent  ?  If  not  under  lease,  by 
what  right  does  he  occupy  the  property  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Mr.  Heney  was  permitted,  about  1867, 
on  representations  made  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  to  pile  cordwood  (which  he  had  contracted  to  supply 
to  the  Government  for  the  heating  of  the  public  buildings) 
on  the  portion  of  ordnance  lands  mentioned.  The  permis¬ 
sion  has  been  renewed  under  the  successive  contracts  made 
by  Mr.  Heney  with  tho  Department  of  Public  Works  for 
the  same  purpose.  He  has  no  lease  of  the  ground,  and  pays 
no  rent. 

STOCKHOLDERS  OF  GftAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  asked,  Does  the  Government  intend  to 
take  any  steps  to  enforce  the  Order  of  the  House  of  last 
Session,  of  the  28th  March,  1884,  calling  for  a  statement 
showing  the  names  of  all  stockholders  in  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  of  Canada,  with  the  amount  of  stock  held  by  each 
of  said  stockholders  at  the  closo  of  the  first  year  after  the 
charter  was  granted  or  operations  commenced ;  also  the 
names  of  all  stockholders  in  said  company  and  the  amounts 
of  stock  held  by  each  on  the  first  day  of  the  current  year  ? 
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Does  the  Government  intend  to  take  any  steps  to  enforce 
the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  24th  February  last,  for  a  list 
of  the  names  in  detail,  with  the  residence  or  business 
address,  of  each  of  the  several  stockholders  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Eailway  Company  of  Canada,  on  the  first  day  of 
January  last  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  intend 
to  take  steps  in  the  matter. 

MR.  MATTHEW  ROACH. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Has  the  Pilotage  Commission  of  the 
locality  been  remodelled  with  a  view  to  remove  Mr. 
Matthew  Roach,  of  Lingan,  Cape  Breton,  or  is  it  intended 
to  do  so  ?  On  what  ground  is  Mr.  Roach  deprived  of 
office  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  Pilotage  Commission  has  been 
remodelled,  but  not  to  remove  Mr.  Matthew  Roach.  He  is 
a  member  of  one  of  the  boards. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  which  board  is  he  a  member  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  was  a  Board  of  Pilot  Commission¬ 
ers  embracing  the  ports  of  North  Sydney  and  the  outports 
of  Lingan  and  Cow  Bay.  Mr.  Roach  lived  in  one  of  the 
outer  districts.  I  appointed  two  Boards  of  Pilot  Commis¬ 
sioners,  one  board  for  North  Sydney  and  an  outer  board,  on 
which  Mr.  Roach  is  one  of  the  commissioners. 

DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST— TH ANKS 
TO  THE  TROOPS. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  give  notice  generally 
for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
resolution.  My  intention  is  to  move  a  specific  resolution. 
If  I  am  not  strong  enough  to  do  justice  to  the  subject,  I  will 
ask  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  do  so  for  me. 
I  shall  ask  now  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  will  second  the  resolution. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  given  notice  of  certain  resolutions  in 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  would  ask  if  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  move  those  resolutions  after  six  o’clock. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  about  to  enquire  what  the  views  of 
the  Government  were  as  to  the  business  now  before  the 
House,  or  as  to  any  further  business  which  they  propose  to 
bring  before  the  House,  and  as  to  what  they  think  in  regard 
to  the  date  of  prorogation. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  the  present  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  to  bring  down  any  further 
measures  or  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  any  sub 
jects  other  than  to  those  which  are  now  on  tho  Orders  of 
the  Day.  I  hope,  if  the  state  of  public  business  will  allow 
it,  that  we  shall  prorogue  on  Saturday,  or  at  the  latest  on 
Monday.  Of  course,  that  depends  altogether  upon  the 
length  of  the  discussions  upon  the  matters  now  before  the 
House. 

THE  WRIT  FOR  ST.  JOHN. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  understand  that  the  Speaker’s  war¬ 
rant  for  the  issue  of  a  writ  for  the  city  and  county  of  St. 
John  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  on  Friday  last,  and,  on  enquiry,  I  find  that  no 
writ  has  been  issued  up  to  the  present  moment.  I  think 
that,  under  the  statute,  the  writ  must  be  issued  immediate¬ 
ly  on  the  receipt  of  the  Speaker’s  warrant. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  I  will  enquire  about  it. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  IN  THE  NORTH¬ 
WEST  TERRITORIES. 

On  the  Order  for  resuming  adjourned  debate  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  motion  of  Mr.  Caron,  that  Bill  (No.  141)  respecting 


tho  administration  of  justice  and  other  matters  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  be  now  read  a  third  time,  and  the 
motion  of  Mr.  Mills  in  amendment  thereto, 

Mr.  CARON.  The  consideration  of  the  present  Bill - - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  already  spoken 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  I  spoke 
on  another  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  you  spoke  on  this  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  I  have 
spoken  on  this  matter,  and  I  would  say  at  once  that  I  am 
strongly  opposed  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  peace  and  good  government  of  that  country, 
and  for  the  restoration  of  confidence  among  the  white  peo¬ 
ple  and  settlers  of  that  country,  that  this  Bill  should  be 
carried  out,  and  that  the  clauses  should  be  adopted  as  they 
have  already  been  adopted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  The 
object  of  the  measure  is  simply  to  prevent  arms  of  precision 
and  of  fixed  ammunition  from  being  in  the  hands  of  persons 
whom  it  is  not  deemed  safe  to  entrust  with  such  arms.  In 
order  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  effectually,  I 
think  it  is  necessary  that  these  clauses  should  be  adopted, 
and  the  authorities  in  the  North-West  think  it  is  of  primary 
importance  that  these  provisions  should  be  carried  out. 
The  Bill  provides  that  every  person  in  the  North-West 
Territories  : 

“  Without  the  permission  in  writing  (the  proof  of  which  shall  be  on 
him)  of  the  Lieutenant-Governor,  or  of  a  commissioner  appointed  by 
him  to  give  such  permission,  has  in  his  possession  or  sells,  exchanges, 
trades,  barters  or  gives  to,  or  with  any  person,  any  improved  arm  or 
ammunition  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty.” 

Now  I  do  not  think,  when  it  is  known  that  it  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  preventing  arms  being  in  the  hands  of  persons  who 
ought  not  to  have  them,  that  a  single  loyal  man  in  the 
North-West  will  object.  I  think  if  the  whole  of  this  House 
of  Commons  were  now  settlers  in  the  North-West  they 
would  be  quite  ready  to  give  an  account  of  their  rifles  or 
revolvers,  and  to  say  ihat  they  had  these  arms.  There  can 
be  no  trouble  whatever  with  rebpect  to  this  matter.  There 
will  be  commissioners  appointed  in  every  settlement, 
respectable  gentlemen,  who  will  simply  enter  in  a 
register  the  name  of  every  white  settler  who  chooses 
to  give  his  name  and  to  say:  I  have  a  Winchester 
rifle,  or  I  have  such  an  arm.  Now,  Sir,  the 
outbreak  in  the  North-West  did  not  originate  with  the 
Indians  proper,  but  with  the  half-breeds,  and  with  the 
white  rebels,  disloyal  men.  We  can  easily  manage  the 
Indians,  but  we  cannot  so  easily  manage  the  “  white 
Indians,”  as  an  hon.  gentleman  calls  them.  It  is  of  great 
importance  that  we  should  be  able  to  trace  the  arms.  This 
Bill  is  not  to  take  any  effect  whatever,  except  in  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  North-West  where  the  Government  believe, 
from  information,  that  danger  might  arise  from  the  use  or 
the  possession  of  arms,  and  until  that  district  is  declared  to 
be  within  the  terms  of  the  Act,  there  will  be  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  loyal  men  ;  the  disloyal  men  who  wish  to 
conceal  their  arms,  may,  perhaps,  object.  Then,  Sir,  if  we 
confine  this  to  the  Indians  and  half-breeds,  and  leave  out 
the  white  men,  it  will  have  a  very  bad  effect.  As  I  have 
said,  the  leaders  in  the  outbreak  have  been  half-breeds, 
who,  through  their  superior  education,  have  used  their 
influence  on  the  Indians,  for  the  purpose  of  exciting  them. 
Well,  I  cannot  fancy  a  greater  source  of  irritation  to 
the  loyal  half-breeds  than  that  they  should  be  singled  out, 
that  their  houses  are  searched,  and  that  they  are  to  give  up 
their  arms,  or  to  give  an  account  of  their  arms,  while  the 
whites  are  allowed  to  go  free.  Thore  are  loyal  half-breeds, 
I  am  very  glad  to  say,  as  well  as  disloyal  half-breeds,  and 
they  will  feel  it  as  a  great  insult  if  they  are  proscribed 
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specially  in  the  Act,  while  every  white  man,  whether  loyal 
or  disloyal,  should  have  the  right  to  keep  arms,  while  the 
half-breed,  because  he  is  a  half-breed,  should  not  have  the 
same  privilege.  But  we  put  in  the  Act  that  all  persons, 
loyal  or  disloyal — if  in  a  proclaimed  district,  mind  you,  in 
a  district  where  there  is  information  that  there  is  danger  in 
this  direction,  and  after  the  proclamation  is  issued — that  all 
persons,  white,  red,  or  between  the  two,  should  give  an 
account  of  their  arms.  Unless  this  is  done  there  is  no 
means  of  tracing  the  arms.  The  moment  that  any  person, 
white,  red  or  half-breed,  seeks  to  have  an  arm  regis¬ 
tered  he  can  always  be  called  on  to  give  an  account 
of  what  he  does  with  it.  If  you  had  not  such  a  check 
the  Bill  is  comparatively  useless.  Now,  in  the  tempo¬ 
rary  Act  that  was  passed  in  consequence  ot  the 
violence  of  certain  parties  in  Canada  in  1878,  it  is  provided 
that : 

“  From  and  ofter  the  day  named  in,  and  during  the  continuance  in 
force  of  such  first  named  proclamation,  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any 
person,  not  being  a  justice  ot  the  peace,  or  an  officer,  soldier,  sailor  or 
volunteer,  in  Her  Majesty’s  service,  while  on  duty,  or  a  constable  or 
other  peace  officer,  or  a  person  licensed  under  this  Act,  to  carry  or 
have  within  the  proclaimed  district,  elsewhere  than  in  his  own  dwelling- 
house,  shop,  warehouse  or  counting-house,  any  arm  ;  and  any  person 
carrying  or  having  any  arm  contrary  to  this  provision,  shall  be  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor.” 

That  Act  was  passed  by  the  late  Administration  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  riots  in  Quebec,  and  a  very  proper  Act  it  was. 
It  was  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  arms  being  used  by 
any  persons.  True,  that  case  and  the  present  are  different. 
In  that  case,  unfortunately,  there  were  riots,  and  people 
appeared  on  the  streets,  on  the  wharves,  or  wherever  the 
fight  was,  with  arms  in  their  hands,  and  it  was  necessary 
to  provide  that  no  person  should  appear  with  arms,  during 
the  existence  of  this  Act,  in  the  street.  They  might  keep 
the  arms  which  belonged  to  them  in  their  own  house.  Now 
the  reason  of  that  Act  was  very  properly  to  prevent  riots, 
whether  trade  riots,  or  riots  between  workingmen,  or 
whatever  they  were,  and  that  Act,  I  dare  say,  had  its  good 
effect.  The  same  principle  is  attempted  to  be  carried  out 
here,  that  in  any  district  where  there  is  reasonable  suspicion 
of  discontent,  such  as  may  lead  to  insurrection  or  outbreak, 
every  person  in  the  district  shall  be  called  upon  by  the 
enabling  magistrate,  or  the  commissioner  appointed  for  the 
locality,  to  say  :  I  have  got  such  an  arm,  and  no  person 
will  have  any  reason  to  object.  We  have  just  got  through 
one  outbreak,  and  I  hope  there  will  not  be  another.  But 
both  the  Indian  authorities  and  other  authorities  in  the 
North-West  are  cautioning  us  to  take  care  against  giving 
any  chance  for  a  recurrence  of  the  unhappy  event  of  the 
last  few  months  I,  therefore,  ask  the  House  to  reject  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  very  sorry  the 
Government  after  consideration  have  not  seen  fit  to  accept 
the  hon.  member’s  amendment.  I  really  think  that  had  the 
hon.  gentleman  possessed  personal  and  particular  acquaint¬ 
ance  with  the  state  of  affairs  in  the  North-West  he  would 
have  come  to  the  same  conclusion  that  many  of  his  own  fol¬ 
lowers  who  have  that  particular  acquaintance  with  the 
country  have  arrived  at,  and  that  conclusion  as  stated  by 
them  on  the  floor  of  the  House  was  this  :  That  owing  to  the 
enormous  distance  over  which  the  settlers  are  scattered, 
owing  to  the  habits  and  feelings  of  the  settlers,  one  of  two 
results  will  follow  :  Either  this  measure  will  become  prac 
tically  a  dead  letter  and  utterly  inoperative,  which  I  sus¬ 
pect  will  be  the  result  if  it  is  placed  on  the  Statute  book;  or 
else  it  will  work  a  considerable  amount  of  positive  mischief. 
Any  one  who  knows  anything  of  the  feelings  of  the  inhabi¬ 
tants  is  aware  that  they  regard  the  right  to  have  arms,  and 
arms  of  the  best  pattern,  as  an  indefeasible  right,  as  a  thing 
which  every  settler  going  into  that  country,  and  particu¬ 
larly  under  existing  circumstances,  feels  he  has  a 
moral  as  well  as  a  legal  right  to  possess.  There 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


is  no  doubt  whatever  that  if  this  act  is  attempted  to  be 
put  into  force,  very  considerable  heartburning  and 
dissatisfaction  will  be  caused.  That  I  think  everybody 
who  knows  anything  of  the  habits  of  our  people  and 
particularly  of  pioneer  settlers,  whether  in  this  country 
or  in  the  United  States,  will  admit  to  be  a  matter  of  fact. 
It  may  be  said  this  is  a  sentimental  consideration.  I  say  a 
sentimental  consideration  is  a  consideration  of  weight  in 
these  cases.  Our  people  will  not  like  to  be  subject  to  the 
reproach  that  they  are  not  be  trusted  with  arms  by  the 
Government —that  they  are  to  be  deprived  of  a  right 
which  has  never  been  attempted  to  be  taken  away  from 
settlers  on  the  other  side  of  the  border.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  much  weight  in  the  statement  that  has  been  made 
that  any  of  the  white  settlers  are  at  all  likely  to  instigate 
an  outbreak.  It  may  be  there  were  some  of  those  men 
who  were  desirous  of  seeing  their  grievances  attended  to ; 
but  I  do  not  think,  and  the  response  to  arms  made  through¬ 
out  the  North-West  proves  it,  those  settlers  are  in  the 
slightest  degree  disposed  to  countenance  anything  like 
armed  revolt  against  the  Government,  no  matter  what 
their  grievances  might  be.  None  were  readier  and  none 
suffered  more  than  the  white  settlers  of  Prince  Albert, 
among  whom,  as  I  understand  from  the  statements  of  some 
members  of  the  Government,  any  dissatisfaction  which 
existed  among  the  whites  had  its  centre.  Then  there 
are  some  other  considerations  we  must  bear  in  mind. 
The  hon.  gentleman  lays  the  onus  on  the  white 
settler’s  of  obtaining  a  permit.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  know,  those  who  are  acquainted  with  the 
North-West  know,  that  the  settlers  are  scattered  on  a  very 
wide  extent  of  country,  and  unless  officials  are  sent  to  the 
various  settlements  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  with  the 
settlers  there  will  be  very  great  inconvenience,  as  the  set¬ 
tlers  living  in  some  remote  place  will  have  to  travel  a  great 
distance  in  order  to  see  an  official  who  could  give  this  per¬ 
mit.  It  is  the  outlying  settler  who  most  wants  and  has  most 
right  to  have  the  best  arms  of  which  he  can  possess  him¬ 
self.  We  must  recollect,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  that 
the  Indian  mind  will  bo  for  a  considerable  period  cf  time 
unsettled.  There  is  no  one  thing  which  will  give  more 
confidence  to  the  white  population  who  are  scattered  among 
those  Indian  tribes  than  the  possession  of  a  good  and 
suporior  quality  of  fi  earm,  and  the  First  Minister  must 
know  that  now-a-days  no  man  feels  himself  safe  with  a 
muzzle  loader.  Every  man  who  is  in  the  habit  of  using 
firearms  has  become  habituated  to  the  use  of  the  improved 
weapons,  and  they  will  bitterly  resent  this  proposition  to 
deprive  them  of  those  arms.  And  we  must  also  see  that  in 
attempting  to  enforce  this  Act,  very  great  partiality  may 
be  used.  It  may  be  made  the  instrument  of  very  serious 
oppression  on  the  part  of  Government  officials,  who 
may  exercise  personal  or  party  spite,  who  may  refuse 
to  loyal  men  arms,  or  may  cause  them  to  be  fined 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  As  to  the 
third  point  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that 
you  could  not  discriminate  between  the  whites  and  the 
half- breeds,  I  say  that  is  not  necessary.  There  is  no  rea¬ 
son  whatever  why  we  should  not  grant  a  liberal  measure  of 
power  to  carry  arms  to  the  loyal  half  breeds,  who,  I  am 
willing  to  believe,  are  by  far  the  most  numerous  portion  of 
the  half-breeds,  in  spite  of  all  that  has  occui’red.  They  can 
be  granted  this  permission.  I  do  not  think  we  have  a  right 
to  say,  after  what  has  occurred,  that  the  Government  might 
not  exercise  some  supervision  over  the  issue  of  arms  to  the 
half-breeds.  It  must  be  remembered  that  some  of  that  body 
have  broken  out  into  armed  revolt,  as  well  as  the  Indians, 
and  it  is  judicious,  perhaps,  to  give  the  Government  the 
right  to  enforce  severe  provisions  in  regal’d  to  carrying 
arms  by  those  people.  I  must  protest,  however,  against 
applying  the  same  regulations  to  the  white  population — 
and  I  would  protest  veiy  much  more  strongly  if  I  was  not 
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pretty  well  convinced  that  when  the  hon.  gentleman  comes 
to  put  the  measure  into  force  it  will  become,  as  I 
have  said,  practically  a  dead  letter,  and  it  will  resemble 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  famous  proposition  to  exchange  the 
Snider  rifles  of  the  police  for  the  Winchester  rifles  of  the 
Indians.  He  did  not  succeed  in  carrying  out  that  project,  and 
he  will  not  succeed  in  giving  effect  to  this  legislation.  Even 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  supporters  regard  this  measure 
with  disgust.  I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  to  disarm  the 
white  population  of  the  North-West.  It  is  a  totally 
distinct  thing  from  applying  an  Act  such  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  quoted,  where  there  is  a  dense  population  and 
where,  as  in  the  greater  part  of  the  old  settled  country,  the 
use  of  arms  is  a  luxury  and  arms  are  not  required  to  be 
carried  for  the  protection  of  personal  property.  But  take 
the  case  of  unfortunate  isolated  settlers.  Perhaps  such  set¬ 
tlers  are  20  or  30  miles  from  the  nearest  white  family.  To 
say  that  either  they  must  not  carry  arms  or  be  subject  to  a 
fine  if  they  do,  appears  to  be  a  most  pedantic  piece  of  legis¬ 
lation,  and  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  Government  have 
not  seen  their  way  to  accept  the  amendment  of  my  hon. 
friend  or  some  modification  of  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  desire,  if  I  may  be 
allowed,  to  read  a  portion  of  a  letter  written  by  a  white  man 
to  a  white  man.  For  obvious  reasons  I  do  not  give  the 
names  now,  but  they  are  well  known  in  the  North-West. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  thinks  there  is  no  danger  from 
the  action  of  the  white  people.  Now,  the  writer  of  this 
letter  is  well  known  in  the  North-West  and  the  person  to 
whom  it  is  written  is  well  known  in  the  North  West.  That 
gentleman  says  that  he  thinks  there  has  not  been  since  the 
commencement  of  the  agitation,  a  better  time  to  strike 
than  at  present ;  that  everything  seems  ripe  for  it,  he  is 
certain  that  seven-eighths  of  the  Deople  of  Winnipeg  are  in 
their  favor,  and  he  is  certain  400  or  500  good  men  would 
accomplish  their  object  without  any  difficulty  whatever  ; 
that  there  is  nothiug  to  resist ;  that  the  military  there  would 
not  prove  a  serious  obstacle  ;  that  they  would  have  easy 
access  to  the  arms  ;  they  had  a  small  meeting  that  night ; 
that  they  determined  to  strike  at  once  ;  that  the  parties 
there  thought  if  they  delayed  they  would  be  los'ng  ground, 
and  that  the  thing  would  never  be  accomplished.  He  says 
that  he  would  like  to  know  the  probable  number  of  men  who 
could  begot  to  assist  in  the  scheme,  and  he  expresses  his 
perfect  sympathy  with  it,  and  his  readiness  to  take  an 
active  part  in  it. 

Sir  BIG  HARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  date  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  written  in  1884, 
and  that  is  from  one  white  man  well  known  in  that  country 
to  another  white  man  who  is  also  well  known. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  date  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  date  is  1881. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  received  a  letter  from  a  party  in  the 
North-West,  and  I  can  vouch  that  not  only  he  is  loyal,  but 
he  is  not  a  Grit  even,  but  a  very  staunch  Conservative.  I 
was  very  well  acquainted  with  him  in  New  Brunswick, 
where  he  did  a  good  deal  of  business,  and  he  now  does  a 
good  deal  of  business  in  the  North-West.  He  says  : 

“  The  cla3siDg  of  the  white  man  on  a  par  with  the  Indian  in  the  use 
of  the  rifle!  I  am  more  than  astonished.  I  fear  they— that  is  the 
Government — have  lost  their  canning.  I  do  not  belong  to  a  cowardly 
stock,  and  never  till  to-day  have  I  owned  a  gun;  but  since  l  read  this 
morning  the  statement  that  it  was  only  at  the  Government’s  sufferance 
that  the  whites  would  be  allowed  the  use  of  a  rifle,  I  bought  one,  and 
I  do  not  intend  to  ask  any  man  to  be  allowed  to  keep  it  or  use  it  when 
I  require  to  do  so.  If  it  is  not  too  much  trouble,  you  can  tell  Sir  John 
‘them’s  my  sentiments,’  and  the  whole  North-West  will  endorse 
them.  I  am  a  Conservative,  but  not  a  slave  or  serf.” 

The  gentleman  is'  well  known  to  hon.  gentlemen  in  this 
House. 


Mr.  ORTON.  I  still  regret  that  the  Government  find  it 
absolutely  necessary  to  introduce  this  measure,  I  am  cer¬ 
tain  it  will  create  a  good  deal - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  rise  to  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
spoken. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken 
on  the  amendment,  and  will  have  to  wait  until  it  is  disposed 
of. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  on  the  2nd  of 
July. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  is  the  first  time  we  have  ever  had  to 
to  discuss  in  this  House  a  question  of  this  nature,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  the  last  time,  except  on  the  occasion  when 
this  Bill  comes  to  be  repealed,  and  I  do  not  think  there 
will  be  much  discussion  on  it  then,  for  I  think  one  or  two 
years  experience  will  convince  this  Government  that  they 
have  lost  their  cunning,  not  to  say  their  statesmanship, 
when  they  introduced  this  Bill,  and  that  it  will  prove  in¬ 
tensely  unpopular,  and  will  arouse  such  a  feeling  of  deep 
indignation  throughout  the  whole  of  Canada,  that  they  will 
be  only  too  glad  to  repeal  it.  It  is  a  question  which  it  is 
hard  to  discuss  with  ordinary  coolness  and  calmness.  The 
proposition  is  one  to  disarm  full  citizens  of  this  Dominion  ; 
men  who  are  living  amongst  excited  savages,  men  who 
must  have  improved  rifles  for  the  safety  of  their  lives  and 
the  lives  of  their  lamilies,  men  who  in  many  cases  must 
have  improved  rifles  in  order  to  obtain  sustenance  for 
themselves  and  their  families  by  the  chase.  It  is  a  proposal 
to  disarm  them,  under  what  circumstances  ?  Whenever  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  North-West  Territories  chooses 
to  fancy  that  they  are  disloyal.  The  leader  of  the  House 
said  it  would  only  apply  to  proclaimed  districts,  and  to 
rebellious  people.  He  read  a  telegram  saying  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  apply  it  in  the  case  of  the  Indians  and  half-breeds. 
We  are  not  discussing  that  question,  but  we  are  discussing 
an  amendment  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell, 
which  asks  that  the  pi'ovisions  of  the  Bill  should 
be  relaxed  so  far  only  as  concerns  the  white  settlers,  and 
the  question  now  is  :  Are  the  white  settlers  to  be  subject  to 
this  disarmament?  He  said  they  would  only  be  disarmed 
when  they  were  rebellious  whites,  and  he  told  us  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  considered  it  absolutely  necessary  to  have  the 
power  to  take  these  arms  out  of  the  hands  of  the  people 
whom  they  consider  to  be  rebellious  in  the  North-West. 
They  c’onsider  the  frontier  settler  of  the  north-West  to  bo 
rebellious  and  disloyal.  Wait  till  the  frontier  settler  hears 
about  that,  and  until  they  hear  the  information  upon  which 
the  Government  have  accused  them  in  this  wanton  way  of 
disloyalty  1  They  have  never  shown  a  sign  of  disloyalty  ; 
they  have  given  no  excuse  for  the  insult  that  is  heaped  upon 
them  by  telling  them  that  they  are  disloyal.  They  have 
agitated  for  their  rights  in  a  constitutional  way  ;  they  have 
stood  up  for  their  rights  ;  and  that  is  the  gravamen  of  the 
charge  against  them.  They  have  shown  the  badness  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  policy,  and  while  that  policy  had  to  be 
changed  in  many  cases,  in  accordance  with  the  desires  of 
those  settlers,  in  consequence  of  representations  and  claims 
made  by  those  settlei’s,  the  hon.  gentleman  takes  his  x’evenge 
by  calling  them  rebellious,  and  by  asking  from  this  House 
power  to  take  away  from  them  the  ai-ms  on  which  their 
life  and  their  moans  of  livelihood  may,  and  often  do,  depend. 

Mr.  FARROW.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  working  up  a 
second  rebellion  by  this  talk. 

Mi\  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Huron  says: 
Work  up  a  xebellion.  Well,  if  there  was  anything  better 
calculated  to  work  up  a  rebellion  than  this  Bill  proposed  by 
the  x’ight  hon.  gentleman,  I  have  no  doubt  hon.  gentlemen 
would  have  found  it. 

Mr.  FARROW.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right — — 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  The  hon,  gentleman  can  explain 
after  the  hon.  member  for  Elgin  is  through. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  have  a  right  to  explain  now,  when  he 
is  putting  words  in  my  mouth. 

Mr.  CASEY.  You  have  no  right  to  interrupt. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Missisquoi).  The  hon.  member  for  Elgin 
says  that  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  interrupted  him  by 
saying  :  Work  up  a  l’ebellion.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron 
rises  to  say  that  he  said  no  such  thing,  but  that  he  said : 
You  are  working  up  a  second  rebellion  by  such  talk. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  member  is  not  in  order  in 
interrupting  a  member  when  he  is  speaking,  unless  that 
member  sits  down  and  agrees  to  the  interruption  being 
made.  The  contradiction  of  the  hon.  gentleman  can  come 
at  the  end  of  the  hon.  member’s  speech. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron  was  distinctly 
out  of  order,  on  the  showing  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Missisquoi,  for  it  is  no  point  of  order  to  contradict  a  state¬ 
ment.  I  do  not  object,  however,  to  hearing  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  say.  He  said  I  was  working  up  a  second 
rebellion — that  this  sort  of  talk  was  working  up  a  rebellion. 
I  say  if  there  is  anything  calculated  to  arouse  just  that  sort 
of  feeling  and  hatred,  which  may  ne  inflamed  by  designing 
parties  into  a  rebellion,  it  is  an  insulting  Bill  of  this  kind, 
for  the  disarmament  of  men  whom  some  local  jack-in¬ 
office — some  Dewdney — may  choose  to  call  disloyal. 
If  anybody  is  to  be  accused  of  working  up  a  second  rebellion 
— I  do  not  say  anybody  is  to  be  so  accused — it  should  be  the 
contriver  of  this  Bill.  I  have  no  doubt,  judging  from  the 
past  criminal  blundering  of  this  Government  in  dealing 
with  the  white  settlers  of  the  North-West,  as  well  as  the 
Indians  and  half-breeds,  that  if  there  had  been  anything 
more  likely  than  this  Bill  to  excite  the  minds  of  the  settlers 
in  that  country,  to  prevent  new  settlers  coming  in,  and  to 
turn  their  feelings  against  Canada  as  against  a  stepmother, 
the  genius  of  blundering  which  this  Governmentdisplay  would 
have  led  them  to  propose  it.  What  is  the  present  proposal  ? 
To  create  a  new  Ireland  in  the  North-West.  The  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  House  said  this  is  like  the  Act  passed  in  18*78 
to  prevent  people  carrying  arms  in  the  streets  with  the  view 
of  avoiding  a  riot.  Like  that,  indeed  !  There  is  not  the 
ghost  of  a  comparison  between  the  prohibition  to  carry  arms 
immediately  after  a  riot  in  a  town,  and  to  prevent  people 
carrying  arms  when  they  live  in  an  unsettled  country,  to 
protect  themselves  against  wild  beasts  and  Indians.  There 
is  no  comparison  between  those  two  cases ;  but  there  is  a 
case  exactly  parallel  to  this  which  English  rule  has 
created  in  Ireland,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly  I  am 
not  discussing.  The  right  hon.  leader  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  proposes  to  treat  the  people  of  the  whole 
North-West  as  if  they  were  not  loyal,  and  leave  it 
to  whomsover  happens  to  be  his  representative  there 
under  the  influence  of  any  petty  jealousy  or  petty  offence  or 
petty  spleen,  to  take  away  arms  from  the  white  people  of 
the  North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  read  a  letter 
from  one  white  man  to  another  white  man,  prominent 
people  of  the  city  of  Winnipeg,  proposing  rebellion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  do  not  know  who  his  whites  are,  or 
whether  they  are  possessed  of  the  importance  he  fancies  or 
not ;  we  do  not  know  what  the  real  drift  of  the  letter  he  read 
is.  If  we  had  the  whole  letter,  and  knew  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  was  written,  we  could  judge  ;  but  supposing 
it  did  propose  to  rebel,  it  only  amounts  to  this:  that  he  has 
found  one  white  man  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  who 
proposed  a  rebellion  ;  but  from  the  fact  that  it  did  not  take 
place  and  that  nothing  was  heard  about  it,  we  must  con- 
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elude  that  that  man  did  not  find  any  seconder  for  his  pro¬ 
posal,  and  that  the  proposal  in  this  Bill  is  one  that 
gains  no  support  from  that  letter.  The  letter  is  no 
evidence  of  any  rebellion  ;  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
own  construction  of  it,  it  only  suggested  that  a  rebellion  or 
a  riot  or  something  of  that  kind  would  be  a  good  move. 
Is  the  hon.  gentleman  going  to  propose  to  disarm  all  the 
people  of  Winnipeg  or  all  the  people  of  the  neighborhood  in 
which  that  man  lives  ?  Is  he  going  to  justify  himself  by 
doing  that,  or  is  he  going  to  stultify  himself  by  reading 
that  letter  and  then  taking  no  action  in  the  neighborhood 
of  the  writer?  But  if  that  letter  meant  rebellion,  if  it  meant 
what  he  wishes  us  to  believe  it  meant — disaffection  among 
the  white  settlers  in  the  North-West — and  if  it  was  written 
in  1884,  it  is  only  another  instance  of  the  warnings  the 
Government  have  received  from  time  to  time  of  rebellion  in 
the  North-West — warnings  which  they  have  disregarded, 
with  the  consequence  that  we  have  been  subjected  to  a  great 
expenditure  of  money  and  loss  of  life  this  year.  We  have 
here  to  note  what  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends 
have  considered  to  be  a  loyal  man  in  the  North-West.  Con¬ 
stantly  before  this  rebellion  broke  out,  and  since  we  have  had, 
in  their  newspapers,  in  this  House,  and  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  himself,  the  accusation  that  the  white  settlers  who 
were  guilty,  as  they  call  it,  of  agitating  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  guilty  of  organising  to  make  their  claims  against  the 
Government  and  to  obtain  their  rights  under  the  constitution 
were  rebels.  What  shall  we  conclude  ?  We  shall  conclude 
that  every  man  who  joins  in  an  agitation  against  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  or  against  this  Government  and  every 
man  who  considers  himself  aggrieved,  is  to  be  regarded  as  a 
rebel  and  is  to  be  disarmed.  The  letter  read  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee)  states  what  even  Conser¬ 
vatives  in  the  North-West  think  of  this  measure,  and  what 
Conservatives  all  over  the  Dominion  think  of  it ;  and  I  warn 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  this  is  a  matter  which  will  rouse 
excitement  not  in  the  North-West  alone.  The  people 
in  the  North-West  are  our  brothers  and  our  relatives  in  more 
than  a  mere  sentimental  sense.  Everyone  of  them  has  rela¬ 
tives  and  friends  throughout  old  Canada,  and  every  indig¬ 
nity  and  insult  which  is  put  upon  these  loyal  white  settlers 
— and  I  believe  you  can  call  them  to  a  man  loyal  to  Canada 
— will  be  felt  by  tens  of  thousands  of  people  throughout  the 
rest  of  the  Dominion ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that 
the  indignation  he  has  aroused  will  not  be  confined  to  the 
localities  in  which  he  has  stripped  the  people  of  their  wea¬ 
pons.  This  Act  has  taken  us  back  to  a  period  long  past  when 
attempts  wore  made  to  prevent  disaffection  amongst  the 
citizens  of  a  country  by  depriving  them  of  their  arms  It 
is  going  back  to  Tory  precedents,  which  I  thought  even  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  have  hesitated  to  resort  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Taking  us  back  to  the 
Gladstone  Government.  He  is  not  a  Tory. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Who  is  responsible  for  the  policy  the 
Gladstone  Government  carried  out?  Who  is  responsible 
for  the  policy  of  repression  in  Ireland,  which  has  had  to  be 
carried  out  subsequently  by  the  Gladstone  Government  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  it  was  not  Mr.  Gladstone  who 
introduced  the  prohibition  to  carry  arms  in  Ireland ;  he 
knows  that  it  was  introduced  long  before  Mr.  Gladstone’s 
time.  But  we  are  not  discussing  the  misdeeds  of  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone  ;  we  are  discussing  the  misdeeds  of  the  right  hon. 
gentloman,  and  I  say  he  is  taking  a  very  futile  weapon  out 
of  the  old  Tory  armory  with  which  to  coerce  the  people  in 
the  North-West.  And  we  will  find  that  the  weapon  will 
be  ineffectual,  and  that  its  recoil  will  be  more  serious  than 
its  discharge.  He  will  find  that  by  trying  to  make  these 
people,  as  my  hon.  friend  says,  serfs  and  slaves, 
and  to  deprive  them  of  their  constitutional  rights 
as  freemen,  he  is  taking  a  course  which  will  redound 
neither  to  his  own  honor  nor  profit,  nor  to  the  peacefulness 
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and  quiet  of  the  country.  It  is  quite  possible  that  its 
peacefulness  and  quiet  may  be  disturbed  without  there 
being  any  riot  or  tumult.  When  these  people  feel  that 
they  are  being  insulted  and  put  down,  and  placed  in  actual 
peril  of  their  lives  by  this  Government,  the  peace  of  that 
country  is  broken,  although  they  may  be  kept  perfectly 
quiet  and  may  make  no  public  uproar.  But  they  will  bo 
in  a  ferment  until  the  time  will  come  when  they 
get  money  enough  to  leave  the  country  that  has  so  treated 
them,  to  go  to  a  country  where  men  are  free,  where  the 
pioneers  and  the  settlers  are  free,  where  they  have  arms  to 
defend  themselves  against  beasts  and  savages,  and  to  kill 
animals  for  their  food.  That  is  a  sort  of  feeling  which 
would  arise  in  the  minds  of  those  men.  It  will  certainly 
retard  the  settlement  of  the  country  like  so  many  of  the 
blundering  acts  of  this  Government  for  years. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
subject,  more  particularly  after  the  speech  of  the  last 
gentleman,  which  will  be  known  to  future  generations,  no 
doubt,  as  “  Casey’s  warning.”  We  have  had  had  introduced 
into  this  subject  not  only  the  hardships  and  the  heart¬ 
burnings  that  are  to  be  endured  by  the  people  of  the  North- 
West,  but  we  have  had  also  introduced  here  by  the  last 
speaker  the  real  or  supposed  misdeeds  of  Tory  rule  in 
Ireland,  and  we  were  told  that  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of 
the  Government  was  endeavoring  to  revive  the  old  time 
persecutions  that  were  being  inaugurated  by  that  party.  It 
appears  to  me  that  if  we  are  to  look  for  any  good  authority  on 
this  point  as  to  who  really  were  the  culprits  in  that  parti 
cular,  I  cannot  call  to  my  assistance  a  better  witness  than 
the  late  lamented  Daniel  O’Connell,  who  said  that  it  was  the 
“  base,  brutal  and  bloody  Whigs  ”  who  had  inflicted  the  most 
grievous  wrongs  on  that  country.  But  without  going  to 
ancient  history  or  travelling  much  over  the  past,  I  think 
we  have,  in  the  present  instance,  before  the  eyes  of 
the  world,  the  fact  that  the  Tory  Government  recently 
formed  in  England  has  undertaken  to  rule  Ireland  without 
any  coercion,  which  Mr.  Gladstone  said  he  could 
not  do.  However  let  that  rest.  I  imagine  it  will  take 
something  more  than  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  to  excite  the  sympathy  he  would  like  to  create,  to 
arouse  the  feelings  he  desires  to  awaken  in  the  hearts 
of  a  certain  section  of  the  people  of  this  country.  What 
we  have  to  consider  is,  what  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
in  the  present  ins  Lance.  We  have  been  told  that  the  policy 
now  about  to  be  inaugurated  by  the  Government  is  a 
policy  that  will  be  unpopular  in  a  certain  section  of  the 
country.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  Government  of 
the  day  may  be  obliged  to  do  what  is  very  unpopular  in 
the  interests  of  the  country  at  large.  It  is  not  a  question 
whether  certain  people’s  sentiments  will  be  ruffled  or  not, 
but  whether  the  interests  of  the  country  demand  this 
legislation,  and  we  are  told,  from  information  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  Government,  this  policy  is  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary,  and  further  that  the  very  best  means  of  making  this 
legislation  as  far  from  being  oppressive  as  possible  is  about 
being  adopted.  We  have  it  in  this  Bill  that  no  district  is 
to  be  brought  under  the  operation  of  the  law  without 
having  been  first  proclaimed.  Is  it  likely  the  Government, 
from  mere  wantonness,  mere  desire  of  oppression,  with  the 
most  ample  means  of  information  at  their  disposal,  would 
undertake  to  render  themselves  unpopular  by  proclaiming 
a  district  withoiit  being  amply  justified  in  doing  so  by  the 
information  in  their  possession.  It  is  not  at  all  likely.  A 
district  will  have  to  be  proclaimed  just  as  the  dis¬ 
tricts  are  proclaimed  under  what  is  commonly  known  as 
“  the  Blake  Act.”  Reference  has  been  made  to  that 
particular  Act,  which  is  a  very  good  law.  I  have 
had  a  good  deal  to  do,  myself,  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  that  piece  of  legislation,  and  the  reference 
made  to  it  was  merely  to  show  that  as,  under  the  Act 


against  the  carrying  of  firearms  in  certain  districts,  these 
districts  have  to  be  proclaimed,  so,  under  the  present  Act, 
the  district  to  be  brought  under  its  operation  will  also  have 
to  be  proclaimed.  We  are  told  no  comparison  can  be  drawn  ; 
I  do  not  think  any  comparison  is  sought  to  be  drawn  as 
between  the  two,  but  I  will  say  that  from  my  own  know¬ 
ledge  it  is  difficult  to  conceive  a  law  under  which  greater 
hardship  may  arise  than  the  Blake  Act.  Under  the  rulings  of 
the  courts  on  the  manner  in  which  the  Blake  Act  is  drawn  a 
man  can,  not  only  be  tried  and  convicted  for  having  firearms 
in  his  possession,  but  if  he  has  only  a  bullet  in  his  pocket,  a 
cap,  any  particular  piece  of  the  fire  arm,  whether  it  be  the 
handle,  the  trigger,  or  any  other  portion,  he  is  liable  to  be  con¬ 
victed.  This  is  not  a  case  drawn  from  imagination  ;  more  than 
one  case  of  this  kind  has  come  under  my  particular  notice  in 
the  courts  of  law,  and  I  contend  that,  just  as  certain  people, 
under  peculiar  circumstances,  may  find  fault  with  the  legisla¬ 
tion  in  that  case,  so  in  this  instance  we  have  to  look,  not 
to  the  popularity  or  unpopularity  of  the  law,  but  to  the 
question  as  to  whether  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  com¬ 
munity  at  large  that  it  should  be  carried  out.  Under  all 
these  circumstances,  I  feel  that  it  is  right  to  support  the 
Government  in  the  present  instance,  more  particularly  as 
no  advantage  will  be  taken  and  due  warning  will  be  given 
to  a  district  in  which  this  law  is  put  into  operation.  It 
will  be  proclaimed  before  the  law  affects  any  particular  dis¬ 
trict,  and  if  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  law  abiding  population. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  Everybody  must  be  well  satisfied  that 
the  loyal  men  in  the  Dominion  will  be  willing  to  submit  to 
the  laws  of  Parliament,  and  for  gentlemen  to  talk  lightly 
of  rebellion  because  of  laws  passed  in  this  Parliament 
unsuitable  to  their  minds,  is  casting  a  reflection  on  the 
country  which  is  undeserved.  Whatever  observations  hon. 
gentlemen  might  have  to  make  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  it 
comes  with  bad  grace  at  this  time  to  talk  of  rebellion. 
What  I  rose  to  my  feet  for  was  to  propose  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  in  order  that  a  couple  of  gentlemen,  who 
otherwise  would  be  debarred  from  giving  their  views  on 
this  matter,  and  who  are  well  acquainted  with  the  North- 
West,  may  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so.  I,  therefore, 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  rise  to  state  that  I  was  under  rather  a 
misapprehension  the  other  day  when  the  debate  took  place 
on  the  motion  in  amendment.  I  was  under  the  misappre¬ 
hension  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  have  imme¬ 
diate  effect  throughout  all  the  North-West  Territories,  I 
should  have  thought  at  that  time  of  the  true  latin  maxim 
timeo  Danaos  et  dona  ferentes,  and  I  should  have  thought 
there  was  something  very  wrong  or  captious  in  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  gentleman.  However,  I  then  expressed  myself, 
as  I  thought  just  and  fair,  being  under  the  misapprehension 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  would  apply  to  the  whole  of 
the  North-West  Territories  and  the  white  population.  On 
reading  attentively  the  Bill,  and  having  heard  the  explana¬ 
tions  made  by  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Government, 
and  also  the  remarks  made  by  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  I 
believe  this  measure  is  a  very  wise  one.  No  doubt  if  it  had 
had  existence  before  the  outbreak,  its  wise  and  judicious 
application  then  would  certainly  have  prevented  the  unfor¬ 
tunate  occurrences  which  we  all  lament.  The  provisions 
of  this  Bill  only  apply  to  those  portions  of  the  North-West 
Territories  which  are  proclaimed  by  the  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  respect  to  the  provision  as  to  the  carrying  of  arms. 
I  do  not  see  that  any  evil  can  arise  from  such  an  application 
of  the  law.  On  the  other  hand,  the  law  applies  equally  to 
all  races,  whether  white  or  red  or  half-breed.  It  is 
well  known  that  the  law  shall  not  discriminate  against 
one  race  more  than  another.  It  is  also  vei’y  well 
known  that  the  white  settlers  of  Princo  Albert 
and  other  places  had  a  great  deal  to  do — perhaps  the  utmost 
to  do — with  the  late  outbreak,  and  therefore  I  do  not  see 
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that  anyone  can  gay  that  the  Government  is  discriminating 
in  the  application  of  the  law  under  this  Bill  against  one 
race  or  another.  I  would,  however,  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  fact  that,  very  often,  the  application  of 
wise  laws  has  been  made  detrimental  by  the  character  of  the 
officers  who  have  been  entrusted  with  the  application  of 
the  Act.  There  is  a  great  deal  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
officer  applies  the  law,  the  manner  in  which  an  officer 
goes  amongst  the  natives,  the  white  population  or  the 
Indians,  and  impresses  upon  them  the  necessity  of  the  law 
and  the  wisdom  of  its  enactments.  If  this  law  is  carried 
out  by  wise  and  judicious  persons,  I  believe  a  great  deal  of 
good  may  result  from  it.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  carried 
out  by  officers  who  consider  themselves,  the  moment  they 
set  foot  in  the  North-West  Territories,  as  Persian  shahs, 
or  monarch,  or  czars,  many  bad  results  will  arise  from  it ; 
and  I  cannot  too  much  impress  upon  the  Government  the 
amount  of  wisdom  which  should  be  exercised  in  the 
appointment  of  the  officers  who  will  be  entrusted  with  the 
application  of  this  law. 

Mr.  ORTON.  After  the  explanations  I  have  heard  from 
the  Premier  in  regard  to  the  mode  in  which  this  Bill  is  to 
be  enforced,  the  chief  objection  which  I  felt  against  it  is 
removed.  It  seemed  to  leave  in  the  hands  of  the  one  man 
power  of  the  North-West  the  privilege  of  stating  who 
should  carry  arms  and  who  should  not,  and  I  felt  that  such 
a  power  would  be  a  very  wrong  one  to  entrust  to  one  man, 
and  that  it  would  be  resented  by  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  Territories.  It  is  already  felt  that  there  is  too  much 
power,  in  matters  up  there,  devolving  upon  one  individual, 
and  that  the  discrimination  may  not  be  altogether  very 
wise  sometimes.  I  believe,  if  that  were  so  in  reference  to 
this  Bill,  it  would  be  very  much  resented  by  the  people ; 
but,  after  the  explanations  which  have  been  given,  it 
appears  that  parties  are  to  be  appointed  only  in  the  pro 
claimed  districts  in  sufficient  numbers  to  prevent  it  being  a 
hardship  to  the  white  settlers  to  obtain  a  license 
to  carry  arms.  Therefore,  I  can  see  no  particular 
objection  to  the  Bill,  especially  when,  from  the  evi¬ 
dence  the  Premier  has  given,  it  appears  that  the 
people  up  there  in  an  excited  condition.  It  is  known,  at 
any  rate,  that  the  Indians  are  not  in  a  quiet  condition  at  the 
present  time.  It  may  bo  that  even  some  half-breeds  and 
some  whites  are  in  an  unsatisfactory  condition.  Therefore, 
I  shall  have  great  pleasure  in  voting  for  the  adoption  of  the 
Bill,  but  at  the  same  time  I  wish  to  express  the  hope  that 
the  Government  will  not  find  it  necessary  to  enforce  such  a 
measure  for  any  length  of  time,  and  I  think  that  every 
encouragement  should  be  given  to  the  loyal  white  settlers  in 
the  North-West  Territory,  to  have  firearms  in  their 
possession,  so  that  they  may  be  able  to  defend  themselves 
against  the  Indians.  The  white  settlers  all  have  firearms 
in  their  houses,  and  I  do  not  think  the  disloyalty  of  the 
white  population  is  very  extensive.  It  is  true  that  a 
number  of  them,  during  the  farmers’  union  outcry,  spoke 
in  a  way  anything  but  loyal  to  Confederation  or  to  Canada, 
and  that  was  calculated  to  do  a  great  deal  of  harm  ;  and  I 
regret  that  members  were  found  in  this  House  who  en¬ 
dorsed  the  action  taken  by  the  farmers’  union  at  that  time. 
I  think  that  any  hon.  member  who  attended  any  of  those 
meetings,  and  heard  the  wild  and  injudicious  statements 
made  by  leading  members  of  the  farmers’  union  must  have 
felt  that  they  were  calculated  to  excite  trouble. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Unlike  the  other  two  gentlomen  who 
spoke  against  the  Bill  the  other  day,  I  do  not  rise  to  excuse 
myself  for  voting  for  the  amendment.  Those  gentlemen 
apparently  cannot  vote  against  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  they  have  attempted  to  give  reasons  why  they 
should  not.  The  reasons  they  have  given  are  no  just  rea¬ 
sons  at  all.  They  simply  amount  to  this,  that  they  would 
not  vote  against  the  leader  of  the  Government.  I  look 
Mr.  Royal. 


upon  this  Bill  as  one  of  the  most  unjust  measures  which 
have  ever  been  introduced  against  a  loyal  set  of  white 
settlers,  men  who  have  proved  themselves  loyal  to  their 
Queen  and  country  during  the  late  troubles.  There 
are  a  great  many  settlers  there  who  are  not  loyal 
to  this  Government,  and  they  cannot  be  blamed 
for  that.  They  have  grievances,  as  has  been  shown, 
and  they  have  sent  deputations  down  here  aad  have  repre¬ 
sented  those  grievances  to  this  Government,  buc  those 
grievances  have  not  been  redressed.  Unfortunately,  a  few 
of  the  half-breeds  rose  in  rebellion,  but,  to  pass  an  Act  to 
deprive  the  loyal  white  settlers  of  having  a  rifle  or  a  shot¬ 
gun  without  a  license  from  an  officer  of  this  Government  is 
a  proposition  which  should  not  pass  this  House ;  and  I  feel 
satisfied  that,  if  anything  could  be  done  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  by  this  House  to  make  the  people  of  the  North-West 
disloyal,  it  is  to  deprive  them  of  tho  right  of  other  citizens 
in  the  Dominion  to  keep  arms.  It  is  accusing  every  white 
settler  in  the  North-West  of  being  a  rebel.  I  hope  the 
House  will  see  fit  to  accept  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills), 
which  I  think  is  in  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of  the 
whole  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  is  only  doing  justice  to  the 
sottlers  in  tho  North-West  Territories.  The  member  for 
Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton)  has  stated  that  he  believes 
the  sottlers  in  the  North-West  Territories  should  have  tho 
right  to  carry  arms,  but  ho  states  that,  after  the  explana¬ 
tions  of  the  First  Minister,  he  thinks  the  Bill  is  all  right. 
The  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Royal)  also  stated  that  a 
few  days  ago  ho  was  not  aware  that  the  Bill  provided  that 
the  affected  districts  only  would  be  under  the  operation  of 
the  law.  The  Bill  has  not  changed  since  he  then  spoke. 
He  spoke  what  he  honestly  folt  then,  I  believe,  and  what 
the  majority  of  his  constituents  feel,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  majority  of  his  constituents  will  endorse 
his  action  in  depriving  the  settlers  of  having  rifles 
and  shotguns  in  their  possession.  it  is  all  very 
well  for  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr. 
Orton)  to  talk  about  farmers’  unions  and  wander  away 
from  the  question.  It  has  been  proved  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  did  a  most  unjust  thing  to  the  settlers  in  that  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  country  when  they  disarmed  them  two  or  three 
years  ago,  because  they  virtually  told  them  that  they  had 
no  right  to  have  arms  in  their  possession,  that  they  were 
not  worthy  to  possess  arms  for  the  protection  of  the  settle¬ 
ments  in  that  section  of  tho  country.  By  virtue  of  that 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Government  the  rifle  companies 
were  disbanded,  and  I  believe  that  if  they  had  not  been  dis¬ 
banded  we  would  not  have  had  this  unfortunate  rebellion  in 
the  North-West. 

Mr.  DUPONT.  (Translation.)  I  fear  that  the  law  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Government,  whose  aim  appears  to  be  to 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  rebellion  in  the  North-West,  by 
prohibiting  the  sale  of  arms  by  white  men  to  half-breeds  or 
others,  might  prove  a  preventive  which  would  be  worse  than 
the  evil  itself.  For,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  people  will  come 
into  the  house  of  a  white  settlor,  of  a  free  man,  and  propose 
to  take  away  his  arms  from  him — as  I  do  not  see,  in  the 
proposed  law,  any  clause  authorising  the  Government 
officials  to  indemnify  the  settler  for  the  arms  which  will  be 
taken  away  from  him — and  without  giving  him  any  explan¬ 
ation  on  the  bearing  of  that  law,  I  believe  that  that  man 
will  be  exceedingly  dissatisfied  with  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  will  be  rather  inclined  to  side  with  those 
who,  in  the  future,  may  take  up  arms  against  the  constituted 
authority.  I  consider,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  to  leave  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  such  a  law  to  officers  appointed  by  the  Government 
would  be  an  act  of  imprudence  on  our  part.  We  have 
experience  as  to  the  ability  of  a  certain  number  of  Govern¬ 
ment  officials.  We  have  had  experience  as  to  their  conduct 
towards  the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West.  The  last 
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rebellion  is  certainly  due  to  vexations  of  which  Government 
officials  are  the  cause  and  the  authors.  Although  not  hold¬ 
ing  the  Government  themselves  responsible  for  the  conduct 
of  their  officials  in  the  late  rebellion,  I  say  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  officials,  by  tbeir  conduct  towards  the  population  of 
the  North-West,  have  certainly  been  connected  with  the  late 
rebellion,  and  that  they  are  responsible  to  a  great  extent  for 
it,  as  are  also  a  certain  number  of  the  mounted  policemen. 
Now,  for  my  part,  I  do  not  desire  to  assume  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  voting  a  law  which  would  authorise  the  appointment 
of  new  Government  officials — because  this  law  authorises  the 
appointment  of  new  officials— and  which  also  authorises 
these  officials  to  annoy  the  population,  and  especially  the 
white  men  of  the  North-West. 

Amendment  of  Mr.  Hickey,  to  adjourn  debate,  negatived. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Mills  : 

Yeas  : 


Messieurs 


Allen, 

Geoffrion, 

Mulock, 

Auger, 

Gillmor, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Blake, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Platt, 

Scriver, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee, 

Holton, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Landerkin, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Laurier, 

Springer, 

Cartwright, 

Livingston, 

Trow, 

Watson, 

Casey, 

Mackenzie, 

McIntyre, 

Casgrain, 

Wells, 

White  (Hastings). — 35 

Dupont, 

Fleming, 

McMullen, 

Mills, 

Nats  : 

Messieurs 

Abbott, 

Fortin, 

Orton, 

Allison, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Foster, 

Gigault, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Girouard, 

Pinsonneault, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gordon, 

Pope, 

Beaty, 

Guilbault, 

Pruyn, 

Bell, 

Guillet, 

Riopel, 

Benoit, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Bergeron, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Bergin, 

Hall, 

Royal, 

Billy, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Shanly, 

Blondeau, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Bowell, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Sproule, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Jenkins, 

Stairs, 

Carling, 

Kaulbach, 

Taschereau, 

Caron, 

Kilvert, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Cochrane, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Colby, 

Temple, 

Costigan, 

Langevin, 

Valin, 

Coughlin, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John) 

Vanasse, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Mackintosh, 

Wallace  (Vork), 

Daly, 

Macmillan  (.Middlesex),  White  (Renfrew), 

Daoust, 

McCallum, 

Wigle, 

Dawson, 

McDongild  (Pictou), 

Wood  (Brockville), 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge)MeLelan, 

Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Desaulniers(St.  Maurice)  McNeill, 

Woodworth, 

Dickinson, 

Massue, 

Wright.— 89. 

Dngas, 

Montplaisir, 

- 

Amendment  negatived  on  a  division,  and  Bill  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

CHARGES  AGAINST  THE  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  desire  to  read  a  telegram  that  I  have 
just  received,  which  answers  the  question  that  was  put  to 
me  by  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Provencher  (Mr. 
Royal).  It  is  signed  by  the  General : 

“  In  answer  to  yours  of  the  10th,  I  have  to  say  that  Donald  Ross  after 
shooting  Captain  French,  as  was  supposed,  was  shot  dead.  A  few 
minutes  after  I  saw  his  daughter  sitting  beside  it,  and  I  heard  since  that 
tne  priests  afterwards  buried  it.  As  regards  Damase  Carriers  and 
Vandal,  I  never  heard  their  names.  I  was  riding  all  over  the  field 
until  late,  backwards  and  forwards,  and  bad  any  such  disgraceful  acts 
occurred  I  must  have  seen  them.  I  found  one  wounded  man  myself  and 
sent  for  a  stretcher,  which  was  brought  on  by  some  of  the  men.  The 
man  was  taken  to  our  own  hospital.  The  whole  statement  is  a  foul 
calumny.  I  repeat  again  that  the  conduct  of  the  men  has  been  wonder¬ 
ed 


fully  good.  We  had  five  wounded  men  of  the  enemy  brought  into  our 
hospital — all  carried  in  by  the  soldiers  themselves.” 

SUPPLY— CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolutions  reported  from 
Committee  of  Supply. 

To  provide  for  the  salaries  of  two  mining  geologists  as 
2nd  class  clerks  in  the  Geological  Survey  branch,  at 
SI,  200  per  annum,  and  one  2nd  clas3  clerk  at  $1,100  $3,500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  this  resolution 
was  concurred  in  the  Minister  in  charge  promised  to  give 
further  information  as  regards  one  of  the  parties  appointed 
to  the  office. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  been  furnished  this  statement : 

“  Mr.  Eugene  Ooste  has  been  temporarily  employed  in  the  Geological 
Survey  Branch,  since  the  1st  July,  1883,  as  a  mining  geologist.  He  is  a 
graduate  of  the  School  of  Mines,  Paris,  France.  He  has  been  appointed 
a  second  class  clerk  in  that  branch,  at  -fil,  100  per  annum,  to  take  effect 
from  the  1st  instant.  Mr.  Elfric  D.  Ingall  has  been  temporarily  employed 
also  as  a  mining  geologist,  in  the  Geological  Survey  Branch,  since  1st 
July,  1884.  Re  is  an  Associate  of  the  Royal  School  of  Mines,  London, 
England.  He  has  been  appointed  a  second  “class  clerk  in  that  branch  at 
a  salary  of  $1,  tOO  per  annum,  to  take  effect  from  the  1st  July  instant. 
The  work  of  both  gentlemen  is  pureiy  technical  and  professional,  their 
duties  being  to  report  upon  the  mining  industries  of  the  Dominion,  to 
collect  mineral  statistics,  and  otherwise  work  out  the  economic  geology 
of  our  mining  districts.” 

Administration  of  Justice  —  North-West 

Territories  .  $20,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  respect  to  this 
vote  some  additional  information  was  promised  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  it  was  to  be  expended,  and  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  required. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give  any  more 
information  than  I  gave  to  the  committee  last  night.  I 
enquired  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  to-day  to  ascertain  the 
purposes  for  which  this  money  was  to  be  expended.  He 
said  the  sum  was  only  an  approximate  one,  and  that  it  was 
impossible  to  say  what  expenses  would  be  incurred  in  the 
conduct  of  the  trials  which  will  take  place  at  Regina ;  it  is 
to  pay  the  legal  expenses,  exponses  of  witnesses  and  other 
contingencies  that  will  have  to  be  met  in  the  trial  of,  per¬ 
haps,  20  or  30  individuals  who  have  been  engaged  in  the 
late  troubles  in  the  North-West.  He  said  it  was  utterly 
impossible  for  him  to  give  a  detailed  statement  for  me  to 
lay  before  the  House.  The  only  information  he  could  give 
was  that  which  I  have  just  stated. 

Welland  Canal — Land  and  damages,  Ac . . .  $21,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIHT.  I  take  this  opportunity 
of  enquiring  from  the  Government  whether  the  canal  tolls 
on  all  articles  have  been  reduced  to  2  cents,  or  whether  the 
reduction  applies  to  only  particular  articles. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  To  cereals. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  does  the  Govern¬ 
ment  estimate  the  probable  loss  of  revenue. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Not  more  than  $20,000. 

Harbors  and  Rivers — Ontario  - .  $54,750 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  called  attention  some 
time  ago  to  the  condition  of  Bayfield  harbor,  and  I  now 
desire  to  ask  whether  the  Minister  can  give  information 
with  respect  to  the  works  undertaken  to  open  the  harbor. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  not  present  the  other  evening  when  I  brought  down 
a  statement  and  made  full  explanation,  which  will  be  found 
in  Hansard.  And  I  did  more  than  that,  for  1  obtained  two 
photographs  of  the  work.  The  work  was  proceeded  with ; 
I  will  not  give  the  exact  figures  now,  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  I  am  sure  will  be  satisfied  with  this.  A  dredge  was 
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sent  there  and  we  found  that  the  bar  at  the  mouth  of  the 
harbor  had  increased,  and  it  was  necessary  to  cut  it  to  a 
certain  extent,  in  order  to  allow  fishing  boats  to  go  in  and 
out.  But  the  great  work  to  be  executed  was  to  remedy  the 
breach  which  had  been  made  in  one  of  the  piers,  and  which 
gave  another  outlet  to  the  water,  so  that  we  went  to  work 
and  made  pile  work  and  brush  work  to  fill  up  that  breach. 
It  was  late  in  the  fall  of  last  year  when  that  work  was 
done,  and  the  opening  of  the  bar  was  left  to  be  executed 
this  spring.  I  understand  that  it  is  not  done,  or  that  the 
dredge  is  there  at  the  mouth  of  the  harbor  doing  that  work. 
I  may  say  that  the  other  hon.  gentleman,  who  stated  that 
we  had  squandered  the  $4,000  which  had  been  given  by 
Parliament  to  open  the  harbor,  was  misinformed,  for  we 
just  expended  $200  to  cut  the  bar,  as  I  have  just  stated,  and 
that  money  went  for  the  legitimate  and  important  work 
which  has  been  performed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  Minister  know 
whether  it  is  not  open  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  think  it  is. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  be  glad  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  enquire  and  let  me  know  to-morrow. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  may  say  further  that  we 
were  waiting,  in  order  that  the  material  to  be  removed 
from  the  bar  should  be  used  in  filling  the  cribs  behind  the 
pile  work,  so  as  to  make  the  work  more  permanent. 

Compilation,  printing,  and  publishing  correspon¬ 
dence,  etc.,  respecting  Provincial  legislation...  $500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  appears  to  me,  though 
I  do  not  object  to  this  vote, ’that  it  must  be  very  inadequate, 
or  that  it  will  cover  but  a  small  portion  of  the  matter  here 
referred  to.  The  Minister  of  Customs,  I  think  it  was, 
undertook  to  make  some  enquiry  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  enquired  with  reference  to  this  item 
from  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  he  said  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  collating  all  correspondence  with  reference  to 
the  legislation  of  the  different  Provinces,  affecting  more 
particularly  the  question  of  disallowance,  and  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  to  have  it  published  in 
one  small  book,  as  a  work  of  reference  on  that  particular 
question.  But  he  said  that  he  thought  it  was  $1,500  he  had 
asked,  instead  of  $500. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  this  amount  for  printing  or  collating  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  for  both. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know  how  much 
is  for  collating  and  how  much  for  printing  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  I  cannot  say.  I  supposed  when  the 
item  was  put  in,  that  it  was  to  cover  the  expenses,  but 
when  I  was  informed  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  his 
recollection  was  that  it  should  be  $1,500, 1  took  it  for  granted 
that  this  sum  will  not  cover  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  proposing  a  vote  of  this  kind,  we 
should  know  what  the  work  is  going  to  cost,  because  that 
may  have  a  good  deal  to  do  with  whether  we  ought  to  vote 
it  or  not.  At  a  moderate  expense,  I  think  such  a  volume 
would  be  a  great  convenience.  I  may  say  that  a  vast  mass 
of  this  correspondence  was  brought  together  by  myself 
when  I  was  Minister  of  Justice  in  1876.  I  found  that  the 
returns  theretofore  made  had  been  imperfect,  and  I  brought 
down  as  far  as  I  could,  from  the  researches  made 
in  the  Department,  a  complete  set  of  every 
thing  which  took  place  from  the  beginning  up 
to  that  date.  Since  that  time  motions  have 
been  made,  and  latterly  returns  have  been  delayed  very 
long.  One  which  was  brought  down  this  Session  I  have 
not  been  able  to  look  at.  What  made  that  return  which  I 
brought  down  almost  useless  was  this :  It  was  brought 
down  in  chronological  form,  so  that  you  could  know  from 
Sir  Hector  LanqRvin. 


year  to  year  what  the  course  of  opinion  by  Ministers  of 
Justice  and  Governments  bad  been  upon  this  question ;  but 
the  printing  department  printed  it  higgledy-piggledy,  up 
and  down,  here  and  there,  so  that,  as  printed  in  the  Ses¬ 
sional  Papers,  you  do  not  know  where  to  look  for  anything. 
I  refer  once  more  to  another  point  on  the  vote  which  is 
before  us,  because  it  is  due  to  this  method  of  bringing  down, 
or,  when  brought  down  rightly,  to  this  method  of  public 
printing,  that  this  vote  is  now  on  the  Table.  The  system  in 
the  Department,  in  the  accumulation  of  papers  on  a  particu¬ 
lar  subject,  is  that  a  file  is  commenced.  Of  course  this  com¬ 
mences  with  the  earliest  documents  in  date.  To  that  is 
added,  from  time  to  time,  the  accumulation  of  papers,  so 
that  everything  is  put  on  file  in  reverse  order.  Then,  when 
a  return  is  moved  for  in  this  House,  instead  of  the 
officer  in  charge  of  the  Department  using  his  intelli¬ 
gence,  or  the  officers  in  the  Secretary  of  State’s 
Department  using  their  intelligence,  and  supplying 
the  documents  to  Parliament  in  chronological  order,  they 
are  brought  down,  if  there  is  any  order  at  all,  in  this  reverse 
form,  and  you  have  to  go  back  and  search  from  the  begin¬ 
ning.  It  is  not  merely  that,  but  each  document  is  of  course 
at  an  unknown  point  in  the  series,  and  to  get  tne  document 
you  want,  you  have  to  search  back  and  forward.  Now,  I 
have  had  something  to  do  with  the  handlirg  of  these  docu¬ 
ments  in  every  Session,  because  a  great  many  of  them  have 
come  down  from  hon.  gentlemen  too  late  for  any  hope  of 
being  printed,  and  I  fancy  I  read  as  many  of  these  manu¬ 
scripts  as  most  hon.  gentlemen.  But  this  mode  of  bringing 
them  down  is  evidently  calculated  to  prevent  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  the  information  they  are  supposed  to  embody.  I 
hope  that  i  instructions  will  be  given  to  have  these  returns 
brought  down  in  a  way  which  will  give  a  little  more  con¬ 
venience,  and  a  little  less  trouble,  in  getting  at  their  con¬ 
tents.  If  that  were  done,  a  great  deal  of  this  expense  would 
be  unnecessary,  because  of  course  the  larger  the  bulk  of 
these  documents,  the  more  difficult  it  is  to  use  them.  When 
it  is  in  the  chronological  form,  it  is,  as  I  have  said,  a  work  of 
an  hour  or  perhaps  more  to  find  out  the  particular  law  as 
to  which  you  want  to  find  the  action  of  the  Government. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman.  I  find  that  even  in  departmental  work, 
when  I  send  for  papers  on  any  given  subject,  they  are  in 
the  reverse  order  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  and  some¬ 
times  they  are  in  no  order.  I  think  we  must  amend  our 
ways  in  this  respect,  which  have  been  the  same  ever  since 
we  have  had  returns.  The  papers  should  be  carefully  arran¬ 
ged  by  the  reponsible  officer  in  the  Secretary  of  Slate’s 
Department  whose  business  it  is  to  go  over  the  returns  no 
matter  from  what  Department,  and  arrange  them  in  some 
order,  not  only  as  to  the  dates,  but  also  as  to  the  subjects. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  the  remarks  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  made  apply  to  the  manner  in  which  the  returns  have 
been  printed  in  some  instances  after  they  have  come  to 
this  House.  If  I  understood  aright  the  leader  of  the  Op¬ 
position,  he  stated  that  some  had  come  down  arranged  in 
chronological  order,  but  when  printed  were  all  mixed  up. 
That  is  a  matter  to  which  the  attention  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Printing  Committee  should  be  called. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  say  for  that  officer,  whose  abilities 
I  think  are  well  known,  that  those  returns,  though  brought 
down  in  chronological  form,  were  not  fastened  together, 
and  they  may  have  been  sent  to  the  printing  office  in  that 
condition  and  been  upset  by  the  printer. 

DUTIES  OF  CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  157) 
to  amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to  duties  of  Customs  and 
Excise. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 
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Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
committee  on  the  Bill,  and  that  it  be  an  instruction  of  the 
committee  that  they  have  power  to  amend  the  Bill  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  resolution  which  on  the  13th  day  of  this 
instant  July,  was  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House.  He  said  :  I 
have  adopted  the  exact  wording  of  a  similar  motion  made 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  considered  in  committee, 
reported,  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

INLAND  BEYENUE  ACT,  1883. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  that  this  House  concur  in  the 
amendments  made  in  the  Senate  to  Bill  (No.  146)  to  amend 
the  Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act  of  1883.  The  first 
amendment  is  on  page  4913,  in  the  proviso  for  distilleries, 
inserting  the  word  “  hereafter.”  The  other  amendments  are 
verbal,  not  affecting  the  principle  of  the  Bill  at  all. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex).  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  that  one-third  of  the  newly  made  whiskey 
should  be  put  on  the  market,  and  that  an  advantage  should 
be  given  to  men  who  come  fresh  into  the  business  against 
the  distillers  who  have  been  engaged  in  it  for  years.  I  do 
not  think  that  clause  has  received  the  consideration  it 
should  have  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  That  question  was  raised  before  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Brant  ^Mr.  Paterson).  I  stated  then 
that,  while  it  is  desirable  that  this  whiskey  should  be 
purified  by  being  aged,  it  was  not  because  I  did  not  believe 
in  that  principle,  but  it  was  to  meet  the  objection  against 
placing  the  control  of  the  liquor  trade  in  the  hands  of  the 
present  distillers,  and  that,  while  we  could  not  expect  to 
make  the  whole  system  perfect  at  once,  they  would  be 
brought  under  the  operation  of  the  Act  by  slow  degrees. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  one  of  the  great  disadvantages 
when  we  have  any  legislation  of  this  description  at  all.  I 
think  it  is  a  great  misfortune  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  attempt  to  prevent  the  sale  in  this  way.  I  think 
the  inducements  given  for  the  sale  of  this  maturing  com¬ 
modity  are  all  that  has  been  done  in  any  country  with  a 
view  to  sanitary  considerations,  and  he  confirmed  that  when 
he  was  asked  if  that  was  embodied  in  any  other  legislation, 
and  he  said  no.  I  think  this  a  vicious  description  of  legis¬ 
lation.  We  know  that  the  whiskey  trade  is  pi’actically  in 
the  hands  of  a  monopoly.  There  are  only  five 
or  six  distillers  in  Canada,  the  two  principal  ones 
being  in  Toronto  and  Walkerville.  My  hon  friend 
(Mr.  Patterson)  is  of  course  acquainted  with  the  excel 
lence  of  the  one  in  the  county  of  Essex,  and  I  find  that 
this  proposal,  if  it  did  not  come  from,  has  not  been 
very  much  condemned  by,  the  larger  distillers.  As  it  stood, 
this  measure  practically  confirms  their  monopoly,  a  mono¬ 
poly  which  is  created  in  a  large  measure  by  the  operation 
of  the  law,  because  the  difference  which  exists,  and  which 
we  have  exaggerated  this  Session,  between  the  Customs  and 
Excise  duty,  gives  an  enormous  protection  to  the  small 
number  of  persons  engaged  in  the  trade:  With  only  five 
or  six  firms  engaged  in  this  trade  in  the  whole  Dominion 
of  Canada,  facilities  are  given  for  combination  which  are 
of  course  availed  of  to  the  uttermost,  so  that  the  price  is 
kept  up  practically  at  the  duty  point.  It  was  pointed  out 
that  this  was  practically  continuing  the  monopoly,  and  after 
consideration,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposed  to  the  House 
this  which  is  a  compromise  measure,  and  which  possesses 
all  the  inconveniences  of  a  compromise  measure.  I  think  the 
result  of  the  whole  proposal  will  be  to  rather  help  than 
hinder  the  mohopoly.  I  believe  it  iB  rather  calculated  as 
it  stands,  even  though  there  is  a  power  in  the  case  of  a  new 
distillery  to  permit  the  sale  of  a  certain  proportion  of  new 
whiskey,  to  give  an  advantage  to  those  engaged  in  the  old 


trade.  There  is  a  sense  in  which  there  is  an  advantage 
given  to  those  who  are  now  engaged  in  the  trade,  but  they 
are  reaping  that  now,  and,  in  view  of  the  enormous  capital 
necessarily  engaged  in  that  trade,  it  would  be  practical 
prohibition  if  something  of  this  kind  did  not  come  in.  We 
are  dealing  in  this  case  in  this  particular  upon  other  con¬ 
siderations  than  those  which  we  usually  apply  to  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  consumption  of  liquor ;  this  is  not  a  prohibitory 
or  restrictive  measure,  but  is  said  by  the  Minister  to  be 
a  sanitary  measure,  and  is  one  of  a  very  extreme  kind.  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  thinks  that 
the  manufacture  of  whiskey  will  become  perfect 
under  these  provisions.  I  think  he  is  in  a  sort 
of  utopia  with  regard  to  that;  but  no  doubt  that  is  the  effect 
he  is  attempting  by  this  legislation  to  make.  But  one  of 
the  elements  of  improvement  is  competition,  and,  if  you  do 
not  give  some  chance  of  competition,  you  will  have  some¬ 
thing  very  different  from  improvement,  unless  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  this  commodity,  instead  of  being  supposed  to  be 
the  most  useful  to  the  world  of  all  manufactures,  is  really 
one  of  such  a  character  that  people  will  not  be  influenced  by 
the  motives  which  ordinarily  influence  them  in  other  mat- , 
ters.  I  would  prefer  to  see  these  provisions  stricken  out 
which  restrained  the  sale  earlier,  and  consequently  the 
provision  of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Essex  has  spoken. 

I  would  prefer  to  see  the  inducement  left  of  the  drawback  to 
sell  the  matured  article,  and  to  leave  the  freedom  of  trade 
otherwise  unrestricted.  But  if  it  is  to  be  restricted,  I  am 
afraid  the  result  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  suggestion  would 
be  that  it  would  be  a  practical  monopoly  in  favor  of  the  sel¬ 
lers  of  this  commodity  who  may  live  by  the  grace  and  favor 
of  the  principal  vendors  who  reside  in  the  locality  to  which 
I  refer. 

Amendments  concurred  in. 

ADDITIONAL  COUNTY  COURT  JUDGE  IN  THE 
PROVINCE  OF  MANITOBA. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  to  consider  certain 
proposed  resolutions  (page  3395)  respecting  the  salary  of  an 
additional  County  Court  Judge  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  resolution  1, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Legislature  of  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  has  made  provision  for  an  additional 
County  Judge,  and  the  Department  of  Justice  states  that  it 
can  be  clearly  established  that  the  judge  is  wanted.  But 
this  first  resolution  needs  to  be  amended  by  inserting  after 
the  words  “  Province  of  Manitoba  ”  the  words  : 

‘‘Being  for  the  central  8ub-diviBion  of  the  eastern  judicial  district  </ 
the  said  Province.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  if 
we  had  some  statement  from  the  right  hon.  gentleman  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  we  are  asked  to  do  our  part 
in  the  creation  of  this  additional  officer.  Of  course,  I  am 
quite  well  aware  that  the  condition  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba  is  such  that,  if  not  now,  at  any  rate  very  soon — and 
now,  for  aught  1  know — some  additional  judicial  sti’ength 
will  be  requisite.  It  is  very  important  that  we  should 
know — and  I  may  say  that  the  experience  of  both  Govern¬ 
ments  with  reference  to  British  Columbia  will  point  to 
that  importance — that  a  reasonable  system  of  sub-division 
of  tbe  work  of  county  court  judges  is  being  adopted.  We 
had  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and  a  long  controversy  with 
British  Columbia  with  reference  to  the  function  and  sphere 
of  the  duties  of  the  county  court  judges,  and  subsequently 
considerable  difficulty  with  reference  to  the  Suporior  Court 
judges.  Now,  I  have  no  idea,  myself,  how  many  judicial  dis¬ 
tricts  there  are  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  But  if  there 
is  to  be  an  eastern  sub  division  and  a  central  sub-division  of 
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the  eastern  judicial  district,  that  would,  I  think,  indicate 
that  the  eastern  district  must  have  three  divisions,  and 
therefore,  I  suppose,  there  will  be  three  county  court  judges 
for  that  district.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  happen  to  remem¬ 
ber  how  many  there  are  altogether  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  there  are  four 
county  court  judges. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  distribution  of  population  has  changed 
so  much  that  it  is  necessary  to  see  that  proper  accomoda¬ 
tion  is  really  afforded.  At  an  early  period,  of  course,  we  had 
to  consider  the  question  of  distance  as  well  as  the  question 
of  population  ;  but  it  might  happen  that  there  would  be 
such  a  remodelling,  having  regard  to  the  present  centres  of 
population,  as  would  enable  us  to  afford  the  proper  accommo¬ 
dation.  Now,  I  have  always  said  that  I  attach  considerable 
weight  to  the  decision  of  tho  Province,  although  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  I  have  declined  to  be  bound  by  it;  on 
the  other  hand,  it  seems  to  me  that  in  our  own  judgment, 
acting  as  one  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  if  we  are  to 
exercise  a  judgment,  it  is  hardly  satisfactory  to  be  told  that 
the  Department  of  Justice  is  satisfied,  and  to  take  that  upon 
trust.  My  opinion  is  that  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  have 
obtained  from  the  Department  of  Justice  those  reasons 
which  satisfied  that  Department  of  the  propriety  of  this 
change,  and  to  have  placed  those  reasons  before  us.  The 
hon.  gentleman  takes  the  statement  of  his  colleague  upon 
trust,  and  communicates  to  us  that  statement  and  asks  us 
to  accept  it  on  trust. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  something  in 
that,  but  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  how  very  cau 
tious  the  present  Minister  of  Justice  is  in  increasing  the 
divisions.  If  I  remember  aright  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba 
passed  a  Bill  for  the  appointment  of  two  additional  judges 
of  the  Superior  Court,  besides  these  county  judges,  and 
after  full  consideration  the  Minister  of  Justice  thought  that 
he  would  not  be  warranted  in  asking  Parliament  to  provide 
a  salary  for  more  than  one  Superior  Court  judge,  and  after 
full  discussion  with  the  Provincial  Government,  one  addi¬ 
tional  judge  was  added  to  the  staff  of  the  Superior  Court. 

Resolutions  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  introduced  Bill  (No.  162) 
to  provide  a  salary  for  an  additional  county  court  judge  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba. 

Bill  read  the  first  time. 

JUDGES  OF  PROVINCIAL  COURTS. 

The  following  Bill  was  read  the  second  time,  considered  in 
Committee,  reported,  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed: — 

Bill  (No.  161)  to  amend  the  Act  46  Victoria,  Chapter  9, 
intituled :  “  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  salaries  and  super¬ 
annuation  and  travelling  allowances  of  certain  Judges  of 
certain  Provincial  Courts.” 

NAVIGATION  OF  THE  ST.  LAWRENCE  NEAR 
QUEBEC. 

On  the  Order  for  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  159)  for 
facilitating  the  navigation  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence  in  and 
near  the  harbor  of  Quebec, 

Mr.  LAURIER.  This  Bill  has  not  been  printed  in 
French. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  is  not  marked  as  printed  in  French 
in  the  Order  Paper.  This  Bill  affects  the  private  rights  of 
parties  in  the  city  of  Quebec,  and  it  should  not  be  pro¬ 
ceeded  with.  It  is  to  amend  the  charter  of  the  city,  which 
has  been  in  existence  20  years.  The  city  authorities  have 
not  been  notified  to  attend  and  be  heard  upon  it.  Under 
Mr.  Bpakje. 


such  circumstances  I  submit  it  would  not  be  fair  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  has  been  considered  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  Quebec  and  by  the  Harbour  Commissioners,  and 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal,  and  they  have  all  con¬ 
curred  in  its  provisions. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  do  not  dispute  that.  I  know  that  on 
these  occasions  the  board  of  trade  takes  one  view  and  the 
corporation  another  view.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Marine 
may  not  be  aware  of  that  fact,  but  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  knows  it.  A  similar  Bill  was  attempted  to  be  passed 
in  the  Session  of  1884  but  was  not  carried,  and  for  a  similar 
reason  to  that  now  offered.  When  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
the  charter  of  the  city — and  this  is  attempted  to  be  done  in 
the  Bill  the  very  last  hours  of  the  Session — the  city  has  a 
right  to  be  heard  before  her  charter  is  amended.  For  these 
reasons  I  take  the  objection  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  With  respect  to  this  Bill  it  will  be 
acknowledged  that  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  Quebec 
are  better  judges  of  what  is  necessary  for  the  navigation 
of  the  river  than  are  the  city  authorities.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  mentions  that  this  is  an  amendment  to  the  city 
charter.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  refer  to  the  statute, 
which  enacted  this  legislation  we  are  now  about  to  amend, 
he  will  find  this  special  clause  slipped  in  at  the  bottom  of  an 
Act  in  regard  to  the  Quebec  water  works.  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  mercantile  community  of  Quebec,  with  the  Harbor 
commissioners  of  both  cities,  as  well  as  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  Montreal,  all  approve  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  only  proper  that  the  head  of  the 
Department  should  bring  down  such  a  Bill  as  this  at  a 
reasonable  period  of  the  Session. 

Order  allowed  to  stand. 

SUPPLY— DEPARTMENT  OF  RAILWAYS,  ONTARIO 

BOUNDARY,  THE  NORTH-WEST  TRIALS,  etc. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  are  one  or  two  matters  which  I  wish 
to  bring  specially  to  the  attention  of  the  House  before 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  The  first  is  with  reference 
to  the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals.  The  House  is 
aware  that  in  1879  the  Government  declared  it  was  neces¬ 
sary,  in  order  to  tho  efficient  administration  of  public  affairs, 
that  the  office  of  public  works  should  be  divided,  and  that 
there  should  be  two  chiefs  of  Departments  instead  of  one.  The 
Act  provides  for  the  distribution  of  the  offices  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  under  two  respective  officers.  One  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  and  Canals,  and  the  other  retaining  the  old  appellation 
of  Minister  of  Public  Works.  Now,  as  I  understand,  under 
our  law  at  the  present  time,  whatever  may  be  the  prerogative 
or  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  where  there  is  no  legislation,  the 
administration  of  public  affairs  in  this  country  is  provided  for 
by  certain  statutory  provisions,  and  there  is  no  prerogative 
right  of  the  Government  to  administer  the  affairs  of  State  in 
any  other  way  than  that  which  is  provided  for  in  these  vari¬ 
ous  Acts  of  Parliament.  Now,  under  tho  provisions  of  the  law 
it  is  enacted  that  tho  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
shall  be  appointed  by  commission  from  fho  Crown,  under 
the  Great  Seal  of  Canada;  and  I  think  it  is  important  to 
know  whether  such  a  Minister  has  been  appointed,  and 
whether  the  Minister  has  been  regularly  appointed  under  the 
law.  It  is  pretty  clear,  I  think,  that  there  can  be  no  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways,  unless  there  is  a  Minister  of  Railways 
appointed  in  the  regular  way.  In  fact,  1  think  whether  there 
can  be  an  Acting  Minister  of  Rail  ways  or  not  legally  appoint¬ 
ed,  is  open  to  question.  Of  course,  in  so  far  as  the  Deputy 
Heads  of  Departments  are  concerned,  there  is  provision  made 
in  various  statutes,  that  they  shall,  in  their  absence,  have 
power  to  appoint  others  to  act  on  their  behalf.  I  do  not  find 
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in  our  law  any  such  power  for  a  Minister  to  appoint  his 
colleague  to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office  in  his 
absence.  But  that  is  the  practice.  The  law  in  that  par¬ 
ticular  may  be  defective,  and  I  do  not  raise  that  ques¬ 
tion,  but  I  do  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that,  as  I  understand,  our  law  at  the  present 
time  does  not  empower  any  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
undertake  the  administration  of  a  Department  except  under 
the  authority  of  a  patent  from  the  Crown  for  that  special 
purpose.  It  is  true,  in  England  a  Minister  has  held  more 
than  one  administrative  office,  but  in  those  cases  the  Crown 
has  issued  its  patent  to  the  Minister,  for  the  purpose  of  dis¬ 
charging  the  duties  of  those  various  offices,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  when  he  undertook  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  the  head  of  several  Departments.  But  there  is 
no  provision  made  which  authorises  the  Prime  Minister,  or 
any  other  Minister,  to  employ  or  appoint  one  of  his  colleagues 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  an  office  to  which  the  Crown  has 
made  no  appointment,  which  is  pi’actically  vacant,  and  has 
continued  vacant  for  a  number  of  years.  I  think  it  is  a 
matter  of  very  serious  consequence  that  the  Government 
should  comedown  to  Parliament  in  1879  and  ask  Parliament 
to  legislate  with  a  view  of  dividing  the  Department  for  the 
more  efficient  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  country, 
and  that  that  Department  has  been  for  more  than  two  years 
without  the  proper  head.  We  know,  Sir,  that  the  Crown 
cannot  act  except  throught  some  responsible  Minister,  and 
then  only  by  the  authority  of  the  Sign  Manual  of  the 
Sovereign.  It  is  also  necessary  that  the  Seal  of  State 
shall  be  attached  to  the  document  by  which  the  party  is 
appointed,  and  it  shall  bear  the  signature  of  at  least  one 
responsible  Minister,  Now,  so  far  as  the  House  has  been 
informed,  I  do  not  understand  that  the  so-called  Minister  of 
Eailways  has  been  regularly  appointed  to  the  discharge  of 
those  duties  in  the  manner  contemplated  in  the  statute.  If 
he  is,  it  is  impossible  to  see  why  he  should  be  called  “  Acting 
Minister  of  Eailways,”  a  position  which  the  law  does  not 
formally  recognise.  Having  said  this  much  in  regard  to 
this  particular  matter,  I  wish  to  refer  to  another,  because  I 
suppose  this  will  be  the  last  opportunity  of  doing  so,  and  I 
do  so  by  way  of  complaint  of  the  action  of  the  Government. 
As  early  as  February  last  I  asked  the  Government: 

“  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  propose  any  legis¬ 
lation,  or  to  invite  Parliament  to  ask  for  Imperial  legislation  to  define 
the  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  upon  the  north  and  west  ?  ’’ 

The  Prime  Minister  answered  : 

“  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  propose  any  legisla¬ 
tion.  The  question  as  to  whether  it  is  necessary  to  ask  for  Imperial 
legislation  is  now  reoeiving  earnest  consideration.” 

At  a  later  pei  iod  in  the  Session,  the  Prime  Minister 
informed  the  House,  in  reply  to  a  further  inquiry,  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  proceed  with  this  matter 
during  the  Session. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  To  deal  withtho  subjoct, 

Mr.  MILLS.  At  all  events,  to  deal  with  the  subject. 
Now  relying  on  the  accuracy  of  that  statement,  I  took  no 
action  upon  this  question.  It  was  my  intention  to  submit 
a  proposition  for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and  I  was 
prevented  from  doing  so  by  the  answers  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  this  question,  from  time  to  time,  during  the 
Session,  until  a  day  or  two  ago,  when  it  became  too  late  to 
invite  the  action  of  Parliament  upon  the  question.  Now, 
the  hon.  gentleman  made,  a  day  or  two  ago,  a  statement 
which  I  suppose  it  would  be  irregular  on  my  part  to  refer 
to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  it  would  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  answer  the  hon.  gentleman  gave 
me  on  that  occasion  is  a  just  ground  of  complaint.  The 
Minister  said  it  was  proposed  next  Session  to  deal  with  the 
subject  of  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario,  in  accordance 


with  the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  that  the  question  as  to  the  northern  boundary 
of  Ontario  would  be  dealt  with  along  with  the  question  of 
the  northern  boundary  of  Quebec,  a  question  upon  which 
there  was  no  division  of  opinion,  I  believe — no  contest 
between  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  as  there  has  been  in  the  case  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario;  but  I  wish  for  a  moment  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  report  of  the  Judicial  Committee  on  this 
question,  and  also  to  the  conclusions  to  which  that  report 
points.  The  hon.  gentleman  expressed  an  opinion  which 
seems  to  indicate  that  he  is  disposed  to  accept  the  con¬ 
clusions  of  the  Judicial  Committee,  so  far  as  the  western 
boundary  is  concerned;  but  so  far  as  the  northern 
boundary  is  concerned,  he  repudiates  the  action 
altogether.  Now,  I  wish  briefly  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  the  Judicial  Committee  did,  and  what  they 
have  reported.  There  was  the  question  as  to  where  the 
western  boundary  of  Ontario  was,  and  whether  the  terri¬ 
tory  extending  from  a  line  drawn  due  north  from  the 
junction  of  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  Eivers,  westerly  to 
a  line  drawn  due  north  from  the  north-west  angle  of 
Lake  of  the  Woods,  was  part  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario  or  part  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  Whether 
this  belonged  to  the  one  or  the  other  depended  on 
the  decision  of  the  Committee,  upon  the  facts  which 
where  submitted  to  them.  Now,  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  represented  there  by  counsel.  They  agreed 
to  refer  the  whole  question  of  the  northern  boundary  to 
the  Judicial  Committee,  and  it  was  only  after  the  Committee 
was  invited  to  take  action  in  the  matter  that  the 
Dominion  Government  failed  to  carry  out  its  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Province  of  Ontario,  But  it  was 
contended  by  the  Dominion  counsel,  and  this  agreed  with 
the  contention  of  Manitoba,  that  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
extended  eastward  to  the  meridian  drawn  due  north  from 
the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the  Mississippi.  Now,  in 
order  that  the  observations  of  the  Committee  may  be  per¬ 
fectly  clear, let  me  state  that  if  the  contention  of  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  were  correct  it  would  embrace  not  only  all  the 
territory  eastward  to  that  line  south  of  the  Albany  Eiver, 
but  also  a  considerable  extent  of  the  territory  north  of  the 
river.  In  the  argument  and  the  evidence  submitted  to  the 
Committee,  the  claim  of  the  Dominion  to  the  territory  north 
of  the  Albany  Eiver,  as  against  the  Province  of  Manitoba, was 
never  put  forward  for  one  moment.  The  contention  was, 
that  Manitoba  extended  eastward  to  that  meridian  line. 
The  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  said  it  did 
not  go  south  of  the  Albany  Eiver.  They  said  that  the 
Province  of  Ontario  extended  westward  to  a  line  drawn 
due  north  from  the  north-west  angle  of  the  Lake 
of  the  Woods,  and  that  it  extended  northward  as  far 
as  the  Albany  Eiver  and  the  English  Eiver,  which  runs 
westward  into  the  Winnipeg  Eiver.  To  whom  the  territories 
north  of  that  line  belong  was  a  question  which  might  have 
been  at  issue  between  the  Dominion  and  Manitoba ;  but 
it  was  not  raised.  The  Dominion  put  in  no  claim  to 
the  territory  to  the  north  of  the  Albany  Eiver  as  against  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  and  it  was  not  possible,  therefore,  it 
seems  to  me,  for  the  Committee  to  come  to  any  other  conclu¬ 
sion  than  they  did  on  the  evidence  before  them — that  while 
they  conceded  the  contention  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  to 
extend  eastward  to  this  meridian  line  north  of  the  Albany 
Eiver,  thoy  held  that  it  could  not  extend  eastward  of  the 
meridian  of  the  north-west  angle  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods, 
to  any  territory  south  of  the  English  or  Albany  Eiver, 
because  they  held  that  that  territory  was  the  property  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  suppose  the  Minister  has  read 
the  argument  and  the  observations  made  by  the  members 
of  the  Committee  from  time  to  time  during  the  argument. 
With  regard  to  another  question  in  this  case,  which  is  a 
question  of  immense  consequence,  the  Committee  said  that 
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the  northern  boundary  of  Ontario,  and,  in  this  respect,  also 
the  boundary  of  the  old  Province  of  Quebec,  under  the  Act 
of  1774,  was  not  the  49th  parallel ;  they  also  said  it  was 
not  the  height  of  land.  They  have  expressed  a  clear  opin¬ 
ion  incidentally  —in  dealing  with  the  question  of  the  north¬ 
ern  boundary — of  what  was  the  boundary  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec  under  the  Act  of  1774.  It  was  neither  of  those 
two  boundaries — either  one  or  the  other  was  contended 
to  be  the  boundary  of  Quebec  by  the  counsel  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  or  by  the  counsel  of  Manitoba.  The  evidence 
went  to  show  that  there  was  a  line  proposed  by  the 
English  and  one  by  the  French  at  the  negotiation  of  the 
Treaty  of  Utrecht;  wherever  that  line  was,  it  was  the 
boundary  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Territory  on  the  south.  I 
think  the  evidence  went  to  show  that  it  was  somewhere 
near  the  51st  parallel,  and  that  the  Province  of  Quebec 
extended  northward  to  that  boundary.  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  and  the  House  to  this  fact, 
which  made  a  very  great  impression  upon  the  members  of 
the  Committee;  because,  although  they  were  inclined  to 
hold,  at  first,  that  the  northern  boundary  of  what  had  been 
the  Province  of  Quebec  was  also  the  northern  boundary  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  they  expressly  maintained  a  differ 
ent  opinion  before  the  conclusion  of  the  argument,  basing 
that  opinion  upon  two  papers  which  were  sub¬ 
mitted  io  the  House  of  Commons  in  1791,  when 
the  King  intimated  his  intention  to  exei'cise  his 
prerogative  to  divide  the  old  Province  of  Quebec 
into  the  Provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada.  I 
submit  the  papei's,  to  show  where  the  dividing  lino  was 
to  be  drawn.  One  paper  defined  the  separating  line  bet¬ 
ween  the  two  Provinces,  and  the  other  defined  the  eastern 
boundary  of  the  Pi’ovince  of  Upper  Canada.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  directed  the  attention  of  the  other  members  of 
the  Committee  to  the  fact  that  if  the  intention  of  the  Crown 
had  been  simply  to  divide  the  Province  of  Quebec  into 
two  Provinces,  there  was  no  necessity  of  providing  one 
paper  to  define  the  eastern  boundary  of  Upper  Canada  and 
another  paper  to  define  the  separating  line;  the  one  paper 
would  have  served  both  purposes.  But  in  order  that  the 
House  may  see  the  exact  effect  of  these  two  papers,  I  will 
read  them.  One  paper  is  entitled,  “  Description  of  the  in¬ 
tended  boundary  between  Upper  and  Lower  Canada.”  It 
reads  as  follows  : — 

“  To  commence  at  a  stone  boundary  on  th  north  bank  of  the  Lake 
St.  Francis,  at  the  cove  west  of  the  Points  au  Beaudet,  in  the  limit 
between  the  township  of  Lancaster  and  the  seigneurie  of  New 
Longueuil,  running  along  the  said  limit  in  the  direction  ot  north  34 
degrees  west  to  the  westernmost  angle  of  the  said  seignenrie  of  New 
Longueuil,  thence  along  the  north-western  boundary  of  the  seigneurie 
of  Vaudieuil,  running  north  25  degrees  east,  until  it  strikes  the  Ottawa 
River,  to  ascend  the  said  river  into  the  Lake  Temiscaming,  and  from  the 
head  of  the  said  lake  thence  through  the  middle  of  the  said  lake  to  the 
most  northerly  extremity  thereof;  and  thence  running  due  north  to  the 
boundary  of  the  territory  granted  to  the  Merchant  Adventurers  of 
JSngland  trading  to  Hudson’s  Bay.” 

That  is  the  definition  of  the  separating  line;  it  was  to 
extend  as  far  as  the  old  Province  of  Quebec  extended,  and 
then  to  the  southern  boundary  of  the  Hudson  Bay  territory. 
The  paper  to  define  the  eastern  boundary  of  Upper  Canada, 
which  was  sent  by  Sir  Henry  Dundas  to  the  Lords  of  the 
Council,  after  a  recital  similar  to  a  portion  of  the  other 
paper,  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  By  a  line  drawn  due  north  until  it  strikes  the  boundary  line  of  Hud¬ 
son’s  Bay  ” - 

A  different  phrase  altogether,  and  as  the  Judicial  Committee 
observed,  if  it  had  not  been  intended  to  defino  a  different 
line,  it  would  not  have  been  necessary  to  submit  this 
paper — 

including  all  the  territory  to  the  westward  and  southward  of  the 
said  line,  to  the  utmost  extent  of  the  country  commonly  called  or  known 
by  the  name  of  Canada.” 

.Now,  it  is  perfectly  clear,  from  the  observations  mado  by 
the  members  of  the  Judicial  Committee,  that  they  held  that 
Mr.  Mills. 


the  Provinces  of  Upper  Canada  extended  beyond  the  old 
limit  of  what  was  the  northern  boundary  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  to  the  shores  of  Hudson  Bay,  and  to  the  Albany 
Eiver.  The  hon  gentleman  has  all  along  expressed  his 
anxiety  to  have  a  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council.  That  decision  was  given  formally  upon  the 
question  referred  to  them,  and  incidentally  upon  the  whole 
question.  It  seems  to  me,  that  being  the  case,  the  hon. 
gentleman  ought  to  have  acted  in  accordance  with  the  des¬ 
patch  forwarded  him  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies.  The 
northern  boundary  of  Quebec  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter’.  Undoubtedly,  it  lies  near  the  shore  of  Hudson 
Bay,  where  the  old  southern  boundary  of  the  territories  of 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company  was  situated,  and  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  extend  that  further 
north,  and  give  to  Quebec  a  more  convenient 
and  natural  boundary,  nobody  will  objoct.  But 

L  call  attention  to  the  Jact  that  the  two  are 
wholly  distinct ;  that  they  were  held  to  be  distinct  by  the 
Judicial  Committee,  and  that  the  two  papers  submitted  to 
Parliament,  at  the  time  the  Act  was  carried  for  the  purpose 
of  dividing  the  old  Province  of  Quebec  into  the  Provinces 
of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  show  that  they  are  wholly 
distinct.  The  Judicial  Committee  recommended  their  award 
to  bo  carried  into  effect  by  Imperial  legislation.  The  Colo¬ 
nial  Secretary  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Government  on  that 
subject,  but  that  letter  was  never  answered.  A  motion  was 
made  here  for  all  the  papers;  the  hon.  gentleman  brought 
down  certain  papers,  in  obedience  to  that  motion,  but  the 
papers  he  brought  down  do  not  contain  even  an  acknow¬ 
ledgement  from  the  Government  of  the  letter  received  from 
the  Colonial  Secretar  y.  I  find  a  communication  from  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Governor  of  Ontario,  urging  the  hon.  gentleman  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Judicial  Committee, 
asking  for  co-operation,  and  proposing  the  draft  of  a  Bill  for 
this  purpose,  and  that  has  never  been  answered.  I  have 
what  I  consider  good  authority  for  saying  that  since  that 
several  communications  passed,  which  have  not  been  brought 
down.  This  is  the  manner — and  I  have  this  to  complain 
of_in  which  the  Orders  of  the  House  are  observed  by  the 
Government.  We  are  furnished  papers  which  give  but  im¬ 
perfect  answers,  conveying  the  impression  that  the  Orders  ot 
the  House  are  obeyed,  and  we  are  still  left  in  ignorance  as  to 
what  correspondence  has  taken  place.  I  believe  I  am  cor¬ 
rect  in  saying  that  even  that  communication  of  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Governor  has  never  been  acknowledged  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  nor  has  any  other  been  acknowledged  which  has 
been  submitted  to  the  Government  by  the  Lieutenat  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Ontario  on  this  subject.  Further,  I  am  informed,  on 
very  good  authority,  that  Parliament  is,  at  this  time,  pre¬ 
pared  to  legislate  on  this  question  ;  that  it  is  not  too  late  ; 
that  there  is  no  room  for  dispute ;  that  we  know  the  views 
of  the  Privy  Council ;  that  they  are  precisely  the  same  as 
those  of  the  arbitrators  who  made  the  award  in  1878,  as  to 
the  boundaries  of  Ontario,  and  I  say  the  House  is  misled. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  pretended  to  do  what  he  has  not 
done,  and  has  prevented  other  members  bringing  forward  a 
question  which  ought  to  have  been  disposed  of  long  ago.  It 
was  fairly  dealt  with  long  ago,  and  it  has  been  dealt  with 
a  second  time  by  the  Privy  Council,  yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  to  defer  final  settlement  of  this  question  until  ano¬ 
ther  year.  It  ought  to  be  dealt  with  at  once,  as  there  is  no 
longer  any  room  for  controversy. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  just  before  recess,  suggested  it  was  highly  desirable 
lhat  legislation  should  be  had  in  order  to  confirm  and 
establish  the  boundaries  betwoen  Ontario  and  Manitoba  and 
between  the  Dominion  and  Ontario.  Now,  I  think  legisla- 
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tion  in  this  matter,  in  the  shape  in  which  it  stands  at  pre¬ 
sent,  would,  be  attended  with  no  small  difficulty.  The 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council  is  somewhat  contradictory  in 
itself,  and  the  boundaries  between  Ontario  and  the  Dominion 
have  not  been  at  all  touched  upon  in  that  decision,  further 
than  that  by  inference  it  seems  to  confirm  the  boundary  of 
the  award  which  was  made  by  the  arbitrators  on  a  former 
occasion.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  boundary  of  Ontario  extended  further  to  the 
north  than  the  boundary  of  Quebec.  That  is  a  mistake. 
The  same  documents  which  extend  the  boundary  of  Ontario 
to  the  north  extend  the  boundary  of  Quebec  also  to  the 
north.  They  stand  equally  far  north.  Wherever  the 
northern  boundary  of  Ontario  is  the  boundary  of  Quebec 
is  in  the  same  latitude.  The  10th  article  of  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht  says  : 

“  But  it  is  agreed  on  both  sides,  to  determine  within  a  year,  by 
commissaries  to  be  forthwith  named  by  each  party,  the  limits  which  are 
to  be  fixed  between  the  said  Bay  of  Hudson  and  the  places  appertaining 
to  the  French,  which  limits  both  the  British  and  the  French  subjects 
shall  be  wholly  forbid  to  pas3  over,  or  thereby  to  go  to  each  other  by 
sea  or  by  land.” 

That  clearly  indicates  that  there  was  some  point  inland 
from  Hudson’s  Bay  which  formed  the  boundary  line 
between  the  English  and  the  French.  That  is  very  clearly 
stated  in  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht;  but  a  little  later  than  that, 
in  the  commissions  issued  to  Governors,  a  long  series  of 
commissions,  there  is  a  line  spoken  of  as  the  boundary  line  of 
Hudson’s  Bay  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman,  on  a  former  oc¬ 
casion,  referred,  as  the  bhore  of  Hudson’s  Bay.  The  boundary 
line  of  Hudson’s  Bay  and  the  shore  of  Hudson’s  Bay  were 
two  very  different  things.  Here  is  a  description  which  held 
for  very  a  long  time,  from  1791  to  1838  : 

“  Running  along  the  said  limit,  in  the  direction  of  north  34 
degrees  west,  to  the  westernmost  angle  of  the  said  seigneurie  of  New 
Longueuil  ;  thence  along  the  north-western  boundary  of  the  seigenurie 
of  Vaudreuil,  running  north  25  degrees  east,  until  it  strikes  the 
Ottawa  River,  to  ascend  the  said  river  into  the  Lake  Temiscaming  ;  and 
which  said  Province  of  Lower  Canada  is  also  bounded  by  a  line  drawn 
d«e  north  from  the  head  of  the  said  lake,  until  it  strikes  the  shore  of 
Hudson’s  Bay.” 

It  is  clear,  by  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht,  that  the  boundary  line 
of  Hudson’s  Bay,  as  there  referred  to,  was  not  the  shore  of 
Hudson’s  Bay.  It  is  equally  clear  that  the  subsequent  com¬ 
mission  of  the  1st  March,  1838,  to  the  Earl  of  Durham, 
carried  the  boundary  line  to  the  shore  of  Hudson’s  Bay. 
But  it  carried  the  boundary  line  of  Quebec  to  the  shore  of 
Hudson’s  Bay  as  well  as  the  boundary  line  of  the  then  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Upper  Canada.  With  regard  to  the  recent  decision 
of  the  Privy  Council,  I  think  it  can  be  construed  in  more 
ways  than  one.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  it.  It  goes  on  to 
describe  the  boundary  line  as  running: 

“  Along  the  middle  line  of  the  river,  by  which  the  waters  of  Lake  St 
Joseph  discharges  themselves,  until  it  reaches  a  line  drawn  due  north 
from  the  confluence  of  the  Rivers  Ohio  and  Mississippi,  which  forms  the 
boundary  eastward  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba.” 

Now,  this  decision  says  that  the  western  boundary  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  is  the  boundary  line  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States  up  to  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  and  from 
the  north-west  angle  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  a  line  drawu 
due  north  until  it  strikes  the  Winnipeg  River  or  the  English 
River,  as  the  case  may  be,  then  following  up  the  English 
River  and  making  it  the  boundary  between  Ontario  on  the 
south  and  Manitoba  on  the  north.  Now  there  are  two  Acts  of 
this  House,  the  one  describing  the  boundaries  of 
Keewatin  and  the  other  describing  the  boundaries, 
of  the  enlarged  Province  of  Manitoba.  Both  are 
essentially  the  same.  The  one  describes  the  eastern  bound¬ 
ary  of  Keewatin  as  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario,  and 
the  other  describes  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  enlarged 
Province  of  Manitoba  as  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  • 
Consequently,  it  is  quite  evident  that  in  case  of  two 
Provinces  separated  by  a  line  running  due  north,  the  one  i 
Province  cannot  lie  north  or  south  of  the  other.  This  I 


decision  of  the  Privy  Council  describes  the  Pi’ovince  of  Man¬ 
itoba  as  lying  north  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  In  this  it 
simply  overrides  two  Acts  of  this  Parliament,  which  have 
remained  for  a  long  time  on  the  Statute  Book.  As  I  have 
said,  it  gives  the  disputed  territory  in  the  first  place  to 
Ontario,  and  winds  up  by  giving  it  in  just  so  many  words 
back  to  Manitoba.  It  says  : 

“  A  line  drawn  due  north  from  the  confluence  of  the  Rivers  Mississippi 
and  Ohio,  which  forms  the  boundary  eastward  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.” 

The  Government  of  Ontario  ignores  the  decision  of  the 
Privy  Council,  and  calls  on  us  to  pass  an  Act  which  shall 
set  aside  a  part  of  it.  That  is  certainly  not  following  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  under 
all  the  circumstances,  if  I  may  express  an  opinion  on  the 
subject,  it  is  highly  desirable  that  these  boundaries  should 
be  settled  forever,  and  settled  in  such  a  way  as  that  they 
cannot  be  cavilled  it.  The  question  is  now  in  a  worse  muddle 
chan  it  has  ever  been  in  before,  and  considering  that  it  has 
got  into  such  a  mess,  I  think  the  whole  question  should  be 
taken  up  at  our  next  Session, ■and  referred  back  to  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  When  it  was 
before  the  Privy  Council  only  one  side  of  the  ques¬ 
tion  was  practically  heard.  The  Government  of  Ontario 
was  represented  ably  and  well ;  it  had  most  elaborate 
maps,  elaborate  reports,  and  counsel  who  represented  their 
case  very  ably,  and  pointed  out  every  circumstance  which 
could  bear  out  their  view  of  the  case.  The  Dominion 
Government  had  for  counsel  those  who  were  but  very 
slightly  acquainted  with  the  subject,  and  bad  but  a  short  time 
to  become  acquainted  with  it.  No  doubt  they  did  their 
best,  but  they  were  over-matched.  The  Government  of 
Ontario  had  volumes  written,  explaining  their  view  of  the 
matter,  while  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  had  literally 
nothing.  The  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  has 
evidently  been  made  in  haste.  It  gives  the  disputed 
territory,  in  so  many  words,  to  both  parties,  and 
overrides  two  Acts  of  this  Parliament.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  this  House  would  be  justified  in 
referring  the  whole  question  back  to  the  Imperial  Govern¬ 
ment,  with  a  request  that  it  should  be  re-opened  and  gone 
into  fully  from  first  to  last,  so  that  a  decision  may  be 
obtained  which  cannot  be  attacked.  Then  there  is  the 
Indian  title  to  the  lands,  which  appertains  to  the 
boundary  question.  Did  time  permit,  1  could  show  that  as 
long  ago  as  200  years  the  title  of  the  Indians  was  acknow¬ 
ledged  by  the  Imperial  Government — not  a  sort  of  quasi 
title,  that  only  gave  them  a  sort  of  right,  but  a  title  that 
gave  them  an  actual  right  in  the  soil ;  that  deeds  were 
taken  from  them  covering  large  areas  of  country,  and 
worded  in  the  same  way  as  a  deed  would  be  now  which 
conveyed  land  from  one  person  to  another  in  fee  simple. 
There  is  a  deed,  in  1684,  in  which  the  rights  of  the  Indians 
were  acknowledged  by  the  then  Sovereign,  and  it  was  con¬ 
firmed  in  1726  ;  and  there  is  a  regular  sequence  of  con¬ 
firmation  of  Indian  titles  up  to  1763,  when  an  Imperial 
Act  was  passed,  and  when  the  proclamation  of  1763  was 
issued,  fully  confirming  the  rights  of  the  Indians  to 
the  soil.  It  would  be  interesting  to  show  how  that 
proclamation  is  still  in  force;  it  would  be  a  matter  of  great 
interest  to  show  how  it  was  looked  upon  by  the  Imperial 
Government,  and  how  the  Imperial  Government  construed 
the  Act  which  it  had  passed.  That  could  all  be  made  out. 
As  late  as  1792  there  were  treaties  made  with  the  Indians 
on  the  Canadian  side,  where  deeds  were  taken  from  them  of 
large  tracts  of  territory,  which  they  conveyed  in  fee  simple 
to  the  Imperial  Government.  I  am  quite  aware  a  decision 
has  recently  been  given  ;  I  do  not  know  what  it  is;  we  have 
not  yet  seen  it ;  but  I  suspect  it  may  very  likely  be  like  some 
other  decisions — given  without  full  information  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  I  think  it  can  be  clearly  proved  that  the  right  of  the 
soil  was  in  the  Indians,  and  that  it  has  been  acknowledged 
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to  be  so  both  by  the  Imperial  Government,  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  and  by  Canada. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  am  somewhat  familiar  with  that  speech. 
It  is  an  old  stand-by  that  we  have  heard  repeatedly.  I  think 
it  is  quite  out  of  place  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  advocate 
the  propriety  of  appointing  a  commission  on  a  matter  that 
has  been  set  at  rest  by  the  Privy  Council.  After  arrange¬ 
ments  have  been  agreed  to  by  the  contending  parties,  I  do 
not  see  why  it  should  be  revived  just  now. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  It  was  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills;  himself  who  revived  it. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  There  is  one  other  matter  to  which  I 
think  it  my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
It  is  a  matter  affecting  the  uprising  in  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories.  There  are  to-day,  as  we  know,  in  confinement  at 
Regina,  a  very  large  number  of  prisoners.  I  understand 
there  are  between  40  and  60  half-breed  prisoners,  and  of 
Indians  I  do  not  know  how  many.  Now,  I  cannot  conceive 
how  it  can  be  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  put 
everyone  of  these  prisoners  on  trial,  nor  can  I  conceive 
that  it  would  be  in  the  public  interest  that  such  a  course 
should  be  followed.  Of  course,  I  apprehend  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  anxious  to  vindicate  the  law,  but  what  I  want 
to  submit  to  the  judgment  of  the  Government  and  of  this 
House  is,  whether  the  law  would  not  be  sufficiently  vindi¬ 
cated  if  the  leaders  only  of  the  rebellion  were  put  on  trial. 
Let  the  leaders,  of  whatever  race  they  may  be — either 
white,  red  or  mixed — be  placed  on  trial  and  allowed  to 
make  their  defence,  and  let  the  country  decide  on  the  issue 
raised  between  the  Crown  and  them.  Let  those  also,  of 
whatever  rank  and  station,  who  have  been  guilty  of 
offences  against  the  gommon  law,  be  put  on  trial.  But  this 
should  not  apply  to  those  who  have  not  been  leaders,  but 
have  been  led,  if  they  have  committed  no  offences  against 
the  common  law.  I  am  not  going  again  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  cause  of  the  rebellion.  I  do  not  think  it  oppor¬ 
tune  or  necessary,  nor  is  it  necessary,  even  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  question  I  now  raise,  but  whatever  may  be  the 
causes  of  the  rebellion,  I  submit  that  those  who  have  not 
been  leaders,  but  have  been  led,  those  who  have  simply  taken 
up  arms  on  the  impulse  of  the  moment,  soldiers  who  have 
fought  in  battle  and  have  been  taken  prisoners  in  battle, 
should  not  be  put  on  their  defence ;  and,  if  the  cause  be  what 
has  been  stated  by  the  Government  in  the  discussion  of  a 
few  days  ago,  if  it  is  not  any  grievances  from  which  the 
half-breeds  have  bden  suffering,  but  if  they  have  been  led 
astray  by  Louis  Riel  or  other  designing  men,  this  statement 
would  carry  with  it  the  argument,  and  not  only  the  argu¬ 
ment,  but  the  conclusion,  that  those  who  have  been  led 
astray  should  not  be  put  on  their  trial.  The  United  States 
have  given  us,  on  this  matter,  an  example  which  is  worthy 
of  imitation.  They  have  been  assailed  by  the  most  formid¬ 
able  rebellion  the  world  has  ever  seen,  and  it  was  only  after 
four  years  of  war,  after  innumerable  disasters,  after  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  had  been  expended,  after  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  lives  had  been  lost,  that  the  national  cause 
triumphed.  The  rebellion  opened  in  April,  1861,  and  it  was 
not  until  April,  1865,  that  the  armies  of  the  South  had  to 
surrender.  The  surrender  of  General  Lee’s  army  took  place 
on  the  9  th  April,  and  less  than  two  months  afterwards,  on 
the  29th  May,  the  President  of  the  United  States  issued  a 
proclamation,  which  was  almost  universal  in  its  effect.  I 
may  quote  it  with  some  appositeness  in  the  present 
instance,  but  I  will  only  quote  a  few  words  of  it.  After 
having  recited  the  causes  of  the  war,  the  President  speaks 
as  follows : — 

“  To  the  end,  therefore,  that  the  authority  of  the  Government  of  the 
Urited  States  may  be  restored,  and  that  peace,  order  and  freedom  may 
he  established,  I,  Andrew  Johnson,  President  of  the  United  States,  do 
proclaim  and  declare  that  I  hereby  grant  to  all  persons  who  have, 
directly  or  indirectly,  participated  in  the  existing  rebellion,  except  as 
hereinafter  excepted,  amnesty  and  pardon,  with  restoration  of  all  rights 
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of  property,  except  as  to  slaves,  and  except  in  cases  where  legal  pro¬ 
ceedings,  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  providing  for  the  confisca¬ 
tion  of  property  of  persons  engaged  in  rebellion,  have  been  instituted  ; 
but  upon  the  condition,  nevertheless,  that  every  such  person  shall  take 
and  subscribe  the  following  oath  (or  affirmation),  and  thenceforward 
keep  and  maintain  such  oath  inviolate  ;  and  which  oath  shall  be  regis¬ 
tered  for  permanent  preservation,  and  shall  be  of  the  tenor  and  effect 
following,  to  wit 

Then  follows  the  oath.  The  exceptions  follow.  There  are 
fourteen  of  these.  It  is  useless  to  recite  them,  but  they  all 
apply  to  persons  who  took  a  leading  part  in  the  rebellion,  as 
military  and  civil  officers, and  so  on,  but  full  amnesty  and  par¬ 
don  was  given  to  the  mass  of  those  who  took  part  in  the  rebel¬ 
lion, only  excepting  the  leaders.  We  must  admit  that  this  was 
a  most  humane  and  wise  act.  It  was  a  humane  act  in  itself. 
It  was  a  wise  act,  because  it  restored  to  citizenship  the  whole 
population  of  the  South ;  it  enabled  them  at  once  to  apply 
themselves  to  restore  their  position  as  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  and  no  doubt  it  contributed  also  largely  to  restore  in 
the  hearts  of  these  men  a  love  of  the  national  Government, 
which  four  years  of  war  had  alienated.  This  is  an  example 
which  I  think  might  be  followed  under  the  present  circum¬ 
stances.  Moreover,  if,  for  reasons  of  their  own,  which  I 
will  not  discuss  at  present,  the  Government  do  not  think  it 
expedient  to  at  once  grant  an  amnesty  to  these  people  who 
are  now  in  confinement,  who  have  not  taken  a  leading  part 
in  the  rebellion,  I  submit  that  at  all  events  they  should  be 
released  from  custody  and  sent  back  to  their  homes  —not 
discharged,  not  pardoned,  still  amenable  to  law,  but  dis¬ 
charged  from  custody,  remaining  subject  to  law,  and  their 
future  conduct  answering  for  any  future  amnesty.  This  con¬ 
duct,  I  believe,  would  be  politic  and  wise.  We  know  that, 
apart  from  any  other  consideration,  it  is  folly  to  believe  that 
so  many  men  can  be  put  upon  their  trial  for  life  and  death. 
It  would  be  appalling  that  there  should  be,  in  this  country, 
any  such  bloody  assizes,  and  we  know  that  the  district  is  in 
great  destitution,  and  that  the  families  are  sadly  in  want  of 
the  help  of  their  bread-winners.  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss 
this  matter,  but  I  make  the  statement,  which  I  hope  will  be 
taken  into  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  Government. 
It  would  be  a  policy  both  humane  and  wise  if  these  men 
were  sent  back  to  their  homes  and  families,  and  I  believe 
this  would  restore,  in  the  hearts  of  these  men,  the  love  of 
our  country,  and  faithfulness  to  the  institutions  of  our 
country. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  share,  to  a  great  extent,  in  the 
opinion  expressed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec  East  (Mr. 
Laurier),  and  I  would  go  a  little  further,  and  would  ask  the 
Government,  as  a  matter  of  justice,  whether  they  could 
answer,  in  this  House,  a  question  which  has  been  pot  in  the 
other  House  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Trudel,  which  I  fiod  ia  the 
Order  Paper : 

“Whether  the  Government  ha3  taken  into  consideration  the  question, 
whether  it  would  not  be  better,  in  the  interests  of  justice,  to  modify  the 
law  in  such  a  manner  as  to  afford  to  persons  implicated  in  the  rebellion 
in  the  North-West  a  trial  before  a  jury  of  twelve  of  their  fellow-subjects, 
such  as  the  common  law  of  the  British  Empire  affords  to  every  subject  of 
Her  Majesty?” 

I  am  told  that  Riel  and  all  his  fellow  companions  in  the 
rebellion  are  going  to  be  tried  before  six  jurymen,  and  I 
see  by  the  newspapers  that  they  will  be  English-speaking 
jurymen.  I  do  not  want  to  say  whether  Riel  is  guilty  or 
not ;  that  is  a  matter  which  will  be  discussed  in  court ;  but 
it  will  be  a  great  act  of  justice,  so  far  as  the  Province  of 
Quebec  is  concerned,  and  it  will  be  a  great  satisfaction  to 
every  one,  whether  Riel  is  guilty  or  not,  to  know  that  he  was 
tried  before  a  mixed  jury  of  twelve  men,  as  was  the  practice 
in  Quebec,  men  who  knew  him  and  were  qualified  to  give 
judgment  on  the  case  brought  before  the  court.  I  do  not 
know  what  answer  was  given  to  Mr.  Trudel  in  the  Senate ; 
but  I  would  be  very  glad  if  the  Government  could  see  their 
way  to  change  the  law  in  the  manner  1  have  suggested.  I 
find  in  a  newspaper  published  in  Montreal,  La  Presse,  a 
statement  with  respect  to  the  trial  of  Riel,  that  the  Govern- 
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ment  have  issued  a  proclamation  by  which,  in  the  Act  of 
1880,  concerning  the  North-West  Territory,  the  Government 
is  given  the  right  to  apply  to  the  Territories  laws  which 
have  been  previously  adopted  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada ; 
and  a  simple  proclamation  is  sufficient  to  obtain  this  result 
and  give  a  retroactive  effect  to  the  cases.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  is  correct  or  not,  and  I  will  be  very  glad  if  the 
Government  will  give  an  answer  to  those  two  questions. 
As  regards  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  they  are  very 
indifferent  as  to  what  the  verdict  may  be.  It  is  a  question  of 
law,  and  as  a  matter  of  justice  it  would  be  a  great  satisfac¬ 
tion  if  these  men  were  tried  according  to  the  laws  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec,  and  it  would  bo  a  great  consolation  to  people 
interested  in  these  men. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
East  says  that  we  should  interfere  with  the  trial  of  those 
men,  Riel  and  the  others,  in  the  North-West  Territory. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  did  not  say  Riel. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke 
of  the  leaders,  and  I  think  Riel  is  one  of  the  leaders. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  1  said  those  who  were  not  leaders 
should  not  be  put  upon  trial. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  understood  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  remarks.  The  hon.  gentleman  wishes  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  interfere  in  these  trials.  He  makes  a  distinction 
between  the  leaders  and  those  who  have  committed  acti 
against  the  common  law,  as  he  calls  it,  and  soldiers,  who,  in 
the  heat  of  the  moment,  took  up  arms  and  were  led  astray 
by  Riel — he  thinks  they  should  not  be  put  upon  trial.  The 
question  is,  how  to  distinguish  those  men— who  is  a  leader, 
who  is  not  a  leader,  who  has  committed  an  act  against  the 
peace  of  the  country,  who  has  committed  murder,  or  any 
other  offence,  and  who  are  those  who  have  not  committed 
such  offences.  Of  the  men  who  were  battling  against  the 
troops  of  Her  Majesty  in  the  North-West,  they  are  not  all 
under  arrest  at  Regina  ready  to  stand  their  trial.  A  large 
number  of  them  were  placed  at  liberty  at  once,  and  are  at 
their  homes.  Others,  of  course,  fell  on  the  field  ; 
others  were  wounded ;  and  a  number  of  these  who  were 
wounded  were  found  on  the  battle  fields,  were  picked  up  by 
our  own  troops  and  placed  in  the  hospitals,  and  they  are 
being  cared  for  the  same  as  our  own  soldiers.  That  is  a 
positive  fact.  I  am  glad  it  is  so,  because  it  shows  that 
after  the  battle  is  over  humanity  has  its  course,  as  before. 
But  the  question  of  deciding  who  is  the  leader  in  these 
troubles,  who  has  committed  a  grievous  offence,  the  offence 
of  murder,  for  example,  and  the  question  whether  a  man  is 
guilty  or  not — these  are  questions  which  it  is  not  for  us  to 
try.  It  is  for  the  tribunals  of  the  country  to  decide  the 
question.  That  is  the  reason  why  you  did  not  see  the  men 
tried  by  martial  law.  The  men  are  to  be  tried  by  the  civil 
authorities,  and  under  the  laws  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  in  the  interest  of  those  men  who  are  to  be  placed 
on  their  trial,  or  in  the  interest  of  the  peace  of  the  country, 
or  in  the  interest  of  any  one,  that  we  should  interfere  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  The  only  interference  we  should  make 
is  this  :  to  see  that  the  men  have  a  fair  and  impartial 
trial.  That  is  their  right,  and  it  is  what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  intend  to  secure  for  them,  and  what  they  have 
intended  from  the  beginning — to  see  that  these  men,  begin¬ 
ning  with  Riel,  down  to  the  last  man  in  custody,  have 
a  fair  and  impartial  trial.  Now,  as  to  the  question  whether 
the  men  should  be  sent  home  and  pardoned,  that  question 
comes  afterwards.  The  pardoning  power  is  there,  and  can 
be  exercised  at  any  time,  until  the  sentence  has  been  carried 
out ;  and,  therefore,  the  question  of  pardoning  will  come 
afterwards.  The  court  will  first  decide  whether  the  men 
are  guilty  or  not.  H  they  are  found  guilty  of  a  heinous 
crime  the  sentence  of  the  law  will  be  passed  upon  them. 
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The  pardoning  power  will  always  he  there,  and  it  is'to  be 
exercised  with  that  humanity  which  has  always  guided  the 
Government  of  this  country,  no  matter  whether  they  belong 
to  one  side  of  the  House  or  the  other.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  do  not  think  it  is  for  the  interests  of  the 
poor  people  that  such  a  course  should  be  pursued  as  is 
suggested.  I  say  poor  people,  for  those  people,  whether 
guilty  or  not,  are  always  pitied  when  they  are  called  upon 
to  stand  their  trial.  I  need  not  consult  my  colleagues  to 
say  that  this  Government,  neither  more  nor  less  than  any 
Government,  have  not  shown  they  were  disposed  to  be 
cruel  towards  any  part  of  the  population  of  this  country. 
We  feel  our  position.  We  felt  it  the  other  day,  when  we 
were  obliged  to  call  upon  the  volunteers  of  the  different 
Provinces  to  rally  round  the  flag  of  this  country  and  go  and 
defend  the  North-West  against  tho  depredations  of  those 
men  who  had  taken  up  arms  and  assumed  the  authority 
of  the  Queen.  We  were  sorry  we  were  put  in  a  position  to 
be  called  upon  to  vindicate  the  law;  but  it  was  our  position, 
and  it  was  one  of  the  obligations  which  our  position  cast 
upon  us,  and  we  were  supported  by  this  House  by  a  large 
majority,  and  by  both  sides  of  the  House,  because  both  sides 
felt  that  the  first  thing  to  be  done  was  to  establish  peace. 
With  respect  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron),  it  would  be  hardly  the 
thing  just  now  to  change  the  law  of  the  country  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  trying  those  men,  or  any  other  men.  The  law  of  the 
country  is  on  the  Statute  Book.  If  there  was  a  change,  it 
might  be  for  better  or  for  worse.  Why  should  there  be  a 
change  made  in  the  law  ?  The  law  will  be  exercised  with 
justice,  and  although  there  are  only  six  jurors,  those  jurors 
are  to  be  selected  in  the  same  way  as  we  select  them  in 
other  parts  of  the  country.  There  is  to  be  the  right  of 
challenge  on  the  part  of  the  prisoner  as  well  as  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown.  Therefore,  we  need  not  be  uneasy  or  afraid 
that  there  will  be  a  packed  jury.  There  will  be  nothing  of 
the  kind ;  there  will  be  justice  and  a  fair  trial,  and  I  hope, 
when  the  affair  is  over,  hon.  gentlemen  will  be  able  to  say 
that  though  we  have  to  see  that  the  law  is  executed,  when¬ 
ever  we  have  been  in  a  position  to  recommend  mercy, 
mercy  has  been  granted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  a  word  which  would 
add  to  the  embarrassments  and  responsibilities  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  the  present  occasion,  but  I  cannot  avoid  this  obser¬ 
vation  with  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  that  he  has  not  met  the  position  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Quebec  (Mr,  Laurier).  In  point  of  fact,  he  has 
acknowledged  the  accuracy  of  my  hon.  friend,  in  the  state¬ 
ment  which  he  has  just  made.  My  hon.  friend  pointed  out 
the  large  number  of  persons  who  were,  so  far  as  is  evident 
from  the  proceedings  before  us,  to  be  submitted 
to  trial,  and  he  stated  his  views  on  that  subject.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  answers  him  by  saying  that  he  must 
not  suppose  that  all  who  were  in  arms  have  been  taken  up 
and  submitted  to  trial.  Therefore,  there  has  been  a  discre¬ 
tion  exercised  as  to  the  persons  who  shall  be  submitted  to 
trial.  Who  has  exercised  that  discretion  ?  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  the  Government  can  exercise  no  discretion,  but 
the  Executive,  or  whoever  is  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  administering  justice,  must  have  exercised  some  discre¬ 
tion  as  to  those  who  should  be  taken  up  and  those  who  have 
been  taken  up.  Now,  I  thought  it  my  duty,  I  thought 
it  a  public  duty — though  I  was  aware  that  political  con¬ 
siderations  of  a  minor  kind  might  have  prevented  me  from 
doing  so — I  thought  it  to  be  my  duty  to  say,  with  reference 
to  the  course  which  General  Middleton  pursued,  as  to  the 
number  of  prisoners  he  took,  as  to  the  rank  and  file,  that  I 
thought  he  had  acted  wisely  in  releasing  those  prisoners. 
It  is  utterly  impossible  for  me,  at  any  rate,  with  such  infor¬ 
mation  as  I  have  been  able  to  collect,  to  form  any  idea  as  to 
the  case  of  any  particular  individual  of  those  who  are  in 
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gaol  at  Regina — I  mean,  of  the  common  number.  There 
may  be  good  reasons — I  do  not  say  there  are  not — for  the 
arrest  and  trial  of  each  one  of  those  individuals.  The  only 
difficulty  which  occurs  to  me  as  rendering  that  improbable, 
is  the  largeness  of  the  number  ;  because  it  is  difficult  to 
conceive — I  hope  it  is  not  the  case — that  so  many  men  have 
been  responsiblein  that  major  degree  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
from  Quebec  referred — the  degree  of  being  leaders  in  crime, 
but  the  committers  of  acts  of  gross  violence  against  the  law. 
But  what  I  desire  to  point  out  is,  that  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  has  said  in  effect  that  a  discretion  has  been  exercised, 
in  that  large  numbers  of  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
field  have  not  been  arrested,  and  therefore  he  has  acknow¬ 
ledged  that  a  discretion  must  be  exercised.  Then  the  ques¬ 
tion  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec  submitted  is,  on 
what  principle  should  that  discretion  be  exercised,  upon 
which  he  expressed  views  in  the  general  spirit  of  which  I 
think  we  must  all  coincide,  namely,  that  what  we  have  to 
deal  with  are  those  who  are  consciously  guilty  and  practical 
culprits  and  leaders,  whether  Indians,  half-breed  or  white — 
whoever  they  may  be — to  deal  with  them  rather  than  with 
their  unhappy  and  misguided  followers.  That  is  all  I  desire 
to  say  upon  this  subject,  which  is,  of  course,  a  delicate  and 
difficult  subject,  and  upon  which  I  feel  the  Government  has 
a  grave  responsibility  resting  upon  them,  upon  which  there 
are  very  mixed  feelings  in  different  sections  of  the  country ; 
but  I  did  not  think  it  would  be  a  manly  thing  to  leave  this 
Souse  without  having  said  a  word  in  the  general  sense, 
in  which  I  have  spoken.  I  now  wish  to  say  a  word 
or  two  upon  some  some  other  topics,  as  I  will 
not  have  the  opportunity  of  speaking  again  on 
this  particular  occasion.  I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to 
say  that  I  think  the  proposal  that  you  should  leave  the 
Chair  this  evening,  upon  these  fresh  Estimates,  of  the 
magnitude  of  which  they  are,  is  one  which  shows,  in  a  very 
marked  manner,  a  neglect  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Admi¬ 
nistration  of  the  day.  I  maintain  that  we  are  running  into 
a  system  of  conducting  the  finances  of  this  country,  so  far 
as  there  is  parliamentary  supervision  over  them,  in  a  man¬ 
ner  which  renders  it  utterly  impossible,  even  for  Parliament 
itself,  and  still  less  for  the  country,  to  apprehend  what  the 
nature  and  character  of  our  annual  engagements  are.  To 
that  end  it  is  essential  that  at  one  time  and  upon  one  occa¬ 
sion  you  should  have,  in  the  large  and  general  sense,  to  deal 
with  our  accounts — our  engagements  on  the  one  hand,  and 
our  receipts  on  the  other.  No  less  a  master  of  finance  than 
Mr.  Gladstone  has  not  unfrequently  stated  that  proposi¬ 
tion,  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  a  House  of  Parliament, 
and  still  lees  for  the  community  at  large,  to  have  a  rea¬ 
sonable  apprehension  of  what  their  duty  is  as  to  financial 
propositions  which  affect  the  whole  country,  or  to 
tell  what  the  state  of  the  country  is,  unless  in  the 
large  sense  of  the  term  we  have  one  Budget  instead 
of  three  or  four.  Well,  we  have  fallen  into  the 
habit  of  having  Supplementary  Estimates,  and,  cir¬ 
cumstanced  as  we  are,  some  Supplementary  Estimates  may 
probably  be  necessary.  But  our  Supplementary  Estimates 
are  growing  in  amount,  and  they  are  coming  down  later 
and  later,  and  now  you  have  had  already,  I  think,  three 
Supplementary  Estimates  this  year.  We  have  had  a  second 
Supplementary  Estimate,  which  came  down  only  a  little 
while  ago,  and  shortly  afterwards  it  was  considered  in  com¬ 
mittee.  Then  at  one  o’clock  this  morning,  Further  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates  for  more  than  $3,000,000  were  brought 
down,  and  at  half  past  5  the  same  evening  we  were  asked 
to  go  into  committee  on  them,  and  are  asked  to  dispose  of 
thorn  on  what  is  practically  the  day  after  the  last  working 
day  of  the  House.  Now,  as  to  this  Estimate,  there  was  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  have  been  before  us  a  long  time 
ago ;  and  when  you  observe  that  these  various  Estimates 
contain  appropriations,  sometimes,  for  matters  which 
have  a  bearing  one  upon  the  other,  and  should  be 
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considered  together,  but  instead  of  that  you  are 
asked  to  vote  upon  oue,  and  when  you  have  disposed 
of  it,  another  Estimate  comes,  and  you  are  asked  to  deal 
with  the  other  branch  of  a  topic  which  should  have  been 
considered  at  one  and  the  same  time.  When  you  consider, 
at  the  same  time,  the  magnitude  of  those  Estimates,  the  sum 
amounting  last  night  to  about  $4,500,000 — that  is  the 
Estimate  brought  down  by  the  Minister  of  Railways,  as 
welt  as  that  which  we  are  about  to  deal  with  at  this 
moment — I  say  financial  proposals  of  that  description, 
brought  down  just  as  we  are  about  to  prorogue,  when  there 
is  no  opportunity  of  considering  them,  are  objectionable  on 
that  ground.  I  maintain  that  we  should  mend  our  ways  in 
this  regard  ;  that  there  should  be  a  very  strenuous  effort  to 
deal  with  more  of  the  financial  proposals  in  the  Main 
Estimates,  and  to  reduce  to  a  minimum  those  Supplementary 
Estimates  which  are  unforeseen,  at  the  time  the  Main 
Estimates  are  made  up,  instead  of  being  simply  put  away  to 
the  end  of  the  Session,  until  a  time  when  it  is  easy  to  run 
through  things,  and  when  the  opportunity  for  scrutiny  and 
investigation  are  not  so  great  as  at  an  earlier  period  of 
tbe  Session.  I  maintain  that  those  two  propositions  are  of 
the  last  importance,  that  you  should  have  as  few  Supple¬ 
mentary  Estimates  as  possible,  instead  of  the  number  being 
large,  and  that  you  should  have  your  Estimates  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session.  As  to  this  particular  Estimate,  I 
stated,  and  the  statement  was  not  contradicted  from  the 
other  side,  that  I  understood  that  this  Estimate  was  in  a 
state  of  preparation,  in  fact,  in  print,  for  a  considerable 
number  of  days,  while  hon.  gentlemen  did  not  choose  to  lay 
it  on  the  Table.  That  is  an  addition  to  the  offence.  I 
believe  it  ought  to  have  been  so,  if  it  was  not  so  ;  I  believe 
it  was  so ;  but  if  it  was  not  prepared  and  in  print  before 
now,  why  was  it  not?  I  maintain  that  that  proper  parlia¬ 
mentary  control  which  ought  to  exist  over  public 
expenditure  is  rendered  almost  nugatory  by  the 
course  which  has  been  latterly,  and  notably  this  Session, 
adopted.  Then,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  proposes 
that  we  should  go  to-night  into  the  railway  resolutions. 
I  am  not,  of  course,  about  to  discuss  the  railway  resolutions 
in  any  detail,  or  to  refer  to  any  particular  line  of  railway  ; 
but  I  take  the  opportunity  of  adverting  to  them  as  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  very  large  financial  engagements  which  we  are 
called  upon  to  endorse  at  this  period  of  the  Session.  At  a 
very  early  period  of  the  Session,  as  early,  I  think,  as  the  6th 
of  February,  I  obtained  an  Order  of  this  House  for  copies  of 
all  the  papers  connected  with  the  applications  of  aid  for 
railways.  I  was  satisfied  that  they  were  numerous,  and  that 
they  ought  to  receive  the  attentive  consideration  of  this 
Parliament.  That  return  was  brought  down  the  day  before 
yesterday,  in  the  evening,  five  months  after  I  had  obtained 
the  order,  and  it  is  succeeded  the  following  day  by  propo¬ 
sals  with  respect  to  a  large  number  of  railways — I  forget 
the  number - 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Seventeen. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Some  seventeen  railways  in  the  proposals 
of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  and  a  railway  or  two  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates,  which  are  now  before  us — some 
eighteen  or  nineteen  railway  grants.  Now,  the  mass  of  the 
papers  which  were  brought  down  the  day  before  yesterday, 
by  far  the  larger  proportion  of  which  bear  date  in  the  year 
1»84,  and  the  bulk  of  the  remainder  bear  date  in  January, 
February  and  March,  1835 — comprise  850  foolscap  pages. 
I  presume  no  one  in  this  House  has  looked  at  them  except 
myself,  and  I  confess  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  analyse 
them  in  such  a  way  as  would  enable  me  intelligently  to 
state  the  conclusions  which  should  be  drawn  from  an  exami¬ 
nation  of  them.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  need  not  say 
that  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  intelligently  discuss  these 
financial  proposals,  just  because  the  Administration  have 
determined  to  postpone  the  period  at  which  they  would 
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give  the  information  to  the  House,  until  a  day 
or  two  before  the  close  of  the  Session,  and  within  a  few 
hours  of  the  vote  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to 
take.  These  proposals,  therefore,  will  not  receive  any 
intelligent  discussion  on  this  occasion,  because  intelligent 
discussion  is  impossible.  There  may  be,  of  course,  a  member 
who  is  pretty  familiar  with  the  railway  in  which  he  is 
interested,  or  which  passes  through  his  locality ;  but  the 
mass  of  us  are  not  familiar  with  these  railways,  and  it  is 
impossible,  without  study  of  the  papers,  and  time  to  ascer¬ 
tain,  after  that  study,  what  facts  are  omitted  from  them, 
that  we  can  exercise  an  intelligent  judgment  as  to  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  these  different  grants.  I  have  to  say,  once  again, 
with  reference  to  these  proposals,  as  I  have  said  with 
reference  to  the  Supplementary  Estimates,  that  parliamen¬ 
tary  control  over  the  public  expenditure  becomes  almost 
nugatory  when  this  practice  is  resorted  to.  I  observe 
that  many  of  these  railways  are  political  railways. 
A  proposal,  in  many  cases,  is  made  to  increase  grants 
which  were  announced  to  us  as  ample  and  adequate 
when  Parliament  was  asked  to  make  them.  I  observe 
that  they  are  largely  promoted  by  members  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  who  may  be  interested  in  them.  A  return  was 
moved  for,  some  time  ago,  but  has  not  been  brought  down, 
of  the  names  of  the  members  of  Parliament  who  are  inte¬ 
rested  as  directors  and  shareholders  in  the  different  rail¬ 
ways;  it  would  be  an  interesting  document,  but  that 
information  is  not  vouchsafed'to  us.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  it  is  a  matter  of  very  great  indifference  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  take,  1  cannot  say  the  discussion, 
but  the  decision  of  this  House  on  these  proposals.  I  do  not 
intend  to  interfere  in  the  slightest  degree  with  his  taking  it 
at  an  early  or  a  late  hour,  because,  be  the  hour  early  or  late, 
at  this  stage  of  the  Session,  under  the  circumstances  to 
which  I  have  referred,  it  would  be  equally  impossible  to 
have  an  intelligent  discussion.  But  I  have  thought  it  right 
to  use  this  last  opportunity  I  would  have  of  dealing  with 
this  subject,  to  point  out  how  far  wrong  we  have  gone 
this  Session,  with  the  expression  of  the  hope  that  things 
have  come  to  the  worst,  and  having  come  to  the  worst,  will 
mend  next  Session. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  to  the  trials  in  the 
North-West,  I  think  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works 
stated  correctly  what  is  the  proper  duty  of  the  Government 
under  the  circumstances,  and  the  Government  are  resolved 
to  carry  that  duty  out  in  the  spirit  of  justice,  and  British 
justice,  which  is  always  tempered  with  mercy.  With  regard 
to  the  Csiminality  of  the  people  who  were  concerned  in  the 
late  outbreak,  there  is  a  difference  in  responsibility  between 
the  men  of  education,  the  leaders — men  who  ought  to  know 
better — men  who  use  their  influence,  from  their  superior 
intelligence  and  education,  to  overcome  the  mass  of  the 
people — a  great  difference  between  them  and  their  deluded 
followers ;  and  this  House  may  depend  upon  it,  and  it  goes 
without  saying,  that  a  marked  line  of  difference  will  be 
drawn  between  the  leaders  of  the  outbreak  and 
those  who  were  drawn  into  it.  Then,  there  are 
great  differences  in  the  criminality  of  different 
men,  whether  they  are  leaders  or  belong  to  the 
rank  and  file.  The  leaders  are  responsible  as  leaders, 
and  there  are  some,  I  fear,  who  cannot  be  reckoned  in  that 
category,  who  are  specially  responsible  for  some  atrocious 
murders  of  men  and  women.  Those  cases  have  to  stand  on 
their  merits  or  their  demerits.  The  hon.  gentleman  says, 
truly,  that  discretion  haB  already  been  exercised  somewhere. 
We  can  understand  what  the  discretion  is.  The  General 
who  has  successfully  commanded  the  force  which  was 
employed  to  put  down  this  outbreak,  from  the  information 
he  could  get  on  the  spot — and  he  had  very  good  means,  I 
take  it,  of  ascertaining  the  different  degrees  of  crimi¬ 
nality  —  discharged  at  once,  on  his  own  responsibi¬ 


lity,  the  great  mass  of  those  who  were  taken,  whose 
offence  was  rising  in  arms,  and  who  were  not  leaders, 
or  supposed  to  seduce  others  into  the  rising,  or  to 
have  been  guilty  of  special  acts  of  atrocity.  We 
have  exercised  that  discretion  very  largely.  Of  course, 
the  Government  very  readily  entrusted  that  discretion  to  a 
man  who  is  equally  remarkable  for  his  personal  courage, 
great  caution  and  great  humanity.  Those  men  who  were 
selected  for  reasons  which  have  not  all  reached  us — which 
have  not  as  much  as  reached  us,  except,  perhaps,  the 
Department  of  Justice — will  be  tried  there,  subject,  however, 
to  the  discretion  of  the  legal  representatives  of  the  Crown. 
I  think  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  will 
admit  that  the  Minister  of  Justice,  in  selecting  as  his  repre¬ 
sentatives  such  men  as  Mr.  Christopher  Robinson,  Mr.  B.  B. 
Osier  and  Mr.  Scott,  has  selected  gentlemen  who  may  well 
be  entrusted  with  the  exercise  of  the  functions  of  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General.  Only  those  persons  in  whom  there  is  found 
decided  criminality,  on  the  primd  facie  evidence  laid  before 
the  Crown  prosecutors,  will  be  put  on  trial.  The  Attorney 
General  has  given  his  representative  the  full  power  of  issu¬ 
ing  a  nolle  prosequi  in  particular  cases.  Then,  afterwards, 
will  come  the  pardon  power,  which,  I  believe,  has  always 
been  exercised  in  Canada,  as  in  England,  in  late  days,  with 
every  discretion,  on  the  principle  that  justice  should  be 
tempered  with  mercy.  With  respect  to  quite  a  different 
subject,  that  of  railways,  it  is  quite  true  the  grants  have 
come  down  late,  and  there  are  a  good  many  reasons  for  it. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Government  has  to  consider  all  the 
applications  as  they  come  in.  Unfortunately,  our  friends, 
those  who  promote  railways  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  can¬ 
not  get  it  out  of  their  minds  that  the  proper  time  to  make 
application  is  when  Parliament  is  sitting.  They  defer  their 
applications,  and  the  production  of  their  plans  and  loca¬ 
tions,  and  the  merits  of  their  several  schemes,  until  the  last 
moment.  We  cannot  help  that ;  that  is  done  continually, 
though  we  would  prefer  those  matters  were  laid  before  the 
Government  at  an  earlier  day.  Another  consideration  the 
Government  have  to  consider  is  the  probable  demands  that 
will  bo  made  on  the  public  revenue  from  the  previous  votes; 
they  have  got  to  consider  what  is  the  liability  to  these  rail¬ 
ways  which  have  got  subsidies  voted  to  them  on  certain 
conditions,  and  whether  they  will  perform  those  conditions. 
Then  we  have  to  consider  what  may  be  the  state  of  the 
revenue,  and  the  ability  of  the  Government  to  come 
foiward  and  assist  in  the  development  of  the  railways. 
For  all  these  reasons,  whether  it  is  this  or  any 
other  Government,  these  matters  will  be  brought 
up  rather  late,  unless  there  is  a  distinct  change 
in  our  system  ;  and  I  cannot  hope  for  that.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  complained  there  is  no  real  check.  While  there  is 
not  so  effective  a  check  as  if  the  Estimates  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table  the  first  day  of  tho  Session,  and  had  been  a  matter 
of  discussion  until  the  end  of  the  Session,  it  has  not  been  the 
practice  to  bring  them  down  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
Bad  examples  are  catching,  and  if  my  memory  serves  me 
right,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  in  the  Government,  railway  grants  were  brought  down 
at  the  very  last  moment,  a  few  days  before  prorogation,  and 
when  there  was  no  second  Chamber  to  supervise  the  acts  of  the 
Government  and  of  Parliament.  So  the  hon.  gentleman  must 
take  a  little  of  the  blame — not  too  much ;  we  will  assume 
our  share — of  bringing  down  votes  at  the  very  last  moment. 
As  regards  these  railway  grants,  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
they  are  political  votes.  Well,  they  are  political  votes  in 
the  sense  that  the  Opposition  of  the  day  chose  to  say  the 
Government  of  the  day  are  actuated  by  political  motives  in 
their  scnemes.  Every  Government,  whether  Liberal  or 
Conservative,  must  put  up  with  that,  and  leave  it  to  the 
judgment  of  the  country  whether  the  statement  be  right  or 
wrong.  We  submit  these  different  applications  ;  if  wrong, 
the  House  will  say  so  ;  if  right,  the  mere  statement  that  we 
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are  actuated  by  political  motives  is  really  of  do  consequence. 
I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  assisting 
railway  enterprises  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  so  far  as  it 
is  prudent  to  do  so.  Eailway  development  is  really  one 
of  the  material  necessities  of  this  country,  with  its  immense 
stretches  depending  altogether  for  development,  or  depend¬ 
ing  chiefly,  except  in  those  portions  favored  by  water  com¬ 
munications,  on  railways.  Our  experience  is,  that  the 
revenues  of  the  different  Provinces  are  not  sufficient  to 
manage  provincial  affairs  properly,  and  at  the  same  time 
assist  largely  in  railway  development;  so  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Dominion  has  to  do  one  thing  of  two,  railway 
development  being  an  absolute  necessity.  They  have  to 
submit  to  each  Province  giving  large  grants  to  local  rail¬ 
ways  and  then  coming  here  for  better  terms,  saying :  We 
have  ruined  ourselves ;  we  have  become  insolvent,  and  you 
must  pay  our  debts.  That  is  one  of  the  dilemmas,  one 
of  the  positions.  We  must  either  do  that,  from  time 
to  time,  according  as  the  Provincial  Legislatures,  for 
political  or  other  reasons,  having  a  legitimate  desire 
to  develop  their  railway  systems,  run  largely  into 
debt.  What  will  be  the  consequence  ?  It  will  be  ex 
necessitate  that  the  different  Provinces  will  run  into  debt, 
and  then  join  together  and  bring  pressure  on  the  Dominion 
to  assist  them,  greatly  to  the  injury  of  the  credit  of  the 
central  Dominion  Government..  The  other  alternative  is 
that  the  Dominion  Parliament,  which  has  representatives 
from  every  Province,  shall  know  what  they  have  to  expend, 
to  what  extent  they  can  charge  the  public  revenue ;  and,  on 
their  own  responsibility,  assist  the  different  sections  of  the 
country,  assist  the  different  Provinces,  assume  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  raising  taxes  upon  the  people,  which  will  be 
required  for  the  purpose  ot  assisting  this  railway  system. 
It  is  quite  clear  to  me,  at  all  events,  and  it  has  been  the 
policy  of  the  Government  of  which  I  am  a  member,  that 
of  the  two  alternatives  it  was  infinitely  better  to  assume 
the  responsibility  of  raising  the  money  and  putting  on 
taxes,  if  taxes  are  required,  and  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  distribution  of  this  money  for  railway  purposes  should 
rest  here.  The  two  things  must  go  together.  If  we  are  to  raise 
the  money,  if  we  are  to  take  the  responsibility,  the  unpopu¬ 
larity  of  putting  additional  taxes  on  the  people  for  railway 
enterprises,  that  expenditure  must  be  accompanied  with  the 
power  of  pointing  out  where  and  how  and  when  it  shall  be 
made.  I  am  speaking  not  now  particularly  as  advocating 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  but  am  pointing  out  to  this 
House  what  I  think  ought  and  must  of  necessity  be  held  to 
be  the  policy  of  the  Central  Parliament ;  that,  as  we  really 
have  the  control  of  the  great  revenues  of  the  country,  as  we 
have  the  only  means  of  raising  a  large  revenue  for  the 
development  of  the  country,  we  have  to  assume  that 
responsibility  in  the  future,  and  that  we  should  assume  the 
co-ordinate  disposal  of  this  money  wisely  and  well  among 
the  Provinces,  opening  up  all  the  avenues  of  accommodation, 
improving  the  development  of  the  different  Provinces. 
And  we  avoid  the  great  point  on  which  I  believe  Confedera¬ 
tion  is  in  danger  :  that  is  to  say,  that  Provinces  may  become 
largely  in  debt  by  running  beyond  their  resources,  and  throw 
themselves,  by  conjoint  action,  on  the  Dominion  Parliament, 
upon  the  Treasury  of  the  Central  Parliament,  and  that  Par¬ 
liament,  in  order  to  save  the  credit  of  the  various  Provinces 
and  to  save  their  good  names,  may  come  forward.  This  has 
been  the  policy  of  our  Government,  and  1  think  that,  so  far, 
it  has  not  worked  ill.  Those  railways  that  have  real  merit 
get  assistance,  and  with  the  very  moderate  assistance  given 
them  the  lines  are  built,  and  they  assist  in  developing  the 
country.  Some  of  them  have  not  succeeded.  Perhaps,  in  a 
little  while,  when  railway  credit  is  better  than  it  is  now, 
when  the  railway  depression  has  disappeared — and  it  is 
rapidly  disappearing,  1  am  happy  to  say — those  grants  not 
yet  called  for  may  be  utilised  by-and-bye.  The  railway  should 
bo  commenced  in  two  years  and  finished  in  four,  if  they 
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obtain  these  grants;  and  if  the  company  cannot  raise  the 
necessary  money  to  proceed  with  the  work,  Parliament  can 
close  the  door,  and  transfer  the  votes  to  some  other  railway 
and  make  improvements  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  That 
is  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and  I  say  it  is  a  substan¬ 
tial  policy,  and  one  which  will  meet  the  approbation,  not 
only  of  this  House,  but  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  very  much  mis¬ 
conceived  the  purport  of  my  remarks  if  he  imagined  that  I 
either  attacked  or  denounced  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
I  did  not  say  a  word  upon  that  subject.  What  I  did  say 
was  this:  We  are  called  upon  to  take  the  responsibility,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  admitted,  to  pass  this  railway  aid 
grant,  and  in  order  that  we,  as  members  of  Parliament,  may 
efficiently  discharge  that  responsibility,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  should  adopt  a  different  policy,  and  afford  us  the 
necessary  information  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session. 

Sir  .RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  propose  to 
follow  the  First  Minister  in  the  discussion  as  to  the  course 
to  be  adopted  with  regard  to  Riel  and  his  associates.  Nor 
do  I  think  the  present  is  the  best  time  to  discuss  the  very 
large  question  as  to  the  future  policy  of  this  Dominion  with 
respect  to  railways,  which  he  has  more  suo  dragged  as  a 
herring  across  the  trail.  There  is  another  way  of  dealing 
with  the  important  question  which  has  been  raised.  All  I 
will  say  at  present  is  this :  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  consequences  involved  in  the  measures  introduced  are 
very  much  more  far-reaching  aDd  more  important  than 
he  has  intimated  to-day,  and  I  think  within  the  space  of  a 
very  few  years  we  will  find  ourselves  confronted  with 
results  which  hon.  gentlemen  pressing  forward  those 
grants  may  not  anticipate.  But  what  I  want  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  is  this :  It  is  in  the  last  degree  to  be  regretted  that  we 
had  not  these  Estimates,  coupled  with  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  as  to  railways,  at  an  earlier  day.  I  have  looked 
carefully  over  them,  and  there  is  positively  nothing  in 
them  of  the  least  importance  which  could  not  have  been 
laid  on  the  Table  probably  four  or  five  weeks  earlier.  The 
most  important  facts  which  they  disclose  were,  in  effect, 
stated  by  the  Acting  Minister  of  Finance,  in  reply  to  some 
remai'ks  made  by  me.  As  to  the  course  pursued  with  res¬ 
pect  to  railway  subsidies,  whatever  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  may  be,  whether  well-considered  or  likely  to  be 
mischievous  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  now,  but  the  delay 
is  utterly  and  entirely  indefensible.  Here  we  are  asked,  in 
eight  and  forty  hours,  or,  at  the  outside,  three  or  four  days 
from  the  close  of  the  Session  to  pass  subsidies  to  twenty 
different  railways  in  different  portions  of  the  country. 
There  is  no  single  member  who,  in  the  time  at  his  dis¬ 
posal  can  form  anything  like  an  intelligent  idea  as  to  the 
great  majority  of  these  matters  on  which  we  are  called 
upon  to  vote.  The  sum  required  is  large.  It  makes  a  very 
considerable  addition  to  our  public  debt,  and  the  time  for 
asking  these  additional  grants  is  most  inopportune.  In 
addition  to  the  large  sum  that  has  been  borrowed,  another 
large  sum  must  be  borrowed,  in  order  to  place  our  finances 
in  at  all  a  tolerable  condition.  I  say  nothing  at  the  present 
time  about  the  reasons  w7hich  have  induced  the  Government 
to  bring  these  proposals  down  at  this  time.  Until  we  have 
obtained  the  information  that  my  hon.  friend  has  asked  for, 
until  we  know  clearly  and  distinctly  who  are  interested  in 
those  various  20  railways  and  who  are  not,  I  do  not  think  we 
are  in  a  position  to  form  any  accurate  idea  as  to  why  the 
Government  have  brought  these  different  proposals  down. 
They  do  savor  suspiciously  of  an  attempt  to  implicate  or 
interest  many  of  ihe  Government  supporters  in  carrying 
the  measures  of  the  Government  through,  as  to  prevent 
their  forming  any  clear  or  correct  estimate  of  the 
other  measures  which  the  Government  have,  in  some 
fashion  or  other,  induced  this  House  to  sanction. 
But  it  is  specially  unreasonable  that  we  should  be 
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asked  to  consider  these  propositions  now,  in  the  face  of  the 
fact  that  we  are  obliged  to  add,  according  to  the  Estimates  of 
the  Minister,  about  $2,000,000  to  the  taxation  of  the  country ; 
and  even  with  that  added,  if  I  may  judge  from  the  Estimates 
which  are  now  proposed  to  be  discussed,  there  is  no  reason¬ 
able  ground  for  hoping  that  we  will  avoid  a  very  consider¬ 
able  deficit  on  the  transactions  of  the  year  for  which  we 
have  now  entered.  For  all  these  reasons,  I  think  no  more 
inopportune  time  was  ever  taken  to  make  such  a  proposal 
than  that  submitted  by  the  Minister  of  Railways,  and  I 
repeat  that  it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that  we  can  discuss 
twenty-one  different  railways  in  twenty-one  different  dis¬ 
tricts — for  that  is  what  the  Government  proposes  to  do — in 
the  space  of  something  like  twenty-four  hours. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  It  is  too  late  in  the  day 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  complain  of  Orders  in  Council  and 
proposals  to  aid  railways  being  brought  down  at  a  late  stage 
of  the  Session.  It  is  within  the  memory,  no  doubt,  of  a  great 
many  hon.  members,  that  when  the  present  leader  of  the 
Opposition  was  leader  of  the  Ontario  Government,  in  1872, 
he,  within  twenty-four  hours  of  prorogation,  brought  down 
resolutions  and  Orders  in  Council  granting  aid  to  railways, 
which  might  be  described  as  political  railways.  On  28th  Feb¬ 
ruary  the  hon.  gentleman  brought  down  an  Order  in  Coun¬ 
cil  relating  to  the  railway  aid  fund.  On  28th  February,  on 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman, Mr.  Blake,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  it  was  resolved  that  the  House  should  ratify  the 
Orders  in  Council  granting  aid  to  the  different  railways  to 
which  aid  was  granted  or  proposed.  Among  the  railways  to 
which  grants  were  given  were  the  Toronto  and  Nipissing, 
Wellington,  Grey  and  Bruce,  Kingston  and  Pembroke,  and 
I  think  some  others.  These  Orders  in  Council  were  ratified 
by  the  House,  which  was  controlled  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  is  now  leader  of  the  Opposition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  were  they  brought 
down  ? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  They  were  brought 
down  on  the  28th,  and  were  forced  through  the 
House  on  the  29th  February.  The  hon.  gentleman 
shakes  his  head,  but  I  think  I  am  right,  unless  the  journals 
of  the  House  are  wrong ;  becauso  1  am  now  reading  from  the 
journals  of  the  Ontario  Legislature.  On  the  29th  they  were 
forced  through  the  House,  and  on  the  1st  day  of  March  tiie 
Lieutenant  Governor  gave  his  consent  to  the  Bill.  I  there¬ 
fore  think  it  is  hardly  within  the  mouths  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  to  say  now  that  this  proposition  is  altogether  too 
late. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  glad  my  hon.  friend  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  because  I  do  not  think,  after  the 
statements  made  by  the  First  Minister  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Hamilton  (Mr.  Robertson),  that  it  would  be  right  for 
myself,  for  you  or  for  the  House,  that  I  should  permit 
these  statements  to  go  without  a  few  words  of  reply.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  those  who  bear  a  candid  recollection  of  the 
facts,  as  they  have  been  stated  to  this  House  more  than 
once,  that  I  should  reply,  but  a  good  many  members  may 
not  have  heard  them  before.  I  shall  be  as  brief  as  I  can  in 
giving  a  statement  of  the  facts  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  alluded.  The  late  Sandfield  Macdonald,  during  his 
tenure  of  office  in  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  had  obtained 
power  to  distribute  amongst  the  railways  of  Ontario  the 
sum  of  a  million  and  a-half  of  dollars,  without  any  further 
action  of  the  Legislature  whatever,  without  any  further 
control  by  the  Legislature  whatever,  without  any  descrip¬ 
tion  or  denomination  of  the  particular  railways  to  which  it 
was  to  be  given.  To  that  policy  the  Liberal  party,  of 
which  I  had  the  honor  to  be  leader  at  the  time,  was  opposed, 
believing  that  the  Legislature  ought  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
decision  as  to  which  railways  should  receive  the  public 


money.  A  general  election  took  place,  in  which  that 
question  was  one  of  the  questions  at  issue,  but  in  the  mean¬ 
time,  and  pending  that  election,  many  negotiations  had 
taken  place,  many  proposals  had  been  made,  and  some  pro¬ 
gress  had  been  made  towards  the  ascei  tainment,  in  a  sense, 
of  the  railways  which  were  to  be  aided.  Many  expecta¬ 
tions  had  been  excited,  many  companies  had  been  incorpo¬ 
rated,  and  the  whole  question  of  railway  enterprise  in  the 
Province  was  waiting  a  solution  of  the  particular  railways 
which  were  to  be  aided.  The  result  of  the  general  election, 
as  evidenced  by  the  vote  of  the  House  on  the  debate  on  the 
Address,  was  that  the  Government  of  the  day  had  lost  the 
confidence  of  the  people.  They  resigned  office,  and  I 
acceded  to  office  in  the  course  of  that  Session.  Immediately 
upon  my  obtaining  office,  in  fact,  before  I  came  back 
from  the  re-election  to  which  I  then  submitted  myself, 
I  took  occasion  to  commence  obtaining  the  information 
necessary  to  a  decision  by  the  Government  of  the  day,  of  the 
railways  which  we  proposed  to  the  House  to  aid.  You  will 
observe,  Sir,  that  I  was  in  this  position :  that  I  was  in  the 
middle  of  a  Session,  and  had  to  obtain  information  which 
had  not  been,  up  to  that  time,  obtained  in  any  proper  form. 
During  the  course  of  the  Session,  as  rapidly  as  the  papers 
could  be  obtained  from  the  different  companies,  all  of  whom 
were  communicated  with,  as  rapidly,  I  say,  as  these  papers 
could  be  obtained,  they  were  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly,  in  order  that  the  Assembly  might 
become  acquainted,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  with  the 
materials  which  had  been  submitted  to  the  Government,  and 
so  familiarise  itself  with  those  materials,  in  order  to  exercise 
its  judgment  upon  the  proposal  of  the  Government.  So  soon 
as  the  materials  which  we  had  thus  been  enabled  to  collect, 
and  which  it  had  taken  a  considerable  time  to  collect — 
though  all  diligence  was  used  in  its  collection — so  soon  as 
this  matei'ial  had  been  obtained,  we  were  called  upon  to 
decide  whether  the  proposal  which  had  been  ratified  by  the 
Legislative  Assembly,  of  a  million  and  a-half,  would  be 
adequate  to  the  demands  of  the  public  and  to  the  fulfil¬ 
ment  of  the  promises,  more  or  less  expressed,  of  the  late 
Ministry.  We  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  fund 
then  proposed  would  not  be  adequate,  and  that  it 
would  be  necessary,  if  we  were  to  make  a  grant  of  such  an 
amount  per  mile  as  had  been  formulated  as  the  policy,  that 
a  larger  sum  should  be  devoted  by  the  Legislature  to  this 
particular  object.  With  that  veiw  we  introduced  a  measure 
into  the  Legislature  for  the  creation  of  a  railway  aid  subsidy 
fund,  and  an  additional  million  was  to  be  granted,  by  annual 
instalments  of  $100,000  a  year  for  twenty  years.  Unless  and 
until  the  Legislature  should  determine  whether  that  fund 
was  to  be  granted  or  not,  it  was  impossible  for  us  to  announce 
a  decision  to  the  House  as  to  what  our  judgment  should  be 
upon  the  amounts  to  be  granted  to  particular  railways ; 
because  the  coat  must  be  cut  according  to  the  cloth,  and 
we  were  obliged,  therefore,  to  ascertain  whether  the  Legis¬ 
lature  would  grant  this  further  sum,  before  we  could  decide 
upon  the  proper  policy — not  that  we  expected  to  be  in  a 
position  to  ask  for  votes  for  the  whole  amount  during  that 
Session,  but  we  perceived  from  the  papers  before  us  that 
although  all  the  applications  might  not  be  ripe  for  action 
that  Session,  yet  a  sum  of  that  magnitude  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  answer  the  exigency,  according  to  our  judgment. 
The  moment  that  measure,  which  was  pressed  with 
all  diligence  through  the  Legislature,  received  the 
final  assent  of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  wo  laid 
upon  the  Table  the  Order  in  Council  which  had 
been  prepared,  even  in  advance  of  that  measure  upon 
the  hypothesis  that  it  would  pass,  in  order  that  there 
might  be  no  delay  in  laying  them  upon  the  Table  after  our 
chief  financial  policy  had  been  approved  of.  We  could  not 
lay  them  on  the  Table  earlier,  because,  unless  the  larger 
sum  were  decided  by  the  Legislature  to  be  devoted  to  this 
purpose,  it  would  have  been  impossible  for  us  to  proposo 
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grants  of  that  magnitude  to  these  particular  railways.  We 
could  not  otherwise  have  met  the  demands,  the  fair  demands, 
of  the  various  portions  of  the  Province  which  had  been 
stipulated  by  the  said  policy.  I  mark,  therefore,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  prove  but  that 
the  utmost  diligence  was  used  by  the  new  Government, 
which  came  in  in  the  middle  of  the  Session,  to  obtain  the 
information  which  was  essential  to  the  formation  of  a 
judgment,  and  that  the  moment  the  information  had  been 
obtained  as  to  any  particular  railway,  it  was  laid  upon  the 
Table,  so  that  the  House  might  know  what  we  knew.  I 
mark,  secondly,  that  so  soon  as  my  Administration  had 
decided  that  the  larger  sum  would  be  essential,  it 
presented  the  necessary  legislation,  and  prosecuted  that 
legislation  with  all  diligence.  I  mark,  thirdly,  that 
the  moment  the  Legislature  had  agreed  to  that  legislation 
we  laid  it  upon  the  Table,  and,  therefore,  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment  that  it  could  have  been  done,  wo  laid  upon 
the  Table  our  railway'proposals.  I  mark,  in  addition  to 
that,  that  there  was  no  announcement  as  to  the  period  of 
prorogation  ;  on  the  contrary  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
the  present  Chief  Justice  Cameron,  having  invited  me  to 
say  when  I  proposed  to  prorogue,  I  declined  giving  any 
intimation  whatever,  saying  that  fulltime  must  be  given  for 
the  discussion  of  this  question.  I  mark,  beyond  that,  that 
no  request  was  made  to  adjourn  the  consideration  of  this 
question  at  all,  and  that  after  one  division  upon  the  first  of 
them,  no  more  divisions  were  attempted.  I  say  that,  under 
the  exceptional  circumstances  in  which  the  Liberal  Adminis¬ 
tration  was  placed,  we  did  all  that  men  could  do,  all  that  it 
was  possible  to  ao,  to  inform  the  Assembly  and  the  public, 
in  the  first  place,  of  every  fact  we  had  obtained, at  the  earliest 
possible  moment  necessary  for  the  formation  of  a  judgment, 
and,  in  the  second  place,  to  lay  these  proposals  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  at  the  earliest  moment  we  could  have  laid 
them  on  the  Table.  And  then  there  was  no  pressure 
whatever  to  reaching  a  decision  ;  on  the  contrary,  any 
application  for  delay  would  have  been  cheerfully 
granted.  And  I  mark,  lastly,  Sir— and  at  this  stage  of 
the  Session  this  is  the  only  observation  I  shall  make — 
that  notwithstanding  that  state  of  the  facts  which  I  have 
given  to  you,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  men  whom 
J  was  opposing,  the  Conservative  party,  were  the  men  who 
declared  that  that  Legislature  did  not  have  any  voice  what¬ 
ever  in  deciding  what  railway  should  be  aided  and  what  aid 
they  should  receive,  and  that  it  was  a  subversion  of  the 
principle  of  responsible  government,  they  denounced  mo 
most  vehemently  for  not  having  given  sufficient  time  to 
decide  this  question,  and  my  denouncers,  on  that  occasion, 
are  the  denouncers,  on  the  present  occasion,  of  the  very 
opposite  policy. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  the  present  denouncers  are  those  who  were  his 
denouncers  in  Toronto.  I  think  they  denounced  him  very 
properly,  because  the  hon.  gentleman  opposed,  and  his 
whole  party  opposed  the  propositions  made  by  Mr.  Sandfield 
Macdonald,  that  a  sum  of  money  should  be  appropriated  to 
aid  railways.  He  objected  to  it,  and  therefore,  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  untrue,  in  a  political  sense,  to  his  ori¬ 
ginal  proposition,  it  is  right  that  he  should  be  censured 
for  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Sandfield  Macdonald 
proposed  that  $1,500,000  be  given.  That  was  not  enough.  The 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  must  go  a  little  further ;  and  having 
the  policy  of  the  Legislature,  that  a  certain  sum  should  be 
appropriated,  before  him,  he  considered  himself  clear  and 
free.  That  is  quite  true.  But  that  is  our  policy,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposes  it  now.  That,  I  say,  is  our  policy, 
it  has  been  enunciated  by  us  for  three  years — that  we  would 
come  to  Parliament  and  ask  every  year  for  a  certain  sum  of 
Mr.  Blakje. 


i  money  to  assist  railway  development.  One  would  think 
ithe  hon.  gentleman  would  not  have  opposed  it.  Suppose, 
i  for  instance,  immediately  after  the  annual  speech  was  deliv¬ 
ered,  it  was  declared  that  $3,000,000  would  be  voted  during 
the  Session  for  railway  purposes,  would  not  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  now  have  come  down  and  have  objected,  because  there 
was  no  statement  as  to  what  particular  railways  were  going 
to  be  advantaged  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly  I  would. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  the  policy  of  the  Government — he  knew  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  that  that  was  our  policy.  He  has 
asked  again  and  again  that  we  should  announce  the  grant, 
just  as  it  was  the  hon.  gentleman’s  policy  when  he  was  head 
of  the  Government.  But  it  does  not  prevent  him  now  mak¬ 
ing  complaint.  What  did  the  hon.  gentleman  do?  He 
brought  down  the  aid  grants  at  the  end  of  the  Session. 
There  are  petitions  setting  forth  the  advantages  and  claims 
of  all  these  railways  that  are  now  asking  for  subsidies.  The 
hon.  gentleman  did  no  more.  The  applications  and  petitions 
were  sent  to  the  Government  and  were  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  at  the  very  last  moment,  the  23th  February,  they  were 
brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  said  appli¬ 
cations. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  applications  were  laid 
on  the  Table.  Petitions  and  statements  setting  out  the 
merits  of  the  different  roads  and  the  claims  have  been 
received.  The  hon.  gentleman,  1  say,  did  no  more,  but  on 
the  28th  he  brought  down  his  Bill,  and  it  is  said  that  some 
of  the  railways  were  rather  political  railways  than  other¬ 
wise. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  are  all  built. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  not  object  to  thier 
being  political  railways,  if  the  railways  run  in  proper  direc¬ 
tions  and  are  in  proper  places.  But  it  does  not  rest  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  come  here  and  deliver  a  jeremiad 
over  our  delinquencies  and  charge  us  with  bringing  down 
these  grants  too  late,  when,  on  the  28th,  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  proposals  before  the  Local  Legislature,  on  the  28th  he 
forced  them  through,  and  the  next  day  the  guns  were  fired 
and  the  Lieutenant  Governor  came  down  and  prorogued 
the  House. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  As  I  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  the 
Local  Legislature  at  that  time,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words. 
When  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  was  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario,  he  opposed 
the  l’ailway  aid  proposed  by  Mr.  Sandfield  Macdonald.  That 
Government  proposed  to  grant  $1,500,000  to  aid  railways. 
That  was  spoken  of  at  the  elections  of  that  time  ;  but  it  was 
not  the  principal  question  at  the  election  —that  question 
was  the  murder  of  Scott.  I  do  not  intend,  however,  to  refer 
to  the  murder  of  Scott  to-night,  but  I  want  to  show  how 
the  hon.  gentloman  (Mr.  Blake)  went  back  on  his  pledges 
so  soon  as  he  got  into  power.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said 
that  he  supplemented  that  $1,500,000  by  $1,000,000  ;  that  is 
not  correct.  By  his  Bill  he  added  $400,'  00,  which  made 
the  amount  to  aid  railways  $1,900,000,  and  he  mortgaged 
the  resources  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  for  twenty  years, 
to  the  extent  of  $  100,000  a  year,  making  $2,000,000  addi¬ 
tional.  The  Government  of  Ontario  to-day  have  annuities 
to  pay  railway  subsidies  granted.  Why  did  the  hon.  gent¬ 
loman  do  this  ?  Any  one  can  see  the  reason.  Because  he 
endeavored  to  turn  out  the  Sandfield  Macdonald  Government, 
and  succeeded  in  doing  so  by  a  majority  of  one,  and  he 
turned  that  majority  into  a  majority  of  twenty-five  in  less 
than  two  weeks.  How  ?  1  do  not  wish  to  be  unparliamen¬ 
tary,  or  1  would  say  the  hon.  gentleman  bought  them. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Were  they  all  Tories  ? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  There  was  one  Tory  you  could  not 
buy.  The  hon.  gentleman  bought  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
by  “  speak  now.”  But  I  come  to  the  point  of  the  discussion. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  finds  fault  with  this  Government 
for  not  bringing  down  these  railway  resolutions  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session,  he  is  going  back  on  his  record.  In 
Opposition  he  has  one  policy ;  when  in  Government  he  has 
another  policy.  Any  one  who  looks  at  the  journals  of  the  day 
will  see  that  the  resolutions  which  we  were  called  upon  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  consider  would  make  a  book  larger  than 
the  Bible.  The  hon  gentleman  gave  us  about  twelve  hours 
to  consider  them.  Yet  he  had  them  all  in  his  desk.  The  poor 
Tories  were  not  to  be  trusted.  Reference  to  the  journals 
will  show  that  the  leader  of  the  then  Opposition,  now  Judge 
Cameron,  moved  a  resolution,  setting  forth  that  any  resolu¬ 
tions  giving  aid  to  railways  should  be  allowed  to  lie  on  the 
Table  at  least  five  days  before  they  were  taken  into  consid¬ 
eration.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  deny  that  that  resolution 
was  moved  ? 

Mr.  BLAKB.  It  was  after  these  resolutions  were  dis¬ 
posed  of. 

Mr.  McCALL  CM.  That  is  not  any  excuse.  The  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  even  promise  to  do  better  in  future.  I  do 
not  desire  to  do  the  hon.  gentleman  an  injustice,  and  I  would 
rather  understate  the  case  than  overstate  it,  but  I  say  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  boasted  in  the  House  that  he  had 
bought  members,  but  they  were  Tories. 

Mr.  BLAKB.  I  did  not  make  such  a  boast. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  He  said  they  were  Tories  that  were 
bought.  I  hurl  that  statement  back  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
teeth.  But  I  must  say  that  there  is  no  doubt  that  by  the 
expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of  money  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  he  mortgaged  the  resources  of  that  Province  for 
twenty  years,  and  demoralised  the  people  of  Ontario,  and 
was  the  means  of  enabling  the  Grits  to  govern  that 
Province. 

Mr.  McMULLBN.  And  by  your  policy  you  are  going 
to  demoralise  the  people  of  the  Dominion  in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  have  accused  the  hon.  gentleman  of 
striking  a  blow  at  responsible  government  by  his  system  of 
railway  subsidies  in  Ontario ;  and  whether  I  am  right  or 
wrong,  I  will  stake  my  reputation  on  what  I  am  going  to 
say,  and  it  is  this :  that  if  we  have  responsible  government, 
the  Government  of  the  day  are  the  trustees  of  the  people 
and  of  Parliament.  They  must  see  that  the  money  is 
expended  and  that  they  get  full  value  for  it,  and  if  there  is 
not  a  proper  expenditure,  if  the  Government  do  not  carry 
out  their  wishes,  they  can  withdraw  their  confidence  at  the 
very  next  Session.  They  can  put  the  matter  right  imme¬ 
diately ;  but  what  the  hon.  gentleman  did  on  that  occasion 
was  to  take  the  expenditure  of  the  money  by  a  vote  of 
Parliament,  without  giving  the  House  time  to  consider 
whether  the  railways  were  entitled  to  be  considered  or  not ; 
and  when  they  came  back  the  next  Session,  when  the  money 
was  squandered,  do  you  mean  to  tell  me  that  it  could  be 
expected  that  Parliament  would  vote  non-confideDce  in 
itself  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  are  you  doing  now  ? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  We  are  doing  what  we  all  profess  to 
do.  The  hon.  gentleman  professed,  in  the  first  place,  to  be 
opposed  to  the  granting  of  aid  to  railways. 

Mr.  BLAKB.  No. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Then  you  gave  aid  to  everybody. 
And  now  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  he  bought  them. 
I  have  accused  the  hon.  gentleman  before,  but  this  is  the  first 


time  that  he  has  admitted  it.  If  it  were  parliamentary,  I 
would  say  the  hon.  gentleman  paid  for  them,  but  to-night 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  he  bought  the  Tories  with 
that  money. 

Mr.  BLAKB.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  wholly  mistaken. 
I  never  said  that  I  bought  the  Tories,  and  it  would  be  untrue 
for  me  to  say  that  I  had  done  so.  What  I  said  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  was,  that  when  he  charged  me  with  having 
bought  members  of  the  House,  I  said  these  are  Tories  whom 
you  are  charging  me  with  having  bought.  I  never  spoke 
to  any  man  on  this  subject,  and  I  desire  to  say  that  the 
more  particularly,  because  it  is  my  political  opponents  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  I  bought. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  It  cannot  be  that  it  was  the  hon. gen¬ 
tleman’s  opponents,  because  he  first  boasted  that  he  turned 
out  the  Sandfield  Macdonald  Government,  but  by  a  majority 
of  one. 

Mr.  BLAKB.  Nineteen. 

Mr.  McCALLU  M.  A  majority  of  one,  after  you  promised 
them  to  aid  the  railway. 

Mr.  BLAKB.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  member  for  Monck 
has  just  been  pointing  out  events  which  took  place  in  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario,  and  he  alludes  to  the  member  for 
West  Durham,  who  was  then  leading  that  House,  as  having 
demoralised  a  wholo  Province  by  the  legislation  he  intro¬ 
duced  at  that  time ;  that  he  brought  down  certain  propo¬ 
sitions  to  aid  certain  railways,  at  a  late  day  of  the  Session, 
and  that  the  effect  of  these  grants  was,  that  he  bought  mem¬ 
bers  of  that  House  ;  that  he  made  a  majority  of  25  in  favor 
of  himself  from  a  majority  of  one,  and  he  says  that  the 
effect  was  to  demoralise  the  whole  Province.  He  has 
condemned  that  course  in  the  strongest  language, 
and  hon.  gentlemen  have  oheered  him  to  the  echo 
as  he  spoke,  the  First  Minister  himself  joining  in  the 
applause.  We  have  heard  the  defence  or  the  explanation  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Durham,  that  he  gave  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  possible,  that  he  brought  down  the  measures  and  put 
them  through  at  the  earliest  practical  moment.  But  leav¬ 
ing  that  question  aside,  and  taking  it  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Monck,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
cheered  him,  if  that  was  the  result  in  that  case,  if  it  had  the 
effect  of  demoralising  a  Province,  an  l  that  Province  has 
not  yet  recovered  from  that  demoralisation,  how  will  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  justify  the  Government  coming  down 
within  the  last  days  of  the  Session  and  asking  Parliament 
to  sanction  the  grants  of  millions  of  money  to  roads  of  which 
many  hon.  gentlemen  could  not  give  the  geography,  the 
destination  or  the  financial  standing  ?  Out  of  their  own 
mouths  they  have  been  condemned.  If  those  be  the  views 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  and  those  who  cheered  him, 
as  to  what  took  place  in  the  Provincial  Legislature,  it  must 
eventually  compol  hon.  gentlomen  opposite  to  say  to  the 
Government  that  the  results  of  the  course  they  are  pro¬ 
posing  to  follow,  have  been  demonstrated  by  one  of  their 
own  staunchest  supporters  to  be  demoralising,  as  tending 
to  subvert  the  independence,  not  of  one  Province,  but 
of  the  whole  community  comprised  within  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  That  is  the  position  that  hon.  gentlemen  have 
come  to,  and  I  say  it  plainly  and  boldly.  I  say  that  if  the 
evil  results  followed,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  has 
said,  from  what  took  place  in  the  Local  Legislature,  and 
after  what  my  hon.  friend  from  Durham  has  said  as  to  the 
reasons  ho  was  not  able  to  do  it  sooner,  I  ask,  has  the  First 
Minister  given  any  reason  why,  at  the  end  of  a  six  months’ 
Session,  almost,  we  should  have  these  propositions  brought 
down,  to  spend  millions  of  money  in  various  parts  of  the 
country  of  which  many  hon.  gentlemen  do  not  know  the 


3448 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


July  16, 


locality  or  their  requirements.  The  hon.  member  for  Ham¬ 
ilton  seems  to  sanction  these  proposals,  and  I  ask  him  if  he 
knows  the  particulars  of  the  road  from  Stellarton  toPictou ; 
in  what  county  it  is ;  whether  there  are  railways  there  at  the 
present  time,  and  whether  this  road  is  required  ?  The  Min¬ 
ister  says  the  information  is  on  the  Table,  but  where  is  it? 
We  have  not  seen  it,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  when  the 
explanations  are  given  as  to  these  roads,  they  will  be  given 
in  rather  a  halting  manner,  as  many  such  explanations 
have  been  given  this  Session,  and,  but  halting  as  they  are, 
I  suppose  those  propositions  will  go  through,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  what  a  staunch  supporter  of  the  Government  has  said 
as  to  the  demoralising  effect  of  the  legislation  which  took 
place  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Public  Works  Department— To  pay  A.  Gobeil 
the  difference  between  the  amount  paid  him 
from  23rd  January  to  30th  June,  1885,  and  the 
salary  of  a  chief  clerk,  at  $1,800.  . . . . $206  54 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  was  thisgentle- 
man  made  chief  clerk  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  On  the  23rd  of  January, 
1885,  at  the  death  of  the  late  secretary  of  the  Department, 
Mr.  Ennis.  He  continued  to  till  the  office  of  Secretary  of 
tho  Department  until  the  1st  of  July,  and  this  is  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  his  salary  as  first-class  clerk  and  as  chief 
clerk. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  He  has  received  no 
promotion,  then  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No,  he  had  $1,400  a  year, 
and  we  give  him  the  difference. 

To  pay  the  salary  of  a  fourth  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trate  in  the  North-West  Territories .  $3,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Where  is  it  proposed 
to  quarter  this  officer  ?  Is  he  to  have  a  particular  district 
assigned  to  him,  or  is  he  to  act  in  conjunction  with  the 
others  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trates  have  their  ordinary  districts  assigned  to  them,  but 
they  all  have  jurisdiction  over  the  North-West ;  they  work 
together,  and  not  infrequently  they  do  work  for  each  other. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  are  the  other 

two  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Col.  McLeod,  —  Rouleau 
and  Hugh  Richardson. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
any  objection  to  state  whom  he  is  going  to  appoint  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  state,  because  I 
do  not  know. 

To  meet  certain  expenses  of  the  Senate .  $4,459  25. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  this  extra  expense 
for  the  16  or  17  days  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  is  extra  expense  incident  to  the 
length  of  the  Session. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  would  properly 
belong  to  1885,  I  suppose  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  culminates  after  the 
1st  of  July.  There  is  no  use  of  dividing  it  into  two  sums. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Such  an  amount  as 
$3,000  for  the  Debates  and  short-hand  writers  seems  pretty 
large.  ^They  may  have  talked  more  than  usual,  but  they 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


Avould  hardly  talk  that  amount  in  the  16  days,  especially 
as  14  of  them  were  holidays. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  there  any  proposal  for  the  Commons 
analogous  to  this  ?  It  is  extremely  inconvenient  that  the 
expenditure  of  the  Session,  which  applies  to  the  year  1884-85, 
should  bo,  in  part,  attributed,  as  it  will  be  in  the  Public 
Accounts,  to  the  year  1885-86,  and  if  that  is  not  proposed  to 
i  be  done,  and  I  think  wisely,  with  reference  to  the  Com¬ 
mons,  it  is  apparently  proposed  to  be  done  with  reference 
to  the  Senate.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  this  is  for  1885-86, 
the  only  question  to  be  asked  is,  why  was  it  not  in  the 
Main  Estimates  for  1885-86  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  reason  is,  that  no  one  anticipated 
that  Parliament  was  going  to  sit  into  the  year  1885-86,  that 
is,  for  six  months  instead  of  the  ordinary  time  of  three 
months  and  a-half.  This  vote,  I  understand,  was  given  to 
the  Finance  Department  as  the  sum  required  to  cover  the 
extra  expenses  of  the  Senate  on  account  of  the  length  of 
the  Session.  Whether  the  $3,000  is  to  cover  the  extra 
reporting  for  that  time  exclusively,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  this  proposal  is  due  to  the  extra  length 
of  the  Session,  it  is  quite  clear  that  it  is  not  due  to  that 
portion  which  has  elapsed  since  the  30th  of  June.  Part  of 
it  is  for  that  only,  but  the  balk  is  for  the  earlier  part  of  the 
year ;  and  yet  you  are  proposing  to  vote  it  for  the  service 
of  the  year  1885-86.  It  is  really  almost  altogether  for  the 
service  of  the  year  1884-85. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  are  the  short-hand 
writers  in  the  Senate  paid  ?  Are  the  officers  of  the  House 
paid  by  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  understand  that  in  the  past  they  have 
been  paid  by  the  Session,  but  owing  to  the  length  of  the 
Session  the  Senate  have  granted  them  an  additional  sum, 
to  compensate  them  for  the  extra  work,  which  was  not  con¬ 
templated  when  they  were  given  the  job,  if  I  may  so 
express  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  extra 
length  of  the  Session  has  made  no  extra  work  in  the 
Senate  ?  They  have  adjourned  from  day  to  day,  without 
doing  anything.  If  you  are  to  give  an  additional  amount 
to  the  reporters  in  the  Senate,  whose  work  has  not  been 
increased  one  particle,  if  you  give  $3,000  to  them,  on  no 
principle  of  justice  or  fair  play  can  you  refuse  to  increase 
the  pay  to  the  reporters  of  this  House,  who,  everyone  will 
admit,  have  had  a  very  severo  Session. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  To  give  it  to  one  and  not  to 
the  other  will  have  a  very  strange  appearance. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  here  the  records  of  the  Session  carried 
to  a  late  poriod.  I  see  the  contract  is  about  $8,000,  including 
printing.  Of  course,  we  cannot  tell  how  much  these  reports 
can  be  compressed  in  binding,  but  1  do  not  think  they 
will  exhibit  a  large  volume.  If  $8,000  covers  the  printing 
and  the  reporting,  to  add  $3,000  under  the  pretence  that 
the  extra  length  of  the  Session  has  greatly  increased  the 
work,  seems  an  extravagant  addition.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  it  is  included  in  the  job.  This  seems  to  be  very  much 
of  a  job. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  be  careful  how  I  use  the  word 
“  job  ”  in  the  future.  I  qualified  it  when  I  did  use  it.  Any 
one  who  will  look  at  the  reports  will  see  there  is  a  great 
deal  more  work  in  them,  and  the  volume  will  be  much 
larger  than  that  which  was  printed  in  the  past.  Supposing 
it  to  be  the  case,  that  there  was  no  more  work  caused  by  the 
length  of  the  Session  than  the  reporting,  suppose  that  there 
was  not  more  debating,  still  you  cannot  overlook  this  fact, 
that  these  reporters,  who  made  the  agreement  to  do  a  cer- 
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tain  amount  of  work,  based  upon  a  certain  portion  of  time, 
have  been  continuously  in  attendance  two  or  three  months 
longer  than  was  anticipated.  I  think  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  force  in  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  in  reference  to  the  reporters 
of  this  House,  who  have  attended  so  zealously  to 
their  duties  this  Session.  There  has  never  been,  in 
any  Session,  so  much  labor  performed  by  the  reporters 
as  has  been  done  this  Session  by  those  who  sit  at  our  Table. 
They  have  been  here  night  after  night,  and  day  after  day, 
and  the  only  marvel  is,  that  one-half  of  them  are  not  sick 
and  unable  to  do  work  at  all.  It  is  a  question  the  House 
may  fairly  consider,  as  to  whether  they  should  not  receive 
some  extra  remuneration. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  order  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition,  I  would  suggest  to  add  after  the  words, “  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  the  Senate,”  the  words,  “  in  the  Session 
1884-85.” 

House  of  Commons — Sums  required  to  meet  increased 
expenditure,  under  reports  of  Internal  Economy 
Commissioners . . .  $1,020 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Before  this  item  is  passed,  I  wish  to 
point  to  what  I  consider  was  an  oversight  on  the  part  of 
the  Internal  Economy  Commissioners.  1  did  not  hear  any¬ 
thing  mentioned  about  the  first  assistant  clerk  ;  and  I  think 
that  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  has  recognised 
the  services  of  that  gentleman.  When  Mr.  Rouleau  was 
appointed,  I  think  the  salary  it  was  intended  to  give  him 
was  $2,800  a  year,  and  he  only  received  $2,400.  When  I 
came  to  Parliament,  in  18Y9,  we  had  two  clerks,  one  first 
assistant,  and  the  other  second  assistant,  and  they  received 
the  salary  each  of  $2,200  a  year,  which  made  $4,400,  and  the 
first  clerk  received  $3,200.  To-day  we  have  only  one  clerk, 
who  does  the  work  of  the  two,  and  for  that  work  he  only 
receives  $2,400.  In  the  Senate,  the  first  assistant  clerk 
receives  $2,800  a  year,  and  the  second,  $2,200,  and  every 
hon.  gentleman  knows  we  have  ten  times  more  work  to  do 
here  than  they  have  to  do  in  the  Senate.  By  the  ruling  of 
the  Internal  Economy  Commission,  it  is  provided  that  cer¬ 
tain  employes  of  this  House  will  receive  a  maximum  of 
$2,800  a  year,  that  is  gentlemen  in  the  'rank  of  employes 
next  to  the  first  assistant  clerk.  Well,  they  will  have  $400 
a  year  more  than  Mr.  Rouleau  when  they  reach  the  maxi¬ 
mum,  and  I  think,  therefore,  it  is  an  oversight  on  the  part 
of  the  Commission  not  to  have  given  Mr.  Rouleau,  the  only 
assistant  clerk  we  have,  a  fixed  salary  of  $2,800.  This  will 
still  be  an  economy  on  previous  years  of  $1,600  a  year. 
I  am  sure  the  mere  fact  of  reminding  the  Government  of 
such  an  oversight  will  be  sufficient  to  induce  them  to  fix 
Mr.  Rouleau’s  salary  at  $2,800  a  year.  The  question  is  not 
a  political  one,  but  only  a  question  of  justice,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  every  hon.  gentleman  will  be  ready  to  admit  the  jus¬ 
tice  of  this  claim. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEY1N.  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  in  the  compliments  he  has  paid  to  the  assistant  clerk 
of  this  House.  No  doubt,  a  more  efficient,  a  more  zealous, 
a  more  painstaking  officer,  we  could  not  have.  The  ques¬ 
tion  of  comparing  the  salaries  paid  to  the  officers  of  this 
House  with  the  salaries  paid  to  officers  of  the  other  House 
is  hardly  the  thing  to  do.  Wo  have  no  control  over  the 
salaries  of  the  Senate.  They  control  their  own  salaries. 
They  determine  what  salaries  they  shall  give,  and  of  course 
they  are  the  best  judges  as  to  what  the  services  of  their 
officers  are  worth.  We  may  have  our  own  opinion,  but  we 
have  no  control  over  them.  In  so  far  as  our  officers  are 
concerned,  I  must  say  that  the  Commission  examined  the 
different  salaries,  and  though  they  might  have  been  disposed 
to  recommend  the  increase  of  some  salaries,  they  did  not 
think  that,  under  the  circumstances,  they  could  go  further 
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than  they  have  done.  However,  this  matter  is  always  in  the 
hands  of  Parliament,  and  if  Parliament,  another  Session, 
thinks  that  a  salary  or  two  may  be  increased,  we  know  how 
this  matter  may  be  brought  before  the  House. 

Mr.  GIRO  CARD.  I  believe,  considering  our  assistant 
performs  the  duties  of  two  officials,  his  salary  ought  to  be 
increased  to  that  of  the  assistant  in  tho  Senate. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  tho  com¬ 
mittee  to  two  other  questions  which  arise  on  this  report, 
with  reference  to  two  other  officers,  Mr.  McGillivray  and 
Mr.  Ross.  Neither  of  these  gentlemen  has  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  made  any  application  to  me,  but  I  have  learned  from 
other  sources  what  I  am  about  to  say.  Tbe  scheme  of  the 
Commission  appears  to  have  been  to  give  the  annual  incre¬ 
ment  for  a  certain  time ;  but,  with  reference  to  the  existing 
officers,  no  matter  how  long  they  may  have  served,  they  do 
not  get  up  to  the  maximum,  which  is  in  some  cases  a  very 
modest  maximum,  at  once.  Both  of  these  officers  have,  I 
believe,  been  about  thirty  years  in  the  service,  and  they 
most  certainly  have  attained  the  maximum  of  their  effi¬ 
ciency,  and  have  probably  come  very  nearly  to  the  end  of 
their  period  of  service,  when  you  consider  how  much  of  the 
ordinary  period  of  life  thirty  years  are.  I  am  informed 
that,  as  long  as  twenty  years  ago,  there  were  two  persons 
who  discharged  the  duties  which  Mr.  McGillivray  now  dis¬ 
charges  alone.  I  think,  with  regard  to  public  servants  who 
have  discharged  the  duties  which  they  discharge  to-day  for 
twenty-five  or  thirty  years,  whatever  may  be  tho  sum  wo 
fix  as  the  maximum  proper  sum  for  the  office  they  might 
very  fairly  have  it  conferred  upon  them  at  once. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  worthy  of  future 
consideration. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  In  reference  to  what  the  hon.  member 
for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  said,  in  regard  to  the  assis¬ 
tant  clerk,  I  did  not  observe  that  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  made  any  reply  as  to  the  limit  in  his  case  being  less 
than  the  limit  of  other  officers  of  this  House, who,  I  suppose, 
are  not,  at  all  events,  of  superior  rank  or  station.  The  limit 
for  the  accountant  is  placed  at  $2,800. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Tho  limit  for  the  accountant  is  placed 
at  $1,800,  and  none  of  tho  other  officials  go  above  $2,400, 
except  the  clerk.  As  to  the  two  officials  referred  to  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  they  are  both  most  efficient  offioers; 
they  are  very  valuable,  and  deserve  every  consideration. 
The  Internal  Economy  Commissioners,  however,  wanted  to 
cut  their  coat  according  to  their  cloth,  and  to  deal  with  this 
question  from  an  economical  standpoint.  I  have  no  doubt, 
however,  that  the  commissioners  will  take  tho  views 
expressed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  into  consideration. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course,  my  suggestion  ia  based  upon 
the  principles  of  the  report  itself.  I  am  not  suggesting  an 
increase  of  salary,  but  if  the  House  solemnly  decide  that  a 
certain  sum  is  the  proper  maximum  sum  for  a  particular 
officer  performing  a  certain  service,  I  say  that,  if  you  have 
an  efficient  officer  in  your  service  for  thirty  years,  ho  ought 
at  once  to  have  the  maximum  salary. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  I  see,  in  the  proceedings  of  the  12th 
Juno,  the  following: — 

“  Resolved,  That  the  Miscellaneous  Branch  shall  comprise  the  office 
of  the  Accountant,  the  Stationery  Office,  the  Engrossing  Office,  and 
the  Post  Office,  and  shall  consist  of :  1  first-class  clerk,  3  secoud-class 
clerks,  6  third-class  clerks  ;  that  in  consideration  of  long  service, 
the  present  accountant  do  continue  to  receive  the  same  salary  as  here¬ 
tofore.  ” 

That  is,  $2,800.  My  hon.  friend  from  Huntingdon  (Mr, 
Scriver)  has  just  struck  the  nail.  If  wo  have  an  assistant 
clerk,  who  is  tho  second  rank  of  all  the  officers  of  tho  House, 
of  Commons,  how  is  it  that  the  accountant  is  to  receive 
more  salary.  I  have  no  objection  to  tho  acoountant  receiv¬ 
ing  $2,800  or  $3,000,  if  he  deserves  it,  but  it  seems  to  m@ 
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unreasonable  that  the  man  ranking  after  the  first  assistant 
clerk  should  receive  more  salary  than  he  does . 

Mr.  TASSE.  (Translation.)  As  we  are  discussing  the 
report  of  the  Internal  Commission,  I  would  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  salary  received  by  the  first 
assistant  to  the  chief  of  the  French  translators.  The  salary 
of  that  officer  is,  at  present,  of  $1,450.  The  position, 
which  is  very  important  and  responsible,  is  held  by 
Mr.  Genand,  who  is  an  officer  of  this  hon.  House  since 
many  years.  I  believe  the  commission,  instead  of  fixing 
his  salary  at  $1,450,  amount  he  received  since  many  years, 
should  have  given  to  him  the  salary  of  his  predecessor,  that 
is,  $1,700  or  $1,800  ;  for,  in  the  translator’s  office  the  first 
assistant  is  practically  the  chef  translator;  the  chief 
translator  who  is,  at  the  same  time,  assistant  law  clerk, 
being,  consequently,  obliged  to  devote  the  most  of  his  time 
to  the  legal  branch ;  so  that  the  assistant  is  practically 
the  chief  translator.  Considering  the  importance  of  his 
position,  considering  his  services  and  his  responsibility,  I 
think  the  Internal  Commission  must  put  his  salary  at 
$1,700  or  $1,800,  amount  paid  to  his  predecessor. 

Gratuity  to  the  father  of  the  late  W.  Hache  . .  $200 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  is  the  young  man  who  was  drowned, 
and  this  is  practically  paying  his  salary  to  the  end  of  the 
Session. 

Increased  sessional  allowance  of  members  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons,  subject 
to  the  present  position  of  the  law  affecting 
the  absence  and  attendance  of  members....  $144,699  60 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  propose  to  insert  after  the  words 
“  attendance  of  members,”  the  following  : — 

“  The  members  on  service  in  the  North-West  not  to  be  subject  to  any 
deduction.” 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  only  to  say,  in  reference  to 
this  matter,  that  I  stated  to  my  constituents,  in  my  address, 
that  I  should  oppose  aoy  increase  of  the  indemnity  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  of  Commons  or  of  the  Senate.  On  these 
grounds,  I  oppose  this  increase,  and  I  shall  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  proposal  is  intended  to  apply  as  well 

to  those  members  who  have  been  in  the  North-West  and 
have  returned,  as  to  those  who  have  not  returned  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  intended  to  apply  to  those  who  have 
been  away  in  the  North-West,  in  order  that  when  they 
make  their  declaration  they  may  not  be  called  upon  to  state 
the  length  of  time  they  have  been  absent. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  By  a  resolution  which  we  passed  awhile 
ago,  I  think  they  were  to  get  their  sessional  indemnity  in 
advance  before  they  left. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  the  thousand  dol¬ 
lars. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  those  who  have  not  since  returned  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Those  who  have  not  since  returned  will 
be  entitled  to  the  balance  voted  to  members  here. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  rather  an  extraordinary  regulation. 
I  cannot  understand  why,  entering  into  service  in  the  North- 
West,  they  should  be  allowed  the  ordinary  sessional  indem¬ 
nity  ;  but  when  members  sit  here  for  six  months  instead  of 
the  three  of  an  ordinary  Session,  I  do  not  see,  myself,  why 
an  exception  should  be  made  in  favor  of  others. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  would  be  rather 
an  individious  distinction.  We  came  to  the  conclusion  when 
they  got  their  indemnity  in  advance  that  the  service  in  the 
field  was  equivalent  to  service  in  the  House,  and  that  they 

Mr.  Bergeron. 
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should  get  for  service  in  the  field  as  much  as  we  get  for 
service  in  the  House.  They  are  now  in  the  field.  If  they 
had  returned,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Wellington  says,  then 
there  might  be  a  different  calculation,  but  as  they  are  all  up 
there,  except  only  two,  who  have  been  able  to  get  away  in 
advance,  I  think  it  would  look  very  small  in  us  to  make  any 
objection  to  give  them  the  $1,500,  which  they  have 
earned,  I  think,  as  well  as  we  have  here.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  objects  to  the 
increase.  He  can  remedy  it,  to  a  certain  extent,  by  not 
taking  the  money  himself.  That  will  be  so  much  saved. 
But  I  fancy  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  making  his  speech, 
wanted  to  say  that  he  would  do  the  work  cheaper  than  other 
hon.  members. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  shall  not  cheat  my  constituents  out 
of  the  money.  If  I  take  the  money  I  shall  give  it  to  them 
for  the  benefit  of  agricultural  work.  I  say  I  am  opposed  to 
the  idea.  I  am  opposed  to  it  on  all  grounds.  I  believe  the 
sessional  allowance  granted  to  us  is  quite  sufficient,  and  I 
think  any  man  who  takes  it  should  do  as  I  intend  to  do  with 
mine. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  There  are  two  members  of  the 
House,  who,  I  think,  should  be  exempted  this  Session 
from  the  members’  declaration,  which  is  required  by  the 
accountant.  I  refer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Rykert),  and  the  hon.  member  for  Haldimand  (Mr.  Thom¬ 
son).  Both  those  gentlemen  became  sick  in  the  service 
of  the  country,  and  have  been  obliged  to  be  away  a  great 
portion  of  the  Session.  No  representations  have  been 
made  to  me  by  them,  nor  do  I  know  their  wishes,  but  I 
think,  as  a  matter  of  justice,  they  should  be  exempted  from 
making  the  declaration  of  the  time  they  have  been  absent 
during  the  present  Session. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  that  is  the  general 
opinion  of  the  House — and  I  gather  it  to  be  so— although  we 
cannot  at  this  period  of  the  Session  alter  the  Estimates,  I 
dare  say  means  will  be  found  to  recoup  these  gentlemen. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Will  the  motion  of  the 
Minister  of  Customs  cover  the  case,  for  instance,  of  Col. 
Williams?  I  see,  also,  there  is  a  special  item  for  paying 
the  balance  to  the  representatives  of  the  late  Mr.  Benson. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  case  of  Col. 
Williams,  -who  has  fallen,  you  may  say,  on  the  field  of 
battle,  and  as  the  leader  says  he  has  really  done — will  stand 
on  a  higher  ground,  and  will  be  dealt  with  fully  by  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  we  a  right  to  conjecture  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  promised  this  vote  at  a  particular  stage  of 
the  debate  on  the  Franchise  Bill  in  order  to  obtain  the 
necessary  support  to  carry  that  measure,  and  had  to  give 
certain  assurances  that  such  arrangements  would  be  made  ? 
Now,  I  do  not  myself  think  that  it  would  be  at  all  unreason¬ 
able,  perhaps,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  proposed  a  special 
provision  for  that  gallant  minority  which  has  been  fighting 
against  this  oppressive  legislation  which  has  been  the  cause 
of  the  enormous  length  of  this  Session — because  I  maintain 
that  within  a  week,  at  any  rate,  of  the  expiration  of  the 
three  months  of  our  normal  Sessions,  five-sixths  of  the 
fighting  on  the  disputable  work  which  has  occupied  our 
time  this  Session,  was  yet  to  be  done.  But  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  propose  that  the  majority  that  he  has 
misled  into  this  mode  of  conducting  public  business  should  be 
compensated  for  the  consequences  of  that  misleading,  seems 
to  me  an  extraordinary  proposition.  If  he  had  proposed  a 
vote  for  those  who  are  not  responsible,  it  would  have  been 
another  thing,  but  to  propose  it  for  those  who  are  respon¬ 
sible  seems  extraordinary. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
would  like  that  subject  to  be  left  to  the  vote  of  the  House, 
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as  to  who  are  responsible  for  the  delay.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  not  responsible  for  the  delay  in  any  sense.  He  was 
not  present,  and  he  did  not  make,  6,  8  or  10  hours  speeches 
on  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  I  think  if  he  had  been  in  his 
place  he  would  have  kept  hon.  gentlemen  behind  him  from 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  and  spending  the  money  of 
the  country.  But  we  will  leave  it  with  the  House.  Shall 
we  say  that  we  shall  have  a  vote,  and  that  only  those  who, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  this  House,  have  a  right  to 
the  addition  of  $500,  shall  have  the  money  ?  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  accept  that  proposition,  wo  will  carry  it  at 
once. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  he  has  it 
in  his  power  to  make  a  proposition  that  the  majority  only 
shall  have  it,  or  that  the  minority  shall  have  it,  or  that 
nobody  shall  have  it.  He  will  make  his  own  proposition, 
no  doubt,  and  his  followers  will  support  him. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  minority  agrees  that 
we  are  right  in  this  matter,  with  one  exception. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  do  not  propose  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  this  vote  at  the  present  stage,  but  I  desire  to 
say  that  I  ljope  it  will  not  be  taken  as  a  precedent  in  future 
Sessions,  and  that  if  the  indemnity  is  to  be  increased  at  all 
it  should  be  increased  by  a  Bill  submitted  to  Parliament. 
If  it  is  to  be  taken  as  a  precedent  in  future  Sessions,  we 
might  have  the  same  prolongation  of  the  Session,  not  by 
members  on  this  side,  but  by  members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  Although  I  am  opposed  to  an  increase,  of  the 
sessional  indemnity,  I  shall  not  oppose  this  vote  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  stage,  but  simply  say  that  I  hope  it  will  not  be  taken 
as  a  precedent  for  future  Sessions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  hope  this  Session  will 
not  be  taken  as  a  precedent  for  future  Sessions. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  To  that  end,  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  might  give  a  pledge  now  that  Government 
business  will  be  brought  down  at  a  decent  time,  in  order  that 
we  may  have  full  opportunity  of  discussing  it.  If  he  will 
pledge  himself  to  do  that,  I,  for  one,  will  pledge  myself  that 
the  Opposition  will  not  factiously  oppose  his  measures. 
And  I  may  add  this,  had  the  Franchise  Bill  been  brought 
down  at  a  proper  time,  this  Session  would  have  been  termi¬ 
nated  three  months  ago. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  yes ;  I  have  no 
doubt  about  that.  If  it  had  been  brought  down  on  the 
second  day  of  the  Session  we  would  not  have  had  a  single 
speech  against  the  Indians  having  a  vote,  not  a  single 
speech  against  the  revising  barristers,  not  a  single  speech 
about  the  alleged  encroachment  on  provincial  rights.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  if  the  Government  had  brought 
down  their  measures  in  good  time  there  would  have  been 
no  such  delay.  This  is  a  House  of  Commons  where  there 
are  representatives  of  the  people,  and  we  find  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  gave  a  decent  opportunity  for  members  of  the 
House,  who  are  not  members  of  the  Government,  to  bring 
in  their  measures.  All  those  notices  of  motion  cover 
important  subjects,  and  hon.  gentlemen  had  an  opportunity 
to  bring  them  up  during  six  weeks.  They  played  them¬ 
selves,  and  did  not  do  it,  and  if  they  had  gone  on  with 
those  measures,  every  hour  of  the  time  would  have  been 
profitably  occupied. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  First  Minister  seems  to  forget  that  he 
has  taken  absolute  control  of  every  day  of  the  Session,  for  a 
period  of  nearly  four  months. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  only  this  to  say.  [  regret  the  tone 
which  the  First  Minister  last  assumed,  because  I  warn  him 
that  if  the  course  he  seems  to  indicate  is  to  bo  repeated  next 
Session,  he  will  not  find  it  possible  to  get  through  the 
business  in  the  time  at  which  we  are  all  anxious  to  dispose 
of  it ;  and  unless  he  reforms  his  ways  and  the  action  of  the 


Government,  by  bringing  in  the  Government  business  at  an 
early  period,  he  will  not  succeed  in  pressing  the  business 
through  the  House  at  the  end  of  next  Session,  any  more 
than  he  succeeded  in  doing  so  at  the  latter  part  of  this 
Session.  In  order  to  get  through  the  public  business  in 
three  months,  and  I  am  as  anxious  to  do  so  as  is  any  hon. 
member,  it  is  necessary  that  a  different  course  should  be 
taken. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
carries  out  his  threat  and  continues  obstruction,  we  shall 
have  to  take  the  same  steps  in  Canada  as  Mr.  Gladstone 
took  in  England. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman 
do  it.  He  will  not  gain  much  by  it.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  had  some  experience,  and  not  from  magnanimity,  but 
from  simply  knowing  that  no  cloture  he  could  introduce 
would  help  him,  none  was  proposed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  turn  to  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  English  House  of  Commons,  he  will  find  that 
the  method  in  which  they  deal  with  Supply  and  bring  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  the  discussion  of  important 
measures  mentioned  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  he  will 
find  that  it  is  a  very  unfortunate  precedent  to  which  he  has 
alluded. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  17  measures  of 
Mr.  Gladstone’s  Administration  hanging  over  now. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  may  be  quite  true;  but  it  is  equally 
true  that  they  were  introduced  at  an  early  period  of  the 
Session.  I  called  attention  to  this  fact  early  in  the  present 
Session.  I  took  every  important  measure  introduced  into  the 
English  House  of  Commons  for  half  a  century,  and  I  showed 
each  was  introduced  during  the  first  few  weeks  of  each  Ses¬ 
sion,  During  the  last  seventeen  years  the  hon.  gentleman, 
has  sought  to  take  legislation  out  of  the  hands  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  control  legislation  by  the  Administration  of  the 
day.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  fact,  has  made  the  House  of 
Commons  a  mere  farce,  and  a  mere  register  of  the  acts  of 
the  Administration.  And  the  hon.  gentleman  is  pursuing 
that  course  in  the  measure  now  under  consideration.  What 
opportunity  has  this  House  to  look  into  the  merits  of  any 
one  of  the  railway  enterprises  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
pi’oposes  to  aid.  We  have  had  no  opportunity  of  seeing 
whether  they  are  meritorious  or  not  meritorious.  He  has 
denied  the  House  that  opportunity,  and  there  is  not  the 
least  doubt  that  a  majority  will  acquiesce  in  the  position 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  taken ;  but  I  am  satisfied  a 
majority  of  the  country  will  take  a  different  view,  and  that 
the  people  are  prepared  for  a  new  departure,  and  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  he  must  adopt  a  different 
course,  or  not  succeed. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  There  were  more  documents 
read  in  this  House  this  Session  than  were  road  in  the 
House  of  Commons  of  England  for  the  last  five  years. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  have  ono  remark  to 
make  in  regard  to  the  Franchise  Bill,  which  occupied  some 
time  during  the  present  Session.  The  Franchise  Bill  was 
introduced  into  the  English  House  of  Commons  on  26th 
February,  and  the  third  reading  was  taken  on  the  28th 
June.  The  principles  of  the  Bill  were  discussed  within  the 
first  month  after  the  House  met. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  were  over  600  members  to  discuss 
it,  while  there  are  only  200  here. 

Election  Expenses . . .  $1,200 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  this  item  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  is  a  sum  which  tho  Auditor  Goneral 
I  and  the  Government  refused  to  pay,  considering  that  the 
I  charges  made  were  too  large.  It  was  carried  into  court, 


3452 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


July  16 


nnd  the  Government  were  defeated.  This  is  to  pay  the 
judgment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  the  second  vote. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  The  amount  voted  has  never  been 
paid,  because  the  explanation  given  of  the  vote  did  not 
cover  exactly  the  claim.  So  it  was  a  dead  letter,  and  it  is 
to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case  that  this  new  vote  is 
proposed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Am  I  to  understand  that  this  is  not  really 
a  second  vote,  but  the  same  vote  ? 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  There  seems  to  be  some  diffi¬ 
culty  about  the  payment  of  returning  officers.  A  returning 
officer  in  whom  [  have  every  confidence,  and  who  would 
not  make  an  unfair  charge,  has  stated  that  it  is  a  difficult 
matter  to  get  a  settlement  of  just  claims.  There  must  be 
something  complicated  in  the  arrangements. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  aro  frequent  com¬ 
plaints  made.  The  accounts  for  the  different  constituencies 
vary.  In  the  case  of  a  hotly  contested  election  in  an  urban 
constituency  there  may  be  occasion  to  have  an  additional 
constabulary  force.  It  is  impossible  to  make  genei'al  regu¬ 
lations,  and  the  whole  matter  is  pretty  much  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Auditor  General.  He  is  worthy  of  confidence 
and  will  not  allow  undue  expenses.  Sometimes  he  is  too 
economical — at  least,  in  the  opinion  of  the  returning 
officers. 

Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition .  $20,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this  monoy 
for  ?  We  have  already  passed  a  considerable  sum  under 
this  head. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  already  asked  $40,000,  but  we 
anticipate  that  a  considerable  additional  sum  will  be 
required. 

Balance  of  pay,  etc.,  to  militia  called  out  in  aid  of 
the  civil  power  at  Lingan  mine9,  C.B.,  pending 
recovery  of  the  same  from  the  municipality,  under 
Act  46  Vic.,  cap.  11,  sec.  27.....  . .  $1,472 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Explain. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  were  some  riots 
there  some  years  ago,  and  the  troops  were  called  out  in  aid 
of  the  civil  power,  as  the  law  provides.  The  municipality 
resisted  payment  of  the  accounts,  and  the  matter  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  for  the  purpose  of 
enforcing  the  claim  on  the  part  of  the  militiamen,  who  have 
been  complaining  for  some  time  that  they  have  not  been 
paid.  We  think  it  better  to  pay  them  their  due,  and  to  col¬ 
lect  it  from  the  municipality. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  Session  the  hon.  gentloman  represent¬ 
ing  that  constituency  made  enquiry  about  this  matter,  and 
one  of  the  Ministers  told  him  clearly  that  the  Government 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  could  not  pay  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  could  not  pay  it 
without  a  vote. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  right  has  the  Government  to  sue 
for  it  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand,  under 
the  law,  instead  of  the  militiamen  sueiug  individually,  the 
Government  sues  for  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  did  the  riot  take  place  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  forget  exactly,  but  it 
was  some  years  ago. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  any  proceedings  been  taken  for  the 
recovery  of  lho  money? 

Air.  Bowel, l. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  so,  but  I  am  not 
sure. 

North-West  Territories— Prince  Albert  Court  House 
and  Gaol . .  $20,000 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  this  finish  the  work  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Plans  have  been  prepared, 
and  we  were  about  beginning  the  work  when  the  troubles 
broke  out  in  the  North-West,  and  we  had  to  postpone  it. 
The  intention  is  to  erect  a  substantial  building,  which  will 
likely  cost  more  than  this,  but  this  we  think  will  be  suffi¬ 
cient  until  Parliament  meets  again. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  About  how  much  will  it  cost? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  About  $10,000  or  $15,000 
more. 

To  pay  Messrs.  Purcell  &  Ryan  for  expenses 
incurred  by  them  in  July,  1881,  for  transporta¬ 
tion  of  and  supplies  furnished  to  His  Excellency 
the  Marquis  of  Lome  and  party  .  $1,612 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  this  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  These  aro  expenses  incurred  by  this 
firm  at  the  time  when  the  Marquis  of  Lome  visited  the 
North-West  by  way  of  Port  Arthur.  After  leaving  the 
portion  of  the  railway  which  is  called  Section  15,  I  think, 
they  were  conducted  through  at  the  expense  of  these  gentle¬ 
men  from  Rat  Portage  to  Winnipeg.  They  have  been 
constantly  applying  for  this,  I  am  informed,  and  until  they 
could  show  that  the  expenditures  actually  took  place,  the 
Government  have  not  deemed  it  proper  to  ask  the  House  to 
indemnify  them.  I  have  a  memorandum  which  shows  that 
a  large  portion  of  this  account  is  for  supplies  furnished  to 
the  Indians  when  His  Excellency  met  a  number  of  the 
bands,  when  he  was  passing  through,  for  labor  of  the  por¬ 
tages,  for  the  use  of  cars,  and  for  the  employment  of  fifteen 
Indians  during  the  trip. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  was  the  total  expense  of  that  pro¬ 
gress  of  Lord  Lome  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  unable  to  say.  The  expense  of  the 
whole  trip  through  the  North-West  Territories  is  given  in 
the  Public  Accounts. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Was  the  expense  of  that  trip,  generally, 
paid  by  the  public  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  there  have  been 
constant  applications  for  this  amount,  and  the  Government 
refused  to  pay  it  until.  Messrs.  Purcell  &  Ryan  showed  that 
they  were  entitled  to  it.  What  was  the  difficulty  in 
their  showing  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Minister  of  Railways  says  they 
were  constantly  applying  for  it,  and  the  principal  reason 
why  it  was  not  paid  was,  the  final  settlement  of  their  con¬ 
tract  had  not  taken  place. 

Mr.  POPE.  Since  then  they  have  pressed  it  very  strongly. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  seems  to  me  an  extraordinary  thing  that 
Messrs.  Purcell  &  Ryan  had  a  claim  before  the  country  in 
1881,  and  did  not  press  it  until  a  comparatively  late  period. 
Of  course,  the  longer  they  were  in  furnishing  the  items  of 
their  account  the  more  difficulty  there  would  be  in  ascer¬ 
taining  whether  it  was  a  substantial  one  or  not.  It  is  when 
they  are  fresh  that  an  efficient  investigation  of  these  matters 
can  take  place,  and  I  must  say  1  cannot  see  why  there  has 
been  so  much  delay. 

Mr.  POPE.  One  reason  for  it  was,  that  they  pressed  the 
account  upon  tho  Railway  Department,  and  I  always  main¬ 
tained  that  the  Railway  Department  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  The  reason  they  did  so  was  that  Col.  DeWinton  came 
to  Mr.  Schreiber  and  asked  him  to  arrange  with  those  people 
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to  assist  in  the  trip,  and  Mr.  Schreiber  did  so.  Finally,  I 
said  this  belonged  to  the  Finance  Department,  and  that  is 
the  reason  their  account  went  there. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  admit  that  it  having  gone  to  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  Department  is  a  reasonable  excuse  for  the 
delay. 

Mr.  TROW.  Can  the  hon.  Minister  tell  me  what  portion 
of  the  road  His  Excellency  went  over,  and  how  much  was 
by  rail  and  how  much  by  water  ?  At  that  time  there  were 
100  miles  constructed  from  Selkirk  east,  and  probably  60 
miles  westward  from  Poi't  Arthur.  If  he  went  by  the 
railway  track,  he  would  probaly  go  part  of  the  way  by 
teams  furnished  by  the  contractors ;  but  he  would  have  seen 
no  Indians.  He  must  have  diverged  from  the  railway  to 
Rainy  River  and  Fort  Frances  locks  to  meet  the  Indians. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  His  Excellency  met  some  Indians  between 
Port  Arthur  and  Eagle  River,  and  he  met  all  the  tribes 
around  Rat  Portage.  He  went  nearly  to  Eagle  River,  I 
believe,  by  rail ;  then  he  diverged  to  the  south,  I  believe, 
and  went  to  Yer million  Lake,  thence  to  Eagle  Lake,  and  so 
on,  making  two  or  three  portages.  When  I  went  over  the 
road  shortly  before  that  time,  I  went  further  north,  and  I 
had  no  less  than  19  portages.  His  Excellency  also  met 
Indian  tribes  at  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  when  a  Governor  or  other  high  personage 
meets  with  the  Indians  he  has  to  dispense  a  large  amount 
of  supplies  to  them. 

For  the  establishment  of  a  Model  Farm .  $20,003 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  a  new  departure 
entirely,  and  may  involve  a  very  considerable  future  expendi¬ 
ture.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  money  may  not  be 
well  and  properly  spent;  but  if  I  recollect  anything  of  the 
extent  of  the  grants  which  have  been  found  necessary  in 
other  countries  for  these  model  farms,  and  the  number 
of  places  that  will  probably  apply  for  them,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  may  find  that  this  departure  may  involve  a  much 
larger  annual  grant  ultimately. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
remember  that  on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Rou- 
ville  (Mr.  Gigault),  a  committee  was  struck,  and  it  recom¬ 
mended  the  establishment  of  a  Dominion  model  farm,  not  a 
series  of  model  farms.  That  report  was  laid  before  the 
House.  I  am  not  a  good  judge  myself,  but  I  have  seen  men¬ 
tion  of  that  report  made  in  one  of  the  English  ergricultural 
papers  as  being  a  most  valuable  report.  I  do  not  think 
there  was  a  formal  concurrence  by  the  House  in  the  report, 
but  the  question  was  put  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  chairman 
of  the  committee,  whether  the  Government  would  take  any 
action  upon  it ;  and  with  the  general  consent  of  the  House  the 
Government  said  they  would  carry  out  the  general  recom¬ 
mendation  of  that  report,  which  was  that  a  model  farm 
shoald  be  established  somewhere  in  tho  Dominion  of  Canada, 
as  a  model  farm  in  every  way.  A  portion  of  this  sum  will 
be  used  to  acquire  the  property  wherever  the  farm  may  be 
established. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  be  glad  to 
have  some  idea  of  what  is  proposed  to  be  done.  If  a  model 
farm  is  bought,  I  suppose  something  more  or  less  akin  to 
an  agricultural  college  will  be  ultimately  established  on  it, 
and  I  doubt  whether  one  model  farm  will  be  found  to  suit 
the  various  wants  of  the  various  Provinces.  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  say  that  the  money  will  not  be  well  expended  in  an 
agricultural  country  like  ours.  No  doubt,  we  waste  a  vast 
deal  of  money,  in  my  opinion,  on  objects  not  one-tenth  as 
valuable,  but  still  it  is  a  new  departure,  and  will  involve 
pretty  considerable  ultimate  expense  ;  and  I  think  we  ought 
to  have,  from  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  some  general 
statement  of  wbat  his  plan  is  You  will  require  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  quantity  of  land  for  this.  This  $20,000,  I  suppose, 
will  only  be  a  mere  preparatory  vote  to  the  sum  wo  will 
ultimately  have  to  vote  in  this  direction. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  So  far  as  any  plan  has 
been  formed  by  the  Government,  it  is  this :  We  think 
there  should  be  a  site  obtained,  situated  somewhere  in 
Canada,  where  the  climate  will  represent  our  average 
climate  of  the  settled  portions  of  Canada.  It  will  not  do  to 
have  it  down  in  Gaspe  or  in  Niagara.  We  do  not  want  to 
get  the  best  farm  in  the  world,  or  the  richest,  or  an  arid 
farm,  but  a  farm  where  the  pupil  students  can  really  be 
employed  profitably,  where  they  will  have  some  difficulties 
to  overcome,  and  which  will  require  some  skill  on  their 
part  to  bring  into  proper  cultivation.  I  think  the  money 
cannot  be  better  spent  than  having  a  first  rate  model  farm, 
and  in  order  to  carry  the  project  out,  I  must  agree  the 
propoi’tions  will  have  to  be  liberal.  There  must  be  a  care¬ 
ful  choice  of  superintendent  and  those  who  manage  the 
farm,  men  able  to  teach  and  to  understand  the  whole  subject. 

Mr.  TROW.  In  establishing  a  model  farm,  if  it  must  be 
established,  a  great  deal  of  jealousy  will  be  created  as  to 
where  it  shall  be  situated.  If  too  far  to  the  east,  the 
climate  will  be  very  severe,  and  if  too  far  to  the  west,  it 
will  bo  too  mild.  If  the  Government  are  to  undertake  to 
purchase  Berkshire  Pigs  and  Shropshires  and  Downs,  it 
seems  to  me  it  will  be  travelling  out  of  the  record. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  ought  to  know  what  the  scheme  of 
the  Government  really  is.  It  is  important  we  should  know, 
both  will  reference  to  the  financial  and  utilitarian  aspects  of 
the  whole  business.  We  must  get  a  farm  in  which  the 
climate  is  not  too  severe  and  also  not  too  mild,  in  which  the 
soil  is  not  too  good  and  not  too  bad  ;  it  must  not  be  a 
desert,  nor  must  it  be  very  fertile;  it  must  be  a  farm  which 
has  capability,  but  it  must  be  one  which  will  also  contain 
difficulties  to  be  contended  against,  in  order  that  the  scholars 
may  have  something  to  learn.  Besides  being  a  model  farm 
and  an  exemplar  to  the  farmers,  provided  by  a  paternal 
Government,  it  is  also  to  be  a  college  of  a  more  or  less  ample 
character,  a  school  in  which  to  teach  the  young  the  art  of 
farming.  If  that  is  part  of  the  work  of  the  model  farm, 
and  it  is  not  necessarily  a  part  of  a  model  farm  at  all,  we  are 
going  into  a  scheme  of  an  agricultural  college.  We  ought 
to  know  what  we  are  going  into ;  we  ought  to  know  the 
system  under  which  young  men  are  to  be  taught  the  art  of 
farming  by  Government  instructors.  What  is  the  extent  of 
the  farm  proposed?  What  is  the  number  of  instructors  to 
be  appointed  ?  How  many  young  men  are  to  be  admitted  ? 
We  are  asked  to  vote  $20,000,  and  are  not  informed,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  as  to  how  it  is  to  bo  spent. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  intend  to  have  a 
model  farm ;  we  will  obtain  teachers,  and  the  farm  is 
intended  to  be  worked  by  the  pupils.  Those  pupils  will  be 
self-sustaining.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  there  are  a 
great  number  of  young  men  who  are  anxious  to  be  edu¬ 
cated  as  farmers,  and  who  pay  considerable  fees  to  private 
teachers  at  this  moment,  in  various  portions  of  the  country. 
There  are  gentlemen  agriculturists  who  give  handsome 
fees  to  be  taught  farming.  No  doubt,  a  Government  farm, 
conducted  on  scientific  principles,  with  competent  teachers 
and  a  sufficient  area  to  employ  students,  will  be  well 
attended,  and  the  pupils  will  pay  a  reasonable  amount  for 
their  education.  There  is  a  very  successful  model  farm 
conducted  by  Major  Strickland,  in  Peterboro’  district  ;  ho 
has  a  large  number  of  pupils,  and  receives  very  handsome 
fees. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  I  would  draw  attention  to  a  fact 
which  has  come  under  the  notice  of  the  Government  already. 
I  think  an  application  has  been  made  for  help  to  establish 
a  botanical  school  or  garden  in  Montreal,  on  tho  slope  of 
the  mountain.  The  corporation  has  givon  75  acres  of  fine 
land,  and  the  Province  of  Quebec  has  voted  $1,000  to  tho 
object.  It  is  expected  that  the  Central  Government  will  do 
something  to  aid  it,  as  it  is  for  tho  benefit  of  tho  whole 
Dominion, 
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Towards  defraying  expenses  and  losses  arising 
out  of  the  troubles  in  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories .  . . $2,300,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This,  in  addition  to 
the  $1,700,000,  makes  the  sum  of  $4,000,000,  which  the 
hon.  the  Minister  of  Customs  estimated  was  the  minimum 
that  these  unhappy  disturbances  were  likely  to  cost  the 
country.  Now,  at  this  stage,  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  some  faller  information  on  the  subject,  and  that  he  can 
tell  us  approximately  what  will  be  the  cost  of  the  military 
service,  and  what  the  other  items  covered  by  this  vote  will 
likely  cost,  and  also  give  us  some  idea  of  the  claims  which 
have  been  preferred  by  various  parties,  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Company  and  others. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  understand  it,  no 
claims  for  loss  have  reached  here  as  yet.  No  doubt  there 
will  be  claims;  no  doubt  claims  will  he  made  to  the  local 
agents,  but  they  have  not  arrived  here  yet.  The  staff  who 
have  been  up  there — storekeepers,  and  so  on — will  be  down 
here  in  a  very  few  days,  and  the  accounts  will  be  soon  made 
up  and  adjusted.  I  do  not  think  we  have  made  any  great 
progress,  if  any,  as  to  what  the  actual  expense  will  bo.  That 
cannot  be  adjusted  without  a  little  delay. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  this  vote  ought  to  be  altered  and 
made  similar  in  its  character  to  the  vote  of  $1,700,000,  so 
as  to  be  a  vote  of  credit,  for  which  detailed  accounts  should 
be  given  within  fifteen  days  of  the  commencement  of  the 
next  Session.  Precisely  the  same  principles  should  be 
applied  to  this  as  to  the  $1,700,000,  unless  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  now  prepared  to  explain  it  more  in  detail.  You 
will  remember  the  language  used  in  the  vote  of  credit,  and 
subsequently  insei’ted  in  the  Bill.  I  may  ask  one  thing 
more,  however,  because  I  think  it  is  natural  that,  at  this 
stage,  we  should  expect  a  little  more  definite  information 
from  the  Minister  than  he  could  give  us  at  the  earlier  period, 
when  $4,000,000  was  the  rough  estimate  of  the  Government. 
I  see  there  is  a  vote  of  $25,000  asked  for  the  relief  of  distress 
in  the  North-West,  so  I  suppose  that  this  vote  of  $4,000,000 
is  not  to  be  applied  to  that  purpose,  but  I  presume  it  is  still 
intended  to  apply  a  certain  amount  to  the  indemnification 
for  losses  in  the  Territories,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  stated 
earlier.  I  should  have  supposed  that,  at  this  time  of  day,  the 
Minister  of  Militia  could  give  us  some  further  information 
as  to  the  military  expenditure.  It  is  now  a  very  consider¬ 
able  time  since  we  have  received  any  statement  on  that 
subject,  that  is  to  say,  when  the  Bill  for  the  $1,700,000 
passed  its  second  reading.  At  that  time  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  received  a  large  number  of  accounts,  and  he  must 
have  received  a  number  since.  I  do  not  say  that  he  should 
produce  the  accounts  or  should  give  us  detailed  informa¬ 
tion,  but  he  promised  to  give  some  information  after  a  short 
interval.  Now  the  opportunity  has  arisen,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  we  snail  hear  something  as  to  the  division  of 
this  approximate  sum  of  $4,000,009. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  will  try  to  do  that. 

Mr.  BOWELL,  The  $25,000  does  not  form  any  part  of 
tho  $4,000,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understand  that. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  to  cover  expenses  which  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  compelled  to  incur  in  supplying  food  to  the 
Indian  tribes,  as  well  as  to  the  white  people,  to  protect  them 
from  starvation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  aware  of  that,  but  I  should  like  to 
ask  when  we  are  to  receive  the  information  as  to  the 
approximate  division  of  the  four  millions. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  it  will 
be  impossible  to  give  the  information  during  the  present 
Session,  for  this  reason,  that  while  the  Minister  of  Militia  is 
constantly  receiving  the  accounts  and  having  them  investi- 
Mr.  Desjabdins. 
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gated,  the  distance  from  the  scene  of  operations  to  the  seat 
of  government  here  is  so  considerable  and  the  length  of 
time  occupied  in  travelling  over  that  country  until  you 
reach  the  railway  is  so  great,  that  he  is  necessarily  pre¬ 
vented  from  coming  to  auything  like  a  correct  conclusion 
as  to  the  expenditure  incurred  or  the  amounts  to  be  paid.  I 
know,  from  conversations  I  have  had  with  the  Minister, 
that  large  accounts  have  been  presented,  which  will  require 
investigation  before  ho  will  consent  to  their  payment,  He 
has  been  obliged  to  make  large  advances  in  order  to  secure 
the  comforts  and  even  tho  necessaries  of  the  troops  in  the 
field  ;  and,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  well  knows,  it  costs,  in 
some  cases,  two  or  three  times  the  value  of  tho  article  itself 
in  transport  alone.  For  these  reasons,  I  do  not  think  I  can 
hold  out  any  hope  that  the  information  will  be  given  dur¬ 
ing  this  present  Session,  unless  we  sit  much  longer  than  we 
expect.  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  the 
subject  to-morrow,  and  all  the  information  possible  will  be 
given  on  concurrence. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course,  I  recognise  that  the  questions 
of  transport  and  subsistence  are  uncertain  elements,  but  the 
pay  of  the  forces  and  the  cost  of  their  transport  to  the 
North-West,  and  of  their  transport  back,  is  all  either  known, 
or  is  easily  capable  of  being  known,  because  they  are  on 
their  way  back  now.  If  we  have  that  information,  we  can 
learn  what  is  the  extent  of  the  uncertain  amounts.  I 
entirely  admit  tdat,  with  reference  to  the  large  portion  of 
the  subsistence  and  the  item  of  transport,  we  cannot  hope 
for  information  just  now,  after  what  the  Minister  has  said  ; 
but  there  is  includod,  in  this  estimate  of  $4,000,000,  a  sum 
for  indemnity  for  losses.  I  do  not  ask,  because  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  right  for  me  to  ask,  at  this  moment,  how 
much  is  to  be  paid  in  this  way,  but  the  Minister  must  make 
his  own  general  calculations,  and  while  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  fair  to  ask  him  to  make  any  statement,  it  would 
bo  quite  fair  to  ask  him  to  state  what  is  the  general  prin¬ 
ciple  upon  which  the  Government  is  going  to  act  on  the 
claims  for  losses  which  are  made  by  reason  of  the  absolute 
destruction  of  houses  and  personal  property,  or  the  raiding 
of  property.  There  are  claims  made,  I  believe,  by  reason 
of  the  loss  of  tho  crop,  people  being  driven  from  their  homes 
and  unable  to  seed  the  ground  during  the  season,  and  so 
forth.  I  think  we  ought  to  know  the  general  principle  of 
action  which  the  Government  propose  to  adopt,  and  the 
machinery  by  which  they  propose  to  ascertain  what  should 
be  paid. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  there  will 
be  any  prospective  damages.  In  the  first  place,  actual  loss 
by  destruction  of  property  will  be  considered,  the  actual 
cost  of  replacing  the  property ;  but  then,  I  take  it,  the  party 
must  contribute,  to  a  certain  extent;  That  has  always  been 
the  rule  in  settling  war  losses.  It  was  so  in  regard  to  the 
war  of  1812,  and  of  1837-88.  There  were  no  prospective 
damages.  There  were  no  damages,  except  for  the  loss  of 
property,  and  business  and  time,  and  so  on.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  think  that,  perhaps,  it  would  not  be  well  to  state,  at 
this  moment,  the  exact  mode  by  which  they  will  ascertain 
the  loss  and  damage  which  may  have  been  sustained.  The 
investigation  will,  perhaps,  be  made  by  a  commission,  as 
there  was  one  which  sat  in  1871,  when  Judge  Johnson  went 
up  and  settled  the  claims  for  loss,  and  acted  with  great 
acceptance  to  the  people  up  there.  The  accounts  were  not 
considered  excessive,  and  that  was  found  to  bo  a  very  good 
mode  to  settle  the  claims.  We  have  not  heard  of  any  com¬ 
plaints  since. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  loss 
which  will  inevitably  fall  on  the  people,  and  they  must 
boar  this.  There  is  also  the  danger  of  exaggerating  claims, 
and  I  recognise  that  the  task  is  a  difficult  one ;  but  I 
must  say  a  word  as  to  the  position  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
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assumed  in  reference  to  the  settlers,  who,  at  the  critical  time 
in  the  North-West,  found  that  seeding  was  prevented  by  the 
outbreak.  That  is  not  a  speculative  question.  There  are 
farmers  there  who  have  only  a  few  days  within  which  they 
can  seed,  and  if  it  were  clearly  established  that  they  were 
absolutely  prevented,  in  the  disturbed  portion  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  from  seeding,  it  means  starvation  for  the  year,  I  am 
afraid,  because  they  cannot  earn  their  bread  otherwise. 
There  must  be  a  great  many  individuals  who  are  really 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  seeding  their  ground,  and,  in 
consequence,  of  reaping  a  crop.  Some  sort  of  allowance  in 
respect  to  them  would  appear  to  be  reasonable. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  lays  down  a  good  principle.  I  am  glad  to  know  that 
the  area  is  very  small,  and  therefore,  perhaps,  we  can  afford 
to  be  more  generous. 

For  relief  of  distress  in  the  North-West  Territories..  $25,000 

Mr.  GASGEAIN.  I  predicted,  some  time  ago,  that  those 
people  would  be  in  want,  and  I  think  these  particular  sup¬ 
plies  ought  to  be  there  at  the  present  moment.  This 
amount  ought  to  be  employed  immediately,  because  two  or 
three  months  hence  it  might  be  useless. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  rest  assured 
that  this  sum  will  not  be  kept  for  three  or  four  months. 
Government  have  already  acted  upon  telegrams  they  have 
received,  and  in  order  to  meet  the  cases  of  want  in  that 
country,  so  far  as  they  could,  they  have  utilised  the  supplies 
of  the  mounted  police  ;  and,  also  through  General  Middleton, 
some  of  the  supplies  which  were  there  for  the  use  of  the 
volunteers  have  been  devoted  to  the  purpose  of  preventing 
these  people  from  suffering.  The  resources  of  the  mounted 
police  have  been  drawn  upon  to  their  fullest  extent.  The 
Government  have  lost  no  time  in  taking  every  step  in  order 
to  prevent  the  suffering  that  has  occurred  by  these  unfor¬ 
tunate  people. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  observed  in  a  paper  the  other  day  that 
some  twenty  familes  of  those  people  who  were  in  prison 
had  come  to  Begina.  I  suppose  they  will  be  attended  to,  as 
well  as  those  who  are  on  the  spot  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  yes.  I  called  par¬ 
ticularly  the  attention  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  tho 
North-West  to  these  poor  people.  I  telegraphed  him  to 
take  care  of  the  people  at  Batoche,  where  the  buildings 
were  destroyed,  and  whatever  may  be  the  criminality  of  the 
owners  of  property,  their  families  are  not  allowed  to  starve. 
I  got  a  telegram  to-day  from  Mr.  Dewdney,  who  says  that 
we  need  have  no  anxiety  about  Batoche  at  present,  and  that 
the  pressing  needs  of  destitute  families  are  supplied. 

To  make  good  to  those  presons  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  who  were  British  subjects  the  amount 
cf  duiie^  paid  by  them  to  the  United  States 
Customs  on  fish  and  fish  oil,  in  the  years 
1871  and  1872  (Re-vote,  $5,965.47) . $20,820  49 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  was  $30,000  taken  to  cover  the 
amounts  paid  for  1871,  but  when  an  investigation  took  place 
it  was  found  that  large  sums  were  paid  in  1872  also.  The 
amount  paid  to  British  subjects  by  the  commissionei’,  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  was  about  $24,000.  This  is  to  cover  the  amounts 
which  were  paid  principally  by  the  fishermen  in  1872.  It 
was  deemed  advisable  and  equitable  in  meeting  the  claims 
of  those  who  have  paid  the  duty  in  1871,  that  the  same 
principle  should  be  extended  to  those  who  paid  the  duty  in 
1872.  1  am  inclined  to  think,  however,  that  this  sum  is  a 
little  lai-gor  than  is  absolutely  inquired,  I  think  it  might 
have  been  made  a  few  thousands  less.  However,  if  it  is  not 
inquired  it  will  not  be  used. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Thei’e  is  no  use  asking  for  mox’e  than  you 
want. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  positive  as  to  the  amount  that 
will  be  requii’ed.  Howevei’,  1  think  we  might  take  off  a 
couple  of  thousand. 

Mr.  BLAKB.  A  long  while  ago  there  was  a  motion  made 
for  the  report  of  this  commissioner,  and  it  was  ordered ;  but 
so  far  as  I  can  remember,  it  has  not  been  brought  down.  It 
is  very  important  to  be  seen,  so  that  one  might  observe  the 
principles  upon  which  the  enquiry  had  gone  on.  Now,  wo 
had  a  rather  animated  discussion  as  to  the  mode  in  wlxich 
this  vote  should  be  applied,  and  I  think  these  words  are 
not  the  words  of  the  vote  ot  last  Session.  It  was  corrected, 
with  the  view  to  taking  care  that  the  fishermen  themselves 
received  the  benefit  of  it,  because  it  was  alleged  that  occa¬ 
sions  had  arisen  in  which  the  fishermen  had  given  their  fish 
to  the  wholesale  merchants,  upon  the  understanding  that  they 
should  get  back  the  duties  if  they  were  l’eturned,  and  that 
they  received,  therefore,  a  smaller  price  for  the  fish. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  resolution  passed  last  year,  as  near 
as  I  can  recollect,  was  to  pay  back  to  those  who  had  lost  by 
the  duties,  both  to  the  fishermen  and  the  merchants. 
Sometimes  the  merchant  purchased  from  the  fishermen  and 
deducted  the  amount  of  duty  which  he  would  have  to  pay 
in  sending  it  to  the  United  States.  In  that  case  it  belonged 
to  the  fishermen.  In  other  cases,  where  the  merchants  gave 
the  full  duty,  then  the  principle  laid  down  has  been  to  pay 
the  merchant.  I  am  iofoi'med  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
duties  for  1872  belongs  to  the  fishermen,  and  that  in  almost 
every  case  in  which  they  sold  to  the  merchants,  whether 
upon  the  island  or  to  the  American  merchants,  the  amount 
of  duty  was  deducted  from  the  barrel. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  give  us  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  application  of  the  last  vote— the  large  sums  that 
were  paid  to  the  merchants  ?  We  have  had  the  names  of 
the  claimants  and  the  amounts,  and  we  should  like  to  have 
the  names  of  those  whose  claims  have  been  allowed. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  can  be  no  objection  to  have  the 
papers  brought  down.  The  Minister  of  Marine  and  myself 
went  through  them,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  claimants  who 
should  be  paid  ;  and  we  adopted  the  principle  of  recom- 
mending  to  Council  payment  of  all  sums  recommended  by 
the  commissioner  to  pei'sons  who  were  Bi-itish  subjects  at 
the  time,  in  1871,  and  who  made  the  claim,  excluding 
American  merchants  and  fishermen  who  resided  on  the 
island  at  the  time.  I  cannot  give  the  hon.  gentleman  the 
names  of  the  parties  who  received  money,  lhave  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  bi’ing  down  the  papers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  motion  was  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies).  The  truth  is,  we  have 
less  information  this  year  than  we  had  last  year’,  before  the 
commissioner  reported. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  presume,  as  this  precedent  is  estab¬ 
lished,  we  shall  have  claims  made  by  our  own  fishermen  for 
duties  paid  between  now  and  the  end  of  the  yeai\  I  hope 
the  Minister  will  take  steps  to  procure  money  to  provide 
for  the  claims. 

Towards  aiding  in  the  pnblication  of  “  Histoire 

Gen6alogique  des  Families  Fran9aises  ” .  $1,000 

Sir  EICHAED  CAET  WEIGHT.  Who  is  the  author  ? 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN.  Abbe  Tanguay.  That 
gentleman  has  been  working  for  pi-obably  15  or  20  years  on 
this  work,  which  is  considered  a  most  valuable  oue.  It 
gives  the  genealogy  of  all  the  French  families  of  the  country, 
since  its  settlement.  It  is  really  a  most  valuable  work,  but 
the  author  has  not  the  means  to  publish  a  book  of  this  kind, 
and  therefore  he  has  asked  the  Government  to  give  some 
aid.  The  book  will  be  published  in  three  volumes.  It  is  a 
work  which  a  great  many  peojfie  cannot  purchase,  but  it  is 
one  which  will  do  honor  to  the  country,  and  it  is  proposed 
to  give  $1,000  to  assist  in  its  publication. 
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*■  Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  a  Canadian 
“  Burke’s  Peerage,”  in  short. 

Sir*  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  No  ;  unless  you  consider  all 
French  families  in  Quebec  to  belong  to  the  Peerage. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  we  must 
take  the  hon.  gentleman’s  word  that  this  work  is  going  to 
be  of  some  historical  value  to  the  country.  We  have  not 
many  of  these  works  in  Canada.  I  must  say,  however,  we 
are  introducing  a  good  many  very  curious  precedents. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Is  reference  made  in  this  work  to  old 
Acadian  families  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  This  is  a  very  important  work,  upon 
which  Abbe  Tanguay  has  labored  about  30  years.  'One 
volume  was  published  eight  or  ten  years  ago,  and  the 
Abbe  got  an  indemnity  or  subsidy  from  the  late  Govern¬ 
ment,  in  order  to  assist  in  its  publication.  The  printing 
expenses  of  the  volume  reached  about  $4,000.  There  is 
now  material  prepared  for  about  three  volumes  more.  This  is 
not  a  provincial  but  a  Dominion  work,  and  Abbe  Tanguay 
has  been  collecting  for  from  25  to  30  years,  not  only  in 
Quebec,  but  in  Acadia,  Ontario,  and  even  France.  The 
author  is  65  years  of  age,  and  his  death  would  prove  a  mis¬ 
fortune  to  the  whole  country.  Very  recently,  in  an  impor¬ 
tant  case  at  Quebec,  where  the  genealogy  of  a  family  was 
required  to  be  proved,  the  only  proof  was  in  the  possession 
of  Abbe  Tanguay,  and  it  enabled  the  rights  of  tne  parties 
to  be  adjusted. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  This  is  a  serious  matter,  for  we  do  not 
know  how  many  volumes  there  are  to  publish,  and  we  are 
asked  to  grant  $1,000  to  publish  one  volume.  Every  other 
nationality  might  make  a  similar  claim. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  There  would  be  no  objection  what¬ 
ever. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  have  not  got  any  ancestors. 

To  purchase  copies  of  Lynch’s  treatise  on  butter- 

making.. . . . . .  $2,000 

Mr.  TROW.  I  would  like  to  enquire  of  the  Minister  the 
number  of  copies  which  it  is  intented  to  purchase  from  Mr. 
Lynch,  and  whether  the  work  is  to  be  brought  into  some 
portable  shape,  different  from  the  volume  which  was  pre¬ 
pared  for  the  Government  of  Ontario.  That  volume  was 
composed  of  extracts  from  lectures,  etc.,  by  Professor 
Arnold,  and  others. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  Minister  of  Agriculture  is  not 
present  at  the  moment,  but  1  understand  that  this  item  is 
placed  in  the  Estimates  on  the  strong  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Agriculture,  and  by  a 
large  number  of  members  of  this  House.  I  should  judge 
that,  by  the  calculation  made  by  the  Minister,  the  book 
would  be  only  a  pamphlet,  and  he  expected  to  get  about 
30,000  copies,  10,000  of  which  would  be  in  the  French  lan¬ 
guage,  which  would  bring  the  price  to  about  *7  cents  per 
copy. 

Mr.  TROW.  It  was  not  the  wish  of  the  committee,  at 
all  events,  whatever  may  be  the  wish  of  the  House,  to  have 
any  copies  of  the  old  treatise. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right.  I 
believe  that  was  the  understanding. 

Mr.  TROW.  It  was  to  be  a  new  work,  containing  all  the 
improvements  since  the  issue  of  the  first  edition. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  think  it  would  be  desirable, 
in  the  issuance  of  this  work,  and  its  publication  under  the 
authority  of  tlio  Department  of  Agriculture,  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  should  be  thoroughly  satisfied  that  the  system  of  butter¬ 
making  advocated  in  this  treatise  should  be  the  one  which 
Sir  Hector  Langeyin, 
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is  considered  to  be  the  best.  Improvements  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  butter  are  matters  oi  great  interest,  and  whilst 
I  think  it  would  be  desirable  to  furnish  and  disseminate 
information  about  improved  methods  of  butter-making,  it  is 
also  desirable  that  the  Minister  should  see  that  the  treatiso 
is  one  which  could  convey  the  latest  and  best  information 
with  reference  to  that  question.  I  express  no  opinion,  with 
reference  to  Mr.  Lynch’s  treatise,  on  this  subject,  because  I 
have  not  sufficient  technical  knowledge  to  enable  me  to 
state  whether  the  publication  that  is  to  be  issued  is  one 
which  would  convey  the  best  information  on  the  subject  or 
not. 

Mr,  TROW.  I  think  it  should  be  better  understood  how 
many  copies  we  are  to  receive  for  this  sum  of  money,  I 
understand  that  it  is  30,000  copies,  which  would  bring  them 
about  7  cents  each.  For  myself,  I  question  much  the  pro¬ 
propriety  of  giving  7  cents  a  copy,  because  I  know  that  the 
printing  of  the  book,  in  its  present  shape,  would  not  cost  3 
cents  a  copy. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  not  only  the 
printing  of  the  work,  but  there  is  the  preparation. 

Mr,  TROW.  It  is  all  prepared  already  for  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  where  he  issued  the  same  work. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  understand  that  this  work  is  different 
from  the  one  Mr.  Lynch  got  out  for  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
He  has  revised  it  to  the  present  time,  and  embodied  all  the 
latest  instructions  and  improvements  in  butter-making,  and 
besides  that,  he  would  require  to  pay  for  the  change  in  the 
edition,  the  translation  into  French,  and  so  on. 

Mr.  TROW.  There  are  too  many  slip-shod  pamphlets 
circulated  in  this  country,  but  we  want  something  con¬ 
taining  valuable  information,  bringing  in  all  the  recent 
improvements  with  reference  to  butter-making. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  Mr.  Lynch  to  get  a  specific  sum  for 
revising  the  book,  and  is  it  to  be  printed  by  the  public;  or 
is  he  to  print  it  himself,  and  present  it  at  a  fixed  price  ? 
Does  he  cause  it  to  be  printed,  20,000  English  and  10,000 
copies  French,  for  $1,000,  or  is  the  printing  to  be  under¬ 
taken  by  the  public  printers,  or  those  other  independent 
printers  who  are  sometimes  employed  to  do  such  work  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  know  whether  7  cents  a  copy  is  a 
proper  price  or  not.  All  such  books  with  which  1  have 
anything  to  do  are  sent  to  the  Queen’s  Printer,  who  fixes  the 
price.  I  suppose  this  book  will  be  delivered  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  then  that  it  will  be  distributed  in  every  county, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  the  Queen’s  Printer  fixes  the 
price  for  the  printing,  if  the  price  is  for  printing,  but  when 
the  price  involves  the  author’s  compensation  for  his  work, 
the  Queen’s  Printer  cannot  fix  that. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  know  whether  7  cents  per  copy 
covers  the  whole  or  not,  but  that  is  all  the  money  will  be 
expended  upon  it.  I  suppose  that  Mr.  Lynch  believes  that 
by  circulating  30,000  copies  this  book  will  be  patronised, 
and  his  book  will  find  a  larger  sale  afterwards. 

Towards  paying  the  expanses  incident  to  the  visit  of 
the  American  Institute  of  Mining  Engineers  to 
Nova  Beotia. .  $2,000 

Mr.  McDOUGALD  (Pictou).  This  American  Institute 
of  Mining  Engineers  is  an  influential  body,  which  holds  its 
meeting  in  different  parts  of  the  United  States.  Their  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  always  reported  and  widely  distributed  all  over 
the  country.  This  year,  I  think  through  the  influence  of 
some  of  the  Canadian  members  of  the  Institute,  they  have 
been  induced  to  hold  the  annual  meeting  at  Halifax,  Nova 
Scotia,  and  it  is  thought  that  their  visit  to  this  country  will 
attract  the  attention  of  capitalists  to  our  large  mineral 
resources.  Last  year  there  was  a  large  sum  appropriated 
towards  the  visit  of  the  British  Association,  and  I  think 
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thatjhe  visit  of  a  body  of  this  kind  should  be  met  by  such 
an  appropriation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  1  congratulate  my  hon.  friend  on  his 
election  to  an  important  office,  and  I  hope  that,  in  his 
case,  coming  events  cast  their  shadow  before.  It  strikes 
me,  however,  that  as  it  is  expected  that  the  visit  of  this 
body  will  attract  the  attention  of  capitalists  to  the  mining 
interests  of  Nova  Scotia,  perhaps  Nova  Scotia  might 
arrange  for  the  visit.  It  is  true  we  did  pass  a  small  vote 
last  year  for  an  object  which  was  deemed  to  be  a  Dominion 
object — the  visit  of  the  Bristish  Association,  which  was 
arranged  to  go  to  various  points  in  Canada.  But,  of  course, 
if  that  is  to  be  taken  as  a  precedent  for  the  Dominion  con¬ 
tributing  towards  the  expenses  of  the  visits  of  scientific 
bodies,  first  in  one  Province  and  then  in  another,  I  do  not 
know  whereunto  this  may  lead.  I  do  not  object  much  to 
this  ;  after  the  votes  of  this  Session,  it  is  but  a  drop  in  the 
bucket ;  on  the  contrary,  I  rather  rejoice  in  the  vote,  since 
it  has  given  an  opportunity  to  my  hon.  friend  of  explain¬ 
ing  itfso  fluently,  and  filling  so  admirably,  in  advance,  the 
position  which  I  hope  he  is  to  fill  next  Session.  That  is 
really  worth  the  money  voted.  Still,  we  should  guard 
against  these  votes,  because  I  fancy  we  shall  have  a  repeti¬ 
tion  of  dhe  demand  from  different  localities  which  would 
like  the  visit  of  a  distinguished  scientific  body  of  that  char¬ 
acter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  intended  to  make  a  long 
explanatory  speech  on  this  matter,  but  since  my  hon. 
friend  behind  me  has  convinced  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  will 
not  say  a  word. 

To  provide  for  the  transport  of  Indian  families  (90) 
still  remaining  at  Oka  to  the  Indian  reserve  in  the 
township  of  Gibson,  and  their  settlement  thereon, 
the  seminary  of  St.  Sulpice  paying  a  like  sum . $5,000 

Mr.  SCBIYER.  I  would  like  to  ask  whether  the  consent 
of  these  Indians  has  been  obtained  to  this  removal,  and 
whether  they  are  to  be  removed  to  the  reserve  already 
occupied  by  a  portion  of  them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  hope  this  vote  will  be 
the  last  that  will  be  required  with  respect  to  the  Oka 
Indians,  who,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  have  given  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  and  caused  some  excitement  for  some 
years.  The  seminary  has  behaved  with  great  liberality  to 
them  ;  a  tract  of  land  has  been  bought  in  the  township  of 
Gibson,  in  Parry  Sound,  which  has  proved  to  be  good  land  ; 
a  number  of  Indian  families  have  gone  up  there;  and  those 
who  have  gone  are  happy  and  contented.  They  are  close 
to  the  lake ;  they  have  good  fishing ;  and  they  are  altogether 
quite  satisfied  with  their  situation.  The  remaining  families, 
who,  at  first,  would  not  leave,  have  consented  to  go.  As  a 
final  sottlemeDt,  when  the  superior  was  here  the  other  day, 
we  came  to  an  agreement,  subject  to  the  consont  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  that  we  would  pay  half  and  the  seminary  the  other 
half  of  the  cost  of  removing  the  other  ninety  families,  who 
are  quite  willing  to  go,  and  that  will  close  the  whole  dispute, 
which  has  lasted  so  long. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  I  am  glad  to  learn  that  the  Indians  who 
have  settled  in  the  township  of  Gibson  are  doing  well  and 
are  in  comfortable  circumstances,  because  the  accounts  as 
to  that  have  been  somewhat  contradictory.  I  have  not  seen 
anything  recently,  but  last  year  I  saw  a  statement  of  a 
correspondent,  in  a  Montreal  paper,  to  the  contrary  effect. 
I  hope  the  information  of  the  hon.  Minister  is  reliable,  and 
that  these  poor  creatures  are  doing  well. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  best  proof  of  that 
is  that  the  Indians  now  at  Oka  sont  some  of  thoir  friends 
to  Parry  Sound,  to  see  for  themselves,  and  the  result  of 
their  report  of  the  way  they  saw  their  brothers  getting  on 
was,  that  the  rest  have  agreed  to  go. 


I  To  provide  for  an  additional  subsidy  of  $500  a  voyage, 
for  five  voyages,  of  steamers  from  a  port  in  New 
Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  island  to  Great 
Britain  and  continental  ports.... . . .  $2,500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  Miramichi,  in  New 
Brunswick,  a  port  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes.  This  lino  calls  at  Charlottetown, 
aud  the  round  trip  is  between  Canada  and  Germany — at 
Antwerp  and  Hamburg. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  was  in  hopes,  when  I  saw  this 
vote,  that  in  it  might  be  included  a  sum  of  $500,  in  response 
to  an  application  which  was  made  to  the  Government  in 
the  early  part  of  the  Session,  for  a  subsidy  for  steam  com¬ 
munication  between  Prince  Edward  Island  and  Richibucto. 
I  think  it  was  represented,  from  observations  for  the  last 
twenty-five  or  thirty  years,  that  a  steamer  could  ply  there 
the  whole  year  round.  A  steamer  could  be  found  for  $500 
to  make  the  experiment  next  winter,  and  I  was  in  hopes 
this  vote  would  cover  that  amount.  If  it  does  not,  I  wish 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  matter 
again,  in  the  hope  that  it  may  be  thought  of  during  the 
recess,  and  that  next  Session  a  grant  may  be  made  for  this 
object. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
matter  will  be  considered  by  the  Government,  Everything 
is  being  done  that  can  bo  done  to  secure  constant  communi¬ 
cation  between  that  island  and  the  mainland. 

To  increase  the  salary  of  Daniel  Kinnee,  assistant 

inspector  of  Weights  and  Measures .  $100 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  officer  is  one  of  the  very  few  offi¬ 
cers  first  appointed  to  that  service  who  has  remained  with¬ 
out  an  increase.  I  find,  by  the  inspector’s  report,  that  he 
is  one  of  the  most  efficient  officers  in  the  service,  and  I 
think  I  would  not  be  doing  him  justice  if  I  did  not  recom¬ 
mend  an  increase. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

VOTE  TO  GENERAL  MIDDLETON. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  mention  to  the 
House  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  ask  a 
vote  to  Major  General  Middleton  of  $20,000. 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  POPE  moved,  that  tho  House  resolve  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole,  to-morrow,  to  consider  tho  following 
Resolutions : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  in  Council  to  grant  the 
subsidies  hereinafter  mentioned  to  and  for  the  parties,  railways  and 
railway  companies  hereinafter  mentioned,  that  is  to  say  : 

To  the  Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Railway  and  Bridge  Com¬ 
pany,  for  a  line  of  railway  from  Ottawa  to  Waddington,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $166,440. 

To  the  New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  Company, 
for  a  line  of  railway  from  Sackville  to  the  Strait3  of  Northumberland,  at 
or  near  Cape  Tormentine,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole  $118,400. 

To  the  Montreal  and  Sorel  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway 
from  St.  Lambert  to  Sorel,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $1,6;0  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole  $72,000. 

To  the  Brockville,  Westport  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  Company, 
for  a  line  of  railway  from  Brockville  to  Westport,  a  subsidy  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $128,000. 

To  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of 
railway  from  its  junction  on  the  North  Shore  Railway  to  St.  Raymond,, 
upon  condition  of  the  company  extending  their  road  to  a  point  50  mites, 
north  of  St.  Raymond,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole  $96,000. 

To  the  Northern  and  Western  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway 
from  the  northern  end  of  the  40  miles  subsidised  between  Fredericton 
and  the  Miramichi  River  by  47  Vic.,  chap.  8,  to  Roystown,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $19,200. 
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To  the  Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Railway  Company,  for  a 
line  of  railway  from  Brosseau3  to  Dundee,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $500 
per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $30,000. 

To  the  Thunder  Bay  Colonisation  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of 
railway  from  the  Murillo  station  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the 
east  end  of  Whitefish  Lake,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor 
exceeding  in  the  whole  $92,000. 

To  the  Central  Ontario  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Coe  Hill  or  Rathburn,  to  Bancroft,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per 
mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $64,000. 

To  the  Belleville  and  North  Hastings  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of 
railway  from  the  Village  of  Madoc  to  the  junction  with  the  Central 
Ontario  Railway  at  Eldorado,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile, 
nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $10,500. 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  Long  Sault  to  the  foot  of  Lake  Temisca- 
mingue,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the 
whole  $25,600. 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  a  point  on  the  Canada  Southern  Railway, 
near  Essex  Centre,  to  Kingsville  Harbor,  on  Lake  Erie,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $44,800. 

To  the  Napanee,  Tamworth  and  Quebec  Railway  Company,  for  a  line 
of  railway  from  Tamworth  towards  Bogart  and  Bridgewater,  16  miles,  in 
lieu  of  the  subsidy  granted  by  47  Vic.,  chap.  8,  a  subsidy  of  $70,000. 

To  the  Gatineau  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway  from  Hull 
station  towards  Le  Desert,  a  distance  of  62  mile,  in  lieu  of  the  subsidies 
granted  by  46  Vic.,  chap.  25,  and  47  Vic.,  chap.  8,  a  subsidy  of  $320,000. 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  the  Grand  Piles,  on  River  St.  Maurice,  to  its 
junction  with  the  Lake  St.  John  Railway,  a  distance  of  about  60  miles, 
in  lieu  of  the  subsidy  granted  by  47  Vic  ,  chap.  8,  for  a  line  of  railway 
from  the  Grand  Piles,  on  the  River  St.  Maurice,  to  Lake  Edward,  a 
subsidy  of  $217,600. 

To  the  Canada  Atlantic  Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Valleyfield  to  a  point  one  and  a-half  miles  west  of  Johnson’s,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $1,600  per  mile,  and  from  one  and  a-half  miles  west  of 
Johnson’s  to  Lacolle ;  also  from  the  present  terminus  at  Ottawa  to  the 
Chaudidre  Falls,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding 
in  the  whole  $96,090. 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  Indiantown  vid  the  Miramichi  Valley  to  its 
junction  with  the  Northern  and  Western  Railway,  at  or  near  Boystown, 
a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole 
$140,800. 

The  subsidies  hereinbefere  mentioned  as  to  be  granted  to  companies 
named  for  that  purpose  shall  be  granted  to  such  companies,  respec¬ 
tively.  The  other  subsidies  shall  be  granted  to  such  companies  as  shall 
be  approved  by  the  Governor  in  Council  as  having  established  to  his 
satisfaction  their  ability  to  construct  and  complete  the  said  railways, 
respectively.  All  the  lines  for  the  construction  of  which  subsidies  are 
granted  shall  be  commenced  within  two  years  from  the  1st  day  of 
August  next,  and  completed  within  a  reasonable  time,  not  to  exceed 
four  years,  to  be  fixed  by  Order  in  Council,  and  shall  also  be  constructed 
according  to  descriptions  and  specifications  and  upon  conditions  to  be 
approved  by  the  Governor  iu  Council,  on  the  report  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals,  and  specified  in  an  agreement  to  be  made  in  each 
case  by  the  company  with  the  Government,  and  which  the  Government 
shall  be  empowered  to  make  ;  the  location,  also,  of  every  such  line  of 
railway,  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council ; 
and  all  the  said  subsidies,  respectively,  shall  be  payable  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  of  Canada,  by  instalments,  on  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  each  section  of  the  railway  of  not  less  than  ten  miles,  propor¬ 
tionate  to  the  value  of  the  portion  so  completed  in  comparison  with 
that  of  the  whole  work  undertaken,  to  be  established  by  the  said  report 
of  the  said  Minister. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12:20 
a.  m.,  Friday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  17th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

BILLS  INTEODUCED. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  165)  to  continue  for  a  limited  time  the  Act  therein 
mentioned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  the  first  aud  second  times,  con¬ 
sidered  in  Committee,  reported  and  read  tho  third  time  and 
passed. 

Mr.  Pope. 


THE  OFFICIAL  DEBATES. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved  that  the  fourth  report  of 
the  Select  Committeo  appointed  to  supervise  the  debates  of 
this  House  during  the  present  Session  be  adopted.  He  said : 
The  report  contains  three  recommendations.  One  is  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  Mr.  Boyce,  who  was  mentioned  in  the  House  the 
other  day  Very  favorably  on  both  sides,  who  revises  the 
Debates ,  reads  the  English  proofs  and  prepares  an  index. 
He  has  been  receiving  $800  a  year.  The  proposal  is,  in 
view  of  the  length  of  the  Session,  that  he  should  get  an 
addition  of  50  per  cent.,  which  I  believe  has  been  the 
standard  rale  of  the  Session  with  regard  to  increases. 
Another  proposal  is  that  the  translators,  whose  translations 
last  year  amounted  to  about  1,600  pages,  against  about 
3,600  pages  this  year,  and  who  receive  at  present  a  salary 
of  $1,000,  shall  receive  an  addition  of  $500.  The  other  pro¬ 
posal  is  that  Mr.  Query,  who  reads  the  French  proofs, 
and  who  receives  $400,  should  receive  $200  extra.  He  is 
also  on  the  staff  of  regular  officials,  and  it  is  on  that  ground 
that  he  does  not  get  so  much  as  Mr.  Boyce,  who  receives 
no  other  pay  in  the  service  except  what  he  receives  for  his 
work  in  connection  with  the  Debates. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN.  This  is  for  this  Session 
only  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  It  is  distinctly  for  this  Session 
only. 

Mr.  TEOW.  While  this  matter  is  under  discussion  I  think 
the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  should  have  extended  the 
motion  to  embrace  the  Hansard  staff.  I  think  if  any 
gentlemen  are  entitled  to  remuneration  for  extra  services, 
the  reporters,  who  have  been  kept  here  reporting  all  hours 
of  the  night,  and  many  times  the  whole  night,  and  who  are 
not  receiving  sufficient  remuneration  for  their  services, 
should  receive  it.  I  think  it  would  be  doing  a  liberal  act 
to  extend  that  motion  to  ike  Hansard  staff.  While  I  am 
on  my  feet,  I  may  say  that  there  is  another  class  of  officials 
belonging  to  the  Commons  who  have  onerous  duties  to  per¬ 
form.  The  Session  has  extended  to  about  double  the  usual 
length  of  our  Session.  There  are  gentlemen  on  our  staff  of 
permanent  officials,  such  as  translators,  the  gentlemen  who 
prepare  the  indexes,  and  make  up  the  Sessional  Papers  and 
Journals  during  the  recess,  who,  to  my  knowledge,  have 
been  employed,  during  the  Session,  an  average  of  18  hours 
per  day.  They  certainly  are  entitled  to  the  consideration 
of  this  House.  The  permanent  officers  in  the  other 
departments  have  certain  stated  hours  of  labor,  prob¬ 
ably  six  hours  a  day,  and  in  many  cases  less. 
To  my  knowledge  they  do  not  work  more  than  6  or  7  hours 
per  day  in  the  Departments  while  the  permanent  officers 
of  this  House  have  been  laboring  18  hours  per  day,  and  I 
think  their  cases  should  be  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  who  I  hope  will  give  such  some  recog¬ 
nition  of  the  services  by  allowing  them  a  month’s  pay, 
which  I  think  would  be  ample. 

Mr.  TASSE.  (Translation.)  1  see,  with  pleasure,  that 
my  hon.  friend  from  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow)  understands 
that  he  and  his  friends — not  him  particularly,  because  I 
think  he  occupies  but  very  little  place  in  the  Debates  in 
proportion  to  his  friends— have  protracted  the  Session  to 
such  an  extent  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  give  a  bonus  to 
the  reporters  of  the  Debates.  I  fully  agree  with  him,  and  I 
shall  second  a  motion  to  grant  a  bonus,  not  only  to  the 
translators,  but  also  to  the  reporters  of  the  Debates. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  With  regard  to  what  has  been 
said  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth,  I  would  say  that 
this  is  a  matter  that  we  would  not  have  been  troubled  with 
but  for  the  long  sittings,  the  reading  of  books  and  extracts, 
and  speeches  which  were  printed  in  Hansard  and  circulated 
by  the  thousand,  and  1  think  it  is  very  propor  that  the 
member  for  Perth,  who  did  something  in  the  way  of  road- 
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ing  from  books,  should  bring  up  this  matter,  and  say  the 
reporters  should  get  something,  and  I  think  they  deserve 
it.  1  believe  that  Hansard  is  to  blame  lor  the  length  of  this 
Session,  which  will  cost  the  country  a  quarter  of  a  million 
of  dollars,  and  it  comes  very  well  from  the  hon.  gentleman, 
who  read  books  for  hours,  as  I  said,  and  had  his  extracts 
published  all  over  the  country  by  the  thousands,  to  make 
this  request.  Now,  I  believe  that  is  a  matter  that  hon. 
members  of  this  Houso  should  put  a  stop  to.  If  the  Govern¬ 
ment  do  not  put  a  stop  to  it,  or  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
does  not,  the  members  will.  Life  is  too  short  for  that  kind 
of  thing,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  may  say  that  when  I  was  in 
Winnipeg  your  predecessor,  Judge  Walbridge,  told  me  that 
he  had  contracted  a  disease  by  his  long  sittings  in  the 
Chair  of  this  House,  from  which  he  was  not  cured  until  he 
was  cured  by  the  pure  breezes  of  the  North-West.  What 
will  be  the  state  of  your  health,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  this  goes 
on,  and  I  say  the  responsibility  for  it  rests  on  the  shoulders 
of  those  who  read  these  books  and  extracts,  because  they 
have  not  brains  enough  to  make  speeches  of  their  own. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
should  not  have  passed  such  a  reflection  on  the  Ministry, 
for  it  was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  that  read  the  longest 
speech  in  the  House.  It  must  be  consolatory,  Sir,  to  you 
to  reflect  that  22  years  have  elapsed  since  your  predecessor, 
Mr.  Walbridge  contracted  the  disease  as  the  hon.  member 
by  sitting  in  the  House  for  such  a  lengthened  period,  and 
that  gentleman  is  still  alive  and  well.  I  may  add  that  there 
was  no  Hansard  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Speaker  Walbridge,  so 
that  Hansard  can  hardly  be  held  responsible  for  the  long 
sittings  at  that  time. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  What  I  said,  was,  that  it  was 
the  pure  breezes  of  the  North-West  which  had  kept  him 
alive  so  long.  If  the  Minister  to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred,  read  his  speech,  it  was  his  own  speech  prepared 
by  himself. 

Mr.  TROW.  One  word  of  explanation  with  reference 
to  the  reading  of  extracts  and  speeches  of  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Hastings  says  I  was  guilty.  It  is  true  that  for 
one  evening  I  did  for  a  short  time  read  a  few  extracts,  but 
there  was  not  a  single  sentence  of  those  extracts  in  Han¬ 
sard.  We  were  in  committee,  and  these  extracts  were  not 
in  Hansard  no  matter  who  read  them,  I  am  sure  that  no 
one  but  the  hon.  member  for  Hastings  will  complain  of  the 
time  which  I  occupied. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  With  reference  to  the  obser¬ 
vations  of  the  hon.  member  for  Perth,  I  may  say  that  the 
committee  would  havo  been  glad  indeed  to  have  made  a 
recommendation  wila  regard  to  the  stenographers  if  they 
had  felt  that  it  would  be  reasonable  for  them  tc  do  so,  but 
they  had  made  a  report  last  year  for  increasing  the  salaries 
of  the  stenographers  to  $2,000,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  to  be  officers  of  the  House,  and  employed  the  whole 
year  round.  The  suggestion  was  then  made  that  some¬ 
times  there  might  be  two  Sessions,  and  that  it  would  cost 
no  more  in  that  way  for  the  two  Sessions  than  for  one,  in  so 
far  as  the  salaries  of  the  shorthand  writers  were  concerned. 
Therefore,  they  confined  themselves  entirely  to  those  whose 
work  was  of  a  sessional  character,  based  on  the  particular 
amount  of  work  as  illustrated  by  ihe  experience  of  the  past 
year.  Personally  I  should  rejoice  very  much,  if  it  is  the 
sense  of  the  House,  that  the  stenographers  should  get  an 
increase  this  year,  and  also  that  the  amanuenses  should  get 
an  increase  this  Session.  I  may  say  that  the  reason  why 
no  recommendation  was  made  in  their  ca.-e  was  that 
they  are  receiving  $12  a  week  during  the  Session, 
and  therefore  the  length  of  the  Session  does  not  affect  that 
indemnity.  In  one  sense,  the  longer  the  Session  the  better 
for  the  amanuenses — that  is  to  say,  they  receive  a  larger 
amount  in  the  aggregate,  according  to  the  time  they  are 
employed*  I  may  say,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  amount ' 


they  receive,  $12  a  week,  is  certainly  not  a  very  high  rate 
of  remuneration,  as  compared  with  the  sessional  clerks, 
who  do  not  perform  anything  like  the  work  they  do.  I 
think,  in  that  view,  the  rate  of  remuneration  is  very  low 
indeed,  but  it  was  fixed  by  Parliament,  and  the  committee 
did  not  feel  that  they  could  go  any  further  in  that  direction. 
As  to  the  other  point  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for  Perth, 
that,  of  ^course,  does  not  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
Debates  Committee,  but  I  am  sure  the  House  will  agree 
that  the  permanent  officers — and  there  are  not  a  great 
many  of  them — would  be  entitled  to  some  consideration  for 
the  length  of  this  Session  and  the  long  hours  they  have  had 
to  work ;  but,  of  course,  we  could  make  no  recommendation 
on  that  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN  moved  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  this  day,  it  do  stand  adjourned  until  half-past  one 
o’clock  p.m.,  on  Saturday,  and  that  Government  business 
have  precedence  on  that  day  after  Routine  Proceedings. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  that  for  the  remainder 
of  the  Session  there  shall  be  on  each  day  including  this 
day,  two  distinct  sittings,  the  first  from  half-past  one  o’clock 
p.m.,  until  6  o’clock  p.m.,  and  the  other  from  half-past 
seven  o’clock  p.m.,  until  the  time  of  adjournment ;  and 
that  Government  business  shall  have  the  precedence  at 
each  such  sitting. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  DISTURBANCES  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  CARON.  A  few  days  ago,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  on 
the  5  th  of  July,  I  received  a  telegram  from  the  Major  Gen¬ 
eral.  In  that  telegram  he  stated  that  Big  Bear  had  been 
captured,  that  his  band  was  surrendering,  and  he  wound 
up  the  telegram  in  the  following  words : 

“  I  may  safely  say  that  the  whole  object  of  the  campaign  has  been 
achieved,  that  the  troubles  in  the  North-West  are  ended  and  I  am  order¬ 
ing  the  troops  home.” 

The  announcement  of  the  end  of  the  iroubles  in  the  North- 
West  calls,  1  think,  for  an  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  here  assembled,  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  these  troubles  were  ended,  through  the 
gallantry,  through  the  energy  of  our  volunteers.  It  must 
bo  remembered  that  our  volunteers  undertook  to  put  an 
end  to  these  troubles,  the  first  wo  have  had  for  so  many 
years  in  Canada,  at  the  most  inclement  season  of  the  year. 
Leaving  the  question  of  fighting  alone,  the  hardships  inci¬ 
dent  to  such  an  expedition  must  have  been  very  much  more 
considerable  than  at  any  other  time.  I  think  that  I  can 
safely  say  that  we  have  been  adding  one  more  page  to  the 
history  of  Canada.  We  have  been,  as  a  nation,  for  years 
and  years  past,  increasing  our  prosperity,  but,  as  a  nation, 
we  had  to  go  through  the  ordeal  which  other  nations  have 
passed  through;  we  had  to  have  disturbances  and  troubles 
within  our  own  country.  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the 
right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Government,  from  the  great 
strain  consequent  upon  the  heavy  work  of  this  long  and 
protracted  Session,  has  felt  that,  instead  of  his  following 
English  precedents  on  this  occasion  and  moving  this  vote, 
seconded  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  he  should  hand 
over  to  me  a  duty  which  he  could  have  performed  so  much 
better  than  I  can  attempt  to  do  it.  I  regret  it  for  more 
than  one  reason.  I  regret  it  because  I  know  how  much 
more  agreeable  it  would  have  been  to  the  whole  force 
of  Canada  that  this  vote  should  havo  been  proposed 
by  the  leader  of  the  Government,  who,  I  must  say, 
during  the  whole  of  these  troubles  has  given  me  the 
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invaluable  advantage  of  his  advice  and  his  great  experience 
in  the  matters  connected  with  the  administration  of  my 
Department.  Before  reading  the  resolutions  which  have 
been  placed  in  my  hands,  I  mean,  as  briefly  as  it  is 
possible,  to  refer  to  the  Department  over  which  I  preside, 
to  give  a  few  dotails,  first,  on  the  breaking  out  of  tbe  re¬ 
bellion  ;  second,  on  the  movement  of  the  troops  ;  third,  on 
the  forces  we  sent  out ;  fourth,  on  the  engagements  fought ; 
fifth,  on  the  ambulances  established,  and  on  our  commis¬ 
sariat.  I  mean  also  to  call  your  attention  to  those  outside 
of  the  service  arid  inside  of  the  service  who  have  helped  us 
so  successfully  and  so  energetically  in  carrying  out  the 
Campaign  and  making  it  a  success.  Lastly,  and  certainly 
not  least,  I  mean  to  spoak  of  the  Major  General  in  command 
of  the  forces,  who  has  played  his  part  so  successfully  and 
has  carried  out  the  plan  which  ho  himself  had  framed  so 
well,  in  quelling  and  putting  an  end  to  the  disturbances  in 
the  North-West.  The  first  intimation  we  had  of  troubles 
in  the  North-West  was  from  a  telegram  which  was  received 
by  the  right  hon.  tbe  leader  of  the  Government  on  the  22nd 
March,  1885.  After  studying  the  vaiious  details  of  that 
campaign,  after  taking  into  consideration  the  difficulties 
which  we  had  to  contend  against,  I  think  I  am  safe  in  saying 
that  the  most  important  features  of  the  plan  of  cam¬ 
paign  to  be  adopted  was  to  quell  as  rapidly  as  possible 
the  disturbance  which  took  placo  in  the  Saskatchewan 
Yalley,  and  which  was  announced  to  us  by  that  telegram 
of  the  22nd  March.  It  was  of  the  utmost  importance,  from 
a  military  standpoint,  as  far  as  we  can  judge,  that  this 
disturbance  should  be  quelled  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and,  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  wonderful  energy  displayed  by  the 
volunteers  in  marching  as  rapidly  as  they  have  done,  it 
certainly  might  have  resulted  in  very  much  more  serious 
consequences  than  those  we  have  had  to  meet  in  the  North- 
W est  troubles.  If  the  Major  General,  when  he  engaged  the 
insurgents  at  Batoche,  through  marches  so  rapid,  forced 
marches  in  fact,  which  have  shown  the  endurance  of  our 
militia  force,  had  met,  united  with  the  insurgents,  the  bands 
of  Poundmaker,  Big  Bear  and  the  other  bands  of  Indians, 
there  is  no  question  at  all  in  my  mind  that  the  engagement 
would  have  been  ever  so  much  more  serious,  and  the  loss 
of  valuable  lives  to  Canada  ever  so  much  greater  and 
the  campaign  must  have  lasted  very  much  longer  than  it 
has.  This  I  consider  as  one  of  the  great  reasons  of  the 
success  which  accompanied  the  efforts  of  our  volunteers  in 
the  campaign  they  have  so  successfully  terminated 
just  now.  It  was  on  the  23rd  March  that  the 
Major  General  left  Ottawa,  on  the  27th  he  reached 
Winnipeg.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  easily  understand  that  it 
became  necessary  for  the  Major  General,  as  soon  as  he 
reached  Winnipeg,  to  remain  a  few  days,  so  as  to  be  able 
to  establish  his  base  of  supplies  and  to  take  the  necessary 
measures  to  allow  a  column  such  as  the  one  under  his  com¬ 
mand  to  traverse  the  great  distances  they  had  to  traverse 
and  to  be  ready  for  the  field.  He  was  delayed  a  very  few 
days.  After  the  measures  I  have  just  spoken  of  had  been 
taken,  he  left  Fort  Qu’Appelle  on  the  6th  April  with  his 
first  flying  column ;  on  the  11th,  he  was  at  Salt  Plains ;  on 
the  14th,  at  Humboldt;  on  the  17th,  at  Clark’s  Crossing, 
on  the  24th.  at  Fish  Creek  ;  on  the  8th  May,  at  Gabriel’s 
Crossing ;  on  the  9th,  at  Batoche  ;  on  the  19th,  at  Guarde- 
puy;  on  the  21st,  at  Carlton ;  on  the  26th,  at  Battleford, 
and  on  the  2nd  June,  at  Fort  Pitt.  Now,  when  one  con¬ 
siders  that  almost  all — I  can  say  everyone — of  the  troops 
so  engaged  were  engaged  for  the  first  time,  when  we  come 
to  consider  that  everyone  of  the  volunteers  who  formed 
that  first  flying  column,  except  a  few  officers  who  formerly 
belonged  to  the  Imperial  service,  had  never  seen  active 
service,  it  is  certainly  wonderful  that  they  could  have, 
without  any  previous  training,  so  to  speak,  covered  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  nearly  500  miles  in  60  days,  after  having  three 
engagements, "the  first  at  Fish  Creek,  and  the  two  others  at 
Mr.  Caron, 


Batoche,  whore  the  rebels  sustained  a  loss  which 
culminated  in  the  breaking  down  of  the  rebellion. 
Sir,  during  the  whole  of  this  time — and  as  Canadians,  I 
think  we  cannot  be  too  proud  of  it — every  officer,  from  the 
Major  General  down  to  the  men  who  had  seen  active  service 
in  the  imperial  army,  have  written  to  the  press,  to  their 
friends,  to  the  Department,  to  England,  that  no  troops  could 
have  behaved  better  than  the  Canadian  troops.  I  feel  proud 
of  it,  as  I  know  every  Canadian  must  feel  proud,  to  know 
that  the  honor  of  the  country  was  sustained  in  the  North- 
West,  that  law  and  older  were  vindicated  by  men  who 
showed  all  the  qualities  which  constitute  a  good  citizen  and 
a  good  soldier.  The  average  number  of  days  taken  by  the 
ti’oops  in  going  from  their  headquarters  to  Winnipeg  was 
about  eight  days.  I  have  caused  the  following  table  to  be 
prepared  showing  the  time  taken  by  the  different  corps  : — 


A  and  B  Batteries . 8  days. 

Infantry  School  Corps .  8  do 

2nd  Battalion  Queen’s  Own .  8  do 

10th  Battalion .  8  do 

Midland  Battalion . .  8  do 

York  and  Simcoe  Battalion .  8  do 

Sharpshooters  . 8  do 

7th  Battalion . 8  do 

65th  Battalion  . 8  do 

Governor  General’s  Body  Guards .  9  do 

Cavalry  Corps  (Quebec) .  9  do 

9th  Battalion  . 10  do 

Montreal  Garrison  Artillery . . 10  do 

Halifax  Battalion . H  do 


It  is  of  interest  to  the  country  to  know  that  over  this  now 
line  of  railway  which  binds  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion 
together,  while  it  was  yet  unfinished,  the  troops  were  sent  all 
the  way  over  Canadian  territory  and  succeeded  in  reaching 
Winnipeg  In  eight  days,  from  their  headquarters.  Sir,  this 
brings  me  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference  to  the  line  of  rail¬ 
way  which  was  selected  for  the  purpose  of  conveying  troops 
to  the  North-West.  Many  thought  that  we  were,  perhaps, 
running  a  risk,  but  we  felt  that  we  should  mike 
the  experiment,  we  felt  that  having  a  road  of  our 
own  we  ought  to  put  forward  every  offort  to  show  that 
we  could  carry  our  own  troops  through  our  own  territory 
without  having  to  appeal  to  a  foreign  though  friendly 
nation  for  liberty  to  pass  through  their  territory.  And,  Sir, 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  state  here  that  the  thanks  of  lire 
Department  are  due  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  for  the  manner  in  which  they  assisted  us  in  every 
possible  way,  from  the  President  down  to  the  officials; 
everything  they  could  do  they  did,  in  order  to  expedite  the 
transport  of  our  troops.  Sir,  I  can  say  that,  had  it  not  been 
for  the  energy  displayed  by  that  company,  the  sufferings 
and  hardships  which  are  inevitable  in  military  sorvice,  and 
which  were  incurred  by  the  troops,  might  have  been  very 
much  greater  than  they  were.  We  had  provided  four  days 
rations  in  case  of  accident,  and  we  asked  the  company  and 
the  contractors  under  that  company  in  order  to  save  time 
and  prevent  delays,  to  provide  all  the  subsistence  necessary 
for  the  troops  which  were  conveyed  over  that  line  ;  and  I 
can  say  that  in  no  instance  were  the  troops  called  upon  to 
fall  back  upon  the  four  days  rations  which  had  been  pro¬ 
vided  in  case  of  an  unexpected  delay.  Sir,  I  feel  that  in 
speaking  to  the  resolutions  which  have  been  placed  in  my 
hands,  I  would  not  do  my  duty  were  I  to  fail,  publicly  and 
from  my  seat  in  Parliament,  to  express  my  thanks  to 
those  who,  under  the  control  of  the  company,  helped 
us  so  successfully  in  carrying  our  troops  north  of 
Lake  Superior.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  worthy 
of  note,  it  is  worthy  of  some  remark,  that  the  very  first 
troops  sent  to  the  North  West,  A  and  B  Batteries,  reached 
Nepigon  on  the  4th  of  April,  after  having  crossed  about  90 
miles  of  gaps  in  the  railway,  and  that  the  Montreal  Gar¬ 
rison  Artillery,  under  Lieutenant  Colonol  Oswald,  reached 
Nepigon  by  rail  without  transfer,  on  the  19th  May. 
Between  the  4th  April  and  the  19th  May  the  bridges  had 
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all  been  completed,  the  gaps  had  been  closed,  and  we  had  an 
all  rail  route  which  would  allow  us,  if  the  necessity  occurred, 
to  pour  in  any  number  of  troops  that  might  be  required  to 
suppress  the  insurrection.  Sir,  we  had  also  the  great  advan¬ 
tage,  as  a  means  of  transport,  of  having,  as  soon  as  the  rivers 
were  opened,  the  use  of  the  boats  belonging  to  the  Hudson’s 
Bay  Company,  and  the  Coal  Navigation  and  Transportation 
Company.  These  means  of  conveyance  reduced  enormously 
the  expense  which  we  had  to  incur  for  transport  facilities, 
and  in  fact  th9  troops  themselves  felt  the  benefit  of  not  hav¬ 
ing  to  so  through  these  long,  heavy  marches,  and  in  being 
able  to  take  a  boat  through  the  waterways  to  their  place 
of  destination.  Sir,  we  had  to  send  to  the  North- 
West  to  quell  the  disturbance,  4,160  m6n,  473  horses, 
and  8  guns.  These  troops,  Mr.  Speaker,  were  distri¬ 
buted  by  the  Major  General  into  three  flying  columns, 
composed  as  follows  :  the  first,  from  Qu’Appelle  to  Prince 
Albert;  the  second,  from  Swift  Current  to  Battleford  ;  and 
the  third,  from  Calgary  to  Edmonton.  The  remainder  of 
the  force  were  distributed  all  along  the  line  of  railway,  and 
were  stationed  at  Winnipeg,  Troy,  Qu’Appelle,  Medicine 
Hat,  Gleichen,  Calgary,  Foi't  Maclood,  Old  Wife’s  Lake, 
Cypress  Hills,  and  Swift  Current.  Subsequently  detach¬ 
ments  were  left  at  Touchwood,  Humboldt,  Clark’s  Crossing, 
Yorktown,  Birtle  and  Prince  Albert.  The  first  column  took 
44  days  to  go  from  Qu’Appelle  to  Prince  Albert ;  the  second 
column  took  15  days  from  Swift  Current  to  Battleford,  and 
the  third  column  took  exactly  14  days  from  Calgary  to 
Edmonton.  I  now  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference  to 
the  engagements  which  resulted  from  this  disposition  of  the 
troops  sent  up  to  the  North-West.  As  we  all  sadly  remem¬ 
ber,  the  first  blow  struck  at  peace  and  order  in  that  terri¬ 
tory,  the  first  engagement  that  took  place,  was  at  Duck 
Lake.  I  need  not,  Mr.  Speaker,  go  over  the  details  of  that 
engagement,  as  they  have  been  set  forth  fully  in  the  press 
of  the  country.  This  engagement  took  place  between  the 
Mounted  Police  and  the  Prince  Albert  volunteers  on  the  one 
side,  and  the  half-breeds  and  a  few  Indians  on  the  other. 
The  battle  of  Fish  Creek  took  place  on  the  25th  April.  This 
was  the  first  engagement  between  the  first  flying  column 
under  the  command  of  Major  General  Middleton  and  the 
rebels.  The  scouts  belonging  to  his  column  were  fired  upon 
by  the  Indians  and  the  half-breeds  for  several  hours,  and  the 
result  was  that  we  had  10  volunteers  killed  and  48  wounded. 
Proceeding  chronologically  we  now  come  to  the  engagement 
known  as  the  Cut  Knife  Hills  engagement,  which  took  place, 
as  the  House  will  remember,  on  3rd  May.  It  was  between  a 
column,  composed  of  about  300  men,  commanded  by  Colonel 
Otterand  “a  large  body  of  Indians.  Our  troops  marched 
out  from  Battleford  to  a  distance  of  35  miles,  fought  Pound- 
maker  and  returned.  Colonel  Otter,  with  his  column, 
certainly  achieved  a  march  which  is  almost  unparallelled. 
His  force  during  30  hours  marched  75  miles,  and  fought 
several  hours  with  the  Indians.  The  next  and  most 
important  engagement  is  that  of  9th  May  at  Batoche,  and 
the  one  which  followed  on  tho  11th.  The  engagement 
has  already  been  so  thoroughly  described — and  I  had 
the  pleasure  yesterday  of  laying  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  plan  of  the  whole  engagement  drawn 
by  an  officer  belonging  to  the  engineers  of  the 
Imperial  army — that  I  will  not  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  by  entering  at  length  into  its  details.  Suffice  it 
for  me  to  say  that  this  was  an  engagement  between  the 
first  flying  column  under  the  Major  General  and  tho  half- 
breeds  and  Indians  led  by  Gabriel  Dumont— the  most  serious 
engagement  since  the  beginning  of  the  outbreak  and  the 
one  which  really  terminated  tho  troubles,  proving  to  the 
rebels  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  stand  against  the 
troops  which  had  been  sent  against  them.  On  the  9th  we 
had  1  killed  and  7  wounded  ;  on  the  11th,  9  killed  and 
30  wounded.  We  have  altogether  to  deplore  the  loss  of  37 
killed  and  107  wounded.  I  have  endeavorod  to  refer  very 


briefly  to  the  engagements  that  have  taken  place;  but  now 
that  those  engagements  are  over  and  it  is  necessary  to  count 
our  losses,  it  seems  right  and  proper  for  me  to  express  what 
I  believe  to  be  the  feeling  of  the  whole  of  Canada.  Every 
one  of  us  deeply  felt  the  loss  sustained  by  the  families  of 
those  brave  heroes  who  fell  on  the  field  of  battle.  We  deeply 
felt  the  great  loss  of  those  men  who  showed  that  they  pos¬ 
sessed  great  qualities ;  we  deeply  felt  tho  loss  which  the 
death  of  such  men  would  cause  in  the  family  circle  and 
among  their  friends.  We  could  not  help  feeling,  as  we  were 
rejoicing  over  the  success  of  our  arms,  that  our  loss  was 
great,  that  many  lives  precious  to  Canada  and  giving  rich 
promise  for  the  future  had  been  lost— men  who  left  their 
homes  for  the  purpose  of  vindicating  law  and  good  order, 
and  who  were  left  staining  the  field  of  battle  with  their 
blood,  bat  giving  to  their  companions  in  arms  and  to  every 
Canadian  a  noble  example  of  devotion  to  their  country  and 
to  their  flag.  In  mourning  the  loss  of  those  to  whom  I  have 
referred,  I  am  led  to  say  a  word  about  the  ambulance  corps 
and  hospital  organisation,  which  was  established  in  order  to 
prevent  needless  suffering.  Hero,  again,  and  it  is  with  great 
pleasure  I  say  so,  lhad  the  invaluable  advice  of  a  gentleman, 
an  hon.  member  who  has  occupied  a  seat  in  this  House  for 
many  yeai’s — I  refer  to  Surgeon  General  Bergin.  I  had,  I 
was  going  to  say,  daily  intercourse  with  him,  but  during  the 
first  few  days  of  the  outbreak  every  ten  minutes  almost  he 
had  to  refer  to  me.  When  you  consider,  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
your  experience  of  military  life,  of  camping  and  marching  as 
we  see  it  in  our  camps  of  exercise — when  I  tell  you,  Mr.  Spea¬ 
ker,  that  we  had  nothing  in  our  stores,  except  a  few  medi¬ 
cal  panniers,  nothing  with  which  to  arrange  for  a  hospital 
service,  and  when  I  tell  you  that  the  whole  of  the  service 
was  organised  in  four  days,  it  might  seem  somewhat  impro¬ 
per  on  my  part  to  express  an  opinion  on  a  matter  which 
hon.  gentlemen  may  fairly  say  I  know  very  little  about. 
But  I  do  not  rely  on  my  judgment  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
and  I  desire  to  give  the  House  and  the  country  the  highost 
testimony  that  can  be  given  on  the  subject  by  a  high 
authority  sent  out  to  Canada  by  that  gracious  lady  whom 
Canada  will  never  forget,  Her  Eoyal  Highness  Princess 
Louise.  I  refer  to  Dr.  Boyd.  I  must  be  permitted  to  say 
a  few  words  in  regard  to  that  distinguished  gentleman. 
Dr.  Boyd  who  was  sent  out  by  Her  Royal  Highness,  was 
specially  selected  by  Sir  Wm.  McCormack,  on  account  of 
his  ability  and  special  qualifications,  and  from  the  fact  that 
he  had  already  rendered  eminent  services  in  three  or  four 
campaigns.  During  the  Turco-Russian  war  Dr.  Boyd  was 
in  a  hospital  at  Plevna,  where  there  was  2,000  or  3,000 
wounded  ;  he  has  also  been  in  Africa  and  served  in  several 
other  campaigns.  Perhaps  the  House  will  permit  mo  to 
read  a  letter  addressed  by  Dr.  Bojd  to  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral,  as  follows : — 

“Field  Hospital, 

“  Saskatoon,  22nd  June,  1885. 

“  Dear  Db.  Bergin, — Since  I  left  Ottawa  I  have  done  a  great  deal  of 
travelling  and  seen  some  splendid  scenery  almost  equal  to  any  I  have 
ever  seen  before,  the  wildness  of  it  being  very  noticeable.  When  I 
arrived  at  Winnipeg  Dr.  Roddick  met  me  there  and  accompanied  me 
over  the  town  and  through  the  hospital  where  there  were  a  few  sick 
and  wounded  soldiers.  The  hospital  appeared  to  be  excellently  man¬ 
aged  and  comfortable  and  the  building  very  appropriately  situated  and 
great  care  has  been  taken  with  regard  to  the  ventilation  as  shown  to 
me  by  Dr.  Kerr;  the  patients  appeared  all  to  be  doing  well  and  very 
happy.  We  journeyed  next  day  to  Moose  Jaw,  where  I  gave  your  letter 
of  introduction  to  Hon.  Dr.  Sullivan  ;  I  visited  the  field  hospital  there 
with  Dr.  Roddick  and  was  immensely  pleased  with  it,  in  fact,  for  a 
field  hospital  it  equals  any  I  have  ever  seen  for  cleanliness  and  manage¬ 
ment  in  my  experience  of  campaigns,  the  introduction  of  nurses  into 
field  hospitals  is  a  great  boon  and  one  I  always  advocated  as  the  atten¬ 
tion.  nursing  and  care  bestowed  on  the  wounded  by  ihe  female  sex  can¬ 
not  bo  nearly  as  well  carried  out  by  men  I  gave  a  small  donation  both 
to  the  Winnipeg  and  Moo3e  Jaw  hospitals  to  get  any  trifles  that  might 
be  of  any  service  to  the  wounded.  Wo  journeyed  next  back  to  Qu’Ap¬ 
pelle  where  I  mot  Dr.  Edwards,  an  old  St.  Thomas  Hospital  man  and 
colleague  of  mine,  and  I  stayed  with  him  in  his  hospital  for  a  couple  of 
j  days  during  which  time  I  visited  the  Bell  Farm  of  54,00}  acres,  which 
was  very  interesting  on  account  not  only  of  its  extent  but  the  way  in 
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which  it  is  worked.  Dr.  Roddick  and  myself  then  began  our  ride  across 
the  prairie  which  we  accomplished  in  48  hours  from  Fort  Qu’Appelle 
here.  The  scenery  in  parts  was  very  lovely  and  the  extent  of  uninhabi¬ 
ted  country  astonished  me  and  shows  what  afield  there  is  for  immigrants 
into  this  land,  the  distance  I  believe  is  about  2n5  miles.  Here  I  again 
found  a  field  hospital  that  would  do  credit  to  any  nation  as  a  model 
when  it  is  taken  into  consideration  the  distance  to  be  travelled  by  road 
from  the  railway  The  patients  appear  to  have  everything  conceivable 
that  they  may  want  and  are  cared  for  better  than  they  would  be  in 
their  own  homes.  A  good  many  of  the  wounded  are  of  a  serious  nature, 
and  there  are  other  very  interesting  cases  amongst  them  and  some  that 
ought  to  be  in  my  opinion  recorded.  All  the  cases  seem  to  be  on  a 
good  road  to  recovery,  which  speaks  highly  for  the  medical  staff  and 
nurses  up  here.  The  hospital  is  situated  in  a  very  healthy  situation. 

‘  ‘  The  mosquitoes  have  had  a  1  great  time  ’  of  it  with  me,  but  they  have 
not  been  so  troublesome  for  the  last  two  days. 

“  I  cannot  conclude  without  saying  that  the  greatest  credit  ought  to 
be  due  to  Dr.  Roddick  for  the  way  he  has  managed  the  whole  affair  under 
such  trying  circumstances,  and  his  kindness  and  attention  to  me  has 
been  much  greater  than  I  could  expected,  he  has  made  my  trip  most 

leasant  and  he  has  mapped  out  a  route  so  that  I  may  see  everything. 

am  doing  all  in  my  power  to  carrry  out  Her  Royal  Highness’s  wishes 
and  expending  the  fund  in  the  way  I  think  she  would  most  approve  of. 
For  instance,  to-day,  I  find  that  many  of  these  poor  fellows  in  the  hospi¬ 
tal  here  have  lost  all  their  clothes,  and  I  have  telegraphed  to  Col. 
Whitehead  to  send  twenty  suits  together  with  warm  shirts  and  drawers 
to  Moose  Jaw,  and  there  to  be  distributed  to  the  men  who  may  want 
them, 

“  I  must  now  thank  you  for  all  your  kindness  in  having  me  so  well 
looked  after,  and  I  shall  make  it  my  duty  to  inform  the  Princess  on  the 
first  possible  occasion  how  kindly  I  have  been  treated  on  her  behalf. 

“  With  kindest  regards, 

“  I  remain  yours  faithfully, 

“(Signed)  ROBERT  J.  BOYD. 

“  Dr.  Beesin.” 

He  has  already  recommended  several  times  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  female  nurses  in  the  hospitals.  He  says  that  the 
care  given  to  the  wounded  soldiers,  as  wo  all  know,  can 
never  be  as  well  given  by  men  as  by  the  female 
nurses  who  are  sent  out.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
is  one  other  branch  of  the  service,  and  one  of  such 
enormous  importance  that  I  cannot  express  to  you  the 
great  anxiety  which  the  Department  felt,  in  so  far  as 
that  branch  of  our  work  was  concerned.  I  speak  now 
of  the  commissariat.  Of  course,  to  those  who  have  read 
the  history  of  campaigns  in  Europe,  the  vary  great  diffi¬ 
culties  which  the  most  perfect  military  nations  have  had 
to  contend  against  when  it  became  necessary  to  organise  a 
commissariat  are  well  known.  Here  in  Canada  we  had 
no  commissariat  organised  ;  every  moment  was  of  import¬ 
ance  ;  every  delay  if  not  fatal  might  have  resulted  in  in¬ 
creasing  considerably  the  dangers  and  the  length  of  time 
during  which  those  troubles  would  last.  But,  Sir,  we  had 
to  provide  for  a  force  of  close  on  5,000  men ;  we  had  to 
provide  them  with  horses,  with  heavy  ordnance,  to  send 
into  that  country.  We  believed,  Sir,  that  this  was  a  feat 
which  could  not  be  accomplished  unless  we  took  advantage 
of  the  only  complete  organisation  which  existed  in  that 
country,  an  organisation  which  had  been  in  existence 
almost  for  a  century,  and  we  found  that  through  that  or¬ 
ganisation  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  it  became  almost 
an  easy  work  to  get  our  supplies  into  that  country.  But, 
Sir,  it  was  really  as  I  said  for  a  time,  a  source  of 
considerable  anxiety  to  the  Department  whether  we 
could  provide  a  commissariat  such  as  we  required 
for  our  force.  And  let  me  here  again  give  my 
testimony  to  the  energy  and  the  activity  and  the  zeal 
displayed  by  Mr.  Wrigley  the  commissioner  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  at  Winnipeg;  From  what  I  have  been 
able  to  ascertain  every  hour  of  his  time  and  his  office  were 
given  over  to  the  Department  of  Militia.  His  office,  his 
organisation,  his  stores — everything  which  could  be  of  any 
possible  use  to  the  Department  were  placed  at  our 
disposal  and  willingly.  He  was  always  ready  to  under¬ 
take  anything  that  we  asked  him  to  do,  to  forward  the 
troops,  and  to  help  in  reducing  as  much  as  possible  the 
troubles  which  had  to  be  encountered  by  the  men  going 
forward.  When  I  tell  you  that  we  bad  1,400,000  rounds  of 
ammunition,  6,000  Snider  rifles,  1,500  sets  of  new  accoutre¬ 
ments,  2,000  rounds  of  artillery  ammunition,  and  a  reserve 
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supply  of  clothing,  boots,  socks,  undershirts,  drawers,  flan¬ 
nels,  grey  flannels,  blankets,  towels  sufficient  for  4,000  men, 
besides  the  supplies  furnished  to  some  corps  at  headquarters 
before  leaving,  you  will  form  some  idea  of  the  importance 
of  this  branch  of  the  service.  Every  man  was  given 
two  blankets  befoie  ho  loft,  and  one  of  those  India 
rubber  sheets  which  are  used  in  camping.  Now,  Sir, 
we  never  could  have  succeeded  in  accomplishing 
what  we  have  accomplished,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
energy  displayed  by  Mr.  Wrigley,  and  the  holp  we  received 
from  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  ;  and  I  trust,  although 
I  do  not  wish  to  refer  to  the  matter  at  present — I  trust 
when  the  House  is  made  acquainted  with  the  conditions 
upon  which  they  rendered  us  these  invaluable  services,  it  will 
be  found  that  those  conditions  were  very  fair  and  reasonable 
when  we  consider  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  organisa¬ 
tion  possessed  by  this  company,  which  they  placed  at  our 
disposal,  it  would  have  become  necessary  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  at  an  enormous  cost  to  them  to  get  up  an  organisation 
similar  in  almost  every  respect  to  the  one  which  had  been 
the  result  of  many  years  of  organisation.  Well,  Sir,  I  feel 
now  that  having  given  those  few  details  as  to  the  principal 
events  of  these  troubles,  it  is  now  my  duty,  as  indicated  by 
the  resolution  which  I  know  will  be  received  unanimously 
by  the  House,  to  call  your  attention  to  those  which  have 
helped  us  in  carrying  out  the  campaign.  I  consider,  Sir,  it  is 
my  duty  here  to  thank  the  Deputy  of  my  Department  Col. 
iV.net.  I  think  it  my  duty  also  to  call  your  attention  to,  and 
to  return  m37  thanks  to  the  Adjutant  General  Col.  Powell. 
During  the  first  days  of  the  outbreak,  when  telegrams  were 
pouring  in— and  one  day  we  received  162  —when  it  became 
necessary  to  give  orders  almost  as  soon  as  the  telegrams  reach¬ 
ed  us,  so  as  to  prevent  any  possible  delay,  when  work  had  to 
be  carried  out  without  a  moment’s  delay,  I  can  say  that  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Militia  and  Adjutant  General  both  proved 
that  they  were  the  right  men  in  the  right  place.  They  did 
their  duty  by  their  country  and  by  their  Department.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  must  also  call  your  attention  to  the  Director  of 
Stores,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Macpher^on.  He  had  to  super¬ 
vise  the  despatch  of  all  the  stores  which  were  necessary  for 
our  troops.  It  was  he,  Sir,  that  had  to  provide  in  the  city 
here,  the  rations  which  were  necessary  for  every  battalion 
passing  through  Ottawa  to  follow  up  on  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Kailway  north  of  Lake  Superior,  and  I  can  tell  you  that 
his  work  was  incessant,  that  he  did  it  willingly,  and  that  he 
strove  constantly  to  make  the  task  of  the  men  under  him  as 
light  as  possible.  We  have  another  officer  in  the  North-West 
who  has  rendered  valuable  services ;  I  refer  to  the  Purveyor 
General,  the  Hon.  Dr.  Sullivan,  who  was  the  means  of 
communication  with  Dr.  Bergin,  whose  services  I  have 
already  referred  to,  and  I  can  say  that  Dr.  Sullivan  in  the 
important  position  he  occupied,  in  looking  after  the  comfort 
and  the  safety  of  the  troops,  has  rendered  services  which  enti¬ 
tle  him  to  the  appreciation  and  thanks  of  the  Department  of 
Militia.  In  speaking  of  the  men  who  have  rendered  services 
to  the  Department,  I  could  not  possibly  ignore  my  two 
secretaries.  I  can  say  that  Mr.  Benoit  and  Mr.  Aldrich, 
during  two  months,  had  only  a  very  few  hours  sleep  every 
night.  They  were  kept  busy  deciphering  telegrams,  which 
arrived  every  half  hour  ;  they  were  kept  writing  despatches, 
long  and  important,  and  many  of  them  in  cipher,  which  had 
to  be  absolutely  accurate,  and  which  if  not  absolutely 
accurate  might  have  led  to  mistakes  the  results  of  which 
would  have  been  disastrous  ;  and  during  the  whole  of  that 
time  these  two  gentlemen,  Sunday  and  Monday,  night  and 
day,  were  working  away  performing  their  part  of  the  busi¬ 
ness  in  such  a  satisfactory  manner  that  I  for  one  cannot 
forget  the  services  which  they  have  rendered.  I  must  also 
say  that  in  Mr.  D.vight,  the  superintendent  or  manager  of 
the  telegraph  company,  I  found  a  man  always  ready  to 
facilitate  in  every  possible  way  the  despatch  of  the  telo- 
grams  which  were  going  over  his  line.  He  was  always 
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ready  to  give  precedence  to  any  of  my  telegrams,  and  he 
acceded  to  almost  anything  I  asked  him  to  do  in  the  way 
of  sending  repairers  and  others  over  the  line  to  maintain 
uninterrupted  the  communication  between  the  various  col¬ 
umns  of  the  force  and  headquarters.  Sir,  I  could  not,  and 
I  know  that  the  volunteer  force  of  Canada  would  certainly 
blame  me  very  much,  were  I  in  returning  thanks  as  I  have 
done,  to  forget  the  ladies  of  Canada.  The  volunteer  forco 
of  Canada  would  not  forgive  me  were  I  not  to  bring  under 
your  notice  the  kindness  of  the  ladies  of  Canada  in  sending 
them  clothing  and  other  supplies.  I  do  not  wish  to  name 
any  particular  city  for  fear  that  I  should  forget  one ;  but  I 
may  say  that  the  devotion  of  the  ladies  of  Canada  was 
almost  universal  during  that  crisis;  and  Sir,  in  the  des¬ 
patches  we  have  received  from  our  own  officers, 
it  was  stated  to  me  officially  that  the  supplies 
which  had  been  furnished  by  the  ladies  of  Canada, 
had  contributed  more  than  anything  else  to  the 
comfort  of  our  wounded  in  the  hospitals.  And,  Sir,  in  men¬ 
tioning  the  ladies  of  Canada,  I  cannot  help  mentioning  a 
lady  to  whom  I  have  already  referred,  a  lady  whom  Canada 
will  never  forget,  and  who  never  forgets  Canada.  When¬ 
ever  anything  occurs  in  Canada,  we  know  that  W9  have  in 
London  a  friend  of  Canada  in  the  person  of  Her  Royal 
Highness  the  Princess  Louise.  At  the  very  beginning  of 
the  outbreak,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  you  know  from  the  despatches 
published,  she  took  the  deepest  interest  in  what  was  going 
on  in  our  North-West.  She  cabled  out  to  know  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  wounded ;  she  cabled  out  to  provide  them  with 
pipes  and  tobacco  during  their  hours  of  suffering,  while 
they  were  lying  in  the  hospitals;  Bhe  telegraphed,  also,  to 
send  out  medical  supplies,  because  England  could  not  believe 
— and  I  am  not  surprised  at  it — that  we  could  in  such  a 
short  period  of  time  have  organised  a  system  which  Dr. 
Boyd  himself  says  can  compare  favorably  with  the  most 
perfect  system  in  Europe ;  and  it  is  a  proud  boast  for 
Canada  that,  in  the  troubles  we  had  to  meet,  we  found  all 
the  means  which  were  necessary  to  make  our  wounded 
comfortable,  to  secure  for  them  all  the  appliances  which 
scienco  could  provide,  and  to  give  them  the  benefit 
of  the  most  skilled  surgeons  that  Canada  could  provide ;  and 
I  say  that  Canada  can  provide  as  good  as  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  It  is  a  proud  boast  for  us  that  our  system  of 
ambulances  and  hospitals  was  considered  by  so  high  an 
authority  as  Dr  Boyd  to  be  so  perfect.  Now,  Sir,  before  I 
sit  down  I  wish  to  return  my  thanks  not  only  to  the  ladies 
of  Canada,  but  to  the  nurses — the  Grey  Nuns  and  the  other 
ladies — who  went  to  the  front  to  nurse  our  wounded  in  the 
field  hospitals  and  elsewhere.  The  history  of  Canada  is 
filled  with  examples  of  the  devotion  of  Canadian  women  in 
great  times  of  trouble  and  disturbance  like  the  present,  and 
it  would  be  wrong  for  us  to  forget  them  on  this  occasion. 
To  them  again  I  return  my  sincere  thanks,  and  I  know 
that  I  am  merely  echoing  the  feelings  of  the  poor  wounded 
whom  they  tenderly  nursed  and  watched  during  their 
hours  of  pain  and  suffering.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  my  pro¬ 
gramme  is  about  covei^u.  I  have  only  one  word  to  add, 
and  that  is  to  carry  out  the  intention  of  these  resolutions 
by  speaking  of  the  Major  General  to  whose  military  know¬ 
ledge  and  skill  we  are  indebted  for  the  success  which  we 
have  achieved.  We  know  that  he  had  good  material  in  his 
soldiers ;  but,  Sir,  the  soldiers  of  Canada  were  untaught  and 
untrained  ;  they  had  not,  fortunately  for  Canada,  had  cause  to 
acquire  that  experience  of  warfare  that  European  soldiers 
possess  ;  still,  they  had  all  the  bravery  of  old  troops  ;  they 
had  all  the  devotion  to  their  colors  and  to  their  general  that 
any  other  army  in  the  world  could  boast  of ;  they  were  as 
brave  as  any  others  ;  but  they  required  a  good  general, 
and  in  the  person  of  General  Middleton  they  had  the  right 
man  in  the  right  place.  He  has  proved  himself  to  bo,  Sir, 
an  able  general ;  no  one  can  dispute  that ;  but  he  has 
proved  himself,  what  I  appreciate  more,  to  be  a  kind 


general ;  he  has  been  anxious  by  every  possible  means 
within  his  power,  to  take  care  of  his  troops  and  to 
save  as  many  lives  as  possible  under  the  circumstances. 
Sir,  I  am  told  that  his  humanity,  his  attention  to  the  wants 
of  the  troops  under  him,  has  made  him  dear  to  every 
Canadian  volunteer.  Every  Canadian  volunteer,  from  letters 
which  I  have  received,  written  by  some  who  fought  under 
him,  says  that  Major  General  Middleton  could  get  the 
volunteer  forco  of  Canada  to  follow  him  almost  anywhere; 
and  let  me  say  that,  during  that  battle  of  Batoche  to  which 
I  have  referred,  he  has  shown  that  to  save  tho  lives  of  his 
soldiers  he  did  not  hesitate  to  risk  his  own.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  believe  that  I  can  safely  appeal  to  the 
House  and  the  country  to  pass  the  resolutions  which  have 
been  placed  in  my  hands.  I  beg  to  move  : 

1.  Resolved, — That  the  thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Major  Gen¬ 
eral  Frederick  D.  Middleton,  C.  B.,  for  the  distinguished  skill  and 
ability,  with  which  he  conducted  the  military  operations  in  the  North- 
West  Territories,  which  resulted  in  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion 
against  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty. 

2.  Resolved, — That  this  House  doth  acknowledge  and  highly  approve 
the  gallantry,  discipline,  and  good  conduct  displayed  by  the  officers, 
non-commissioned  officers  and  men  of  the  militia  force  of  Canada,  and 
of  the  North-West  Mounted  Police,  in  the  suppression  of  the  said  rebel¬ 
lion. 

3.  Resolved, — That  this  House  doth  acknowledge  with  admiration  the 
distinguished  valor  and  conduct  of  those  who  perished  during  the  oper¬ 
ations  in  the  North-West,  in  the  service  of  their  country,  and  desires  to 
express  its  deep  sympathy  with  their  relations  and  friends. 

4.  Resolved, — That  Mr.  Speaker  do  communicate  said  resolutions  to 
Major  General  Frederick  Middleton,  and  that  he  be  requested  by  Mr. 
Speaker  to  signify  the  same  to  the  several  officers  and  men  surviving. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  duty  which 
devolves  upon  me  to-day  is  one  of  a  very  much  more  pleasant 
kind  than  that  which  is  wont  to  fall  to  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  benches.  I  very  much  regret  that  the  phy¬ 
sical  prostration  of  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  West 
Durham,  (Mr.  Blake),  has  compelled  him  to  be  absent  from 
the  House  and  the  city  on  the  present  occasion.  Every¬ 
body  who  knows  how  severe  the  labors  of  this  Session  have 
been,  will  feel  that,  with  him  and  with,  indeed,  the  leader  of 
the  Government,  it  is  no  wonder,  however  much  it  may  be  a 
source  of  regret,  that  their  physical  strength  should  have 
proved  unequal  to  the  strain  put  upon  them.  It  may  be  too 
soon  for  us  to  dwell  on  the  history  of  the  past  few  months ; 
and  it-  is  possible  that,  when  we  come  to  review  those 
events,  there  may  be  matters  on  which  we  may  be  compelled 
to  differ,  as  to  the  causes  of  the  outbreak  or  even  as  to  some 
of  the  measures  taken  to  suppress  it ;  but  there  is  one  point 
on  which  every  man  in  this  House,  and  I  believe  every 
man  in  panada,  will  feel,  as  we  do,  that  tho  thanks 
of  the  whole  Dominion  are  due  to  the  gallant  officers 
and  men  whose  bravery  and  good  conduct  have 
contributed  to  restore  peace  and  order  throughout 
this  Dominion.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded 
me  spoke,  and  spoke  truly,  not  merely  in  high  praise  of  the 
bravery  which  our  fellow  countrymen  have  displayed,  and 
which  we  all  knew  that  they  would  display,  but 
he  spoke  of  other  qualities,  equally  valuable  and 
equally  important,  and  ho  spoke,  I  believe  with  perfect  truth, 
in  terms  of  the  highest  praise  of  the  endurance,  of  the  disci¬ 
pline,  of  the  good  conduct,  and  of  tho  humanity,  in  the  lar¬ 
gest  sense,  which  these  men  have  displayed  from  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  operations  until  now.  Sir,  it  must  bo 
remembered  that  theso  persons  who,  without  any  previous 
experience,  without  any  previous  training,  came  forward  at 
tho  call  of  duty  to  uphold  the  laws  of  their  country,  havo 
made  almost  to  a  man  sacrifices  more  or  less  serious.  We 
expect  from  trained  soldiers  that  they  shall  hold  their  lives 
in  their  hands,  and  be  ready  at  an  hour’s  notice  to  go  where 
ever  their  commanding  officer  directs ;  but  it  is  asking  a 
great  deal ;  it  is  asking  more  than  could  have  been  expected 
from  our  citizen  soldiers,  to  ask  those  mon,  literally  at  an 
hour’s  notice,  to  throw  up  valuable  employments,  many  of 
them  to  leave  their  families  to  the  charity  of  their  neighbors , 
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many  of  them  to  quit  businesses  which  would  probably  sustain 
loss  that  could  hardly  be  repaired  for  some  considerable  time, 
to  risk  permanent  and  valuable  employments — ail  at  a 
moment’s  notice ;  and  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  stating  that 
almost  universally,  when  the  order  came  from  headquarters 
to  the  various  corps  to  hold  themselves  in  readiness,  these 
men,  neglecting  their  business,  forsaking  even  the  care  of 
their  families,  were  found,  one  and  all,  ready  to  respond  to 
the  call  that  was  made  upon  them.  This  is  highly  credit¬ 
able  to  them,  and  it  is  highly  creditable  to  the  Dominion, 
and  it  gives  good  hope  that  the  national  spirit  upon  which 
we  must  rely  for  the  future  prosperity  of  this  country,  has 
already  attained  greater  growth  than  some  of  us  would  have 
anticipated  in  the  short  time  during  which  our  Confederation 
has  been  a  nation.  I  trust,  now  that  these  volunteers  are 
returning,  that  all  of  them  who  have  sacrificed  for  the 
time  their  employments,  will  find  that  the  various  companies 
or  persons  from  whose  employment  they  went  have  appre¬ 
ciated  the  sacrifices  they  have  made  and  the  risks  they  have 
run,  and  taken  care  that  none  of  these  men  shall  suffer  for 
the  gallantry  they  have  displayed  in  responding,  as  they  have 
x*esponded,  to  the  call  of  duty.  It  is  only  right  that  that 
should  be  done,  and  I  hope  public  opinion  which  can,  if  it 
pleases,  will  enforce  that  duty  on  all  who  have  anything  to 
do  with  our  volunteers,  because  I  say  this :  I  say  that  a 
great  danger  has  been  averted  from  this  country ;  I  say 
that  the  promptitude  which  has  been  displayed  in  putting 
down  this  revolt,  has  averted  what  would  have  been  a  very 
serious  cause  of  peril.  Had  there  been  delay  in  responding 
to  the  invitation  of  the  Government,  had  there  been  delay 
in  prosecuting  that  campaign,  ail  who  know  anything  of 
the  conditions  of  life  in  that  country,  know  that  we  might, 
as  our  neighbors  on  the  other  side  of  the  border  have  been 
again  and  again,  have  found  ourselves  confronted  with  an 
Indian  war  which  might  have  lasted  for  years,  which  might 
have  cost  thousands  of  lives  and  tens  of  millions  of  treasure, 
and  it  is  to  the  volunteers  of  Canada,  to  their  prompt  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  call  of  duty  on  this  occasion,  that  Canada 
owes  it  that  our  losses  are  measured  by  units  when 
they  might  be  measured  by  tens  or  by  hundreds. 
Moreover,  Sir,  I  agree,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  agree 
on  this  occasion,  with  the  Minister  of  Militia,  that  the 
position  of  Canada  has  been  decidedly  raised  in  the  eyes  of 
the  world  by  the  conduct  of  our  gallant  friends.  Sir,  people 
respect  those  whom  they  find  to  be  able  to  fight  for  their 
own  land,  and  to  defend  their  own  country.  Our  conduct 
has  been  watched  and  scrutinised  on  both  sides  of  the 
Atlantic,  and  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  in  my  own  mind 
— I  say  it  frankly — that  we  stand  before  the  nations  of  the 
world  in  a  better  position  to-day  than  we  did  three  or  four 
months  ago,  on  that  single  score.  JNIot  only  have  our  citizen 
soldiers  shown  their  value,  their  prowess  and  their  endur¬ 
ance,  but  the  people  of  Canada,  I  think,  have  learned  the 
consciousness  of  their  own  power  ;  the  self-respect  of  the 
nation  has  been  raised,  and  it  was  no  slight  thing,  after  all, 
for  a  country  like  this,  which  had  no  previous  training  and 
no  organisation,  as  I  may  say,  other  than  that  which  could 
be  acquired  in  the  very  few  days  usually  at  the  disposal  of 
our  volunteers,  to  place  a  fairly  well  equipped  force 
of  5,000  or  6,000  men  in  the  field  at  a  distance  of 
2,000  miles  from  the  base  of  our  operations  within  the  space 
of  three  weeks,  or  to  crush  out  a  revolt  of  formidable 
proportions  in  very  little  more  than  six  weeks ;  be¬ 
cause,  if  you  remember  that  the  first  notice  of 

this  disturbance  was  received  on  the  22nd  March, 
and  that  the  revolt  was,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
practically  crushed  at  Batoche  on  the  12th  May,  you  will 
see  that  within  six  weeks  wo  have  sent  our  troops  2,000 
miles  from  their  base,  have  marched  them  over  300  or 
400  miles  of  rather  difficult  country,  have  fought  several 
engagements,  and  have  completely  pacified  the  whole  of 
that  extensive  country  in  that  short  period.  Sir,  in  all  this, 
Sir  .Richard  Qarxwbight 
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I  see  but  one  thing  to  regret,  and  that  is  that  these  gallant 
men  were  compelled  to  coni  cud  with  our  own  countrymen. 
That  is  the  only  thing  to  be  regretted,  and  I  am  sorry  that 
their  prowess  could  not  bo  shown,  if  it  must  be  shown,  on  a 
foreign  foe,  instead  of  being  shown  on  the  brave  though 
misguided  men  whom  they  were  obliged,  in  the  common 
interest,  to  reduce  to  peace.  And  let  me  say  that, 
among  all  the  things  to  be  regretted  in  these  occurrences, 
there  is  at  least  one  thing  on  which  I  can  congratulate  the 
people  of  Canada,  that  it  would  appear  that  the  patience  ' 
and  the  justice  which,  on  the  whole,  Canada  has  shown  for 
a  great  number  of  years  in  dealing  with  her  Indian  subjects 
or  allies,  has  not  been  entirely  thrown  away.  There 
has  unfortunately  been  bloodshed,  there  have  been 
murders  committed,  but  those  atrocities  which,  in 
other  countries,  have  marked  Indian  outbreaks 

have  been  creditably  absent.  There  has  been  murder  and 
bloodshed,  but  I  believe  that  there  is  no  reasonably  well 
authenticated  instance  of  the  Indians  having  tortured  or  out¬ 
raged  their  prisoners  ;  and,  in  that  respect,  I  say  there  is  good 
hope  for  the  future  of  the  North-West,  there  is  good  hope  that 
the  course  we  have  pursued  has  borne  some  reasonable 
fruit.  Sir,  it  is  true  that  the  cost  both  in  blood  and  in 
treasure  has  been  serious.  I  am  not  disposed  to  under¬ 
estimate  it,  although,  as  I  said,  1  believe  that  prompt  action 
has  prevented  it  from  swelling  to  very  greatly  increased 
proportions ;  but  I  believe  also  that  that  cost  and  that  loss 
are  likely,  to  a  great  extent,  to  be  compensated  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  country.  I  say  that  there  has  been  gain  in 
national  spirit,  and  L  say  more  too.  I  say  that,  in  all 
countries  which  have  made  any  mark  in  history,  it  has 
been  found  that  considerable  sacrifices  are  a  necessary 
ingredient  in  true  patriotism.  The  more  men  sacrifice 
for  a  good  and  honest  cause,  the  more,  as  a  general 
rule,  are  they  likely  to  sacrifice  in  the  future, 

and  therefore  it  is  that,  although  I  regret  the 
loss  of  life,  although  I  regret  the  loss  of  money, 

still  I  feel  that  that  is  not  a  regret  entirely  without 
compensation ;  and  when  I  compare  the  losses  we 

have  sustained  in  other  respects  with  the  losses 
which  have  been  borne  time  and  again  by  other 
nations  no  larger  and  no  older  than  our  own,  I  am 

compelled  to  admit  that  these  sacrifices,  taken  col¬ 

lectively,  have  been  comparatively  light.  Sir,  I  am 
very  far,  indeed,  from  underestimating  the  sacrifices 
which  have  been  made  by  the  men  who  went  to  the  front. 
They  endured  much;  and  it  may  interest  hon.  gentlemen 
to  know  that,  of  the  troops  actually  engaged,  as  large  a 
proportion  appear  to  have  been  killed  and  wounded,  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  their  numbers,  as  are  usually  found  to  have  been 
injured  in  conflicts  between  much  larger  bodies.  More¬ 
over,  when  it  is  remembered  that  these  men  were  almost 
entirely  without  organisation,  that  not  one  of  them,  or 
scarcely  one  of  them,  had  ever  seen  a  shot  fired  in  anger  in 
his  life,  we  can  hardly  speak  in  too  high  terms  of  the 
general  discipline  and  the  bravery  which  they  have  dis¬ 
played.  It  was  not  a  case  in  which  a  general  well 
known  to  his  troops  was  conducting  tried  soldiers 
to  battle.  It  was  a  case  where  a  general  who  had 
had  no  time  to  make  the  acquaintance  of  his  forces,  and 
whose  men  were  necessarily  without  any  knowledge 
of  him,  was  compelled  to  contend,  under  circum¬ 
stances  of  no  ordinary  character,  with  a  foe  of  no 
contemptible  sort,  because  his  opponents,  besides  being 
brave  men,  were  very  well  versed  in  all  the  wiles 
of  the  Indians,  and  of  the  Indian  mode  of  fighting  ; 
they  were  men  who  were  accustomed  to  defend  them¬ 
selves,  against  savage  foes  within  a  comparatively 
short  number  of  years.  When  we  recollect,  as  we 
very  well  may,  how  trained  regular  troops  have  failed 
under  similar  circumstances  in  other  parts  of  the  Empire 
and  in  confliot  with  similar  enemies  in  other  parts  of  the 
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Empire,  we  may  well  be  proud  of  the  record,  on  the  whole, 
of  our  Canadian  volunteers.  I  do  not,  on  the  present  occa¬ 
sion,  after  the  very  full  manner  in  which  these  affairs  have 
been  dealt  with  by  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  and  at  this 
stage  of  the  Session,  propose  to  detain  the  House  much 
farther.  I  may  say  that  I  believe  that  these  young  lives, 
so  freely  spent  for  Canada,  will  not  be  spent  in  vain,  and 
although  it  may  well  be  that  we  can  do  very  little  to 
compensate  those  who  have  lost  husband  or  son  or  fathor, 
we  will  still  remember,  as  was  said  by  an  English  poet  in 
days  of  old, 

“  Though  their  country  weeps  the  slain, 

Yet  the  burthen  of  our  pain 
Is  nothing  to  the  blaze  of  their  renown.” 

Mr.  TASSE.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  I  fully 
approve  of  the  noble  sentiments  which  have  just  been 
expressed.  Gonoral  Middleton  has  well  deserved  the  grati¬ 
tude  of  the  country.  As  an  old  and  devoted  commander, 
he  has  reconciled  the  rough  duties  of  war  with  sontiments 
of  benevolence  towards  mankind.  Sparing  of  the  blood  of 
his  soldiers,  he  also  managed  to  sparo  the  blood  of  the  half- 
breeds,  for  he  knew  that  that  blood,  which,  but  yosterday, 
was  the  blood  of  the  rebellion,  might,  to-morrow,  become 
the  blood  of  national  defence.  Our  soldiers,  Mr.  Speaker, 
have  also  well  deserved  the  gratitude  of  the  country.  As  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
truly  said,  most  of  them  were  impromptu  soldiers,  citizen 
soldiers,  astho  First  Minister  most  properly  termed  them. 
These  men,  who  had  never  seen  battlo,  except  from  behind 
their  dosks,  behind  their  counters,  or  behind  their  ploughs; 
these  soldiers  have  faced  everything— cold,  hunger  ;  they 
have  endured  innumerable  fatigues— sleeping  out  in  the 
open  air  when  required ;  thoy  have  marched  hundreds  of 
miles,  and  I  am  sure  their  manly  endurance  must  have 
surprised  everybody;  they  have  achieved  marches  which 
have  never  been  excelled,  if  they  have  over  been  equalled. 
And  for  several  hours  they  have  stood  tho  fire  of  the  enemy 
in  positions  in  which  they  were  much  exposed,  and  which 
put  them  at  a  disadvantage.  And  that  enemy,  Mr  Speaker, 
was  commanded  by  a  brave  man,  whatever  may  be  his 
faults — I  refer  to  Gabriel  Dumont.  That  enemy  who  had 
no  Gatling,  no  guns,  and  a  great  number  of  whom  wero 
only  armed  with  old  flint  muskets;  that  enemy,  whose 
ammunition  gave  out,  have  proved,  by  their  astonishing 
organisation,  under  the  circumstances,  that  they  wero  no 
mean  enemy  ;  that  they  were  not  to  be  despised,  and  that 
they  did  not  deserve  the  obnoxious  epithet  which  was 
thrown  into  their  face,  some  years  ago,  by  a  General,  who 
Was  then  more  successful  than  he  is  to-day  ;  and  I  regret 
•  to  say  that  this  epithet  was  repeated  by  a  man  who  was, 
for  several  years,  one  « f  the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  party, 
the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  in  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  Ontario.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  head 
of  these  soldiers,  of  whom  we  are  so  justly  proud,  we,  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  of  Commons,  have  the  honor  to  claim 
some  of  our  own  colleagues.  Some  of  thorn  have  already 
come  back  to  resume  their  seats  in  tho  House.  I  refer  to 
the  hon  members  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  MacMillan),  and  for 
Wellington  (Mr.  Orton).  Others  are  still  at  the  post  of 
duty,  which,  fortunately,  is  no  more  the  post  of  danger. 
But  there  is  one  who  is  not  here  to  answer  to  his  name,  and 
that  one  was  at  least  one  of  the  bravest  and  the  most 
respected  among  the  braves,  who  took  part  in  that  campaign 
of  tho  .North-West,  one  whom  history  will  call  the  Hero  of 
Batoche — I  refer  to  the  late  lamented  Col.  Williams. 
Death,  which  he  had  vainly  dared,  which  he  had  vainly 
defied  on  the  battlefield,  has  suddenly  overtaken  him,  away 
out  in  the  far  distant  Saskatchewan,  on  board  tho  steamer 
which  was  conveying  him  back  with  his  troops.  Tho 
unanimous  declamations  of  his  follow-citizens  awaited  him 
in  his  country  ;  but,  alas,  to  day,  all  we  can  do  is  to  shed 
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tears  on  his  grave  and  to  give  funeral  honors  to  his 
memory.  Well  we  may  say  with  the  poet,  that  we  are 
only  shadows  who  are  following  shadows.  For  some  time 
we  have  feared,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  honor  of  our  arms 
would  be  tarnished  by  atrocitios  committed  by  our  soldiers 
in  tho  intoxication  of  victory;  but  I  heard  yesterday,  with 
great  pleasure — and  I  am  sure  this  sentiment  will  be 
adhered  to  bj^  the  whole  House — tho  telegram  from  General 
Middleton,  which  is  calculated  to  dispel  those  fears,  and  I 
hope  that  nothing  will  hereafter  contradict  this  good  piece 
of  news.  Indeed,  we  would  all  bo  happy  to  repeat  what 
Sir  Robert  Napier  said  of  his  soldiers  after  the  glorious 
campaign  of  Abyssinia : 

“  Not  a  single  complaint  has  been  made  against  a  soldier  of  having 
injured  or  wilfully  molested  either  person  or  property.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  has  just 
said  very  truly,  that  for  us  French  Canadians  the  circum¬ 
stances  were  exceedingly  painful.  We  had  to  fight  against 
brothers,  men  who  havo  French  blood  in  thoir  veins,  if  that 
blood  is  not  as  pure  as  our  own  ;  men  who  are  bearing  the 
names  of  some  of  the  best  families  of  France;  men  who 
were  among  tho  first  to  extend  tho  limits  of  civilisation. 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  voice  of  blood,  strong  and  mighty 
as  it  is,  has  not  prevented  us  from  doing  our  duty.  Tho 
voice  of  blood,  I  say,  has  not  prevented  us  from  going  to 
fight  for  our  flag — for  the  maintenance  of  our  political  and 
national  existence.  Hence,  the  indignation  with  which  wo 
havo  seen  certain  newspapers  questioning  our  loyalty,  our 
devotion  to  our  country.  With  what  indignation  havo  we 
not  seen  them  attempting  to  tarnish  the  reputation  of  a 
whole  French  Canadian  regiment — the  65th,  from  Montreal 
— which  I  am  glad  to  proclaim  it  in  this  House,  has  been 
one  of  the  last,  if  not  the  last,  in  tho  field,  driving  back  tho 
onemy  in  inaccessible  retreats,  from  which  they  came  out 
only  to  surrender  their  arms.  With  what  indignation 
havo  we  not  soon  these  newspapors  proclaiming  that  tho 
time  had  come  when  the  French  Canadians  must  go;  that 
they  must  be  swept  away  from  tho  country.  With  what 
increasing  indignation  have  wo  not  seen  these  same  papers, 
havo  we  not  heard  certain  hustings  resounding  with  the 
charge  that  our  bishops  and  priests  were  at  the  bottom  of  tho 
North-West  rebellion,  when  everybody  knows,  or  ought  to 
know,  that  without  the  intervention  of  Monseigneur 
Grandin,  the' venerated  pastor  of  the  Saskatchewan ;  without 
the  intervention  of  Father  Lacombe,  the  apostle  of  the 
Blackfoet,  a  man  who,  all  alone,  is  worth  a  whole  regiment, 
as  tho  celebrated  Abbe  Piquet,  formerly  said  ;  withojt  the 
intervention  of  Fathor  Cochin,  tho  apostle  of  the  Croos, 
who  brought  about  the  speedy  submission  of  Poundmaker ; 
without  the  intervention  of  Father  Andre,  and  all  these 
apostles  of  Christian  civilisation  in  tho  North-West,  tho 
prairies  throughout  tho  whole  of  that  great  country  would 
only  be  to-day  a  vast  ocoan  of  flames,  and  I  fear  also,  avast 
ocean  of  blood.  Mr.  Spoakor,  the  terriblo  death,  the 
frightful  death  of  these  glorious  and  sublime  martyrs, 
Fathers  Fafard  and  Marchand,  who  gave  up  their  lives  to 
protect  unfortunate  captives  against  the  barbarous  atrocitios 
of  the  savages,  has  not  oven  been  found  sufficient  to  disarm 
slander.  And  it  was  the  next  day,  after  that  double  martyr¬ 
dom,  that  Bishop  Grandin  said,  in  a  letter,  that  his  eyes  were 
tired  with  weeping,  and  that  while  on  one  side  it  was 
stated  that  the  bishops  and  clorgy  were  sold  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  on  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Spoakor,  they  were  accused 
of  taking  part  in  the  rebellion  ;  and  the  language  used  by 
Monseignour  Grandin  has  been  usod  by  every  bishop  in 
Canada.  The  House  will  allow  me  to  repeat  the  manly  and 
noble  words  which  His  Lordship  tho  Archbishop  of  St. 
Boniface,  addressed  to  tho  9th  Battalion  from  Quobec, 
another  battalion  composed  of  French  Canadians,  and  com¬ 
manded  by  the  gallant  Col.  Amyot,  in  St.  Mary’s  Church, 
at  Winnipeg,  when  tho  battalion  passed  through  that  city. 
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Hero  is  what  was  said  by  that  great  prelate,  that  great 
patriot,  who  is  also  a  master  in  eloquence.  I  have  named 
the  Bishop  of  St.  Boniface  : 

“  I  hope  and  pray  that  you  may  not  have  to  wage  a  bloody  contest, 
but  if  that  duty,  the  most  painful  of  all,  is  devolved  upon  you,  I  know 
that  you  will  not  fail  to  discharge  it  well.  The  flag  which  you  are 
defending  is  carried  by  braves,  you  will  be  as  brave  as  they  are,  and  I 
have  a  guarantee  of  that  by  the’  very  blood  which  runs  in  your  veins  ; 
you  belong  to  the  noble  race  of  the  Franks.  ,  *  *  .  * 

“Our  forefathers,”  he  adds,  “were  heroes.  Well,  soldiers,  you 
must  prove  that  you  are  the  grandsons  of  heroes,  and  this  country 
expects  no  less,  and  cannot  expect  any  less  from  you.  *  *  * 

“  In  this  campaign,  gentlemen,  you  will  find  regions  where  French 
Canadian  heroism  has  preceded  you;  this  heroism,  inaugurated  on  the 
banks  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  of  its  rich  tributaries,  has  also  asserted 
itself  on  the  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan,  of  the  Athabaska,  and  of  the 
Mackenzie.  You  will  only  add  to  this  glorious  chain  of  devotedness 
and  abnegation  with  which  our  ancestors  and  their  descendants  have 
encircled  this  vast  continent.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  moment  ago  I  pointed  out  abuse  and  insults 
which  havo  been  addressed  to  tho  65th  Battalion  of 
Montreal.  Well,  I  am  happy  to  state  to-day  that  the  truth 
has  dawned  upon  us.  The  English  press,  a  small  portion 
of  which  had  insulted  these  meD,  takes  pleasure  to-day  in 
offering  homage  to  them.  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  state 
that  the  General  commanding  tho  troops  in  that  part  of  the 
North-West  where  that  battalion  was  on  duty,  has  been 
obliged  to  commend  the  bravery,  the  heroism,  and  the 
efficiency  which  these  mon  displayed,  and  I  may  be  allowed 
to  quote  General  Strange’s  own  words  with  regard  to 
them : 

“  How  splendidly  they  have  behaved  all  through  the  march.  They 
never  flinched  at  anything,  or  complained,  and  they  fully  bore  out  the 
opinion  always  had  of  such  soldiers.  Their  songs  and  cheerful  good 
humor  surmounted  all  the  discomforts  of  the  long  tedious  six  hundred 
miles  march,  and  I  never  saw  better  or  steadier  troops.” 

The  Montreal  Star  published  a  few  days  ago,  a  corres¬ 
pondence  from  Fort  Pitt,  which  bears  a  no  less  conclusive 
testimony  to  the  bravery  of  tho  65lb.  Allow  me  to  record  it : 

“The  65th  Battalion  came  in  on  the  steamer  North-West  from  the 
Midland  Landing  near  Frog  Lake  The  officers  and  men  of  this  gallant 
regiment  looked  exceedingly  well  after  their  arduous  and  tiresome 
tramp  over  an  unbroken  muskeg  country,  teeming  with  marshes  and 
iwamps.  As  the  steamer  bore  in  sight  at  Fort  Pitt,  their  English  com¬ 
patriots  lined  the  banks,  and  gave  their  comrades  cheer  after  cheer. 
The  officers  are  all  loud  in  their  praise  of  the  gallant  conduct  of  the 
65th,  both  while  on  the  march  and  while  under  the  enemy’s  fire.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may  bo  allowed  to  add  as  a  last  tes¬ 
timony,  an  extract  from  the  correspondence  of  the  Ottawa 
Free  Press,  which  correspondence  is  dated  Fort  Pitt,  1st 
July,  and  relates  to  a  grand  review  held  by  General 
Middleton  himself,  and  which  reads  as  follows  :  — 

“  The  many  reports  circulated  as  to  the  looseness  of  discipline,  &c., 
of  the  65th  Mount  Royal  Rifles,  is  indignantly  denied  by  the  officers  and 
men  of  other  corps  stationed  here.  It  is  a  shame  that  these  reports  of 
misconduct  should  have  appeared  at  all,  as  the  65th  have  proved  them¬ 
selves  to  be  as  good  as  any  other  corps  in  the  field.  The  pluck  and 
endurance  on  the  march  and  field  of  battle  is  admired  by  their  English- 
speaking  compatriots.” 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  happy  to  see  that  the  Government 
have  not  deemed  it  sufficient  to  compliment  our  volunteers, 
but  that  at  tho  same  time  they  have  thought  fit  to  give 
them  a  more  tangible  proof  of  public  gratitude,  by  grant¬ 
ing  to  each  of  them  a  piece  of  land  in  that  vast  territory, 
which  a  great  many  of  them  have  sprinkled  with  their 
blood  ;  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  all  our  volunteers 
would  havo  been  disappointed  had  not  tho  Government 
carried  out  tho  noble  idea  which  inspired  the  hon.  the  First 
Minister  last  night,  when  he  declared  that  it  was  tho  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  give  General  Middleton  a  more 
tangible  testimonial,  by  voting  him  a  sum  of  $20,000.  To 
honor  General  Middleton  is  to  honor  a  General  whose 
modesty  equals  his  valor.  To  honor  General  Middleton  is 
to  honor  the  5,000  militiamen,  or  rather  the  5, GOO  braves 
who  fought  for  their  country.  England  has  always 
liberally  rewarded  her  generals,  whether  they  were  called 
Wellington,  Napier  or  Wolseley ;  she  has  never  been 
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sparing  of  her  gold  and  of  her  titles  to  those  who  dis¬ 
tinguished  themselves  at  her  service  on  the  battlefield  ; 
what  will  not  sho  do  for  those  who  have  carried  her  flag  to 
the  remotest  parts  of  the  North-West?  These  titles  General 
Middleton  will  carry  nobly,  as  ho  carries  his  sword, 
as  a  true  soldier,  as  a  true  officer.  Glory  then  to  General 
Middleton,  glory  also  to  his  officers  and  soldiers.  But  I 
take  this  opportunity  to  a3k  the  Government,  to  ask  the 
authorities  in  this  country  to  have  mercy  on  the 
vanquished.  For,  if  justice  has  rights  to  vindicate,  if 
examples  must  be  made,  if  rigor  must  bo  exercised,  have 
pity  on  tho  least  guilty;  mercy  on  thoso  who  have  been 
led  through  false  representations  to  revolt  against  their 
country;  mercy  on  those  who  havo  not  learned  that  liberty 
has  cost  too  dear  to  us  French  Canadians,  to  leave  any 
doubts  in  our  minds  on  the  fact  that  wo  should  desire  it  for 
all,  and  that  the  Government  of  Canada  will  never  permit 
that  one  inch  of  land  should  be  suddonly  taken  away  from 
its  owner,  whether  he  is  whito,  redskin,  or  bois  bruU.  I 
shall  also  add :  mercy  on  the  families  of  tho  half-breeds 
who  are  to-day  in  tears,  in  distress,  and  a  great  number  of 
whom  havo  lost  their  chief  support.  That  mercy,  I  am 
happy  to  find,  the  Government  have  been  the  first  to  exer¬ 
cise  it,  by  aiding  the  families  in  Batocho  and  the  surround¬ 
ing  parishes.  1  am  sure  that  the  unanimous  voice  of  the 
country  will  acknowledge  the  great  act  of  charity  which 
has  animated  tho  Government  under  that  circumstance. 
Let  us  tear  asunder  tho  death  pall  which  hangs  over  the 
plains  of  the  Saskatchewan,  and  let  us  rather  cause  a  gleam 
of  hope  to  dawn  ovbr  that  country.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  fair,  that  noble  dealings  only,  can 
reconcile  these  pcoplo  to  us,  by  showing  them  how  unfairly 
they  had  judged  us.  If  faults  havo  been  committed,  and 
those  faults  were  inevitable  in  the  administration  of  so  large 
a  territory,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  state  here  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  acknowledge  them,  and  to  atone  for  them.  We 
have  already  had  enough,  and  even  too  much,  with  one 
civil  war.  Let  us  render  its  recurrence  impossible  in  the 
future.  While  causing  authority  to  be  respected,  while 
applying  tho  strong  hand  of  justice,  let  us  show  at  the 
same  time  that  we  aro  just,  merciful,  and  I  will  even  say, 
magnanimous,  as  far  as  possible.  Everybody  will  admit 
that  peace  is  indispensable  to  the  development  of  that  vast 
North-West  region,  which  is  the  hope  of  tho  country  ; 
peace  is  indispensable  to  the  good  working  of  our  free 
institutions  ;  peace  is  indispensable  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
Dominion  at  large,  and  that  peace  is  only  possiblo  if  it  is 
based  on  justice,  on  generosity,  for  the  present  time  and 
for  the  future. 

Mr.  WEIGHT.  After  the  eloquent  speeches  that  we 
have  jast  heard,  it  appears  a  work  of  supererogation  to  say 
anything,  but  I  cannot  I'efrain  from  expressing  my  opinion 
on  this  occasion.  In  all  this  unhappy  business  there  is  one 
thing  of  which  we  havo  special  reason  to  be  proud,  and 
that  is  tho  conduct  of  the  militia  force  in  this  emergency. 
At  a  moment’s  notice,  without  any  premonition  of  so 
perilous  a  service,  tho  conduct  of  the  active  militia  forco 
has  been  eminently  gallant  and  patriotic ;  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  the  Minister  of  Militia  was  at  liberty  to  make  a 
statement  he  could  assure  the  House  that  the  services  of 
the  entire  active  militia  force  of  tho  Dominion  of  Canada 
had  been  placed  at  his  disposal.  When  tho  startling  news 
came  that  rebellion  was  rife  in  tbe  land,  that  the  laws  had 
been  violated,  and  the  institutions  of  tho  country  threatened, 
the  conduct  of  tho  Minister  of  Militia  was  marked  by 
singular  ability,  and  his  appeal  to  the  active  militia  force, 
from  Vancouver  to  Halifax,  was  received  with  the  stern 
response  of  “  Eeady,  aye  ready.”  To  me  there  was  much  in 
this  generous  answer  which  had  a  deeper  meaning  and  a 
broader  significance  than  appeared  on  tbe  surface.  It 
proved  to  mo  that  at  last  we  had  a  country,  and  that  the 
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men  and  the  sons  of  the  men  who  had  made  for  themselves 
fair  homes  in  the  wilderness,  could  always  hold  the  land  as 
bravely  as  they  had  won  it.  It  was  very  pleasant  to  turn 
from  the  pettinesses  and  puerilities  of  Canadian  political 
life,  from  the  fierce  struggles  between  the  men  who  have 
and  the  men  who  want,  to  the  splendid  spectacle  of  the 
genuine  patriotism  and  enthusiasm  of  our  bravo  young 
Canadian  soldiers,  to  see  the  sons  of  those  who  are  fighting 
their  political  battles  so  fiercely  on  the  floors  of  this  Houso, 
engaging  in  a  more  patriotic  and  a  more  generous  warfare, 
only  emulous  as  to  who  would  best  maintain  the  honor  of 
the  country  and  carry  the  glorious  old  banner  the  furthest 
into  the  ranks  of  the  foe.  It  makes  us  feel  proud  of  our 
country,  when  wo  remembor  that  in  the  hour  of  danger, 
and  difficulty,  and  trial,  all  distinctions  of  class,  of  caste,  of 
creed,  of  nationality,  wore  forgotten,  and  that  our  militia 
force  only  remembered  that  they  had  a  common  country  to 
defend  and  common  institutions  to  protect,  and  that  above 
■and  beyond  all  they  were  Canadians.  It  is  very  pleasant 
to  notice  that  the  gallant  boys  of  Toronto,  of  Quebec,  of 
Montreal,  of  Winnipeg,  of  Ottawa,  of  Halifax,  of  Kingston, 
and  of  the  Dominion  generally,  offered  their  services  so 
freely  to  their  country,  and  went  as  cheerfully  to  face 
danger  and  death  as  ever  a  bridegroom  went  to  meet 
his  bride.  That  country  has  a  future  before  it 
whose  young  men  are  animated  by  such  generous  and 
patriotic  sentiments.  And  the  mombers  of  our  own  Houso 
were  not  behind  hand  in  this  patriotic  service.  Wo  gave 
many  of  our  bravest  and  best  to  the  service  of  our  country. 
The  names  of  the  lamented  Williams,  whose  death  has  cast 
a  gloom  over  the  whole  country,  of  Orton,  of  O’Brien,  of 
Tyrwhitt,  of  Amyot,  of  Ouimet,  of  Bergin,  of  Macmillan, 
and  of  Scott,  will  always  be  held  in  reverence  and  honor. 
Those  gallant  gentlemen  and  trusty  comrades  of  ours, 
illustrated  the  great  body  to  which  they  belonged.  In  the 
hour  of  trial  and  danger  and  difficulty  they  were  weighed 
in  the  balance  and  were  not  found  wanting.  Sir,  in  speak¬ 
ing  of  Col.  Williams  I  am  reminded  of  a  discussion  which 
took  place  in  this  House  last  Session  with  regard  to  militia 
matters.  That  discussion  never  interfered  with  our 
pleasant  personal  relations,  and  there  were  no  members 
of  this  House  who  wished  the  gallant  Col.  Williams  “  God 
speed  ”  more  heartily,  and  who  rejoiced  more  sincerely  at 
his  gallant  conduct  and  success,  or  who  mourned  his  death 
more  sincerely,  than  did  the  members  who  took  part  in  that 
discussion.  In  that  discussion  I  said  that  the  hou.  member 
was  the  Bayard  of  the  Canadian  militia  force,  and  I  made 
that  statement  honestly  and  sincerely.  His  conduct  in  the 
North-West  proves  that  that  statement  was  correct.  The 
leader  of  the  storm  at  Batoche,  the  man  who,  after  victory, 
was  so  kind  to  the  wounded  and  to  the  women  and 
children,  proved  that  ho  was  well  named  after  the  great 
French  soldier ;  and  to-day,  regretted  by  the  entire  House 
and  country,  we  feel  that  this  trusty  comrade,  this  true  gen¬ 
tleman  and  gallant  soldier  will  go  to  his  rest  in  the  robings 
of  glory,  under  the  sod  and  the  dew  waiting  the 
judgment  day.  I  must  not  forget,  also,  that 
some  of  the  officers  of  our  House  behaved  in  the  most  cre¬ 
ditable  manner,  notably,  our  Deputy  Sergeant-at-Arms, 
Major  Smith,  and  Captain  Todd,  of  the  Library ;  many  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  the  Civil  Servico  also  behaved  in  a  very  creditable 
manner  ;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that  our  people  are  not 
fond  of  playing  at  soldiering.  The  struggle  for  exist¬ 
ence  is  too  fierce  to  allow  us  to  engage  in  the  pomp  and 
pride  and  circumstances  of  glorious  war.  It  was  thought 
by  many  that  the  militia  service,  as  at  present  constituted, 
was  more  ornamental  than  useful,  that  in  the  time  of  danger 
the  defence  of  the  country  must  devolve  upon  the  men  of  the 
forest  and  the  farm,  on  the  toilers  of  the  sea  and  the  toilers 
on  the  land.  But  wo  must  admit  that  wo  wore  all  wrong, 
and  ihat  the  Minister  of  Militia,  his  General,  his  staft,  his 
Department,  his  soldiers,  have  behaved  in  a  most  creditable 


and  honorable  manner,  and  that,  to  borrow  a  time-honorei 
formula,  they  deserve  well  of  their  country.  In  all  of  this 
unhappy  business  there  is  much  of  compensation.  The 
marvellous  mobilisation  of  our  troops,  their  transport  over 
our  own  railway  and  through  our  own  country,  the  readi¬ 
ness  with  which  our  young  soldiers  adapted  themselves  to 
military  service,  the  military  skill,  the  courage,  the  coolness 
and  bravery,  the  humanity  and  moderation  of  the  General, 
and,  above  all,  the  dauntless  bravery  of  our  soldiers — all 
these  are  matters  on  which  we  may  congratulate  ourselves. 
And  they  had  no  ignoble  foe  to  contend  with.  The  wild 
hunters  of  the  plains,  in  a  nobler  cause  and  fighting  for 
instead  of  against  their  country,  would  have  ranked  as 
heroes.  The  splendid  courage  which  would  throw  down  the 
gauntlet  to  the  British  Empire,  was  only  exceeded  by  that 
of  the  Canadian  soldiers  who  took  it  up.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  the  victors  could  be  consulted, while  they  would  insist 
upon  the  savage  loaders  being  punished,  yet  they  would 
give  the  verdict  in  favor  of  tempering  justice  with 
mercy.  So  far  as  the  deluded  robels  wero  concerned, 
I  think  that  this  whole  matter  is  most  creditable 
to  the  militia  service.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
in  this  country  wo  have  no  privileged  class  to  fall 
upon,  no  military  oaste.  It  is  literally  the  survival  of 
the  fittest.  In  the  older  civilisations  there  was  a  privileged 
class  who  took  possession  of  all  the  omolumonts  and  honors 
of  war  ;  in  this  country  it  is  only  valor  and  capacity  who 
attain  to  the  foremost  place.  Tnat  matter  was  decided  at 
the  French  revolution  when  it  was  conceded  that  every 
French  soldier  carried  the  baton  of  a  marshal  of  Franco  in 
his  knapsack.  In  that  terrible  charge  which  sweptaway  the 
Russian  cavalry  at  Fylau,  it  was  Murat,  the  inn  keeper’s 
son,  who  “  rode  three  lengths  ahead  of  the  best  blood  in 
France.”  The  first  grenadier  was  not  more  splendidly 
reckless.  It  was  stated  of  the  battle  of  lnkerman 
that  it  was  a  people’s  battle,  and  this  campaign 
may  be  said  to  be  the  campaign  of  the  people 
of  Canada,  a  battle  fought  in  defence  of  their  institutions 
and  their  rights.  Wo  must  all  say  that  everybody  concerned 
in  it  deserves  well  of  his  country.  But  while  wo  welcome 
back  with  acclamations  our  brave  citizen  soldiery  who  have 
fought  so  gallantly  and  well,  wo  cannot  but  think  of  those 
who  will  not  be  in  the  ranks  when  the  troops  come  march¬ 
ing  back  again  with  glad  and  gallant  tread.  It  is  the  price 
which  we  pay  for  victory.  It  is  an  awful  price,  but  it  is  a 
price  which  freemen  will  always  be  willing  to  pay,  and 
those  who  have  fallen  will  always  be  remembered  with 
reverence  and  honor  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  land  they 
have  died  to  save. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  wish  to  detain  the  House  with 
only  a  few  remarks.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  saying  a  word  on  this  subject,  and  I  cannot 
allow  the  resolution  to  pass  without  giving  my  humble  meed 
of  praise  to  the  volunteers  who  have  defended  this  country 
against  their  savago  foes.  And,  Sir,  particularly  am  I  proud 
of  the  Province  from  which  I  come,  a  Province  which, 
though  it  entered  this  Union  with  some  trepidation,  afraid 
of  we  knew  not  what,  when  it  found  the  Confederation  was 
threatened  on  its  western  point,  our  citizen  soldiery  rushed 
with  celerity  to  the  front,  and  in  17  days,  on  our  own  soil, 
and  over  our  own  railways,  they  travelled  4,000  miles.  Now, 
Sir,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  history  of  the  world  presents 
another  instance  of  a  distance  so  great  being  travelled  in  the 
same  time,  and  with  the  same  speed  and  despatch.  In  1861, 
when  the  great  civil  war  in  the  United  States  broke  out,  to 
which  the  hon.  member  from  Quebec  East  (Mr.  Laurior) 
alluded  last  night,  General  Butler,  of  Massachusetts,  was 
ordered  to  send  his  troops  at  once  to  guard  Washington, 
and  tho  Massachusetts  troops,  although  within  600  miles  of 
that  city,  took  9  days  to  reach  that  point.  But  our  own 
volunteers  travelled  over  4,000  miles,  upon  our  own  soil,  in 
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IT  days,  and  I  do  not  think  the  history  of  the  world  furnishes 
an  example  like  that.  It  is  true  that  the  volunteers  from 
my  Province  had  not  their  baptism  of  fire ;  but,  Sir,  I 
know  many  of  them  personally,  and  I  know  that  British 
blood  flows  in  their  veins,  and  had  they  met  the  foe  side  by 
side  with  the  gallant  Midland  Battalion,  and  side  by  side 
with  the  Winnipeg  boys,  and  the  boys  from  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  they  would  have  done  their  duty  just  as  nobly,  and 
if  they  had  fallen  it  would  have  been  with  their  face  to  the 
foe.  Whilo  I  rejoice  that  the  most  of  them  will  come  home 
with  their  ranks  undecimated,  yet  I  myself  feel  proud  to 
know  that  if  any  of  them  had  been  left  behind  they  could 
not  have  fallon  in  a  nobler  cause  ;  for,  as  Macaulay  says : 

“  How  can  a  man  die  better  than  in  facing  fearful  odds, 

For  the  ashes  of  his  fathers,  and  the  temples  of  his  gods  ?  " 

This  baptism  of  fire  we  have  had, this  civil  war  through  which 
we  have  passed,  this  rebellion  which  has  been  put  down,  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  in  an  eloquent  and  patriotic  speech, 
which  was  cheered  by  hon.  members  on  both  sides  of  this 
House  and  will  be  cheered  again  and  again  outside  of  this 
House, a  speech  which  will  do  a  great  deal  of  good.  I  say  those 
lives  which  have  been  lost  are  hostages  to  fortune.  I  say  that 
the  lives  lost,  although  wo  havo  mourned  for  them,  could 
not  have  been  lost  in  a  better  cause.  Their  sacrifice  will 
elevate  Canada  and  show  the  world  that  we  possess  a 
national  spirit,  that  we  are  self-reliant,  and  that  this  Con¬ 
federation  is  not,  as  some  writers  have  said,  a  rope  of  sand, 
but  a  great  Dominion,  stretching  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific,  bound  together  by  one  unanimous  sentiment  and 
that  is,  that  we  will  maintain  Canada  for  liberty-loving 
people  at  all  hazards.  It  is  true  we  have  lost  our  comrade 
who  sat  over  there.  I  thought  the  other  morning,  as  I 
looked  at  that  chair  and  remembered  his  death,  that  it 
should  be  known  forever  as  Williams’  seat.  No  coward 
would  sit  there;  no  man  who  has  not  a  brave  heart  would 
sit  there.  Let  it  for  all  time  be  known  as  Williams’  seat. 
As  in  France,  in  1800,  the  name  of  La  Tour  d’ Auvergne, 
the  first  grenadier  of  France,  was  called  every  morning  on 
the  parade  ground,  and  an  officer  and  standard  bearer  step¬ 
ped  to  the  front  and  said  :  “  La  Tour  d’Auvergne,  mort 
champs  d’honneur,  ” — so  let  that  be  called  Williams’  seat 
and  known  as  such,  for  he  died,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
on  the  field  of  honor.  In  the  words  of  another  poet  I  may 
say  : 

“  On  fame’s  eternal  camping  ground 
Their  silent  tents  are  spread, 

And  glory  guards  with  solemn  round 
The  bivouac  of  the  dead.” 

In  our  hearts  wo  will  keep  their  memories  green  and  will 
tell  our  children’s  children  of  the  brave  heroic  deeds  of  our 
volunteers  who  defended  our  Canada  against  the  savage 
foe. 

Mr.  MACMILLAN.  Forty-eight  hours  prior  to  the  en¬ 
gagement  at  Duck  Lake,  I  believe  there  was  not  a  resident 
of  this  country  who  had  the  least  idea  that  a  drop  of  blood 
would  be  shed  in  consequence  of  the  events  happening  at 
that  time.  I  say  that,  for  the  simple  reason  that  I  believe 
the  disaffected  people  of  the  North-West  thought  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  would  mako  concessions  that  would  render 
armed  resistance  unnecessary.  And  I  think,  further,  that 
the  mounted  police  and  volunteers  upon  that  occasion 
believed  that  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  go  and  demand  a 
surrender,  to  ask  those  persons  who  were  acting  disloyally 
upon  that  occasion  to  surrender,  and  they  would  imme¬ 
diately  do  so.  We  all  made  a  mistake  in  coming  to 
that  conclusion,  and  it  was  an  unfortunate  one  for  us. 
There  fell  on  that  occasion  some  of  the  noblest  young 
fellows  of  this  country.  I  may  particularly  mention 
Elliott,  Napier  and  others.  I  may  also  say  that  young 
men  took  part  in  that  engagement  whose  names  have 
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not  been  spoken  of  here.  Among  them  is  a  young 
gentleman,  the  son  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  who 
stood  side  by  side  with  a  poor  fellow  who  was 
shot.  He,  among  others,  fought  valiantly,  boldly 

and  bravely.  I  refer  to  a  son  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
Sir  David  Macpherson.  That  engagement  having  taken 
place,  the  Minister  of  Militia  found  it  necessary  to  call  for 
troops  and  he  called  for  volunteers,  and  as  I  believe,  received 
replies  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  showing  that  it  was 
ODly  necessary  to  state  the  number  of  men  required  to 
obtain  them.  He  naturally  called  the  regulars  out  first ; 
immediately  aftorwards  the  Queen’s  Own,  Grenadiers,  and 
one  regiment  and  another,  until  he  had  obtained  a  sufficient 
number  of  men.  Those  troops  which  went  from  the  east 
travelled  over  a  very  difficult  road.  Although  they  had  a  very 
hard  time  in  passing  over  it,  the  C.P.R.  proved  most  usoful, 
and  I  think  the  thanks  of  this  country  are  largely  due  to 
the  management  of  that  road  for  the  active  exertions  they 
made  in  order  to  carry  through  the  troops  as  rapidly  as  . 
possible.  Those  troops  arrived  at  Winnipeg  through  that 
instrumentality  and  their  own  exertions.  Upon  their 
arrival  at  that  point  they  found  that  General  Middleton  had 
gone  ahead  ;  that  he  had  taken  with  him  a  regiment  from 
Winnipeg,  the  90th,  and  proceeded  to  Troy.  There  the  troops 
had  to  leave  the  railway,  and  from  that  point  to  the  scene  of 
the  first  engagement  the  regiments  marched  every  bit  of  the 
way,  a  distance  of  about  260  miles.  They  were  the  first 
to  take  part  in  the  engagement,  and  they  took  a 
most  active  part  in  suppressing  the  rebellion.  And  here 
let  mo  say  that  the  regiment  to  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton)  is  attached  as  surgeon 
suffered  most  in  the  campaign.  It  went  out  about  300 
strong,  and  when  I  saw  it  last  it  had  lost  21  by  death  and 
was  about  100  men  short,  a  large  number  being  shot  and 
others  wounded  and  suffering  on  account  of  the  hardships 
they  had  undergone.  I  will  pause  here  while  I  speak  of 
the  gallant  officer  who  led  the  troops— General  Middleton. 
During  the  engagements  he  thought  it  necessary  to  be  in 
front  of  the  fighting,  in  order  that  he  should  show  an 
example  to  his  men,  and  prove  to  them  that  he  was  deter¬ 
mined  to  carry  the  attack  to  a  successful  result.  When  I 
speak  of  the  General  I  can  say  that  he  was  brave,  and,  not 
only  so,  but  that  his  bravery  almost  amounted  to  reckless¬ 
ness,  because  he  placed  himself  in  positions  where  he  and 
those  associated  with  him  were  fired  upon,  two  of  his  officers, 
Wise  and  Doucet,  being  dangerously  wounded,  and  he  himself 
having  had  a  narrow  escape.  He  showed  the  volunteers  he 
was  equal  to  the  occasion,  and  was  prepared  to  lead  them 
wherever  it  might  be  necessary  for  them  to  follow.  Those 
troops  were  supported  by  others,  and  shortly  afterwards  the 
engagement  at  Batoche  took  place.  It  was  evident  to  me  that 
two  great  calamities  may  befall  any  army:  One,  that  the 
General  has  not  confidence  in  the  men,  and  the  other,  that 
the  men  have  not  confidence  in  the  General ;  and  I  look  upon 
one  as  being  equally  dangerous  with  the  other.  On  that  occa¬ 
sion  General  Middleton  did  not  know  his  men.  He  wished 
to  be  as  careful  of  them  as  possible ;  he  was  generous  and 
kind  in  that  particular,  probably  to  a  fault ;  and  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  he  himself  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  he 
had  not  been  so  generous  to  them  on  that  occasion  we  might 
have  been  successful  at  least  two  days  before  we  won. 
At  all  events,  on  that  occasion  our  men  were  opposed  by  a 
strong  contending  force.  They  went  out  to  their  rifle  pits 
from  day  to  day,  and  it  was  more  particularly  upon  coming 
in  at  night  that  disasters  befell  them,  as  they  thus  became 
more  conspicuous  marks  for  the  enemy.  They  were  becom¬ 
ing  impatient  and  anxious  that  a  charge  should  be  made, 
but  General  Middleton,  in  his  kindness,  and  in  his  fear  that 
disasters  might  result,  delayed  the  charge  from  day  to  day. 
At  last  it  was  understood  that  upon  the  fourth  day  a  charge 
should  be  made,  if  there  was  any  chanco  for  it.  On  that 
particular  afternoon  Col.  Williams  saw  it  was  a  fitting 
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time,  and  sent  word  to  Colonel  Straubenzie  that  now 
was  the  time,  that  he  was  going  to  charge,  and  he  wanted 
support.  It  was  upon  the  occasion  of  that  charge  which 
was  led  by  Colonel  Williams — one  of  the  most  splendid  of 
officers,  one  of  the  kindliest  of  men,  and  one  of  the  best 
friends  that  any  member  of  this  House  ever  had — it  was 
then  that  he  shouted  “Come  on,  boys,”  and  almost  simul¬ 
taneously  with  it  the  command  was  given  to  the  Grena¬ 
diers,  the  90th,  and  then  to  the  scouts.  The  engagement 
took  place,  and  in  a  short  time  the  field  was  ours,  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  if  the  charge  had  taken  place  some 
time  previously  we  would  not  have  lost  so  many  men.  On 
that  occasion  we  have  to  regret  the  loss  of  many  noble  fellows, 
and  none  more  to  be  regretted  than  Capt.  French,  who  was 
cne  of  the  last  shot  in  the  engagement,  but  not  the  last,  be¬ 
cause  he  had  hardly  been  killed  when  his  murderer,  Donald 
Ross,  fell  in  his  tracks,  killed  by  a  ball  from  one  ot  our  own 
men.  That  charge  practically  ended  the  battle,  and  General 
Middleton,  with  a  considerable  number  of  troops,  went  on 
towards  Prince  Albert.  I  may  say  that  I  went  over  the 
whole  ground  on  more  than  one  occasion  after  they  left, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  this  House  is  properly  informed 
with  reference  to  the  looting  or  destruction  which  is  said 
to  have  taken  place  there.  I  saw  no  evidences  of  anything 
of  the  kind.  I  saw  many  of  the  women  after  the  engage¬ 
ment  was  over ;  the  men  had  taken  to  the  woods,  and 
remained  away  for  a  period  of  five,  or  ten,  or  twelve  days, 
and  many  of  them  had  not  returned  ;  in  speaking  to  theso 
women  we  heard  nothing  of  the  ransacking  and  destruction 
which  has  been  referred  to.  It  is  true  that,  so  far  as 
Batocho’s  house  is  concerned,  that  was  riddled,  and  no 
wonder,  for  it  was  the  council  chamber  of  the  rebels,  and  the 
house  in  which  our  poor  friend  French  was  shot.  The 
stores  in  the  place  were  also  considerably  riddled,  Batoche’s 
store  among  others,  it  being  kept  as  a  prison  by  the  rebels. 
The  troops  went  on  from  that  to  Prince  Albert,  Battleford, 
and  Fort  Pitt.  Of  the  engagement  at  Cut  Knife  Hill 
I  will  say  very  little,  as  I  fancy  some  further 
enquiry  will  be  made  with  reference  to  the  course  pursued 
by  the  officers  and  men,  and  how  far  they  were  justified  in 
that  engagement.  Nor  will  I  comment  further  on  the  con¬ 
duct  of  Col.  Irvine,  than  to  say  that  thore  is  no  doubt  that, 
situated  as  he  was,  it  would  have  been  a  most  dangerous 
thing  to  have  left  Prince  Albert  unprotected,  where  there 
were  a  large  number  of  women  and  children,  and,  moro 
especially,  Sir,  when  there  were  a  number  of  the  rebels 
residing  in  that  locality,  although  it  was  difficult  to  discover 
who  they  actually  were.  I  will  say  this,  that  whatever  the 
fate  of  Eiel  may  bo,  there  are  some  few  white  men  who 
deserve  quite  as  bad  a  fate,  if  not  a  worse  one.  I  could 
name  them,  but  it  is  unnecessary  on  this  occasion  ;  and  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  even  now,  after  the  troubles  are  over, 
they  come  out  boldly  and  express  their  regret  that  Riel 
was  not  more  successful.  I  sincerely  hope  that  at  the  com¬ 
ing  trial  these  men  will  be  brought  to  justice,  because  they 
are  well  known,  and  that  the  punishment  will  be  meted  out 
to  them  which  they  deserve.  The  Indian  has  a  reputa¬ 
tion  for  cunning,  but  there  are  some  white  men  who,  I 
think,  equally  deserve  it,  and  deserve  it  even  a  great  deal 
more  than  the  others,  because  they  incited  the  half- 
breeds  and  Indians  to  rebellion,  while  they  did  not  them¬ 
selves  come  out  boldly  with  arms  in  their  hands,  in  which 
case  the  evidence  would  be  positive  against  them.  One 
of  these  men  was  the  chairman  of  Biel's  meetings, 
whenever  he  was  required,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  ho 
is  a  man  who  emigrated  from  Ontario  to  that  place.  I 
proceeded  to  Fort  Pitt,  and  I  may  say  that  when  I  came 
in  view  of  the  90th,  the  Grenadiers,  and  the  Midland  Bat¬ 
talion,  it  was  a  matter  of  difficulty  for  me  to  decide  whether 
or  not  the  troops  had  just  escaped  from  some  prison,  because 
they  were  clad  in  a  most  peculiar  and  motly  style,  the 
ground  work  of  their  clothing  being  the  original  black  or 


red,  while  their  clothes  were  patched  in  every  conceivable 
way  with  pieces  of  white  bags  and  other  material  of  that 
kind.  I  am  blaming  nobody  for  this  state  of  things,  because, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  was  an  impossibility  that  mat¬ 
ters  should  be  otherwise.  A  more  dilapidated  looking  lot 
of  men,  so  far  as  clothing  is  concerned,  I  never  saw  ;  but 
they  wore  cheerful  countenances,  countenances  which 
showed  they  were  prepared  to  obey  any  orders  which 
might  be  given,  so  long  as  it  came  from  an  authoritative 
source,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  those  men  who  followed  Big 
Boar  underwent  as  great  hardships  as  any  body  of  men  ever 
did.  I  know  that  some  of  those  who  went  down  the  river  on 
barges  were  men  who  had  been  on  the  Nile  expedition,  and 
they  stated  that  it  was  much  easier  labor  going  up  the 
Nile  than  it  was  going  down  the  Saskatchewan.  I  have 
just  stated  these  things  for  this  reason,  that  having  gono 
over  this  ground  pretty  well,  I  had  a  chance  of  becoming 
acquainted  with  the  history  of  the  troubles  and  with  the 
localities,  and  I  must  join  my  meed  of  thanks  to  those  which 
this  House  offers  to  the  volunteers.  I  can  doit  all  the  moro 
cheerfully  from  the  simple  fact  that  I  am  one  of  the  reci¬ 
pients,  although  I  am  not  one  who  can  boast  of  having  done 
any  great  or  arduous  duty.  My  position,  I  may  almost  say, 
was  that  of  a  featherbed  soldier ;  but  the  men  of  my  regi¬ 
ment,  the  7th  Fusiliers,  wore  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers 
of  water  during  the  whole  campaign.  I  will  venture  to 
say  that  no  body  of  navvies  in  Canada  ever  worked  so 
laboriously  as  they,  and  not  only  they,  but  other  regi¬ 
ments  as  well.  But  wo  were  in  the  same  position  as 
all  the  other  volunteers ;  we  did  what  we  were  instructed 
to  do,  what  the  General,  who  knew  what  was  best,  asked 
us  to  do;  and  in  doing  that  we  did  our  duty,  and  did  it 
well.  There  is  one  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  call  tho 
attention  of  the  Minister.  He  returns  thanks,  on  behalf 
of  this  House,  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  and 
deservedly  so,  because  I  suppose  no  other  company  in 
Canada  would  have  performed  what  was  done  as  well  as 
that  company.  But  allow  me  to  say  that  that  affair  is 
surrounded  with  somo  things  which  should  be  looked  into 
very  closely.  Like  all  armies,  tho  expedition  was  followed 
by  a  lot  of  speculating  suckers,  who  were  determined  to 
make  all  they  could  out  of  the  affair;  in  fact,  they  have 
been  exceedingly  anxious  that  the  rebellion  should  con¬ 
tinue,  not  only  during  this  summer,  but  during  tho  whole 
year,  in  order  that  they  might  realise  something  out  of  it. 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  and  I  think  the  evidence  will  show,  that 
when  some  of  the  officers  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company 
were  applied  to  by  teamsters  for  employment  they  posi¬ 
tively  refused  to  accept  them,  and  they  were  told  that 
they  must  make  application  to  other  persons ;  and  I  regret 
to  say  that  “  the  other  persons  ”  were  persons  who  formed 
this  ring,  who  were  prominent  in  swindling  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  this  country.  I  would  not  have  regretted  it  one 
whit  if  this  money  had  been  spent  among  tho  settlers  of 
the  country,  who  required  it;  but  I  think  it  very  unfor¬ 
tunate  that  one  farthing  went  into  the  hands  of  this  ring, 
which,  on  enquiry,  may  be  found  to  be  composed  of  harpies, 
whose  names  I  have  very  little  care  of  mentioning  at 
present ;  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  before  the  Government 
pay  these  amounts - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  This  is  not  the  question  of  paying;  it 
is  Bimply  a  vote  of  thanks. 

Mr.  MACMILLAN.  It  is  true,  I  have  probably  taken  tho 
wrong  occasion  on  which  to  express  my  views  on  that  sub¬ 
ject  ;  but  I  was  doing  it  now  to  save  me  the  trouble  of  doing 
it  on  another  occasion.  At  all  events,  I  am  just  about  done. 
I  am  very  thankful,  amongst  the  other  volunteers,  for  tho 
vote  pioposed  on  this  occasion,  and  also  for  the  gratuity 
which  has  been  granted  to  the  forces,  and  I  am  sure  it  will 
be  most  thankfully  received  by  very  many  of  the  men  who 
went  out  on  that  occasion.  1  may  say,  with  reference  to 
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my  own  regiment,  that  although  it  was  under  300  strong, 
I  believe  about  50  of  them  volunteered  to  remain  on  service, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  a  great  many  will  take  advantage  of 
the  gratuity  offered  by  this  Government,  and  go  out  to  that 
country,  to  make  it  their  permanent  home.  I  am  also 
thankful  to  see  that  this  gratuity  is  not  hampered  by  any 
conditions  which  might  prevent  any  of  the  men  accepting  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

GRANT  TO  GENERAL  MIDDLETON. 

Mr.  BOWELL  presented  a  Message  from  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  : — 
LANSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  submits  to  Ihe  Douse  of  Commons  the  expe¬ 
diency  of  recognising  the  eminent  services  rendered  by  Major 
General  Middleton,  C.B.,  in  the  suppression  of  the  recent  rebellion  in 
the  North-West  Territories,  and  to  present  Major  General  Middleton,  in 
consideration  of  his  eminent  services  in  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion 
in  the  North-West  Territories,  with  $20,000. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  15th  July,  1885. 

Resolution  to  grant  $20,000  to  General  Middleton  con. 
sidered  in  Committee  of  Supply,  reported  and  concurred  in. 

SUPPLY-  CONCURRENCE. 

House  considered  and  concurred  in  the  remaining  resolu¬ 
tions  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Supply. 

House  of  Commons — Sums  required  to  meet  increased 
expenditure  under  reports  of  Internal  Economy 
Commissioners . $1,020 

Mr.  TROW.  In  the  matter  of  permanent  officers  of  the 
House,  something  should  be  added  to  this.  They  have  been 
working  18  hours  a  day,  on  an  average,  during  the  whole 
Session,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will  do  something  for 

them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  bring  it  down, 
except  by  Message.  Of  course,  that  can  bo  done  later. 

To  make  good  to  tbo3e  persons  of  Prince  Elward 
Island,  who  were  British  subjects,  the  amount 
of  duties  paid  by  them  to  the  United  States 
Customs  on  fish  and  fish  oil  in  the  years  1871 
and  1872 . . . $20,820  49 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  desire  to  move  that  that  amount  be 
reduced,  as  I  find,  on  enquiry,  that  the  proper  sum  is  not 
that  inserted  in  the  Estimates,  to  $16,542.49. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  : 

1.  Resolved,— That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty  for  the  financial  year  ending  30th  June,  1885,  the  sum  of 
$3,546,465.99  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  of 
Canada. 

2.  Resolved, — That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her 
Majesty  for  the  financial  year  ending  30th  June,  1886,  the  sum  of 
$26,694,313.40  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  of 
Canada. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Resolutions  read  a  second  time  and  concurred  in. 
SUPPLY  BILL. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
163)  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  moneys  required 
for  defraying  certain  expenses  ot  the  public  service,  for  the 
financial  years  ending,  respectively,  the  30th  June,  1885, 

Mr.  MacMillan. 
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and  the  30th  June,  1886,  and  for  other  purposes  relating  to 
the  public  service. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many  stages  do 
you  want  to  take  now  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Only  three. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  not  to  be  taken 
as  a  precedent. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Oh,  no. 

Bill  read  the  second  and  third  times,  and  passed. 

ST.  LAWRENCE  NAVIGATION  AT  QUEBEC. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
159)  for  facilitating  the  navigation  of  the  River  St.  Law¬ 
rence,  in  and  near  tho  harbor  of  Quebec. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  Bill  affects  the 
charter  of  tho  harbor  commissioners  at  Quebec,  and  I 
move : 

That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  second  time,  but  that  it  be  read  the 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  negatived,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time, 
considered  in  committee,  reported  and  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills  were  severally  read  tho  second  time, 
considered  in  committee,  reported,  and  read  the  third  time 
and  passed  : 

Bill  (No.  160)  respecting  a  grant  of  land  to  the  Militia 
on  service  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West.— (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald.) 

Bill  (No.  162)  to  provide  a  salary  for  an  additional  County 
Court  Judge  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba. — (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald.) 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee  to  consider  certain  proposed  resolutions  to  authorise 
tho  granting  the  subsidies  therein  mentioned  to  and  for  the 
parties,  railways  and  railway  companys  mentioned. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  would  be  perfectly 
idle  to  oppose  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  put  these 
resolutions  through  ;  but  at  the  same  time,  although  I  am 
not  going  to  oppose  them,  1  wish  to  say,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  not  only  must  they  be  passed  wholly  and  entirely  on 
the  i*esponsibility  of  the  Government,  but  I  desire  to  renew 
a  protest  I  made  last  night  against  the  introduction  of 
measures  of  this  kind  at  the  present  stage  of  the  Session. 
These  various  grants  which  are  proposed  may  be  good  or 
may  bo  bad.  They  may  open  up  very  valuable  districts ; 
they  may  give  important  commercial  facilities  to  important 
classes  of  the  community;  or  they  may  be  of  precisely  an 
opposite  character.  They  may  be  roads  which  are  of  no 
real  value  to  any  one  but  a  few  interested  parties; 
they  may  be  roads  which  run  through  districts, 
which  will  not  repay  the  expenditure  ;  they  may 
involve  this  country  in  heavily-increased  expendi¬ 
ture.  We  cannot  tell;  we  do  not  know;  we  possess 
no  information.  I  do  not  profess  to  know  anything  about 
the  great  majority  of  these  proposals  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  makes.  I  am  sure  the  House,  in  the  aggregate,  does 
not  know,  and  I  have  the  strongest  suspicion  that  members 
of  the  Government  do  not  know,  with  the  exception  of  one 
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or  two  members,  who  may  be  specially  concerned  with  those 
localities,  more  about  it  than  I  do  or  the  House  does.  More¬ 
over,  I  have  observed  that  in  a  great  many  of  these  propo¬ 
sals  which  have  been  brought  down  from  time  to  time,  no 
proper  precautions  seem  to  have  been  taken  to  ascertain 
whether  they  would  go  on  or  not.  The  Government  do 
not  seem  to  have  assured  themselves  that  these  grants, 
when  made,  will  be  taken  advantage  of  by  solvent  com¬ 
panies,  or  by  individuals  of  sufficient  means  to  construct 
these  roads.  We  have  had  no  information  ;  we  are  not 
likely  to  get  any  information  of  any  consequence,  as  to  the 
chances  of  trade  being  developed  by  them.  There  are  not 
more  than  one-third  of  tho  members  of  the  House  present, 
and  yet  we  have  propositions  brought  down,  involving 
grants  of  aid  to  nineteen  railways,  seventeen  in  the  list 
before  us  and  two  provided  for  by  the  Supplementary  Esti¬ 
mates.  These  roads  are  scattered  over  a  very  wide  extent 
of  country.  They  do  not  seem  to  have  been  proposed  on 
any  particular  system  or  scheme,  that  I  can  see.  As 
I  have  said,  it  is  quite  impossible  to  judge,  unless 
we  devote  many  days  to  the  task,  of  the  merits  of 
each  of  these  particular  schemes.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  I  were  permitted  to  put  the  First  Minister  in  the 
box,  whatever  tho  Minister  of  Eailways  may  know,  it  would 
appear  that  the  First  Minister  is  not  one  whit  better 
informed  than  I  am  myself,  as  to  tho  bearings  or  aspects  of 
most  of  these  propositions.  As  to  what  their  political  value 
may  be,  I  dare  say  he  could  pass  a  good  examination  on 
that  point,  but  as  to  tho  nature  of  the  country  through 
which  they  will  pass,  the  extent  of  trade  they  will  develop, 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  ignorant,  and  I  think, 
entirely  indifferent.  Moreover,  there  is  another  fact  to  bo 
borne  in  mind.  I  will  not  undertake  to  say,  from  my  own 
knowledge,  but  it  has  been  stated  again  and  again,  and  the 
surrounding  circumstances  have  lent  color  to  it,  that  in  a 
good  many  cases  the  charters  of  these  roads,  to  which  the 
Government  have  given  grants,  have  got  into  the  hands  of 
private  individuals  or  corporations,  which  have  trafficked  in 
them  and  made  a  profit  out  of  them,  tho  original  parties 
having  no  honest  intention  of  building  tho  railways;  but 
these  parties  got  the  Government  grants  and  charters  as  a 
means  of  making  profit  out  of  i  hem  for  their  personal  advan¬ 
tage.  T  say  that  for  all  this  the  Government  must  be  hold 
responsible.  The  only  mitigating  circumstance  I  can  think 
of  is,  that  in  a  great  many  of  these  cases,  in  a  very  consid¬ 
erable  number  of  them,  the  roads  will  not  be  prosecuted  at 
all,  and  if  any  profit  is  mado  it  will  bo  made  merely  in  the 
way  I  have  said.  I  repeat  again  that  I  think  it  very 
unlortunate  and  mischievous  that  the  dicsussion  of  questions 
involving  directly  a  couple  of  millions  of  dollars,  and  involv¬ 
ing  indirectly  many  millions  more,  should  be  put  off  until 
a  lew  moments  before  the  close  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Eenfrew).  I  do  not  rise  to  oppose  the  reso¬ 
lutions,  because,  from  my  knowledge  of  certain  of  the  roads, 
I  believe  they  are  deserving  of  the  aid  that  the  Government 
is  giving  them;  and  having  more  confidence  in  the  Admin¬ 
istration  than  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  I 
believe  the  other  roads,  of  which  I  have  no  personal  know¬ 
ledge,  are  also  deserving  of  the  consideration  extended  to 
them  by  these  resolutions.  I  regret  to  say  there  are  cer¬ 
tain  other  roads  that  have  made  application  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  aid  which  have  not  received  that  support  which  I 
believe  they  Bhould  have  received.  I  speak  now  with 
respect  to  the  application  made  by  the  Kingston  and  Pem¬ 
broke  Eailway  Company,  for  the  extension  of  their  line  from 
Eenfrew  to  Eganville.  That  application  was  supported 
by  petitions  from  the  several  municipalities  in  South  Een¬ 
frew,  and  also  from  one  municipality  in  the  riding  which  I 
represent.  The  country  which  that  road  would  opon  out  is 
one  possessing  mineral  and  agricultural  resources  of  a 
valuable  character,  and  it  seems  to  me,  if  this  road  were 


pushed  through  the  section  in  question,  a  valuable  tract  of 
country  would  be  opened  up,  and  especially  mineral 
resources  developed.  It  is  therefore  a  matter  of  regret  to 
me  that  while  the  Government  have  dealt  liberally  with 
the  grants  to  othor  enterprises,  they  have  not  seen  fit  to 
grant  the  application  made  by  the  Kingston  and  Pembroke 
Eailway,  supported  by  the  municipalities  to  which  I  have 
referred.  I  venture  to  express  the  hope  that  the  Minister 
of  Eailways  will,  at  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  propose 
to  grant  aid  to  this  enterprise. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  quito  true  what  tho  hon.  gentleman 
has  said,  that  that  road  would  open  up  a  valuable  section  of 
country.  It  is  quite  true,  also,  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  to  aid  railways,  and  local  railways,  to  a  certain  extent. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  this  is  not  the  only  road  to 
which  we  have  had  to  refuse  a  grant ;  and  I  hope  that  at 
some  future  time  we  may  fee  able  to  carry  out  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  desire.  The  policy  of  tho  Government  has  been 
well  explained  by  the  First  Minister.  From  tho  time 
the  First  Minister  took  office  until  now,  the  Gov- 
ernmem  have  pushed  with  vigor  and  energy  all 
the  railway  enterprises  of  the  country.  We  have 
dono  that  as  strictly  as  we  could,  but  in  1882  wo 
felt  there  was  something  remaining  to  be  done,  and  we 
took  into  consideration  local  roads  of  importance;  and,  as 
was  stated  yesterday,  when  the  Provinces  were  unable  to 
do  that  work,  although  they  were  interested  in  local  roads, 
we  felt  that  it  was  the  duty  of  tho  House  to  aid  them.  Wo 
felt  that  while  it  was  tho  duty  of  the  Provinces  to  opon  up 
ordinary  roads,  for  tho  purpose  of  developing  tho  newer 
sections  of  the  country,  it  was  better  for  this  Government 
to  take  in  hand,  as  far  as  possible,  the  general  railway 
interests  of  this  country — those  great  interests  which  must 
contribute  largely  to  the  Dominion  Government.  In  1882 
we  grantod  $1,508,000  for  tho  opening  of  local  roads 
throughout  the  country.  In  1883  we  granted  $2,138,400, 
which  has  done  a  great  deal  of  good.  In  1884  there  was 
granted  $2,891,600  for  tbeso  purposes.  Tho  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  has  included  roads  in  his  estimate  for  which  $ l  has 
not  been  gi’anted  over  aod  above  tho  amount  granted  to 
them  last  year.  The  total  nutnbor  of  roads  to  which  there 
are  new  grants  this  year  is  fourteen,  and  the  total  amount 
of  money  is  less  than  it  was  in  1882,  and  less  than  it 
was  in  1883  and  1884.  I  am  sorry  that  I  have 
beon  obliged  to  curtail  so  much  in  regard  to  these  grants, 
because  1  believe  that  it  would  bo  in  tho  intei’ests  of  the 
country  to  do  much  more  than  we  are  doing.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  he  fears  this  money  will  not  do 
that  good  we  anticipated  ;  that  a  good  deal  of  it  will  bo 
wasted.  The  hon.  gentleman  need  have  no  fear  on  that 
point.  This  money  is,  after  all,  but  a  small  proportion  of 
the  cost  of  these  railways ;  it  is  really  about  enough  to 
furnish  the  rails,  and  if  we  were  able  to  give  even  a  little 
more  aid  to  these  roads,  we  would  be  doing  a  good  thing  for 
the  business  of  this  country.  I  say  we  can  never  come  to 
the  position  we  should  occupy  until  this  country  is  opened 
up  by  railways,  and  that  cannot  be  done  simply  by  private 
enterprise. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  (Eenfrew).  I  may  say  that  a  deputation 
came  down  here  the  other  day,  and  saw  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Eailways,  with  reference  to  the  continuation  of  the  Kingston 
and  Pembroke  Eailway  to  Eganvillo.  Ho  told  tho  deputa¬ 
tion  then,  that  probably  something  would  be  done,  but  when 
I  saw  him  later,  he  told  me  that  nothing  could  bo  dono  this 
year,  but  that  ho  would  try  to  have  something  done  next 
year.  Tho  road  is  a  level  road,  easy  of  construction  ;  it  will 
not  cost  a  great  deal,  and  the  municipalities  are  prepared  to 
grant  a  small  bonus  towards  it,  and  if  wo  can  get  a 
subsidy  from  tho  Government,  along  with  what  money  the 
company  will  put  in,  I  think  we  would  be  able  to  give  the 
road  a  start. 
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Mr.  ORTON.  I  am  not  inclined  to  criticise  unfavorably 
the  course  which  has  been  taken  by  the  Government  in 
reference  to  these  railways.  I  believe  that  some  of  the 
roads  which  have  applied  for  and  have  not  received  grants, 
such  as  the  Ontario  Western  Pacific  road,  deserve  some 
assistance  from  the  Government.  But  it  is  not  so  muchwith 
reference  to  that  that  I  rise,  but  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  importance  of  giving  such  aid  to  railways 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  as  will  secure  their  con¬ 
struction.  Now,  although  grants  of  land  have  been  made 
to  the  South-Western  Bailway,  the  North-Western  and 
other  roads,  it  is  a  well  known  fact  that  there  is  great  diffi¬ 
culty  in  obtaining  money  by  selling  bonds  or  otherwise  for 
the  construction  of  those  roads.  I  regret  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  not  also  taken  power,  in  the  case  of  the  failure  of 
these  roads  in  obtaining  money,  that  they  should  get  aid  in 
some  other  shape,  either  by  guaranteeing  the  bonds  or 
otherwise.  The  importance  of  those  roads  to  this  country 
cannot  bo  over-estimated.  In  southern  Manitoba,  and  in 
that  part  of  the  North-West  south  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway,  there  is  one  of  the  most  magnificent 
portions  of  the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada  for  agri¬ 
cultural  purposes,  and  a  large  number  of  enterprising 
and  well-to-do  sottlers.  So  far,  however,  those  investments 
have  been  profitless,  and  the  settlers  there  are,  as  it  were, 
driven  almost  to  desperation.  This  very  year,  I  know,  a 
large  area  of  ground  has  been  sown  in  that  district,  in  the 
hope  that  they  would  secure  railway  accommodation  to 
carry  out  the  grain  of  this  season.  Sir,  if  the  grant  of  land 
is  not  sufficient  to  fill  that  object,  the  Government  of 
Canada  will  bo  censured,  and  perhaps  with  some  reason,  for 
not  having  insured  railway  accommodation  to  the  poople  of 
that  country  during  the  present  season, 

Mr.  PATEBSON  (Brant).  We  have  heard  from  the 
Minister  of  Bailways  that  it  has  been  the  settled  policy  of 
the  Government,  since  1882,  to  aid  in  the  development  of 
the  country,  as  far  as  possible,  by  aiding  local  roads  in  the 
public  interest,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  is  sorry 
that  he  cannot  do  more  this  year.  Why  has  the  Minister 
found  it  necessary  to  curtail  in  this  direction  ?  The 
Government  have  given  no  indication  that  they  are  impo¬ 
verished  or  unable  to  aid  in  public  enterprises  of  this  kind. 
I  would  also  ask  what  amount  of  good  has  been  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  grants  which  have  been  given  since  1882  ? 
How  many  miles  of  railway  have  been  built,  as  the  result 
of  these  grants,  and  in  what  Provinces  and  counties  have 
these  roads  been  constructed  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Wo  felt  it  necessary  to  curtail,  because,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  there  has  been  an  extraordinary 
expenditure  this  year.  He  also  knows  that  the  condition 
of  all  those  grants  was  that  the  roads  should  be  begun 
within  two  years.  Hardly  more  than  two  years  have 
elapsed  since  the  grants  woro  made,  and  a  good  many  of 
those  roads  have  got  fairly  under  way  ;  but  1  am  sorry  to 
say  I  cannot  give  the  exact  number  of  miles. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  Houso  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committeo.) 

To  the  Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Rail¬ 
way  and  Bridge  Company,  for  a  line  of  rail¬ 
way  from  Ottawa  to  Waddington,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding 
in  the  whole .  $166,400 

Mr.  POPE.  This  road  is  a  very  important  road,  running 
from  Ottawa  to  the  St.  Lawrence  Biver,  with  an  extension 
for  several  miles  up  the  Gatineau  Biver,  and  when  built  it 
will  be  the  shortest  road  to  New  York.  It  runs  through  a 
splendid  country,  which  is  well  settled,  and  it  will  accom¬ 
modate  a  great  many  people. 

Mr.  Campbell  (Renfrew). 


To  the  New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island 
Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Sackville  to  the  Straits  of  Northumberland, 
at  or  near  Cape  Tormentine,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in 
the  whole .  $118,400 

Mr.  PATEBSON  (Brant).  Is  this  a  now  project  alto¬ 
gether  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  road  has  been  subsidised  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  is  an  absolute  necessity  to 
provide  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  with  connection 
with  the  Intercolonial  Bailway.  It  is  a  new  project,  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned. 

To  the  Brockville,  Westport  and  Sault  Ste.  Mario 
Railway  Company,  for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Brockville  to  Westport,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
$3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole.. ..$128, 000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Was  any  of  this  road  built? 

Mr.  POPE.  No;  it  is  a  new  project.  The  line  runs  into 
a  mining  country,  where  there  are  many  sottlers,  and  also 
through  a  fine  lumber  region.  At  the  terminus  there  is  a 
village  of  about  1,200  inhabitants,  and  several  villages  along 
the  line,  which  have  no  outlet. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  not  parallel,  of  course, 
with  the  Canada  Contral.  In  what  direction  from  Brockville 
does  it  run  ?  How  wide  apart  are  the  two  roads,  say  from 
Westport  ? 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  I  may  say  that  the  road  is  not 
parallel  with  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  at  all.  The  Canada  Cen¬ 
tral  runs  almost  north  from  Brockville,  and  this  road  will 
run  in  a  north  westorly  direction.  At  Westport,  I  suppose, 
they  would  bo  30  or  40  miles  apart. 

To  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company, 
fora  line  of  railway  from  its  junction  on  the 
North  Shore  Railway  to  St.  Raymond,  upon  con¬ 
dition  of  the  company  extending  their  road  to  a 
point  50  miles  north  of  St.  Raymond,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $3,200  per  miles,  nor  exceeding  in 
the  whole... . . «..<■ . . .  $96,000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  This  road  is  partly  built,  is  it 
not  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  SCBIYER.  Is  not  this  an  addition  to  another  subsidy 
already  granted  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  for  a  portion  of  the  line  that  was  not 
subsidised. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant),  is  there  a  probability  of  its 
being  completed  the  whole  distance,  to  Lake  St.  John  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  a  probability  that  this  subsidy  will 
enable  the  company  to  complete  it.  This  is  through  the 
hardest  part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  much  more  will  have  to 
be  built  after  the  point  mentioned  here  is  reached  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think  about  70  miles  more. 

To  the  Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Railway 
Company,  for  a  line  of  railway  from  Brosseaus 
to  Dundee,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $500  per 
mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole.. .  $30,000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Does  not  this  look  like  a 
local  enterprise — $500  a  mile  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  road  is  very  well  advanced,  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr.  Scriver)  can  tell  all 
about  it. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  It  is  in  operation,  and  has  been  for 
somo  time. 

Mr.  POPE.  Well,  we  will  strike  it  out. 
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Mr.  SCRIYER.  It  would  not  hurt  me  very  much  if  it 
were  struck  out.  I  was  not  a  party  to  asking  for  the 
grant.  I  do  not  know  the  prinpiple  on  woich  $500  is 
granted  to  the  Champlain  Junction  Railway  and  three 
times  that  amount  to  the  Canada  Atlantic.  They  both 
traverse  the  same  country,  one  running  north  and  south, 
and  the  other  east  and  west.  I  find  no  fault,  but  I  do  not 
understand  the  principle  on  which  the  discrimination  was 
made. 

To  the  Thunder  Bay  Colonisation  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  for  a  line  of  railway  from  the  Murillo 
station  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the 
east  end  of  Whitefish  Lake,  a  subsidy  not  exceed¬ 
ing  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole.  $92,000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  length  of  road  will 
this  be  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Twenty-nine  miles. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Anything  done  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No.  It  runs  through  a  mining  country. 

To  the  Central  Ontario  Railway  Company,  for  a 
line  of  railway  from  Coe  Hill  or  Rathburn,  to 
Bancroft,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $3,200  per 
mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole . $64,000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  This  is  a  road  which  has 
received  no  aid  hitherto. 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  at  all.  It  is  to  extend  it. 

To  the  Belleville  and  North  Hastings  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  for  a  line  of  railway  from  the  village 
oi  Madoc  to  the  junction  with  the  Central 
Ontario  Railway  at  Eldorado,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $1,500  per  mile,  nor  exceeding 
in  the  whole . $10,600 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  will  bring  Belleville  in 
connection  with  the  Central  Ontario. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  With  reference  to  the  sub¬ 
sidy  to  a  railway  from  Long  Sault  to  the  foot  of  Lake  Temis- 
camingue,  is  that  a  continuation  of  the  road  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No;  this  is  to  overcome  a  rapid  of  the  river. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  What  proportion  does  this  increased 
subsidy  to  the  Napanee  andTamworth  and  Quebec  Railway 
Company  bear  to  the  former  one  7 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  no  increase  of  subsidy,  but  the  dis¬ 
tance  is  a  little  shorter. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  suppose  changing  the  sub¬ 
sidies  will  give  the  companies  two  years  from  now  to  build 
the  roads,  instead  of  their  forfeiting  their  charters,  as  they 
would  have  done  under  previous  grants. 

Mr.  POPE.  So  far  as  these  increases  are  concerned,  all 
the  roads  will  he  completed  within  the  two  years,  except 
one,  and  the  time  of  that  will  be  extended.  That  is  the 
Gatineau  Railway* 

Resolutions  reported,  and  read  the  second  time  and  con¬ 
curred  on. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  No.  (164) 
to  authorise  the  granting  of  the  subsidies  therein 
mentioned  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  certain  railways. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  Bill  read  the  first  and  second  times, 
considered  in  committee,  reported,  and  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

THE  LATE  COLONEL  WILLIAMS. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
be  pleased  to  know  that  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  representing 
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our  feelings,  have  ordered  a  floral  wreath  to  be  sent  to  lie 
on  the  coffin  of  our  dear  friend  Colonel  Williams,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  your  action  will  meet  with  the  universal  con¬ 
sent  and  approval  of  the  House. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— PROROGATION. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  now  in  a  position  to  state  when  we  may  expect 
prorogation  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ido  not  think  we  shall 
meet  again  until  to-morrow  afternoon,  and  we  shall  meet 
to-morrow  simply  to  receive  Messages  from  the  Senate.  No 
proceedings  will  be  taken  up  in  this  House  of  any  kind, 
except  the  transmission  of  Messages  from  one  House  to  the 
other,  and  it  is  proposed,  if  the  state  of  public  business  will 
allow  it,  that  the  House  should  be  prorogued  on  Monday,  at 
2  o’clock. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  it  not  possible 
to-morrow  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MA.CDONALD.  1  have  consulted  the 
leader  of  the  Senate,  and  he  tells  me  it  will  not  be  possible. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  At  any  rate,  our  work 
is  now  closed  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  the  House 
that  I  have  received  the  following  letter  : — 

“Ottawa,  17th  July,  1885. 

“Sir, — I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  His  Excellency  the 
Governor  General  will  proceed  to  the  Senate  Chamber  to  prorogue  the 
Session  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  on  Monday,  the  20th  instant,  at  2 
o’clock  p.m. 

“I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

“  Your  obedient  servant, 

“Charles  J.  Jones, 

“/or  the  Governor  General'  s  Secretary. 

“  The  Honorable 

“  The  Speaker  of  The  House  of  Commons.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  when  the 
House  adjourns,  it  stand  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  aQ half¬ 
past  one  o’clock. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  5:55  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Ottawa,  18th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

MEMBERS’  INDEMNITY. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  desire  to  ask  the  First  Minister  if  any¬ 
thing  has  been  done  towards  the  payment  of  certain  mem¬ 
bers  who  have  been  unavoidably  absent  for  some  time  this 
Session  on  account  of  sickness,  I  mean  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Haldimand 
(Mr.  Thompson).  Both  these  gentlemen  have  been  unwell 
for  some  time,  though  they  endeavored  to  remain,  and  did 
remain,  in  attendance,  when  they  were  quite  unfit,  for  some 
weeks,  attending  to  their  parliamentary  duties. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is,  perhaps,  a  great 
deal  in  what  the  bon.  gentleman  says.  The  subject  was 
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alluded  to  yesterday,  I  think,  in  regard  to  these  members. 
The  bon.  gentleman  has  only  mentioned  two,  but  there  was 
also  Mr.  Gaudet,  who  broke  his  leg.  Under  present  cir¬ 
cumstances,  it  is  impossible  that  there  should  be  a  vote  of 
Parliament  on  the  subject,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  will  vote  the  money  next  Session,  and  possibly  there 
may  be  a  means  found,  between  now  and  the  next  Session, 
for  the  Government  to  anticipate  the  certain  vote  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  its  favor,  and  to  act  accordingly. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  understand  that  the 
state  of  public  business  is  such  that  there  will  be  really  no 
necessity  for  our  meeting  again  to-day.  For  fear  of  acci¬ 
dents,  as  tho  House  will  be  prorogued  at  two  o’clock  on 
Monday,  we  had  better  meet  here  on  that  day  at  twelve, 
because  I  have  the  recollection  that  on  one  occasion,  by 
our  thinking  the  business  was  all  disposed  of,  the  Governor 
General  of  the  day  had  to  wait  three  hours  in  the  room  of 
the  Speaker  of  the  Senate,  while  the  two  Houses  were  set 
tling  a  matter.  I,  therefore,  move,  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  to-day,  it  stand  adjourned  until  Monday  at  twelve 
o’clock. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OFFICIAL  EE  POET  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  There  is  one  matter  which  I 
think  has  not  been  fairly  dealt  with.  That  is,  the  type¬ 
writers.  The  type-writers  get  $2  a  day.  The  Hansard 
reporters  get  large  salaries.  I  bring  the  matter  before  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  I  think  it  is  a  shame  that 
these  men  should  get  the  small  sum  of  $2  a  day.  I  think 
they  are  equally  hard  worked  with  the  reporters.  I  bring 
the  matter  before  the  notice  of  the  Government  and  the 
House. 

Motion  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  agreed  to,  and  House 
adjourned  at  2:15.  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  20th  July,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  12  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

OMISSION  FEOM  THE  DEBATES . 

Mr.  PAINT,  I  wish  to  make  a  reference  to  an  omis¬ 
sion  in  the  Hansard.  Am  I  in  order  in  doing  so  now  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE.  Yes. 

Mr,  PAINT.  In  the  Hansard  of  the  16th  inst.  some 
remarks  that  were  made  in  the  debate  on  the  vote  of 
$300,000  for  the  railway  from  Metapediac  towards  Paspe- 
biac  are  omitted.  There  were  some  remarks  made  by  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  and  also  from  this  side ; 
these  are  omitted.  Also,  in  connection  with  the  $250,000 
for  the  extension  of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway  to  Pictou 
harbor  from  Stellarton,  some  remarks  were  made  that  are 
also  omitted,  and,  I  judge,  a  good  deal  more. 

ilr.  TBOW.  I  may  say  that  if  there  was  anything 
omitted  from  the  Hansard  it  must  have  been  because  tho 
remarks  were  inaudible,  because,  as  a  rule,  the  reporters 
have  done  their  work  admirably.  I  do  not  suppose  that  in 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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the  whole  Dominion,  or  even  on  the  continent  of  America, 
there  are  men  who  can  do  better  work  than  the  staif  of  the 
Hansard. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PAINT,  I  am  not  making  any  charge  against  the 
Hansard  reporters.  None  are  so  deaf  as  those  who  will  not 
hear, 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  In  reference  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Eichmond  (Mr.  Paint),  about 
some  omission  in  the  Hansard,  I  may  state  that  I  have  just 
been  enquiring  in  the  Hansard  room,  and  it  appears  that 
some  members  of  the  Hansard  staff  have  left,  but  it  has 
been  arranged  that  their  note  books  will  be  sent  for  at 
once,  and  the  omission  supplied,  if  possible,  in  the  bound 
volume. 

EEMAEKS. 

Mr.  TEOW.  I  do  not  desire  to  intrude  upon  the  House, 
but  if  there  is  a  quiet  member  of  this  House,  I  think  it  is 
myself.  I  have  no  doubt  that  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  feel  quite 
relieved  at  our  approaching  departure.  Your  duties  have 
been  very  arduous,  and  so  have  been  those  of  your  assis¬ 
tant.  I  must  say  that  our  Speaker,  after  being  in  close 
communication  with  the  members  of  the  Opposition, 
probably  in  closer  communication  with  them  than  even  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  himself,  knowing  the  wishes  and 
wills  of  every  member  of  the  Opposition  almost  daily,  can 
depend  upon  a  universal  feeling  of  good  will  amongst  the 
members  of  the  Opposition.  I  know  that  they  say  that  he 
is  the  right  man  in  the  right  place,  no  matter  what  party 
is  in  power.  I  was  pleased  on  Saturday  to  see  the  healthy 
complexion  and  elasticity  and  activity  possessed  by  the 
First  Minister,  at  the  close  of  the  Session,  tho  long  and 
tedious  Session  that  we  have  had.  The  Fii  st  Minister  seemed 
to  be  better  in  health  than  he  was  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  and  I  hope  he  will  continue  to  be  possessed  of 
that  vigor  and  determination  which  he  now  has.  I  have  seen 
it  stated  somewhere  in  the  press  that  there  is  an  anxiety  on 
the  part  of  the  Opposition  that  he  should  leave — not  this  world 
of  tears  ;  we  never  anticipate  anything  of  that  kind;  we  hope 
it  will  be  a  long  time  before  he  will  be  called  away  from  us; 
but  we  hope  most  sincerly  that,  before  long,  he  will  change 
positions  with  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  That  is  all  the 
evil  we  wish  him.  I  was  very  much  pleased  at  the  conduct 
of  Sir  Eichard  Cartwright  this  Session,  for  the  reason  that, 
notwithstanding  the  ability  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his 
own  Department — and  I  think  our  friends  will  give  him 
credit  for  understanding  his  business  in  that  Department 
and  performing  it  satisfactorily—-!  know  there  were  several 
occasions  on  which  Sir  Eichard  Cartwright  could  have 
brought  him  to  task  on  financial  matters  ;  but  he  refrained 
from  doing  so,  and  I  think  he  is  entitled  to  some  credit  for 
the  toleration  he  gave  to  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Customs.  Our  next  friend,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
rather  pleases  me,  at  all  events,  in  the  way  he  has  every¬ 
thing  prepared.  Every  question  that  he  is  asked,  he  is  at 
all  times  ready  to  answer ;  or,  if  he  has  not  the  answer  in  his 
head  or  on  the  point  of  his  tongue,  he  has  his  little  volume 
beside  him,  and  that  is  opened  instantaneously,  and  very 
little  time  is  taken  in  answering  any  question  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Public  Works.  In  that  he  shows  a  good  example  to 
other  hon.  gentlemen,  and  I  might  mention,  without  being 
invidious,  the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  He  is  a  good  natured 
gentleman,  but  I  think  he  might  learn  a  lesson  from  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  on  that  subject,  and  I  am  sure  the 
result  would  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  House. 

Mr.  GEOFFEION.  Though  he  is  a  Pope,  he  is  not 
infallible. 

Mr.  TEOW.  The  Minister  of  Militia  rather  astonished 
me,  and,  I  have  no  doubt,  astonished  the  country,  by  the 
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manner  in  which  he  has  dealt  with  this  bloody  war,  the 
manner  in  which  he  brought  his  troops  into  the  field  and 
provided  for  them.  Considering  the  distance  they  had  to 
travel,  the  route  not  being  thoroughly  prepared  for  them, 
and  the  expedition  with  which  he  forwarded  them  to  the 
North-West  and  made  provision  for  them,  we  must  all  agree 
that  his  duties  must  have  taxed  his  energies  to  the  utmost; 
and  he  has  shown  a  great  deal  of  executive  ability  in  per¬ 
forming  the  services  he  has  performed.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  necessary  to  go  all  round  the  Ministers.  The  Postmaster 
General  is  an  old  friend  of  mine.  We  live  near  each  other, 
and  I  think  he  is  improving.  At  all  events,  I  do  not  think 
he  has  an  enemy  in  the  House.  As  for  our  friend  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Inland  Revenue,  if  he  would  express  himself  with  a 
little  more  vim  and  determination  it  would  be  better  for 
the  House,  but  we  have  all  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
is  sincere  and  honest  in  his  intentions.  The  Session  has 
been  unusually  long,  and  some  allege  that  it  is  owing  to  the 
unnecessary  amount  of  discusion  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition  on  the  Franchise  Bill.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  altogether  due  to  that.  The  measure  was 
one  that  was  very  objectionable,  one  that  the  First 
Minister  has  had  on  his  mind  for  sixteen  or  eighteen 
years,  and  some  features  of  the  Bill  were  extremely 
objectionable.  The  measure  has  been,  to  a  great  extent, 
remodelled,  and  is  better  now  than  it  was  at  the  out¬ 
set.  Of  course,  now,  the  revising  officers  are  to  be 
judges,  and  they  have  their  reputation  to  sustain,  and  it  will 
be  a  different  thing  from  appointing  an  outsider,  even  if  he 
is  a  barrister  of  five  years’  standing.  The  Indian  clauses 
were  also  very  objectionable.  The  plea  of  the  members  of  j 
the  Ministry  and  their  supporters  was  that  the  franchise  { 
was  to  be  uniform,  but  that  has  been  abolished,  and  it  is  not 
a  uniform  franchise,  because  the  Government  have  yielded 
to  their  friends  from  British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward 
Island.  I  think  the  Session,  on  the  whole,  has  been  rather 
satisfactory.  No  doubt,  like  all  previous  Sessions,  we  have 
added  to  the  indebtedness  of  the  country,  but  probably  that 
is  unavoidable.  Our  indebtedness  now  amounts  to  nearly 
$300,000,000,  and  I  think  we  have  some  very  doubtful 
assets,  and  a  great  number  of  these  should  be  struck  off  the 
list  as  uncollectable  or  unremunerative.  I  have  no  doubt 
the  hon.  gentlemen  are  glad  to  see  the  Session  brought 
to  a  close,  but  if  the  measures  of  the  last  week  had 
been  brought  down  earlier  in  the  Session,  and  some  time 
had  been  given  for  their  thorough  investigation,  it  would 
have  been  more  satisfactory.  The  Government  have  seen 
now  that  it  is  the  determination  of  the  Opposition,  no 
matter  at  what  stage  of  the  Session  important  measures  are 
brought  down,  to  discuss  them  thoroughly ;  and  no  doubt 
that  will  prolong  the  Session  if  those  measures  are  not 
brought  down  at  an  early  date.  For  many  weeks  this 
Session  we  were  doing  very  little.  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  acknowledge,  I  think  the  First  Minister  has 
already  acknowledged,  the  assistance  received,  in  all  mea¬ 
sures  brought  down,  from  the  leader  of  the  Opnosition. 
That  hon.  gentleman  is  indefatigable  in  his  determination, 
no  matter  how  crude  a  measure  is,  to  get  that  measure 
perfected,  though  he  is  not  always  responsible  for  its  per¬ 
fection  or  imperfection.  If  he  can  do  any  good  he  is  always 
ready  to  do  it.  His  labors  this  Session  have  been  very 
severe,  and,  at  its  close,  he  felt  very  ill,  or  possibly  he 
would  have  been  here  to-day. 

PAUPER  TURKISH  IMMIGRANTS. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  a  question  in  regard  to  a  vessel  which  is  said  to  have 
arrived  with  pauper  immigrants — I  think  they  are  Turks] 
They  landed  at  Riviere  du  Loup,  I  think,  on  Friday.  It  is 
reported  in  one  of  the  Montreal  papers  that  there  were  some 
fifty  immigrants,  and  that  they  are  in  destitute  circumstances,  1 


and  a  subscription  is  being  raised  to  support  them  immedi¬ 
ately  on  their  arrival.  Has  the  Minister  any  knowledge  of 
their  arrival  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No  ;  I  have  not  seen  anything  of  the  kind. 
I  have  asked  every  one  of  my  friends  about  the  matter  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded,  and  if  there  had  been 
fifty  destitute  Turks  I  think  I  should  have  heard  of  it.  Did 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  they  landed  at  Riviere  du  Loup  ? 

Mr.  TROW.  Yes. 

Mr.  POPE.  He  must  be  mistaken,  because  no  immigrants 
are  landed  at  Riviere  du  Loup. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  showed  the  hon.  gentleman  the  paper. 
PROROGATION. 

A  Message  from  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General, 
by  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  : 

Mr.  Speaker, — His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  desires  the 
immediate  attendance  of  your  hon.  House  in  the  Chamber  of  the  hon. 
the  Senate. 

Accordingly,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  House,  went  up  to 
the  Senate. 

IN  THE  SENATE  CHAMBER. 

His  Excellency  was  pleased  to  give,  in  Her  Majesty’s 
name,  the  Royal  Assent  to  the  following  Bills  :  — 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Alberta  and  Athabaska  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  of  Canada. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  incorporating  the  Richelieu  Navi¬ 
gation  Company  and  the  Richelieu  and  Ontario  Navigation  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  sections  of  Acts  therein  mentioned,  relating  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Treasury  Board. 

An  Act  for  granting  certain  powers  to  the  Dominion  Grange  Mutual 
Fire  Insurance  Association. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  West  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Railway 
Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railway 
and  Navigation  Company. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  George  Bradford  Cox. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  intituled  :  “  An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
employment  without  the  walls  of  the  Common  Gaols  of  prisoners  sen¬ 
tenced  to  imprisonment  therein.” 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  London  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Weights  and  Measures. 

An  Act  respecting  Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Ani¬ 
mals. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Fort  MacLeod  Ranche  Telegraph  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  respecting  “  The  Central  Prison  tor  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario.” 

An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Civil  Service  Acts  of  1882,  1883 
and  1884. 

An  Act  respecting  proof  of  entries  in  Books  of  Account  kept  by  officers 
of  the  Crown. 

An  Act  to  authorise  the  raising,  by  way  of  loan,  of  certain  sums  of 
money  for  the  Public  Service. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of  Canada  at  the 
Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition,  to  be  held  in  London  in  the  year  1886. 

An  Act  respecting  “The  Bank  of  British  Columbia.” 

An  Act  further  to  amend  “  The  Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882.” 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Inspection  of  Gas  and 
Gas  Meters. 

An  Act  respecting  Agricultural  Fertilisers. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  “  An  Act  for  the  better  Preservation  of  the 
Peace  in  the  vicinity  of  Public  Works,”  and  the  Acts  in  amendment 
thereof. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  an  Act  intituled,  “  An  Act  respecting 
offences  against  the  person.” 

An  Act  respecting  the  North-West  Mounted  Police  Force. 

An  Act  respecting  Canned  Goods. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  “The  General  Inspection  Act,  1874,”  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

An  Act  to  authorise  the  augmentation  of  the  North-West  Mounted 
Police. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  appointment  of  a  Harbor 
Master  at  the  Port  of  Halifax. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs  and  Agricultural 
Fertilisers. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  in  relation  to  the  Library  of  Parliament. 
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An  Act  to  authorise  the  grant  of  certain  Subsidies  in  land  for  the 
construction  of  the  Railways  therein  mentioned. 

An  Act  respecting  “  The  Liquor  License  Act,  1883  ” 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Drainage  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  “  The  Consolidated  Militia  Act  of  1883.” 

An  Act  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

An  Act  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  Claims  made  by  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  on  the  Dominion. 

An  Act  to  modify  the  application  of  “The  Consolidated  Insurance 
Act,  1877.” 

An  Act  to  authorise  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum  to  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the  Culling  and  Measuring 
of  Timber  in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec 

An  Act  to  amend  “  The  Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1883.” 

An  Act  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  immigration  into  Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  the  administration  of  Justice,  and  other  matters, 
in  the  North-West  Territories. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  to  provide  for  the  completion  and  successful  operation 
thereof. 

An  Act  to  authorise  the  granting  of  further  Subsidies  to  and  making 
further  provision  for  the  construction  and  efficient  operation  of  the 
Railways  therein  described. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to  Duties  of  Customs  and 
Excise. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  forty  sixth  Victoria,  chapter  nine,  intituled  ; 
“  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  salaries  and  superannuation  and  travelling 
allowances  of  certain  Judges  of  certain  Provincial  Courts.” 

An  Act  to  continue  fora  limited  time  the  Act  therein  mentioned. 

An  Act  for  facilitating  navigation  of  the  River  St  Lawrence,  in  and 
near  the  Harbor  of  Quebec, 

An  Act  to  provide  a  salary  for  an  additional  County  Court  Judge  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba. 

An  Act  to  authorise  the  granting  of  the  Subsidies  therein  mentioned 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  certain  Railways. 

An  Act  to  authorise  grants  of  land  to  members  of  the  Militia  Force 
lately  on  active  service  in  the  North-West. 

Then  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  addressed 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  as  follows  : — 

May  it  please  Your  Excellency  : 

The  Commons  of  Canada  have  voted  the  Supplies  required  to  enable 
the  Government  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Public  Service. 

In  the  name  of  the  Commons,  I  present  to  Your  Excellency  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Bills : — 

An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of  $1,700,000,  required 
for  defraying  certain  expenses  now  being  incurred  in  connection  with 
the  troubles  in  the  North-West  Territories. 

An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of  money  required 
for  defraying  certain  expenses  of  i he  Public  Service,  for  the  financial 
years  ending  respectively  the  30th  June,  1885,  and  the  30th  June,  1886, 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  the  Public  Service,  to  which  Bills  I 
humbly  request  Your  Excellency’s  assent 

To  these  Bills  the  Royal  Assent  was  signified  in  the 
following  words  : — 

In  Her  Majesty's  name,  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  thanks 
Her  Loyal  subjects,  accepts  their  benevolence,  and  assents  to  these 
Bills. 

After  which  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  was 
pleased  to  close  the  third  Session  of  the  fifth  Parliament  of 
the  Dominion  with  the  following  speech  : — 

Honorable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate : 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

I  desire  to  convey  to  you  my  beBt  thanks  for  the  diligence  with  which 
you  have  performed  your  duties  during  this  long  protracted  Session. 

It  has  been  in  many  respects  an  eventful  Session — in  none  more  so 
than  because  since  its  commencement  the  peaceful  progress  of  the 
Dominion,  unbroken  for  so  many  years,  has  been  interrupted  by  a  seri¬ 
ous  insurrectionary  outbreak  in  the  North-West  Territories. 

I  congratulate  you  upon  the  prompt  and  complete  suppression  of 
these  disorders  and  on  the  restoration  of  public  confidence  throughout 
the  regions  in  which  they  occurred. 

The  insurrection  has  been  encountered  by  the  military  force  of  the 
Dominion  under  Major  General  Middleton  in  a  manner  deserving  of  the 
highest  commendation. 

The  courage  which  our  citizen  soldiers  have  shown  in  the  face  of  a 
formidable  and  determined  enemy,  their  cheerful  endurance  of  privation 
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and  fatigue,  and  the  readiness  with  which  they  have  submitted  to 
sacrifices,  inevitable  whenever  a  force  composed  of  citizens  of  all  classes 
is  called  upon  to  relinquish  the  employments  of  civil  life,  reflects  the 
highest  credit  upon  them. 

I  am  gratified  that  both  Houses  of  Parliament  have  considered  the 
conduct  of  Major  General  Middleton  and  the  officers  and  men  under  his 
command  deserving  of  their  formal  thanks.  It  has  been  my  agreeable 
duty  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government  the  value 
of  the  services  which  have  been  thus  rendered  to  the  Empire. 

I  cannot  leave  this  subject  without  expressing  my  sorrow  that  the 
success  of  our  arms  should  have  been  purchased  at  the  cost  of  many  lives 
which  Canada  could  ill  afford  to  spare.  The  memory  of  those  who  have 
fallen,  either  on  the  field  or  from  sickness  contracted  during  their  service, 
will  be  gratefully  cherished  throughout  the  Dominion. 

It  affords  me  much  pleasure  to  acknowledge  the  prompt  action  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  in  taking  the  precautions  necessary  in 
order  to  prevent  any  co-operation  with  the  insurgents  from  their  frontiers. 

The  measure  for  the  adjustment  of  the  representation  of  the  people  in. 
Parliament  will  extend  the  franchise  to  numbers  who  have  not  hitherto 
enjoyed  the  right  of  voting  for  the  election  of  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  render  such  representation  free  from  frequent  changes 
by  the  unconcerted  action  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures. 

The  settlement  of  all  matters  in  discussion  betwen  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  that  of  Manitoba  will,  I  trust,  satisfy  the  expectations  of 
the  people  of  that  Province. 

The  Bill  regulating  the  influx  of  the  Chinese  people  into  Canada  will, 
1  doubt  not,  allay  the  feeling  of  discontent  in  relation  to  that  subjeot 
which  has  for  some  time  prevailed  in  British  Columbia. 

The  aid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  will  secure  the 
advantages  which  are  justly  expected  from  the  completion  of  that  great 
enterprise,  whilst  the  grants  in  land  and  money  to  other  railways  in 
various  portions  of  Canada  may  be  expected  to  accelerate  the  progress 
of  settlement,  and  augment  the  commerce  of  the  Dominion. 

The  ready  conversion  of  our  five  per  cent,  bonds,  which  have  recently 
matured,  into  four  per  cent,  securities,  and  the  success  of  the  loan  for 
four  millions  of  pounds  sterling,  lately  offered  in  the  London  market 
show  the  satisfactory  state  of  the  credit  of  Canada. 

I  congratulate  you  on  the  other  useful  measures,  both  of  a  public 
and  private  nature,  which  you  have  passed. 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

In  Her  Majesty's  name,  I  thank  you  for  the  Supplies  you  have  granted’ 
for  the  public  service. 

Honorable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  ; 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

The  readjustment  of  the  tariff  will  tend  to  increase  the  revenue  and 
enable  the  Government  to  meet  the  various  engagements  of  the  country. 

I  now,  with  reiterated  thanks,  relieve  you,  for  the  present,  from  your 
important  duties. 

The  Speaker  of  the  Senate  then  said  : 

Honorable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons : 

It  is  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General’s  will  and  pleasure,  that 
this  Parliament  be  prorogued  until  Saturday,  the  twenty-ninth  day  of 
August  next,  to  be  here  held,  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly 
prorogued  until  Saturday,  the  twenty-ninth  day  of  August  next 
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Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
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(vol.  iii). 
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495  (vol.  i). 

Rys.  in  the  County  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to 
County  Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  memorials,  59  (vol.  i). 
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Supply  : 
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(vol.  ii). 
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Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1398  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  676  (vol.  i). 

Amyot,  Mr.  G.,  Bellechasse. 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition,  on  M.  for  copy  of 
Cor.  between  Govt,  and  High  Com.  (Amt.)  30G 
(vol.  i). 
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Amyot,  Mr.  G. — Continued. 

Cholera,  precautions  against  (Ques.)  568  (vol,  i). 

Dom.  Subsidies  to  the  Provinces  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
303  (vol.  i). 
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for  copies  of  Cor.)  825  (vol.  ii). 
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34,  N.  76)  504  (vol.  i). 
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(vol.  i). 

Plant,  J.  B.,  of  St.  Charles,  Claim  of  (M.  for  copies*) 
147  (vol.  i). 

Postage  Privileges,  Extension  of,  to  Local  Govt.  (Ques.) 
289  (vol.  i). 
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(vol.  i). 
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2318  ;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2433  (vol.  iii)  ;  on 
M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064 
(vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070,  1086;  (Amt.)  1090; 
on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1332;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  88)  1334; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1331  (vol.  ii). 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memo* 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  588  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  793  (vol.  ii). 

Auger,  Mr.  M.»  Shefford. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (  Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  M.  for  3°,  1061  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1238-1241  ;  in  Com.,  “  usufructuary,”  1452,  1456, 
1458  ;  “  tenant  ”  (Amt.)  1482  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian) 
1543;  “  actual  value,”  1597,  1606  (vol.  iii)  ;  “quali¬ 
fications  in  towns  and  cities,”  1987,  1995  ;  “  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2068  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2296  (vol.  iii). 

Holland,  Messrs.  Geo.  and  Andrew,  services  as  Beport- 
ers,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Infoctious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1068,  1070,  1079,  1091  ; 
on  Amt;  (Mr.  Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  M.  for  3°,  1323 
(vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  regulations  directing  License  Fund 
under  (Ques.)  76  (vol.  i). 

Official  Keporters  of  Debates,  employment  of,  during 
recess  (Ques.)  76  (vol.  i) 


Bain,  Mr.  T.,  North  Wentworth. 

Adulteration  of  Focd,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2469,  (vol.  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  on  M. 
for  2°,  2478  ;  in  Com.,  2479-2483  (vol.  iii). 

Cherrier,  George  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga, 
dismissal  of  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Boad,  Sale  of,  by 
Govt.  (M.  for  copies  of  papers,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  erection  of  (Ques.)  290 
(vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1535  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1709-1712  (vol.  ii) ;  1776-1779;  “man¬ 
hood  suffrage,”  1952-1954;  (Amt.)  1993  ;  “  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2052,  2062  (vol.  iii)  ;  2758  (vol.  iv)  ;  “  registra¬ 
tion  of  voters,”  2252,  2280,  2289  ;  “  officers  and 
duties,”  2356  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Cos - 
tigan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1310, 1313  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  2554  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  M.  for 
3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 

Muskoka  Lakes  and  Biver  Severn  Canal  System  (Ques.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1035 
(vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  2833-2838,  2839,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  791  (vol.  ii). 

Wood  Supply  to  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa  (Ques.)  1387 
(vol.  ii). 

Baker,  Mr.  E.  C.,  Victoria,  B.C. 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  (Ques.)  470 
(vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.,  (B.  67,  1°)  246  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  963  (vol.  ii). 

(Jhinese  Immigration  Bestriction  B.  156  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  3013-3022  ;  in  Qom.,  3023, 
3050  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
3024  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1119,  1121,  1124-1129;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m. 
h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1282  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.  C.,  names,  &c.  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1442  (vol  ii). 

Collection  of  Bevenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.,  on  cone.,  3371  (vol.  iv). 

Deep-water  Fisheries  off  coast  of  B.C.  (Ques.)  3073 
(vol.  iv). 

Discovery  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  on  (Ques.)  479 
(vol.  i). 

Dom.  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  Length  of  (Ques.)  743  ;  sub* 
stitution  of  Granite  for  Sandstone  (Ques.)  743  (vol,  i). 


INDEX. 


Baker,  Mr.  E.  C. — Continued. 

Fisheries  Inspector,  B.C.,  name  and  date  of  appoint, 
ment  (Ques.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Chinese)  1587  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
2015  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  By.,  on  M. 

for  Bet.  (correction)  79  (vol.  i). 

Immigrants  settled  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  189  (vol.  i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2834  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Can.  and 
B.C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  870  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Beserve  Lands  in  B.C.,  purchase  of  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  &c.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  B.C.,  establishment  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3423  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2936;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Masters  and  Matos,  Examination  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (vol.  iv). 

Militia,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiary  in  B.C.,  suspension  of  Buies,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  824  (vol.  ii). 

Postal  Bevenuo  at  Vic.,  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 
Public  Beservos  and  “  fore  shore  ”  rights  in  B.C.  (M. 
for  Bet.)  703  (vol.  i). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916,  2920,  3386  (vol. 
iv). 

Satuma  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Sir  James  Douglas,  steamer,  Bepairs  to,  &c.  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cji\)  831  (vol.  ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  {Mr. 

McLelan )  on  prop.  Bes.  and  in  Corn.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 
Superior  Court  Judges,  Quebec,  B.  161  {Sir  John  A. 

Macdonald)  on  prop.  Bes.,  3375  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Dominion  Exhibition)  1027 
(vol.  ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Chinese  Immigration  Rep.)  3241  (vol.  iv). 
Collection  of  Revenues  :  Customs,  3237  ;  Public  Works  (agent 
and  contingencies,  B.C.)  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2831  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing  of)  cone.,  3371. 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamships  Subventions  (U.S.  and  Vic.,  B.C.) 

2936  ;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Exam,  of  Masters  and  Mates)  2946 ; 

(Govt.  Steamers)  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Capital:  B.C.  (Esquimalt  Graving  Dock)  2916. 
Consolid.  Fund :  B.C.,  3386.  Income:  Harbors  and  Rivers 
(Mar.  Provs.  generally)  2920  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  cost  of 
(M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  743 
(vol.  i): 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (steel)  811  (vol.  ii)  ;  (trans¬ 
portation  charges)  3224  (vol.  iv). 


Ill 


Beaty,  Mr.  J.,  Jun.,  West  Toronto. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2433 ;  (Amt.)  2438  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1874-1880 
(vol.  iii). 

Insolvents,  discharge  of  past  (B.  34,  1°*)  113  (vol.  ])• 

Insolvents  Estates,  distribution  of  (B.  39,  1°*)  113 
(vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  {Mr, 
Cameron,  Huron )  on  Amt.  {Mr,  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  185,  (vol.  i). 

Private  Bills,  petitions  for  (M.  to  extend  time  for 
receiving)  40  (vol.  i). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  (B.  125)  prop.  Bos., 
1040-1045  ;  1Q*  of  B.,  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  904  (vol  ii). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com  on  Bes. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  272  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
dry,  Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  157  (vol.  i). 

B6chard,  Mr.  F.,  Iberville. 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  An  Com.,  1069  (vol.  ii). 

Bichelieu  Biver  Floods,  memorials  from  riparian  owners 
(Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  739-741  (vol.  i). 

Belleau,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Levis. 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Levis,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
89  (vol.  i). 

Official  Arbitrators,  legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  88 
(vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  168  (vol.  i). 

Benson,  Mr.  T.,  South  Grenville. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  paragraph  in  Globe  news¬ 
paper  (remarks)  48  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  852  (vol.  ii). 

Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  G.  H.,  Beauharnois. 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition  (M.  for  copy  of  Cor. 
between  Govt,  and  High  Com.)  305  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.  (M.  for 
papers)  928 ;  (reply)  935  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  By.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  (B.  35, 1°*)  113  (vol.  i); 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  prisoners  held  for  trial 
(remarks)  3440  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of  (M.  for  Cor.)  307  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Toronto  News,  French 
Aggression,  &c.  (remarks)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Legislation :  H.  of  O.  (increased  expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Com.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  alteration  of  (Ques).  148 
(vol.  i). 


IV 


INDEX. 


Bergin,  Mr.  D.,  Cornwall  and  Stormont. 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amts.  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.*)  33  (vol.  i)  ;  Bets,  respecting  (remarks) 
939  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Southern  By.  Co.  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara 
By.  Co.  (B.  9,  2°*)  57  (vol.  i). 

Factories,  employment  in,  regulation  (B.  2,  1®*)  29 ; 
Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  362;  (B.  85,  1°*)  362  ;  printing 
of  B.  in  French  (remarks)  605 ;  2°  m.,  873-881 ; 
Order  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  on  M.  for  2°,  940 ; 
(remarks)  943  ;  (Quos.  of  Order)  944  (vol.  ii). 

Factory  Bop.,  printing  and  distribution  of  (Ans.)  211 
(vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1432;  (explanation)  1432  (vol.  ii)  ; 
in  Com.  (remarks)  2203 ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2085  (vol  iii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Inspection  of  Factories,  Bes.  respecting,  on  Order  for 
Com.  (remarks)  606  (vol.  i). 

Militia  clothing  and  great  coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2907 
(vol.  iv). 

Ontario  Pacific  By.  Co.’s  (B.  72, 1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Bifle  Associations,  headquarters,  annual  grant,  &c.  (M. 
for  Bet.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Eiver  St.  Clair  By.  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.  (B.  8, 
2°*)  57  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Immigration  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Clothing  and  great  coats)  2907  (vol.  iv). 

Billy,  Mr.  L.  A.,  Himouski. 

Insolvency  (B.  32,  1°)  101  (vol.  i). 

Blake,  Hon.  E.,  West  Durham. 

Address,  on  the,  8. 

Administration  of  Justice,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3111 
(vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  {Mr. 
Caron)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bep.  of  Com.  on  Bes.  (Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  to  M. 
for  3°,  3001  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.W.T.  B.  144  {Mr.  Caron)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2929,  2932-2934 ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2962, 
2966  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  2967  (vol.  iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  2467-2469 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com., 
2541  (vol.  iii)  ;  2751 ;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  60) 
2751  (vol.  iv). 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.  (M.  for  Cor.,  &c.)  45  (vol.  i). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  7  {Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  on 
M.  to  introd.  B.,  32 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  102  (vol.  i)  ;  in 
Com.,  1064  (vol.  ii). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  905,  922 
(vol.  ii). 

Allan  Lino,  payments  to,  for  assisted  passages  (Ques.) 
567  (vol.  i)  ;  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

American  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to  N.  S.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3457  (vol.  iv). 


Blake,  Hon.  E. — Continued. 

Amherst  and  P.E.I.  By.  Incorp.  B.  on  M.  to  introd., 
349  (vol.  i). 

Analysts,  Public,  Eemuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
2541-2543  (vol.  iii). 

Andre,  Father,  letter  from,  in  Jan.,  1883  (Ques.)  3425 
(vol.  iv). 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  to  M.  for  copy  of  Cor.  between  Govt,  and 
High  Com.,  306  (vol.  i). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025, 
1026,  1029,  1033  (vol.  ii). 

Assistant  Bee.  Gen.  of  Montreal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895 
(vol.  ii). 

Auditor  and  Assist.  Bee.  Gen.  of  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  895  (vol.  ii). 

Auditor  and  Bee.  Gen.  of  St.  John,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Bank  Advances  to  the  Govt.  (Ques.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  B.C.  B.  105  {Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  in  Com., 
2396  (vol.  iii). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  {Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.,  47 ;  on  M.  to  ref.  His  Ex.’e 
Mess,  to  Sp.  Com.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  of  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  {Mr. 
Caron)  in  Com.,  2825  (vol.  iv). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Bep.  of  Auditor  Gen.,  &c.,  137 
(vol.  i). 

Bonuses  to  Bys.  by  Ont.  Legislature  (personal  expla¬ 
nation)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Supply,  3445  (vol.  iv). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Bounty  on  Manufactures  of  Iron  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C., 
&c.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts,  Bets,  respecting  (remarks)  939 
(vol.  ii). 

Brokerage  and  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896 
(vol.  ii). 

Buckram,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  and  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  and  Germany,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Southern  By.  Co.  and  Erie  and  Niagara  By.  Co. 
B.  9  {Mr.  Bergin)  in  Com.,  245  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson) 
on  1°,  449 ;  on  ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713;  on 
M.  {Mr.  Jamieson)  to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Pub. 
Bills  and  Orders,  714  (vol.  i) ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Ives) 
to  M.  for  2°  (Ques.  of  Order)  952 ;  in  Com.,  955-957 
960,  961 ;  in  Com,,  1056 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  White, 
Cardwell)  1060  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2645,  2648, 
2651,  2654,  2657)  vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  65  {Mr.  McCarthy) 
on  1®,  235  (voli  i). 


INDEX. 
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Blake,  Hon.  E. — Continued. 

Can.  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  (Ques.)  563  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.,  ability  of  Co.  to  fulfil  engagements  under  prop. 
Ees.,  2238  (vol.  iii). 

- Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Eesolution 

(Ques.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

- Allowances  to  Canadian  manufacturers  (M.for 

copies  of  Cor.,  &c.)  44  (vol.  i). 

- —  Amended  Plans  and  Profiles,  B.C.  (Ques.)  362 

(vol.  i). 

— — - Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Kange  (Ques.)  694 

(vol.  i). 

— — - Branch  Lines  (Ques.)  694  (vol,  i). 
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on  M.  for  3°,  2820  (vol.  iv). 

North  West  Mounted  Police,  Commissioner’s  Eep. 
(Ques.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

North-West  Mounted  Police,  increase  of  force  (Ques.) 
2169  (vol.  ii). 

North-West  Mounted  Police,  Officers  Eeps.  of  Engage¬ 
ments,  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Mounted  Police  Eocruits,  North-West  (remarks)  1566 
(vol.  ii.) 

Ocean  and  Eiver  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945 
(vol.  iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  Annual  Cost,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 
204  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.  to  receive  Eep.  of  Com.,  2752  ;  on  M. 
to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2754 ;  on  1°,  2757 ;  on  M.  to  dschg. 
Order  for  2°,  3375  (vol.  iv). 

Ontario  Boundary,  proposals  to  Parlt.  (Ques.)  567 
(vol.  i). 

Ontario  and  Quebec  Ey.  Co.’s  bonds  (M.  for  copy  of 
prospectus,  &c.)  145  (vol.  i) ;  Stockholders  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1443. 

Ottawa  Eiver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Ees.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1225  (vol.  ii). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ey.,  N.S.,  projected  line  (M. 
for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.)  145  (vol.  i). 

Papers  in  respect  of  the  N.W.  (Ques.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Patent  Act  Amt.,  1882,  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  1Q, 
234;  on  M.  for  2°,  268  (vol.  i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers  in  Prince  Albert  (Ques.)  964 
(vol.  ii). 

Payne  and  Applegarth,  murder  of,  by  Indians  in  N.W., 
859  (vol.  ii). 
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Penitentiaries  Branch  (Justice)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914 
(vol.  ii). 

Penitentiaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  986-938  (vol.  ii). 

Pensions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 

Personal  Explanations  (Speech  in  {Local  Legislature), 
1837;  (Dominion  and  Ontario  Politics),  2093;  (on 
insertion  of  remarks  in  Official  Dobatos.)  2541,  2621 
(vol.  iii). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  and  Eulo  read, 
1891-1894  (vol.  iii). 

Pickles  and  Sauces,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  843 
(vol.  ii). 

Plans  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  Settlement,  Eoceipt 
of  (Ques.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Plate  Glass,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  856  (vol.  ii). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ey.  and 
Nav.  Co.  B.,  on  M.  to  refer  back  Eep.  of  Sol.  Standing 
Com.  on  Eys.,  &c.,  713  (vol.  i). 

Postmaster,  Asst,,  of  Ottawa,  allowance  to,  cone.,  3397 
(vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol.  ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Eet. 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Township  Surveys  (Ques.) 
2170  (vol.  iii). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  land,  Settlers’  or  Squatters’ 
improvements  (Ques.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements,  Eeps.  of 
Messrs.  Eussell  and  Alious  (Ques.)  3126  (vol.  iv). 

Printing  and  Printing  Paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798, 
2801  (vol.  iv). 

Printing,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  Com.,  2nd  Eep.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in,  149  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Dom.  Notes,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (vol.  ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  171  (vol.  i)  ;  article  in  Hamilton  Spectator 
re  Disturbance  iD  the  N.W.,  813;  article  in  Toronto 
News,  French  Aggression,  &c.,  1679  (vol.  ii);  on 
personal  explanation  of  Mr.  Edgar,  1955  (vol.  iii); 
re  J.  E.  Brown’s  Cor.,  3246  ;  personal  allusions,  3248 
(vol.  iv). 

Privy  Council :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  899  (vol.  ii). 

Proof  of  Entries  and  Books  of  Acct.  B.  113  (Mr. 
Chapleau)  2398  (vol.  iii). 

Provincial  Acts,  disallowance  of  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C., 
&c.)  52  (vol.  i). 

Provincial  Legislation,  compilation  of  Cor.,  &c.,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3434  (vol.  iv). 

Purcell  &  Eyan,  payment  to,  for  supplies  furnished 
Lord  Lome  and  party,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv). 
Qu’Appelle  Half-broods,  Eep.  of  Mr.  Walsb  (Ques.) 
3426  (vol.  iv). 

Qu’Appollo  Valley  Farming  Co.’s  Agreement  (Ques.) 
816  (vol.  ii). 

Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 


INDEX 


xu 


Blake,  Hon.  E. — Continued. 

Railways,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300,  3413,  3415,  3418 
(vol.  iv). 

By.  Lands  in  B.C.,  Claims  of  Canada  upon  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1413  (vol.  ii). 

Bys.  outside  of  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  aid  to  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.)  92  (vol.  i). 

Bebellion  in  the  N.W.  See  “Disturbance.” 

Beceipts  of  Department  of  Interior  (HI.  for  Stmnt.)  54 
(vol.  i). 

Befund  of  duties  To  persons  in  P.E.I.,  in  Com.  ofSup., 
3455  (vol.  iv). 

Belief  of  Distressed  in  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3455 
(vol.  iv). 

Bepatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Cor.,  Beps.,  O.  C., 
&c.,  relating  to  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Bepresentation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  on  Eos.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  to  M.  for  Com.  ofSup.,  340G  (vol.  iv), 

Beturns,  enquiries  for,  455,  715,  746  (vol.  i)  ;  895,  966, 
1039,  1132,  1167,  1608  (vol.  ii)  ;  2392  (vol.  iii). 

Beturns,  enquiries  for,  N.W.  papers,  2676  (vol.  iv). 

Beturns,  imperfect  (remarks)  113,  504  (vol.  i)  ;  1206 
(vol.  n). 

Boturn  Tickets  on  Govt.  Bys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707 
(vol.  i). 

Resumi  of  Events  in  the  N.W.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  3075-3110 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  105,)  3213  (vol.  iv.) 

Bichelieu  Ont.,  and  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins )  on 
prop.  Amt.,  1210  ;  in  Com.,  1349  (vol.  ii). 

Rideau  Canal,  Land  Damages  in  Township  of  Pittsburgh, 
in  Com.  ofSup.,  3118  (vol.  iv). 

Riel’s  proposal  to  accept  money  (Ques.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Rites  of  religion  refused  prisoners  in  the  N.W.  (remarks) 
2998  (vol.  iv). 

River  lots  (N.W.)  Claims,  settlement  of,  Mr.  Pearce’s 
letter  respecting  (Ques.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Roache,  M.,  and  Pilotage  Commission  (Ques.)  3427 
(vol.  iv). 

Roundhouse  at  Selkirk  erected  on  private  property, 
Issue  of  Patent  (Ques.)  2171  (vol.  iii). 

Rubbor,  re-covered,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807 
(vol.  ii). 

St.  Clair  Ranche  Co.,  Rent  paid,  &c.,  (Ques.)  2240 
(vol.  iii.) 

St.  Laurent,  Land  and  Surveys  of  (Ques.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Laurent  river  lots,  re-survey  (Ques.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Louis  do  Langevin,  petition  from  Settlers  (Ques.) 
3424  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul :  on  M.  for  adjmt,  2889  (vol.iv). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  81  (vol.  i)* 

St.  Vincent  De  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
986-988  (vol.  ii). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor,  regulations,  &o., 
(Ques.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 
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Salt  Cake,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (vol.  ii). 

Saunders  &  Wood,  Trial  of,  for  Criminal  Libel  in  N.W.T. 
(M.  for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  answer  to  letter  of  (Ques.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  and  others,  of  Prince  Albert  District, 
employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name,  2321  (vol.  iii). 

Sea  Lots  of  P.  E.  I.,  Deptl.  instructions,  &c.  (M.  for 
copies)  61  (vol.  i). 

Sec.  of  State,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  900  (vol.  ii). 

Sessional  Business  (remarks)  211  (vol.  i). 

Senate  Expenses, extra,in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Settlement  of  claims  of  Man.  half-breed  Minors  (Ques.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Settlement  of  Settlers  Claims  at  Prince  Albert,  &e. 
(Ques.)  2358  vol.  iii). 

Settlers’  and  Half-breed  claims,  Prince  Albert  District, 
&c.,  incomplete  Rots,  (remarks)  1645  (vol.  ii). 

Settlers’  Claims,  Prince  Albert  District  (Ques.)  1567 
(vol.  ii). 

Sottlers  in  the  Dom.  during  calendar  year  1884  (Ques.) 
113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Select  Standing  Com.,  on  M.  for  Sp.  Com,,  28  (vol.  i). 

Sheep  Scab,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv)< 

Sheet  Iron  hollow  ware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  By.  between  Oxford  and  New  Glasgow,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3  413  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  Ports,  on  Res. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  193 ;  Ret.  with  ref.  to  (Ques.)  289 
(vol.  i.) ;  Govt,  grants  to  (Ques.)  1678  (vol.  ii) ; 
(Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Res.,  2974-2978,  2988 
(vol.  iv). 

Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Sir  James  Douglas,  steamer,  repairs,  &o.,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  832  (vol.  ii). 

Sleeping  Cars,  I.C.R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Small  Savings,  encouragement  of  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.)  90  (vol.  i). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  bond  (Ques.)  3371  (vol.  iv). 

Standing  Committees,  non-meeting  of,  for  organisation 
(remarks)  5/,  67  (vol.  i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Fishery  Overseer  of  Port  Williams,  N.  S., 
removal  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Statutes,  Consolidation  of,  on  presentation  of  Rep.  of 
Commissioners,  32  (vol.  i) ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Mess, 
from  Sen.,  777  (vol.  ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr.  Me. 
Lelan )  on  prop.  Res.,  1279  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  2°  and  in 
Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  803  (vol.  ii). 

Stoney  Indian  rising,  further  information,  863(vol.  ii). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  other  than  the  C.  P.  R.  (M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.)  56  (vol.  i). 
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Subsidies,  further,  to  Eye.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.  2974-29*78,  2988-2990;  in  Com.  on 
B.,  3399  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk )  to  M.  to  cone,  in 
Amts.,  3403;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79),  3404 
(vol.  iv). 

Superannuation  Fund  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  56  (vol.  i). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Ees. 

(Mr.  Chapleau )  271  (vol.  i). 

Superior  Court  Judges,  Quebec,  B.  161  (Sir  John )  on 
prop.  Ees.,  3375  (vol.  iv). 

Supply: 

Administration  of  Justice ,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1025;  (Colonial 
Exhibitions)  1033;  (Criminal  Statistics)  1026  ;  (Dominion  Ex¬ 
hibition)  1026  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1029  (vol.  ii). 

Canals — Income:  Rideau  (Land  damages  in  Township  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Charges  of  Management  {  Asst.  Rec.  Genl-,  Montreal)  895;  (Audi¬ 
tor  and  Rec.  Genl.,  St.  John)  895  ;  (Auditor  and  Asst.  Rec. 
Genl.,  Winnipeg)  895;  (Brokerage  and  Commission)  896; 
(Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.)  896 ;  Financial  Inspector) 
895  ;  (Issue  and  Redemption  of  Dom.  Notes)  897;  (Printing 
Dom.  Notes)  897;  (Printing,  &c.)  897  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Oovt.  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of)  905,  (contingencies)  922  ; 
(Customs  Dept.,  contingencies)  924;  (Gov.  Gen.  Sec.’s 
Office)  898;  (Inland  Revenue  Dept.,  Contingencies)  917; 
(Interior,  Dept,  of)  972;  (Justice,  Dept,  of)  898,  (Peniten¬ 
tiaries  Branch)  914 ;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  907 ;  (Militia,  Dept, 
of)  899;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  902;  (Privy  Council) 
899 ;  (Sec.  of  State,  Dept,  of)  900  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues:  Post  Office  (Allowance  to  Asst.  Post¬ 
master  of  Ottawa)  cone.,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2831-2838  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone,, 
3371  (vol.  iv)  ;  (increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Com.)  3449;  (increased  Indemnity  to  Members) 
3450;  Miscellaneous  (printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  2798 
2801.  Senate  (extra  Expenses)  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2943  ;  (Can.  and  Germany)  2946  ;  (France  and  Quebec,  fort¬ 
nightly  line)  2937,  2939  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Aiding  civil  power  at  Lingan  Mines,  C.B.)  3452  ;  (Bar¬ 
racks  at  London)  3412  (vol.  iv), 

Miscellaneous  (American  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to  N.  S.)  3457 
(vol.  iv) ;  (Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Vote  of  $700,000) 
1304  (vol.  ii),  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  2234,  cone.,  2235  (vol. 
iii);  (Establishment  of  a  Model  Farm)  3453  (vol.  iv) ; 
(Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  in  N.  W.  T.)  3454; 
(Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456;  (N.  W.  Council, 
salaries)  cone.,  3396  ;  (Provincial  Legislation,  compilation  of 
Cor.,  &c.)  3434  ;  (Purcell  &  Ryan,  payment  to,  for  supplies 
furnished  to  Lord  Lome  and  party)  34  52  ;  (Refund  of  duties  to 
persons  in  P.  E.  I.)  3455;  (Relief  of  distressed  in  N.  W.  T.) 
3465  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt,  steamers)  2945  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (Dorchester)  989  ;  (Kingston)  986  ;  (St.  Vincent  de 
Paul)  986-988  (vol.  ii). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii). 

Quarantine  (Sheep  scab)  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Railways — Capital:  C.  P.  R.  (Inspecting  Engineers’  salaries, 
&c.)  3417  ;  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3415  ;  I.  C.  R. 
(sleeping  cars)  3418.  Repairs,  &c.  (I.  O.  R.)  3300  ;  (Eastern 
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Extension)  3301 ;  Short  Line  Ry.  between  Oxford  and  New 
Glasgow,  3413  (vol.  iv).  Income  :  Cape  Breton  Ry.  (Survey, 
&c.)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Supremo  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny )  on  Order  for  2°,  102 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  157 
(vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  .Apellato  Juiildiction  Limitation  B.  68, 
on  M.  to  introd.,  246  (vol.  i). 

Surveys  and  Plans  of  Battleford  and  Edmonton  (Ques.) 
2357  (vol.  iii). 

Surveys  of  Eiver  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &c.  (Ques.)  3424; 
Mode  of  (Ques.)  3424  (vo.  iv). 

Tache,  Archbishop,  Communication  from, re-Half-brcods 
(Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Tagging  Metal,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (vol. 
ii). 

Tariff,  The.  See  “  Ways  and  Means.” 

Tariff  Cbagnes,  Notice  of,  by  Govt,  (remarks)  714 
(vol.  i). 

Telegraphic  communication  west  of  Winnipeg  (re¬ 
marks)  839  (vol.  ii). 

Three  Eivers  Harbor  Commissioners  B.  150  (Mr.  Bowell) 
in  Com.  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  granted  on  lands  outsido 
disputed  Territory  (M.  for  Eets.*)  209  (vol.  i). 

Timber  on  Indian  Lands,  non-printing  of  Bets,  as 
ordered  by  House  (remarks)  56  (vol.  i). 

Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  858  (vol.  ii). 

Trade  relations  with  U.S.  (remarks)  3163  (vol.  iv). 

Treasury  Board,  constitution  of,  B.  104  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  on  1°,  630  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  1670. 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Plans  and  Estimates  of  cost,  &c. 
(M.  for  copies  of  Cjr.,  &c.)  144  (vol.  i)  ;  Contracts 
(M.  for  copies)  823  (vol.  ii). 

Troops,  Movements  of  (remarks)  838,  872,  887  (vol.  ii). 

Umbrella  or  parasol  ribs,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  858  (vol  ii). 

Vegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Dovillo  (Quos.)  3424 
(vol.  iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteer  Corps  organised  in  the  N.  W.  in  1879  (Quos.) 
1474  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers  in  tho  N.  W.,  Eecognition  of  services  of 
(Quos.)  2029  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3370  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  on  active  service,  Increase  of  pay  (Ques.) 
2170  (voi.  iii). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38,  on  Ees.  recognising  services  of, 
38  (vol  i). 

Vote  of  $700,000  for  expenses  in  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.  1304  (vol.  ii) ;  $1,000,000  for  same  purpose,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2234;  $1,700,000,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  2559  (vol.  iii). 

War  Supplies,  carriage  of,  by  American  Eys.  (Ques.) 
838  (vol.  ii). 
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Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses, 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2901,  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Transport  Regulations,  Papers, 
&c.  (Ques.)  3249  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  conclusion  of  Deb. 
(remarks)  662 ;  on  M.  for  Com.  (Res.)  Disturbance 
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Railways,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3416  (voh  iv). 

Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup , 
3420  (voh  iv). 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund  (Ans.) 
1677  (voh  ii). 

Red  Liquor,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (voh  ii). 

Refund  of  Bank  Imposts,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387 ;  cone., 
3396  (voh  iv). 

Refund  of  Duties  to  persons  in  P.E.I.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3455  ;  cone.,  3470  (voh  iv). 

Relief  of  Distressed  in  N.W.T.,in  Com.of  Sup., 3454  (iv)» 

Removal  of  prisoners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 
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Bowell,  Hon.  M, — Continued. 

Beturn,  on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  211  (i)  ;  2854  (iv). 

Bose,  N.N.,  of  Quebec,  namo  and  salary  of  successor 

to  (Ans.)  862  (vol.  ii). 

Babber,  re-covered, in  Com.on  Ways  and  Means, 807  (ii). 

St.Croix  Cotton  Mills,  payment  of  Duties  (Ans.)  632  (i). 

Salt  Cake,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (vol.  ii). 

Senate  Expenses,  extra,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Seizures  by  Customs  Dept*  at  Montreal  (Ans).  1387  (ii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  extra,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Sheet  Iron  Hollow  Ware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (vol.  ii). 

Silver  and  German  Silver,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 

808  (vol.  ii). 

Spirits  and  Tobacco,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 

3212-3216  (vol  iv). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  bond  (Ans.)  3371  (vol.  iv). 

Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  803-805,808,810  (ii). 

Subsidies  to  Man.  (prop.  Bes.)  2889  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3218-3222  (iv). 

Supply  : 

Administration  of  Justice,  3411,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303,3307;  (Trent 
Riv.  Nav.)  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Charges  of  Management,  cone.,  2763  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Commutation 
of  S:amp  Duty,  &c.)  897;  (Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.) 
896;  (Issue  and  Redemption  of  Dom.  Notes)  897  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Oovt.  (Auditor  Genl.’s  Office)  901 ;  (Civil  Service  Exam¬ 
iners)  976,  977;  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  901,  (contingencies)  916, 
921,  923;  (Finance  and  Treasury  Board)  901,  (contingencies) 
916  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  3410  ;  (Interior,  Dept, 
of)  3408  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  904;  Deptl. 
Contingencies  (Post  Office  and  Finance  Depts.,  computing 
interest)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Customs,  3233-3241,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  3348  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2818,  2839,  2853  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  C.  ( [Debates ,  publishing)  2765;  (Election 
Expenses)  3451;  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3450; 
(Committees,  Extra  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.)  2796.  Miscellane¬ 
ous  (Library,  Salaries,  &o.)  2796;  printing,  paper,  &c.) 
2798,  2801,  2806.  Senate  (Extra  Expenses)  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Oampbellton  and 
Gaspe)  2942;  (Can.  and  Antwerp)  2942-2944,  cone.,  2958; 
(France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2936,  2942,  3041  ; 
(Liverpool  or  London  and  St.  John,  N.B  ,  or  Halifax)  2942  ; 
(New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island  to  Great  Britain) 
3457  ;  (Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B.)  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Salaries,  Military  Branch  and  District  Staff)  2903  (iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Commercial  Agencies)  3245;  (Dep.  Speaker’s 
Salary)  3358  (vol.  iv) ;  (Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Vote  of 
$1,000,000)  2234  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Expenses  of  Election  under  Can. 
Temp.  Act)  3388;  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remunera¬ 
tion  to  Counsel)  3391,  cone.,  3396;  (Losses  and  Expenses 
through  Troubles  in  N.  W.  T.)  3454;  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on 
Butter-making)  3456;  (Provincial  Legislation,  compilation 
of  Cor.,  &c.)  cone.,  3434;  (Printing  Commission)  3392  ; 
(Purcell  &  Ryan,  payment  to,  for  supplies  furnished  Lord 
Lome  and  party)  3452 ;  (Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary) 
3420;  (Refund  of  Bank  Imposts)  3387,  cone.,  3396;  (Refund 
of  Duties  to  persons  in  P.  E.  I.)  3455,  cone.,  3470;  (Relief  of 
Distressed  in  N.  W.  T.)  3454  (vol.  iv). 

N orth-West  Mounted  Pblice ,  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Examination  of  Masters  and  Mates) 
2946;  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.)  2949  (vol.  iv). 
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Bowell,  Hon.  111. —Continued. 

Supply — Continued , 

Penitentiaries :  Kingston  (Gratuity  to  widow  of  C.  McManus) 
cone.,  3374;  (Removal  of  prisoners)  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Consld.  Fund  (Telegraphs)  3420.  Income : 
Buildings  (N.S.)  2917  (vol.  iv). 

Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3416 
(vol.  iv). 

Superintendence  of  Insurance,  2957  ;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  (B.  163)  1°*,  2°*.  3Q*,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Tagging  Metal,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Tariff,  The.  See  “  Ways  and  Means.” 

Tar  Pine,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (vol.  ii). 
Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (vol.  ii). 
Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Three  Bivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  (B.  150,  1°) 
2751  (vol.  iv)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2555  (vol.  iii)  ; 
2°  m.,  2934;  in  Com.,  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Bets,  (presented)  28  (vol,  i). 
Trade  Eolations  with  U,  S.  (remarks)  3163  (vol.  iv). 
Transportation  Charges,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means. 
3224  (vol.  iv). 

Trent  Biv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv). 
Umbrella  or  Parasol  ribs,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  858  (vol.  ii). 

Yote  of  $1,000,000  for  tho  N.  W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2234  (vol.  iii). 

Washington  Treaty,  Transport  Begulatione,  papers,  &c. 
(Ans.)  3249  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  in  Com.,  772-776  ;  (as¬ 
bestos)  857  ;  (axle  grease)  857  ;  (barrels  containing 
petroleum,  &c.)  843  ;  (borax)  808  ;  (buckram)  807  ; 
(chains,  iron  or  steol)  849 ;  (colored  labels  for  fruit) 
857 ;  (cotton  bed  quilts)  857  ;  (cotton  yarns)  808  ; 
(cutlery)  844;  (damask  of  cotton)  858;  (duck)  808; 
(earthenware  and  stoneware)  848 ;  (extract  of  fluid 
beef)  857;  (fish;  859;  (foot  grease)  806;  (gas  coke) 
783  ;  (Genova  gin  and  brandy)  3224,  3229  ;  (glucose 
syrup)  849-852,  855 ;  (hoop  iron)  807 ;  (house  fur¬ 
nishing  hardware)  848 ;  (jute  cloth)  806 ;  (mineral 
water)  808 ;  (mouldings  and  picture  frames)  846  ; 
(musk)  806;  (partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.)  853; 
(pine  tar)  810;  (pitch  pine)  810;  (plate  £-lass)  856; 
(pumice  and  pumice  stono)  810;  (quercitron  or  oak 
bark)  810;  (red  liquor)  803;  (rubber,  re-covered) 
807 ;  (salt  cake)  806 ;  (sheet  iron  hollow  ware)  857  ; 
(silver  and  German  silver;  808  (vol.  ii) ;  (spirits 
and  tobacco)  3212,  3216,  3225  (vol.  iv) ;  (steel) 
803-805  ;  (steel,  in  sheets)  808  ;  (steel,  No.  20  gauge) 
808;  (steel  railway  bars  or  rails)  810  (vol.  ii) ; 
(sugar)  3219-3222  (vol.  iv) ;  (tagging  metal)  806; 
(towels)  857  (ii)  ;  (transportation  charges)  3224  (vol. 
iv)  ;  (umbrella  or  parasol  rib3,  &c.)  858  (vol.  ii)  ; 
(whiskey)  3225  (vol.  iv);  (white  shellac)  806  ; 
(woollen  fabrics)  800,  841 ;  (woollen  rags),  783,  786, 
792  (vol.  ii) ;  cone.,  3520,  Excise  Duties,  in  Com., 
3294;  cone.,  3470  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Bos.)  granting  $1,700,- 
000  for  IN.  W*  Expenses,  2532,  2559  (vol,  iii). 
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Bowell,  Hon.  M. — Continued. 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Air.  Ccstigari) 
in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports,  on.  M  for  Bet., 
138  (vol.  i). 

Whiskey,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225  (vol.  iv). 

White  Shellac,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 

Woollen  Fabrics,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  800,  (ii). 

Woollen  Bags,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783,  786, 
792 ;  legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

Bryson,  Mr.  J.,  Pontiac. 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Ees.  (Mr.  White , 
Renfrew )  1215  (vol.  ii). 

Burns,  Mr.  K.  F.  Gloucester. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson ) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee')  1048  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1809  (vol.  iii). 

Way  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  595-599  (vol.  i). 

Burpee,  Mr.  C.,  Sunbury. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  B.W.T.  B.  141  ( Mr. Caron) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3429  (vol.  iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  98  (vol.  i). 

Can.  and  Jamaica,  Confederation  of  (M.  lor  copies  of 
Cor.)  wthdn.,  505  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Air.  Jamieson)  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Amt.  (Amt.)  1047  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86) 
1050  (vol.  ii). 

Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
2359  (vol.  iii). 

Coal  entered  ex-warehouse,  free,  or  for  exportation  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  100  (vol.  i). 

Drawback  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  (M.  for  Bet.)  100 
(vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person  ”  (Indian),  1522  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1810,  1987,  1991,  2001 ;  “  manhood 
suffrage,”  1959;  “qualifications  in  counties,”  2004, 
2058,  (Amt.)  2060,  2073,  2079 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  (Amt.),  2120;  “registration  of  voters,” 
2251  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1502  (vol.  ii)  ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3058  ;  on  M.  for  conedn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063  (vol.  iv). 

I.  C.  B.  Casualties  to  Trains,  &o.  (M.  for  Bet.)  100  (i). 

- Bevenue  and  Working  Expenses(M.  for  Stmnt.*) 

101  (vol.  i). 

- - Bolling  Stock,  Purchase  and  Building  of  (M. 

for  Bet.*)  101  (vol.  i). 

Lughrin,  Charles  H.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor  between, 
re  Can.  Temp.  Act  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Beci procity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Bes.  (Mr  Davies)  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Post  Office,  receipts,  &c.  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1100  (vol.  ii). 


Burpee,  Mr.  C .—Continued. 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on  Ees., 
2986 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts. 
3403  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.,  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2986  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  to  M. 
to  cone,  in  Amts,  3403  (vol.  iv). 

Trade  Eolations  with  foreign  Countries  (Ques.)  78  ; 
with  Jamaica,  429  (vol.  i). 

Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M.,  West  Middlesex. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 

- Officers  and  men,  pay  and  allowances  (M.  for 

Bet.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (vol.  iv). 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Bes.,  119  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1107,  1111-1114,  1117-1119,  1121,  1122,1126;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1292  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  979,  982  (ii). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Doutre,  J.,  services  re  Halifax  Commission,  3392  (iv). 

Drill  pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (vol.  iv). 

Duty  on  Grain,  Abolition  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.)  54 
(vol.  i). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  Increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Flour,  corn  and  cornmeal  imported  and  exported  (M. 
for  Bet.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1373-1379  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suff- 
l age,”  1440';  “person”  (Indian)  1493;  “qualifica¬ 
tions  in  cities  and  towns,”  1699-1707,  1890,  1895- 
1900,  1994,  (Amt.)  1999,  2002;  “  manhood  suffrage,” 
1973;  “registration  of  voters,”  2193-2197,  2263; 
“qualifications  in  counties,”  2061,  (Amt.)  2071, 
2073,  2077,  2084,  2085,  2395 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2102,  (Indians)  2149-2152,  (Amt.)  2274,  (Amt.) 
2285,  2289,  2291 ;  “  appeal,”  2395  ;  on  M.  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066 
(vol.  iv)  ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  2209  (vol.  iii). 

G.  T.  B.  Mail  Trains,  Brockvillo  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure  (M.  for  Bet.)  816  (vol.  ii ). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.? 
3422  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Branch,  &c.,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903 
(vol.  iv). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906,  2909  (vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(M.  for  O.  C.,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  legislation  respecting 
(Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 
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Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M. — Continued. 

Boyal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (vol.  iv). 
Supply  : 

Civil  Oovt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  979,  982  (vol.  ii)  ; 

(Militia,  Dept,  of,  contingencies)  2913  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451 
(vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914;  (Ammunition)  2905  ; 
(Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2906-2909  ;  (Drill  Pay,  &c.) 
2911  ;  (Royal  Military  College)  2913  ;  (Salaries,  Military 
Branch  and  District  Staff)  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  Increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3391  ;  (Doutre,  J.,  Services  on  Halifax  Commission) 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  By.  Co.’s,  names  of  officers  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
312  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means —  in  Com.  (re-covered  rubber)  807 
(vol.  ii). 

Cameron,  Mr.  Hector,  North  Victoria. 

Can.  Temp,  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M.  to 
place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  for  2°,  949  ;  in  Com  ,  954,  956,  957, 
961,  962  (vol.  ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2644,2650,  2652, 
2654,2655,2660,  2673  ;  (Amt.)  2674  (vol.  iv). 
Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.,  on  M. 
for  Papers,  931  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.  Besolutions,  &c.,  in  Com.,  2746,  2748  (vol.  iv). 
Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  Bill  28  {Mr.  Haggart)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Factories  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute 
Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  resuming  adid.  deb.  for  2°, 
941  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1393  ;  (correction)  1397  ;  “  ten¬ 
ant,”  1477  ;  “registration  of  voters,”  2180,  2230, 
2233  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1424  ;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1435  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1435  (vol.  ii). 
General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Costi. 

gan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1310,  1313,  1315,  1316  (vol  ii). 
G.  T.  B.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure,  on  M.  for  Bet,,  817  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Wednesdays,  965 
(vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2491,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  {Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  in  Com.,  497,  499  (vol.  i). 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2491,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Bes.  {Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1219  (vol.  ii). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  By.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  82, 
1°*)  349  ;  2°  m.,  428 ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn., 
428  ;  (B.  91,  1°*)  428. 

Cameron,  Mr.  Hugh,  Inverness. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1057  (vol.  ii). 


Cameron,  Mr.  Hugh— Continued. 

Capo  Breton  Island,  claims  of,  under  terms  of  Con¬ 
federation  (prop.  Bes.)  607-615  ;  wthdn.,  615  (vol  i). 
Eastern  Extension  By.,  N.S.,  EarniDgs  and  Working 
Expenses  (Ques.)  148;  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  313  (vol.  i). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman'suffrago  ”  (correction  re  Indians)  1419  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1629-1632,  1836 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  in  oounties,”  2395  ;  “  registration  of 
voters,”  2278,  2283  (vol.  iii). 

Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  By.,  on  M. 
for  Bet.,  79  (vol.  i). 

Melsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  as  a  harbor  of  refuge 
(Ques.)  36;  Engineers’  Beps.  respecting  (M.  for  copies) 
60  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  sub-port,  on  M.  for  papers, 
&c.,  445  (vol.  i). 

Eeciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Bes.  {Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1015  (vol.  ii). 

Supply  ; 

Railways— Capital:  Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  3384  (vol.  iv). 
Telegraph  System  in  Capo  Breton,  extension  of  (Ques.) 
78  (vol.  i). 

Cameron,  Mr.,  M.  C.,  West  Huron. 

Administration  of  Justico  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  {Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com;,  2962  (vol.  iv). 

Bell  and  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  Q., 
&c.)  479  (vol.  i).  ' 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  {Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2825,  2827  (vol.  iv). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 
Business  of  the  House,  on  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock,  1745 
(vol.  iii). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  913,  918,  921,  925  (ii). 
Claims  of  unenumerated  Half-breed  Minors,  Man. 

(Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Cox  Divorce  (B.  138,  1°*)  1473  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.,  Change  of  Arrangements  with  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1744  (vol.  iii). 

- - Postal  and  Transport  Service  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 

— - Bes.  respecting  further  Loan  (Speeoh)  2630 ; 

(Amt.)  2643;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723;  on  M.  to 
rec.  Bep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  2858  (vol.  iv). 

- Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to 

M.  for  Stmnt.,  108  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Qom.  of  Sup.,  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  communication  with  Imp. 
Govt.  (Ques.)  1744 ;  Half-breed  grievances  (Mr. 
Blake)  2045-2051  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake) 
want  of  confidence,  3154-3160,  3163-3175  (vol.  iv). 
Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Elections  Acts  Amt.  (B.  14,  1°)  41  (vol.  i). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Govt,  aid  to  (Ques.)  148;  (M.  for 
copies  of  Claims,  &c.*)  448  (vol.  i). 

Evidence,  Law  of,  in  Criminal  Cases  (B.  6,  1°*)  29  ;  2° 
m.,  176  ;  2°  on  a  div.  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  187 ;  in 
Com.,  496-498  (voh  i.) 
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Cameron,  Mr.  M.  c. — Continued. 

Franchise  B,  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt. 
( Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1 138-1143  ; 
in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1394,  1438 ;  “  owner,” 
1472;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1475,  1478;  “occupant,” 
1483;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1502,  1527,  1580;  “farm,” 
1591,  1592;  “farmers’  sons”  (Amt.)  1591;  “quali¬ 
fications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1692-1699  (vol.  ii), 
1924-1931;  “in  counties,”  2074;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2216-3220,  (Amt.)  2227,  2241,  2274-2277, 
2281-2284,  (Amt.)  2286,  2300,  2302-2305,  2313, 
2317,  2319;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2321,  2326- 
2329,  2332,  2345-2348  ;  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
2345,2351-2354;  “  officers  and  duties,”  2356,  2389; 
“appeal,”  2360-2366  ;  “offences,”  2390  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1421,  1437,  1531 ;  on  taking 
up  items  consecutively,  1471;  (Quos.  of  Order)  1494 
(vol.  ii),  1919  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon )  3060 ; 
on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3067,  neg.  (Y.  38,  N. 
87)  3068  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Business,  on,  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol. 
i)  ;  Wednesdays,  965  (vol.  ii). 

Harbors  and  Bivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920  (vol.  iv). 

High  Commissioner,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  925  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3319,  3339 
(vol.  iv). 

Inland  Bevenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  918,  921  (ii). 

I.  C.  K.  Beceipts  and  Expenses  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com..  1066,  1073, 1092  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mulock )  to  M.  for  3°,  1325;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Casey )  1329  (vol.  ii). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex )  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.W,  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Hangevin)  in  Com.  on  Bes,,  2508-2511,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  the  N.W.  south  of  24  mile 
Belt  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases,  compellable  wit¬ 
ness  (B.  6,  1°*)  29 ;  2°  m.,  176  ;  2°  on  adiv.  and  ref. 
to  Sel.  Com.,  187  ;  in  Com.,  496-498  (vol.  i) . 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2797  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parliament  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ) 
on  prop.  Bes.,  1666  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  appointments  by 
Govt,  under  Act  of  1883,  receipts  and  expenditures, 
&c.  (M.  for  Bet.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  cone.  3398  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  litigation  in  Supreme  Court 
(M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  Factum  of  Govt,  and  Provs., 
Notes  of  Shorthand  Beporters,  Ben.  of  Court,  &c.,  &c.) 
45  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883  (prop.  Bes.)  928,  1211 ;  cone, 
in  Bes.  asked,  1226 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Bos.,  1281  (ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald,)  on  M.  for  2°,  2400  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com., 
2894 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  2959  (iv)^ 


Cameron,  Mr.  M.  G— Continued. 

Loans  contracted  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  North-Western  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.,  Claim  for  a  subsidy  (Ques.)  188  (vol  i). 

Man.  Half-breed  minors,  temporarily  absent,  and  claims 
of  unenumerated  (Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  By.  Co.,  Land  Grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2508-2511  (vol.  iii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B. 

11  (Mr.  Allen)  on  M.  for  2°,  130  (vol.  i). 
Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Ontario  Law  Beports,  in  Com.  of  Sup,  3351  (vol.  iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Begulations  in  B.  C.,  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Acct.  B.  113  (Mr.  Chap - 
leau)  2397  (vol.  iii). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920,  2921  (vol.  iv). 
Bys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (ii). 
Bebellion.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Bepresentation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.)  292  (vol.  i). 

Bepresentation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T  (B.  45,  1°*) 
147;  2Q  m,,  362,  490  (vol.  i). 

Bepresentation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  (Bes.)  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404 ;  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  77)  3408 
(vol.  iv). 

Beturns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  427  (vol.  i). 
Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  Half-breed  minors  (Ques.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  : — Deptl.  Contingencies  (High  Commissioner)  925 ; 
(Inland  Revenue)  918,  921 ;  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  901  ; 
(Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Indiana  (Man.  and  N.W.T.)  3319,  3339  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Corns.,  extra  Sessional  Clerks,  Ac.)  2796 ; 

Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  Ac.)  2796,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3356 ;  (Ont.  Law  Reps.) 
3351  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Income  :  Dredging,  2921  ;  Harbors  and  Rivers, 
(Ont.)  2920  (vol.  iv). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (Mr. 

Caron)  on  M.  for  2°,  2828;  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 
Squatters  in  Township  3,  Banges  23  and  24  west  (M. 
for  Bet.)  231  (vol.  i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  (Amt.)  to  M.  for 
Bet.,  30  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— on  Bes.  (  Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.W.,  3154-3160,  3163-3175  (vol.  iv). 

Campbell,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Victoria,  N.S. 

Argyle  Highlanders,  payment  of  Arrears  due  (Ques.) 

888;  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  N.  S.,  Management  of  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers  disbanded  in  Military  District  No.  9  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 
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Campbell,  Mr.  R.,  South  Renfrew. 

Franchise  B.  108  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
(remarks)  2385  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies  to  Bys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Bes.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Carling,  Hon.  J.,  London. 

Assistant  Postmaster  at  Ottawa,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393; 
cone.,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  allowances  (Ans.) 
2029  (vol.  iii). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ans.)  351  (vol.  i). 
Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone.,  2164 
(vol.  iv). 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of  Post¬ 
master,  &c.,  on  M.  for  papers,  108  (vol.  i). 

C.P.B.  Postal  and  Transport  Service  (Ans  )  1144  (ii). 
Depositors  in  Post  Office  Sayings  Banks,  on  M.  for  Bet., 
822  (vol.  i). 

GlammisPost  Office,  enquiry  respecting  (Ans.)  1131  (ii). 
G.  T.  B.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  on  M.  for 
Bet.,  818  (vol.  ii). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office,  establishment  of  (Ans.)  816  (ii). 
Letter  Postage,  reduction  of  (Ans.)  33 ;  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  292  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Bags,  furnishing  of  (Ans.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Mail  Service  between  Antigonish  and  Sheibrooko 
(Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Service  on  the  Canada  Southern  By.,  on  M.  for 
Bet.,  120  (vol.  i). 

Mails  between  Shiloh  and  Fergus  (Ans.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 
Maitland, Postmaster  at,  removal  of  (Ans.)  1143  (vol.  iii). 
Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ans.)  351 
(vol.  i). 

Militia  Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  (B.  151)  prop. 
Bes.,  2420;  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2555  ;  in  Com.,  2551 
(vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to  receive  Bep.  of  Com.  on  Bes.,  2151  ; 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  2156  ;  1°*  of  B.,  2151  (vol.  iv). 
Postal  Privileges,  Extension  to  Local  Govts.  (Ans.) 
290  (vol.  i). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol. 

ii)  ;  cone.,  2164  (vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  General’s  Bep.  (presented)  16  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308-3310,  3393 ;  cone., 
3398  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Deposits  (Ans.)  2359,  2559 
(vol.  iii). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  211  (vol.  i). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.  C.,  Mail  Subsidy,  in  Com,  of  Sup., 
2936  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Oovt.  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Bept.  of)  902  (vol.  ii),  cone., 
2764  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3308-3300;  (Allowance  to 
Asst.  Postmaster  at  Ottawa)  3393;  cone,,  3398  (vol.iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (U.S.  and  Vic.,  B.C.) 
2936  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Barracks  at  London)  3412  (vol.  iv). 


Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R.  A.,  Quebec  County. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (M.  to 
cone,  in  Bep.  of  Com.  on  Bes.)  2951 ;  1°*  of  B., 
2958;  in  Com.,  2961,  2963,  2961;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  3001,  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.  T.  prop.  Bos.,  2531  (iii)  ; 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2926,  2929,  2932  (vol.  iv). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903-2906  (vol.  iv). 

Argyle  Highlanders,  payment  of  Arrears  due  (Ans.) 
883  (vol.  ii). 

Artillery  Association,  Dom.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (vol.  iv). 

Barrack  Huts,  B.  C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3412  (vol.  iv). 

Batocho,  Battle  of,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton  giv¬ 
ing  details  (read)  1822;  second  despatch,  1835  (iii). 

Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  indignities  committed  by 
Volunteers,  2999,  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Borgin,  Surgeon  Genl.,  Services  of  (Ans.)  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  (B.  131) 
2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824-2826  (vol.  iv). 

Big  Boar,  release  of  Prisoners  by  (tel.  read)  2150  (iv). 

Blais,  Achille,  funeral  expenses  of  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  ii). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  (Ans.)  1144  (vol.  iii). 

Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 

Census  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  (Ans.)  149  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  tho  N.  W.  T.,  &c.  (Bes.)  14  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898;  cone.,  914  (vol.  ii.) 
2913  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1121  (vol.  ii). 

Clarke’s  Crossing,  arrival  of  Troops  at  (telegrams  read) 
1205  (vol.  ii). 

Clothing  and  GreatCoats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906  (vol.  iv). 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Bes.  (Mr.  Edgar)1!  12  (vol.i). 

Corspndts.,  Dismissal  of,  from  Camp  (Ans.)  1608  (ii). 

C.  P.  B.,  Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of 
time  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B. 
22  ( Mr .  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  151 
(vol.  i.) 

Death  of  Col.  Williams  (remarks)  and  telegram  read, 
from  Gonl.  Middleton,  3013  (vol.  iv). 

Despatches,  Official, respecting  engagements  in  tho  N.W. 
(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii),  2999  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  arrival  of  troops  at  Clarke’s 
Crossing  (telegrams  read)  1205  (vol.  ii). 

- Battle  of  Batoche,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middle- 

ton  giving  details  (read)  1822;  2nd  despatch, 1835(iii). 

- —  Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  indignities  com¬ 
mitted  by  Volunteers,  2999  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- Carriage  of  War  Supplies  by  Am.  Bys.,  839  (ii). 

* - Col.  Ouimet’s  absence  from  duty  1161,  1205  (ii). 

- Col.  Otter’s  march  to  Battleford  1386  (vol.  ii). 

- Col.  Scott’s  Battalion  (Ans.)  1064  (vol.  ii). 

- Cost  of  Expedition  (Ans.)  1618  (vol.  ii). 

- Despatch  from  Genl.  Middleton  announcing  cap¬ 
ture  of  Poundmaker  and  other  Indians,  2139  (vol.  iii). 
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Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R.  A..-— Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W. ,  Dismissal  of  Correspondents 
from  Camp  (Ans.)  1608  (ii). 

- Disposition  of  Insurgents  by  Genl.  Middleton 

(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

- Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  despatch  of  Troops 

(Ans.)  *790  (vol.  ii). 

- Expense  B.  129  (Mr.  Boivell)  on  M.  for  2°, 2855; 

in  Com.,  2856-2858  (vol.  iv). 

- Free  transport  of  bodies  of  Volunteers  killed 

(Ans.)  2029  (vol.  iii). 

—  —  Funeral  expenses  of  Blais  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  ii) 

- -  Further  intelligence  (Ans.)  811,  813  (vol.  ii). 

— - -  Indians  at  Touchwood  (tel.  read)  1566  (ii). 

- - Instructions  issued  to  Genl.  Middleton  respect¬ 
ing  Insurgents  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii), 

• - —  Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  of  (Ans.)  3425(vol.  iv). 

—  ■■■ —  Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  (Ans.)  1566  (ii). 

- Official  despatches  respecting  Engagements 

(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii)  ;  2999  (vol.  iv). 

- Personal  explanations,  966  968  (vol.  ii.) 

— — — ■  Pillage  of  houses  of  Half-breeds  by  Volunteers 
(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

- Kelease  of  Prisoners  by  Big  Bear  (telegram  read) 

2150  (iv). 

- Rescue  of  Mrs.  Delaney,  Gowanlock,  and  other 

prisoners,  telogram  from  Genl.  Middleton  (read)  2351 
(vol.  iii). 

— — —  Riel,  capture  of,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton 
(read)  1895  (vol.  iii). 

— - - Skirmish  with  Poundmaker  (Ans.)  1646  (vol.  ii). 

■ - Troops,  movements  of,  from  N.  S.  (Ans.)  838. 

812 ;  tel.  from  Col.  Amyot,  1328  (vol.  ii). 

— - -  Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal  (Ans.)  1983  (vol.  iii) 

- -  Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 
teers,  3459  (Res.)  3463  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Rifle  Association,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv), 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com  of  Sup.,  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  despatch  of  Troops  (Ans.) 
190  (vol.  ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  N.S.,  Earnings  and  Working 
Expenses  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Elgin  Station,  L’lslot,  Erection  of  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Employment  of  Prisoners  outside  of  Gaols  B.  81  (M. 
to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders)  1063;  2°  m.,  1658  (ii). 

Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Expedition  to  the  N.  W.,  Cost  of  (Ans.)  1618  (vol.  ii). 

Expense  (N  W.  T.)  B.  129  (Mr.  B  owell )  on  M.  for  2° 
2855 ;  in  Com.,  2856-2858  (vol.  iv). 

Flannel  Shirts  for  Militia,  Contract  (Ans.)  1306  (ii). 

General  Middleton’s  Instructions  (Ans.)  1306  (vol.  ii). 

Grant,  G.,  Militia  Dept ,  Superan.  of  (Ans.)  2531  (iii). 

Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  of,  to  N.  W.  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 

Improved  Rifled  Ordnance,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

Indians  at  Touchwood  (tel.  read)  1566  (vol.  ii). 

Instructions  issued  to  Genl.  Middleton  respecting  insur¬ 
gents  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Insurgents,  Disposition  of,  by  Genh  Middloton  (Ans.) 
2169  (vol.  iii). 


Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R.  A. — Continued. 

J ustices  of  the  Peace,  Summary  proceedings  before  B. 
(Ans.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 

Kits  served  out  to  the  Militia  (Ans.)  1568  (vol.  ii). 
Laurie,  Maj.  Genl.,  Mission  of,  to  the  N.  W.  (Ans.) 
2991  (vol.  iv). 

Lavis’s  patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents  (Ans.)  2029  (iii). 
Man.  Legislature,  Session  of  1884,  Man.  Central  Ry. 
Co.  (Ans.)  862  (vol.  ii). 

Martin,  John,  continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of,  on 
M.  for  copies  of  Pet.,  201  (vol.  i). 

Medals  for  Yolunteers  who  served  in  the  N.  W.  (Ans.) 
2214  (vol.  iii). 

Middleton,  Genl ,  despatches  from,  1822-1835  (vol.  ii) ; 

1895,  2139,  2351,  2150  (vol.  iii). 

Military  Branch,  &c.,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2889 
2903  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Col.  Graduates  in  the  Militia  (Ans.)  1040  (ii.) 
Military  Magazine  at  St.  John,  N.B.,  Disposal  of,  on  M. 
for  Ret.  606  (vol.  i). 

Military  Organisations  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  (Ans.) 
863  (vol.  ii). 

Military  Properties,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Military  Storehouse,  Quebec,  Lease  (Ans.)  1039  (ii.) 
Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  (B.  152,  la)2853;  2°  m.,3045; 
in  Com.,  3046  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  and  Defence,  Annual  Rep.  (presented)  40  (vol.i). 
Militia,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898,  914  (vol.  ii)  ; 
2913  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2235,  2434. 

Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  (Ans.)  1566  (vol.  ii). 
Mounted  Infantry,  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411 
(vol.  iv). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  prop.  Res.,  2412-2414,  2418 
(vol.  iii). 

Otter’s,  Col.,  march  to  Battleford  (remarks)  1386 (vol.  ii). 
Ouimet’s,  Col.,  absence  from  duty  (remarks)  1161,  1205 
(vol.  ii). 

Patent  Act,  1812,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White ,  Renfrew )  on 
M.  for  2°,  266  (vol.  i). 

Pensions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 

Personal  Explanation,  966  ;  (remarks)  968  (vol.  ii). 
Pillage  of  houses  of  Half-breeds  by  Yolunteers  (Ans.) 
2169  (vol.  iii). 

Poundmaker  and  other  Indians,  capture  of,  despatch 
from  Genl.  Middleton  (read)  2139  (vol.  iii). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  (Ans.) 
241  (vol.  i). 

Protestant  Yolunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion  (remarks) 
on  newspaper  paragraph,  2998;  telegram  from  Col. 
Ouimet  (read)  3094  (vol.  iv). 

Rebellion.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Rescue  of  Mrs.  Delaney,  Gowanlock  and  other  prison¬ 
ers,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton  (read)  2351  (iii). 
Riel,  capture  of,  tel.  from  Genl.  Middleton  (read)  1895 
(vol.  iii). 

Royal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  ;  cone., 
2932  (vol.  iv). 
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Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R.  A. — Continued. 

Scott’s  Col.  Battalion  (Ans.)  1064  (vol.  ii). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Skirmish  with  Poundmaker  (Ans.)  1646  (vol.  ii). 
Summary  proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (M.  to 
transfer  to  Govt.  Orders)  2420  (iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2827  (iv). 
Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Militia,  Dept,  of)  898;  (contingencies)  914  (vol.  ii)  ; 
2913  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914;  (Ammunition) 
2903-2906;  (Barracks  at  London)  3412;  (Barrack  Huts, 
B.O.)  3412;  (Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  &c.)  2903;  (Cloth¬ 
ing  and  Great  Coats)  2906,  2908-2910;  (Dom.  Artillery 
Association)  2913;  (Dom.  Rifle  Association)  2913;  (Drill 
Pay,  &c.)  2910;  (Improved  Rifled  Ordnance)  2915  ;  (Military 
Properties,  care  ot)  2916 ;  (Mounted  Infantry  at  Winni¬ 
peg)  3411 ;  (Royal  Military  College)  2913,  cone.,  2922  ; 
(Salaries,  Military  Branch  and  District  Staff)  2889,  2901 
(vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous:  Disturbance  in  theN.W.  (V ote  cf  $700,000)  1304 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  2235,  2434  (vol.  iii). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii). 

Supreme  Court  of  N.  B.,  causes  entered,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
number,  294  (vol.  i). 

Transfer  of  Batteries  (Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Troops,  movements  of  (Ans.)  838,  872  ;  telegram  from 
Col.  Amyot,  1328  (vol.  ii). 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 
Veterans  of  1812,  extension  of  Pensions  to  Widows  of, 
(Ans.)  36  (vol.  i). 

Victoria  Bifles,  Montreal  (Ans.)  1983  (vol.  iii). 
Volunteers  killed,  Free  Transport  of  bodies  (Ans.)  2029 
(vol.  iii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  W.  and  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(Ans)  1131  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteer  Corps  in  the  N.W.,  organization  of,  in  1879 
(Ans.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup  , 
2434,  2235  (vol,  iv). 

Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volunteers, 
3459,  (Bos.)  3463  (vol.  iv). 

'Williams,  Col.,  Death  of  (remarks,  and  tel.  read)  3073 
(iv). 

War  Supplies,  carriage  of,  by  American  Bys.,  839 
(vol.  ii). 

Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  purchase  of  (Ans.) 
2171  (vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (Bes. 
granting  $1,700,000)  in  Com.,  2532  (vol.  iii). 

Cartwright,  Sir  R.  J.,  Huron,  South  Riding. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (iv). 
Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 
Address,  on  The,  24  (vol.  i). 

Administration  of  Justice,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411,  3433, 
3448  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  {Mr. 
Caron )  on  Amt.  ( Mr .  Mills')  to  M.  for  3°,  3428  (voL  iv). 
Advances  to  Provinces  B.  7  ( Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  on  M. 
to  introd.,  32  (vol.  i). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906,  921  (vol.  ii). 
Air  Brakes,  application  of,  on  I.C.B.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3299  (vol.  iv). 
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Cartwright,  Sir  R.  J.— Continued. 

Allan  Lino,  payments  to,  for  assisted  passages  (Ques.) 
567  (vol.  i). 

Allowance  to  Assistant  Postmaster  at  Ottawa,  in  Com, 
of  Sup.,  3392 ;  cone.,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

American  Gold,  substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  (Ques.) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2904,  2906  (vol.  iv). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023, 
1027,  1034  (vol.  ii)  3452;  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Axle  Grease,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (vol.  ii). 

Baillairge,  G.  F.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350 
(vol.  iv). 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  (M.  for  Bets,  of  amounts)  37; 
(Ques.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  B.C.  B.  105  {Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  on  1°,  631  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Bep.  of  Aud.  Genl.,  &c.,  138  (i). 

Budget,  Tho  (Ques.)  76,  149;  (reply)  333  (vol.  i). 

Can.  and  Antwerp  Steamship  subvention,  cone.,  2958 
(vol.  iv.) 

Can.  and  Germany  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  65  (J/r,  McCarthy )  on 
1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Advances  to  Co.  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1305  (vol.  ii). 

Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  {Mr.  Pope)  on  Bes. 
(remarks  on  adjmt.  of  deb.)  2643 ;  in  Com.,  2724, 2729, 
2730,  2738 ;  on  Amt.  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  to  M. 
to  recoivo  Bep.  of  Com.,  2859  (vol.  iv), 

-  Engineers’  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417, 

—  Expenditure  to  complete  Govt,  construction 
(Quos.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

-  Loan,  $30,000,000  payments  on  account  of 

(Ques.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

- — - Publication  of  prop.  Bes.  in  Mail  newspapor 

(remarks)  1712  (vol.  ii). 

— - -  Bets,  ordered  by  House  sinco  date  of  contract, 

on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B,  Judge  Clarke’s  Beport  on  award  to 

contractors,  on  M.  for  copy,  133  (vol.  i). 

- Subsidy  to  Co.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (vol.  iv). 

Canals,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3301,  3303,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  45  (i). 

Catholic  population  of  Prov.  of  Quebec  (Ques.)  363  (i). 

Census,  Quinquennial,  of  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21 
{Mr.  Pope)  on  1°,  46  ;  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  76;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  171;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  212; 
neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  120)  215  (vol.  i). 

Census,  The,  Fourth  and  Fifth  vols.,  issue  of  (Quos.) 
48,  455  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  1881,  Absentees  from  Canada  during  (Quos.) 
235  (vol.  i). 

Charges  of  Management,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2763  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387 ;  cone., 
3396  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com,  on  Bes.,  3023  (vol.  iv). 
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Cartwright,  Sir  R.  J Continued. 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  906,  908,  910,  912,914. 
916,921,  969  (vol.  ii)  ;  2764,  3408,  3111,  3148;  cone., 
2764,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Sei’vice  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau )  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  276,  280  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes., 
892;  in  Com.,  1097,  1100,  1104,  1114  ;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  to  recom.,  1286  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  973  (vol.  ii). 

Clark,  G.  M.,  sums  paid  to,  apart  from  salary  as  Judgo 
(Ques.)  235 ;  (M.  for  Bet.)  697  (vol.  i). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats  (Militia)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906 
(vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Bevenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3232-3237, 
3241,  3242,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

Collins,  J.  E,,  sums  paid  to,  for  services,  on  M.  for  Bet., 
699  (vol.  i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  B.  126  (Mr.  Pope )  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  1064  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2430,  2433,  2436  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Beceipts  and  Expend.  (M.  for  Bet.*)  30  (vol.  i) 

Consolid.  Inland  Bevenue  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr. 
Costigan )  in  Com.,  2970  (vol.  iv). 

Cornwall  Canal,  Bopairs,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154,  in 
Com.,  3013  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  Timber,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Customs  and  Excise  Beceipts  for  June,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Customs  Collections  in  Algoma,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  40  (i). 

Customs,  Dept,  of  (contingencies)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  925 
(vol.  ii)  ;  3233-3237  (vol.  iv). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  844  (vol.  ii). 

Debates,  Official  Bop.  of,  delay  in  distributing  daily 
edition  to  newspapers  (remarks)  595  (vol.  i) ;  omission 
from  (remarks)  on  adjmt.  of  Hse.,  3249;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  4th  Bep.  of  Com.,  3459;  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3383  (vol.  iv). 

Deposits  in  Banks,  Govt.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3353  (iv). 

Dep.  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26,  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Royal )  72  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W,,  Assistance  to  families  of 
Militiamen  (remarks)  894  (vol.  ii). 

<=— - - Dismissal  of  correspondents  from  camp  (Ques.) 

1608  (vol.  ii). 

- - Expense  B.  129  (Mr.  Rowell )  in  Com.,  2857  (iv). 

- Further  information  asked,  886  (vol.  i). 

... — —  On  adjmt.  of  deb.  (remarks)  3160,  3212  (iv). 

- - On  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  Com.  on  Ways 

and  Means,  765  (vol.  i). 

=— —  Half-breed  grievances  (Mr.  Blake)  2042-2014 
(vol.  iii). 

- -  Yoto  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 
teers,  3463  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands,  Bev.  for  7  months,  1884-85  (Ques.)  290. 


Cartwright,  Sir  R.  3 .—Continued. 

- Sales  of,  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Sales  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Sales  and  receipts,  on  account  of  (Ques.)  2854 
(vol.  iv). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (vol.  ii). 

Eastern  Extension  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300  (vol.  iv). 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to  (prop.  Bes.)  295, 
363  ;  (reply)  390;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  118)  394  (vol.  i). 

Excise,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Excise  Bevenue  for  May,  1884,  and  May,  1885  (Ques.) 
2531  (vol  iii). 

Excise  Bevenue  for  6  months,  1884-85  (Ques.)  290  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  45  (i). 

Expense,  N.W.T.,  B.  129  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2857 
(vol.  iv). 

Exports  and  Imports,  distinguishing  products  of  Can¬ 
ada  (M.  for  Bet.*)  30  (vol.  i). 

Exports  of  Canadian  produce  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Extra  Clerks,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (vol.  iv). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Factories,  operatives  in  (M.  for  Bets.,  &c.)  37  (vol.  i). 

Factory  Bep..  printing  and  distribution  of  (remarks)  211 
(vol.  i). 

Fish  breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  910  (vol.  ii). 

Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3389  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Finance  and  Treasury  Board,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915  (ii). 

Five  per  ct.  Consolid.  Loan,  retirement  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  O.C.,  &c.)  484  (vol.  i). 

Five  per  cent  Loan,  Sinking  Fund  (Ques  )  2465  (iii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  222  (vol.  i). 

Flour,  increase  of  Duty  on  (Ques.)  744  (vol.  i). 

Foot  Grease,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means  806  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1134;  (Amt.)  1137,  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104)  1166 ;  on 
M.  for  Com.  (remarks)  1385;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suf¬ 
frage,”  1459  ;  “  tenant,”  1479  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian) 
1573  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,” 
1817,  1915-1918,  1988,1992,  1995;  “in  counties,” 
2068,2071,2073,2079,  2082,  (Amt.)  2085;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2220-2223,  2232,  2279,  2281, 
2285,  2288,  2297,  2299,  2300;  “revision  of  voters’ 
lists,”  2326,  2338,  2340,  2349  ;  “  general  provisions,” 
2344,2355;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2382; 
(remarks)  2146  (vol.  iii)  3063  (vol.  iv) ;  (Ms.  that 
Com.  rise)  2207,  2137  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  that  Com. 
rise,  1509,  1514  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman 
(remarks)  1798;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1923; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1969  (vol.  iii) ;  reading  extracts, 
1462 ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to 
House,  1511,  1619  (vol.  ii). 
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Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 
2028  (vol.  ii);  2274,  2281  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  119  ( Mr. 
Costigan )  on  M.  for  2°,  2419  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  Coke,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  783  (vol.  ii). 

Geneva  Gin  and  Brandy,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3347  (vol.  iv). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849-852, 
854,  855  (vol.  ii). 

Gold  Reserve,  Govt.  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.)  351  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Deposits  in  Banks  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol.  i) ; 
Saturdays,  1824  (vol.  iii)  ;  Conduct  of,  on  M.  for 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3444  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Loan  B.  145  (Mr.  BowelC)  on  prop.  Res.,  2461- 
2463 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2524  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamors,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Harbors  and  Rivers  (N.B.)  cone.,  2920;  (Out.)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2919,  2921;  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Histoire  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran^aisos,  in  Cjm. 
of  Sup.,  3456  (vol.  iv). 

Hoop  Iron,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (vol.  ii). 

Hospitals,  Marine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Huron  and  Superior,  Lakes,  Surveys  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2809-2816,  2836,  2839- 
2843  (vol.  iv). 

- Printing  and  Advertising  (M.  to  ref.  charges  to 

Public  Accounts  Com.)  202  (vol.  i). 

Imports  for  Consumption  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  30  (vol.  i). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3451  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  916  (vol.  ii)  ; 
3410  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1034 
(vol.  ii)  ;  suppl.,  3152  (vol.  iv). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242,  3343,  3392;  cone.,  3373 
(vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065,  1069,  1091 ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1331  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costigan)  on  M. 
for-  Com.  on  Res.,  2526  (vol.  iii) . 

Inspection  and  Supervison  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  85  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 

Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works,  persons  employed  as 
(M.  for  Stmnt.)  139  (vol.  i). 

Insurance  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  20  ( Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
on  M.  for  2°,  127  (vol.  i). 

I.C.R.  Receipts  and  Expenses  (Quos.)  1744,  1914  (iii). 

- Repairs,  &c.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3299  (vol.  iv). 
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Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  969  (vol.  ii),  3408; 
cone.,  2764,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson ,  Essex)  on 
M.  for  2°,  256  (vol.  i). 

Justice,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985. 

Keewatin,  Govt,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2505-2508  (vol.  iii)  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2892  (vol.  iv) . 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991,  992  (vol.  ii)  ;  2795, 
2798,  344S,  3451  (vol.  iv). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798  (vol.  iv). 

Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950, 
2952,  3252  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  putting  in  force  of,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv) . 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  on  M.  for  2°,  2400  (vol.  iii) . 

Loan,  recont  (Ms.  for  copies  of  Prospectus,  Advertise¬ 
ments,  &c.)  37  (vol.  i). 

Loans  contracted  by  Govt.  (Ques  )  1744,  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  in  the  N.W., 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (vol.  iv). 

McManus,  gratuity  to  widow  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  ; 
cone.  3374  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945,  3457  ;  cone., 
2918  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  2834;  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2776  in  Com., 
2789-2791,  2795,  (vol.  iv)  . 

Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2505-2508  (vol.  iii). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906-908  (vol.  ii). 

Meteorological  Observatories,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956 
(vol.  iv). 

Military  properties,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Militia  Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv) 

Militia,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2904,  2906,  2913-2916,  3411, 
3412  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244,  3245,  3351,  3353, 
3387-3389,  3  453,  34  5  4;  cone.,  3396,  3434  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  Printing,  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  works  (I.C.R.)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296 ; 
suppl.,  3383  (vol.iv). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  (Quos.)  743  (i). 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Mounted  Infantry  at  Winnipog,inCom.of  Sup. ,3411  (iv). 

Murray  Canal,  Repairs,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (iv). 

Nav.  of  River  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  (Mr.  McLelan)  on 
M.  for  2°  (Amt.)  6  m.  h.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 
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N.B.  and  P.E  I.  to  Great  Britain,  Steamship  subvention, 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (vol.  iv). 

New  Militia  Pensions,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  improvements,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps.,  &c.,  696  (vol.  i). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°,  2770  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243;  suppl., 
3392,  3121,  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  T.,  Govt,  of  the,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946,2950  (iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract,  on  M.  for  Com' 
on  Res.  (Mr.  Carling )  2556;  in  Com.,  2557  (vol.  iii). 

Operatives  in  Factories  (M.  for  Rets.,  Stmnts.)  37  (i). 

Optional  Subjects,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Short  Line  Ry.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Parliamentary  Companion ,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (vol.iv)* 

Pembina  Branch,  C.P.R  ,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985,  989,  990  (vol.  ii), 
3350;  cone.,  3374  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Plato  Glass,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  construction  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2916  (vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2764  (iv). 

Post  Office  and  Finance  Depts.,  computing  interest,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  927  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  respecting  (remarks) 
28  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  2nd  Rep.,  149  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  article  in  Toronto  News  :  French 
aggression,  &c.  (remarks)  1680  (vol.  ii). 

Privy  Council,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Prorogation  (Ques.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Provincial  Legislation,  compilation  of  Cor,,  &c.,  in  Com* 
of  Sup.,  3421;  cone.,  3434  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Accounts  and  Auditor  Genl.’s  Rep.  (M.  for  ref.  to 
Standing  Com.  on  Public  Accounts)  76  (vol.  i). 

Public  Buildings,  Ottawa  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2916  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Dobt  of  Canada,  amount  of  (Ques.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Expenditure  (Res.)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup., 
2868-2877 ;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2yl6,  2919-2921 ;  cone., 
3433  (vol.  iv). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914 
(vol.  ii). 

Railways,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296,  3299,  3300,  3383, 
3413,  3417,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund  (Ques.) 
1677  (vol.  ii). 

Recognition  of  Yoluntoers’  Services  in  the  N.W.  B.  160 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3379  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  3384  (vol.  iv). 

Rod  Liquor,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (vol.  ii). 


Cartwright,  Sir  H.  J  .—Continued. 

Returns,  enquiries  for,  363,  714  (vol.  i)  ;  832, 1064, 1608 
(vol.  ii)  ;  1913,  2393  (iii)  ;  incomplete  Ret.,  1209  (ii). 
Returns,  preparation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245,  3388 
(vol.  iv). 

Richelieu  and  Ontario  Navigation  Co.’s  B.  61,  (Mr. 
Desjardins)  on  prop.  Amt.  (remarks)  1210;  in  Com., 
1351  (vol.  ii). 

Royal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (vol.  iv). 

— - Number  and  names  of  graduates,  &c.  (M*  for 

Ret.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  81  (vol.  i). 

St.  Yincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
985,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Savings  Bank  (Post  Office  or  otherwise)  Depositors  in 
(M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Scientific  Institutions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Senate  extra  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3448  (vol.  iv). 
Settlors  in  the  Dom.  during  calendar  year  1884  (Ques.) 
113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  113  (vol.  i). 
Sleeping  cars,  I.C.R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.iv). 
Small  Savings,  encouragement  of,  on  M.  for  Rot.,  91 
(vol.  i). 

Spirits  and  Tobacco,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225 
(vol.  iv). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  bond  (remarks)  3371  (vol.  iv). 
Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  803, 805, 808  (vol.  ii). 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3418  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com, 
on  Res.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3215, 3219  (vol.  iv). 
Superintendence  of  Insurance,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2957 ; 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  273  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
889  (vol.  ii). 

Superior  Court  Judges,  Quebec,  B.  161  (Sir  John)  on 
prop.  Res.,  3376  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Administration  of  Justice,  985  (vol.  ii),  3433  ;  (Stipendiary  Magis¬ 
trates,  N.  W.  T.)  3448  (vol.  iv), 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1023 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Indian 
and  Colonial, Exhibitions)  1034  (vol.  i)  ;  suppl.  3452,  (vol.  iv); 
(Mortuary  Statistics)  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Canals — Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Cornwall)  3301 ;  (Murray)  3303  ; 
(Welland)  3302  ;  (Williamsburg)  3301.  Income  :  (Welland) 
3418;  (Rideau,  Land  damages)  cone.,  3133  (vo).  iv). 

Charges  of  Management,  2763  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Government  (Administration  of  Justice)  3411  (vol.  iv) ; 
(Agriculture,  Dept,  of)  906,  (contingencies)  921 ;  (Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  Examiners)  973  ;  (Customs,  contingencies)  925 ;  (Finance 
and  Treasury  Board,  contingencies)  915 ;  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of) 
910  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  3410  (vol.  iv),  (con¬ 
tingencies)  916  ;  (interior,  Dept,  of)  969  (vol.  ii),  3408,  cone., 
2764,  3433  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  906-908  (vol.  ii)  5 
(Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  2764  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Post  Office 
and  Finance  Depts.,  contingencies,  computing  interest)  927 ; 
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(Privy  Council,  contingencies)  914 ;  (Public  Works,  Dept,  of) 
912  (vol.  ii),  suppl.,  3448  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Railways  and  Canals, 
Dept,  of)  914  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Optional  Subjects)  3111  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3232-3237  ;  (Culling  Timber) 
3241 ;  (Excise)  3241 ;  (Inspection  of  Staples)  3242  ;  (Post  Office, 
allowance  to  Asst.  Postmaster  at  Ottawa)  3392,  cone.,  3397  ; 
(Weights  and  Measures  and  Ga9)  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands— Capital :  Surveys  (Examination  of  Survey  Rets.) 
3344.’  Income  (Land  Board  at  Winnipeg)  3344  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  ;  (Fishery  Protection  Steam¬ 
ers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  3317  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2809,  2816,  2836,  2839-2813  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Grant  to  supplmnt.  Fund)  3242  ;  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.) 
3343,  cone.,  3373;  (Assistance  to  Institutions)  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  (  Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Com¬ 
mittees,  Extra  Clerks,  &c.)  2795 ;  (increased  Indemnity  to 
Members)  3151.  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2798 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Printing,  paper,  &c.)  992  (vol.  ii).  Senate  (Extra 
Expenses)  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms, 
construction)  2952;  (Salaries,  &c.)  2950,  3250  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2943,  cone.,  2958  ;  (Can. 'and  Germany)  2945  ;  (N.B.  and  P.E.I. 
to  Great  Britain,  &c.)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Hospitals,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.,  Band  C  Batteries,  &c.)  2914;  (Ammunition)  2904, 
2906  ;  (Barracks at  London)  3112  ;  (Clothing and  Great  Coats) 
2906;  (Military  Properties,  care  of)  2916;  (Mounted  Infantry 
at  Winnipeg)  3411 ;  (Royal  Mil.  Coll.)  2913  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Chinese  Commission)  3387,  cone.,  3393  (vol.  iv)  : 
(Dept.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3351,  3353  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Establishment 
of  a  Model  Farm)  3453;  (Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingen¬ 
cies)  3244  ;  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3389;  (Govt,  of  Eeewatin)  3244 ;  (Govt,  of  the 
N.W.T.)  3244;  (Histoire  Genealogique  de3  Families  Fran- 
qaises)  3456;  (Hudson  Bay  Expedition)  3215;  (Liquor  License 
Act,  putting  in  force)  3244;  (Losses  and  Expenses  through 
Troubles  in  N.W.T.)  3454;  (“  Parliamentary  Companion  ’’) 
3387;  (Provincial  Legislation,  compilation  of  Cor,  &c.) 
3421,  cone.,  3434  ;  (Returns,  preparation  of)  3245,  3388 
(Surveyp,  Lakes  Huron  and  Superior)  3244  (vol.  iv) ;  (Vote 
of  $1,000,000  for  N  W.  Troubles)  2235  (vol.  iii). 

N.  IF.  Mounted  Police,  3243  ;  suppl.,  3392,  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2946  ;  (Life-boats,  Sta¬ 
tions,  &c.)  2946  ;  (Water  and  River  Police)  2950  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (new  Militia)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiaries  (Dorchester)  989;  (Kingston)  985  (vol.ii), 
(gratuity  to  widow  of  C.  McManus)  3350,  cone.,  3374  (vol. 
iv)  ;  (Manitoba)  990  ;  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  985-989  (vol.ii), 
(payment  to  G.  F.  Baillairge)  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works—  Capital :  B.C.  (Esquimalt  Graving  Dock)  2916; 
Ottawa  (additional  buildings)  2916 ;  Port  Arthur  (construction 
of  Harbor)  2916  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (N.W.T.)  2919.  Harbors  and 
Rivers,  2919  ;  (Ont.)  2921,  cone.,  3433  ;  (N.B.)  2920. 

Railways — Capital:  C.P.  R.,  3383;  (Engineers’  Salaries,  &c. 
3417  ;  (Subsidy)  3296  ;  (Pembina  Brauch)  3417.  Eastern 
Extension  (repairs,  &c.)  3300.  I.  C.  R.  (applying  air  brakes), 
3299  ;  (miscellaneous  works)  3296  ;  suppl.  3383  ;  (repairs, 
&c.)  3299  ;  (sleeping  cars)  3418.  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and 
New  Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956. 

Superintendence  of  Insurance,  2957,  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Survey  Rots.,  Examination  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 3344  (iv) 


Cartwright,  Sir  R.  J  .—Continued. 

Three  Rivera  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  (Mr, 
Bowell )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2555  (vol.  iii). 

Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  853  (vol.  ii). 

Trade  Relations  with  U.  S.  (Ques.)  3163  (vol.  iv). 

Transfer  of  Batteries  (Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  1°,  631  (vol.  i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber  (remarks)  2676  (vol.  iv). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2235  (vol.  iv). 

Voyageurs  to  Egypt,  number,  names,  residence,  &c.,  of 
officers  and  men  (M.  for  Ret.*)  210  (vol.  i). 

Water  and  River  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — Budget  Speech  (reply  to)  333  ;  The 
Tariff  (remarks)  conclusion  of  Deb.,  662 ;  Distur 
bance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to 
Com.,  765-768  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  (cutlery)  844; 
(axle  grease)  857  ;  (duck)  808  ;  (foot  grease  806  ; 
(gas  coke)  783  (vol.  ii) ;  (Geneva  gin  and  brandy) 
3224  (vol.  iv) ;  (glucose  syrup)  849,  852,  854,  855  ; 
(hoop  iron)  807 ;  (plate  glass)  856  ;  (red  liquor)  808 
(vol.  ii) ;  (spirits  and  tobacco)  3225  (vol.  iv)  ;  (steel) 
803,  805,  808  (vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar)  3215,  3219  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(towels)  858  (vol.  ii)  ;  (whiskey)  3225-3229  ( vol.  iv)  ; 
(winceys)  840;  (woollen  fabrics)  795,  840  ;  (woollen 
l’ags)  783,  787  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Excise  duties)  3295  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Gostigan ) 
on  prop.  Res.,  835 ;  in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv). 

Welland  Canal,  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  3302,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Whiskey,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225-3229  (iv). 

Williamsburg  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Winceys,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  840  ('vol.  ii). 

Woollen  fabrics,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  795,  810 
(vol.  ii). 

Woollen  rags,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  783,  787  (ii). 

Casey,  Mr.  G.  E. ,  West  Elgin. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  tho  N.W.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.j]for30, 3429  (vol.  iv). 
Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2469-2474  (vol.  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com., 
2480-2483  (vol.  iii). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024, 
1030,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res.,  119  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.  48  (vol.  i). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pots,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  358  (vol.  i). 

Canada  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson ) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048;  in  Com.,  1054-1055; 
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Casey,  Mr.  G.  E.— Continued. 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell )  1060  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  j 
Sen.  Amts.,  2648,  2652,  2667  (vol.  iv). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.,  on  M. 
for  Papers,  929,  933  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  {Mr.  Coughlin )  on  M.  for  2°, 
284  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Besoiutions  respecting  farther  loan  (remarks) 
on  adjmt.  of  deb.,  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2725,  2727,  2729, 
2733,  2736 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bos.  (Amt.)  2862; 
neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91)  2863  (vol.  iv). 

- Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  construction 

between,  sums  paid  (M.  for  Stmnts.)  123  (vol.  i). 

— - Section  B.  Arbitration,  Evidence  taken  (Ques.) 

112  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B,  Award  of  damages  to  contractors, 

validity  of,  case  submitted  to  Counsel,  &c.  (M.  for 
copy)  131  (vol.  i). 

■— - Section  B,  case  submitted  by  Govt  and  contrac¬ 
tors  to  Arbitrators,  Evidence  taken,  &c.  (M.  for 

copies)  206  (vol.  i). 

■—  Section  B,  claim  of  contractors  on  which  award 
of  $395,600  was  based  (M.  for  copy)  134  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Section  B,  Engineers’  Beps.  on  re-measurement 
and  re-classification,  &c.  (M.  for  copies)  121  (vol.  i). 

— Section  B,  Judge  Clarke’s  Bep.  on  Award  to 
contractors  (Ques.)  78;  (Ml.  for  copy)  132, 134  (vol.  i). 

— - Section  B,  opinion  of  Counsel  as  to  binding 

character  of  Award  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

- —  Section  B,  payment  of  Award  of  $395,600  to 

contractors  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

— - —  Timber  duos  to  Govt,  by  Co.  (Ques.)  479  (vol.i). 

- — - — ■  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amts,  to 
M.  for  Bet.,  100, 110  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  969,  972,  984  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau )  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  274,  278,  280  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes., 
899;  on  M.  for  2°,  1097  ;  in  Com.,  1097—1105,  1 1 10— 
1117,1123,  1127-1130;  on  M.  for  3°,  1286  ;(Amt.) 
1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mit¬ 
chell )  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1283  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  B.  (Ques.)  28  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  984  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3237  (vol.  iv).  ; 

Debates,  Official  Bop.  uf,  First  Bep.  (remarks)  34  (vol. 
i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Bep.,  3360  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26  {Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Blake )  for  Special 
Com.  to  report  to  House,  71  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker,  on  M.  to  appoint  Malachy  Daly,  Esq., 
72  (vol.  i) ;  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3354,  3357 
(vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Blake )  to  M. 
{Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
768  (vol.i). 

- - Stoney  Indian  rising  (remarks)  863  (vol.  ii). 


Casey,  Mr.  G.  E. — Continued. 

Factories  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin )  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  resmng.  adj.  deb.  for  2°,  943  (ii). 
Franchise  B„  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1263-1266  ;  in  Corn,,  “woman  suffrage,”  1401-1408, 
1459;  “usufructuary,”  1452,  1458;  “owner,”  1470; 
“  tenant,”  1477 ;  “person  ”  (Endian)  1496,  1528-1530, 
1578,  (Chinese)  1532,  1590;  “farm,”  1592;  “actual 
value,”  1596,  1604;  “qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1739-1743  (vol.  ii),  1828;  (Indians)  1837 
(Amt.)  1845;  “  manhood  suffrage,”  1956-1959,  1988; 
“ qualifications  in  counties,”  2052, 2061 ;  (Amts.)  2064, 
2070,  2079,  2080,  2394 ;  on  disqualifying  barristers, 
2086 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2086,  2093 ;  “  registration 
of  voters,”  2254-2258,  2270,  2272,  2282,  2283,  (Amt.) 
2238,  2290,  2308-2310;  “revision  of  voters’ lists,” 
2321,  2323,  2325,  2333,  2343;  “general  provisions,” 
2344,  2347,  2350;  “  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians) 
2383-2385  (vol.iii)  ;  scarcity  of  copies  of  B.  (remarks) 
1131 ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1422,  1497  (vol.  ii),  2208 
(vol,  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1436,  unparliamentary 
language,  1466;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1619  (vol.  ii),  1825 
(vol.  iii)  ;  taking  up  items  consecutively  (remarks) 
1471  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798 
(vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt,  B.  135  ( Mr.Costigan ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1309-1316  ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
1317  (voi.  ii). 

Gosselin,  Eugene,  record  in  the  matter  of,  on  M.  for 
copy,  703  (vol.  i). 

G.  T.  B.  mail  trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival  and 
departure  of,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  817  (vol.ii). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  99  (i). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1068,  1072,  1087  (vol.  ii) ; 
on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  1326 ;  on  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  1328  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  91)  1332  (vol.  ii). 
Inland  Bevenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146  {Mr.  Costigan )  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2528  (vol.  iii). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  969.  972  (vol.  ii). 
International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex )  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Bes.,  1664  ;  in  Com.,  1663  (vol.  ii). 
Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3354,  3357  (iv). 
Morgan,  H.  J.,  payment  for  “  Annual  Begister,”  in  Com. 
of  Sup,,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1030  (vol.  ii). 
O’Malley,  Lieut.-Col.,  Charges  against  (M.  for  copy  of 
Bep.  of  Maj.  Genl.,  45  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1892  (vol.  iii). 
Port  Moody,  B.C.,  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  of  (Ques.) 
816  (vol.  ii). 

Pringle,  H.  H.,  of  Cobourg,  employment  of,  by  Govt* 
(Ques.)  743  (vol.  i). 
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Casey,  Mr.  G.  E  .—Continued. 

Printing  and’  printing  paper,  &c. ,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2798,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 

Bailway s  in  the  Co.  of  Grey,  refund  of  Bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  momorial,  60  (vol.  i). 
Kefund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memori¬ 
als  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  576  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  incomplete,  re  N.  W.  Troubles  (remarks)  1209 
(vol.  ii). 

Beturns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  289,  427,  455  (i). 
Bidgetown  as  a  port  of  entry,  Pets.,  &c.  (M.  tor  copies*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Biel,  Louis,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  743  (i). 
Short  Line  By.,  Plans  and  Bops.  (Ques.)  567  (vol.  i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Bet.,  880  (vol.  ii). 

Stoney  Indian  rising  in  the  N.W.  (remarks)  863. 
Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  984;  (Interior, 
Dept,  of)  969,  972  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024;  (Colo¬ 
nial  Exhibitions)  1032  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1030  (vol.  ii)  ; 
Customs,  3227  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2798,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Sa’ary)  3351,  3354,  3357  ;  (pay 
ment  to  H.  J.  Morgan,  for  “  Annual  Register  ”)  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M,  ( Sir  Leonard  Tilley') 
for  Com.  (remarks)  539,  599-605,  633-641 ;  on  Amt. 
(j Mr.  Blake)  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.T.,  768  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  788;  (woollen  fabrics)  797  (ii). 
Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118 
(Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  835;  in  Com.,  1675  (ii). 
Woollen  rags,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783,  797 
(vol.  ii). 

Casgrain,  Mr.  P.  B.,  L’lslet. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M,  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.,  47  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for 
Papers,  935  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  Son. 
Amts.,  2654  (vol.  iv). 

Cape  St.  Ignace,  Station  at  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Court  of  Claims  for  Can.  B.  93  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  1°,  450  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Short  Line  By.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic) 
on  M.  for  Beps.  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.,  38  (vol.  i). 
DeCheno,  Capt.  A.  M.,  enquiry  respecting  (M.  for  copies 
of  complaint*)  30  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  for  Com. 
on  Ways  and  Means,  770  (vol.  i). 

- Col.  Ouimot’s  absence  from  Duty  (remarks) 

1167,  1205  (vol.  ii). 

- Distinctive  rewards  for  Bravery  (Ques.)  2359 

(vol.  iii). 

ElgiD  Station,  L’lslet,  erection  of  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Employment  of  Prisoners  without  the  walls  of  Gaols  B. 
87  (Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.,  1658  (vol.  ii). 


Casgrain,  Mr.  P.  B.— Continued. 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  proposed  Bes. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  369  (vol.  i). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  agent  in  Paris,  Bep.  of  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com,  1384;  “woman  suffrage,”  1395 ;  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1447;  “person”  (Indian)  1516,  1519,  1536; 
(Chinese)  1588;  “farm,”  1591;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1690-1692  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Amt.)  1791 ; 
“  who  shall  not  vote,”  2099  (voh  iii)  ;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1423 ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  unparliamentai’y 
language,  1466;  Appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1511 
(vol.  ii). 

Gold,  Boserve,  Govt.,  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  355  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  451  (vol.  i). 
Inspection  of  Banks,  legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  51 ; 
(prop.  Bes.)  81  (vol.  i). 

Lieut.  Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse,  Supply  of  wood  to,  M.  for 
Bet.*)  30  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Bep.  made  by  Govt,  Commission,  62  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  at  village  of  Montmagny  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 
Bailway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 

Laurier)  198  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  enquiry  for,  363  (vol.  i). 

Short  Line  By.  to  the  sea  coast,  survey  by  Mr.  Wick- 
steed,  C.E.  (M.  for  copy  of  Bep.)  52;  Plans,  Beps. 
&c.  (Ques.)  246,  429,  479  (vol.  i). 

Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C  ,  expenso  of  (Ques.)  290  (i). 
St.  Patrick’s  Day,  on  M.  (Mr.  Curran)  for  adjmt.,  594  (i). 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec,  Chief  Justice  (Quos.)  129  (i). 
Supply: 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024;  (Colo¬ 
nial  Exhibitions)  1035 ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1028  (vol.  ii). 
Miscellaneous  (Relief  of  Distress  in  N.W.T.)  3455  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  limitation  B.  68 
(Mr.  Landry ,  Montmagny)  on  M.  to  introd.,  246  (i). 
Translation  of  Debates  and  Yotes  and  Proceedings, 
(remarks)  594  (vol.  i)4 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake). 
(Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.)  in  Amt.  to  Com.,  770  (i). 

Catudal,  Mr.  M.,  Napierville. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1441  (vol.  ii). 

French  Canadians  in  Customs  Dept.  (Quos.)  2171  (iii). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1069,  1089;  on  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  1327  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  (vol.  ii). 
Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  purchase  of  (Quos.) 
2171  (vol.  iii). 

Chairman,  Mr. 

[For  Bulings,  &c ,,\see  “  Order,”  “  Privilege  ”  and  “  Pro¬ 
cedure”  under  Subjects.] 
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Chapleau,  Hon.  J.  A.,  Terrebonne. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
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m.,  2935 ;  in  Com.,  2968-2971 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amts.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  A  cts  Amt.  (B.  154)  2°  m. 
and  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  Timber,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  916-921  (vol.  ii). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3355,  3357  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W., Dumont,  Gabriel,  Ferry  license 
granted  to  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Excise,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Excise  Bovenuefor  6  months,  1884-1885  (Ans.)  290  (i). 

Fish  Inspector  in  the  City  of  St.  John  (Ans.)  2997  (iv). 
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Costigan,  Hon.  J .—Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1503  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  qualifications  of 
voters  in  cities  and  towns,”  1990;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2343  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  119  (prop. 
Eos.)  837  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (prop.  Ees.) 

1306;  in  Com.,  1307-1312,  1315,  1319  (vol.  ii). 
Inland  Eevenue  Collector  at  Summorside,  P.E.I.  (Ans.) 
350  (vol.  i). 

Inland  Eevenue,  Dopt.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  9 16— 
921  (vol.  ii);  Eep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 
International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr .  Patterson ,  Essex )  on 
M.  for  2°,  255  (vol.  i). 

Kinnee,  D.,  increase  of  salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
License  Commissioners  in  Essex  (Ans.)  606  (vol.  i). 
License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883  (Ans.) 
1568  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398;  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
3421  (vol.  iv). 

Eeturns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  428  (vol.  i). 
Scott  Act,  prosecutions  under  (Ans.)  41  (vol.  i). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  Bond  (Stmnt.)  3395  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  15  •  ( Sir  Hector  Langeoin ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2977  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals— Income  :  Welland  (land  damages)  cone. ,  3433  (vol.  iv). 
Civil  Government  (Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of)  901,  contingencies, 
916-921  (vol  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Adulteration  of  Food)  3242;  (Culling 
Timber)  3241  ;  (Customs)  3234  ;  (Excise)  3241  ;  (Inspection 
of  Staples)  3241  ;  (Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas)  3241, 
3457  (vol.  iv ). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398  ;  (administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3355,  3357  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (whiskey)  3226,  3231  (iv). 
Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv)< 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  (B.  118) 
prop.  Ees.,  832-837 ;  1°*  of  B.,  837 ;  in  Com.,  1672 
(vol.  ii). 

Welland  Canal,  land  damages,  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Coughlin,  Mr.  T.,  North  Middlesex. 

Carriers  by  Land  (B.  5,  1°*)  29;  2°  m.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Coursol,  Mr.  C.  J.,  East  Montreal. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  criticisms  of  Press  as  to 
cause,  and  slur  on  French  Members  commanding 
Battalions,  888  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
2Q,  1248 ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1389  (vol.  ii). 
Supremo  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny )  on  M.  for  2°,  169  (vol.  i). 

Curran,  Mr.  J.  J  ,  Centre  Montreal. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  Wi  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills')  to  M.  for  3°,  3431  (vol.  iv). 
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Curran,  Mr.  J.  J .—Continued. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Special  Com.,  48  (vol.  i); 

Can.  Co-operative  Sup.  Association  (B.  81,  1°*)  349  (i). 
Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  2664  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M.  for  2° 
(Amt.)  6  m.  h.,  284;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  289  (vol.  i)- 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
on  Eos.,  275  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com  ,  1125  (vol.  ii). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3356  (iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Victoria  Eifles,  Montreal 
(Ques.)  1983  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  Cohn  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1408;  “qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1623-1626  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2811,  2831  (vol.  iv). 
Insolvent  Debtors’  Assets  Distribution  (B.4, 1°*)  29  (i). 
Martin,  John,  continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of  (M. 

for  copies  of  Pets.*)  201  (vol.  i). 

Nav.  of  Eiver  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  (Mr.  McLelan)  on 
Order  for  2°,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  veracity  questioned  (remarks)  725 
(vol.  i). 

Eoyal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.’s  Capital  Stock  Eeduction 
(B.  43,  1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day  (M.  for  adjmt.)  593  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Immigration,  2811,  2831  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary)  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B. 3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  161  (vol.  i). 

Supremo  Court,  contested  cases  before,  and  judgments 
(M.  for  Eet.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M .(Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  521-527  (vol.  i). 

Daly,  Mr.,  M.  B.,  Halifax  (Deputy  Speaker). 

Sable  Island,  telegraphic  communication  with  (Ques.) 
57  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Langevin)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Kirk)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3402  (vol.  iv). 
[For  Eulings  see  “  Order,”  “  Privilege  ”  and  “  Pro¬ 
cedure,”  under  Subjects.] 

Dailies,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Queen's,  P.E.I. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467,  2468,  2471,  2474,  2541  (vol.  iii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  1051 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  1061  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Macdonald, 
King's)  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2656  (vol.  iv). 
C.  P.  E.  Eosolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2692,  2702 ;  in  Com.,  2739, 
2741,  2744,  2745  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2863  (iv). 
Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2534, 
2536-2540  (vol.  iii). 

Cape  Tormontine  By.,  connection  (Ques.)  2997  (iv). 
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Davies,  Mr.  L.  H. — Continued. 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  {Mr.  McCarthy')  on  Amt.  {Mr- 
Curran)  6  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  2°,  288  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  907-911,  913,  914,  916,  918? 
922-924  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Ees.,  276,  281  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  for  3°  of  B.,  1296  ; 
(Amt.)  1297;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  (vol.  ii)  1301. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2431,2434-2437 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Ives ) 
2770  (vol.  iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
{Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  in  Com.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Hall) 
150  (vol.  i). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  916,  918, 
922-924  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Buildings  in  Charlottetown,  construction  of 
(Ques.)  1039  (vol.  ii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Bes.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  384  (vol.  i). 

Explosive  Substances  B.  95  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.,  1167  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  222  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1153-1156  ;  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1418,  1458;  “tenant,”  1476, 
1478;  “occupant,”  1483;  “person”  (Indians)  1576 
(Chinese)  1583  ;  “  farm,”  1592 ;  “  farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  “qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1638— 
1643  (vol.  ii),  1824-1828,  1939-1945;  “manhood 
suffrage,”  1987,  1991,  1992,1  996;  “qualifications  in 
counties,”  2054,  2058, 2066-2069,  2071,  (Amt.)  2072- 
2074,  -2077;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2090,  2096 
(Indians)  2157-2160,  (Amt.)  2160;  “registration 
of  voters,”  2210,  (Amt.)  2211,  2229,  2230,  (Amt.) 
2234,  2269,  2271-2273,  2280,  (Amt.)  2281,  2286, 
2287,  2289,  2291,  (Amt.)  2292,  2301,  2313,  2316, 
(Amt.)  2318;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2326,2329, 
2331,2347;  “  general  provisions,”  2353;  “appeal,’ 
2361 ;  “  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2378,  2389  (vol. 
iii) ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1423,  1496,  1497,  1501, 
1527,  1529  (vol.  ii),  2137,  2208  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ques. 
of  Order,  1435-1436,  1437 ;  reading  extracts,  1462, 
1465  (vol.  ii),  1921  (vol.  iii)  ;  irregularity  of  proce¬ 
dure  1470;  (explanation)  1658  (vol.  ii)  ;  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1800  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Cost i- 
gan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  1307 ;  in  Com.,  1308.  1315,  1319, 
1320  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2548-2551  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol.  i). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  {Mr.  McLelan)  on  M. 
for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2522  (vol.  iii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2835,2845-2849, 2852  (iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  Affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1090,  1093 ;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1331 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  84)  1334  (vol.  ii). 


Davies,  Mr.  L.  H. — Continued. 

I.  C.  B ,  Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Judges  in  N.  B.,  appointment  for  year’s  circuit  (Ques.) 
568  (vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  {Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2796,  2804,  2805  (vol.  iv). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Bes.,  1664  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  {Mr. 
Carling)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2556  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Bes.,  2756  (vol.  iv). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  907-911  (vol.  ii). 
Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  {Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  218  (vol.  i). 
Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.  E.  I.,  expenditure  on  mainten¬ 
ance  and  construction  (M.  for  Bet.*)  533  (vol.  i). 
P.E.I.  By.,  Cape  Traverse  Branch,  payment  of  laborers 
on  (M.  for  copies  of  Pets,,  &c.)  143  (vol.  i). 

- —  Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  (M.  for 

Bot.*)  1442  (vol.ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2804  (iv). 
Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 
Beciprocity  with  the  U.S.  (Bes.  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of 
Sup.)  995-1001;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  98)  1023,  (vol.  ii), 
Kefund  of  Duties  to  merchants  and  fishermen  in  P.E.I., 
Commissioner’s  Bep.  (M.  for  copy)  831  (vol.  ii). 
Bichelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co’s  B.  61  {Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1318,  1351  (vol.  ii). 

Supply: 

Civil  Government :  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Agriculture)  922, 
(Customs)  916,  924,  (Inland  Revenue)  918,  919,  (Privy 
Council)  914,  (Sec.  of  State)  914;  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of)  911  ; 
(Marine,  Dept,  of)  907-911,  (contingencies)  923;  (Public 
Works,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration ,  2835,  2845-2849,  2852  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796; 
(Printing  and  Printing  Paper,  &c.)  2804-2805  (vol.  iv). 

Statutes  of  Can.,  Bevision  of,  Commissioners’  Bep.,  on 
M.  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  to  cone,  in  Mess,  from 
Sen.,  781  (vol.  ii). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  {Mr. 

Caron)  on  M,  for  2°  and  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  162  (vol.  i). 

Three  Bivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  {Mr. 

Rowell)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2555  (vol.  iii). 

Trade  Eolations  between  Canada  and  the  U.  S.  (Ques.) 
1387  (vol.  ii). 

Treaty  Negotiations  by  Sir  Ambrose  Shea  (Ques.) 
1387  (vol.  ii). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2897  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  545-555  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts.  Amt.  (B.  118) 
{Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Bes,,  837  (vol.  ii). 
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Davies,  Mr.  L.  H. — Continued. 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  ( Mr . 

Tapper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Wharves  on  P.  B.  I.,  Grant  for  construction  (Ques.) 
351  (vol.  i). 

Dawson,  Mr.  S.  J.,  Algoma. 

C.  P.  R.,  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2718-2720  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3409  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 
Customs  Collections  in  Algoma  (M.  for  Ret.)  39  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tasse)  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3368  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake )  to  M. 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley')  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
769  (vol.  i). 

Troops,  Transport  of  (remarks)  887,  1380  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Bichard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1160;  in  Com. 
“  woman  suffrage,  ”  1408  ;  “  owner,”  1473  ;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1486,  1491,  1492,  1521,  1569  (expla¬ 
nation)  1503  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1775;  “  manhood  suffrage,”  1979;  (Indians) 
2006-2008,  2012;  “  in  counties  ”  2078;  “  who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2122,  2i49;  ‘‘registration  of 
voters,”  2248-2268,  2298 ;  “  officers  and  duties  ” 
(Indians)  2369,  2387  (vol.  iii) ;  “  preamble,”  2768 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  2143  (vol.  iii). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2816  (vol.  iv). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392  (vol.  iv). 
Keewatin,  G«vt.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service, in  Com.  of  Sup., 2952  (iv). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Boivell)  in  Com., 
3048  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv). 
Ontario’s  Boundaries  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
’  3438  (vol.  iv). 

Ont.,  Westerly  Boundary  of,  shorthand  notes  of  argu¬ 
ment  before  P.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  440  (vol.  i). 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr  White, 
Renfrew)  1218  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (vol.  iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  )of,  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper 
(remarks)  247  (vol.i)  ;  article  in  Port  Arthur  Herald 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  mem¬ 
orials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  587  (vol.  i). 
Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Cameron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3408  (vol.  iv). 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Co.’s  (B.  52,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 
Supi>ly  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Dept,  of  Interior)  3409  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  rv). 

Fisheries  ( Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2816  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Assistance  to  institutions)  3392  (vol.  iv). 


Dawson,  Mr.  S.  J  .—Continued. 

Indian  Affairs  (Grant  to  supplement  Fund)  3243  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog  Alarms, 
constr.)  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Govt,  of  Keewatin)  3244  ;  (Hudson  Bsy  Expedi¬ 
tion)  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.)  2947  (vol,  iv). 
Public  Works — Capital:  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  harbor) 
2917  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
to  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com.  769  (vol.i);  in 
Com.  (steel)  810  (vol.ii). 

De  St.  Georges,  Mr.  J.  E.  A.,  Portneuf. 

Customs  Department,  Fronoh  Canadian  employes 
(Ques.)  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person”  (Indian)  1533  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  the  Tiger  Agency  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent,  acting  without  sureties 
(Qu63.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 

Pointe  aux  Trembles,  construction  of  Wharf  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.)  234  (vol.  i). 

Railway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea- board,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  195  (vol.  i). 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  accounts  duo  to  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
1443  (vol.  ii). 

Desaulniers,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Maskinongi. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2995  (vol.  iv). 

Desjardins,  Mr.  A.,  Hochelaga. 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  711  (i). 
Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  treatment  of  natives  by  the 
Volunteers,  2993  (vol.  iv). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv). 
Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1451,  1455  (vol.  ii). 

International  Coal  Co.’s  (B.  51,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Supreme  Court  Judgment 
(Ques.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 
Model  Farm,  Establishment  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453 
(vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  587  (vol.  i). 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  incorp.  Act  Amt.  (B.  61, 
1°*)  L88  (vol.  i) ;  notice  of  prop.  Amt.,  1210;  in 
Com.,  1348  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Elec¬ 
tion  Expenses)  3452  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Salaries)  991  (vol.  ii). 
Miscellaneous  (Establishment  of  a  Model  Farm)  3453  (vol.  iv). 

(Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies)  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec) 
‘  fortnightly  line)  2938,  2942  (vol.  iv). 
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Dickinson,  Mr.  M.  K.,  Russell 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.  incorp.  (B.  28,  1°*)  88  (vol.  i) ;  M. 
for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  729— 'JSS  (vol.  i). 

Dodd,  Mr.  M.,  Cape  Breton , 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Mr.Trow’s 
pair  with  Mr.  Williams  (remarks)  1470  (vol.  ii). 
Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B.  (Ques.)  289  (vol.  i). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr. 
Edgar,  1955  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2977  (vol.  iv). 

Dnndas,  Mr.  J.  K.?  South  Victoria,  Ont. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1309  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  R.  Mail  Trains,  Broekville  and  Toronto,  arrival  and 
departure  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  818  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— In  Com.,  776  (vol.  i)  ;  (woollen  fab¬ 
rics)  796  (vol.  ii). 

Dupont,  Mr.  F.,  Bagot. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.WVT.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron )  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3432  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1234  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1070  (vol.  ii). 

Edgar,  Mr.  J.  B.,  West  Ontario. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2962,  2965  (vol.  iv). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.,  construction  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 
Colonization  Co.’s,  modification  of  agreements  (Ques.) 
2241  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2434  (vol.  iii). 

Copyright,  Law  of  (prop.  Res.,  708-711  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.,  Ability  of  Co.  to  fulfil  engagements  under  prop. 
Res.  (Ques.)  2238  (vol.  iii). 

• - —  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  2°, 

3024-3026  (vol.  iv). 

— Connection  with  Quebec  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

— - - Curves,  Grades  and  Tangents  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

- —  Eastern  Section,  quantities,  classifications,  and 

prices,  Engineers’  Estimates  (M.  for  copies)  299  (i). 

• — - Eastern  Section,  Western  Division  (M.  for  copies 

of  Estimates,  &e.)  302  (vol.  i). 

- - - Location  in  B.C.,  Change  of  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

— - Progress  Estimates,  Eastern  Section  (Ques.) 

235  (vol.  i). 

- - Rolling  Stock  on  Eastern  Section,  Change  in 

Western  Division  (M.  for  Ret.)  302  (vol.  i). 

— - Section  B.,  Award  ot  $34,179.17,  credits  in 

Public  Accounts  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 

— - Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 

100,  105  (vol.  i). 


Edgar,  Mr.  J.  & —Continued. 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3353  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Col.  Otter’s  march  to  Battle- 
ford  (remarks)  1386  (vol.  i). 

— - -  Civil  Service  Volunteers  (remarks)  3043  (iv). 

— ■  - Poundmaker,  Surrender  of  prisoners  by  (Ques.) 

2065  (vol.  iii). 

— — - Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of  Confidence,  cn  M. 

to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  28  (Mr.  Haqqart)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1007  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Timbor  dues  (Ques.)  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  (Mr.  Me 
Carthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Evans  Divorce  (B.  106,  1°  on  a  div.)  672;  2°  agreed  to 
(Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i). 

Export  Duty  on  Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Federation  of  the  Empire,  proposals  for  (Ques.)  51  (i). 

Fisheries  Protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
(Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1197-1200;  in  Com.,  “woman 
suffrage,”  1399;  “owner,”  1473  ;“  occupant,”  1484; 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1553,  (Chinese)  1582,  1584  (vol. 
ii)  ;  “  farm,”  2393 ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
“  manhood  suffrage  ”  1968-1970, 1993,  2001,  (Amt.) 
2003,  (Indian)  2022,  2053,  2066,  2080,  2394;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2282,  2289,  2305,  2312,  2316- 
2319 ;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2330,  2331,  2334, 
2337  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com., 
3052;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre),  to  M.  for  3°, 
3057  (vol.  iv)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks) 
1799;  (personal  explanation)  1872  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques. 
of  Order)  1510;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510 
(vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2025,  2274,  2319  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.B.  135  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1320  (vol.  ii). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.  (Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Insolvency,  attention  of  Govt,  called  to  Rep.  of  Com,, 
1095  (vol.  ii). 

- Legislation  (Ques.)  1038  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s,  &c.  (B.  127, 
1°)  1094  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  &c.,  Act  Amt.  (B.  66, 
1°)  235  (vol.  i). 

I.  C.  R.,  Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  (Ques.) 
2238  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2518,  2521,  2533  (vol.  iii). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  and  the  C.  P.  R. 
(Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1893  (vol.  iii). 


INDEX. 


xxxvii 


Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D.— Continued. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Toronto  News  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1680  (vol.  ii)  ;  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen 
(personal  explanation)  1955  ;  Franchise  B.  Pets.,  gen¬ 
uineness  of  Signatures,  2103  (vol.  iii). 

Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  By.  and 
Stmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2521  (iii). 

Bys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3353  (iv). 

Beturns,  enquiry  for  (remarks)  1039  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Clair  Banche  Co.,  rent  paid,  &c.  (Ques.)  2240  (iii). 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  payment  of  Duties  (Ques.)  632  (i). 

Short  Line  By.  to  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3353  (vol.  iv). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr.  McLelan) 
in  Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  ( Sir  Hector  L angerin') 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2995  (vol.  iv). 

JFairbank,  Mr.  J.  H>,  East  Lambton. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  ( Mr . 
Caron )  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2930  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2965 ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills )  2967  (vol.  iv). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,*  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  to 
prop.  Bes.,  253  (vol  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  1057 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  1060 
(vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2653,  2669  (vol.  iv). 

C.P.B.,  Bes.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com.,  2734. 

■  Bets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 

on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  484  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigari)  in  Com.,  2536, 
2538  (vol.  iii). 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergiri)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson) 
to  substitute  Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.  for  2°,  948  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  “  qualifica¬ 
tions  in  cities  and  towns,”  1779,  1784  (vol.  iii)  ; 
“  actual  value,”  1605  ;  “  porson  (Indian)  1519, 1531 ; 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1415;  on  M.  for  2°,  1226  (vol.  ii); 
“qualifications,  &c.”  “  manhood  suffrage  ”  1971-1973, 
1993,  1997 ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2082  ;  “who 
shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2152;  “  revision  of  voters’ 
lists,”  2338,  2342,  2348  (vol.  iii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070,  1081;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  Mi  for  3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2949  (iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2789  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in  (Ms.  for  Bets.) 
819,  823  (vol,  ii). 


Fairbank,  Mr.  J.  H.— Continued. 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  591  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c  )  2949  (iv). 
Volunteers,  Becognition  of  Services  in  the  N.  W.  B.  160 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  3379  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — in  Com. (woollen  fabrics)  793  (vol.  ii). 

Farrow,  Mr,  T.,  East  Huron. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2468  (vol.  iii). 

Census  in  Mam  and  N.  W.  T.,  &c.  (Ques.)  149  (vol.  i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1121  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 
Divorce  Court,  creation  of  a  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 
Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  (Quos.)  57  (vol.  i). 
Fishery  Commission,  remuneration  of  Counsel,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Fort  Francis  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“tenant,”  1481  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act, 1874,  Amt.  B.135  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com  ,  2552  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  454  (vol.  i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2844  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  tho  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Bos.,  2513,  2521  (vol.  iii). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  in  Com.,  2895  (iv). 

Mam  and  North-Western  Bailway  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  South-Western  Col.  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Eos.,  2513  (vol.  iii). 

Members  Indemnity  Act  Amt.  (B.  116, 1°*)  813  (vol.  ii). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv). 
Post  Office,  in  (Jom.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Canals  (Fort  Francis,  amount  due  Hugh  Sutherland)  3385  (iv). 
Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  985  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2844  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3388  ;  ( Parliamentary  Companion)  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (vol.ii). 

Ferguson,  Mr.  J.,  Welland. 

Agricultural  Fertilizers,  Salo  and  Inspection  of  (B.  122) 
prop.  Bes.,  936  (vol.  ii). 

Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  June.  By.  Co.’s  Acts 
Amt  (B.  38,  1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson ,  Essex)  on  M. 
for  2°^255  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Quos.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timbor  Begulations  in  B.C.,  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Supply : 

Canals— Capital:  Repairs,  Ac.  (Murray)  3303  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  786 ;  (woollen 
fabrics)  794  (vol,  ii). 
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Ferguson,  Mr.  C.  F.,  North  Leeds  and  Grenville. 

Gan.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  957,  962,  1057,  on  Amt,  {Mr.  White,  Cardwell ) 
1060  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2654  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 

“  actual  value,”  1601  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2203  (iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2489,  2491-2493  (vol.  iii)* 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Fisher,  Mr.  S.  A.,  Brome. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467-2470  (vol.  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers,  Sale  and  Inspection  of,  B.  122 
{Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland )  on  prop.  Kes.,  938  (vol.  ii)  ; 
on  M.  for  2°,  2477  ;  in  Com.,  2478-2482  (vol.  iii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032, 
1034,  1035  (vol.  ii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Amt.)  242;  agreed  to  (Y.  105,  1ST.  74)  253  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  voting  on  the  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 
121  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson )  on  M. 
to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i) ;  in  Com.,  955,  956,  959,  960,  962,  963  (vol. 
ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2649,  2653,  2661  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau )  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Davies')  to  M.  for  3°,  1299  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032,  1034  (ii)# 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Factories  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can.  I 
Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  9  47(h). 

Fisheries  Protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  703  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  remuneration  of  Counsel,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°) 
1254-1258;  “usufructuary,”  1455;  “tenant,”  1479; 
1482;  “person”  (Indian)  1504,  1538;  “actual 
value,”  1595,  1599, 1602, 1604,  (Amt.)  1595;  “  qualifi¬ 
cations  in  cities  and  towns,”  1647-1654  (vol.  ii),  1804, 
1994,  1996,  2080;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1957  ;  “who 
shall  not  vote,”  2098,  (Indians)  2116-2119;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2211,  2294  (vol.  iii);  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3070,  nog,  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3071  (vol.  iv) ;  on 
Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1425,  1434  (vol.  ii). 

House  of  Commons,  Commissioners’ Rep.  re  Staff  (Quos.) 
2750  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  2831,  2833,  2837,  2839, 
2841,  2842,  2850  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1071,1081,1090;  on 
M.  for  3°,  1321  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Sutherland, 
Oxford)  1323;  on  Amt  {Mr.  Mulock)  1326  (vol.  ii). 


Fisher,  Mr.  S.  A,™ Continued. 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  {Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  on  M.  for  2°,  2401  (vol.  iii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Reciprocity  with  the  U.  S,,  on  Res.  {Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1021  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Langelier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3284  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3284 
(vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032, 1034  ; 
(compiling  Agricultural  and  other  Statistics  in  MaD.  and 
N.  W.  T.)  1035  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2831,  2835,  2837,  2839,  2841,  2842,  2850  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (administration  of)  3422  .(vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Fleming,  Mr.  J.,  Peel. 

Bonuses  granted  to  Rys.,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  (M. 
for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1146-1149;  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1110;  “usufructuary,”  1457; 
“  owner,’  ’  1473;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1476,  147/, 

1479  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1545  ;  on  M.  that  Com. 
rise,  1531  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1994,  (Amt)  1997;  “in  counties,”  2062, 
20S0;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2164;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2197-2199,  2298;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2341  (vol.  iii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Township  of  Toronto  (M.  for 
List*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for 
3°,  1325  (vol.  ii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  {Mf„ 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  to  M. 
for  2°,  186  (vol.  i). 

Port  Credit  Harbor,  Repairs  to  (Ques.)  188  (vol.  i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Oat.  municipalities,  memory 
als  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Forbes,  Mr.  J.  F-,  Queen's,  NS. 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  claim  of  Govt,  re  Newfield  and 
Moravian  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Automatic  Buoys, ^Liverpool  Harbor  (Ques.)  479  (vol  i); 
1914  (iii). 

Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections 
(Quos.)  478  (vol.  i) . 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse  protection  (Ques.)  1915  (iii); 

Customs,  Dopt.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Detectives  or  Police  in  N.  S.  (Ques.)  889  (ii). 

Fish-ladders  in  La  Have  River,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  incx-easo  of  duty  (Ques.)  148  (i). 

Free  Fishing  to  American  Fishermen  (Ques.)  3321  (iv). 

Grant,  Alpin,  position  under  Govt.  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Hardwaro  and  Ry.  Supplies,  purchase  of,  by  Dept,  of 
Rys.  and  Canals  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 
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Forbes,  Mr.  J.  F. — Continued. 

Hardware  and  Supplies  furnished  Dept.  Marino  and 
Fisheries  at  Halifax  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 
Liverpool  Harbor,  Automatic  Buoys  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i); 
1914  (vol.  iii). 

Marine  Stores,  purchase  in  Halifax  (Qaes.)  1914  (iii.) 
Milliard,  Mr.,  Fines  imposed,  collection  (Qaes.)  12 1 1  (ii)* 
Railway  Supplies,  purchase  in  Halifax  (Ques.)  1915  (iii)* 
Rogers’  Fish-ladders,  purchase  or  use  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 
Rogers,  TV.  H.,  Fishery  Inspector  for  N.  S.,  broach  of 
Sawdust  Law  (M.  for  Ret.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  River,  N.  S.  (Ques.)  22u9  (vol.  iii). 
Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  (Ques.)  1039  (ii), 
Somerville  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 
Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Customs,  Dept.  of)  902  (vol  ii). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ques.)  52  (i). 

Fortin,  Mr.  P.,  GaspL 

Fishery  Bounties,  number  and  amount  of  Claims  paid, 
&c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Foster,  Mr.  G.  E.,  King's,  N.B. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  to 
prop.  Res.,  243-247  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2702-2708  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Pets,  respecting  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
533  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Tern.  Act,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in  Com.,  957, 
960-963,  1046  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  1051 ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey')  to  M.  for  3°,  1053;  in  Com.,  1058 
(vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2648,  2650,  2680,  2670  (iv). 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2915 
(vol.  iv.) 

Carleton  Branch  Ry,,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3415  (vol.  iv). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.,  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  891;  in  Com.  on  B.,  1112,1114  (vol.  ii). 
Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  978  (vol.  ii). 
Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  919  (vol.  ii). 
Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act,  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  944  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1156-1158  ;  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1558  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1819,  1822-2001  ;  “  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2055,  2057  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2089, 
2098  (vol.  iii)  ;  Ques.  of  Order,  1619  (vol.  ii),  1825 
(vol.  iii)  ;  (remarks)  1715  (vol.  ii),  2164  (vol.  iii). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Boards  of  Commissioners 
under  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Amt.  (B.  58,  1°)  170 ;  2°  m.,  620 
(vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
in  Com.  2896  (vol.  iv).  f 
Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  978  ;  (Inland  Revenue, 
contingencies)  919  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Cavalry  and  Infantry  School  Corps)  2915  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  341 6  (iv). 


Foster,  Mr.  G.  E .—Continued. 

Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ouimet)  to  M.  for  2°, 
165  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  of  N.  B.,  causes  entered  for  Argument 
(M.  for  number,  &c.)  294  (vol.  i). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  TV.  and  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(Ques.)  1131  (vol.  ii). 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  relaxation  of 
provisions  (M.  for  Cor.)  101  (vol.  i). 

Return  Tickots  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  706  (i). 

Scott  Act  Pets.  (M.  to  oraso  name)  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3274- 
3276,  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  535-545  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (woollen 
fabrics)  800  (vol.  ii). 

Ganlt,  Mr-  M.  H.,  West  Montreal. 

C.  P.  R.  Employes  Relief  Ass.  incorp.  (B.  75,  1°*) 
313  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1120-1124  (vol.  ii). 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  TV.,  Arms,  description  of  (Quos.) 
814;  Troops  ready  to  start  (remarks)  839  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
“porson”  (Chinese)  1582 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1638  (vol.  ii). 

Government  yards  in  Montreal  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseasos  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071  (vol.  ii). 

Postmaster  Genl ,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904  (vol.  ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  paragraph  in  Globe  news¬ 
paper  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  901  ;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept, 
of)  904  (vol.  ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  vote  of  $700,000)  1305 
(vol.  ii). 

Vote  of  $700,000  for  N.TV,  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1305  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (umbrella  and  parasol  ribs, 
&c.)  858  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118 
(Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Res.,  835  ;  in  Com.  on  B., 
1673  (vol.  ii). 

Gigault,  Mr.  G.  A ,  Rouville. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Act  Amt,  (B. 
46,  1°)  147  (vol.  i). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  Establishment  (Quos.)  76  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  112,  1°)  743  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  1062  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  in 
French  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 
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Gigault,  Mr.  G.  A— Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1245-1248  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1189  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.,  3400  (vol.  iv). 

Gillmor,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Charlotte. 

Arts,  Agricul.  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  1033  (ii). 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (voh  ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  18*78,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  1058  (vol.  ii). 

Carleton  Branch  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3416  (vol.  iv.) 
Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1033  (vol  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1226-1269  ;  “person”  (Indians)  1534,  (Chinese) 
1585  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1707- 
1709  (vol.  ii),  1807,  1984,  1990,  1997;  “  in  counties,” 
2054,  2060,  2072,  2074 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2114-2116  ;  “  registration  of  voters,” 

2258  (vol.  iii),  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3059 ;  on  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38  N.  87)  3069  (vol.  iv)  ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1437  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Eos.,  1317  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  B.  Free  Passes  during  1884  (M.  for  Bet.)  234  (i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2840,  2843  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
2952  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract,  B.  151  (Mr. 

Carling)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 

Band’s  Micmac  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3421  (iv). 
St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  public  buildings,  construction  of, 
(Ques.)  1148  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Maritime  Provs.  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2978 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M. 
to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3281  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1033  (ii). 
Immigration ,  2840,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog  Alarms, 
construction)  2952  ;  (Maintenance  and  Repairs.  &c.)  2951  (iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary)  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Public  Works — Consld.  Fund:  Telegraphs,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3416  (iv). 
Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  648-656  (vol.  i). 

Weirs  in  the  County  of  Charlotte,  N.B.,  Licenses,  &c. 
(M.  for  Bet.*)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

Girouard,  Mr.  D.,  Jacques  Cartier. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts,,  2668  (vol.  iv). 

Consld.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2432-2436  (vol.  iii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3128-3154  (vol.  iv)j 


Girouard,  Mr.  D.— Continued. 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  309  (i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1446  ;  “  tenant,”  1480  (vol.  ii). 

Histoires  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran§aises,  3456 
(vol.  iv). 

La  Banque  du  Peuple  (B.  53,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  171  (vol.  i)  ;  paragraph  in  Globe  (personal 
explanation)  3393  (vol.  iv)  ;  paragraph  in  Montreal 
Times  (personal  explanation)  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Bepresontation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Cameron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3407  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3267 
(vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  (increased  expenses  under  Internal  Boon. 

Commissioners’  Rep.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Histories  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran  Raises) 
3456  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  157  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  N.W.,  3128-3154  (vol.  iv). 

Glen,  Mr.  F.  F.,  South  Ontario. 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (duck)  809  ;  (hoop  iron) 
807  ;  (steel)  808  (vol.  ii). 

Gordon,  Mr.  D.  W.,  Vancouver  Island. 

Alaska  and  B.  C.  Boundary  line  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.)  705  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Bestriction  B.  156  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  3022  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Can. 
and  B.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  870  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
304  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Begulations  in  B.C.,  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Bailway  Belton  Vancouver  Island  (Ques.)  290 (vol.  i). 

Guay,  Mr.,  Levis. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1633  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Bomuald  d’Btchemin,  Station  at  (Ques.)  1567  (ii). 

Gunn,  Mr.  A.,  Kingston. 

License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883  (Ques.) 
1568  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  850-852 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar)  3218  (vol.  iv). 

Hackett,  Mr.  E.,  Prince,  P.E.I. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1431 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1654-1657  (vol.  ii) ;  “  who  shall  not 
vote,”  2095  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr,  Jenkins)  to  M. 
for  3°,  3054-3056  (vol.  iv). 
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Hackett,  Mr.  E. — Continued. 

P.  E.  I.  By.,  Caps  Traverse  Branch,  payment  of  Labor¬ 
ers  (M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  &c.)  142  (vol.  i). 
Eeciprocity  with  theU.S.,  oa  Kes.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1001  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  687-692  (vol.  i). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.I.,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
63  (vol.  i). 

Haggart,  Mr.  J.  G.,  South  Lanark. 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  (B.  28,  1°*)  88;  2°  m.,  1007  (ii). 
Supply : 

Legislation :  H.  of  0.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  cone.,  3372  (iv), 

Hall,  Mr.  R.  N.,  Sherbrooke. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2434,  2438  (vol.  iii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt ,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  in  Com.  (Amts.)  150  (i). 
Fort  Macleod  Ranch  and  Tel.  Co.’s  B.  80  (M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey  of  the  Dom.,  Management  of  (Ques.) 
114  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins) 
in  Com.,  1348  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2979-2982,  2987  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3274  (vol.  iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Dominion  Exhibition)  1026  (ii). 

Hay,  Mr.  R.,  Centre  Toronto. 

Patent  Act.,  1872,  Amt.  (B.  89,  1°*)  362  (vol.  i). 

Hesson,  Mr.  s.  R.,  North  Perth. 

.  Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36.  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res.  117  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1047  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.  Res.  respecting  further  Loan  (remarks  on 
adjmt.  of  deb.)  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2742,  2750  (vol.  iv). 

- Rets  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract 

(M.  for  Stmnt.)  481,  483  (vol.  i). 

- Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 

Stmnt.,  Ill  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1130;  (remarks)  1209,  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  977,  982  (ii). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  First  Rep. 
(remarks)  35  (vol.  i). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3355, 3358  (iv). 
Fisheries’  Act,  extension  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ques.)  51  (i). 
Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.(M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
700  (vol,  i). 
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Hesson,  Mr.  S.  R . — Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  farmers’  sons,”  1595 ;  “  actual  value,”  1599,  1605 
(vol.  ii),  (explanation)  1752;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1987  ;  “in  counties,”  2059,  2081, 
2082,  2084,  2085;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  (Indians) 
2133;  “registration  of  voters,”  2246,  2283,  2295, 
2305,  (explanation)  2185,  (correction)  2214  ;  on  Ms. 
that  Com,  rise,  1423,  1497  (vol.  ii)  ;  2208  (vol.  iii)  ; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1494  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  erenuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2028  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  2552  (vol.  iii). 

Gold  Reserve,  Govt.,  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  353  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2835,  2836,  2853  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1072  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  918  (vol.  ii). 
Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  83  (vol.  i). 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt,  in  B.  C.  and  Homestead  Act  (Ques.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Lotter  Postage  reduction  (Ques.)  33 ;  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &o.,  291  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  in  Com,  of  Sup., 
3422  (vol,  iv). 

N.  W.  Central  Ry.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  33S2  (vob  iv). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2809  (iv). 
Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1351  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  977,  982  ;  (Inland  Revenue, 
Dept,  of,  contingencies)  918  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2835,  2836,  2853  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2809  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  ot)  3422  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary)  3355,  3358  (vol.  iv). 
Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  858  (vol.  ii). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  747-756  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (towels) 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
on  prop.  Res.,  835 ;  in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Hickey,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Dundas. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M. 
for  3Q,  3431  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.  (Amts.)  955, 956, 959,  963, 1055 ;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  1051  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Son.  Amts.,  2645,  2650, 
2653  (vol.  iv). 
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Hickey,  Mr.  C.  E. — Continued. 

Coneolid.  Insurance  Act,  18*77,  B.  20  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

Debates,  Official  Bep.  of,  on  Amt.  ( Mr  Tass6 )  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Bep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  3369  ;  neg.  (Y.  53, 
N.  91)  3370  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A .  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  actual  value,”  1600  (voh  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1887-1890,  1989;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2330  ;  “registration  of  voters”  (Amt.) 
2279  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1461  (vol.  ii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1029  (vol.  ii). 
Supply: 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1029  (ii). 
Immigration,  2852  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  ;  cone. ,  1812  (vol.  ii) 
2766  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38  (Bes.  recognising  services)  37 
(vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  ( Mr .  Gostigan ) 
in  Com.,  1676  (vol.  ii;. 

Hilliard,  Mr.  G.,  West  Peterborough. 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Bes.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1224  (vol.  ii). 


Homer,  Mr.  J.  A.  H  ,  New  Westminster. 

Alaska  and  B.C.  boundary  line,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.,  705  (vol.  i). 

C.P.B.,  Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of 
time  (Ques.)  146  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Bestriction  B.  156  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  3022  (vol.  iv). 

- Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Chapleau ) 

3024  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person”  (Chinoso)  1582  (vol.  ii). 


Innes,  Mr.  J.,  South  Wellington. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1736-1739  (ii); 
“registration  of  voters”  (Amt.)  2279  (vol.  iii) ;  on 
M.  forconsdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3065  (vol.  iv). 

Mails  between  Shiloh  and  Fergus  (Ques.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2982  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Collection  oj  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol  iv). 

Irvine,  Mr.  D.,  Carleton,  N.B. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  957,  960,  1055  (ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2674  (iv). 
Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.  S.  (M.  for 
copies)  443  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.» 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1544  (vol.  ii).;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1814-1817  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2097  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1425  (vol.  ii). 
Obstructions  in  Bivers,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.  S. 

(M.  for  copies)  443  ;  wthdn,  415  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  904  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means—  in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  784,  786, 
792  ;  (woollen  fabrics)  800  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  (Ques.) 
606  (vol.  i). 

»S,  Mr.  W.  B-,  Richmond  and  Wolfe. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson) 
on  1°,  449  ;  on  Ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713  (vol.  i)  ; 
on  M.  for  2°  (Amt.)  951 ;  neg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109)  954;  in 
Com.,  956 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1053 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White , 
Cardwell)  1060  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.  Eesolutions  respecting  further  Loan  (speech) 
2622-2630  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin)  on  M.  tor  2°, 
284  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  280  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examaners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  973  (vol.  i). 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley)  in  Com.,  2432-2435,  (Amt.)  2438;  on 
Order  for  3°,  2532  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2768 ;  (Amt.) 
2768  (vol.  iv.) 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  in  Com.,  150  (vol.  i). 
Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Bes.,  72  (vol.  i). 


Holton.  Mr.  E.,  Chateauguay. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 
Cherrier,  Geo.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  dis¬ 
missal  of  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  (Ques.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 
Exchange  Bank  of  Canada,  Govt.  Claim  against 
(Ques.)  89 ;  on  prop.  Bes.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
368  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
(M.  that  Com.  rise)  1430  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  (vol.  iv). 
Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Heney,  John,  Govt,  property  occupied  by  (Ques.) 

3426  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Iiterior,  Dept,  of)  3408  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  3346  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Consolid.  Fund:  Quebec,  3385  (vol.  iv). 
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Ives,  Mr.  W.  B.  — Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Engagement  at  Duck  Lake, 
despatch  of  Troops  (Ques.)  ’790;  (remarks)  815  ;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  par.  in  Toronto  Globe,  1063  (ii). 
Dom.  Drainage  Co.'s  B.  28  ( Mr .  Haggart )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1008;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1383  (vol.  ii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Bes. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  372  (vol.  i). 

Factories  B.  85  ( Mr.Bergin )  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act,  to  M.  for  rsmng  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  940  (ii). 
Fort  Macleod  Ranch  and  Telegraph  Co.’s  (B.  80,  1°*) 
349  (vol.  1). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1986-1988 ; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1794, 2242  (vol.  iii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Cas- 
grain )  83  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in 
Com.,  2760  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  131  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
Reps.,  &c.,  697  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  973  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3233,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  788  (vol  ii). 

Jackson,  Mr.  J„  South  Norfolk. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  M.  for  3°,  1061  (ii). 
Divorce  Cases,  Evidence  in  (remarks)  428  (vol.  i). 
Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows,  building  (M.  for  Ret.)  53  (i). 
Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
293  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1342  ;  “person”  (Indian)  1538;  “qualifications 
in  cities  and  towns”  171  '-1715  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1312  (vol,  ii). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  (INI.  for  copies  of 
Cor.)  142  (vol.  i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  (Ques.)  289  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Bags,  furnishing  of  (Ques.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge,  construction  of  (M. 
for  Ret.)  297  (vol.  i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwell  harbors  of  refuge,  on  M.  for 
Ret.  62  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff :  on  M .(Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  662-666  (vol.  i). 

Weights  add  Measures  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  118, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr  Costigan)  837 :  in  Com.,  1672  (ii). 

Jamieson,  Mp.  J.,  North  Lanark. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Fisher)  to  prop.  Res.,  252  (vol.  i). 


Jamieson,  Mr.  5 —Continued. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  92,  1°)  448  ; 
(Ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°)  713;  M.  to  make  B.  2nd 
Order  of  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714  (vol.  i); 
2°  m.,  949;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954;  in 
Com.,  955-964;  consent  of  Govt,  askod  for  3°,  1040  ; 
3°  m.,  1045;  in  Com.,  1047  ;  on  Amt.  (.Mr  Rickey) 
1053  ;  on  Amt.  (Air.  White,  Cardwell)  1060 ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Gigault)  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  Ques.  to  fix  day  for 
consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2529  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to  disagreo 
with  Sen.  Amts.,  2644;  neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  84)  2647; 
(Amt.)  2648;  nog.  (Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651;  (Amt.) 
neg.  (Y.  75,  N.90)  2552  ;  (Amts.)  2653,2655,2657  (iv). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  M.  to  resume 
adjd.  deb.  for  2Q  (Amt.)  to  substitute  Can.  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (vol.  ii). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Beaty)  M.  to  pass  to  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  1045  (ii) 

Jenkins,  Mr.  J.  T-,  Queen's,  P.E.I. 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com., 
2482  (vol.  iii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1056  (vol.ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2655  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1127  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1344  (vol.ii);  in  Com.  “manhood  suffrage,’* 
1981  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053;  agreed 
to  ( Y.  1 14,  N.  17)  3062  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  ;Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1080  (vol.  ii). 

Reciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1019  (vol.  ii). 

Lansdowne,  Steamer,  and  communication  with  P.E.I. 
(Ques.)  927  (vol.ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com,,  1674  (vol.  ii). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.I.,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  65  (i). 

Kaulbach,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Lunenburg. 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
N.  S.  Volunteers,  1094  (vol.  ii) ;  (explanation) 
vote  on  Sen.  Amts,  to  Can.  Temp.  Act,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Rogers’  Patent  Fish-ladder,  Cor.  and  Rep3.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  871  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Kilvert,  Mr.  F.  E.,  Hamilton. 

Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  77, 
1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society  (B.  114)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  (B.  107,  1°  on  a  div.)  672,  694;  2° 
agreed  to  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i). 

Share  and  Loan  Capital  of  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society  (B.  114,  1°*)  783  (vol.  ii). 
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King,  Mr.  G.  G.,  Queen's,  N.B. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°, 1261-1263  ;  in  Com.  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1524  (vol. 
ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towne,”  1806  ;  “  who 
shall  not  vote”  (Indian)  2164;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2268,  2285,  (Amt.)  2285  (vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Immigration,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  561-566  (vol.  i). 

Kinney,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Yarmouth. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1313  (vol.  ii). 

Windsor  Branch  By.,  O.C.,  Agreements,  &c.,  respect¬ 
ing  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i), 

Kirk,  Mr.  J.  A-,  Guysborough . 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough, 
N.S.  (Ques.)  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Buildings  in  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  certificates,  Liquor  sold  under, 
in  N.S.  (M  for  Bet.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Coal,  purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings,  quantity  and 
value  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Fish-breeding,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2954  (vol,  iv). 

Fishery  Bounty,  distribution,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1259-1261  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1834 ;  “  in  counties,”  2067,  2072,  2078 ; 
“who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1308,  1312  (vol.  ii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3419  (iv). 

Harbors  in  Guysboro’  Co.,  re-survey  of  (Ques)  51  (i). 

Indians  and  Half-breeds,  Education  of,  in  Man.  and  the 
N.W.T.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  the  N.W.  and  Man.  (Ques.)  568  (i). 

Laurie,  Maj.  Gen.,  mission  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ques.) 
2997  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950, 
2952  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Col.  Graduates  in  the  Militia  (Quos.)  1040  (ii). 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor,  N.S.,  Breakwaters, 
Engineers’  Reps.  (M.  for  copies,  &c*)  147  (vol.  i). 

N.  S.  Claims  for  a  Subsidy  (Ques.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  Steamship  subvention 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborough,  Canso  and  Arichat, 
communication  between  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  sub-port  (M.  for  Papers,  &c.) 
445 ;  (reply)  448  (vol.  i). 

Returns,  enquiries  for,  490,  504,  534  (vol,  i). 


Kirk,  Mr.  J.  A. — Continued. 

Reciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1011  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Francis  Lake,  road  dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 
Rimouski,  steamer,  subsidy  to  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 
Subsidy  to  N.S.,  increaso  of  (Ques.)  567. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin )• 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res. 
(Amt.)  3293  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.  (Amt.)  3400  ; 
neg.  (Y.  40,  N.  83)  3403  (vol,  iv). 

Supply : 

Canals — Income  :  Miscellaneous  (road  dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis) 
3418  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (distribution  of  Bounties)  2956  ;  (Fish-breeding,  &o.) 

2954  ;  (Fishery  protection  Steamers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  Salaries,  <J'c.,  2950,  2952  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works  : — Consolid.  Fund  :  Harbors  and  Rivers  (N.  S.) 
3419.  Income:  Buildings  (N.S)  2917;  Dredging,  2921.  (iv). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2750  (iv). 

Kirkpatrick,  Hob.  G.  A.,  Frontenac. 

[Nee  Speaker,  Mr.] 

Kranz,  Mr.  EL,  North  Waterloo. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2474  (vol.  iii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to  (prop.  Ros.) 
236  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  memorials,  &c.,  respecting  (M.  for 
copies*)  448  (vol.  i). 

Private  Bills,  reception  of  (M.  to  extend  time)  88  (i). 

Landerkin,  Mr.  G.,  South  Grey. 

Analysts,  Public,  Remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2542-2546  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts,  Ret.  respecting  (remarks)  930  (ii). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B,  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1108  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  973  (vol.  ii). 
Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1353-1360  ;  “  tenant,”  1482  ;  “  person  ” 

(Indian)  1520,  1539  ;  “actual  value,”  1602  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Indians)  1845- 
1849,  1985,  1997,  (Amt.)  2000,  2021;  “qualifications 
in  counties,”  2074;  “registration  of  voters,”  2267> 
2301;  “officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2385;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  2025,  2027  (vol.  iii) ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1432  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  1433  (vol.  ii);  on 
ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798  (vol.  iii). 
Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures,  on  per¬ 
sonal  explanation  of  Mr.  McNeill,  2172;  (letter  read) 
2496(  vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3348  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong )  to  M.  for 
3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 
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Lander  kin,  Mr.  G  .—Continued. 

Inland  Eevenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  917,  919  (ii). 
Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3450  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Farit.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.  on  Ees.,  1669  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  application  for  and  licenses 
granted,  &c.  (M.  for  Bet.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  906  (vol.  ii). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (ii). 
Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (ii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of  (Mr.  Sproule)  remarks,  89  (vol.  i). 
Eys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  bounties  granted  to  (M.  for 
Eet.)  86  (vol.  i). 

Eys.  in  the  County  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to  County 
Council,  &c.  (M.  for  copy  of  memorial)  58  (vol.  i). 
Eeturns,  enquiry  for,  455  (vol.  i),  1205  (vol.  ii). 
Superintendent  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Ees. 

(Mr.  Chapleau)  272  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  901  ;  (Civil  Service  Board  of 
Examiners)  973  ;  (Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  contingencies, 
917,919;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  906;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept, 
of)  902  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey ,  3348  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  H.  ofC.  (increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3450  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  ( Parliamentary  Companion )  3387. 

Trutcb,  J.  W.,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  744 
(vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com,  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (ii). 

Landry,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kent,  N.B. 

Can.  Tomp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  962,  1059  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.  2436  (vol.  iii). 

Debates,  Official  Bep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of  Com.,  3370  (vol.  iv)  . 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  946  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1449  ;  “  person  ”  (Indians)  1554  ; 
(Chinese)  1584,  1588  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1812  ;  “in  counties,”  2057  ;  “  who 
shall  not  vote,”  2100  ;  (explanation)  2195;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2230,2232,  2260  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  to  M.  for  3°,  3058  (vol.  iv; ;  on  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1798  (vol.  iii) ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1465  (vol.  ii). 

Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  the  St.  John  Biver  (M. 
for  Eet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Eichibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  business  (M, 
for  Eet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mn 
Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3276  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  toBys.B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Lang  evin)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.  3276  (iv). 


Landry,  Mr.  P.  A  . — Continued. 

Supply : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (N.  B.  and  P.  E.  I.  to 
Great  Britain,  &c.)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Winter  crossing  from  P.  E.  I.,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
65  (vol.  i). 

Landry,  Mr.  P.,  Montmagny. 

Bolduc,  Capt.,  Designation  of  (M.  for  Eet.)  29  (vol.  i). 
C.  P.  E.  Short  Lino  Ey.  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  instruc¬ 
tions  given,  Deports,  &c.,  of  Engineers)  33  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  criticisms  of  Pross  as  to 
cause,  and  slur  upon  French  members  commanding 
Battalions,  887  (vol.  ii). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  tenders  for  construction  of  (M. 
for  Eet.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com  , 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1635,  1637  (ii). 
Immigration  Office  (Ques.)  employes  names,  &c.  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  30  (vol.  iv). 

Library  and  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  (remarks)  40  (i). 
Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of  (M.  for  copies*)  147  (vol.  i). 
Short  Line  Ey.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  ports,  in  Com.,  on 
Ees.,  2978,  2932,  2995  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to 
M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3273. 

Short  Line  Ey.,  Second  Eep.  of  Mr.  Light  (Ques.)  1744 
(vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ey.  Survey  from  St.  Charles  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Subsidies  to  Eys.  further  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2978,  2982,  2995  ;  on  Amt.(il/r.  Lan' 
gelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3273  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2939  (vol.  iv.) 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  (B.  3,  1°)  28 ; 
Order  for  2°  road,  102  ;  2°  m.,  151 ;  (roply)  167  ;  2° 
nog.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (vol.  i.) 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  limitation  (B. 

68)  M.  to  introd.,  246;  1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court,  Judgments  rendered  by,  since  establish¬ 
ment  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i.) 

Langelier,  Mr.  F.,  Megantic. 

Administration  of  the  N.W.  in  Com.  on  Eos.,  ( Mr.  Caron) 
2928,  2934  (vol.  iv). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  on  M.  for 
2°,  2477  (vol.  iii). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025  (vol.  ii). 
Bolduc,  Capt.,  Designation  of,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  29  (vol.  i). 
Bras  St.  Nicholas,  deepening  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Pet.*) 
312  (vol.  i). 

Brosseau  &  Lisabelle,  Customs  Brokers,  frauds,  &c.,  by 
(Ques.)  1387  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 
CulliDg  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 
Costigan)  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 
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Langelier,  Mr.  T?.— Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  funeral  expenses  of  Achille 
Blais  (Ques.)  2169;  pillage  of  houses  of  half-breeds 
by  Volunteers  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii),  2990  (voliv). 
Fog-horns  and  letter-box  fronts,  tenders  for  (M.  for 
copies  of  advertisements,  &c .*)  313  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2937-2942  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1364-1373  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1388 ; 
“usufructuary”  1444,  1446,  1448,  1451,  1452,  1454, 
1455,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  (Amt.)  1476,  1480; 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1632-1638 
(vol.  ii),  1984,  1996,  1903-1908;  “in  coun¬ 

ties,”  2064,  2067,  2070,  2394;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2185-2190,  (Amt.)  2228;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2331,  2333,  2342;  “appeal,”  2365; 
“ officers  and  duties,”  2388;  “offences,”  2390  (vol. 
iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  nog. 
(Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062 ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063 ;  (Amt.)  n eg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2816-2818,  2831,  2834, 
2837,  2838,  2892  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  R.,  Cost  of  working,  &c.,  from  1879  to  1884,  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Pope)  to  M.  for  Stmnt.,  202  (vol.  i). 
Lavis’s  patent  pole  and  Militia  tents  (Ques.)  2029  (iii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Qom.of  Sup.,  1028  (vol.  ii). 
Ocean  Mail  Sorvice,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.  for  Com  on  Kes.,  2556 ;  in  Com.,  2557 
(vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to  receive  Bop.  of  Com.  on  Bos., 
2754  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2853  (vol.  iv). 

Railway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea  board,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  193  (vol.  i)» 

St.  Vincent  do  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
987  (vol.  ii). 

Seizures  by  Customs  Dept,  at  Montreal  (Ques.)  1387  (ii). 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  (M.  for  Papers,  &c.)  88  (i). 
Simard,  Joseph,  Bep.  recommending  payment  to  Geo. 

Lavoie  (M.  for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Ldngevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2982,  2986 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3259  ;  (Amt.)  3266  ;  nog.  (Y. 
39,  N.  107)  3289;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  101) 
3292  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1025 ; 

(Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1028  (ii). 
Immigration,  2816-2818,  2831,  2831,  2837,  2338,  2892  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Vote  of  $700,000  for  N.  W.  Troubles)  1304 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  2236  (vol.  iii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  2003  (vol.  iv). 


EX, 


Langelier,  Mr.  F.— Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  987  (vol.  ii). 

Quarantine ,  2853  (vol,  iv). 

Quebec,  advances  on  account  of  Provincial  Subsidy 
(Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Vote  of  $700,000  and  $1,000,000  for  N.  VV.  Troubles,  in 
Com.  of  Sup,,  1304  (vol.  ii),  2236  (vol.  iii). 

Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector,  Three  Rivers. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan)  remu¬ 
neration  to  Analysts,  prop.  Bes.,  2497  (vol.  iii). 
Agent  and  contingencies,  B.C.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3308 
(vol.  iv.) 

Alaska  and  B.  C.  boundary  line,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.,  705  (vol.  i). 

Amherst  and  P.E  J.  By.  incorp.  B.,  on  M.  to  introduce, 
349  (vol.  i). 

Ascension  Day,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  1822  (vol.  iii). 
Baillairge,  G.  F.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Bank  of  B.  C.  (B.  105,  1°)  631 ;  2°  m.,  894  (vol.  ii). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees,  on  M.  for 
Bet.,  304  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency,  Petitions  respecting  (M. 

to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Extension  of  (Aus.)  77  (i). 
Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of,  on  M.  for  Bet ,  29  (vol.  i)i 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  on  navigable  waters,  Act  Amt.  (B. 

101,  1°)  606  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  m.,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.,  receipts  and  expendi¬ 
tures  of  liquidators,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  303  (i). 
Can.  Southern  By.  Co.  and  Erie  and  Niagara  By.  Co. 

B.  9  (Mr.  Bergin)  in  Com.,  245  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
M.  for  1°,  448  (i) ;  in  Com.,  955,  960-964,  1046  (ii). 
Can.  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for  Papers, 
931  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.  Extension  to  Canadian  ports  on  the  Atlantic, 
Vernon  Smith’s  Bep.,  on  M.  for  copies,  294  (vol.  i). 
— —  Land  grant  accepted  by  Co.,  number  of  acres 
(Stmnt.)  862  (vol.  ii). 

— — -  North  Shore  By.,  subsidy  to,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  43  (vol.  i). 

■  — —  Short  Line  By.,  on  M.  for  O.  C.,  instructions 
given,  Reports,  &c.,  of  Engineers,  33,  39  (vol.  i). 

Cape  St.  Ignace,  Station  at  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 
Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  (Ans.) 
2359  (vol.  iii). 

Chenevert,  J.  A.,  employment  of,  in  Public  Works 
Dept.  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  Engineers’  Bep., 
on  M.  for  copy,  54  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387, 3421 ;  cone., 
3396  (vol.  iv). 


INDEX 


xlvii 


Langevin,  Hon  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  ( Mr .  Chapleau )  in  Com., 
1102,  1104,  1118,  1128  (vol.  ii). 

Court  of  Claims  for  Canada  (B.  93,  lp)  449  (vol.  i) ; 
prop.  Res.,  777  (vol.  ii) ;  M.  to  dschg.  Order,  2439  (iii). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  sums  paid  to,  for  services,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
700  (vol.  i). 

Commercial  Relations  between  France  and  Canada,  on 
M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  831  (vol.  ii). 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  (Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act.,  1879,  Amt.  B.  Ill  (Mr.  Matock)  on 
1°,  743  (vol.  i). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  (Ans.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

Coste,  Louis  and  Eugene,  employment  of  (Ans.)  1131 
(vol.  ii). 

County  Court  Judges,  Man.  (B.  162)  prop.  Res.,  3395  (iv). 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  Juno  (Ans.)  3073  (iv), 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of 
Com.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brochville)  3361 ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committeos,  on  M.  to 
appoint  Malachy  Daly,  Esq.,  72  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Jackson,  Mr.,  communica¬ 
tions  from,  re  Half-breed  Claims  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

— — • — -  Murder  of  Payne  and  Applegarth  and  rising  of 
Stonoy  Indians,  859  (voL  ii). 

«— —  on  adjmt.  (remarks)  3160,  3212  (vol.  iv). 

-  1  Prisoners  held  for  trial  (remarks)  on  M.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  3441  (vol.  iv). 

— 1  - —  Stoney  Indian  rising  (Stmnt.)  886  (vol.  ii). 

- - Telegraphic  communication  west  of  Winnipeg 

(remarks)  839  (vol.  ii), 

Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows,  building  of,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
53  ;  (remarks)  56  (vol.  i). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Dry  Docks,  encouragement  of  construction  (B.  108, 
1°)  693  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  m.,  894  (vol.  ii). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  (B.  120)  prop.  Res.  and  M. 
for  Com.,  451  (vol.  i)  ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  892 
(vol.  ii) ;  M.  to  dschg.  Order,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  erection  of  (Ans.)  290  (i). 

Easter,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  888  (vol.  ii), 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  length  of  (Ans.)  743;  sub¬ 
stitution  of  granite  for  sandstone  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 

Expiring  Laws  continuation  (B.  165  1°*,)  2°*,  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3458  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin )  on  M.  for  2Q  (M.  to  adjn. 
deb.)  886  (vol.  ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2937  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1137;  on  M.  for 
Com.  (remarks)  1385  (vol.  ii) ;  “  qualifications  in 
counties,”  2085  ;  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr. 
Mills,  2140;  “registration  of  voters,”  2299 ;  on  Ms. 
that  Com.  rise,  1528  (vol.  ii),  2137  (vol.  iii). 


Langevin*  Hon.  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2028  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business  (Ms.  to  sit  on  Saturdays)  3246,  3459 
(vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.W.,  names,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Rot., 
66  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers  (Ans.)  2238 
(vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Yards  in  Montreal  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Guerin,  Mr.,  Rep.  of  Survey  of  Improvments  on  tho 
Ottawa  Riv.,  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Half-breed  Claims,  communication  from  Mr.  Jackson, 
(Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Harbor  Commissioners  at  Throe  Rivers  (B.  150)  Govt. 
Loan,  prop.  Res.,  2497  (vol.  iii). 

Harbors  in  Guysborough  Co.,  re-survey  (Ans.)  51  (i). 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  107  (Mr.  Kilvert )  on  1°,  672  (i). 

High  Commissioner,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3386  (vol.  iv). 

Histoiro  Gonealogique  dos  Families  Fran gaises,  in  Com. 
of  Sup,,  3455  (vol.  iv). 

House  of  Commons  Commissioners’  Rep.  re  Staff 
(Ans.)  2750  (vol.  iv). 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Levip,  construction  of  (Ans.) 
89  (vol  i). 

Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat,  construction  of 
(Ans.)  351  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Motlakatla,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
304  (vol.  i). 

Inspector  of  Public  Works,  Ret.  respecting  (Ans.) 
606  (vol.  i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  increased  exponsos  of, 
in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Land  and  Cable  Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Land  grants  to  Railways  in  tho  N.  W.  (B.  147)  prop. 
Res.,  2440;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2483,  2488,  2517,  2518, 
2521;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2533  (vol.  iii);  2°  m., 
2770  ;  in  Com.,  2855  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parlt  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald')  on 
prop.  Res.,  1660  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  2759-2761  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr*  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.)  620  (vol.  i). 

Longueuil  and  Levis  Ry.,  Survey  of  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Man.  and  North- Westorn  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  2517, 
2518  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Rep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission,  62  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Judiciary  (B.  162)  prop.  Res.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  (Ans.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Military  Storehouses  in  Quobec,  lease  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (Mr.  Caron)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3045  ;  in  Com.,  3046  (vol.  iv). 

McCarthy,  C.,  Public  Works  Dept.,  Superannuation  of 
(Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 


xlviii 


INDEX. 


Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

Mclsaac’s  Pond  as  a  harbor  of  refuge  (Ans.)  36  (vol.  i). 
Mounted  Police  Barracks  at  Fort  Macleod,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Napanee  Public  Buildings  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i) 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  and  the  C.P.R. 
(Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  696  (vol.  i). 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2483-2488  (vol.  iii). 

Official  Arbitrators,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  88  (i). 
Optional  Subjects,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew')  1225  (vol.  ii). 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Exploration  (Ans.)  131  (i). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (iv). 
Penitentiaries  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1892  (vol.  iii). 
Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 
Postmaster,  Assistant,  at  Ottawa,  Allowance  to,  on 
cone.,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.’s  B.  63  ( Mr.  Watson)  on  M.  to  refer  back  Rep.  of 
Sel.  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  &c.,  713  (vol.  i). 

Port  Credit  Li  arbor,  Repairs  to  (Ans.)  188  (vol.  i). 

Port  Rowan  Harbor  of  Refuge,  on  M.  for  Rot.,  299  (i). 
Post  Office  at  village  of  Montmagny  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 
Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  (remarks)  28  (vol.  i). 
Private  Bills,  Reception  of  Reps.  (M.  to  extend  time) 
1094  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 
Qu’Appolle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and 
Stmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2521  (iii ). 
Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Laurier)  189,  193 ;  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.)  200  (vol.  i). 
Rys.  in  the  Co.  of  Grey,  Refund  of  bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  memorial,  59  (vol.  i). 
Real  Property  in  the  N.W.T.  (B.  109,  1°*)  742  (vol.  i). 
Rod  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  (Ans.)  1039  (vol.  ii). 
Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T. ,  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3405  (iv). 
Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  B.  45  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron)  on  M.  for  2°  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.)  495  (i). 
Return,  impox-fect  (remarks)  101  (vol.  i),  1386  (vol.  ii) ; 

on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  363,  455  (i),  3395  (iv). 
Riel,  Louis,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 
Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Roads  and  Bridges,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv), 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2889  (vol.  iv). 
St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  80  (vol.  i). 

Sable  Island  telegraphic  communication  (Ans.)  57  (i). 
Sec.  of  State,  Dopt.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 
Select  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  Canals  and  Telegraph 
Lines  (M.  to  add  name  of  Mr.  Bain)  125  (vol.  i). 


Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

Sittings  of  the  House  (M.  for  two  sittings  on  each  day) 
3459  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  See  “  Subsidies.” 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Plans,  Reps.,  &c.  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Somerville,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ans.)  57  (i). 

Statistics  i-elating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ans.)  2854  (iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  (B.  158)  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 
2971-2974;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2975-2977,  2986,  2989, 
2994-2996 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in 
Res.,  3250,  3257-3259  ;  1Q*  of  B.,  3293  ;  2°  m.  and  in 
Com.,  3380,  3399-3401 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts.,  3401  (vol.  iv). 

Superior  Court  of  Quebec  (prop.  Res.)  3293  (vol.  iv). 

Sjpplv: 

Civil  Govt.  (Justice,  Dept,  of)  898  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Optional  Subjects) 
3411  (vol.  iv) ;  Public  Works,  Dept,  of)  911,  suppl.,  3448 
(vol.  iv),  (contingencies)  921  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Sec.  of  State,  Dept, 
of)  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues:  Post  Office  (allowance  to  Asst.  Post¬ 
master  at  Ottawa)  cone.,  3397  ;  Public  Works  (Agent  and 
contingencies,  B.C.)  3308;  Repairs,  &c.  (Harbors  and  Slides) 
3307 ;  (Land  and  Cable  Telegraphs)  3307  ;  (Telegraph  and 
Signal  Service)  3307 ;  (Telegraph  Lines,  B.  C.)  3307  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  0.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal  Economy  Com¬ 
mission)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Chinese  Commission)  3421,  3387,  cone.,  3396  ; 
(HistoirefGenealogique  des  Families  Franchises)  3455 ;  (Mount¬ 
ed  Police  Barracks  at  Fort  Macleod)  3387 ;  ( Parliamentary 
Companion)  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiaries:  St.  Vincent  de  Paul  (payment  to G.  F.  Baillairge) 
3350  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  1812)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works—  Capital :  B.  C.  (Esquimau  Graving  Dock) 
2916 ;  Ottawa  (additional  buildings)  2916  ;  Port  Arthur  (con¬ 
struction  of  harbor)  2916.  Consolid.  Fund:  Buildings  (Ont.) 
3385;  Harbors  and  rivers  (N.  S.)  3409,  (N.  W.)  3420,  (Ont.) 
3386,  (Quebec)  3386,  3419;  Miscellaneous  (High  Commissioner) 
3386  ;  Roads  and  Bridges,  3420  ;  Telegraphs,  3386,  3420.^ 

Income:  Buildings  (Man.)  2919,  (N.  B.)  2918,  (N.  S.)  2917, 
(N.  W.  T.)  2919,  3452,  (Ont.)  2918,  (P.  E.  I.)  2918,  (Quebeo) 
2918,  (Repairs,  &c.)  2919;  Dredging,  2922,  cone  ,  2923; 
Harbors  and  Rivers  (Man.)  2921,  (Mar.Provs.  generally)  2923, 
(N.  B.)  2920,  (Ont.)  2920,  3433,  (P.  E.  I.)  2919,  (Quebec) 
2920 ;  Telegraphs,  2922  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C.  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 

— — —  and  Signal  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922,  3386,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton,  Extension  of  (Ans.) 
78  (vol.  i). 

Translation  of  Hansard  and  Yotes  and  Proceedings  (re¬ 
marks)  594  (vol.  i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissoners’  Loan  B.  150  (Mr. 
Bowell)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2555  (vol.  iii),  2935  (iv). 

Trutck,  J.  Wi,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  744  (i). 

Yentilation  of  the  Chamber  (remarks)  2676  (vol.  iv) 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Water  Lots  in  N.S.,  application  for  (Ans.)  429  (vol.i). 


INDEX 


xlix 


Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

White  Point,  N.  S.,  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ana.)  52  (i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  By.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82 
{Mr.  Cameron ,  Victoria')  on  M.  for  2°,  428  (vol.  i). 

Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  (Ans). 
606  (vol.  i). 

Wharves  on  P.E.I.,  grant  for  construction,  &c.  (Ans.) 
351  (vol.  i). 

Wood  supplies  for  Govt.  Buildings,  Ottawa  (Ans.)  429 
(vol.  i),  1387  (vol.  ii). 

Laurier,  Hon.  W.,  mast  Quebec. 

Can.  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for  Papers, 
982  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.  Extension  to  Canadian  ports  on  the  Atlantic 
(Ques.)  290;  Yernon  Smith’s  Bep.,  on  M.  for  copies, 
294;  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

■ - North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  to  (M.  for  copies  of 

Cor.,  &c.)  41  (vol.  i). 

— - Eos.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 

Bes.  (Amt.)  2863  ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864  (vol.  iv). 

- - Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic,  on  M. 

for  Beps.  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.,  39  (vol.  i). 

Chenevert,  J.  A.,  employment  of,  by  Public  Works 
Dept.  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Commercial  relations  between  France  [and  Canada,  on 

M.  for  copies  of  Coi\,  831  (vol.  ii). 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Bes.  {Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3119-3128  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (iv). 

- Prisoners  held  for  Trial  (remarks)  on  M.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  3440  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1167;  (Amt.)  1171;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N,  86)  1201;  in 
Com.,  “  usufructuary,”  1445,  1446,  1448,  1451,1454, 
1455,  1456 ;  “  tenant,”  1480  ;  “  actual  value,"  1596, 
1604;  “parish,”  1593;  “qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1626-1629  (ii),  1984  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°  3057  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Fisher) 
to  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  3070  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1510,  1619 ;  on  M.  that  Com,  rise,  1424 
(vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Bys.  in  Man.  and 

N. W.,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  96  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.,  2761 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65) 
2763  (vol.  iv). 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  resignation  of  (M.  for  copy) 
43  (vol.  i). 

Nav.  of  Biver  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  {Mr.  McLelan)  on 
Order  for  2°,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

North  Shore  By.,  purchase  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  189  (i). 

By.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board  (Bes.)  189  (vol,  i). 

Beturn,  enquiry  for,  895  (vol.  ii). 


Laurier,  Hon.  W .—Continued. 

Biel,  Treatment  of,  in  Prison  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.,  2976,  2986,  2994 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes., 
3250  ;  (Amt.)  3257 ;  in  Com  on  B.,  3399  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  publishing)  cone.,  3373  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Oaimet)  to  M.  for  2°,  167  (i). 

Ways  and  Means— on  Bes.  {Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.W.,  3119-3128;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (iv). 

Lesage,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Dorchester. 

C.  P.  B.  Extension  to  Canadian  ports  on  the  Atlantic, 
Yernon  Smith’s  Bop.  (M.  for  copies)  294  (vol.  i). 

— - Short  Lino  By.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic 

(M.for  Beps.  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.)  38  (i). 

Etchemin  Biver  Line,  Survey  of  (Ques.)  350  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2992-2994;  (Amt.)  3289;  neg. 
(Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  By.,  Mr.  Wicksteed’s  Bep.  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 

Lister,  Mr.  J.  F.,  West  Lambton. 

Bonuses  to  Bys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  reliof  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  357  (vol.  i). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  Allowances  (Ques.) 
2029  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  on  M. 
for  3°,  1301;  (Amt.)  nog.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1303  (ii). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

Coste, Louis  and  Eugene,  employment  of  (Ques.)  1131(ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Trial  of  Biel  (Ques.)  2358  (iii). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  309  (i). 

Dumont,  Extradition  of  (Ques.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Bes. 
{Sir  Bichard  Cartwright)  390  (vol.  i). 

Fishing  Licenses,  Lake  Erie,  names  of  persons  granted 
(M.  for  Bet.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1150-1153;  on  M. 
for  Com.,  1344-1347,  1352  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1732-1736  (vol.  ii),  1860-1864;  (Indians) 
2009-2012;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2066,2070, 
2075;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  (Indians)  2153- 
2155;  “registration  of  voters,”  2264,  2283,  2286, 
2316;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2324,  2338,  2343  ; 
“general  provisions,”  2344;  “appeal,”  2364; 
“  officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2371  ;  on  consdn.  of 
B.  (Amt.)  3066  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Superintendents,  office  of  (Ques.)  88  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1082,  1084  (vol.  ii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  {Mr. 
Cameron ,  Huron)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Tupjper)  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2*,  184  (vol.  i). 

License  Commissioners  in  Essex  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 


1 


INDEX. 


Lister,  Mr.  J.  F.~ Continued. 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B. 

11  ( Mr .  Allen)  on  M.  for  2°,  128  (vol.  i). 

Moody,  John,  employment  of  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Northerly  and  Westerly  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  proceed¬ 
ings,  moneys  paid,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.)  210  (vol.  i.) 
Personal  Explanation,  re  statement  made  by  Min.  of 
Marine  (remarks)  693  (vol.  i). 

Rys.  in  the  Co.  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  memorial,  59  (vol.  i). 
Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  585  (vol.  i). 
Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Talley  (M.  for  Ret.)  205  (i). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  ( Mr . 

McLelan )  on  prop. Res.,  1219  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  2905  ;  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2908  ; 
(Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  office  of  (Ques.)  188  (i). 

Macdonald,  Mr.  A.  C.,  King's,  P.E.l. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1818,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1041;  (Amt.)  1062  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &o.,  cut  in  the  Ice,  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson ,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  150  (i). 
Eactory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  944,  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Amt.)  1623  (vol. 
ii)  ;  telegram  read  re  election  in  P.E.l. ,  1903  (iii)  . 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°,  3054  (iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income  :  P.E.L,  2918  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Act  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1614  (vol.  ii). 

Weight  and  Measurement  of  Root  Crops  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  201  (vol.  i) 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.l.  (M.  fpr  copies  of  Cor.) 
62  (vol.  i). 

Macdonald,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.,  Carleton,  Ont. 
Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 
Address,  on  The,  19;  M.  for  Com.  to  draft,  21;  draft 
Rep.,  21 ;  His  Excel! .  reply,  113  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  (B.  141,  1°*) 
2345  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2962,  2961 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  toM.  for  3°,  3002,  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1, 1°*)  1  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  the  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.  on 
Res.  (Amt.)  2934  (vol.  iv). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  1  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  on  M. 
to  introd.,  32  (vol.  i). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (M.  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders)  1320  (vol.  ii). 


Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.— Continued. 
American  Engineers’  visit  to  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451 
(vol.  iv). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2546  (vol.  iii). 

Andre,  Father,  Letter  from,  in  1883  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 
Annunciation  Day,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  114  (vol.  i). 
Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024  (vol.  ii). 

Ash  Wednesday,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Banking  Facilities  for  Agriculturists  B.  36  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res,,  120  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency  (M.  for  Sp.  Com.)  41 ; 

Pets,  respecting  (M.  to  refer  to  Sp.  Com.)  125  (vol.  i). 
Bell  and  Kavanagh  Land  Claims,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.,  &c.,  481  (vol.  i). 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  of  (remarks)  2351  (vol.  iii). 
Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  (Mr, 
Caron)  in  Com.,  2825,  2821  (vol.  iv). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Legislature  (remarks)  on  M. 

for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3446  (vol.  iv). 

Boundary  between  Ont.  and  Man.  (Ans.)  51  (i). 

B. C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Rules,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  824 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts  Return  (remarks)  939  (vol.  ii). 
Bureau  of  Agriculture,  Establishment  of  (Ans.)  16  (i). 
Business  of  the  Session  (remarks)  211  (vol.  i);  (M.)  to 
meet  at  1  o’clock,  1144  (vol.  iii). 

Cabinet  Representation  for  B.C.  (Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 
Can.  Temp.  Act,  1818,  Amt.  (Ans.)  363  (vol  i). 

■  —  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  ques.  to  fix 
day  for  2°,  113;  procedure,  114  (vol.  i);  (Ans.) 
to  fix  day  for  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2530  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Sen.  Amts.,  2645,  2650,  2652-2656  (vol.  iv). 

— Druggists’  Licenses  (Ans.)  1306  (ii). 
“——Expenses  of  prosecutions  under  (Ans.)  1306  (ii)  ; 
3320  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  (Ans.)  568  (vol.  i)„ 

C.  P.  R.  Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Resolution 
(Ans.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

— - Change  in  existing  arrangements  (Ans.)  695 

(vol.  i),  1144  (vol.  iii). 

- Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  prop.  Res. 

2420  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  3032  (vol.  iv). 

- Debt,  floating  and  unsecured  (Ans.)  219  (i). 

— — —  Extension  of,  to  Quebec  (Ans.)  291  (vol.ji). 

• — — —  Length  of  gaps  (explanation)  838  (vol.  ii ) . 

— —  —  Forty  Mile  Belt  in  B.C.  (Memo,  read)  1983  (iii). 
— ——Govt.  Mortgage,  changes  (Ans.)  36  (vol.  i). 

- —  Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  (Ans.)  561  (vol.  i). 

- Land  Area  in  the  48-mile  belt  accepted  by  Co. 

(Stmnt.)  182  (vol.  ii). 

- — — —  Land  Giant  accepted  by  Co.,  number  of  acres 
(Ans.)  568,  141  (vol.  i). 

- Land  rejected  by  Co.  in  Ry.  Belt  (Stmnt.)  965  ; 

(Ans.)  921  (vol.  ii). 

- Legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i.) 

— — —  Payment  of  Interest  by  Co.  (Ans.)  1611  (vol.  ii). 
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Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.— Continued. 

C.  P.  B.  Proposals  by  Co.  (remarks)  746  (vol.  i). 

- Belief  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 

- — —  Res.  respecting  further  Loan  (remarks)  on 
adjmt,  of  deb.,  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2724,  2725,  2727, 2729- 
2731,  2733,  2734,  2737-2741,  2743-2747,  2862  ;  on 
M.  to  rec.  Eep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  2359  (vol.  iv.) 

- Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan )  in  Com.,  2535-2539 
(vol.  iii). 

Capital  Account  Expenditure,  on  M.  for  Stmnt. ,  46  (i). 

Cape  Breton  Island  Claims  under  terms  of  Confedera¬ 
tion,  on  prop.  Eos.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness )  615  (i). 

CarltoD,  Evacuation  of,  Eep.  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin )  on  M.  for  2q,  102 
(vol.  i). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  M.  for  2°, 
254  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  the  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope')  in  Com. 
on  Ees.,  75  ;  in  Com.  on  B,,  171 ;  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  to  recom.,  214  (vol.  i). 

Central  Prison  of  Ont.  Acts  Amt.  (B.  129,  1°*)  1226 
(vol.  ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2402  (vol.  iii). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Eep.  (Ans.)  29  ;  on  presenta¬ 
tion  (remarks)  236  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Eestriciion  B.,  notice  of  Ees,, 
2497  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  B.  (Ans.)  28  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1097  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°, 
1284  (vol.  ii). 

Clark,  G.M.K.,  sums  paid,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  697  (vol.  i). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (iv). 

Colonisation  Co.’s  modification  of  agreement  (Ans.) 
1678  (vol.  ii),  2241  (vol.  iii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  117  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
(remarks)  1671  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2430  (vol.  iii). 

Consolidn.  of  the  Statutes,  Eep.  of  Commissioners  (pre¬ 
sented)  32  (vol.  i). 

Contingencies,  Depth,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915  (vo).  ii). 

Corpus  Christi,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2301  (vol.  iii). 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Ees.  (Mr.  Edgar)  713  (i). 

County  Court  Judges,  Man.  (B.  162)  in  Com.  on  Ees., 
3435,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  (Ans.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of,  re  Indian  sympathy  with  Half- 
breeds,  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Debates ,  Official  Eep.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third 
Eep.  of  Com.,  3363  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Corns.  (B.  26)  prop. 
Ees.,  67  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  appoint  Sel.  Com. 
to  rep.  to  House,  70;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  72;  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  73;  2°  and  in  Com.,  175;  3°  on  a 
a  div.,  212  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker  (M.)  appointing  Malachy  Daly,  Esq., 
72  (vol.  i)  ;  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3353  (iv). 


Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A..— Continued. 
Dewdney,  Gov.,  communications  from  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 
Disputed  Boundaries  of  Out.,  Imperial  Legislation 
(Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (Ans.)  693,  714  (vol.  i), 
733;  (remarks)  1832  (vol.  ii). 

- Andre,  Father,  letter  from  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

. ... — —  Assistance  to  families  of  Militiamen,  894  (ii). 

- - —  Assistance  to  Settlors  (Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Civil  Service  Volunteers  (Ans.)  3043  (iv). 

- - Claims,  &c.,  of  Half-breeds  (Ans.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

- - —  Compensation  for  losses  (Ans.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Crowfoot,  communication  from  (read)  1038  (ii). 

- Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of,  re  Indian  sympathy  with 

Half-breeds  (Ans.)  3425  (vol,  iv). 

- Dewdney,  Lieut.-Gov.,  communications  with 

Govt.  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at  (Tels.  read)  790 

(vol.  ii);  Eep.  of  Fight  (Ans.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

- — - Dumas,  Michel,  appointment  as  farm  in¬ 

structor  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— — - —  Expense  B.  129  (Mr.Bowell)mCo(n..,  2856  (iv). 

■  - - — -  Fort  Pitt  Disaster,  confirmation  of  news,  1281 ; 

(Tel.  read)  1301  (vol.  ii). 

- -  Frog  Lake,  Massacre  at  (Stmnt.)  994  (vol.  ii). 

-  -  Govt,  officials  in  the  N.W.,  communications 

with  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- - Grandin,  Bishop,  communications  from  (Ans.) 

3321,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Half-breed  grievances  (Mr.  Blake)  2040-2042 

(vol.  iii). 

-  Half-breed  Commission  (letter  read  from  Mr. 

Street)  1607;  work  of  (remarks)  1566,  2169  (ii). 

— . —  Imp.  Govt.,  commn.  with  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii), 

-  - Indemnity  to  Members  in  the  field,  on  prop.  M. 

(Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  812  (vol.  ii). 

- Indians  at  Fort  Qu’Appolle, loyalty  of  (Tel.  road) 

1320  (vol.  ii). 

- — —  Isbester,  James,  appointment  as  far  instructor 
(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- Mounted  Polico  Officers,  Eeps.  from,  of  Engage¬ 
ments  (Ans.;  3425  (vol.  iv). 

■ — —  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  Com.  on  Ways 
and  Means,  761-765  (vol.  i). 

- — —  on  further  information  (remarks)  745,  813  (ii). 

- Poundmaker,  Skirmish  with,  Tel.  from  Herch- 

mer  (read)  1649  (vol.  ii). 

- Prisoners  hold  for  Trial,  3443  (vol.  iv). 
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(vol.  iii). 
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3425  (vol.  iv). 

Duck  Lake  Engagement,  Rep,  of  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Dumont,  Extradition  of  (Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 
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Easter,  adjmt.  for  (Ans.)  713  (vol.  i). 
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Surveys  (Ans.)  2171  (vol.  iii). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  3452  (vol.  iv). 
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893;  in  Corn.,  1167;  3°  m.,  1335  (vol.  ii). 
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3244  (vol.  iv). 
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2757-2759  (vol.  iv)  ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
2053,  2060,  2062,  2064,  2065,  2079,  2080,  2394; 
on  disqualifying  revising  barristers,  2086  (vol.  iii)  ; 
“who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2104,  (Amts.) 
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(remarks)  2026,  2028,  2496  ((vol.  iii). 
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Geological  Survey,  Management  of  (Ans.)  114  (i). 
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2170  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business  (Ms.)  to  take  in  Thursdays,  451  (vol  i)  ; 
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to  codc.  in  Res.,  2525  (vol.  iii). 
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— — —  Settlement  of  Claims  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

— - Settlement,  undisturbed  occupation  (Ans.)  1567 

(vol.  ii). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  (Ans.)  479  (vol,  i). 
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Horses  for  Troops  in  N.W.,  purchase  of  (Ans.)  1300  (ii). 
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(vol.  ii) . 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Cas- 
grain )  85  (vol.  i) . 
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Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent,  acting  without  sureties 
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Com., 1668-1670 ;  2°  m.,  2402  (iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2760  (iv). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 
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Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron )  1211;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res. (remarks)  1226(ii). 
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2791,  2794,  2824,  3047-3050  (vol.  iv). 
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1743  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2503  (vol.  iii). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  908  (vol.  ii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  Bi  11 
(Mr.  Allen)  on  M.  for  2°,  129,  131;  on  Order  for 
Com,,  215  ;  in  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Members’  Indemnity,  payments  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  (Ans.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Meredith,  Qhief  Justice,  resignation  of,  on  M.  for  copy, 
43  (vol.  i). 

Messages  from  His  Ex. :  Ans.  to  Address,  113  (i). 

— - —  Claims  of  Man.,  202  (vol.  i). 

- -  Internal  Economy  Commission,  40  (vol.  i). 

- Pets.,  Res.,  &c.,  on  Bankruptcy,  101  (vol.  i). 

— - Thanks  of  Queen  for  condolence  on  Death  of 

Duke  of  Albany,  32  (vol.  i). 

- Washington  Treaty,  Fishery  Clauses,  Cor.  and 

Papers,  3232  (vol.  iv). 

Meeting  of  the  House,  irregularity  (remarks)  2996  (iv). 

Minister  of  Interior,  absence  of  (Ans.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Minister  of  Rys.,  office  of  (Ans.)  41,  52  (vol.  i). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payments  to,  by  Govt,  for  services,  on 
M.  for  Stmnt.,  120  (vol.  i)  ;  for  “  Annual  Register,” 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Services  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  for  (Ans.)  351  (vol. 
i)  ;  in  Ccm.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Mounted  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392  (vol.  iv). 

- Recruits  (Stmnt.  of  number,  and  horses  pur¬ 
chased)  1607 ;  (remarks)  1566  (vol.  ii). 
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N.  S.  Rye.,  Consolid.  and  completion  (Ans.)  2530  (iii). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  purchase  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  189  (vol. 
i)  ;  use  of  by  C.  P.  R.  (Ans.)  1915  (vol.  ii). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  (B.  144)  prop* 
Res.,  994  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2402  ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  2421,  2426,  2428;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of 
B.,  2430  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  m,  2770  ;  3°  m.,  2820  (vol.  iv). 

- -  (B.  140,  1?*)  1670  (vol.  ii);  2°  m,  2772;  3°  m., 

2822  (vol.  iv). 

— - Commissioners’  Rep.  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  ii);  (pre¬ 

sented)  2820  (voh  iv). 

- - Increase  of  force  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

— — ■ —  Officers  Reps,  of  Engagements  (Ques.)  3425  (iv). 

N.  W.,  Papers  respecting  (Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1,  1°*)  1  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling )  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2556  (vol.  iii)  ;  M. 
to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.,  2753 ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2756  (vol.  iv). 

Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  ( Mr. Tupper )  on  M.for  2°  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.) 
219  (vol.  i). 

Offences  against  the  Person  Act  Amt.  (B.  123, 1°*)  1037 
(vol.  ii)  ;  on  3°  (remarks)  2768  (vol.  iv). 

Ontario’s  Boundaries,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans)  51, 
115,  567  (vol.  i),  2998,  3321  (vol.  iv). 

—  - -  on  M.  for  copies  of  O.C.’s  Imp.,  Can.  or  Provl., 

52  (vol.  i). 

Ontario’s  Claims  to  country  north  of  height  of  land  and 
south  of  Hudson’s  Bay,  &c.  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Ontario,  Northern  Boundary  of,  Res.  of  Govt.  (Ans.) 
1133  (vol.  ii). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  M. 
for  2°,  628  (vol.  i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers,  Prince  Albert  (Ans.)  964  (ii). 

Payment  of  Deptl.  Clerks,  delay  in  (Ans.)  2170  (iii). 

Pensions,  New  Militia  cone.  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  (Ans.)  115 
(vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks  and  rule  read) 
1891-1894  (vol.  iii). 

St.  Laurent  Settlement,  Plans  and  Survoys,  Receipt 
of  (Ans,)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Preservation  of  the  Peace  in  the  vicinity  of  Public 
Works  Act  Amt.  (B.  131,  1°*)  1278  (vol.  ii). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Township  Surveys 
(Ans  )  2170  (vol.  iii). 

Printing  and  Printing  Paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2803, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  article 
in  Hamilton  Spectator,  813  (vol.  ii). 

- - on  article  in  Toronto  News  :  French  aggression} 

&c.  (remarks)  1679  (vol.  ii). 

-  - on  paragraph  in  Free  Press  (remarks)  171  (i). 

Privy  Council  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  899 ;  contingen¬ 
cies,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Prorogation  (Ans.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 
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Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  188  (vol.  i). 

Qu’Appelle  Valley  Farming  Co.’s  agreement  (Ans.) 
816  (vol.  ii) . 

Queen’s  Birthday,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2030  (vol.  iii). 

Ry.  Bolt  on  Vancouver  Island  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Res  .(Mr.Laurier) 
199  (vol.  i). 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  on  M.  for  Ret.  (M.  to  adjn. 
deb.)  8S  (vol.  i). 

Relief  of  distress  in  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3455  (iv)* 

Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.  B.  45  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron )  on  M.  for  2°,  362  (vol.  i). 

Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  293  (vol.  i). 

Returns,  on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  427  (vol.  i),  966, 
1038,  1132,  1167,  1209  (vol.  ii),  2936  (vol.  iv). 

- Preparations  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (i). 

Revised  Statutes  of  Canada  B.  130  (M.  to  dschg.  Order) 
2402  (vol.  iii). 

Richelieu  Navigation  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  on 
prop.  Amt.  (remarks)  1210  (vol.  ii). 

Ridoau  Canal,  increase  of  water  supply,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3313  (vol.  iv). 

Riel’s  proposal  to  accept  money  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Riel,  Treatment  of,  in  prison  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Roundhouse  at  Selkirk  erected  on  private  property 
issue  of  Patent  (Ans.)  2030,  2171  (vol.  iii). 

Royal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Clair  Ranch  Co.,  Rents  paid,  &c.  (Ans.)  2240  (iii). 

St.  George’s  Day,  on  M.  for  adjmt,,  1395  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  986-= 
989  (vol.  ii). 

Salaries,  H.  of  C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  (Ans.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  and  others,  of  Prince  Albert  District) 
employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

Seduction,  &c.,  punishment  of,  B.  27  (Mr.  Charlton )  on 
M.  for  2°,  619  (vol.  i). 

Settlers’  Claims,  Prince  Albert  District  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  half-breed  Minors  (Ans.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Settlement  of  Settlers  Claims  at  Prince  Albert,  &c. 
(Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Select  Standing  Corns.  (M.)  2;  M.  for  Sp.  Com.  to  pre¬ 
pare  Lists,  2?  ;  Committees  appointed  and  Lists  pre¬ 
pared  (presented)  30 ;  cone,  in,  32  (vol.  i). 

Short  Lino  Ry.,  Engineers’  Reps.  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

» Govt.  Grants  to  (Ans.)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

- - Plans  and  Reps.  (Ans.)  479,  567  (vol.  i). 

- — — —  Rep.  of  Mr.  Wicksteed  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

- - -  2nd  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

- —  from  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on  Res., 

2977  ;  (Amt.)  2982  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Survey  from  St.  Charles  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 
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Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.— Continued. 
Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  consideration  of  (M.)  2. 
Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley,  on  M,  for  Ret.,  205 
(vol.  i). 

Standing  Committees,  non-summoning  of,  for  organiza¬ 
tion  (remarks)  07  (vol.  i). 

- on  Colonization  and  Immigration  (M.)  to  add. 

Messrs.  Baker, Vic.,  and  Jackson  to  Com.,  299  (vol.  i). 
Stationery  used  in  U.  of  C.,  Expense  of  (Ans.)  290 
(vol.  i;. 

Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation  (B.  130,  1°)  1226 
(vol.  ii). 

- Revision  of, Commissioners’  Rep.  (M.)  to  cone. 

in  Mess,  from  Sen.,  77 7  (vol.  ii). 

- Distribution  of  (Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Stipendiary  Magistrates  in  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3448  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  (B.  158)  prop.  Res.,  2531 
(vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2977  ;  (Amt.)  2982  ;  in 
Com.  on  B.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Sunday  Excursions,  prohibition  B.  19  {Mr.  Charlton ) 
on  M.  for  2°,  266  (vol.  i). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
{Mr.  Chapleau)  271  (vol.  i). 

Superior  Court  of  Que.,  Chief  Justice  of  (Ans  )  439  (i). 
Superior  Court  Judges,  Que.  (B.  161),  prop.  Res.,  3375; 

in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny )  on  M.  for  2°,  163  (vol.  i). 

Surveys  and  Explorations  in  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  2029  (iii). 
Surveys  and  Plans  of  Battleford  and  Edmonton  (Ans.) 
2357  (vol.  iii). 

Sutherland,  Dr.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 
Supply : 

Administration  of  Justice,  985  (vol.  ii),  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024  (vol.  ii)- 
Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  <fcc.  (Trent  Riv.  Nav.)  3312.  Income: 

Rideau  Canal  (increase  of  water  supply)  3313  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  901,  contingencies,  915; 
(Interior,  Dept,  of)  968,  973,  contingencies,  915  (vol.  ii), 
cone.,  2764  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Justice,  Penitentiaries  Braneh)  914; 
(Marine,  Dept,  of)  908  ;  (Privy  Council  Office)  899,  contin¬ 
gencies,  914  ;  (Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  914  (vol.  ii). 
Dominion  Lands — Income  (Land  Board  at  Winnipeg)  3345  (iv). 
Dominion  Police,  985  (vol.  ii),  suppl.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Assistance  to  Institutions)  3392  ;  (B.O.)  3314  ;  (Grant 
to  snpplmt.  Fund)  3242 ;  (Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle 
and  High  River)  cone.,  2922  ;  (Man.  and  N  W.T.)  3314,  3317- 
3320,  3341,  cone.,  3373;  (N.S.)  3243;  (N.W.T.,  to  complete 
service)  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Election 
Expenses)  3452  (vol.  iv) ;  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members) 
3450  (vol.  iv) ;  (Salaries)  991  (vol.  ii).  Miscellaneous  (Library, 
Salaries,  &c.)  2796;  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  2803, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Aiding  civil  power  atLingan  Mines,  C.B.)  3452  ;  (Cloth¬ 
ing  and  Great  Coats)  2909  ;  (Royal  Mil.  Coll.)  2914  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (American  Engineers’  Visit  to  N  S.)  3457  ;  (Dep. 
Speaker’s  Salary)  3351,  3353  ;  (Establishment  of  a  Model 
Farm)  3453 ;  (Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies)  3244  ; 
(Hudson  Bay  Expedition)  3245  ;  (Losses  and  Expenses  through 
Troubles  in  N.  W.  T.  (3454  ;  (Liqnor  License  Act,  putting 
in  force  of)  3244  ;  (Mounted  Police  Barracks)  3244  ; 


Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.— Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

(Ontario  Law  Reports)  3351 ;  (Payment  to  H.  J.  Morgan  for 
“Annual  Register”)  3351;  (Provincial  Legislation,  compila¬ 
tion  of  Cor.,  &c  )  cone.,  3434  ;  (Relief  of  Distress  in  N.W.T.) 
3455 ;  (Returns,  preparation  of)  3245  ;  (Transport  of  fami¬ 
lies  from  Oka  to  Township  of  Gibson,  Indian  Reserve)  3457 
(vol.  iv) ;  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  cone.,  2237  (vol.  iii). 
Immigration ,  2841,  2846  (vol.  iv). 

N.  IF.  Mounted  Police,  3243  ;  suppl.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries:  B.C.,  990  ;  Dorchester,  989;  Kingston,  985  (vol. 
ii),  (gratuity  to  widow  of  McManus)  3350;  (vol.  iv);  Mani¬ 
toba,  989  (vol.  ii),  (payment  to  Dr.  Sutherland)  3351  (vol. 
iv)  ;  St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  986-989  (vol.  ii). 

Pensions  (New  Militia)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Veterans  of  War 
of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii). 

Rys.— Capital ;  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3296,  3297  (iv)’ 

Timber  Licenses  issued  since  1882  in  N.W.T.,  &c.  (Ans.) 
863  (vol.  ii). 

Timber  Limits  in  Territories  awarded  Ont.,  115  (vol.  i). 
Trade  Relations  between  Canada  and  TJ.S.  (Ans.)  1387» 
(vol,  ii)  ;  with  Jamaica  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Transport  of  families  from  Oka  to  Township  of  Gibson, 
Indian  Reserve,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (vol.  iv). 
Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  1°,  630  (vol.  i);  in  Com.,  1670  (vol.  ii). 
Treaty  Negotiations  by  Sir  A.  Sbea  (Ans.)  1387  (vol.  ii). 
Trent  Riv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312  (vol.  iv). 
Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  (Ans.)  2750  (vol.  iv). 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 
Volunteers  on  Active  Service,  increase  of  pay  of  (Ans.) 
2170  (vol.  iii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  recognition  of  Services  (Ans.) 
1566  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3376  ;  in  Com., 
3377-3380  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Watson)  to  M.  to  conc» 
in  Res.,  3380;  1°*  of  B.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38,  on  Ros.  recognizing  Services, 
38  (vol.  i). 

Vote  for  relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  1744  (iii). 
Vote  to  Genl.  Middleton  (notice)  3457  (vol.  iv). 
Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559  (vol.  iii),  2773,2899,2901,3075;  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (reply)  to  Mr.  Weldon,  3320- 
3333  (vol.  iv). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  office  of  (Ans.)  188  (i). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake) 
re  Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
761  (vol.  i),  3110-3119  (vol.  iv)  ;  (personal  expla¬ 
nation)  re  workingmen  of  Montreal,  521 ;  (remarks) 
as  to  time  for  concluding  deb.,  662  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
(whiskey)  3226  ;  Excise  Duties,  3295  (iv). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  {Mr. 

Tapper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Writ  for  Levis  County,  issue  of  (Ans.)  633;  (remarks) 
661  (vol.  i). 

Mackenzie,  Hon.  A.,  East  York. 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  {Mr, 
Caron)  2927,  2930,  2932  (vol.  iv). 
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Mackenzie,  Hon.  A— Continued. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  ( Sir  John  A .  Mac¬ 
donald )  for  Sp.  Com.,  48  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts.  respecting  (Ques.) 
112  (vol.  i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  on  M,  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii) . 

Business  of  the  House,  on  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock, 
1745  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  R.  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  Ill  (vol.  i) . 

-  Section  B.,  Engineers'  Reports  on  re-measure- 
ment  and  re-classification,  on  M,  for  copies,  123  (i). 
— — —  Section  B,  Judge  Clark’s  Rep.  on  Award  to 
Contractors,  on  M.  for  copy,  133  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  the  N.W.  B.  21  {Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  172  (i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau )  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  280  (vol.  i). 

Clark,  G.  M.  K.,  sums  paid  to,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  698  (i), 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  in  Com.,  2434  (vol.  iii) . 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  {Mr. 

Costigan)  in  Com.,  3045  (vol.  iv) . 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Stoney  Indian  rising  (re¬ 
marks)  863  (vol.  ii). 

Dorn.  Lands  sold  or  leased  for  timber,  logs,  staves, 
cord  wood,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  40  (vol.  i). 
Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  {Mr,  Me 
Carthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Ques.  of 
Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  Pets.,  presentation  of  (remarks)  2024  (iii). 
General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1310  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070  (vol.  ii). 

Inspectors  of  Public  Works  Rot.  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  {Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2776  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  2786  (vol.  iv). 
Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Rep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission,  62  (vol.  i) . 
Meeting  of  the  House,  irregularity  of  time,  2997  (iv). 
North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps.,  &c.,  697  (vol.  i) . 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper, 
reflecting  on  Mr.  Galt  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i) . 
Protestant  Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion  (remarks) 
on  newspaper  paragraph,  2998  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings,  amount  espended,  on  M. 

for  Ret.,  81  (vol.  i) . 

Supply : 

Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Williamsburg)  3301 ;  (Welland) 
3202  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Oovt.  (Militia,  Dept,  of)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Railways — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (I.  C.  R.)  3300  (vol.  iv). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
{Mr.  Chapleau)  273  (vol.  i). 


Mackenzie,  Hon.  A. — Continued. 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  {Mr. 
Bowell)  on  1°,  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559  (vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — on  explanation  of  Mr.  McLelan 
(remarks)  535  (vol.  i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82 
{Mr.  Cameron ,  Victoria)  on  M.  for  2°,  428  (vol.  i). 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Ottawa  City. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3175-3190  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1241-1245;  on  M.  for  Com.  (explanation)  1376  (ii). 

High  Commissioner,  Instructions  issued  to,  respecting 
Immigrants  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  allusions  in  deb.  (remarks) 
3247  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Expenditure,  on  Res.  {Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2387  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  2808  (vol.  iv.) 

Ways  and  Means — on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.  W.,  3175-3190  (vol.  iv). 

Macmaster,  Mr.  D.,  Glengarry. 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Res.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  387  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2324,  2343 ;  “  general  pro¬ 
visions,”  2352;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2380-2382,  2386  (vol.  iii) ;  porsonal  explanation, 
correction  in  Official  Debates ,  2619  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Port  Arthur  Herald 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Miscellaneous  (Doutre,  J.,  cla  m  re  Halifax  Commission)  3392  (iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  160  (vol.  i). 

Macmillan,  Mr.  D.,  East  Middlesex. 

Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees  (M.  for  Ret.) 
303  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 
Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3468  (vol.  iv). 

Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  (M.  for  Ret.)  295  (vol.  i). 

London  Life  Insurance  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  (B.  76,  1°*) 
313  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  1723  (vol.  ii). 

McCallum,  Mr.  L.,  Monck. 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions,  &c.,  in  Com.,  2742,  2744  (vol.  iv). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2908  (iv). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Legislature  (remarks)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3446  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1871,  1994-1996  ; 
“registration  of  voters,”  2258,  2272,  2283,  2284; 
“  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2373, 2383,  (remarks) 
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McCallum,  Mr.  C  . — Continued. 

1965  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1424,  1496 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order,)  1467  (vol.  ii),  1733,  1867  ; 
(personal  explanations)  1873, 1970  (vol.  iii)  ;  member 
not  speaking  to  ques.  before  Com.  (remarks)  1919 
(vol.  iii). 

Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  Eiver  Improvements  (M.  for  copy 
ofEeps.,  &e.)  015,  695  (vol.  i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Short  Line  Ky.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Eefund  of  Ey  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  570,  6J6  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Canals— Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303  ;  (Welland)  3302. 

Income  (Welland)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2908  (vol.  iv). 

Railways— Capital :  Short  Line  between  Oxford  and  New  Glas¬ 
gow,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (ii). 

Welland  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2302,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Western  Ont.  Pac.  Ey.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  94,  1°*)  534  (i). 

McCarthy,  Mr.  D.,  North  Simcoe. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  65,  1°)  235  (vol.  i). 

— - B.  92  ( Mr .  Jamieson )  in  Com.  (Amt.)  1058;  on 

Amt.  ( Mr .  White,  Cardwell )  1061  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  E.  Eesolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron )  2688-2692  ;  in  Com.,  2728, 
2740,  2744-2746  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin )  2°  m.,  282  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Curran )  6  m.  h.,  287  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  289  ;  (B 
13)  2°  m.,  254  (vol.  i). 

Court  of  Eailway  Commissioners  (B.  12,  1°)  40  (vol.  i). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Canada  incorp.  (B.  60, 
1°*)  180  (vol.  i). 

Fort  Macleod  Eanch  Tel.  Co.’s  B.  80  (Mr.  Hall)  on  M. 
to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  2357  (vol.  iii); 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  454  (vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  496-499,  502,  504  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  622  (vol.  i). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on  M. 
for  2°,  268 ;  (B.  64,  1°)  234  ;  2°  m.,  622  ;  M.  wthdn. 
and  Order  dschgd.,  629  (vol.  i). 

Sale  of  Ey.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  86,  1°)  362  (vol.  i). 

McCraney,  Mr.  W.,  Haltom 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  957,  958,  1059  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White, 
Cardwell)  1061 ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2647,  2651  (vol.  iv). 

- Druggists  Licenses  (Ques.)  1306  (vol.  ii). 

- Prosecutions  under  (Ques.)  1306  (ii)  3320  (iv). 

- Liquor  Certificates  granted  under,  in  Halton 

(M.  for  Eet.*)  67  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  E.  Eets.  ordered  by  House  6inco  date  of  Contract 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  484  (vol.  i). 
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McCraney,  Mr.  W  —Continued. 

“  Dominion  Annual  Eegister,”  payments  on  account  of 
(H.  for  Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1410;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1541; 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1773- 
1775  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  nog. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Lands  in  Trafalgar,  unsold  (M.  for  List*)  533 
(vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payments  to,  by  Govt.,  for  services  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  120  (vol.  i). 

Eeturn,  imperfect  (remarks)  101  (vol.  i) ;  enquiry  for, 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com. 
(explanation)  5 14  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (mouldings  and 
picture  frames)  846  (vol.  ii). 

Wood  Supplies,  Govt.  Buildings,  Ottawa  (Ques.)  429  (i). 

MeBougall,  Mr.  H.  F.,  Cape  Breton. 

Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes,  bounty  paid  on  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies  to  Eys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  (M.  for 
Stmnt.)  140  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Fisheries,  3387  (vol.  iv). 

McBougald,  Mr.  J.,  Pictou. 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank  (B.  15,  1°*)  46  (vol.  i). 
Eock  Lake,  Souris  and  Brandon  Ey.  Co.’s  incorp,  (B. 

110,  1°)  742  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Miscellaneous  (American  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to  N.S.)  3456- 
(vol.  iv). 

Railways-Capital :  I.C.R.,  3299;  Short  Line  Railway  (Ox¬ 
ford  and  New  Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (steel)  805  (vol.  ii). 

McGreevy,  Mr.  T.,  West  Quebec. 

Finance  Minister,  Health  of  (Ques.)  2497  (vol.  iii). 

McIntyre,  Mr-  P.  A.,  King's,  P.E.I. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com;, 
“Qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1790  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3056  ; 
nog.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income :  P.E.I.  2918  (vol.  iv). 

McXsaac,  Mr.  A.,  Antigonish. 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  extension  of  (Ques.)  77  (i). 
Mail  Service  between  Antigonish  and  Shorbruoko 
(Ques.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  N.S.,  expenditure  on  (M.  for 
Stmnt,*)  147  (vol.  i). 
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McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W-,  Colchester. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143,  2°  m.,  2466  ; 
in  Com.,  2467-2415,  2541  (vol.  iii). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  claim  of  Government  re 
Newfteld  and  Moravian  (Ans.)  143  (vol.  i). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
2541,  2544,  2546,  2548  (vol.  iii). 

Automatic  Buoys,  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S,  (Ans.)  479 
(vol.  i),  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Bop.  of  Auditor  Genl.,  &c.,  135, 
137  (vol.  i). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  98  (vol.  i). 

Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  collections 
(Ans.)  479  (vol.  i) . 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  (Ans.)  479  (i). 

C.  P.  B.  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Amt.)  100,  107  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Fisheries  Exhibit,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Can,  registration  of  Shipping,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  ( Mr .  Costigan )  2°  m.,  2439  ;  in 
Com.,  2534-2540  (vol.  iii). 

Cape  Bace  Light,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Caron,  Clovis,  salary  and  expenses  as  Fishery  Overseer 
(Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Chapleau,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  outbreak 
in  the  N.  W.,  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  protection  (Ans.)  1915  (iii). 

Communication  with  P.E.I.  (Str.  Lansdowne )  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  927  (vol.  ii). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan) 
prop.  Bes.,  2419;  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2475  (vol.  iii). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  845  (vol.  ii). 

Deep  water  fisheries  off  coast  of  B.  C.  (Ans.)  3073  (iv). 

Discovery  Island,  B.  C.,  Lighthouse  on  (Ans.)  479  (i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Chapleau,  Sheriff,  communica¬ 
tions  from,  re  outbreak,  3426  (vol.  iv). 

-  Land  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  (Ans.)  3124  (iv). 

- Leduc,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communica¬ 
tions  with  Govt.  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  grievances,  answers 

to  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- North-West  Council,  Bes.  re  Half-breed  Claims, 

(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- Petitions  and  Bes,,  &c.,  Half-breeds  and  Settlers  \ 

Claims  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

— - Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements,  | 

Beps.  of  Messrs.  Bussell  and  Aldous  (Ans.)  3426  (iv).  | 

- - —  Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Land,  Settlers 

and  Squatters  Improvements  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- - —  Qu’Appello  Half-breeds,  Bep.  of  Mr.  Walsh 

(Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- Biver  Lots,  Claims,  settlement  of,  Mr.  Pearce’s 

letter  respecting  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

-  St.  Laurent  Biver  Lots,  re-survoy  (Ans.)  3424 

(vol.  iv). 


McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W .—Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Peti¬ 
tion  from  Settlers  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

— — — -  Schmidt,  answer  to  letter  of  (Ans.)  3424  (iv). 
— Surveys  of  Biver  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &c.  (Ans.) 
3324  (vol.  iv). 

— - Surveys  on  Bivers,  mode  of  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv.) 

- Tach6,  Archbishop,  communica  tion  from,  re 

Half-breeds  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

-  Yegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  (Ans.) 

3424  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 
— — —  Surveys  and  Examinations  of  Survey  Bets.,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

— - Sales  of,  for  1884-85  (Ans.)  2997,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Doutre,  J.,  re  Halifax  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Fabro,  Mr.,  Salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3245  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  Act,  extension  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  51  (i). 
Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9 10  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries  Inspector,  B.C.,  name  and  date  of  appointment 
(Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries,  protection  of,  after  July  (Ans.)  2360  (iii). 
Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M,  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Bounty  distribution,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 
Fishery  Bounties,  number  and  amount  of  Claims  paid, 
&c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  56  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3390  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2955  (iv). 
Fish-breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953-2955  (vol.  iv). 
Fish  Laddors  in  La  Have  Biver,  Ans.  2239  (vol.  iii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  295  (vol.  i). 
France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2938  (vol.  iv). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  American  Fishermen  (Ans.)  3321 
(vol.  iv). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  119  (Mr. 

Costigan)  2°  m.,  2419  ;  in  Com.,  2439  (vol.  iii). 
General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  2°  m.,  2548;  in  Com.,  2549-2554  (vol.  iii). 
Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Gauvreau,  Jules,  salary  and  expenses  as  Fishery  Over¬ 
seer  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i) . 

Govt,  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243  (vol.  iv). 
Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  Acts  Amt.  (B.  148)  prop. 
Bes.,  2421  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2522 ;  in  Com., 
2522  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.  and  1°*  of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii). 
Half-breed  and  Settlers’  Claims,  Pets,  and  Bes.  (Ans.) 
3426  (vol.  iv). 

Heney,  J  ,  Govt,  property  occupied  by  (Ans.)  3426  (iv). 
Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol  iv). 
Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  furnished  to  (Ans.) 
783  (vol.  ii). 
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McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W .—Continued. 

Huron  aDd  Superior,  Lakes,  Surveys  of,  in  Corn,  of  Sup. 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.,  cone.,  3374  (vol.  iv). 

Inland  Eevenue  Acts  Amt.  B.  146  ( Mr .  Costigan )  prop. 
Ees.  2421;  M.  for  Com.  on  Ees.,  2526;  in  Com.  on 
Ees.,  2528  (vol.  iii). 

Inland  Eevenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  917  (ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals, 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1080  (vol.  ii). 

Inside  Service,  Extra  Clerks,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 

Interior  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3408  ;  cone.,  3433  (iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans.) 
3073  (vol.  iv). 

Land  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2522  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.  south  of  24-mile  Belt 
(Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lansdowne,  Steamer,  and  communication  with  P.E.I. 
(Ans.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Lansdowne,  Steamer,  engine  and  boiler  (Ans.)  189  (i). 

Leduc,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communications  with 
Govt.  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Life  boats  and  Stations,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
3250  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Fog  Alarms,  construction  of,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B.  (Ang.)  239  (vol.  i). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Eowan  (Ans.)  149  ;  on  M. 
for  oopies  of  Cor.,  142  (vol.  i). 

Lindsay,  D.,  Deputy  Collector  of  Inland  Eevenue,  Super¬ 
annuation  of  (Ans.)  2531  (vol.  iii). 

Liverpool  Harbor,  iN.S.,  Automatic  Buoys  (Ans  )  479 
(vol.  i),  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Longloy,  G.  C.,  Collector  of  Inland  Eov.,  Superannua¬ 
tion  of  (Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  (Ans.)  289  (vol.  i). 

Maintenance  and  Eepairs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951  (iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com., 
2790;  on  Ees.,  2925  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Depth  Eep.  (presented)  113 
(vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906-911,  922  (vol.  ii). 

Marine  Hospitals,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Stores,  purchase  of,  in  Halifax  (Ans.).  1915  (iii). 

Masters  and  Mates,  Examination  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (vol.  iv). 

Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  Half-breed  grievances, 
answers  to  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Meteorological  Observatories,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Millard,  Mr.,  collection  of  Fines  imposed  upon  (Ans.) 
1211  (vol.  ii). 

Moody,  John,  employment  of  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  (Ans.)  112  (vol.i). 


McLslan,  Hon.  A.  W .—Continued. 

Navigation  in  Canadian  Waters  Act  Amt.  (B.  132)  prop. 
Ees.  and  in  Com.,  1278  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1279  (vol.  ii) ;  M* 
to  dschg.  Order  for  2°,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Navigation  of  Eiver  St.  Lawrence  (B.  159,  1°*)  3293  ; 
on  Order  for  2°,  3436 ;  2°  m.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  Central  Ey.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3382  (vol.  iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Ees.  re  Half-breed  Claims  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Obstructions  in  nav.  waters,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Short  Line  Ey.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3414  (vol.  iv). 

Parrsborough  Breakwater,  construction  of,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  tenders,  66  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgravo  and  Guysborough,  Can  so  and  Ariohat, 
communication  between  (Ans.)  114  (vol.  i). 

Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements,  Eeps.  of 
Messrs.  Eussell  and  Aldous  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Land,  Settlors  or  Squatters’ 
Claims,  Improvements  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Expenditure,  on  Eos.  ( Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  2877-2883  (vol.  iv). 

Qu’Appolle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and 
Stmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2522  (iii). 

Qu’Appello  Half  breeds,  Eep.  of  Mr.  Walsh  (Ans.)  3426 
(vol.  iv). 

Queen  of  the  Isles,  Str.,  employment  of  (Ans.)  1131  (ii). 

Eeturns,  production  of  (Ans.)  188  (vol.  i), 

Eeturn,  on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  838,  1133  (vol.  ii), 

Rimouski,  Steamor,  Subsidy  to  (Ang.)  114  (vol.i). 

Eivers  and  Streams,  Eental  of  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

Eiver  lots,  N.W.,  settlement  of  Claims,  Mr.  Pearce’s  lot- 
letter  rospectiog  (A.ns.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Eoach,  Mr.,  and  Pilotage  Commission  (Ans.)  3427  (iv). 

Eogers’  patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor.  and  Eeps.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  872  (ii)  ;  purchase  and  use  of  (Ans.)  3073  (iv). 

Eussell,  A.,  Dept  ,  of  Interior,  Superannuation  of  (Ans.) 
2530;  Eussell,  L.,  253 1  (vol.  iii). 

St.  Laurent  Eiver  Lots,  re-survey  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  petitions  from  Settlors  (Ans.) 
3424  (vol.  iv). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor,  regulations,  &o, 
(Ans.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

Satuma  Island,  B.  C.,  Lighthouse  on  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  Eivor,  N.  S.  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  answer  to  letter  of  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  Eiver  (Ans.)  1039  (ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  (B.  133)  prop. 
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Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2024  (vol.  iii). 
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2764  (vol.  iv). 
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Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2798  (iv). 

License  Act,  Dom.,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  312  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
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Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  on  1°,  631  (vol.  i). 
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50  (Mr.  Temple)  on  M.  toconc.in  Sen.  Amts.,  1386  (ii). 

Govt.  Businees,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol. 
i)  ;  Wednesdays,  965  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  R.  Double  Track,  Montreal  and  Toronto,  assur¬ 
ance,  &c.,  given  to  Govt.  (M.  for  copy,  &c.)  143  (i). 

- Importation  of  Rails  (Ques.)  1566  (vol.  ii). 

— - Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 

and  departure  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  817  (vol.  ii). 

- Returns,  enquiries  for,  566,  662  (vol.  i),  964 

(vol.  ii),  2393  (vol.  iii),  3000,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

- Return,  imperfect,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson 

(remarks)  860 ;  (Ques.)  1278  (vol.  ii), 

- Roturns  required  under  Act  of  1879,  &c.,  miles 

of  Main  line,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.)  229  (vol.  i). 

- Stockholders’  List,  Ret»  respecting  (Ques.)  28, 
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Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  903  (vol.  ii). 
P.  E.  I.  and  G.  B.,  &c.,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sop.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Printing  Dom.  Notes,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 
Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2799, 
2800,  2801  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  remarks  of  Mr.  McMullen,  1131 
(vol.  ii). 

Volunteers’  Services,  recognition  of,  in  the  N.  W.  B.  160 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3380  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Watson )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3380  (iv). 
Refund  of  Duties  to  persons  in  P.E.I.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3455  (vol.  iv). 

Salaries,  Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2951  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3287  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3287 
(vol.  iv) . 

Supply : 

Charges  of  Management  (Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.)  897  ; 

(Printing  Dom.  Notes)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Government  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  991 ;  (Fisheries,  Dept. of) 
911;  (Interior, iDept.  of)  970;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of) 
903  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3233  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fishery  Protection  Steamers)  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 
Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3340  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper)  2799- 
2801  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Salaries,  &c.)  2951  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2938-2940  ;  (P.  E.  I.  and  G.B.,  &c.)  2942  (iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Refund  of  duties  to  persons  in  P.  E.  I.)  3455  (iv). 
Railways — Capital:  1.  C.  R.,  cone.,  3395  (vol.  Iv), 


Mitchell,  Hon.  P. — Continued. 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  1°,  630  (vol.  i). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559-2773  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2899,  3336-3338 ;  (personal  explanation)  2902 
(vol.  iv). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
138  (vol.  i) 

Moffat,  Mr.  R ,  Restigouche. 

Customs  Law,  violation  of,  in  N.S.,  by  John  Leander 
Mackenzie  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Dodge,  Brenton,  of  Kentville,  N.S.,  dismissal  of  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.,  in  Com.  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
2056  (vol.  iii). 

Mulock,  Mr.  W.,  North  York. 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  R03., 
2543,  2546  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  R.  connection  with  Ont.  system  of  Rys.  (M.  for 
copy  of  offers,  &c.*)  532;  (Ques.)  569  (vol.  i) ; 
offers  to  construct  line  (M.  for  copies)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

- - Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com  ,  2731, 

2736,  2738,  2744  (vol.  iv). 

— —  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on.  M.  for  Stmnt.,  482  (vol.  i). 

— ——  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 
for  Stmnt.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Fisheries  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.,  &c.,  &c.) 
55  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2537, 
2540  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  279  (vol  i) ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  889  ; 
in  Com.,  1106,  1113,  1118,  1121;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1283  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  1295  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1303  ; 
nog.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1304  (vol.  ii) ;  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Sen.  Amts.,  1823  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  974  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  M.  for  2°,  126  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  2768  (iv). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  (B.  Ill,  1°)  742  (vol.  i)4 

Controverted  Elections  Acts  Amt.  (B.  98,1°)  605  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3354  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  luxuries  for  the  Volunteers, 
forwarding  of  (remarks)  968  (vol.  ii)  ;  Duck  Lake, 
Rep.  of  engagement  (Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Dominion  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  370  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  (B.  90,  1°)  426  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  Com., 
1379,  1384;  “woman  suffrage,”  1421,  1426-1430; 
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Mulock,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

“  owner,”  1473  ;  “  tenant,”  1482  ;  “  occupant,”  1484  ; 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1520,  1538 ;  “  actual  value,” 
1601;  “qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1715-1123 
(vol.  ii),  1882,  1887;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1978, 
(Amt.)  1985,  1992,  2000;  “qualifications  in  counties," 
2053  ;  (Amt.)  2054,  2059,  2064,  2070 ;  (Amt.) 
2072,  2073,  2076;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2137;  “registration  of  voters,”  2223-2227,  2248, 
2272,  2286,  2287,  2291,  2300,  2302,  2317;  “revision 
of  voters’  lists,”  2322,  2327,  2329,  2331,  2335,  2340, 
2349;  “  general  provisions,”  2354;  “  appeal,”' 2360, 
2363;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2372  (vol.  iii); 
“  preamble,”  2758;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins )  to  M.  for 
3°,  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.46,  N.  96)  3061  ;  on  M.  to  refer 
back  to  Com.,  3052 ;  in  Com.,  3052 ;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt,)  3052  (vol.  iv)  ;  (remarks)  1933  ;  on  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1800 ;  on  procedure,  1470 ; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1619  (vol.  ii),  1920  (vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3349  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1066, 1068, 1074-1078, (Amt.) 
1090  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1324,  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  90) 
1327  (vol.  ii). 

I*  C.  E.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (vol.  iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  permits  granted  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
1444  (ii)  ;  Legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in 
Com.,  2759-2762  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  in  Com,,  2897 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  2958  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Powell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2783 ;  in  Com.,  3049  (vol,  iv). 

Militia,  Active,  number  of  members  of  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
533  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (Mr.  Caron)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3045  (vol.  iv). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Co.  and  Northern 
Ry.  Co.  of  Can.,  &c.  (M.  for  copy  of  Lease)  56  (vol.  i). 

N.  W.  Council  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Servico,  renewal  of  Contract  B,  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  267,  624  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1891  (vol.  iii). 

Postmaster  at  Maitland,  removal  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Returns,  production  of  (Ques.)  188  (vol.  i)  ;  (remarks) 
1133  (vol.  ii 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Rideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (vol.  iv). 

Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name,  2320  (vol.  iii) . 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Chapleau)  270  (vol.  i). 


Mlllock,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

Supply : 

Canals— Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  (iv). 
Income  :  Rideau  Canal  (increase  of  water  supply)  3313  (iv). 
Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  974  (vol.  ii). 

Dom. Lands—  Income  (Outside  Service,  Agencies)  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Geological  Survey, \ 3349  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3354  ;  (N.W.  Council, 
Salaries,  &c.)  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Consolidated  Fund  J(Ont.)  3385.  Telegraphs, 
3420  (vol.  iv). 

Rys.— Capital :  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3296  (vol.  iv). 
Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appelle  incorp.  (B.  39, 
1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Tolls  on  certain  Railway  Companies  (M.  for  Stmnt.,  &c.) 
51  (vol.  i). 

Trent  Riv.  Navigation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv)» 

O’Brien,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Muskoka. 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of  Post¬ 
master,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Papers,  708  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  description  of  Arms, 
(remarks)  814  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Fisheries  of  the  Dom.,  Queen  vs.  Robinson  (M. 

for  copy  of  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court)  229  (vol.  i). 
Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Sunday  Excursions  prohibition  B.  19  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  265  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  783;  (wool¬ 
len  fabrics)  794  (vol.  ii). 

Orton,  Mr.  G.  T.,  Centre  Wellington. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3002 ;  on  M.  to  adjn. 
deb.,  3432  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Caron)  2929-2931  (vol.  iv). 

Banking  Facilities  for  Agriculturists  (B.  36,  Res.) 

115,  118  ;  1°*  of  B.,  120  ;  2°  m.,  620  (vol.  i). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Res., 
(Mr.  Kranz)  238  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M. 
to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2649,  2653  (vol.  iii.) 
Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Curran)  6m.  h.,  to  M.  for  2°,  288  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Sector 
Langevin)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2893  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement1- B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  2925  (vol.  iv). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2428  (iii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  News  Record  (explana¬ 
tion)  3000  ;  on  explanation  of  Mr.  Kaulbach  of  vote 
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Orton,  Mr.  G.— Continued. 

on  Can.  Temp.  Act,  3073 ;  on  reading  newspaper  para¬ 
graphs  (remarks)  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  west,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  234,  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope )  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  3472  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  787,  789  (ii). 

Ouimet,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Laval. 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  Houses  of  ill-fame,  gambling  and 
disorderly  houses  (B.  56  1°),  170  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Rys.  in  Man. 

and  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  97  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny )  on  M.  for  2°,  164;  (Amt.)  165  (vol.  i). 

Paint,  Mr.  N.,  Richmond,  N.S. 

Clearing  Vessels  without  Harbor  Master’s  certificate 
(Ques.)  862  (vol.  ii).' 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  omissions  from  (remarks)  3474 
(vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1991 ;  “  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2072,  2077,  2078;  “who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  2166  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1311,  1313  (vol.  ii). 

Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ry.,  Cor. 
between  Dom.  Govt,  and  Govt,  of  N.  S.,  Engineers’ 
Reps.,  &c.  (M.  for  copies)  78  (vol.  i). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  (Mr.  McLelan)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 

Rand’s  Indian  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rye.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3403  (iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1029  (ii). 
Canals— Capital ;  Repairs,  &c.  (St.  Peter’s  Canal)  3312.  Income : 

Miscellaneous  (road  dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis)  3419  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms, 
construction)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937,  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Rand’s  Indian  Dictionary)  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3417  ; 
I.O.R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  ;  (Short  Line  between  Ox¬ 
ford  and  New  Glasgow)  3415  (vol.  ivy 
Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  850  (vol.  ii). 

Paterson,  Mr.  W.,  South  Brant. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467-2474  (vol.  iii). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2542-2546,  2548  (vol.  iii). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2766  (vol.  iv). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  59,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 


Paterson,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Legislature,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3447  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Immigration  to  Man.  and  N.  W„  Cor.  between 
the  Govt,  and  Co.  (M.  for  copies*)  147  (vol.  i). 

- -  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2720-2723  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2537- 
2540  (vol.  iii). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  B.  126  (Mr.  Pope)  in 
Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2527 ;  in  Com.,  2528 
(vol.  iii),  2968-2971 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Son.  Amts., 
3433  (vol.  iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3235  (vol.  iv). 

Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  293 
(vol.  i);  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3363  (voh  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3352,  3357 
(vol.  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915,  917,  921, 
923  (vol.  ii). 

Division  List,  correction  (remarks)  994  (vol.  ii). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  (M.  for  Ret.)  139 
(vol.  i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  by 
Govt.  (M.  for  copies  of  Papers,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1360-1364;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian) 
1489,  1492,  1571,  1574  (vol.  ii)  ;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1793-1798,  1800-1804,  1931; 
“manhood  suffrage,”  1981,  2001,  (Indian)  2013- 
2019;  “qualifications  in  counties,”  2056,2059,2074, 
2079,  2084;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2123- 
2127,  2162;  “registration  of  voters,”  2259-2263, 
2199-2205,  2269,  2273,  2279,  2283,  2285,  2291,  2298, 
2100,  2315,  2318;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,” 
2337;  “officers  and  duties,”  2356,  (Indian)  2367- 
2369,2376,2387;  “appeal,”  2367;  “offences,”  2391 
(vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3052 ;  on 

M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3068;  neg.  (Y.  38 

N.  87)  3068;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3071 
(vol.  iv)  ;  on  procedure,  1470;  on  Ms.  that  Com. 
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Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  (M.  for  Bet.) 
138  (vol.  i). 
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Sen.  Amts.,  2647  (vol.  iv). 
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Com.,  1336-134F;  “woman  suffrage,”  1439;  “per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1525  ;  “actual  value,”  1606  (vol.  ii)  ; 
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Importation  of  Prison  Manufactures  (Ques.)  2169  (iii). 
Life-boats  and  Stations,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947-2950  (iv). 
Market  Battery,  Kingston,  lease  of  property  (M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (vol.  iv). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 
Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303-3306  (voi.  iv). 
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Supply : 
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(vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2916;  (Lite-boats  and 
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— —  B.  C.  Sections,  work  on,  on  M.  for  Reps.,  &c., 
204  (vol.  i). 

- Change  in  arrangements  between  Govt,  and  Co. 

(Ans.)  1913  (vol.  iii). 
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- Connection  with  Quebec  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 
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Ret,,  226  (vol.  i). 
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ments  (Ans.)  2029  (vol.  iii). 
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- Govt.  Sections  in  B.  C.,  working  of,  by  contrac. 

tors  (Ans.)  632  (vol.  i). 
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Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300,  3384 
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Immigrants  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 
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Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2Slu,  2813,  2816,  2831- 
2853  (vol.  iv). 
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Patent  Act  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  1°, 
234 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  627  (vol.  i). 

Pembina  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Cape  Traverse  Branch,  payment  of 
laborers,  on  M.for  copies  of  Petitions,  &c.,  142  (i). 

Pringle,  H.  H.,  employ ment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  744  (i). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  (Ans.)  816  (ii). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Purcell  &  Ryan,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (iv). 

Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2853,  3358,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Bys.  and  Canals,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  76  (vol.i). 

— — —  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913,  923,  975  (vol.  ii). 

Ry.  Commissioners  and  Dom.  Arbitrators  (Ans.)  114  (i). 

Ry.  Supplies,  purchase  of,  in  Halifax  (Ans.)  1915  (iii). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  593  (vol.  i). 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys,,  on  M.  for  Ret;,  707  (i). 

Returns,  production  of  (Ans.)  188 ;  (remarks)  113,  455 
(vol.  i),  1 132  (vol.  ii),  2393  (vol.  iii). 

Rideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3312, 3418  (vol.  iv). 

Richelieu  River  Floods,  Memorials  from  Riparian  own¬ 
ers  (Ans.)  606  (vol.  i). 

St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry.  Extension  Co.  (Ans.)  569  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchimin,  Station  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ans.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Dom.  during  calendar  year  1884  (Ans.) 
113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Sheep  Scab,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  to  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Simard,  J.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Sleeping  Cara,  I.C.R,,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ans.)  2531 
(vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  ( Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2988  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  (B.  164)  prop.  Res.,  3457 ;  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  3470 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (vol.  iv.) 
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Pope,  Hon.  J.  H. — Continued. 

Supply : 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibi¬ 
tions)  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv) ;  (Archives,  care  of)  1023,  1025  ; 
(Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032-1035  (vol.  ii),  3452  (vol.  iv); 
(Compiling  Agricultural  and  other  Statistics  in  Man.  and 
N.  W.T.)  1036  ;  (Criminal  Statistics)  1026  ;  (Dominion  Exhi¬ 
bition)  1026  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Health  Statistics)  2766  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(Mortuary  Statistics)  1027-1031  (ii). 

Canals — Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Cornwall)  3301 ;  (Murray)  3303  ; 
(Lachine)  3301;  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  ;  (Welland)  3301, 
3311  ;  (Williamsburg)  3301;  (Amount  due  Hugh  Sutherland) 
3385  (vol.  iv).  Income  ;  (Rideau,  Land  damages  in  Township 
of  Pittsburg)  3418  ;  (Increase  of  water  supply)  3312  ;  (Gren¬ 
ville,  payment  to  J.  Simard)  3418.  Miscellaneous  (road  dyke, 
Lake  St.  Francis)  3419 ;  (Surveys  and  Inspections)  3313  ; 
(Welland)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of.)  904,  (contingencies)  921 ; 
(Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913,  975,  (contingencies) 
923  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2810,  2813,  2816,  2831-2853  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3342  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp); 

2943;  (Can.  and  Germany)  2945  (vol.  iv.) 

Miscellaneous  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456; 
(Purcell  &  Ryan,  for  supplies  furnished  to  Lord  Lome  and 
party)  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine ,  2853 ;  (Immigrant  Patients)  3358  ;  (Sheep  Scab) 
3358,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Rys. — Capital:  C  P.  R  ,  3383;  (Inspecting  Engineers’ Salaries, 
&c.)  3417  ;  (Pembina  Branch)  3417  ;  (Subsidy)  3295.  Cape 
Breton  Ry.  (Surveys)  3418  ;  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase 
of)  3415;  Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  3300,  3384;  I.  O.  R.,  3383, 
cono.,  3396 ;  (applying  Air  Brakes)  3299 ;  (miscellaneous 
works)  3296-3299;  (Repairs,  &c.)  3300;  (Sleeping  Cars) 
3417.  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow)  3413 
(vol.  iv). 

Surveys  and  Inspections  (Canals)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313 
(vol.  iv). 

Sutherland,  H.,  amount  due,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Trent  Yalley  Canal,  plans  and  estimates  of  cost,  &c., 
on  Ms.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,  145,  202  (vol.  i). 

Trent  River  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Turkish  Pauper  Immigrants  (Ans.)  3475  (vol,  iv). 

Welland  and  Williamsburg  Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3301,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  sums  paid  to,  and  for  what  services 
(Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Pruyn,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Lennox. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1425  (vol.  ii). 

Napanee,  Public  Buildings  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Reid,  Mr.  J.,  Cariboo. 

C.  P.  R.  Rates  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Rinfret,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Lotbiniere. 

Flannel  Shirts  for  the  Militia,  Contract  (Ques.)  1306  (ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“person”  (Indian)  1506,  1538;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1680-1683  (vol.  ii). 

House  of  Commons  Commissioners’  Rep.  re  Staff  (Ques.) 
2750  (vol.  iv). 
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Rinfret,  Mr.  C.  J. — Continued. 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office,  establishment  of  (Ques.)  816  (ii). 
Peachy,  J.  W.,  Superannuation  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  527-532  (vol.  i). 

/ 

Robertson,  Mr.  A.,  West  Eastings. 

Criminal  Law  Amt ,  Punishment  of  Burglars  (B.  71,  1°) 
270  (vol.  i) ;  (B.  136,  1°)  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood ,  Brockville) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  (Ques.)  3362  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Gatling  Guns  for  use  of 
Troops  (Ques.)  813  (vol.  ii). 

Veterans  of  1812,  Extension  of  Pensions  to  widows  of 
(Ques.)  36  (vol.  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  T.,  Hamilton. 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M.  to 
place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714  (i). 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  2769  (vol.  iv). 
Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings  cut  in  the  Ice,  &c.  (B.  22, 
1°*)  57;  2°  m.,  131;  M.  for  Com.,  150;  Order  for 
Com.  dschgd.  and  B.  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 
Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjJ.  deb.  for  2°,  943  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.,  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  1922  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  conduct  of  (remarks)  3445  (vol.  iv) . 
Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  501,  503  (vol.  i). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com., 
3047  (vol.  iv) 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1894  (vol.  iii). 
Soundings  taken  in  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Rep.  of 
Supdt.  (M.  for  copies*)  1533  (vol.  i). 

South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Ry.  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  (B.  37, 
1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2830  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration ,  2818,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries, &c.)  2797  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.)  2947  (iv). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  719-722  (vol.  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  T.,  Shelburne. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (Ques.)  363  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  92,  1°)  448  (vol.  i). 
Coal,  tenders  to  supply  Fog-whistles,  &c ,  in  Bay  of 
Fundy  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  919  (vol.  ii). 
Fraser,  D.  M.,  and  Dept,  of  Agriculture,  Cor.  between 
(M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 
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Robertson,  Mr.  T.— Continued. 

Great  Village  River  Improvements,  Colchester,  N.S., 
(M.  for  Stmnt.  in  detail*)  67  (vol.  i). 

Lion,  seizure  of  Schooner,  in  N.S.  (M.  for  copies  of  Rep., 
&c.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  {Mr.  Foster )  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

ParrsboroughBreakwater,  construction  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  Tenders)  66  (vol.  i). 

Rogers’  Patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor,  and  Reps.  (M4  for 
copies)  870  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.:  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Inland  Revenue)  919  (vol.  ii). 

Ross,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Lisgar. 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt.  {Mr. 

Cameron ,  Huron)  2712-2718  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  Settlers  through 
outbreak  (Ques.)  2854 ;  Compensation  for  losses 
(Ques.)  332l;  Relief  of  destitute  families,  3321  (iv). 
Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 
Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2491  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  {Mr.  Bowell)  on.  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2777 ;  in  Com.,  2793,  3050  (vol.  iv). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2491|(vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Immigration,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Royal,  Mr.  J.,  Provencher . 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  B.  141  {Mr. 
Caron )  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3002  ;  on 
M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3431  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  E.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Watson)  2867  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26 
{Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Res.  (Amt.)  72  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  settlers  through 
outbreak  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

— - Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  indignities  com¬ 

mitted  by  Volunteers  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— - - Compensation  for  losses  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

- Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  Rep.  of  (Ques.) 

1567  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  want  of  confidence,  3199- 
3212  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Relief  of  destitute  families  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1390  (vol.  ii). 

Half-breed  Commission,  information  respecting  (Ques.) 
1566  (vol.  ii). 

Land  grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2448  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  74,  1°*)  313  (i). 
North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  695  (vol.  i)4 


Royal,  Mr.  J  .-"Continued. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  interpolation  of  words  in  despatch, 
3247  (vol.  iv) ;  par.  in  Free  Press  (remarks  170  (i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  on  Res.  {Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3406  (iv). 

Statistics  relating  to  Public  Service  (Ques.)  2854  (iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr. Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  168  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means —on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.  W.,  3199-3212  (vol.  iv). 

Rykert,  Mr.  J.  C.,  Lincoln  and  Niagara. 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  982  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Seizure  of  School  Books  at  Toronto  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1450  ;  “  tenant,”  1477  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1761-1770, 2002 ; 
“  in  counties,”  2058  ;  “  revision  of  voters’  list,”  2342 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1435,  1465 ;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1437,  1500  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chair¬ 
man  (remarks)  1799,  1849  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 
2274,  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  69  (M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.)  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  of  Halifax,  entry  of  School  Books 
at  undervaluation  (M.  for  Rot.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.  Jurisdiction  B.  11  {Mr.  Allen) 
in  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Ont.,  Westerly  Boundary  of,  argument  before  P.  C., 
shorthand  notes  (M.  for  copy)  430-440  (vol.  i). 

Printing,  Public,  changes  in  Contract  (M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Railways  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses  granted  to,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  87 ;  adjd.  deb.  rsmd.,  89  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  982  (vol.  ii). 

Wines,  spirits,  ale,  beer,  porter,  &c.,  imported,  amount 
of  Rev.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  3 13  (vol.  i). 

Scriver,  Mr.  J.,  Huntingdon. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1058  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2649,  2664  (iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2912  (vol.  iv). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Can.  and  U.S.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  443  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1447,  1448, 1451 ;  “  occupant,”  1484 
f  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1995  ; 

(Indians)  2018  (vol.  iii). 

Factory  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin)]  on  Amt.  to  substitute 
Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2° 
943  (remarks)  944  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals, 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1334 ;  on  Amt; 
{Mr.  Catudal)  to  M.  for  3°,  1327  (vol.  ii). 
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Scriver,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Lake  St.  Francis  Boad  Dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,3419  (iv). 
Oka  Indians,  transport  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Sheep  Scab,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Bys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Supply : 

Canals— Income :  Miscellaneous  (Road  Dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis) 
3419  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310;  (Customs)  3234  (iv). 
Indians  (Transport  of  families  from  Oka)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Drill  Pay,  <fcc.)  2912  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine  (Sheep  Scab)  3411  (vol.  iv.). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (barrels  containing  petro¬ 
leum  or  its  products)  843  ;  (umbrella  and  parasol 
ribs,  &c.)  858 ;  (woollen  rags)  787  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr. 
Costigan )  on  prop.  Bes.,  832  (vol.  ii). 

Shakespeare,  Mr.  N.,  Victoria,  B.  C. 

B.  C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Buies  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.)  823  (vol.  ii). 

Cabinet  Bepresentation  for  B.  C.  (Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 
Chinese  Commissioners’  Bap.  (Ques.)  29,  211  (vol.  i). 
Chinese  Immigration  Bestriction  B.  156  (Mr.  Chapleau ) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  3011  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Chapleau ) 
3024  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald')  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1391;  “person”  (Chinese) 
1583,1591  (vol.  ii)  ;  “qualifications”  (Indians  and 
Chinese)  1974;  (remarks)  1944  (vol.  iii). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Canada 
and  B.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  869  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla  (3d.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
304  (vol.  i). 

Manufacturing  Industries  of  Canada,  Bep.  on  (remarks) 
on  absence  of  information  respecting  B.  C.,  594  (i). 
Bice,  increased  duty  on  (Ques.)  695  (vol.  i) . 

St.  George’s  Day,  Adjmt.  for  (M.)  1305  (vol.  ii). 

Shanley,  Mr.  Walter,  South  Grenville. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.  (Mr. 
Light’s  Bep.)  3266  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Welland)  3301,  3311;  (Trent 
Riv.  Nav.)  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Rys. — Capital:  C.P.R.  (Pembina Branch)  3417 ;  (Subsidy)  3296  ; 
I.C.R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  (vol.  iv). 

Small,  Mr.  J.,  Past  Toronto. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  86)  2660,  (vol.  iv). 
Federal  Bank  of  Canada  Capital  Stock  reduction  (B.  10, 
1°*)  2°,  57  (vol.  i). 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  traffic  in,  farther  provision  (B.  70, 
1°)  270  (vol.  i). 

lO 


Small,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  &c.,  Summary  Proceedings  B.  128 
(Mr.  Caron)  1°*,  1130  (vol.  ii). 

Kootenay  By.  Co.  of  B.C.  incorp.  (B.  83,  1°*)  349  (i) 

Pawnbrokers’  Provision  (B.  137,  1°*)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  recognition  of  Services  (Ques.) 
1566  (vol.  ii). 

Smyth,  Mr.  H.,  Kent,  Ont. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  (B.  16,  1°*) 
46  (vol.  i). 

Patents  of  Invention  Acts  Amt.  (B.  29,  1°)  88  (voL  i). 

Somerville,  Mr.  J.,  North  Brant. 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  services  of  (M.  for  Bet.)  479  (voh  i). 

Debates,  Official  Bep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  First  Bepj 
(romarks)  35  (vol.  i). 

Expenses  of  Members  of  the  Govt,,  &o.,  in  Eng.  or  else¬ 
where  (M.  for  Bet.*)  124  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1269-1272  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “woman  suffrage,” 
1441;  “person”  (Indian)  1549  (vol.  ii) ;  “who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2129-2133;  “registration  of 
voters,’  2276,  2291,  2298  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising  (Res.)  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
of  Sap.,  3033-3039  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2812,  2836,2843-2845  (iv). 

Mounted  Police,  compensation  for  injuries(M.  for  Bet,*) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Printing  and  printing  papei-,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2799-2802,  2804,  2806-2809  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen,  3162, 
2213  ;  personal  allusions  in  deb.,  3248  (vol.  iv). 

Bental  of  Offices  for  use  of  Govt,  in  Ottawa  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  (Ques.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration ,  2812,  2836,  2843-2845  (vol.  iv).  © 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  priming  paper,  &c.) 

2 '99-2802,  2804,  2806-2809  (vol.  iv). 

Speaker,  Mr.  (Hon.  G.  a.  Kirkpatrick)  Frontenac . 

Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  Ill,  inter¬ 
ruptions  by  Members  not  in  Order,  3430  (vol.  iv). 

Address,  Ans.  to,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  113  (i). 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  By.  Co’s,  incorp.  B.,  on  M.  to 
introd.,  Rop.  of  Com.  on  Stndg.  Orders  ref.  to,  349  (i). 

Bankruptcy,  Pets.,  Bes.,  &e,,  Message  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  101  (vol.  i). 

Beauce,  Vacancy  in  the  Bepi’esentation  :  Warrant  issued 
and  Bet.  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92,  on  M.  to  place  B. 
2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Ox-ders  (pi-ocodure) 
714  (vol.  i)  ;  on  Son.  Amts,  (rulings)  2657,  2664. 

Cape  Bi-eton,  Vacancy  in  the  Bepresentation:  Wax-rant 
issued  and  Bet.  of  Momber,  1  (vol.  i). 
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Speaker,  Mr.— Continued. 

Census  of  the  N.  W.  B.  21,  Member  called  to  Order  on 
imputing  motives,  213  (vol.  i).  * 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Kep.,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  234  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31,  on  Amt,  (.Mr.  Davies) 
(ruling)  remarks  must  he  confined  to  Amt,,  1300  (ii). 

Claims  of  Man.,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  202  (vol.  i). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  117,  suggestion  to 
refer  B.  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  1677  (ii) . 

Controverted  Elections,  Judge’s  Heps,  (read)  1,593  (i). 

Cumberland,  Vacancy  in  the  Eepresentation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Bet.  of  Member,  1  (vol,  i). 

Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  991  (vol,  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Engagement  at  Batoche,  des¬ 
patch  respecting  (read)  1380  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (ruling)  speech  must  be  fin¬ 
ished  before  corrections  can  be  made,  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Divorce  Cases,  Evidence  in  (explanation)  428  (vol.  i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Boad,  on  prop.  Bes.  (ruling)  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  451  (vol.  i). 

Estimates,  The,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  289  (vol.  i) ; 
Suppl.  for  1884  85,  2820;  Suppl.  for  1885-86,  3359; 
Further  Suppl.  for  1885-86,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  85,  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can.  Temp.  Act 
(ruling  on  procedure)  944  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B,  103,  Chairman’s  ruling  in  Com.  sustained 
(Y.  76,  N.  46)  1513,  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1944  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  Signatures  to,  English  practice 
quoted,  2027-2029;  (remarks)  2274;  on  presentation 
of,  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Grenville,  South,  Election,  Bet.  of  Member  elect  (an¬ 
nouncement)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary,  letter  from,  re  Boyal  Assent  to 
Bills  (read)  1514  (vol.  ii). 

H.  of  C.  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  69,  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Sen.  Amts,  (remarks)  1387  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  full  discus¬ 
sion  of  B.  not  in  Order  on  an  Amt.,  1330  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors  Assets  B.  4,  on  M.  ( Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders  (Votes  and  Pro¬ 
ceedings  quoted)  1281  (vol.  ii). 

Inspection  of  Factories  Bes.,  suggestion  that  samo  stand 
first  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  607  (vol.  i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  Mess,  from  nis  Ex. 
(read)  40  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  i),  2795,  2796, 
3449  (vol.  iv). 

Library,  The,  and  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  (remarks)  40  (i). 

Lennox  Election,  Judge’s  certificate,  &c.  (read)  1;  War¬ 
rant  issued  and  Bet.  of  Momber,  1  (vol.  i). 

Levis  Electoral  District,  Judge’s  Bep.  (read)  and 
Warrant  issued,  593  ;  Bet.  of  Member  elect  (announce¬ 
ment)  1385  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  Bes.  (ruling)  reference  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  Com.  not  in  Order,  2783, 2786  (iv). 


Speaker,  Mr.— Continued. 

Manitoba  Indian  Agency,  missing  Bet.  (produced)  67  (i). 
Maskinonge,  Vacancy  in  the  Eepresentation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Bet.  of  Member,  1  (vol,  i). 

Megantic,  Bet.  of  Member  to  represent  (announcement) 
1  (vol.  i). 

Members,  New,  Bet.  of  (announcement)  1,  133  (vol.  i), 
1192,  1385  (vol.  ii),  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Mossages  from  His  Ex.  (read),  1,  40,  101,  113,  202,  234, 
289  (vol.  i),  1064  (vol.  ii),  2234  (vol.  iii),  2820,  3232, 
3  359,  3423,  3470,  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Grant  to,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3470 
(vol.  iv). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (procedure)  3046  (iv). 
Nicolet,  Bet.  of  Member  to  represent  (announcement) 
1  (vol.  i). 

Northumberland,  West,  Election,  Judge’s  Bep.  (read) 
and  Warrant  issued,  593 ;  Bet.  of  Member  elect, 
(announcement)  1192  (vol.  ii). 

Ontario,  West,  Vacancy  in  the  Eepresentation  :  War¬ 
rant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Parlt.,  opening  of,  Commons  summoned  to  Senate,  1 
(vol.  i)  ;  Prorogation,  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks  and  authorities 
quoted)  1891,  1893,  2027-2029,  2274,  2320  (vol.  iii). 
Privilege,  Ques,  of  (ruling)  should  conclude  with  a 
motion,  3161  (vd.  iv). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  (ruling)  in  Order  to 
move  the  previous  question,  &c.,  1045  (vol.  ii). 
Prorogation,  Letter  from  Acting  Sec.  to  Gov.  Gen. 

(read)  3473 ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3475  (vol.  iv). 
Queen’s  County,  P.  E.  I.,  Vacancy  in  the  Bepresenta- 
tion  :  Warrant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (i). 
Boyal  Assent  to  Bills  (announcement)  1516  (ii),  3475 
(vol.  iv). 

Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name  (remarks)  2320 
(vol.  iii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  extra,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.  ,2795  (iv). 
Soulanges  Election,  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  (read) 
1 ;  Bet.  of  Member  elect  (announcement)  113  (vol.  i). 
Speech  from  the  Throne  (Bep.)  2  (vol.  i). 

Staff  of  the  House,  Bes.  and  Schedules  adopted  by  Com¬ 
missioners  (presented)  2497  (vol.  iii). 

Stationex*y  used  in  H.  of  C.,  Expense  of  (Ans)  290  (i). 
Supply : 

Legislation,  H.  of  C.  (Committees,  extra  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.) 
2795;  (Contingencies)  2796  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Publishing  Debates) 
991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Comm.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Limitation  B. 

68,  on  M.  to  introd.  B.  (remarks)  246,  270. 
Vacancies,  notification  of,  1  (vol.  i). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  W.,  Becognition  of  Services  B. 

160  (ruling)  on  Ques.  of  Order,  3380  (vol.  iv). 
Warrants  issued  for  new  Elections  (announcement)  1, 
593  (vol.  i). 

Washington  Treaty,  Cor.  and  papers  (read)  3232;  rul¬ 
ing)  allusion  to  previous  deb.  not  in  order,  2899  (iv). 
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Speaker,  Mr.— Continued. 

Wost  Middlesex  Election,  Judge’s  Eep.  (read)  1  (vol.  i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  By.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82,  on 
M.  for  2°,  suggestion  that  Order  bodschgd.,  428  (vol.  i). 

8700,000  for  N.W.Troublos,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read) 
1064  (vol.  ii), 

81,700,000  for  N.W.  Expenses,  Moss,  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  2234  (vol.  iii). 

Speaker,  Mr.  Deputy. 

[See  “  Order,”  “  Privilege  ”  and  “  Procedure.”] 

Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Bast  Grey. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  [Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  2468  (vol.  iii). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
2547  (vol.  iii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compens.  on  prop.  Bes.,  241  (i)> 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  [Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  956,  957,  958  ;  on  Amt.  [Mr.  Burpee )  1018  ;  on 
Amt.  [Mr.  Hickey )  to  M.  for  3°,  1052;  in  Com.,  1054, 
1057  ;  on  Amt.  [Mr.  White ,  Cardwell )  1061  (vol.  ii); 
on  Sen.  Amts.,  2643  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  980  (vol.  ii). 

Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  [Sir 
Leonard  Tilley )  in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

Delates,  Official  Bep.  on  Amt.  [Mr.  Tass6 )  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of  Com.,  3365  (vol.  iv). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S.,  on  M. 
for  copies,  445  (vol.  i). 

Factory  B.  85  [Mr.  Bergin)  on  M,  for  2°,  881  (vol.  ii). 

Fish-breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup,  2954  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3390  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  [Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com,, 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1492, 1551  ;  “  actual  value,”  1598 ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Indians)  1850, 
2012 ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2073  ;  “  registra¬ 
tion  of  voters,”  2248 ;  explanation,  2257;  “appeal,” 
2361,  2366  ;  “officers  and  duties,”  2388,  2389; 
“  offences,”  2390  (vol.  iii)  ;  explanation  of  vote  on 
Mr.  Langelier’s  Amt.  (remarks)  3062  (vol.  iv)  ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1437 ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  reading 
extracts,  1464  (vol.  ii),  1920  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  2392  (iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  [Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.,  2550  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Wednesdays,  966  (ii). 

Histoire  Genealogiquo  des  Families  Frangaises,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3456  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  [Mr.  Pope)  in  Com,,  1038. 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  [Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2492  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 

Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  [Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  on  M.  for  2Q,  2400  (vol.  iii). 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.— Continued. 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1030  (vol.  ii). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2492  (vol.  iii). 

Parent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  [Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  267  (vol.  i). 

Personal  Explanation,  article  in  Canada  Presbyterian 
and  Meaford  Monitor,  2772  (vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  903  (ii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  89,  566  (vol.  i). 

Provincial  Bys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  188  (i). 
Befund  of  By;  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  583  (vol.  i.) 

Beturn  Tickets  on  Govt.  Bys.,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  707  (i). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1030  (ii). 
Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  980;  (Postmaster  Genl., 
Dept,  of)  903  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2954  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration  2812  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3390;  (Histoires  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran¬ 
chises)  3456;  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter  making)  3456  (iv). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats,  Stations,  <$tc.)  2948  (vol.  iv). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff;  on  M.  [Sir  Leonard 
Ttlley)  for  Com.,  733-739  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  [Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1674  (vol.  ii).  » 

Stairs,  Mr.  J.  Fitz-William,  West  Halifax. 

Animal  Charcoal,  importations  of  (M.for  Bet.*)  533  (i). 
Canada  a  d  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2534, 
.  2538,  2540  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1119,  1120,  1124  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Seizures  at  N.  S.  ports  of  entry  (M.  for  Stmnt.*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  809  (vol.  ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2941,  3041  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1310,  1314  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  2550  (vol.  iii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  854  (ii). 
Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  (Mr.  McLelan)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 

I.  C.  E.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3298  (vol.  iv). 

N.  S.  Bys.,  consolid.  and  completion  (Ques.)  2530  (iii). 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ques.) 
148  (vol.  i). 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on 
Bes.,  2991  (vol.  iv). 

Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  804  (vol.  ii). 
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Stairs,  Mr.  J.  Fits- William — Continued.  ' 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2991  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3216,  3218  (iv). 

Supply : 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.W.T.)  3318  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2943;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2941,  3041  (iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  994  (vol.  ii). 

Rys. — Capital ;  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  (vol.  iv).  i 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  994  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff :  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  641-648  ;  in  Com.  (duck)  809  ; 
(glucose  syrup)  854  ;  (steel)  804  (vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar) 
3216,  3218  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Sutherland,  Mr.  H.,  Selkirk. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1315  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Sutherland,  Mr.  J.,  North  Oxford. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2648-2652  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
(M.  that  Com.  rise)  1496, 1497  (ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071,  (Amt.)  1085;  on  M.  I 
for  3°  (Amt.)  1321 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  131,  N.  16)  J  324 ;  I 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  2397  (vol.  iii). 

Prisoners,  employment  of,  outside  Gaols  (B.  87,  1°*) 
362  (vol.  i). 

Taschereau,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Beauce. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1236 ;  in  Com.,  “  usufructuary,”  1447  (vol.  ii). 

Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3268. 

Subsidies,  furthor,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
3268  (vol.  iv). 

Tasse,  Mr.  J.,  Ottawa  City. 

Change  of  Names  in  the  N.  W.  T.  (Ques.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

Debates ,  Official  Rep,  of,  on  Amt,  (Mr.  Wood,  Brock- 
ville)  toM.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  3364, 
neg.  (Y.  18,  N.  127)  3369  ;  on  cone.,  3373 ;  on  M.  to  j 
cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.  of  Com.,  3458  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 
Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3465  (vol,  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“who  shall  not  vote,”  2093,  2097  (vol.  iii). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1219-1224  (vol.  ii). 


Tass©,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ques.)  2531 
(vol.  iii),  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation :  H.  of  0.  (increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Commissioners)  3450  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  677-687  (vol.  i). 

Taylor,  Mr.  G.,  South  Leeds. 

Fish  Breeding,  &c.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1502  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “qualifications  in 
counties,”  2061  (vol.  iii). 

Terry  Divorce  (B.  97,  1°  on  a  div.)  605  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  1676  (vol.  ii). 

Temple,  Mr.  T.,  York,  N.B. 

Central  Bank  of  N.  B.  (B.  40,  1°*)  939  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1129  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“qualifications  in  counties,”  2054,  2058,  2084; 
“revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2341  (vol.  iii). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  50, 
1°*)  170  (i) ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen,  Amts.,  1386  (ii). 
Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Rector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2494  (vol.  iii). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  Cor.  between  Dom.  and 
Local  Govt,  of  N.B.  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2494  (vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3271  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
3271  (vol.  iv). 

Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard,  St.  John,  N.B. 

Advances  to  Provinces  (B.  7,  1°)  32 ;  2°  m.,  102  (i). 
American  Gold,  substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  (Ans.) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Ascetic  Acid,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (vol.  ii). 
Assistant  Rec.  Genl.’s,  Montreal,  St.  John  and  Winni¬ 
peg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895  (vol.  ii). 

Auditor  Genl.’s  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Bank  Advances  to  the  Govt.  (Ans.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  B.  C.  (B.  105,  1°)  631  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Can.,  Stmnts.  respecting  (Ans.)  112  (i). 
Budget,  The  (Ans.)  76, 149,  211,  (annual  Stmnt.)  313  (i). 
Brokerage  and  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Business  of  the  House,  Tariff  deb.  (Ans.)  585  (vol.  i). 
C.  P.  R.,  Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  Co.  on  Loans  (Ans.) 
350  (vol.  i),  1131  (vol.  ii). 

- Loan  822,500,000,  payments  to  Co.  (Ans.)  29  (i). 
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lxxvii 


Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard— Continued. 

C.  P.  B.  Loan,  $30,000,000,  payments  on  account  of 
(Ans.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

Carpet  Mats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (vol.  ii). 

China  and  Porcelain  ware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  ( Mr .  Chapleau )  in  Com., 
1104  (vol.  ii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  (B.  117, 1°*)  832  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  (B.  20,  1°)  46;  2° 
m.,  126  (vol.  i). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  814  (vol.  ii). 

Dominion  Notes,  issue  and  redemption,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (vol.  ii). 

Earthenware  and  Stoneware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  aid  to  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Ees.  ( Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  367  ;  (explanations)  37 1,  39 1  (i) . 

Factories,  Operatives  in,  on  M.  for  Eets.,  Stmnts.,  &c.,  j 
37  (vol.  i). 

Factory  Commission,  Eep.  of,  distribution  of  (remarks) 
478  (vol.  i). 

Financial  Commnr.  in  Eng.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Financial  Inspector,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  895  (vol.  ii). 

Five  p6r  cent.  Consolid.  Loan,  retirement  of,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  487 ;  (explanations)  489  (vol.  i). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  220  (vol.  i). 

Flour  and  cornmeal,  increase  of  Duty  on  (Ans.)  148, 
744  (vol.  i). 

Gas  Coke,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783  (vol.  ii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849(vol.  ii) . 

Gold  Deserve,  Govt  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  353,  355  ;  (remarks)  361  (vol.  i). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Sec.’s  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  893  (ii). 

Imitation  precious  stones,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
846  (vol.  ii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Ees.  {Mr. 
Casgrain)  82  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Banks,  Legislation  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  (Ans.)  1040  (ii). 

Library  of  Parlt.  (B.  139)  prop.  Eos.,  594  (vol.  i). 

Loan,  recent,  Prospectus  and  Advertisements,  on  M. 
for  Bet.,  37  (vol.  i). 

Manila  Hats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  847  (vol.  ii) . 

Manufacturing  Industries  of  Can.,  Eep.  on  (remarks) 
on  absence  of  information  respecting  B.  C.,  594  (i). 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.  recommending  grant  of  $700,000 
for  N.  W.  Troubles  (presented)  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Can.  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 

Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i). 

N.  S.’s  Claims  for  a  Subsidy  (Ans.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Operatives  in  Factories,  on  M.  for  Eets.,  Stmnts.,  &c., 
37  (vol.  i). 

Pickles  and  Sauces,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans, 
843  (vol  ii). 


Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard— Continued. 

Picture  Frames,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846 
(vol.  ii). 

Polariscopic  Test  for  Sugar  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Bet., 
821  (vol.  ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.) 
148  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Second  Eep,,  149  (i). 
Printing  Dom.  Notes,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 
Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  Legislation  (Ans.)  51  (i)’ 
Prussiate  of  Potash,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846 
(vol.  ii). 

Public  Debt  of  Can.  (Ans.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Public  Debt,  the  gross  amount  of  (Ans.)  76  (vol.  i). 
Quebec,  Advances  on  account  of  Provincial  Subsidy 
(Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  on  Enquiry  for  (Ans.)  363  (vol.  i). 

Eice,  increased  Duty  on  (Ans.)  695  (vol.  i). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  construction  of 
(Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Savings  Banks  in  Mar.  Provs.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Stamp  Duty,  commutation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (ii). 
Steam  Communication  with  France  (Ans.)  567.  568  (i). 
Small  Savings,  encouragement  of,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  91  (i). 
Subsidy  to  N.  S.,  incroase  of  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i). 
Supply  (Ees.  for  Com.)  28  (vol.  i)  : 

Charges  of  Management  (Asst.  Rec.  Gent.,  Montreal)  895; 
(Auditor  and  Rec.  Genl.,  St.  John)  895;  (Auditor  and 
Asst.  Rec.  Genl.,  Winnipeg)  395;  (Brokerage  and  Commis¬ 
sion)  896  ;  (Commutation  of  Stamp  Duty,  &c  )  897  ;  (Country- 
Savings  Banks,  N. B.,  N.S.  and  B.C.)  896:  (Financial  Com¬ 
missioner  in  Eng.)  896;  (Financial  Inspector)  895;  (Issue 
and  Redemption  of  Dom.  Notes)  897  ;  (Printing  Dom.  Notes) 
898  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Govt.  (Gov,  Genl.  Sec.’s  Office)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt,  by  Banks  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 
Terry,  Charles  Hunter,  gratuity  to  (Ans.)  632  (vol.  i). 
Tissue  Paper,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (vol.ii). 
Trade  Eolations  with  Foreign  Countries  (Ans.)  78 ;  with 
Mexico,  632  (vol.  i). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of  (B.  104,  1°)  630  (i). 
Umbrella  or  parasol  ribs,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means  (Ees.  for  Com.)  27  ;  (Budget  Speech) 
313;  time  for  conclusion  of  Dob.  ‘(remarks)  662; 
in  Com.,  771  (vol.  i)  ;  (acetic  acid)  849;  (carpet 
mats)  856;  (china  and  porcelain  ware)  847:  (cut¬ 
lery)  844 ;  (earthenware  and  stoneware)  847 ;  (gas 
coke)  783  ;  (glucose  syrup)  849  ;  (imitation  precious 
stones)  846  ;  (Manila  hats)  847  ;  (pickles  and  sauces) 
843 ;  (picture  frames)  846 ;  (prussiate  of  potash) 
846 ;  (tissue  paper)  849 ;  (woollen  fabrics)  840  ; 
(woollen  rags)  785  (vol.  ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  alteration  of  (Ans.)  148 
(vol.  i). 
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Trow,  Mr.  J ,  South  Perth. 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough,  N.S. 
(Ques.)  2751  (vol.  iv).! 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  ( Mr .  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  ( Mr .  Townshend )  1050  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  R.  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  982  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1034  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  omissions  (remarks)  3474 ; 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.  of  Com.,  3458  (vol.  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 9 18,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Duck  Lake,  Rep.  of  fight  at 
(Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Res.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands  Sales  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (kir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1460;  “farmers’  sons,"  1594; 
“actual  value,”  1596  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1908 ;“  in  counties,”  2056,  2073, 
2076  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2133,  (Amt.) 
2163;  “registration  of  voters,”  2240,  2280;  “revis¬ 
ion  of  voters’  lists,”  2343  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  3063,  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  (vol. 
iv) ;  on  pairing  with  Mr.  Williams  (explanation) 
1470  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks) 
1799  ;  M.  to  print  extra  copies,  1855  (iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  questioned 
(remarks)  2024  (vol.  iii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (iv). 

Horses  for  Troop3  in  N.W.,  purchase  of  (Ques.)  1306 
(vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44,  in  Com.,  1065;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M. 
for  3°,  1326  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2831-2833,  2834  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.  south  of  24-mile  Belt 
(Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Legislation  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Loans  to  Govt.,  Temporary  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  3456  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Rv.  Co., Land  grants  to,  in 
Qom.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2787;  in  Com.,  2792,  2795,  3050  (iv). 

Members’  Indemnity,  payment  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  (Ques.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Military  organizations  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  862 
(voL  ii). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 

Pauper  Turkish  Immigrants  (Ques.)  3475  (vol.  iv). 


Trow,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 
Postmaster  at  Maitland,  removal  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Deposits  (Ques.)  2559  (iii). 
Printing  of  Parlt.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Tenth  Rep.  of  Com., 
3394  (vol.  iv). 

Prorogation,  closing  remarks,  3474  (vol.  iv). 

Purcell  &Ryan,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 
Refund  to  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memorials 
respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  592  (vol.  i). 

Statutes,  Distribution  of  (Ques.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1034  (ii). 
Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  982  ;  Depth  Coi- 
tingencies  (Inland  Rev.)  918,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2831-2834  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (increased  Expenditure  under  Rep.  of 
Internal  Economy  Commission)  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Establishment  of  a  Model  Farm)  3453  (Lynch's 
Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456;  (Purcell  &  Ryan,  lor 
supplies  furnished  to  Lord  Lome  and  party)  3453  (vol.  iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works—  Capital :  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  Harbor) 
2916  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Consolid.  Fund:  Harbors  and  Rivers  (N.W.T.) 
3420  (vol.  iv). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2750  (iv). 
Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (vol.  ii). 

Tapper,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Pictou. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. , 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1643,  1832; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2250  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067  (vol.  ii). 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  Duties  of  (B.  41,  1°)  125  (vol.  i). 
Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  M.  for  2°,  180 ;  (Amt.)  6  m.  h.^ 
182,  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  87)  187 ;  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Criminal  Law  Amt.  (B. 

43,  1°*)  125;  2°  m.,  218  (vol.  i). 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co.’s  (B. 
79,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Scott  Act,  prosecutions  under  (Quos.)  41  (vol.  i) 
Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  156  (vol.  i). 

Truro  Bank  incorp.  (B.  78,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Water  Lots  in  N.  S.,  applications  for  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  455-463  (vol.  i). 

Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  in  Navigable  Waters  (B.  18, 
1°)  46 ;  2°  m.,  215 ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  218  (vol.  i). 

Townsliend,  M.  C.  J.,  Cumberland. 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  (M.  to 
introd.)  349  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  88,  1°*)  362  (vol.  i). 
Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
M.  for  consdm  of  B.  (Amt.)  1050  (vol.  ii). 
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Townshend,  Mr.  C.  J.— Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2C 
1249-1254;  in  Com.  (Amt.)  “woman  suffrage,’ 
1388;  agreed  to,  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Tyrwhitt,  Mr.  R.,  South  Simcoe. 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  (B.  69,  l°'i')  269  (i). 

Vail,  Hon.  W.  B.,  Digby. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  (Mr .  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes. 
2548  (vol.  iii). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (vol.  iv). 

Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (vol.  iv). 

Beet-root  Sugar,  importation  of  (Ques.)  744  (vol  i). 

C.  P.  R.  Res.  respecting  further  loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Res.,  2861  (Amt.)  2861  (vol.  iv). 

- - Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 

for  Stmnt.,  100  (vol.  i). 

Can.  and  Antwerp  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2942-2945  ;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2538  (iii). 

Carleton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  Engineers’  Rep.  (M. 
for  copy)  54  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  976,  934  (ii). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2476  (vol.  iii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3226-3238,  3240  (iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  917, 922  (ii) . 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  (M.  for 
Ret*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Res.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  in  C  >m.  of  Sup.,  2964  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  negotiations  (remarks)  3074  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  protection  of,  after  July  (Ques.)  2359  (iii). 

Fishery  Bounty  distribution  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Flag  Treaty  between  TJ.  S.  and  Spain  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.)  219  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2930,  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1274-1277;  in  Com.,  “  farmers’  sons,”  1594  ;  “actual 
value,’’  1606  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns”  (Amt.)  1829-1832,  1990,  1994,  1999-2002; 
“in  counties,"  2394,  2084,  2085;  “who  shall  not 
vote  ”  (Indians)  2165  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2190, 
2249,  2278,  (Amt.)  2280,  2288,  2294,  2316  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Qaes.  of  Order  (reading  extracts)  1461  (vol.  ii)  ; 
(remarks)  2146  (vol.  iii). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  Americans  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1310  (vol.  ii). 

Govt,  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945,  3396  (vol.  iv). 


Vail,  Hon.  W.  B. — Continued. 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922  (vol.  iv). 
Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  (Mr.  McLelan)  on  M. 

for  Com.  on  Res.,  2522  ;  in  Com.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 
Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition  Supplies  (Ques.)  783  (vol.  ii). 
Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 
Lansdowne,  steamer,  engine  and  boiler  (Ques.)  189  (i)« 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950(iv)‘ 
Metaghan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884 
(M.  for  Ret.*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Military  Branch  and  District  Staff,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of 
Sup  ,  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (vol.  iv). 
Military  Properties,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Obstructions  in  nav.  waters,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 
Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3413  (iv). 
Polariscopic  Test  for  Sugar  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave  as  a  sub-port,  on  M.  for  Papers,  447  (i). 
Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904  (vol.  ii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Offico  Savings  Banks  Depositors,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2806  (iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  allusions  (romarks)  3248 
(vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (vol.  iv). 

Returns,  Enquiries  for,  211,  455,  714  (vol.  i),  838  (ii). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Eys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (vol.  i). 
Sleeping  Cars.,  cone.,  3396  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2977  (vol.  iv). 

Sugars,  importation  of,  at  Halifax,  from  Jamaica  (M. 
for  Rot.)  40  (vol.  i). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3216-3218,  3222- 
3224  (vol.  iv). 

Supplies  for  the  Hudson  Bay  str.  Neptune  (M.  for  copies 
of  Accts.,  &c.)  229  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,Agr.  and  Statistics  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 
Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  ;  (Wel¬ 
land)  3302,  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  976,  984  ;  (Deptl. 
Contingencies),  914,  917,  922;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of) 
904  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  oj  Revenues  (Customs)  3233,  3236-3238,  3240  ;  (Inspec¬ 
tion  of  Staples)  3242  ;  (Post  Office)  3310;  (Public  Works) 
3308;  (Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas)  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Distribution  of  Bounty)  2966  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2806  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2942-2945,  cone.,  2958  ;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line) 
2936  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Hospitals ,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Salaries,  &c.)  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Militia  (Ammunition)  2905  ;  (Barracks  at  London)  3412  ; 
(Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2909;  (Drill  Pay,  Ac.)  2910; 
(Military  Properties,  care  of)  2916;  (Salaries,  Military  Branch 
and  District  Staff)  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2945,  3396;  (Obstruc* 
tions  in  nav.  waters)  2950  (vol.  iv). 


lxxx 


INDEX 


Vail,  Hon.  W.  B. — Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  ;  (vol.  ii),  2768  (vol  iv). 
Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.S.)  2917;  Harbors  and 
Rivers  (Mar.  Provs.  generally)  2922  (vol.  iv). 

Rys  — Capital :  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3116  ;  Eastern 
Extension  Ry.  (Repairs,  &c.)  3301.  I.O.R.,  cone.,  3396, 
(Sleeping  Care)  3417  ;  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New 
Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Superintendence  of  Insurance ,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Trent  Riv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3302,  3311  (vol.  iv). 
Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii),  2766  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — Tlie  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  666-676  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (sugar) 
3216-3218,  3222-3224  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559,  2774;  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2901, 
3339  (vol.  iv). 

Wheat,  flour,  cornmoal  and  corn,  Duty  collected  in 
N.S.  (M.  for  Rot.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv). 

Valin,  Mr.  P.  V.,  Montmorency. 

Supply : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  service)  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Vanasse,  Mr.  F.,  Yamaska. 

Expenditure  for  Rys  ,  Canals,  &c.,  in  B.C.,  N.W.T.,  and 
other  Provs.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Govt,  rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers  (Ques.)  2238  (iii). 
Longueuil  and  L6vis  Ry.  Survey  (Ques.)  429  (i). 

Wallace,  Mr.  N.  C.,  West  York ,  Ont. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A,  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1341 ;  in  Com.,  “  tenant,”  1477,  li73;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1491 ;  “  actual  value,”  1692, 1604  (ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  counties,”  2002,  2066,  2083  (iii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  Rep.  of  speech  in  Globe  news¬ 
paper  (remarks)  1824  (vol.  iii). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Mem¬ 
orials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  578  (vol.  i). 
School  Books,  consignment  by  Nelson  &  Sons  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  796  (vol.  ii). 
Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costi. 
gan )  in  Com.  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Watson,  Mr.  R.,  Marquette . 

Administration  of  Justice  in  tho  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills )  to  M.  for  3°,  3001  (iv). 
Administration  of  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Caron )  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  2931  (vol.  iv). 

Bank  of  Winnipeg  Incorp.  Act.  Amt.  (B.  62,  1°*) 
210  (vol.  i). 

Bonuses  granted  to  Rys.,  memorials,  &c.,  respecting 
(M.  for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Quos.)  351  (i). 
C.  P.  R,  Completion  of  line  west  of  Winnipeg,  dates, 
&c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  964. 


Watson,  Mr.  It. — Continued. 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com.,  2743, 
27^44;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2865  (Amt.)  2867,  neg. 
(Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  to  M.  for  2°,  954  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts.  Amt,  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1113-1115  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1058  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c,,  cut  in  the  Ice,  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  151  (i). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3236  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Col.  Scott’s  Battalion  (Ques.) 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

«— — — -  further  intelligence,  812  (vol.  ii). 

- -  organization  of  Companies  in  the  N.  W.,  816  (ii). 

— — —  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr.  Blake’s  Res.  (want 
of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (vol.  ii). 

— — — -  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  ;  core.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Sheds  and  Rifle  Ranges,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  809  (vol.  ii). 

Duties,  Imposition  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1274;  in  Com.,  “woman  suffrage,”  1468;  “per¬ 
son”  (Indian)  1192,  1522,1542;  “occupant,”  1484; 
“actual  value,”  1606  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns”  (Indians)  1853,  (Amts.)  1933, 
1990,  1992,  (Indian)  2008 ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2058  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2268,  2295 ; 
“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2344  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  nog.  (Y.  46,  N.  96) 
3061  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1315,  1316,  1319  (vol.  ii)  ;  in 
Com.,  2550-2554  (vol.  iii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921,  3420  (iv). 

Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat,  construction  of 
(Ques.)  350  (vol.  i). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3318  (iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1085,  1093  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  M.  for  3°,  1332  ^vol.  ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.,  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2443;  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2492,  2493,  2512,  2513,  2517,  2519,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res,,  2776  ;  (remarks)  2788  ;  in  Com.,  2793- 
2795,2924-2926,3047,3049;  on  M.  for  3°,  3075  (iv). 

Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii) 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2517,  2519,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2512,  2519  (vol.  iii). 
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Watson,  Mr.  R.  —Continued. 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ques.) 
351  (vol.  i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  for  (Ques.)351  (i). 
.North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  tor 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  (596  (vol.  i) . 

N.W.  Central  Ry.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3380  (vol.  iv) . 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  ( Sir  John 

A.  Macdonald')  on  prop.  Res.,  2414;  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  2429  (vol,  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2771  (vol.  iv). 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants 
to,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2492,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.  (B.  63,  1°*)  210 ;  M.  to  refer  back  Rep.  of 
Sel.  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  &c.,  713  (poI.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agricultvrs  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1035  ; 

(Dominion  Exhibition)  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Canals— Income  :  Miscellaneous  (Surveys  and  Inspections)  3313 
(vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3236  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Lands— Income  (Agencies)  3316  ;  (Land  Board  at 
Winnipeg)  3345  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3318  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Drill  Shed  and  Rifle  Ranges)  2915  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (Man.)  990  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works  :  Dredging,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923.  Harbors  and  Rivers 
(Man.)  2921  ;  (N.  W.  T.)  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (iv.) 
Tug-barges,  dredge  and  machinery  on  Red  River  (M . 
for  Ret.*)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers’  Services  in  the  N.  W.,  recognition  of 

B.  160  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Res., 
3377 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  (Amt.)  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Vote  for  Relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.  W.  (Ques.)  1744 
(vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.,  769  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (duck) 
809  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  1673  (vol  ii). 

Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W.,  St.  John  {N.B.)  City  and  County. 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  N.W.T.  B.  141  {Mr.  Caron) 
in  Com.,  2961  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  {Mr. 
Caron)  2929  (vol.  iv). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B,  131 
{Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.,  2824-2826  (vol.  iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  98  (vol.  i). 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Campbcllton  andGaspe,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

C.P.R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Res.  (Amt.)  2864;  neg.  (T.  53,  N.  89)  2865  (iv). 
Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  959-964;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1045  ;  in  Com., 
1046,  1050  (vol.  ii). 

11 


Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W .—Continued. 

CapeTormentine,  Ry.  connection  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv), 

Central  Bank  of  N.  B.  (B.  40,  1°*)  939  (vol.  ii). 

Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
2359  (vol.  iii). 

Coal  entered  ex- Warehouse,  free  or  for  exportation  (M. 
for  Stmnt.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233-3235,  3240  (vol.  iv). 

Horn.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  29  {Mr.  Haqqart)  on  M.  for  2°. 
1008  (vol.  ii). 

Drawback  on  Ship-building  Mtrls.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  100  (i). 

Fish  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  fv). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 

Fishery  Leases  and  Licenses  issued  by  Dept,  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c,,  222  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2938  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  toM.  for  2°,  1149 ;  in  Com.,  “  usu¬ 
fructuary,”  1452;  “owner,”  1472;  “tenant,”  1478; 
“person”  (Indian)  1493,  (Chinese)  1583;  “farm,” 
1592  ;  “  parish,”  1593 ;  “  farmers’  eons,”  1595 ;  “actual 
value”  (Amt.)  1596,  1600  ;  “ qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1727-1731  (vol.  ii),  (Amt.)  1805  ;  “  regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2253,  2277,  (Amts.)  2278,  2282, 
2283,  2286,  2288,  2289,  2291,  2297,  2316,  2310; 
“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2323,  2328,  2339,  2341, 
2343,  2349  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  3058,  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060  (vol.  iv) ; 
on  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1425  ;  on  taking  up  items  consecu¬ 
tively,  1471,  1472;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from 
Chair  to  House,  1512  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chair¬ 
man  (remarks)  1799  (vol.  iv). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  and  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  50,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  in  Com.  ofSup.,  3388  (iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1090,  1092  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  M.  for  3°,  1322;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Armstrong)  1333  (vol  ii). 

Instructions  to  Health  Officers  in  N.B.,  and  Quarantine 
Regulations  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  R.,  Casualties  to  Trains,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  100  (i). 

- —  Claims  of  Contractors  of  Sec.  16  (Ques.)  505  (i). 

— — - Commissioners  appointed  to  settle  claims  (M. 

for  copies  of  O.C.,  &c.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

- Construction  to  Indiantown  (Ques.)  744  (vol. 

i),  816  (vol  ii). 

— - —  Erection  of  Wire  Fences,  Contracts  for  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  532  (vol.  i). 

— — —  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3384,  3298  (vol.  iv). 

— - Revenue  and  Working  Expenses  (M,  for  Stmnt.) 

101  (vol.  i). 
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Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W  . — Continued. 

I.C.E.  Boiling  Stock,  purchase  of  (M.for  Ret.)  101  (i). 
Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 
Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (iv). 
Lighthouse  at  Quaco,  Memorials  or  Cor.  (M.  for 
copies*)  1442  (vol  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B,  58  {Mr.  Foster )  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Meteorological  Observatories,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  ; 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Magazine  at  St.  John,  N.B.,  disposal  of  (M.  for 
Bet.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt,  B.  152  {Mr.  Caron )  in  Com., 
3047  (vol.  iv). 

Mill  St.,  St.  John,  By.  crossing  on,  Memorials  and  Cor. 

(M.  for  copies*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters  B.  132  {Mr.  McLelan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1278  (vol.  ii). 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.  123  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in 
Com.,  2767  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3414  (iv). 
Partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
858  (vol.  ii). 

P.B.I.  or  N.B.  and  G.B.  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  (Ques.) 
246  (vol.  i). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2918,  3307  (vol.  iv). 
Railways  and  Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 
Reoiprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Res.  {Mr.  Davies')  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1016  (vol.  ii). 

Registration  cf  Shipping,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Returns,  enquiries  for,  Fisheries  Cor.,  2936,  3000  (iv). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.  (M,  for  Ret.)  706  (vol.  i). 
St.  John  Bridge  and  By.  Extension  Co.  (Ques.)  569  (i). 
St.  John,  City  and  County,  issue  of  Writ  for  Election 
(Ques.)  3427  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  {Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3266  (vol.  iv). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  133  {Mr.  McLelan) 
in  Com.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res,,  3266  ; 
in  Com.  on  B.  (vol.  iv). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  {Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 

Supply: 

Civil  Government  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of)  911 ;  (Railways  and 
Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Public  Works)  3307  ;  (Customs)  3233- 
3235,  3240  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fishery  protection  Steamers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration ,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  k c.)  2796  (vol. 
iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms,  con¬ 
struction)  2952 ;  (Maintenance  and  Repairs,  &c. )  2951  (vol,  iv), 


Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W.— Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Campbellton  and 
Gasp6)  2942  ;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2938 ; 
(P.E.  I.  and  G.  B.,  &c.)  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A,  B  and  C  Batteries)  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Canadian  registration  of  Shipping) 
2960  ;  (Govt.  Steamers)  2945  ;  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.) 
2950  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (P.  E.  I.)  2918  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  I.  C.  R.,3384;  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  ; 

Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow)  3414  (iv). 
Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956, 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Serv.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 
Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  B.  150  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.,  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses, 
Cor.  and  papers  (Ques.)  3249 ;  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3322-3330  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.) 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters,  B.  18  {Mr. 
Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  217  (vol.  i). 

Wells,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Fast  Bruce. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Res. 
{Mr.  Kranz)  236  (vol.  i). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Ives)  2168;  (Amts.) 
2432-2439  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act  Amt.  (B.  30,  1°)  101  (vol.  i). 

White,  Mr.  J.,  Fast  Hastings. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.  B.  141  {Mr. 

Caron)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3001  (iv). 
Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  361  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  956,  958 ;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Burpee)  1049  (vol.  ii). 
C.  P.  R.,  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Carleton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 
Debates ,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of 
Com.,  3359  ;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Tasst)  3369 ;  Fourth  Rep., 
3458 ;  remuneration  of  amanuensis  (remarks)  3474 
(vol.  iv). 

Dorn.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  308  (i). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir\John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.,  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1492  ;  “  qualifications,  &c.”  “  man¬ 
hood  suffrage”  and  (Indians)  1983,  2008;  “quali¬ 
fications  in  counties,”  2067  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2088,  2092,  (Indians)  2155-2157  (vol.  iii)  ;  (explana¬ 
tions)  1494,  1527 ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1497 ; 
(remarks)  1652,  1701  (ii),  2151, 2214, 2203, 2206  (iii) 

- Scarcity  of  copies  (remarks)  1131  (vol.  ii); 

- Pets,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 

2027  (vol.  iii). 
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Whit©,  Mr.  J.— Continued. 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol.  i) . 
Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3451  (vol.  iv)# 
Insolvent  Debtors,  distribution  of  Assets  provision  B.  4, 
on  M.  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald')  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders,  1281  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com,  on  Res.,  2511  (vol.  in). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155,  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res- 
(personal  explanation)  2786  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  625  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Printing,  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2806  (iv). 
Superintendent  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 

(Mr.  Chapleau)  273  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  H.  of  0.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451. 

Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  28Q6  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund  (Telegraphs)  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Rys. — Capital :  Oarleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3417  (iv). 
Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

White,  Mr.  P.,  North  Renfrew. 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 

Costigan)  on  M.  for  2°  and  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1996  (vol.  iii). 

G.  T.  R.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.;  818  (vol.  ii). 

Guerin,  Lister,  Rep.  of  Survey  of  Improvements  on 
Ottawa  River  (Ques.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1084;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Suther 
land,  Oxford)  to  M.  for  3°,  1322  (vol.  ii). 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3456  (vol.  iv). 

Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  (Ques.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  prop.  Res,,  1211  (reply)  1225 
(vol.  ii) . 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Exploration  (Ques.)  131  (i). 
Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  (B.  25,  1°*)  67 ;  2°  m.,  266 ; 

(reply)  268 ;  2U  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (vol.  i). 
Printing  done  outside  of  Contract  (M.  for  Ret.)  860  (ii). 
Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  581 ;  (explanations) 
588,  591,  593  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  3471  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451 
(vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456  (vol.  iv). 


White,  Mr.  T.,  Cardwell. 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Fund  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal 
(B.  48,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

C.PoR.,  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com., 
2726-2729  (vol.  iv). 

■ -  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

McLelan)  to  M.  for  Stmnt,,  108  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  voting  on  the,  on  M.  for  Stmnt., 
121  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mra  Jamieson)  on 
M.  for  2°,  950  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951,  953 ;  in  Com^ 
958,  963, 1056  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1059  ;  n eg.  (Y. 
39,  N.  78)  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2650,  2663 
(vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2539  (iii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B,  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com  ,  2432,  2438  (vol.  iii);  on  Amt;  (Mr, 
Ives)  2769  (vol.  iv). 

Davis  Divorce  (B.  84,  1°  on  a  div.)  426 ;  M.  to  appoint 
day  for  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  426 ;  2°  on  a  div., 
567  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  First  Rep.  (presented)  32 ; 
(remarks)  33 ;  (M.  to  cone,  in  Second  Rep.)  40  ;  on 
Delay  in  distributing  Daily  Issue  (remarks)  595  ;  on 
delay  in  distributing  French  Translation  (remarks) 
746  (vol.  i)  ;  Ms.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  2168  (vol.  iii), 
3359 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  TassI)  3367 ;  on  omissions,  3249, 
3474 ;  M.  to  cono.  in  Fourth  Rep.,  3458  ;  on  cone,, 
3372;  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Indemnity  to  Members  in 
the  Field  (prop.  M.)  812  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Ins.  Association  (B.  55,  1°*) 
170  (vol.  i). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  310  (i). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Canada  (B.  60)  in 
Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  proposod  Res, 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  380  (vol.  i). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 
Temp.  Act  to  M.  forjrsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  946  (ii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S,  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  223  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1192-1197  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (manhood  suff¬ 
rage)  1945,  1996,  (remarks)  2015,  (Indian)  2019; 
“registration  of  voters,”  2245,2283,  (remarks)  2261 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1498, 1529  ;  on  Ques. 
of  Order,  1620  (vol.  ii),  1921  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman, 
1798  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Somer ■ 
ville,  Brant)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3039-3041  (iv). 

Inland  Rev.  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costigan)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2528  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Ros.,  2452  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M. 
for  Com.  on  Res.,  2783  (vol.  iv). 
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White,  Mr.  T.— Continued. 

Man.  South-Western  Col.  Ey.  Co.,  Land  Grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2511  (vol.  iii). 

Pension  Fund  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal  (B.  49, 
1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com.,  Second  Eep.  (M.  to  cone,  in)  149  (vol. 
i)  ;  Seventh  Eep.,  1822  (vol.  iii)  ;  9th  Eep.,  3293 ; 
Tenth  Eep.,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Printing,  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2802, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Eefund  of  Ey.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  573  (vol.  i). 
Eeturns,  preparation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3388  (vol.  iv). 
Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name,  2320  (vol.  iii). 
Sessional  Clerks,  extra,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2896  (iv). 
Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3223  (vol  iv). 
Supply : 

Immigration ,  2814  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  0.  (Committees,  extra  Sessional  Clerks, 
&c.)  2896.  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2802,  2805  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Rets.,  preparation  of)  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  394-412;  in  Com.,  774  (vol.  i) ; 
(sugar)  3223  (vol.  iv) . 

Wigle,  Mr.  L.,  South  Essex. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  that 
Cotm  rise,  1501  (vol.  ii). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ey.  (M.  for  Eet.)  120  (i). 
Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  795  (ii). 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  T.  H.,  East  Durham , 

Calgary,  Edmonton  and  Athabasca  Ey.  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  73,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ey.  Co.’s  (B.  23,  1°*)  67 
(vol.  i). 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.  H.,  East  Elgin . 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B„  143  ( Mr ,  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2474  (vol.  iii). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 
Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  905  (vol.  ii). 
Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Ees,, 
2548  (vol.  iii). 

Bonuses  to  Eys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of  (M.  for 
copies)  356  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  957,  1058  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2656  (iv). 
Commercial  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 
Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1417  ;  “  occupant,”  1484  ;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1515,  1536  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1723-1727  (vol.  ii)  1901 ;  “manhood 
suffrage,”  1960,  1986,  1989  ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2060,  2068,  2073,  2077  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2120-2122  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2205- 
2207,  2265,  2287  ;  “  appeal,”  2362,  2367  (vol.  iii). 


Wilson,  Mr.  J.  H.— Continued. 

Health  Statistics,  cone,,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Eughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against  (Ques.)  77 ;  (M.  for 
copies  of  Papers  and  Cor.)  98  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065,  1091 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  M.  for  3°,  1322  (vol.  ii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027-1030  (vol.  ii). 
O’Malley,  Lieut  Col.,  Charges  against  and  suspension 
(M.  for  copy)  101  (vol.  i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwell  Harbors  of  Eefuge  (M.  for 
Eet.)  62  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 
Eideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3313  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings,  amount  expended  on 
(M.  for  Eet.)  79  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766 
(vol.  iv);  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1027-1030  (vol.  ii). 

Canals— Income :  Rideau  Canal  (water  supply)  3313  (vol.  iv). 
Civil  Government  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of)  905  ;  (Public  Works, 
Dept,  of)  911  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Adulteration  of  Food)  3242 ;  (Post 
Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2833,  2842  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Commercial  Agencies)  3245 ;  (Dep.  Speaker’s 
Salary)  3351  (vol  iv). 

Penitentiaries  (Man.,  payment  to  Dr.  Sutherland)  3350  (vol.  iv). 
Public  Works  :  Consolidated  Fund :  (Ont.)  3385  (vol.  iv). 
Eefund  of  Ey.  Bonusus  to  Ont.  municipalities, 
Memorials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  589,  618  (i). 
Sutherland,  Dr.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (iv). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Brockville. 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson ,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  151  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  M.  to  cono.  in  Third  Eep.  of 
Com.  (Amt.)  3361  ;  nog.  (Y.  63,  N.  82)  3369  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  actual  value,”  1600  (vol.  ii) ;  (remarks)  2203  ; 
“registration  of  voters,”  2317  (vol,  iii). 

Islands  in  Elver  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  of,  &c.  (M.  for 
Eet.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  (Ques.)  112  (i). 
Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Valley,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  205  (i). 
Subsidies  to  Eys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Til¬ 
ley)  for  Com.,  656-661  (vol.  i). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.,  Westmoreland. 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ey.  Co’s,  incorp.  B.,  on  M.  to 
introd.,  349  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tassi)  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of  Com.,  3365  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com,, 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1731  (vol.  i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  (B.  58, 1°)  170  (vol.  i). 
Eeturn  Tickets  on  Govt.  Eys.,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  707  (i). 
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Wood,  Mr.  J .—Continued. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2982  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3269-3271  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration ,  2845  (vol.  iv). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.I.,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
63  (vol.  i). 

Woodworth,  Mr.  D.  B.,  King's,  N.S. 

C.P.E.,  Eets.  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1126  (vol.  ii). 

Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Half-breed  grievances  (re¬ 
marks)  2045  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Ees.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

— Transport  of  Troops  (remarks)  887  (vol.  ii). 

■ - -  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 

teers,  3467  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1228-1234;  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Chinese)  1584  ;  on  M. 
that  Com.,  rise,  1422  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1467;  read¬ 
ing  extracts,  1464;  unparliamentary  language,  1540; 
(explanation)  1561  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2023  (iii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  854  (ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2848  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Rector 
Langevin )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake )  to  M.  for  2°,  2892  (iv). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper )  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  182;  in  Com.,  501  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2787  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ey.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3414  (iv). 

Eeciprocity  with  the  U.  S.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies )  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1010  (vol.  ii). 


Woodworth,  Mr.  D.  B.— Continued. 

Sale  of  Ey.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  121, 1°*)  927  (vol.  ii). 
Supply : 

Immigration ,  2848  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  B.  of  O.  (Publishing  Delates )  2765  (vol.  iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  (vol.  ii). 

Railways— Capital :  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow) 
3414  (vol.  iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (vol.  ii). 

Waijs  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  555-561  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  (glucose 
syrup)  854  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118(ikfr. 

Costigan)  on  prop.  Ees.,  835  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tapper)  on  M,  for  2°,  2 17  (vol.  i). 

Wright,  Mr.  A..  Ottawa  County. 

C.  P.  E.  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope )  on  M.  for 
2°,  3026-3031  (vol.  iv). 

Debates ,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M. 

to  cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of  Com.,  3370  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 

Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3466  (vol.  iv), 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1143  (vol.  ii). 

Y0O,  Mr.  J.,  Prince,  P.E.I. 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ey.,  payment  to  Contractors  for 
construction  (Ques.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Customs  Appraiser  at  Summerside,  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1647  (vol.  ii). 
Inland  Eev.  Collector  at  Summerside  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Eeciprocity  with  the  U.  S.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004  (vol.  ii). 
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SUBJECTS. 


A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  Officers  and  Men,  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  313  (i). 
Abolition  of  Duty  on  Grain.  See  “Customs.” 
Accidents.  See  “  Casualties.” 

Accommodation  for  Members:  Bemarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  49  (i). 

Active  Militia,  number,  &o. :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mvilock) 
533  (i). 

Acts,  Continued.  See  “  Expiring  Laws.” 

Address,  Ans.  to  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  113  (i). 
Administration  of  Justice  :  in  Cora,  of  Sup.,  985  (ii), 
3448  (iv). 

Administration  of  Justice,  &c.,  in  the  N.  W.  T. 

B.  No,  141  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  2345 ;  Bes. 
prop.,  2531  (iii);  Bes.  in  Com.,  2926;  2°  of  B.,2934; 
M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67) 
2957 ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2961  ;  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mills)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  79)  2968 ;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  3000;  deb.  adjd.,  3002;  Order  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.,  3427 ;  Amt.  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  51 . ) 

Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  B.  No.  1  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald),  1°*,  1  pro  forma  (i). 
ADJOURNMENTS  : 

Annunciation  Day  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  714  (i). 
Ascension  Day  :  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  1822  (iii). 

Ash  Wednesday  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  126  (i). 

Corpus  Christi  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2301  (iii). 

Dominion  Day  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2773  (iv). 

Easter  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  713  (i);  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  888  (ii). 
Queen’s  Birthday  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2030  (iii). 

St.  George’s  Day  :  M.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  1395  (ii). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day  :  M.  (Mr.  Curran)  693  (i). 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul  :  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  2889  (iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  No.  143 

(Mr.  Costigan).  I0*,  2356  ;  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com.,  2467- 
2541 ;  Bes.  (remuneration  of  Analysts)  prop.,  2497  ; 
in  Com.,  2541,  2542  (iii),  2751  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y,  42,  N.  60)  2751  ;  3° 
of  B.,  2751  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.  :  M.  for  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
45  (i). 

Advances  to  C.P.B.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  1305  (ii). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  No.  7  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley).  1°,  32;  2°,  102  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1064 
(ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Advertising  and  Printing,  Govt.  :  Bemarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033  (iv). 
Agreement  by  C.P.B.  Co.  to  terms  of  Bes.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1915  (iii). 


Agricultural  Ins.  Co.  of  Can.,  incomplete  Bet.  :  Bemarks 
(Mr.  Blondeau)  1386  (ii). 

Agricultural,  &o.,  Statistics,  compilation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1036  (ii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  No.  122  (Mr.  Ferguson, 
Welland).  Bes.  prop.,  936 ;  in  Com.  and  1°*,  939  ;  M. 
to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders,  1320  (ii)  ;  2°,  2476  ;  in 
Com.,  2478  ;  3°*,  2497  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  68.) 
Agricultural,  Timber,  Pasture,  and  Mineral  Lands  and 
Town  Sites  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 
Agriculture,  Bureau  of,  Establishment  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
G-igault)  76  (i). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904,  921  (ii). 

Agriculturists.  See  “Banking.” 

Aid  to  Bys.  See  “  Land  Grants  ”  and  “  Subsidies.” 

Air  Brakes,  I.C.K. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3299  (iv). 

Alaska  and  B.  C.  Boundary  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &o. 
(Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Albany,  Duke  of,  Tiianks  of  Queen  for  Condolence  : 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  32  (i). 

Alberta  and  Athabaska  By.  Co.’s  Incorp.  B.  No. 

73  (Mr.  Williams).  1°*,  313  ;  2°*  405  (i)  ;  in  Com., 
,791  ;  3°*,  816  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  88.) 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank  B.  No.  15  (Mr.  Mc- 
Dougald).  1°*,  46;  2°*,  113;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  616 
(i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  14.) 

Algoma,  Customs  Collections.  See  “  Customs.” 

Allan  Line,  Payments  to,  for  assisted  passages :  Ques. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  567  (i)  ;  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr. 
Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  Claim  of  Govt,  re  Fewfield  and 
Moravian:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  148,  312  (i). 

Allison,  Mr.  D.  W. :  Election  declared  null  and  void  on 
Judges’  Bep.  on  Controverted  Election,  1  (i). 
Allowances  to  Canadian  Manufacturers  :  M.  for  Bet. 
(Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

American  Engineers’  Yisit  to  N.S. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3457  (iv). 

American  Gold,  Substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  :  Quos. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  505  (i). 

Amounts  Collected  in  Western  Ontario.  See  “  Domin¬ 
ion  Lands.” 

Amounts  due  Contractors  on  C.P.B. ;  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr. 
Charlton)  533  (i). 

Andr£,  Father,  Letter  from,  in  Jan.,  1883 :  Quos.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Animal  Charcoal,  Importations  of  :  M.  for  Bet,*  (Mr, 

Stairs)  533  (i), 
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Animals,  Cruelty  to,  Prevention  B.  No.  47  (Mr. 

Charlton )  1°*,  147  (i). 

Animals,  Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases 
affecting,  B.  No.  44  (Mr.  Pope).  1°,  125  (i)  ;  2°, 
892;  in  Com.,  1064-1094;  3°  m.,  1321;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  l’ecom.,  1321;  agreed  to  (Y.  131, 
N.  16)  1324;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom.,  1324;  neg. 
(Y.  54,  N.  90)  1327 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Catudal)  to  recom., 
1327 ;  nog.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to 
recom.,  1328 ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  94)  1332 ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  recom.,  1332 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  88)  1334; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Scriver)  to  recom.,  neg.  on  a  div.,  1334; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  to  recom.,  neg  (Y.  50,  N.  84)  1334; 
3°,  1335  (ii);  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  2397  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  70.) 

Annual  Register.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds  Society  of 
Bank  of  Montreal  B.  No.  48  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well).  1°*,  170 ;  2°*,  245 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*  693  (i). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Annunciation  Day,  Adjmt.  for  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  714  (i). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition:  cone.,  2766  (iv). 
Antwerp  International  Exhibition  :  M.  for  copy  of  Cor. 

between  Govt,  and  High  Com.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 
Appraiser  at  Summerside,  P.E.I. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 
Arbitrators.  See  “  Official.” 

Archives,  care  of:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023,  1025  (ii). 
Argyle  Highlanders,  payment  of  Arrears  due  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  888  ;  (M.  for  Rot.*)  1444  (ii). 
Armour,  Mr.  Justice  :  Rep.  on  Lennox  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tion,  1  (i). 

Arms,  Description  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  814  (ii). 
Artillery  Association,  Dom.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.  2913  (iv). 
Asbestos  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Ascension  Day,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  Hector  Lanqeoin) 
1822  (iii). 

Ascetic  Acid:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (ii). 

Asii  Wednesday,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
125  (i). 

Assets,  Distribution  of  Insolvent  Debtors.  See  B.  4. 
Assignees.  See  “  Official  Assignees.” 

Assisted  Passages:  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

Assistance  to  Settlers,  &c.,  through  Rebellion  :  See 
“Disturbance  in  the  N.W.” 

Assistant  Postmaster  of  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393 ; 
cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Assistant  Reg.  Gen.,  Montreal,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895, 
896  (ii). 

ASSOCIATIONS,  &c. : 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds  Society  of  Bank  of  Montreal.  See 
B.  48. 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  Association.  See  B.  81. 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Belief  Association.  See  B.  76. 
Congregational  Missionary  Society.  See  B.  61. 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society.  See  B.  114. 

Lutheran  Church  of  Canada.  See  B.  60. 

Pension  Fund  Society  of  the  Bans  of  Montreal.  See  B.  49. 


“  A  Trip  to  Dom.  of  Can.,”  Pamphlet  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Auditor  Genl.  and  Dept,  of  Marine,  Rental  of  Rivers  : 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Auditor  and  Rec.  Genl.  of  St.  John  and  Winnipeg  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.  895  (ii). 

Auditor  Genl.’s  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  ; 
M.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  ref.  to  Public  Accounts 
Com.,  76  (i). 

Australian  and  Tasmanian  Colonies,  Trade  with  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36  (i). 

Automatic  Buoy,  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
694  (i). 

Axle  Grease  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 

Bain,  Mr,  J.  W. :  Election  declared  null  and  void  on  Judge’s 
Rep.  on  Controverted  Election,  1 ;  re-elected  113  (i). 
Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  Rets,  of  amounts  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  37  ;  (Ques.)  113  (i). 

Banking  and  Loan  Facilities  to  Agriculturists 
B.  No.  36  (Mr.  Orton).  Res.  prop.,  115;  in  Com. 
and  1°*  of  B.,  120  (i). 

Bank  of  British  Columbia  B.  No.  105  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin).  1°,  631 ;  2°,  894  (ii) ;  in  Qom.  and  3°*, 
1  2396  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  83.) 

j  Bank  of  Montreal  Annuity  and  Guarantee 
Funds  Society  B.  No.  48  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell). 
1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  093  (i).  (48-49) 

Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Bank  of  Montreal  Pension  Fund  Incorp.  B.  No. 

49  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts.  respecting:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  112  (i). 

Bank  of  Winnipeg  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  62  (Mr. 
Watson).  1°*,  210;  2°*,  281  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°* 
1007  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  10.) 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
for  Sp.  Com.  47;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  101;  ref.  to 
Com.,  102 ;  M.  to  ref.  Petitions  to  Com.,  125  (i). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees  :  M.  for  Rot. 

(Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesex)  303  (i). 

BANKS  AND  BANKING  : 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank.  See  B.  15. 

Bank  of  Winnipeg.  See  B.  62. 

Bank  of  British  Columbia.  See  B.  105. 

Banking  and  Loan  Facilities  to  Agriculturists.  See  B  36. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes.  See  Bs.  16,  46  and  100. 
Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright ) 
37;  Ques.  113,  743  (i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  112  (i). 
Central  Bank  of  New  Brunswick.  See  B.  40. 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor.  See  B.  117. 

Deposits,  Govt.,  in  Banks  :  M.  for  Stmut.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright ) 
29  (i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Advances  to  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  censuring  Govt.,  295  (i). 

Federal  Bank  of  Canada.  See  B.  10. 

Govt.  Notes  in  Circulation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 
Insolvent  Banks.  See  Bs.  66  and  127. 
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BANKS  AND  BANKING— Continued. 

Inspection  and  Supervision  op  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  51 ; 

prop.  Res.,  81  (i). 

La  Banqoe  du  Peuple.  See B.  53. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Depositors  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Fairbank) 
819  (ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Deposits  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2359, 
2465,  2559  (iii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs) 
148  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Private  Ba^ks  and  Brokers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  51  (i). 
Savings  Banks  (P.  0.  or  otherwise)  Depositors  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  633  (i). 

Truro  Bank.  See  B.  78. 

Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 
Barrack  Huts,  B.C, :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barrels  containing  Petroleum  or  its  Products  :  in  Com- 
on  Ways  and  Means,  843  (ii). 

Batoche,  Battle  of  :  Despatch  respecting  first  Engage¬ 
ment,  1380;  telegram  from  Gen.  Middleton  giving 
details  of  second  fight,  1822 ;  second  despatch,  1835  (iii), 
Batoche,  Capture  of  :  Rumored  indignities  committed  by 
Yolunteers  :  Ques.  (Hr.  Royal)  2999,  3425  (iv). 
Batteries,  A,  B  and  C.  See  “Militia.” 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  extension  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mclsaac )  77  (i). 

Beauce  ;  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  Warrant  issued  and 
Ret.  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Beaver  Line  of  Steamers  and  I.C.R.,  Freight  Rate  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake )  144  (i). 

Beet-root  Sugar,  importation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  744  (i). 
Bell  and  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Belleville  and  North  Hastings  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3-158  ;  in  Com., 3473  (iv), 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  of  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2357  (iii). 

Bergin,  Surgeon-General,  Services  of  :  Q  ies.  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  1914  (iii). 

Big  Bear.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N,W.” 

Bill  (No.  1)  Respecting  the  Administration  of  Oaths  of 
Office.— (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

I0*,  1  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  2)  To  regulate  the  Employment  of  children  and 
young  persons  and  women  in  the  Workshops,  Mills  and 
Factories  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 
I0*,  29  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd,,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  3)  To  limit  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court. — (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny.) 

1°,  28;  Order  for  2°  read.,  102;  2°  m.,  151;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Ouimet)  165;  neg.,  167  ;  2°  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169 
(vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  4)  To  provide  for  tho  distribution  of  Assets  of 
Insolvent  Debtors. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°,  29;  2°*,  619  (vol.  i) ;  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders, 
1280 ;  agreed  to,  1281  (vol.  ii);  Order  dschgd.  and 
B.  wthdn.,  3375  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  5)  Respecting  tho  liability  of  Carriors  by 
Land. — (Mr.  Coughlin.) 

1°*,  29;  2°  m.,  102  (vol.  i). 
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Bill  (No.  6)  To  further  amend  the  Law  of  Evidence  in 
Criminal  Cases. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

1°*,  29;  2°  m„  176 ;  consdn.  resmd.,  180;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  182;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  87)  187;  2° 
and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  187  ;  in  Com.,  496  ;  Amt  (Mr. 
Amyot)  to  recom.  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  76)  504;  3°*,  616 
(vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  7)  To  amend  the  Act  37  Victoria,  Chapter  17, 
intituled  :  “  An  Act  to  authorize  the  advance  of  a  cer¬ 
tain  sum  of  monoy  to  the  Province  of  British  Columbia 
for  the  construction  of  a  Graving  Dock  at  Esquimalt, 
and  for  other  purposes.” — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley,) 

1°,  32  ;  2°,  102  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1064  (vol,  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Bill  (No.  8)  Respecting  the  River  St.  Clair  Railway  Bridge 
and  Tunnel  Company.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  245  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  25.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  Respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Railway  Com* 
pany  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara  Railway  Company.— 
(Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  40  ;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.,  245 ;  3°*,  281  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Bill  (No.  10)  To  reduce  the  Capital  Stock  of  the  Federal 
Bank  of  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. — (Mr.  Small.) 

I0*,  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  428  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  9.) 

Bill  (No.  11)  To  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime 
Court  of  Ontario. — (Mr.  Allen.) 

1°*,  40 ;  2°  m.,  127 ;  2°*,  131  ;  Order  for  Com.  read,  215 ; 
in  Com;  496  ;  3°*,  616  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  12)  For  constituting  a  Court  of  Railway  Com¬ 
missioners  for  Canada,  and  to  amend  tho  Consolidated 
Railway  Act,  1879. — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

|  1°,  40  (vol.  i). 

|  Bill  (No.  13)  Respecting  Carriers  by  Land,— (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy.) 

1°*,  40;  2°  m.,  254-282;  Amt.  (Mr.  Curran)  6  m.  h., 
285;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  and  2°*,  289  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  14)  To  consolidate  and  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  Election  of  Members  of  tho  House  of  Commons. — ■ 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

1°,  41  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  15)  To  continue  an  Act  respecting  tho  Albion 
Mines  Savings  Bank. — (Mr.  McDougald.) 

1®*,  46  ;  2°*,  113  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  616  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  14.) 

Bill  (No.  16)  To  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bills  of  Ex¬ 
change  and  Promissory  Notes. — (Mr.  Smyth.) 

I0*,  46  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  17)  Respecting  International  Ferries. — (Mr.  Pat¬ 
terson,  Essex.) 

1°*,  46;  2°  m.,  254;  2°^,  256  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  18)  Respecting  Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  con¬ 
structed  in  navigable  wators. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

1°,  46;  2°  m.,  215;  2°*  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  218 
(vol  i). 
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Bill  (No.  19)  To  provide  for  the  better  observance  of  the 
Lord’s  Day,  commonly  called  Sunday,  by  prohibiting 
Sunday  Excursions  of  certain  kinds. —(Mr.  Charlton .) 

I0*,  46  ;  2°  m.,  256  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  20)  To  modify  the  application  of  “  The  Consoli¬ 
dated  Insurance  Act,  1877= ” — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley .) 

1°,  46;  2°,  126  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.,  2430;  Order  for  3°, 
2532 ;  deb.  adjd.,  2533  (vol.  iii)  ;  ref.  back  to  Com., 
2768  ;  3°,  2770  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c .  49.) 

Bill  (No.  21)  To  provide  for  the  taking  of  a  Census  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  the  North- VYest  Territories  and 
the  District  of  Keewatin. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

1°  of  B.  and  Res.  prop.,  46;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  74 ;  in 
Com,,  75;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  125  ;  Res. 
agreed  to  and  2°  of  B.,  126;  in  Com.,  171 ;  consdn.  m. 
and  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  recom.,  212  ; 
neg.  on  a  div.,  212  ;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to 
recom.,  213;  neg.  (Y.  62  N.  120)  215;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  to  recom.,  215  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  215 ;  3°*,  215 
(vol.  i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Bill  (No.  22)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law,  to  declare  it  a 
misdemeanor  to  leave  unguarded  and  exposed  hole3  cut 
in  the  Ice  on  any  navigable  or  frequented  waters.— (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

I0*,  57  ;  2°,  131 ;  in  Com.,  150  ;  Order  dsckgd.  and  ref.  to 
Sel.  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  23)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Williams.) 

1°*,  67  ;  2°*,  ns  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  16.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  To  incorporate  the  Lake  Erie,  Essex  and 
Detroit  Railway  Company.— (Mr,  Patterson,  Essex  ) 

1°*,  67  ;  2°*,  113 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i) .  (48-49 

Vic.,  c.  21.) 

Bill  (No.  25)  Further  to  amend  “The  Patent  Act  of  1872.” 
— (Mr.  White,  Renfrew.) 

1°,  67 ;  2°  m.,  266 ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  26)  To  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy 
Speaker.— (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop ,  67;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  refer  to  Sel.  Com., 
70  ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  121)  72  ;  1°*  of  B.,  74;  2°*  and 
in  Com.,  175 ;  M.  for  3°  agreed  to  on  a  div.  and  3°*, 
212  (vol.  i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  1.) 

Bill  (No.  27)  To  provide  for  the  punishment  of  Seduction, 
and  like  offences.— (Mr.  Charlton.) 

1°*,  76;  2°,  619  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  28)  To  incorporate  the  Dominion  Drainage  Com¬ 
pany. —  (Mr.  Ilaggart.) 

1°*,  88;  2°*,  113  (vol.  i) ;  M.  for  Com.,  1007;  deb. 
adjd.,  1008;  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3053  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  95.) 

Bill  (No.  29)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  Patents  of 
Inventions.  —  (Mr.  Smyth.) 

1°*,  88  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  30)  To  amend  and  consolidate  “  The  Consolidated 
Railway  Act,  1879,”  and  the  Acts  amending  it.— (Mr. 
Wells.) 

18,  101  (vol.  i), 


Bill  (No.  31)  To  amend  and  consolidate  the  Canada  Civil 
Service  Acts  of  1882,  1883  and  1884.— (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  101;  Rea.  prop.,  210;  Res.  (letter  carriers)  in  Com., 
270 ;  Res  (0.  S.  Examiners,  &c.)  in  Com.,  273,  281 
(vol  i)  ;  cone,  m.,  889  ;  cone,  in,  892  ;  2°  of  B.  m., 
1095;  2°  and  in  Com.,  1097-1130,  1281;  3U  m., 
1282;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  1282;  neg.  (Y. 
67,  N.  112)  1286;  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  recom.,  1291; 
neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to 
recom.,  1294;  nog.  (Y.  58,  N.  104)  1296  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Davies)  to  recom.,  1297  ;  nog.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Lister)  to  recom.,  neg.  on  same  div., 
1303;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom.,  1303  ;  nog.  on 
same  div.,  1304;  3°  on  a  div.,  1304  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Senate  Amts.,  1823,2398  (vol.  iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Bill  (No.  32)  Respecting  Insolvency.— (Mr.  Billy.) 

1®,  101  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  33)  For  the  equitable  distribution  of  Insolvents’ 
Estates. — (Mr.  Beaty.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  34)  For  the  discharge  of  past  Insolvents.— (Mr. 
Beaty.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  35)  Further  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway 
Act,  187 3.“=  (Mr.  Bergeron.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  36)  To  provide  Banking  and  Loan  facilities  to 
those  engaged  in  Agricultural  pursuits.— (Mr.  Orton.) 

Res.  prop.,  115  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B  ,  120  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  37)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
South  Saskatchewan  Yalley  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

1°*,  125 ;  2°*,  179  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  672  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  17.) 

Bill  (No,  38)  To  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  The  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junotion  Railway 
Company.— (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland.) 

1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  179;  in  Com,  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic  ,  c.  18.) 

Bill  (No.  39)  To  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Diocese  of 
Qu’Appalle,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  there¬ 
with.— (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°*,  125 ;  2°*,  180 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  Further  relating  to  The  Central  Bank  of  New 
Brunswick. — (Mr.  Temple.) 

1°*,  125;  2°*,  180  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com,  and  3°*.  939  (vol.ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Bill  (No.  41)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  duties  of  Jus¬ 
tices  of  the  Peace  in  relation  to  Summary  Convictions. — 
(Mr.  Tapper). 

1°,  S25 ;  2°,  892  (vol.  ii) 

Bill  (No.  42)  To  amend  the1" Act  respecting  Offences  against 
the  person.— (Mr.  Tapper.) 

1°*,  125;  2°  m.,  218;  deb.  adjd.,  219  (vol.  i). 
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Bill  (No.  43)  To  authorize  the  Royal  Canadian  Insurance 
Company  to  reduce  its  Capital  Stock,  and  for  other 
purposes. — (Mr.  Curran .) 

1°*,  125 ;  2°*,  188  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  791  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Bill  (No.  44)  Respecting  Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases 
affecting  Animals. — (Mr.  Pope.') 

1°,  125  (vol.  i);  2°,  892;  in  Com.,  1064-1094;  3°  m., 
1321;  Amt.  (Mr.  Sutherland,  Oxford )  to  recom.,  1321 ; 
agreed  to  (Y.  131,  N.  16)  1324;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock ) 
to  recom,,  1324;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  90)  1327;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Catudal )  to  recom.,  1327 ;  neg.  (X.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Casey )  to  recom.,  1323  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  94) 
1332;  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  recom.,  1332;  neg. 
(Y.  50,  N.  88)  1334;  Amt.  (Mr.  Scriver )  to  recom., 
neg.  on  a  div.,  1334;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  to  recom,, 
neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  84)  1334;  3°,  1335  (vol.  ii)  ;  Sen. 
Amts  cone,  in,  2397  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,c.  70.) 
Bill  (No.  45)  Respecting  the  representation  of  the  Terri¬ 
tories  in  the  House  of  Commons. — (Mr,  Cameron, 
Huron . ) 

1°*,  147;  2°  m.,  362,  490;  deb.  adjd.,  495  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  46)  Further  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bills  of 
Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes. — (Mr.  Gigault.) 

1°,  147  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  47)  For  the  more  effectual  prevention  of  Cruelty 
to  Animals,— -(Mr.  Charlton.)  i 

1°*,  147  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  48)  Respecting  the  Annuity  and  G-uarantee  Funds 
Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell  ) 
1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48- 

49  Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  To  incorporate  the  Pension  Fund  of  the  Bank 
of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°*,  170 ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Bill  (No.  50)  To  incorporate  the  Fredericton  and  St.  Mary's 
Railway  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Temple) 

1°*,  170;  2°*,  289  (vol.  i) ;  iu  Com.  and  3°*,  873;  San. 
Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  26.) 
Bill  (No.  51)  For  granting  certain  powers  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Coal  Company  (Limited). —  (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  567  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  29.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  Respecting  the  Sault  Ste.  Mario  Bridge  Com¬ 
pany. —  (Mr.  Dawson.) 

1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  24.) 

Bill  (No.  53)  Respecting  La  Banque  du  Peuple.— (Mr. 
Girouard.) 

I0*,  170 ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  8.) 

Bill  (No.  54)  To  confirm  the  Union  of  the  Canada  Congre¬ 
gational  Missionary  Society,  and  the  Congregational 
Union  of  Nova  Scotia  aud  Now  Brunswick. —  (Mr. 
Abbott.) 

I0*,  170  ;  2°*,  259 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  34.) 


Bill  (No.  55)  To  authorize  the  Dominion  Grange  Mutual 
Fire  Insurance  Association  to  insure  against  fire  the 
property  of  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry  wheresoever 
situate  in  Canada. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

I0*,  170  ;  2°^,  246  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and 3°*,  1210  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  93.) 

Bill  (No.  56)  Respecting  Disorderly  Houses. — (Mr.  Ouirnet.) 

1°,  170  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  57)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law  of  Canada,— 
(Mr.  Ouirnet .) 

1°,  170  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  58)  To  amend  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1833. 
—(Mr.  Foster.) 

1°,  170;  2°  m.,  620;  deb.  adji.,  623  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  59)  To  incorporate  the  Brantford,  Waterloo  and 
Lake  Erie  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

1°*,  170;  2°*,  281;  in  Com.  and  3°^,  567  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  20.) 

Bill  (No.  60)  To  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Church  of  Canada.— (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°*  180;  2°*,  246;  in  Com.,  693;  3°*,  791  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  32.) 

Bill  (No.  61)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
Richelieu  Navigation  Company,  and  the  Richeliou  and 
Ontario  Navigation  Company.— (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  188;  2°*,  246  (vol.  i) ;  Notice  of  an  Amt.,  1210;  in 
Com.,  1347  ;  3°,  1352  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  91.) 

Bill  (No.  62)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bank  of 
Winnipeg. — (Mr.  Watson.) 

1°*,  210;  2°*,  281  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  10.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  To  incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie  and 
Lake  of  the  Woods  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. 
— (Mr.  Watson.) 

1°*,  210;  2°*,  289  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  64)  Further  to  amend  the  Patent  Act  of  1872.— 
(Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  234;  2°  m.,  622;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.  629  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  65)  To  amend  “  Tho  Canada  Temperance  Act  of 
1878.”— (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  66)  Further  to  amend  an  Act  respecting  Insol¬ 
vent  Banks,  Insurance  Companies,  Loan  Companies, 
Building  Societies  and  Trading  Corporations.  — (Mr. 
Edgar.) 

1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  67)  Further  to  amond  “  Tho  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.”— (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria.) 

1°,  246  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  63)  To  limit  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  tho 
Supreme  Court,  as  respects  matters  of  a  purely  local 
nature  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. — (Mr.  Landry ,  Mont- 
magny.) 

1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  69)  Respecting  the  Huron  and  Ontario  Ship 
Canal  Company. — (Mr.  Tyrwhitt.) 

I0*,  269 ;  2°*,  423  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  ;  Sen. 
Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  27.) 
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Bill  (No.  70)  To  make  further  provision  respecting  the 
traffio  in  Intoxicating  Liquors. —  (Mr.  Small.) 

1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  71)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law. — (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Hastings.) 

1®,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  72)  Respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 

I0*,  213;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  19.) 

Bill  (No.  73)  To  incorporate  the  Alberta  and  Athabasca 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Williams.) 

I0*,  313  ;  2®*,  405  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  791 ;  3°*,  816  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  88.) 

Bill  (No.  74)  Respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Royal.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2®*,  405,  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  86.) 

Bill  (No.  75)  To  incorporate  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Employes  Relief  Association.— -(Mr.  Gault.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2°*,  490  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  23.) 

Bill  (No.  76)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  London 
Life  Insurance  Company.— (Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesex.) 

I0*,  313 ;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3°,  1723  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c .  94.) 

Bill  (No.  77)  To  incorporate  the  Hamilton,  Guelph  and 
Buffalo  Railway  Company,— (Mr.  Rilvert.) 

1°*,  313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3®*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  22.) 

Bill  (No.  78)  To  incorporate  the  Truro  Bank.— (Mr. 
Tupper.) 

1°*,  313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  79)  To  incorporate  the  Rush  Lake  and  Saskatche¬ 
wan  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2°*,  490  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  90.) 

Bill  (No.  80)  To  incorporate  the  Port  Macleod  Ranch 
Telegraph  Company. — (Mr.  Ives.) 

1®*,  349  ;  2°*,  428  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1723  (ii) ; 
Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  2357  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  92.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  Respecting  the  Canada  Co-operative  Supply 
Association  (Limited). — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2®*,  428  ;  in  Com .  and  3°*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  31.) 

Bill  (No.  82)  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2°  m.,  428  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  wlhdn.,  428 
(vol.  i) . 

Bill  (No.  83)  To  incorporate  the  Kootenay  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  British  Columbia. — (Mr.  Small.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  545  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  84)  For  the  relief  of  Amanda  Esther  Davis. — (C) 
from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  226  ;  M.  to  fix  day  for  2Q  agreed  to  (Y.  86, 
N.  61)  226;  2°  on  a  div.,  567  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693. 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  37.) 


Bill  (No.  85)  Respecting  Factories.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i);  2°  m.,  873;  deb.  adjd.,  886;  M.  to 
resume  adjd.  deb.,  940 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to 
substitute  B.  (No.  94)  Canada  Temperance  Act,  940; 
Amt.  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  86)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Sale  of 
Railway  Passenger  Tickets. — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  87)  To  amend  the  Act  40  Victoria,  Chapter  36, 
intituled:  “An  Act  to  provide  for  the  employment, 
without  the  walls  of  Common  Gaols,  of  Prisoners 
sentenced  to  imprisonment  therein.”— (Mr.  Sutherland , 
Oxford.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i)  ;  2®,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1658  (vol.  ii), 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  81.) 

Bill  (No.  88)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Townshend.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  89)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Patent  Act  of 
1872.”— (Mr.  Hay.) 
lc*,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  90)  To  amend  “  The  Fisheries  Act.” — (Mr. 
Mulock.) 

1°,  426  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  91)  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria.) 
1°*,  428;  2°,  567  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  89.) 

Bill  (No.  92)  Further  to  amend  “The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.”— -(Mr.  Jamieson.) 

1°,  448;  Ques.  and  M.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713  (vol.  i)  ;  2® 
m.,  949;  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951 ;  neg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109) 
954 ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954 ;  in  Com., 
954 ;  3°  m.,  1045 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  to  recom., 
1045  ;  in  Com.,  1046  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourbeau)  to  recom., 
1047 ;  in  Com.,  1047 ;  on  M.  to  cone.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1047 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050;  on  M.  for 
3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  to  recom.,  1050  ;  in  Com., 
1050  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  recom.,  1051 ;  agreed  to 
(Y.  68,  N.  64)  1054;  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to 
recom.,  1059  ;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  to  recom.,  neg.,  1062;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Gigault)  to  recom.,  neg.,  1062 ;  3°,  1063  (vol.  ii)  ; 

M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  to  consdr.  Sen,  Amts., 
2600;  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2644;  (Amt)  2645; 
neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  81)  2647;  (Amt.)  2648;  neg.  (Y.  54, 

N.  108)  2651;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  90)  2552; 
Amts.,  2653-2657 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small)  2660 ;  neg.  (Y. 
78,  N.  86;  2670  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria)  2674  ; 
n eg.,  2675  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No,  93)  To  establish  a  Court  of  Claims  for  Canada. 
(Sir  Hector  Langevin . ) 

1°,  449  (vol.  i)  ;  prop.  Res.,  777  (vol.  ii)  ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2439  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  94)  To  incorporate  the  Western  Ontario  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McCallum.) 

1°*,  534;  2°*,  616  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1288  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  87.) 
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Bill  (No.  95)  Respecting  Explosive  Substances. — (K)  from 
the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  545  (vol.  i)  ;  2°,  893 ;  in  Com.,  1167  ;  3°,  1335  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  7.) 

Bill  (No.  96)  Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation. —(Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald.) 

Not  introduced.  See  B.  130. 

Bill  (No.  97)  For  the  relief  of  Fairy  Emily  Jane  Terry.— 
(E)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  605;  2°  on  a  div.,  672  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  36.) 

Bill  (No.  98)  To  amend  the  Acts  respecting  Controverted 
Elections. — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°,  605  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  99)  To  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
1878.” — (Mr.  Bourbeau.) 

1°,  605  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  101)  To  amend  the  Law  respecting  Bridges, 
Booms  and  other  works,  constructed  over  or  in 
navigable  waters  under  the  authority  of  Provincial 
Acts. —  (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  605  (vol.  i);  2°  m.,  893  ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  894  ;  3°*, 
895  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Bill  (No.  102)  To  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Secretary  of  State. — (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  629  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  894;  3°*,  895  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic,,  c.  2.) 

Bill  (No.  103)  Respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. — (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  629  (vol.  i)  ;  Order  for  28  postponed,  1095 ;  2°  m., 
1133;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137  ;  neg.  (Y. 
59,  N.  104)  and  deb.  adjd.,  1166  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  1167  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1171  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204  ; 
deb.  adjd.,  1204;  deb.  rsmd.,  1226  ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y. 
Ill,  N.  63)  1277  ;  M.  for  Com.,  1336 ;  in  Com.,  1385, 
1388,  1444,  1475,  1568,  1608,  1646,  1680,  1712,  1745, 
1782,  1824,  1856,  1895,  1915,  1956,  1983,  2052,  2065, 
2086,  2104,  2139,  2172,  2210,  2241,  2274,  2301,  2321, 
2345, 2360, 2393  (vol.  iii),  2757, 3052, 3062  ;  on  consdn. 
of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96) 
3053  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3053  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
McIntyre)  3056 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  ;  Amt.  to 
Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3058  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060 
Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061 
Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061 
Amt.  to  Amt,  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95) 
3062;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17) 
3062;  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063  ; 
Amt;  (Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Trow)  3063;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  Amt,  5 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Somerville,  Brant)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  ;  Amts. 
(Messrs.  McCraney  and  lnnes)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3065 ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Cameron  [ Middlesex ]  and  Lange¬ 
lier)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Lister 
and  Cameron ,  Huron)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3067  ;  Amts. 


(Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fairbank)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3068;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Paterson  [ Brant ]  and  Gillmor) 
neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Holton  and 
Fisher)  nog.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mills)  3  m.  h.,  3071 ;  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072 ; 
3°  ofB.,  3072  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  40.) 

Bill  (No.  104)  To  amend  the  sections  of  Acts  therein 
mentioned  relating  to  the  constitution  of  the  Treasury 
Board. — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

1°,  630  (vol.  i)  ;  2°,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1670  (vol.  ii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  47.) 

Bill  (No.  105)  Respecting  the  Bank  of  British  Columbia. 
—(Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  631;  2°  894  (vol.  ii) ;  in  Com.  and  3®*,  2396  (vol. 


iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  83.) 

Bill  (No.  106)  For  the  relief  of  Alice  Elvira  Evans.— (G) 
from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Edgar.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  672;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  39.) 

Bill  (No.  107)  For  the  relief  of  George  Louis  Emil  Hatz- 
feld.—  (D)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  672  ;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com, 
and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  38.) 

Bill  (No.  168)  To  amend  the  Act  to  encourago  the  con* 
struetion  of  Dry  Docks,  by  granting  assistance  on  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  to  Companies  constructing  them.— (Sir 
Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  693  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  894  ;  3°*,  895  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  5.) 

Bill  (No.  109)  Respecting  Real  Property  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.— (A)  from  the  Senate. — (Sir  Hector 
Langevin.) 

1°*,  742  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  110)  To  incorporate  the  Rock  Lake  and  Souris 
and  Brandon  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Me  Doug  aid, 
Pictou.) 

1°*,  742  (vol.  i)  ;  2°*,  873  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  Ill)  To  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act, 
1879,  and  amendments  thereto. — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°,  742  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  112)  Further  to  amend  “The  Canada  Tomper- 
anco  Act,  1878.”— (Mr.  Gigault.) 

1°,  743  (vol .  i) . 

Bill  (No.  113)  Respecting  Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of 
Account  kept  by  Officers  of  the  Crown. — (M)  from  the 
Senate. —  (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°*,  964  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  2397  ;  wthdn.,  2398  ;  2°,  2465  ;  in 
Com.,  2466;  3°*,  2497  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  48.) 

Bill  (No.  114)  To  comprise  in  one  Act  a  limitation  of  the 
Share  and  Loan  Capital  of  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society. — (J )  from  the  Senate, — (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

1°*,  783  ;  2°*,  816  ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  1352  (vol.  ii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  30.) 

Bill  (No.  115)  To  amend  an  Act  to  incorporate  the  Sifters 
of  Charity  of  the  North-West  Territories. — (1)  from  ihe 
Senate). — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

I0*,  832  ;  2°*,  873  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol.  iii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  35.) 


xeiv 


INDEX. 


Bill  (No.  116)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Indemnity 
to  the  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. — (Mr. 
Farrow.) 

1°,  813  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  117)  Respecting  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Wind¬ 
sor. —  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

1°*,  832 ;  2°,  1671 ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  ref.  to  Com.  on 
Banking  and  Commerce,  1677  (vol.  ii) ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  2396  (vol.  iii).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  84.) 

Bill  (No.  118)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Weights  and  Measures. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  832  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B  ,  837  ;  2°  and  in 
Com.,  1672;  3°*,  1680  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  64.) 

Bill  (No.  119)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Inspection  of  Gas  and  Gas  Meters. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  in  Com.  and  lp  of  B.,  837  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  2419 ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  2439  (vol.  iii).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  69.) 

Bill  (No.  120)  To  give  effect  to  an  Agreement  made  by 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  for  the  Sale  and  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  Dundas  and  Waterloo  Read.— (Sir  Hector 
Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  451  (vol.  i) ;  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  892  (vol. 
ii)  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  121)  To  amend  the  Act  45  Vic.,  chap.  41,  respect¬ 
ing  the  Sale  of  Railway  Passenger  Tickets. — (Mr.  Pat¬ 
terson,  Essex.) 

1°*,  927  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  122)  Respecting  Agricultural  Fertilizers. —  (Mr. 
Ferguson,  Welland.) 

Res.  prop.,  936 ;  in  Com.  and  1°*,  939 ;  M.  to  transfer  to 
Govt.  Orders,  1320  (vol.  ii) ;  2°,  2476;  in  Com., 
2478;  3°*,  2497  (vol.  iii).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  68.) 

Bill  (No.  123)  Further  to  amend  an  Act  intituled :  “An  Act 
respecting  offences  against  the  person.” — (S)  from  the 
Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

lc*,  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2767 ;  3°  m.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Charlton)  n eg.  (Y.  58,  N.  72)  2767  ;  3°*,  2768 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  82.) 

Bill  (No.  124)  To  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  Immigra¬ 
tion  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. —  (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  wthdn.,  3023  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  125)  For  the  Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors.— 
(Mr.  Beaty.) 

Res.  prop.,  1040  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  126)  To  provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of 
Canada  at  the  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  to  be  held 
in  London  in  the  year  1886. — (Mr.  Fope.) 

Res.  prop.,  451  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.,  892;  Res.  cone,  in  and 
1°*  ol  B.,  1064  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2399 
(vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  44.) 

Bill  (No.  127)  Further  to  amend  “  An  Act  respecting  In¬ 
solvent  Banks,  Insurance  Companies,  Loan  Companies, 
Building  Societies  and  Trading  Corporations. —  (S)  from 
the  Senate. — (Mr.  Edgar.) 

1°,  1094  (vol.  ii). 


Bill  (No.  128)  To  make  further  provision  respecting  sum¬ 
mary  proceedings  before  Justices  and  other  Magis¬ 
trates. — (L)  from  the  Senate.— { Mr.  Small.) 

1°*,  1130  (vol.  ii) ;  Order  for  2°  transferred  to  Govt. 
Orders,  2420  vol.  iii ;  2°  m.,  2827 ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2829  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  129)  To  amend  an  Act  respecting  “The Central 
Prison  for  the  Province  of  Ontario.” — (P)  from  the 
Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1226  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2402  (vol.  iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

Bill  (No.  130)  Respecting  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada. — 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  1226  (vol.  ii)  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  and  B.  wthdn., 
2402  (vol.  iii), 

Bill  (No.  131)  “  For  the  better  Preservation  of  the  Peace 
in  the  vicinity  of  Public  Works,”  and  the  Acts  in 
amendment  thereof. — (O)  from  the  Senate.— (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1278  (vol.  ii);  2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824;  3°*,  285  4 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  80.) 

Bill  (No.  132)  To  amend  the  Act  43  Vic.,  chap.  29,  respect¬ 
ing  the  navigation  of  Canadian  Waters,  and  to  enable  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  suspend  from  time  to  time  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  of  the  said  Act.— (Mr.  McLelan.) 

Res.  prop,  and  in  Com.,  1278;  1°*  of  B  ,  1279  (vol.  ii); 
Order  for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2899  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No,  133)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Steamboat  Inspec 
tion  Act,  1882.” — (Mr.  McLelan.) 

Res.  prop.,  1279;  in  Com.  and,  1°*  of  B.,  1280  (vol.  ii)  ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  2399 ;  3°*,  2421  (vol.  iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  75.) 

Bill  (No.  134)  Respecting  “The  Liquor  License  Act> 
1883.” — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  1281  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2  400  ;  2°*,  2402  (vol.  iii)  ;  in 
Com  ,  2768,  2894;  3°  m  ,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  2958  ; 
3°*,  2961  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  74.) 

Bill  (No.  135)  Further  to  amend  “  The  General  Inspection 
Act,  1874.”— (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  (Chief  Inspector)  prop.,  1306;  in  Com.,  1307  ;  cone, 
in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1320  (vol.  ii) ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2548 ;  3°,  2555  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  66.) 

Bill  (No.  136)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law  of  Canada.—* 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings.) 

1°,  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  137)  To  make  further  provision  respecting 
Pawnbrokers.— -(R)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Small.) 

I0*,  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  138)  For  the  relief  of  George  Branford  Cox.— 
(H)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr,  Cameron,  Huron.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  1473  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  1566  ;  in  Com.  and  3°  on  a 
div.,  1723  (vol.  ii).  (18-49  Vic.,  c.  85.) 

Bill  (No.  139)  To  amend  the  Act  in  relation  to  the  Library 
of  Parliament. — (Sir  John  A,  Macdonald .) 

Res.  prop.,  1658;  in  Com.,  1666;  1°*  of  B.,  1670  (vol. 
ii)  ;  2°,  2402  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com  ,  2759  ;  3°  m  ,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65)  2763  ;  3°  on  same 
div.  reversed,  2763  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  45.) 
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Bill  (No.  140)  Respecting  the  North-West  Mounted  Police 
Force.—  (T)  from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ) 

I0*,  1670  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2772  ;  3°  m.,  2832 ; 
3°,  2833  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  54.) 

Bill  (No.  141)  Respecting  the  Administration  of  Justice, 
and  other  matters,  in  the  North-West  Territories. — (V) 
from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  ) 

1°*,  2345;  Res.  prop.,  2531  (vol.  iii)  ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2926 ; 
2°  of  B.,  2934 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mi* 
Blake)  n eg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2961 ; 

M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  neg.  (Y.  37, 

N.  79)  2968;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3000;  deb. 
adjd.,  3002 ;  Order  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.,  3427 ;  Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  51.) 

Bill  (No.  142)  Respecting  Canned  Goods, — (U)  from  the 
Senate. —  (Mr.  Costigan.) 

I0*,  2345;  2°,  2439;  in  Com.,  2534  (vol.  iii),  2767;  3°*, 
27 6J  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Bill  (No.  143)  Respecting  the  Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs, 
and  Agricultural  Fertilizers.— -(W)  from  the  Senate. — 
(Mr.  Bowell.) 

1°*,  2356  ;  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com.,  2467,  2541 ;  Res.  (remunera¬ 
tion  of  Analycts)  prop.,  2497;  in  Com.,  2541,  2542 
(vol.  iii),  2751  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  60)  2751 ;  3°  of  B.,  2751  (vol. 
iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Bill  (No.  144)  To  authorize  the  augmentation  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police.— (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop.,  994  (vol.  ii);  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2402;  in 
Com.,  2415;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  2421;  1°* 
of  B.,  2430  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2770  ;  3®  m., 
2820;  3°  on  a  div.,  2822  (vol.iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  53.) 

Bill  (No.  145)  To  authorize  the  raising,  byway  of  Loan,  of 
certain  sums  of  money  for  the  Public  Servico. — (Mr. 
Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2391 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2461 ;  in  Com.,  2463; 
M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  2523;  1°*  of  B.,  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  2526  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  43.) 

Bill  (No.  146)  To  amend  “  The  Consolidated  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1883.”— (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2526 ;  in  Com., 
2528;  1®*  of  B.,  2529  ;  2°  m.,  2935;  2°*,  2536  (vol. 
iii);  in  Com.,  2968;  3°,  3002 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amts.,  3435  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  62.) 

Bill  (No.  147)  To  authorize  the  grant  of  certain  subsidies 
in  land  for  the  construction  of  the  Railways  therein 
mentioned. —  (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  782  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2440  ;  in 
Com.,  2461,  2483,  2497  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2533  ; 
1°*  of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2770,  2854  ;  in 
Com.,  2855  ;  Order  for  3°  read,  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2890  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893  ;  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake) 
neg.  on  same  div.,  2894  ;  3Q*,  2894  (vol.  iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Bill  (No.  1 18)  To  amend  tho  Act  respecting  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  Harbor  Master  at  the  Port  of  Halifax. — 
(Mr.  McLelan.) 


Res,  prop.,  2431  ;  in  Com.,  2522  ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°^ 
of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2772 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

Bill  (No.  149)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of 
$1,700,000  required  for  defraying  certain  Expenses  now 
being  incurred  in  connection  with  the  Troubles  in  the 
North-West  Territories. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  and  1°*,  2559 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2855  ;  3°*,  2894  (vol, 
iv).  (48-49  Vic  ,  c.  42.) 

Bill  (No.  150)  To  authorize  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum 
to  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  the  Harbor  of  Three 
Rivers.— (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2497  ;  Ros.  in  Com.,  2555  (vul.  iii)  ;  1°*  of 
B.,  2751  ;  2°  m ,  2934  ;  in  Com.,  2935  ;  3°*  2957 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic  ,  c.  76.) 

Bill  (No.  151)  Respecting  the  Ocean  Mail  Service. —  (Mr, 
Carling.) 

Res.  prop.,  2440  ;  Res,  in  Com.,  2555  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to 
rec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2751  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2754  ; 
1°  of  B.,  2757  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn,, 
3375  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  152)  To  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act, 
1883.  — (Mr.  Caron.) 

1°,  2853  ;  2°  m.,  3045  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3046  ;  3°*,  3075 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  72.) 

Bill  (No.  153)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Candian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
pletion  and  successful  operation  thereof.— (Mr.  Pope.) 

Res.  prop.,  2420  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2559  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  2643;  nog.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723  ; 
in  Com.,  2724;  M  to  rec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2858  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2858 ;  Amt.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2859  ;  in  Com.,  2859  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res, 
Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2-61 J 
Amt.  (Mr.  Vail)  2861 ;  in  Com.,  2862  ;  on  M.  to  cone- 
in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  2862  ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91) 
2863;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  2863  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lavrier) 
2863  ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills) 
2864;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89) 
2865  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  2865  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93) 
2868;  1°  of  B.,  2868  ;  2°  m.,  3024;  2°  and  in  Com,, 
3031;  3°  m.,  3293;  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  57.) 

Bill  (No.  154)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  tho 
Culling  and  Measurement  of  Timber  in  the  Provinces  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec. —  (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  2419  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2475  (vol.  iii)  ;  1° 
2°  and  in  Com.,  3043;  3°*,  3075  (vol.iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Bill  (No.  155)  For  increasing  the  yearly  subsidy  to  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  and  for  other  purposes  therein 
mentioned.— (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2420  (vol.  iii);  M.  for  Com.,  2775  ;  in  Com., 
2789,2823;  further  Res.,  2889  ;  in  Coin.,  2924 ;  1°* 
of  B.,  2926  ;  2°  and  in  Com,,  3047  ;  3°,  3075  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  50.) 
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Bill  (No.  156)  To  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  Immigra¬ 
tion  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. —(Mr.  Chapleau.) 

Ees.  (Chinese  interpreter)  prop.,  2421  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  Eos.,  3023 ;  prop.  Ees.  (poll  tax,  &c.)  2491 ;  M. 
for  Com.  on  Ees.,  3002  ;  in  Com.,  3023  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3323  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050  ;  3°,  3075  (vol.  iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  71.) 

Bill  (No.  157)  To  amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to  Duties 
of  Customs  and  Excise. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

1°,  3250  ;  2®*,  3434 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3435  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  61.) 

Bill  (No.  158)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  further  subsi- 
dies  to  and  making  further  provision  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  efficient  operation  of  the  Eailways  therein 
described —(Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Ees.  prop.,  2531  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Ees.,  2971  ; 
in  Com.,  2974 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3250  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3293  ;  2°  m.,  3380  ;  in  Com.,  3380-3399  ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts,,  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401 ;  neg.  (Y.  40, 
N.  83)  3403;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79) 
3404;  3°*,  3404  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  58.) 

Bill  (No.  159)  For  facilitating  the  navigation  of  the  Eiver 
St.  Lawrence,  in  and  near  the  harbor  of  Quebec.— -(Mr. 
McLelan  ) 

1°*,  3293  ;  Order  for  2°  read.,  3436;  2Q  m.,  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  6  m.  h.,  neg.,  3470;  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  77.) 

Bill  (No.  160)  Eespecting  a  grant  of  land  to  the  Militia  on 
service  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West. — (Mr.  Caron.) 

Ees.  prop,,  3321 ;  M.  for  Com.,  3376  ;  in  Com.,  3377  ;  1®* 
of  B.,  3380  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  73.) 

Bill  (No.  161)  To  provide  for  the  salaries  and  superannua¬ 
tion  and  travelling  allowances  of  certain  Judges  of 
certain  Provincial  Courts.~-(8ir  Rector  Langevin.) 

Ees.  prop.,  3293 ;  M,  for  Com.  on  Ees.,  3375 ;  in  Com.  and 
1°*  of  B  ,  3395 ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3436  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

Bill  (No.  162)  To  provide  a  Salary  for  an  additional  County 
Court  Judge  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.— (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald.) 

Ees.  prop.,  3395  ;  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3435  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3436  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Bill  (No.  163)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  required  for  defraying  certain  expenses  of  the 
Public  Service,  for  the  years  ending  respectively  the 
30th  June,  1885,  and  the  30th  June,  1886  ;  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  to  the  Public  Service.— (Mr. 
Bowell.) 

jo*  2°)  30*  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

Bill  (No.  164)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  the  subsidies 
therein  mentioned  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  certain 
Eailways. — (Mr.  Rope.) 

Ees.  prop.,  3457;  M.  for  Coin.,  3470;  in  Com.,  3472; 
1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3473  (vol.  iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  59.) 


Bill  (No.  165)  To  continue  for  a  limited  time  the  Aot 
therein  mentioned. — (Sir  Lector  Langevin.) 

1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3458  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic. 
c.  52.) 

BILLS  ASSENTED  TO,  1516  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Acts 
Amt.  B.  No.  16  (Mr.  Smyth).  1°*,  46  (i). 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Acts. 

Amt.  B.  No.  46  (Mr.  Gigault).  1°.  147  (i). 

Bill,  Mr.  S.  J.  E.,  and  Sawdust  Law  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr. 
Forbes)  14  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  N.S.,  Management  op  :  M.  for 
Bet.*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Bingham,  Lieut.-Col.,  Deprivation  op  Command  :  M.  for 
Bet  *  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Black  Eod,  Gentleman  Usher  :  Messages  summoning  Com¬ 
mons  to  Senate,  1  (i),  1516  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Bolduc,  Capt.  Ludger,  Eesignation  op  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr. 
Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 

Bolton,  Stapp  Commander,  and  Dept,  op  Marine  and 
Fisheries  :  M.  for  Bop.  of  Auditor-General,  &c.  (Mr. 
McMullen )  135;  Dispute  with  Mr.  Tilton:  M.  for 
Bet.,*  312  (i). 

Bonded  Machinery  in  use  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen )  3320 
(iv). 

Bonds  Govt.,  Disappearance  from  Dept.  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3371  (iv). 

Bonuses  Granted  to  Eys.,  Memorials,  &o.,  respecting  : 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 

Bonuses  to  Eys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  Belief  op  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Wilson)  356  (i). 

Books  of  Account-  Seeu  Proof  op  Entries.’' 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1744  (iii). 

Borax:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
BOUNDAEIES : 

Alaska  and  B.  C. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 
British  Columbia’s  Eastern  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  Mills) 
633  (i). 

Ontario’s  Northerly  and  Westerly:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  210. 
— — -  Claims  to  Country  North  op  Height  op  Land  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills)  61  (i). 

- —  Imperial  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques  (Mr.  Mills)  61, 

115  (i),  2864,  2998,  3321;  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
3437  (iv). 

■—  Northern,  Res.  op  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  1132  (ii). 

- Proposals  to  Parlt.  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  667  (i). 

_ — .  Western  Boundary,  Argument  before  P.  C. :  M.  for  copies 

(Mr.  Rykert)  430  (i). 

Bounty  on  Manufactures  op  Iron  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C., 
&c  *  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  op,  in  Guysborough,  N.S. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2751  (iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
98  (i). 

Bourinot’s,  Mr.,  Work:  Scarcity  of  copies  in  Library 
(remarks)  40  (i). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  Services  op  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr.  Som¬ 
erville,  Brant)  479  (i). 
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Branch  Lines,  C.P.R.,  Expenditure  on  :  M.  for  Stmnts.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  147 ;  Ques.,  694  (i). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  Allowances  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  l.ister )  2029  (iii). 

Brandon  to  Moose  Jaw,  C.P.R. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson) 
904  (ii). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  By.  Co.’s 
Incorp.  B.  No.  59  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant).  I0*,  170  ; 
2°*,  281 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  567  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  20.) 
Bras  d’Or  Lakes,  Fish  caught  and  Bounty  paid  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  McDougall,  Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  op  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pet.* 
(Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Bravery,  Distinctive,  Rewards  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
2359  (iii). 

Breakwaters.  See  “  Marine  ”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Brewers  and  Distillers,  Compensation  to  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Kranz)  236 ;  Deb.  (Mr.  Wells)  236 ;  (Mr.  Orton)  238 ; 
(Mr.  Sproule)  241;  (Mr.  Fisher)  242;  on  Amt.:  (Mr. 
Foster)  243,  247 ;  (Mr.  Jamieson)  252  ;  (Mr.  Fairbank) 
253  (i); 

Bridges  and  Trestles  on  C.P.R. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
100  (i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  Act  Amt. 

B.  No.  101  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  1°,  605  (i) ;  2° 
m.,  893;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  894;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Bridge,  Fredericton.  See  “  St.  John  River  Bridge.” 
BRITISH  COLUMBIA  : 

Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (iy). 
Alaska  and  B.  0.  Boundary  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &o.  (Mr. 
Gordon)  705  (1). 

Barrack  Huts,  Erection  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iy). 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  479  (i). 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  “  General  Heading.” 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  29,  211  (i). 
Chinese  Immigration.  See  general  heading  and  B.  156. 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  1442  (ii). 

Deep-Water  Fisheries  off  Coast  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
3073  (iv). 

Discovery  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 
Eastern  Boundary,  Cor.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Mills)  533  (i). 
Esquimalt  Graving  Dock:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  743  (i)  ; 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv).  See  B.  7. 

Expenditure  for  Railways  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
964  (ii). 

Fisheries  Inspector,  Appointment  of:  Ques.  (Mr .Baker,  Victoria) 
694  (i). 

Immigrants  settled  in  B.C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  189  (i). 
Indian  Reserve  Lands  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Manufacturing  Industries  Rep.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  594(i). 
Metlakatla  Indian  Troubles:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Shake¬ 
speare)  304  (i). 

Penitentiary,  Suspension  of  Rules  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakespeare) 
823  (ii). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ilomer)  146  (i). 
Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816 (ii). 
Public  Reserves  and  “fore-shore”  Rights:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Baker ,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Satuma  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 
Ry.  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gordon)  290  (i). 
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Ry.  Lands  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  743 
(i)  ;  ia  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuoa  Straits  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

U.S.  and  Victoria  Mail  Subsidy:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  (iv). 

[See  also  “Dominion  Lands,”  “Indians,”  &c.} 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amts.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c,* 
( VLv.Bergin )  33  (i)  ;  Rets,  respecting  (remarks)  J939  (ii). 
Brooicville,  Westport  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com*,  3472 
(iv). 

Brokerage  and  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections  5 
Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  478  (i). 

Brosseau  &  Lisabelle,  Customs  Bbokers,  Frauds,  &o.,  by  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Buckram  ;  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 

BUDGET,  The  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  76,  149, 
211 ;  Remarks  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  211;  (Annual  Stmnt,) 
313,  [For  Dob.  see  “  Ways  and  Means.”] 

Building  Societies.  See  “  Insolvent  Banks.” 

Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  :  Ques,  (Mr, 
Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  establishment  of  a  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Oigault)  76  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr, 
Robertson,  Hastings)  533  (i). 

Burgess,  A.  M.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Burglary,  &o.  See  Bs.  71  and  136. 

Business  of  the  House,  See  “  Govt.  Business.” 
Bye-Elections  since  1878:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Cabinet  Representation  for  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare)  235  (i). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line:  Ques.  (Mr, 
Watson)  351  (i). 

Calgary  and  Rocky  Mountains,  Cost  of  C.  P.  R.  between: 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  of  C.  P.  R.  between  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  of  Construction  and 
Equipment  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 
Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M. :  Election  sustained  on  Judge’s  Rep. 

on  Controverted  Election,  1  (i). 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.,  Receipts  and  Ex¬ 
penditures  of  Liquidators,  &o.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  and  Antwerp  Steamship  Subvention:  in  Com.  of 
Sap.,  2943  (iv). 

Canada  and  Germany  Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2945  (iv). 

Canada  and  Jamaica  Confederation  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Burpee)  505  (i). 
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Canada  Atlantic  Ey.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Ees.  (Mr. 
Pope )  3458  (iv). 

Canada  Central  By.,  Bonuses  to  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr.  Lan- 
derkiri)  86  (i). 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  Association  B. 

No.  81  (Mr.  Curran ).  I0*,  349 ;  2°*,  428;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.31.) 

Canada  N.W.  Land  Co.,  Stock  Invested  in  by  C.P.E. :  M_ 
for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake )  145  (i). 

Canada  Shipping  Co.  and  I.C.E.  Freight  Eates  :  M.  for 
Eet.  (Mr.  Blake )  144  (i). 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.  and  Erie  and  Niagara 
Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  9  (Mr.  Bergin ).  1°*,  40 ;  2°*,  57  ;  in 
Com.  245;  3°*,  281  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Canada  Southern  Ey.  Mail  Service  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr. 
Wigle)  120  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  65  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy).  1°,  235  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  67  (Mr. 

Baker,  Victoria).  1°,  246  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  88  (Mr.  Towns • 
hend),  1°*  362  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  92(Mr.  Jamieson). 
1°,  448 ;  Ques.  and  M.  to  fix  a  day  for  2°,  713  (i)  ;  2° 
m.,  949;  Amt;  (Mr.  Ives)  951 ;  neg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109) 
954;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954;  in  Com.,  954; 
3°  m.,  1045;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  to  recom.,  1045;  in 
Com.,  1046  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourbeau)  to  recom.,  1047  ;  in 
Com.,  1047  ;  on  M.  to  cone.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1047  ; 
neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050 ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Townshend)  to  recom.,  1050 ;  in  Com.,  1050 ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Hickey)  to  recom.,  1051 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  68,  N.  64) 
1054 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  recom.,  1059 ; 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
to  recom.,  neg.,  1062 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Gigault)  to  recom., 
neg.,  1062;  3°,  1063  (ii) ;  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  to 
consdr.  Sen.  Amts.,  2600;  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts., 
2644;  (Amt.)  2645;  neg.  (Y.  75,  H.  84)2647;  (Amt.) 
2648;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651 ;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  75, 
N.  90)  2552;  Amts.,  2653-2657;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small) 
2660 ;  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  86)  2670 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Victoria)  2674;  neg.,  2675  (iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  99  (Mr. 
Bourbeau).  1°,  605  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  112  (Mr. 

Gigault).  1°,  743  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878 : 

Certificates  of  Liquor  sold  under  in  N.S. ;  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr. 
Kirk )  147  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  granted  under  in  Halton  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  McCraney )  67 ;  Prosecutions  under  and  Druggists’ 
Licenses  :  Ques.,  1306  (ii),  3320  (iv). 

Memorials,  &o  .,  Respecting  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Kranz)  448  (i). 
Pbtitions  Respecting  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Foster)  533  (i). 

Quebec  Act,  Working  of  under  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  307  (i). 
Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  363  (i). 

Revenue  derived  from  Sale  of  Liquor  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Rykert)  313  (i). 

Supreme  Court  Case  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  45  (i). 
Votings  under  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Fisher)  121  (i). 


Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  Appointment  op,  &o.  :  M.  for 
Papers  (Mr.  Bergeron)  928  (ii). 

[See  “  Fabre,  Mr.”] 

Canadian  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
563  (i). 

Canadian  Fisheries  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Mu- 
lock)  55  (i). 

C.  P.  R.  Co’S.  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  153  (Mr.  Pope).  Ees. 
prop.,  2420  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2559  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron)  2643  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723;  in  Com., 
2724  ;  M.  to  rec.  Bep.  of  Com.,  2858  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron)  2858  ;  Amt.  (Sir  John  4.  Macdonald)  2859; 
in  Com,,  2859  ;  on  M.to  cone,  in  Ees.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2861;  Amt.  (Mr.  Vail) 
2861;  in  Com.,  2862;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Casey)  2362;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91)  2863;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Davies)  2863  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2863 ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  2864;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Watson)  2865  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  ;  1°  of 
B.,  2868  ;  2°  m.,  3024  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3031  ;  3°  m., 
3293;  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294  (iv).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  57.) 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association 
Incorp.  B.  No  75  (Mr.  Gault),  1°*,  313 ;  2°*, 
490  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  23.) 
CANADIAN  PACIFIC  EY.  Loan  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  :  prop. 
Ees.,  2420  ;  M.  for  Com.  (Annual  Stmnt.)  2559  ;  Deb. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  2565  ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2586  ;  (Mr.  Ives) 
2622  ;  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2630 ;  Amt.  2643  ;  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2676  ;  (Mr.  McCarthy)  2688 ;  (Mr.  Davies) 
2692  ;  (Mr.  Foster)  2702  ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  2708;  (Mr. 
Boss)  2712  ;  (Mr.  Dawson)  2718  ;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
2720  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100) 
2723  ;  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2024  (iii). 
CANADIAN  PACIFIC  BAIL  WAY  : 

Advances  to  Co.  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1305  (ii). 
Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Res.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915  (iii). 
Allowances  to  Canadian  Manufacturers  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Amended  Plans  and  Profiles,  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 
Amounts  due  to  Contractors  and  non-payment  by  Co.  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  533. 

Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Rang®  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  394  (i). 
Branch  Lines  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  694(1). 

Brandon  to  Moos®  Jaw:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

B.  C.  Sections,  Work  on  :  M.  for  Rep.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  204  (i). 
Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  and  Equipment  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Casualties  on  Main  Line  and  Branches  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  226  (i). 

Change  in  Arrangements,  Cos.  between  Co.  and  Govt.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  695  (i),  1744,  1913,  2029  (iii). 

Completion  of  Line  west  of  Winnipeg,  Dates,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Connection  with  Ontario  System,  offers  to  construct  links  :  M. 

for  copies*  (Mr.  Mulock)  532*  (i),  1444  (ii)  ;  Ques.,  569  (i). 
Connection  with  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  (iii). 

Construction  from  Winnipeg  to  615  miles  west,  Cost  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  226. 

Construction  near  Lytton,  B.C.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  225  (i). 
Construction  on  the  Fraser  ;  M  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  204  (i). 
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Canadian  pacific  railway  — Continued. 


CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY — Continued. 


Construction,  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeo  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  of  sums 
paid  to  Co.  (Mr.  Casey)  123  (i). 

Contractors,  &o.,  non-payment  of  by  Co.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Charlton )  533  (i). 

Cbrves,  Grades  and  Tangents:  M.  for  Ret.,*  67;  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blake)  632,  694,  744  (i),  888  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Debt,  Floating  and  Unsecured  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  219  (i), 
1677  (ii). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  816  (i). 
Earnings,  gross  and  net,  and  Expenses  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
61  (i). 

Eastern  Section,  Estimated  Cost  :  Ms.  for  copies  of  Estimate  (Mr. 
Edgar)  299,  300,  302  (i). 

Eastern  Section,  Western  Division,  Estimates  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Edgar)  299  (i). 

Employes,  names  of,  Salary,  Fee,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Mullen)  56  (i). 

Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  75. 

Engineers’  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (iv). 

Expenditure,  Cost  of  Equipment,  Sums  Paid  for  Extension,  &o.* : 
M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Expenditure  to  complete  Govt.  Construction  :  Ques.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Extension  to  Quebec,  Papers,  &o.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1677  (ii), 
2239  (iii). 

Forty-Mile  Belt  in  B.C. :  Memo,  read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
1983  (iii). 

Gaps  on,  North  of  Lake  Superior  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Bowell) 
838  (ii). 

Govt.  Mortgage,  Changes  in  relation  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
36  (i). 

Govt.  Sections  in  B.  C.,  Working  of,  by  Contractors:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  632  (i). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  667  (i). 
Immigration  to  Man.  and  N.W.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  and  Co. 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant)  147  (i). 

Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  Co.  on  Loans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
350  (i),  1677  (ii),  1955  (iii). 

Interest,  payment  of  by  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1677  (ii). 
Laborers’  Wages,  payment  of,  on  Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  290  (i). 

Land  Area  in  48-Mile  Belt  accepted  by  Co.:  Stmnt.  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  782  (ii). 

Land  Grant  accepted  by  Co.,  Acres:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  568, 
744  (i)  ;  Stmnt.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  862. 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds:  Ms.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
92,  100  (i). 

Lands  rejected  by  Co.  outside  Ry.  Belt  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  927  (i). 
Legislation  Respecting:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  57  (i). 

Loan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  29  (i) ;  payment  of  Interest  on,  1131  (ii). 
Loan  $30,000,000,  Payment  on  Account  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Location  and  Lands  set  apart,  &o.:  M.  for  Maps*  (Mr.  Blake )  46  (i). 
Location  of  Line  in  B.  C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii). 

North  American  Contracting  Co.,  position  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

North  Shore  Line  Subsidy  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 
Plans  and  Profiles,  Amended  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of  time:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Ilomer)  146  (i). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Sued  :  M.  for  plans,  &c.  (Mr. 
Blake)  295  (i). 

Postal  and  Transport  Service:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744 (iii). 
Progress  Estimates  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  235 ;  Que3.  (Mr.  Blake) 
188  ;  for  Feb.,  429  (i). 

Rails  for  Govt.  Section,  B.  C.  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1914  (iii). 
Receipts  and  Expenditures  :  M.  for  Simnts.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 
Relief  of  Co.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  350  (i). 

Reserve  of  $960,000  for  extension  to  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.*  (Mr.  Laurier)  633  (i), 


Returns  respecting,  number  and  Cost  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Besson) 
481  (i)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  782,  1565  (ii),  3371  (iv). 

Rolling  Stock  on  Western  Division,  Change  in  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mt. 
Edgar)  302  (i). 

Rolling  Stock,  payment  of  Duties  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 
Roundhouse  on  Private  Property  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030  (iii). 
Route,  Rolling  Stock,  Receipts  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 
Section  B.,  Award  of  $34,179. 17  Credits  in  Public  Accts.  :  QueS. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  114  (i). 

Section  B.,  Award  to  Contractors  :  M.  for  copy  of  Case  submitted 
to  Arbitrators  (Mr.  Casey)  131  (i). 

Section  B.,  Award  to  Contractors  :  (Mr.  Casey)  Ques.,  78;  M.  for 
copy  of  Rep.  of  Judge  Clark,  132  (i). 

Section  B.,  Arbitration, 'Evidence  taken  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  112; 
M.  for  copies,  206  (i). 

Section  B.,  Case  submitted  to  Arbitration:  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Casey)  2C6  (i). 

Section  B.,  Copy  of  Claim  put  in  by  Contractors:  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Casey)  134  (i). 

Section  B.,  Engineers’  Report  on  re-measurement,  &o.  ;  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Casey)  121  (i). 

Section  B.,  Opinion  of  Counsel  as  to  binding  character  of  Award  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  77  (i). 

Shareholders  and  Stock  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  603  (i). 
Short  Line  Route  to  Maritime  Provinces:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Landry ,  Montmagny)  33  (i). 

St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr. 
Laurier)  533  (i). 

Stock  sold  formerly  pledged  for  a  Loan  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr; 
Blake)  45  (i). 

Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (iv). 

Subsidy  to  the  North  Shore  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  41  (i). 

Sums  paid  or  advanced  to  Co.  as  Interest  or  Subsidy;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  1677  (ii). 

Tariff  Rates  for  Passengers,  &o.,  West  of  Winnipeg  ;  M.  fof 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (i). 

Terminus  on  Atlantic  Ocean,  Surveys  of  several  proposed  Lines  s 
M.  for  Reps,  of  Engineers  (Mr.  Lesage)  38  (i). 

Timber  Dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  479  (i), 

ToWn  Sites,  Sales  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Train  Service  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Trestles  and  Bridges  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  100, 105  (1). 

Van  Horne,  Mr.,  Report  of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Blake)  208  (i). 
Vernon  Smith’s  Rep.  of  Survey  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Lesage)  294  (i). 
Western  Terminus,  plan  of  proposed  route  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

Winnipeg  to  Brandon,  &o.,  completion  of  main  line  :  M.  for  Ret.“ 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (i). 

Canadian  Voyageurs,  names,  &c.:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  210  (i). 

Canal  from  Gravenhurbt  Bay  to  River  Severn  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Cochburn)  202  (i). 

CANALS.  See  “  Suptly,”  &c. 

Canned  Goods  B.  No.  142  (Mr.  Costigan).  1°*,  2345  j 
2°,  2439;  in  Com.,  2534  (iii),  2767;  3°*,  2767  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  57  (i), 
CAPE  BRETON: 

Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes  :  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  M cDougall)  1443  (ii). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii);  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3418  (iv). 

Claims  under  Terms  of  Confederation:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Inverness)  607  (i). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 
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CAPE  BRETON — Continued. 

Roaohb,  M.,  and  Pilotage  Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3427  (iv). 
Tblegbaph  System  on  Island  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Inverness)  78  (i). 
Vacancy  in  the  Representation  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

Cape  St.  Ignaoe,  Station  at  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain )  246  (i). 
Cape  Tobmentine  Railway,  Connection  with  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Davies')  2997  (iv). 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ry.,  Payment  to  Contractors 
for  construction:  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  694  (i). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  45  (i). 

Carlton,  Evacuation  of,  Rep.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  1567  (ii). 
Carriers  by  Land  B.  Mo.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin),  l0*,  29 ; 
2°  m.,  102  (i). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  Mo.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy),  l0*, 
40  ;  2°  m.,  254,  282 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Curran)  6  m.  h.,  285 ; 
neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  and  2°*,  289  (i). 

Caron,  Clovis,  Salary  and  Expenses  as  Fishery  Over¬ 
seer  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau)  290 ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,* 
532  (i). 

Carpet  Mats  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (ii). 
Casoumpec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  479  (i). 
Casualties  on  G.  T.  R.  and  C.  P.  R.  and  Branches  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  226 ;  on  I.  C.  R.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
100  (i). 

Caughnawaga  Indian  Agency  :  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  (Mr. 
Holton)  1443  (ii). 

Cavalry  Schools.  See  “  Militia.” 

Census  in  Manitoba  and  North-West  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Far¬ 
row)  149  (i). 

Census,  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  Mo.  21  (Mr.  Pope). 
1?  of  B.  and  Res.  prop.,  46  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  74  ; 
in  Com.  75  ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  125 ;  Res. 
agreed  to  and  2°  of  B.,  126  ;  in  Com.,  171 ;  consdn.  m. 
and  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  torecom.,  212  ;  neg. 
on  a  div.,  212  ;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  recom., 
213  ;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  120)  215  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to 
recom.,  215  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  215  ;  3Q*,  215  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Central  Bank  of  N.B.  B.  No.  40  (Mr.  Temple). 
1°*,  125;  2°*,  180  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  939  (ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Central  Ont.  Ry.  Co’s.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope) 
3458  ;  in  Com.,  3473  (iv). 

Central  Prison  of  Ont.  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  129  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  1^26  (ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and 
3°*  2402  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

Certificates  of  Liquor  granted  in  Co.  of  Halton  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McCraney)  67  (i). 

Chains,  Iron  or  Steel  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849 

GO- 

CHANGE  of  Names  inN.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tassi)  2359  (iii). 
Ghapleau,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  Outbreak  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of 
Postmaster,  &c.  :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  2359  (iii). 


Chenevert,  J.  A.,  employment  of  by  Pub.  Works  Dept.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  429  (i). 

Cherrier,  Geo.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  dismis¬ 
sal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 

China  and  porcelain  ware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means 
847  (ii). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  29, 
211  ;  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau)  234  (i). 

Chinese  Commission,  rooms  rented  and  payment  of  Secre¬ 
tary  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  567  (i). 

Chinese  Commission  :  M.  for  oopy  of  Commission,  Names 
of  Commissioners,  salary,  &c.  (Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 
Chinese  Immigration,  legislation  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  505,  632  (i). 

Chinese  Immigration  :  Deb.  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
3002;  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  3011;  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
3013;  (Mr.  Gordon)  3022;  (Mr.  Homer)  3022  (iv). 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  No.  124 
(Mr.  Chapleau).  1°,  1037  (ii) ;  wthdn,,  3023  (iv). 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  No.  156  (Mr. 
Chapleau).  Res.  (Chinese Interpreter)  prop.,  2421  (iii); 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  3023 ;  prop.  Res.  (Poll  Tax,  &o.)  2497 ; 

M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3002 ;  in  Com.,  3023  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3323;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050;  3°,  3075  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  71.) 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau). 
1°,  101 ;  Res.  prop.,  210  ;  Res.  (Letter  Carriers)  in  Com., 
270 ;  Res.  (C.  S.  Examiners,  &c.)  in  Com.,  273,  281 
(i)  ;  cone,  m.,  889 ;  cone,  in,  892 ;  2°  of  B.  m.,  1095  ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  1097-1130,  1281 ;  3°  m.,  1282  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  1282;  neg.  (Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  recom.,  1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107) 
1293 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  recom.,  1294 ;  neg.  (Y.  58, 

N.  104)  1296  ;  Amt,  (Mr.  Davies)  to  recom.,  1297 ;  neg. 
(Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lister)  to  recom., 
neg.  on  same  div.,  1303  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom., 
1303  ;  neg.  on  same  div.,  1304 ;  3°  on  a  div.,  1304  (ii)  ; 
M.  to  cone,  in  Senate  Amts.,  1823,  2396  (iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Civil  Service  Volunteers:  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Mac - 
donald)  3053  (iv). 

Cholera,  precautions  against  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  568  (i). 
Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  Engineers  Rep,: 

M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  28  (i). 
Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C.,  names,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Claims  of  Contractors  of  Sec,  B.  See  “  C.  P.  R.” 

Claims,  &c.,  of  Half-breeds  (Mr.  Blake).  See  “Half- 
breeds.” 

Claim  of  Staff  Commander  Bolton.  See  “  Bolton.” 
Claims  of  Man.  :  Me3s.  from  His  Ex.,  202  (i).  See  B.  155. 
Clark,  G.  M.  K.  (Judge)  Sums  paid  to  from  1879  to  ’84: 

M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  697  ;  Ques.,  235  (i). 
Clark,  Judge,  Rep.  re  Award  Sec.  B.  See  “  C.P.R.” 
Clarke’s  Crossing,  Arrival  of  Troops  at:  Telegrams 
read  (Mr.  Caron)  1205  (ii). 
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Clearing  Vessels  without  Harbor  Master’s  Certifi¬ 
cate:  Ques.  (Mr. Paint)  862  (ii). 

Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  :  Lists  of  Vacancies’ 
Writs  issued,  and  New  Members  returned,  1,  113  (i)> 
1192, 1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 

Clerks  of  Works.  See  “  Public  Works.” 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats  :  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2906  (iv). 
Cloyer  Point,  B.C.,  Telegraph  Cable  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr. 
Baker ,  Victoria )  1443  (ii); 

Coal  entered  Ex- warehouse,  Free,  or  for  Exportation  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Weldon )  100  (i). 

Coal,  Spring  Hill  Mines  :  M.  for  RQt.QILv. McMullen)  533(i). 
Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 

Charlton )  209  (i).  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Coal,  Purchase  of  for  Public  Buildings,  Quantity  and 
Value  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Kirk )  313  (i). 

Coal,  Tenders  to  Supply  Fog- whistles,  &o.,  in  Bay  of 
Fundy  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne )  533  (i). 
Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  protection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes )  1915  (iii). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  sums  paid  to  for  services  :  M.  for  Bet., 
(Mr.  McMullen )  699  (i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  B.  No.  126  (Mr. 
Pope).  Bes.  prop.,  451  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  892  ;  Bes.  cone, 
in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1064  (ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2399 
(iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  44.) 

Colonization  Co.'s  Modification  of  Agreements  :  Ques! 
(Mr.  Edgar )  2241  (iii). 

Colored  Labels  for  Fruit:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  857  (ii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  No.  117  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley ).  1°*,  832;  29,  1671;  Order  dschgd. 
and  B.  ref.  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  1677 
(ii)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2396  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  84.) 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2854  (iv). 

COMMITTEES : 

Bankruptcy  ;  M.  for  Sp.  Oom.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  47  ;  Mess. 

from  His  Ex.  referred  to  Com.,  102  (i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  :  M.  for  Com.  to  supervise,  28  (i). 

Library  :  M.  for  Joint  Com.  of  both  Houses,  36  (i). 

Select  Standing  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2  ;  M.  for  Com.  to 
prepare  lists,  27  j  Lists  presented,  30  ;  cone,  in,  32 ;  Remarks 
(Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Commissioners  on  Chinese  Difficulty  in  B.  C. :  M.  for 
Bet.  (Mr.  McMullen )  56  (i).  See  “  Chinese.” 
Commissioner  to  England.  See  “  High  Commissioner.” 
Commission,  I.  C.  B.  See  “  Bobertson,  J.  D.” 

Commission  on  Half-Breed  Claims.  See  “Half-Breeds.” 
COMMONS.  See  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Communication  with  Imp.  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (iii). 
Communication  with  P.  E.  I.  (Str.  Lansdowne)  :  in  Cora, 
of  Sup.,  927. 

Compensation  for  Losses:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  3321  (iv). 
COMPANIES : 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  :  M.  to  introd.  (Mr.  Townshend) 
349  (i). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  69. 
Galgaby,  Edmonton  and  Athabasca  Landing  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  73. 


COMPANIES — Continued. 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.’s  Liquidation  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  association.  See  B.  81. 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co,,  &c.  See  B.  9. 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  76. 
Colonization  Co.’s  Agreements,  Petitions,  &c.  ;  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Blake)  92  (i)  ;  Ques.,  1678  (ii),  2241  (iii). 

Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Association.  See  B.  66. 
Dominion  Drainage  Co.  See  B.  28. 

Erie  and  Niagara  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  9. 

Fort  Macleod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co.  See  B.  80. 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  Bridge  Co.  See  B.  60. 

Great  Westep.n  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  Junction  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  38; 
Halifax  Steam  Nav.  Co.,  moneys  paid  to  ;  M,  for  copies  of  Reps  , 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  77. 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society.  See  B.  114. 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.  See  B.  69. 

Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s  and  Building  Societies.  See  B.  66. 
International  Coal  Co.  See  B.  51. 

International  Ferries.  See  B.  17. 

Kootenay  Ry.  Co.  op  B.C.  See  B.  83. 

Lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Co,  See  B.  24. 

London  Life  Insurance  Co.  See  B.  76. 

Manitoba  Central  Ry.  Co.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  862  (ii). 

Manitoba  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.  of  Canada.  See  Bs.  74 
and  147. 

Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  72. 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reports  Made  to  Govt.  ;  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Platt)  124  (i). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co. 
See  B.  63. 

Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ky.  andStmbt.  Co. 
See  B.  147. 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Navigation  Co.  See  B.  61. 

River  St.  Clair  Ry.,  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.  See  B.  8. 

Rook  Lake,  Souris  and  Brandon  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  110. 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.  See  B.  43. 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co.  See  B.  79. 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Co.  See  B.  52. 

South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  37. 

West  Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  94. 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry,  Co.  See  Bs.  82  and  91. 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  23. 

(See  Bs.  147,  158  and  164.] 

Conally,  Capt.  See  “  Dummy  Lighthouse.” 
CONCURRENCE.  See  “  Supply.” 

Consolidated  Five  per  cent.  Loan  :  M.  for  Hot.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 

Consolidated  Fund,  Receipts  and  Expenditure  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 
Congregational  Missionary  Societies’  Confirm¬ 
ation  B.  No.  54  (Mr.  Abbott).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  259  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  34.) 
Consolid.  Inland  Eeyenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146 
(Mr.  Costigan).  Res.  prop.,  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Ree., 
2526  ;  in  Com.,  2528;  1°*  of  B.,  2529  ;  2°  m.,  2935  ; 
2°*,  2536  (iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2968 ;  3°,  3002 ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Son.  Amts.,  3435  (iv).  (48-49  Vic,  c.  62.) 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act  Amt-  B-  No-  20  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley).  1°,  46  ;  2°,  126  (i)  ;  in  Com,,  2430  ; 
Order  for  3°,  2532  ;  deb.  adjd.,  2533  (iii)  ;  ref.  back  to 
Com.,  2768  ;  3°,  2770  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  49.) 
Consolid  Militia  Act  Amt-  B.No.  152  (Mr.  Caron). 
1°,  2853 ;  2°  m.,  3045 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3046 ;  3°* 
3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  72.) 
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Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  30  (Mr. 

Wells).  1°,  101  (i). 

Consolid  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  35  (Mr. 

Bergeron).  1°*,  113  (i). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  Ill  (Mr. 

Mulock).  1°,  742,  (i). 

Consolid.  of  the  Statutes,  Hep.  of  Commissioners  :  pre¬ 
sented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  32  (i). 
Constitutionality  of  Can.  Temp.  Act.  See  “  Lughrin.” 
Contracts  for  Printing  since  1867  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
( Rykert )  246  (i). 

Contingencies,  Deptl.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  916,  921,  923, 
925,  927  (ii). 

Controverted  Elections  Acts  Amt.  Bill  No.  98 

(Mr.  Mulock).  1°,  605  (i). 

Controverted  Elections.  .See  “Elections”  and  respective 
Districts  ;  also  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Copyright,  Law  of  :  prop.  Ees.  respecting  (Mr.  Edgar) 
708  (i). 

Correspondents  Dismissed  from  Camp.  See  “  Distur¬ 
bance  in  the  N.  W.” 

Cornwall  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 
Corpus  Ciiristi,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ) 
2301  (iii). 

Cogte,  Louis  and  Eugene,  Employment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lister)  1131  (ii) 

Cotton  Bed-quilts:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Cotton  Yarns  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
County  Court  Judoes’  Salaries  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Holton)  3075 
(iv). 

County  Court  Judge,  Man.,  Salary  Provision  B. 

No.  162  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ).  Eos.  prop.,  3395  ; 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3435  ;  1°*  of  B  ,  3436  ;  2°*  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Court  of  Claims  for  Canada  B.  3$o.  93  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin).  1°,  449  (i)  ;  prop.  Ees.,  777  (ii)  ;  Order 
for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2439  (iii). 

Court  of  Ry.  Commissioners  B.  No- 12  (Mr.  McCar¬ 
thy).  1°,  40  (i). 

Cox,  Geo.  Branford,  Relief  B.  No.  138  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron).  1°  on  a  div.,  1473 ;  2°  on  a  div.,  1566 ; 
in  Com.  and  3°,  on  a  div.,  1723  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  85.) 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  B.  No.  57  (Mr.  Ouimet).  1®, 
170  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Assault  and  Battery)  B. 

No.  42  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°*,  125;  2°m.,218;  deb.  adjd., 
219  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Burglary,  &c.)  B.  No.  71 

(Mr.  Robinson,  Hastings).  1°,  210  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt  (Burglary,  &c )  B.  No.  136 

(Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings).  1°,  1335  (ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Disorderly  Houses)  B.  No. 

56  (Mr.  Ouimet).  1°,  170  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Law  of  Evidence)  B.  No.  6 

(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron).  1°*,  29;  2°  m.,  176;  consdn, 


resmd.,  180 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  182 ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  87)  187  ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  187 ;  in 
Com.,  496  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Amyot)  to  recom.,  neg.  (Y.  34, 
N.  76)  504;  3°*,  616  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Seduction,  &c.)  B.  No.  123 

(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  I0*,  1037  (ii) ;  2°  and  in 
Com.,  2767 ;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  58,  N. 
72)  2767  ;  3°*,  2768  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  82.) 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Seduction,  &c.)  B.  No.  27 
(Mr.  Charlton).  1°,  76  ;  2°  m.,  619  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Summary  Convictions)  B. 

No.  41  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°,  125;  2°,  892  (ii). 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Summary  Proceedings) 
B.  No.  128  (Mr*  Small).  1°*,  1130  (ii)  ;  Order  for 
2°  transferred  to  Govt.  Orders,  2420  (iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2827 ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  2829  (iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (unguarded  Holes  in  the 
Ice)  B.  No.  22  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton).  I0*,  57  ; 
2°,  131  ;  in  Com.,  150;  Order  dschgd.  and  ref.  to  Sel. 
Com.,  496  (i). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  of  in 
French:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gigaull)  246  (i). 

Criminal  Libel.  “  See  Saunders  and  Wood.” 

Criminal  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (ii). 

Criticisms  of  Press  as  to  Cause  of  Disturbances  in  the 
North-West,  and  Slur  upon  French  Members  Com¬ 
manding  Battalions  :  Eemarks  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny)  887  (ii) 

Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of  re  Indian  Sympathy  with  Half- 
breeds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  B.  No.  47  (Mr. 

Charlton).  1°*,  147  (i). 

Cullers,  Supervisor  of.  See  “  Supervisor  of  Cullers.” 
Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B. 
No.  154  (Mr.  Costigan).  Ees.  prop.,  2419 ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2475  (iii)  ;  1°,  2°  and  in  Com.,  3043 ; 
3°*,  3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Cumberland  :  Yacancy  in  the  Eepresentation,  Warrant 
issued  and  Eeturn  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Customs  and  Excise  Duties  Acts  Amt.  B.  No. 

157  (Mr.  Bowell).  1°,  3250 ;  2°*,  3434 ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  3435  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c  61.) 

CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE  : 

Animal  Charcoal,  importations  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  533  (i). 
Appraiser  and  Inland  Rev.  Collector  at  Summerside  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Yeo )  350  (i). 

Beet-root  Sugar,  importations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  744  (i). 

Bonded  Machinery  in  Use  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  3320  (iv). 
Brouseau  &  Lisabelle,  Frauds  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 
Collections  in  Algoma  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i). 

Customs  and  Excise  Duties.  See  B.  157. 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  3073  (iv). 

Detectives  or  Police  in  NS.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii). 
Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  139  (i). 

Duties,  collection  of  unauthorised  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  427  (i). 
Duties,  imposition  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 

Duty  on  Grain,  abolition  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Middlesex)  54  (i), 
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CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE — Continued, 

Excise  Doties  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3294;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 
Excise  Revenue  for  6  months,  1884-85:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  290  (i). 

Excise  Revenue  for  May,  1884  and  1885  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  2531  (iii). 

Export  Duty  on  Oak,  Pine,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Fines  exacted,  &o.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  increased  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  148  (i).~ 
Flour,  Corn,  &c.,  imported  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex) 
56  (i). 

French  Canadian  Employes  in  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges) 
1914;  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

Imports  for  Consumption  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
30  (i). 

Mackenzie,  J.  L.,  Violation  of  Customs  Laws  :  M  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  School  Books  entered  under  value  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 

Montreal,  Seizures  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Port  Mulgrave  A3  a  sub-port  :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Kirk)  2750  (iv). 
Prison  Manufactures,  importation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Platt)  2169  (iii). 
Rails,  importation  of  by  G.T.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1666  (ii). 
Rice,  increased  Duties  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  695  (i). 
Richibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business:  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Ridgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &o.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Casey)  532  (ii). 

School  Books  consigned  by  Nelson  &  Son:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wallace)  1443  (ii). 

Seizures  at  N.S.  Ports  of  Entry  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Stairs) 
532  (i). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  Bond  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3371  j  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Costigan)  3395  (iv). 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  payment  of  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
632  (i). 

Toronto,  Seizure  of  School  Books  at  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
1443  (ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Memorials  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son,  Brant)  532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son,  Brant)  138  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duties  in  N.S. :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Wines,  Spirits,  Ale,  &o.,  imported  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
313  (i). 

Winnipeg,  Seizures  at  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  293 
(i)  ;  M.  for  Ret.,*  1443  (ii). 

[See  “Ways  and  Means.’’] 

Cutlery  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  845  (ii). 

Damask  of  Cotton  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  858  (ii)i 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1130  (ii). 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther,  Relief  B.  No.  84  (Mr. 

White,  Cardwell).  1°  on  a  div.,  226;  M.  to  fix  day  for 
2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  226  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  567  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  37.) 

DEBATES,  Official  Eep  :  M.  (Mr.  Bowell)  for  Sel.  Com., 
28;  First  Eep.  presented  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  32;  M. 
to  cone,  in  Second  Eepi,  40 ;  Delay  in  distributing 
Daily  Issue  to  Newspapers,  595  ;  Delay  in  distributing 
French  Translation,  746  (ii)  ;  Ms.  to  cone,  in  Third 
Eep.,  2168  (iii),  3359  ;  Omissions  from,  3249,  3474  ;  M. 
to  cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.,  3458 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765, 
cone.,  3372  (iv). 

Debt  of  the  Dominion  .  See  “  Capital  Account.” 


Debt  of  Canada,  Floating  and  Unfunded  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton )  2465  (iii). 

Debt,  floating  and  unsecured,  of  C.P.E. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  219  (i),  1677  (ii). 

Debt  of  North  American  Contracting  Co.  toC.P.R.  t 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145. 

De  Chene,  Capt.  A.  M.,  Enquiry  respecting  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Complaint*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Deepening  of  Bras  St.  Nicholas  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pets., 
(Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Deep-Water  Fisheries  off  Coast  of  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  3073  (iv). 

Delaney,  Gowanlock  and  other  Prisoners,  Rescue  of  s 
Telegram  from  Gen.  Middleton  (read)  2357  (iii). 

Deptl.  Clerks,  delay  in  Payment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Deptl.  Contingencies:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914-927  (ii). 
Deposits,  Govt.  See  “  Banks  and  Banking.” 

Deputy  Speaker  :  M.  appointing  Malachy  Daly,  Esq.,  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  72  (i)  ;  Salary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3351,  3353  (iv).  See  B.  26. 

Desaulniers,  Mr.  A.  L. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Re¬ 
turn  of,  1  (i). 

Despatches,  Official,  respecting  Engagements  in  the 

N. W.,  2169,  2199  (iii). 

Despatches.  See  “  Middleton,  Genl.” 

Detectives,  Customs,  in  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii), 
Dewdney,  Lieut.-Gov.,  Communications  with  Govt.  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv) . 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884 :  M.  for 
Ret*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 

Dingman,  M.  A.  See  “Indians.” 

Disallowance  of  Provincial  Acts  :  M.  for  copies  of 

O. C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Discovery  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  on:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 

Disorderly  Houses,  B.  No.  56  (Mr.  Ouimet).  l0*, 
170  (i). 

Dispute^  between  Mr.  Tilton  and  Staff  Commander 
Bolton:  M.  for  Rep.  of  Auditor  Genl.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
135  ;  M.  for  Ret.,*  312  (i). 

Disputed  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  Imperial  Legislation  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  51,  115  (i)  ;  2854,  2998,  3321 ;  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3437  (iv). 

Disputed  Ter.,  Indian  Title  to,  information  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  594  (i). 

DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W: 

AndrI;  Father,  Lettfr  from,  in  Jan.,  1883  :  Qubb.  (Mr,  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Arms,  description  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  814  (ii). 

Assistance  to  families  of  Militiamen  :  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  894  (ii). 

Assistance  to  Settlers  through  Rebellion  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross) 
2854  (iv). 

Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  Indignities  committed  by  Volun¬ 
teers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Desjardins)  2998  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal) 
3425  (iv). 

Batoche,  Engagement  at,  despatch  respecting  :  Read  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1380  (ii). 
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DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W.—  Continued. 

Battle  of  Batoche,  Telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton,  giving 
details  :  Read  (Mr.  Caron)  1822  ;  second  despatch,  1835  (iii). 
Big  Bear,  Release  of  Prisoners  by  :  Tel.  read  (Mr.  Caron)  2750  (iv). 
Carriage  of  War  Supplies  by  American  Railways,  839  (ii). 
Chapleau,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  Outbreak  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Civil  Service  Volunteers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Edgar)  3043  (iv). 
Clarke’s  Crossing,  arrival  of  Troops  at  :  Telegrams  read  (Mr. 
Caron)  1205  (ii). 

Compensation  for  Losses:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross) 3321  (iv). 
Correspondents,  Dismissal  of  from  Camp  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1608  (ii). 

Cost  of  Expedition  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1678  (ii). 

Crowfoot,  Communication  from  :  Read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
1038  (ii). 

Crozier,  Supt.,  Rep.  of,  re  Indian  Sympathy  with  Half-breeds  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake),  3425  (iv). 

Dewdney,  Gov.  Communications  with  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Dumas,  Michel,  Appointment  of  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Dumont,  Gabriel  :  Extradition  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2358 ; 

Ferry  License  Granted  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at:  Telegram  read  and  Despatch  of 
Troops,  790  (ii). 

Duck  Lake,  Rep.  of  Fight  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  1743  (iii). 
Expenses.  See  B.  149. 

Fort  Pitt,  Disaster  at:  Confirmation  of  News  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  1281 :  Tel.,  1301  (ii). 

Free  Transport  of  Bodies  of  Volunteers  Killed:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2029  (iii). 

Frog  Lake,  Massacre  at  :  Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  994  (ii). 
Funeral  Expenses  of  Aohille  Blais  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langlier)  2169  (iii). 
Gatling  Guns  for  use  ofTroops  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings) 
813  (ii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.W.,  Communications  with  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Grandin,  Bishop,  communication  from  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3321, 
3423  (iv). 

Half-breed  Commission  :  Letter  read  from  Mr.  Street  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  1607  ;  work  of  (remarks)  1566  (ii). 

Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  in  1884  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Imp.  Govt.,  Communication  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (iii). 
Indemnity  to  Members  in  the  field  :  Prop.  M.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell) 
812  (ii). 

Indians  at  Ft.  Qu’Appelle,  Loyalty  of  :  .Telegram  read  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  1320  (ii). 

Indians  at  Touchwood  :  Telegram  read  (Mr.  Caron)  1566  (ii). 
Insurgents,  Disposition  of,  by  Genl.  Middldton  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Isbester,  James,  appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Leduo,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communications  with  Govern¬ 
ment  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Luxuries  for  the  Volunteers,  forwarding  of  :  Remarks,  968  (ii). 
Memorials,  &o.,  respecting  Grievances,  Answers  to  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Instructions  issued  to,  respecting  Insurgents  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2169  (iii).  See  “Middleton”  for  Despatches. 
Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1566  (ii). 
Mounted  Police  Officers,  Reps,  from  of  Engagements  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

North-West  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed  Claims:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Official  Despatches  respecting  Engagements,  2169  (iii),  2999  (iv), 
Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements,  Reps,  of  Messrs. 

Russell  and  Aldous:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Land,  Settlers  and  Squatters 
Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 


DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W.—  Continued. 

Organization  of  Companies  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474; 
Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816  (ii). 

Otter's,  Col.,  March  to  Battleford:  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron) 
1386  (ii). 

Ouimbt's,  Col.,  Absence  from  Duty:  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron) 
1167,  1205  (ii). 

Pillage  of  Houses  of  Half-breeds  by  Volunteers:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  2169  (iii). 

Personal  Explanation  (Mr.  Caron)  966 ;  Remarks,  968  (ii). 
Petitions  and  Res.,  &c.,  Half-breeds  and  Settlers  Claims  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Poundmaker  and  other  Indians,  Despatch  from  Genl.  Middleton 
Announcing  Capture  :  Read  (Mr.  Caron)  2139  (iii). 
Poundmaker,  Skirmish  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1646 ;  Telegram 
from  Herchmer :  Read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  1649  (ii). 
Prisoners,  Surrender  of,  by  Poundmaker  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2065  (iii). 

Prisoners  held  for  Trial  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3443  (iv). 
Qu’Appelle  Half-Breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsh  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Raid  on  Houses  at  Battleford  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
889  (ii). 

Relief  of  Destitute  Families  (remarks)  3321. 

Religious  Rites  Refused  Prisoners  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake) 
2998  (iv). 

Rescue  of  Mrs.  Delaney,  Qowanlock  and  other  Prisoners  :  Tele- 
gram  from  Genl.  Middleton  read  (Mr.  Caron)  2367  (iii). 
Rewards  for  Bravery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  2359  (iii). 

Riel,  Capture  of,  Telegram  from  General  Middleton  :  Read  (Mr. 
Caron)  1895  (vol.  iii). 

Riel’s  Proposal  to  accept  money:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 
Riel,  Trial  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2368  (iii). 

River  Lot  claims,  settlement  of,  Mr.  Pearce’s  letter  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

St.  Laurent,  Land  and  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 
St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Pet.  from  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Schmidt,  answer  to  Letter  of  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake)  3424  (iv). 
Scott's,  Col.,  Battalion  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  1064  (ii). 

Stoney  Indian  rising  :  Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  863  (ii). 
Surveys  of  River  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  ;  mode  of  (Ques.)  3424  (iv). 

TACHk,  Archbishop,  communication  from  re  Half-breeds  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Trial  of  Prisoners  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3440  (iv). 

Troops,  Movements  of,  838,  872,  887;  Telegram  from  Col. 
Amyot,  1328  (ii). 

VfiGBEviLLE,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 
Volunteers,  Recognition  of  Services  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2029, 
2170  (iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3370  (iv). 

Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volunteers  :  (Mr. 

Caron)  3459  ;  Res.,  3463  (iv). 

Want  of  Confidence  Res.  See  “Ways  and  Means.” 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  of,  by  American  Railways  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  836  (ii). 

Williams,  Col.,  Death  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron)  and  Tel.  read 
from  Genl.  Middleton,  3073  (iv). 

[See  “  Half-breeds,”  “Dominion  Lands,”  &c.] 

DIVISIONS: 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  :  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg. 
(Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills) 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  79)  2968  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3000  ; 
neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &o.  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan)  :  on  M, 
to  cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.  of  W.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y. 
42,  N.  60)  2751  (iv). 
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DIVISIONS— Continued. 

Animals,  Infectious,  &c  ,  Diseases  Affecting  B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  : 
on  M.  for  3°,  Amts,  to  recom.  (Mr.  Sutherland ,  Oxford)  1321  ; 
agreed  to  (T.  131,  N.  16)  1324;  (Mr.  Hulock)  1324;  neg.  (Y. 
64,  N.  90)  1327;  (Mr.  Catudil)  1327  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ; 
(Mr.  Casey)  1328;  neg.  (Y.  64,  W.  94)  1332;  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
1332;  neg.  (Y.  60,  N.  88)  1334;  (Mr.  Davies)  neg.  (Y.  60,  N. 
81)  1334  (ii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  Compensation  to:  Prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Kranz)  236;  Amt.  (Mr.  Fisher)  agreed  to  (Y.  105,  N.  74)  253  (i). 
Canada  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  :  on  M.  for  2°, 
Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951  ;  neg.^(Y.  17,  N.  109)  954  ;  2° agreed  to  (Y. 
108,  N,  15)  954  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1047 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amts,  to 
recom.  (Mr.  Hickey)  1061 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  68,  N.  64)  1054  ;  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  1059;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  (ii) ;  on 
consdn.  of  Ben.  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  2645;  neg.  (Y.  75, 
N.  84)  2647  ;  Amt.,  2648  ;  neg.;(Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651 ;  Amt.  neg. 
(Y.  75,  N.  90)  2552 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small)  2660  ;  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  86) 
2670  (iv), 

C.  P.  R.  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B  153  (Mr.  Pope)  :  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  2643;  neg.  i(Y.  51,  N.  100) 
2723  ;  on  M.  to  rec.  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.,  Amts.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2861  (Mr.  Casey)  2862  ;  neg  (Y.  65) 
N.  91)  2863;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2863;  neg.  Y.  65,  N.  89)  2864;  (Mr. 
Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865  ;  (Mr.  Watson)  2865, 
neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  ;  3°  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294  (iv). 
O.  P.  R.  Trestles  and  Bridges  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  100 ; 

Amt.  (Mr.  HcLelan)  agreed  to  (Y.  101,  N.  54)  112  (i). 

Census  of  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope) :  on  consdn.  of  B  , 
Amt.  to  recom.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  213;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N. 
120)  216  (i). 

Chairman  of  Committee’s  Ruling  :  Appeal  (Mr.  Edgar)  from  deci¬ 
sion  to  House;  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  76,  N.  46)  1513  (ii);  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1924  (iii). 
Ciyil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  :  on  M.  for  3°, 
Amt.  3  m.h.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1282  ;  neg.  (Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  ; 
Amts,  to  recom.  (Mr.  Casey)  1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  69,  N.  107)  1293 ; 
(Mr  Blake)  1294;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  104)  1296;  (Mr.  Davies) 
1297  ;  neg  (Y.  67,  N.  103)  1301  ;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Mulock) 
1303;  neg.  on  same  div.  (ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Law  of  Evidence)  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  :  on  M.  for  2°,  Amt.  6  m.  h.  (Mr.  Tapper)  182  ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  87)  187 ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  to  recom.  (Mr.  Amyot)  ■ 
neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  76)  504  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Offences  against  the  Person)  B.  123  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  :  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  rais¬ 
ing  age  of  consent  in  girls,  neg.  (Y.  68,  N.  72)  2767  (iv). 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther,  Relief  B.  84  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  :  M. 

to  fix  day  for  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  226  (i). 

Debates,  Official  Reps.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  cone,  in 
Third  Rep.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Tasse)  3665  ;  neg.  (Y.  18,  N.  127)  3369  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  3361;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  82)  3369; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  3370  (iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt,  advances  to:  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
censuring  Govt.,  363  ;  neg.  (Y.  69,  N.  118)  394  (i). 

Factories  Regulation,  &o.,  of  Labor  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin) :  on  M. 
to  rame.  adjd.  deb.,  Amt.  to  substitute  B.  92  (Can.  Temp.  Act) 
940  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (ii). 

Franchise,  Electoral,  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
28,  Amt  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137  ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104) 
1166  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1171  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204  ;  2° 
agreed  to  (Y.  Ill,  N.  63)  1277  ;  on  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96)  3053  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3053  ; 
Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  3056  ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3068  ; 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3058  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060  ;  (Mr.  Watson) 
neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96) 
3061  ;  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17)  3062;  Amts.  (Mr.  Langelier ) 
neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063  ;  (Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89) 
3063  ;  (Mr.  Trow)  3063  ;  teg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3004  ;  (Mr.  Arm¬ 
strong)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  neg. 
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(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065 ;  (Messrs.  McCraney  and  Innes)  neg.  (Y.  38, 
N.  87)  3065  ;  (Messrs.  Cameron  [ Middlesex ]  and  Langelier)  neg, 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  ;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Cameron,  Huron)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3067  ;  (Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fairbank)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  (Messrs.  Paterson  [Brant]  and  Oillmor) 
neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069  ;  (Messrs.  Holton  and  Fisher)  nag. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  3  m.  h.  (Mr.  Mills) 
3071  ;  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072  (iv).  • 

Half-Breed  Grievances  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Means,  756 ;  (Y.  57,  N.  122)  771  (i)  ;  Res.  (Mr.  Blake) 
censuring  Govt.,  3110  ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  105)  3213  (iv) 

Hatzfeld,  Geo.  Louis  Emil,  Divorce  B,  107  (Mr.  Kilvert)  :  2® 
agreed  to  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  on  Order  for 
3«,  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake)  2890  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893  ;  further 
Amts.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  on  same  div.,  2894  (iv). 

Library  of  Parliament  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65)  2763  ;  3®  on  same 
div.  reversed,  2763  (iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  2°  m.,  266  { 
neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (i). 

Public  Expenditure  :  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in  Amt.  to 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  ;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (iv). 
Representation  of  the  N.  W.  T.  in  Parlt.  :  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  iu  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404;  neg  (Y.  35,  N.  77) 
3408  (iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  :  Prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier ) 
189 ;  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  agreed  to  (Y.  104,  N.  49)  200  (i). 
Speaker,  Deputy,  appointment  B.  26  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  :  on 
Prop.  Res.,  Amt.  to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.  (Mr.  Blake)  70  ;  neg  (Y. 
59,  N.  121)  72  (i). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  :  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.  of  W.,  Amts.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401 ;  neg. 
(Y.  40,  N.  83)  3403 ;  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79)  3404; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3057  ;  Amts,  to  Amt,  (Mr.  Langelier)  3266  ; 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  101)  3292  ;  (Mr.  Lesage)  3292  ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N. 
101)  3292  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  J35.  N.  101)  2292. 
(iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limitation  B.  3  (Mr. 

Landry,  Montmagny ):  2°  m.,  151;  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (i). 
Washington  Treaty  and  Reciprocity:  Res.  (Mr.  Davies)  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  995;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  98)  1023  (ii). 

DIVORCE : 

Court,  Creation  of  a:  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  77  (i). 

Cox,  George  Branford.  See  B.  Ho.  142. 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther.  See  B.  No.  84. 

Evans,  Alice  Elvira.  See  B.  No.  106. 

Evidence  in  Oases  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Jackson)  428  (i). 

Hatzfeld,  George  Louis  Emil.  See  B.  No.  107. 

Terry,  Fairy  Emily  Jane.  See  B.  No.  97. 

Dodge,  Brenthon,  op  Iyentville,  N.S.,  dismissal  op  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat )  1442  (ii). 

Dominion  and  Provincial  Franchises,  Despatch  from 
Mr.  Fielding:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  2170  (iii). 

“  Dominion  Annual  Register,”  payments  on  account  op: 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  McCraney)  1443  (ii). 

Dominion  Buildings  in  Charlottetown,  construction  of  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii). 

Dominion  Day,  Sitting  op  the  House  on:  Quea.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2773  (iv). 

Dominion  Drainage  Co.’s  incorp-  B.  No.  28  (Mr. 

Haggart).  i0*,  88;  2°*,  113  (i) ;  M.  for  Com.,  1007; 
deb.  adjd.,  1008;  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (ii);  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  3053  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  95.) 

Dominion  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (ii). 
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Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Asso¬ 
ciation  B.  No.  55  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell),  1°*,  110  i 
2°*  246  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1210  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 

e.  93.) 

DOMINION  LANDS: 

Agencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3316  (iv). 

Agricultural,  Timber,  Pasture  and  Mineral  Lands  and  Town 
Sites  :  M.  for  Rat.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Bell  &  Kavanagh  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  0.  C.  (Mr. 

Cameron ,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
209  (i). 

Dumont’s  Lot  on  the  Saskatchewan  :  Ques.(Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii). 

Forests,  Protection  op,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Rep.  ;  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Frauds,  &c.,  in  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915,  2170  (iii). 

Frauds  and  Irregularities  in  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915, 
2170  (iii). 

Gracing  Land  Leases  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Homesteads  within  Rt.  Belt  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  479  (i). 

Indian  Lands  acquired  by  Govt,  in  Ont.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  Vjger  Agency  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  1443  (ii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Co.  op  Peel  :  M.  for  List  (Mr.  Paterson , 
Brant)  147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Tp.  op  Toronto  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  Fleming) 
147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Trafalgar  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  McCraney) 
533  (i). 

Indian  Reserves  in  B.O.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i)  ; 
Purchase  of  by  Govt. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,*  1443  (ii). 

Islands  in  the  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  op,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wood ,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 
(Mr.  Blake)  92.  See  B.  147. 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt,  B.C.,  and  Homestead  Act  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Hesson) 
289  (i). 

Land  Sales,  Receipts  on  account  op  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  2854  (iv). 

Land  Sales,  &c.,  South  op  24-Mile  Belt:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  2530  (iii). 

Lands  Sold  or  Leased  for  Timber,  Logs,  &o.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  40  (i). 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  op  Lake  Superior  :  M.  for  O.C. , 
&c.  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner:  M.  for 
O.C.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant)  147  (i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers  in  Prince  Albert  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
964  (ii). 

Plans  and  Survexs  op  St.  Laurent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Township  Surveys  :  Ques.  (Mr  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Prince  Albert,  Claims  op  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii), 
2358  (iv). 

Qu’Appelle  Valley  Farming  Co.’s  Agreement:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
816  (ii). 

Rt.  Lands  in  B.C.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443. 

Revenue  for  Seven  Months,  1884-85 :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  290  (i). 

Richelieu  County,  Dom.  Properties  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Massue) 
147  (i). 

River  Lot  Claims,  N.W.T. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Biake)  3424  (iv). 

Sales  for  1884-85 :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3072  (iv). 

Settlers’  or  Squatters’  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Surveys  and  Plans,  Battlepord  and  Edmonton  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2357  (iii). 

Surveys  and  Examination  op  Returns  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (iv). 


DOMINION  LANDS — Continued. 

St.  Albert  River  Lots,  Surveys:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

St.  Laurent,  Surveys  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Timber  Dues  in  B.C  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2240. 

Timber  Licenses  or  Berths  in  B.  C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
210  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits:  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  30,  121 
(i),  863  (ii). 

[ See  also  “  Half-breeds  ”  and  “  Indians.”] 

Dominion  License  Act,  working  of  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr,  Ber¬ 
geron)  307  (i). 

Dominion  Notes,  Issue  and  Redemption:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (ii). 

Dominion  Rifle  Association  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 
Doninion  Properties  in  County  of  Richelieu  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Massue)  147. 

DOMINION  STEAMERS.  See  “  Marine,”  “  Supply,”  &c. 
Dominion  Subsidies  to  the  Provs.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 

(Mr.  Aymot)  303  (i).  See  “Subsidies.” 

Doutre,  J.,  re  Halifax  Commission:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3392  (iv). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 

Drawback  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr. 
Weldon)  100  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs,  and  Scows,  Building  of:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  53  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs,  Barges,  &c,,  on  Red  River  :  M.  for  Ret  * 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Drill  Pay,  &o.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (iv). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenders  for  construction  of  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 
Druggists’  Licenses  under  Can.  Temp.  Act  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McCraney)  1306  (ii). 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement  of  Construction, 

B.  No.  108  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  1°,  693  (i) ;  2° 
and  in  Com.,  894;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  5). 
See  B.  7. 

Drugs.  See  “  Adulteration.” 

Duck:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 

Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  Rep.  of:  Telegrams  read 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  790;  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal)  1567 
(ii) ;  (Mr.  Trow)  1743  (iii). 

Dumas,  Michel,  Appointment  of  as  Farm  Instructor  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  293  (i). 

Dumont,  Extradition  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2358  (iii). 
Dumont,  Gabriel,  Ferry  License  Granted  to  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  of  by 
Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Papers,  &c.  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brani)  147  (i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  Sale  and  Transfer 
B.  No.  120  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  451  (i)  ; 
cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B,,  892  (ii)  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B. 
wthdn,  2396  (iii). 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  erection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain, 
Wentworth )  290  (i). 
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Duties,  Collection  of  Unauthorized  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake)  427  (i). 

Duties,  Imposition  of,  in  Old  Prov.  of  Canada  :  M.  for 
Ret. ^Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 

Duties  of  Customs  and  Excise.  See  “  Customs.” 

Dutton  Grain,  Abolition  of:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Cameron ,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 

Duties  on  Fish  exported  to  the  U.S. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Davies)  831  (i). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Duties  Collected  on  Wheat,  Flour,  &c.,  in  N.S. :  M. 
for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow) 
57  (i). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses,  C.P.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  816  (ii). 

Earthenware  and  Stoneware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (ii) . 

Earnings,  C.P.R.,  Main  Line  and  Leased  Lines  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Easter,  adjmt.  for:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  713  (i)  ;  M.  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin)  888  (ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry., Earnings  and  Working  Expenses  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  148;  M.  for  Stmnt.*, 
313  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300,  3384  (iv). 

Eastern  Section  C.P.R.,  Quantities,  &c.,  Engineers’ 
Estimates  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Blake)  299,  302  (i). 
Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D. :  Certificate  and  Election  and  Return  of,  1. 
Education  of  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Iiirk)  1443  (ii). 
Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Land  Co.’s  Agent  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii)  ;  Tp.  Surveys,  2171  (iii) . 
Egypt  .  See  “  Yoyagettrs  .  ” 

Election  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451  (iv). 

Election  of  Members  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  14  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron).  1°,  41  (i). 

ELECTIONS,  CONTROVERTED  : 

Lennox:  Judge’s  Rep.  and  Certificate,  1. 

Levis  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  593  (i). 

Nobthomberland  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  693  (i). 

Soulanges  .-  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  1. 

West  Middlesex  :  Judge’s  Rep.  and  Judgment,  1. 

Elections  since  General  Election,  1878  :  Date  of  certifi¬ 
cates,  date  of  receipt,  issue  of  Speaker’s  warrants, 
receipt,  &c  ,  M.  for  Stmnt  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Electoral  Franchise.  See  “Franchise.” 

Elgin  County  Judge,  Case  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson) 
98  (i). 

Elgin  Station,  L’Islet,  Erection  of  .  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
148  (i). 

Elgin.  See  “  Refund  of  Bonuses.” 

Emerson,  Town  j>f,  Govt,  aid  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  148  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Claims,  &c.,*  448  (i). 
Employment  of  Prisoners.  See  “  Prison  Labor,” 
Employment  of  Women  and  Children  in  Fac¬ 
tories  B.  No.  2  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  29 ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd,  362  (i).  See  B.  85, 


Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion:  Ques.  (Mr.  Boss) 
2854  (iv). 

Erie  and  Niagara  Ry.  Co.  See  “Canada  Southern.” 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  Length  of  :  Qes.  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria)  743 ;  Substitution  of  Granite  for  Sand¬ 
stone  :  Ques.,  743  (i).  See  B.  7. 

Essex  Centre  to  Kingsville  Harbor  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458  (iv). 

ESTIMATES,  The,  for  1885-86,  presented :  (Mr.  Bowell) 
289  (i)  ;  Suppl,,  3359  ;  Further  Suppl.,  3423  ;  Suppl.  for 
1884  85,  2820  (iv). 

Etchemin  River  Line,  Survey  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
350  (i). 

Evans,  Alice  Elvira  Relief  B.  No.  108  (Mr.  Edgar). 
1°  on  a  div.,  672  ;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°  on  adiv.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  39). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  :  Res.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  censuring  Govt.,  295,  deb.  rsmd.,  363 ; 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  367,  391 ;  (Mr.  Holton)  368  ;  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  369  ;  (Mr.  Midock)  370  ;  (Mr.  Ives)  372  ;  (Mr. 
Blake)  373  ;  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  380;  (Mr.  Davies) 
384 ;  ( Mr.  Macmaster)  387 ;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Me ^ 
Mullen)  390  ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  392 ;  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  ;  393  (i). 

Exchange  Bank  of  Canada,  Govt.  Claim  Against  :  Ques. 
(Mr,  Holton)  89  (i). 

Excise  Duties  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3294;  cone.* 
3470  (iv). 

Excise.  See  “  Customs.” 

Exhibitions.  See  “  Antwerp,”  “  Colonial  ”  and  “  Dom¬ 
inion.” 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  6 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  176  ;  (Mr.  Tupper)  180 ;  on  Amt4 
6  m.  h.  (Mr.  Woodicorth)  182  ;  (Mr.  Lister)  184;  (Mr4 
Beaty)  185;  (Mr.  Fleming)  186  (i).  See  B.  6. 

Evidence  in  Divorce  Cases  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Jackson)  428  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  Canals,  &c.,  in  B.  C.,  N.  W.  T.  and 
other  Provinces  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 

Expenditure  on  Account  of  C.  P.  R. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  145  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Branch  Lines  of  C.  P.  R.,  &c.,  Cost  of 
Equipment,  &c.  :  M.  forStmnls*  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Expenditure  on  MainLine  between  Callander  and  Port 
Arthur  and  Selkirk  and  Kamloops:  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Expenditure  to  Complete  Government  construction  on 

C.  P.  R. :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Extension  of  C.  P.  R.  to  Canadian  Ports  on  Atlantic, 
Vernon  Smith’s  Rep.:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Lesage) 
294  (i). 

Extension  of  C.  P.  R.  to  Quebec,  Papers,  &o.  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  1677  (ii).  B.  2239  (iii). 

Expense  B.  See  “  N.  W.  T.” 

Expenses  of  Election  under  Can,  Temp.  Act  :  in  Com,  of 
Sup.,  3388  (iv). 
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Expenses  of  Members  of  the  Govt.,  &c.,  in  England  or 
elsewhere:  M.  for  Eet.*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant), 
124  (i). 

Expiring  Laws  continuation  B.  £Jo.  165  (Sir 
Hector  Lang evin).  1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3458  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  52). 

Explosive  Substances  B.  No.  95  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald).  1°*  545  (i);  2°,  893;  in  Com.,  1167;  3°, 
1335  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  7). 

Export  duty  on  Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs:  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 

Extract  of  Fluid  Beef  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (ii). 

Extradition  Arrangement,  Cor.  Between  Govt,  of  Can. 
and  Ambassador  at  Washington  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Extradition  of  Dumont:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2358  (iv). 
Extradition,  Demands  for,  and  Prooeedings  taken  :  M. 

for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Extra-Mural  Employment.  See  “  Prison  Labor.” 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Agent  in  Paris,  Rep.  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gasgrain) 
290  (i)  ;  Salary  and  Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3245  (iv). 

Factories  B.  No.  85  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  362  (i)  ;  2°  m., 
873 ;  deb.  adjd.,  886  ;  M.  to  rsme.  adjd.  deb.,  940;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jamieson)  to  substitute  B.  (No.  94)  Can.  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  Amt.  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (ii).  See 
B.  2. 

Factory  Commission  Rep.  (Mr.  Blake)  :  Remarks,  455, 
478  (i). 

Factory  Labor  Regulation  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B. 
85  (Mr.  Bergin)  873 ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  881  ;  (Mr.  Mills) 
882 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to  substitute  Can.  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  (Messrs.  Bergin  and  Ives)  S40  ;  (Mr .Cameron, 
Victoria)  941;  (Mr.  Scriver)  943;  (Mr.  Foster)  944; 
(Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  946 ;  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  946 ; 
(Mr.  Fisher)  947 ;  (Mr.  McNeill)  948  (ii). 

Factory  Labor,  Regulation  of,  B.  No.  2  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
gin).  I0*,  29;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  362  (i).  See  B.  85. 
Factory  Operatives,  Number  Employed  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Federal  Bank  of  Canada  Capital  Stock,  B.  No. 
10  (Mr.  Small).  1°*,  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
428  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  9.) 

Federation  of  the  Empire,  Proposals  for:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  51  (i). 

Fees  from  Settlers  in  the  N.  W.  T. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Ferries,  International,  B.  No.  17  (Mr.  Patterson, 
Essex).  1°*,  46;  2°  m.,  254;  2°*,  256  (i). 
Fertilizers.  See  “  Agricultural  Fertilizers.” 

Finance  and  Treasury  Board:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  !'01, 
915  (ii). 

Finance  Minister,  Health  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  McGreevy) 
2497  (iii). 

Finances  of  the  Country,  Conduct  of  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake  and  others)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3442  (iv). 


Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Financial  Inspector:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895  (ii). 

Fines,  Customs,  Exacted  and  Disposition  of  same,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  90  (Mr.  Mulock)  1°, 

426  (i). 

Fisheries,  Department  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  910  (ii). 
FISHERIES: 

Arrangements  with  the  U.S.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell)  2980  (iv). 
Bounties,  Claims  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  98  (i). 
Bounty  Distribution  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv) 

Bounty  paid  in  Guysborough  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2751  (iv). 
Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes  :  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  McDougall)  1443  (ii). 

Canadian  Fisheries,  O.C.,  &c. ,  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Mulock)  56  (i). 

Caron,  C-,  Fishery  Overseer,  Salary,  &c  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau) 
290;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Commission,  Increased  Remuneration  to  Counsel  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3391  ;  cone.,  3396  (iv). 

Deep-water  Fisheries  off  Coast  of  B.C.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  3073  (iii). 

Extension  of  Act  to  the  N.W.  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Besson)  51  (i). 
Fish-breeding  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (iv). 

Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes, Bounty  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 

McDougall  Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Fisheries  Exhibit  :  in  Com  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Fish  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  869  (ii). 

Fishing  Licenses  in  Lake  Erie  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 
Fish  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  2997  (iv). 
Fish  Ladders  in  La  Have  River,  N.S.:  Ques  (Mr  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 
Fish  Weirs  in  Co.  of  Charlotte,  Licenses  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  Americans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  3321  (iv). 
Gauvreau,  J.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blon¬ 
deau)  290  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  632  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  U,,  Rep.  of  Enquiry  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blondeau) 
532  (i). 

Halifax  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Counsel  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup,,  3390-3392  ;  cone.,  3396  (iv). 

Inland  Fisheries  of  Ont.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Inspector  for  B.C.,  Appointment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
694  (i). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries  :  M.  for  Ret.,*  1444  (ii)  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock) 
3073  (iv). 

Leases  and  Licenses  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  533  (i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 
Millard,  Collection  of  Fines  from  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1211  (ii). 
Negotiations:  Kemarks  (Mr.  Vail)  3074  (iv). 

Protection  after  July:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  2359  (iii). 

Protection  in  the  N.W. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Besson)  700  (i). 
Protection  Steamers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2955  (iv). 

Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448 
(i)  ;  Ques.,  2359  (iii). 

Rogers’  Fish  Ladder,  Purchase  or  use  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
3073  (iv). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  Breach  of  Sawdust  Law  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 
Starr,  J.  E.,  Removal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

[See  also  “Washington  Treaty.”] 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Vail )  219;  deb.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  220 ; 
(Mr.  Blake  and  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  221 ;  (Messrs. 
Cartwright ,  Weldon  and  Davies )  222 ;  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well)  223;  (Mr.  Mitchell )  224;  (Mr.  Mills )  225. 
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Five  per  cent.  Consolid.  Loans  :  M.  for  Rot.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  484  (i). 

Flannel  Shirts  for  the  Militia,  Contract  for  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Rinfret )  1306  (ii). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  Increase  of  Duty  on:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  148  (i). 

Flour,  Corn  and  Cornmeal  Imported  and  Exported  :  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  56  (i). 

FogHorn  on  Dummy  Lighthouse:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Jack- 
son)  293  (i). 

Fog  Horns  and  Letter-box  Fronts,  Tenders  for  :  M.  for 
copies  of  advertisements,  &c.*  (Mr,  Langelier)  313  (i). 
Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  the  St.  John  River  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1443  (ii). 

Foot  Grease  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Forestry  Commissioners,  Appointment  :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  181  (i). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Rep.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Cochburn)  202  (i). 

Fort  Francis  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Port  Macleod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  No.  80  (Mr.  Ives).  I0*,  349;  2C*,  428  (i) ;  in 
Com.  and  3C*,  1123  (ii)  ;  Sen.  Amts.  cone.  iD,  2351  (iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  92.) 

Fort  William,  Ont.,  Indian  Reserve,  Road  on  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.*  (Hr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve, Timber  Licenses:  M. for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (iii). 

Forty  Mile  Belt  in  B.C. :  Memo,  read  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  1983  (iii). 

France  and  Canada,  Commercial  Relations  between  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  Subventions  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2938  (iv). 

France  and  Quebec,  Fortnightly  Line,  Steamship  Sub¬ 
ventions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936,  29 12,  3041  (iv). 
France,  Commercial  Relations.  See  “  High  Commissioner.” 
Franchise  B.  Petitions.  See  “  Petitions.” 

Franchise,  Electoral  B.  No.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald).  1°,  629  (i);  Order  for  2°  postponed,  1095  ;  2°  m., 
1133;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1131;  nog.  (Y. 
59,  N.  104)  and  deb.  adjd.,  1166  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  1161 ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  1111;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204;  deb. 
adjd.,  1204;  deb.  rsmd.,  1226;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  Ill,  N. 
63)  1211  ;  M.  for  Com.,  1336 ;  in  Com.,  1385,  1388, 
1444,  1415,  1568,  1608,  1646,  1680,  1112,  1145  (ii), 
1182,  1824,  1856,  1895,  1915,  1956,  1983,  2052,  2065, 
2086,  2104,  2139,  2112,  2210,  2241,  2214,  2301,  2321, 
2345, 2360, 2393  (iii),  2151, 3052, 3062  ;  on  consdn.  of  B., 
Amt.  (Hr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96)  3053  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  3053 ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre) 
3056 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  ;  Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3068 ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060;  (Mr.  Watson) 
neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46, 
N.  96)  3061 ;  (Mr.  Langelier)  nog.  (Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  11)  3062; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063 ;  Amts: 


(Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063;  (Mr.  Trow) 
3063  ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Armstrong)  neg. 
(Y.  31,  N.  81)  3064  ;  (Hr.  Somerville,  Brant)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  81)  3065;  Amts.  (Messrs.  McCraney  and 
lnnes)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  81)  3065;  Amts.  (Messrs* 
Cameron  [Middlesex]  and  Langelier)  nog.  (Y.  38,  N.  81) 
3066  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Lister  aDd  Cameron ,  Huron)  nog. 
(Y.  38,  N.  81)  3061  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fair- 
bank)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  81)  3068  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Pater¬ 
son  [Brant]  and  Gillmor)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  81)  3069  ; 
Amts.  (Messrs.  Holton  and  Fisher)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3  m.  h.,  3071; 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072 ;  3°  of  B.,  3072  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  40.) 

FRANCHISE,  ELECTORAL  B.,  Debate: 

•  ABBOTT,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1416  (ii) ;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2345,  2350  (iii);  “  general  provisions,”  1448  (ii),  2362, 
2355;  “  appeal,”  2363  (iii). 

ALLEN,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1493  (ii);  “  qualiflca- 
tions,”  &c  ,  1853;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2166  (iii). 
ARMSTRONG,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1272-1274;  in  Com.,  (woman 
suffrage)  1469;  “  tenant  ”  (Amt.)  1481  ;  “person”  (Indian) 
1492,  1506,  1542;  “ actual  value,”  1598;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1643  (ii),  1880-1882;  (manhood  suffrage)  1970;  (Amt.)  2001  ; 
“registration,”  2247,2318;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2433  (iii)  ;  on 
M  for  consdn.  of  B.  (  Amt  )  3064  (iv). 

AUGER,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1238-1241 ;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,” 
1452,  1456,1458;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1482;  “person”  (Indian) 
1543;  “  actual  value,”  1597,  1606  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1987,  1995,  2068;  “registration,”  2296  (iii). 

BAIN,  Mr.  ( Wentworth) :  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1535; 
“qualifications,  &c.,”  1709-1712  (ii),  1776-1779;  (manhood 
suffrage)  1952-1954 ;  (Amt.)  1993,  2052,  2062  (iii),  2758  (iv)  ; 
“registration,”  2252,  2280,  2289;  “officers  and  duties,”  2366 
(iii). 

BAKER,  Mr.  (Victoria):  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1587  (ii). 
BEATY,  Mr.,  junr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c .,”  1874-1880  (iii). 
BERG1N,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (remarks)  2203;  “qualifications,”  &c., 
2085  (iii). 

BLAKE,  Mr. :  on  1°,  629  (i)  ;  on  Order  for  2°  being  called  (re¬ 
marks)  1095;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1177-1192; 
in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1448,  1450,  1452,  1456,  1457;  “per¬ 
son”  (Indian)  1487,  1565;  “farm,”  1591  (ii)  ;  on  disqualifying 
revising  barrister,  2086;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2104-2111,  2161,  2163;  “registration,”  2173,  2177,2180,  2231, 
2312;  “revision  of  lists,”  2346;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  2395; 
“appeal,”  2395  (iii);  “preamble,”  2759;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059  (iv). 

BOW  ELL,  Mr.:  in  Com,  “actual  value,”  1596-1607;  “occu¬ 
pant,”  1483;  “tenant,”  1478-1480  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1995,2061;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2348;  “appeal,”  2361;  “gen¬ 
eral  provisions,”  2344  (iii). 

BURNS,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1809  (iii). 
BURPEE,  Ur.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1522  (ii)  ;  “quali¬ 
fications,  &c.,”  1810,  1987,  1991,  2001,  (manhood  suffrage) 
1959,  2004,  2058,  (Amt.)  2060,  2073,  2079;  “who  shall  not 
vote”  (Indians)  (Amt.)  2120;  “registration,”  2251  (iii);  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3058;  on  M.  for  consdn  of  B.  (Amt.) 
3063  (iv). 

CAMERON,  Mr.  ( Middlesex ):  on  M.  for  Com.,  1373-1379  (ii)  ;  in 
Com.,  (woman  suffrage)  1440;  “person”  (Indian)  1493; 
“qualifications,  &c.,”  1699-1707,  1890,  1895-1900,  1994,  (Amt  ) 
1999,  2002,  (manhood  suffrage)  1973,  2061,  (Amt.)  2071,  2073, 
2077,2084,  2085,2395;  “registration,”  2193-2197,  2263;  “who 
shall  not  vote,”  2102,  (Indians)  2149-2152,  (Amt.)  2274,  (Amt.) 
2285,  2289,  2291  ;  “  appeal,”  2395  (iii) ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3066  (iv). 
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FRANCHISE,  ELECTORAL,  B. — Continued. 

CAMERON,  Mr.  ( Victoria ):  in  Oom.  (woman  suffrage)  1393; 
“tenant,”  1477;  “registration,”  2180,  2230,  2233  (iii). 

CAMERON ,  Mr.  ( Inverness ):  in  Oom.  (woman  suffrage)  (cor¬ 
rection  re  Indians)  1419;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1629-1632, 
1836  (ii),  2395;  “registration,”  2278,  2283  (iii). 

CAMERON ,  Mr.  ( Huron )  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M 
for  2°,  1138-1143;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1394,  1438; 
“owner,”  1472;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1475,  1478;  “occupant,” 
1483;  “person”  (Indian)  1502,  1527,  1580;  “farm,”  1591, 
1592;  “farmers’  sons”  (Amt.)  1594;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1692-1699  (ii),  1924-1931,  2074;  “registration,”  2216-2220, 
(Amt.)  2227,  2241,  2274-2277,  2281-2284,  (Amt.)  2286,  2300, 
2302-2305,  2313,  2317,  2319;  “revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2326- 
2329,  2332,  2345-2348;  “general  provisions,”  2314,  2345,  2351- 
2354;  “officers  and  duties,”  2356,  2339;  “appeal,”  2360- 
2366;  “offences,”  2390  (iii). 

CARTWRIGHT ,  Sir  Richard:  on  M.  for  2°,  1134;  (Amt.) 
1137,  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104)  1166;  on  M.  for  Com.  (remarks) 
1385;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1459;  “tenant,”  1479; 
“person”  (Indian)  1673  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1817, 
1916-1918,  1988,  1992,  1995,  2068,  2071,  2073,  2079,  2082,  (Amt.) 
2085;  “registration,”  2220-2223,  2232,  2279,  2281,  2285,2288, 
2297,  2299,  2300;  “revision  of  lists,”  2326,  2338,  2340,  2349; 
“general  provisions,”  2344,  2365;  “officers  and  duties”  (In¬ 
dians)  2382  (ii). 

CASEY ,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1263-1266;  in  Com.  (woman  suf- 
tage)  1401-1408,  1459;  “usufructuary,”  1452,1458;  “owner,” 
1470;  “tenant,”  1477;  “person”  (Indian)  1496,  1528-1530, 
1578,  (Chinese)  1582,  1590;  “farm,”  1592 actual  value,” 
1596,  1604;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1739-1743  (ii),  1828  ;  (In¬ 
dians)  1837,  (Amt.)  1845;  (manhood  suffrage)  1956-1959, 
1988,  2052,  2061;  (Amts.)  2064,  2070,  2079,  2080,  2394;  on 
disqualifying  barristers,  2086;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2086, 
2093;  “registration,”  2254-2258,  2270,  2272,  2282,  2283,  (Amt.) 
2288,  2290,  2308-2310;  “revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2323,  2325, 
2333,  2343;  “general  provisions,”  2344,  2347,  2350;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2383-2385  (iii). 

CASGRAIN,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  Com.,  1384;  (woman  suffrage) 
1395;  “usufructuary,”  1447;  “person”  (Indian)  1616,  1519, 
1533,  (Chinese)  1588;  “farm,”  1591;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1699-1692  (ii),  (Amt  )  1791  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2099  (iii). 

CltAPLEAU,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1 171— 
1177  ;  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Chinese)  1590  (ii). 

CHARLTON ,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1158-1160;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1390,  1439;  “person” 
(Indian)  1503,  1523,  (Chinese)  1587;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1608,  (Amt.)  1623  (ii),  1770-1773,  (Indians)  1860,  1864-1871, 
(manhood  suffrage)  1947-1952;  “registration,”  2279,  2282, 
2286,  2287,  (Amt.)  2288,  2289,  2306-2308,  (Amt.)  2317;  “re¬ 
vision  of  lists,”  2340,  2360;  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
(Amt.)  2344;  “appeal,”  2363;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indi¬ 
ans)  2377 ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii)  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053 
(iv). 

COCKBURN,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1258 ;  in  Oom.  (woman  suf- 
rage)  1438  (ii). 

COOK,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1590  (ii)  ;  “registra¬ 
tion,”  2213-2216  (iii). 

COSTIGAN,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1990;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2343  (iii). 

COURSOL,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1248;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage) 
1389  (ii). 

CURRAN,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1408;  “qualifications, 
&c.,”  1623-1626  (ii). 

DAVIES,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1153-1158;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1418,  1468 ;  “tenant,” 
1476,  1478;  “occupant,”  1483;  “person”  (Indians)  1676, 
(Chinese)  1583;  “farm,”  1692;  “farmers’  sons,”  1594; 
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“qualifications,  &c.,”  1638-1643  (ii),  1824-1828,  1939-1945; 
(manhood  suffrage)  1987,  1991,  1992,  1996,  2054,  2058,  2C66- 
2069,  2071,  (Amt.)  2072-2074,  2077;  “who  shall  not  vote,” 
2090,  2096,  (Indians)  2157-2160,  (Amt.)  2160;  “registration,” 
2210,  (Amt.)  2211,  2229,  2230,  (Amt.)  2234,  2269,  2271-2273, 
2280,  (Amt.)  2281,  2286,  2287,  2289,  2291,  (Amt.)  2292,  2301, 
2313,  2316,  (Amt.)  2318  ;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2326,  2329,  2331, 
2347;  “general  provisions,”  2353;  “appeal,”  2361;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2378,  2389  (iii). 

DAWSON,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2Q, 
1160;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1408;  “owner,”  1473: 
“person  ”  (Indian)  1486,  1491,  1492,  1521,  1569,  (explanation) 
1503  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1775,  (manhood  suffrage) 
1979,  (Indians)  2006-2008,  2012,  2078;  “who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians) 2122,  2149,  “registration,”  2248-2268,  2298;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2369,  2387  (iii)  ;  “  preamble,”  2758  (iv). 

DE  ST.  GEORGES,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1533  (ii). 

DESJARDINS,  Mr.  ;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1461,  1456  (ii). 

DUPONT,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1234  (ii). 

EDGAR,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1197-1200;  in 
Com.,  (woman  suffrage)  1399 ;  “owner,”  1473;  “occupant,” 
1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1553,  (Chinese)  1582,  1584  (ii) ; 
“farm,”  2393;  “qualifications,  &c.  ”  (manhood  suffrage) 
1968-1970,  1993,  2001,  (Amt.)  2003,  (Indian)  2012,  2053,  2066, 
2080,  2394;  “registration,”  2282,  2289,  2305,2312,  2316-2319; 
“  revision  of  lists,”  2330,  2331,  2334,  2337  (iii) ;  on  M.  to 
refer  back  to  Com  ,  3052 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for 
3°,  3057  (iv). 

F AIRBANK,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1226  ;  (woman  suffrage)  1415 ; 
“person”  (Indian)  1519,1531;  “actual  value,”  1605;  (ii)  ; 
“qualifications,  &c.,”  1779,  1784  ;  (manhood  suffrage)  1971— 
1973,  1993,  1997,  2082  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2152  ! 
“revision  of  lists,”  2338,  2342,  2348  (iii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3068  (iv). 

FARROW,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “tenant,”  1482  (ii). 

FISHER,  Mr.:  cn  M.  for  2°,  1254-1258;  “usufructuary,”  1455  ; 
“tenant,”  1479,  1482;  “person”  (Indian)  1504,  1538; 

“actual  value,”  1595,  1599,  16J2,  1604,  (Amt.)  1596;  “quali¬ 
fications,  &c.,”  1647-1654  (ii),  1804,  1994,  1996,  2060,  (manhood 
suffrage)  1967;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2098,  (Indians)  2116- 
2119;  “registration,”  2211,  2294  (iii);  on  consdn.  ot  B. 
(Amt.)  3070,  (iv). 

FLEMING,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1146-1149;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1410;  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1457;  “owner,”  1473;  “tenant”  (Amt )  1476,  1477, 
1479;  “person”  (Indian)  1545  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1994,  (Amt.)  1997,  2062,  2080  ;  “who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians) 
2164;  “registration,"  2197-2199,  2298  ;  “revision  of  lists,” 
2341  (iii). 

FOSTER,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2®, 
1166-1158;  in  Com.,  “person"  (Indian)  1558  (ii)  ;  “qualifi¬ 
cations,  & c* , ”  1819,  1822,  2001,  2055,  2057;  “who  shall  not 
vote,”  2089,  2098  (iii). 

GAULT,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1582;  “qualifica¬ 
tions,  &c.,”  1638  (ii). 

GIGAVLT,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1245-1248  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1789  (iii). 

GILLMOR,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1226,  1269;  “person”  (Indians) 
1534,  (Chinese)  1585;  “qualifications,”  1707-1709  (ii),  1807, 
1984,  1990,  1997,  2054,  2060,  2072,  2074  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  2114-2116  ;  “registration,”  2258  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059;  on  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3069  (iv). 

GIIIOUARD,  Mr,;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1446;  “tenant,” 
1480  (ii). 

I1ACKE1 T,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  qualifications,  &c,”  1654-1657  (ii)  ; 
“who  shall  not  vote,”  2095  (iii);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to 
M.  for  3®,  3054-3056  (iv). 
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IIESSON ,  Mr.:  ia  Com,  “farmers’  sons,”  1595;  actual  value,” 
1599,  1605  (ii),  (explanation)  1752  ;  “  qualifications,  Ac  ,”  1987, 
2059,  2081,  2082,  2084,  2085  ;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2133;  “registration,”  2246,  2283,  2295,  2305  (iii). 

HICKEY, ,  Mr.  :  “actual  value,”  1600  (ii)  ;  "qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1887-1890,  1989;  “revision  of  lists,”  2330;  "registration” 
(Amt.)  2279  (iii). 

HOLTON ,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.(Amt.)  3070  (iv). 

HOMER,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1582  (ii). 

INNES ,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualification9,  Ac.,”  1736-1739  (ii) ; 
“registration”  (Amt)  2279  (iii);  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3065  (iv). 

IRVINE,  Mr.:  in  Com ,  “person”  (Indian)  1544  (ii) ;  “qualifica¬ 
tions,  Ac.,  ”  1814-1817;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2097  (iii). 

IVES,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “■  qualifications,  Ac.,  ”  1986-1988  (iii). 

JACKSON,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1342  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1538  ; 
“qualifications,  Ac  ,”  1712-1715  (ii). 

JENKINS,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  Com,  1344  (ii);  in  Com.  (manhood 
suffrage)  1981  (iii);  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053  (iv). 

KINO,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1261-1263;  in  Com.,  “person  ”  (Indian) 
1524  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1806  ;  “who  shall  not  vote  ’ 
(Indian)  2164;  “registration”  2266,  2285,  (Amt.)  2285  (iii). 

KIRK ,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  29,  1269-1261  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1834,  2067,  2072,  2078;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166 
(iii). 

LANDERKIN,  Mr.  :  on  M.for  Com.,  1353-1360;  “tenan*,  ”  1482  ; 
“person”  (Indian)  1520,  1539;  "actual  value,”  1602  (ii); 
“qualifications,  Ac.”  (Indians)  1845-1849,1985,  1997,  (Amt. ) 
2000,  2021,2074;  “registration  of  voters,”  2267,  2301;  “offi¬ 
cers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2385. 

LANDRY,  Mr.  {Kent)  :  in  Com.,  “  usufructuary,”  1449  ;  "person” 
(Indians)  1554 ;  (Chinese)  1584,  1588  (ii)  ;  "  qualifications, Ac.,” 
1812,  2057  "  who  shall  not  vote,  ”  2100  ;  “registration,  ”  2230, 
2232,  2260  (iii);  on  (Amt.)  {Mr.  Weldon)  to  M.  for  3°,  3068  (iv). 

LANDRY,  Mr.,  {Montmagny)  :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac”  1635, 
1637  (ii). 

LANOELIER,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  Com ,  1364-1373 ;  in  Com., 
(woman  suffrage)  1388;  “usufructuary,”  1444,  1446,  1448, 
1451,  1452,  1454,  1455,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  (Amt.)  1476, 
1480;  "qualifications,”  1632-1638  (ii),  1903-1908,  1984,  1996, 
•  2064,  2067,  2070,  2394  ;  "registration,”  2185-2190,  (Amt.)  2228  ; 
“revision  of  lists,”  2331,  2333,  2342;  “appeal,”  2365;“  officers 
and  duties,”  2388  ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
to  M.  for  3o  (Amt.)  3062;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amts.) 
3063,  3066  (iv). 

LANOEV1N,  Sir  Hector:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
to  M.  for  2°,  1137;  in  Com.,  “ qualifications,  Ac.,”  2085; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2299  (iii). 

LAURIER,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1167,  (Amt.)  1171;  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1415,  1446,  1448,  1451,  1454,  1465,  1456; 
“tenant,”  1480;  “actual  value,”  1596,  1604;  “parish,”  1593; 
“qualifications,  Ac.,”  1626-1629  (ii),  1984  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Fisher)  to  M.  for 
consdn.  of  B.,  3070  (iv). 

LISTER,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1160-1153;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1344-1347,  1352;  “qualifications, 
Ac.,”  1732-1736  (ii),  1860-1864, (Indians)  2009-2012,  2066,  2070, 
2075;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  (Indians)  2153-  2156; 
“registration,”  2264,  2283,  2286,  2316;  “  revision  of  lists,” 
2324,  2338,  2343;  general  provisions,”  234);  appeal,”  2364; 
“officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2371  (ii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3066  (iv). 

MACDONALD,  Sir  John  A.:  2°  m.,  1133;  in  Com.,  1385; 
(woman  suffrage),  1388,  1458;  “owner,”  1444,  1445,1449, 
1452,1453,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  1481;  “occupant,”  1483; 
"person”  (Indians)  1484,  1486,  1487,  1489,  1563,  1674  (ii), 
2023  (iii);  (Chinese)  1582,  1658;  "farm,”  1591;  “parish,” 
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1593;  "farmers’  sons,”  159 4 ;  “actual  value,”  1596,  1600  (ii)  . 
“qualifications,  Ac  .,”  1937,  1983-1988,  1992-2003,  2053,  2060’, 
2062,2064,2065,2079,  2080,  2394  (iii),  2757-2759  (iv) ;  “dis¬ 
qualifying  revising  barrister,”  2086  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2104,  (Amt.)  2139;  “registration,”  2172,2177-2180, 
2228,  2231,  2241,  2244,  2269,  2273,  2279-2294,  2300,  2310-231* ; 
“revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2326-2333,  2339-2345;  “genera1 
provisions,”  2344,  2351,  2353-2356;  “appeal,”  2360-2365,  2395; 
“officers  and  dutiee”  (Indians)  2370,  2373,  2388,  2389; 
“offences,”  2390;  “  farm,”  2393  (iii) ;  “preamble,”  2758;  M.  to 
refer  back  to  Com.,  3051;  in  Com.,  3062;  on  Amt.  (Mr, 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3056  (iv). 

MACKINTOSH,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1241-1245  (ii). 

MACMASTER,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  "revision  of  lists,”  2324,  2343; 
"  general  provisions,”  2362  ;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2380-2382,  2386  (iii). 

McCALLUM,  Mr.:  in  Com,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1871,  1994- 
1996;  “registration,”  2258,  2272,  2283,  2284;  “officers  and 
duties  ”  (Indians)  2373,  2383  (iii). 

McCRANEY,  Mr.  :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1410;  “person” 
(Indian)  1641  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  Ac,”  1773-1775  (iii);  on 
M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3065  (iv). 

McINTYRE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1790  (iii);  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3056;  neg  (Y.  60,  N, 
95)  3058  (iv). 

McMULLEN,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1200-1204  ; 
in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1395;  “tenant,”  1476,  1477, 
1479;  “qualifications,  Ac,”  1685-1690  (ii),  1853,  1856,  1800, 
(manhood  suffrage)  1961-1964,  1932,  1995,  2000,  (Amt.)  2052, 
2059,  2063,  2067,  2070,  2075,  2080,  2082;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2100,  (Indians)  2135-2137;  “registration,”  2190-2193;  “re¬ 
vision  of  lists,”  2396;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2386  ; 
“farm,”  2393  (iii). 

McNEILL,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1412  (ii) ;  “quali¬ 
fications,  Ac.”  2073  (iii). 

MILLS,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M  for  2°,  1 16 1-» 
1166;  in  Com.,  1388,  (woman  suffrage)  1391,  1458;  “usu¬ 
fructuary,”  1449,  1463,  1464,  1455;  “owner,”  1472;  “tenant,” 
1477;  "occupant,”  1483;  “farm,”  1591  (ii),  2393  (iii)  ;  “per¬ 
son”  (Indians)  1484,  (Amt.)  1485,  1507,  1568,  (Chinese)  1583, 
1689;  “city,”  1593;  “ farmers’ sons,”  1594;  “actual  value,” 
1699,  1605  (ii);  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1747,  1761,  (Indians) 
1849,  1910-1913,  1934-1937;  (manhood  suffrage)  1964-1967, 
(Indians)  1976,  1988,  1991-2003,  2004-2006,  2053,  2056,  2060, 
2063,  2065-2C69,  2072,  2075,  2078-2083,  2085,  2394  (iii),  2758 
(iv);  “  disqualifying  revising  barrister,”  2086;  “who  shall 
not  vote”  (Amt.)  2087,  (Indians)  2149,2160;  “registration,” 
2181-2185,  2229,  2233,  (Amt.)  2227,  2243,  2266,  2270,  2273,  2280, 
(Amt.)  2282,  2285,  2287,  2288,  2293,  2300,  2315,  2316,  2318; 
“  revision  of  lists,”  2322,  2325,  2332,  2336,  2340-2343,  2345- 
2349;  "general  provisions,”  2353,  2354;  “officers  and  duties,” 
2356,  (Indians)  2373-2376,  2387,  2388,  2389;  “offences,”  2390  ; 
“appeal,”  2361,  2364,  2366,  2396;  “preamble,”  2759  (iii);  on 
M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3051 ;  in  Com.,  3052,  3062  ;  on  M.  for 
3°  (Amt,)  3052  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3054  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059;  on  M.  for  consdn,  of  B.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Holton) 
3070;  (Amt.)  3  m.  h.,  3071  (iv). 

MITCHELL,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1145,  (explanation)  1149;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indians)  1577, 
(Chinese)  1582  (ii);  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1807,  (Amt.)  1938; 
(manhood  suffrage)  1959,  1980,  (Amt.)  1987,  1991,  2069,  2072 
(iii). 

MULOCK,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1379,  1384,  (woman  suffrage) 
1421,  1426-1430;  “owner,”  1473;  “tenant,”  1482;  “occu¬ 
pant,”  1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1520,  1538  •.  “  nctual  value,” 
1607;  "qualifications,  Ac.,”  1715-1723  (1 , )  .832,  1887  ;  (man¬ 
hood  suffrage)  1978,  (Amt.)  1985,  1992,  2000,  2053,  (Amt  ) 
2054,  2059,  2064,  2070,  (Amt.)  2072,  2073,  2076;  “who  shall 
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not  vote”  (Indians)  2137;  “registration,”  2223-2227,  2248, 
2272,  2286,  2287,  2291,  2300,  2302,  2317;  “revision  of  lists,” 
2322,  2327,  2329,  2331,  2335,  2340,  2349;  “general  provisions,” 
2354;  “appeal,”  2360,2363  ;  “  officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2372  (iii) ;  “preamble,”  2758;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins )  to  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  3061;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Oom.,  3052;  in 
Com.,  3052  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3052  (iv). 

PAINT \  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1991,  2072,  2077, 
2078;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166  (iii). 

PLATT \  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1336-1341,  (woman  suffrage) 
1439;  “person”  (Indian)  1525;  “actual  value,”  1606  (ii)  ; 
“qualifications,  &c.,”  1784-1789;  (manhood  suffrage  and 
Indians)  1977;  “revision  of  lists,”  2343;  “who  shall  not 
vote”  (Indians)  2127-2129  (iii). 

PATERSON,  Mr.  ( Brant )  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1360-1364  ;  in  Com., 
“person”  (Indian)  1489,  1492,  1571,  1574  (ii)  ;  “qualifications, 
&c.,”  1793-1798,  1800-1804,  1931/  (manhood  suffrage)  1981, 
2004,  (Indian)  2013-2019,  2056,  2059,  2074,  2079,  2084;  “who 
shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2123-2127,  2162;  “registration,” 
2259-2263,  2199-2205,  2269,  2273,  2279,  2283,  2285,  2291,  2298, 
2300,  2315,  2318;  “revision  of  lists,”  2337;  “officers  and 
duties,”  2356,  (Indian)  2367-2369,  2376,  2387;  “appeal,” 
2367  ;  “offences,  2391  (iii);  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3052 ; 
on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3068;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts., 
3071  (iv). 

PATTERSON ,  Mr.  (Essex)  :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1986 
(iii). 

RINFRET,  Mr.;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1506,  1538;  “qua¬ 
lifications,  &c.,”  1680-1683  (ii). 

ROYAL ,  Mr. :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1390  (ii). 

RYKERT,  Mr.:  in  Cora.,  “usufructuary,”  1450;  “tenant,”  1477 

(ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1761-1770,  2002,  2058;  “revision 
Of  list,”  2342  (iii). 

SHAKESPEARE,  Mr.  :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1391;  “per¬ 
son”  (Chinese)  1583,  1591  (ii);  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Indians 
and  Chinese)  1974  (iii). 

SOMERVILLE,  Mr.  (Brant)’,  on  M.  for  2°,  1269-1272;  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1441;  “person”  (Indian)  1549  (ii) ; 
“who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2129-2133;  “registration,” 
2276,  2291,  2296  (iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3065  (iv). 

SPROULE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1492,  1551; 
“actual  value,”  1598:  “qualifications,  &e.”  (Indians)  1850, 
2012,  2073;  “registration,”  2248;  “appeal,”  2361,  2366; 
“officers  and  duties,”  2388,  2389  ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii). 

STAIRS,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057  (iv). 

TASCI1EREAD,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1236;  in  Com.,  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1447  (ii). 

TASSE,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2093,  2097  (iii). 

TAYLOR,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,  ”  2061  (iii). 

TEMPLE ,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  qualifications,  &c.,”  2054,  2058,  2084; 
“revision  of  lists,”  2341  (iii). 

TROW,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)'  1460  ;  “farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  “  actual  value,”  1696  (ii)  ;  “  qualifications,  &c.,”  1908, 
2056,  2073,  2076 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2133,  (Amt.) 
2163;  “registration,”  2240,  2280;  “revision  of  lists,”  2343 

(iii) ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3063  (iv). 

TOWNSHEND,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1249-1254;  in  Com.  (Amt.) 

(woman  suffrage)  1388  ;  agreed  to,  1442  (vol.  ii). 

TOPPER,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &C.,”  1643,  1832, 
2250  (iii). 

VAIL,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1274-1277;  in  Com.,  “farmers’  sons,” 
1694;  “actual  value,”  1606  (ii);  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Amt.) 
1829-1832,  1990,  1994,  1999-2002,  2084,  2085,  2394  ;  “  who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2165;  “registration,”  2190,  2249,  2278, 
(Amt.)  2280,  2288,  2294,  2316  (iii). 

WALLACE,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  Com.,  1341;  in  Com.,  “tenant,” 
1477,  1478;  “person”  (Indian)  1491;  “actual  value,”  1602, 
1604  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  2002,  2066,  2083  (iii). 
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WATSON,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1274 ;  in  Oom.  (woman  suffrage) 
1468;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1492,  1522,  1542;  “occupant,”  1484; 
“actual  value,”  1606  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Indians) 
1853,  (Amts.)  1933,  1990,  1992,  2008,  (Indian)  2068;  “  registra¬ 
tion,”  2268,  2295  ;  “revision  of  lists,”  2344  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3061  (iv). 

WELDON ,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2®, 
1149;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1452;  “owner,”  1472  ; 
“tenant,”  1478;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1493,  (Chinese)  “farm,” 
1592;  “parish,”  1593  ;  “farmers’  sons,”  1595;  “actual 
value”  (Amt.)  1696,  1600;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1727-1731 

(ii) ,  (Amt.)  1805;  “registration,”  2253,  2277,  (Amts.)  2278, 
2282,  2283,  2286,  2288,  2289,  2291,  2297,  2310,  2316;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2323,  2328,  2339,  2341,  2343,  2349  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3058;  on  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.) 
3068  (iv). 

WHITE,  Mr.  (Cardwell)  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1192— 
1197  (ii);  “qualifications,  &c,”  (manhood  suffrage)  1945, 
1996,  (Indian)  2019;  “registration,”  2245,  2283  (iii). 

WHITE,  Mr.  (Hastings)-,  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1492  (ii) ; 
“qualifications,  &c.”  (manhood  suffrage  and  Indians)  1983, 
2008,  2067  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  2092,  (Indians)  2155— 
2157  (iii). 

WHITE,  Mr  .(Renfrew)-,  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1996  (iii). 
WILSON,  Mr.  :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1417;  “occupant,” 
1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1515,  1536;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1723-1727  (ii),  1901,  (manhood  suffrage)  1960,  1986,  1989,  2060, 
2068,  2073,  2077  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2120-2122  ; 
“registration,”  2205-2207,  2265,  2287;  “appeal,”  2362,  2367 

(iii) . 

WOOD,  Mr.  (Westmoreland):  in  Com,  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1731  (i). 

WOODWORTH,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1228-1234;  in  Com.,  “person  ” 
(Chinese)  1684  (ii). 

WRIGHT,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1143  (ii). 

YEO,  Mr. :  in  Com  ,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1647  (ii). 

[For  Qum  cf  Order,  &c.,  &c.,  See  “Order,”  “Privilege,”  and 
“  Procedure.”] 

Fr\ser,  D.  M.,  and  Dept,  of  Agriculture,  Cgr.  between  : 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Robertson  Shelburne)  533  (i) . 
Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  Bridge  Co.’s 
incorp.  B.  Mo,  50  (Mr.  Temple).  1°*,  170;  2°*, 
289  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  873;  Sen.  Amts.  cono.  in, 
1386  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  26.) 

Free  Fishing  allowed  American  Fishermen  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Vail)  3321  (iv). 

Freeman,  J.  N.,  and  Sawdust  Law  in  N.3. :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 

Free  Transport  of  Bodies  of  Volunteers  killed  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii). 

French  Canadians  in  Customs  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Be  St. 

Georges)  1914  ;  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

French  Canadians,  Repatriation  of,  Scheme  :  M.  for  Ret.* 

(Mr.  Blake)  533  (i) . 

Fuel  for  Settlers  in  the  N.YV. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &o. 

(Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Funeral  Expenses  of  Achille  Blais  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  2169  (iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B. 
No.  119  (Mr.  Costigan).  Res.  prop.,  in  Com.  and  1* 
of  B.,  837  (ii)  ;  2°,  2419 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2439  (iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  69.) 
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Gas  Coke  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  *783  (ii). 
Gatineau  Ey.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Ees.(Mr.  Pope)  3458  (iv). 
Gatling  Guns  for  use  of  Troops  in  N.W. :  Ques.  (Jir. 

Robertson,  Hastings)  813  (ii). 

Gaudet,  Mr.  A.:  Certificate  of  Election  and  Eeturn  of,  1. 
Gauvreau,  Jules,  Salary  and  Expenses  as  Fishery 
Overseer:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau)  290;  M.  for  copies  of 
Rep.,*  532  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr. 

Costigan).  Res.  (Chiof  Inspector)  prop.,  1306  ;  in  Com., 
1307 ;  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1320  (ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2548 ;  3°,  2555  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  66.) 

Geneva  Gin  and  Brandy:  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224,  3229  (iv). 

Geological  Survey:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 
Geological  Survey  of  the  Dom.,  Management  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Hall).  114  (i). 

Glamis  Post  Office,  Enquiry  respecting:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1131  (ii). 

Glucose  Syrup:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  849  (ii). 
Gold  Reserve,  Govt.:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  351 ;  Stmnt.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  361  (i). 
Goods  Imported  for  Consumption  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Carturight)  30  (i). 

Goodwin,  George :  See  “Trent  Valley  Canal.” 

Gosselin,  Eugene,  Record  in  tiie  matter  of  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Amyot)  703,  704  (i). 

Govt.  Aoents  in  the  N.W.T.,  Fees  from  Settlers  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 

Govt.  Bonds,  Disappearance  of,  from  Vaults  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3371  (iv). 

Govt.  Business:  Remarks,  211,  595  (i),  1744  (ii),  2996, 
3293,  3427,  3444  (vi). 

Govt.  Deposits  in  Banks:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  29  (i). 

Govt.  Employes  along  line  of  C.P.R. :  M.  for  names,  &c.* 
(Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 

Govt.  Employes  in  B.  C. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
1442  (ii). 

Govt.  Loans:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Govt.  Measures,  Precedence  :  on  Thursdays  after  Qae?. 
by  Members,  451 ;  on  Wednesdays  after  Routine,  965  ; 
on  Mondays  after  Ques.  by  Members,  1336  ;  Ms.  to  take 
in  Saturdays,  1824  (iii),  3246,  3459  (iv). 

Govt.  Mortgage  on  C.P.R. ,  Changes  in  relation  to  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  36  (i). 

Govt.  Notes  in  circulation:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465 
(iii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.W.,  Communications  with  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Govt,  of  the  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of  Sup..  3243  (iv). 

Govt.  Properties  in  Co.  of  Richelieu:  M.  for  Stmnt* 
(Mr.  Massue)  147  (i). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising:  Remarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033-3039  (iv). 
Govt.  Rys.,  Return  Tickets  on  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
706  (i). 

15 


Govt.  Rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Vanasse)  2238  (iii). 

Govt.  Sections  of  C.P.R.  in  B.  C.,  Working  of,  by  Con¬ 
tractors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  632  (i). 

Govt.  Steamers.  See  “Marine”  and  “Supply.” 

Govt.  Yards  in  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  57  (i). 
GOVERNOR  GENERAL : 

Commons,  Summoning  of,  to  Senate,  2  (i),  3475  (iv). 

Speech  from  Throne  on  Opening  of  Parlt.  ,  2  ;  Reply  to  Address, 
113  (i). 

Speech  prom  Throne  Proroguing  Parlt.,  3475  (iv). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary,  Letter  from,  re  Royal  Assent  to 
Bills,  1514  (ii);  from  Deputy,  re  Prorogation,  3473  (iv). 
Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary’s  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (ii). 
Grades  and  Curves  on  C.P.R.  as  far  as  constructed, 
exclusive  of  Line  from  foot  of  Rocky  Mts.  to 
Kamloops  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 
Grades  and  Curves  on  Line  from  foot  of  Rooky  Mts., 
&c. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  and  Plan*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 
Grades,  Curves  and  '(Tangents  on  C.P.R.:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blake)  632,  694,  744  (i),  888  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Grandin,  Bishop,  Communications  wira  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3423  (iv). 

Grant,  Alpin,  Position  of,  under  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  429  (i). 

Grant,  G.  (Militia  Dept.)  Superannuation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  2531  (iii). 

Grant  of  $1,700,000  for  N.  W.  Expenses:  in  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Means,  2532,  2559  (iii). 

Grand  Piles  to  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3458  (iv). 

GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY  : 

Accidents  and  Casualties  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  226  (i). 
Double  Track  between  Montreal  and  Toronto,  Assurance,  &c., 
given  tj  Govt.:  M.  for  copy,  &c.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  143  (i). 
Importation  op  Rails:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1566  (ii). 

Mail  Service,  Toronto  and  Ottawa  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Middlesex)  816  (ii). 

Return,  Imperfect,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Mitchell)  860,  862 ;  Ques.  1278  (ii). 

Returns  required  under  Act  of  1879,  &c.,  Miles  of  Main  Line,  &c.  : 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  229  (i). 

Returns,  Enquiries  for:  (Mr.  Mitchell)  566,  662  (i),  860,  964, 
1278  (ii),  2393  (iii),  3000,  3395  (iv). 

Stockholders  List,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  28, 
101,  350  ;  Remarks,  113  (i),  2210  (iii). 

- -  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr.  Mitchell)  234. 

-  Answer  op  Mr.  Hickson  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  927  (ii). 

-  Action  op  Mr.  Hickson  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1094  (ii). 

- Enforcement  op  Order  op  House  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell) 

3426  (iv). 

Graduates  of  Royal  Mil.  Col.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard 
Carhvright)  313  (i). 

Grain,  &c  ,  Abolition  of  Dutv  on:  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 

Grants  of  Dominion  Lands.  See  “Land  Grants,”  &c. 
Gravenhurst  Bay  and  River  Severn  Canal  :  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  56,  202  (i). 

Graving  Dock,  Esquimalt,  B.C.  See  “Advances  to  Pro¬ 
vinces.” 

Gra/hno  Land  Leases,  Geographical  Position,  &c. :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 


CXIV 


INDEX 


Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ry.  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Paint )  7S  (i). 

Great  Village  River  Improvements,  Colchester,  N.  S. : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  in  detail* (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne')  6*7  (i). 
Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  Junction 
Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  38  (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland).  1°*, 
125  ;  2°*,  179  ;  in  Coin,  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  18.) 

Gregory,  J.  U.,  Rep.  of  Enquiry  made  by,  re  Fisheries  :  M. 

for  copies*  (Mr.  Rlondeau)  532  (i). 

Grenville  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 

Grenville,  South,  Election:  Rot.  of  Member,  3072  (iv). 
Grey.  See  “  Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses.” 

Guay,  Mr.:  Returned  as  Member  elect  for  Levis,  1385  (ii). 
Guerin,  Lister,  Rep.  of  Survey  of  Improvements  on  the 
Ottawa  River:  Qucs.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 
Guns  used  in  the  fight  with  Poundmaker:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2170  (iii). 

Guillet,  Mr.  :  unseated  on  judgment  of  Supremo  Court, 
593  (i) ;  Returned  and  took  seat  1192  (ii). 
HALF-BREEDS: 

Claims  of  French  at  St.  Laurent  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake)  2358  (iii). 
Claims  of  unenumerated  (Man.)  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743,  3428  (iv). 
Claims  recognized  and  rejected  by  Commission  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2169  (iii). 

Claims,  &c.,  in  N.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal)  1566 ;  sittings  of :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  ;  claims  recognized  and  rejected  by  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Dumas,  M.,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Dumont,  G.,  and  Ferry  License  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Grievances,  Duty  of  Govt.  :  M.  for  adjmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030 
(iii)  ;  Memorials,  Answers  to:  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv)  See 
“Ways  and  Means." 

Indian  Sympathy  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Isbester,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Minors  (Man.)  Claims  preferred  and  rejected  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2169  ;  temporarily  absent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743  ;  unenumer¬ 
ated,  1743  (iii),  3126,  3428  (iv). 

North-West  Council,  Res.  re  claims  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Petitions,  &c.,  on  Half-breeds  and  Settlers’  Claims  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Plots  on  the  Saskatchewan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 
Qu’Appelle,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsii  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  3426  (iv). 
Reserves  and  Homesteads  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Resume;  of  Events  since  1878  :  Res.  in  Amt.  to  Com.  on  Ways 
and  Means  (Mr.  Blake)  3075  (iv). 

Schmidt,  L.,  Answer  to  letter  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv)  ; 

Employment  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915  (iii). 

Scrip  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567,  1914  (iii). 

Settlement  of  Claims  and  undisturbed  occupation  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  (ii). 

[See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.W."] 

Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Co.,  Moneys  paid  by  Govt. 

to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Hops.,  &o.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Halton.  See  “  Can.  Temp.  Act,”  “  Indians,  &c.” 
Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  Wo.  77  (Mr.  Kilvert).  1°*,  313  :  2°*,  405  (i)  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (ii).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  22.) 
Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society  B.  Wo. 
114  (Mr.  Kilvert).  1°*,  783;  2°*,  81G  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°,  1352  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  30.) 


Harbors  in  Guysborough  County,  Re-survey  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  51  (i). 

Harbor  Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers,  Ad¬ 
vance  to,  authorization  B.  Wo.  150  (Mr. 
Bowell).  Res.  prop.,  2497 ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2555  (iii)  ; 
1°*  of  B.,  2751;  2°  m,  2934;  in  Com.,  2935;  3°*, 
2957  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  76.) 

Harbor  Master,  Halifax,  Appointment  of,  Act 
Amt.  B.  Wo.  148  (Mr.  McLelan).  Res.  prop.,  2421 ; 
in  Com.,  2522;  Ros.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B,  2534  (iii)  ; 
2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2772  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

Harbors.  See  “  Marine  ”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Hardware  and  Supplies  furnished  Dept.  Marine  and 
Fisheries  at  Halifax  ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
533  (i)  ;  Ques.,  1914  (iii). 

Hardware  and  Ry.  Supplies,  Purchase  of  by  Dept,  of 
Rys.  and  Canals:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  1442  (ii)  ; 
Ques ,  1915  (iii). 

Hatzfeld,  Geo.  L.  E.,  Relief  B.  No.  107  (Mr. 
Kilvert).  1°  on  a  div.,  672;  2Q  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i) ; 
in  Com.  and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  38.) 

Hay  Duties.  See  “  Duties.” 

Health  Officers.  See  “Instructions.” 

Health  Statistics:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2766  (iv). 

Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  90  (i). 

Heney,  Jonn,  Govt.  Property  occupied  by:  Ques.  (Mr, 
Holton)  3  426  (iv). 

HIGH  COMMISSIONER: 

Amounts  paid  on  account  ;  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  210  (i). 
Commercial  Relations  between  France  and  Canada:  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 

Cor.  re  Antwerp  International  Exhibition:  M.  for  copies  (Mf. 
Bergeron)  305  (i). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  and  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
51  (i). 

In  Com.  of  Scp.  :  3386  (iv). 

Instructions  to,  respecting  Immigration  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackintosh) 
290  (i). 

Office  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Payments,  Claims,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Rep.  and  Despatches  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 
Salary  and  Position  s  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Holland,  Geo.  and  Andrew,  Services  .as  Reporters  and 
Siiort-iiand  Writers:  M.  for  Stmnt.*(Mr.  Aui/er)  147  (i). 
Homesteads  within  the  Ry.  Belt:  Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  479, 
567  (i). 

IIoop  Iron:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 
Houghton,  Col,9  Mission  to  N.W.  in  1884:  Quos.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Horses  for  Troops  in  N.  W.,  Purchase  of:  Quos.  (Mr. 
Trow)  1306  (ii). 

House  Furnishing  Hardware:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  848  (ii). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS: 

Accommodation  for  Members:  Remarks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
49  (i). 

Annual  Register,  Morgan’s  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Black  Rod  :  Mess,  from  Gov.  Genl,,  2  (i),  1516  (ii),  2475  (iii). 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS— Continued. 

Commissioners,  Rep.  re  Staff  :  presented  (Mr.  Speaker)  2497  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fisher)  2750;  increased  expenditure  under:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3449  ;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 

Committees,  Extra  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv)  . 
Contingencies:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  :  M.  for  Com.  to  supervise,  28  (i).  See 
general  heading. 

Election  Expenses,  Returning  Officers,  Montreal:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3451  (iv). 

Franchise,  Electoral.  See  “  Franchise.” 

Grenville,  South,  Election:  Ret.  of  Member  elect,  3072  (iv). 
Hague,  Jacques,  Gratuity  to  :  in  Com  of  Sup  ,  3450  (iv). 
Increased  Indemnity  to  Members  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3470  (iv). 
Indemnity  to  Members  absent  through  Sickness  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow) 
3473  (iv).  See  B.  116. 

Indemnity  to  Members  on  Active  Service:  prop.  M.  (Mr.  White, 
Cardwell)  812  (ii). 

Internal  Economy  Commission:  Mess.  from.  His  Ex.,  40  (i). 

Lennox  Election:  Judge’s  Rep.  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  1  (i). 

Lims  Election  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr.  Speaker) 
593  (i). 

Library:  M  for  Joint  Com.,  36  ;  Mr.  Bonrinot’s  work  :  scarcity  of 
copies,  40  ;  Office  of  Librarian  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i). 
Members’  Indemnity  Act  Amt.  See  B.  116. 

Members  Introduced,  1,  133  (i),  1192,  1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 

New  Members,  Return  of,  1,  1192,  1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 
Northumberland  Election:  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr. 

Speaker)  693  (i). 

Official  Rep.  See  “Debates.” 

Opening:  Communication  from  Gov.  Gen.  by  Black  Rod,  1; 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  2  (i). 

Printing  Com.’s  Second  Rep.  :  M.  to  cone,  in  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well)  149  (i)  ;  Seventh  Rep.,  1822  (iii)  ;  Ninth  Rep.,  3293; 
Tenth  Rep.,  3393  (iv). 

Printing,  Paper  and  Bookbinding:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii),  2793 
(iv). 

Prorogation:  Communication  from  Deputy  of  Gov.  Genl.’s  Sec., 
3473  ;  Speech  from  the  Throne,  3475  (iv). 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills,  1516  (ii),  2475  (iv). 

Salaries,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (ii). 

Select  Standing  Ooms,  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2  ;  M.  for 
Com.  to  prepare  Lists,  27 ;  List3  presented,  30;  coac  in,  32; 
Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Senate,  Commons  Summoned  to  by  Mess  ,  1  (i),  3475  (iv). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Extra  Expenses:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv). 
Sittings  of  the  House  :  Irregularity  in  meeting :  Remarks,  2996 
(iv) ;  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock,  1744  (iii);  M.  for  two  sittings 
each  day,  3459  (iv). 

Soulanges  Election:  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1  (i). 

Speaker,  Deputy,  Salary:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Staff,  Commission  on  Reorganisation:  Rep.  presented  (Mr. 
Speaker)  2497  (iii) ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Fisher )  2750  ;  increased 
expenditure  under:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3449;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 
Stationery,  &c  ,  used:  Que3.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  290  (i). 

Vacancies,  Notification  of  (Mr.  Speaker)  1  (i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber:  Remarks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
2676  (iv). 

VVB3T  Middlesex  Election  :  Judge’s  certificate  and  Rep.  read  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1  (i). 

Writs  of  Election  :  Warrants  issued  for,  1,  589  (i), 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  furnished  to:  Qaes. 

(Mr.  Vail)  783  (ii)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3245  (iv). 
Huoiies,  D.  J.  Charges  against:  Qaes.  (Mr.  Wilson)  77; 

M.  for  copies  of  Papers  and  Cor.,  98  (i). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Snip  Canal  Co.’s  B.  No.  09  (Mr. 
Tyrwhitt).  1°*,  269  ;  2°*,  428  (i)  ;  inborn,  and  3°*, 
1007 ;  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  27.) 


Huron  and  Superior,  Lakes,  Surveys  op  :  in  Com.  of 
Sap.,  3244  (iv). 

Ice,  Unguarded  Openings,  &c.  See  P>.  22. 
IMMIGRATION : 

Allan  Line,  Payments  for  Assisted  Passages  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  567  (i)  ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Buildings  at  Levis  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  89  (i). 

Chinese,  Rep.  of  Commissioners:  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau). 

Man.  and  N.  W.,  Cor.  Between  C.P.R.  Co.  and  Govt.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Blalce)  147  (i). 

Office  at  Quebec,  Employ&s  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny). 

Pauper  Immigrants,  Turkish:  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3475  (iv). 
Printing  and  Advertising:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 

202  (i). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Scheme  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (i). 

Settlers  in  B.  C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  189  (i). 

— -  Dom.  during  1884:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

-  Man.  and  N.  W.  T. :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

-  Mar.  Provs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  148  (i). 

— - —  N.  W. :  M.  for  Stmat.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat:  Ques.  (Mr.  Walson)  350  (i). 

Immigrant  Patients  in  Quarantine:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3358  (iv). 

Imitation  Precious  Stones:  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Moans, 
846  (ii). 

Imperial  Govt.,  Communication  with,  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (iii). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  Between  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.:  Qaes.  (Mr.  Edgar)  51  (i). 

Importation  op  Prison  Manufactures  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Plait) 
2169  (iii). 

Imports  and  Exports,  distinguishing  Products  op  Can¬ 
ada  :  M.  for  Kep.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  30  (i) . 
Imports  for  Consumption:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Improved  Eipled  Ordnance:  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2915  (iv). 
Indian  Affairs,  Dept  of.,  Eep.  :  presented  (Sir  John  A. 

Macdonald)  28  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (ii),  3410  (iv). 
Increased  Duty  on  Flour  :  Qaes.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
744  (i). 

Indiantown  and  Boystown  Ey.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Eos.  (Mr. 
Pope)  3453  (iv). 

Indemnity  to  Members  Act.  Amt.  B.  No.  116 

(Mr.  Farrow).  1°,  813  (ii). 

Indemnity  to  Members.  See  “  House  of  Commons.” 
INDIANS : 

Advancement  Act  of  1884,  Application  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cochburn) 
77  (i). 

B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Can.  and  B.  C.:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Mills)  863  (ii). 

Cherrier,  G.  E.,  Agent  at  Caugonawaga  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Hol¬ 
ton)  1443  (ii). 

Education  of,  in  Man.  and  N.  W.T.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr .Kirk)  1443  (ii). 
Fort  William  Reserve  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii). 
In  Com.  of  Sup.  See  “Sdpply.” 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle,  &o.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922  (iii). 
Lands  in  Tp.  of  Toronto:  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  Fleming)  147  (i). 
Lands  inVicer  Agency  :  M.for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  De  St. Georges)  1443  (ii). 
Lebel,  A.,  Agent  acting  without  Sureties:  Ques.  (Mr.  De  St. 
i  Georges)  1211  (ii). 
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INDIANS — Continued. 

Manitoba  Agency,  Management,  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Charlton)  61  (i). 

Metlakatla,  Troubles  at  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakespeare) 
304  (i). 

Reserve  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Purchase  of,  by  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Reserves  and  Homesteads  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  156V  (ii). 

Reserve,  Victoria  Arm,  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1211  (ii). 

Rising  of  the  Stonies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  863  (ii). 

Schools  in  B.  C  ,  Establishment  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  1413  (ii). 

Schools  in  Man.  and  N.  W.T.  :  Qu?s.  (Mr.  Kirk)  568  (i). 
Superintendents,  Office  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  88  (i). 

Supplies  in  the  N.W.,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 
532  (i). 

Sympathywith  Half-breeds  in  N.  W.T.  :  Ques.  (  Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Titles  in  Ont.  acquired  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 

Title  to  Disputed  Territory  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  594  (i). 
Trafalgar,  Lands  unsold  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i). 

( See  “Dom.  Lands,”  “Disturanoe  In  the  N.W.,”  &c. 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu'Appelle  and  High  River  : 
cone.,  2922. 

Industries  of  Canada,  Commission  respecting  :  M.  for 
copy  of  Com.,  O.  C.,  Cor.,  &o.,  and  also  Kop.,  &e.  (Mr. 
Blake)  56  (i). 

Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases*  See  “Animals.” 
Inland  Fisheries  of  the  Dom.,  Queen  vs.  Robinson  : 
M.  for  copy  of  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  229  (i). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of  :  Rep.  presented  (Mr.  Costigan) 
28  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  916  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Collector  at  Summerside,  P.B.I. : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Yea)  350  (i). 

Inland  Revenue.  See  “Consolidated.” 

Insolvency  and  Bankruptcy:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
for  Sel.  Com.,  47;  Moss,  from  His  Ex.,  101;  M.  to  ref. 
Pets,  ti  Sel.  Com.,  125  (i). 

Insolvency  B.  No.  32  (Mr.  Billy).  1°,  10 1  (i). 
Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s, 
&C.,  B.  No.  68  (Mr.  Edgar).  1°,  235  (i). 
Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s, 
&C.,  B.  No-  127  (Mr.  Edgar).  1°,  1094  (ii). 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Distribution  of  Assets  B. 
No.  4  (Mr.  Curran).  1°,  29  ;  2°*,  619  (i)  ;  M.  to  transfer 
to  Govt.  Orders,  1280;  agreed  to,  1281  (ii) ;  Order 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  3375  (iii) . 

Insolvents,  Discharge  of  past,  B.  No.  34  (Mr. 

Beaty).  1°*  113  (i). 

Insolvents’  Estates  Equitable  Distribution  B. 

No.  33  (Mr.  Beaty).  1°*,  113  (i). 

Inspection  Act.  See  “General.” 

Inspection  of  Banks,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Casgrain)  51  (i)  ;  prop.  Res.,  81  (i). 

Inspection  of  Factories,  Res.  respecting,  on  Order 
for  Com.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergin)  60G  (i). 

Inspectors  of  Public  Works,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 

Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works,  Persons  employed  as: 
M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  139  (i). 


Instructions  to  Genl.  Middleton  respecting  Insurgents  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Instructions  to  Health  Officers  in  N.B.,  and  Quaran¬ 
tine  Regs.  :  M.  for  Rot  *  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443  (ii). 

INSURANCE : 

Canada  Agricultural  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 
Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  1877.  See  B.  20. 

Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire.  See  B.  55. 

Insolvent  Go’s.  See  Bs.  66  and  127. 

London  Life  Insuraoe  Co.  See  B.  76. 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.  Seefi.  43. 

Superintendence  of:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2957  ;  cone.  2958  (iv). 

Insurrection.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.”  &c. 
INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY : 

Casualties  to  Trains  from  Collisions,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Burpee,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

Coal  carried  from  Spring  Hill  Mines*  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
533  (i). 

Commission  respecting  Claims  against:  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.* 
(Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

Commission,  Secretary  to,  Appointment  :  M.  for  copy  of  O.  C.* 
(Mr.  Rykerl)  187  (i). 

Construction  to  Indiantown  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  744  (i),  816  (ii). 
Cost  of  Equipment  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  816  (ii). 

Cost  of  Working  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  202  (i). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3073  (iv). 
Equipment,  Valuation  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 

Free  Passes  and  Reduced  Fare  Tickets:  Ms.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Gillmor) 
234 ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  505  (i). 

Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  :  M.  forjtet.*  (Mr.  Davies) 
1442  (ii). 

Freight  Rate  Arrangements  between  Can.  Shipping  Co.  and  the 
Beaver  Line  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of,  for  Horses  killed:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Landry ,  Monlmagny)  147  (i). 

Pullman  Oar3,  Cor.  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Weldon). 
Receipts  and  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  1744  (iii). 
Receipts  and  Expenses:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1744,  1914 
(iii). 

Revenue  and  Working  Expenses:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sun¬ 
bury)  101  (i). 

Robertson,  J.  D.,  Claim  of,  re  expropriation  of  Factory,  &c.  :  M. 

for  Papers,  &c.*  (Mr.  Mills)  1443  (ii). 

Rolling  Stock,  Purchase,  &c. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
101  (i). 

Ry.  Crossing  on  Mill  St.  :  Memorials,  &c.  :*  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1442  (ii). 

Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2238  (iii). 
Simard,  M,  J.,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  C.  Lavoie  for  Land 
Damages  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Langelier)  1443  (ii). 

Wire  Fences,  Contracts  made  by  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Wel¬ 
don)  532  (i). 

Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  C.P.E.  Co.  on  Loans  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  350  (i),  1677  (ii),  1955  (iii). 

Interior  Deptl.  Hep.  :  Appeal  to  Members  to  speak  louder 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  49  (i). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Eep.  :  prosonted  (Sir  John  A.  Macdon¬ 
ald)  28  (i);  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915,  968  (ii),  2764,  3408; 
core.,  3433  (iv). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Eeceipts  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
54  (i). 

Interior,  alleged  Frauds  and  Irregularities  in  Dept.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  1915,  2170  (iii). 
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Interior,  Minister  or,  Absence  of:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake) 
1131  (ii). 

Internal  Economy  Commission  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  40  (i). 

International  Coal  Co.’s  B.  No.  51  (Mr.  Desjardins). 
I0*,  170;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  567  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  29.) 

International  Exhibition.  See  “Antwerp.” 

International  Ferries  B.  No.  17  (Mr.  Patterson , 
Essex).  1°*,  46  ;  2°  m.,  254  ;  2°*,  256  (i). 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Traffic  in,  B.  No.  70  (Mr. 
Small).  1°,  270  (i). 

Intoxicating  Liquors.  See  “Can.  Temp.  Act,”  and 
“Liquor  License  Act.” 

Iron,  Bounties  on  Manufactures  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c  .*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Isbester,  J.,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Quos. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Islands  in  River  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  of,  &c. :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

Issue  and  Redemption  of  Lom.  Notes*:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (ii). 

Jackson.  See  “  Half-breeds.” 

Jenkins,  Mr.:  Certificate  of  Election. and  Return  of,  1  (i). 
Joint  Commission,  Surveys  between  B.C.  and  Alaska  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Jones,  L.  K.,  Appointment  as  Sec.  to  I. C.  R.  Commission  : 

M.  for  copies  of  O.C.  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Jones,  W.  H.  (Sec.  of  State’s  JDept.)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  Cable  across,  Cost  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Judge  Clark,  Rep.  of,  re  Claims  Section  B. :  Quos.  (Mr. 

Casey)  78 ;  M.  for  copy,  132  (i). 

Judge  Hughes,  Official  conduct  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wilson) 
77 ;  M.  for  Rot.,  98  (i). 

Judge  Meredith,  Resignation  of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Laurier)  43  (i). 

Judges  in  N.  B.,  Appointment  for  Year’s  Circuit  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Davies)  563  (i). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts.  See  B.  161. 

Judicial  Reform  in  toe  N.  W.  T.,  Petitions,  &c. :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii). 

Judiciary  of  Man.  See  B.  162. 

Judiciary  of  Quebec.  See  “  Superior  Court.” 

Judgments  rendered  by  Supreme  Court  :  M.  for  copies, 
&c.  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 

Justice,  Administration  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (ii). 
Justices  of  the  Peace.  ^“Criminal  Law.” 

Justices  of  tiie  Peace,  Summary  Proceedings  before  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  Blake  1211  (ii).  See  B.  128. 

Jute  Cloth  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Justice,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  898,  914  (ii). 
Kavanagh,  J.  C.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Keewatin  District:  Expenses  of  Govt.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (iv). 

Kentville,  N.S.,  Dismissal  of  Collector  :  M.  for  Rot. 
(Mr.  Moffatt)  1442  (ii). 


Kimber,  R.  E.  See  “  Blaoic  Rod.” 

Kingston  Harbor  Prevenive  Officers’  Claims  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Kingston  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,*  985  (ii). 
Kingston.  See  “  Market  Battery  and  “  Tete  du  Pont.” 
Kits  served  out  to  the  Militia  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1568  (ii). 

Kootenay  By.  Co.,  B.  C.,  incorp.  B.  No.  83  (Mr. 

Small).  1°*  349;  2°*,  545  (i). 

La  Banque  du  Peuple  B.  No.  53  (Mr.  Girouard). 
1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49 

Vic.,  c.  8.) 

Laborers’  Wages,  Payment  of,  onC.P.R.  :  Ques.  ( Mr. Chari - 
ton)  290  (i). 

Lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  Riv.  Ry.  Co.’s  B. 
No.  24  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex).  1°*,  67  ;  2°*,  113  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  21.) 
Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  Dams:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1130  (ii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Permits  granted  :  M.  for  Rot.* 
(Mr.  Mulock)  1444  (ii)  ;  legislation  respecting  (Quos.) 
3073  (iv). 

Lake  TILuiscamingue,  Messrs.  Perlf.y  &  Guerin’s  Reps.  : 

,  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew).  1040  (ii). 

Land  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Land  area  in  the  48-mile  Belt  accepted  by  C.P.R.  Co.  : 
Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  782  ;  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin)  862  (ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 
Land  Claims  in  N.W.T.,  Duties  of  Mr.  Russell  :  Quos. 

(Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Land  Company  Agent.  See  “  Edmonton.” 

Land  Grant  accepted  by  C.P.R.  Co.,  Number  of  acres  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  568,  744  (i). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  C.P.R.,  present 
position  of:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Railways  in 
Man.  and  N.  W. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake) 
92  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  No.  147 

(Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  782  (ii);  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res ,  2440  ;  in  Com.,  2461,  2483,  2497  ;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2533  ;  1°*  of  B.,  2534  (iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2770, 
2854  ;  in  Com  ,  2855;  Ordor  for  3°  road,  Amts.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2890;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893;  Amts.  (Mr. 
Blake)  neg.  on  same  div.,  2894;  3°*,  2894  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Sproule) 
1039  (ii). 

Land  Reserves  of  B.C. :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
703  (i). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.,  south  of  24-Mii.e 
Belt:  Quos.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2530  (iii). 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt  in  B.C.  and  Homestead  Act  :  Quos. 
(Mr.  Hesson)  289  (i). 
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Lands  North  and  West  ofYLake  Superior  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Lands.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Lands  rejeoted  by  C.P.R.  Co.  in  Ry.  Belt:  Stmut.  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  965  ;  outsitlo  Ry.  Belt,  Quo?.  (Mr. 
Blake)  927  (ii). 

“  Lansdowne,”  Steamer,  Engines  and  Boiler:  Quos. 
(Mr.  Vail)  189  (i)  ;  Communication  with  P.E.I. : 
Quos.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  927  (ii). 

Langelier,  Mr.  F. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Re¬ 
turn  of,  1  (i). 

Laurie,  Maj.  Genl.,  Mission  of,  to  the  N.W. :  Quos.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2997  (iv). 

Lavis’s  Patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents  :  Quos.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  2029  (iii). 

Lavoie,  Geo.  See  “  I.C.R.” 

Law  of  Evidence.  See  “  Criminal  Law.” 

Law  Reports,  Ont.  :  in  Com  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Leduc,  Father,  and  Mu.  Maloney,  Communications  with 
Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office,  Establishment  of:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent  acting  without  Sureties  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  1211  (ii). 

Lennox  Controverted  Election  :  Judges  Rep.,  warrant 
issued  and  return  of  Member,  1. 

Letter  Carriers.  See  “  Civil  Service  ”  B.  31. 

Letter  Postage  Reduction:  Quo3.  (Mr.  Eesson)  33;  M. 

lor  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr,  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c., 
(Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Levels,  Grades,  Tangents,  &c.,  from  summit  of  Rockies 
to  Moody:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 

Levis  Controverted  Election  :  Judgment  of  Supreme 
Court,  593  (i);  Roturn  of  Member  elect,  1385  (ii). 
Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amt.  B.  139  (Sir  John 
A .  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  1658;  in  Com,  1666;  1°* 
of  B.,  1670  (ii)  ;  2°,  2402  (iii);  in  Com.,  2759  ;  3°  m., 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65)  2763;  3°  on 
same  div.  reversed,  2763  (iv).  ( 18-49  Vic.,  c.  45.) 

Library  of  Parliament  :  M.  for  Joint  Com.,  36  ;  Mr. 
Bourinot’s  Work  :  scarcity  of  copies,  40  ;  Office  of 
Librarian:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i) ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2796  (iv). 

License  Act,  1883,  Decision  of  Supreme  Court  re  :  M.  for 
Rot.*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

License  Act,  Dom.,  Commissioners  under  :  M.,  lor  Ret. 
(Mr.  Bergin)  307  (i). 

License  Act,  Quebec,  Working  of:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  307  (i). 

License  Commissioners  in  Essex:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  606  (i). 
License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  under  Act  of  1883 :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  46  (i). 

License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883 :  Quos. 
(Mr.  Gunn)  1568  (ii). 

Licenses,  Lake  Erie,  Fishing,  Names  of  persons  granted  : 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 


Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  Timber,  &c.,  Applications  for 
and  not  granted  :  M.  for  Rets  *  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 
Licenses.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Lieut.-Gov.  of  M.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 
Lxeut.-Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cas- 
grain)  479  (i). 

Life  boats  and  Stations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (iv). 

Life  saving  Apparatus  in  C.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 
Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lighthouses,  &c.  See  “  Marine  ”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
3250  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Fog-Alarms,  Construction  of:  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2952  (iv). 

Lighthouse  at  Quaco,  Memorials  or  Cor  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Lightship  at  Lower  Traverse,  Wood  Supplies:  M.  for 
Rot.  (Mr.  Cdsgrain)  30  (i). 

Lindsay,  D.,  Deduty  Collector  of  Inland  Revenue, 
Superannuation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr,  McMullen)  2531  (iii). 
Lingan  Mines,  C.B.,  aiding  Civil  Power  at  :  iu  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3452  (iv). 

“Lion,”  Seizure  of  Schooner,  in  N.S.:  M.  for  copies  of 
Rep.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne )  533  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  in  Co.  of  Halton  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
McCraney)  67  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Application  for  and  Licenses 
granted,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  46  (i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt,  B.  Mo.  58  (Mr. 

Foster).  1°,  170;  2°  m.,  620;  deb.  adjd.,  622  (i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  No.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald).  1°,  1281  (ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2400  ;  2°*,  2402  (iii)  ; 
in  Com.,  2768,  2894;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  2958; 
3°*,  2961  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  74.) 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Boards  of  Commissioners 
under  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Foster)  77  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Constitutionality  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  429  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Regulations  directing  License 
Fund  under:  Ques.  (Mr.  Auger)  76  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Putting  in  force  of:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3244  (iv). 

Liquor.  See  “  Can.  Temp.  Act,”  &c. 

Liquors,  Revenue  derived  from  Importation,  &c,:  M. 

for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Rykert)  313  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  18S3,  Supreme  Court  Judgment  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  29  (i). 

Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S.,  Automatic  Buoys:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Liverpool  or  London,  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  or  Halifax 
.  Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

. LOANS : 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c  (Mr.  Blake) 
45  (i). 

Advances  to  Peovinces.  See  B.  7. 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  113,  743  (i). 
Contracted  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1744,  1914 
(iii). 
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LOANS — Continued. 

O.P.R. :  $30,000,000,  Payments  on  account  of  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1130;  payment  of  interest  on :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
1131  (ii).  See  B.  153. 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement.  See  B.  108. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock.  See  B,  7. 

Five  per  cent.  Consolid.,  Retirement  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  &c. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 

Five  per  cent.  Loan  Sinking  Fund  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
2465  (iii). 

Govt.  Loans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Harbor  Master  of  Halifax.  See  B.  48. 

Loan,  Recent,  Prospectus,  Advertisements,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Local  Govts.:  Applications  for  Advances:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr, 
Blake)  45  (i). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  743  fi)  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  1305  (ii). 

Public  Service.  See  B.  145.  • 

Quebec,  Advances  on  account  of  Scbsidy  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier) 
235  (i). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  350  (i),  2530  (iii). 
Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners.  See  B.  150. 

£4,000,000  recently  effected  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2998  (iv). 

Loans  for  the  Public  Service  authorization  B. 

Wo.  145  (Mr.  Bowell).  Bes.  prop  ,  2391;  M.  for  Com. 
on  .Res.,  2461;  in  Com,  2463;  M.  to  receive  Eep.  of 
Com.,  2523 ;  1°*  of  B.,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2526  (iii). 
(48-49  Vie.,  c.  43.) 

Lobster  Traps  and  Sea  Lots  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  Blake)  6 1  (i). 
Local  Govts,  in  N.  W,  T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Cameron ,  Huron)  292  (i). 

Location,  &c.,  C.P.B.,  Land  set  atari,  granted,  &c.  :  M. 
for  Map  (Mr.  Blake)  46  (i). 

Location  of  (J.  P.  B.  in  B.  C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii). 
London  Life  Insurance  Co.’s  Amt.  B.  No.  76  (Mr. 

Macmillan,  Middlesex).  I0*,  313;  2°*,  405  (i) ;  in 
Com.  and  3°,  1723  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  94.) 

Longley,  G.  C.,  Collector  of  Inland  Rev.,  Superannua¬ 
tion  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Long  Sault  and  Lake  TjSmiscamingue  Rr.  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Ros.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458. 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 
Longueuil  and  Lfivis  Ry,,  Survey  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
429  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance.  See  “Sunday  Excursions.” 
Losses  and  Expenses  through  troubles  in  the  N.W.T. : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 

Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse,  Supply  of  Wood  to  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Lughrin,  Charles  H.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor.  between, 
re  Canada  Temp.  Act:  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Burpee) 
1443  (ii). 

Lutheran  Church.  See  “Synod.” 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3456  (iv). 
Lytton,  B.C.,  Work  on  C.P.E.,  near:  M.  for  information 
(Mr.  Blake). 

Maduxnakik  River  Obstructions:  M. for  Ret.  (Mr.  Irvine) 
443  (i). 

Mackinley,  A/&  W.,  of  Halifax,  Entry  of  School  Books 
at  undervaluation  :  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Bykert)  1443 
(ii). 


Matt.  Bags,  Furnishing  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  964  (ii). 
Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Mail  Service.  See  “Post  Office.” 

Matt.  Subsidies.  See  “  Supply.” 

Mail  Trains  on  G.T.R.,  Brocicville,  Arrival  and 
departure:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  816 
(ii). 

Manila  Hats  ;  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  817  (ii). 
MANITOBA : 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2029  (iii). 
Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Census  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  149  (i).  See  B.  21. 

Claims  for  a  Subsidy:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  188  (i). 

Claims  Settlement.  See  B.  155. 

County  Court  Judges  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  3395  (iv). 
Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
293  (i);  M.  for  Ret.,*  1443  (ii). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Goyt.  Aid  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron) 
148  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Claims,  &c.,*  448  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Indian  Agency,  Management  of:  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  of  Commis¬ 
sion  (Mr.  Charlton)  61;  missing  Ret.  produced  (Mr.  Speaker) 
67  (i). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3315  (iv). 

Mail  Robberies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Man,  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  147. 

Man.  Central  Ry.  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  802  (i). 

Man.  South-Western  Colonization  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  147. 
Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (i),  3351  (iv). 

Roundhouse  at  Selkirk  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2171  (iii). 

Session  of  Legislature,  1884:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  862  (ii). 

Settlers  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

Tua-BABGES,  Dredges,  &c.,  on  Red  River:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Watson)  964  (ii). 

[Nee  also  “  Dominion  Lands,”  “Half-breeds,”  “Indians,”  &c.] 

Manitoba  and  North-Western  By.  Co.  of 
Canada  B.  No.  74  {Mr.  Royal).  1°*,  313;  2°*, 
405  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 

c.  86.) 

Manitoba  Claims  Settlement:  Dob.  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.  (Mr.  Bowell)  2775;  (Mr.  Watson)  2776;  (Mr. 
Ross)  2777 ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2778  ;  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2780 ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  2783 ;  (Mr.  While ,  Card- 
welt)  2783;  (Mr.  Mills)  2784;  (Mr.  White,  Hastings) 
2786  ;  (Messrs.  Trow  and  Woodworth)  2787 ;  (Mr. 
Fairhank)  2789  (iv).  See  B.  155. 

Manitoba,  Subsidy  to,  increased,  B.  No.  155  (Mr. 
Bowell).  Bos.  prop.,  2420  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2775  ; 
in  Com.,  2789,  2823;  further  Bos.,  2889;  in  Com., 
2924;  1°*  of  B.,  2926;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3047;  3°, 
3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  50.) 

Manufactured  Exports,  Drawbacks  on:  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 

Manufacturing  Industries  Bei*.  :  Information  respecting 
B.  C.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  594. 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Deptl.  Bep.  :  prosontcd  (Mr. 

Mcljelan)  113  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906,  922  (ii). 
MARINE: 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  Claim  of  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
148  (i). 

Automatic  Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor:  Ques.  (Mr.  Tories)  479 
(i),  1914  (iii), 
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MARINE — Continued. 

Bayfield  Breakwater,  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac )  77  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  Management  :  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell,  Victoria')  1443  (ii). 

Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Wharfage  collections  :  Quea.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  478  (i). 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  479  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings:  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton)  1533  (ii). 

Cape  Race  Light  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (iv). 

Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  479  (i). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  Protection:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1915  (iii). 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Vail)  532  (i). 

Discovery  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
479  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  ;  remarks 
(Sir  Hector  Langevin)  56  (i). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
293  (i). 

Fog-Whistles  in  Bay  of  Fundy,  Tenders  for  Coal  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne  )  533  (i). 

Great  Village  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  67  (i). 

Hospitals  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  783  ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3245  (iv). 

“  Lansdowne,”  [Steamer,  Engine  and  Boiler:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail) 
189  (i)  ;  Communication  with  P.  E.  I. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
927  (ii). 

Life-boats  and  Stations  :  in  Com.  of  Sop.,  2947  (iv). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950-2952, 
3250  (iv). 

“  Lion,”  Schoonbr,  Seizure  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.*  (Mr. 
Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse,  Wood  supplies:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Masters  and  Mates’  Examination  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

MoIsaao’s  Pond  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Inverness)  36  ;  Engineers’  Reps.  :  M.  for  copies,  60  (i). 

Metaqhan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 

Narrows,  St.  Lawrence,  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brock- 
ville)  112  (i). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters.  See  B.  132. 

“  Neptune,”  Steamer,  Supplies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Accts.  (Mr.  Vail) 
229  (i). 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor  Breakwaters  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  147  (i). 

Obstructions  in  Navigable  Waters  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945  (iv). 

PARSBonouGH  Breakwater,  Tenders  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  66  (i). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816 (ii). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
297  (i). 

Port3  Stanley  and  Burwell,  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr 
Wilson)  62  (i). 

“  Queen  of  the  Isles,”  Steamer,  Employment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
McMullen)  1131  (ii). 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
1039  (ii). 

River  St.  Lawrence  Navigation.  See  B.  169. 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Satoma  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 


MARINE —  Continued. 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1039  (ii). 
Shipping,  Registration:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
831  (ii). 

Somerville  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  57  (i). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  See  B.  133. 

Stores  purchased  in  Halifax  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  633  (i)  ; 
Ques.,  1914  (iii). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Tug-Barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Watson )  964  (ii). 

Water  and  River  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  295)  (iv). 

Weller’s  Bay  “  Range  Lights”  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 
White  Point  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i) 
Wrecks  and  Casualties  :  ®In  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction  B.  No. 
II  (Mr.  Men).  1°*,  40;  2°  m.,  127  ;  2a*  131 ;  Order 
for  Com.  read,  215  ;  in  Com.,  496  ;  3°*,  616  (i). 
Market  Battery,  Kingston,  Lease  of  property  :  M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Flatt )  210  (i). 

Martin,  John,  Continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Pets.*  (Mr.  Curran)  201  (i). 

MaskinongB,  Yacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Ret.  of  member,  1  (i). 

Masters  and  Mates,  Examination  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (iv). 

Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids,  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 
Medals  for  Volunteers  wiio  served  in  the  N.W.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  McNeill)  2274  (iii). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Port  Macleod  Staoe  Line:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  351  (i). 

Meeting  of  the  House,  Irregular  time:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake)  2996  (iv). 

Megantic:  Return  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Members,  Accommodation  for:  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwrujht)  49  (i). 

Members’  Indemnity,  Payment  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3473  (iv). 

Members  Introduced,  1,  133  (i),  1192,  1385  (ii),  3150  (iv). 
Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  grievances,  Answers  to  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  Resignation  of  :  M,  for  copy 
(Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i). 

MESSAGES  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY: 

Address,  Ans.  to,  113  (i). 

Claims  of  Manitoba,  202  (i). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.,  234  (i). 

Estimates,  The,  289  (i)  ;  Suppl.  for  1884-85,  2820  ;  Suppl.  for  1885— 
86,  3359  ;  Further  Suppl.  for  1835-86,  3423  (iv). 

Bankruptcy  Pets.,  Res.,  &o.,  101  (i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  40  (i). 

Albany,  Duke  of,  Death  of,  Thanks  of  Qubsn,  32  (i). 

Grant  of  $700,00)  for  N.W.  Troubles,  1064  (ii). 

Grant  of  $1,000,000  for  Expenditure  in  N.W.,  2234  (iii). 
Middleton,  Genl.,  Vote  to,  3470  (iv). 

Parliament  :  Opening,  1  ;  Prorogation,  3475. 

Washington  Treaty,  Cor.  and  Papers,  3232  (iv). 

Metaqhan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  ; 

M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 
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Metla.ka.tl a  Indian  Troubles:  M,  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare )  304  (i). 

Meteorological  Observatories  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2956  (iv.) 
Middleton,  Genl.,  Despatches  from  :  1822,  1835,  1895, 
2139,  2351  (iii),  2750,  3073  (iv)  ;  Instructions  to :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii),  2169  (iii)  ;  Thanks  of  Parlt.,  3457 ; 
Yoteof  $20,000,  3470  (iv). 

MILITIA  : 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (iv). 

Active  Members,  Number  :  M.  for  Ret-.*  (Mr.  3Iulock)  533  (i). 
Ammunition  :  in  Com.  of  Snp.,  2903  (iv). 

Arms,  Description  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  814. 

Argyle  Hiohlandebs,  Payment  of  arrears  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  883 ;  M.  for  Ret.,*  1444  (ii). 

Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barrack  Huts,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Batteries,  Transfer  of  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  235  (i). 
Bergin,  Surgeon-Genl,,  Services  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1914  (iii). 
Blais,  Achille,  Funeral  Expenses:  Ques.  (Mr .  Langelier)  2169  (iii). 
Boots  for  the  Toronto  Corps:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (ii). 
Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 
Canadian  Contingent  for  the  Soudan:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  568  (i). 
Clothing  and  Great  Coats:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 

Dom.  Artillery  Association:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Dom.  Rifle  Association:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (iv). 

Equipment  of  the  90th  Batt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  2851  (iv). 
Expedition  to  the  N.W. ,  Cost  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1678  (ii)- 
Flannel-Shirts,  Contract  for:  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  1306  (ii). 
Gatling  Guni  for  use  of  Troop3:  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings) 
813  (ii). 

Grant,  G.,  Superannuation:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2531  (iii). 
Guns  in  action  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 
Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  to  the  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Improved  Rifled  Ordnance  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

Kits  served  out  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1568  (ii). 

Laurie,  Major  Gbnl.,  Mission  to  the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
2997  (ii). 

Lavis’  patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents:  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier) 
2029  (iii). 

Martin,  J.,  Pension  to  Widow  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pet.*  (Mr. 
Curran)  201  (i). 

Medals  for  Volunteers:  Ques.  (Mr.  McNeill)  2274  (iii). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Despatches  from,  1822,  1835,  1895,  2139, 
2357  (iii),  2750,  3073  (iv). 

Middleton,  Genl,  Instructions:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii) j 
2169  (iii). 

Military  College  Graduates,  Number,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  313  (i). 

Military  College  Graduates  in  the  Militia  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
1040  (ii). 

Military  Branch,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2889,  2893,  2903  (iv). 
Military  College  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  ;  cone.,  2932  (iv). 
Military  Magazine  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr,  Weldon)  603  (i). 
Military  Organizations  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
862,  1474  (ii). 

Military  Properties,  Care  of:  in  Com.  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Military  Storehouse,  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1039  (ii). 
Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1566  (ii). 
Mounted  Infantry,  Winnipeg:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (iv). 

Officers  and  Men,  Pay,  &c.:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex) 
313  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut  -Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  of 
Major-Genl.  (Mr.  Casey)  45  (i). 

Otter’s,  Col.,  march  to  Battleford  :  Remarks,  1386  (ii). 

Ouimet’s,  Col  ,  absence  from  Duty:  Remarks,  1167,  1205  (ii). 
Pensions  to  Militiamen  of  1812 :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
101  (i). 

Pensions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  f ii). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  246  (ii). 
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Protestant  Volunteers  in  66th  Battalion  ;  Remarks,  2998  ;  Tel., 
3094  (iv). 

Rebellion.  See  general  heading  “Disturbance.” 

Rewards  for  Bravery:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  2359. 

School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec:  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Langelier) 
88  (i). 

Scott’s,  Col.,  Batt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  1064  (ii). 

Troops  at  Clarke’s  Crossing  :  Telegram,  1205  (ii). 

Troops,  Movements  of:  Que3.  (Mr.  Blalee)  838,  872;  Tel.,  1328 (ii). 
Veterans  of  War  1812  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

• - —  Extension  of  Pensions  to  Widows:  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson, 

Hastings)  36  (i). 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal:  Que3.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 
Volunteers  of  Mil.  Dist.  No.  9  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

— - - Treatment  of  Half-breeds  by  :  Remarks,  2169  (iii). 

- - —  Killed,  Transport  of  Bodies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii). 

- in  the  N.W.  and  Intoxicating  Liquor:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster ) 

1131  (ii). 

- Cobps  in  the  N.  W.  in  1879:  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816; 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

- - —  of  1837-38,  recognition  of  Services:  Res.  (Mr.  ILickey) 

37  (i). 

- Recognition  of  Services  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Small)  1563  (ii). 

Vote  of  Thanks,  Gen.  Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3459 ;  Res.i 
3163  (iv). 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  by  American  Rys.  :  Remarks,  839  (ii). 
Waterproof  Blankets,  Purchase  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171 
(iii). 

Williams,  Col  ,  Death  of:  Remarks  and  Telegram,  3073  (iv). 

[-Fee  also  general  heading  “  Disturbance.”] 

Militia  Acts.  See  “  Consolidated.” 

Militia  and  Defence,  Annual  Rep.  ;  presonted  (Mr. 
Caron)  40  (i). 

Militia,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898,  914  (ii),  2913  (iv). 

Militia,  Recognition  of  Services  in  tlie  N.  W,  B. 

180  (Mr.  Caron).  Res.  prop.,  3321  ;  M.  for  Com., 
3376  ;  in  Com.,  3377  ;  1°*  of  B.,  3380  ;  2°*  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  73  ) 

Millard,  Mr.,  Fines  imposed,  Collection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes )  1211  (ii). 

Mill  St.,  St.  John,  Ry.  Crossing  on,  Memorial  and  Cor.  1 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Mineral  Waters  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
Mining  and  Timber  Lands,  north  of  Lakes  Superior  and 
Huron,  Ownership  of  :  M.  for  O.C.,  &o.  (Mr.  Mills) 
66  (i). 

Minister  of  Rys.,  Office  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i). 
Minister  of  Int.,  Absence  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  964  (ii). 
Miramiohi  River,  Fish  caught  in  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mit* 
chdl)  295  (i). 

Mission  of  Hon.  Mr.  Royal:  Attention  of  Govt,  callod  to 
newspaper  paragraph  (Mr.  Blake)  889  (ii). 

Mission  of  Major  Genl.  Laurie  to  the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2  97  (iv). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 
Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  743  (i). 

Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  ; 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Montreal  and  Sorel  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Pope)  3457  (iv). 

Montreal  Garrison  Artillery,  See  “  Militia,” 
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Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  567  (i). 

Moody,  John,  Employment  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister )  148  (i). 
Moody.  See  “  Port  Moody.” 

“  Moravian.”  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  Payments  to  :  M.  for  Struct.  (Mr.  McCraney ) 
1443  (li).  See  “  Dominion  Annual  Register.” 
Morgan,  J.  H.,  Services  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Cockburn )  77 ;  Appointment  :  M.  for  O.  C.  (Mr. 
Paterson ,  Brant )  147  (i). 

Mouldings  and  Picture  Frames  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  84G  (ii). 

Morton  Dairying  and  Farming  Co.  See  “Squatters.” 
Mounted  Infantry.  See  “  Militia.” 

Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  No.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  994  (ii)  ;  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  2402;  in  Com.,  2415  ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of 
Com.,  2421;  1°*  of  B.,  2430  (iii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2770  ;  3°  m.,  2820  ;  3°  on  a  div.,  2822  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  53.) 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  for  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  351  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake) 
2359  (iii). 

Mounted  Police,  Compensation  for  Injuries:  M.  for 
Rot.*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  505  (i). 

Mounted  Police  Force  B.  No.  140  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald ).  1°*,  1G70  (ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2772  ; 

3°  m.,  2832  ;  3°,  2833  (iv).  (18-19  Vic.,  c.  54.) 

Mounted  Police  :  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392,  3421  (iv). 
Mounted  Police,  Increase  of  Force  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake) 
2169  (ii). 

Mounted  Police  Ofeicers,  Reps,  from,  re  Engagements  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3435  (iv). 

Mounted  Police  Recruits:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1566 
(ii). 

Murray  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303,  3307  (iv). 

Murray  Canal  Route,  Cor.  and  Pets.:  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  1442  (ii). 

Musk:  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 

Muskoica  Lakes  and  River  Severn  Canal  System  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  289  (i). 

McCarthy,  C.  (Public  Works  Dept.)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

McDougall,  Mr.  H.  F. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Return 
of,  1  (i). 

McIsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  as  a  Harbor  of  Refijgf^ 
(Ques.)  36 ;  Engineers’  Reps,  respecting  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  60  (i). 

McLeod,  N.,  (Indian  Affairs)  Superannuation  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Mcmanus,  Gratuity  to  Widow  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  ; 
coqc.,  3374  (iv). 

Napanee,  Construction  of  Public  Buildings  at  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

Napanee,  Tamwop.thand  Quebec  Ry,  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458. 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wood, 
Brockville)  112  (i); 


“  National  Policy”  Pamphlet  :  M.  for  copy*  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  124  (i). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters  Act  Amt.  B. 
No.  132  (Mr.  McLelan),  Res.  prop,  and  in  Com., 
1278  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1279  (ii)  :  Order  for  2°  dschgd.  and  B. 
wthdn.,  2899  (iv).  See  B.  159. 

Nelson  &  Son’s  School  Books.  See  “  Customs.” 

“  Newfield.”  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor,  N.S.,  Breakwaters, 
Engineers’  Reps.  :  M.  for  copies,  &c.*  (Mr.  Kirk) 
117  (i). 

New  Members,  Ret.  of  (announcement)  1,  113  (i),  1192, 
1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 

New  Militia  Pensions  :  cone.,  2765  (iv). 

NEW  BRUNSWICK  : 

Carlton  Branch  Ry.,  Purchase  op  :  ia  Com.  of  Sup.,  3415  (iv). 
Dodge,  Brenton,  Dismissal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Dorchester  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  989  (ii). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Fish  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon )  2997  (iv). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell )  295  (i). 
Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry , 
Kent)  1443  (ii). 

Intercolonial  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Judges,  Appointment  for  year’s  Circuit  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 

568  (i). 

Lieut. -Governor  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 

Military  Properties  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon)  606  (i)- 
Mill  St.,  St.  John,  Ry.  Crossing,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.  Co.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Temple) 
533  (i). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
246  (i). 

Richibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Landry ,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 
St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry.  Extension  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 

569  (i). 

St.  John  City  and  County',  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3427  (iv). 

St.  Stephen’s  Post  Office,  Receipts,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1100  (ii). 

St.  Stephen’s  Public  Buildings,  Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Oillmor) 
1148  (ii). 

Supreme  Court,  Causes  Entered  :  M.  for  number  (Mr.  Foster)  294 

0). 

Woodstock  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Irvine)  606  (i). 

<<  Neptune,”  See  “  Hudson  Bay.” 

New  Brunswick  and  P.E.I.  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

Newfoundland  and  the  Dom.,  Trade  relations  between  : 

Quoa.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3042  (iv). 

Nicolet:  Return  of  Member  to  represent,  1. 

North  American  Contracting  Co.,  position  of  debt  of 
$600,000  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i) . 
Northerly  and  Westerly  Boundaries  of  Ont,,  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Moneys  paid,  &c. :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Lister) 
210  (i). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  and  the  C.P.R.: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  57  (i). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Lease  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Mulock)  56  (i). 
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Northern  and  Western  Er.,  Cor,  between  Dom.  and 
Local  Govt,  of  N.B. :  M.  for  copies  (Mr,  Temple ) 
533  (i). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope )  3457  (iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  copy 
of  Reps.,  &c.  (Mr.  McCallum )  615,  695  (i). 

North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c. 
(Mr.  Laurie)' )  41  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Purchase  of,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Laurier )  189  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Use  of  by  C.P.R. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1915  (iii). 

Northumberland  Controverted  Election  :  Judgment  of 
Supreme  Court,  593  (i)  ;  Return  of  Member,  1192  (ii). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Co.  See  B.  147. 
North-West  Central  Ry.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  JVatson)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3380  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed  Claims:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 
N.W.T.  Expenses  B.  No.  149  (Mr.  Bowell).  Res.,  2532, 
1°*  of  B.,  2559  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2855  ;  3°*,  2894  (iv). 
(48—49  Vie.,  c.  42.) 

NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES  : 

Administration  of  Justice.  See  B.  141. 

Bell  and  Kavansagh  Land-  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  0.  C.  (Mr, 
Cameron ,  Huron )  479  (i). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Watson )  351  (i). 
Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Census:  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  149  (i).  See  B.  21. 

Change  of  Names  of  Localities  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Tasse)  2359  (iii). 
Expend. tube  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt  *  (Mr.  Vanasse)  984  (ii). 
Fees  from  Settlers  by  Govt.  Agents  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 
Fisheries  Act  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ilesson)  51  (i). 

Fisheries  Protection  :  M.  for  copies  of  Oor.  (Mr.  Heison)  700  (i). 
Fort  Macleod  Barracks:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (iv). 

Fort  Macleod  Ranch  Tel.  Co.  See  B.  80. 

Fuel  for  Settlers  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Govt.  Officials,  Names,  &c.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 
Grandin,  Bishop,  Communications  from  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3423  (iv.) 

Half-breed  Grievances  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt  to  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Means,  761  ;  neg.  (Y.  67,  N.  122)  771  (i);  Speech, 
2030  ;  Resume  of  Events  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
on  Ways  and  Means,  3075  ;  deb.  (Sir  John  A.' Macdonald)  3110; 
(Mr.  Laurier)  3119  ;  (Mr.  Girouard)  3128  ;  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  3154,  3163  ;  (Mr.  Mackintosh)  3175  ;  (Mr.  Mills)  3190; 
(Mr.  Royal)  3199. 

Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  in  1884  r  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Immigrants  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Indians.  See  general  heading. 

Indian  Supplies,  Tenders  for  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 
532  (i). 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qd’Appelle,  &c.  :  cone.,  2922  (iv). 

Judicial  Reform,  Petitions,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  See  B.  147. 

Lands.  See  “Dominion  Lands.” 

Laurie,  Major  Genl.,  Mission  to  N.W.  :  Qnes.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2997  (iv). 
Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 
Mail  Robberies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Watson) 
351  (i). 

Military  Organizations  in  the  N.W. ;  Ques.  (Mr,  Trow)  862  (ii). 


NO  RTH-WEST  TERRITORIES— Continued. 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  M.  fo 
O.C.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex)  147  (i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  351  (i). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 

Officials,  Communications  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Real  Property  in  the  N.W.T.  See  B.  109. 

Rebellion.  See  general  heading  “  Disturbance.” 

Representation  in  Parlt.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Camerow 
Huron)  292  (i) ;  Res.  in  Amt.  to  Com  of  Sup.,  3404. 

Royal,  Hon.  Mr.,  Visit  to  N.W.  :  attention  cf  Govt,  called  to  (Mr. 
Blake)  889  (ii.) 

Russell,  Mr,,  Duties  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iv). 

Saskatchewan  River  Improvements:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McCallum) 
615,  695  (i). 

Saunders  and  Wood,  Trial  for  Libel  :  M.  for.  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Settlers  during  Calendar  Year  1884:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  113  (i). 

Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Squatters  in  Tp.  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  West  :  M.for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Cameron ,  Huron)  231  (i). 

St.  Clair  Ranch  Co. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2240  (iii). 

Surveys  and  Explorations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  2029  (iii). 

Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appelle.  See  B.  39. 

Volunteer  Corps,  Organization  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816  ; 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

Vote  for  Relief  of  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  1744  (iii). 

[See  al3o  “Disturbance,”  “Dominion  Lands,”  “Half-Breeds,  &c.” 

NOVA  SCOTIA  : 

Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke  Mail  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
568  (i). 

Automatic  Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  479 
(i),  1914  (iii). 

Bayfield  Harbor  Breakwater,  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac ) 
77  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  Management  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell , 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections:  Ques. (Mr.  Forbes) 
478  (i). 

Claims  for  a  Subsidy  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  189  (i). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  Protection  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1915 
(iii). 

Cumberland,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Customs  Detectives  or  Police  in  N.S.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii). 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Vail)  532  (i). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  Earnings,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Inverness)  148  ;  M.  for  Stmnt.,*  313  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300, 
3384  (iv). 

Expenditure  for  Rys  ,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse)  961  (il). 

Fishermen,  Payment  of  Bounty,  in  Guysborough  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2751  (iv). 

Fisii  Ladders  in  La  Have  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 

Great  Village  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  67  (i). 

Harbors  in  Guysborough  Co.,  Re-survey  :  Ques  (Mr.  Kirk)  51  (1). 

“Lion,”  Schooner,  Seizure  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.*  (Mr.  Robert 
son,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

McIsaac’s  Pond  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Inverness)  36  ;  Engineers’  Reps.:  M.  for  copies,  60  (i). 

Mbtaghan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  Projected  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  <fec.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3413  (iv). 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Tenders:  M.for  copies  (Mr.  Rohertsom 
Shelburne)  66  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborough,  &c.,  Communication  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 

Port  Mulorave  as  a  Sub-port  :  M.  for  papers  (Mr.  Kirk)  445  (i). 


CXX1V 


INDEX 


NOVA  SCOT  I A — Continued. 

Rys.,  Consolidation  and  Completion  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs)  2530  (iv). 
Sawdust  Law,  Breach  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  ;  Ques., 
1039,  12 1 1  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1039 

(ii). 

Somerville  Breakwater  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  67  (i). 
Starr,  J.  E.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Removal  of  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr- 
Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax  :  Ms.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533 
(0,  1442  ;  Ques.,  1914,  1915  (iii). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure:  M.  for  Stmnt.* (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2150  (iv). 
Water  Lots,  Applications  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tupper)  429  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 
Windsor  Branch  Ry.,  O.C  ,  Agreements,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Kinney)  533  (i). 

Oaths  of  Office.  See  “  Administration.” 

Obstructions  in  Navigable  Waters  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2950  (iv). 

Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs,  Export  Duty  :  M,-  for  Bet.* 
(Mr.  Edqar)  1142  (ii). 

Obstructions  in  Bivers,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S. : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Iroine)  443  ;  wthdn.,  445  (i)  . 

Ocean  and  Biver  Service.  See  “Marine  ”  and  “  Supply.” 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  Annual  Cost,  &c  :  M.  for  Stmnt., 
(Mr.  Blake)  201  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  Renewal  of  Contract  B, 

No.  151  (Mr.  Carling).  Bos.  prop.,  2440  ;  Bes.  in 
Com.,  2555  (iii)  ;  M.  to  rec.  Bop.  of  Com.,  2751  ;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Bes.,  2754 ;  1°  of  B.,  2757  ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  3375  (iv). 

O’Connor,  Hon.  John,  Sums  paid  to,  re  Ont.  Boundary  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr,  Lister)  210  (i). 

Offences  Against  the  Person.  See  “Criminal 
Law.” 

Official  Arbitrators,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Belleau)  88  (i). 

Official  Assignees  Under  Bankrupt  Act,  1869:  M.  for 
Bot.  of  Estates,  &c.*  (Mr.  Mitchell)  303,  533  (i). 
Official  Despatches  respecting  Engagements  in  N.W. : 

Eemarks  (Mr.  Blake)  2999  (iv)  ;  Ques.,  2169  (iii). 
Officials,  Govt.,  in  the  N.W.,  Names,  &c.  :  M.  for  Bet. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 

Official  Beporters  of  Debates,  Employment  of,  during 
Becess:  Ques.  (Mr.  Auger)  76  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut.  Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copy  of 
Bop.  of  Maj.-Genl.  (Mr.  Casey)  45  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  and  Suspension 
of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Wilson)  101 ;  (i). 

Ontario  and  Quebec  By.  Co’s,  Bonds  :  M,  for  copy  of  Pro¬ 
spectus,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i) ;  Stockholders :  M. 
for  Stmnt.,*  1443  (ii). 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  Mo.  72  (Mr.  Bergin). 
1°*,  213;  2°*,  405  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3^*,  1007  (ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  19.) 

ONTARIO  : 

Boundaries.  See  general  heading. 

Charlinch,  Postmaster  at  :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 


ONTARIO-—  Continued. 

Cornwall  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
293  (i). 

Dund as  and  Waterloo  Road,  Sale  of:  M.  for  Papers,  &c.  (Mr. 
Bain,  Wentworth)  147  ;  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langeoin) 
451  (i).  See  B.  120. 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  Erection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain,  Went¬ 
worth)  290  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.  ,  &c. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Fort  Francis  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Glammis  Post  Office,  Enquiry  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1131  (ii). 
Grenville,  South,  Return  of  Member,  3072  (iv). 

Heney,  J.,  Govt.  Property  occupied  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Holton)  3428 
(iv). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  98-, 
Ques,  77  (i). 

Indian  Titles  acquired  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 
Kingston  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (i),  3350  (iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries  :  XI.  for  Ret  *  (Mr.  Mulock)  1444  (ii) ;  Ques., 
3073  (iv). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  1039  (ii), 
Lennox  Controverted  Election,  Judge’s  Certificate,  &c.,  1  (i). 
Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  142  (i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ry.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 
Maitland,  Postmaster  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Malock)  1743  (iii). 
Maritime  Court,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction.  See  B.  11. 

Middlesex,  West,  Controverted  Election,  Jddge’s  Re?.,  1  (i). 
Militia  Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3412  (iv) 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  of  Lake  Superior:  M.  for  O.C., 
&c.  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Murray  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (iv). 

Murray  Canal  Route  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Gockburn)  1442  (ii). 
Muskoka  Lakes  and  River  Severn  Canal  System  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain , 
Wentworth)  289  (i). 

Napanee  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 
Northumberland  Controverted  Election,  Judge’s  Rep.,  593  (i)  ; 
Ret.  of  Member,  1192  (ii). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Casey) 
46;  (Mr.  Wilson)  101  (i). 

Ontario  and  Quebec  Ry.  Co.’s  Bonds  :  M.  for  copy  of  Prospectus 
(Mr.  Blake)  145  (i);  Stockholders:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Ontario,  West,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Ottawa,  Allowance  to  Assistant  Postmaster:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3393;  cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1211 

Co- 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Explorations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White,  Ren¬ 
frew)  131  (i),  1040  (ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reps,  made  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Platt)  124  (i). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
297  (i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwbll,  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Wilson)  62  (i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Municipalities,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Cook)  569  (i). 

Rideau  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312,  3418  (iv). 

Ridgetown  as  a  Pout  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Casey)  532  (i). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
86  (i). 

Rys.  in  Co.  of  Grey,  Refund  of  Bonuses  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lander¬ 
kin)  68  (i). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 
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ONTARIO — Conlinued. 

Shiloh  and  Fergus  Mail  Service:  Que3.  (Mr.  Inncs)  1211  (ii). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson )  79  (i). 

Trent  River  Navigation  :  in  Com.  of  Sop.,  3311  (iv). 

Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  :  Que3.  (Mr. 
Mills')  114, 115  ;  M.  for  Ret.,  115;  M.  for  copies,*  124,  210  (i). 

Welland  and  Williamsburg  Canals:  in  Com.  of  Sop.,  3301,  3418 

(iv). 

Weller’s  Bay  “Range  Lights  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Sums  paid:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen )  51  (i). 

Wood  and  Wilkinson,  Sums  paid:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
147  (i). 

Wood  Supply  to  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa:  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain, 
Wentworth)  1387  (ii). 

Operatives  in  Factories:  M.  for  Rets.,  Stmnts.  (Sir  Rich¬ 
ard  Cartwright )  37  (i). 

Order  Paper,  Omission  from,  of  a  Question  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Charlton )  2774;  explanation,  2854  (iv). 

ORDER,  PRIVILEGE  and  PROCEDURE: 

ORDER : 

Administration  op  Justice  in  the  N.W.  B.  141 :  Interruption  by 
Members  not  in  Order  (Mr.  Speaker)  3430  (iv) 

Census  op  the  N.W.,  &c.,  B.  21  :  Member  called  to  Order  for 
imputing  motives  (Mr.  Speaker)  213  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  31.  On  Amt.  to  3°  :  full  discussion  of 
principles  of  B.  objected  to  by  Mr,  Bowell  ;  Ruling  (Mr  Deputy 
Speaker)  competent  for  members  to  enter  largely  into  discus¬ 
sion  of  B  ,  but  should  confine  their  remarks  to  Resolution  in 
Amt.,  1300  (ii). 

Disturbance  in  Tue  N.W.  Remarks  (Mr.  Girowird)  on  newspaper 
paragraph  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  Ques.  of  Privi’ege  should 
conclude  with  a  motion,  and  member  cannot  correct  a  speaker 
until  conclusion  of  speech,  3161  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  103.  Calling  across  floor  not  in  Order  (Mr.  Chair¬ 
man)  1432  (ii),  1733. 

- Irrelevancy  of  deb.,  1431,  1494,  1509,  1619,  1793,  2242,  1733 

1800,  1923,  1964,  2146  (iii). 

- Member  called  to  Order  for  drawing  a  comparison  :  Ruled 

in  Order  (Mr.  Chairman)  1867  (iii). 

— - - Member  called  to  Order  for  reading  extracts  :  Ruling  (Mr. 

Chairman)  readingextracts  continuously  an  abuse  of  Privilege, 
1461,  1465,  1467,  1496  (ii)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Orton)  3161  (iv). 

- Members  wearying  House  with  repetitions  :  Authorities 

quoted  (Mr.  Chairman)  1804  (iii). 

- Objection  (Mr.  Davies)  to  member  imputing  statements, 

1974  ;  (Mr.  Foster)  1825  (iii). 

- Objection  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  Member  calling 

“  Order  ”  from  his  seat  :  Ruled  (Mr.  Chairman)  in  Order  ;  but 
if  a  Member  want3  to  raise  a  point  of  Order  be  must  rise  and 
state  it,  1975  (iii). 

- On  discussion  of  financial  condition  of  the  country  :  objec¬ 
tion  (Mr.  McCollum)  1919;  Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  an  elabora¬ 
tion  of  financial  condition  cf  the  country  not  in  Order,  1922; 
appeal  from  decision  of  Chair  to  House  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron) 
1923;  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1924  (iii). 

- On  enfranchisement  of  Indians :  objection  (Mr.  Dawson) 

taken  to  discussing  proprietory  rights  of  Indians  :  Ruling  (Mr. 
Chairman)  objection  sustained,  2144  (iii). 

- On  Member  keeping  floor  and  not  speaking,  and  disorderly 

interruptions :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  others) 
1969  (iii). 

- On  M.  to  adjn. :  Member  called  to  order  for  irrelevancy  of 

remarks,  1509 :  Ruled  out  of  Order  (Mr.  Chairman)  1510 ; 
appeal  from  decision  of  Chair  to  Hou3e  (Mr.  Edgar)  1510  ; 
authorities  quoted,  1510,  1511 ;  ruling  sustained  (Y.  76,  N.  46) 
1513  (ii). 

- Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  deb  must  bo  confined  to  clauge 

before  Com.,  1800  (iii). 
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0  RD  ER —  Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103.  Unparliamentary  language,  withdrawal  re¬ 
quested  (Mr.  Chairman)  1424  ;  (Mr.  Casey)  1435,  1436,  1466,  1680 
(ii),  1825  (iii) 

Franchise  B.  Petitions  :  Genuineness  of  Signatures  questioned  by 
Mr.  Woodworth,  and  “May”  quoted,  2024;  Remarks  (Mr. 
Speaker)  as  to  duties  of  Clerk  and  officers,  2027  (iii). 

Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B.  44  :  Full 
discussion  of  B.  not  in  Order  on  an  Amt.  (Mr.  Deputy  Speaker) 
1330  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147 :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell) 
on  article  in  Toronto  Mail  re  frosts  in  Manitoba,  2459  ;  dis¬ 
cussion  on  0.  P.  R.  Contract  declared  not  in  Order  (Mr. 
Speaker)  2460  (iv). 

Manitoba  Claims  Settlement:  on  Res  ,  Member  called  to  Order 
(Mr.  Speaker)  for  referring  to  what  took  place  in  Com.,  2783; 
reference  to  what  took  place  in  Com.  of  W.  not  in  Order, 
2786  (iv). 

Toronto  “News,”  Article  on  French  Aggression  :  Objection  taken 
by  Mr.  Charlton  to  an  hon.  Member  naming  another  by  some 
other  name  than  his  own  or  constituency  ;  objection  sustained 
by  Mr.  Speaker  and  expression  withdrawn,  1680  (ii). 

Volunteers,  Recognition  of  Services  B.  160  :  On  alteration  of 
Res.  without  consent  of  the  Crown;  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker) 
3380  (iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses  :  Ruling 
(Mr.  Speaker)  allusion  to  previous  deb.  notin  Order,  2899  (iv). 

Ways  and  Means  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Bowell  to  Member 
entering  into  full  discussion  of  sugar  duties,  simply  on  a 
change  ;  Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  852  (ii). 

PRIVILEGE  : 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Govt.  :  Personal  explanation  (Mr.  Blake) 
3445  (iv). 

Canada  Temp.  Act  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Orton)  on  article  in  News 
Record,  re  vote,  3,000  ;  explanation  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  3073  (iv.) 

C.P.R.  between  Emerson  and  Winnipeg  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lister)  on 
Stmnt.  of  Minister  of  Marine,  693  (i). 

— - -  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell)  re  charge  of  being  the  defender  of 

the  Go.,  2460  (iv) 

- Resolutions:  Publication  in  Newspapers  before  Presen¬ 
tation  to  House  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1712  (ii). 

Correspondence  in  Fort  Arthur  “  Herald  ”  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Daivson)  and  repudiation  (Mr.  Macmaster)  3162  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep  :  Interpolation  of  remarks  in  Speech  ; 
remarks  and  repudiation  (Mr.  Blake)  2541  ;  correction  (Mr. 
Macmaster)  2619  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.  :  Article  in  the  Electeur  ;  personal  expla¬ 
nation  (Mr.  Caron)  967  (ii). 

- Denial  of  Stmnt.  in  Montreal  Post  (Mr.  Girouard)  3161  (iv). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Cook)  on  newspaper  paragraph  re  Col. 

Amyot’s  Battalion,  1336  (ii). 

- Repudiation  of  charge  contained  in  article  in  Hamilton 

Spectator  (Mr.  Blake)  813  (ii). 

Dominion  and  Ontario  Politics:  Personal  explanation  (Mr.  Blake) 
1837  (iii) 

Franchise  B.  Petitions  and  the  Clergy  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Sproule) 
re  paragraph  in  Canada  Presbyterian  and  Meaford  Monitor 
2772  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  Petitions,  Genuineness  of  Signatures  ;  Remarks  (Mr. 
Edgar)  on  article  in  Ottawa  Citizen,  1955,  2103  ;  (Mr.  Allen) 
2209  (iii). 

Franchise  B  :  Report  of  speech  in  Globe  newspaper :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Wallace)  1824  (iii). 

French  Aggression  :  Article  in  Toronto  News,  Remarks  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  1678  (ii). 

Government  Printing,  &o.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  on 
paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen,  3162,  3213  ;  personal  allusions 
(Mr.  Mackintosh)  3247  (iv). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  and  conduct  of  Mr.  Hickson  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
McMullen)  on  paragraph  in  Montreal  Herald,  1131  (ii). 
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PRIVILEGE — Continued.  • 

Half-breed  Grievances  in  the  N.W.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Blake)  re 
J.  E.  Brown’s  correspondence,  3246  (iv).  uysf  isn 

Hydraulic  Power  on  Cornwall  Canal  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Gault ) 
of  paragraphjin  Globe  newspaper,  49  (i). 

Interpolation  of  words  in  a  Despatch  :  Remarks  (Mr.  3Iills) 
3247  (iv). 

Laborers  on  C.P.R.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Dawson )  of  paragraph  in 
Globe  newspaper,  247  (i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds,  &o,,  Return  :  Personal 
explanation  (Mr.  Mitchell)  94  (i). 

Messages  from  His  Ex.,  Members  rising  and  uncovering  on 
delivery  :  Contradiction  of  Stmnt.  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(Messrs.  Royal  and  Girouard)  170  (i). 

Nova  Scotia  Volunteers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  on  paragraph 
in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  1094  (i). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  White , 
Hastings)  re  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  3162  (iv). 

Timber  Limits  in  the  N.W. :  Denial  (Mr.  Sproule)  of  Statements 
published  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  566  (i). 

Timber  Regulations  in  B.  C. ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland) 
on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  2240  (iii). 

Veracity  questioned  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Curran)  725  (i). 

Water  Power  on  Williamsburg  Canal  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Benson) 
of  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper,  48  (i). 

Ways  and  Means  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  re  working¬ 
men  of  Montreal,  521  (i). 

PROCEDURE : 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  :  On  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  C ir dwell)  to  M. 
for  2°  :  objection  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  that  a  motion  in  amend¬ 
ment  to  2°  should  be  made  as  a  substantive  motion:  Ruling 
(Mr.  Deputy  Speaker)  Amt.  in  Order,  as  it  contradicts  tne  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  B.,  and  “  May  ”  quoted  in  support  of  same,  952  (ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act:  On  M.  to  place  B.  Second  Order  on  Pub,  Bills 
and  Orders  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  Order  of  proceedings  regu¬ 
lated  by  the  Rules  ;  items  standing  on  Order  Paper  taken  up 
according  to  precedence;  Order  cannot  be  changed  without 
notice,  714  (i). 

Can  Temp.  Act:  On  Mr.  Hickey’s  Amt.  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amts.,  relevancy  of  Amt.  questioned  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker) 
that  Amt.  is  consequential  to  or  relevant  upon  the  Amt.  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  and  Speaker  Brand  quoted,  2556  (iv). 

Divisions  in  Committee,  Objection  to  Chairman’s  Ruling  : 
Practice  stated  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  1470  (ii). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  :  On  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.  legalising 
sale  ;  object  of  Rule  stated  to  be  that  full  time  should  be 
given  for  consideration  of  all  Bills,  Motions  or  Resolutions 
which  may  result  in  a  charge  on  the  Treasury,  &c.  (Mr. 
Speaker)  451  (i). 

Factories,  Regulation  of  Labor  B  85  :  On  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.  for  2°  ;  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Bergin  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jamieson)  substituting  Oan.  Temp.  Act,  944  ;  Ruling  (Mr. 
Speaker)  that  the  House  may  proceed  to  other  Orders  of  the 
Day  in  discussing  an  Order,  or  a  particular  Order  may  be 
superseded  by  the  House  agreeing  to  an  Amt.  and  “  May  ” 
quoted  to  sustain  same,  944  (ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors’  Assets  B.  4  :  On  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders  :  Votes  and  Proceeding  quoted  (Mr.  Speaker)  1281  (ii). 

Inspection  of  Factories  Res  :  Suggestion  (Mr.  Speaker)  that  same 
stand  first  on  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  607  (i). 

Mililia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152:  On  Res.  increasing  number  of 
men  :  Exception  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  as  to  whether  B.  ought 
not  to  have  been  initiated  by  preliminary  Res.,  3046  ;  Ruling 
(Mr.  Speaker)  not  necessary  that  Amt.  should  be  founded  on  a 
Res.,  and  Journals  of  1883  quoted,  3046  (iv). 

Petitions,  Presentation  :  Signatures  signed  by  proxy  :  Reception 
objected  to  by  Mr.  Woodworth  and  “  May  ”  quoted,  2024 . 
Remarks  (Mr.  Speaker)  and  practice  stated,  2027,  2029  ;  Names 
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PROCEDURE —  Continued. 

obtained  by  fraud  :  discussion  to  take  place  on  M.  to  read 
and  receive  same  (Mr.  Speaker)  2274 ;  Petition  having  no 
signatures  not  in  Order  and  cannot  be  received  (Mr.  Speaker) 
2319  (iii). 

Petitions,  Reading  and  Receiving  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Edgar  : 

Cushing’s  practice  quoted  in  support  of  same,  2319,  2320  (iii). 
Petitions,  Reading  :  Irregular  for  Member  to  read  a  Petition  on 
presentation,  but  if  required  it  may  bo  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table:  Rule  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  1891,  and  authorities  quoted’ 
1893  (iii). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  in  Order 
to  move  the  Previous  Question,  he.,  1045  (ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  should  conclude  with 
a  motion,  3161  (iv). 

Scott  Act  Petitions  and  Forged  Signatures  :  On  M.  (Mr. 
Foster)  to  erase  name  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  no  practice  to 
warrant  such  a  motion  ;  English  practice  stated,  2320  (iv). 
Speaker,  Deputy,  Appointment  of  Malaohy  Daly,  Esq:  On  Res. 
objection  on  consent  of  Crown  not  having  been  signified  (Mr. 
Blake)  and  B.N.  A.  Act  quoted,  73  (i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  68  :  On  M.  to  intro¬ 
duce  :  Right  to  introduce  questioned,  because  Bill  of  same 
nature  is  before  the  House  (Mr.  Casgrain),  and  remarks  (Mr. 
Speaker)  240  ;  Ruled  (Mr.  Speaker)  iu  Order  to  introduce  Bill, 
270  (i). 

Ways  and  Means  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  to  Res.  before 
Com.,  a  Res.  on  same  subject  having  been  already  passed 
upon  :  Ruled  (Mr.  Chairman)  in  Order,  and  authorities  quoted 
to  sustain  same,  3295  (iv). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  B.  82 :  On  m.  for  2°  :  sugges¬ 
tion  (Mr.  Speaker)  that  Order  be  discharged,  428  (i). 

Ossler,  Mr.  Justice  :  Rep,  on  West  Middieses  Contro¬ 
verted  Election,  1  (i). 

Otter’s,  Col.,  March  to  Battleford  :  Remarks,  1386  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Ry.  connection  wiTn  ;  M,  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Lander - 
kin)  86  (i). 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Exploration  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
White,  Renfrew)  131  (i). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal  :  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew ) 
1211;  Deb.  (Mr.  Bryson)  1215;  (Mr.  Cockburn )  1217; 
(Mr.  Dawson)  1218;  (Messrs.  Cameron  [  Victoria']  and 
Tassi)  1219  ;  (Mr.  Hilliard)  1224  ;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin 
and  Messrs.  Blake  and  White ,  Renfrew)  1225  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Ry.  and  Bridge 
Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com., 
3472  (iv). 

Ouimet’s,  Col.,  absence  from  Duty  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Cas¬ 
grain)  1167,  1205  (ii). 

Outbreak,  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  N.S.,  projected  Line  :  M. 
for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3414  (iv). 

Pacific  Ry.  See  “  Canadian  Pacific.” 

Papers  in  respect  of  the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2358  (iii), 

Parliament,  5th,  Third  Session,  1885,  48  Victoria: 
Opening,  1 ;  Speech  from  the  Throne,  2  (i) ;  Bills 
assented  to,  1516  (ii),  3475 ;  Prorogation,  3475  (iv). 
See  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Construction  of  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Tenders  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  66  (i). 
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Partridge,  Prairie  Fowls,  &c.  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  858  (ii). 

Passenger,  Freight  and  Mixed  Trains,  C.  P.  jR.,  Punning 
op  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake )  67  (i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Arnt.  B.  Mo.  25  (Mr.  White,  Ren¬ 
frew ).  1°,  67  ;  2°  m.,  266  ;  Deg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (i). 
Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  Mo.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy) _ 
1°,  234;  2°  m,,  622;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  629  (i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  Mo.  69  (Mr.  Hay).  1°*, 
362  (i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers  in  Prince  Albert  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  964  (ii). 

Patents  of  Invention  Act  Amt.  B.  Mo.  29  (Mr, 
Smyth ,).  1°*,  88  (i). 

Pauper  Turkish  Immigrants  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Troio)  3475  (iv). 

Pawnbrokers’  further  Provision  B.  No.  137  (Mr. 
Small).  1°*,  1474  (ii). 

Payne  and  Applegarth,  Murder  op,  by  Indians  in  N.W., 
859  (ii). 

Peachy,  J.  W.,  Superannuation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret) 
1743  (iii). 

Penitentiaries,  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  Hector  Lanyevin)  28 
(0* 

Penitentiary. Pules,  Suspension:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare)  823  (ii). 

Penitentiaries.  See  “  Supply.” 

Pension,  Continuation  op,  to  widow  of  John  Martin  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Curran)  201  (i). 

Pension  Fund  of  Bank  of  Montreal  B.  Mo.  49 
(Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com. 
and  3C*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Pensions:  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

Petitions,  Franchise  B.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
reception,  1856  ;  on  genuineness  of  Signatures  (Mr. 
Woodworth  and  others)  2023  ;  (Mr.  McNeill)  2 17 1 ; 
(Mr.  Allen)  2209  ;  (Mr.  Rykert)  2274 ;  (Mr.  Edgar) 

2319  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  2392  (iii),  2772  (iv)  ;  (Mr.  Me 
Neill)  2495  (iii). 

Petitions,  Scott  Act  :  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  erase  name, 

2320  (iii). 

Petitions,  on  Presentation  op  :  Remarks,  1891  (iii). 
Petitions,  Resolutions,  &c.,  on  Bankruptcy  :  presented 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  101  (i). 

Petitions,  Resolutions,  &c.,  on  Half-breeds’  and  Settlers’ 
Claims:  Que3.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Pickles  and  Sauces  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  843  (ii). 
Picture  Frames,  &c.  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846  (ii). 
Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.  E.  I.,  Expenditure  on  Mainten¬ 
ance,  &c. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Davies)  533  (i). 

Piers.  See  “  Marine.” 

Pillage  op  Houses  and  Half  breeds  by  Volunteers: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  2169  (iii),  2990  (iv). 

Pitch  Pine  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (ii). 

Plans  and  Surveys  op  St.  Laurent  Settlement,  Receipt 
op:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Plate  Glass:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (ii). 


Plante,  J.  B.,  op  St.  Charles,  Claim  op  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Landry ,  Montmagny)  147  (i). 

Pointe  aux  Trembles,  Construction  op  Wharf  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  234  (i). 
Polariscopic  Test  for  Sug^r  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  479  (i). 
Popoise  Fishing,  Rep.  op  J.  U.  Gregory  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Blojideau)  532  (i). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry. 
Nav.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  63  (Mr.  Watson).  I0*, 
210 ;  2°*,  289  (i). 

Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  Construction  op  C.  P.  R; 
between,  Sums  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnts.  (Mr.  Casey) 
123  (i). 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reports  made  to  Govt.,  &o.  : 
M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Platt)  124  ;  Repairs  to  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fleming)  188  (i). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona  Ferry,  Extension  op  time  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Homer)  146  (i). 

Port  Moody,  B.C.,  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  op:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Casey)  816  (ii). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shed  :  M.  for  copios  of 
Reps.,  Plans,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  295  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay  C.B.,  Steamship  Subven¬ 
tion  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborougii,  Canso  and  Ariciiat, 
Communication  between:  Ques.  (Mr.  Iiirk)  114  (i). 
Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  Sub-port  :  M.  for  Papers,  &c. 
(Mr,  Kirk)  445  (i). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  op  Refuge,  Construction  op  : 

M,  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson)  297  (i). 

Port  Stanley  and  Burwpll  Harbors  op  Refuge  :  M.  for 
Ret,  (Mr.  Wilson)  62  (i). 

Port  Williams  Fishery  :M.  for  Ret*  (M  r.BlaJce)  1443  (ii). 
Post  Office  and  Finance  Dbpts.,  computing  Interest  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  927  (ii). 

POST  OFFICE  : 

Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke  Mail  Service;  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
568  (i). 

Assistant  Postmaster  at  Ottawa,  Allowance  to  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3393;  cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister )  2029  (iii). 
Calgary  and  Fort  Maoleod  Stage  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson) 
351  (i). 

Chablinch,  Postmaster  at  :  M.  ior  Papers,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
703  (i). 

Deptl.  Rep.:  presented  (Mr.  Carling)  76  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902 
(ii)  ;  cone.,  2764  (iv). 

Deposits  in  P.O.  Sayings  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  2359,  2465, 
2559  (iii). 

Depositors  in  P.O.  Savings  Banks:  Ms.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  533  ;  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (i), 

Glammis  Post  Office  Enquiry:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1131  (ii). 
Letter  Postage  reduction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Besson)  33  ;  Mr.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Mail  Trains  between  Brocicville  and  Toronto  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Cameron ,  Middlesex)  816  (ii). 

Mail  Bags,  Furnishing  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  964  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ry.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wigle) 
120  (i) 

Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Blake)  91  (i). 
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POST  OFFICE— Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies.  See  “  Supply.” 

Maitland,  Postmaster  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  1743  (iii). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Maoleod  Mail  Service:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  351  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  Annual  cost,  &o.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake )  204  (i).  See  B.  151. 

Post  Office  at  Monthagny  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 
Postal  Privileges,  Extension  to  Local  Govts.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  289  (i). 

Postal  and  Transport  Service  on  C.P.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1744  (iii). 

Postal  Revenue  at  Victoria,  B.O. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs)  148  (i). 
Shiloh  and  Fergus  Mail  Service:  Ques.  (Mr.  Innes)  1211  (ii). 
Small  Savings,  Encouragement  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Oarriers  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
218  (i). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Mail  Subsidy  :  iu  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  (iv). 
Poundmaker.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Wehlori)  246  (i). 

Presqu’Isle  S.nd  Weller’s  Bay  Harbors  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Cockburn )  144-2  (ii). 

Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements  ;  Peps,  of 
Messrs.  Russel  and  Aldous  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Cilon. Co.’s  Land,  Settlers’ or  Squatters’ 
Improvements:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Township  Surveys  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 

Prince  Leopold.  See  “  Albany,  Duke  of.” 

PEINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND: 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  By.  connection:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  2997  (iv). 
Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ry  ,  Payment  of  Laborers  and  Contrac¬ 
tors:  M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  Sc.  (Mr.  Hackelt)  142  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Yeo)  69 l(i). 

Cascuaipec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Feo)  479  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings:  Ques  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii) ; 
(Mr.  Burpee)  2359  (iii).  • 

Customs  Appraiser  at  Summerside  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 
Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings  on  P.  E.I.  Ry  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Davies)  1442  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Collector  at  Sommerside  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 
“  Landsdownb,”  Steamer,  Communication  with  Island:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  927  (ii). 

Piers  and  Wharves,  Expenditure,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Davies) 
533  (i). 

Queen’s  Co.,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
1039  (ii). 

Refund  to  Merchants  and  others,  Commissioner’s  Rep.  :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 

Sea  Lots,  Deptl.  Instructions  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Blake)  61  (i). 

Wharves  on  P.E.I,  Grant  for  construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 
351  (i). 

Winter  Crossing:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
62  (i). 

Pringle,  H.  H.,  of  Cobourg,  Employjient  of,  by  Govt.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  743  (i). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr,  Somer¬ 
ville ,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033  (iv). 


Printing  and  Advertising,  Immigration  :  M.  to  rofor 
charges  to  Public  Accounts  Com.  (Sir  Richard  Cart- 
iv right)  202  (i). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  28  (i). 

Printing  and  Publishing  Co.'s,  Sums  paid  to  and  Services 
rendered  :  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  McMu'len)  147  (i). 

Printing  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 

Printing  Dominion  Notes:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (ii). 

Printing  done  outside  of  Contract  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
White,  Renfrew)  860  (ii). 

Printing  of  Parlt.  :  M.  (Mr,  White,  Cardwell)  to  cone,  in 
Second  Rep.,  149  (i);  Seventh  Rep.,  1882  (iii)  ;  Ninth 
Rep.,  3293  ;  Tenth  Rep.,  3393  (iv). 

Printing,  Public,  changes  in  Contract  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.  (Mr.  Rykert)  246  (i). 

Prisoners.  See  “  Disturbance  in  N.W.” 

Prison  Labor  without  the  walls  of  Gaols  Act 
Amt-  B.  No.  87  (Mr.  Sutherland,  Oxford).  1°*, 
362  (i)  ;  2°,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1658  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  81.) 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  Legislation  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  51  (i j. 

Private  Bills,  Reception  of  :  Ms.  to  extencLtime  (Mr. 
Kranz)  88  ;  (Mr.  Abbott)  505,  782  (i)  ;  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  1094  (ii). 

Private  Bills,  Petitions  for  :  M.  to  extend  time  for 
receiving  (Mr.  Beaty)  40  (i). 

Privy  Council  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  899,  914  (ii). 

Progress  Estimates.  See  “C.P.R.” 

Prohibition.  See  “  Spirituous  Liquors.” 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.  W.T.,  Relaxation  of 
provisions  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Foster)  101  (  ).  See 
“  Can.  Temp.  Act.” 

Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Account  B.  No. 
113  (Mr.  Chapleau).  1°*,  964  (ii)  ;  2°,  2397  ;  wthdn., 
2398  ;  2°,  2465  ;  in  Com.,  2466  ;  3°*,  2497  (iii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  48.) 

Prorogation,  Letter  from  Acting  Gov.  Gen.’s  Sec.,  3473; 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3475  (iv). 

Prosecutions  under  Can.  Temp.  Act  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 
Craney)  1306  (ii),  3320  (iv). 

Prosser,  Mr,,  Fishery  Warden,  Lake  Erie  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr,  Lister)  954  (ii). 

Provinces,  Advances  to.  See  B.  7. 

Provincial  Acts,  Disallowance  of  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Provincial  Courts  Judges,  Salaries,  &c.,  B.  No. 
161  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  3293  ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  3375  ;  in  Com  and  1°*  of  B.,  3395  ;  2**, 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  3436  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation  of  Cor.,  &o.  :  cone,, 
3434  (iv). 

Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 
188  (i). 

Provincial  Subsidies.  See  “  Subsidies.” 


CXX1X 


Produce,  Exports  op  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright') 
606  (i). 

Prussiate  op  Potash:  in  Com. on  Ways  and  Means  846  (ii). 
Pruyn,  Mr.  M.  W. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Eeturn  of,  1. 
Public  Accounts  :  presented  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  ;  M. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  refer  to  Public  Accounts 
Com.,  76  (i). 

Public  Buildings.  See  “  Poblic  Works.” 

Public  Debt  op  Canada  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  29,  76  (i), 
927  (ii),  2465  (iv). 

Public  Expenditure  :  Ees.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup,,  2869;  (Mr.  McLelan)  2878; 
(Mr.  Charlton)  2883;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (iv). 
Public  Eeseryes  in  B.C,  and  “  Eore-Siiore  ”  Eights  :  M. 

for  Eet.  (Mr,  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Public  Service,  Rooms,  &c.,  rented  por,  in  Ottawa  :  M. 

for  Eet.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  533  (i). 

Public  Works  Deptl,  Eep.  :  presented  (Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin)  28  (i). 

Public  Works,  preservation  of  Peace  in  vicinity, 
Acts  Amt.  B.  Mo.  181  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald). 
1°*,  1278  (ii)  ;  2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824;  3°*,  2854 
(iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  80.) 

PUBLIC  WORKS: 

Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (iv). 
Barrack  Huts  in  B.  C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barracks  at  Fort  Macleod:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (iv). 

Bayfield  Harbor  Breakwater:  Qnes.  (Mr.  Mclsaac)  77  (i). 
Buildings:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916-2919,  3386,  3452  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 

Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Teo)  479  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii)  ; 
(Mr.  Burpee)  2359  (iii). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 
Coal,  Purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  313  (7), 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 

Dredges,  T&gs  and  Scows  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  (i). 
Dredging:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923  (iv). 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement  of  construction.  See  B.  108. 

Dundas  Public  Buildings;  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  290  (i). 
EsquImaclt  Graving  Dock:  Ques.  (Mr  .Baker,  Victoria)  743  (i)  ;  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv).  See  B.  7. 

Fog-Rorns  and  Letter-box  Fronts,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Langelier)  313  (i). 

Govt.  Yards  in  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  57  (i). 

Harbors  and  Rivers:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920-2923,  3385,  3386,  3409, 
3419,  3420,  3433  (iv). 

Harbors  in  Guysbobough  Co.,  Re-survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  51  (i). 
Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
90  (i). 

High  Commissioner:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3386  (iv). 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Lfivis  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  89  (i). 
Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  139  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 

Inspectors,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 
Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids,  &c.,  Inprovements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 

Napanee  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr.  Me 
Callum)  615,  695  (i). 

Ottawa,  Additional  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)\1\\  (ii). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Continued. 

Ottawa  River  Surveys  and  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  131  (i),  1040  (ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Port  Credit  Harbor,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fleming)  188  (i). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816  (ii). 
Boads  and  Bridges  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420. 

Sable  Island  Telegraphic  Communication  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Daly)  57  (i). 
Salmon  Point  Breakwater  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 
Somerville  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  57  (i). 
Storehouses  in  Quebec,  Lease  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1039  (ii). 
St.  Stephen’s  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1148  (ii). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 
Telegraph  and  Signal  Service,  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
743  (i) ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraphic  Communication  west  of  Winnipeg  :  Remarks,  839  (ii). 
Telegraphs;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922,  3307,  3386,  3420  (iv). 
Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness) 
78  (i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners.  See  B,  150. 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Tug-barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Watson) 
964  (ii). 

Ventilation  of  House  of  Commons  :  Remarks,  2676  (iv). 

Water  Lots,  Applications  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tapper)  429  (i). 
Water  Lots  on  Rivers,  Govt.  Rights:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  2238 
(iii). 

Wharves  on  P.  E.  1.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  351  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 
Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr,  Irvine)  606  (i). 
Wood  Supply:  Ques.  (Mr.  McCraney)  429  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Bain,  Went- 
worth)  1387  (ii). 

[See  different  Provinces  ;  also  “  Marine.”] 

Pullman  Palace  Car  Co.  See  “  I.C.R.” 

Pumice  and  Pumice  Stone  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans, 
810  (ii). 

Purcell  &  Kyan,  Payment  to,  for  Supplies  furnished 
Lord  Lorne  and  Party:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3  452  (iv). 
Qu’Appelle  Half-breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsh  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake )  3426  (iv). 

Qu’Appelle,  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad 
and  Stmbt,  Co.  See  B.  147. 

Qu’Appelle  Valley  Farming  Co.’s  Agreement  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake )  816  (ii). 

Quaco  Lighthouse,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon )  1442  (ii). 

Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Taschereau )  2169  (iii). 
Quarantine.  See  “Instructions”  and  “Supply.” 

Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Pope )  3457 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

QUEBEC : 

Beauoe:  Vacancy  in  the  representation,  1  (i). 

Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny)  29  (i). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  of:  M.  for  copies  of  Pets.*  (Mr. 
Langelier)  312  (i). 

Broussbau  &  Lisabelle,  Frauds  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 
Gape  St.  Ignace  Station:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 

Caron  And  Gauvreau,  Fishery  Overseers,  Salary,  &o.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blondeau)  290  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Catholic  Population  of  Province  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
363  (i). 

Chbvrieb,  G.  E,,  Dismissal  of:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Ilolton)  1443  (ii). 
Chief  Justice  Meredith,  Resignation  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
43  (i). 
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QUEBEC —  Continued. 

Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 
DeChene,  Capt.,  Complaints  against:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Cas- 
grain)  30  (i). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Mont- 
magny )  533  (i). 

Elgin  Station,  L’Islet  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain )  148  (i). 

Etohemin  River  Line  Survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lesage)  350  (i). 
Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse )  964  (ii). 
Gosselin,  E.,  Record  in  the  matter  of  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Amyot) 
703  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  N.,  Rep.  of  Enquiry:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr,  Blondeau) 
532  (i). 

Grenville  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 

Immigration  Office,  Employes  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny )  30  (i). 

Lachine  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Lfsvis,  Immigrant  Buildings  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  89  (i). 

Lis  vis,  Issue  of  Writ  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  633  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Oath  of  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  479  (i). 
Longueuil  and  Lis  vis  Ry.  Survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  429  (i). 
Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse  Wood  Supplies  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  30  (i). 

MaskinongS:  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Medicine  Hat,  Immigrant  Buildings  :  Ques,  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Megantic  :  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

Montmagny  Village  Post  Office:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 
Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  567  (i). 
Nicolet:  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Subsidy  to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
41;  Purchase  of:  Ques.,  189  (i), 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Amyot)  147  (i). 

Pointe  aux  Trembles  Wharf:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  231  (i). 

Rebellion  in  the  N.W.  See  general  heading  “  Disturbance.” 
Richelieu  River  Floods,  Memorials,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bechard) 
606  (i). 

School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  :  M.  for  Papers,  (Mr.  Langelier)  88  (i). 
School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  743  (i). 
Short  Line  Ry.  See  general  heading ;  also  “  Subsidies.’  ’ 

Simard,  J.,  Rep.  of  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Langelier)  1413  (ii). 
Soulanges  Controverted  Election  :  Judge’s  Rep.  1 ;  Ret.  of 
Member,  113  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchemin  Station  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Guay)  1567  (ii). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  in  Com  of  Sup.,  986  (i),  3350 
(iv). 

Superior  Court,  Chief  Justice  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  429  (i). 
Superior  Court  Judges.  See  B.  161. 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Accounts  due:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  De  St 
Georges)  1413  (ii). 

Three  Rivers,  Harbor  Commissioners  of.  See  B.  150. 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 

«  Queen  of  the  Isles,”  Steamer,  Employment  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  McMullen )  1131  (ii). 

Queen’s  Birthday,  Adjmt.  for  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ) 
2030  (iii). 

Queen’s  County,  P.  E.  I.,  Vacancy  in  the  Representa¬ 
tion  :  Warrant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (i). 
Queen  vs.  Robinson.  See  “  Inland  Fisheries.” 

Quercitron  or  Oak  Bark:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
810  (ii). 

Rails  for  Govt.  Section  in  B.C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  1914 
(iii). 

Ry.  Accidents.  See  “  Casualties.” 

Ry.  Act.  See  “  Consolidated.” 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Deptl.  Rep.  :  presented  (Mr.  Pope ) 
76  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (ii)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills') 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3436  (iv).  j 


Ry.  Bonuses.  See  “  Refund.” 

Ry.  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island  :  Ques.  (Mr.Gordon)  290  (i). 
Ry.  Commissioners.  See  “  Court.” 

Ry.  Commissioners  and  Dominion  Arbitrators  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  114  (i). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses  granted  to  :  M.  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86  (i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Sea  board  :  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
189  (i). 

Rys.,  Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  County  Council  of  Grey  : 

M.  for  copy  of  Memorial  (Mr.  Landerkin)  58  (i). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Claims  of  Canada  upon  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Rys.  outside  of  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  Aid  to:  M.  for 

copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

RAILWAYS.  See  respective  headings. 

Ry.  Supplies,  Purchase  of,  in  Halifax  :  M.  for  Ret. 

Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1915  (iii). 

Ry.  Tickets.  See  “  Sale.” 

Range  Lights,  ^“Weller’s  Bay.” 

Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3420  (iv). 

Real  Property  in  tlie  N.W.T.  B.  109  (Sir  Hector 

Lungevin).  1°*,  742  (i). 

Rebellion.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.” 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund  :  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  1677  (ii). 

Receipts  of  Department  of  Interior  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  54  (i): 

RECIPROCITY  with  Foreign  Countries:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  78;  with  Jamaica  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Burpee)  429 
(i);  (Mr.  Laurier )  2854  (iv) ;  with  Mexico:  Ques. 
(Mr,  Paterson,  Brant )  632  (i)  ;  with  the  U  S. :  Dob.  on 
Ros.  (Mr.  Davies)  in  Amt  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  995;  (Mr. 
Hackett)  1001;  (Mr.  Yeo)  1004;  (Mr.  Burpee)  1004, 
1008;  (Mr.  Woodworth)  1010;  (Mr.  Kirk)  1011;  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Inverness)  1015;  (Mr.  Weldon)  1016;  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  1019;  (Mr .Fisher)  1021;  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 
1387 ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444  (ii) ;  Ques, 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  3163  (iv).  See  “  Treaties.” 
Rubber,  Re-oovered  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii) . 
Red  Liquor:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 

Red  Point  Harbor,  P.E.I.,  Breakwater  at  :  Ques*  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  1039  (ii). 

Refund  of  Bank  Imposts  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387 ;  cone., 
3396  (iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Co.  Council  of  Grey,  Mem- 
orials,  &o, :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Landerkin)  58  ;  Co.  of 
Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson)  356  (i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Memorials,  &c.  (Mr.  Cook)  569  ;  Deb.  (Messrs. 
McCallum  and  Mills)  570  ;  Messrs.  O’Brien  and  Fleming) 
£71;  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell)  573;  (Mr.  Casey)  576 
(Mossi-s.  Wallace  and  McMullen)  578 ;  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew )  581,  588  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  583 ;  (Mr.  Lister) 
585 ;  (Messrs.  Dawson  and  Desjardins)  587 ;  (Mr. 
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Armstrong)  588;  (Mr.  Wilson)  589;  (Mr.  Allen)  590; 
(Mr.  Fairbank)  591 ;  (Messrs.  Trow  and  Cook)  592  ; 
(Mr.  Pope)  593  (i). 

Eefund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  and  Fishermen  in  P.B.I., 
Commissioners’  Rep.  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Davies)  831 
(ii)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3455  ;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 

Relief  of  Distressed  in  N.W.T.  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Ross)  3321  ; 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 

Removal  of  Prisoners  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (iv). 
Rental  of  Offices  for  use  of  Govt,  in  Ottawa  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  533  (i). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Cor.,  Reps.,  O.  C.,  &c., 
relating  to  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
REPORTS  PRESENTED: 

Auditor  General  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  (i), 

Chinese  Commission  (by  Me3S.  from  His  Ex.)  234  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  28  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  (Mr.  Costigan)  28  (i). 

Interior  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  28  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  (Mr.  McLelan)  113  (i). 

Militia  and  Defence  (Mr.  Caron)  40  (i). 

Penitentiaries  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  23  (i). 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Carling)  76  (i). 

Public  Accounts  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  (i). 

Public  Works  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  28  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals  (Mr.  Pope)  76  (i). 

Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Cliapleau)  127  (i). 

Statutes,  Consolidation,  Commissioners’  Rep.  (S:r  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  32  (i). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  (Mr.  Howell)  28  (l). 
Representation  of  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i)  ;  Res.  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404  ;  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  77)  3408  (iv). 
Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parliament 
B.  No.  45  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron).  1°*,  147 ;  2°  m., 
362,  490;  debt,  adjd.,  495  (i). 

Returns,  Enquiries  for  :  188,  211,  289,  363,  427,  455,  490, 
504,534,566,662,  715,  746  (i),  782,  895,  966,  1038, 

1063,  1132,  1167,  1206  (ii),  1608,1913,  2392  (iii),  2854, 
2936,  3000,3395  (iv). 

Returns,  Incomplete  :  Remarks,  67,  101,  534  (i),  860, 

1064,  1209,  1278  (ii). 

Returns,  C.P.R.,  Ordered  by  House  since  Date  of  Con¬ 
tract  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Hesson)  481  (i). 

Returns,  Preparation  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (iv). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
706  (i). 

RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c.,  Motions  for  : 

A,  Band  O  Batteries,  Officers,  &c.  (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex)  313  (i). 
Abolition  of  Duty  on  Grain,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 
Active  Militia, Number  and  Annual  Drill,  &c.*  (J/Lv.Mulock)  533  (i). 
Advances  to  Government  byBanks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 
Advances  to  Local  Governments  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 
Advertisements  for  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Aid  to  Rys.  outside  Man  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

Alaska  and  B.C.  Boundary  Line  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Algoma,  Customs  Collections  in  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i), 

Allan  Steamship  Go.,  Claim  of  Govt,  against*  (Mr.  Forbes)  312  (i). 
See  “  Assisted  Passages.” 

Animal  Charcoal  Imported  and  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Stairs) 
633  (i). 

“  Annual  Register.  ”  See  “Dominion.” 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued. 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 

Argyle  Highlanders,  Payment  of  Arrears  due*  (Mr.  Campbell , 
Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Assisted  Passages,  &c.,  Sums  paid  Allau  Line*  (Mr. Blake)  1443  (ii). 
“A  Trip  to  the  Dom.  of  Qan.”  Pamphlet*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne) 
533  (i). 

Auditor  General  and  Dept,  of  Marine  ani  Fisheries  re  Rental  of 
Rivers  and  Streams*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Australian  Colonies,  Trade  with  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36  (i). 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees* ( Mr.  Mitchell)  303,  533  (i). 
Bay  of  Fundy  Fog- whistles,  Coal  Supply,  Tenders*  (Mr. Robertson, 
Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Beaver  Line  of  Steamers,  Intercol.  Ry.  Freight  Rates  (Mr.  Blake) 
144  (i). 

Bell  &  Kayanagh,  Land  Claims  of  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 
Bill,  S.J.R.,  and  Breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Bingham,  Lt.  Col.,  deprivation  of  Command  while  on  Duty*  (Mr. 
Campbell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Bird  Island  Light,  N.  S.,  Management  of*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 
Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  Dept,  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  in 
account  with  (Mr.  McMullen)  135  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  vs.  Mr.  Tilton*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i)« 
Bonuses  Granted  to  Rys.,  Memorials,  &c*  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 
Bonuses,  Ry.,  Refund  to  County  Council  of  Grey  (Mr.  Lander- 
kin)  58  (i). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Refund  (Mr.  Wilson)  356,  616  (i);  (Mr, 
Cook)  569. 

Boundaries.  See  general  heading. 

Bounties  to  Fishermen,  Sums  paid  under  (Mr.  Fortin)  66  (i). 
Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (Mr.  Burpee ,  Sunbury)  98  (i). 

Bounties  to  Manufacturers  of  Iron  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  Clerk,  Ry.  Dept.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
479  (i). 

Bras  d’  Or  Lakes,  Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught*  (Mr.  McDougall, 
Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  of*  (Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amt.*  (Mr.  Bergin)  33  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings,  &c.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

Bye-Elections  since  1878  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  and  Jamaica,  Confederation  (Mr.  Burpee)  505  (i). 

Canada  Central  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 
Canada  Shipping  Co.  and  Intercol.  Ry.  Freight  Rates  (Mr.  Blake) 
144  (i). 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Mail  Service  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 

Canada  Temp.  Act,  Constitutionality  of.  See  “  Lugrin,  O.  H.” 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting*  (Mr.  Kranz) 
448  (i). 

Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,  Voting  on  (Mr.  Fisher)  121  (i). 
Canadian  Agent  at  Paris  (Mr.  Bergeron)  928  (ii). 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  See  general  heading. 

Canadian  Voyageurs,  Names,  &c.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  210  (i), 
Cape  Traverse  Branch,  P.E.I.  Ry.,  Payment  of  laborers  (Mr 
Blackett)  142  (i). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  45  (i). 
Caron,  Clovis,  Fishery  Overseer,  Rep.  of,  &c.*  (Mr.  Blondeau) 

532  (i). 

Caughnawaga  Indian  Agency  Investigation*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools*  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex)  313  (i). 
Cavalry,  School  of,  at  Quebec*  (Mr.  Landerkin)  88  (i). 
Certifoates  to  Sell  Liquor  granted  in  County  of  Halton*  (Mr. 

McCraney)  67  ;  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Charcoal,  Animal,  imported  and  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Stairs) 

533  (i). 
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Charlinoh  Post  Office  Changes  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 

Cherries,  G.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  Dismissal  of* 
(Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 

Chinese  Commission,  Date  of  Appointment,  kc*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
56  (i). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  N.S.  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C.*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 
Claims  of  Canada  to  Rt.  Lands  in  B.C.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Clark,  G.  M.  K.,  Sums  paid  to  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  697  (i). 
Clerks  of  Works  or  Inspectors  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i).  * 
Coal,  Carriage  by  I.C.R.  from  Spring  Hill  Mines*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
533  (i). 

Coal  entered  Ex-warebouse,  &c.  (Mr.  Burpee)  100  (i). 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Coal,  Purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa*  (Mr.  Kirk) 
313  (i). 

Coal  Supply  to  Fog-wbistles,  kc.,  Tenders*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  533  (i). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  Employment  of  (Mr.  McMullen)  699  (i). 
Colonization  Companies  and  modified  Agreements  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 
Compton,  Mr.,  Evidence  taken  re  J.  D.  Robertsons’s  claim*  (Mr. 
Mills)  1443  (ii). 

Consolidated  Five  per  Cent.  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 
Consolidated  Fund,  Receipts  and  Expenditure*  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Contracts  for  Printing  since  1867*  (Mr.  Rykert)  246  (i). 

Cullers,  Supervisor  of,  Amounts  due*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  1443 
(ii). 

Customs  Collections  in  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i). 

Customs  Laws,  Violation  of  by  John  Leander  McKenzie*  (Mr. 
Mofat)  1442  (ii). 

Customs  Seizure  of  School-books  at  Toronto*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443 
(ii). 

Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  1443  (ii). 
Customs  Seizures  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  532  (i). 

Customs  Seizures  made  at  different  Ports*  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Db  Chbne,  Capt.  A.  M.,  Enquiry  respecting*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 
Deposits,  Government,  in  Banks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  29  (i). 
Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  at  *  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 
Disallowance  of  Provincial  Acts  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Dodge,  B.,  Dismissal  from  office  of  Collector*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Dominion  “  Annual  Register,”  Payments  on  account  of*  (Mr.  Me- 
Craney)  1443  (ii). 

Dominion  Lands.  See  general  heading. 

Dominion  License  Commissioners  (Mr.  Bergeron)  307  (i). 

Dominion  Subsidies  to  Provinces  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

“Dom.  of  Can.,  a  Trip  to  the,”  Pamphlet*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  633  (i). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  (Mr. Paterson, Brant)  139  (i). 
Drawbacks  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sun  bury)  100  (i). 
Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows  Built  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  (i). 

Dredging  on  Red  River*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenderers  and  Securities*  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  633  (i). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog  Horn  (Mr.  Jackson)  293  (i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  of*  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  147  (i). 

Duties  imposed  under  Old  Prov.  ofCan,,&c.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 
Duties  on  Hay  exported  to  the  U.S.  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Duties  on  Fish  exported  to  the  U.S.  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 

Duties  on  Wheat  and  Flour,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson , 
Brant)  532  (i). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  Earnings*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  313. (i). 
Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Land  Co.’s  Agent*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Education  of  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  1443  (ii). 

Elections,  Bye,  since  1878*  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Elgin,  County  Judge,  Case  of  (Mr.  Wilson)  98  (i). 


EETUENS,  STATEMENTS,  ko.— Continued. 

Emerson,  Claim  of  Town  on  Govt.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  448  (i). 
Exhibition  at  Antwerp  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  45  (i). 
Expenditure  on  Pub.  Works  in  the  different  Provs.*  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
964  (ii). 

Expenses  of  Goyt.  Officials  in  England*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
124  (i). 

Export  Duty^on  Oak,  Pine,  &c.,  Receipts*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Exports  and  Imports,  distinguishing  Products  of  Canada  from 
other  countries*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Extradition,  Demands  for,  &c.*(Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Extradition*  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Appointment  as  Canadian  Agent  at  Paris  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  928  (ii). 

Factory  Operatives,  number  employed  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright ) 
37  (i). 

Fish  Caught  in  Bras  d'Or  Lakes,  Bounty  paid*  (Mr.  McDougall, 
Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Fish,  Export  of,  from  P.E.I.,  Refund  of  Duties  (Mr.  Davies)33\  (ii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 

Fish  Weirs  in  Co.  of  Charlotte,  Licenses,  &c.*  (Mr.  Qillmor) 
1444  (ii). 

Fisheries  of  Ont.  ,  Inland  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Fisheries,  Canadian  (Mr.  Mulock)  55  (i). 

Fishery  Bounties,  Sums  paid  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i). 

Fishery  Protection  in  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i). 

Fishery  Overseers  in  N.S.  and  breach  of  Sawdust;Law*(Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Fishing  Leases,  &c.,  in  noil-tidal  Waters  in  N.  B.*  (Mr.  Weldon )  633 

(i). 

Fishing  Licenses  granted  for  Lake  Erie*  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 
Fishing  Vessels,  Bounty  to  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury)  98  (i). 

Five  per  cent.  Consolidated  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 
Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  (Mr.  Vail)  219. 

Flour  and  Wheat  Duties,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 

532  (i). 

Flour,  Corn  and  Cornmeal,  Imports  and  Exports  from  Provinces* 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  56  (i). 

Fog-Horn  on  Dummy  Lighthouse  (Mr.  Jackson)  293  (i). 

Fog-Horns  and  Letter-Box  Fronts*  (Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  St.  John  River*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent) 
1443  (ii). 

Forestry  Commissioner,  Appointment  of  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  147  j 
(Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  Rep.  of  Commissioner  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202 

(i) . 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve,  Road  on*  (Mr.  Blake )  533  (i), 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve,  Timber  Licenses*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442 

(ii) . 

France  and  Canada,  Commercial  Relations  (Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 
Fraser,  D.  M.  and  Hugh,  payments  to*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne) 

533  (i). 

Freeman,  J.  N.,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

French  Canadians,  Repatriation  of,  Scheme  of  Immigration*  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (i). 

Fuel  of  North-West  Settlers  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Gauvreau,  J.,  FisheryOverseer,  Rep.  of*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 
Gold  Reserve,  Govt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  351  (i). 

Goods  Imported  for  Consumption  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 
Goodwin,  Geo.,  Contract,  Trent  Valley  Canal  (Mr.  Blake)  823  (i). 
Gosselin,  Eugene,  vs.  The  Queen,  Record  of  (Mr.  Amyot)  703  (i). 
Government  Deposits  in  Banks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  29  (i). 
Government  Expenses  of  Visits  to  England*  (Mr.  Somerville, 
Brant)  124  (i). 

Government  Officials  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 
Government  Employes  in  B.  O.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 
Government  Rys.,  Return  Tickets  on  (Mr.  Weldon)  706  (i). 
Graduates  of  Royal  Military  College*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
313  (i). 
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RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued. 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Grain,  &c.,  Abolition’of  Duty  on  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  64  (i). 
Great  American  and  Edropean  Short  Line  Ry.  (Mr.  Paint)  78  (i). 
Great  Village  River,  N.  S  ,  Improvements*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  67  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  U.,  Rep.  of  Enquiry,  &c.*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  632  (i). 
Grey,  County  of,  Ry3.  in,  Refund  of  Bonuses  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
58  (i). 

Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Co.,  Moneys  paid  to  by  Govt.*  (Mr. 
Blake)  210  (i). 

Halton,  County  of,  Liquor  Certificates  granted*  (Mr.  McCraney) 
67;  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Harbors  of  Refuge,  Ports  Bur  well  and  Stanley  (Mr.  Wilson)  62  (i). 
Hardware  and  Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes) 

1442  (ii). 

Hardware  Supplies  purchased  by  Marine  Dept,  at  Halifax*  (Mr. 
Forbes)  633  (i). 

Health  Officers  in  N.  B.,  Instructions  to*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443  (ii). 
Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

High  Commissioner.  See  general  heading. 

Holland,  G.  &  A.,  Payments  to  for  Short-hand  work*  (Mr.  Auger) 
147  (i). 

Hudson  Bay  Steamer  Neptune,  Supplies  for  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 
Hughes,  D.  J.  (County  Judge  of  Elgin)  Case  of  (Mr.  Wilson)  98  (i). 
Immigrants  into  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Immigration  Office,  Quebec,  Employes*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny) 
30  (i). 

Immigration,  Scheme  for,  mentioned  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  in 
a  speech  at  Montreal*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

Imports  and  Exports,  distinguishing  products  of  Canada  from 
other  Countries*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Imports  and  Exports  of  Wheat,  Flour,  &c.  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 
138  (i). 

Imports  for  Consumption  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Imports  of  Sugar  at  Halifax  from  Jamaica*  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 
Improvements  of  Navigation  in  the  North  Saskatchewan  (Mr.  Me 
Callum)  615,  695  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.C.  (Mr.  Mills)  863  (ii). 

Indian  Agency,  Man.  (Mr.  Charlton)  61  (i). 

Indian  Harbor,  N.  S.,  Rep.  of  Engineer*  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  in  Township  of  Toronto  unsold  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  the  Viger  Agency*  (Mr.  Dc  St.  Georges) 

1443  (ii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Tp.  of  Trafalgar*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i) 
Indian  Reserve,  Fort  William,  Road  on*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
Indian  Reserve  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Purchase  of*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  B.  C.,  Establishment*  (Mr,  Baker,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Indians  of  Fort  William  Reserve*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii). 

Indian  Supplies  for  the  N.  W.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  532  (i). 
Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  304  (i). 
Industrial  Schools  for  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T.*  (Mr.  Kirk)  1443  (ii). 

Industries  of  Canada,  Commission  respecting*  (Mr.  Blake)  56.  (i). 
Inland  Fisheries  of  Ont.  (Mr.  O'Brien)  229  (i). 

Intercolonial  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Interior  Dept.,  Receipts,  &c.,  (Mr.  Blake)  55  (i). 

International  Exhibition  at  Antwerp  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 
Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i). 
Iron,  Bounties  to  Manufacturers*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Islands  Leased  in  River  St.  Lawrence*  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
147  (i). 

Jones,  L.  K.,  Appointment  of,  as  Secretary  to  Intercolonial  Ry. 

Commission*  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Juan  de  Fuoa  Straits,  Tel.  Cable  across,  Cost*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Kavanagh  &  Bell,  Land  Claims  by  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 


RETUENS,  STATEMENTS,  kc. —Continued. 

Kentville,  N.  S.,  Dismissal  of  Collector*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Kingston  Harbor  Preventive  Officers  Claims*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent) 
1442  (ii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Applications  and  Permits  granted*  (Mr. 
Mulock)  1444  (ii). 

Land  Reserves  of  B.C.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Lands  North  and  West  of  Lake  Superior  (Mr.  Mills )  66  (i). 

Leases  or  Licenses  to  Fish  in  nou-tidal  Waters  of  N.B.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
533  (i). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  on  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

License  Act  and  decision  of  Supreme  Court*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
License  Act,  Dom  ,  Commissioners  under  (Mr.  Bergin)  307  (i). 
License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  under  Act  of  1883*  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  46  (i). 

Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  Timber  (Mr.  Charlton)  30  (i). 
Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lingan,  Cape  Breton,  Services  of  Argyle  Highlanders*  (Mr.  Camp= 
bell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

“Lion”  Schooner,  Seizure  of,  at  Barrington,  N.S.  (Mr.  Robertson, 
Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  in  County  of  Halton  granted  under  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  1878*  (Mr.  McCraney)  67  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Factum,  Arguments  and  Short-hand 
Writers’  Notes  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  45  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Licenses  granted  under*  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
46  (i). 

Liquors,  Revenue  derived  from  Importation  and  Manufacture*  (Mr. 
Rykert)  313  (i). 

Loan,  Five  per  Cent,  Consolidated  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484 

(i) 

Loan  issoED  in  London  (1884)  Amounts  subscribed  and  Advertise¬ 
ments  for  same  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Local  Govts.,  Advances  to  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Local  Govts,  in  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 

Lower  Traverse  Lightship,  Supplying  of  Wood  to*  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
30  (i). 

Lugrin,  C.  H.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor.  re  Can.  Temp.  Act*  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1443  (ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &.  W. ,  Entry  by  of  School  Books  at  undervaluation* 
(Mr  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 

McIsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  Improvements  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Inverness)  60  (i). 

McKenzie,  J.  L.,  Violation  of  Customs  Laws*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  the  Canada  Southern  Ry.  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 
Manufactured  Exports,  Drawbacks  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 
Marine  and  Fisheries  and  Quaco  Lighthouse  Site*  (Mr.  Weldon) 
1442  (ii). 

Marine  Stores,  Purchase  of,  at  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533  (i). 
Marine.  See  general  heading. 

Market  Battery,  Kingston,  Lease  of*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Martin,  John,  Widow  of,  continuation  of  Pension  to  (Mr.  Curran) 
201' (i). 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  Resignation  of  (Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i). 
Metaghan  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections*  (Mr. Vail)  532  (i). 
Metlakatla  Indian  Troubles  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  304  (i). 

Militiamen,  Names  and  Places  of  Residence*  (Mr.  Bourassa)  101  (i). 
Militia  Reserve,  Enrolments  in  Military  Dis.  No.  9*  (Mr.  Campbell , 
Victoria )  1443  (ii). 

Militia,  See  general  heading. 

Millard,  John,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Laws  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Mill  St.  Ry.  Crossing,  St.  John*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Miramichi  River,  Fish  taken  in  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  Payments  to  (Mr.  McCraney)  120  (i). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Forestry  Commissioner*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
147 ;  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  ;  Report  of  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 
Mounted  Police,  Amounts  paid  for  Injuries*  (Mr.  Somerville, Brant) 
5»5  (i). 
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Murray  Canal,  Moneys  paid  for  Valuation*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 
Murray  Canal,  Selection  of  Route,  &e.*  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1442  (ii). 
National  Policy  Pamphlet*  (Mr,  Charlton)  124  (i). 

Nelson  &  Son’s,  Consignments  of  School  Books*  (Mr.  Wallace , 
York)  1443  (ii). 

“Neptune,"  Steamer,  Supplies  for  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

New  Harbor,  Rep.  of  Engineer  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Co.,  Lease  of*  (Mr. 
Mulock)  56  (i). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  N.B.*  (Mr.  Temple)  533  (i). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Navigation,  Improvements  (Mr. 
McCallum)  616,  695  (i). 

North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs,  Export  Duty*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Obstructions  in  River3  in  N.B.  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service  (Mr.  Blake)  201  (i). 

O’Connor,  Hon.  John,  Sums  paid  to,  in  connection  with  Ontario 
Boundary*  (Mr.  Lister)  210  (i). 

Official  Assignees  under  Bankrupt  Act*  (Mr.  Mitchell)  533  (i). 
Officials  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut.-Col.,  Charges  against  (Mr.  Casey)  45  ;  (Mr. 
Wilson)  101  (i). 

Ont.  and  Que.  Ry,,  Original  Stockholders*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Ontario  Boundaries,  See  genral  heading. 

Operatives  in  Factories,  Number  employed  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  37  (i). 

Ottawa,  Premises  leased  or  rented  for  the  Public  Service*  (Mr. 
Somerville,  Brant)  503  (i). 

Ottawa,  Ry.  communication  with  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 
Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.  ,  N.S.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Parrsboro’  Breakwater  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  66  (i). 
Payments,  Claims,  &o  ,  to  High  Commissioner  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 
Penitentiary  Rules,  Suspension  of,  in  B.  C.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  823 
(ii). 

Pension,  Continuation  of,  to  widow  of  John  Martin  (Mr.  Curran) 
201  (i). 

Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.E.I.,  Construction  and  Maintenance*  (Mr. 
Davies)  533  (i). 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  147  (i). 

Pointe  aux  Trembles  Wharf*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  231  (i). 

Porpoise  Fishery  of  St.  Anne  la  Pocati&re*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i).  1 
Port  Credit  Harbor  Company*  (Mr.  Platt)  124  (i). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shed  (Mr.  Blake)  295  (i). 

Port  Mulgravb,  N.S.,  as  a  Sub-port  (Mr,  Kirk)  445  (i) 

Port  Rowan  Harbor  of  Refuge  (Mr,  Jackson)  297  (i). 

Port  Rowan  Life-saving  Station  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Port  Stanley  and  Port  Burwell  Harbors  of  Refuge  (Mr.  Wilson) 
62  (i). 

Port  Williams,  N.S.,  Fishery  Overseer*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Postage  on  Letters,  Reduction  of  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Postal  Revenue  at  Vic.,  B.C.,  for  eight  months*  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  1442  (ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and  small  Savings  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

- Receipts  at  Stephen’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Burpee ,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

- - - Savings  Banks  Depositors*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 

633  (i). 

- Savings  Banks  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (ii). 

Presqu’Isle  and  Weller’s  Bay  Harbors*  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1442  (ii). 
Printing  and  Publishing  Co.’s,  Sums  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  ' 

(0-  j 

Printing  Contracts  since  1867*  (Mr.  Ryksrt)  246  (i). 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.W.T.*  (Mr.  Foster)  101  (i). 
Prohibitory  Liquor  Law,  Petitions  praying  for*  (Mr.  Foster)  633 
(0* 

Prosser,  Mr.,  Fishery  Warden,  Lake  Erie*  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii), 
Protection  to  the  Fisheries  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  Eesson)  700  (i). 
Provincial  Acts,  Disallowance  of  (Mr.  Blake)  62  (i). 

Public  Buildings  at  St.  Thomas  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

— — -  Cost  of  heating  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

Public  Reserves  of  B.C.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i).  | 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  ka.— Continued. 

Public  Works  in  different  Provs..  Expenditure  on  (Mr.  FiznasM) 
964  (ii). 

Public  Works.  See  general  heading. 

Quaco  Lighthouse  Site,  Purchase,  &c.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 
Qu’Appellk  Valley,  Squatters  in  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Quarantine  Regulations  issued  to  Ports  in  N.B.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443 
(ii). 

Quebec  Drill  Shed,  Tenderers  and  Securities*  (Mr.  Ijandry,  Mont¬ 
magny)  533  (ii). 

“  Range  Lights”  at  Weller’s  Bay* (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Receipts,  &c.,  of  Interior  Department  (Mr.  Blake)  55  (i). 
Reciprocal  Trade  Relations  with  the  U.  S.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444 
(ii). 

Refund  of  Duties  to  P.  E  I.  Fishermen  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 
Refund  of  Hay  Duties  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Rental  or  lease  of  Rooms,  &c.,  in  Ottawa  for  the  Public  Service* 
(Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  503  (i). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Scheme  of  Immigration*  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (ii). 

Representation  of  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 
Reserves,  Pcblic,  of  B.C.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 
Resignation  of  Capt.  Bolduc  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 
Resignation  of  Chief  Justice  Meredith  (Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i) 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.  (Mr.  Weldon)  706  (i). 

Revenue  from  Imported  and  Manufactured  Liquors*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
313  (i). 

Richelieu  County,  Dom.  Lands  in*  (Mr.  Massue)  147  (i). 
Richibucto  Harbor, Customs  business*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 
Ridgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry*  (Mr.  Casey)  532  (ii). 

Rifle  Associations,  Number,  Annual  Grantand  Names  of  Members* 
(Mr.  Bergin)  46  (i). 

Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Robbing  Mails  in  Man.  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i), 

Robertson,  J.  D.,  Claim  re  Intercol.  Ry.*  (Mr.  Mills)  1443  (ii). 
Rogers’  Fish-ladder  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Shelburne)  870  (ii). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  and  Sawdust  Law  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 
Roots,  Weight  and  Measurement  of*  (Mr.  McDonald,  King's)  20  (i). 
Royal  Military  Col.  Graduates*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  313  (i). 
Ry.  Bonuses  in  Ont.,  Refund  (Mr.  Wilson)  356,  616  ;  (Mr.  Cook) 
669  ;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  58  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 

Ry.  Communication  with  Ottawa  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 

Ry.  Companies  of  Canada*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  312  (i). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.C  ,  Claims  of  Can.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Rys.,  Aid  to,  outside  Man.  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

Ry.  Subsidies  in  N.  S.  and  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  McDougall)  140  (i). 
Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes)  1442  (ii). 

St.  John,  N.B.,  Military  Properties  (Mr.  Weldon)  606  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  River,  Islands  leased  in*  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
147  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 

St.  Rooh  des  Aulnets,  Enquiry  respecting  Capt.  A.  M.  DeOhbnb* 
(Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

St.  Stephens,  N.  B.,  Post  Office  Receipts*  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
100  (i). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

Salmon  Point  (Ont.)  Breakwater  at*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Savings  Banks,  Depositors*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  533  (i). 
Savings  Banks,  Post  Office  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (ii). 

Saunders  &  Wood,  Criminal  Libel  against*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Sawdust  Law,  Breach  of,  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 

School  Books,  Consignment  by  Nelson  &  Sons*  (Mr.  Wallace, 
York)  1443  (ii). 

School  Books,  Seizure  of,  at  Toronto*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec*  (Mr.  Landerkin)  88  (i). 

Sea  Lots  of  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Blake)  62  (i). 

Section  B.  See  “  Canadian  Pacific  Ry.” 

Seizure  of  Schooner  Lion*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  633  (i). 
Seizures  at  different  Ports*  (Mr.  Blake)  66  (i). 

Seizures,  Customs,  at  Winnipeg  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  293  (i) ; 
1443  (ii). 
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Seizures,  Customs,  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  532.  (i) 

Sellon,  Mr.,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Settlers,  Fuel  for,  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Shipbuilding  Materials,  Drawbacks  on  (Mr.  Burpee,  S unbury) 
100  (i). 

Shorthand  Writing,  payment  to  G.  and  A.  Bolland*  (Mr.  Auger) 
147  (i). 

Short  Line  Koute  to  Maritime  Provinces  (Mr.  Landry ,  Mont- 
magny)  33  (i). 

Simard,  M.  J,,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  G.  Lavoie*  (Mr. 
Langelier )  1443  (ii). 

“Sir  Hector,”  Tug,  Depth  of  water  drawn*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 
“Sir  James  Douglas,”  Repairs,  &c.,  to  Steamer  (Mr.  BaLer, 
Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Small  Savings  and  P.O.  Savings  Banks  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 
Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Yalley  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 
Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  west  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  231  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Removal  of,  as  Fishery  Overseer*  (Mr,  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Soundings,  &c.,  Burlington  Bay  Canal*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

Subsidies,  Dominion,  to  Provinces  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Subsidies  to  Railways  and  Payments*  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  McDougall) 

140  (i). 

Subsidy  to  the  North  Shore  Line  (Mr,  Laurier)  41  (i). 

Sugars  Imported  at  Halifax  from  Jamaica*  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 
Superannuation  Fund*  (Mr.  Blake)  56;  (Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 
Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Amounts  due*  (Mr.  Be  St.  George)  1443  (ii). 
Supreme  Court,  Contested  Cases,  &c.*  (Mr.  Curran)  210  (i). 
Supreme  Court  Decision  re  License  Act*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
Supreme  Court  Judgments  «and  Queen’s  Bench,  Quebec*  (Mr. 

Landry,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 

Supreme  Court  of  New  Brunswick  (Mr.  Foster)  294  (i). 

Tariff  under  Old  Prov.  of  Can.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 
Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  Co3t*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Temp.  Act,  1878,  Petitions,  Number  presented*  (Mr.  Foster)  533  (i). 
Tenders  for  Coal  Supply  to  Fog-whistles,  &c.*  (Mr.  Robertson, 
Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Tenders  for  Indian  Supplies  for  the  N.  W.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
632  (i). 

TSte  du  Pont  Barracks,  Lease  of*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Tilton,  Mr.,  vs.  Staff  Commander  Bolton*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i). 
Timber  Lands  sold  or  leased  in  Ont.*  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  40  (i). 
Timber  Licenses,  Fort  William  Reserve*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii). 
Timber  Licenses  granted  in  disputed  Territory  and  applications 
not  granted*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  in  B.  C.,  Applications  for*  (Mr.  Charlton)  210(i). 
Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  in  N.W.  (Mr.  Charlton)  121  (i). 
Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  (Mr.  Charlton)  30  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  in  new  Territory  of  Ont.*  (Mr. 
Mills)  124  (i). 

Timber  Permits  to  cut  in  disputed  Territory*  (Mr.  Mills)  210  (i). 
Tolls  on  certain  Railway  Companies  (Mr.  Mulock)  54  (i). 
Traoadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure  for  Repairs*  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Trade  with  the  Australian  Colonies  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36. 
Trafalgar,  Township,  Indian  Lands  in*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i). 
Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  (Mr.  Vail)  219  (i). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Goodwin’s  Contract  (Mr,  Blake)  823  (ii). 
Trent  Yalley  Canal  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Trent  Yalley  Canal,  Rent,  &c.,  of  building  occupied  by  Engineer* 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  56  (i). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Reps,  to  Council,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 
Tug-barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 
TJ.S.  and  Can.,  Reciprocal  Trade  Relations*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444  (ii). 
Yernon  Smith’s  Rep,  of  Survey  (Mr.  Lesage)  294  (i). 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  ko.— Continued. 

Victoria,  B.  G.,  Postal  Revenue  for  eight  months*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Yiger  Indian  Agency,  Lands  sold*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  1443  (ii). 
Volunteer  Companies  Disbanded  in  Mil.  Dist.  No.  9*  (Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38  (Mr.  Hickey)  37  (i). 

Voyagburs  to  Egypt,  Names,  &c.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  210  (i). 
Weight  and  Measurement  of  Roots  (Mr.  McDonald,  King's)  201  (i). 
Weibs  in  the  Co.  of  Charlotte*  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  Ont.,  “Range  Lights”*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 

532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Imports  and  Exports  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
138  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Vail) 

533  (i). 

White  Haven  Boat  Canal,  Rep.  of  Engineer*  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 
Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Moneys  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Windsor  Branch  Ry.,  Pleadings  and  Verdicts*  (Mr.  Kinney)  532  (i). 
Winnipeg,  Customs  Seizures  at*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  1443  (ii). 
Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.  I.  (Mr.  McDonald ,  King's)  62  (i). 

Wire  Fences,  I.  C.  R ,  Contracts  made  by  Govt.*  (Mr.  Weldon ) 
532  (i). 

Wood,  A.  F.,  Moneys  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Wood,  Supplying  of,  to  Lower  Traverse  Lightship*  (Mr.  Gasgrain ) 
30  (i). 

Kice,  Increased  Duty  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare')  695  (i). 
Kiclielieu  and  Ont.  Hav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr. 
Desjardins).  1°*,  188  ;  2°*,  246  (i)  ;  Notice  of  an  Amt., 
1210  ;  in  Com.,  1347  ;  3°,  1352  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  91.) 
Bichelieu  Co.  Lands.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 
Bichelieu  Biver  Floods,  Memorial  from  Biparian 
Owners  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dechard)  606  (i). 

Bichibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business  :  M. 

for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1412  (ii). 

Bichibuoto  Harbor.  See  “  Customs.” 

Bideau  Canal,  Increase  of  Water  Supply  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup  ,3313  (iv). 

Bidgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Casey)  532  (i). 

Biel,  Capture  of,  Tel.  from  Genl.  Middleton,  1895  (iii). 
Biel,  Employment  of,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
743  (i). 

Biel’s  Proposal  to  accept  Money  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Biel,  Treatment  of  in  Prison  :  Bemarks  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2357  (iii). 

Biel,  Trial  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2358  (iii). 

Bifle  Associations,  Headquarters,  Annual  Grant,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Bergin)  46  (i). 

“  Eimouski”  Steamer,  Subsidy  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 
Bites  of  Beligion  refused  Prisoners  in  the  N.W.  : 

Bemarks  (Mr.  Blake)  2998  (iv). 

Biver  Lots,  N.W.,  Settlement  of  Claims,  Mr.  Pearoe’s 
Letter  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv.) 
Bivers  and  Streams,  Bental  of,  Sums  received  by  Dept, 
of  Fisheries  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i)  ; 
Ques.,  2359  (iii). 

BivikRE  du  Loup  Branch,  Sale  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
1039  (ii). 
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River  St.  Clair  Ry.  See  “  St.  Clair.” 

Roache,  Matthew,  and  Pilotage  Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake )  3427  (iv). 

Robertson,  John  D.,  Compensation  to,  for  Premises  and 
Land  taken  for  I.C.R.  :  M.  for  Ret  *  (Mr.  Mills ) 
1443  (ii). 

Robinson  and  Queen,  See  “  Inland  Fisheries.” 

Rock  Lake,  Brandon  and  Sonris  Ry.  Co.’s  in- 
Corp.  B.  Wo.  100  (Mr.  McDougald,  Pictou).  1°*, 
742  (i)  ;  2°*,  873  (ii). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  Fishery  Inspector  for  N.S.,  Breach  of 
Sawdust  Law  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes )  147  (i). 
Rogers’  Fish  Ladders,  Purchase  and  use  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes )  3073  (iv). 

Rogers’  Patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor.  and  Reps.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne')  870  (ii). 

Rolling  Stock  on  Eastern  Section,  O.P.R. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  302  (i). 

Rolling  Stock  on  C.P.R.,  Payment  of  Duties  on,  by  Co.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 

Ross,  N.  N.,  of  Quebec,  Name  and  Salary  of  Successor 
to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  862  (ii). 

Roundhouse  and  Buildings  in  Man.  on  private  property  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030,  2171  (iii). 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills,  15 i 6  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co  ’s  B.  Wo.  43  (Mr. 
Curran).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  188  (i) ;  iu  Com.  and  3°*, 
791  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Royal  Military  College.  See  “  Militia.” 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Wav.  Co.’s 
incorp.  B.  Wo.  79  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°*,  313  ;  28*, 
490  (i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c. 
90.) 

Russell,  A.  (Dept,  of  Interior)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  ;  Russell,  L.,  2531  (iii). 
Sable  Island,  Telegraphic  communication  with  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Daly)  57  (i). 

St.  Anne  la  PocatiEre  Porpoise  Fishery.  See  “  Por¬ 
poise.” 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  Payment  of  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  632  (i). 

St.  Clair  Ranche  Co.,  Rent  paid,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2240  (iii). 

St.  Clair  Riv.  Ry.  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.’s  B. 

Wo.  8  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  40  ;  2°*,  57  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  245  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  25.) 

St.  George’s  Day,  Adjt.  for  :  M.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  1305 
(ii). 

St.  John  and  Portland,  Mill  St.  Ry.  Crossing.  See 
“  I.  C.  R.” 

St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry«  Extension  Co.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  569  (i). 

St.  John,  N.B.,  City  and  County,  Issue  of  Writ  for  Elec¬ 
tion:  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3427  (iv). 

St.John,  N.  B.,  Military  Properties:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  606  (i). 


St.  Laurent,  Land  and  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  Canals.  See  “Supply,”  &c. 

St.  Lawrence  River  Wav.  B.  Wo.  159  (Mr.  McLelan). 
1°*,  3293 ;  Order  for  2°  read,  3436 ;  2°  m.,  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  6  m.  h.,  neg.,  3470 ;  2°*,  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  77.) 

St.  Lawrence  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
86  (i). 

St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Petition  from  Settlers  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  River,  Islands  leased  in  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  533  (i). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day:  M.  for  adjmt.  (Mr.  Curran)  593  (i). 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul  :  M.  for  adjmt.  (Sir  Hector  Lange¬ 
vin)  2889  (iv), 

St.  Roch  des  Aulnets,  Enquiry  re  C apt.  De  Chene  :  M. 

for  copy  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchemin,  Station  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Guay) 
1567  (ii). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.  B.,  Post  Office,  Receipts,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Burpee)  100  (i). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  Construction  of: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  148  (i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  Amount  expended  on: 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

St.  Yincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
986  (ii). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
3073  (iv). 

Bale  of  Ry-  Passenger  Tickets  Act  Amt.  B.  Wo. 

88  (Mr.  McCarthy).  1°,  362  (i). 

Sale  of  Ry.  Passenger  Tickets.  Acts  Amt.  B.  Wo. 

121  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex).  1°*,  927  (ii). 

Sales  and  Receipts  on  account  of  Dominion  Lands  : 
Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2854 ;  Sales  for  1884-85, 
2997  (iv). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor,  Regulations,  &o.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater,  Construction  of  :  M.  for  Cor,, 
&c.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Salt  Cake  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Saskatchewan  River  Improvements.  See  “N.W.T.” 
Satuma.  Island,  B.C.,  Lightuouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  479  (i), 

Sault  St.  Marie  Bridge  Co.’s  B.  Wo.  52  (Mr.  Dawson). 
I0*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  24.) 

Saunders  and  Wood,  Trial  of,  for  Criminal  Libel  in  N. 

W.T. :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr,  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Stairs)  1 48  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  Depositors  in  :  M.  for  Ret, 
(Mr.  Fairbank)  819,  823  (ii). 
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Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  Deposits  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton ) 
2359,  2465,  2559  (iii). 

Savings  Banks  (Post  Office  or  otherwise)  Depositors  in  : 

M.  for  Rot.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  533  (i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  River,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes )  2239 
(iii). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  and  others,  of  Prince  Albert  District, 
Employment  of  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  1915  (iii)  ; 
Answer  to  Letter  of,  3424  (iv). 

School  Books,  Consignment  of  by  Nelson  &  Sons  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Wallace,  York )  1443  (ii).  See  “Customs.” 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  of  papers, 
&o.  (Mr.  Langelier)  88  (i). 

School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot ) 
743  (i). 

Scott  Act  Pets.  :  M.  to  Erase  name  (Mr.  Foster )  2320  (iii). 
Scott  Act,  Prosecutions  under  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tupper ) 
41  (i). 

Sea  Lots  of  P.E.I.,  Deptl.  Instructions,  &c.:  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Blake )  61  (i). 

Secretary  of  State,  Dept,  of,  Acts  Amt  B.  No. 

102  (Mr.  Chapleau ).  1°,  629  (i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
89  I ;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  2.) 

Sec.  of  State’s  Report  :  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau )  127  (i). 
Section  B.  See“C.  P.  R.” 

Seduction,  &c.,  Punishment  B.  No.  27  (Mr. 

Charlton ).  1°*,  76  ;  2°,  619  (i).  See  B.  123. 

Seizures.  See  “  Customs.” 

Seizures  by  Customs  Dept,  at  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier )  1387  (ii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Extra  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796, 3448  (iv). 
Settlement  of  Settlers’  Claims  at  Prince  Albert,  &0;  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  Half-breed  Minors  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  1743  (iii).  See  “  Half  Breeds.” 
Settlers’  Claims,  Prince  Albert  District:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T. :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart, 
wright)  113  (i). 

Settlers  in  the  Dom.  during  Calendar  Year  1884:  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  148  (i). 
Shareholders.  See  “  C.  P.  R.”  and  “  G.  T.  R.” 

Sheet  Iron  Hollowware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (ii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  Riv.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1039  (ii). 

Shipbuilding  Materials,  Drawback  on  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Burpee)  100  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  Deb.  on  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier)  189;  (Sir 
Lector  Langevin  and  Mr.  Langelier)  193 ;  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  195 ;  (Messrs.  Casgrain  and  Blake)  198 ;  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  199  :  (Mr.  Mills)  200  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Lector  Langevin)  2531 ;  M. 
for  Com.,  2971;  in  Com.,  2975;  Deb.  on  2nd  Res.  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  and  Messrs.  Dodd,  Vail  and  Blake) 
2977  ;  (Messrs.  Gillmor  and  Landry)  2978 ;  (Mr.  Lall) 
2979;  (Mr.  Langelier)  2982;  (Mr.  Colby)  2982,  2987; 


(Mr.  Burpee)  2986 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2987 ;  (Mr.  Blake) 
2988;  (Sir  Lector  Langevin)  2989,  3250;  (Mr.  Stairs) 
2990 ;  (Mr.  Lesage)  2992 ;  (Mr.  Desaulniers,  Maskin- 
ong6)  2995 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ros.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3250 ; 
Amt.,  3257 ;  (Sir  Lector  Langevin)  3257 ;  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
gelier)  3259  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.,  3265  ;  (Mr.  Shanly)  3266  ; 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3266 ;  (Mr.  Girouard)  3267 ;  (Mr.  Tas- 
chereau)  3268;  (Mr.  Wood,  Westmoreland)  3269;  (Mr. 
Temple)  3271;  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  3273;  (Messrs. 
Lall  and  Foster)  3274;  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  3276  ;  (Mr. 
Colby)  3277 ;  (Mr.  Gillmor)  3281 ;  (Mr.  Boss6)  3282  ; 
(Mr.  Fisher)  3284;  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3287 ;  Amt.  to  Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  107)  3289  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
3289 ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292 ;  Amt.  neg.  (Y.  35, 
N.  101)  3292  (iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  instructions 
given,  Reports,  &c.,  of  Engineers  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny)  33  (i) ;  Survey  from  St.  Charles  :  Ques,  350  ; 
Second  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  :  Ques.,  1744  (iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps,  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
38  (i)  ;  Report  of  Mr.  Wicksteed  :  Ques.,  1744  (iii). 
Short  Line  Ry.,  Plans  and  Reps.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
567  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  to  the  Mar.  Provs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2239  (iii). 

Silver  and  German  Silver  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 

808Xii). 

Simard,  Joseph,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  George 
Lavoie  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Langelier)  1443  (ii). 
Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake) 
57  (i). 

Sinking  Fund,  Five  per  Cent.  Loan  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  2465  (iii). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer,  Repairs  to,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Sisters  of  Charity  of  the  N  W.  incorp.  Act 
Amt.  B.  No.  115  (Mr.  Desjardins).  1°*,  832;  2°*, 
873  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  35.) 
Skirmish  with  Poundmaicer  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1646  (ii). 
Small  Savings.  See  “  Post  Office.” 

Smith,  Yernon.  See  “  Short  Line  Ry.” 

Somerville,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Repair  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  57  (i). 

Soulanges  Election,  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  1  (i). 
Soundings  taken  in  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Rep.  of 
Supt.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Lamilton) 
533  (i). 

South  Grenville  Election  :  Return  of  Mr.  Shanly, 
3072  (iv). 

South  Saskatchewan  Ry.  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  B.  No. 

37  (Mr.  Robertson,  Lamilton).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  179  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  672  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  17.) 

Speaker,  Deputy,  and  Chairman  of  Committees 
B.  No.  26  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  67 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  refer  to  Sol.  Com.,  70;  nog.  (Y. 
59,  N.  121)  72  ;  1°*  of  B.,  74  ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  175 ; 
M.  for  3°  agreed  to  on  a  div.  and  3°*,  212  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  1.) 
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Speeches  from  the  Throne  :  Opening  of  Parlt.,  2  (i) ; 
Prorogation,  3416  (iv). 

Spirits  and  Tobacco  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3212 
(iv). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  Bond:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3311; 

Stmnt.  (Mr.  Costigan )  3395  (iv). 

Spirituous  Liquors  Prohibition  B.  No.  125  (Mr. 

Beaty).  Ees.  prop.,  1040  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1063  (ii). 

Spring  Hill  Mines.  See  “  Coal.” 

Squatters  or  Occupants,  &o.  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  231  (i). 

Squatters,  Qu’Appelle  Valley,  Arbitration:  M.  for  Eet. 
(Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Staff  of  the  House,  Ees.  and  Schedules  adopted  by 
Commissioners,  2491  (iii). 

Stamp  Duty,  Commutation  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  891  (ii). 
Standing  Committees,  Non  meeting  of,  for  Organization  : 

Eemarks  (Mr.  Blake)  51,  61  (i). 

Standing  Com.  on  Colonization  and  Immigration  :  M.  to 
add  Messrs.  Baker,  Vic.,  and  Jackson,  to  Com.  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  299  (i). 

Standing  Com.  on  Eailways,  Canals  and  Telegraph 
Lines:  M.  to  add  name  of  Mr.  Bain  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  125  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Fishery  Overseer  of  Port  Williams,  N.S., 
Eemoval  of  :  M.  lor  Bet.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C.,  Expense  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  290  (i). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Tassi)  2531  (iii),  2854  (iv). 

Statutes,  Distribution  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  568  (i). 
Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation  B.  No.  96 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Not  introduced.  See  B.  130. 
Statutes  of  Canada,  Revised,  B.  No.  130  (Sir  John 
A.  Mcadonald).  1°,  1226  (ii)  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd. 
and  B.  wthdn.,  2402  (iii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  No. 

133  (Mr.  McLelan).  Ees.  prop.,  1219 ;  in  Com.  and 
1°*  of  B.,  1280  (ii);  2°  and  in  Com.,  2399;  3°*,  2421 
(iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Steam  Communication  with  France:  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot) 
561  (i). 

STEAMSHIP  SUBVENTIONS : 

Campbellton  and  GaspA  :  in  Oom.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

Canada  and  Antwerp  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2912  :  cone.,  2590  (iv). 
Uanada  and  Germany  :  in  Oom.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

France  and  Quebec  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936,  3041  (iv). 

Liverpool  on  London  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  or  Halifax  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

N.B.  and  P.E.I.  to  Great  Britain  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
P.B.I.  and  Great  Britain  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.O. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  ;  cone.,  2958  (iv). 
Steel  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  805  (ii). 

Stipendiary  Magistrate  in  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3448  (iv). 

Stoney  Indian  Eising,  Furtijer  information  asked,  863  ; 
Stmnt.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  886  (ii). 


Subsidies,  Further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  L. 
Langevin).  Ees.  prop.,  2531  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Ees., 
2911 ;  in  Com.,  2914;  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3250  ;  1°*  of 
B.,  3293 ;  2°  m.,  3380 ;  in  Com.,  3380 ;  on  M.  to 
cono.  in  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401;  neg.  (Y.  40, 
N;  83)  3403 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  19) 
3404 ;  3°*,  3404 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3051 ;  Amts,  to 
Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  3266 ;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  101)  3292  ; 
(Mr.  Lesage)  3292;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Langelier)  n eg.  (Y.  35,  N.  101)  3292  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  58.) 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  No.  164  (Mr.  Pope).  Res.  prop., 
3451 ;  M.  for  Com.,  3410  ;  in  Com.,  3412 ;  1°*,  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  3413  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  59.) 
Subsidies  to  Rys.  See  “  Land  Grants.” 

SUBSIDIES : 

Canadian  Pacific  Rt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  1677  (ii) ;  in  Oom.  of 
Sup  3295. 

Further,  to  Rys.  See  B.  158. 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  See  B.  147. 

Manitoba  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Bowell )  2889.  (iv). 

New  Brunswick  and  P. E  l.  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Pope)  3457 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

North  Shore  Ry.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

N.S.  increased  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  189,  567  (i). 

Provincial:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Quebec,  Advances  to,  on  Account  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  235  (i). 
Rys.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  and  others,  on  M.  for  Oom.  of  Sup., 
3442  (iv).  See  Bs.  147,  158  and  164. 

Rimouski,  Steamer:  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 

Rys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  McDougall) 
140  (i). 

Ry.  Co.’s,  Names  of  Officers,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Middlesex)  312  (i). 

Sugars,  Importation  of,  at  Halifax,  from  Jamaica  :  M.  for 
Eet.  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 

Sugar:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3219  (iv). 

Sugar:  Polariscopic  Test  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  419  (i). 
Summary  Convictions.  See  “Criminal  Law.” 

Sums  Paid  or  Advanced  to  C.  P.  E  as  Interest  or  Sub¬ 
sidy:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1617  (ii). 

Sunday  Excursions  Prohibition  B.  No.  19  (Mr. 

Charlton).  I0*,  46  ;  2°  in.,  256 ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (i). 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec,  Chief  Justice  of  the  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Casgrain)  429  (i). 

Superior  Court  of  Quebec  :  prop.  Ees.  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  3293  (iv). 

Superannuation  Fund,  Number  on  List,  &o.  :  M.  for  Eet. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Amounts  due  to  :  M.  for  Eet.* 
(Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  1443  (ii). 

Supplies  for  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Str.  “  Neptune  ”  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Accts.,  &c.  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Supply  B.  No.  163  (Mr.  Bowell).  1°*,  2°,  3°*,  3110 
(iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

SUPPLY: 

[Only  subjects  which  caused  remark  or  discussion  noted 
under  this  head.] 

Amts,  to  Ms.  for  Com. :  Washington  Treaty  and 
Eeciprocity  ( Mr.  Davies)  995;  Public  Expenditure 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2868 ;  Eepresentation  of 
the  N.  W.  Territories  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  3404. 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Mess,  from  His  Ex,,  transmitting  Estimates  for  1885-86, 
289  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  Suppl.  Esti¬ 
mates  for  1884-85,  2820 ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  trans¬ 
mitting  Suppl.  Estimates  for  1885-86,  3359;  Mess, 
from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  further  Suppl.  Estimates 
for  1885-86,  3415. 

Ees.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  for  Com.,  27 ;  in  Com.,  895, 
968,  1023,  1304,  2795,  2830,  2889, 2903,  2936,  3041, 
3232,3295,3339,  3383,  3408. 

Committee  : 

Administration  of  Justice : 

General  Vote,  985. 

N.  W.  T.  (re  Trials  in  connection  with  Rebellion) 
3411;  cone.,  3433;  (Fourth  Stipendiary  Magis¬ 
trate)  3448. 

Adulteration  of  Food.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics: 

Archives,  Care  of,  1023. 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  1032 ;  cone., 
2766. 

Agricultural,  Industrial,  and  other  Statistics  in 
Man.  and  N.  W.  T.,  1035. 

Criminal  Statistics,  Preparation  of,  1026. 

Dominion  Exhibition,  1026. 

Health  Statistics  :  cone.,  2766. 

Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  3452. 

Mortuary  Statistics,  2027. 

Canals.  See  “  Railways  and  Canals.” 

Charges  of  Management  : 

Assistant  Receivers  General’s  Offices,  Montreal,  St. 
John,  Winnipeg,  895. 

Brokerage,  Commission,  &c.,  on  Loans,  1874  to 
1879,  inclusive,  896. 

Brokerage,  Commission,  &c.,  on  Loan  of  1884,  896. 
Co  nty  Savings  Banks,  N.B.,  N.S.,  and  B.C.,  896. 
Country  Savings  Banks  :  printing,  &c.,  897. 
Dominion  Notes  :  issue  and  redemption,  897. 
Dominion  Notes,  printing,  &c.,  897. 

Financial  Inspector,  895. 

Financial  Commissioner  in  England,  896  ;  oonc., 
2763. 

Civil  Government  : 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  904;  contingencies,  921, 
Auditor  General’s  Office,  901. 

Civil  Service  Board  of  Examiners,  973. 
Contingencies,  Departmental  : 

High  Commissioner,  925. 

Post  Office  and  Finance  Depts.,  927, 

Travelling  Expenses,  923. 

Customs,  Dc*pt.  of,  901 ;  contingencies,  916. 
Finance,  Dept,  of,  and  Treasury  Board,  891 ;  suppl,, 
3411;  contingencies,  915. 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  910. 

Governor  General’s  Secretary’s  Office,  832,  898. 
Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  901 ;  suppl.  (increase  and 
arrears  of  salaries)  3410,3411. 


SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Civil  Government — Continued. 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  901  ;  contingencies,  916. 
Interior,  Dept,  of,  968,  contingencies,  915;  suppl. 
(Geological  Survey  Branch)  3408 ;  cone.,  2764, 
3433  (iv). 

Justice,  Dept,  of,  898. 

Penitentiaries  Branch,  914. 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  906  ;  contingencies,  922  ;  suppl. 
3411. 

Militia  and  Defence,  Dept,  of,  898 ;  contingencies, 
914. 

Postmaster-General’s  Dept.,  902;  suppl.,  3411; 
cone.,  2764. 

Privy  Council  Office,  899  ;  contingencies,  914. 
Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  911  ;  suppl.,  3448  ;  con¬ 
tingencies,  921. 

Railways  and  Canals,  Dept  of,  973 ;  contingencies, 
923. 

Secretary  of  State,  Dept,  of,  900  ;  suppl.,  3350, 
3411. 

Stationery  Office:  contingencies,  914. 

Collection  of  Eevenues : 

Adulteration  of  Food,  3242. 

Culling  Timber,  3241. 

Customs,  3232;  suppl.  (Extra  for  miscellaneous 
Sorvices),  3393, 

Excise,  3241. 

Inspection  of  Staples,  3241. 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398 ;  suppl.,  3421. 

Post  Office,  3308 ;  suppl.  (Assistant  Postmaster, 
Ottawa)  3393 ;  cone.,  3397. 

Public  Works — Repairs  and  Working  Expenses : 
Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C.,  3308. 

Harbors  and  Slides,  Repairs,  3307. 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Sorvice  generally,  3307. 
Telegraph  Lines,  P.E.I.,  and  Mainland,  3307. 
Railways — Repairs  and  Working  Expenses : 
Eastern  Extension  Railway,  3300. 

Intercolonial,  3299. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  3301. 

Windsor  Branch  Railway,  3301. 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  3241. 

Kinnee,  Daniel  (increase  of  Salary)  3457. 

Culling  Timber.  See  “Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Customs.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Dominion  Lands — Capital : 

Surveys,  Examination  of  Survey  Returns,  &c.,  3344. 
Dominion  Lands — Income : 

Agencies,  3346. 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  3344. 

Dominion  Police : 

General  Vote,  985  ;  suppl.,  3350. 

Dominion  Steamers.  See  “  Ocean  and  River  Service.” 
Excise.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Fisheries : 

Canadian  Fisheries  Exhibit,  2956. 

Fishing  Bounty,  exponses  in  connection  with  dis¬ 
tribution,  2956 ;  suppl.,  3387. 

Protection  Steamers  and  Vessels,  maintenance  and 
repairs,  2955  ;  cone.,  2958. 

Geological  Survey  : 

General  Vote,  3346  ;  suppl.,  3408;  cone.,  3433. 
Government  Steamers.  See  “  Ocean  and  River  Service.” 
Immigration : 

General  Vote,  2809,  2830. 

Indians : 

Assistance  to  Institutions,  3392. 

Grant  to  supplement  Indian  Fund,  3242. 

— — —  British  Columbia  generally,  3313. 

-  — ■  Manitoba  and  N.  W.  T.,  3314, 3339  ;  suppl., 
3393  ;  cone.,  3373. 

— — — —  New  Brunswick,  3243. 

— — — ■  Nova  Scotia  generally,  3243. 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle  and  High  River  ; 
cone.,  2922. 

Oka  Indians,  Removal  of,  3457. 

Inspection  of  Staples.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Insurance,  Superintendence  of : 

Expenses  in  connection  with  service,  2957  ;  cone., 
2958. 

Justice,  Administration  of,  985. 

Legislation  ; 

House  of  Commons : 

Contingencies,  2796. 

Debates,  publishing  of,  991 ;  cone.,  2765,  3371. 
Expenses  of  Committees,  Extra  Sessional  Clerks, 
&c.,  2795. 

Hache,  Jacques,  Gratuity  to,  3450. 

Internal  Economy,  Commissioners’  Report,  in¬ 
creased  expenditure  under,  3449;  cone.,  3470. 
Printing,  paper  and  bookbinding,  992,  2798. 
Salaries,  &c.,  991. 

Miscellaneous : 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  3351. 

Election  expenses,  Returning  Officers,  Montreal, 
3451. 

Library — Salaries,  &o.,  2796. 

Morgan’s  “  Annual  Register,”  3351. 

Sessional  Indemnity,  Increased,  3450. 

Senate : 

Extra  Expenses,  including  Debates  and  Short¬ 
hand  Writers,  3448, 

Salaries  and  Contingent  Expenses,  990 ;  cone., 
2765. 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  : 

Agencies,  rents  and  contingencies,  2951. 

Cape  Race  Light,  2952. 

Fog-Whistles,  Buoys  and  Beacons,  maintenance 
and  repairs,  2951, 


SUPPLY— -Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service — Continued. 

Lighthouse  and  Fog-Alarms,  2952. 

Lighthouse  Keepers,  Salaries,  &c.,  2950. 

Liquor  License  Act.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  : 

Campbellton  and  Gaspe,  2942. 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  2942  ;  cone.,  2958. 

Canada  and  Germany,  2945. 

France  and  Quebec,  2936,  3041. 

Liverpool  or  London  and  St.  John,  N.  B.,  or 
Halifax,  N.S.,  2942. 

N.B.  and  P.E.I.  to  Great  Britain  and  continental 
ports,  3457. 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B.,  2942. 

Prince  Edward  Island  and  Great  Britain,  2942. 
United  States  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  2936;  cone.,  2958. 
Marine  Hospitals  : 

General  Vote,  2957. 

Militia  : 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  Pay  and  maintenance,  2914. 
Ammunition,  2903. 

Barrack  Huts,  B.C.,  3412. 

Barracks  at  London,  3412. 

Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  transport,  &c.,  2903. 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools,  Pay  and  mainten¬ 
ance,  2915. 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  2906. 

Contingencies,  2913. 

Dominion  Artillery  Association,  2913. 

Dominion  Rifle  Association,  2913. 

Drill  Pay,  &o.,  2910. 

Drill  Sheds  and  Rifle  Ranges,  2915. 

Middleton,  General,  Grant  to,  3470. 

Military  Branch  and  District  Staff,  Salaries,  2889, 
2903. 

Military  Properties,  Care  and  maintenance,  2916. 
Mounted  Infantry  at  Winnipeg,  3411. 

New  Militia  Pensions,’  cone.,  2765. 

Ordnance,  Improved  Rifled,  2915. 

Pay  and  transport,  &c.,  of  Force  aiding  civil 
power  at  Lingan  Mines,  C.B.,  3452. 

Public  Armories,  Care  of  Arms,  &c.,  2910. 

Royal  Military  College,  2913  ;  cone.,  2922. 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  Pensions,  cone.,  2765. 
Miscellaneous : 

American  Institute  of  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to 
N.S.,  3456. 

Bank  Imposts,  Refund  of,  3387 ;  cone.,  3396. 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Expenses  of  Elections 
under,  3387. 

Chinese  Commission,  Expenses,  &c.,  3387 ;  cone., 
3396. 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Roport,  Printing,  &c., 
3421. 

Commercial  Agencies, 13245, 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Miscellaneous— ContmvLdd. 

District  of  Keewatin,  Expenses  of  Govt.,  3244. 

Doutre,  J.,  Settlement  of  Claim  against  Govt,  re 
Fishery  Commission,  3392. 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary  and  contingencies  of  office,  4244. 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  Settlement  of  Legal 
Claims,  3388,  3392 ;  cone.,  3396. 

“  Histoire  Genealogique  des  Families  Francises,” 
3455. 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition  Expenses,  3245. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Putting  in  force  Act  respect¬ 
ing,  3244. 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  3456. 

Middleton,  General,  Grant  to,  3470. 

Model  Farm,  Establishment  of,  3453. 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Erection  of,  3244 ;  suppl. 
3387. 

North-West  Council,  Salaries  of  Members  for  1881 
and  1883,  3392  ;  cono.,  3397. 

North-West  Disturbance,  Expenses  and  losses, 
arising  out  of,  3454. 

North-West  Territories,  Expenses  of  Govt.,  &c.>, 
3243. 

Printing  Commission,  Expenses,  3392. 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation,  &c.,  corres¬ 
pondence,  petitions,  reports  and  O.C.’s  respect¬ 
ing,  3421 ;  cone.,  3434. 

Purcell  &  Eyan,  claim  for  transportation  of  sup¬ 
plies,  &c.,  furnished  Marquis  of  Lome,  3452. 

Hand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary,  3420. 

Refund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  in  P.E.I.,  3455 ; 
cone.,  3470. 

Returns,  Preparation  of,  Payment  of  Extra  Clerks, 
3245 ;  suppl.,  3388. 

Surveys,  Lakes  Superior  and  Huron,  3244. 

North-  West  Mounted  Police : 

Equipment,  pay  and  maintenance  of  additional 
men,  3421 

General  Yote,  3243  ;  suppl.,  3392. 

Ocean  and  River  Service : 

Canadian  Registration  of  Shipping,  2950. 

Government  Steamers,  maintenance,  &c.,  2945 ; 
cone.,  3396. 

Life-boats,  Stations  and  Life-preservers,  &c.,  2946, 

Obstruction  in  Navigable  Waters,  Removal  of  2950. 

Water  and  River  Police,  Montreal  and  Quebec, 
2950. 

Wrecks  and  Casualties,  investigation  of,  &c.,  2950. 

Penitentiaries : 

British  Columbia,  990. 

Dorchester,  989. 

Kingston,  985  ;  suppl.  (McManus’  gratuity)  3350  ; 
cone.,  3374. 

Manitoba,  989;  suppl.  (Sutherland,  services)  3350. 

Removal  of  Prisoners,  3411. 
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Committee — Continued. 

Penitentiaries— Continued. 

St.  Yinoent  de  Paul,  986 ;  suppl.  (Baillairge,  ser¬ 
vices)  3350. 

Pensions  ; 

New  Militia,  cone.,  2765. 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  992  ;  cone.,  2765. 

Post  Office.  See  “Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Public  Works * — Capital : 

Public  Buildings : 

Additional  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa,  2916. 
Public  Works : 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor,  2917. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  2916. 

Port  Arthur  and  Kaministiquia  Rivor,  2916. 
Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund: 

Harbors  and  Rivers : 

Manitoba  (River  Saskatchewan)  3420. 

Nova  Scotia,  3419. 

Ontario,  3386. 

Quebec  (River  Yamaska)  3419. 

Miscellaneous : 

House  and  Furniture  for  High  Commissioner, 
balance,  3386. 

Roads  and  Bridges  (iron  bridge  across  Rideau 
River)  3420. 

Public  Buildings : 

Armories,  Montreal,  3385;  suppl.,  3419. 

British  Columbia,  3386. 

Examining  Warehouse,  Toronto,  3385. 
Newcastle,  N.B.,  Post  Office,  3385. 

Telegraphs : 

Amherst  Island  and  Mainland,  3420. 

Sub-marine  Cable  betwoen  B.C.  and  Washington 
Territory,  3386. 

Public  Works — Income  : 

Dredging,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923. 

Harbors  and  Rivers : 

Manitoba,  2921. 

Maritime  Provinces — Repairs  and  Improvements 
generally,  2920;  cone.,  2922. 

New  Brunswick,  2920. 

Ontario,  2920. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  2919. 

Public  Buildings : 

Manitoba,  2919. 

New  Brunswick,  2918. 

North-West  Territories,  2919. 

N.  W.  T.  (Prince  Albert  Court  Houso  and  Gaol) 
3452. 

Ontario,  2918. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  2918. 

Quebec,  2918. 

Repairs,  Furniture,  Heating,  &c.,  2919. 
Telegraphs,  2922. 

Tor  Repairs  and  Working  Expenses,  see  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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SUP  PLY — Continued. 

Committee— Continued. 

Quarantine : 

General  Yote,  2853. 

Immigrant  Patients,  Winnipeg  and  St.  Boniface 
Hospitals,  3358. 

Sheep  Scab  in  Quebec,  extirpating  disease,  3358  ; 
suppl.,  3411. 

Railways,*  and  Canals — Capital ; 

Canals  : 

Cornwall,  3301. 

Fort  Francis,  Hugh  Sutherland’s  Claim,  3385. 
Lachine,  3301. 

Murray  3303. 

St.  Peter’s,  3312. 

Trent  River  Nav.  and  Looks,  3311. 

Welland,  3301,3311. 

Williamsburg,  3301. 

Railways  : 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway — 

Inspecting  Engineers’  Expenses,  3417. 

Pembina  Branch  (Award  of  Arbitrators)  3417. 
Section  B.,  3383. 

Subsidy,  3295  : 

Carleton  Branch  Railway  : 

To  purchase,  with  harbor  frontage,  town  lots, 
&c.,  3415. 

Eastern  Extension  Railway  : 

Steamer  Norwegian,  Repairs,  3384. 

Intercolonial  Railway  : 

Air  Brakes  to  100  engines,  3299. 

Miscellaneous  Works,  3296  ;  suppl.,  3383  ;  cone., 
3395. 

Sleeping  Cars,  Purchase  of,  341 7. 

Short  Line  Railway,  N.S.  : 

Settling  unpaid  Claims,  &c.,  3413. 

Railways  and  Canals — Income : 

Canals : 

Grenville  (J.  Simard,  for  services)  3418. 
Miscellaneous  (Repairs  to  Road  Dyke,  Lake  St. 
Francis)  3418. 

Rideau,  3312;  (Land  Damages,  Township  of 
Pittsburg)  3418. 

Welland  (Land  and  Damages,  Grand  River,  &c.) 
3418;  cone.,  3433. 

Railways : 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  3313. 

Surveys  of  Cape  Breton  and  other  Railways,  3418. 
Scientific  Institutions : 

Meteorological  Observations,  instruments  &c.,  2956. 
Steamship  Subventions.  See  “  Mail  Subsidies.” 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas.  See  “  Collection  of 
Revenues.” 

Concurrence  : 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  (Trials  in 
connection  with  Rebellion)  3433. 

*For  Repairs  and  Working  Expenses,  tee  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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Concurrence — Continued. 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  Expenses,  2766. 
Assistant  Postmaster,  Ottawa,  Allowance  to,  3397. 
Bank  Imposts,  Refund  of,  3396. 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  Steam  communication,  2958. 
Charges  of  Management,  2763. 

Chinese  Commission,  Expenses,  3396. 

Debates,  House  of  Commons,  2765,  3371. 

Dominion  Steamers,  3396. 

Dredging,  2923. 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers  and  Vessels,  2958. 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  Legal  Claims,  3396. 
Harbors  and  Rivers,  Maritime  Provinces,  Repairs,  &c., 
2922. 

Health  Statistics,  Expenses  in  connection  with,  2766. 
Indian  Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle  and  High 
River,  2922. 

Indians  of  Manitoba  and  the  N.  W.T.,  3373. 

Insurance,  Superintendence  of,  2958. 

Intercolonial  Railway  (Capital)  3395. 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  2764. 

Internal  Economy  Commissioners’  Report,  Increased 
Expenditure  under,  3470. 

Liquor  License  Act,  Commissioners,  Inspectors,  &c., 
3398. 

McManus,  C.,  Gratuity  to  Widow  of,  3374. 

Mining  Geologists,  3433. 

North-West  Council,  Salaries  of  Members,  &c.,  3396. 
Pensions,  New  Militia,  2765. 

Postmaster  General’s  Office,  2764. 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation,  &c.,  of  Documents 
respecting,  3434. 

Refund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  in  P.E.I.,  3470. 

Royal  Military  College  of  Canada,  2922. 

Senate,  Salaries  and  Contingencies,  2765. 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Steam  communication,  2958. 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  Pensions,  2765. 

Welland  Canal  (Land  Damages,  &c.)  3433. 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limita¬ 
tion  B.  No.  3  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny).  1°,  28 ; 
Order  for  2°  read,  102 ;  2°  m.,  151 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Ouimet ) 
165 ;  neg.,  167 ;  2°  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (i).  See 
B.  68. 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limita¬ 
tion  B.  No.  68  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny).  1°,  270 
(i).  See  B.  3. 

Supreme  Court,  Contested  Cases  before,  and  Judgments: 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Curran)  210  (i). 

Supreme  Court  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  151,  167  ;  (Mr.  Tupper)  156 ;  (Messrs. 
Girouard,  Beaty  and  Blake)  157 ;  (Mr.  Macmaster)  160; 
(Mr.  Curran)  161;  (Mr.  Davies)  162;  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  163;  (Mr.  Ouimet)  164;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Foster)  165;  (Mr.  Amyot)  166;  (Mr.  Laurier)  167; 
(Messrs.  Royal  and  Belleau)  168;  (Mr.  Coursol)  169  (i). 
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Supreme  Court  :  Judgments  on  Controverted  Elections, 
1,  593  (i). 

Supreme  Court,  Judgments  rendered  since  Establish¬ 
ment  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny ) 
533  (i). 

Supreme  Court  oe  N.B.,  Causes  entered  for  Argument: 

M.  for  Number,  &c.  (Mr.  Foster')  294  (i). 

Surveys  and  Examinations  of  Survey  Eets.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup ,  3344  (iv). 

Surveys  and  Plans  of  Battleford  and  Edmonton  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2357  (iii). 

Surveys  of  River  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blake)  3424 ;  Mode  of :  Ques.,  3424  (iv). 

Sutherland,  Dr.,  Payment  to:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 
Small  Savings,  Encouragement  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Lister)  205  (i). 

Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24,  West  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  231  (i). 

Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appelle  incorp.  B. 
No.  39  (Mr.  Mulock).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  180  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Synod  of  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can¬ 
ada  incorp.  B.  No.  60  (Mr.  McCarthy).  I0*,  180; 
2°*,  246;  in  Com.,  693  (i)  ;  3°*,  791  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  32.) 

Traoadie  Breakwater,  N.S.,  Expenditure  on:  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mclsaac)  147  (i). 

Tach^,  Archbishop,  Communication  from,  re  Half-breeds  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Tagging  Metal  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Tangents  and  Curves  on  C.P.R.,  Number  and  aggregate 
length  :  Ques. :  (Mr.  Blake)  744  (i).  See  *•  C  P.R.” 
Tariff,  Notice  of  Changes  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  714  (i). 
Tariff,  The.  See  Ways  and  Means.” 

Tar,  Pine  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (ii). 
Taschereau,  Mr.  T.  L.  j  Certificate  of  Election  and  Return 
of,  1  (i). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  743  (i). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  cost  of  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 
Telegraphic  communication  west  of  Winnipeg  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Blake)  839  (ii). 

Telegraphs:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (iv). 

Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton, -Extension  of  :  Ques. 

(Mi.  Cameron ,  Inverness)  78  (i). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Government  by  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  350  (i),  2530  (iii). 

Terry,  Charles  Hunter,  Gratuity  to:  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  632  (i). 

Terry,  Fairy  Emily  Jane,  Relief  of,  B.  No.  97 

(Mr.  Taylor).  1°  on  a  div.,  605  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  672  (i)  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  36.) 


T£te  du  Pont  Barracks,  Lease  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c,  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Thanks  of  Queen  for  condolence  on  death  of  Duke  of 
Albany  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  32  (i). 

Thanks  of  Parlt.  to  Volunteers.  Nee  “Vote.” 

Three  Rivers.  See  “  Harbor  Commissioners.” 

Thunder  Bay  Colonisation  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3458  ;  in  Com.,  3473  (iv). 

Tilton,  Mr.,  and  Staff  Commander  Bolton,  Dispute 
between:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i). 
Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  C.P.R.  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
479  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  granted  on  Lands  outside 
of  disputed  Territory  :  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
209  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  in  the  N.W. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Charlton)  121  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  issued  since  Jan.,  1882,  in  N.W.T.,  &o. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  863  (ii). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Berths  in  B.C.,  Total  applications, 

DATE,  NAMES  AND  ADDRESSES,  &C.,  &C.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Charlton)  210  (i). 

Timber  on  Indian  Lands,  Non  printing  of  Rets.,  as 
ordered  by  House  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 
Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  : 
Ques*  (Mr.  Mills)  114,  115  ;  M.  for  Ret.,  115;  M.  for 
copies,  &c.,*  124,  210  (i). 

Tissue  Paper  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (ii). 
Tolls  on  certain  Railway  Companies:  M.  for  Stmnt., 
&c.  (Mr.  Mulock)  54  (i). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  1744  (iii). 

Towels  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  857  (ii). 
Townshend,  Mr.  C.  J. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Ret.  of,  1. 
C.  P.  R.  Town  sites,  Sales  of,  Transaction  on  joint 
account  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Rets:  presented  (Mr.  Bowell) 
28  (i). 

Trade  relations  between  Canada  and  the  U.  S. :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Davies)  1387  (ii) ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
3163  (iv). 

Trade  relations  with  Australian  Colonies  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr Mitchell)  36  ;  with  Foreign  Countries  :  Ques.  (  M  r. 
Burpee)  78;  with  Jamaica,  429;  with  Mexico:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  632  (i). 

Trading  Corporations.  See  “  Insolvent  Banks.” 
Transfer  of  Batteries  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
235  (i). 

Translation  of  Hansard  and  \  otes  and  Proceedings  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Casgrain)  594  (i)4 
Transportation  Charges  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans, 
3224  (iv). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  Act  Amt  B. 

No.  104  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley).  1°,  630  (i)  ;  2°,  in  Com* 
and  3°*,  1670  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.  c.  47.) 
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TREATIES : 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Vail)  219  (i). 

Negotiations  by  Sib  Ambrose  Shea:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1387  (ii). 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lauritr)  2854  (iv). 
Washington  Treaty,  Termination  op  Fishery  Clauses  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  2559,  2773,  2890;  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr. 
Davies)  2897 ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Vail)  3074 ;  Cor.  and  Papers : 
presented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  3232 ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
3249;  Transport  Regulations:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3249  ;  Deb. 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3322  ;  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  3330 ;  (Mr.  Mills)  3333 ;  (Messrs.  McLelan  and  Mitchell) 
3336  ;  (Mr.  Vail)  3338  (iv). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Plans  and  Estimates  of  Cost,  &o.  : 
M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake )  144  (i)  ;  Con¬ 
tracts  :  M.  for  copies,  823  (ii). 

Trent  River  Nav.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (iv). 

Trestles  and  Bridges,  C.P.B.,  Number  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Edgar )  100  (i). 

Troops,  Transport  of  :  Eemarks  (Mr.  Dawson )  887  (ii). 
Troubles  at  Prince  Albert  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  693  (i). 
Truro  Bank  incorp.  B.  No.  78  (Mr.  Tapper).  i°* 
313  ;  2°*,  405  (i). 

Trutch,  J.  W.,  Employment  of,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
der  kin)  744  (i). 

Tug-barges,  Dredge  and  Machinery  on  Red  River  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Turkish  Pauper  Immigrants  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Trow)  3475 
(iv). 

Umbrella  or  Parasol  Ribs,  &o.  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Moans,  847  (ii). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Mail  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2936  (iv). 

Vacancies  in  the  Representation,  1,  593  (i). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
2750  (iv). 

Vegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  Widows  of,  Extension  of  Pensions  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Hastings)  36  (i). 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 
Victoria  Rifles.  See  “  Militia.” 

Violation  of  Customs  Law  in  N.S.,  by  John  Leander 
Mackenzie  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Volunteer  Corps  organized  in  the  N.W.  in  1879 : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474 
(ii). 

Volunteers  disbanded  in  Military  District  No.  9  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 
Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  and  Intoxicating  Liquors  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  1131  (ii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  Recognition  of  Services  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Small)  1566  (ii)  ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii) ; 
prop.  Res.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  3321  ;  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  3370.  See  B.  160. 

Volunteers  of  1837-38:  Res.  recognising  services  (Mr. 
Hickey)  37  (i). 

Volunteers  on  Active  Service,  Increase  of  pay  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 


Vote  for  relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  1744  (iii). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  the  N.W.  Troubles:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2234  (iii). 

Vote  of  Thanks  of  Parlt.  to  Genl.  Middleton  and 
Volunteers  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Caron)  3459  ;  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  3463  ;  (Mr.  Tassi)  3465  ;  (Mr.  Wright) 
3466 ;  (Mr.  Woodworth)  3467 ;  (Mr.  Macmillan)  3468  (iv). 
Vote  to  Genl.  Middleton  :  notice  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
3457  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3470  (iv). 

VOYAGEURS  TO  EGYPT,  NUMBER,  NAMES,  RESIDENCE,  &C.,  OF 

Officers  and  Men  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  210  (i). 

Warrants  issued  for  new  Elections,  1,  593  (i). 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  of,  by  American  Rys.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  838  (ii). 

Washington  Treaty.  See  “  Treaties.” 

Water  and  River  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 
Water  Lots  in  N.S.,  Application  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tapper) 
429  (i). 

Water  Lots  on  Rivers,  Govt.  Rights  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Van- 
asse)  2238  (iii). 

Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  Purchase  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  Office  of  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lister)  188  (i). 

WAYS  AND  MEANS  :  Res.  for  Com.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
27  ;  on  M.  for  Com.,  the  Budget  Speech,  313  ;  reply  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  333  ;  Deb.  adjd.,  348  ;  resmd.  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  394 ;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  412  ;  (Mr. 
Tupper)  455  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  463  ;  (Mr.  McLelan)  505 ; 
(Mr.  Mills)  512 ;  (Mr.  Curran)  521 ;  (Mr.  Rinfret)  527  ; 
(Mr.  Foster)  535;  (Mr.  Davies)  545;  (Mr.  Woodworth) 
555;  ( Mr.  King)  561 ;  (Mr.  Burns)  595  ;  (Mr.  Casey) 
699,  633;  (Mr.  Stairs)  641;  (Mr.  Cillmor)  648;  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  656;  (Mr.  Jackson)  662;  (Mr.  Vail) 
666 ;  (Mr.  Allison)  676  ;  (Mr.  Tassi)  677  ;  (Mr.  Hackett) 
687;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  715;  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
719;  (Mr.  McMullen)  722;  (Mr .Dickinson)  729;  (Mr. 
Sproule)  733  ;  (Mr.  Bichard)  739  ;  (Mr  Hesson)  747  ; 
Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  756 ; 
neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  129),  and  in  Com.,  771  (i)  ;  in  Com., 
783,  791,  840  (ii) ;  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.  W.  ( Resumi  of  Events)  3075  ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N. 
105)3213;  in  Com.,  3214, 3294;  Res.  cone,  in,  3322  (iv). 
Weight  and  Measurement  of  Roots  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.*  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's)  201  (i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  118  (Mr. 
Costigan).  Res.  prop.,  832  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B. 
837 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  1672  ;  3°*,  1680  (ii).  (48-49 

Vic.,  c.  64.) 

Weirs  in  the  County  of  Charlotte,  N.  B.,  Licenses,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  “  Range  Lights  ”  at  :  M.  for  Qor.,  &c.  (Mr. 
Platt)  210  (i). 

Western  Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  Ho.  94  (Mr. 
McCallum).  1°*,  534  ;  2°*,  616  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1288  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  87.) 
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Western  Terminus  C.P.R.,  Route  or  Routes  prom  Port 
Moody  to  English  Bay  :  M.  for  Plan,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
145  (i). 

West  Middlesex  Controverted  Election  :  Judge’s  Rep.,  1. 
West  Ontario  Election  :  Return  of  Member  to  repre¬ 
sent,  1  (i). 

Wharfage  Collections.  See  “  Marine,” 

Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  in  Nav.  Waters  B. 
No.  18  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°,  46;  2°  in.,  215;  2°*  and 
ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  2 1 8  (i). 

Wharves  on  P.E.T.,  Grant  for  Construction  :  Ques  (Mr 
Davies )  351  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duty  collected  on, 
in  N.  S. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Alteration  of:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  148  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Duties  on,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant')  532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  138  (i). 

Whiskey:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225  (iv). 

White  Point,  N.  S.,  Breakwater,  Repair  of:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  52  (i). 

White  Shellac  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Sums  paid  to,  and  for  what  services  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  51  (i). 

1» 


Windsor  Branch  Ry  ,  O.C.,  Agreements,  &c.,  respecting  : 
M.  for  copie-*  (Mr.  Kinney)  533  (:) 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp' 
B.  No.  82  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Victoria.).  1°*,  3 49 ;  2” 
in.,  428;  Order  dschgd  and  B.  wihdn,  428  (i). 
Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
13.  No.  91  (Mr.  Cameron .  Victoria) .  I0*,  438;  -°, 

567  (i)  ;  in  Co  u.  and  3°*,  1 180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  89.; 
Winter  Crossing  from  P.  E.  1. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Macdona'd,  King's )  62  (i). 

Wood  and  Wilkinson,  Sums  pvid  to,  and  services  ren¬ 
dered:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry,  Co.’s  Acts 
Amt.  8.  No.  23  (Mr .Williams).  1°*,  67;  2°*,  113; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,c.  16.) 
Woodstock,  N.  B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Irvine)  606  (i). 

Wood  Supplies  for  Govt  Buildings,  Ottawa:  Ques.  (Mr. 

McCraney)  429  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  1387  (ii). 
Woollen  Fabrics  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  800,  840 
(ii). 

Woollen  Rags  :  in  Com.  of  Ways  and  Means,  783  ;  legisla¬ 
tion  respecting:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Writ  for  L£vis  County  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  633 ;  Remarks 
661  (i). 
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